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AMENDMENT NO. 15
TO REIMBURSEMENT AGREEMENT AND FUNDING AGREEMENT
BETWEEN COUNTY OF MONTEREY AND '
HARPER CANYON REALTY, LLC

THIS AMENDMENT NO. 15 to the Reimbursement Agreement and Funding Agreement
between the County of Monterey, a political subdivision of the State of California (hereinafter,
“County”) and Harper Canyon Realty, LLC (hereinafter, “PROJECT APPLICANT™) is hereby
entered into between the County and the PROJECT APPLICANT (collectively, the County and
PROJECT APPLICANT are referred to as the “Parties™).

WHEREAS, PROJECT APPLICANT entered into a Reimbursement Agreement with County
on October 6, 2005 (hereinafter “Agreement”); and

WHEREAS, Agreement was amended by the Parties ‘on December 28, 2006 (hereinafter,
“Amendment No. 17), December 27, 2007 (hereinafter, “Amendment No. 2”), April 17, 2008
(hereinafter, “Amendment No. 3”), October 16, 2008 (hereinafter, “Amendment No. 4”), April 1,
2009 (hereinafter, “Amendment No. 5”), November 10, 2009 (hereinafter, “Renewal and
Amendment No. 6”), February 3, 2010 (hereinafter, “Amendment No. 7”), June 29, 2010
(hereinafter, “Amendment No. 8”), September 29, 2010 (hereinafter, “Amendment No. 97),
December 29, 2010 (hereinafter, “Amendment No. 10”), February 8, 2011 (hereinafter,
“Amendment No. 11%), June 28, 2011 (hereinafter, “Amendment No. 12”), December 15, 2011
(hereinafter, “Amendment No. 13”), and June 20, 2012 (hereinafter, “Amendment No. 14”); and

WHEREAS, PROJECT APPLICANT has applied to the County for approval of various
development permits for the Harper Canyon Subdivision (hereinafter, “PROJECT”) requiring an
Environmental Impact Report (hereinafter, “EIR”); and ,

WHEREAS, County engaged Pacific Municipal Consultants (hereinafter, “CONTRACTOR?”) to
prepare the EIR for the PROJECT; and

‘WHEREAS, the EIR has not been completed; and

WHEREAS, additional time and ﬁmdmg is required for additional tasks which have been
identified and are associated with revisions to, the- Fmal EIR and staff report, and presentation at-
various meetings to complete the EIR; and

WHEREAS, the Parties wish to further amend the Agreement to increase the amount by
$40,925.00 and extend the term to March 31, 2013 to continue to allow funding by the
PROJECT APPLICANT to the County for costs incurred by the CONTRACTOR and County
_departments for services identified in the Agreement and as amended by this Amendment No.

15.

NOW, THEREFORE, the Parties agree to amend the Agreement as folloWs:

Page 1 of 6 -
Amendment No. 15 to the Reimbursement and Funding Agreement
Harper Canyon Realty, LLC
Harper Canyon Subdivision EIR
RMA — Planning Department
Terny: September 13, 2005 — March 31, 2013
Not to Exceed: $294,245.50




Amend the second sentence of Paragraph B of “Recitals”, to read as follows:

CONTRACTOR shall perform the Scope of Work specified in the professional services
agreement between COUNTY and CONTRACTOR, attached to this AGREEMENT as
Exhibits “17, “1A”, “1B”, “1C” and “1D”, and incorporated herein by reference as if

fully set forth.

Amend the first sentence of Paragraph 1, “Engagement of CONTRACTOR?™, to read as
follows:

COUNTY shall engage CONTRACTOR in accordance with the contract between
COUNTY and CQNTRACTOR dated September 13, 2005, attached hereto and
incorporated by this i‘ef@rence as Exhibits “17, “1A”, “1B”, “1C” and “1D”.

Amend Paragraph 2.a., “CONTRACTOR’s Invoices”, to read as follows:

. a. PROJECT APPLICANT shall reimburse/fund COUNTY the full cost of
employing CONTRACTOR in accordance with the terms of Exhibits *“17, “1A”,
“1B”, “1C” and “1D” of this AGREEMENT.

Amend Paragraph 2.b., “COUNTY Surcharge”, to add the fbllowing:

b. For AMENDMENT NO. 15, PROJECT APPLICANT shall deposit with
COUNTY an additional sum equal to ten percent (10%) of the amount of
$24,000.00 of the CONTRACTOR s total Base Budget increase of $33,500.00.
This additional Surcharge amount equals $2,400.00 and will be charged against
on a time and material basis for COUNTY staff time for project management and
contract administration. =~ The remaining amount of $9,500.00 of the
CONTRACTOR s total Base Budget increase of $33,500.00 will not be assessed

a COUNTY Surcharge.
Amend Paragraph 2.c., “Project Contingency”, to read as follows:

C. An additional fifteen percent (15%) is added to CONTRACTOR’s PROJECT
budget for contingencies. This 15% contingency is increased by $5,025.00 for a
total amount not to exceed $25,215.15, and is subject to the procedures in
Transfer from Project Contingency Account specified in “Exhibits 4, 4-1, A-2, 4-
3 and A-4, Scope of Services/Payment Provisions, for the Harper Canyon
Subdivision Environmental Impact Report”, of AGREEMENT between
COUNTY and CONTRACTOR, included herein as Exhibits “1”, “1A”, “1B”,
GCIC’Q and “IDSS.
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Amend Paragraph 2, “Reimbursement/Funding”, under “Maximum
Reimbursement/Funding Under AGREEMENT?, to read ‘as follows: '

The maximum which may be charged to PROJECT APPLICANT under this
AGREEMENT is increased by $40,925.00 for a total amount not to exceed $294,245.50.

CONTRACTOR’s Base Budget: $196,689.00
CONTRACTOR’s Base Budget (not subject to COUNTY Surcharge): $ 9,500.00
COUNTY Surcharge: $ 62,841.35
Project Contingency: $ 25,215.15
Maximum to be Reimbursed/Funded Under AGREEMENT:" - $294.245.50

Amend Paragraph 2.d., “Reimbursement/Funding Procedures”, to add the following:

3.

Reimbursement Procedures for AMENDMENT NO. 15 to_the Professional
Services Agreement )

CONTRACTOR shall submit an official invoice to COUNTY based on
completion of deliverables. Invoices shall provide a detailed breakdown of the
time worked on each completed task, the person completing the work, the hourly
rates, and expenses. A maximum COUNTY surcharge levied at ten percent
(10%) of $24,000.00 of the CONTRACTOR’S total Base Budget increase of
$33,500.00, in an amount not to exceed $2,400.00, will be charged on a time and
materials basis for COUNTY staff time. This surcharge is to cover the additional
expense of COUNTY project management and contract administration. Any
unused portion of this surcharge is refundable.

Amend Paragraph 2, “Reimbursement/Funding”, to add the following:

g.

Deposits to Fund AMENDMENT NO. 15 to the Professional Services Agreement
and Applicable Surcharge ,

PROJECT APPLICANT shall deposit an amount equal to the CONTRACTOR’s
Base Budget and COUNTY Surcharge allocated to the Planning Department and
the Department of Public Works (based on ten percent (10%) of $24,000.00 of the
CONTRACTOR s total Base Budget increase of $33,500.00 and charged on a
time and materials basis). This amount totals $35,900.00 and includes:

$33,500.00 CONTRACTOR’s Base Budget; and
$ 2,400.00 Planning Department; and
$ 0.00 Department of Public Works.
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10.

11.

12.

PROJECT APPLICANT shall deposit an amount of $35,900.00 with COUNTY
Planning Department upon approval of AMENDMENT NO. 15 by the County of
Monterey Board of Supervisors acting of behalf of the County, currently
scheduled for December 4, 2012,

PROJECT APPLICANT’s deposit of $35,900.00 with COUNTY shall be a
condition precedent to COUNTY s obligation under this AGREEMENT.

Amend Paragraph 5, “Term”, to read as follows:

AGREEMENT shall become effective September 13, 2005 and continue through March
31, 2013, unless terminated pursuant to Paragraph 6 of AGREEMENT.

Amend the first sentence of Paragraph 6, “Termination”, to read as follows:

AGREEMENT shall terminate on March 31, 2013, but may be terminated earlier by
PROJECT APPLICANT or County, by giving thirty (30) days’ written notice to the
other.

All other terms and conditions of the Agreement remain unchanged and in full force.-

This Amendment No. 15 shall be attached to Agreement and incorporated therein as if
fully set forth in the Agreement.
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IN WITNESS WHEREQF, the Parties hereby execute this Amendment No. 15 as follows:

THE COUNTY OF MONTEREY

By:

Director of Planning
Date:
PROJECT APPLICANT*

s ot | At

" (Signature of Chair, President or Vice President)

Is: Puergn N Frestec | PResdENT
(Printed Name and Title)

Date; det: 1 1, &olv

By:

(Signaturefq Becretary, Asst. Secretary, CFO,
Treasuret’or Asst. Treasurer)

P {
Is: " DeBopar 3 ARVEIEN SEereTary
(Printed Name and Title)

Date: __ Oer 10, Qpra

D puty County ;;unsel
. - /
/T ’
*INSTRUCTIONS: IF CONTRACTOR is a corporation, including limited liability and non-profit corporations, the full legal name of the
corporation shall be set forth above together with the signatures of two specified officers, If CONTRACTOR is a partnership, the name of the
partnership shall be set forth above together with the signature of a' partner who has authority to execute this Agreement on behalf of the

partnership. IF CONTRACTOR is contracting in an individual capacity, the individual shall set forth the name of the business, if any, and shall
personally sign the Agreement.
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EXHIBIT 1D

AMENDMENT NO. 15 TO THE
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT
| BETWEEN
PACIFIC MUNICIPAL CONSULTANTS
AND THE COUNTY OF MONTEREY
-FOR THE o
HARPER CANYON SUBDIVISION EIR
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AMENDMENT NO. 15 '
TO PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT .
BETWEEN COUNTY OF MONTEREY. AND
. PACTFIC MUNICIPAL CONSULTANTS

- THIS AMENDMENT NO. 15 to the Profess.ional‘Services Agréement between the County of

Monterey, & political subdivis _
Mumnicipel. Consultants (hereinafter, “CONTRACTOR”) is hereby entersd into. bétween the
County and the CONTI@{ACTOR (collectively, the County end CONTRACTOR are referred to

ai the “Parties™).
WHEREAS, CONTRACTOR. entered into a Prefessional Services Agreement with County on
October 6, 2005 (hereinafier, “Agresment”); and - : '

WHEREAS, Agreement, was emended by the Parties on December 28, 2006 (héreinafter, o

“Amendment No. 1*), December 27, 2007 (hereinafter, “Amendment No. 2%),” April 24, 2008

(hereinafter, “Amendment No. 37),
15, 2009 (hereinafter, “Amendment No. 5%), November 10, 2009 (hereinafier, “Amendnient-No..

6”), February 3, 2010 (hereinafter, “Amendment No. 7%), June 29, 2010 -Chereinafter,
«Arnendment No. 87), September 29, 2010 (hereinafter, “Amendment No. 97), December 29,
2010 (hereinafter, “Amendmient No. 10”), February 8, 2011 (hereinafter, “Amendmerit No, 117),
Fone 28, 2011 (hereinafter, “Amendment No. 127), December 15, 2011 (hersinafter,
“Amendment No. 15”), and June 20, 2012 (hereinafter, “Amendment No. 147); and :

WHEREAS, the Harper Canyon Subdivisioﬁ Environmentel Tmpact Report (EIR) (hereinafier,
“PROJECT”) has not been cornpleted; and _ . o
WHEREAS, additional time and fonding is 'réquired for additional tasks which have been.
identified and are associated with revisions to the Pinal BIR and staff report, and presentation at

various meetings to com.p}ete the EIR; and

.WHEREAS, the Parties wish to further amend the Agresment to increase the amoumt by
" $38,525.00 and extend the ferm fo March 31, 2013 to ellow CONTRACTOR to continue 1o

provide tesks identified in the Agreement end &s amended by this Amendment No. 15.

NOW, TEEREFORE, fine Parties aéree to amend the Agreement as follows:

1. - Amend the first sentence of Paragréph 1, ‘fSéfvices 1o be Provided”, to read as follows:

The County hereby engages CONTRA
agrees to perform, the services described in Exhibits A, A-L,

* conformity with the terms of this Agreement.
' Amendment No. 15 to Professional Servioes Agreement

- Paoific Mnnicipal Consultants
Hearper Canyon Subdivision EIR

~ RMA.—Plagning Department

Term: Aughst 30, 2005 —March 31, 2013

Not to Exceed: $231,404.15

A2, A-3 and A4 in
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ion of the State of Celifornia (hereinafter, “County™) and Pacific'

October 16, 2008 (hereinafter, “Amendment No, 47, April -

CTOR to perform, and CONTRACTOR. hereby




. Amehd Paragraph 2, “Payments by County”, to read as follows:

- County shall pay the CONTRACTOR in accordance with the payment provisions set
forth in Bxhibits A, A-1, A2, A-3 and A-4, subject to the Himitations set forth in this
Aoreement: The fotal amount payable by County to CONTRACTOR iinder this

green
. Agreement shallnot excgad the sum of $231,404.15.

Amend the first 'senténce.oﬁEamagraph_S;iTsrm. ofiA gresment”,.to.read as. follows:
March 31, 2013, unless sooner

The term of this Agreement is from Angust 30, 2005 to
terminated pursuant to the terms of this Agreement,

" Amend Paragraph 4, “Additional Provisions/Exhibits”, by adding “Exhibit A~4, Scope of
Services/Payment Provisioris™. : ' ' :

" The “Project Sckedule” referénced in Agreement, Exhibit A — Scope of Services/Payment
+ Provisions, i8 hereby- amended to extend through. Mearch 31, 2013 for completion of
revisions to the Final EIR and staﬁ report, and meeting- attendance, to conform to the

amended term ofthe Agreement.

All other terms end Qonditioﬁs of fhe Agresment remain unchanged and in full force.
This Améndment No. 15 shall be attached to the Agreement and incorporated {.hsréi.n as

if fully set forth in the Agreement. ' :

Amendment No. 15 to Professions] Services Agresment

. Pacific Municipal Consultants

Harper Canyon Subdivision EIR. -

RMA —Planning Department
Term: August 30, 2005 — March 31, 2013
Notto Exceed: $231,404.15
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties hereto have executed this Amendment No. 15 to the
Professional Services Agreement as of the day and year written below: : '

COUNTY OF 'MON'IEREY CONTRACTOR*
By | . : Pacific Mumicipal Consultants

Director of Planning ’ * Contractpr’s Business Name
Date: . , R By: /%) K L—L_

(Signafure of Chéir, President or Vice President)

Itsr ?t’lf {1(;9 O- Q-_(wg(\ . ’Pfeﬁéie..'\'&"
: (Printed Name and Title)

‘Date:. LA 7~

By: Q;/V(MLL, ﬁ;&fz &'M,u/!/

Y . . . (Signgture of Secretddy, Asst, Seorétary, CFO,
: . ‘Trdagurer or Asst. Trgasurer)

Offigé of the Cof ﬁ‘ el /', : .
) / Y, 4 A ) . .
By . % Y Ze 4‘2" . Its: j;nr\ifc(' Le 60&4( ' gecf‘e(—-o-g
. #7"* Peputy Conrity Cofmsel , (Printed Name and Tifle) ~ /
Date: ‘ // / J ’%"__, Date:  T-2-1k
" Approved as to Fiscal P isjons ’ : .

|
JAndigr/Controller

‘Date:. .-‘ | - 1“;}%’\3\

Approved as to Indenmity, Insurance Provisions

By:'

By:

Rigk Management

Date: : :

. WNSTRUCTIONS: IF CONTRACTOR it & corporation, including timited lebility and non-profit corporations, the full legal
name of the corporation shall be set forth above together with the signatures of two specified officers, If CONTRACTOR is a
pertnership, the name of the painership shafl be set: forth bove together with the signature of & pariner who has authority to
exeonte this Agreement on behelf of the partnership, I CONTRAGTOR is contracting in an individuel capacity, the individual
shall set forth the name of the business, if any, and shall personally sign the Agreement. L

1

Amendment No, 15 1o Professional Servioes Agresment
' - Pacific Municipal Comsultants .

Harper Canyon Subdivision BIR,

RMA. —Planning Department

Term: Angnet 30; 2005 — March 31, 2013

Not 1o Bxceed: $231,404.15
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EXHIBIT A-4 — SCOPE OF SERVICES/PAYMENT PROVISIONS

Task 1. Revisg/Update Final EIR.

In preparing for. the Ociober 2010 Planning Commission mesting, -staff and Pacific
Municipal Consultanis (PMC) were preparing several “errata” changes fo the June 2010
Final EIR for the Harper Canyon Subdivision. Instead of preparing errata fo the
document, we ihstead recommend updating the body of the Final EIR fo make any

. hecessary fevisions fo EIR text and/or specific responses to comments, Revisions will, .

. include clarifications regarding groundwater basin descriptions, traffic mitigation.(fo be

consistent with-other projects in the Highway 68 corridor), and fo provide additional-.
background and a description of the water system infrastructure and tie-ins (including -

the necessary Depariment.of Public Health permit amendment) between thé Caks and
- Harper Canyon subdivisions. The relatioriship between the Harper Canyon subdivision
and previously recorded Broccoll sybdivision, as well as the need for easements and
road improvements on adjacent parcels, will also be discussed. . - T

Task 2. Prepare Updated Planning Commission Staff Rép‘ort. IR

Similar 1o the Final'EIR, thé October 2010 staff report was in the process af being
updated leading up t the hearing date to reflect changes to mitigation measures and
conditions of approval. We recommend preparing a new staff report with .all final
mitigation measures, conditions and findings for County review. The staff report will
also include the infrastructure description, historical information regarding the Oaks,
.. Brooooli and Harper Canyon Subdivislons, and the recent Public Utiiities Commission

(PUC) decision supporting the proposed operation of the water system. Additional or,
modified conditions of approval may be necessary to refiect the pending. memorandum

of understanding between the County and Cal Am regarding water monitoring, as well .

as the disposition of the Harper Canyon

well lot relafive fo recordation of the
subdivision. : ’

Task 3. Planning Commission arid_ Board of Supervis'ors Héarihgs.

PMC will assume participation in up to four (4) hearings from this point forward: Based
on past experience, parficipation assumes coordination with Staff prior to the hearings
to prepare, discuss strategy and resolve issues, coordination with affected agencies,
occasional stafi-level mestings and/of phone conferences, Updating staff reports (as

.necessary for each hearing), and attendance of two (2) PMC staff members (Stearn and -

Lapham) at each meeting.
Task 4. Presentation Materials.

_PMC"wiil assist Staff to prepare graphics and presentation materials, including
PowerPoint presentations, to help structure Staff's presentations and suppeort the
hearing process. Based on past experlence, presentation materials will be required for

each of the four (4) hearings.
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EXHIIBIT A4 — SCOPE OF SERVICES/PAYMENT PROVISIONS

Total

Budget Task . Hours Budget
1: Reviss/Update FEIR - 80" .. $12,000
2, Prépare Updated Staff Report ... 40" - = " .$ 6,000
3, PC/BOS Hearlhgs .7 80 $12,000
4, Presentation Materials e 200 . $ 3,000 -
Doctiment Printing/Direct Costs .. - ** na $ 500
' . 220 $33,500

ltems Numbered 2 and 4 2bove are classlo staff functions thet PMC will be cérryln;j the welghtonin .
this contract. Thersfore, it would not be eppropriate 1o levy a County administrative surcherge on

thess items to the clisnt,
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EXHIBIT A-4 — SCOPE OF SERVICES/PAYMENT PROVISIONS

PAYMENT PROVISIONS

Tnvoices for services performed under the AGRBEMENT shall be submltted based npon commpletion and
delivery of the final product and shall include the following:

1. Imvoice Covershest

Pacific Muﬁzcgpal Consultants
Harper Canyon. Subdivision EIR . - . ' A

Original Agv'eehzenz.’ Term:

-Original Agreement Amount;

Amendment No I:

Amendment No. 2!

" Amendment No. 3!

" Amendment No. 4!

Amendment No. 3:

Renewal and
Amendment No. 6

Amendment No., 7

Amendment No. 8:
Amendmeana. [

Amendment No, 10:

Amendmeit No. 11
Am‘en;imeni No, 12
Amendment No, 13:
Amendmen.t No. 14:
Amendmént No. 15:

Total] Agreement
HAmount; .

August 30, 2005 to .Decembez 31, 2006
§ 146,459.40 ($IZ 7,356, -00 base budget plus $19,103.40 project contingency)

§ 833175 ($ 7,245, 00 base budget plzzs 81,086.75 praject aontzngency)
Extension of Term to December 31, 2007 o

" Extension of . Term Only to June 30, 2008

Extension. of Term Onlyl to September 30, 2008

Extension q, ' Term Only to March 31, 2009

- Extension ofTezm Only to September 30, 2009

§ 26,580.00 (826,580.00 base budger plus 80.00 project contingency)

_ Extension qf Tern o January 31, 2010

Extension of Term Only to June 3 0, 2010
Extensz‘on af Term Only to September 30, 201 0
Extension of Term OJzZy to Decembel 31, 201 0

§ 11,508.00 (311,508, 00 base budget plus $0.00 pro_]ect contingency)
Exiension of Term to February 15, 2011

Extension of Term Only to June 3'0,‘ 2011
Extension. of Term Only to December 31; 2011
Extension af Ter);t Only to June 3 0, 2012
Extension. of Term Only to Decembez 31, 2012

$ 38,525,00 ($33,500.00 base budgez‘ plus §5, 025. 00 pr q;ear aannng@ncy)
FExtension. of Term to March 31, 2013

$231,404,15 ($206,189,00 base budget phis $25215.15 prajec( aomfingerzcy)
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X

. and Building Inspection Department, and the Project Applicant.

EXHIBIT A-4 — SCOPE OF SERVICES/PAYMENT PROVISIONS

This Irvoice:  § 12,000.00 Revise/Update FEIR
§ 600000 Preparé Updated Staff Report
§ 12,000.00 PC/BOS Hearings
§  3,000.00 . Presentation Materials
8 500.00 Doéument Printing/Direct Costs

. GI;AND TOTAL OF NEW TASEKS: . $33,500.00
Remaining Balance 3
Date:

Anproved as to Work/Payment.
' . Taven M Kinison Brown, Senior Planner

All Tnvoicés Are To Be Sent To:
o Jaime Martinez, Accounting Techmician
Cotnty of Monterey Resource Managethent Agency - Planning Department
168 W. Alisal Street, 2™ Floot, Salinas, CA 93901
- Telephone: (831) 755-4829

Invoice Detail .
Fach invoice ghall indicate the hour

s worked by task and by staff member, with the corresponding billinig
rates, . T o

+ Transfer from Project Contingency Account

the Project Contingency Account (inéreased by $5,025.00 for a total contingency

Transfer of funding from.
of the Monterey County Plgnn:ing

amount of §25,215.15) requires thé prior written approval of the Direotor

such & transfer shall be presented in writing by CONTRACTOR  fo the Project

A recomrendation fo.r‘ ]
Planner, with a duplicate original delivered to the Cortract Administrator, af the earliest possible date, The

recommendation shall inciude:
e The dollar amount;

s The anticipated date the funded work wonld begin; .

» The &uraﬁoh of the worl

The entity (CONTRACTOR or subcomsiliantj to whom the finds would be
trapsferred/allocated; and '

e Thejustification for the expenditure.

Within five wordng days of receipt of the recommendation, the Project Planner and Contract Administrator
will have contacted CONTRACTOR to’discuss its recommendation and will heve meads a recommendation
to the Director of the Montersy County Plenning and Building Inspection Department, or in his absence,
the Chief Assistent Director, Within ten working days thereafier, the Director of the Monterey Counfy
Planming and Building Inspection Department or the Clief Assistant Director will approve, deny, or
epprove & revised version of the recommendation received from CONTRACTOR, end will send his

decision tn writing to the Project Applicant, and CONTRACTOR.
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EXHIBIT A-4 ~ SCOPE OF SERVICES/PAYMENT PROVISIONS

s

Trnless he denies the recommended transfer, the Director or Chief Assistant Director of Planning and
Building Taspection Department will ask the Project Applicant to make a decision within five working days

| regarding the recommended transfer from the Project Contingency Account. If necessary, reasonable
efforts will bé made to reach a compromise, o

' Upon receipt of the Project Applicant’s written approval by the Direstor of the Monterey County Planning

end Building Tnspection Department or the Chief Assistant Director, the funding transfer will be made. At
the same time, a letter suthorizing the work fuhded by the approved transfer "will .be.sent to

CONTRACTOR.~
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EXHIBIT As3 — SGOPE OF SERVICES/PAYMENT PROWSIbN 8

The Prqrect Apphcant.has approved the follovwng prcposed adchﬁonal tasks for the complefzon
ofthe I—Impar Canyon. Subdmsmn FIR ptoject: .

o § 4500
& 7,008

Taslc 7« Prmfide Assistanne with' Dreparetion of t’he .Projsct Stafflieport '

Trgk § - « Prepare I—Iydrogeologxo Ciross Sections for Bl Toto 1o Selinas Vi aIIsy
“through gubaonﬁachng with Geosyntec Gomﬂfants Ine.

) Comipile and Remew Ge:ologw and Hydro geclogio Infoz:matmn

b) DPrgpate Cross Sections
¢) Rrepaw Graphms and Documsntaﬁun

© TOTAL: 511,508

N N TR

K ":" e o
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EXEIBIT 4+3 ~ SCOPE OF SERWCES/PAYMENT PROVISIONS

PAYMENT PROVISIONS

Invamss for services performed under the AGREEMBNT shall be submltted 'basec’i mpon com_pletxon and .
&chve:y of the final produet and shall include the follomng. . .

1. Invome Cnverahaat

' Pesific Municipnl Consultanis
" Harper C‘arzyau Szzbdwmmz E‘IR

) Or*zgmaugreement Term:

August.?ﬂ 2005 fo Deaember 3.2, 2006

OmglnaZAgreemantAmaum‘. § 146,459.40 (§127,356,00 base budget plus 3101 03, 40 _prq;eaf aanfmgenay)

AmendmentNo I;

LmendmentNo. 2
dmendtaentNo, 5
Amendient No. &
Amengz’mem{l\fa. ﬁ
Renewal and *

Amendment No, 6;
Amgmiin'entifa. 7
Amendrment No. &
Amendient No, 8!

' Amendrment.No, 10:

.Appravecl as io War]r/l’ajment‘ .

8 8 33575 @ 7,245,00 base budget plus §1, 086 75,prq;eat apm‘mgemg;)

-Exfenmn . Term Yo Dagamber 31, 2 o007

Exz‘enszan q;"Term Onl_’y to June ,?0 2003

.Eéxtanslan ofTarm Only to September 50, 2008

" Etension of Term Only o Mok 31, 2009

Em‘ensioﬂ of Term Onpy to Sa,pz‘ember 30, 2009

,$ 26,580.00 (826,580.00 base bzedget _plm' $0 00 project aam’ingena}y
Estension af‘Tem Yo January 81, 2010

Extensian afTerm Only 1o June 30, 20J 0

’.E%tensxan afIbmz Onlyto qutmber 30, 2010

B Extenstan afTerm Only # Daaember‘ 31, 2010

§ JL508,00 ($I 1,508,00 base budges pins §0.00 prq;am‘ canfmgenay)
Extension of Term ip Febraary 15, .2011 _

Taz‘al.égreemznt . e ) . .
.émaum" BI192,870.15 ($Z 72,680.00 base budgerplus $20,190.1 5 projeci oonfingenay)
. Thishwoice:r - § 4500.00" Assistance w:thfl'gpar'ahoanl’rqzeatﬂtcgj“
' Report
. $ 7%,008.00 Prepare.E{ydrageaIagzc C’r'a,s'sﬁ'eatmn.s' S .

GRAND TOTAL OF NEF TASKS: . §11,508.00 "
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EEEE"IIBIT A3 ~SCOPE OF SERY_’ICES/.PAYMENT PROVISIONS

: ATl Frvolces Ave To Be Sent To:
: Jaime Martiner, Acootmting Technician
County of Monterey Resourcs Managemant Apency - Planning Departmant .
168 W, Alisal Street, 2 Floot, Salinas, CA 93901 .
'I'slaphona (831) ’755~4829 ’ '

TInvoice Detail '
Fach-imvoice shall indicate the hours wotked by trsk and by staff member, thh the cuzrespondmg ‘billing

1

rates. , SN

Transfer from Project Gunﬂnuency Aceount

' No Projeot Conhngency is avatlable for Amanﬁmsnt o, 10 to the Pxofessmnal Bervices Aareamant

cccccc

e e v S
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pPMC

 The sequence Of
" effort required fo

© . In ferms of prdjeé’r staius,
: and have made several edits to the Response fo
. Is @ summary: of the sffort cnd budget required

.point,

© Revisions fo FEIR/Res

ih order fo complete the response dn

XEIEIT 42 - SCOTE Off SERVICES/PAYMENT PROVISIONS

* September 16, 2009

. Taveh Kinison Brown

Planning Services Manager

* MONTEREY COUNTY

Resource Mandgsmment Agency.
Planning Depairtment C

168 West Alistil Strest, 2 Floor
" Sclinas, CA 93701

SUBJECT: HARPER CANYON/ENCINA HILLS SUBDIVISION EIR - -
' ADDITIONAL BUDGET REQUIRED - |

Decrr Tayen:
This letter ‘confinms oUr previous leter from May 12. Per our recent conversations wiih

you and eounty coniract adminisirato
the Horper Canyen/Encina Hills, EIR project, including dl gpproved amendmerts, has

been biled and expended in full In addition, we understand that the County s
curently pursuing ‘conﬁngency funds ‘m_order to cddress our two most recent invoices.

thiough the public review DEIR heis been docurmented in our letter of February 26, 2009,

At 1his fime, aind per the Count

recirculation of at lecst one ERR section (Tréfic) fo ciciciress lssues roised by the Courty.
we are in recelpt of the County's consolidated ‘comments,
Comments cecordingly. The following

#he administrative drdft response fo commerits. There are severdl additional comments,

however, that will recu
ol address fssues roised by staff,

Hours cind Budget Requirec): 40 h_pur.é _{%5,400)'

Revise and Rechrculate Troffic Section, PMC Wil make revislons to the Traffic and
Crreulation -sectlon of the DEIR bdsed -on issues identified by the County regarding
ulimatte traffic mitigation strategies, This task-wil Invelye revising the section per county

comments, coordinating with traffic cons

report, preporing d.nofice for recreulation, and responding to new frafficrelated

Page 1 of 4

tors, we Understand at this fime thart the budget for

v's request, the purpose of this letter s to documsnt the -
finish the EIR process through fo hearings, including the revision and |

to-move the project forward from this .

ponse fo Carmments, PMC has rade several edliorial changes to .

ultant regarding revisions o the fechnicdl -

evenfs cnd s.cobe of addiional work’ required on.fhe' project up '

ire gdditional consultation with County stafff and/or the applicant -

Qtﬁf




 EXEIBIT A-2 ~ SCOPE OF SERVICES/PAYMENT PROVISIONS

comments recelved UpoN conclusion of the 45-day review period. PMC will clarify iy
remaining commems/quesﬁons with County staff. . T .

" Hours and Budget Requfréd:‘?Ohourg ($2,450)

Meetings dqd Hearlngs. We estimate this project will reculre up to four public hédrlnés
ings Yo coordingtte and prepare, Steiff level meetings

and four addlfiondl sicff level mest

incluce meetings fo discuss fraffic secton revisions.

Hours and Buddef Required: 50 hours ($6,750)

Miﬁgaﬁm{ Manitoring Program. We do not cm*ﬂdipd’re dny changes fo scope or budget

for This task.

" Prinfing Cests, PMC passes Through' direct printing costs on ER projec“r's,: including a-
standard 10% mark-up. Prinfing will Include ‘coples of 1he recircuiated matericls, as well

os the FER docurment. .

subconsulicnt Costs, PMC wil nesd fo comsult wif Hatch-Mott MocDonald fformely
Higgins Associates) regarding -the revisions fo the Traoffic and Circulation Sectlon,
armendments fo Hatch-Mott's fincl report, and any addifiondl responses to public .

comment generated from the recirculated ER section. ‘

Budget Required: [estimate $1,980)

Budget Required: $3,000 -
Tofal Budgef Through fo Project Decision: 52,580

Flecse let us know If ybu have .qusTbns regarding this inférmctﬁon and amendment
EIR, ‘we would llike fo have o face fo ..

. request, Befors recirculating any porfion of the
fqce meefing, with you fo review your cormments and ensure that no other sections

(such as Aesthetics) warrant recireulation. Thank you for your continved assisfance on
’ this mcjﬁer. R A . _ '
Sincerely, -

PMC.

™
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Tnvoices for semcas P

EXHIBIT A-2 — SCOPE OF SERWCESEAYMENT PROWSIONS

PAYMENT PROVISION 8

and delivery.of the final prodmot and shall incuds the following:

1

Invoice Covershest

Pacy" e Municipal Corzsultants

' ,H'arper Canyor. Subdivision EIR '

Agreament Term. August 30, 2005 10 szuar;v 31, 201 0

AgreementAmazzm‘: 5 146,450.40

Remaining Balance &

Approved gs to Worl/Payment:
" : - Etisa V. Cavgliere, Associate Plazmer

v

" Date

All Fnvoices A:a To Be SentTo! |
) Taime Merfinez, Accounting Technioian
Comnty of Montersy Resouree Mmagement Apgenoy ~ Planning Deperfment
168 W, Alisal Strect, 2™ Floor, Salinas, CA.93501 .
Telephone: (831) 755-4829

" Page 3 of 4

(3127, 355 00 base bzzdget phaus 818,103.40 project continpency)

erformed under the AGREEMENT shall be suibmitted based upon completmn

 Amendment No L: . ' 3 833L75 ($7,245. 00 base budga: plus $1,086.75 project coringency)
) J"Imen dmerit No. 2: . Extension of term - '
' A}ngﬁdmentﬂa. 3, Extension of tarm
Amendment No, 4: . Extension afferm
AmendmentNo. 5: Etension of ter}n
'  Renewal and o '
Amendment No, 6 $ 26580.00 - ($26, 580.00 base budgetplz:s $0 00 _prq;ecz‘ aonmgency)
, . Extension qf Tertt
Total Agreement ’
Amount $781,371.15. (8161, 7 81,00 base bz:dget pZus $20 190.15 prq/eat cantmgenay)
This oo 8 5400.00 Revisions io Fﬂ'ﬂefﬂespame to Comments
8 5450.00 Revise and Recirculate Z?'qyj‘ia Seanan -
&  6750.00 Meetings ond Hearings - . N o
§  0,000.00 Mitization Monitoring Progrom., .
8. " 1,980.00 PriniingCosts - . ‘
§ - 300000 SubconsyliomtCosts . ' i _
Grand Totdl.  § 26,580.00 . : T

s

‘‘‘‘ —retna




2.

EXHIBIT A2 ~ SCOPE OF SERVICES/PAYMENT PROVISIONS

Invoice Detall
Bach invoice shall indicate fhe hours worlced by task and by staff member, with the oomasponmng

‘billing rates

Transfer from Project Conﬁngency Accoum‘,

‘No Project Contingenoy iz avaﬂab]e for Renewa] and Amendment No. 6, -

" Page4 of4
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© request that

Subject:

.be incurred by our fraff

" Associates along State Route

" well a5 subssquent changes by PMC to Section 2.10,

' Lo

o s aes om0

v . .
. .o LT T e

ch_:cf:er-B, 2006

Mes. Laura Lawrence .
Acting Planning and Buflding Services Manager .
Coumnty of Monterey Planning and Building Inspection Depariment
168 Wi Alisal Strest, 2nd Floor . :

Salinas, CA 93301

Addifional Scope and Cost for Traffic Impact Analysts-for the
Harper Canyon/Encipa Hills’ Subdivision Environmental Impact
. Reporf_ b i . . " '- . v - . r
Dear LaLi}'a: i
er s to document and justify an additional charge that will
ic subconsultant Higgins Associates to address traffic
by Calirans on the iraffic impact snalysis. . Since
analysis by Higgins. Associates "ini December 2005,
_different _saturation flow. rates _be. used by. Higgins
68_than thosé used in the original faffic analysis.
Based on the saturafion flow rates provided by Calrans, Higgins Associates
would update the traffic. impact andlysis for.the following conditions: Existing
Condltions, Background Conditioris, Project Condifions, cand Cumulative
Conditions. Based on the resilts, Higgins Assbcidtes would update the report

The purpase of this lett

related comments raised
publication. of the waffic
Caltrans .has requésted that

(dated December 22, 2005)to .incorporate the revised analysis for review by
" FMC and Monterey County staff, PMC would subsequently update Section 3,10, .
Traffic and Circulation of the Administrative D

' raft EIR, based on the results of the
report prior tb publication of the Draft EIR for public review. ' '

The value of this process and the xiva effort nvolved Is the assurance of a highly

* defensible Environmental Impact Report. - Based tpon the above,
this information be forwarded 1o the project applicant to exercise the
e traffic.impact analysis, as
“Traffic and Clreulation of

project contingency. The total cost for an update 1o th

[
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GHICD

Chica, CAZSOTE . .0 ),
(580) BBA-G4ED Phone, L ., ¢
(380) 8464 Fax'* O

DAVIS B I A
153D DIEW AVERIUB. * wosfpoe® s " ©
Sufle {20 LA
Davis, GABSBIE 3" oS g, &
{530)750-7075 Phame, * .. - -
(30) 7A02BH Fax v v oe e TS

" LOS ANBELES 1o i

o7 5, Weslemvanus - .o . "
Bulte 200 ° : .

- Torrance, CA 80503 =,

(810) 2244600 Phone
(830) 320-5772 Fax .

MONTEREY .. it
585 Dannery Row . .
Bullz 804 o

Monterey, CABS0402°. ¥ o
(831) 844-8174 Phong , ‘. coee
(B31) 5447656 Fax _‘~__'_"__ i

MI. SHABTA
508 Chesiut Sheel

*Sulle A

ML Shast, A 5067
(550) 826+4055 Finne
(Fa0) G26-4270 Fax ¢ ‘>

- DAKLAND

1440 Broadway
Sullz 1008

- Oskland, GA 84612

{510} 272-4451 Pione

. {Bi0) 256-0207 Fax © '

PHOERIX
1616 E. Indan Schuo] Road
Sulla440 :
Fhoeniy, AZ 85015

{802} p78-1360 Fhone

{6082) 278<1826 Fax

BANCHD BORDOVA
10461 Cld Placenlllo Road
Sulle 110 .
Sacramento, CA 85827
{015) 867-2384 Phans
(a5) agi<i674 Fay

coam pemrtant bbb s o o

SAN niERD

, 10851 Somenty Valley Ryad

BullgfA
Ban Diego, GAB2121 ’

{B58) 463-3602 Fhono

(Bst) 4is-9A28 Fax - ‘

O
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Thank you ver)'/

anc:ereiy,

Erika, Spencer
" Senjor Planner
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PAYMENT ?wasxoﬁs

- Invoices for services pezfozmed mnder-the AGREEMENT shall be submitied monthly and ghall mcluda
the Ioﬂowmg , , . o

L ¢ Invmce Coversheet

Pacific Municipal Consultaris
Huorper Ganyor. Subdivision BEIR

. Date: -

TrvoiceNo.. -
Contract Term: Aygust 30, 20()5 — December 31, 2007

R

Coniract Amount: 8154,791.15
(8134, 6' o1 base budget pZus $20,190.15 project cantzngemy)

Prior Invoices: &
(umder 1His contract)’
This Fevoice: 3

Remaining Balance  §__.

Apprbved as to Work: .
- Laura Lawrence, Project Planner

Ditte

Approved for _Pa)m,zeni‘:

o

Laura Lawrence, Project Flanner ‘

Date

A]l InVowes are to be sent to:

a Taime Martiriez, Accounting Teohmcxan
Mombrey County Resource Management-Agency
Planning Department
168 'W, Aligal Street; 2°* Floor
" Balinas, CA 93901

" Pérsonsl Deliveries tox!
168 W. Alisal Street, 2* Floor
© Sallinas, CA. 93901

Page 8 of 9
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Invoice Detall .

Tach invoice shall indicate the hours worked by task and by staff member, with the correspondz’ﬁg

billing rates.
Transfer from Project Contingency Account

Transfer of funding from the Project Contingency Account (fotal contingency of $20,190.15) )

tequires the prior written approval of the Director of the Monterey County Planning and Building

Inspection Department, and the Project Applicant,

A'rccommendaﬁon for such a transfer ghall be presénted in writing by CONTRACTOR to the’
. with & dnplicate original delivered to the Contract Administrator, af the earliest

Praject Planne,

' possible-date. Therecommendation shall include:

. » - The dollar amount;

. s The anticipated date the finded work would .begini

e “The duration of_ the worl

“transferred/allocated; and -
o The justhioaﬁon for the expenditure,
Within five working dzys of receipt of the recommendation, the Project Planner and Goﬁtact

' Admimistrator will have contacted CONTRACTOR to discuss its recommendation and will have

made a retommendation o the Director of the Monterey Comty ' Planning and Building
Depertment, or in his absence, the Chief Assistant Director, Within ten working days

Tnspection

fhereafter, the Ditector of the Monterey County Planning and Building Inspection Department or
the Chief Assistnt Director will approve, deny, or approve 2 revised version of the
recommendation weceived from -CONTRACTOR, and will send bis decision in writing to the
Project Applicant, and CONTRACTOR. i : ;

Unless he denies the recommended transfer, fhe Director or Chief Assistant Director of Planning
‘and Building Inspection Department will ask the Project Applicant to make a decision within five
g the recommended transfer from. the Project Comtingsncy. Account., If

necessary, reasonzble efforts will be made to teach a compromise,

s Wwritten apprclwal by.the Director of the Montsrey County

Upon receipt of the Project Applicant’
artment or the Chief Assistant Director, e fimding

‘Planning and Building Inspection Dep
transfer will be made. At the same time,
fransfer will be sent to CONTRACTOR.

?ﬁge Bof9

b Seoesems mividisine  im b pemem b wue Yo T

The entity (CONTRACTOR or subconstitant) to whorm the finds would be

a létter authorizing the work finded by the approved . .
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.. staffing approach should result in greater eff

Specific tasks to complete the EIR procéss are detailed belo§;\/-. -

- review an

' County staff. From our. previous work we

- ‘- G s fe b b
L] A 3

g (D)

PACIFIC MUMICIPAL '
CONBULTANTS

HARPER CANYON (ENCINA HILLS) SUBDIVISION EIR -
" PROPOSED SCOPE-OF WORK " . &,
: junezz, 20057 . T

R R

Project Approach -

For the Harper Canyon EIR, P
Negative Declaration. The analysie
expanded and reformatted Into-an EIR chapter fo pr

discussion needed to support the EIR. -

lysis within- each section. .of. the Initia] Study will be

ovide an adeguate Jével of detall and,

MC will . build upon 2003 initial Study and Mitlgatec'{' o

As discussed with County, staff, many of the technical reports pre\';ious[y,prepared for this R

project will-be used fo support the EIR, However, at & minimum, the EIR effort will include

an update” the
assessment (Zander Associates).

For this assignmerit, PMC will dedi
and Pam. Lapham) that are current!
iclency as some oOf the ssues and approach to

mitigation will be similar.

Taisk 1 Data Collsétion and Project Start-Up *

Data Collection and Field Reconnaissancé. Upon notice 1o proceed; PMC will collect,

cate the same staff merribers (Tad Stearn, Erlka Spencer’
y working on the nearby Wang Subdivision EIR. This =~ .~

. traffic- impact analysis (Higgins Associates) and biological resource -

: d organize all relevant data for the project including available technical studies, .

all relevant planning and policy documerits, and cortespondénce from the applicant and
have most of this dafa in our files already. PMC

will take the opportunity to conduct a site visit and photograph the entire p

County and the applicant as part of this task.

Notice of Preparation and Scoping. PMC will prepare a Notice of Preparation (NOP) for
staff review and distribution to affected agencies and interested parties, We recommend
that the NOP include an cverview of the project and an outline of the scope of the EIR. For
this project we do nbt propose to hold a scoping meeting, as the environmental issues and

extensive commentary on the proj

1

ect are already a matter of public record. Should 'the

‘ roject site and .
the surrounding aréa to-update our records, We anticipate an inifial meeting with the

e e ey oy
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céqn"cy,réé[gire a scoping meeting as a matter of process, PMC will organize and condugts k-
the. megting with staff’s assistance. ' UL

_ ’faéfcz,f Administrafive Draft EIR ‘ A Co e

" AR Adinjstrative Draft Environmen /
" confermanee with CEQA Guidelines and County requirements. The ADEIR-will contain alk-
' - -required’ components, although the technical analysis will be focused as described below,, ™ ... "
- £ Ultimate, document organization and format, or stylistic deviations from the County’s - . <"
.. “sample Téble of Contents”, will be discussed with’ County staff, Ten (10) print copies and. T
I “#wo' (9) sléctronic copies (CD Rom) of the ADEIR will be delivered to the Cotinty for', - . .
. internal. review and comment prior to public release of the DEIR. The major analysis, % .
sections and areas, of concem fo be addressed in the Harper Canyon EIR are described '

bé]OW. .
E;'gecutiv_e Summary, Introduction and Project'Descr'ipﬁon.

. W . .7 '@ The Executive Summary will provide a brief synopsis of the EIR findings:

T = This summary will ihclude a brief project overview, summary of significart™ ™ " 1
environmental effects, and mitigation measures and altemnatives that would ;
reduce or avold those effects. Impacts will be crganized in-a matrix format
that clearly identifies accampanying measures and level of significance after

mitigation.

. background, and the County's environmental review process.

ST TR The Project’ Description will providé a détalled account of the proposal, ™~
-forming the. basis .of the analysis, as required by CEQA. This section will

. “include the project Jocation, legal description, and project characteristics,
" including all . aspects of project site planning, required permits and

entitlements, construction, phasing, operation and needed infrastructure and -

* services. This section will also contain a statement of the applicant’s project
objectives. ' " '
: Erivirorimenta[ Impact Analysis

The environmental impact analysis will comprise the majority of the ADEIR. The ADEIR
analysis will include the following subjects, as .understood through a review of existing
* materials including technical reports and the Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration.

tal impact Report (ADEIR) will be pt‘epared-;’iﬁ .

The Introduction will briefty describe the purpose of the document, p..r'o}ect o .
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Aesthetics and. Visual :Sensifiyizj/ :

This section of the EIR will describe physical attributes and landscape values of the projéct.:-* s
7w’ site’and the general vicinity in terms of ‘mar-made and natural features, vistas and:s -
" ridgelines, vegetation, and visibility from Highway 68 and other-public viewpoints. PME e
will evaluate the project’s visual appearance and ‘potential impact ' relative 1o 11:5‘ o _
‘surroundings and County policy. Portions of the project site are designated with the Desigri~. " &~

» 5w Control (DC) zoning ovetlay, and the County has recognized the entire site as subject’to .} PR L
'L this overlay designation. Aé indicated in the Initial Study, there are potentially significant v 7 R

“ - impacts associated with visibility “from Highway 68. Mitigation measures ‘addressing” ' -
‘" building envelope location, tree protection and rermoval, and firial road alignment -have ¥ [+

been recommended. PMC will build on this analysis to ensure that mitigation results in'a e
project that avoids significant visibility impacts from Highway 68 or public viewpoints. L

in addition 1o the visual impacts of development, potential effects from daytime glate and
nighttime lighting will be described, and recommendations for reducing glare (such as* -

limitations on lighting and skylights) will be provided.

S A Quality
is of the Initial Study concluded that irnpacts would be less than’.
onsistency with the AQMP. However, to take a more conservative’

d based on the fact that the traffic information will be updated, we. .

The air quality analys
significant, based on c

approach in the EIR, an
recommend a basic air quality analysis, as described below.

arize air quality background information including data on’ L L

. The existing setting will summ
. - wind, -atmospheric conditions, and the transport of pollutants into and out of the air basin. . .
g " The analysis’ will describe ‘Federal, "State, and local- Ambient "Afr Quality ‘Staridards——"" ~T

applicable to the proposed project, as well a3 the current status of air quality planning
‘programs.” Potential alr emissions ffom. all uses and phases, of implementation of -the+. .
proposed project will be desctibed, following the CEQA Air Guidelines adopted by thé

Control District (MBUAPCD) iri October 1995 and

:Monterey Bay. Unified Alr Poliution
amended in September 2002, A consistency determination of the proposed” project with -

the ‘Air Quality Management Plan for the’ Monterey Bay.region will be requested from
AMBAG. - . ' . o
The Alr Quality Impact Analysis will consist.of the following and is intended to meet the
requirements of the Monterey Bay Unified Air Pollution Control District: . '

- Preparé a description of the climate and meteorology of the project area, historical
air quality data, and current efforts to aftain and mairttain the State and federal air

- quality standards. : _ ,
« Document any existing sources of air pollution in the study area, including mobile

sources, stafionary sources and sources of toxic air pollutants.

.3'
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Identify sensitive receptors for air pol jutants such-as hOSP.i’Eal‘S,'C.C,JnVéIes.;:ent'hoﬁggsﬂ -
residences and schools near the project. e o

daycare facilities,

" = Discuss construction p 1 ‘ ol
and exhaust from heavy-duty. gasoline and diesel powered vehicles.

« Prepare an analysis of indirect emission changes with the project using the '
v URBEMIS2002 program. ~ * - ST T
..« Compare total-emissions (direct and indirect) to thresholds-of significance
recommended by the Monterey Bay Unified APCD. . a

Examine traffic conditions with and without the project, and dete
terta for carbon monoxide modeling are met.

any. identified intersections or fead segments.

- Parform CALINE-4 screening for
detetmining consistency with the Alr

« Addréss cumulative air quality impacis by

‘. '

Quality Management Plan for the region. A letter requesting such a determination -,

by AMBAG would be prepared and sent. - -

The EIR section wi
* warranted, to reduce significant air quality impacts to

o een ain s .-

o e

e ]

"' . @ Update biological

Biological Resources

A biological resources report was pre
ypdate in October 2007, Given the time since the last study,

the study by completing the following tasks:

Conduct a field reconnaissance 1o confirm that site conditions and habitat types
have not substantially-changed since-t
that changes in site conditions havé occurred, they will be documented, Previously
surveyed plant locations will be checked during the’field reconnaissance but no .-
protocol-level surveys for sensitive plants are proposed,-given the time of year the
fiald reconnaissance is anticipated to take place. However, if the potential for

" mpacts to special status species is identified based on current listing status, habitat = -
condifions or cther factors, further protocol-level surveys may" be necessary.
Mitigation will be drafted fo specify appropriate measures to avoid or minimize
project impacts, Currently acceptable mitigation strafegies for protected species will

be outlined in this approach.

pre-construction surveys, native

+ The mitigation measures of ‘the Initial Study (
will be updated as

landscaping requirements, and protection of drainage areas)
necessary and incorporated into the EIR. ' ' :

hase emissions incliiding dust, construction worker fraffic,” . "

rmine where the | ..’

[l identify mitigation measures and potential changes to the project, i .
less than significant. levels and/or, ", )

1o bring the project into compliance with the Air Quality Management Plan. =~ T & o

pared by Zander Assoclates in Juty 2001, with an -'_ ‘_ g
Zander Associates will update . .. .

database searches, including the Califomia Natural .Di\/.ersit-y'..'"':'_.
Database (CNDDB) and the California Native Plant Society’s Electronic tnvenfory, - - .= - *

he previous work was performed. In the event = -

o
.

' .
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e
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== An archaeological repo

A ‘geoloéic‘al and geotechnicﬁl feasi

© " adequate to serve-the project with litt

‘project, including the siting

" An’ updated hydroge

and non-point surface pollutants.
less than significant. The

e ses .

o~
4
fome

! Kol

Cultural Resources

acy based upon PMC's current work on the’

archaeologist will review the report for adequ
nearby Wang Subdivision, and assuming adequacy, incorporate the study imto an:
o ' . S b,

expanded chapter of the EIR,

Geology, Geotechnical and 5oils

bility study was prepared in August 2001 (DEdV:: e

Censulting Engineers). The findings of
erosion, seismic activity and landstides. The Initial Sfudy incorporated mifigation into the s,
of buildings and construction of homesites to avoid areas’. - !
subject to ground failure. The EIR section .would expand on these measures andi, e
incorporate the more detailed discussions from the geotechnical report. Lo

Ground'water ResoLirces and Hydrogeology L . ey

County . Department of Environmental Health in July 2003. That updated report included
well test information from a new well to determine long term sustainable water supply, The: .
project would be served by this new well, togather with an existing well that serves the
Oaks Subdivision. The report ‘concludes that the combined water supply would be.

e potential to affect neighboring wells. However, thg'

report does recommend monitoring of nearby wells to assess the performance of the , =

aquifer .over the long term: in addition, the we

moratorium areas will be documented, PMC will consult with the project hydrogeologist - -

anid craft that recommendation info a performance-based mitigation rfiedsure for‘nclusion” =TT T
he review and approval of the County, no . - -

within the EIR. As the report was prepared for
third-party. reviewer is proposed. Acceptance-of the study's conclusions by the County will .

be satisfactory for PMC to use the report as the basis of the EIR section, -

Surface Hydrology and Water Quality

This section of the EIR will address potén%:iai.pro}ect-'related i'mlﬁacfs reSulti'ng from changes

in drainage patterns, increased runoff, and surface water quality from construction activities
The Initial Study concluded that such impacts would be

EIR will further review those conclusions and document the
Courtty’s requirements arid construction standards that are currently in place to avoid

drainage and water quality impacts.

rt was prepared in 1993, with negative fiﬁdings, PMC'’s sta’r"f":_f‘:_'_'.: i

that study showed potertial impacts associated with': - - - ST

blogic report was prepared by Todd Engineers’ for the ‘Monterey™ . "= "

Il locations relative fo the subdivision™'. . "o~




" The EIR section wil also icentify
- gervice area, and describe how the' project relates to an

. significant. However, this section of

: Fub/fé Services and Utilities

Porre —— v— -

i portion of the EIR will focus on the physica

“and Policies of the General Plan and Toro Area Plan. An ana
of the land use analysis, including an’ -
relative 1o the subdivision mofatorium”area, ahd how the project. . » "%
understand at this fimg that thg. ., -
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Land Use, Population, Housing

This section of EIR will identify existing land use an
site and surrounding properties, and provide a summary o '
lysis of project consistency with -

relevant Coupty plans and. policies will be a ceritral part

analysis the project site
complies with the Inclusionary Housing Ordinance. We '
project may include two on-site inclusionary Gnits to satisfy County-requiremenfs.. S

service needs. Our approach will be to compare the population and housing impacts .of the.

project compared to anticipated growth as a policy issue, rather t

a direct environmental impact. - : S

The Initial Study concluded that environmental issues related. to land use would be less than |

topics described above to support the conclusions in more detail. |

Environmental Impacts will be assessed only for
direct, secondary or cumulative impact upon pu
section will address the comstruction an
infastruciure, wastewater system capacify, parks and recreation facilities, schools, police’
service, fire and emergency response service, and necessary ufility systems. Water supply
and well vields will be addressed under Groundwater Resotirces and Hydfogeology, = ™

. . Each area of study related to, public ser.viceé_ and utilities is discussed below:

Water Delivary System. The proposal Identifies a new well, storage capacity and expanded
water delivery system to service the proposed lots. This system will be described in terms
of number of connections and necessary infrastructure 10 deliver water to the proposed
lots, Proposed locations and sizes of proposed ‘pipes,

access easemenits will be discussed and analyzed as provided by the project applicant. This
| environmental affects of constructing and

operating those components of the system. .

Wastewater Systém Capacity. PMC understands that California Utility Service operates the
treatment and disposal system for the project site and surrounding
pacity of that system and its ability to accept
We also understand that California Utility
he systern to more accurately monjtor

wastewater collection,
area. lssues have been raised regarding the ca

‘additional flows from the proposed project.
Service also recently instailed an inflow meter on t

d zoring designations, existing uses of the, ' . 4% 7,
f relevant and applicable Objectives: . . -

existing and future population projections for the project’s - .
ticipgted population growth and .., .* -

hari-measuting the effects as - -

wells, tanks, treatment facilities and .~

the EIR will expand upon that analysis to -address the = . e

those areas.of study that may have a .-
blic service and utility systems. This.
d extension of domestic water service -

ety ——— e e — B

—_—
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. impacts are anticipated at this time,

- quantified based Upon curent rates. Environmenta
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existing system demand and capacity.
adequate capacity to accept additiona
need for additional permits, impacts wi
will arialyze and document these factors. ' L

Recreation Facilities, -Demand for recreation facilities and the impact of the projé‘_ct on
ties- will be addressed as applicable. No significant .. "~ |

axisting park and récreation facili
based on the findings of the initial Study."

Schools. The EIR will describe the existing school system that serves the prdje'crtha'reér":""-._' .:."
-update existing conditions and enrollm

ent capacities and describé future enrollment based *

on information provided by the district.- Student generation for the' subdivision will be-

result in a distinctenvironment impact (such as a health, safety or traffic issue).
Emergency Services. ?6li_ce, fire protection and ambulanceservice-wil] be analyzed in'this :
i bed,

section. The existing locations of nearest stations and service providers will be' descri

' - as well as existing response times as provided by those providers. The project will be "
analyzed in terms of the ability of the providers to serve the project site, and the impact of .

incremental demand upon those services,

Utility stten{s. The subdivisior -will. be analyzed in terms of the ability of the wtility.
providers (gas, elecric, telephone "and cable) to serve the project area. Should any’:
common provider determine that the project is out of their service area, the project may be

required to rely on alterative systems, Should any system require.extensive new facilities -
| impacts of providing those facilifies will also be

or extensions, the.environmenta

addressad. At this time, however, no significant effects are anticipated.”

¢ . -

The traffic analysis update will be conducted by Hiégins Associates. The anpalysis will
update the. 2001 study using currently accepted methodology for studies along the

Highway 68 corridor, Specific tasks include the following: :

Data Collection. Weekday morning and evening peak period traffic analysis will be
parfarmed for ‘the following intersections. Traffic-counts have been conducted at
many of the project intersections over the past couple of years; however, based on
" the potential changing traffic patterns, we recommend recounting the intersections
‘to provide more accurate base .information. Based - on the requirements of the
County of Monterey Public Works, intersection analysis will be performed for all six
. study intersections during the weekday AM and PM peak hour condjtians.

" The study area includes the following inté‘rsec_:tiorzs and roadway segments: |

7

If documentation can quantify that t_He sy.fétefn has :
| project-flows. with no expansion of the systern or . © &+ icTE L

Il be regarded as less than significant. This section. *

| impacts will be identified only in the

+ + eventthat the project’s contribution to an existing.or future capacity problem would in tumn’ .

ot e
. .

.
.

.
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.. methodology for the study intarsections.

- FIREN
-
o

ek

Intersections e
Highway 68 / Highway 218
Highway 68 / York Street : ' e dee
Highway 68 / Pasadera/ Boots Street - S &

Highway 68./ Laureles Grade . b
Highway 68./ Corral Del Tierra Road o LA
Highway 68 / San Benariclo Road '

O TS Wb

Segments S T
1. Highway 68 between San Benancio Road and Corral del Tierra -

- 2.°  Highway 68 batween Corral del Tierra and Laureles-Grade _
3. Highway 68 between Laureles Grade and Pasadera / Boots Road "~ . - . i .
4. Highway 68 between Pasadera /. Boots ‘Road and York Road- * « - . =

To calibrate the existing frafﬁc conditiohs' along the Highway 68 corridor, thé Iz-it.estl -

. " GPS and GlS-based application technology will be used to determine T ravel Time, .
+ . Speed and Delay. Thi

s information will provide an accurate base condition of the' Co
* operafing condjtions along the corridor that.will be used to determine the project’ """
specific impact on the corridor. : S Co

Analyze Existing Traffic Conditions. The intersection count data will be tabulated to

detarmine the existing peak hour intersection and street segment volumes. Exigting -
he Courity of Monterey requited. .

levels of service will be deteriried using t

Other analyses will also be performed such as, warrants for traffic control devices, . ¢
" quelling and storage'requirements~an'd ‘tharnnelization at study intersections and on T
street segments adjacent to the study intersections. - ' . i '

Analyze: Background (Existing Plus Approved Projects) Traffic_Conditions. The
fimeframe for the inclusion of approved projects into the background traffic scenario
was determined to be within 5 years from the date of the preparation of the traffic
study, i.e. in this case 2010. A number of other projects have been approved
throughout the County that has nof yet been constructed. These will impact the
study street network prior to impacts being experienced by the proposed project.

The assignment of approved project trips will be combined with existing traffic to
" obtain Existing Plus' Approved: Projects traffic volumes. ‘Intersection and street
segment levels of service will be recalculated and warrants for traffic control devices
and channelization assessed. Queuing and storage reguirements will also be.

* reviewed,

Analvze Project Traffic Impacts. The pealc hour trips generated by the project will be
estimated from standard [TE rates and assigried to the local road network using
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;"% /. technical assumptions consistent with assumptions utilized for.other traffic studie} .. i
%00 He prepared for ‘other commercial projects in the area. The project trip assignment will" o

Jo T be combined with the Existing Plus Approved Projects traffic forecasts-to achieve ; ANEEE
. “:.% .. total Project Condition traffic volume forecasts. , e

ons and street segments will be analy'z'ec'i::'-v'_f_

torage requirements and warranted traffic:” ..

coaid D Traffic operations at the study intersecti
YL L including levéls of service, queuing and s
'»  contyol devices and channelization, - | I

Analyze Cumulative Traffic Conditions. A substanfiél' amount  of additionéil:::".' et
hout the County based upon currently proposed . ' .

o development will take place throug
'/ but not yet approved development: projects. The. timeframe for the inclusion of "~
cumulative projects into the cumulative traffic scenario is estimated 16 be 'within 10

S to 15 years fromthe date of the preparation of the traffic study, 1.e. in this case 2015+ "~ i
I+ o 2020, The study intersections and stieet segments traffic volumes associated with! - S
' 'the cumulative projects will be forecast and combined with the Project Condition . . .~
volumes to achieve cumitlative condition volumes, ' S e

o e e nes

merfwre e e oad network that should be used in the analysis of the cumulative traffic’ "
' ccenario will ‘be discussed. and- agreed upon with'the County staff prior to the . EETER
Intersection and street segment levels of service, traffic ‘control, queuing Lo

analysis.
ments and channelization warrants will be evaluated.

and storage require

Analyze Project Access. Project access and site distance will be analyzed, . . -
particular, the, adequacy of the spacing from other driveways and the need fof*

SIELL S channelization, N .-

T T Dayelop Mitigation Measures. Improvements required for the varlolls analysis "
conditions (existing, existing plus approved projects, project and cumulative) will be
recommended for the study street network and along the corridor. An assessment of - .
#he faii share traffic impact fees will also be prepared. '

* Report Documentation. A formal report providing the findings-and conclusions of
this analysis will be prepared. " The report will include appropriate tables and -
graphics and .will be prepared -based .on the County’s requirements for the )
preparation of traffic impact studies. ‘The report will initially be prepared as an .
administrative draft report for review by PMC and.the County of Monterey staff.
Comments will be incorpofated into a final draft report for public review.

" Effects Found Not fo be Significant

R providing detailed analysis of the subjeé:té'
nsible CEQA document, this chapter of the EIR
hin the RFP, and generated during the -

PMC anticipates the preparation of an El
described above, In order to provide a defe
will reiterate and expand upon the information wit




- " Alternatives fo the Harper Canyon Subdivision may ‘inc
. limit water demand), a visually sensitive alternative,
greater sefbacks from geologic hazards. . '~ 4 R T

e identify the prepare

o l.“, . ’ P ’) . ' , A £ .
" .. EXEIBIT4+¥COPEOF SERVICESPAYMENT +XOVISIONS » =+ -

and do not warrant a detailed analysis.

‘ .t )
CORA e

o~

areas will.not result In significant impacts.

o

scoping process, to explain why certain subject
Project Altematives o

h County staff to develop an appropriate range of reasonable alternatives .~ ™
rimary objectives of the project, whilg * ..
s will be qualitative jn nature, and. -
ng purposes, we estimaté analysis ' ..

required No Project alternative..” .
lude z reduced density, option {to "
‘and/or-an alternative that.provides -7

PMC will'work wit
to the proposal that could feasibly obtain the p
reducing one or more environmental impact. The, analys
meet the standards and requirements of CEQA. For:scopi
of three or.four project afternatives, including the

Other Sections Required by CEQA
Pursuvarit to CEQA requirements, the EIR will also contairi an analysis and, discussion of

cumulative effects, growth induci
5 of the report. Our approach 1o the cumulative impacts analysis would

v approach for assessing impacts, rather than estimating impacts .
rowth. For consistency, we recommend using the -
cts used for the Wang Subdivision EIR. n terms of.

documentation, PMC will identify significant cumulative effects within each technical -
section, and summarize those findings within a separate section of the EIR. That separate ' -
section wil] include all assumptions for cumulativé projects, relative locations, -and, ;%

estimated- contribufionsto each impact.

use the. “list of projects
based upon anticipated General Plan g
same list of reasonably foreseeable proje

- 68 will be the focus of the cumulative impact assessment.- . i

o et ot

' Based on staff comments re

.interested parties.

. County staff for interdepartmental review,

.....

Ten (10) print copies and two (2) electronic copieé of the ADEIR will be delivered ’EQ )

Wm ee eyt

Task3 . DRAFTEIR PREPARATION

ceived on the ADEIR, the Draft EIR (DEIR) will be prepared

and edits. A fotal of fifty (50) print copies and ten (10)

incorporating staff changes
EIR will be produced and submiited to- the. County for

electronic copies -of the D
distribution. ‘

" The.45-day public and agency review period will commence once the documents are

to the State Clearinghouse and made available for .public review. At the
County’s request, PMC will hand deliver 15 coples of the DEIR with a Notice of
Completion to the State Clearinghouse through our Sacramento office to avoid processing
delays. It is anticipated that the County will distribute the DEIR to local agencies and

m' o

submitted

ng impact's, significant and unavoidable impacts and” .- . ¢

It s anticipated at this tifne that traffic on Highway.. = " . !

e o =




- Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MM

o bt bty e =

TASK 4 FINAL EIR PREPARATION '_

" copies of the Final EIR will be submitied.

. For budgeting purposes, we assumes five (5)

. Subdivision ‘Committee, P

" TASK6

-PMC will work with Coun

Y P
l' 0
.
. . o . o
; N

. EXHIBIT A:SCOPE OF SERVICES/PAYMENT FROVISIONS - - < 1" ]

period, . PMC will réview.‘the coriimenjt_ l.ettga"rjs.'.;
PMC will then.

“

At the conclusion-of the 45-dlay review
racelved and coordinate with the County staff 1o discuss the responses. _
prepare draft responses to comments, along with an addendum section containing amy EIR v
text revisions. Upon completion, ten (10) print coples of the Administrative Final EIR will.

be submitied to the Cotinty for review. Based on the comments received from staff, final

revisions fo the document will be made. Fi

[

TAsk5 - IMEETINGS AND HEARINGS -
meetings at the staff Jevel (incl uding site v'i's;i’tf '
and general discussion of issues and appioach), as well as three (3) hearings before the " .7 ",
lanning Commission and - Board of Supervisors. Our budget

reflcts meefing preparation time, as well as the time required.for the mesting itself.

MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

PMC is aware that the County has refined mitigation monitoring procedures, document R

condition language, and methads of reporting. For this fask, PMC will preparea .-

ARP) that Identifies the timing, reporting -’

methods, respansibillty,” compliance verification and monitoring performance standards, - A
ty staff on this task to ensure that the most current approach, -’

templates,

approved by the County is used.
asures specified in the EIR, identify the partiés or -
ht, and indicate the time frame for measure

d. The monitoring plan will be.. ..o

The program will enumerate mitigation me
individuals responsible for mitigation oversig
implementation, and the monitoring- methods 1o bé use
providad to the County prior to the preparation of the Final EIR.

o Y

fty (50)-print coples and ten (10) electronic®. e

F O ]




PRDJECT SCHEDULE

The followma pro;ect sc:heduie assumes that a[[ background studres pre

applicant-will be.adequate-fof ise
. -, modifications will result from the scopihg,. pro
"recelves a reasonable number of com ment Ieﬁ:ers ol the Draft EIR

pared by “nhe
wrthm the' ‘EIR, This scheduil also assitmes that no ma)or

S oweek 07 e

SR Projectinlt;atlon/NOP Prepared . ‘ weelc 2 ;_,
" Traffic dnd Blology Updates Complete wesk 8 ,: C L ':';"

% ADERR completed

' 45-day public review perlod

Prepare responses to comments/FElR/MMRP

County review of responses '

County review ofADEIR R
o 'v.veek'ﬂs'

Prepare and print DE!R LT .':: L owe . . : o

. week 22
week 25 '

P TR

. A week 27

cessing and ‘NOP; and ’cha’c the County

Looweek 12 U Lm0 A

- week 14 v L.

.l':‘repare and prm‘c MMRF’ and FEIR Week 29 -

Public-Hearings * Per County Ca[endar

R




. ITask 6 hours

HARPER CANYON — ENCINA HILLS SUBDIVISIO

EXFIBIT A ~$COPE OF SERVICES/PAYMENT RO VISIONS :2: -

R

IS

CosT PROPOSAL

. JUNE22,72005

\

NEIR

Principal

Senior
Planner

Assistant
Planner

-Envgron.
"Planner

Task

g g88 . | $77

" Totals

Dtz Collection/Fidld,

42,0005

. | $132 |- $100 | ‘
Task 1 hours: " iRy 20 Aol s O e e
B o R SRl

Reconnaissance
Task 2 hours

8D

150

100

Prapare Administrative Draft |

"+ ITask'3 hours™ " &,

EIR (ADEIR)

| $10,560
sadhil ool

r

. $15,000

L Draft Elk.Pre;iarafion B

Task 4 hours

$6,000]

$12,820

" IFinal FIR Preparation =

Task 5 hours ™™ =

e

|3

1 40l

%8960

£ booliE

Meetirigs andilearings it i

10

20

Mitigation Monitoring and

$1,3200

$2,000

Reporting Program

Gander Assodiates (biologicareport updatfiis’

0

$47,010 " .-
R LERT4e R
— 140:' ::'.

e T ety Bty
Higgins Assotiaies ffrafficanalysis updat

Document Prinfing i

- 330

290

120 -

60

) 0 5 "

Fl"’-

l':‘rrlb"jéé"t"?i;o"c'a'i["s;":
Budget Notes

1,

2!.

changes.

are constdered a change in scope,

. .

4, The traffic analysis bﬁdg

projects; as per Higgins Associates’ scope of work dated june 22, 2005.

13

} All document’s prepared for County review assume one round of revisions. Multiple revisions or
significant changes to the project during EIR preparation will result in changes to the work scope.

The Final EIR task s an estimate of the effort needed o respond to comments (120 hours of
professional staff time), An excesslve number of letters or comments on the EIR may result in scope

Hours for meetings and public workshops are .l‘cemized. Meefings in excessive of the hours assumed

-

ot assumes shared costs between the Harper Canyon and Wang subdivision




*-:" phe "r‘- [
v

Pag 0

I PaazﬁcMumcgpal C‘ansulz‘mzts Eon

Hmper C'argyon Szzbd’wzszorzm o

. ' Dﬁz‘m e LE :
A Cantracz‘.’[’erm. Augusz‘SO 2005 .December 5’] 2006 Tl i

R C’anz‘ractAmount S146.45000 © .- P S PO PO
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Date

ATl Tnvoices are to be sent fo: . .

Taime Martinez, Accounting Technician - N .
"Montersy Contity Planning and Bnﬂdmg Inspection Department - o : cod
© 168 °W. Alisal Btrest, 2" Floor
Sa]mas, CA 93901

. Eersonal'Dehveﬁest s’
168 'W. Alisal Street, 2™ Floor
Sallinas, CA 93901
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- EXHIBIT A - SCOPE OF SERVICES/PAYMENT YROVISIONS - &

2." [+ Tnvoice Detal : : S AR
TR """ Each invoice shall indicate the hours wotked by task and by staff member, ﬁvilf:}:ftﬁe'coqes_pcnlndigg :_ X
ot et billing rates, o : : .o Coae
3. Trensfer from Project ConﬁngencyAccofm;c' S L " ol

L Tiaﬁsfe_ar of funding from the Project Conﬁngency Aécoﬁn’c (total cgnﬁilgenéy of ;$19,1.03.,(5'03'-,,_-.' _ o

" * requites the prior written approval of the Director of the Monterey County Planning and Baflding ;. 7L
+«"'s. Inspection Department, and the Project Applicant. Ceo L ' T, IR
e e A recémmendaﬁon.fgr'such & transfer shall be presented in ﬁfiﬁﬁgby CONTRACTOR 1o fha . -
1 Project Planner, with a duplicate original delivered to the Contract Administrator, at the earliest ;o -

=t . possible ddte, The recommendation shall include: . e

¢ The dollar amount;

s The anticipated date the funded work world begin;

IRt B R TARE RN

+ The dm‘aﬁ.on of the worl

The entity (CONTRACTOR or subeomsultant) to whom thé funds wonld be .
transferred/allocated; and o ‘

v Thejustifioation for the expenditure.

recommendation, the Project Planner and Contract ' -
_ TOR 1o discugs its recomimendation and will have’,
: . made & recommendation to the Director of the Monterey County Planning and Building - .
- s =~ —~Tnispection-Department, or in'his absence, +the Chief Assistant Director. Within ten working:ayg-—r— —-=-—"
E © fhereafter, the Director of the Monterey County Planuing and Building Inspection Department or :
the Chisf Assistant Director will approve, denmy, or approve 2 yevised version of the.
, and will send his decision in writing fo ‘the

Withn five working days of recaipt of the
Admimistrator will have contacted CONTRAC

_ recoinmendation received from CONTRACTOR,
Project Applicant, and CONTRACTOR. .. -

Unless he denies the recommended transfer, the Director or Chief Assistant Director of Planning
and Building Tnspeotion Department will ask the Project Applicant to make a decision within five
warling days regarding the recommended transfer from the Project Contingency Account. If

necessary, teasonable efforts will be made to reach & comprormise.

s written approval by the Director of the Monterey County
epartment or the Chief Assistant Director, the funding
e, a letter anthotizing the work funded by the approved

Upon receipt of the Project Applicant’
Pisnning and Building Inspection D
transfer will be made, At the same timi
transfer will be sentfo CONTRACTOR.

15 .o . ' ' .. %)




