Exhibit C
S-3 (A)

Before the Board of Supervisors in and for the
County of Monterey, State of California

Resolution No: 08 — 171
Approve the Findings, Statement of Overriding )

Considerations, and Mitigation Monitoring Program )
pursuant to California Environmental Quality Act for the )
Regional Development Impact Fee Program. )

This resolution is made with reference fo the following facts:

RECITALS

1. The County of Monterey is a member of the Association of Monterey Bay Area
Governments (AMBAG) and participates in the Transportation Agency for Monterey County
(TAMC) by appointment of members of the TAMC governing board.

2, TAMC prepared a Regional Transportation Plan which idenfifies regional
transportation needs resulting from growth and development anticipated to ocour throughout
Monterey County. The Plan recognizes how transportation impacts of projects in one
jurisdiction affect the transportation networlk in other jurisdictions throughout the County.

3. TAMC commissioned and approved the “Regional Iropact Fee Nexus Study” (dated
March 26, 2008) which identified specific regional transportation projects necessary to
mitigate the impacts of new development in the region which impact the regional
transportation network, the costs of these projects, and a share of costs atiributable to new
development, in support of the adoption by each of the member jurisdictions of TAMC of a

Regional Development Impact Fee (RDIF).

4, On May 20, 2008 the Board of Supervisors introduced, waived the reading, and set
June 3, 2008, at 10:30 a.um., for 2 public hearing to consider adoption of an Ordinance adding
Chapter 12.90 to the Montersy County Code to establish a Regional Development Impact

Fee Program.

5. On June 3, 2008, the Board of Supervisors will consider a set of actions fo establish the
Regional Development Impact Fee Program, These actions include: approval of a Joint Powers
Agreement among the County and at least eight member cities of TAMC to create the Monterey
County Regional Development Impact Fee Agency (“RDIF Agency”) to administer the Regional
Development Impact Fees; adoption of an ordinance to establish the Regional Development
Tmpact Fee program; and adoption of a resolution to establish the base amount of the Regional
Development Impact Fee. The fee will not take effect unless, on or before December 31, 2008,
the County and at least eight mentber cities of TAMC have approved the creation of the RDIF

Agency and approved the Regional Development Impact Fees.

6, In addition to the Regional Development Impact Fee program, TAMC has presented to
the cities of Carmel-by-the-Sea, Del Rey Oaks, Gonzales, Greenfield, King City, Marina,
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Monterey, Pacific Grove, Salinas, Sand City, Seaside, Soledad and the County of Monterey a
proposal to place before the voters-a one half of one percent (1/2%) sales tax for 25 years to fund
projects and programs included in the transportation expenditure plan titled “Investment Plan for
Transportation Sales Taxes in Monterey County.” A majority of the cities representing a
majority of the population, and the County, must approve the Investment Plan for Transportation
Sales Taxes in Monterey County before TAMC may approve the Investment Plan and request the
Board of Supervisors of the County of Monterey to place before the voters on a future ballota
countywide 25~year one-half of one percent (1/2%) sales tax to fund the projects and programs
described in the Tnvestment Plan. On April 15, 2008, the County Board of Supervisors approved
the Investment Plan for Transportation Sales Tax in Monterey County.

7. Pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), on May 25, 2005,
TAMC, acting as Lead Agency, certified an Environmental Impact Report (“final EIR”) for the
2005 Monterey County Regional Transportation Plan and, on January 23, 2008, adopted an
Addendum evaluating the environmental effects asgociated with the implementation of the
Tnvestment Plan for Transportation Sales Tax in Monterey County and the Development Impact

Fee Program.

8. As a Responsible Agency under CEQA, the County has reviewed and considered the
environmental effects of the Regional Development Impact Fee program as shown in the EIR
and Addendum, and prior to taking the actions to establish the Regional Development Impact
Fee program, the Board of Supervisors makes the findings and adopts the statement of overriding

considerations contained herein.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of Supervisors of the County of
Monterey hereby finds as follows:

a. The County has considered the environmental effects of the Regional Development
Impact Fee program as shown in the certified Bnvironmental Impact Report for the 2005
Monterey County Regional Transportation Plan and the Addendum.

h. The County finds that the act of approving the Regional Development Impact Fee
program itself will have no fmpact on the environment but that the applicable lead
agencies’ future discretionary implementation of the transportation projects partially
funded through the Regional Development Impact Fees could potentially lead to one or
more significant environmental effects and that the lead agencies for such projects will
have responsibility to impose such mitigation measures o make such changes or
alterations as are within their responsibility and jurisdiction to mitigate identified impacts

on the environment to the extent feasible.

The County finds, with regard to each significant environmental effect that has been
identified and as more fully set out and explained in TAMC’s CEQA Findings, attached
hereto as Exhibit 1 and incorporated herein by reference, that: 1) changes or alterations
have been required in, or incorporated into, the project which avoid or substantially
lessen the significant environmental effect as identified in the final EIR; 2) such changes
or alterations are within the responsibility and jurisdiction of another public agency and
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not the County of Monterey and such changes can and should be approved by such other
agencies; or 3) specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other considerations,

including provision of employment opportunities for highly trained workers, make
infeasible the mitigation measures or project alternatives identified in the final EIR,

d. The County finds that the economic, legal, social, technological, and other benefits of the

Regional Development fmpact Fee program—including increased safety, congestion
reduction, meeting identified community priorities and other benefits as set out in Bxhibit

2 attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference, outweigh the significant
unavoidable environmental impacts of the project which TAMC as lead agency
identified, and the County accordingly approves this Statement of Overriding

Considerations.

To the extent the County of Monterey will be the lead agency to implement individual
transportation system improvement projects that are partially funded through the
Regional Development Impact Fee program, the County approves the Mitigation
Monitoring Program attached hereto as Exhibit 3 which includes mitigation measures to
be implemented in connection with the processing, consideration, and implementation of

specific improvement projects.

PASSED AND ADOPTED on this 3™ day of June, 2008, upon motion of Supervisor Potter, '
seconded by Supervisor Salinas, by the following vote, to-wit:

AYES: Supervisors Armenta, Calcagno, Salinas, Mettee-McCutchon, Potter

NOES: None
ABSENT:.  None

1, Denise Pennell, Interim Clezk of the Board of Supervisors of the County of Monterey, State of California, hereby
certify that the foregoing is a true copy of an original order of said Board of Supetvisors duly made and entcred in

the minutes thereof of Minute Book 74 for the meating on June 3, 2008,

Denise Pennell, Interim Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
Comnty of Monterey, State of California

By - ¥ ™
Deputy

Dated: June 5, 2008




Exhibit 1

LOCAL TRANSPORTATION SALES TAX
EXPENDITURE PLAN AND DEVELOPMENT
IMPACT FEE PROGRAM CEQA FINDINGS

These findings are adopted by the Transportation Agency for Menterey County (TAMC)
Board of Directors as they consider adoption of the Local Transportation Sales Tax
Expenditure Plan and Development Impact Fee Program. The Local Transportation Sales
Tax Expenditure Plan and Development Impact Fee Program- will - provide funding to
implement projects identified in the Locdl Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and .
Development Impact Fee Program. An EIR was certified for the 2005 Monterey County
Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) in 2005. An EIR Addendum has been prepared and -
adopted for the Local Transportation Sales Tax: Expendlmre Plan and Development Impaot

Fee Program.
The California Environmental Quality Act Guidelines provides that when an agency

approves a project that may have significant effects on the environment it .must. make
findings describing the disposition of each of those effects. (Guidelines Section 15091) As

the lead agency for.the EIR Addendum for the Local Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure L

Plan and Development Impact Fee Program, TAMC must make one or more. findings for - -
each of the significant effects identified in the EIR Addendum (Gu1del1nes Section- 15163)

The. p0551ble findings are as follows

(1) Changés or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the i)l‘O_]éCt
which avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental effect as identified
in the final EIR. ‘

2) Such changes or alterations are within the responsibility -and juﬁsdiction of
another public agency and not the agency making the finding: Such: changes have
been adopted by such other agency or can and should be. adopted by such- other

- _agency.

(3} Spoc:1f10 economic, legal somal techno]ogical or other conmdera’uons mcludmg )

provision of employment -opportunities for highly hamed workers, make infeasible - . - .-

the mitigation measures or project altematlvos identified 1 111 the ﬁnal EIR

Each of the effects Tisted below was, 1dent1ﬁod as potentmlly havmg a s1gmf1cant effect onthe - -

environment. In most instances, the EIR Addendum identified specific meastires that aliow
the effects to be reduced below the level of significance. When. that is not the case,. the
following findings note that the mltlgatlon measures do not fully avoid a significant effect.

The significant and unavoiddble impacts that would 1esu1t from the project are addressed in
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the separate statement of overriding considerations that will be adopted pursuant to Sectlon
15093 of the CEQA Guidelines. C e

As provided under Section 15164 of the CEQA Guidelines, the EIR Addendum examined the
various potential effects of the Local Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and .
Development Impact Fee Program to determine whether there were new-or more severe
impacts that had not been previously identified and examined in the 2005 RTP EIR. No new
significant impacts, or significant and unavoidable mlpacts were identified m—the EIR -

Addendum.
The mitigation measures that are listed below are based on those presented in-the 2005 RTP -

EIR, modified slightly to address Monterey County projects only (since the 2005 RTP EIR
was prepared as the environmental review document for the 2005 Monterey- Bay :Area

Metropolitan Transportation Plan, the 2005 Santa Cruz County regional Transportation Plan;. - -

and the 2005 Monterey County Regmna.l Transportation Plan). -

AESTHETICS

IN[PACT’ 1.1: Substantial Adverse Effects on Scenic Vistas: Construction: of some-of-the - i~ -

projects identified in the Local Tramsportation Sales ~Tax:Expenditure Plan and the

Development Impact Fee Program may result in a substantial change-in-existing scenic-vistag ~ ~~= — =

along roadways that are included in the California Scenic Highway System (e.g.,. 1JS:.101
- between SR 68 and the San Luis Obispo County line, SR 156;:SR 68 between SR1 and the -

Salinas River), that are eligible for inclusion in the California Scenic. Highway: System-(e:g.; o0 -

SR 1 from SR 68 to the Santa Cruz County line, US 101 between SR 156 and the San Benito -
County line), or that have been identified as Scenic Roadways/Scenic Highways/Scenic- -
Roads by Monterey County {(e.g., US 101 between SR 68 and the San-Luis Obispo County"
line, SR 156, and SR 68 between SR 1 and the Salinas River).- This. could represent a -
potentially significant environmental impact associated with-the mplementatlon -of-these:

types of projects.
Findings of Fact. The TAMC Board of Directors hereby finds that the following mitigation

measure 1s feasible and will effectively mitigate most, but not all; significant adverse effects <+ ...

on scenic vistas, when implemented. The Board adopts findings (2); and (3), as described

above. Implementation of the mitigation measures from-the 2005 RTP-EIR will be:the = - ooos

responsibility of the lead agency for each project. Lead agencies may include Caltrang, .

Monterey County, cities, and the Monterey-Salinas Transit district. Despite the application of = - -

the mitigation measure, implementation of some of the projects identified in-the-Plan and/or -
Program could result in a significant, unavoidable impact. The mfeaSLbﬂlty of the pro;ect

alternative is discussed separately at the end of these findings: v sx thammsn ampanii vy 5l o s:.;;-:'i Ly TG

MITIGATION MEASURE 1.1: Visual/Scenic Resources Analysis

Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, conduct a detailed visual assessment during
the environmental review process and mitigate for significant visual impacts, where feasible.

e
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Yisual assessments for improvement projects related to roadways that have been designated
as part of the California Scenic Highway System shall, where appropriate, be prepared in
consultation with Caltrans, Proposed median barriers -and soundwalls should be carefully
studied to determine if they are really needed, what alternatives may be available, and what

mitigation measures (i.¢., landscaping) may be appropriate.

IMPACT 1.2: Substantial Damage to Scenic Resources. Construction of some of the
projects identified in the Local Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and the
Development Impact Fee Program may result in substantial damage to scenic resources,
particularly in the vicinity of roadways that are included in the California Scenic Highway
System (e.g., US 101 between SR 68 and the San Luis Obispo County line, SR 156, SR 68
between SR 1 and the Salinas River), that are eligible for inclusion in the:California Scenic
Highway System (e.g., SR 1 from SR 68 to the Santa Cruz County line, US 101 between SR
156 and the San Benito County line), or that have been identified as Scenic Roadways/Scenic
Highways/Scenic Roads by Monterey County (e.g., US 101 between SR 68 and the San Luis
Obispo County line, SR 156, and SR 68 between SR 1 and the Salinas River), In .addition,
construction of individual projects may result in the short-term blockage of views of scenic
resources by construction equipment and staging areas, disruption of views by temporary
signage, exposure of slopes and removal of vegetation. This could represent a potentially
significant environmental impact associated with the implementation of these types of .

projects.

Findings of Fact. The TAMC Board of Directors hereby finds that the following mitigation-
measure s feasible and will effectively mitigate most, but not all, significant adverse effects
on scenic resources when implemented. The Board adopts findings (2), and-(3), as described
above. hnplementatlou of the mitigation measures from the 2005 RTP EIR will be the
responsibility of the lead agency for each project. Lead agencies may include Caltrans,

Monterey County, cities, and the Monterey-Salinas Transit district: Despite the application of
the mitigation measure, implementation of some of the projects identified in the Plan and/or -
Program could result in a significant, unavoidable impact. The mfea81b111ty of the project

alternative is dlscussed separately at the end of these findings.
- MITIGATION MEASURE 1.2: Scenic Resource Avoidance by Design

A. TImplementing agencies shall, where appropi'iate, ensure that any project that may affect

scenic resources (pal“riculariy along & Scenic Roadway, Scenic Highway or Scenic Road) be
designed to have the minimum possible impact on existing vegetation, landscape architecture
and natural scenic views, and to avoid or minimize the removal of Slgmﬁcant stands of trees

and damage to rock outcroppmgs to the mammum extent possﬂ)le L

B. Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, design transportation project alignments
to avoid ridgelines or slopes of 30 percent or greater, and to ‘avoid or minimize substantial
physical alteration of the land, due to large amounts of cut and fill. Where a particular
improvement project would affect adjacem lendforms, the unplementmg agency shall, where
appropriate, ensure that recontouring provides a smooth and gradual fransition between




Local Transporiation Sales Tax Expendiiure Plan and Development Impact Fee Program. CEQA Findings

modified landforms and existing grade. Where hillsides cannot be totally avoided,

consideration shall, where appropriate, be given to dividing the roadway to better fit the ...

topography, or to lengthening the alignment to follow existing contours, where appropriate.
Where significant cuts and fills cannot be avoided, plans should -be -developed - and
implemented to mitigate identified impacts to the surrounding-scenic .resources - (e:g.;
extensive landscaping with mature plants, rounding natural portions of:cut-and fill- areas,
regrading to the approximate previous visual grade, and design and placement of landscaping.
and signs to preserve and create scenic views for the motorist), Visual disruption shall, where

§
“rcnr

appropriate, be minimized by re-grading to the approximate natural grades; rounding natoral_..:c - oo

portions of cut and fills, and using retaining walis where appropmate and compatlble with -
existing surrounding land uses. e SETINEERTLC LT

C. Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, prepare grading plans which minimize
the removal of scenic resources such as trees, rock outcroppings and historic buildings. - -

D. Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, design roadway-alignments to avoid or -~ -
minimize removal of significant mature trees. Where the retention of significant mature trees

is not feasible, tree replanting shall, where appropriate, be undertaken using. compatible ..

pative species in rural areas and appropriate street trees in urban areas at the completion.of = ... .. ..

the construction process.

E. Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, ensure-that native, -drought-tolerant =7~
plants and other landscape materials enhance landform variation, provide erosion control and. -
blend with the swrrounding natural setting, To ensure compliance: with approved landscape = -
plans, the 1mpIementmg agency shall, where appropriate, provide a monetary performance, L

security equal to the value of the landscaping/irrigation installation.:

F, Where the use of soundwalls or other architectnral features that could block views of :

scenic resources may be necessary to mitigate potential noise effectsassociated with specific
projects, implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, ensurethat. such features

incorporate offsets, accents and landscaping to prevent monotony, and that they be designed- === =

in accordance with the architectural review requirements of the local Jurisdiction. ..o - w oo o i

IMPACT 1.3: Substantial Degradation of Visual Character. Construction of:some of*the:- - -
projects identified in the Local Transportation Sales Tax: Expendlture Plan and the -
Development Impact Fee Program may result in substantial degradation of the existing visual =+ -

character or quality of project sites and/or surroundings, particularly:in-areas which are. s e

currently rural in character. This could represent a potentially mgmﬁcant envnonmental e

. impact associated with-the implementation of these types.of projects:. WL LbiiDIiniiiiiiion o

Findings of Fact. The TAMC Board of Directors hereby finds that the following mitigation

measure is feasible and will effectively mitigate most, but not all, significant adverse effects
on visual character when implemented. The Board adopts findings (2), and (3), as described
above. Implementation of the mitigation measures from the 2005 RTP EIR will be the

Mgz
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responsibility of the lead agency for each project. Lead agencies may include Caltrans,
Monterey County, cities, and the Monterey-Salinas Transit district. Despite the application of
the mitigation measure, implementation of some of the projects identified in the Plan and/or
Program could result in a significant, unavoidable impact. The infeasibility of the project

alternative is discussed separately at the end of these findings.

MITIGATION MEASURE 1.3: Visual/Scenic Resources Analysis

A. Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, prepare a visual assessment for any -

proposed project which may result in substantial degradation of the visual character ofthe
project site and/or surroundings, Through this process of analysis and evaluation, it-may be
possible to identify m1t1gatlon measures or alternatives which would reduce project-specific

visual impacts.

B. Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, ensure that transportation system

improvement projects are designed to minimize visual impacts through prOJeot smng and

design, including minimizing vegetation removal.

C. Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, avoid the removal of existing inature
trees associated with transportation system improvement projects to.the extent possible. Any
trees lost shall, where appropriate, be replaced at & minimum 2:1 basis with native trees (or

consistent with tree replacement ratios of the local jurisdictions in which anacts could. -

occur) and incorporated into the landscapmg design for the pI'O_] ect, .

D. Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, minimize roadway lighting-to the extent

possible, and shall, where appropriate, not allow lighting fixtures to exceed the maximum

height limits set by the local jurisdiction in which such projects would occur.

E. Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, ensure that bus shelters and other_

ancillary transportation facilities are designed and constructed ‘in accordance Wlﬂl the
architectural review- requlrements of thelooal Junsdlchon o EERRER e

]]MPACT 1.4: Increased Light and Glare, Construotmn of some of the- pro_]eots 1dent1ﬁed, SRR
in the Local Tlansportaﬁon Sales Tax Expendﬂ:ure Plan and the Development Impact Fee .
Program may result in the creation of 2 new source of substantial 11ght or glare which could -
adversely affect daytime or nighttime views in the immediate vicinity- of the pIOJect sites.- -

This could represent a potentially significant enwronmental 1mpaot associated with the
implementation of these types of projects. : T L

Findings of Fact. The TAMC Board of Directors harehy finds hat the Fllowing mitigation

measure is feasible. The Board adopts finding (2), as described above. THe mitigation
measure will effectively mitigate significant adverse effects associated with increased light
and glare to a less than significant level. Implementation of the mitigation measure will be
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the responsibility of the lead agency for each project. Lead agenc1es may include Caltrans,
Monterey County, cities, and the Monterey-Salinas Transit district. © L
MITIGATION MEASURE 1.4: Minimize Intrusion of nghtmg

Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, ensure that all lighting associated with-

transportation system improvement projects is designed to minimize-intrusion onto-adjacent - - -
properties and meets the architectural review and lighting requirements of the local
jurisdiction in which the improvements would occur. Lighting that accompanies any -
proposed project should be minimized to the extent possible,  consistent -with safety--- - -

requirements. Plans for individual projects shouid incorporate design features, such as

hooded light shields (to direct lighting to the ground or toward the facility and away from -

adjacent residential and other uses), the use of dense landscaping to block light and glare
from spilling over into adjacent uses, the nse of unobtrusive signage-that does not reflect light

or glare onto nearby occupied properties, and the use of white reﬂecﬁve pamt in lieu of . .

reflective materials to the extent possible.

AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES

IMPACT 2.1: Conversion of Prime Farmiand, Unique Farmland and-Farmland of--- - -~
Statewide Tmportance, Construction of several of the projects identified in the Local

Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and the Development Impact Fee Program could -
be expected to result in the conversion of prime farmlands, unique. farmlands or farmlands of -
statewide importance to non-agricultural uses. In addition, the widening of existing roadways: .. -~ . :
and the construction of new roadways have the potential to induce {or accommodate) growth: : -

in the surrounding areas by providing improved access, which could result in the conversion. .-
of additional farmland. This could represent a potentially 31gmﬁcant envuonmental nnpact:--:- szl e

associated with implementation of these types of projects. I LTI I LT T T

Findings of Fact. The TAMC Board of Directors hereby finds that the following mitigation-
measure is feasible and will partially mitigate significant adverse effects on agricultural -
resources, when implemented. The Board adopts findings (2), and (3), as described above. ...

The mitigation measure identified in the 2005 RTP EIR will be responsibility of the
individual lead agencies to adopt at such time as they undertake the projects identified in the

Local Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and Development fmpact Fee Program.........._.
Lead agencies may include Caltrans, Monterey County, cities, -and ‘the Monterey-Salinas .
Transit district. Despite the application of the mitigation measure; implementation of some:: -
projects identified in the Plan and/or Program could resuit in a.significant, unavoidable:..
impact, The infeasibility of the pro;ect alternative is discussed separately at the end of these -

ﬁndlngs

MITIGATION MEASURE 2.1: Design Modifications

In designing specific transportation system improvement projects, implementing agencies

shall, where appropriate, avoid the conversion of prime farmland, unique farmland and

e
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farmland of statewide importance to the maximum extent feasible, and shall, where
appropriate, consider alternative alignments that reduce or avoid the conversion of such
farmlands. Where avoidance is not feasibie, such projects shall, where appropriate, be
designed to minimize the conversion of such farmlands. Implementing agencies will be
required to evaluate the possible conversion of farmland during site-specific environmental
review for each project. The Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (LESA) from the
California Department of Conservation shall, where appropriate, be utilized to identify the
potentially significant project-related impacts resulting from changes in agricultural land use.
Implementing agencies should consider the use of agricultural land conservation casements
where project-related conversion of farmland is determined to be unavoidable.

IMPACT 2.2: Potential Conflict with Existing Zoning for Agricultural Use. In some
jurisdictions, construction of some of the projects identified in the Local Transportation Sales
Tax Expenditure Plan and the Development Impact Fee Program may conflict with. existing . .
zoning which is intended to protect land for agricultural use. This could represent a
potentially significant environmental impact agsociated with implementation of these types of

projects.

Findings of Fact. The TAMC Board of Directors hereby finds that the following mitigation -

measure is feasibie and will effectively mitigate significant adverse effects related to possible -
-conflicts with existing zoning for agricultural use to a level of less than significant when -
implemented. The Board adopts finding (2), as described above. Implementation: of the
mitigation measure will be the responsibility of the lead agency for each project. Lead
‘agencies may include Caltrans, Monterey County, cities, and the Monterey~Sa1mas Transn‘

district. -

MITIGATION MEASURE 2.2 : Project-Related Variances

In those instances where approval of a project could conflict with existing zoning intended to
protect agricnltural uses, the implementing agenmes shall, where appropnate first ensure that .

any appropnate Vananee 18 obtained.

IMPACT 2 3 Potentlal Conﬂlcts with Williamson Act Contracts In some Junsdlctlons
construction of some of the projects identified in the Local Transportation Sales Tax
Expenditure Plan and the Development Impact Fee Program may be built on lands which are
currently under Williamson Act contracts. As long as these contracts remain in. fo1 ce, this
could represent a potentially significant envn‘onmental impact assoc:1ated Wlth

_ 1mp]ementat10n of these types of pI‘O_]eCtS o

Findings of Fact. The TAMC Board of Directors hereby finds that the following mitigation
" measure is feasible and will effectively mitigate most, but not all, significant adverse effects
associated with the loss of Williamson Act property, when implemented. The Board adopts
findings (2), and (3), as described above. The mitigation measure identified in the 2005 RTP
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EIR will be responsibility of the individual lead agencies to.adopt at such time as they
undertake the projects identified in the Local Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and
Development Impact Fee Program. Lead agencies may include Caltrans;: Monterey :County,-

cities, and the Monterey-Salinas Transit district. Despite the application of the-mitigation - - -
measure, implementation of some projects identified in the Plan and/or Program-could result. ...
in a significant, unavoidable impact. The mnfeasibility of the pro_]ect alternative ts dlscussed

separately at the end of these findings.

MITIGATION MEASURE 2.3: Avoidance/Cancellation of Contracts--+ - =277 ¢

CEQA Findings

S

In designing specific transportation system improvement projects;: implementing-agencies -+ = oo
shall, where appropriate, avoid the cancellation of Williamson Act contracts to the maximum . - ... -

extent feasible. Where avoidance is not feasible, such projects shall; where appropriate; be

designed to minimize the number of Williamson Act contracts ‘that:-would need to be -
canceled. Implementing agencies will be required to evaluate the possible-cancellation of .

Williamson Act contracts during site-specific environmental review for each:project. - v cxna oo

IMPACT 2.4: Fragmentation of Agricultural Lands and Changes in:-Land- Uses

Adjacent to Agricultural Lands. Construction of several- of:the projects-identified-in:the ooy

Local Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and the Development Impact Fee Program
could be expected to result in major changes in existing land uses adjacent to land currently

in agricultural uses or in the fragmentation of existing agricultural operations, which-could: -
also result in land use conflicts that might ultimately cause the agricultural operators to-

abandon their agricultural operations. For example, the improved access which would be
provided through the construction of a new roadway in an area adjacent:to:land: which:is in
active agricultural use could also result in increased trespass or vandalism on these

farmlands, which might discourage the continued use of that land for agricultural purposes.—~

This could represent a potentially significant environmental- impact --associated with
implementation of this type of project.

Findings of Fact. The TAMC Board of Dirsctors hereby finds that the following mitigation’

measure is feasible and will effectively mitigate most, but not-all, significant:adverse effects

associated with the fragmentation of agricultural lands and changes in land uses'adjacent to - - -

agricultural lands, when implemented. The Board adopts. findings (2), and (3), as described .

above. The mitigation measure identified in the 2005 RTP EIR will be responsibility -of the - - =

individual lead agencies to adopt at such time as they undertake the projects-identified in the -

Local Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and Development Impact Fee Program. -

Lead agencies may include Caltrans, Monterey County, cities, and-the Monterey-Salinas -

.. Transit district. Despite the application of the mitigation measure, implementation of: some: - - .
projects identified in the Plan and/or Program could result in a significant, unavoidable

impact. The infeasibility of the project alternative is discussed separately at the end of these

findings.

MITIGATION MEASURE, 2.4: Project-Specific Agricultural Protection

‘\“W
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A. In designing specific transportation system improvement projects, implementing agencies
shall, where appropriate, ensure that rural roadway alignments follow property lines to the
maximum extent feasible, to minimize impacts to the agricuttural production value of any -
specific property. Farmers shall, where appropriate, be compensated -for the loss of
agricuttural production at the margins of lost property, based on the amount of land deeded as -
road right-of-way, as a function of the total amount of production on the property.

B. In those instances where projects are proposed in areas adjacent to- lands currently in
agricultural uses (particularly lands which have been designated as prime farmland, unique
farmland or farmland of statewide importance), implementing agencies shall, where
appropriate, incotporate project-specific design features which -would - provide adequate
protection for the farmland adjacent to the project site (fencing, waming notices, buffers,

etc.).
AIR QUALITY

IMPACT 3.1: Construction-Related Emissions. Construction associated with most of the -
projects identified in the Local Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and the

Development Impact Fee Program could result in emissions. from.construction equipment, . .. . . -

additional emissions from delayed vehicles, and fugitive dust. Construction projects using
typical construction equipment (e.g., dump trucks, scrapers,. bulldozers, compactors. and .
front-end loadels) which temporarily emit precursors of ozone:(i.e., VOC and NO,) are
accommodated in the emission inventories of State~- and federally—wqmred_a}:r plans, and
would not have a significant impact on the attainment and maintenance of ozone AAQS.
Using the potential thresholds identified in the MBUAPCD -CEQA- Air Quality Guidelines
(June 2004, page 5-3, Table 5-2), construction sites involving mintmal- earthmoving-over an
area of 8.1 acres or more per day, or involving grading and excavation over an area of 2,2
acres or more per day would be expected to entail potentially significant effects associated .
with the generation of PMyy. This could represent a potentially significant environmental
impact assoclated with those projects Whlch mvolve construction: act1v1ty ' SR

Findings of Fact, The TAMC Board of Directors hereby finds that the following mitigation
measure is feasible and will effectively mitigate significant adverse effects-ass:qciated with
construction-related emissions to a level of less than significant when implemented. .The

Board adopts finding (2), as described above. Irnplementation of the mitigation measure will. -

be the responsibility of the lead agency for each project. Lead agencies may include Caltrans,
Monterey County, cities, and the Monterey-Salinas Transit district.~ -

MITIGATION MEASURE 3.1: Construction Emission Control Measures/SchedujJ'Hg

A, Impleménting agencies shall, - where appropriate, apply MBUAPCD-recommended
measures for reducing construction emissions for specific transportation system improvement
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projects involving minimal earthmoving over an area of 8.1 acres or more per day, or
involving grading and excavation over an area of 2.2 acres or more per day.-Specific =~ - . |
measures shall, where appropriate, be approved by the MBUAPCD: as part-of-the permitting- .~ .
process, and shall, where appropriate, include (but not be hmlted to) ‘the following, ras

appropriate:

e« Water all construction areas at least tw1ce daily. Frequency should be based on- the ST
type of operation, soil, and wind exposure;

¢ Prohibit all grading activities during periods of high winds (over 15 MPH),

Apply chemical soil stabilizers on inactive construction areas {disturbed lands within-- - - -~ -
construction projects that are unused for at least four consecutive days); .. . ... _-

¢ Apply non-toxic binders (e.g., latex acrylic copolymer) to exposed "areas’ aﬁer cut and -
fill operations and hydroseed areas; : Ll

e Haul trucks shall, where appropriate, maintain at least two feet of freeboard; -+ oo

¢ Cover all trucks hauling dirt, sand and/or loose materialg;
Plant tree windbreaks on the windward perimeter of construction projects if-adjacent - . v~ =
fo open land; .

» Plant vegetative cover in disturbed areas as soon as possible; - -

¢ Cover mactive storage piles;

Install wheel washers at the entrance to construction sites for all exiting trucks;~

e Pave all roads on construction sites;
e Sweep street if visible soil material is carried out from the construction site; == =i oo

. Post a visible sign which specifies the telephone number and. person to contact ... .- . .__
regarding dust complaints, This person shall respond to  complaints and. take -
comrective action within 48 hours. The phone number of the Monterey Bay Unified - -

Air Poliution Control District shall, where appropnate be visible.. toensure: ..
compliance with Rule 402 (Nuisance); and/or R R ES SRS

o Limif the area under construction at any one time.

B. Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, ensure that ground disturbance is phased -
to the extent possible to minimize the creation of fugitive dust. ,

C. If the use dfﬁbn-typical' construction equipment (e.g., grinders and portable equipment) is’
contemplated, implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, consult with the MBUAPCD,
and shall, where appropriate, ensure that the Best Available Control Technology (BACT) is
implemented to reduce short-term NOx  emissions during constraction activity, where
appropriate. BACT measures shall, where appropriate, include two-degree timing retard, high }

10
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pressure fuel injectors and reformulated diesel fuel, if available. These measures shall, where
appropriate, be noted on all construction plans, and the local jurisdiction shall, where

appropriate, perform periodic site inspections.

IMPACT 3.2: Carbon Monoxide Emissions. Individual roadway improvement projects
identified in the Local Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and the Development
Impact Fee Program may have an adverse effect on local carbon monoxide levels. This could
represent a potentially significant environmental impact associated with these-types of

projects.

Findings of Fact. The TAMC Board of Directors hereby finds that the following mitigation
measure is feasible and will effectively mitigate significant adverse effects associated with -
carbon monoxide emissions to a level of less than significant when implemented, The Board
adopts finding (2), as described above. Implementation of the mitigation measure will be the
responsibility of the lead agency for each project. Lead agencies may include Caltrans,
Monterey County, cmes and the Monterey-Salinas Transit district.

MITIGATION MEASURE 3.2: Prevention of Carbon Monoxide Hot Spots -

Where implementing agencies propose transportation system improvement projects that may
cause an exceedance of MBUAPCD thresholds for CO modeling, the local jurisdiction shall,
where appropriate, improve the circulation system in which the project is proposed such that -
“all roadways and intersections affected by the project maintain an acceptable level of service,
or shall, where appropriate, conduct CO modeling to demonstrate that the concentration of
CO will remain below the relevant CO AAQS. This may involve-a reduction in the size of
the project, relocation of the project or a reconfiguration of project elements.

IMPACT 3.3: Toxic Air Contaminant Emissions. Implementation of somie transportation
system improvement projects identified in the Local Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure
Plan and the Development Impact Fee Program could result in increased ~exposure of
sensitive receptors to toxic air contaminants (TACs) associated with the. construction and . ..
operation of these improvements, including (but not limited to)- the particelate fraction of -

diese] exhaust. Diesel exhaust from construction activity may have chronic. and/or. acute . - . ..

risks, depending on the duration of construction activity, proximity to sensitive receptors, and
the amount and type of construction equipment to be used, The health risks associated with.

exposure to diesel exhaust is greatest for children, the elderly and the chronically.or acufely. . - ...

ill, and an increase in the exposure of sensitive receptors to TACs could represent-a
potentially significant env1ronmental impact that might-be associated with pIOJects that

- involve.construction mvolvmg d1ese1-powered equipment, an, mcrcase n the use of d1eseI~

fueled vehicles Wlﬂlm a timited area, or along roadways that could expenence an increase in
diesel-fucled vehicle traffic as a result of the implementation of transportation system
improvement projects. Such projects could include those involving earth-moving or the use
of diesel-powered construction equipment, as well as projects that would increase roadway

capacities,
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Findings of Fact. The TAMC Board of Directors hereby finds that the following mitigation:
measure is feasible and will effectively mitigate most, but not-all, sipnificant adverse effects + = =0

associated with toxic air contaminant emissions, when implemented: The Board adopts -

findings (2), and (3), as described above. The mitigation measure identified in the 2005 RTP =
EIR will be responsibility of the individual lead agencies to-adopt at such time as they.: -

undertake the projects identified in the Local Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and -

Development Impact Fee Program. Lead agencies may include Caltrans, Monterey County, ... .
cities, and the Monterey-Salinas Transit district. Despite the application:of the mitigation ...iw ool

measure, implementation of some projects identified in the Plan and/or Program could result -

in a significant, unavoidable impact. The infeasibility of the prc)] ject-alternative is  discussed

separately at the end of these findings. L ILNTUTL LI UMD U Lnm o

MITIGATION MEASURE 3.3: Reduction in Diesel Emissions ~

Individual transportation system improvement projects that involve construction activity

requiring the use of diesel-powered equipment, or increased diesel-fueled traffic shall, where -~

v !

appropriate, be subject to a screening level risk assessment by the implementing agency, then ... ... ...
to a full risk assessment where warranted following the screening risk.assessment.. If thess.... .. .-
project-specific assessment procedures (outlined in the MBUAPCD CEQA. Guidelines, - - -

Appendix C) indicate that a project would exceed the MBUAPCD’s cancer risk threshold of - -

10 per million, or the chronic hazard index is above one, then the followmg ml’clgatmn-::'i

measures should be applied to such projects, where appropriate::.

Construction-Related Diesel Exhaust

e Prior to initiating construction activity, the implementing agency should-consult:with: = oveew o

the MBUAPCD to identify the types of grading, demolition. and . construction
equipment that will be used for the project. Once the characteristics of specific

equipment to be used have been identified, the MBUAPCD should provide.
recommendations for measures that can be implemented to reduce. diesel emissions -
associated with such equipment (e.g., the substitution of diesel-powered .equipment-.-

with non-diesel-powered equipment, the installation of exhaust-controls; staggenngu;w

construction activity at the project s1te etc.).

IMPACT 3.4: Increased Exposure to Diesel Exhaust Fumes, Tmplementation of some of

the transportation system improvement projects identified in-the-Local - Transportation Saleg+- = -~
Tax Expendifure Plan and the Development Impact Fee Program involving -an increase in:

diesel exhaust levels at construction.sites, or along roadways.that: could- experience. an:c -y oo .

increase in diesel-fueled vehicle traffic as a result of the implementation of transportation
system improvement projects could result in potential exposure of sensitive receptors to
objectionable odors. This could represent a potentially significant environmental impact.

12
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Findings of Fact. The TAMC Board of Dlrectors hereby ﬁnds that the follovwng mltlgatmn
measure 15 feasible and will effectively mitigate most, but not all, significant adverse effects
associated with the exposure to diese! exhaust fumes, when implemented. The Board adopts
findings (2), and (3), as described zbove. The mitigation measure identified in the 2005 RTP
EIR will be responsibility of the individual lead agencies to adopt at such time as they
undertake the projects identified in the Local Transportation Sales Tax Fxpenditure Plan and
Development Impact Fee Program. Lead agencies may include Caltrans, Monterey County,
- cities, and the Monterey-Salinas Transit district. Despite the application of the mitigation
measure; implementation of some projects identified in the Plan and/or Program could result
in a significant, unavoidable impact. The infeasibility of the project alternative is discussed
separately at the end of these findings. : S

MITIGATION MEASURE 3.3: Reduction in Diesel Emissions

Individual transportation system improvement projects that involve‘construciion;activity )

requiring the use of diesel-powered equipment, or increased diesel-fueled traffic shall, where -~ -

appropriate, be subject to a screening level risk assessment by the implementing agency, then
to a full risk assessment where warranted following the screening risk assessment. If these -
project-specific assessment procedures (outlined in the MBUAPCD CEQA Guidelines,
Appendix C) indicate that a project would exceed the MBUAPCD’s cancer risk threshold of

10 per million, or the chronic hazard index is above one, then fhe followmg Imtwatlon :

measures should be applied to such projects, where appropnate

Construction-Related Diesel Exhaust

» DPriorto initiating construction activity, the implenienting agency should consult-with
the MBUAPCD to identify the types of grading, demolition and construction.
equipment that will be used for the project. Once the characteristics of specific
equipment to be used have been identified, the MBUAPCD should provide
-recommendations for measures that can be nnplemented to rediice. diesel emissions
associated with such equipment (e. 3., the substitution of diesel-powered equ1pme11t _
with non- d1esel-powe1 ed equipment, the installation of exhaust controls stag ermg

cotistruction act1v1ty at the pl‘O_]GCt s11‘:e etc) ' LT S

BIOLOGICAL RESOUR CES

IMPACT:4.1: Modification of- Habltat Constructlon of some of the projects 1dent1ﬁed m L

the Local Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and fhe Development Impact Fee

Program could be expected to 1esu1t in the modification of areas ‘which cun*enﬂy provide - N

* habitat for candidate, sensitive, or special Statuis specms “and “coild interfere with e
movement of resident or migratory fish or wildlife species. This could represent a potentially
significant environmental impact associated with these fypes of proj ec’cs
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Findings of Fact, The TAMC Board of Directors hereby finds that the following mitigation’

measure is feasible and will effectively mitigate most, but not all, significant adverse effects -

associated with the modification of habitat, when implemented. The Board .adoptsfindings -
(2), and (3), as described above, The mitigation measure identified in the 2005 RTP EIR will -

be responsibility of the individual lead agencies to adopt at such time as they undertake-the - - -

- aegdti”

projects identified in the Local Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and Development - o0 - -0

Impact Fee Program. Lead agencies may include Caltrans, Monterey County, cities, and. the

Monterey-Salinas Transit district. Despite the application of the -mitigation measure, .
implementation of some projects identified in the Plan and/or Program could resultina - -
significant, unavoidable impact. The infeasibility of the pro_]ect alternative is d1scussed

separately at the end of these findings.

MITIGATION MEASURE 4.1: Avoidance and Design Modification "~

For each project identified in the Local Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and the. . : "

Development Impact Fee Program where habitat modification--may - be--anticipated,- the

following measures may be used by the implementing agency to reduce.modification of areas -

which currently provide habitat for candidate, sensitive, or special status species, and
interference with the movement of resident or migratory fish or wildlife species:

. A. Prior to the finalization of project design, the area in which the project.is proposed should Z_..-
be thoroughly surveyed to determine the presence or absence-of habitat-for candidate; -~ -
sengitive, or special status species, and to determine the extent to which project construction - -
may interfere with the movement of any resident or migratory fish or wildlife -species:’ If"
special status species are known to occur or have the potential to occur, appropriate resource -
agency contacts shall, where appropriate, be made and mltlgahon deVeloped in consultatmn REE

with a gqualified biologist and the resource agencies.

B. If initial biological assessments for a proposed project identified in the. Local:~

Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and the Development Impact Fee Program

determine the presence or potential presence of a state or federally listed species. on the site,-
the implementing agency shall, where appropriate, consult with-the-California:Department-of- -~

Fish and Game (CDFG) or the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), respectively, for
guidance on whether or not the project can avoid impacts to the species. The project shall,

. -

where appropriate, avoid impacts through re-design or realignment;-wherever possible---+ o2 nes

C. During site-specific environmental review,
appropriate, evaluate the effects of project-related noise, light and activity on any

implementing: agencies: shall, where

environmentally sensitive habitat areas, both during and after construchon and shall where e

" appropriate, identify appropriate mitigation measures, where feasible.*-

D. In those instances where it is nofpossible to avoid sensitive habitat areas through design
measures, the USFWS and the CDFG may need to be contacted in order to achieve

14
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compliance with the appropriate endangered species prbtectioﬁ regulations through. the
implementation of site-specific mitigation measures prior to project approval.

IMPACT 4.2: Modification of Riparian Areas/Wetlands. Construction of some projects -
identified in the Local Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and the Development
Impact Fee Program could be expected to result in the modification of riparian areas or
wetlands. This could represent a potentially significant environmental impact associated with

these types of projects.

Findings of Fact. The TAMC Board of Directors hereby finds that the following mitigation
measure is feasible and will effectively mitigate most, but not all, significant adverse-effects
associated with the modification of riparian areas or wetlands, when implemented. The Board
adopts findings (2), and (3), as described above. The mitigation measure identified in the
2005 RTP EIR will be responsibility.of the individual lead agencies to adopt at such time. as.
they undertake the projects identified in the Local Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan
and Development Impact Fee Program. Lead agencies may include Caltrans,” Monterey
County, cities, and the Monterey-Salinas Transit district. Despite the application of the - -
mitigation measure, implementation of some projects. identified in the Plan and/or Program
could result in a significant, unavoidable-impact. The infeasibility of the project alternative.is
discussed separately at the end of these findings. ' . =

MITIGATION - MEASURE - 4.2:  Avoidance/Permitting/Precautions  During
Constrrction ' e ,

The following measures may be used by the unplemenﬂno agencies to. reduce modification
of riparian areas or wetlands: . e S

A. The proposed projects should be demgned to avmd constructlon in- npanan areas -or
wetlands to the extent practicable. S SR

B. In those instances where it is not possible to.avoid.riparian-areas-or- Weﬂands through- :

design measures, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, the U.S. Environmental -Protection -

- Agency, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and the California Departnient-of Fish.and.Game
shall, where appropriate, be contacted in order to achieve compliance with the appropriate
tegulations and to.obtain all required permits prior to project approval. The. granting of the

required perrmts may be conditional -on the nnplementatlon of sﬂe—specuﬁc measures . -
- designed to mitigate any modification.of: rlparlan areas or, Wetlands Whlch may- result ﬁom'--’-‘-""'-'-_'-'; e

construction of the p1 ojects.

C. Tmplenienting agcncies shall, wheré appropriate, ensuré’ thit all Téméved ‘a',n'd:“ excess
materidl is disposed of off-site and away from the flood plain, outside areas subject to U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers jurisdiction. :

15



Local Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and Development Impact Fee Program CEQA Findings

D. Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, ensure that construction activities in
drainages occur during the dry season when channels are at low flow. o e

[—

E. Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, ensure that no fueling or maintenance of — ~——

equipment takes place in any channel. Mechanical equipment shall,- where - appropriate, be

serviced in designated staging areas located outside of any creek bed and associated wetland -+ -0 ol

habitat. Water from equipment washing or concrete wash down shall, where- appropmate be -

prevented from entering any channel.

F. Implementing ageneies shall, where appropriate, ensure that any equipment adjacent to

any channel is checked and maintained daily, to prevent leaks of materials that if {eventually) - -~ - - -

introduced to water could be deleterious to aquatic life. Pefroleum products-and other -+

substances that could be hazardous to aquatic life shall be prevented from contaminating the

soil and/or entering the adjacent waters. The California Department of Fish and Game shall, .-
where appropriate, be notified immediately of any spills, and shall where approprlate be S

- consulted regarding clean-up procedures.

G. Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, ensure that construction -activities . -. .. -~ -

minimize increases in turbidity to the maximum extent possible.-- - -2 oo

H. Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, ensure that-following -construction, - -~

disturbed banks are re-vegetated using locally-occurring, drought-resistant native species and- -

erosion control grass seed, in consultation with a quelified biologist. .

IMPACT 4.3: Interference with Wildlife Movement. Development of projects identified
in the Local Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and the Development: Impact Fee
Program involving the construction of a new roadway located in previously undeveloped
areas (e.g., Westside Salinas to Marina Connector, Salinas Eastside Connector):-has the

potential to substantially interfere with wildlife movement if established wildlife movement
corridors are located within or in the vicinity of the proposed roadway 1mpr0vements ThlS

could represent a potentially significant enrvironmental impact:

Findings of Fact. The TAMC Board of Directors hereby finds that the following mitigation

measure is feasible and will effectively mitigate most, but not-all, significant adverse effects -~ e -

associated with interference with wildlife movement, when implemerited. The Board adopts’

findings (2}, and (3), as described above. The mitigation measure identified in the 2005 RTP

LI IBIRTWI-be- responszbﬂlty ot the-individual lead agencies to adopt at such time-as they

undertake the projects identified in the Local Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and
Development Impact Fee Program. Lead agenc:les may include Caltrans; Monterey County,
cities, and the Monterey-Salinas Transit district. Despite the application of the mitigation
measure, implementation of some projects identified in the Plan and/or Program could result
in a significant, unavoidable impact. The infeasibility of the project alternative is discussed

separately at the end of these findings,

16
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MITIGATION MEASURE 4.3: Avoidaﬁce and Design Modification

During site-specific environmental review for projects located in wildlife movement
corridors, implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, conduct biological field
mmvestigations to document existing conditions and assess site-specific impacts upon wildlife
that may be affected by the project. Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate,-develop
new roadway alignments and extensions to avoid or minimize disturbance of wildlife
movement corridors to the maximum extent feasible. If impacts cannot be avoided, project- -
specific mitigation measures shall, where appropriate, be developed in consultation with
responsible agencies (USFWS and/or CDFG, as appropriate). :

IMPACT 4.4: Conflicts with Protective Ordinances and Policies. Depending on- the
. specific features of local ordinances and policies which are designed to protect biological
- resources within each jurisdiction, it is possible that implementation -of some projects -
- identified in the Local Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and the Development -
Impact Fee Program could conflict with such ordinances and policies. This could represent a
potentially significant environmental impact associated with these types of projects.

Findings-of Fact. The TAMC Board of Directors hereby finds that the following mitigation- . ... ..

measure is feasible and will effectively mitigate most, but not all, significant adverse effects

associated with possible conflicts with ordinances and policies. intended to protect. biological . .
resources; when implemented. The Board adopts findings (2), and (3), as described -above, - -

- The mitigation measure identified in the 2005 RTP EIR will be responsibility of the " -
individual lead agencies to adopt at such time as they undertake the projects identified in the
Local Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and Development Impact Fee Program. -
Lead agencies may include Caltrans, Monterey County, cities, and the Monterey-Salinas
Transit district. Despite the application of the mitigation measure, implementation of some.
projects identified in the Plan and/or Program could result in a significant, unavoidable

impact. The mfea31b1hty of the project alternative is dlscussed separately at the end of these -

fmdmgs

MITIGATION MEASURE 4.4: Modify Design to Achieve “Compliance/Tree -
Replacement/Tree Protection Plans = SRR

A. Where it is clear that the implementation of & specific project. would result in a conflict. . . ...
with local ordinances or policies intended.to protect: biological resourc:es the, appropnate:” L

agency responsﬂnle for The actual lmplemenfatmn of theproposéd. proj et should medify the.”
-design of the project to achieve comphance Wlth the apphcable ordmances or pohcles Where

feasible;

B. Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, ensure that trees that are removed for
construction of specific projects are replaced with native tree species at a minimum 2:1 ratio,
under the direction of a certified arborist. Special status trees or trees-located in sensitive
habitats may require higher replacemeént ratios to mitigate the specific function and value
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impacted. Tree replacement ratics shall, where appropriate, be consistent with -the local
Jjurisdictions in which impacts occur. As part of the overall revegetation and monitoring plan,
these replacement tree plantings shall, where appropriate, be momtored over time. ba,sed on -
the recommendations of a qualified revegetation specialist. -~ iiiziooron oot oo

C. Impiementing agencies shall, where appropriate, ensure.that:a:tree protection plan i8::-s -omime o

required for construction around trees. The plan may include (but need 'not'-be-linﬁted-to)- E
setbacks for trees, use of protective fencing, restrictions regarding grading and paving near -
trees, directions regarding pruning and restrictions regardmg digging/trenching: within-root. -

zones of trees.

IMPACT 4.5: Conflicts with Habitat Conservation - Plans.. It is--possible--that .-

implementation of some of the projects identified in the Local Transportation Sales. Tax. ..

Expenditure Plan and the Development Impact Fee Program:.could: conflict: with the .. ... .=
provisions of approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plans, This: could .. ... __ _.__

represent a potentially significant environmental impact associated with these types of . . ... _.:

projects.

Findings of Fact. The TAMC Board of Directors hereby finds that:the following mitigation:- -+ - = oos -

measure is feasible and will effectively mitigate significant adverse-effects associated with -

possible conflicts with habitat conservation plans to a level of less than-significant when — - -
implemented. The Board adopts finding (2), as described r_above.‘;Impleﬁentaﬁun—rﬂf:the-,-.-_.,-__

mitigation measure will be the responsibility of the lead agency for each project. Lead
agencies may include Caltrans, Monterey County, cities, and. the Monterey-Salinas- Transit -

district.

MITIGATION MEASURE 4.5: Modify Design to Achieve Compliance ... .. (0 o,

For projects located within the boundaries of an HCP, the appropriate jurisdiction shall,
where appropriate, ensure that the project is reviewed for consistency with the HCP, and that

specific mitigation measures and/or alternative alignments are 1dent1ﬁed to avmd conﬂlcts R R e

with the HCP and its protected species and habitats.

CULTURAL RESOURCES R TR

IMPACT 5.1: Distarbance of Cultural Resonrces. Construction of some projects

Impact Fee Program could result in the disturbance of, or in damage to, prehistoric or historic
cultural resources. This could represent & potentially 31gn1ﬁca11’c env1ronmental nnpact

associated with these types of projects. i

Findings of Fact. The TAMC Board of Directors hereby finds that the following mitigation
measure is feasible and will effectively mitigate significant adverse effects associated with
the possible disturbance of cultural resources to a level of less than significant when

18
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implemented. The Board adopts finding (2), as descnbed above Implementatlon of the
mitigation measure will be the responsibility of the lead agency for each project. Lead
agencies may include Caltrans, Monterey County, cities, and the Monterey-Salinas Transit

district,
MITIGATION MEASURE 5.1; Cultural Resource Surveys/Modifications

The implementing agency for a project involving substantial carth disturbance, the removal- - -
or disturbance of existing buildings, or the construction of permanent above-ground - -
structures-or roadways shall ensure that the following elements are included in the project’s

environmental review:

A. A map defining the Area of Potential Effects (APE) shall, where appropriate, be prepared.
for transportation system improvements that involve substantial earth disturbance, . the
removal or disturbance of existing buildings, or construction of permanent above-ground
structures. This map will indicate the areas of primary and secondary disturbance associated -
with construction and operation of the facility and will help in determining whether known

cultural resources are located within the impact zone.

B. A preliminary study of each project area, as defined in the APE, shall, where appropriate,
be completed to determine whether or not the project area has been stuched under an earher
mvestlcatlon e.nd to determine the impacts of the prev1ous project. ' - Gl

C. If the results of the preliminary studies indicate additional studies are -necessary,
development of field studies and/or other documentary research shall, where:appropriate, be
completed (Phase I studies). Necratlve resuits Would result in no addmonal sfudles for the

pl‘O_] cct area.

D. Based on positive results of the Phase I studies, an evaluation of identified resources shall,” -
. where  appropriate, be completed to determme the potentlal e1101b111ty/81gmﬁcanee of the

resources (Phase 11 studles)

E.»'_P._has_e’- I ,mitigaﬁon studies shall, where appropriate, be’.coordinated -with. the*Office.of..
-Historic Preservation, as the research design will require review and approval frotn OHP. In
the case of prehistoric or Native American related resources, the Native -American Heritage

Commission and/or local representatives of the. Native American :population. shaﬂ Where- SRR

E appropriate, becontacted and permitted to respond to: the testmg/mltl gation plOUIB.IIIS

F.If development of a specific projsct requires the Jpresence of an arehaeolog1c:a1 monitor, the - oo

"junplemen‘ﬂ g agent:}; “shall, where appropriate, ensure that a certified archaeolog1st/
paleontologlst mionitors thé grading and/or other ground altenng aotwmes The schedule and
_extent of monitoring will depend on the grading schedule and/or extent of the ground
alterations. This requirement can be accomphshed through placement of conditions on the
project by the looal jurisdiction dumlg md1v1dual EnVir omnental rev1eW
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G, The implementing agency shell, where appropriate, ensure that materials recovered over

the course of any given improvement are adequately cleaned,-labeled and curated -at a. -

. CEQA Findings: -~ — -+

i
gt

recognized repository, This requirement can be accomplished through. placement of .
conditions on the project by the local jurisdiction during individual environmental review.-- - -~ -

H. Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, ensure that mitigation - for potentlal

impacts to significant cultural resources includes on or more of the following:

e Realignment of the project right-of-way (avoidance - the most preferable method); . . = .

» Capping of the site and leaving it undisturbed;

s Addressing structural remains with respect to NRHP guidelines (Phase IIl-studies); .. - -

» Relocating structures per NRHP guideiines ;
» Creation of interpretive facilities; and/or

» Development of measures to prevent vandalism.

I. A qualified archaeclogist shall, where appropriate, monitor-all earth- moving activities =+

within native soil. In the event that archaeological and historic artifacts are encountered.
during project construction, all work in the vicinity of the find will be halted until-such time -

as the find is evaluated by a qualified archaeologist and appropnate mltlgamon (if necessary) -

is implemented.

gy r

J. As required under CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5, to prepare for the possibility of an- - - ...~

accidental discoverjf of significant buried cultural resources.during transportation systemn -

improvement project construction, the following measures shall, where appropriate, be taken:... ... ... ...

future development, subject to the review and approval of.the implementing agency:
“If archaeological resources or human remains are discovered:during-constroction,
work shall be halted at & minimum of 200 feet from the find and the area shall be

- staked off. The project developer shall notify a qualified professional archaeolagist. If .. ... ...
- the-find is “determined to be significant, appropriate mitigation measures-shall-be

formulated and implemented.”

in a location other than a dedicated cemetery may occur, the implementing agency
shall, where appropriate, ensure that this language is included in all permits in
accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(e): “If human remains are found
during construction, there shall be not further excavation or disturbance of the site or
any nearby area reasonably suspected to overlie adjacent human remains until the

20

Due to the possibility that significant buried cultural resources might be found during -~ - -
construction, the following language shall, where appropriate;- be:included. inany .=z
permits issued for the project site, including (but not limited. to) -building permits -for'

Due to the possibility that-an accidental discovery or recognition-of- human remaing «mveieos v
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County Coroner is contacted to determine that no investigation of the canse of death -
is required. If the coroner determines the remains to be Native American, the coroner
shall contact the Native American Heritage Commission within 24 hours. The Native
American Heritage Commission shall identify the person or persons it-believes to be
the most likely descendent of the deceased Native American. The most likely:
descendent may then make recommendations to the landowner or- the person
responsible for the excavation work, for means -of treating and disposing- of, with -
appropriate dignity, the human remains and associated grave goods as provided in
Public Resources Code Section 5097.98. The landowner or his authorized
representative-shall rebury the Native American human remains and associdted grave
goods with appropriate dignity on the property in a location not subject to further
disturbance if a) the Native American Heritage Commission is unable to identify a
most likely descendent or the most likely descendent failed to make a
recommendation within 24 hours after being notified by the commission; b) the
descendent identified fails to make a recommendation; or ¢} the landowner or his =
authorized representative rejects the recommendation of the descendent, and the
mediation by the Native American Heritage Commission fails to provide ‘measures
acceptable to the landowner.” :

- GEOLOGY AND SOILS

IMPACT 6.1: Increased Exposure to Seismic Hazards. In those instances where projecis
are proposed in plommty to known ea.rthquake faults (as delineated on the most recent -
Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or

based on other substantial eVIdence of a2 known fault) ‘construction of some : of the. S

transportation system improvement projects identified in the Local Trahsportation Sales Tax
Expenditure Plan and the Development Impact Fee Program could result in the- increased-
exposure of people or structures to the risk of loss, injury or death mvolvmg fault rupture or
other seismic hazards. This could tepresent 2 potentlally mgmﬁoant envnonmental mlpact o

assoclated with these types of pro; ects

Findings of Fact. The TAMC Board of Directors hen ebiy finds that the foflowing' ﬁﬁﬁgéﬁon

measure 18 feasible and will effectively mitigate significant. adverse cffects associated with - - -

111creased exposure to seismic ha.zards fo a level of less than mgmﬁcant when, Jmplemented
The Board adopts- ﬁndlng (2), as described above Implemen’catlon of the. rmt1gat10n measure
will be the responsibility of the lead agengy for each project. Lead. a,gencles may. melude ‘
' Caltrans Monterey Cou:mty, c1tles and the Monterey Salmas Trans1t d1stnct

MITIGATION MEASURE 6.1: " Building Code Comphance/Avmdance of Known__ RERUREE

Earthquake Faults

Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, ensure that all structures, including (but not
e ————~limited to) roadwey improvements, are designed and constructed to the latest geoteohmcal
standatds (including the UBC Zone 4 guidelines) to limit potentlal hazards to the public after
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project completion. In most cases, this will necessitate site-specific’ geologle and soils
engineering investigations to exceed the code for high groundshaking zones. .- - - R EEI N !

IMPACT 6.2: Increased Exposure to Landslides. Construction of some of the projects- - -
identified in the Local Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure-Plan and the Development-~: ..~
Impact Fee Program could result in the increased exposure of people or structures.to-the risk - =
of loss, injury or death involving landslides. This could represent a potentlally mgmﬁcant SRS

environmental impact associated with these types of projects.

Findings of Fact. The TAMC Board of Directors hereby finds that the following mitigation:

measure is feasible and will effectively mitigate significant-adverse effects associated with -~ s
increased exposure to landstides to a level of less than significant when implemented. The - -

Board adopts finding (2}, as described above. Implementation of the mitigation measure Will '

be the responsibility of the lead agency for each project. Lead. agen(:les may mclude Caltrans

Monterey County, cities, and the Monterey-Salinas Transit district. )

MITIGATION MEASURE 6.2: Project-Specific Geotechnical Investigations: - -

A. The implementing agency shall, where appropriate, require that design-level geotechnical .
analyses are prepared for all transportation system improvement projects; and that all=om -
recommendations contained in the geotechnical reports are-incorporated into-project design. - -~ - =0l oo

B. If a particular transportation system improvement project involves:cut slopes over-20 feet::: ne e
in height, or is located in an area of bedded or jointed bedrock, the implementing agency-
shall, where appropriate, ensure that specific slope stabilization studies are conducted,
Possible stabilization methods include buttresses, retaining walls and soldier piles..-: = oo

IMPACT 6.3: Increased Erosion and Loss of Topsoil During Constraction: Construction=:: -~ = =5 - o
of some of the projects identified in the Local Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and..

the Development Impact Fee Program could result in increased. soil.erosion and loss of.-

topsoil during construction, This could represent a potentlally Slgmﬁcant env1ronmenta1_—_—_.:_— i
impact associated with these types of projects. FITEET e e e e T e

Findings of Fact. The TAMC Board of Directors hereby finds that the following mitigation. -~ ... = -
-measure is feasible and will effectively mitigate significant adverse- effects associated with - e o

increased erosion and Joss of topsoil to a level of less than significant when implemented.

' The Board adopts finding (2), as described above. Implémentation®of the mitigatiof measure: .5 hae. Tl

will be the responsibility of the lead agency for each project. Lead agene1es may include = ~ - = -
Caltrans, Monterey County, c1tles and the Monterey-Salinas Transit district, - A

MITIGATION MEASURE 6.3: Grading and Erosion Control Plans

If a particular transportation system improvement project involving deep foundations or
underground areas is located in an area of moderate or high erosion potential, the
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implementing agency shall, where appropnate prepare a gradmg and erosion eontrol plan
that minimizes erosion and sedimentation prior to the issuance of grading permits. The

grading and erosion control plan must include the following:

A. Methods such as retention basins, drainage diversion structures, spot grading, - silt
fencing/coordinated sediment trapping, straw bales and sand bags shall, where appropriate,
be used to minimize erosion on slopes and siltation into Waterways dunng grading and

construction activities,

B. Graded areas shall, where appropriate, be revegetated within four weeks of grading
activities with deep-rooted, native, drought-tolerant species to minimize slope failure and
erosion potential. Geotextile binding fabrics shall, where appropriate, be wsed, if: necessary,
to hold slope soils until vegetation is established. :

C. Exposed areas shall, where appropriate, be stabilized to prevent wind and water erosion
using methods approved by the MBUAPCD. These metheds may-include the importation of
topsoil to be spread on the ground surface in areas having soils that can be transported by the
- wind, and/or the mixing of highly erosive sand with finer-grained materials (silt or clay) in
sufficient quantities to prevent its ability to be transported by wind.. As a minimom; “six
mches of topsoil or sﬂt/clay mixture is to be used to stabilize wind-erodable soils.

D. Landscaped arcas adjeeent to structures shall, where appropnate be- g1aded SO° that
dramave 18 away from structures. . Lot

E, Gradmg on slope steeper than 5:1 shall, where appropnate be de31gned 1o mmmnze
surface water runoff,

F. Fills placed on slopes steeper than 5:1 shail Where appropnate be properly benched pl‘.lOI‘
to placement of fill. o o :

(. Brow ditches and/or berms shall, Where appropnate be eonstmoted and mamtamed above
all cut and ﬁll slopes respectlvely : D

H. Cut Emd ﬁll benches shaH Where appr oprlate ‘be- construeted at regular intervals. -

1. Retaining Walls shall, where appropriate, be- installed to stabilize:slopes where theré i 1s ..

10-foot ‘or greater- chfferenee n elevatlon between the’ base ‘of the proposed stmeture and
adJaeentlots . o w el Cx SR - :

.T Excavation and gradmg shall Where appropnate be lu:mted to the dry Season” of ‘the year:w
(typically April 15 to Novermber 1, allowing for variations in weather) unless an- approved
erosion control plan is in place and all measures identified therein are in effect.
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Additional measures which may be applied to reduce erosion during-the-construction of

transportation system improvement projects include (but are not limited to)-the following:~~ -~

K. Limiting disturbance of soils and vegetation removal to the minimum-area necessaty for -
access and construction, O S

des1gnated acoess roads,
M. Limiting access routes and stabilizing access points.

N. Adhermg to construction schedules designed to avoid penods of heavy: precipitation -or -
high winds. TR

Q. Ensuring that all exposed soil is provided with temporary dramage and soﬂ protectmn
when construction activity is shut down during the winter periods... = ..L... ... .0 = .0

P. Stabilizing denuded areas as soon as possible with seedmg, mulching. or-other -effective

methods.

Q. Protecting adjacent properties with vegetative buffer strips, sediment barriers or other

effective methods.

R. Delineating clearing limits, easements, setbacks, sensitive areas, vegetatlonand dramage
courses by marking them in the field. o T

S. Stabilizing and preventing erosion from temporary conveyance channels and outlets.. /7. w. .l

T. Using sediment controls and filiration to remove sediment’ from-water- generated by -
dewatering or collected on-site during constmctmn o

U. Informiﬁg construction personnel prior to constroction and periodically. during
construction activities of environmental conceras, pertinent laws and regulatlons and

elements of the grading and erosion control plans. G LTI LT LT LLSMLIIT SrE e s s

IMPACT 6.4: Construction on Unstable Soils. Construction of some of the projects:....: . = ..o

identified in the Locel Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and ‘the Development -
Impact Fee Program on soils that are unstable (or that could become unstable as a result of -
such construction) could result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence,- -

" Tliquefaction or collapse, possibly resulting in substantial risks to life and property. This could

represent a potentially significant environmental impact associated with these types of

projects.

24
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Findings of Fact. The TAMC Board of Directors hereby finds that the followmg mltlgatmn :
measure 1s feasible and will effectively mitigate significant adverse effects associated with
construction on unstable soils to a level of less than significant when implemented. The.
Board adopts finding (2), as described above. Implementation of the mitigation mieasure will
be the responsibility of the lead agency for each project. Lead agencies may include Caltrans,
Monterey County, cities, and the Monterey-Salinas Transit district. :
MITIGATION MEASURE 6.4: Project-Specific Soils Analysis

A. If a particular transpottation system improvement project is located in-an area of moderate ..
to high liquefaction potential, the implementing -agency shall, where appropriate, ensure-that
such improvements dre designed based upon appropriate soil- studies. Possible design
measures include deep foundations, removal of liguefiable materials and dewatering. -

B. If a particular transportation system improvement project is located in an area of highly - - - -

gxpansive, collapsible or compressible soils, the implementing agency shall, where
appropriate, ensure that a site-specific investigation and appropriate des1gn factors are

implemented.

C.ifa partlcular transportation system improvement project involving deep foundations .or -
underground areas is located in an area of high groundwater potential, the implementing
agency shall, where appropriate, ensurc that appropmate construction techniques- (i.e,,

dewatering, special water proofing and deeper foundat]ons) are mcluded 111 the des1gn of the '

facility.
HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

IMPACT 7.1: Potential to Create a Significant Hazard to the Public or Environment. - -
The development of some transportation: system improvement projects identified i the Lio cal . .
' Tlansportatlon Sales Tax Expendzture Plan and the Development Impact Fee Program; may.
have the potential to be affected by Department of Toxic Substances ‘Control (DTSC)
Calsites, aerial deposited lead, naturally occutring asbestos and-other hazardous materials. Tn
the absence of appropnate precautions and/or cleanup efforts, such projects may-create the

7pote11t1al for exposing construction Wworkers, the pubhc or. the enmronment to hazardous e

materials, a potentially significant énvitonmental 11npact

Fndings of Fact. The TAMC Board of Directors hereby finds that the followmg mitigation
measure is feasible’ and will effectwely mltlgate s1gtuﬁca.nt adverse cffects associated with
possible- exposure to hazardous materials” to a level of less than significant when

implemented. The Board adopts finding (2), as. descnbed above Implementatlon of the_

mitigation measure will be the responsibility of itie Tead Agency for each’ project, Lead
agencies may include Caltrans, Monterey County, cities, and the Monterey—Salmas Transit

district,
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MITIGATION MEASURE 7.1: Site-Specific Analysis for Hazardous Materials/
Remediation/Cleanup s Tl

Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, investigate the potential -for transportation -

system improvement projects to be located at, or in the vicinity of; identified Department of .. -

Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) hazardous material sites, or to be located in areas that
contain acrial deposited lead, naturally occurring asbestos or other hazardous materials. Site~

specific evaluation should include a historical assessment. of past.uses, and.-soil sampling.

should be conducted when determined appropriate by the implementing agency. In.those. _ - .-

instances where a specific project site is found to be contaminated by hazardous.materials, -

the site shall, where appropriate, be cleaned up to the standards of the appropriate regulatory ... .- ...

agency, and appropriate remediation measures to ensure worker safety during-construction

shall, where appropriate, be identified prior to the commencement of earthmovmg achw’aes

subject to the review and approval of DTSC.

IMPACT 7.2: Potential Hazards Associated with Roadway Design and the-Transport of - =

Hazardous Materials. Although the transportation system improvement-projects identified -
in the Local Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and the Development Impact Fee.

Program would generally be expected to improve roadway -safety . for :the.transport-of:- -

hazardous materials, proper design of roadway improvements is necessary to -mintmize

potential safety impacts associated with the transport of hazardous materials. The-possible - -

effects of unsafe roadway design on hazardous material transport couldbe: con31dered a.

potentially significant environmental impact.

Findings of Fact. The TAMC Board of Directors hereby finds that the following mitigation

measure is feasible and will effectively mitigate significant adverse effects associated with -

roadway design as it relates to the transportation of hazardous materials to a level of less than

significant when implemented. The Board adopts finding (2), as . described -above. -

Implementation of the mitigation measure will be the responsibility- of the.lead-agency for. ... =

each project. Lead agencies may include Caltrans, Monterey . County, c1tles and the
Monterey-Salinas Transit district. e Toleas R

MI’I‘IGATION MEASURE 7.2: Design Roadway Improvements along Designated -~~~
Hazardous Materials Transfer Routes for Enhanced Safety O O

For roadway improvements

- and more gradually-inclined interchanges.

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

2€

along designated hazardous materials. transfer  routes,
implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, ensure that such projects are designed-to ... ... ...
allow for safe traveling, merging and passing of hazardous materials haul trucks. Design -
considerations should include; wider “slow” lanes, longer approach ramps:and merger lanes;



- (but would  not be hn:uted to) ‘the usé of terfiporary:. fetention “bagins, Straw bede

CEQA Fmdmgs

Local Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and Developmenz Impact Fee Program

IMPACT 8.1: Construction-Related and Operatwnal Water Quahty Effects During
construction, some of the projects identified in the Local Transportation Sales Tax
Expenditure Plan and the Development Impact Fee Program may introduce pollutants to
local bodies of water and groundwater through storm water runoff. This could represent a
potentially significant environmental impact associated with these types of projects.

Findings of Fact, The TAMC Board of Directors hereby finds that the following mitigation
measure is feasible and will effectively mitigate significant adverse effects associated with
water quality to a level of less than significant when implemented. The Board adopts finding

. (2), as described above, Implementation of the mitigation meagure will be the responsibility

of the lead agency for each project. Lead agenc1es may mclude Caltrans Monterey County
01t1es and the Monterey -Salinas Transit district. o : L

MITIGATION MEASURE 8.1: Water Pollution Prevention Measures

A, Prior to final design approval, implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, evaluate
potential increases in surface water runoff volume for each tfransportation system
improvement project with-the potential to have significant effects on.drainage ways. If it is
found that increased rundff volumes will significantly affect drainage capacities or incréase
flood hazards, site-specific measures to control runoff (i.c., the use of deterition -or retention
basins, french drains, vegetated swales and medians, or other teehmques deSIgned to. delay

peak flows} should be implemented.

B. Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, ensure that fertilizer/pesticide application-
plans-for any new- nght-of—way landscapmg Are p1epared to mlmrruze deep percola’uon of .

chemicals.

C. Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, ensure that transportation  system
improvernent projects diréct runoff into subsurface pel_'eolation'bas_idsand traps Whi'ch'wddld '
allow for the removal of sediment, urban pollutants, fertilizers, pesticides -and ' other

ehemi cals.

D. For transportation system improvemert’ pIOJeets that Would dlsturb at.least one acre;.a .

Storm Water Pollutlon Pleventlon Plan (SWPPP) shall Where appropnate be developed by.

SWPPP ¢hall, whére appropriate, be m:tplemented for all constructmn aetwﬂy on’ the prOJect_
site. The SWPPP shall, where approptiate, include specific BMPs to coniro] the d1seharge of
materials from the site and into creeks and local storm drains. BMP methods may include

103

bagging, mulohmg, er031011 control blankets 5011 stablhzels ‘and’ ‘native- erosmn contro gl_ S8

seed

IMPACT 8.2: Depletmn of Groundwater Supplies- and Interference W1th Groundwater
Recharge. Construction and maintenance of ﬁansportahon system unprovement pro;ects

27
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identified in the Local Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and the Development

Impact Fee Program could incrementally increase demand- for “water  within: Montergy -«
County, and several of the projects could be expected to reduce groundwater recharge. Sincg v - -0 -

many local water supply systems are reliant on groundwater resources, and since many local”

CEQA Findings -

et

groundwater basins are being overdrafted, increased water demand - combined-with rediced 7

groundwater recharge capability could be considered a potentially significant environthental: .- =~

impact.

Findings of Fact. The TAMC Board of Directors hereby finds-that the-following mitigation:- == -0 -
measure is feasible and will effectively mitigate significant adverse -effects associated with
groundwater to a level of less than significant when implemented: The Board adopts finding - - - - -
(2), as described above. Implementation of the mitigation measure will be the:responsibility .

of the lead agency for each project. Lead agencies may include Caitrans Monterey County, o

cities, and the Montercy-Salinas Transit district.

MITIGATION MEASURE 8.2: Reduce Water Demand/Increase Permeability -

A. Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, ensure that, where ecenomically and - -
technically feasible, reclaimed and/or desalinated water is used-for dust suppressmn during~ -~ -

construcf:mn activities.

B. Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, ensure that:low -water use landseaplngf*f*' IR

(i.e., drought-tolerant plants and drip trrigation) is installed.

C. Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, ensure that, where economically and
technically feasible, landscaping associated with transportation- system nnprovement pr()Jects

is maintained using reclaimed and/or desalinated watet,

D. Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, ensure that-poerous pavement matenals
are utilized, where feasible, to allow for-groundwater percolation.- :

IMPACT 8.3: Increased Impervious Surface/Storm Watér Runoff. Construction of some ™~ 77~~~ ™~
of the projects identified in the Local Transporiation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and the-

Development Impact Fee Program could be expected to result in an iticrease in-the-area-of - - - -
impervious surface and/or modifications in local drainage/groundwater rechargé patterns,

which could result in increased flood risk on- or off-site. This could represent 3 potentlally o

significant environmental impact associated with these types of projects: -

Findings of Fact. The TAMC Board of Directors hereby finds that:the following Irﬁﬁg‘atidﬂff-f ol

- measure is feasible and will effectively mitigate most, but not all, significant adverse effects

associated with storm water runoff, when implemented. The Board adopts findings (2), and
(3), as described above. The mitigation measure identified in the 2005 RTP EIR will be
responsibility of the individual lead agencies to adopt at such time as they undertake the
projects identified in the Local Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and Development
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Impact Fee Program. Lead agencies may include Caltrans, Monterey County, cities, and the
Monterey-Salinas Transit district. Despite the application of the mitigation measure,
implementation of some projects identified in the Plan and/or Program could result in a
significant, unavoidable imipact. The infeasibility of the pIOJect altematwe is dlscussed
separately at the end of these findings. - : e
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MITIGATION MEASURE 8.3: Evaluation/Design/Permitting

The following measures may be used by implementing agencies to~ limit-the area~of ="~ -

e

impervious surface and/or modifications in local dramage/groundwatm rec,harge pattems

resulting from project construction:

A. Prior to the finalization of project design, the drainage and groundwater. recharge:: . -

characteristics of the area for which the project is proposed should be thoroughly evaluated: -~ - -~ -
In those instances where the capacity of the existing or planned: storm:water drainage systems. .. oo

may be exceeded, it will be necessary to identify appropriate site-specific measures to control -

surface runoff, and to detain surface water runoff on-site, if possible.:= -

B. Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, ensure- that adequate drainage

infrastructure is in place to accommodate runoff from -each- transportation system - - -

improvement project prior to the issuance of grading permits. If adequate drainage

infrastructure is not available, the implementing agency shall, where appropriate, pay utility -
mitigation fees or otherwise provide improvements to the drainage- facilities--of the

jurisdiction in which the project is located such that drainage facilities.affected by the- prcsject T

in guestion maintain en acceptable level of service.

C. Based on the results of the drainage/groundwater recharge evaluation; the proposed -~~~

project should be designed to minimize the area of impervious:surface and to-maintain =0 -

existing drainage/groundwater recharge pattems to the extent practicable. - -

D. In those instances where a streambed would be altered as a resolt of project construction, - -
it will be necessary to enter into a Streambed Alteration Aoreement w1th the Cahfor.ma‘ TTmormmons n

Department of Fish and Game prior to the start of construction:-

IMPACT 8.4: Increased Exposure to Flood Hazards. Somne. of the:-transportation-system: -=: -« -we i
improvement projects identified in the Local Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and -

the Development impact Fee Program may be located in low-lying areas that could be . -
subject to flood hazards. This could represent a potentially significant environmental impact. == - -

Findings of Fact. The TAMC Board of Directors hereby finds that the. following mitigation.. .
measure 18 feasible and will effectively mitigate significant adverse effects associated with' ©
flooding to a level of less than significant when implemented. The Bouard adopts finding {2),

as described above. Implementation of the mitigation measure will be the responsibility of =~

the lead agency for each project. Lead agencies may include Caltrans Monterey County,- e e

cities, and the Monterey Szlinas Trans,'lt district.

MITIGATION MEASURE 8.4: All Structures Above the 100-Year Flood Zone
Elevation/Stabilization Along Creek Crossings/Aveid Encroachment of Designated

Flood Areas
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A. If a particular transportation system improvement project is located in an area with high
flooding potential, the implementing agency shall, where appropriate, ensure that the
structure is elevated at least one foot above the 100-year flood zone elevation, is designed to
minimize damage to the physical improvement and ensure public safety, and that: feasrble
stabilization and erosion control measures are implemented along creek crossings. -

B. Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, ensure that projects located in areas with
high flooding potential are designed to keep designated floodways free from encroachment as
much as possible. Encroachment into the flood plain can be accommodated -with. proper
design, planning and mitigation, as long as the resultmg Shlft of ﬂoed Waters does not

increase adjacent floodways or flood plains.

LAND USE AND PLANNING

IMPACT 9.1: Potential Land Use Conflicts, Construction and opération. of “some
transpottation system improvement projects identified in the Loc¢al Transportation Sales Tax
Expenditure Plan and the Development Impact Fee Program could result in-potential land use
conflicts with existing sensitive uses such as residences, schools parks etc ThlS could

represent a potentlaﬂy significant env1ronmenta1 1mpact

Frndmcrs of Fact. The TAMC Board of Directors hereby finds that the followmg rmtlgatron ,
measure is feasible and will effectively mitigate significant adverse effects associated with

potential land use conflicts to a level of less than significant when implemented:*The Bodrd -

- adopts finding (2), as described above. Implementation of the mitigation measure will be the
responsibility of the lead ‘agency for each project. Lead agencies miay include Caltrans
Monterey County, cities, and the Monterey—Salmas Transit d1sinct

MIT IGATION MEASURE 9. 1 Enhancmu Land Use Compatlbmty

A. In order to :minimize. safety hazalds unplementmg ‘agencies. shall Where appropnate _
require adequate traffic controls such as signs, striping; crosswalks and warnitig: lights to- -
. slow traffic on'streets in residential, sehool or park areas where new roadways are proposed o
or where projected traffic volumes will ‘substantially *ncrease; to reduce safety-and moise-

impacts.

B. Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, ensure_ that roadways and other -
transportation systemr jmprovements are "designed ‘to minimize pofential” impacts to
pedestrians and: blcychsts par’acuiarly those thg in adjacent remdentlal areas, or aﬁ:endmg

Schools -

C. Street 11ght1ng, where necessary, shall, Where applopnate be nmmmzed to the extent'-
possible in areas adjacent to sensitive land uses. Street lights shall be shielded, and orientéd
away from residential development. No street light shall cxceed the maximum height fimit

established by Caltrans or local ordinance, as applicable,
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D. Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, require that all transportation system. .-

- CEQA Findings

improvement projects provide appropriate setbacks, barriers, fences -or:other-appropriate- == -+ -
means of buffering proposed improvements with the potentlal to generate land use conﬂlcts e e

from adjacent sensitive land uses.

IMPACT 9.2: Conflicts with Land Use Plans/Policies/Regulations. It-is:possible that--
implementation of some of the projects identified in the Local Transportation Sales Tax-— - -~ =+ -oooon o

Expenditure Plan and the Development Impact Fee Program. could: .conflict' with the~: == .

applicable land use plans, policies, or regulations of an agency with jurisdiction over the

project that have been adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an-environmental . .. ...

impact. This could represent a potentially significant adverse:renvironmental impact
associated with these types of projects. ‘ T

Findings of Fact. The TAMC Board of Directors hereby finds that the following mitigation.: ..

measure 1s feasible and will effectively mitigate most, but not all, significant -adverse effects =~ -

associated with possible conflicts with land use plans,- policies and regulations,- when

implemented. The Board adopts findings (2), and (3), as described above.-The mitigation- - -

measure identified in the 2005 RTP EIR will be responsibility. of the individual lead-agencies

to adopt at such time as they undertake the projects identified in the T:ocal: Transpoertation -

Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and Development Impact Fee Program.- Lead-agencies may - -

include Caltrans, Monterey County, cities, and the Monterey-Salinas Transit district. Despite - - -
the application of the mitigation measure, implementation of some projects identified in the-- -

Plan and/or Program could result in a significant, unavoidable impact. “The-infeasibility of the . .27

project alternative is discussed separately at the end of these findings.

MITIGATION MEASURE 9.2: Design. Modifications to Achieve Consistency - = =~

Where it is clear that the implementation of a specific project could result'in a conflict-with:::.:
the applicable land use plans, policies, or regulations of an agency with jurisdiction over the

project which have been adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an-environmental ... .o o

impact, the implementing agency should modify the design of the- pmject “to achieve v

consistency with the applicable plans, policies or regulations.

NOISE

IMPACT 11.1: Increased Noise Related to Increased Traffic Volumes, Major roadway

widenings which increase capacity, or transportation system improvements which create new

roadways in previously unaffected areas, may permanently -affect ambient noise levels by -7~
" substantially increasing traffic volumes, possibly exceeding established standards for noise

exposure. This could represent a potentially significant environmental impact associated with
these types of projects.
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Findings of Fact. The TAMC Board of Directors hereby finds that the followmg rmtlgatlon

measure 1s feasible and will effectively mitigate most, but not all, significant adverse effects-

associated with increased traffic-related noise, when implemented. The Board adopts

findings (2), and (3), as described above. The mitigation measure identified in the 2005 RTP

EIR will be responsibility of the individual lead agencies to adopt at such time as they
undertfake the projects identified in the Local Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan. and

Development Impact Fee Program. Lead agencies may include Caltrans, Monterey County, .-

cities, and the Monterey-Salinas Transit district. Despite the application -of the mitigation

CEQA Fmdmgs

measute, implementation of some projects identified in the Plan and/or Program could result. .

in a significant, unavoidable impact. The infeasibility of the pIOJect alternatlve is discussed
separately at the end of these ﬁndmgs ' I

MITIGATION MEASURE 11.1: Acoustical Analysis/Site-Specific Mitigation’

A. Acoustical analyses shall, where appropriate, be conducted by the implementing agency

as part of new roadway construction and/or widening projects for existing roads. The noise.
study shall, where appropriate, identify existing noise sensitive receptors, determine existing .- .~ .. . .+
ambient noise levels, project future noise levels, make appropriate ﬁndmgs with respect to-

appropriate criteria, and recommend mitigation/abatement ~measures,” Specific noise
mitigation or abatément meéasures to be considered include alternative alignments, sound
barrier walls and earthen berms where space is available. Determmatmn of appropriate noise

attenuation or abatement measures shall, wheie appropriate, be_ assessed on a case-by—case

basis pursuant to the 1egulat10ns of the apphcable agency.

B. Various sound attenuation techniques shall, where appropn'ate ‘be -considered WI*ieie,.

transportation system improvement projects are found to expose sensitive receptors 10 1101se
exceeding normally acceptable levels. The preferred methods for mltlgatmg noise anacts :
will be the usé of appropriate setbacks and sound attenuating building. design, including _ -

retrofit of existing structures with sound attenuatlng building materials, where feasible. In . -

instances where thie use of these technigues is not feasible, the:use of sound barfiérs: (earthen

berms, sound Walls or some combination of the two) will be considered. Determiination of--- 1 -
appropriate noise aftenuation measures will be assessed on 2 ‘case-by-case basis durmg a.
project’s individual environmental review pursuant to the regulations of the applicable

agency.

IMPACT 11.3: Construction-Related Noise. Construction activity associated with some of

the projects identified in the Local Transportation Sales- Tax Expenditure Plan and the.

Development Impact Fee Program could temporanly result in noise levels which might.- -

_exceed established standards for noise e)tposure This could represent apotentlally s1gmﬁoant R
7 env1romnental 1mpact assocmted Wlth those proj ects Whmh mvolve constructlon aot1V1ty o

Findings of Fact. The TAMC Board of Directors hereby ﬁnds that the following mitigation

measure is feasible and will effectively nuugate significant adverse effects associated with
const:ructmn—wlated noise to a level of less than significant when implemented. The Board
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adopts finding (2), as described above. Implementation of the mitigation measure-will be the .
responsibility of the lead agency for each project. Lead agencies may include Caltrans, .= =

Monterey County, cities, and the Monterey-Salinas Transit district.

MITIGATION MEASURE 11.3: Noise Abatement

In order to reduce potential construction-related noise impacts, the implementing - agency
shall, where appropriate, ensure that, where residences or other noise sensitive uses.are

located adjacent to construction sites, appropriate measures .shall be.implemented, where. ..

appropriate, to ensure consistency with local noise ordinance requirements relating -to
construction activity, Specific techniques may include (but are not limited to) restrictions on

construction timing, the use of sound blankets on construction equipment, and the use.of .. ... . ..

temporary noise walls and noise barriers to block and deflect noise.All" construction
equipment in active use at project sites should be appropriately muffled -and :properly

maintained, Limiting truck access routes and establishing maximum allowable noise limits

for construction equipment should also be considered as measures which would reduce
construction-related noise at specific sites. DT AU SRR

IMPACT 11.4: Exposure to Excessive Groundborne-Noise/Vibration.-Construction - -

associated with some of the transportation system improvement projects identified in:the -

Local Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and the Development Impact Fee Program.. ...... "7 _ ..
might involve activities (such as pile-driving) which could resuit in-the temporary- exposure. - - - o -

of persons living or working near the construction area to excessive groundborne noise

and/or vibration during construction activity. This could represent a -potentiaily s1gmﬁcant:

environmental impact associated with these types of projects.

Findings of Fact. The TAMC Board of Directors hereby-ﬁnds-that'thetfollbwﬁ@mitigation' o
measure is feasible and will -effectively mitigate significant adverse effects associated with-- - oo o

excessive groundborne noise and vibration to a level -of less than. significant: when
implemented. The Board adopts finding (2), as described above. Implementation of the

mitigation measure will be the responsibility of the lead agency for each project. Lead
agencies may include Caltrans, Monterey County, cities, and the Monterey-Salinas Transit = ..

district,
MITIGATION MEASTRE 11.4: Restrictions on Construction Activities -~ =~ 7777~

"In order to reduce the potential noise and/or vibration impacts- associated with certain
construction activities such as pile-driving, the implementing agency. shall, where

appropriate, ensure that, to the maximum extent feasible, all such activity which would take -
~place inthe vicinity of sensitive receptors be limited to-the hours of 7:00-:AM to 7:00 PM,-

Monday through Friday. If a particular project located adjacent to sensitive receptors requires
pile driving, the local jurisdiction may require the use of pile driving techniques that would

reduce physical impacts and associated noise generation from such activity.
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POPULATION AND HOUSING

IMPACT 12.1: Indirect Growth Inducement. Implementation of some -of the
transportation system improvement projects identified in the Local Transportation Sales Tax
Expenditure Plan and the Development Impact Fee Program could indirectly induce growth
within Monterey County by increasing transportation system capacity. This could represent a
potentially significant environmental impact.

Findings of Fact. The TAMC Board of Directors hereby finds that the following mitigation
measure 15 feasible and will effectively mitigate most, but not all, significant adverse effects

associated ‘with indirect growth inducement, when implemented. The Board adopts findings-. ..

(2), and (3), as described above. The mitigation measure identified in the 2005 RTP EIR will
be responsibility of the individual lead agencies to adopt at.such time as they undertake the
projects identified in the Local Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and Development
Impact Fee Program. Lead agencies may include Caltrans, Monterey County, cities, and the
Monterey-Salinas Transit district. Despite the application -of the mitigation - measure,-
mmplementation of some projects identified in the Plan and/or Program could result in a-
significant, unavoidable impact. The infeasibility of the project alternatwe 18 dlscussed,

separately at the. end of these findings.

MITIGATION MEASURE 12.1: Prioritization of Transportatmn System Impl ovement
Pro_]ects - ,

- To minimize possible growth inducement,
transportation system improvement projects by deemphasizing pursuit of those projects that
would allow land development to occur in areas where such development has not yet been :

planned for, or where such development is not antlclpated to occur in the future

IMPACT 12.2: Permanent -Displacement of People and/or .',‘,Existing.'" Housin”g,
Units/Businesses, Implementation of some of. the projects identified in~‘the. Local
Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure.Plari and the Development Impact. Fee Program rmght' '
result in the permanent displacement of pedple and/or existing houslng units, as well ‘as
business enterprises. As the physical characteristics of each project become more clearly

implementing agencies “should prioritize.. . .

defined, it is possible that some-of these projécts‘may be found to displace people or existing .

- housing units or businesses. In those cases where such displacement would be regarded as
substantial, this could represent a potent1ally Srgmﬁeant envnonmental 1mpact

Fmdmgs of Fact. The TAMC Board of Dzrectdrs hereby finds that the' followiri‘g mitigation

- measure i is feasible and will- effectively mltlgate srgniﬁczmt adverse: effects-associated -with -
displacement ‘6f people and/or housiny uits/busiesées t6a Tevel ‘of less ‘than significant™ " o T

when implemented. The Board adopts finding (2), as described above. Implementatlon of fie -
mitigation measure will be the responsibility of the lead agency for each project. Lead
agencies may mclude Caltl ans, Monterey County, cities, and the Monterey-Salmas Transit

district. o
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MITIGATION MEASURE 12.2: Avoidance/Relocation

A. Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, assure - that project—speciﬁo
environmental reviews for transportation system improvement projects with the potential to--

permanently displace existing residences and businesses consider alternative ahgnments that -

avoid or minimize impacts to nearby remdences and businesses.

B. Where project-specific reviews identify unavoidable displacement “impacts, - the
implementing agency shall, where appropriate, ensure that appropriate relocation programs

are used to assist eligible persons to relocate, in accordance with local; state and federal

requirements. Owners shall, where appropriate, be compensated for acquired property based -~ - -

on fair market values. In addition, implementing agencies shall, where appropriate,-review -

and, if necessary, modify construction schedules to ensure that adequate t]me is prov1ded to -

allow affected businesses to find and relocate to other sites.

PUBLIC SERVICES

IMPACT 13.1: Temporary Interference with School Access.
construction and other iransportation system improvement projects identiffed in the Local

Proposed " roadway "

Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and the Development Impact Fee Program-could: -

temporarily impede access to public school facilities, and could create pedestrian traffic.- .- ...

hazards, As the physical characteristics of each project become more clearly defined; ftis - =~~~ -

possible that some of these projects may be found to interfere with access to schools. This
could represent a potentially significant environmental 1mpact associated with these types of =

projects,

Findings of Fact. The TAMC Board of Directors hereby finds that-the following mitigation:- ~ -+~

measure is feasible and will effectively mitigate significant adverse effects associated with - -

interference with school access to a level of less than significant when implemented: The
Board adopts finding (2), as described above. Implementation of the mitigation measure will

be the responsibility of the lead agency for each project. Lead agencles may mclude Caltrans

Monterey County, cities, and the Monterey-Salinas Transit district."

MITIGATION MEASURE 13.1: Notification/Designated Detoirs =~ =~~~ "7 *7 7 7

A. If construction is to take place in the vicinity of a school, or on roadways that could affect:

~ access to a school facility, then the implementing agency shall, where appropriate; notify the ™

school district superintendent or other appropriate representative of the-affected school =
district prior to any road construction and road closures. School officials shall also be - o o

“consulted, where appropriate, to determine if any critical ‘access routes wotld ‘be affected; or = =~

if construction would create specific safety problems.

B. For roadway construction projects that involving temporary lane or road closures, the
implementing agency shall, where appropriate, post advance warning signs no more than 100
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feet from the project site indicating when disruption would occur for a period of at least one
week prior to project construction through the completion of construction, and ‘provide
clearly marked detours. Adequate access to all schools shall be maintained, where
appropriate, during school hours throughout the construction period, During implementation
of transportation system improvements that necessitate partial or total road closure; at least
one lane shall, where appropriate, remain open to vehicles at all times, and/or alternative
routes/detours around improvement areas with appropriate signage shall be provided, where

appropriate.

IMPACT 13.2: Temporary Interference with Park/Recreation Accéss. - Although -
implementation of some transportation system improvements would ultimately result in -
enhanced access to parks and recreational facilities within Monterey County, implementation -
of several of the projects identified in the Local Transportation Sales Tax -Expenditure Plan

© and the Development” Impact Fee Program. could temporarily affect access to park and
* recreational facilities if road construction or other activities were to occir in. the Vicinity of - .

these facilities. Road construction could also generate noise that could ‘diémptiﬂle_'qﬁiet

atmosphere of parklands, which could detract from the recreational experience of visitors: As

the physical characteristics of each project become more clearly defined, it is possible that
some of these projects may be found to interfere with access to- parks or recreational
facilities. These could represent po‘rentlally mgmﬁeant adverse envu'onmental nnpacts .

assocmted with these types of projects,

Findings of Fact. The-TAMC Board of Directors hereby finds that the-following mitigation- .~ -

measure is feasible and will effectively mitigate significant adverse effects associated.with - -
interference with park/recreation access to a Ievel of less than significant when fmplemented. - -
The Board adopts finding (2), as described above. Implementation of the mmgatlon measure .
will be the responsibility of the lead agency for edch project. Lead agencles may. mclude
Caltrans, Monterey County, cities, and the Monter ey—Salmas Trans1t dlstnct

MITIGATION MEASURE 13.2: 'Censultaﬁo'n/Site—Speciﬁc 'I\/Iiﬁgafion

A. Although potential impects to recreatmnal facilities which may be associated with the
impleméntation of projects identified in the Locil Transportanon Sales Tax Expendlture Plan . -

~ and the Development Impact Fee Program are not generally expected to be. mgmﬁcant pa:rk

anthorifies shiall be cofisulted, where’ appropriate, if construction is fo occur i thé Vicinity of
park or recreational facilities, The' 1mplementmg agency -and park amhonhes shall; Where -
appropriate, jointly participate in project planning - 1nelude measurés o reduce pmJect-_ o
1e1ated unpacts to park users, When p0831b1e : o e E

" B.‘For’ roadway eonsfrucnon prajedts that mvolvmg temporary I‘ane o road closures et

implementing agency shall, whére appropnate post advance warning sigrsno’ more than 100
feet from the project site indicating when disruption would occur for a period of at least one
week prior to project comstruction through the completion of ‘construction, and provide
clearly marked detours. During implementation of transportation system improvements that
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necessitate partial or total road closure, at least one lane shall, where appropriate, remain.

open to vehicles at all times, and/or alternative routes/detours around- lmprovement areas: ;i

with appropriate signage shall be provided, where appropriate.. .. .- - .

IMPACT 13.3: Imcreased Transportation System Maintenance. The completion of - . ..
transportation system improvement projects identified in the Local Transportation Sales Tax. . -
Expenditure Plan and the Development Impact Fee Program would increase maintenance
demands. Due to uncertainties regarding the availability of adequate maintenance staffing ~ -~

. _CEQAFindings -

and equipment to address increased maintenance needs, this is -considered a -potentially. - oo

significant environmental impact.

Findings of Fact. The TAMC Board of Directors hereby finds that the following mitigation .7
measure is feasible and will effectively mitigate significant adverse effects associated with = =~ =

the need for increased transportation system maintenance to a-level of less-than significant- - -~ - -

when implemented. The Board adopts finding (2), as described above. Implementation of the - RRNRR
mitigation measure will be the responsibility of the lead agency for each project. Lead it

agencies may include Caltrans, Monterey County, cities, and the Monterey-Salinas- Transit:.....- 7.

district.

MITIGATION MEASURE 13.3: Adequate Maintenance Funding -~

The implementing agency shall, where appropriate, ensure that adequate funds are budgeted.... ......... 0.

to maintain proposed transportation facilities as well as existing transportation facitities: = .o -

TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC

IMPACT 15.1: Deterioration in Traffic Operations. Although they would likely-reduce™ -~ - = -
traffic congestion in Monterey County, implementation of some projects identified in the

Local Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and the Development Impact Fee Programe ..o 2o o
could result in localized traffic congestion. This could represent a potentially mgmﬁcant R

- environmental impact associated with this type of project.

Findings of Fact. The TAMC Board of Directors hereby finds:that the following mitigation® .. ... -2 .
measure is feasible and will effectively mitigate most, but not-all; significant adverse effects--- i oom
associated with a deterioration in traffic operations, when implemented.. The Board adopts: i - .= -
findings (2), and (3), as described above. The mitigation measure identified in the 2005 RTP:v= 77 o -
EIR will be responsibility of the individual lead agencies to -adopt at such time as they - -

undertake the projects identified in the Local Transportation Sales Tax BExpenditure Plan and- - - - - oo

Development Impact Fee Program, Lead agencies may include Caltrans,.Monterey County,—c..c. .. ...
-~ cities, and the Monterey-Salinas Transit district. Despite the applicationof the-mitigations=7 i

measure, implementation of some projects identified in the Plan and/or Program could result
in a significant, unavoidable impact. The infeasibility of the project alternative is discussed

separately at the end of these findings.
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MITIGATION MEASURE 15.1: Project-Specific Traffic Studies/Mitigation

A, Implementing agencies that propose transportation system improvement projects that are
demonstrated to significantly impact local roadways shall, where appropriate, -design such
" projects so that impacts are rednced or eliminated. Project-specific mitigation should provide
‘arange of mifigation options, including (but not limited to) the following:

~® Reduction in project :s_ize;
:-- Relocation- of proj ect ronre or alignment;
e Modificafion of project to prov1de add1t1ona1 lane capac1ty,
* Modification of project to provide addr’nonal turmng 1anes

e Provision of additional transit services in heu of, or in addition to roadway oapacrty

mcreas GS

. De51gna’oon of Peak Hour HOV lanes in liew-of mixed- ﬂow lanes

| » Additional carpool and vanpool mcentrves

. Expanded intermodal - transporfation fac111t1es 1nelud1ng secure. broyole parkmg,
bicycle carriers on buses, and Park & Ride lots; and -

) - Use of TIanSportatlon Demand Management (TDM) measures to reduoe trafﬁo
- demand mstead of moreasmg roadway oapa01ty '

B If physical ohanges 1o Suoh pIOJects are’ not feasrble due to physmal econonnc -
. rtechnologroal or other constraints, the nnplemennng ageneres may ‘be.required to pay in- lien
_trafﬁc mrtlgatlon fees such that roadways and/or, lntersectlons affected by these pIOJ ects

"'tarn acceptable levels of service. e g el e o

dernonsirated to significantly impact local roadways shall, Wh _e'appropnate moorporate, ,
f A 11' f_’S, rhat encourage the use of alternatwe forrns of- transportatlon ( -

rprmeets 1dent1ﬂe o
: -Developrnent Impact Fee Program could be expected to 1esu1, in temporary lane:c osures

- equipment maneuvering and rerouting, which could result in femporary traffic eongesnon
and; other access restrictions that could disrupt ex1st1ng homes, businesses and pedestrian,
,blcyole and transrt routes ThlS could represent a- potentra]ly srgmﬁoant envuonmental ,

. nnpact
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Findings of Fact, The TAMC Board of Directors hereby finds that the following mitigation.:

measure is feasible and will effectively mitigate most, but not all, significant adverse effects

associated with increased traffic congestion during construction, when implemented. The . . . .
Board adopts findings (2), and (3), as described above. The mitigation measure identified in. -

the 2005 RTP EIR will be responsibility of the individual lead agencies to adopt at such time =~ -

as they undertake the projects identified in the Local Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure - -

Plan and Development Impact Fee Program. Lead agencies may includeCaltrans, Monterey -~
County, cities, and the Monterey-Salinas Transit district. Despite-the application of the - -
mitigation measure, implementation of some projects identified in the Plan and/or Program

could result in a significant, unavoidable impact. The infeasibility of the project-alternative is- - -
discussed separately at the end of these findings. s e e e s

MITIGATION MEASURE 15.2: Development of Detour and Access Plans ==~

where appropriate, ensure:- that.- transportation. - system -

Implementing agencies shall,
improvement projects that could affect traffic flow and access prepare:detour:and access:

plans, subject to review and approval by the permitting agency. In addition, signs-and safety
measures shall be mstalled during construction, where appropriate,-to ensure continued safe. -
access for affected cyclists, pedestrians, businesses and homes. el e

IMPACT 15.3: Hazardous Design Features. Although some projects identified in-the-

Local Trangportation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and the Development Triapact Fee Program -~ - "+ }

are aimed at reducing existing hazardous features, in the absence of project=specific-designg; =i+ v
it is possible that some of the transportation system improvement projects identified in the . .
Local Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and the Development Impact Fee Program B
might incorporate design features which could result in a substantial increase inhazards (e.g.,
sharp curves or dangerous infersections). As the physical characteristics. of .each .project. - ... ..
become more clearly defined, it is possible that some of these projects may be found-to create- -
such hazards. This could represent a potentially significant environmental 1mpact associated

with these types of projects.

Findings of Fact. The TAMC Board of Directors hereby finds that the following mitigation- -
measure is feasible and will effectively mitigate significant adverse effects associated with =~
potentially hazardous design features to a level of less than significantwhen implemented.- - -

The Board adopts finding (2), as described above. Implementation of the mitigation measurg’ =~ -~ -

will be the responsibility of the lead agency for each project. Lead -agencies may include
Caltrans, Monterey County, cities, and the Monterey-Salinas Transit district.

- MITIGATION MEASURE 15.3: Project-Specific Safety Review/Mitigation™ " " ~ -+~ ~
As part of the environmental review for each proposed project identified in the Local

Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and the Development Impact Fee Program, a
comprehensive safety analysis should be conducted by the implementing agency to ensure
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that implementation of the project as proposed would not result in any significant increase in
hazards. If potential project-related hazards are identified, appropriate mitigation should be
implemented to reduce or eliminate the potentially hazardous situation as part of the project
design process. This may involve reahgnment redesign .or reconfiguration .of roadway

improvements.

IMPACT 15.4: Temporary Interference with Emergency Access. Proposed roadway
construction and other transportation -system improvement projects identified in the Local -
Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and the Development Impact Fee Program -could
temporarily interrupt traffic, and could impede emergency access in some instances.
Emergency response vehicles could be delayed as a result of proposed construction activities. .
- A review of the projects currently listed in the Local Tranisportation Sales Tax Expenditure
Plan and the Development Impact Fee Program failed to identify any. project 'whichfwould
definitely-interfere with emergency access. However, as the physical characteristics-of-each -
project become more clearly defined, it is possible that some of these projects may be found

“to interfere with emergency ‘access. This could represent a . potentially 51gn1ficant N

environmental impact associated with these types of projects.

Findings of Fact. The TAMC Board of Directors hereby finds that the following mitigation

measure is feasible and will effectively mitigate significant adverse effects associated with . -~
temporary interference with eémergency access fo a level of less than significant when. - -

implemented. The Board adopts finding (2),- as described -above. Implementation of the

- mitigation measure will be the responsibility of the lead agency--for each project. Lead = -
agencies may include Caltrans, Montcrey County, cities, and the Monterey~Salmas Transfc- R

- district,

MITIGATION MEASURE 15.4: Notiﬁcaﬁoﬁ/})esignated Detours

Emergency access to mejor critical transportation facilities (e.g., state or federal highway).or - .

other critical facilities (e.g., hospitals, fire stations, etc.) should not be-disrupted without first.
coordinating with the Monterey County Office of Emergency Preparedness. Prior to

construction, the -appropriate * agency responsﬂ)le for the -actual implementation- of: each: .
individual project-listed-in the T.ocal Transportation: Sales Tax Expendlture Planand the - .

. Development Impact Fee Program’ should ‘riotify_all public safety agencies and affected:_‘
property owners ‘of any-pending toad ‘construction activities and road.: closures: Detours

-should be. designated and adequate access and-citculation p;rowded at constructwn sites:to. .
- permit emergency vehicles to safely and effectively navigate in’ these -areas, -even- dunng_;---._ﬁ,)}; o

construction activity.

HV[PACT 16 1: Tempm aly D1s1 uptmn of Utlhty Semces/InstalIatlon P1oposed roadway' _ o

constmctwn and ofher transportatwn system uan'OVe1nent projects identified in the Local
_ _Transportatlon Sales Tax Expendlture Plan and the Development Impact Fee Program could
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result in short-tertn, temporary disruption of utility services and/or-could conflict with

planned utility installation. Construction activities could disrupt - services-through both -

accidental and scheduled interruption of services. In addition, utility installation could-disrupt

newly constructed or resurfaced roadways if not properly coordinated between- thé-agency- -~

responsible for the implementation of the proposed transportation systemimprovement and
the local public works department or utility provider. As the physical characteristics of each
project become more clearly defined, it is possible that some of these projects may be found

to have the potential to disrupt utility services. These disruptions could represent potentzally

significant environmental impacts associated with these types of projects.

Findings of Fact, The TAMC Board of Directors hereby finds that the following mitigation

measure is feasible and will effectively mitigate significant adverse effects assoctated with- = -~ -
the temporary disruption of utility services/installation to a level of less than significant when " <
implemented. The Board adopts finding (2), as described: above. Implementation--of:the .-
mitigation measure will be the responsibility of the lead- agency for-each project. Lead -~ - -
agencies may include Caltrans, Monterey County, cities, and the Monterey-Salinas. Transit =+ =

district.

MITIGATION MEASURE 16.1: Consultation/Notice/USA < =7

Prior to construction, the appropriate agency responsible for the actual implementation-of = === =~

individual projects should consult with affected utility companies to ensure "adequafé

protection of all existing utilities. Advance notice should be given to affected residents-and -~~~ -

businesses of any scheduled utility disruption. Underground :Service Alert (USA)-should be ..~

contacted at least one week prior to the initiation of any construction act1v1tles to allow S T

utility companies and affected agencies adequate response time, -

ALTERNATIVES

No New Revenues Alternative

Under the No New Revenues Alternative, no funds would be generated -either through the - -
proposed sales tax or the proposed development impact fee, and implementation of a number - e oo

of lsted projects in the Local Tramsportation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan -and the

"""'Developmeﬂt Tmpact Fee Program would be delayed or postponed indefinitely.  Unless

additional funding is secured, this alternative would scale baclk- or postpone pIO_]eCtS
identified in the Plan and/or Program. S e e

While the types of potential environmental impacts associated with this alternative would be

identical to those associated with the Local Transportation Sales Tax Expendittre Plan and

the Development Impact Fee Program (which assumes new revenues will become available),

-delays in transportation system improvement project implementation could be expected to

result in fewer major projects being pursued at any given time in Monterey County. This
might be expected to result in some reduction in the potential cumulative environmental
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impacts associated with project-specific construction activity when. listed projects might
otherwise be expected to be completed simultaneously within the same general areas (e.g.,
construction-related water quality impacts, construction-related air quality  impacts,
construction-related noise impacts, etc.). However, any delays in anticipated project
completions resultmg from funding constraints in the absence of the new revenues could also
be expected to result in some delays in obtdining the anticipated traffic congestion relief and
related air quality benefits that may be associated with such projects.

Findings of Fact, The TAMC Board of Directors hereby finds that the “No New Revenues N
Alternative” is infeasible because it would maintain the shortfall in finding that would be
required-to fully implement those projects identified in the Local Transportation Sales Tax
Expenditure Plan and Development Impact Fee Program. This would delay or preclude
implementation of many of the projects identified in the Local Tra.nsportatmn Sales Tax
Expenditure Plan and-Development Impact Fee Program. These projects include highway -
 and road improvements, traffic safety improvements, and enhanced transit services. As a -

result, unacceptably high levels of traffic congestion would result, future traffic safety would
be compromised, and the region would be unable to fill its unmet transit needs. '
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RESOLUTION NO. 2008-02

RESOLUTION TO ADOPT THE ADDENDUM TO THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
REPORT - 2005 MONTEREY COUNTY REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN
PREPARED FOR THE EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS
ASSOCIATED WITH IMPLEMENTATION OF THE LOCAL TRANSPORTATION
SALES TAX EXPENDITURE PLAN AND THE DEVELOPMENT IMPACT FEE
PROGRAM

WHEREAS, the Transportation Agency for Monterey County is the state-designated Regional
Transportation Planning Agency (RTPA) for Monterey County;

WHERTEAS, a Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) was prepared in accordance with the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) for the 2005 AMBAG Monterey Bay
Metropolitan Transportation Plan, 2005 Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Plan, and
2005 Monterey County Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) that identified, in general terms, the
possible significant or potentially significant environmental effects of the RTP on a regional,
sysiem-wide basis (rather than on a project-by-project basis) as shown in the Executive
Summary Chart of the FIR;

WHEREAS, TAMC certified the 2005 RTP FEIR as adequate and complete in May, 2005, and
subsequently adopted the 2005 RTP;

WHEREAS, TAMC has developed a Local Transportation Sales Tax Bxpenditure Plan and a
Development Impact Fee Program intended to provide funds to be used, in combination with
oxisting fees, and state and/or federal funds, to complete a “Balanced Program” of transportation
system improvement ptojects in Monterey County,

WHERKEAS, under CEQA Cnuidelines, Section 15164, a Lead Agency shall prepare an
Addendum to a previously certified EIR if some changes or additions are necessaty, but none of
the conditions described in Section 15162 calling for the preparation of 8 Subsequent EIR have
ocourred;
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WHEREAS, under CEQA Guidelines Section 15162, when an EIR has been certified for a
project, no subsequent EIR shall be prepared for that project unless the lead agency determines,
on the basis of substantial evidence in light of the whole record, one or more of the following:

(1) Substantial changes are proposed in the project which will require major revisions to the
previous EIR due to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a
substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects;

(2) Substantial changes ocour with respect to the circumstances under which the project is
undertaken which will require major revisions of the previous EIR duo io the
involvement of new significant enviroumental effects or a substantial increase in the
severity of previously identified significant effects; or

(3) New information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not have
been known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the previous EIR was
- certified as complete shows any of the following:

(A)

(B)

(©)

(D)

The project will have one or more significant effects not discussed in the
previous EIR;

Significant effects previously examined will be substantially more severe than
shown in the previous EIR;

Mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would
in fact be feasible and would substantially reduce one or more significant
effects of the project, but the project proponents decline to adopt the
mitigation measure or alternative; or

Mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from
those analyzed in the previous EIR would substantially reduce one or more
gignificant effects on the environment, but the project proponents decline io
adopt the mitigation measure or alternative;

WHEREAS, an EIR Addendum need not be circulated for public review, but can be included in
or attached to the FINAL EIR (CEQA Guidelines, Section 15164 [c]). The EIR Addendum is
meant to provide an objective, impartial source of information to be used by the Lead Agency, as
well as by members of the public, in their considerations regarding the Local Transportation
Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and the Development Impact Fee Program,
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WHEREAS, TAMC has determined that preparation of an Addendum to the 2005 RTP FEIR to
provide a “program-level” evaluation the types of environmental effects associated with the
implementation of the transportation system improvement projects identified in the Local
Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and Development Impact Fee Program would meet
the requirements of CEQA Guidelines Section 15164, since no substantive changes in the
program-level discussion of the types of environmental effects and mitigation measures
identified in the previously-certified EIR for the 2005 RTP would be required to address those
projects identified in the Local Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and the Development

Impact Fee Program,

WHEREAS, TAMC acknowledges that implementation of specific programs and projects
included within the Local Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and Development Impact
Fee Program by state and local implementing agencies other than TAMC might result in
significant or potentially significant environmental impacts;

WHEREAS, the nature of the action being taken by TAMC (adoption of the Local
Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and Development Impact Fee Program) would not, in
and of itself; directly cause any of the significant environmental impacts just noted, since the
action of adopting the Local Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and Development
Impact Fee Program alone does not enable any of the programs and projects identified in the
Local Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and Development Impact Fee Program to

proceed;

WHEREAS, for identified mitigation measures, TAMC prepared a mitigation monitoring
program (Exhibit A) meeting the requirernents of Section 21081.6 of the Public Resources Code;

WHEREAS, the EIR Addendum assessed the “program-level” environmental impacts
associated with implementation of the transportation system improvement projects identified in
the Local Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and Development Tmpact Fee Program
versus one alternative: a No New Rovenue Alternative;

WHEREAS, the BIR Addendum reports that the No New Revenue Alternative would not be
regarded as the environmentally superior alternative, since it would delay implementation of the
transportation system improvement projects identified in the Local Transportation Sales Tax
Expenditure Plan and Development Impact Fee Program;

WHEREAS, the TAMC Board of Directors selects the Local Transportation Sales Tax
Expenditure Plan and Development Impact Fee Program as the environmentally superior

alternative;

WHEREAS, the EIR Addendum reports that the following eighteen potentially significant
impacts associated with implementation of some of the projects identified in the Local
Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and Development Impact Fee Program may be found
by the implementing agencies responsible for individual projects or programs to not be subject to

feasible mitigation;

a0 IMPACT 1.1: Substantial Adverse Effects on Scenic Vistas, Through a process of



TAMC Resolution 2008-02 Regional Transportation Plan EIR Addendum January 23, 2008

Page 4

assessment, for most projecis it may be possible for implementing agencies to
identify mitigation measures or alternatives, which could reduce project-specific
impacts on scenic vistas to a level of less than significant for most projects, However,
even with the implementation of the mitigation measures, impacts associated with a
few projects identified in the Local Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and
Development Impact Fee Program may remain significant and unavoidable,

IMPACT 1.2: Substantial Damage to Scenic Resources. Possible mitigation
includes design modifications, revision of grading plans and landscaping. The
effective application of this type of mitigation by the implementing agencies could
reduce impacts to scenic resources to a level of less than significant for most projects,
However, even with the implementation of these mitigation measures, impacts
associated with a few projects may remain significant and unavoidable.

IMPACT 1.3: Substantial Degradation of Visual Character. Possible mitigation
includes a visual assessment for any proposed project which may result in substantial
degradation of the visual character of the project site and/or surroundings, design
modifications, avoidance of the removal of trees and tree replacement, minimization
of roadway lighting and compliance with the architectural review requirements of the
local jurisdiction. The effective application of this type of mitigation by the
implementing agencies could reduce impacts to scenic resources to a level of less
than significant for most projects. However, even with the implementation of these
mitigation measures, impacts associated with a few projects may remain significant

and unavoidable,

IMPACT 2.1: Conversion of Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland and Farmland
of Statewide Importance. Although most projects could be designed by the
implementing agencies to reduce the conversion of prime farmland, vnique farmland
or farmland of statewide importance to non-agricultural uses to a level of less than
significant, implementation of a few of the projects identified in the Local
Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and the Development Impact Fee Program
could result in an undetermined extent of such conversion which could not be
effectively mitigated. In such cases, this impact could remain significant and

uhavoidable,

IMPACT 2.3: Potential Conflicts with Williamson Act Contracts, Where the
cancellation of cutrent Williamson Act contracts can be avoided, potential impacts
would be reduced to a level of less than significant, In those instances where project
modifications to avoid cancellation of Williamson Act contracts cannot be made by
the implementing agency, it may be necessary for the jurisdiction which is a party to
such contracts to take action to cancel them prior to project approval. In a few such
cases, the impact could remain significant and unavoidable,
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o IMPACT 2.4: Fragmentation of Agricultural Lands and Changes in Land Uses

Adjacent to Agricultural Lands. Possible mitigation includes design modifications,
compensation for the loss of agricultural production at the marging of lost property,
and implementation of project-specific design features, which would provide
adecquate protection for farmland adjacent to project sites (fencing, warning notices,
buffets, etc.). The effective application of this type of mitigation by the implementing
agencies could reduce changes in land use adjacent to land in agricultural uses to a
level of less than significant for most projects, However, even with the
implementation of these mitigation measures, impacts associated with project-related
fragmentation of parcels currently in agricultural uses may remain significant and
unavoidable for a few projects,

IMPACT 3.3: Toxic Air Contaminant Emissions, Where individual transportation
system improvement projects involve construction activity requiring the use of diesel-
powered equipment, or increased diesel-fueled traffic shall, implementing agencies,
where appropriate, should conduct a screening level rigk assessment and, if
warranted, a full risk assessment. If these project-specific assessment procedures
(outlined in the MBUAPCD CEQA Guidslines, Appendix C) indicate that a project
would exceed the MBUAPCIYs cancer risk threshold of 10 per million, or the
chronic hazard index is above one, then the prior to initiating construction activity,
the implementing agency should consult with the MBUAPCD 1o identify the types of
grading, demolition and construction equipment that will be used for the project.
Onee the characteristics of specific equipment to be used have been identified, the
MBUAPCD should provide recommendations for measures that can be implemented
to reduce diesel emissions associated with such equipment (e.g., the substitution of
diesel-powered equipment with non-diesel-powered equipment, the installation of
exhaust controls, staggering construction activity at the project site, ete. Depending
on the project-specific diesel emission characteristics, this mitigation measure could
be expected to reduce diesel particulate material emissions which may be associated
with the implementation of specific transportation system improvement projects
identified in the T.oca! Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and the
Development Impact Fee Program to some extent, most often to a level of less than
significant. However, for a few projects where identified measures intended to reduce
diesel particulate material emissions cannot be effectively implemented to reduce
these emissions to a level below the MBUAPCD’s cancer risk threshold or to obtain a
chronic hazard index of one or less, this impact could remain significant and

unavoidable.
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o IMPACT 3.4: Increased Exposure to Diesel Exhaust Fumes. Depending on the

project-specific diesel emission characteristics, the effective implementation of
mitigation measures associated with INPACT 3,3 could be expected to reduce odors
associated with project-specific diesel emissions to some extent, most often to a level
of less than significant. However, for a few projects where identified measures
intended to reduce diesel particulate material emissions cannot be effectively
implemented to reduce these emissions to a level below the MBUAPCD’s cancer risk
threshold or to obtain a chronic hazard index of one or less, this impact could remain
significant and unavoidable,

IMPACT 4.1: Modification of Habitat, Possible mitigation would include
surveying to determine the presence or absence of habitat for candidate, sensitive, or
special status species, to determine the extent to which project construction may
interfere with the movement of any resident or migratory fish or wildlife species. If
special status species are known to ocour or have the potential to ocour, mitigation
developed in consultation with a qualified biologist and the resource agencies should
be implemented. Project redesign and/or realighment is also a possible mitigation. In
those instances where it is not possible to avoid sensitive habitat areas through design
measures, the USFWS and the CDFG may need to be contacted in order to achieve
compliance with the appropriate endangered species protection regulations through
the implementation of site-specific mitigation measures prior to project approval.
Avoiding completely those areas identified as habitat for candidate, sensitive, or
special status species of planis and animals, or those areas which are important in
providing free movement for resident or migratory fish or wildlife species, would
reduce this potential impact to a level of less than significant for most projects.
However, depending on the location, character and purpose of a proposed project, it
may not be possible to design it in such a way so as to completely avoid these areas.
In these instances, this potential impact would need to be mitigated to the satisfaction
of the appropriate regulatory agencies prior to the issuance of the permits necessary to
allow project construction to proceed, although impacts associated with a few projects
could be expected to remain significant and unavoidable,

IMPACT 4.2: Modification of Riparian Areas/Wetlands. Possible mitigation
would include design to avoid construction in riparian areas or wetlands to the extent
practicable. In those instances where it is not possible to avoid riparian areas or
wetlands through design measures, the U,S, Army Corps of Engineers, the U.S,
Environmental Protection Agency, the U8, Fish and Wildlife Service and the
California Department of Fish and Game shall, where appropriate, be contacted in
order to achieve compliance with the appropriate regulations and to obtain all
required permits prior to project approval. The granting of the required permits may
be conditional on the implementation of site-specific measures designed to mitigate
any modification of riparian areas or wetlands which may result from construction of
the projects. Avoiding completely 1iparian areas or wetlands through design measures
would reduce this potential impact to a level of less than significant for most projects,
However, depending on the character and purpose of a proposed project, it may not
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be possible to design it in such a way as to completely avoid these areas, In these
instances, this potential impact would need to be mitigated to the satisfaction of the
appropriate regulatory agencies prior to the issuance of the permits necessary to allow
project construction to proceed, although impacts associated with a few projects could
be expected fo remain significant and unavoidable,

IMPACT 4.3: Interference with Wildlife Movement, Possible mitigation would
include biological field investigations to document existing conditions and assess site-
specific impacts upon wildlife that may be affected by the project and development of
new roadway alignments and extensions to avoid or minimize disturbance of wildlife
movement corridors to the maximum extent feasible, If impacts cannot be avoided,
project-specific mitigation measures shall, where appropriste, be developed in
consultation with responsible agencies (USFWS and/or CDFG, as appropriate).
Avoiding completely wildlife movement corridors through design measures would
reduce this potential impact to a level of less than significant for most projects.
However, depending on the character and purpose of a proposed project, it may not
be possible to design it in such a way as to completely avoid these areas. In these
instances, this potential impact would need to be mitigated to the satisfaction of the
appropriate regulatory agencies prior to the issuance of the permits necessary to allow
project construction to proceed, although impacis associated with a few projects could
be expected to remain significant and unavoidable.

IMPACT 4.4: Conflicts with Protective Ordinances and Policies. Possible
mitigation would include modification of the design of the project to achieve
compliance with the applicable ordinances or policies, where feasible, and ensuring
that trees that are removed for construction of specific projects are replaced with
native tree gpecies at a minimum 2:1 ratio, under the direction of a certified arborist,
consigtent with the local jurisdictions in which impacts occur. Depending on the
character and purpose of a proposed project, it may not be possible to modify it in
such a way as to completely avoid disturbing protected trees or other biological
resources that may be protected within a specific local jurisdiction. In these instances,
this potential impact would need to be mitigated to the satisfaction of the appropriate
local jurisdiction prior to the issuance of the permits necessary to allow project
construction to proceed, although impacts associated with a few projects could be
expected to remain significant and unavoidable,
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o IMPACT 8.3: Increased Impervious Surface/Storm Water Runoff. Possible

mitigation includes evaluation of the drainage and groundwater recharge
characteristics of the area, and identification of appropriate site-specific measures to
control surface rumoff, and to detain surface water runoff on-site, if possible.
Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, ensute that adequate drainage
infrastructare is in place to accommodate runoff from each transportation system
improvement project prior to the issuance of grading permits. If adequate drainage
infrastructure is not available, the implementing agency shall, where appropriate, pay
utility mitigation fees ot otherwise provide improvements to the drainage facilities of
the jurisdiction in which the project is located such that drainage facilities affected by
the project in question maintain an acceptable level of service. Projects should be
designed to minimize the area of impervious surface and to maintain existing
drainage/groundwater recharge patterns to the extent practicable, In those instances
where a streambed would be altered as a result of project construction, it will be
necessary o enter into a Streambed Alteration Agreement with the California
Department of Fish and Game prior to the start of construction. Although it may be
possible to limit the area of imapervious surface associated with roadway improvement
projects to some extent, it will generally not be possible to avoid increasing
impervious surfaces as new roadways are built or as existing roadways are widened,
and this potential impact could remain significant and unavoidable in those cases. It
may not be possible to design some projects in such a way so as to completely avoid
significant aiteration of existing drainage/ groundwater recharge patterns, and in such
cases these potential impacts could remain significant and unavoidable, In those
instances where a specific project would require a Streambed Alteration Agreement,
compliance with the conditions of such an agreement could be expected to reduce
streambed impacts to a level of less than significant,

IMPACT 9.2: Conflict with Land Use Plans/Policies/Regulations, Whete it is
clear that the implementation of & specific project could result in a conflict with the
applicable land use plans, policies, or regulations of an agency with jurisdiction over
the project which have been adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an
environmental impact, the implementing agency should modify the design of the
project to achieve consistency with the applicable plans, policies or regulations. In
those instances where it would be possible to modify the design of a transportation
system improvement project to meet the intent of plans, policies or regulations of the
jurisdictions where such projects are proposed, this mitigation measure could reduce
the impact to a level of less than significant for most projects, However, for a few
projects, it may not be possible to make such dosign changes and still achieve the
project objectives. In thesc cases, the potential conflict with established plans,
policies and regulations could remain significant and unavoidabie.



TAMC Resofution 2008-02 Regioral Transportation Plan EIR Addendum January 23, 2008

Page 9

o IMPACT 11.1;: Increased Noise Related to Increased Traffic Volumes. Possible

mitigation includes acoustical analyses to identify existing noise sensitive receptors,
determine existing ambient noise levels, project future noise levels, make appropriate
findings with respect to appropriate criteria, and recommend mitigation/abatement
measures. Specific noise mitigation or abatement measures to be considered include
alterngtive alignments, sound barrier walls and earthen berms where space is
available, Determination of appropriate noise attenuation or abatement measures
shall, where appropriate, be assessed on a case-by-case basis pursuant to the
regulations of the applicable agency. Various sound attenuation techniques shall,
where appropriate, be considered where transportation system improvement projects
are found to expose sensitive receptors to noise exceeding normally acceptable levels.
The preferred methods for mitigating noise impacts will be the use of appropriate
setbacks and sound attenuating building design, including retrofit of existing
structures with sound attenuating building materials, whete feasible. In instances
where the use of these technicques is not feasible, the use of sound barriers (earthen
berms, sound walls, or some combination of the two) will be considered,
Determination of appropriate noise attenuation measures will be assessed on a case-
by-case basis during a project’s individeal environmental review pursuant to the
regulations of the applicable agency. Although noise miligation or abatement
measures may be expeoted fo reduce potential traffic notse impacts to a level of less
than significant in most instances, this impact may not be mitigable in a few cases,
resulting in an environmental impact that could remain significant and unavoidable.

IMPACT 12.1: Indirect Growth Inducement. To minimize possible growth
inducement, implementing agencies should prioritize transportation system
improvement projects by deemphasizing pursuit of those projects that would allow
land development to occur in areas where such development has not yet been planned
for, or where such development i8 not anticipated to occur in the future. This
approach could reduce the growth-inducing potential of the Local Transportation
Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and the Development Impact Fee Program. However, to
the extent that the increases in transportation system capacity associated with projects
identified in the Local Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and the
Development Imipact Fee Program may indirectly contribuie to population growth
within Monterey County, this impact could remain significant and unavoidable,
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o IMPACT 15.1: Deterioration in Traffic Operations. Implementing agencies that

propose transportation system improvement projects that are demonstrated to
significantly impact local roadways shall, where appropriate, desigh such projects so
that impacts are reduced or eliminated. Project-specific mitigation should provide a
range of mitigation options, including (but not limited to) the following;

¢ Reduction in project size;

* Relocation of project route or alignment;

¢ Modification of project to provide additional lane capacity;

+  Modification of project to provide additional turning lanes;

* Provision of additional transit services in lieu of, or in addition to, roadway
capacity increases;

» Designation of Peak Hour IIOV lanes in lieu of mixed-flow lanes;

« Additional carpool and vanpool incentives;

* Expanded intermodal transportation facilities, including secure bicycle parking,
bicycle carziers on buses, and Park & Ride lots; and

e Use of Transportation Demand Management (TDM) measures 1o reduce traffic
demand instead of increasing roadway capacity.

If physical changes to such projects are not feasible due to physical, economic,
technological or other constraints, the implementing agencies may be required to pay
in lieu traffic miiigation fees such that roadways and/or intersections affected by these
projects maintain acceptable levels of service. Implementing agencies that propose
fransporfation system improvement projects that are demonstrated to sigunificantly
impact local roadways shall, where appropriate, incorporate facilities that encourage
the use of alternative forms of transportation (e.g., provision of bike storage facilities,
pedestrian facilities, etc.) into the design of the projects, as feasible, In addition, such
facilities shall, where appropriate, provide additional carpool or vanpool incentives,
as foasible. Depending on the outcome of project-specific traffic analysis,
implementation of some combination of these and/or other traffic mitigations could
be expected to reduce this impact to a level of less than significant in most cases.
However, in a few instances, such mitigation may not be feasible, and impacts could
be expected to remain significant and unavoidable.
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IMPACT 15.2: Temporary Increase in Traffic Congestion during Construction.
Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, ensure that transportation system
improvement projects that could affect traffic flow and access prepare detour and
access plans, subject to review and approval by the permitting agency, In addition,
signs and safety measures shall be installed during construction, where appropriate, to
ensure continued safe access for affected cyclists, pedestrians, businesses and homes,
The implementation of this mitigation measure could reduce potential impacts to a
level of less than significant in most instances, although in a few cases these impacts
could remain significant and unavoidable;

WHEREAS, the EIR Addendum reports that the following 25 potentially significant impacts
associated with implementation of some of the projects identified in the Local Transportation
Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and Development Impact Fee Program may be found by the
implementing agencies responsible for individual projects or programs to be subject to feasible
mitigation which could reduce these impacts to a level of less than significant;

a

a

IMPACT 1.4: Increased Light and Glare

IMPACT 2.2: Potential Conflict with Existing Zoning for Agricultural Use
IMPACT 3.1: Construction-Related Emissions

IMPACT 3.2: Carbon Monoxide Emissions

IMPACT 4.5: Conflicts with Habitat Conservation Plans

IMPACT 5.1: Distarbanece of Cultural Resources

IMPACT 6.1: Increased Exposure to Seismic Hazards

IMPACT 6.2: Increased Kxposure to Landslides

IMPACT 6.3: Increased Erosion and Loss of Topsoil During Construction
IMPACT 6.4: Construction on Unstable Seils

IMPACT 7.1: Potential to Create a Significant Hazard to the Public or
Environment

IMPACT 7.2: Potential Hazards Associated with Roadway Design and the
"Transport of Hazardous Materials

IMPACT 8.1: Construction-Related and Operational Water Quality Effects

IMPACT 8.2: Depletion of Groundwater Supplies and Interference with
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Groundwater Recharge

IMPACT 8.4; Increased Exposure to Flood Hazards

IMPACT 9.1: Potential Land Use Conflicts

IMPACT 11.3: Construction-Related Noise

IMPACT 11.4: Exposure to Excessive Groundborne Noise/Vibration

IMPACT 12.2; Permanent Displacement of People and/or Existing Housing
Units/Businesses

IMPACT 13.1: Temporary Interference with School Access
IMPACT 13.2; Temporary Intérference with Park/Recreation Access
IMPACT 13.,3: Increased Transportation System Maintenance
IMPACT 15.3: Hazardous Design Features

IMPACT 15.4: Temporary Interference with Emergency Access

IMPACT 16.1: Temporary Disruption of Utility Services/Installation

WHEREAS, TAMC determines that the potential significant and unavoidable impacts
associated with implementation of the projects identified in the Local Transportation Sales Tax
Expenditure Plan and Development Impact Fee Program are acceptable when weighed against
the safety, congestion reduction, identified community priorities and other benefits resulting
from the Local Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and Development Impact Fee
Program, also recognizing that individual implementing agencies, when they review specific
projects for implementation, may have to make findings of overriding considerations where
project-specific, potentially significant unmitigated adverse impacts may be identified,
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NOW,

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT: the Board of Directors of the

Transportation Agency for Monterey County has:

8)
b)

Found the EIR Addendum to be completed in compliance with CEQA;

Reviewed and considered the information contained in the EIR Addendum and found it
adequate and complete based on the Board of Directors’ independent judgment and

analysis;

Noted that the act of adopting the Local Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and
Development Impact Fee Program itself will have no impact on the environment but that
the future discretionary implementation of the transportation projects identified in the
Local Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and Development Impact Fee Program
by the applicable projects lead agencies could potentially lead to one or more significant
environmental effects and that these changes or alierations will be within the
responsibility and jurisdiction of the applicable projects lead agencies whom hold the
responsibility for adequately mitigating identified impacts on the environment; and

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT: the Board of Directots of the Transportation
Agency for Monterey County hereby:

8)

b)

Adopts the EIR Addendum to the 2005 Monterey County Regional Transportation Plan
prepared for the BEvaluation of Envitonmental Effects Associated with the
Implementation of the Local Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and
Development Impact Fee Program;

Finds that a mitigation monitoring/reporting program meeting the requirements of
Section 21081.6 of the Public Resource Code either will be, or can and should be,
adopted by those agencies responsible for the implementation of specific programs and
projects identified in the Local Transportation Sales Tax FExpenditure Plan and
Development Impact Fee Program, as needed, prior to final construction or
implementation approvel for such programs and projects; and adopts the Mitigation
Monitoring Program  for this EIR Addendum to the 2005 Monterey County Regional
Transportation Plan (attached as Exhibit A); and

Adopts applicable CEQA findings (attached as Exhibit B); and directs staff to file a
Notice of Determination per CEQA Section 21152 and distribute this document in
accordance with applicable laws and regulations.
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.+« Development Impact Fee Program is an addendum to. the 2005 Monterey Coun‘fy Regional .

- Development Impact Fee Program if the PI_an_ and the Program are approved.

~ Transit (MST), and othel Respons1b1e Agercies (e.g., Cahforma Department of Fish. and Gam_

- Section 15097(d), “each agency . has the discrefion to choose its.own approach o monitoring and.

~.-improvement projects: ldentlﬁed in'the BIR Addendmn for the Local Transportatlon Sales ‘T

Exhibit 3

MITIGATION MONITORING PROGRAM
Local Transportation Sales Tax Expendlture Plan & Development Impact Fee Program

STAUTORY REQUIREMENT

This Mitigation Monitoring Program (MMP) for the Transportation Agency-for Menterey- - - -

County’s Local Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and the Development Impact Fee
Program EIR Addendum has been developed in accordance with Section 21081.6 of the Public

-—Resources Code, which requires & Lead Agency that approves or carties out a pro;ect where .

significant environmental impacts have been identified, to adopt a reporting and momtormg :
program. The EIR Addendum on the Local Transportation Sales Tax Expendmn'e Plan and the

Transportation Plan EIR, which was certified by TAMC in May, 2005 The" Transportatmn
Agency for Monterey County (TAMC) is the Lead Agency that rnust ‘adopt- the mlnganon
monitoring program for the Local Transportation Sales Tax Expenditare’ Plan and the

e

Section 21069 of the CEQA stafues defines Responsible Agency as a'pnblie agency, ofher th‘a‘ﬁl" i

the Lead Agency, which has the responsibility of carrying out or approving.a. project. TAMC

finds that the implementation of the mitigation measures listed on the: following pages are: not
within its jurisdiction, and can and should be _implemented and monitored .by. agencies
responsible for implementing individnal transportatlon system improvement projects that are
included in the Local Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and the Development Impact

Fee Program, including, but not limited to, the following: cities w1th1n Monterey County, the -

County of Monterey, the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans), Monterey-~ Sahnas.

U.S. Flsh and Wﬂdhfe Servwe) In th1,s Mlnganon Momtonng Program these are 1dent1ﬁed

complex relat10nsh1ps between a Lead Agency (TAMC) and othe1 egeneles Wlth 1espect t
implementing and monitoring mitigation measures. In accordanee with CEQA Glndehnesv

reporting; and each agency has its own special enpernse ” This discretion will be exercised by
Implementing Agencies at the time they undertake any of the individual transportatlon system

Expenditure Plan and the Development Impact Fee Pro gram.

LOCAL SALES TAX EXPENDITURE PLAN/. DEumNT IMPACT FEE PROGRAM ~ IVIMP 1




ADMINISTRATION OF THE MITIGATION MONITORING PROGRAM

Mitigation Measures listed in this Mitigation Monitoring Progtam will be implemented by one or== = - =
more responsible or implementing agencies when those agencies- -undertake  individual--
transportation system improvement projects identified in the Local Transportatmn Sales Ta.:\ :

Expenditure Plan and the Development Impact Fee Program. -

The Mitigation Monitoring Program consists of the following components; -« - = o mms oo

s Y

» Mitigation Measures identified in the EIR Addendum; SIS LT s

» Identification of Responsible Party;
¢ Description of Mitigation Measure timing; and

e Identification of monitoring agency.

This Mitigation Monitoring Program shall be maintained in the TAMC files for fhie Tocal o = oime

Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and the Development Impact Fee Program.

MITIGATION MEASURES

AESTHETICS

MITIGATION MEASURE 1.1: Visual/Scenic Resourees Analysis -

Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, conduct a detailed visual assessment during thercz=—on = ooz

environmental review process and mitigate for significant visual impacts, where feasible. Visnal - -
assessments for improvement projects related to roadways that have been designated as part of

the California Scenic Highway System shall, where appropriate, be prepared-in consultation with -~ - -
Caltrans. Propesed median barriers and soundwalls should be carefully studied ‘to deterfitne if - oiw il oo

_they are really needed, what alternatives may be avzulable and what rmtlgatlon measures (1.e.,
landscaping) may be appropriate. B T E T TP S5%

Responsibility for Implementation of Mitigation Measures: Implemerting Agencies == 2770 00

‘When Mitigation Measnres are to be implemented: Durmg sﬂe—specnﬁc env1ronmental rev1ew T
and project design by Implementing Agencies. S .

Responsibility for Monitoring Implementation: Implementing Agencies.

LOCAL SALES TAX EXPENDITURE PLAN/ DEVELOPMENT IMPACT FEE PROGRAM - MMP 2
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MITIGATION MEASURE 1.2: Scenic Resource Avoidance by Design -

A. Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, ensure that any project that may affect.
scenic resources (particularly zlong a Seenic Roadway, Scenic Highway or Scenic Road) be- -
designed to have the minimum possible impact on existing. vegetation, landscape architecture

and natural scenic views, and to avoid-or minimize the removal of significant stands of trees- and o

damage to rock outcroppings to the maximum extent possible.

B. Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, design transpertation project alignments to*:

avoid ridgelines or siopes of 30 percent or greater, and to avoid or minimize substantial physical
alteration of the land, due to large amounts of cut and fill. Where a particular improvement”’
project would affect adjacent landforms, the implementing agency shall, where appropriate,

ensure that recontouring provides a smooth and gradual transition between modified landforms - -

and existing” grade. Where hillsides cannot-be totally -avoided; consideration’ shall, 'Whér_'é‘@-'-ij T
appropriate, be given to dividing the roadway to better fit the topography, or to lengthening the: "
alignment to follow existing contours, where appropriate. ‘Where significant cuts and fills canno‘t’:i%{-' o
be avoided, plans should be developed and implemented to mitigate identified impacts to the =~ -
surrounding scenic resources (e.g., extensive landscaping with mature plants, rounding natural - - -
portions of cut and fill areas, regrading to the approximate previous visual grade, and design and-- -
placement of landscaping and signs fo preserve and create scenic views for the motorist). Vlsualij_f'." .
disruption shall, where appropriate, be minimized by re-grading to the approximate natural = -
erades, rounding natural portions of cut and fills, and usmg retammg walls Where approprlate
and compahble with emstlng surroundmg land uses.’ : T n et S

C. Implementmg agencies shall where appropriate, prepare gradmg plans Whlch minimize the_-??ii-'-
“removal of scenic fesonrces such as trees, rock outcroppmgs and hlstonc buildings. - -

D. Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, design rOadway alignments to avoid or.. .. .
mimimize removal of significant mature trees. 'Where the retention of mgmﬁcant ‘mature trées’ 15-;’54 :
not feasible, tree replanting shall, where appropmate be: undertaken ‘using compatible nativé:”
species in Tural areas and appropriate street “trees in urban arcas at.the compleﬁon of thef-f:i_?'-'f.' e

construction process.

B. Tmplementing agencies shall, where appropriate, ensure ‘that riative, drought-tolerant plantgs=
and other landscape materials enhance landform variation, providé erosion control and bléﬂa-'f’ff
with the surrounding natural setting. To ensure: comphance ‘with approved landscape plans, the g
.. Implementingagency shall;'where appropriate, prowde a monetaly performance Secunty equal
 the Value of the landsca,pmg/mlgahon 1nsta11a’c10n ) : Ferin

F. Where the use of soundwalls or other architectural featurés that could block views of sceric™ "
resources may be necessary to mitigate potential noise effects associated with specific projects, =
implementing agencics shall, where appropriate, ensure ‘that such features incorporate offsets;”

LOCAL SALES TAX EXPENDITURE PLAN/ DEVELOPMENT IMPACT FEE PROGRAM - MMP 3



accetits and landscaping to prevent monotony, and that they be designed in accordance with the ™ -

architectural review requirements of the local jurisdiction.
Responsibitity for Implementation of Mitigation Measures: Implementing-Agencies, -

When Mitigation Measures are fo be implemented: During pro_]ect desugn and construction by
Implementing Agencies. -

Responsibility for Monitoring Implementation: Implementing Agencigs; =izt Trmriemniniinn s o

MITIGATION MEASURE 1.3: Visual/Scenic Resources Analysis - - —. .~ __

A.  Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, prepare a visual: assessment for any’---
proposed project which may result in substantial degradation of: the Visual- ‘character of the - -
project site and/or surroundings. Through this process of analysis andevaluatior; it may be o o

possible to identify mitigation measures or alternatives which Would -reduce - project-spécific

visual impacits,

B. Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, ensure -that*'transportation system’
improvement projects are designed to minimize visual impacts through prOJect 31t1ng and- des1gn,

including minimizing vegetation removal.

C. Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, avoid the removal:of existing mature tregs =77 T
associated with transportation system improvement projects to the extent possible, Any trees-logt = = -~ 7 e

shall, where appropriate, be replaced at a minimum 2:1 basis with fiative trees (or consistent with -

tree replacement ratios of the local jurisdictions in which impacts-could: occur) and 1ncoq:rorated‘» e RS

into the landscaping design for the project.

D. Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, minimize roadway lLightingto the exterit

possible, and shall, where appropriate, not allow lighting fixtures to- exceed themammum he1ght"' A

limits set by the local jurisdiction in which such projects would occur.

E. Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, ensure that bus shelters and-othér ancillary .2
transportation facilities are designed and constructed in accordance w1th the archltectural TEVIEW i

requirements of the local jurisdiction.
Respousﬂ)lhty for Implementatmn of Mltlgatmn Measures: Implementmg Apencies, -

When Mltlgatlon Measures are to be implemented: During site-specific environmental
review, project design and construction by Implementing Agencies.

Responsibility for Monitoring Implementation: Implementing Agencies.
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MITIGATION MEASURE 1.4: Minimize Intrusion of Lighting .

Implementing agencies shall, where. appropriate, ensure that all lighting--associated with
transportation system improvement projects is designed to minimize intrusion onto adjacent
properties and meets the architectural review.and lighting requirements of the local jurisdiction :
in which the improvements would oceur. Lighting that accompanies any proposed: project-should:
be minimized to the extent possible, consistent with safety requirements. -Plans for individual
projects should incorporate design features, such as hooded light shields (to direct lighting to the
ground or toward the facility and away from adjacent residential ‘and other uses) theuse of-dense * -
landscaping to block light and glare from spilling over into adjacent uses, the use of unobtrusive

" signage‘that does not reflect light or glare onto nearby occupied propernes and the use: of Whlte' o
reflective paint in lieu of reflective materials to the extent possible: L ne et e

Responsibility for Implementation of Mitigation Messires: ilmj'jlemen’cing ng‘ﬁciééfi:i“ s

‘When Mitigation Measures are to be implemented: Durmg project design by lmplcmentmg?..{:

Aoenr.u es.
Responsibility for Mon‘it'orinb' Implementaﬁonfzhnplementiﬂg Agenci’es. :
A GR[CULTURAL RESOURCES

MITIGATION MEASURE 2. 1 Design Modlﬁcaf:lons e e e e

. In designing 'speciﬁc"transpoﬁaﬁon Sysfze'm improvemcnt projects, implementing -agencies shall,
where appropriate, avoid the conversion of prime farmland, unique farmland.and farmland of . - -
statewide ‘importanee to ‘the ‘maximim -extent feasible, and -shall, where appropnate cons1d"e
alternative alignments that reduce or avoid the conversion of such’ farmlands, Where avmdance i
not feasﬂJIe Such projects shall Where appropriate, be deswned to minimize the converszon-of B
such farmlands Implementmg agencles ‘willbe required-to- evaluate the possﬂjle COnversion: f
fa.nxﬂand durmg s1te—sp601ﬁc envnomnental rev1ew for each pro;ect The Land ‘Bvaluation :

agrlcultural land conservatmn easements where pro;ect—related conversmn of fannland5""s
determined to'bé unavoidable. SR W :

 Resporisibility fo mplemémﬁa b-ff]v[‘iﬁgﬁﬁdn Méﬁ"sure Lnip'_le, e’nﬁﬁg‘:;A _eﬁ'

When Mltwatlon Measures are to be 1mplen1euted Durmg plo_]ect demgn by Implementmg o

Agencms
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'Responsibi]ity for Monitoring Implementation: Implementing Agencies;” -~ "7 =

| Responsibility for Monitoring Implementation: Implementing-Agencies: -1 wres foonnions

Responsibility for Moniforing Implementation: Implementing Agencies; =i o s e ;

MITIGATION MEASURE 2.2: Project-Related Varianmees - - oo o o0 omis

In those instances where approval of a project could conflict with existinig zoning ‘intended to ~— -

protect agricultural uses, the implementing agencies shall, where appropnate first -ensure that -

any appropriate variance is obtained.

Responsibility for Implementation of Mitigation Measures: Impleémenting-Agencies: - - =315 20 Hia s

When Mitigation Measures are to be implemented: Durlng pro_]ect review by Implementmg R

Agencies, prior to project implementation.,

MITIGATION MEASURE 2.3: Avoidance/Cancellation of Contracts - mE L

In designing specific transportation system improvement projects, implementing agencies shall, . ... ...

where appropriate, avoid the cancellation of Williamson Act contractsto the maximum extent : -
feasible. Where avoidance is not feasible, such projects shall, where -appropriate; be designed to-
minimize the number of Williamson Act contracts that would need-to be:canceled. Implementing

agencies will be required to evaluate the possible cancellation of- Wﬂhamson ‘Act contracts..: e (\ :

during site-specific environmental review for each project. -

Responsibility for Implementation of Mitigation Measures: Implementing Agencies; ==* 1=~ momsoo

When Mitigation Measures are to be implemented: Durmg pro;ect demgn and mte—spemﬁc LT

environmental review by Implementing Agencies.

MITIGATION MEASURE 2.4: Project-Specific Agricultural Protection - -

A. In designing speciﬁé-transportation system improvement projects;: implemernting agenciey v iom
shall, where appropriate, ensure that rural roadway alignments-follow-property lines to the =
maximum extent feasible, to minimize impacts to the agricultural production-vilue. of any-

specific property. Farmers shall, where appropriate, be compensated for the loss of agrlcultural Gl
- production at the margins of lost property, based on the amount:of. landsdeeded as road tight<of=rv TS A

way, as a function of the total amount of production on the property.

B. In those instances where projects are proposed in areas adjacent to lands currently in
agricultural uses (particularly lands which have been designated as prime farmland, unique

LOCAL SALES TAX EXPENDITURE PLAN/DEVELOPMENT IMPACT FEE PROGRAM — MMP



farmland or farmland of statewide importance), impiementing agencies shall, where appropriate,
incorporate project-specific design features which would -provide adequate protection for the
farmland adjacent to the project site (fencing, warning notices, buffers, etc.).

Responsibi]ftj for Implementation of Mitigation M'easurés; Iﬁplcmenting Agsnpics._, o

When Mitigation Measures are to be lmplemented Durmg pI‘Q] ject des1gn by Implementmg

Agencies.
Responsibility for Monitoring Implementatmn Implcmentmg Agenclcs

AIR QUALITY

MITIGATION MEASURE 3.1 Constructmn Enussmn Control Measures/Scheduhng

A, Implementmg agencies shall Where appropriate;, apply I\/IBUAPCD—recommended measures;:;.s\-. -
for reducing construction’ emissions for specific ‘transportation :system- improvement projects
involving minimal earthmoving over an area of 8.1 acres or more per.day;-or nvolving: grading -
and“excavation over an area.of 2.2 acres-or more per day. Specific:measures shall;:where: _
approptiate, be approved by the MBUAPCD as part of the permitting process, -and:shall; where: . . ..
appropriate, mnchude (bﬁt not be limited to) the follewing, as appropriate: : . .

~» Water all construction areas at least twice dally Frequency Should be based
i 'of operatlon soﬂ and Wmd exposure s ; SRR

o Prohibit all gradmg acthl’EleS durmg penods of ]ngh wmds (over 15 MPH),

Apply chemical soil stabilizers on inactive construction areas (chsturbed lands WlﬂllIlA o
constructlon pIOJects ‘that are unused for at least forr: consecutlve days);” AT

» Apply non-toxic binders (e g, la‘iex acryhc copolymer) to exposed areas; aftel cut a{nd ﬁll;g.}.- s
- operations and hydroseed areas, : L s

. 'Haul trucks shall Where appmpﬂate mamta,m at least two feet of freeboard
o Cover aH trucks haulmg dn't sand and/or 1oose materlals

» Plant free Wmdbreaks ‘on the wmdward penmete1 of constructlon prOJeots 1f adjaccnt to SN

- - open land

. '”-'jPIant vegetahve cover in chsturbed areas as soon as Possﬂale_ S 7
e Cover inactive-storage piles;
o Install wheel washers at the entrance to construction sites for all exiting tracks;

» Pave all roads on construction sites;
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- rélocation of the project or a reconfiguration of project elemerits:

* Sweep street if visible soil material is cartied out from the construction site; -

e Post a visible sign which specifies the telephone number and person to-contact regardirig = - - -
dust complaints. This person shall respond to complaints and take corrective-action
within 48 hours, The phone number of the Monterey Bay Unified Air-Bollution Contrel. - =

District shall, where appropriate, be visible to ensure comphance wﬂ:h Riile™ 402-
(Nuisance); and/or - D

¢ Limit the area under construction at any one time.

B. Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, ensure that ground disturbance is phased fo

the extent possible to minimize the creation of fugitive dust.

C. If the use of non-typical construction equipment (e.g., grinders and portable equipment) ‘is- -

contemplated; implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, consult -with the' MBUAPCD,
and shall, where appropriate, ensure that the Best Available ‘Control Technology (BACT) is

implemented to reduce shortterm NOx emissions during ~ construction activity; “where

appropriate. BACT measures shall, where appropriate, include two-degree timing ‘retard, - high-
pressure fuel injectors and reformulated diesel fuel, if available. These measures shall,: where
appropriate, be noted on ali construction plans, and- the local Junsdlctwn shall where

appropriate, perform periodic site inspections. :

Responsibility for Implementation of Mitigation Measures: Tmplémenting Agencies; ~ == ¢ -* = = -

When Mitigation Measures are to be implemented: Implementing-Agency-consuttation with = =+ -

MBUAPCD prior fo construction (if necessmy), a:nd mﬂ:lgatmn nnplementatlon dunng
construction by Implementing Agencies. ‘ i ,

Responsibility for Monitoring Fmplementation: Implementing Agencies, - -—--
MITIGATION MEASURE 3.2: Prevention of Carbon Monoxide Hot Spots - =770 -

Where implementing agencies propese transportation system improvement projects "that” may

cause an exceedance of MBUAPCD thresholds for CO modeling, the Iocal jurisdiction’shally: - -+ =
where appropriate, improve the circulation system in which the project is proposed such that™all— = — =
roadways and intersections affected by the project maintain an-acceptable Tevel of service, or == ;= T

shall, where appropriate, conduct CO modeling to demonstrate-that:the-concentration-of: QO will = =+ =

remain below the relevant CO AAQS. This may involve a- reductlon n- the size: of the- pro;ect Py smeinn

Ey oveeata:

Responsibility for Implementation of Mitigation Measures: Implementing Agencies.
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© . NOTIGATION MEASURE 4.1: Avoidance and Design Modification -

When Mitigation Measures are to be implemented: During site-specific environmental:
review, project design and construction by Implementing Agencies.

Responsibility for Monitdring Tmplementation: Implementing. A gencies.
MITIGATION MEASURE 3.3: Reduction in Diesel Emissions

Individual transportation system improvement projects ‘that involve construction activity: -
requiring the use of diesel-powered equipment, or increased diesel-fueled traffic shall, wheré -
appropriate, be subject to a screening leve] risk assessment by the implementing agency,then to=

a full risk assessment where warranted following the screening risk assessment, If these project- .
specific assessmient procedures- (6utlined in the MBUAPCD CEQA Guidelines; Appendix ‘C)* -
' indicate that a project would exceed the MBUAPCD s cancer risk threshold of 10-per million;
the chronic hazard index is above one, then the followmg Imtlgatlon mcasures should be applled{; :

o such proj ects where appropnate

: ‘Construction-Related Diesel Exhaust

» DPriorto mmatmg construction act1v1ty, the unplementmg agency should consult with the,,_l —_
MBUAPCD to identify the types of grading, demolition and constructlon eqmpment _that'-i' .
- will be used for the progect Once the charactenstws of spec1ﬁc eqmpment to. be.: use

have been identified, the MBUAPCD should prowda recommendatmns for measures that = - ‘
can be mlplemented to reduce diese] emissions associated with such equipment (€.g., the

substitution of diesel-powered equipment with non- d1esel-p0wered equipment; - th
' _ mstallatlon of exhaust contlols staggenng constructlon actlwty at the p1o_]ect s1te etc ) N

Responsibi]ity for Implementﬁtion of Mitiéatioﬁ Measures: Imp_leméﬁi:in-g,Ag'éncriés., L

'When Mitigation Measures are to be Implemented hnplementmg Agency consultation W
MBUAPCD prior 'to construction (if necessary), and mitigation mlplementaﬁon dmmg .

constructlon by Implementing Agencies. C

‘Responsibility for Monitoring Implementation: Impieiﬁéﬁfﬁig Agéhd:i'eé.' T

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

For each project identified in the Local Transportation Sales Tax Expendituro Plan and e
Development Impact Fee Program where habitat modification may be anticipated, the following =
measures may be used by the implementing agency to reduce modification of areas which:

LOCAL SALES TAX FXPENDITURE PLAN/DEVELOPMENT IMPACT FEE PROGRAM ~ MMP 9"



~with the appropriate endangered species protection regulatlons through the unplementatlon of

" and projéct design by Implementing Agencies. Gl Lo

currently provide habitat for candidate, sensitive, or special ‘status species, and mterference with -
the movement of resident or migratory fish or wildlife species: S i

A. Prior to the finalization of project design, the area in which the project is proposed should be =

thoroughly surveyed to determine the presence or absence of habitat for candidate, sensitive; or — -

special status species, and to determine the extent to which project construction may.interfers

with the movement of any resident or migratory fish or wildlife species. If special status species. ...

are known to occur or have the potential to occur, appropriate resource agency contacts shall, - -

{

o

where appropriate, be made and mitigation developed in consultation with a quahﬁed biologist =+ i e

and the resource agencies.

B. If initial biological assessments for a proposed project identified in the Local Transportation = =
Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and the Development Impact Fee Program determine the presence or -~ -+ o= -

potential presence of a state or federally listed species on the site, the implementing agericy shall, ::-

avoid impacts to the species. The project shail, where approprlate avoid mpacts through re-
design or realignment, wherever possible. :

C. During site-specific environmental review, implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, - -

evaluate the effects of project-related noise, light and activity-on any environmentally sensitive

habitat areas, both during and after construction, and shall,~where - appropnate 1dent1fy R

appropriate mitigation measures, where feasible.

D. In those instances where it is not possible to avoid sensitive habitat :arcas through design - -

‘where appropriate, consult with the California Department of Fish-and. Game (CDFG) ot the U.S. -« i+ oveire
Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), respectively, for gnidance on whether or not the'project can™ - + -

measures, the USFWS and the CDFG may need to be contacted in order to achieve-compliance - - = - -

site-specific mitigation measures prior to project approval. -

Responsibility for Implementation of Mitigation Measures: Implementing-Agencies; === -~ =5 mra e

When Mitigation Measures are to be implemented: Dunng site-specific enwronmental Teview T

Respousibility for Monitoring Implementation: Implementing Agencies: -

MITIGATION MEASURE 4.2: Avoidance/Permitting/Précautions During Construction ™"~

The following measures may be used by the implementing agencies to reduce modification of

riparian areas or wetlands:
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A. The proposed projects should be designed to avoid construction in riparian areas or wetlands-

to the extent practicable.

B. In those instances where it is not possible to avoid riparian areas or wetlands through design-
measures, the U.S.- Army Corps of Engineers, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, the
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and the-California Department of Fish and Game shall, where -
appropriate, be contacted in order to achieve compliance with the appropriate regulations and to
obtain all required permits prior to project approval. The granting of the required permits may-be ..
conditional -on ‘the 1mplementat10n of site-specific measires ~designed. to« Imtlgate anyf—«
mod1ﬁcat10n of npaman areas or Wetlands Wlnch may resuft. from const.r_ucuon of the pI'O_] ects. &

C. Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, -ensure that all removed and eXxcess materlaﬂ =
is disposed of off-sit¢ and away fro:m the ﬂood plam 0uts1de Areas subJeet to U S Army Corps

of Engineers Junsd1ct1on

D. Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, ensure that construcuon act1v1t1es in
drainages occur-during the dry season when ¢hannels are dt Tow flow. TR S

E. Implementing agencies shall, wheré appropriate; ensure that no fueling: or muinteriance &F &
equipment takes place in any channel. Mechanical equipment shall, where.. . appropriate, b-"e""'v
serviced in designated staging areas located outside of any creek bed and associated, wetland.
habitat. Water from equipment washing or concrete Wash down sha]l ‘where apprepnate bes

prevented from eutermg any channel

F. Tmplementing agencies shall, where appropriate, ensure that ‘any equipment-adjacént to any-‘--'-_-"‘ SR
channel is checked and maintained daily, to prevent leaks of materials that if (eventually) ‘

introduced to water could be deleterious to aquatic life. Petroleum produets and-other substa.uees g
that could be hazardous to aquatlc life shall be prevented from. contaminating the soil’ and/o
entering’ the adjacent waters.” The- Callforma Department of” “Fish" ‘and* Gamie shall Where».
appropriate, be notified 1mmed1ate1y of ary spills; and -shall,~where appropnate De: consulted

.regardmg clean—up proeedures

contro] prass seed 1n i[tation” Wlth a quahﬁed blolog1st

Responsxblhty for Implementatmn of I\{mgatmn Measures Implementmg Ageneles o
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When Mitigation Measures are to be implemented: During site-specific -environmental
review, project design and construction, and following construction:by-Implementing Agencies.. . { !

Responsibility for Monitoring Implementation: Implementing Agencies- =0 - o comio

MITIGATION MEASURE 4.3: Avoidance and Design Modification " ~-"-720%

During site-specific environmental review for projects located in wildlife- movement -corridors; -
implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, conduct biological field investigations to.: ... -.:=i=
document existing conditions and assess site-specific impacts upon wildlife that may be affected - -+ = ..
by the project. Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, .develop_new.-roadway.. ... ...
alignments and extensions to avoid or minimize disturbance of wildlife movement corridors to~- 7 -
the maximum extent fzasible. If impacts cannot be avoided, project-specific-mitigation measures
shall, where appropriate, be developed in consultation with resp0n31ble agencxes (USFWS and/or:

CDFG, as appropriate). :

Responsibility for Implementation of Mitigation Measures: Implementing Agencies.

When Mitigation Measures are to be implemented: During site-specific environmental review - - -+ - -

Responsibility for Monitoring Implementation: Implementing-Agencies: - = amams  vaormmn o | ( o

MITIGATION MEASURE 4.4: Modify Design to Achieve Compliance/Tree
Replacement/Tree Protection Plans IOl o ToUiiLUUHE

A. Where it is clear that the implementation of a specific project would result-in a.conflict with.-..... .
local ordinances or policies intended to protect biological resources, the appropriate agency
responsible for the actual implementation of the proposed project-should-modify the design of:: -
the project to achieve compliance with the applicable ordinances or policies; where feasible.

B. Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, ensure that-trees- that-are removed for s
consfruction of specific projects are replaced with native tree species at @ minimum 2:1 ratio, .-+

under the direction of a certified arborist. Special status trees or trees:located in sensitive habitats. - i
may require higher replacement ratios to mitigate the specific function. and- value impacted. Tree = 2o -
replacement ratios shall, where appropriate, be consistent with the local-jurisdictions in-which- .. -~ - .
-impacts occur, As part of the _str_all_rﬁyegetaﬁon and monitoring plan, these replacement tree  ——--—.... ..

- plantiﬁgs shall, where appropriate, be monitored .over time based .on the recommendations iof g7 et o

qualified revegetation specialist.

C. Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, ensure that a tree protection plan is required:
for construction around ifrees. The plan may include (but need not be limited to) setbacks for

prrlg
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 andits protected speeles ‘and hablta.ts

Responsﬂnllty for Momtormo Implementatmn Implementmg Agenmes R

- The lmplementmg agency for a projéct mvolvmg stibstantial earth dlsturbance -=the"re1noval-:0r3; <
dlsturbance of e}ustmcr bmldmgs or the construc’mon of permanent above~gr0und Structmes OF e

trees, use of protective fencing, restrictions regarding grading and paving near trees, directions
regarding pruning and restrictions regardmg d1ggmg/trenchmg ‘within root zones-of trees. -

Resp onsﬂnhty for Implementatmn of Mmoatmn Measures Implemenﬁng Agenmes

When MItlgatlon Measures are to be lmplemented Dumng pI'O_] ect: des1gn and construetlon by
Implementing Agencies. T LT T

Respons1b1[1ty for Momtormg Implemeutatlon lmplementmg Agen01es

MITIGATION MEASURE 4.5: Mochfy Design to Achieve Comphance e

For proj ects located within the boundaries -of an HCP, the appropriate Junsdmtlon shall Where"'_‘f :
appropnate ‘ensure that the project is reviewed for consistency with- the HCP, and’ that speexﬁci s
mitigation measures and/or alternative ahgmnents are 1dent1ﬁed 1o avmd OOD_ﬂICtS w1th the HCp:

Responmblhty for Implementatmn of Mltlcratmn Measures Implementmg Agenmet: R

When Mltlcratmn Measures are to be lmplemented Dunng pIOJect des1gn by Implementmg?ﬁ :
Agenc1es : n :

| CULTURAL RESO URCES |

MITIGATION MEASURE 5 1 Cultural Resource Surveys/Modlﬁcatlons

A. A map defining the Area of Potential Effects (APE) shall, where appropriatc,.-be. prepared for :, -
transportatlon system 1mprovements that mvolve substantlal earl:h dIsturbance the 1e ovaI or." oL

located within the impact zone.
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B. A preliminary study of each project area, as defined in the APE;shall, where appropriate, be

completed to determine whether or not the project area has been studied under .an. earlier
- investigation, and to determine the impacts of the previous project. . - i oo

C. If the results of the preliminary studies indicate additional studies are necessary, development. ... .
of field studies and/or other documentary research shall, where appropriate; be completed (Phase— '

1 studies). Negative results would result in no additional studies for the project.area. G ieres e e et

D. Based on positive results of the Phase I studies, an evaluation of identified resources shall,. .. -
where appropriate, be completed to determine the potential eligibility/significance of the : :.---

“resources (Phase I studies).

E. Phase Il mitigation studies shall, where appropriate, be coordinated:with :the Office_of == =z
Historic Preservation, as the research design will require review and approval from OHP. In the- - - -

case of prehistoric or Native American related resources, the Native-American-Heritage—~ ~ - oo
Commission and/or local representatives of the Native American population  shall;- where

appropriate, be contacted and permitted to respond to the testing/mitigation programs.

F. If development of a specific project requires the presence of an archaeological monitor, the
implementing agency shell, where appropriate, ensure that a certified archaeologist/

paleontologist monitors the grading and/or other ground altering -activities.- The schedule.and . -

extent of monitoring will depend on the grading schedule and/or extent of the ground-alterations, ~vz2:-= =
This requirement can be accomplished through placement. of. conditions on:the: project: by the '::.‘.:;'::.':'; LU,

local jurisdiction during individual environmental review.

G. The implementing agency shall, where appropriéte, ensure that.materials Tecovered over the ~ oo

course of any given improvement are adequately cleaned, labeled and curated-at-a 'recognjzed---'-=‘:---'-'-'-~- St

. repository. This requirement cat. be accomplished through placement of conditions.on the ; pI'OJ ject -

by the local jurisdiction during individual environmental review.

H. Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, ensure that mitigation-for- poten’ual Jmpacts

to s1g111ﬁcant cul‘rural Tesources mcludes on or more of the following: -

e Realignment of the project right-of-way (avoidance - the most preferable method); .. ©o .0 .

s Capping of the site and leaving it undisturbed; -
.- o Addressing stmctural remams with respect to NRHP guldehnes (Phase Ml studies);

. Rclocatmg structures per NRHP guidelines;

e Creation of interpretive facilities; and/or

e Development of measures to prevent vandalism.
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I. A qualified archacologist shall, where appropriate, monitor all earth moving activities within -
native soil. In the event that archaeological and historic artifacts are encountered during project
construction, all work in the vicinity of the firid will be halted until such- time as the find is
evaluated by a qualified archaeologist and appropriate mitigation (if necessary) 1s implemented.

I. As required under CEQA. Guidelines Section 15‘06’4.5:, to prepare for the possibility of an
accidental discovery of significant buried cultural resources during transportation system
improvement project construction, the following measures shall, where appropriate, be taken:

Due to the possibility that significant buried cultural resources might be found during
construction, the following language shall, where appropriate, be included in any permits
issued for the project site, including (but not limited to) building permits for future
development, subject to the review and approval of the implementing agency: “If
archaeological resources or human remains are discovered during .construction,.work .
shall be halted at a minimum of 200 feet from the find and the area shall be staked. off. .
The project developer shall notify a qualified professional -archaeologist. If the find is
determined to be significant, appropriate mitigation measures shall be formulated and

implemented.”

Due to the possibility that an accidental discovery or recognition of human remains in a
location other than a dedicated cemetery may occur, the implementing agency shall,
where appropriate, ensure that this language is included in all permits in accordance with -
CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(e): “If human remains are found during construction,
there shall be not further excavation or disturbance of the site -or any nearby area
reasonably suspected to overlie adjacent human remains until the. County Coroner i
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 within 24 hours. The Native American Heritage . ‘

Commission shall identify the person or persons it believes to be the most likely
descendent of the deceased Native American. The most likely descendent may then make -
reconumendations to the landowner or the person responsible for the excavation work, for ..
means of treating and disposing of, with appropriate dignity, the human remains and .
associated grave goods as provided in Public Resources Code Section 5097.98. The
landowner or his authorized representative shall rebury the Native American human
remains and associated grave goods with appropriate dignity on the property in a location
not subject to further disturbance if a) the Native American Heritage Commission is - -
unable to identify a most likely descendent or the most likely deScendent failed to make a

recommendation within 24 hours after. being ‘notified.-by- the. “Coinrhigsion;’ b)the E b

descendent identified fails to make a recommendation; or c) the landowner or hlS
authorized representative rejects the recommendation of the descendent, and the
mediation by the Native American Heritage Commission fails to provide measures

acceptable to the landowner.”
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Responsibility for Implementation of Mitigation Measures: Implementing Agencies:: : = - = o

When Mitigation Measures are to be implemented: During- preject des1gn, sﬁe—spemﬁc — e
environmental review, and construction by Implementing Agencies. - e

Responsibility for Monitoring Implementation: Implementing Agencies: « - o

GEOLOGY AND SOILS

MITIGATION MEASURE 6.1: Building Code Comphance/Avmdance of Known
Earthquake Faults mrTesT wmiEi

Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, ensure that-all-structures, including -(but-not-- - e
limited to) roadway improvements, are designed and constructed fo. the latest geotechnical
standards (including the UBC Zone 4 guidelines) to limit potential hazards to-the public-after --
project completion. In most cases, this will necessitate- site-specific.. geologlc sand.-seils - i —emee
engineering investigations to exceed the code for high groundshaking zones. el T e T

Responsibility for Implementation of Mitigation Measures:. Implementing Agencies.. .. ... 7 _ ... .~

When Mitigation Measures are to be implemented: Durmg prcuect deSIgn and construction by -
Implementing Agencies. _ Coerrenn e i

Responsibility for Monitoring Implementation: Implementing Agencies. ... . l.lol
MITIGATION MEASURE 6.2: Project-Specific Geotechnical Investigations: = = «~ . -~ oo

A. The implementing agency shall, where appropriate, require that -design-level geotechnical - .
analyses are prepared for all transportation system improvement projects, .and “that- all- =:--
recommendations contained in the geotechnical reports are incorporated into project design. - - o

B. If a particular transportation system improvement project involves. cut slopes:over 20.feet.in...ic..ovin.
height, or is located in an ares of bedded or jointed bedrock, the implementing agency shall,.__ . . .01 ..
where appropriate, ensure that specific slope stabilization studies-are conducted.. Possible..

stabilization methods include butiresses, retaining walls and soldier piles:-~ne smrrizs mmmmr o v s s

N Responsxbﬂlty for Implementatmn of M_lnﬂatmn Measures: Implementing Agencies. ..

VVhen N{ItlUElﬁlOIl Measures are to be nnplemented During project design by Implementing

Agencies.

Responsibility for Monitoring Implementation: Implementing Agencies.

N
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MITIGATION MEASURE 6.3: Grading and Erosion-Control Plans

If a particolar transportation system: improvement project involving deep foundations or
underground areas is located in an area of moderate or high erosion potential, the implementing
agency shall, where appropriate, prepare a grading and erosion control plan that minimizes
erosion and sedimentation prior to the issuance of grading permits. The grading and erosion

control plan must include the following: B

A. Methods such as retention basins, drainage diversion structures, spot grading, silt
fencing/coordinated sediment trapping, straw bales and sand bags shall, where appropriate, be
used to minimize erosion on slopes and siltation into waterways during grading and construction

activities.

B. Graded areas shall, where appropriate, be revegetated within four weeks of grading activities

with deep-rooted, native, drought-tolerant species to minimize slope failure-and erosion - -

potential. Geotextile binding fabrics shall, where appropriate, be used, if necessary, to hold slope,
soils until vegetation is established.

C. Exposed areas shall, where appropriate, be stabilized to prevent wind and water erosion using
methods approved by the MBUAPCD. These methods may include the importation of topsoil to .
be spread on the ground surface in areas having soils that can be transported by the wind, and/or .
the mixing of highly erosive sand with finer-grained materials (silt’ or clay) in sufficient
quantities to prevent its ability to be transported by wind. As a minimum, six inches of topsoﬂ or -
silt/clay mixture 1s to be used to stabilize wind-erodable soils. :

D). Landscaped areas adjacent to structures shall, where appropriate, be graded so. that drainageis -

away from structures.

E. Grading on slope steeper than 5:1 shall, where appropriate, be designed to minimize surface

water runoff.

F. Fills placed on slopes steeper than 5 1 shall, where appropriate, be properly benched prior to-
placement of fill. . ,

G. Brow ditches and/or berms shall, Where appzopnate be constructed a:nd mam’camed above all-
cut and fill slopes, respectively.

H. Cut and fill benches shall, where appropriate, be c_t_)'nsti'ufcted 'af:regﬁl-é}: mtervals R S PP LR

I. Retaining walls shall, where appropriate, be installed to stabilize slopes where there is a 10~
foot or greater difference in elevation between the base of the proposed structure and adjacent

lots.
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J. Excavation and grading shall, where appropriate, be limited to the dry season of the year

(typically April 15 to November 1, allowing for variations in- weather) unless -an- approved -

erosion control plan is in place and all measures identified therein arein effect:

Additional measures which may be applied to reduce -erosion during the comstruction -of
transportation system improvement projects include (but are not limited to) the following: '

K. Limiting disturbance of soils and vegetation removal to the minimun area necessary for

access and constructlon

L. Confining all vehicular traffic associated with construction “to the nght—cf—wayﬁor tor

designated access roads.
M. Limiting access routes and stabilizing access points.

N. Adhering to construction schedules designed to avoid perlods of heavy precipitation or high

winds.

Q. Ensuring that all exposed soil is provided with temporary drainage and seil protection when ~.-* =5 1 -

construction activity is shut down during the winter periods. ... .

P. Stabilizing denuded areas as soon as possible with seedmg, mulching- or other effective-:

methods.

Q. Protecting adjacent properties with vegetative buffer stnps -sediment -barriers -or - other

effective methods,

R. Delineating clearing limits, easements, setbacks, sensitive areas, vegetation and -drainage ™

courses by marking them in the field.

S. Stabilizing and preventing erosion from temporary conveyance channels and outlets; 1 o o

T. Using sediment controls and filtration to remove sedunent from Water gf:nerated by e

dewatering or collected on-site during construction. i e

U. Informing construction personnel prior to construction and:periodically-during construction -~ =

activities of environmental concerns, pertinent laws and rcgulatlons and-elements of the grading=-

CUTIOTT SOOI T

- and erosion control plans.—

Responsibility for Implementation of Mitigation Measures: Implementing Agencies.
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When Mitigation Measures are to be implemented: During projéct design, prior to initiating
construction, and during construction by Implementing Agencies.

Responsibility for Monitoring Implementation: Implementing Agencies. -

MITIGATION MEASURE 6.4: Project-Specific Soils Analysis

A. If a particular transportation system improvement project is located in an area of moderate to
high liquefaction potential, the impiementing agency shall, where appropriate, ensure that such
improvements are designed based upon appropriate soil studies. Possible design measures
include deep foundations, removal of liquefiable materials and dewatering,

B. If a particular transportation system improvement project is located-in an area-of highly .
expansive, collapsible or compressible soils, the implementing agency shall, where appropriate, = -
ensure that a site-specific investigation and appropriate design factors are implemented.

C. If'a particular transportation system Improvement project involvingdeep foundations or
underground areas is located in an area of high groundwater potential, the implementing agency
shall, where appropriate, ensure that appropriate comstruction techniques (i.e., dewatering,
special water proofing and deeper foundations) are included in the design of the facility.. .

Responsibility for Implementation of Mitigation Measures: 'Implementing ‘Apgencies,

When Mitigation Measures are to be implemented: Dunng pro_]ect demgn and construchon by
Implementing Agencies. : .

Responsibility for Monitoring Implementation: Impleménting Agencies. .
HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

MITIGATION MEASURE 7.1: Site-Specific Analysis- for Hazardous Materials/
Remediation/Cleanup : e .

Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, investigate the potential for transportation
system improvement projects to be located at, or in the vicinity of, identified Department of - -
Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) hezardous material sites, or to be located in areas that contain
aerial deposited lead, naturally occurring asbestos or other hazardous materials. Site-specific

* evaluation should include a historical assessment of ‘pastuses; and 801l Samp]mg should be- o

conducted when defermined appropriate by the implementing agency. In those instarices where a
specific project site is found to be contaminated by hazardous materials, the site shall, where

appropriate, be cleaned up to the standards of the appropriate regulatory agency, and appropriate
remediation measures to ensure worker safety during construction shall, where appropriate, be
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identified prior to the comunencement of earthmoving activities, subJect fo. the review .and o
approval of DTSC. R S {

Responsibility for Implementation of Mitigation Measures: Implementing Agencies. .- .

‘When Mitigation Measures are to be implemented: During site-specific.environmental review. . . ooovew. .
and prior to inifiating project construction by Implementing Agencies.. -y = SR e B o

Responsibility for Monitoring Implementation: Implementing Agencies. -

MITIGATION MEASURE 7.2: Design Roadway Improvements along Demgnated temooconoo
Hazardous Materials Transfer Routes for Enhanced Safety S Sz e Tt

For roadway improvements along designated hazardous materials transfer xoutes, implementing :.: -

agencies shall, where appropriate, ensure that such projects -are .designed to._allow :for. safe.. .

traveling, merging and passing of hazardous materials haul trucks, Design-considerations-should - =2 ==tz o
include: wider “slow” lanes, longer approach ramps and merger lanes; and more gradually- - . - -

inclined interchanges.

Responsibility for Implementation of Mitigation Measures: Implementing-Agencies: - - - --o.v o o

When Mitigation Measures are to be implemented: During prcgect design-by:-Implementing -:::_:::;s::;;;:{'

o

Agencies.
Responsibility for Monitoring Implementation: Implementing:Agencies: - ooooiooimn oommiminrssosr oo
HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

MITIGATION MEASURE 8.1: Water Pollution Prevention Measures:=" 0 . S0 "Waoor Follinie o0 o
A. Prior to final design approval, implementing agencies shall;:where appropriate;: :evaluate ===
potential increases in surface water runoff volume for each transportation system..unprovementi T
project with the potential to have significant effscts on-drainage ways:IH-it is found- that~ -~
increased runoff volumes will significantly affect drainage capacities-or increase flood hazards,:.: = =
site-specific measures to control runoff (i.e., the use of detention or-retention- basins;: french - -

drains, vegetated swales and medians, or other technigues demgned tor delajtr peak-flows) should: - e

be implemented.

B. Implementing égenéiés shall, where appropriate, ensure that fertilizer/pesticide application
plans for any new right-of-way landscaping are prepared to minimize deep percolation of

chemicals.
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C. Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, - ensure -that transportation’ system
improvement projects direct runoff into subsurface percolation basins and traps which would
allow for the removal of sediment, urban pollutants, fertitizers, pesticides and other chemicals,

D. For transportation system improvement projects that would disturb at least one acre, a Storm
Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) shall, where appropriate, be developed by the
implementing agency prior to the initiation of grading. The measures identified -in the SWPPP
shall, where appropriate, be implemented for all construction activity on the project site. The
SWPPP shall, where appropriate, inctude specific BMPs to control the discharge of materialg
from the site and info creeks and local storm drains. BMP methods may include {but would not
be limited to) the use of temporary retention basins, straw bales, sand bagging, mulching, erosion
control blankets, soil stabilizers and native erosion control grass seed.

Responsibility for Implementation of Mitigation Measures: Implementing Agencies. ... -

When Mitigation Measures are to be implemented: - During site-specific.: environmental
review, prior to grading (development of SWPPP), during construction, and on an on-gomg basis
(landscape and BMP maintenance) by Implementing Agencies. - :

Responsibility for Monitofing Implementation: Implementing Agencies.
MITIGATION MEASURE 8.2: Reduce Water Demand/Inciease Perméability

A, Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, ensure that, where economically and .

technically feasible, reclaimed and/or desalinated water is used for dust suppresmon dunng R

construction activities.

B. Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, ensure that low water use. landscapmg (i.e.;
drought-tolerant plants and drip irrigation) is installed. - : :

C. Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, ensure that, ‘where economioally and
technically feasible, landscaping associated with transportation system nnprovament pI‘OJ ects is
maintained usmg reclaimed and/or desalthated water. :

D. Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, ensure that porous pavement materlals are
utilized, where feasible, to allow for groundwater percolatlon ‘ '

Responsibility for Implementation of Miﬁgé’ﬁbhﬁ,Méﬁsm‘eé'& hnplementingAgencles IR

When Mitigation Measures are to be implemented: During project design and on an on-going
basis (landscape maintenance) by Implementing Agencies.
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MITIGATION MEASURE 8.4: All Structures .Above: the. IOO-Year  Flood .- Zone'

Responsibility for Monitoring Implementation: Implementing Agencies. . . L

MITIGATION MEASURE 8.3: Evaluation/Design/Permitting. ...l oo

The following measures may be used by implementing agencies to limit. the area of impervious ...
surface and/or modifications in local drainage/groundwater recharge patterns.resulting. from ... .

project construction:

A. Prior to the finalization of project design, the drainage and -groundwater recharge-
characteristics of the area for which the project is proposed should be thoroughly evaluated. In

those instances where the capacity of the existing or planned storm.water drainage systems may - .=
be exceeded, it will be necessary to identify appropriate site-specific-measures to control surface - -
runoff, and to detain surface water runoff on-site, if possible. - ERRE

B. Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, ensure that adequate drainage infrastructure

is in place to accommodate runoff from each transportation system improvement.project prior-to. ... ...l
the issuance of grading permits. If adequate drainage: infrastmucture is.not- available, the.: .- ol

implementing agency shall, where appropriate, pay utility mitigation fees-or otherwise. provide -
improvements to the drainage facilities of the jurisdiction in which the project islocated such -

that drainage facilities affected by the project in question maintain an aceeptable-level of service, - - o

" C. Based on the results of the drainage/groundwater recharge. evaluation; the:praposed project {

should be designed to minimize the area of impervious surface -and-to maintain-existing - .- :

drainage/groundwater recharge patterns to the extent practicable. -~ -+~ ==

D. In those instances where a sireambed would be altered as a result of project construction,-it: .
will be necessary to enter inic a Streambed Alteration Agreement with-the Cahforma Departmentf T

of Fish and Game prior to the start of construction.

Responsibility for Implementation of Mitigation Measures: Implementing-Agencies.» - == © -~ooomoes oo

When Mitigation Measures are to be implemented: During:site-specific--environmental = -:oer-imcemmss i

review, project design, and prior to initiating grading (Streambed Alteration Agreement and - -
payment of applicable utility mitigation fees, if necessary) by-ImplementingAgencies. mos

Responsibility for Monitoring Implementation: Implementing -Agencies: = =rroomos sooo-oooomonmomn s

Elevation/Stabilization Along Creek Crossings/Avoid Encroachment of Designated Flood

Areas
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A, If a particular transportation system improvement project is located in an area with-high
flooding potential, the implementing agency shall, where appropriate, ensure that the structure is
elevated at least one foot above the 100-year flood zone elevation, is designed to minimize
damage to the physical improvement and ensure public safety, and that feasible stabilization and :
erosion control measures are implemented along creek crossings.

B. Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, ensure that projects located in areas with -
high flooding potential are designed to keep designated floodways free from encroachment as
much as possible. Encroachment into the flood plain can be accommodated with proper design;
plarming and mitigation, as long as the resultlng shift of flood waters does not increase adjacent

floodways or flood plams

Responsibility for Implementation of Mitigation Measures: Implementing Agencies, -~ - - <o -

When Mitigation Measures are to be implemented: Durmg prolect design by Implementing
Agencies. .

Responsibility for Monitoring Implementation: Implementing Agencies.

LAND USE AND PLANNING

MITIGATION MEASURE 9.1: Enhkancing Land Use Compatibility -

A. In order to minimize safety hazards, implemeitirig agencies shall, where appropriate, require.
adequate traffic controls such as signs, striping, crosswalks and warning lights to slow-traffic on -
streets in residential, school or park areas where new roadways are proposed, or where proj jected
traffic volumes will substantially increase, to reduce safety and noise impacts. SR

B. Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, ensure- that roadways and . gther
transportation System improvements are designed to minimize potential impacts to pedestrians
and bicyclists, particularly those living in adjacent residential areas, or attending schools. -

C. Street Lighting, where necessary, shall, where appropriate, be minimized to the extent possible -
in areas adjacent to sensitive land uses. Strect lights shall be-shielded, and oriented away from:
residential development. No street light shall exceed the maximum height limit-established by

Caltrans or local ordinance, as applicable.

D. Implementing agencies shall, where appropnate Tequire- that" all- transportanon system” -.- - -

improvement projects provide appropriate setbacks, bamers fences or other appropriate means
of buffering proposed improvements with the potential to generate land use conflicts from

adfacent sensitive land uses.
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Responsibility for Implementation of Mitigation Measnres: Implementing Agencies.-...... - e
-

‘When Mitigation Measures are to be implemented: During project design and.on an ov-going..... ... .. =~
basis (maintenance of adequate traffic controls such as signs, striping, crosswalks .and -warning .- .
lights to slow traffic on streets in residential, school or park areas) by Implementing Agencies... .. ... .

Respounsibility for Monitoring Implementation: Implementing Agencies. ..o ooinn
MITIGATION MEASURE 9.2: Design Modifications to Achieve -Consistency - -~ =« -

Where it is clear that the implementation of a specific project could resultin a:conflict-with:the - -

applicable land use plans, policies, or regulations of an agency with jurisdiction-over the project -

which have been adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an.environmental impaect,.the .. .......... ...
implementing agency should modify the design of the pro;ect to -achieve- con51stency with the-
applicable plans, policies or regulations. e - R T

Responsibility for Implementation of Mitigation Measures::Implementing. Agencies... R MEANTT IR PTIS

When Mitigation Measures are to be implemented: During pro_;ect design by Implementing -

Agencies.

Responsibility for Monitoring Implementation: Implementing-Agencies: . TRIEEE IEmTAISRLLATIOn ( '
NOISE ”

MITIGATION MEASURE 11.1: Acoustical Analysis/Site-Specific Mitigation ©:2. ~ . . - - . ..

A. Acoustical analyses shall, where appropriate, be conducted by.the implementirig agency.as....... . . ...
part of new roadway construction and/or widening projects for:existing roads.. The noise study:- T SO
shall, where appropriate, identify existing noise sensitive receptors,: determine existing:ambient: - -

noise levels, project future noise levels, make appropriate findings with respect-to. approptiate = o
criteria, and recommend mitigation/abatement measures. Specific neise mitigation.or-abatement. . . - i

measures to be considered include alternative alignments, sound barrier walls and earthen berms -

where space is available. Determination of appropriate noise-attenuation or abatement measures - -
Shall where appropriate, be assessed on a case-by-case basis pursuant to.the:regulations:of the ~ uwr o o

applicable agency.

* B, Various “sound attenuation techniques shall, where appropriate;:be considered “whererinz <zl

transportation gystem improvement projects are found to expose sensitive receptors to noise
exceeding normally acceptable levels. The preferred methods for mitigating noise impacts will '
be the use of appropriate setbacks and sound attenuating building design, including retrofit of
existing structures with sound attenuating building materials, where feasible. In instances where

poton,
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the use of these techniques is not feasible, the use of sound barriers (earthen berms, sound walls,
or some combination of the two) will be considered. Determination of appropriate noise
attenuation measures will be assessed on a case-by-case basis during a project’s individual

environmental review pursuant to the regulations of the applicable agency.
Responsibility for Tmplementation of Mitigation Measures: Implementing Agencies.

When Mitigation Measures are to be implemented: During site-specific environmental review
and project design by Implementing Agencies.

Responsibility for Monitoring Implementation: Implementing Agencies.

MITIGATION MEASURE 11.3: Noise Abatement -

In order to reduce potential construction-related noise impacts, ‘the implementing -agency shall,
where appropriate, ensure that, where residences or othér noise -sensitive uses- are . located -
adjacent to construction sites, appropriate measures shall be implemented, where appropriate, to
ensure consistency with local noise ordinance requirements relating to construction activity. -
Specific techniques may include (but are not limited to) restrictions on construction, timing, the_
use of sound blankets on construction equipment, and the use of temporary noise walls and noise
barriers to block and deflect noise. All construction equipment in active use at project sites.
should be appropriately muffled and properly meintained. Limiting truck access routes and
establishing maximum allowable  noise limits for construction -equipment :should also be -
considered as measures which would reduce construction-related noise at specific sites.

Responsibility for Implementation of Mitigation Measures: Implementing Apgencies.

When Mitigation Measures are to be implemented: Durmg pI'OJGCt construction by -
Implementing Agencies.

Responsibility for Monitoring Implementation: Implementing Agencies.
MITIGATION MEASURE 11.4: Restrictions on Construction Aétivities”
In order to reduce the potential noise and/or vibration impacts associated with certain

construction activities such as pile-driving, the implementing agency shall, where appropriate,
ensure that, to the maximum extent feasible, all such activity which would take place in the

vicinity of sensitive receptors be limited to the hours of 7:00 AM to 7:00 PM, Monday through - - ..~

Friday. If a particular project located adjacent to sensitive receptors requires pile driving, the
local jurisdiction may require the use of pile driving techniques that would feduce physical

impacts and associated noise generation from such activity.
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Responsibility for Implementation of Mitigation Measures: hmplementing Agencies.

When Mitigation Measures are to be unplemented Durlng ploject construction by

Implementing Agencies.
Responsibility for Monitoring Implementation: Implementing Agencies. ... . Z....._ T

POPULATION AND HOUSING

MITIGATION MEASURE 12.1: Prioritization of Transportaﬁon System” Improvement:--

Projects

To minimize possible growth inducement, implementing. agencies.. should: proritize. ... -

transportation system improvement projects by deemphasizing pursuit -of. those projects.that- - .- -
would allow land development to occur in areas where such development has not yet - been.. -

planned for, or where such development is not anticipated to_occurdin the futores: = ooz o - oo

Responsibility for Implementation of Mitigation Measures: Implementing Agencies: sz oo o sos

When Mitication Measures are to be implemented: During project review by.Implementing -.......c..o.. ..

Agencies. SR

Responsibility for Monitdring Implementation: Impiementing-Agencies.

MITIGATION N[EASURE 12.2: Avoidance/Relocation 77 - T e L o iTRE L T e T s

A. Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, assure that -project-specific -environmental -
reviews for framsportation system ﬁnprovemeilt projects with ‘the potential to permanently
displace existing residences and businesses consider alternative. alignments:.that avoid-or.. ...
minimize impacts to nearby residences and businesses. TRRLREE R

B. Where project-specific reviews identify unavoidable displacement impacts, the implementing -

agency shall, where appropriate, ensure that appropriate relocation programs-are used tfo-assist - - - -
eligible persons to relocate, in accordance with local, state:-and:federal requirements: Owners- -

shall, where appropriate, be compensated for acquired property based on-fair-market values. In.: -
- addition, implementing agencies shall, where appropriate;- review-and,-if -necessary,-meodify -
construction schedules to ensure that adequate time is provided to allow affected businesses to .

find and relocate tO other sites. _ . DIILEINE TITNTILOD M olnIioTownio

Responsibility for Implementation of Mitigation Measures: Implementing Agencies.

e
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When Mitigation Measures are to be implemented: During site-specific environmental review
by Implementing Agencies, prior to initiating construction.

Responsibility for Monitoring Implementation: Implementing Agencies.

PUBLIC SERVICES

MITIGATION MEASURE 13.1: Notification/Designated Detours

A. If construction is to take place in the vicinity of 2 school, or on roadways that could affect
access to a school facility, then the implementing agency shall, where appropriate, notify -the
school district superintendent or other appropriate representative of the affected school district
prior to any road construction and road closures. School officials shall also be consulted, where
appropriate, to determine if any critical access routes would be affected, or if: constmctlon would

create specific safety problems.

B. For roadway construction projects that involving temporary lane or road closures, the
implementing agency shall, where appropriate, post advance warning signs no more than 100
feet from the project site indicating when disruption would occur for a period. of at-least one
week prior to project construction through the completion of construction, and provide clearty
marked detours. Adequate access to all schools shall be maintained, where appropriate, .during

school hours throughout the construction period. During implementation of transportation system -~ -

improvements that necessitate partial or total road closure, at least one lane -shall, -where
appropriate, remain open to vehicles at all times, and/or alternative routes/detours around‘

unprovement areas with appropriate signage shall be provided, where appropriate.

Responsibility for Implementation of Mitigation Measures: Implementing Agencies,

When Mitigation Measures are to be implemented: Prior to 1mt1atmg pro_}ect construchon_:_ S

(notification) and dunng constructlon by Implementmg Agencies.
Responsibility for Mom’toring Implementaﬁon: Implemeuting Agencies.
MITIGATION MEASURE 13.2: Consultation/Site-Specific Mitigation

A. Although potential impacts to recreational facilities which may be associatéd with the
implementation of projects identified in the Local Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan
and the Development Impact Fee Program are not generally-expected -to be -significant, park -
authorities shall be consulted, where appropriate, if construction is to occur in the vicinity of
park or recreational facilities. The implementing agency and park authorities shall, where
appropriate, jointly participate in project planning to include measures to reduce project-related

impacts to park users, when possible,
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B. For roadway construction- projects that involving temporary lane or road closures, the i
implementing agency shall, where appropriate, post advance warning signs no more than 100--- - (
feet from the project site indicating when disruption would occur for a period of at'ledst oné

week prior to project construction through the completion of construction, and provide cleatly . -

marked detours. During implementation of transportation system improvements that necessitate

partial or total road closure, at least one lane shall, where appropriate, remain open to vehiclesat’

all times, and/or alternative routes/detours around nnprovement areas with approprlate s1gnage

shall be provided, where appropnate -

Responsibility for Implementation of Mitigation Measures: Implementing- Agencies, - - - ¢ 7ot

When Mitigation Measures are to be implemented: Prior to :initiating project-construction
(consultation with park authorities) and during construction by Implementing Agencies.

Responsibility for Monitoring Implementation: Implementing Agencies, oo s 0 -
MITIGATION MEASURE 13.3: Adequate Maintenance Funding

The implementing agency shall, where appropriate, ensure that-adequate funds-are budgeted to- - - -
maintain proposed transportation facilities as well as existing transportation facilities. ... ... . ...

Responsibility for Implementation of Mitigation Measures: Implementing- Agencies: oo w0 o wion {

When Mitigation Measures are to be implemented: On an on-going basis by Implementing -~

Agencies. e
Responsibility for Monitoring Implementation: Implementing-Agencies. «---o-we- e st

TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC

MITIGATION MEASURE 15.1: Project-Specific Traffic Studies/Mitigation ~7. ° S

A. Implementing agencies that propose transportation system- improvement- projects- that- are
demonstrated to significantly impact local roadways shall,:where appropriate, design such-- -
projects so that impacts are reduced or eliminated. Project-specific mitigation:should provide-a i ... - ..
range of mitigation options, including (but not limited to) the-following:- - -+ - oo s s

» Reduction in p_l‘O‘].GCt,SiZG; . PR P A S N AL
» Relocation of project route or alignment;

+ Modification of project to provide additional lane capacity;

e,
w

»  Modification of project to provide additional turming lanes;
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Provision of additional transit services in lieu of, or in addition to, roadway _capacity
increases;

e Designation of Peak Hour HOV lanes in len of mixed-flow lanes;

« Additional carpool and vanpool incentives;

» Bxpanded intermodal transportation facilities, including secure bicycle parking, bicycle
carriers on buses, and Park & Ride lots; and

¢ Use of Transportation Demand Management (TDM) measures to reduce traffic demand
instead of increasing roadway capacity. - —

B. If physical changes to such projects are not-feasible due to physical, economic, technological

or other constraints, the implementing agencies may be required to pay in leu traffic mitigation. = . . .
fees such that roadways and/or infersections affected by these projects maintain acceptable levels = -~ -

of service.

C. Implementing agencies that propose fransportation system improvement projects that are
demonstrated to significantly impact local roadways shall, where appropriate, incorporate
facilities that encourage the use of alternative forms of transportation (e.g., provision of bike
storage facilifies, pedestrian facilities, etc.) into the design of the projects, as feasible. In
addition, such facilities shall, where approprizte, provide additional carpool or vanpool:

incentives, as feasible.

Responsibﬂity for Implementation of Mitigation Measures: Implementing Agencies. =~ - -~

When Mitigation Measures are fo be implemented: During site-specific environmenta] -

review, project-design and on an on-going basis (carpool or vanpool incentives, if appropmate) o
by Imp]ementmg Apgencies. . . ,

Responsibility for Monitoring Implementation: Implementing Agenciés.
MITIGATION MEASURE 15.2: Development of Detour and Access Plans .~

Implementing agencies shall, where appropriate, ensure that transportation system Jmprovement,
projects that could affect traffic flow and access prepare detour and ‘access plans, subject ‘to
review and approval by the penmttmg agency. In addition, signs and safety measures shall be -
installed during construction, where appropriate, to ensure contmucd safe Access for affected'

cyclists, pedestrians, bu‘;messes and homes.

Responsibility for Implemf_mtation of Mitigation Measures: Implementing Agencies.
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When Mitigation Measures are to be implemented: Dunng project des1gn and construction by
Implementing Agencies. e . (' -

Responsibility for Monitoring Implementation: Implementing-Agencies.
MITIGATION MEASURE 15.3: Project-Specific Safety Review/Mitigation

As part of the environmental review for each proposed project identified -in--the Local
Transportation Sales Tax Expenditure Plan and the Development. Impact Fee Program,. a
comprehensive safety analysis should be conducted by the implementing-agency to-ensure that
implementation of the project as proposed would not result in any-significantincrease in-hazards. - -~ - - -
If potential project-related hazards are identified, appropriate mitigation: should be implemented -~ -

to reduce or eliminate the potentially hazardous situation as part of the project design process. -

This may involve realignment, redesign or reconfiguration of roadway improvements... ... -

Responsibility for Implementation of Mitigation Measures: Implementing-Agencies:--:----- -+ 7.2

When Mitigation Measures are to be implemented: Dunng site- spec1ﬁc environmental review ssozrmr
and project design by Implementing A gencies. oo SERERY

Responsibility for Monitoring Implementation: Implementing Agencies: — - v
MITIGATION MEASURE 15.4: Notification/Designated Detours -~ ~~ooo-oo00 oo o o

Emergency access to major critical transportation facilities - (e.g.,-state or federal -highway) or - - -
other critical facilities (e.g., hospitals, fire stations, etc.) should not be disrupted without first
coordinating with the Monterey County Ofﬁce of Emergency Preparedness Prior to -

project hsted in the Local Transportation Sales Tax Expendlture_Plan .and_the__Dcvolopment.,,, o

Impact Fee Program should notify all public safety agencies and affected property owners.of any...... ... -
pending road construction activities and road closures. Detours ..should: be designated.-.and ::

adeguate access and circulation provided at construction sites.io permit emergency.vehicles:-to. -. oo
safely and effectively navigate in these arcas, even during construction activity. e

Responsibility for Implementation of Mitigation Measures: Implementing Agencies: o = Ziir v v

When Mitigation Measures are to be implemented: Prior to nntmtmg project construction
(coordination) and during construction by Implementing Agencies. < =T

SITYO} SIDITTITLII poATETITIIfN - e

Responsibility for Monitoring Implementation: Implementing Agencies.

7
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