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County of Monterey
State of California o
NEGATIVE DECLARATION - % L | )
AUG 16 2013
GTEPHEN L. VAQH‘-QNJ CLERK
MONTEREY COBNT2roiy
e
Project Title: | The Oaks / California American Water Company Memorandum of
Understanding (MOU)
File Number: | REF130072
Owner: | N/A
Project Location: | East Side of San Benancio Road

Primary APN:

Well Parcel: 161-013-011-000

Residential Parcel(s): -
161-013-001, -004, -005, -006, -007, -008, -009, -013, -014

Project Planner:

David J. R. Mack

Permit Type:

Memorandum of Understanding

Project
Description:

A Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) between California
American Water Company, Monterey County Water Resources
Agency and the County for the provision of safe potable water to
the approved nine-lot Oaks subdivision (Ferrini Oaks) due to the
high arsenic levels in the subdivision (Oaks) well water.

THIS PROPOSED PROJECT WILL NOT HAVE A SIGNIFICANT EFFECT ON THE
ENVIRONMENT AS IT HAS BEEN FOUND:

a) That said project will not have the potential to significantly degrade the quality of

the environment.

b) That said project will have no significant impact on long-term environmental

goals.

¢) That said project will have no significant cumulative effect upon the environment.

d) That said project will not cause substantial adverse effects on human beings,
either directly or indirectly. '

Decision Making Body:

Monterey County Boérd of Supervisors

Responsible Agency:

County of Monterey

Review Period Begins:

August 19, 2013

Review Period Ends:

September 19, 2013

Further information, including a copy of the application and Initial Study are available at the
Monterey County Planning & Building Inspection Department, 168 West Alisal St, 2™ Floor, Salinas,

CA 93901/(831) 755-5025






MONTEREY COUNTY

RESOURCE MANAGEMENT AGENCY — PLANNING DEPARTMENT
168 WEST ALISAL, 2" FLOOR, SALINAS, CA 93901
(831) 755-5025 FAX: (831) 757-9516

NOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT A NEGATIVE DECLARATION
MONTEREY COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the Monterey County Resource Management Agency — Planning
Department has prepared a draft Negative Declaration, pursuant to the requirements of CEQA, for a
Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) between the County of Monterey and California American Water
Company (Cal Am) (REF130072) for the Oaks Subdivision (east side of San Benancio Road) (APN Nos. 161-
013-011-000, 161-013-001, -004, -005, -006, -007, -008, -009, -013, -014).

The Negative Declaration and Initial Study, as well as referenced documents, are available for review at the
Monterey County Resource Management Agency — Planning, 168 West Alisal, 2° Floor, Salinas, California,
and John Steinbeck Library, 350 Lincoln Ave, Salinas, California. The Negative Declaration and Initial
Study are also available for review in an electronic format by following the instructions at the following link:
http://www.co.monterey.ca.us/planning/docs/environmental/circulating htm.

The Board of Supervisors will consider this proposal at a meeting on a date to be determined in the Monterey
County Board of Supervisors Chambers, 168 West Alisal, oM loor, Salinas, California. Written comments on
this Negative Declaration will be accepted from August 19, 2013 to September 19, 2013.

Project Description: A Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) between California American Water
Company, Monterey County Water Resources Agency and the County for the provision of safe potable water to
the approved nine-lot Oaks subdivision (Ferrini Oaks) due to the high arsenic levels in the subdivision (Oaks)
well water.

We welcome your comments during the 30-day public review period. You may submit your comments in hard
copy to the name and address above. The Department also accepts comments via e-mail or facsimile but
requests that you follow these instructions to ensure that the Department has received your comments. To
submit your comments by e-mail, please send a complete document including all attachments to:

CEQAcomments@co.monterey.ca.us

An e-mailed document should contain the name of the person or entity submitting the comments and contact
information such as phone number, mailing address and/or e-mail address and include any and all attachments
referenced in the e-mail. To ensure a complete and accurate record, we request that you also provide a follow-
up hard copy to the name and address listed above. If you do not wish to send a follow-up hard copy, then
please send a second e-mail requesting confirmation of receipt of comments with enough information to
confirm that the entire document was received. If you do not receive e-mail confirmation of receipt of
comments, then please submit a hard copy of your comments to ensure inclusion in the environmental record or
contact the Department to ensure the Department has received your comments.
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Facsimile (fax) copies will be accepted with a cover page describing the extent (e.g. number of pages) being
transmitted. A faxed document must contain a signature and all attachments referenced therein. Faxed
document should be sent to the contact noted above at (831) 757-9516. To ensure a complete and accurate
record, we request that you also provide a follow-up hard copy to the name and address listed above. If you do
not wish to send a follow-up hard copy, then please contact the Department to confirm that the entire document
was received.

For reviewing agencies: The Resource Management Agency — Planning Department requests that you review
the enclosed materials and provide any appropriate comments related to your agency's area of responsibility.
The space below may be used to indicate that your agency has no comments or to state brief comments. In
compliance with Section 15097 of the CEQA Guidelines, please provide a draft mitigation monitoring or
reporting program for mitigation measures proposed by your agency. This program should include specific
performance objectives for mitigation measures identified (CEQA Section 21081.6(c)). Also inform this
Department if a fee needs to be collected in order to fund the mitigation monitoring or reporting by your agency
and how that language should be incorporated into the mitigation measure.

All written comments on the Initial Study should be addressed to:
County of Monterey
Resource Management Agency — Planning
Attn: David J. R. Mack, Associate Planner
168 West Alisal Street, 2™ Floor
Salinas, CA 93901
Re: Oaks MOU; File Number REF130072

From: Agency Name:

Contact Person:

Phone Number:

No Comments provided
Comments noted below
Comments provided in separate letter

COMMENTS:
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DISTRIBUTION
State Clearinghouse (15 CD copies + 1 hard copy of the Executive Summary) — include the Notice of
Completion
County Clerk’s Office
Monterey Bay Unified Air Pollution Control District
California Department of Fish & Wildlife, Marine Region, Attn: Eric Wilkins
California American Water Company (Cal Am)
Monterey County Water Resources Agency
Monterey County Environmental Health Bureau
John Steinbeck Library
The Open Monterey Project
LandWatch
Property Owners within 300 feet (Notice of Intent only)

—

=0 00 N OV R W

—_ O

Distribution by e-mail only (Notice of Intent onlv):

12. Michael Stamp (Stamp@stamplaw.us)

13. Michael Weaver (michaelrweaver@mac.com)

14.  Margaret Robbins (MM _Robbins@comcast.net)

15.  Monterey/Santa Cruz Building & Construction (Office@mscbcte.com)
16. Tim Miller (Tim.Miller@amwater.com)

17.  Emilio Hipolito (ehipolito@nccre.org)

18.  United Brotherhood of Carpenters & Joiners (nedv@nccre.org)







MONTEREY COUNTY

RESOURCE MANAGEMENT AGENCY

PLANNING DEPARTMENT

168 WEST ALISAL ST., 2° FLOOR, SALINAS, CA 93901
FAX: (831)757-9516

INITIAL STUDY

PHONE: (831) 755-5025

1.  BACKGROUND INFORMATION

Project Title:

File No.:

Project Location:

Name of Property Owner:
Name of Applicant:

Assessor’s Parcel Number(s):

Acreage of Prdperty:
Géneral Plan Designation:
Zoning Districts:

Lead Agency:

Prepared By:

Date Prepared:

Contact Person:

Phone Number:

The Oaks MOU Initial Study
REF130072

The Oaks / California American Water Company
Memorandum of Understanding (MOU)

REF130072

N/A

Various

County of Monterey and California American Water

‘Well Parcel:
161-013-011-000

Residential Parcel(s):
161-013-001, -004, -005, -006, -007, -008, -009, -013, -014

325 acres

Low Density Residential / Resource Conservation

LDR/B-6-D(24 feet), LDR/B-6-D, and RC/B-6-D

County of Monterey

David J. R. Mack, Associate Planner

August 14, 2013

David J. R. Mack, Associate Planner

831-755-5096
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II.  DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT AND ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

A. Background:

The Oaks subdivision tentative map created nine residential lots and was approved on May 8§,
2001. When the tentative map was approved, a well on the subject property was to be the source
of water for the nine lots. Between the tentative and final map approvals, the federal “Maximum
Contaminant Level” (MCL) — the drinking water standard — for arsenic was reduced from 50
parts per billion (ppb) to 10 ppb. The federal standards became effective on February 22, 2002
and the water systems were required to comply with the new standard by January 23, 2006. (The
State of California was also obligated beginning in 2002 to begin the process of developing a
revised drinking water standard for arsenic; following debate whether to adopt a standard more
stringent than the federal standard, the state in 2008 adopted the federal standard of 10 ppb.) The
Oaks’ well tested at 35 ppb arsenic in 2000. This level of arsenic met the federal standard at the
time the County approved the tentative map, but it does not meet the new standard. Arsenic in
the drinking water above the MCL raises the risk of cancer, among other effects. (California
Department of Public Health; see www.cdph.ca.gov.)

Following the Board’s acceptance of the final map in 2006, the subdivider sold three lots into
individual ownership, and three homes have been built. A successor-in-interest to the original
subdivider owns the remaining six lots, which are vacant. Pursuant to Condition 34 of the
tentative map, the subdivider conveyed the Oaks’ well and water infrastructure to California
American Water Company (Cal Am), who now owns the well and water infrastructure.

Compliance with the new arsenic drinking water standard and protection of the public health
required treatment of the water from the Oaks® well. Staff arranged for Cal Am through its
Monterey District Ambler Park system to serve the Oaks lots on the basis that Cal Am would
draw water from the Oaks’ will, treat the water for high arsenic at the Ambler Park water
treatment plant, and then supply the treated water to the Oaks’ lots. In 2006, Cal Am committed
to monitoring the Oaks’ well production and the Oaks lots’ consumption for this purpose. It has
since been clarified that, while the same molecules of water would not be sent for treatment and
returned, the same result can be accomplished by exchanging the same amount of water by
pumping from the Oaks well into the Ambler system the same amount of water that the Ambler
system is providing to the nine Oaks lots, resulting in »no net transfer of water.

In 2010, while gathering documents related to another subdivision application, staff learned that
Cal Am had begun to serve the Oaks’ homes without yet bringing the Oaks’ well online. Cal
Am must amend its permit from the California Department of Public Health (CDPH) to include
the new water source. Staff put a hold on building permits on the remaining six vacant lots in the
Oaks’ subdivision until the situation could be resolved. In discussions with Cal Am, Cal Am
said it would honor its 2006 commitment to balance the water served to Oaks from Ambler with
water pumped from the Oaks well into the Ambler system. Cal Am has informed the County
that Cal Am has made application to the CDPH to include the Oaks well in its water system.

In order to formalize the arrangement with Cal Am for Cal Am to serve the Oaks with no net
transfer of water, staff is processing a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with Cal Am.

The Oaks MOU Initial Study Page 2
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The MOU would memorialize Cal Am’s commitment to pump an amount of water from the
Oaks’ well into the Ambler system equal to the amount Ambler provides to the Oaks’ lots, so as
to result in no net transfer of water.

The MOU protects public health by ensuring treatment of water by a water system with the
technical, managerial, and financial resources to ensure on-going treatment of water to meet state
and federal drinking water standards. It respects the property rights of the lot owners and is
consistent with the Map Act because it does not impose additional burden on property owners,
does not affect their right, title or interest in their property and does not disturb their water
supply. It also does not intensify water use in the B-8 zone or export water out of Zone 2C
because Cal Am is required to pump from the Oaks well into the Ambler system the exact
amount of water it 1s serving to the Oaks.

The MOU would create a binding contractual obligation on the part of Cal Am and flesh out the
details of implementation and monitoring. Cal Am has agreed in principle to an MOU and is
reviewing the terms. The MOU would only apply to the nine lots contained within the Oaks
subdivision, due to the unique circumstances and public health considerations requiring
treatment of water to an already approved subdivision. The MOU shall not be used to serve any
other property. The draft MOU has been attached as Attachment 1.

B. Surrounding Land Uses and Environmental Setting:

The Oaks subdivision is located on the east side of San Benancio Road adjacent to San Benancio
School within the Toro Area Plan, and is within the Monterey County Water Resources
Agency’s Zone 2C. The subdivision is comprised of 9 individual lots, 3 of which have been sold
and developed.

The Ambler Water Treatment Plant is located on the west side of San Benancio Road, and is
within the County’s B-8 zoning district. The purpose of the B-8 zoning district is to “restrict
development and/or intensification of land use in areas where, due to water supply ... or similar
measurable public-facility type constraints, additional development and/or intensification of land
use if [sic] found to be detrimental to the health, safety, and welfare of the residents of the area,
or the County as a whole.” When the Oaks’ tentative map was approved, water was to be
supplied directly by the Oaks’ well which is not within the County’s B-8 zone. Ambler’s water
supplies are wells located in the County’s B-8 zone.

The well water did not exceed the federal drinking water standards in effect at the time of the
tentative map approval, and therefore, treatment of the water was not an issue at that time. To
enable treatment of the water while ensuring that water treatment and service by Ambler to the
Oaks does not result in intensification of water use in the B-8 zone, it is necessary for Cal Am to
offset the water it supplies to the Oaks subdivision by an equal transfer of water from the Oaks’
well into the Ambler system. Conversely, the Oaks’ well lies within Monterey County Water
Resources Agency’s benefit assessment “Zone 2C,” which does not allow the export of water out
of Zone 2C. The Ambler treatment plant lies outside Zone 2C. Therefore it is necessary for Cal
Am to ensure that the volume of water it pumps from the Oaks’ well into the Ambler Park water
system does not exceed the amount of water supplied from Ambler to the Oaks.

The Oaks MOU Initial Study Page 3
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This MOU is the appropriate mechanism to supply the Oaks subdivision with water that meets
drinking water standards, is consistent with the County’s zoning, and respects the rights, title and
interest of the existing lot owners.

C. Other public agencies whose approval is required:

No other public agencies are required to approve the MOU.

The Oaks MOU Initial Study Page 4
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III. PROJECT CONSISTENCY WITH OTHER APPLICABLE LOCAL
AND STATE PLANS AND MANDATED LAWS

Use the list below to indicate plans applicable to the project and verify their consistency or non-
consistency with project implementation.

General Plan/Area Plan X Air Quality Mgmt. Plan ]
Specific Plan [l Airport Land Use Plans ]
Water Quality Control Plan ] Local Coastal Program-LTUP ]

V. ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED AND
DETERMINATION

A. FACTORS

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, as
discussed within the checklist on the following pages.

[] Aesthetics [ Agriculture and Forest [] Air Quality
Resources
[ ] Biological Resources [ Cultural Resources [ 1 Geology/Soils

[] Greenhouse Gas Emissions [] Hazards/Hazardous Materials [X] Hydrology/Water Quality

Land Use/Planning [] Mineral Resources [] Noise

L] Population/Housing [] Public Services 1 Recreation

[ Transportation/Traffic [] Utilities/Service Systems [ Mandatory Findings of
Significance

Some proposed applications that are not exempt from CEQA review may have little or no
potential for adverse environmental impact related to most of the topics in the Environmental
Checklist; and/or potential impacts may involve only a few limited subject areas. These types of
projects are generally minor in scope, located in a non-sensitive environment, and are easily
identifiable and without public controversy. For the environmental issue areas where there is no
potential for significant environmental impact (and not checked above), the following finding
can be made using the project description, environmental setting, or other information as
supporting evidence.

[] Check here if this finding is not applicable

The Oaks MOU Initial Study Page 5
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FINDING: For the above referenced topics that are not checked off, there is no potential for

significant environmental impact to occur from either construction, operation or
maintenance of the proposed project and no further discussion in the
Environmental Checklist is necessary.

EVIDENCE:

[\

(U8

Aesthetics

The MOU does not require the construction of additional facilities or pipelines; therefore
potential impacts to scenic vistas or scenic resources within a state scenic highway (trees,
rock outcroppings, and/or historic buildings) cannot result from the MOU. The existing
visual character would remain unchanged as a result of the MOU and no new sources of light

or glare would be produced. No impact to aesthetics. (Source: 1, 2, 3, 5)

Agriculture and Forest Resources

The MOU does not require the construction of additional facilities or pipelines and will not
require the conversion of Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide
Importance, or result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest land.
As no farmland or forest land will be impacted by the MOU, the MOU will not result in a
conflict with agricultural or forestland zoning designations, will not rezone forest lands and
the does not involve lands under a Williamson Act contract. Therefore potential impacts to
agriculture and forest resources cannot result from the MOU. No impact to agriculture and
forest resources. (Source: 1, 2, 3, 5)

Air Quality

The MOU does not require the construction of additional facilities or pipelines and will not
require activities which would result in a conflicts with or obstruction of the applicable air
quality plan; will not violate air quality standards or contribute to an air quality violation; nor
result in a net increase of any criteria pollutants. The MOU does not require construction
activities of any sort and therefore will not result in construction-related air quality impacts,
expose sensitive receptors to pollutants or create objectionable odors. Therefore potential
impacts to air quality cannot result from the MOU. No impacts to air quality. (Source: 1, 2,
6)

Biological Resources

The MOU does not require the construction of additional facilities or pipelines and will not
require activities which would have an effect on species identified as a candidate, sensitive,
or special status species; will not have an effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive
natural community, nor have an effect on federally protected wetlands. Additionally, the
MOU does not require activities which would interfere with the movement of any native
resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or conflict with any local policies or ordinances
protecting biological resources. The MOU does not require actions or activities which would
conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community
Conservation Plan or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan.
Therefore potential impacts to biological resources cannot result from the MOU. No impacts
to biological resources. (Source: 1, 2, 3, 5)

The Oaks MOU Inifial Study Page 6
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5. Cultural Resources
The MOU does not require the construction of additional facilities or pipelines and will not
require activities which would cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a
historical or archaeological resource. The MOU does not require actions which would
directly or indirectly destroy or disturb a unique paleontological resource, unique geologic
feature, or human remains. Therefore potential impacts to cultural resources cannot result
from the MOU. No impact to cultural resources. (Source: 1, 2, 3, 5)

6. Geologv/Soils

The MOU does not require construction of additional facilities or pipelines and will not
require activities which expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects,
including the risk of loss, injury or death as a result of a rupture of a known earthquake fault,
strong seismic ground shaking, seismic-related ground failure, or landslides. The MOU does
not require actions which would result in substantial soil erosion. Additionally, the MOU
does not require construction activities that would be located on a geologic unit that is
unstable or on expansive soil. The MOU does not require the generation of wastewater so no
septic system is required. Therefore potential impacts to geology/soils cannot result from the
MOU. No impact to geology/soils. (Source: 1,2, 3, 5)

7. Greenhouse Gas Emissions
The MOU does not require the construction of additional facilities or pipelines and will not
require activities which directly or indirectly generate greenhouse gas emissions. The MOU
does not require actions which would conflict with an applicable plan, policy, or regulation
adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases. Therefore potential
impacts to greenhouse gas emissions cannot result from the MOU. No impact to greenhouse
gas emissions. (Source: 1,2, 3,5, 6)

8. Hazards/Hazardous Materials

The MOU does not require the construction of additional facilities or pipelines and will not
involve the transport, use, disposal, or release or emit of hazardous muaterials. The MOU
does require the treatment of water, which could involve the handling or use of acutely
hazardous materials, however the Ambler Park Treatment Plant is not located within one-
quarter mile of San Benancio Middle School or another proposed school site; therefore the
risk to school is non-existent. The MOU does not require actions which would occur within
two miles of a public or private airstrip or airport land use plan. The MOU would not impair
the implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response or
evacuation plan. Additionally, the MOU does not require actions which would expose
people or structures to significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires.
Therefore potential impacts to hazards/hazardous materials cannot result from the MOU. No
impact to hazards/hazardous materials. (Source: 1,2, 3, 5)

9. Hvdrology and Water Quality
See Section I'V item No. 9.

The Oaks MOU Initial Study Page 7
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10. Land Use and Planning
See Section IV item No. 10.

11. Mineral Resources
The MOU does not require the construction of additional facilities or pipelines and will not
require actions which could result in the loss of known mineral resource of value to the
region or of a locally important mineral recovery site delineated on a local general plan,
specific plan or other land use plan. Therefore potential impacts to mineral resources cannot
result from the MOU. No impact to mineral resources. (Source: 1, 2, 3, 5)

12. Noise

The MOU does not require the construction of additional facilities or pipelines and will not
involve the exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of standards
established in the local general plan or noise ordinance; will not expose persons to or
generation of excessive ground-borne vibration or ground-borne noise levels; and will not
result in a permanent, temporary, or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the project
vicinity. The MOU does not require actions which would occur within two miles of a public
or private airstrip or airport land use plan which would expose people residing or walking the
area to excessive noise. Therefore potential impacts to noise cannot result from the MOU.
No impact to noise. (Source: 1, 2, 3, 5)

13. Population/Housing

The MOU does not require the construction of additional facilities or pipelines and will not
result in substantial population growth in an area, either directly (new homes and businesses)
or indirectly (extension of roads or other infrastructure); but will serve to provide adequate
water quality to an existing 9-lot (previously approved) residential subdivision. Without the
implementation of the MOU, 3 residences would not have potable water. The MOU does not
require actions that will result in the displacement of existing housing or people,
necessitating the construction of replacement housing elsewhere. Therefore potential
impacts to population/housing cannot result from the MOU. No impact 1o
population/housing. (Source: 1, 2, 3, 4, 5)

14. Public Services
The MOU does not require the construction of additional facilities or pipelines and will not
require actions which would result in impacts relative to maintaining acceptable service
ratios, response times, or other performance objectives for any public services, including fire
protection, police protection, schools, parks, or other public facilities. No impact to public
services. (Source: 1,2, 3, 5)

15. Recreation
The MOU does not involve actions which would increase or require the use of existing
neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational facilities; or require the construction or
expansion of recreational facilities. Therefore potential impacts to recreation cannot result
from the MOU. No impact to recreation. (Source: 1, 2, 3, 3)

The Oaks MOU Irnitial Study Page 8
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16. Transportation/Traffic

17.

18.

B.

The MOU does not involve actions which would necessitate a change in traffic patterns;
conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy establishing measures of effectiveness
for the performance of the circulation system(s); nor conflict with the goals, objectives and
policies of the 2010 Regional Transportation Plan for Monterey County; or result in a change
in air traffic patterns. The MOU does not require the development or construction of
additional roadways or access roads which would increase hazards due to a design feature or
incompatible uses; nor result in inadequate emergency access; or conflict with adopted
policies, plans or programs regarding public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities.
Therefore potential - impacts cannot result from the MOU. No impact to

inl

transportation/traffic. (Source: 1, 2, 3, 5)

Utilities/Service Systems

The MOU does not require the construction of new water, wastewater or storm water
facilities or pipelines. The MOU will not require actions which would cause applicable
Regional Water Quality Control Board wastewater requirements to be exceeded.
Additionally the MOU will not result in a determination by the wastewater treatment
provider which serves or may serve the area that it has inadequate capacity or will require
additional capacity. The MOU does not result in actions which require service from a
landfill for solid waste disposal. Therefore potential impacts to utilities/service systems
cannot result from the MOU. No impact to utilities/service systems. (Source: 1,2, 3, 5, 7)

Mandatory Findings of Significance

The purpose of the MOU is to provide potable water to the Oaks’ 9 lots of record, from the
existing Oaks well and existing Ambler Park Water Treatment System. The MOU and its
agreements do not require the construction of additional facilities or pipelines and will not
require actions which would result in any significant environmental impacts which cannot be
mitigated. The MOU does not result in impacts to aesthetics, agriculture and forest
resources, air quality, biological resources, cultural resources, geology/soils, greenhouse gas
emissions, hazards/hazardous materials, mineral resources, noise, population/housing, public
services, recreation, transportation/traffic, or utilities/service systems. Since no construction
activities will take place and the treatment and of water will take place via existing
underground pipelines, the MOU will not result in actions which would degrade the quality
of environment; reduce habitat of fish and wildlife species; threaten to eliminate a plant or
animal community; reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or
animal; nor eliminate important examples of the major periods of California history or
prehistory. As such, the MOU will not result in impacts which are individually limited nor
cumulatively considerable. Additionally the MOU will not cause substantial adverse effects
on human beings, either directly or indirectly. (Source: 1,2,3,4,5,6,7)

DETERMINATION

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

X I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the
environment, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.
The Oaks MOU Initial Study Page 9
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[

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the
environment there will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the
project have been made by or agreed to by the project proponent. A MITIGATED
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

I find that the proposed project MAY have a “potentially significant impact” or
“potentially significant unless mitigated” impact on the enviromment, but at least one
effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal
standards, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis
as described on attached sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is
required, but it must analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed.

1 find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the
environment, because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately
in an earher EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and
(b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE
DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the

1y

2)

" Date

avid J. R. Mack : Associare Planner

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

A brief explanation is required for all answers except “No Impact” answers that are
adequately supported by the information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses
following each question. A “No Impact” answer is adequately supported if the
referenced information sources show that the impact simply does not apply to projects
like the one involved (e.g., the project falls outside a fault rupture zone). A “No Impact”
answer should be explained where it is based on project-specific factors as well as
general standards (e.g., the project will not expose sensitive receptors to pollutants, based
on project-specific screening analysis).

All answers must take into account the whole action involved, including offsite as well as
onsite, cumulative as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as
well as operational impacts.

The Oaks MOU Initial Study Page 10
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4)

5)

6)

7)

8)

Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then
the checklist answers must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than
significant with mitigation, or less than significant. "Potentially Significant Impact” is
appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect may be significant. If there are
one or more "Potentially Significant Impact” entries when the determination is made, an
EIR is required. '

"Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated" applies
where the incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced an effect from "Potentially
Significant Impact” to a "Less Than Significant Impact." The lead agency must describe
the mitigation measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less than
significant level mitigation measures from Section XVII, "Earlier Analyses," may be
cross-referenced).

Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA
process, an effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration.
Section 15063(c)(3)(D). In this case, a brief discussion should identify the following:

a) Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state where they are available for review.

b) Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist
were within the scope of and adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant
to applicable legal standards, and state whether such effects were addressed by
mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis.

c) Mitigation Measures. For effects that are "Less than Significant with Mitigation
Measures Incorporated,” describe the mitigation measures which were
incorporated or refined from the earlier document and the extent to which they
address site-specific conditions for the project. '

Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information
sources for potential impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a
previously prepared or outside document should, where appropriate, include a reference
to the page or pages where the statement is substantiated.

Supporting Information Sources: . A source list should be attached, and other sources used
or individuals contacted should be cited in the discussion. :

The explanation of each issue should identify:

a) The significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and
b) The mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than
significance.

The Oaks MOU Initial Study Page 11
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V. ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

1. AESTHETICS Less Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: Impact Incorporated Impact fmpact

a)  Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?
(Source: )

b)  Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but
not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic
buildings within a state scenic highway? (Source: )

c)  Substantially degrade the exisiing visual character or
quality of the site and its surroundings? (Source: )

d)  Create a new source of substantial light or glare which
would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the
area? (Source: )

Discussion/Conclusion/Mitigation:
Refer to Section I'V above.

[] [J 0J X

O O ] X

2. AGRICULTURAL AND FOREST RESOURCES

In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may
refer to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the California
Dept. of Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland. In determining
whether impacts to forest resources, including timberland, are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may
refer to information compiled by the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection regarding the state’s
inventory of forest land, including the Forest and Range Assessment Project and the Forest Legacy Assessment
project; and forest carbon measurement methodology provided in Forest Protocols adopted by the California Air

Resources Board.

Less Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant =~ Mitigation  Significant No
Would the project: Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

a)  Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or
Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as
shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland
Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California
Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use? (Source: )

b)  Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a
Williamson Act contract? (Source: )

The Oaks MOU Initial Study
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2. AGRICULTURAL AND FOREST RESOURCES

In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may
refer to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the California
Dept. of Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland. In determining
whether impacts to forest resources, including timberland, are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may
refer to information compiled by the California Department of Foresiry and Fire Protection regarding the state’s
inventory of forest land, including the Forest and Range Assessment Project and the Forest Legacy Assessment
project; and forest carbon measurement methodology provided in Forest Protocols adopted by the California Air
Resources Board. -

Less Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant ~ Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

¢)  Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of,
forest land (as defined in Public Resources Code

section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public M u ] 57
Resources Code section 4526), or timberland zoned e~
Timberland Production (as defined by Government
Code section 51104(g))? (Source: )
d)  Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest u ] n 5
N

land to non-forest use? (Source: )

e)  Involve other changes in the existing environment
which, due to their location or nature, could result in u ] [ 4
conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use or
conversion of forest land to non-forest use? (Source: )

‘Discussion/Conclusion/Mitigation:
Refer to Section IV above.

3. AIR QUALITY

Where available, the significance criteria established by the applicable air quality management or air pollution
control district may be relied upon to make the following determinations.

Less Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: Impact Incorporated Tmpact Impact
a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the O] ] : ] <

applicable air quality plan? (Source: )

b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute
substantially to an existing or projected air quality ] 0 ] X
violation? (Source: )

The Oaks MOU Initial Study Page 13
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3. AIR QUALITY

Where available, the significance criteria established by the applicable air quality management or air pollution
control district may be relied upon to make the following determinations.

Less Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

¢) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of
any criteria pollutant for which the project region is
non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ] = ] =
ambient air quality standard (including releasing
emissions which exceed quantitative thresholds for
ozone precursors)? (Source: )

d) Result in significant construction-related air qu.ality —
impacts? (Source: ) iy u [ X
e) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant —
concentrations? (Source: ) L] [ L 2
f) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial
number of people? (Source: ) [ [ U 2
Discussion/Conclusion/Mitigation:
Refer to Section IV above.
4. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES Less Than
Significant
Potentially With " Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or
through habitat modifications, on any species identified
as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in ] ] ] 5
local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by
the California Department of Fish and Game or U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service? (Source: )

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian
habitat or other sensitive natural community identified
in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations or by O ] ] X
the California Department of Fish and Game or US
Fish and Wildlife Service? (Source: )

¢) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected
wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water
Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, O ] ] X
coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling,
hydrological interruption, or other means? (Source: )

The Oaks MOU Initial Study Page 14
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4. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES Less Than

Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any native
resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with
established native resident or migratory wildlife ] ] ] <
corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery
sites? (Source: )
g) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances
protecting biological resources, such as a tree O i ] X
preservation policy or ordinance? (Source: )
f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation M N [ =
Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat =
conservation plan? (Source: )
Discussion/Conclusion/Mitigation:
Refer to Section IV above.
5. CULTURAL RESOURCES Less Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of ] [ ] 4
a historical resource as defined in 15064.57 (Source: ) o
b) Cause @ substantial adverse change in the significance of
an archaeological resource pursuant to 15064.5? ] ] ] X
(Source: )
¢) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological ‘ ] ] 0 4
resource or site or unique geologic feature? (Source: ) =
d) Disturb any human remains, including those interred <
outside of formal cemeteries? (Source: ) n U [ X
Discussion/Conclusion/Mitigation:
Refer to Section I'V above.
The Oaks MOU Initial Study Page 15
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6. GEOLOGY AND SOILS Less Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation  Significant No
Would the project: . Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

a) Expose people or structures to potential substantial
adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or
death involving:

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated
on the most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault
Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the M
area or based on other substantial evidence of a
known fault? (Source: ) Refer to Division of Mines
and Geology Special Publication 42.

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking? (Source: )

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including
liquefaction? (Source: )

iv) Landslides? (Source: )

0O O O O

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?
(Source: )

¢) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or
that would become unstable as a result of the project,
and potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral ]
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse? (Source:

)

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Chapter 18A
of the 2007 California Building Code, creating ]
substantial risks to life or properiy? (Source: )

e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of
septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems [
where sewers are not available for the disposal of
wastewater? (Source: )

Discussion/Conclusion/Mitigation:
Refer to Section IV above.

The Oaks MOU Initial Study
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7. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS Less Than - .
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant ~ Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or
indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the M O ] ]
environment? (Source: )
b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation
adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of O M [] X
greenhouse gases? (Source: )
Discussion/Conclusion/Mitigation:
Refer to Section IV above.
8. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS Less Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant ~ Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through the routine transport, use, or O N M X
disposal of hazardous materials? (Source: )
b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and ] N ' [ 4
accident conditions involving the release of hazardous a
materials into the environment? (Source: )
¢) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or
acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste within ] M n 5
one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school? —
(Source: )
d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of
hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to
Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, ] ] ] X
would it create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment? (Source: )
e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or,
where such a plan has not been adopted, within two
miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the ] ] ] X
project result in a safety hazard for people residing or
working in the project area? (Source: )
f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip,
would the project result in a safety hazard for people [l ] (] X
residing or working in the project area? (Source: )
The Oaks MOU Initial Study Page 17
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8. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS Less Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

¢) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an
adopted emergency response plan or emergency ]
evacuation plan? (Source: )

h) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss,
injury or death involving wildland fires, including where |

O

g

%
wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where O u X
residences are intermixed with wildlands? (Source: )
Discussion/Conclusion/Mitigation:
Refer to Section IV above.
9. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY Less Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant ~ Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge u n n <

requirements? (Source: 1, 7)

b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere
substantially with groundwater recharge such that there
would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering
of the local groundwater table level (e.g., the ]
production rate of pre-existing nearby wells would
drop to a level which would not support existing land
uses or planned uses for which permits have been
granted)? (Source: 1, 2,3, 5,7)

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the
site or area, including through the alteration of the
course of a stream or river, in a manner which would 7
result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site?
(Source: 1,2,3,5,7)

d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the
site or area, including through the alteration of the
course of a stream or river, or substantially increase the H
rate or amount of surface runoff in 2 manner which
would result in flooding on- or off-site? (Source: 1,2,
3,5,7)

e) Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed
the capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage ]
systems or provide substantial additional sources of
polluted runoff? (Source: 1,2, 3,3, 7)

The Oaks MOU Initial Study
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9. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY Less Than

Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant  Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
f)  Otherwise substantially degrade water quality? M 0 o <

(Source: 1,2,7)

g) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as
mapped on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood n 0 = -
Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation
map? (Source: 1, 2, 3, 4, 5)

h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures

which would impede or redirect flood flows? (Source: O ] ] ~
1,2,3,4,5)

i)  Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss,
injury or death involving flooding, including flooding ] [ [ 5
as a result of the failure of a levee or dam? (Source: 1, -
2,3,4,5)

. . . . 5 .

b)) E)n%ndsz;tlon by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow? (Source: 1, N ] n 4

Discussion:

The Oaks subdivision is located on the east side of San Benancio Road within the Monterey
County Water Resources Agency’s Zone 2C. The Ambler Water Treatment Plant is located on
the west side of San Benancio Road within the County’s B-8 zoning district. The purpose of the
B-8 zoning district is to “restrict development and/or intensification of land use in areas where,
due to water supply ... or similar measurable public-facility type constraints, additional
development and/or intensification of land use if [sic] found to be detrimental to the health,
safety, and welfare of the residents of the area, or the County as a whole.” When the Oaks’
tentative map was approved, water was to be supplied directly by the Oaks’ well which is not
within the County’s B-8 zone. Ambler’s Water Treatment Plant water supply is located in the
County’s B-8 zone. The well water did not exceed the federal drinking water standards in effect
at the time of the tentative map approval, and therefore, treatment of the water was not an issue
at that time.

Between the tentative and final map approvals, the federal “Maximum Contaminant Level”
(MCL) — the drinking water standard — for arsenic was reduced from 50 parts per billion (ppb) to
10 ppb. The Oaks’ well tested at 35 ppb arsenic in 2000. This level of arsenic met the federal
standard at the time the County approved the tentative map, but it does not meet the new
standard. Compliance with the new arsenic drinking water standard and protection of the public
health required treatment of the water from the Oaks’ well.

Staff arranged for Cal Am through its Ambler Park system to serve the Oaks lots on the basis
that Cal Am would draw water from the Oaks’ will, treat the water for high arsenic at the Ambler
Park water treatment plant, and then supply the treated water to the Oaks’ lots. In 2006, Cal Am
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committed to monitoring the Oaks’ well production and the Oaks lots’ consumption for this
purpose. It has since been clarified that, while the same molecules of water would not be sent for
treatment and returned, the same result can be accomplished by exchanging the same amount
(via quarterly monitoring of meters on the 9 Oaks lots) of water by pumping from the Oaks well
into the Ambler system the same amount of water that the Ambler system is providing to the
nine Oaks lots, resulting in no net transfer of water. To determine the amount of water served to
Oaks lots, Cal Am shall maintain water meters in good working order for its service to the QOaks
lots, including residences and irrigation.

Conclusion/Mitigation:

a)

b)

g-j)

The MOU does not require the construction of additional facilities or pipelines and will
not require activities which would violate water quality standards or waste discharge
requirements. No impact.

To enable treatment of the water while ensuring that water treatment and service by
Ambler to the Oaks does not result in intensification of water use in the B-8 zone, it is
necessary for Cal Am to offset the water it supplies to the Oaks subdivision by an equal
transfer of water from the Oaks’ well into the Ambler system. Conversely, the Oaks’
well lies within Monterey County Water Resources Agency’s benefit assessment “Zone
2C,” which does not allow the export of water out of Zone 2C. The Ambler Treatment
Plant lies outside Zone 2C. Therefore it is necessary for Cal Am to ensure that the
volume of water it pumps from the Oaks’ well into the Ambler Park water system does
not exceed the amount of water supplied from Ambler to the Oaks.

Although the same molecules of water would not be sent for treatment and returned, the
same result can be accomplished by exchanging the same amount of water by pumping
from the Oaks well into the Ambler system the same amount of water that the Ambler
system is providing to the Oaks’ lots, resulting in no net transfer of water. This would
not deplete ground water supplies or interfere with groundwater recharge such that it
would result in a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the local groundwater
table in either Zone 2C or the B-8 area. Less than Significant Impact.

The MOU involves an exchange of water via existing underground pipelines, and does
not require construction of additional facilities or actions which would result in the
altering of existing drainage patterns which could result in erosion, siltation, or flooding
on- or off-site. Additionally the underground exchange of water would not contribute to
surface water runoff which would exceed the capacity of existing or planned stormwater
drainage systems nor add sources of polluted runoff and will not substantially degrade
water quality. No impact.

The MOU involves an underground exchange of water and does not require construction
of additional facilities or actions which would place housing or structures within a 100-
year flood hazard zone and will not expose people or structures to a risk of loss, injury or
death involving flooding of any kind; nor subject people or property to inundation by
seiche, tsunami or inudflow because the Oaks lots are not within a mapped FEMA flood
area. No impact. '
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10. LAND USE AND PLANNING Less Than

Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
a) Physically divide an established community? (Source: 1, ] o ] ¢

2,3,4,5)

b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or
regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the project
(including, but not limited to the general plan, specific O 7 %4 I
plan, local coastal program, or zoning ordinance)
adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an
environmental effect? (Source: 1,2, 3,4, 5)

¢) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or
natural community conservation plan? (Source: 1, 2, 3 ] ] ] X
4,5)

Discussion:

The Oaks subdivision is located within the Monterey County Water Resources Agency’s Zone
2C. The Ambler Water Treatment Plant is located within the County’s B-8 zoning district. The
purpose of the B-8 zoning district is to “restrict development and/or intensification of land use in
areas where, due to water supply ... or similar measurable public-facility type constraints,
~ additional development and/or intensification of land use if [sic] found to be detrimental to the
health, safety, and welfare of the residents of the area, or the County as a whole.” When the
Oaks’ tentative map was approved, water was to be supplied directly by the Oaks’ well which is
not within the County’s B-8 zone. Ambler’s water supply is wells located in the County’s B-§
zone. The Oaks’ well water did not exceed the federal drinking water standards in effect at the
time of the tentative map approval, and therefore, treatment of the water was not an issue at that
time.

Between the tentative and final map approvals, the federal “Maximum Contaminant Level”
(MCL) — the drinking water standard — for arsenic was reduced from 50 parts per billion (ppb) to
10 ppb. The Oaks’ well tested at 35 ppb arsenic in 2000. This level of arsenic met the federal
standard at the time the County approved the tentative map, but it does not meet the new
standard. Compliance with the new arsenic drinking water standard and protection of the public
health required treatment of the water from the Oaks’ well.

Staff arranged for Cal Am through its Ambler Park system to serve the Oaks lots on the basis
~ that Cal Am would draw water from the Oaks’ will, treat the water for high arsenic at the Ambler
Park water treatment plant, and then supply the treated water to the Oaks’ lots. In 2006, Cal Am
committed to monitoring the Oaks’ well production and the Oaks lots’ consumption for this
purpose. It has since been clarified that, while the same molecules of water would not be sent for
treatment and returned, the same result can be accomplished by exchanging the same amount
(via quarterly monitoring of meters on the 9 Oaks lots) of water by pumping from the Oaks well
into the Ambler system the same amount of water that the Ambler system is providing to the
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nine Oaks lots, resulting in no net transfer of water. To determine the amount of water served to
Oaks lots, Cal Am shall maintain water meters in good working order for its service to the Oaks
lots, including residences and irrigation.

Conclusion/Mitigation:

2)

b)

The MOU involves an underground exchange of water and does not require construction
of additional facilities or actions which would divide an established community. No
Impact.

To enable treatment of the water while ensuring that water treatment and service by
Ambler to the Oaks does not result in intensification of water use in the B-8 zone, it is
necessary for Cal Am to offset the water it supplies to the Oaks subdivision by an equal
transfer of water from the Oaks’ well into the Ambler system. Conversely, the Oaks’
well lies within Monterey County Water Resources Agency’s benefit assessment “Zone
2C,” which does not allow the export of water out of Zone 2C. The Ambler treatment
plant lies outside Zone 2C. Therefore it is necessary for Cal Am to ensure that the
volume of water it pumps from the Oaks’ well into the Ambler Park water system does
not exceed the amount of water supplied from Ambler to the Oaks.

Although the same molecules of water would not be sent for treatment and returned, the
same result can be accomplished by exchanging the same amount of water by pumping
from the Oaks well into the Ambler system the same amount of water that the Ambler
system is providing to the Oaks’ lots, resulting in no net transfer of water.

Because Cal Am will offset the water it supplies to the Oaks subdivision by an equal
transfer of water from the Oaks’ well into the Ambler system, Ambler’s service to the
Oaks does not result intensification of water use in the B-8 zone. Additionally, because
Cal Am will ensure that the volume of water it pumps from the Oak’s well into the
Ambler Park system does not exceed the amount of water supplied, pumping water from
the Oaks well into the Ambler system does not result in an export of water out of
Monterey County Water Resources Agency’s benefit assessment Zone 2C. Less than
Significant Impact.

The MOU involves an underground exchange of water via existing facilities and
pipelines, and does not require construction of additional facilities or actions which
would conflict with any habitat conservation plan or natural community conservation
plan. No impact.
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without the project? (Source: )

e) For aproject located within an airport land use plan or,
where such a plan has not been adopted, within two
miles of a public airport or public use airport, would
the project expose people residing or working in the
project area to excessive noise levels? (Source: )

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip,

would the project expose people residing or working in
the project area to excessive noise levels? (Source: )

Discussion/Conclusion/Mitigation:

The Oaks MOU Initial Study
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11. MINERAL RESOURCES Less Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral
resource that would be of value to the region and the Il ] ] X
residents of the state? (Source: )
b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally important
mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local -
general plan, specific plan or other land use plan? [ [ Ll X
(Source: )
Discussion/Conclusion/Mitigation:
Refer to Section IV above.
12. NOISE Less Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project result in: Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in
excess of standards established in the local general plan [ 0 [ 52
or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other o
agencies? (Source: )
b) Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive
groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels? ] ] ] X
(Source: )
c) A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise
levels in the project vicinity above levels existing ] ] ] X
without the project? (Source: )
d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient
noise levels in the project vicinity above levels existing ] O [:] X

X
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Refer to Section IV above.

13. POPULATION AND HOUSING Less Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
a) Induce substantial population growth in an area, either
directly (for example, by proposing new homes and 0 ] [ =

businesses) or indirectly (for example, through
extension of roads or other infrastructure)? (Source: )

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing,
necessitating the construction of replacement housing

elsewhere? (Source: )

c¢) Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating

the construction of replacement housing elsewhere? ] J ] <
(Source: )
Discussion/Conclusion/Mitigation:
Refer to Section IV above.
14. PUBLIC SERVICES Less Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project result in: Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

Substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the
provision of new or physically altered governmental
facilities, need for new or physically altered governmental
facilities, the construction of which could cause significant
environmenta} impacts, in order to maintain acceptable
service ratios, response times or other performance
objectives for any of the public services:

a) Fire protection? (Source: )
b) Police protection? (Source: )
c) Schools? (Source: )

d) Parks? (Source: )

e) Other public facilities? (Source: )

Discussion/Conclusion/Mitigation:
Refer to Section [V above.
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15. RECREATION Less Than

Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant ~ Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

a) Increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional

parks or other recreational facilities such that substantial M o . 52
physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be o
accelerated? (Source: )
b) Does the project include recreational facilities or require
the construction or expansion of recreational facilities ] ] n ¢
which might have an adverse physical effect on the !
environment? (Source: )
Discussion/Conclusion/Mitigation:
Refer to Section I'V above.
16. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC Less Than
' Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
‘Would the project: Impact Incorporated Jmpact Impact

a) Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy
establishing measures of effectiveness for the
performance of the circulation system, taking into
account all modes of transportation including mass
transit and non-motorized travel and relevant ] ] ] X
components of the circulation system, including but not
limited to intersections, streets, highways and freeways,
pedestrian and bicycle paths, and mass transit? (Source:

)

b) Conflict with the goals, objectives, and policies of the
2010 Regional Transportation Plan for Monterey
County, including, but not limited to level of service
standards and travel demand measures, or other O ] O . X
standards established by the Transportation Agency for
Monterey County (TAMC) for designated roads or
highways? (Source: )

¢) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either
an increase in traffic levels or a change in location that [ ] ] X
result in substantial safety risks? (Source: )

d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature
(e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or O ] O X

incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)? (Source: )

e) Result in inadequate emergency access? (Source: ) R ] ] X
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16. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC Less Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

f

Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs
regarding public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities,
or otherwise decrease the performance or safety of such
facilities? (Source: )

Discussion/Conclusion/Mitigation:
Refer to Section I'V above.

[

O

O

X

17. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS Less Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the
applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board? ] ] O X<

b)

c)

d)

(Source: )

Require or result in the construction of new water or
wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of existing
facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental effects? (Source: )

Require or result in the construction of new storm water
drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the
construction of which could cause significant
environmental effects? (Source: )

Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the
project from existing entitlements and resources, or are
new or expanded entitlements needed? (Source: )

Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment
provider which serves or may serve the project that it
has adequate capacity to serve the project's projected
demand in addition to the provider's existing
commitments? (Source: )

Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity
to accommodate the project's solid waste disposal
needs? (Source: )

Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and
regulations related to solid waste? (Source: )

Discussion/Conclusion/Mitigation:

The Oaks MOU Initial Study
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Refer to Section IV above.

VII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

NOTE: If there are significant environmental impacts which cannot be mitigated and no feasible project alternatives
are available, then complete the mandatory findings of significance and attach to this initial study as an appendix.
This is the first step for starting the environmental impact report (EIR) process.

Less Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Does the project: Significant ~ Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

a) Have the potential to degrade the quality of the
environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish
or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population
to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to
eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the O ] ] 4
number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered
plant or animal or eliminate important examples of the
major periods of California history or prehistory?
(Source: . )

b) Have impacts that are individually limited; but
cumulatively considerable? (Source: ) ("Cumulatively
considerable" means that the incremental effects of a A
project are considerable when viewed in connection ] | ] X
with the effects of past projects, the effects of other
current projects, and the effects of probable future
projects)? (Source: )

c) Have environmental effects which will cause :
substantial adverse effects on human beings, either ] 1 ] X
directly or indirectly? (Source: )

Discussion/Conclusion/Mitigation:
Refer to Section I'V above.

Note: Authority cited: Sections 21083 and 21083.05, Public Resources Code. Reference: Section 65088.4, Gov.
Code; Sections 21080(c), 21080.1,21080.3,21082.1, 21083, 21083.05,21083.3, 21093, 21094, 21095, and 21151,
Public Resources Code; Sundstrom v. County of Mendocino, (1988) 202 Cal.App.3d 296; Leonoff v. Monterey
Board of Supervisors (1990) 222 Cal.App.3d 1337; Eureka Citizens for Responsible Govt. v. City of Eureka (2007)
147 Cal.App.4th 357; Protect the Historic Amador Waterways v. Amador Water Agency (2004) 116 Cal. App.4th at
1109; San Franciscans Upholding the Downtown Plan v. City and County of San Francisco (2002) 102 Cal.App.4th
656. '
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VIII. FISH AND GAME ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT FEES

Assessment of Fee:

The State Legislature, through the enactment of Senate Bill (SB) 1535, revoked the authority of
lead agencies to determine that a project subject to CEQA review had a “de minimis” (minimal)
effect on fish and wildlife resources under the jurisdiction of the Department of Fish and Game.
Projects that were determined to have a “de minimis™ effect were exempt from payment of the
filing fees.

SB 1535 has eliminated the provision for a determination of “de minimis™ effect by the lead
agency; consequently, all land development projects that are subject to environmental review are
now subject to the filing fees, unless the Department of Fish and Game determines that the
project will have no effect on fish and wildlife resources.

To be considered for determination of “no effect” on fish and wildlife resources, development
applicants must submit a form requesting such determination to the Department of Fish and
Game. Forms may be obtained by contacting the Department by telephone at (916) 631-0606 or
through the Department’s website at www.dfg.ca.gov.

Conclusion: The project will not be required to pay the fee.

Evidence: Based on the record as a whole as embodied in the Planning Department files
pertaining to REF 130072 and the attached Initial Study / Proposed Negative
Declaration.

IX. REFERENCES

l. Draft Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) between the County of Monterey and
' California American Water Company (Cal Am)

2. Monterey County General Plan (2010)

Toro Area Plan

Lo

4. Monterey County Zoning Code (Title 21) and Zoning Map

5. Monterey County GIS Database

6. Monterey Bay Unified Air Pollution Control District website: http://www.mbuapcd.org
7. Regional Water Quality Control Plan

Attachments:

1. Draft Memorandum of Understanding (MOU).

The Oaks MOU Initial Study Page 28
REF130072



ATIACHMENT 2

DRAFT

. 9/28/12

This Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) is entered into this ___ day of
20, by and between California-American Water Company (“Cal Am”) and the County of
Monterey (“County”™), with reference to the following facts:

RECITALS

A. The parties desire to enter into this MOU to memorialize the pames -agreemertt to certain
terms and conditions governing Cal Am’s provision of Wa’gé‘f io the Oaks subdivision for
the purpose of ensuring that Cal Am’s water service 1o the Ol subdlwsmn will be
offset by an equal amount of water drawn from the Oales well. "

4

B. On May 8, 2001, the County of Monterey appr,@ved atantatlve map t ssibdivide a 325.7-
acre parcel into 9 residential lots ranging in, ize from 1,710 13.6 acres anﬁ 1@ remainder
_parcel of 285.7 acres (hereafter the “Oaks‘&fbf‘ is1on”) HOn June 20, 2006*‘1}‘}16 County
accepted the final map for the Oaks Subdivisiony s
2006, at Volume 23, Cities and Towns, page 32, m‘fthéOfﬁce of the Recorder.of the
County of Monterey. A copy of‘the final recorded map*-.ts a‘tached hereto as Attachment

1 and incorporated herein by re eferbgoes

C. Pursuant to conditions of approval ofithe ten ;%‘r\w:.rnan the subdlvzder entered into an
agreement with Cal- Am m 2004 Whereby theé subﬁwaﬂereagl eed to construct a2 well and
water dlsmbuhonﬁgf SuEfor domestlc anﬂ*ﬁre ﬂow WE[tGI suppl ¥ (“water system”) for

ks’
specLﬁcaHy the Mamm:mn Contammam Level (MCL) for arsenic. A sample taken n
- August2800 from the@aks well indicated the presence of arsenic at 35 parts per billion
(ppb)- Aﬁhe;tlme of*fhe sample, the federal arsenic standard was 50 ppb, so the Oaks’

well comphed' wrinking water standards at that time. A new federal standard for
arsenic, reducimgthe MCL for arsenic to 10 ppb, was adopted on February 22, 2002 and
became enforceable on January 23, 2006. Therefore, the Oaks well no longer meets
drinking water standards, and it is necessary to treat the water or find an alternate water
supply for the Oaks’ subdivision-in order for the nine approved lots to have a potable
water supply that meets drinking water standards.

E. The County has determined that the solution to providing potable water to the Oaks
subdivision that is the most feasible, most capable of success, and therefore most
protective of public health while not intensifying water use in Cal Am’s Monterey




Gy

. ‘water out 0TZx e

District Ambler Park service area is for Cal Am to serve the Oaks subdivision with water
that has been treated by Cal Am to meet drinking water standards, provided that Cal Am
augment the Ambler water supply by transferring water from the Qaks’ well to the

Ambler Park water system in an amount equal to the amount Cal Am is supplying to the -

Oaks’ subdivision. This solution is the most feasible because Cal Am through its Ambler
Park water treatment plant has the technical, managerial and financial capability to treat
water. Cal Am also has the ability to serve the Qaks subdivision because Cal Am
already owns the Oaks’ well and its infrastructure, and via.Advice Letter 617 filed with
the California Public Utilities Commission(PUC), has extended d dfs Monterey D1smct
Ambler Park service area to include the Oaks subdivision.

The Ambler water treatinent plant is within the Connt}ms"B -8%gning district. The
purpose of the B-8 zoning district is to “restrict development a’ﬁ?m; intensification of
land use in areas where, due to water supply .. or:smaﬂar measura"b’"le_\,pubnc-faclhty type
constraints, additional development and/or mtenmﬁcanon of land us&if? [sxc] found to be
detrimental to the health, safety, and Welfar,%ﬁf the residents of the area mrfthe > County as
awhole.” When the Oaks’ tentative map Tneciz;gprovcdaﬁwater was to be sgpﬁllcd
directly by the Oaks’ well which is not within tﬁ"e%;oumy §'B-8 zone. Ambler’s water
supply is located in the County’s B-8 zone. The We‘lﬁwatcr did not exceed the federal
drinking water standards in effectat the time of the tnﬁuve map approval, and therefore,
trcannent of the water was not an I'SS a%t ’chat time. To cﬁﬁble ireatment of the water

mtensﬁcatlon of water use in the B- Szzone ‘T‘@s&aecgssary ﬁ‘ar Cal Am to offset the Watar
it supplies. to-the Oaks s subd1v131on by an egnal trmsfé_‘g;@f*water from the Oaks’ well into
‘the Ambler systemrsely, the Oa] “well lies \illf’%hm Monterey County Water
Resources Agenby’s beneﬁi‘assvssmem ‘Zone 2C; > which does not allow the export of
E0C. Thé&mbler treatmépt _plant lies outside Zone 2C. Therefore, it is
DECessary for Caiﬁm;co en%’uz:e that the Volumé of water it pumps from the Oaks’ well
nto th% Ambler PaIkz\w te’r‘sysicnud@es.,n@t ‘exceed the amount of water supplied from

rx‘“:’
=

S,
.Im;d006 Cal Am g@mml‘ted teigmarcerly monitoring of both the production records from
’Ehe;@aks’ well and fhezwater consumptionof the nine lots in the Caks’ subdivision. The
ders”tandmv by swfiyvas that water from the Oaks’ well would be piped to the Ambler
Water ’ﬂ:ea‘tment plantﬁt@ be treated and returned to the Oaks subdivision, with no nst
transfer STm’cer Mczre recent discussions have clarified that it is not physically feasible
to ensure tha’ﬂt:fh:e«,.exact same molecules of water sent for treatment are the same as those
returned to the @idks, but it is feasible to ensure that the exact same volume of water be
sent for treatment as is returned to the Oaks’ subdivision.

Homes have been built on three lots in the Oaks subdivision, which received a building
final on April 1, 2009. The County has not issued building permits on any of the
remaining lots, pending Board of Supervisors® approval of a mechanism ensuring servg_ggz

. of water to the Oaks subdivision that meets drmlcmG water standards while not
intensifying water use mn the B-8 zone.

—_—



I. The parties now desire to enter into this MOU to memorialize Cal Am’s prior
cornmmitment and to prescribe the terms and conditions under which Cal Am will balance
the volume of treated waters provided to the Oaks subdivision with the volume of water
pumped from the Oaks well into the Ambler Park water system, so as to result in no net
transfer of water.

J. The County finds that this MOU is consistent with County’s B-8 zoning because
Ambiler’s service to the Oaks subdivision under the terms set forth in this MOU will not
result in an intensification of water use in the B-8 zone and is 110Ldetr11nenta1 to the
public health, safety, and welfare. =

~h.

supply to the Oaks® subdivision that meets fedalal and sftaLe drmlqng*waztar standards
WlthouL mtensxrym water use in the Countyés"B -8 zoms, or exporting Water out of benefit

1. Cal Am will diligently pursue any pemﬂ’cs anfj;pegmt amen&men*rs necessary to
1ncorporate the Oaks’ Weﬂ into its wafer sygtem Hhdl i efff obtaming such permits, will
alfﬁwéﬂqnto the Cal Am Mon’carey.é@:{stnct Ambler Park system

AAAAAA

Transmnmg S e
e volume of water: 'Erved by"" iblerto the Oaks’ lots. Equa] volume shall mclude the

ated ‘i:rauspoﬁ.aﬁnmmater loss “ncurred in connection with Ambler’s supply to the Oaks
vision. The quan’e"t*gy:of watSr ptmped from the Oaks subdivision well to the Ambler Park
1"System shall matc’h’ﬂle quaﬁeﬂy total plus the calculated transportation water loss.

including res;dem‘eescand irrigation, so as to determme the amount of water served fo the Oaks lots
by the Ambler Patlc Water System. Cal Am shall also maintain a water meter(s) in good working
order at the Oaks well, which shall be used to determine the volume of water pumped from the
well.

4, Cal Am shall on a quarierly basis total the monthly meter readings of the nine lots in the Oaks
subdivision and the irrigation system on land held in common. The water system’s calculated
uansportatlon water loss for the quarter shall be added to the quarterly total meter readings. The
quantity of water resulting from the addition of the quarterly total of the monthly meter readings
and the calculated transportation water loss shall be pumped from the Odks subdivision well mnto
the Ambler Park Water System on a quarterly basis during the calendar year (the four guarters

3




being Jamuary through March, April through June, July through September, and October through
December). Quarterly pumping of the Oaks’ well based on the quarterly calculation within the
month following the end of the quarter shall be considered to satisfy the no net transfer
requirement.

5. Cal Am shall on a quarterly basis submit to the Monterey County Health Department
Environmental Health Bureau (EHB) and the Monterey County Water Resources Agency (WRA)
a quarterly water andit report for review by EHB and WRA. Cal Am shall submit the water andit
report no later than thirty days following each quarter. The water audit report shall be prepared
by a qualified engineer experienced in water system operations. The Water audit report shall
indicate the quantity of water that was delivered to the Oaks sub "'VI!EIOD (Yetermined by the
quarterly total of monthly meter readings of the nine Oaks sub on lots and irrigation system
plus the calculated transportation water loss) from the /-‘;mbleﬁP fW ater System and the
quantity of water that was pumped from the Oaks well to thmAmbleréBark Water Systern during
the quarter. The report shall confirm that the quan’nty szwateryumpedﬁ@m the Oaks well to the
Ambler Park Water System equals the quarterly tofali:\"lus “the calculated m.sgorratlon water loss.
The report shall demonstrate how the calculated transPortatlon water loss waSiletermined. If the
report or other information indicates that the wﬂum:e of waterﬁaumpcd from the @ﬁl@well into the
Ambler Park Water System does not equal the voIm&calctﬂaﬁedﬁom the quarteﬂ?z meter
reading and the calculated transportation water sys‘cemﬂ@ssﬂﬁ the Gaks Subdivision, then Cal Am
.shall explain the reasons for the discrepancy and the corregfiye action Cal Am proposes to take to
achieve no net fransfer, Cal Am shﬂiﬁake such steps as EEEBﬁmay requirs to bring the transf

2%
3 -"a-.-' i_f- :
*ﬁ’i" S,
S

back into balance. {’*“":
E‘ &

first quarter a.ftcr Cal Am obtains all nmssary pcrm:lf@it@ S include the Oaks well within its
system. Addmonaﬂy;@samcount for the‘gwater servicéprovided by Ambler to the Oaks
lots predating 1 5 quarte“'hymumpmg, Cal‘éé«.m shall as part of its first draw from the Oaks
well transferaﬁ@‘iﬂhe Ambl’e.r system an am@uni;of water equivalent to the total amount of
water previously samed b},mbler 1o the OaLs lots.

iy to the m;f’klots of the Oaks subdlwsmn due to the unique
£b11c hfﬁth considerations requiring treatment of water to an already
.,.é'a;@groved subdlwswm;-x This agx:zzﬁment shall not be usyd to serve any other property.

r..

8. Th1 is binding?er the parnes and their agents, successors and assigns.” Cal Am
acoepts ﬁhsgg obhcratloms for itself, its agents, and its successors and assigns and shall
inform its Hgents, sucrsnssors and assigns of these obligations. This MOU shall not be
terminated uﬁle', an T alternative mechanism is put in place to-provide water that meets
drinking water standards to the Oaks subdivision’s nine lots and that does not intensify
nse of water f'om the County’s B-8 zoning district in effect at that time. Any such
termination would require approval of Cal Am and the Board of Supervisors of the
County of Monterey upon findings that these conditions precedent to terrnination have

been met.

9. This MOU may not be amended except by 2 wrritten instroment approved by Cal Am and
the Board of Supervisors of the County of Monterey.

—_—



IN WITNESS WHEREOQF, the County of Monterey and California-American Water Company
through its duly authorized agents have executed this agreement as of the date and year written

below.

Dated: COUNTY OF MONTEREY




B aLee

S =0 | L2ZE

S

) AL Sy s G
o;.u_E..

Aa
DT SHUVO pciaE
AQd OzaveZdd
BLOAICHN DAY

TINUQHTYD AJNN0D AZRELMOIY
OzoL "3 OHONvE ’
N ans
( 7_O_m_>_0m3m QAvoRl ZALVARML V)

NOSIAENS
SvO Tl
]ﬁ?ﬁ 1092l
[ SOASTERGT s (nlloc]\ﬂl% ELF]

_— AN _J
rqb
LuuLO\M,Fx o
I'Jdangidj CETeaumn
YREOATVD "AMN0D AU 10 S0I3Y
hnﬂm OV (SIHA0L Y 231D, 0T T INI0A I Vﬂd ﬂ
. Kill]

Svd SN 7LV ‘2008 H0 ><c Q.
"0 SN ,I EOREC N ESE IV o M,/ 10314

ANIWILYIS S ¥Ia003
SOTZ-0L-H ST - '

VOSE UAIAYIF dil i) 0= 3:
7 =

F o L T
R =71 ow.w_\h

agiva
"QEOVALTA 34 0L AHAMNG
1L TV QL IHSDIAANG H3 TN U0 JuV SLHENNHDY
3HLUIAH0ITY UMNOD AQHT NI FHL AQ IV SIHL 20
HOWYQUIITY SHL Y314y YvAN AHO BU05: Y0 NQ SHOILIGO.
HING HI 136 30 T AJHL 20 AJLVIIANE SHOILISH.E HHL
ANSIO Uey HRUIVIVHI 4L J0 FAV SIMAVHOIN TIV L2HL
PAWHE SV RTVANIOD AHY ARUL B ARG BFUL LVHL® ..uGcN
AAYANST SAa HOLDDXIA A BIANN HAVIE A3ANS
Y QUNASAIATY AUDRI0D AV S LVHL 3118 AR B}
QA HORAANNS YT AHSMAIN "SHVITIN 7T IDYIA Y

INFWALYLS SA0A3AANS

8L 5T Sl Y
VAR AU 2 405D

N w

WINUA:N R, .Q __:
13

'y *
LRI ATIV ,_\ 071 \rsasw
SLVPESIHY LN IV HLIN OFNH00 HERE 30V 6) 3141
a0 UBAGT ABYINOK TN1L ONY 'GHANINY Y WOV VI
HOMIAIING, VINHOATYS THL 960 SHOKIAMA 341 TV I3k
—hEsET SUUSLRIRANS HO JAYOY ALNADD

=% Avi rio
ATEAAOM 3HL A3 SAA0I14Y S JHUHHL NouvVUALTY
AIADULSY ANY QMY dVH ALV FHL N0 VYLV N Y

F7WYS AU ATTVINIYISUNS H1 HOBIEH MMOHS SY HOISINAANS .
FHLIVRL V1Y STHLOINIIYXE 3AYH | LYHL 31VIS A3D¥3H
“AUINO3 AIEHHOK 0 MDA ARG AMAO) ' =il

INZNALYLS SHOAIAUNS ALNNOD

LG TS SR HOISSINoD Ar)
) . | jmc ALNIOS 7L

0 _Aw FHINANS AUVIOH

L AFINIAEA A1V SHOSURI THL MMM 20 ATVHIG HOIN AL 1L ._c "SHOSH3A
SHLIHSHIMUSH DHL 10 STANLVAIOIS YIFHL Ad WVHL ANV ‘SAOVIVD GIZMOHLNY
MIHLNIRPYS 1L A2NIDGE ATH) LYILL A OF A39ITNOIRIY iy LEFNIMLSHT Mt Ui
SHLOJ. aAARIISINS SV SHIVH FA0HA SHOSUS 3111 39 0L [BIH3AME \U0IVAISILYS
40 SISV 3HL HO 31 0L c._.sut \._S P OLMOMY ATIVHOSHAL . =™ -
WV TYUET Y, AUVALLY STIVHDSIE (ALYLS aHY UMD OIvS

VO GV M IITF LGN S - gﬁg SN AN T FPELT o) NO

RO I 2IVIS
. ASIEABION 4 AN 311 30
DAULLMES o0} BUD FHL 30 D

THOWMYIIGIAA HO B30T QAL A0 SPRIRD. 3} Hiw

ALRIOAHICD 1) 3SR NaNI A0 :c_r:u_.uuu._ A0 NFLI0 TIV O KL THL JO

17HA3 [0 0314303V | [13%) MO IVRLHIHIIN AL

AIADNAIY AUV divs 1vpls 30718 135311 o) /ummhzc_\,_ LG
SUOSIAUZANS A QUVOE BHL 40 W[

SAHOSINYFANG 0 adY04d |¢ \_Lmju
AHL A0 VADALLY =0 LNIWFLYLS

VD 10 VS
ABAIMOM A0 ALLNO)D :o.wu:___,_c.v
- OMIHEV'TE ALHNOD AZBRINOM QML

Hiv OELINOD

. HIAY BAVH GLIUY "DEOI AHAOI ABHALION THL MY ‘a20HINV SV
WV YR HOISIAGENG, VINAOITYS) FHL IO SHOISIACYA SHL T L¥1L
' PTEEETR S Mo GHOSINELING 10 dUVOL AENNUD A3UIHOM
LA CELADUAY BY AQRUDHIL SHEILYHDINY 0FATHIY ANV OHY

VP BALVIHAL SHL O dEHYRIAY LBV FMVS BHL CHIVINVISES Si
MOFFIH HMOLE 3% NOISIMIANS FHL LYHLEIVA S SaHIFNE
AAVIHIVHL 2UVES AO32AM HOISSHNGD DHIMEY 1 AIHNOY

ADUBINOW BHL IO LNATN0AS PO TSR )

NOISSINOD ONINNY 14 ANNOD AZAZLMOW
0 AAVLFADIAS A WWADULLY HO LNIWLYIS

. 10t 5 HIMA .u_..uu.uu:,__ 5

a iz
l%\ﬂﬂxﬂ\ﬂw s .
AHYARDI ATV dRURIN VINSOAYD v
D17 SMVO INIYE

'SAINMO

HEL ARV
A0 A0 €2 TAIY 1l ARHI0IN LNIHI00E AL NIATOH
* INEWISYR SV DIBLSIN TOORIS HING HOLOHIHE YA

19 3DV
Fla <=_.§.=4<u HROZ —,w...m: WO 40 EAI0oT WAL
GOV JNAMNI0A A ¥aai
MOHVAOAN0D VMUY Y N.OU B9l

20D LHIPRINIADD
L0 (0] GV 22459 HOU93S DL VAN ORUINDY
13 1L 354 OINY NI
MO0 A1 D) $930ANS

:._m_)_mm.m

W36 SSHUIIV-HOH 4 V ALVNDISad

GHV VA FIRLEH IHL HO MMOHS SV 11V "8 ariv "1'e 3107

49 SMEILAO: 65032Y AVOU GIOHVIHEZ NVES MOWL abY 0L

SHAYALTIV ) 85320V 40 SLUSEL TIY AWV AHY A2NTIMOV
A3 AIHIGZ AML DL VDI LGN NI A

a1 OV MOAN HAMIHS 3Y 1Y
‘OJau3tL —z<=..=.._:._»_< SanDg / SEANONI 0, _._Z:»ﬁm<u
HIVENED IVHL HI XHIZ90L \E 1Y, 03LYNEIGH
SAHYHILUNSAY QHY SRR SV 32va019 :_<,_L
SHLIALETEM HTIN 5300 0. INSHASYT IVHL dhy
ST H3 YA 0.1 SHBMDD AUVIIHYS A0 L 'Sibanasya

Lev.IES BS01LISA OGN UOL DAV ASINEH 06TV 2N
VA '__«m:GL: .__ RE=RI2 M

2_<h_m_u ISOHL ASN S11EN. ze._ mh.._G_cmc AGILNT 0FW 3M

‘O ZUIHL STINVHELHLLLY GNY STIVMANIS “GAVAIARIQ,
BEGNAL KWL BRSNS HOLYSMY ‘sRIntong)s’
ANYLIRI09 AL 'S, WAEAGIA ‘SAVAAAVOY 142053 At

AHY JO STANIINIIS QHY SOMIGNND LS AL ANY MO

L8319 04 30 ARV =0 SRS dIVE HIOKINGINS AVS 1L

AV GIVE MDA BADHS "AKYT.MS Dlg 3N 1 DILENY &V

GNUFNENSAG ONYTAO SALS NIVITIED HE0I), 3 O w30

‘MO SIOHVHBIINLLY LAVESSHIBN MM OHY SDU0D WSO

uwr.u:._o u__r_ OHY axzn\.ﬁm .C_<:z<m r_z< NYD NOISINTNAL

E M DL0373 ‘8ve Ok

aqinn 5: :._. SHIAN'DNN SN u_._c: § Y04 SINBMASYA
HIV3ED RG0! U RSN INANd 20 AYINGHA \LELUBYH 34

"SNHL NAWHS 3T {00

AL QL IHASHOS 3p Al “UNAI0NS AVE 1) L avna
YV A2/ UL IIVSSIZAN S) INBSHND ES01M NOILYVE04E0D

IV EHLOL abY ) LSRR U0 AL I HD 3N0s
IR AO O SUTHMO BHL Y A4 IVHL 3LVLS T 3N

INAWRLVYLS SA3NMO

} INJINHOVLLY

ZeOd 180 T 10N T6088/93 1629012 N BECBZODONS




U3 "fa WO W A FE)——
SR GV M

PRI TN oo .
P hq.zm.m.n..m.l =3 ) Lo 04 Y2 °F A 5 = L E Sl YA DT !
CORECAD v VL . ./ / \ . \
(ST T | T i 4
MIEC M ’ \ ® Vi N ' }
A | s Al . 3
£ TV m g g .
[ P (- i e S ! ~— . -
N B W et L o
S e s \\W‘Q.fvﬂ-\m:.\uuﬂ.\ il ) .‘_ﬂ v .qﬁNnaW T Im.f: ) ;
aThy _l ./ .“,...wﬁ,ui /
= =91 oA WE AL {
J m B Rl Pt e A B
i
_\ smiov ez | EiE | o
. 8101 (TR
SRR [
_any Sinyid =4
'SHYL ISVEDLS N 25
MaeeH ¥ AEIESY s 52
S 1304 o Ll

N

\ o vezo

"

/;-,;arl o]

WAAFZ CHY FFE N ASY2 Y 5
Favii AalGINI MO 4@ 155 Jd0U 1OEE ‘ST URSSYL
NSO SNITHSIHID ATURNOM 40 LINEID 13T v EEity

A SR 0T
2101

\ LR

HAMCHS S¥ INSHIMOK GHAD: ¥ SALINRA ~—P——

bose ‘51 JaFew) S0 .81

WAl WAL Id A LER Y SlokEa ——O

OR17310Ud Y

“4O=MHL STVHIDEO OV

1534 HI I2SETUSKS Fuv SHOIFEHIT £V SNV LSIT

THMSIAIQDNS St 1 ST
QR SHL 20 VOIS MORIAIN: L 531N

- SL MHORS 3N MAT0E THL
anadan

WL TR0

awl
)V

HEQ B

«

]

G

s

o Y e

:__.mummwn\.n.l.z.: .

P o v

|.‘,;$
%%wﬂ% #

Gl X :
s_w . /_:,m_d« e SNV ONY AN FAv ‘ad
&0 / soun_ot” NRHQ IRIDLE ‘Olod NOLLELEA
Wikms WAIVH HNOLS HOd IHT-BSvH

1 130uYd
STNIHALHNLLY IV

. - = £
SAN IR LY SN g TR EaIR "I TOF) T ARV 1 SBEIHY T
e e e — o1 JrivaRIdy S5iea [ & m g
~ L DRV SSSHSHLONY sal UG : t_lw.
2 13V ENRENRTeY; u.ommzmﬁmﬁ 4 s
i

Hooin gy

s
Nl

oo ‘B W ST 'Y 355
*id ‘©5 20b - LoHINa 1OSH23
NOIHA HOJBNHEVI "HOILIZOXA »

Ll

(T3 "2 X0 ST " 23Z) =AY “1d =
SANF IS VO IHSHTSYE

TEX

YT
Qe
.'.:..u.ﬂ_weﬁa

ks (oA ot

e o

”a

N

LNV 20 SEADT
WPLISD iy ¥89
Hehl LY SINEOHTYD CASRIOD

A2 SIE1 BEU NI J=QHDIR
INEMDOZ A ol HoLEN

I MEHOARITTICE DI GRIAANID
FY UMY 20 AOVRL L7HL JO
NONS V2 HESIAENRS S| SIHL

'GISONA (MEMES
ABTLHTS GNY SRUH SHISNOND
AU D8 O IRy SAST

SR5OJMN OVON FLVAIR UL
S1N3}AFVE Y NOTEDH NHICHS GY
A, a0 ARY WY ARl Lo

200

et
ON SAVQ MR-
20 OVt
QLOCH9I MelY
VMEOATTD “ALNNOD  ASRIIUNOW
OyQs 13 OHONva
[ERTAIS -
¢ MOISIMOENS avOd HLVARE V¥ )

U AINEG SR YIS SURNROH
QHAOH HOE TEHSNEv LS

Sl QMY L TEYA L APIOL
MY SHLDs O ANTION N

NOISIAKIENS
SO L
% LOovaL

FHL 51 J7 Sk
B SO S WA M5 20 S
LTHASVEHLNGT SIL HOS H-OHS

5% LOGED. OFH anl21vaa U

SOMAVES =0 SISvE

—

2€90d 180 £Z710A 2069846 3 1816012 N BECBZ000NS




~. -

~—- S

$ 0 & NS
Wl viVI0G

5 SV - T VIR S
{ZED - INOTIEL

ST VO INIRE
SR 5 T L7
GLONIAI MY
VINESTOO TAMIOD  AIBLNOM
CRAOL T OHMSNTR
b NS
(36875 VoY VAR v )

” 25 3Q TIVHE
SN THL SNIUYAR 21 U9
AEDd  "QEASON G I CrIyD C..:n_u_>
nmJu_ ..u,:u,."_ H:. z_uu K

TIVHS
.ﬂuhﬂ :_ .l!..l)l_(g\ AHEN\T - vu.-VbL 53
TIVHS u3alli S53HATy (HINWIGEaS NO

42 3OV 190, ' 10A 335
LON YA ¥27aMy

g - \l\\\\\\\l\\.\\\\.\r\\l\\

dAYVOR OIDHYHNIG HVS

L
1
\
1
1
1
\

[ETRTO

‘SN
HO OS] _ By I_L ALDY 1A0E-oDPY
0L &880 S0 T anY MAIHSHT =
TYORHUIRLOAD (1O NOILYRBIR4D D) -
d2d LEICIS 20 AVEL SR HOTY . —
G2EAC 4O HOYOO| ANy HISIET WYLy .mmv_n
m;_. u:zz SHITRKE TendIAl i

{46 "0 " B FER "M BRAY
L D\ YO

3 1R 0D R
o
N Fw../ précul
PIUNINDAIS HRLNRUEIOD QY HRISIA y AT e
(€ 50351 LLNKIYIS 34075 f 'Sy IbOTIDd '
L SHSSIRIC 415 TIAIAGH] 11ov] %ol
amuve
ey GeeR | Poow
.mwm.na.“v MM%W_ 34013ANT
aManng

bE HE .:9..3
TNLORILSTS 25 ANV HO/OHY

I¢
oty uaa43 U RIS HOILZAUENOD TUd.133 2% 12APENS T Y Y zZ.EauS._ Y &
©3 HolNOS HINLE AT Y SbI'S
. o7 SUIY GbI'S
EOYVA 2 < O3 LIYILE
UYOR B A0 WD - 9 HOILIANDS 3 e
-1 un\ﬂuw r..M:... .mEnuumh T HOoNd SVHICND ’ 1071
S LUOSSICTY (Y FENTING NS g . "
0 578155 100w OF Ly E2iand 30 SRR oAy TRy 107
TIVRS HERT iy FuaY | 5T30Mvd FOUYAMDDIY H] ANY Fub] 12 I Adiyed
Wy 72 | HvHL S53T STRAMYS Ol kldv S HINS HENT A 1O3N0ML BjIL 6O
4O SROU HNKMOT D LIANN ASVATH iy Td INSPIASYHYY LSTHON
Lo HStlleNaD S il S9Mvav035y il JAUMANED @ g —
= 4 TIVHE ‘H0ISIANSNS THL 230N d -
SEENCTY 1D SU LS O2luiEag) 5IASD LLkdod L 10 HOLMOL ] % AN
AMELASS 33 TIVIS ASIYenon0 JuDY-Ch ZNL A WACHIN BTHL TV [T l
TYAILATH HEYD 'RIKINg A 1BINS T wolllaHon I R
W HiLH 2SR S,
"SI VASIALRN SL HOA QWYL XL &,
I3 2L SINOIERI WD 1 E ﬁ.sM
—~ §.
EN %
"ALGHLUY f:: G THL L3 AN W)y
SY WO 'S TrRArvH HALEISRI Jld
HLR Ve ,nm.«...u 7 23 TIVHS HODRLSHOD
rﬁnvl “feka A2 BRIt Uty
LA 10 UENLNYAZA VIR YD z ._,uEQ_oo
2t AL TGS B Sy aNYI Il
HEMH QA Y M ARLY20T S| 100N SlHL
L3 LGRS by 7
1k 2 s SLET | SRJ0aNE SHhaTling
2 SNCTCA 20 TONYIGS] .
2513 Rind TENY SYIIFYS
e _hr‘m&,___ ] L B4 SN0 M
v l:.txé FQAYO QN STALNULT g0l
40 HOLOMUSHOD .J 37D Ol
] Jv_(:u M:_W..L.?dru‘.: ..T\Qu._ O SHY I M
DG INIENOD b any 1 '1FI0T oL
SRUTLASY HOILDRUSIRL NS LoOA +8 Y
ICOE "R A QR Y _.E.Vrz.—(\v
UMD D \n_un::r%. A2 52
€0 YO AL, 4O 1. ! J
i FAHOUMY Tl C>E.umu_ HOUM oG RIS A0EE S3vo AL o /
LV 29 T SRUTINR ThL MLYAEL SMLISTA (0 TYASMDY
S5 NOLICHOD LaHO? ol GILPINALG SY NORIAN
MEASHR MY SRION 6MPHOTIOW AL R
€ 9d 180 €3 I0A °6028.93 184901 N DVCBZOOONS




90, 'y 133HS 338
10N Y 4319

\ \ :
\ L4 g
] \
\
\
!

o

N ” 1N g I3 "
' om me\p.(M_%,.ﬁ__m@_W_ - § (ST AR m av g3 OIINYHNHA NYS
GLO-IO- WY

m
Pl oIei0eD ALNIOD ATENGH T - T ‘ ‘ i :
. D) B OHONYA 3 . .

N NORLICLR o . _

: 1 CNoISWOENS Qvoy AvARd v ) T T RGE

/l..EE.m FSRVIV HALY
. NOSINGETS .
: SAVvO FHL
m g oval : R

- - ardy LONED. (125
e R
PEEY s sszoavann.

e TIERTICVT

—t
b
)

—————

=y

5 s |
g g { 5

AF

‘sEHiang 7 ¢
12 HOLLYOO'T N Elld Tl 9V 2Ly aciu{oosy

Ol S1HOA3N 57158 T Sy IS

TYPINHITLO032 JO HO|LVANZHADIT

23l IS HE AP STIVE MOTL

AR TR B

e -

A0V SrYT
“LIES bSTSYE

8101

pi N
ST
403
HORIEEE
X

2573

919

3 R

0, vt AL

h

SHOLN CHLITRaAE MM LHTILSIGD iy HIISEA
(£ 4520551 JRAYLS 4275 (1 SHiko o4
3L SHISTSUIGV IS TYASIAIANE HOA -
ERIYHTA 0] TIVHS RIOJER 503 Tvilid -~
V' °Lb1-12 “OF ROIUTIOS SROSINEEANG \
R fsea Bl SEHES 7w
AASHTS o HOHZ ' LINoD e
AREINGH 40 SRICH SriEld 40 WolTFAIa 7 n?\\.\.
3L HLIME O MY Isd Bl AZRYENoIDoY 7 B
HI TRLOMLSHOD 58 @4 STTYM Mo
SRIEI A0 HOUNDOT TVEBES SVl ——

‘Alon [

5
"

Ay et 1)

\

ALYl B B
T
BN
T ——
T ¥

\

~—

240713AN3
aniding

&)
MR -

i

piEsVE NS

1

€ 193Hs 329

T

1

| ]

§-Joaeoron \
vi0lT N

N

STy 2981 1.\‘««
ILO5 FIETL «\

gio1
-

P
.

adoEAbn - §
. . aMaing @
n%?.. e em._w »HMN&L& N
g N Vi b e
/ ’ T 2T .mqm.m..“d\k....f mm 4 ¥ .,l B [T Mg «
. ) . Lt 4 P "L403 LyTed g
: Y , § PNt iy ) 4107
i At o TR f . )
B i
; N § = \
" LN Co R
i 2?0 L1071 Ry & —
. p . RN G 133HS 336 /
“ , Z89d 180 €¢IOA  C80GALGH LE/I0LZ N L PTBZOOONS




~ . N . . S

OF-1 1vOS’ . .
. 2 BVINYD = TV W B 10 HOILY2O) TR TAUDY A

kv SR ~a3nprazvond . 1 S12IC, S1105 BHL Pt

: e WaIELoZ 40 oo
! el SFHIO0H 28 AVH ST {o

. - AG . SINQIA 40 HOYD0T OHY LILINEY NIUre

P L3NS E e, -aLnin SHIMEA VA HOd

Sr)5LS he1s8d Holvailnod SAIMBHELTY

3407 3/ (2 iy (GTTYM MO GiuBia uod

/ JOTEAN o . SO DIITHY HALLONSUENDD aiY HOIFAa

- Aa
0T SHIVO iNeRiRA
FraN e VLT
QLO-IOH9 NSV
VINZOTTVO SUMNTOD  ARIBINOW

SHIUNA (2 15ans61 M{EVLS 34018 01104
. L spjesTuaay als TVATIAL

i ou0L 18 OrioNwa e e oot b0 " HOLLMCG SHOSIANINS
s e A ) AR TR SRS

~ 5 B B Y ™ A AdS! a HHOH
( NOISINGENS QV0X FULVARE ¥ ) 3 § JEiLVE 0} KO OIS NG

Tid HO Kvld 1M 20HYauo2TY
/ dalonMLs)ioD aa al vk HOWl

i ZO,w?szjm B\ ) B . St 40 HOINDOT TS SRV ~—
.u,.a_om%,. NN P N . 4

ART Loval R ; %W
Ah ne_n._\u,p_._/u. /
TN A
\ e 30 . ¢ 5101
N JNADS W 240 1AM .eN
— vzmimméw, . ENY oMangd \wﬁq& .

Y

M/ v.x
W g
mr..,ﬁt..an ~ .

g N
R —<

\ Sl

STV YLTL
- 145 LaE9h -

L1

BAOTEANE
apiaund

p e . ’ STUDY BICT
140G WIEIT

2107

75 9d 130 £C710A z506e.g 3 18L90)

T

7 M ZHC8Z0O00NS




Amplification/Clarification — REF130072

The Oaks / California American Water Memorandum of Understanding (MOU)

Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

Staff would like to make the following clarifications/additions/deletions to the Initial
Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration:

Page 3 — Surrounding Land Uses and Environmental Setting:

Paragraph 3:

The well water did not exceed the federal drinking water standards in effect at the time of
the tentative map approval, and therefore, treatment of the water was not an issue at that
time. To enable treatment of the water while ensuring that water treatment and service by
Ambler to the Oaks does not result in intensification of water use in the B-8 zone, it is
necessary for Cal Am to offset the water it supplies to the Oaks subdivision by an equal
transfer of water from the Oaks’ well into the Ambler system. Conversely, the Oaks’
well lies within Monterey County Water Resources Agency’s (MCWRA) benefit
assessment “Zone 2C,” while the Ambler Treatment Plant is not within Zone 2C. Zone
2C is a benefit zone adopted by MCWRA pursuant to the Monterey County Water
Resources Agency Act, and the Act prohibits the exportation of water from the Salinas
Rlver groundwater basin [California Water Code Appendlx Chapter 52 ( “Agencv Act”)]

hes—eutsrée—Zoﬁe%G Therefore 1t is necessary for Cal Am to ensure that the volume of
water it pumps-from the Oaks’ well into the Ambler Park water system does not exceed
the amount of water supplied from Ambler to the Oaks.

Page 8 — Evidence No. 13:

The MOU does not require the construction of additional facilities or pipelines and will
not result in substantial population growth in an area, either directly (new homes and
businesses) or indirectly (extension of roads or other infrastructure); but will serve to
provide adequate water quality to an existing 9-lot (previously approved) residential
subdivision. Without the implementation of the MOU, 3three residences would nethave
potable-water continue to be served by Cal-Am, but the MOU formalizes the agreement
to replenish water provided. The MOU does not require actions that will result in the
displacement of existing housing or people, necessitating the construction of replacement
housing elsewhere. Therefore potential impacts to population/housing cannot result from
the MOU. No impact to population/housing. (Source: 1, 2, 3, 4, 5)

Page 20 — Conclusion/Mitigation (Hydrology/Water Quality):

b)

To enable treatment of the water while ensuring that water treatment and service by
Ambler to the Oaks does not result in intensification of water use in the B-8 zone, it is
necessary for Cal Am to offset the water it supplies to the Oaks subdivision by an equal
transfer of water from the Oaks’ well into the Ambler system. Conversely, the Oaks’

Oaks/Cal-AM MOU
REF130072




well lies within Monterey County Water Resources Agency’s benefit assessment “Zone
2C,” which does not allow the export of water out of Zeme—2Cthe Salinas River
Groundwater Basin. The Ambler Treatment Plant lies outside Zone 2C. Therefore it is
necessary for Cal Am to ensure that the volume of water it pumps from the Oaks’ well
into the Ambler Park water system does not exceed the amount of water supplied from
Ambler to the Oaks.

Although the same molecules of water would not be sent for treatment and returned, the
same result can be accomplished by exchanging the same amount of water by pumping
from the Oaks well into the Ambler system the same amount of water that the Ambler
system is providing to the Oaks’ lots, resulting in no net transfer of water. This would
not deplete ground water supplies or interfere with groundwater recharge such that it
would result in a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the local groundwater
table in either Zone 2C or the B-8 area. Less than Significant Impact.

Page 22 — Conclusion/Mitigation (Land Use/Planning):

b)

To enable treatment of the water while ensuring that water treatment and service by
Ambler to the Oaks does not result in intensification of water use in the B-8 zone, it is
necessary for Cal Am to offset the water it supplies to the Oaks subdivision by an equal
transfer of water from the Oaks’ well into the Ambler system. Conversely, the Oaks’
well lies within Monterey County Water Resources Agency’s benefit assessment “Zone
2C,” which does not allow the export of water out of Zeme—2Cthe Salinas River
Groundwater Basin. The Ambler treatment plant lies outside Zone 2C. Therefore it is
necessary for Cal Am to ensure that the volume of water it pumps from the Oaks’ well
into the Ambler Park water system does not exceed the amount of water supplied from
Ambler to the Oaks.

Although the same molecules of water would not be sent for treatment and returned, the
same result can be accomplished by exchanging the same amount of water by pumping
from the Oaks well into the Ambler system the same amount of water that the Ambler
system is providing to the Oaks’ lots, resulting in no net transfer of water.

Because Cal Am will offset the water it supplies to the Oaks subdivision by an equal
transfer of water from the Oaks’ well into the Ambler system, Ambler’s service to the
Oaks does not result intensification of water use in the B-8 zone. Additionally, because
Cal Am will ensure that the volume of water it pumps from the Oak’s well into the
Ambler Park system does not exceed the amount of water supplied, pumping water from
the Oaks well into the Ambler system does not result in an export of water out of
Monterey County Water Resources Agency’s benefit assessment Zone 2C. Less than
Significant Impact.

Oaks/Cal-AM MOU
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