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I-13.24

I-13.25

EIR for that project. (Cal-Am Coastal Water Project, FEIR (October 2009)) The DEIR
does not assume carly completion for the other water supply projects.

As discussed in responses to comments I-13.2 and 1-13.3, above, the proposed policies of
the General Plan limit substantial future development until water can be provided
concutrent with that growth. Further, as discussed in the response to comment I-13.9 and
Master Response 4, Water Supply, existing water use restrictions on the Monterey
Peninsula avoid the potential for development to proceed in advance of water availability.

The commenter asks why the DEIR does not reveal that North County aquifers are
failing, as predicted in the 1995 FUGRO report. The 1995 FUGRO report is the North
Monterey County Hydrogeologic Study, Volume 1: Water Resources report that has been
widely used by the County and other agencies, including the California Coastal
Commission, for purposes of evaluating the effects of development projects in the North
County on groundwater supplies. The study estimated that the North County had an
overdraft of approximately 11,700 acre-feet per year. In 2002, the MCWRA released the
North Monterey County Comprehensive Water Resources Management Plan, which
updated the overdraft estimates contained in the FUGRO report. It estimated the North
County groundwater basin to have a sustainable yield of approximately 14,410 acre-feet
per year, an extraction rate of 30,750 acre-feet per year, and a resultant overdraft rate of
16,430 acre-feet per year.

Chapter 4.3, Water Resources, of the DEIR explains that groundwater overdraft is a
significant problem in the North County and that development under the draft General
Plan would result in a significant, unavoidable impact on groundwater. See Master
Response 4 on water supply for a comprehensive discussion of the North County water
supplies by area. Master Response 4 includes additional discussions of activities that are
underway that may provide additional water supplies to the area from the Coastal Water
Project or the SVWP (for those portions of the North County within Zone 2C), if funding
is available.

As discussed in the response to comment I-13.2, the draft General Plan includes
provisions that are intended to minimize additional overdraft in the North County. In
addition, for areas outside of the Rural Centers and Community Areas, the draft General
Plan limits new development within the North County, Greater Salinas, and Toro Area
Plans to a single family residence and accessory building on each lot of record.

The commenter asks why the DEIR ignores the 1995 FUGRO reports recommendation
that sustainable water conditions in the North County can be achieved by limiting
development to one unit per acre.

See the response to comment I-13.25, above. The proposed General Plan would restrict
new subdivisions unless a demonstrated, sustainable supply of water is available.
Pursuant to Policy NC-1.5, in addition, development outside of Rural Centers and
Community Areas in the North County Area Plan will be limited to a single family
residence on each lot of record, which is consistent with what the commenter has
suggested.
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I-13.26

1-13.27

1-13.28

1-13.29

The commenter asks why the DEIR allegedly fails to state that winery yearly water use
may be above and beyond current usage, and why this section of the DEIR did not
address the possible environmental impacts of a lesser rate of Williamson Act conversion
than was assumed.

The estimate of winery water demand found in Table 4.3-11 of Section 4.3.4.2 of the
DEIR reflects new demand. It is clearly labeled as an estimate of demand from the
AWCP wineries — none of which currently exist. This is a rough estimate, based on the
assumption that all of the wineries allowed under the AWCP would be built. Please refer
to Master Response 4 for a detailed discussion and updated estimate of water demand in
the AWCP.

Regarding Williamson Act conversion assumptions, the issue of the future demand for
water from agriculture is not limited to lands under Williamson Act or similar land use
contracts. Such lands represent a portion of the total irrigated croplands in the county.
The analysis in the DEIR is based on the assumption, also found in the SVWP EIR/EIS,
which overall agricultural water demand in the Salinas Valley will decrease in the future.
For a further discussion of the basis for this assumption, see Master Response 4, Water

Supply.

The commenter asks why the DEIR allegedly fails to address the environmental impacts
that would result from increased road congestion attributable to development of the
Agricultural Winery Corridor Plan (AWCP). The AWCP is a component of the proposed
General Plan and was analyzed as part of the proposed project (see DEIR Sec. 3.4.6) and
at the same level detail (programmatic) as the proposed General Plan. The impacts of the
AWCP are examined in the DEIR’s air quality and traffic analyses (see Sections 4.7, Air
Quality and 4.6.4.3, Transportation). The greenhouse gas analysis in Section 4.16,
Climate Change, of the DEIR combines the wine corridor with agricultural uses in
general. The mitigation measures identified in the DEIR would reduce impacts from
future development in the AWCP. Please refer to Master Response 3, which contains a
discussion of traffic that will result from the implementation of the AWCP, as well as
Master Response 6, Traffic Mitigation.

The commenter asks why the DEIR allegedly fails to address the cumulative
environmental impact of 10 fuil scale and 40 artisan wineries in the wine corridor. See
response to comment I-13.27, above. Potential future development within the wine
corridor was included in the analyses of cumulative impacts in Section 6 of the DEIR.

The commenter asks why the DEIR allegedly fails to point out that significant effects to
water supplies could be avoided by first developing new water sources and distribution
networks before allowing development, or by sequencing development after a new water
source or water distribution network is funded and under construction.

The commenter is suggesting what is essentially being proposed in the General Plan
policies on public services. As discussed in the response to comment I-13.2, above, the
County is proposing to adopt policies that will limit substantial new developments from
proceeding until (1) the development can demonstrate that it has a sustainable long-term
water supply, and (2) the water supply facilities are demonstrated to be ready for
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1-13.30

1-13.31

installation concurrently with the development. Please also see the Master Response 4,
Water Supply.

Requiring installation of the water source and distribution network in advance of
development, as suggested by the commenter, is not practical or feasible for reasons
related to financing these public improvements. Specifically, the source and distribution
network cannot be sized accurately without knowledge of the size and character of the
development that it will serve. A benefit agsessment district cannot be established to
finance the construction and operation of the water supply facilities without that same
information because the overall costs cannot be accurately estimated and parcel-by-parcel
benefits cannot be allocated, as required by law. Similarly, impact fees (which are less
favored for infrastructure financing because they cannot be used for long-term operations
and maintenance) must be proportional to the cost of the improvements that they are to
fund and the development on which the fee is being levied. Without knowing the size of
the project, the cost of the overall improvements (and therefore the amount of the impact
fee) cannot be accurately estimated. Therefore, the mitigation measure suggested in the
comment is not feasible.

The commenter reiterates his claims regarding the alleged inadequacy of the DEIR’s
analyses of water projects and impacts related to development in advance of those
projects coming on line and demonstrable blockage of seawater intrusion. See the
responses to comments I-13.1 through 1-13.29, above.

The commenter alleges that the DEIR fails to meet CEQA’s requirement to identify
feasible alternatives that would avoid significant impacts to water supplies. The
commenter suggests four alternatives, discussed below by number. These comments may
also be construed as comments on policies in the draft General Plan and will be provided
to the decision-makers for consideration. Nevertheless, a response is provided after each
of these alternatives explaining why they are not being included in the EIR.

Suggested Alternative 1: allow build-out to occur once a “new source™ of water for the
building area has been funded.

See the response to comment I-13.29. This alternative is not feasible.

Suggested Alternative 2: allow build-out to occur once a “new source” of water for the
building area is under construction.

This is essentially the approach taken under the proposed public service policies
described in the response to comment I-13.2. An EIR is not required to consider every
possible alternative, but rather a range of alternatives that allows decision-makers to
make a reasoned choice. Because this is similar to and within the range of the proposed
policies, it is not necessary to include it as a separate altemnative.

Suggested Alternative 3: allow build-out to occur once a “new source” of water for the
building area is generating potable water.
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I-14

I-14.1

This is similar to the commenter’s suggested Alternative 2. As a result, it is similarly
within the range of the proposed policies, it is not necessary to include it as a separate
alternative.

Suggested Alternative 4: allow build-out south of Soledad now, while delaying build-out
in the north Salinas Valley until “new sources” are on-line generating potable water.

This alternative would allow development in six of the seven Rural Centers identified in
the draft General Plan to proceed without the concurrency requirements contained in the
proposed public service policies PS-1.1 through PS-1.3. As a result, this alternative
would lead to greater potential for new development to exceed service capacity within the
Rural Centers than would the proposed General Plan. Under CEQA Guidelines Section
15130, an EIR should analyze alternatives that substantially reduce one or more of the
project’s significant effect. The commenter’s suggested Alternative 4 would instead
increase the impact on water supply by allowing substantial development to occur in
advance of the installation of infrastructure to serve that development and would not
reduce any of the significant effects of the proposed project. Therefore, this alternative is
rejected as infeasible.

Phelps Family and Omni Resources (prepared
by Brian Finegan Attorney at Law)

The commenter contends that it is inappropriate to describe and assess the environmental
impacts of the General Plan through full buildout in the year 2092 primarily because such
impacts are speculative, confusing and misleading.

State planning law requires that the County adopt a “long term” general plan; that is, a
general plan with a long term perspective. (State of California General Plan Guidelines
2003, Governor’s Office of Planning and Research, http://www,opt.ca.gov/
planning/publications/General Plan_Guidelines_2003.pdf at page 13.) The Guidelines
provide that “[t]he local jurisdiction may choose a time horizon that serves its particular
needs.” Id. Also, California case law provides that even if a proposed general plan (or
general plan amendment) is treated as a “first phase,” with later development having
separate approvals and CEQA review, the CEQA evaluation of a proposed general plan
“must necessarily include a consideration of the larger project, i.e., the future
development permitted by the [general plan]” City of Redlands v. County of San
Bernardino, 96 Cal. App. 4™ 398, 403 (2002).

Monterey County has the discretion under General Plan and CEQA law to choose to
assess buildout to the year 2092 based upon its particular needs. The County’s previous
efforts at updating its General Plan were criticized for not adequately assessing the long
term impacts of buildout based upon the policies of the General Plan. As noted in DEIR
Section 3.3.1.2, “[iJmpact analyses for 2092 will be qualitative, not quantitative, for the
most part because of uncertainty over what life might be like over 84 years into the
future.” Where the impacts are speculative the EIR so notes, but where reasonably
foreseeable, the impacts of growth to the 2092 horizon are assessed. As discussed above,
the DEIR disclosed the uncertainty in the full buildout analysis, and addressed the impact
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1-14.2

at the 2030 horizon year and the year 2092 separately. This discussion is concise and not
confusing or misleading.

Please also see Master Response 2, Growth Assumptions Utilized in the DEIR.

The commenter notes that only one groundwater study for the Toro area is cited in the
DEIR, the E! Tore Groundwater Study prepared by Geosyntec Consultants in 2007. The
commenter contends that the DEIR should also cite other groundwater studies performed
for the area, including Anderson-Nichols & Co. (1981), Fugro West, Inc. (1996) and
Fugro West, Inc. {(1998). The commenter also contends that the DEIR incorrectly states
that the Geosyntec report recommended that the B-8 zone be expanded to cover the entire
extent of the El Toro Primary Aquifer System; that the Geosyntec report was never
subject to public or peer review; and that the commenter’s own expert disagrees with
many of the conclusions of the Geosyntec report.

The comment cites to three studies that are 12, 14, and 29 years old. The comment does
not provide the entirety of these studies, any analysis, or expett opinion to demonstrate
that the assumptions and conclusions in these studies remain valid. For example, the
1981 study referenced by the comment discusses “population projected for saturated
development.” However, there is no discussion of whether this development is consistent
with the development over the last 29 years or the development projected under the
General Plan. Furthermore, the Geosyntec report cites to each of the other reports noted
by the commenter (and other reporis) and notes that these reports were “a key source of
information™ for the Geosyntec report (See Geosyntec report at page 4). These prior
reports are cited throughout the Geosyntec report, in particular in the Water Balance
chapter (Chapter 6), where they provide significant historical data. Thus there was no
need for the DEIR to separately cite to them as their information was incorporated into
the Geosyntec report (See also Environmental Protection & Info Center .v California
Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (2008) 44 Cal. 4™ 459, 484 [holding that
while there is a duty to consider comments by members of the public, however that duty
does not necessarily extend to considering all of the non-project-specific secondary
materials submitted in support of the comments.])

The commenter is incorrect in the assertion that the DEIR incorrectly states that the
Geosyntec report recommended expansion of the B-8 overlay zone to cover the entire
area of the El Toro Primary Aquifer System. The Geosyntec report clearly recommends
at page 36, Conclusions and Recommendations, the expansion of the B-8 over the entire
El Toro Primary Aquifer System if County policy does not allow overdraft conditions
and mining of groundwater. The sub-recommendation is to expand the B-8 over areas
with negligible or poor potential for groundwater production. The comment appears to
imply that the commenter’s property cannot be developed due to the groundwater issues
discussed in the Geosyntec report, and by application of the B-8 overlay zone. This is not
correct. The B-8 overlay zone generally precludes intensification of use, but does not
prohibit all use. The commenter’s property may be developed and used within the limits
of the B-8 and other County regulations; at such time as the constraints leading to the
application of the B-8 arc¢ addressed, an intensification of use may be permitted. Also, as
discussed in Master Response 10 regarding the level of detail expected of a program EIR
prepared for a general plan, the DEIR is not intended to provide a parcel specific analysis
as suggested in the comment.
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1-15

I-15.1

The alieged lack of peer review and the absence of a public hearing on the Geosyntec
report do not detract either from the extensive qualifications of its authors, the report’s
value as an informational tool, or the value of its conclusions and recommendations. It
should also be noted that the General Plan DEIR, which relies on the Geosyntec report,
was the subject of County public hearings and a formal public review process, during
which this comment letter was submitted and considered.

Furthermore, the September 18, 2007 study prepared for the commenter by Luhdorff &
Scalmanini Consultants was not included with the comment. Without the actual report it
is not possible to verify the cited information in the comment letter, nor is it possible to
review the underlying assumptions or nuances of the report. The commenter asserts that
the Geosyntec report (1) misapplied a groundwater trend lines analysis, (2) trend lines
were atbitrarily located, (3) extrapolation of groundwater changes from 1960 to 2005 is
misleading, (4) the omission of a water budget analysis was not presented making the
header misleading which prevents a comparison between recharge and other water budget
component estimates and calculated change in storage, (5) the report does not explain
how there can be historical declining groundwater elevation under conditions in which
there is a surplus in recharge, and (6) the conclusion that overdraft exists in the El Toro
area is not fully supported by the findings presented in the report. For further details
please see the text of the comment.

The fact that the commenter’s experts find some of the analysis and conclusions of the
Geosyntec report misleading and unclear is noted. The Geosyntec report contains
sufficient factual data to support its conclusions, including well monitoring data
discussed in Chapters 3 and 4 of that report. The conclusions regarding overdraft are
supported by the estimates of buildout based on historical data (see Chapter 6.1 of the
report) and the range of potential recharge (see Chapter 6.2 of the report). The
conclusion regarding a drop in groundwater levels is supported by the data in Chapter 4
of the Geosyntec report, including Figures 4-6 through 4-10.

As discussed under CEQA Guidelines Section 15151, “disagreement among experts does
not make an EIR inadequate.” Furthermore, the comment does not explain how this
affects the DEIR’s impact analysis or significance conclusions. (See CEQA Guidelines
Section 15204(a))

Pratt, Nancy

The commenter cautions the County regarding slope development based upon a situation
in Marin County where allegedly development on a slope pursuant to a variance caused a
hillside failure resulting in damage to other private property. The comment is noted. The
Commenter is also concerned about any specific exceptions to General Plan policies that
might be made that could result in unknown consequences. Zoning variances may be
granted on a project specific, case-by-case basis, and the environmental effects of
granting variances is beyond the scope of a General Plan EIR. Variances relate to the
zoning ordinance — there is no provision in State Planning and Zoning Law authorizing
the use of a variance relative to general plan provisions. Therefore, this is not an issue at
the general plan level; such environmental effects will be analyzed on a project level,
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1-15.2

I-16

I-16.1

should variances be proposed. Please refer to Master Response 10 for a discussion of the
prograramatic nature of the DEIR and the proper scope of an EIR for a General Plan.

The DEIR has analyzed the impacts of designated areas and programs that have been
provided exceptions to policies and has analyzed the impacts. Since this comment is not
specific to any policy or property, no additional response can be provided. This is a
comment on General Plan policy and will be provided to the Board of Supervisors for its
consideration.

The commenter asks several questions regarding development on slopes exceeding 30%:
(1) what is the “bascline” for grading; (2) is grade of a slope determined at a single point
or on an average; and (3) does fill “mitigate” grading and how would it mitigates slope
failure? The comment notes the eco-resort proposal in Sand City and the potential failure
of sand dune slopes.

The baseline for grading is current conditions on the property. Policy 08-3.6 provides
the formula for determining whether an area proposed for grading is on 30% slope. Slope
is measured as “rise” (vertical distance) over “run” (horizontal distance) and thus on a
flat, horizontal the slope is 0%.

Grading a slope to “fill” an area would be considered development under the policy and
prohibited if the slope thresholds are exceeded. Individual projects will be required to
obtain grading and building permits, and must adhere to strict code requirements in order
to develop. There are a number of factors considered in the review of proposed grading
including soil type, geotechnical data, and provisions for ensuring stability after the
grading has been completed. Merely placing fill back in the area excavated is not
sufficient.

Robbins, Margaret

The commenter asks why the impacts for the Agricultural Winery Corridor Plan (AWCP)
would be less than significant. The DEIR analyzes impacts related to land use under the
2007 General Plan, and adequately explains the DEIR’s conclusions that the impacts
would be less than significant (DEIR, Section 4.1.4.). The DEIR also adequately
analyzes and explains the significance conclusions of the 2007 General Plan’s impacts on
cultural resources (DEIR, Section 4.10.3.7.). Impacts of the proposed AWCP are
discussed throughout the DEIR (See, DEIR Sections 4.1.4.3; 4.2.5.3.). The AWCP is
discussed in relation to impacts on cultural resources in DEIR Section 4.10.3.7. Please
see Master Response 3 regarding general plan agricultural policies for further discussion
of the AWCP. The level of detail provided in the DEIR is appropriate for an EIR on a
general plan, and meets CEQA requirements in this regard. See Master Response 10,
Level of Detail for the General Plan and the General Plan EIR for further discussion of
this issue.

Special Treatment Areas (STAs) are discussed in DEIR section 3.4.10 Special Treatment
Areas. STAs are locations designated in the County General Plan to promote specific
types of development that are compatible with site constraints and surrounding land uses.
The STA designation is intended to provide specific direction for future development in
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1-16.2

I-16.3

I-16.4

I-16.5

I-16.6

that area based on those site-specific considerations or constraints. The DEIR designates
17 STAs (DEIR, Section 3.4.10.). The Gardiner/Tennis Club, which is part of the Carmel
Valley Master Plan, is one of three additional locations that have been designated as
“Study Areas.” This means it will be analyzed to determine whether it could support a
STA designation. See also response to comment O-21k.258 for a discussion of how STA
designations have been applied.

This comment notes that native people populated the area which includes Carmel Valley.
That is correct. As noted in the DEIR, the citation for this reference is Hester, Thomas R.
1978. Esselen. Pages 486499, in R. F. Heizer {ed.), Handbook of North American
Indians, Vol. 8: California. Smithsonian Institute. Rancho Canada Village would be
included under the Carmel Valley Specific Plan.

It appears that this comment is referencing page 4.10-12 (not page 4.10-2) of the DEIR.
Public Services Element Policies PS-12.2 through PS-12.4 will help ensure awareness of
existing historic resources and their locations by encouraging voluntary applications from
property owners to qualify appropriate properties on the National and/or California
Register of Historical Resources. Neither federal nor California law compels property
owners to apply for register status — this is a voluntary action on the part of the property
owner. Private property owners would have access to regularly updated cultural resource
inventories (although not site specific records, which are not public information).
Property owners would not be required to submit applications to qualify their propetty.
However, when an application for development is submitted to the County (¢.g.,
remodeling, additions, demolition), the County requires that the applicant retain a
consultant to prepare a Phase 1 historic report for any property that is older than 50 years
of age. This is consistent with the recommendations and common practice pursuant to
the Department of Interior and State Historic Preservation Office guidelines.

These policies are designed to promote historical preservation; the County would be
directly responsible implementing these policies. See the discussion in response I-16.06
below for a description of how the County will enforce the policies.

The commenter asked why Gardner’s (sic) Tennis Ranch is not defined in the same way
as Paraiso Hot Springs. The description of each STA and Study area is unique to the
individual parcel as noted in I-16.01 above. STAs reflect Special Treatment Areas for
developments that already exist or have already been approved (e.g., Rancho San Carlos,
Butterfly Village) or provide specific direction for future development in an area based
on site-specific considerations or constraints. Study Areas are designated for areas where
the County desires to look further at the constraints of an area to determine if a Special
Treatment Area should be established and to what extent. Changes to the description of
Paraiso Hot Springs were proposed in the context of a mitigation measure to protect the
cultural resources there. The mitigation measure consists of a recommended revision to
the proposed Paraiso Hot Springs STA policies. No such measure and no related revision
to proposed STA policies are necessary for Gardiner’s Tennis Ranch.

The commenter states that General Plan Public Service policies are not enforceable. The
General Plan itself is not a regulatory act. General Plan goals and policies are
enforceable through the laws and regulations of other agencies, through implementation
of County zoning, subdivision, and other ordinances, and through future County
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I-16.7

I-16.8

I-16.9

decisions on specific development projects. They are also enforceable upon discretionary
projects that are subject to the requirements of CEQA. Site-specific analysis of potential
historical resource impacts will take place at such time as development projects are
proposed and subject to the CEQA. The commenter is referred to Master Response 10,
Level of Detail for the General Plan and the General Plan EIR for further discussion of
the enforceability of mitigation measures and policies.

The comment also asks why mitigation beyond CUL-1 is not needed in order to preserve
historic resources. The commenter does not suggest any additional measures. The 2007
General Plan policies, which would be enforced as described above, and Mitigation
Measure CUL-1 would minimize adverse impacts on historical resources to the
maximum extent possible such that impacts would be less than significant. (DEIR,
Section 4.10.3.7.) Further analysis of potential impacts to historical resources would take
place at the project level, where site-specific information will be available,

This comment concerns the proposed 2007 General Plan policies, but does not concern
the DEIR or its adequacy. The County will consider all comments received on the
General Plan in its deliberations prior to adoption of the General Plan.

The County is responsible for establishing procedures to identify the location and
significance of the County’s archaeological resources pursuant to Policy 0S-6.2. The
procedures will be adopted within a reasonable amount of time after adoption of the
General Plan. During that time, development will be subject to the mitigation measures
identified in the DEIR, ensuring that projects are examined for potential adverse effects
on cultural resources and mitigation is adopted to minimize such effects. Efforts by
historical, educational or other organizations to improve the public’s recognition of the
County’s cultural heritage and the citizen’s responsibilities for archaeological or cultural
resource preservation shall be encouraged by the County. Individual development project
proponents would be required to fund the analysis of the potential for impacts and any
mitigation that would be required under CEQA.

The commenter asks why mitigation measures beyond CUL-1 are not needed. See
response to comment [-16.07. For the purposes of determining the significance of
buildout of the 2007 General Plan policies to the 2092 planning horizon, the DEIR
assumed that General Plan policies relating to the protection of archaeological resources,
or more stringent policies, would remain in place — not the contrary, as the comment
suggests. Section 4.10.3.7 of the DEIR explains that the significance of impacts to
cultural resources is being assessed in light of the policies of the General Plan that will
act to reduce or avoid impacts. Because of the numerous policies specifically identified
in the Impact Analysis discussions, no mitigation measures other than CUL-1 are
necessary.

The commenter asks where funding will be found for paleontological resources and who
is responsible for monitoring. These questions go to the General Plan and not the DEIR.
General Plan Policies OS-7.3 and OS-7.4 (survey sensitive areas) require field surveys
for paleontological resources in sensitive areas prior to approval of development. This
requirement will be funded by development proponents, and will be overseen by the
County. The County will aggregate the information collected in a county-wide database.
This database will presumably be funded from the general fund.
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I-16.10

I-16.11

I-16.12

I-16.13

I-16.14

I-16.15

The commenter raises questions regarding the Native Californian Advisory Panel. The
questions relate to the General Plan and not the DEIR. The Panel will be formed as part
of the implementation of the General Plan. The County will be responsible for
implementing the policies in the General Plan unless otherwise noted. Yunding may
come from the County general fund or from development impact fees; the source has not
yet been identified. See Master Response 10, Level of Detail for the General Plan and the
General Plan EIR.

With regard to the enforceability of the policies and mitigation measures, see the
response {0 comment 1-16.06.

The commenter asks whether tables include the coastal zone. DEIR Tables 4.15-1, 4.15-
2, and 4.15-3 provide population estimates for the entire County, which includes people
living in the coastal area of the County. The 2007 General Plan does not propose any
changes or amendments to the Local Coastal Program, which regulates land use in the
coastal zone. The DEIR analyzes the reasonably foreseeable indirect impacts of inland
development on the coastal zone. (See DEIR Sections 4.3, 4.6, 4.7, 4.8, and 4.9.) Please
see the Master Response 11 which discusses the effect of the 2007 Genetal Plan on the
Coastal Zone and Master Response 2 regarding the growth assumptions used in the
DEIR.

The commenter asks for Carmel Valley population numbers. The DEIR, Table 4.15-4,
lists the unincorporated communities by population in 2000. This includes the 2000
population for Carmel Valley Village, which were 4,700. The DEIR analyzes the
impacts from new growth/development. The analysis is based on the number of units
that might be built to accommodate growth and is tied to land use policies, not current
population. This comment does not pertain to a significant environmental issue and
therefore, no further response is required. Under CEQA, lead agencies “need only
respond to significant environmental issues and do not need to provide all information
requested by reviewers, as long as a good faith effort at full disclosure is made in the
EIR” (CEQA Guidelines, § 15204 (a).). The County will consider all comments received
on the General Plan in its deliberations prior to adoption of the General Plan.

The commenter states that there are variations in the data on page 4.15-1. Estimates of
the County’s existing population and future growth vary as statisticians attempt to correct
for current downward trends in the economy. This is reflected in the variations in
estimates.

Sce Response I-16.12. This comment does not concern the adequacy of the DEIR. Table
4.15-4 lists the unincorporated communities by population in 2000 and is derived from
Census data. The names of the communities were not chosen by the County.

This comment concerns the proposed 2007 General Plan policies, but does not concern
the DEIR or its adequacy. California Housing Element Law (Government Code Section
65580, et seq.) requires counties and cities to provide opportunities for housing to meet
the projected needs of all segments of the population. However, counties cannot
guarantee that such housing will be built, nor does California Housing Law impose such
a responsibility. Housing construction is the responsibility of the private sector. The
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I-16.16

I-16.17

1-16.18

1-16.19

1-16.20

County will consider all comments received on the General Plan in its deliberations prior
to adoption of the General Plan.

The term “accommodate” is a complicated term that includes designating the appropriate
underlying zoning in the General Plan to allow different types of housing to be
constructed into the future. For example, designating certain areas as high-density
residential, would enable a developer to build 20+ units per acre, which theoretically
would make each unit more affordable. This comment relates to a development project
that is not part of the General Plan update. As such, it does not concern the DEIR or its
adequacy. The reference to the Commons at Rogge Road is in reference to the County’s
effort to provide smaller lots and multi-family residences.

See Response I-16.12, This comment does not concern the adequacy of the DEIR. The
progress that the County has made previously is not considered part of the baseline
conditions of the project and is not relevant to the DEIR. The most recent Annual
Implementation Report for the Housing Element prepared by the Monterey County
Resource Management Agency Office of Housing and Redevelopment (approved
February 6, 2007) indicates that the County has made progress toward meeting the
dwelling unit allocation targets.

The comment does not concern the adequacy of the DEIR, The jobs-to-housing ratio is
one job to one housing unit. This is a conservative estimate because the 2006
jobs/housing ratio for the County was 1.73 jobs to one housing unit. Using the 2006
ratios, approximately only 649 units would be needed. As stated in the DEIR, given that
the typical family is supported by more than one worker (some of the full time and
seasonal workers may share the same residence), and that a substantial proportion of the
winery workers can be expected to be hired from existing residents (who presumably
occupy existing residences), the new housing demand from winery build-out can be
expected to be substantially less than 1,140 units. Please refer to Master Response 2,
Growth Assumptions utilized in the General Plan for a discussion of the residential
development that is related to development of the AWCP.

This comment relates to a policy decision made by the County Planning Commission in
its recommendations to the Board of Supervisors for inclusion in the Draft 2007 General
Plan. The Affordable Housing Overlay is not imposed as a result of the DEIR. Rather,
the General Plan provides criteria for an overlay and identifies three specific areas in the
County that would be appropriate, subject to environmental review. As discussed in the
water section (Section 4.3) of the DEIR, there isn’t sufficient water to meet projected
demand in portions of the County (primarily the North County and Monterey Peninsula)
and therefore regional water projects are needed. The referenced affordable housing
project would not move forward absent a demonstrable water supply. Other potential
environmental impacts of the affordable housing project would be addressed in a project-
level environmental review.

The comment asks for identification of areas listed as “very high”. The comment does
not relate to the adequacy of the DEIR. A portion of Carmel and Carmel Valley are listed
as very high. That is correct. The Monterey peninsula is depicted on Exhibit 4.13.1 in
the northwest portion of the County adjacent to the Pacific Ocean.

Final Environmental Impact Report March 2010

Monterey County 2007 General Plan 3-469

ICF 00282.07



County of Monterey Resource Management Responses to Specific Comments
Agency, Planning Department

I-16.21

1-16.22

1-16.23

1-16.24

I-16.25

I-16.26

The statement referenced in this comment summarizes the impacts analysis section
4.13.5.3 Impact Analysis. The DEIR explains, in adequate detail, the reasons for
concluding that impacts resulting from hazards and hazardous materials would be less
than significant (DEIR, Section 4.13.5.3.). Please see Master Response 10, Level of
Detail for the General Plan and the General Plan EIR for further discussion of this issue.

The comment asks why the Carmel Valley Emergency Response Plan was not incinded
in Section 4.13.1. The Monterey County Office of Emergency Services (OES) is
responsible for initiating and coordinating disaster and emergency preparation, response,
recovery, and mitigation operations within Monterey County. OES develops and
maintains various emergency plans, including incident response plans for certain types of
incidents and coordinated emergency response plans for certain geographical threat areas.
During an emergency condition, OES is the designated lead agency and activates the
Emergency Operations Center, This EIR has been prepared to analyze the potential for
impacts over the entire county. Inclusion of the Carmel Valley Emergency Response
Plan is not necessary to this analysis because it is not pertinent to the assessment of
potential environmental impacts of the project.

The commenter asks for background on evacuation routes. As discussed on page 4.13-28
of the DEIR, Policy S-5.14 states that all public thoroughfares, private roads, and deeded
emergency accesses shall be considered potential evacuation routes. The “Pre-designated
Emergency Evacuation Routes” as well as any other route deemed appropriate to the
situation may be employed during tactical situations at the discretion of the Monterey
County Sheriff and/or the Incident Commander. DEIR Section 4.13.5.3 adequately
explains this impact, and the reasons for concluding it would be less than significant.

The commenter asks for details of evacuation routes. Monterey County has designated
emergency evacuation routes throughout the county. The evacuation routes are
designated and maintained to ensure the safe and efficient movement of people,
belongings, and emergency personnel including their support services during times of
declared emergencies. These routes include U.S. 101, State highways, several numbered
county roads, and various other county roads. These routes are considered “Pre-
designated Emergency Evacuation Routes” and may be deployed when necessary. These
routes are listed in Table 4.13-2 of the DEIR. Evacuation routes and air quality impacts
for site-specific projects will be analyzed at the project level at such time as a
development proposal is presented to the County and sufficient project detail is available.
At this time, there is no specific proposal for any of these sites and therefore analysis of
potential impacts would be speculative. See Master Response 10, Level of Detail for the
General Plan and the General Plan EIR for further discussion of this issue.

The commenter asks for background regarding stringency of regulation. The regulation
of hazardous materials and wastes has grown increasingly strict over the past several
decades. The assumption was made to assume that future regulations would be at least as
stringent as those in place today. It does not assume that regulatory regulation would
become even more stringent.

The commenter asks for background regarding outreach and wildfires. Promotion of
educational awareness and participation between fire protection agencies and the general
public about fire hazards is assumed to decrease the risk of potential wildfires. This
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1-16.27

I-16.28

I-16.29

1-16.30

I-16.31

1-16.32

occurs because informed residents and active education programs result in a higher rate
of implementation of State “fire safe” standards for clearance of brush and other fuels
from around buildings. This is the reason for public awareness campaigns undertaken by
the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection, as well as local fire agencies.

The commenter asks who is responsible for updates of fire hazards. The comment does
not concern the adequacy of the DEIR. The California Department of Forestry and Fire
Protection prepares and periodically updates maps of the Fire Hazard Severity Zones
(FHSZ) for those areas of California where the state has fiscal responsibility for wildland
fire protection, known as State Responsibility Areas. It similarly prepares Very High
Fire Hazard Severity Zones (VHFHSZ) in those areas where local government agencies
bave Local Responsibility Areas (LRA). The purpose of this is to classify lands where a
very high fire hazard severity is present so that public officials are able to identify
measures that will mitigate the rate of spread, and reduce the potential intensity of
uncontrolled fires that threaten to destroy resources, life, or propetty, and to require that
those measures be taken. The maps are updated by the Department, and reviewed by
local agencies prior to adoption, as new information becomes available.

This comment concerns the proposed 2007 General Plan policies, but does not concern
the DEIR or its adequacy and thus no response is provided in this document. The
commenter is apparently referencing Policy S-4.11 of the General Plan. As stated clearly
in that policy, the County will require new development to include fire protection
measures. The measures will be reviewed and approved by the pertinent local fire
protection agency.

See Response I-16.12. This comment concerns the proposed 2007 General Plan policies,
but does not concern the DEIR or its adequacy and thus no response is provided in this
document. As stated clearly in that policy, the County will require new development to
comply at the building permit stage. The applicable fire district also reviews proposed
new development at the building permit stage for compliance with fire suppression
requirements.

See Response I-16.12, This comment concerns the proposed 2007 General Plan policies,
but does not concern the DEIR or its adequacy and thus no response is provided in this
document. The details of the County’s house numbering system are not pertinent to the
potential for environmental impacts.

See Response 1-16.12. This comment concerns the proposed 2007 General Plan policies,
but does not concern the DEIR or its adequacy and thus no response is provided in this
document. The County will consider ail comments received on the General Plan in its
deliberations prior to adoption of the General Plan.

See Response I-16.12. This comment concerns the proposed 2007 General Plan policies,
but does not concern the DEIR or its adequacy and thus no response is provided in this
document. The County will consider all comments received on the General Plan in its
deliberations prior to adoption of the General Plan. Checking compliance with building
requirements is the responsibility of the County RMA-Building Services Department.
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1-16.33

1-16.34

I-16.35

I-16.36

I-16.37

1-16.38

See Response I-16.12. This comment concerns the proposed 2007 General Plan policy
CACH-4.3, but does not concern the DEIR or its adequacy and thus no response is
provided in this document. Further, the commenter does not explain what they are
referring to by “the formation,” making a considered response impossible. The County
will consider all comments received on the General Plan in its deliberations prior to
adoption of the General Plan.

See Response 1-16.12. This comment concerns the proposed 2007 General Plan policies,
but does not concern the DEIR or its adequacy and thus no response is provided in this
document. The County will consider all comments received on the General Plan in its
deliberations about finalization of the General Plan. The fees will be established in
accordance with the Mitigation Fee Act (Government Code section 66000, et seq.), after
the requisite “nexus” study and public hearings. Fees will be collected as development is
approved. Depending upon how the Mitigation Fee Act is applied, this may be at time of
building permit issuance or at the time of building occupancy. See Master Response 10,
Level of Detail for the General Plan and the General Plan EIR for further discussion of
this issue. The commenter is also referred to General Plan Policies PS-1.1 through PS-
1.6, which establish requirements for concurrency with respect to providing adequate
services and facilities.

See Response I-16.12. This comment does not concern the adequacy of the DEIR. These
policies apply to new development. Evacuation routes for development projects will be
analyzed on a site-specific basis as part of the project review process. Monterey County
has designated emergency evacuation routes throeughout the county. The evacuation
routes are designated and maintained to ensure the safe and efficient movement of
people, belongings, and emergency personnel including their support services during
times of declared emergencies. These routes include U.S. 101, State highways, several
numbered county roads, and various other county roads-These routes are considered
“Pre-designated Emergency Evacuation Routes™ and may be deployed when necessary.
The routes are listed in Table 4.13-2 of the DEIR.

See Response I-16.12. This comment concerns the proposed 2007 General Plan policies,
but does not concern the DEIR or its adequacy and thus no response is provided in this
document. Periodically update means that updates will be done at regular intervals. The
County will consider all comments received on the General Plan in its deliberations prior
to adoption of the General Plan. Please see response I-16.35.

The commenter asks for an explanation of the conclusion relating to Hazards and
Hazardous Materials. The impact analysis discussion relating to Hazards and Hazardous
Materials and supporting the finding in DEIR section 4.13.6 is contained in DEIR section
4.13.5.3, and begins on page 4.13.11 of the DEIR. The conclusions relate to the potential
for new development (i.e., the change from existing baseline conditions) to result in
impacts in light of the policies of the General Plan. Applying the General Plan policies to
the Carmel Valley will require new development to provide sufficient emergency access
and escape routes. New development projects that cannot do so would be inconsistent
with the General Plan and would not be approved.

See Response [-16.12. This comment concerns the proposed 2007 General Plan policies,
but does not concern the DEIR or its adequacy and thus no response is provided in this
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1-16.39

1-16.40

I-16.41

I-16.42

I-16.43

document. The County will consider all comments received on the General Plan in its
deliberations prior to adoption of the General Plan.

See Response I-16.12. The commenter asks for the exact date the traffic study was done.
The precise date of the traffic data gathering is not pertinent to the analysis of
environmental impact. The data was gathered based on standard professional practice,
which includes consideration of school year traffic. According to the Carmel Valley
Transportation Improvement Plan (CVTIP) Traffic Study (July 2007), the traffic counts
were conducted in November, 2006.

The commenter asks for an explanation of the figure of 1,188 housing units, but does not
provide a point of reference that would enable the County to respond.

The commenter requests an explanation of the method used to determine significant
impacts to Carme] Rancho Boulevard and Rio Road. The commenter states that their
personal experience indicates this finding is incorrect. The two referenced roadway
segments were analyzed using the daily traffic volume-to-capacity ratio methodology
used for the rest of the County. Based on this methodology, Rio Road (from the Carmel
city limit to SR1) was found to operate at a LOS F under existing conditions, while
Carmel Rancho Boulevard operates at LOS D or better. However, during the peak hours
based on the Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) methodology, the intersection of Rio
Road and Carmel Rancho Boulevard operates at LOS B or better under existing
conditions. Under 2030 cumulative conditions and buildout Rio Road is found to operate
at LOS F (from the Carmel city limits to SR1) and Carmel Rancho Boulevard operates at
LOS D. The DEIR identifies these levels of service as significant impacts under future
conditions.

The comparison between existing peak hour conditions (HCM methods) and daily
volume-to-capacity ratio methods, and the commenter’s personal experience using these
roads underscores the conservative nature of the volume to capacity ratio method using
daily traffic volumes.

The commenter states that there is no evidence that the County is abandoning the original
plan line for the extension of Rio Road as indicated by the former County Public Works
Director. The abandonment of the Rio Road extension plan line is not relevant to the
2007 General Plan or the EIR. No tesponse is required.

The commenter requests a description of the measures that will mitigate the significant
impacts to Carmel Valley Road. The comment refers to the statement on Page 4.6-68
that states: “Within the CVMP, three segments of Carmel Valley Road are projected to
exceed LOS standards, but mitigation measures are proposed in the CVMP Traffic study
to improve these impacts to less than significant.” The three segments refer to Segments
3, 6, and 7 using the numbering system in the CVTIP traffic study.

As described on Page 4.6-68 in the DEIR and in the CVTIP traffic study, the following
traffic improvements, which are all included in the current County Capital Improvement
Program (CIP) Carmel Valley Road Improvement List, will mitigate Segment 5:
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I-16.45

® Left-turn channelization on Carmel Valley Road west of Ford (those currently
scheduled to be completed by 2007 are Boronda and Country Club as listed under the
Monterey County CIP 2006-2012);

® Shoulder widening on Carmel Vailey Road between Laureles Grade and Ford;

® Passing lanes on Carmel Valley Road in front of the proposed September Ranch
development;

m  Passing lanes opposite Garland Park;
®m A climbing lane on Laureles Grade;
B A grade separation at Laurcles Grade and Carme! Valley Road; and

m Paved turnouts, new signage, shoulder improvements and spot realignments on
Laureles Grade.

Table 18 of the CVTIP traffic study shows that with the combination of above
improvements, Segment 5 will operate at LOS D or better. The recommended
improvements include passing lanes along Segments 6 (Robinson Canyon to Schulte Rd)
and 7 (Schulte Rd to Rancho San Carlos Rd) to reduce the percent time vehicles have to
follow slower vehicles, which in turn will improve the LOS to acceptable levels.

The commenter requests an explanation of discrepancies between Policies CV-2.10 (d)
and () and CV-2.19 and CV-2.18 related to the improvements at the end of Ford Road.

Subdivisions (d) and (e) of Policy CV-2.10 state:

(d) Laureles Grade to Ford Road - Shoulder improvements and widening should be
undertaken here and extended to Pilot Road, and include left turn channelization at
intersections as warranted.

{¢) Edst of Esquiline Road - Shoulder improvements should be undertaken at the sharper
curves. Curves should be examined for spot realignment needs.

The comment states that the first policy extends the work required from Ford Road to
Pilot Road and requires work east of Esqueline Road while the second two policies do
not. The comment requests the exact location of the improvements. As discussed below,
the sets of policies are consistent. Policy CV-2.19 provides more detail regarding the
location of improvements, but a highly detailed description is not consistent with the
level expected of a program EIR.

Policy CV-2.18 refers to monitoring and level of service standards and is not relevant to
recommended improvements on Carmel Valley Road. Policy CV-2.19 includes the
following improvements consistent with the statements in CV-2.10: “2. Shoulder
widening on Carmel Valley Road between Laureles Grade and Ford Road” and “3. Paved
turnouts, new signage, shoulder improvements, and spot realignments on Laureles
Grade”.

The comment requests the justification, need, benefits and exact location of proposed
passing lanes on Carmel Valley Road between Schulte and Robinson Canyon Rd. The
traffic study prepared for the CVTIP analyzed existing and forecasted traffic level of
service deficiencies in the Carmel Valley Master Plan area and provided the necessary
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1-16.46

1-16.47

1-16.48

1-16.49

improvements, in this case, passing lanes, necessary for development to proceed in
accordance with those policies. A Project Study Report will be developed to assess the
specific locations of the passing lanes as part of the future project implementation. The
General Plan and the CVTIP are both programmatic documents that are intended to
identify potential improvements that may be needed to mitigate future impacts from
development that could be realized under the constraints of the adopted policies.

The comment questions how passing lanes would be implemented in areas where
continuous left-turn lanes already exist. See response to I-16.45 above. However, it is
not anticipated that passing lanes would be proposed or approved in areas where
continuous left-turn lanes already exist.

The comment speculates that it is not physically possible to make widening
improvements to Carmel Valley Road without serious impact to cut slopes and utilities
and that instead this “just another way to 4-lane the Road from the mouth to the Village”.
Similar widening improvements have already been completed on other segments of
Carmel Valley Road and have achieved the desired result. The County recognizes the
community’s desire to maintain rural character and the proposed improvements should be
taken at face value without reading unintended motives into the program of
improvements proposed.

The comment questions why “developers wishes should warrant traffic signals”. The
General Plan and CVTIP do not propose any specific intersection signalization, but they
also do not preclude the future consideration of traffic signalization. These decisions are
best left to the detailed analysis of a specific traffic impact analysis and subsequent
roadway design studies because the General Plan is a broad policy document. Traffic
signalization is an important safety and operational design alternative which should never
be excluded as a matter of policy without first undertaking a very thorough analysis based
on specific circumstances.

The comment requests specific explanation of why traffic signalization is a more
appropriate design option than 4-way stop control at the intersection of Carmel Valley
Road at Laureles Grade Road. An all-way stop installation at a major intersection is
usually a temporary installation until a traffic signal can be installed. Without widening
for additional through lane(s), traffic would queue back from the intersection to an
unacceptable distance and exceed capacity during the peak traffic hour(s). Once traffic
signal warrants are met, which they have been for more than a decade at this location,
intersection capacity is generally increased and average delay per vehicle decreased with
a signal installation. Also, on a higher speed major collector roadway like Carmel Valley
Road, it is undesirable to require through traffic to stop when no traffic exists on other
movements because this creates unnecessary delay. With a traffic signal, the light will
remain green on Carmel Valley Road until traffic arrives on Laureles Grade. A traffic
signal would significantly reduce delays and consequently, the overall gasoline
consumption and thereby reduce our dependence on foreign oil and reduce our carbon
footprint until a grade separated structure can be built. This issue has already been
addressed through several meetings of the Carmel Valley Road Committee and a
thorough review is available in the minutes of those meetings.
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1-16.50

1-16.51

I-16.52

I-16.53

I-16.54

The final part of this question pertains to the portion of Policy CV-2.10 that discourages
heavy vehicles from using Laureles Grade. Pursuant to the California Vehicle Code
Section 35711, heavy trucks cannot be prohibited on Laureles Grade. However, the
County can provide signage for alternative routes.

The first part of this comment requests classification of cach road improvement as
safety/congestion management or capacity increasing. Since most projects satisfy both of
these criteria and because such classification serves no useful purpose as it pertains to the
EIR, no such designation will be provided. The second part of this comment seeks
clarification of the “eastern terminus of Rio Road”. The reference to the terminus of Rio
Road has been clarified as being at Val Verde Drive, and this suggestion has been
implemented in the revised Policy CV-2.18 in the CVYMP (Chapter 5).

The requested information has no bearing on the General Plan EIR, a programmatic
document, because it requires a degree of specificity and detailed design which is not
appropriately address until design commences for a specific project. This improvement
has not yet been designed and thus its specific location has not been identified.
Therefore, the County has not acquired an easement or right of way for this proposed
improvement. As shown in the traffic fee update (Appendix G.2 of the CVTIP,
PRDEIR), the current estimated cost of this improvement is $7.1 million, but this
improvement is not planned until after 2020. The design of individual projects and
CEQA project-level compliance (as necessary) would occur at a later date.

The comment is not about the General Plan DEIR and therefore no additional response is
required. The information requested has already been discussed in detail at subsequent
meetings of the Carmel Valley Road Committee on March 18, 2009 and Junel9, 2009. A
summary of this discussion is available in the minutes of these meetings.

This comment is not about the General Plan DEIR and therefore no additional response is
required. Commenter should note that the Carmel Valley Road Committee concluded that
the grade separation should incorporate features to control runaway trucks as the most
desitable, albeit most expensive, solution. In the interim, increased signage and turn-outs
should be investigated to allow truckers to check their brakes before descending the
grade. See the response to comment I-16.52 above.

See Response I-16.12. This comment concerns the origin of proposed 2007 General Plan
policies, but does not for the most part concern the DEIR or its adequacy and thus no
response is provided in this document. Proposed policies were provided to the Board of
Supervisors for consideration by the Board and were included in the Draft 2007 General
Plan. The process transpired over many months and was based on input from numerous
public hearings. These are policy decisions and the comments will be provided to the
decision-makers for their consideration.

In some instances the intent was to aveid duplication among elements of the General Plan
and specific policies in the Area Plans. With respect to environmentally sensitive areas,
there are policies in the Open Space Element OS-5.1 through OS-5.18 that address
biological resources including sensitive species. The commenter is also referred to
Master Response 8, Biological Resources, which includes modifications to several of the
policies in the Draft General Plan and modifications to DEIR mitigation measures.
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Master Response 8 also addresses comments on a number of specific plan and animal
species.

With respect to comment 54-11, air and water quality policies may be found in the Open
Space Element and Public Services Element.

With respect to the Carmel Valley Airport, the airport has been closed and will no longer
be operating.

The County will consider all comments received on the General Plan in its deliberations
prior to adoption of the General Plan

The commenter is also referred to Master Response 10, Level of Detail for General Plan
and the General Flan EIR.

See Response [-16.12. This comment concerns the proposed 2007 General Plan policies,
but does not concern the DEIR or its adequacy and thus no response is provided in this
document. The County will consider all comments received on the General Plan in its
deliberations prior to adoption of the General Plan. The commenter has asked for
documents and an analysis of documents which are not comments on the DEIR or its
adequacy and thus no response is provided in this document. The reader is also referred
to Master Response 10, Level of Detail for the General Plan and the General Plan EIR
and to the response to comment 1-16.54.

The commenter asks about the relationship between the Carmel Valley Master Plan and
the General Plan Update Policy CV-1.6. The comment does not concern the adequacy of
the DEIR. The 266 cap in Policy CV-1.6 was derived from an analysis of the
development that has occurred under the current CVMP. The County does not believe
that the table proposed by commenter should be included in the General Plan. The
proposed policy was provided to the Board of Supervisors for consideration and was
included in the Draft 2007 General Plan. The process transpired over many months and
was based on input from numerous public hearings. These are policy decisions and the
comments will be provided to the decision-makers for their consideration

Impact LU-2 pertains to conflicts of the proposed General Plan with other plans adopted
for the purpose of avoiding environmental effects and is not intended to relate to the
existing 1982 General Plan that it would replace. The source of Impact LU-2 is
Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines (as explained on page 4.1-8 of the DEIR).
Appendix G is a model checklist that describes potential impacts broadly encugh to be
used for many types of projects. It is not specifically intended to apply to situations, such
as this, where the project is the adoption of a new General Plan,

When adopted, the 2007 General Plan will represent the County’s “statement of
development policies,” as mandated by Government Code Section 65302. It is not
inconsistent with the 1982 General Plan because the 1982 General Plan will no longer be
in effect upon adoption of the General Plan Update. The same is true for proposed
Chapter 9-B Carmel Valley Master Plan, It would replace the current Carmel Valley
Master Plan and therefore would not be inconsistent with it.
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Evaluation of the proposed General Plan in light of the existing general plan, rather than
against the baseline of the existing environment is contrary to CEQA. (See Saint
Vincent’s School for Boys, et al. v. City of San Rafael (2008) 161 Cal.App.4™ 989
[analysis based on existing conditions is proper]; Environmental Planning and
Information Council v. County of El Dorado (1982) 131 Cal. App.3™ 350 [projected
buildout of existing general plan was not baseline for analysis of proposed general plan
update]; Woodward Park Homeowners Assoc. v. City of Fresno (2007) 150 Cal App.4™
683 [improper reliance on existing general plan designation as baseline])

The commenter asks for an explanation of the impact conclusion relating to the
Williamson Act. Impact AG-2 analyzes whether implementation of the 2007 General
Plan would result in conflicts with existing Williamson Act Contracts (DEIR, Section
4.2.53.). As explained in the DEIR, this impact is not the same as the conversion of
agricultural land. Conflict with existing zoning or a Williamson Act contract would
occur if the 2007 General Plan would allow incompatible uses on agriculturally zoned or
contracted lands. Allowing compatible uses on Williamson Act lands would not result in
a conflict, nor would the termination of Williamson Act contracts in accordance with the
procedures for termination set out in the Williamson Act. Implementation of the 2007
General Plan and Area Plan policies would ensure that conversion of Williamson Act
farmland to nonagricultural uses is minimized to the greatest extent possible through the
implementation of land use concepts such as city-centered growth, clustered
development, and programs that promote the conservation of Williamson Act farmland.
Any termination of Williamson Act contracts would be undertaken consistently with the
provisions of the Act, which strongly discourage the cancellation of contracts before their
term expires. Therefore, the impact to Williamson Act contracts (AG-2) was found to be
less than significant at the 2030 and 2092 planning horizons, despite the projected overall
loss of Williamson Act lands listed in section 1.4.1 of the DEIR Executive Summary.

The commenter asks what is meant by “curnulatively considerable™ in relationship to
Agricultural Resources. A discussion and explanation of the concept of cumulative
impacts is found in Section 6.4 of the DEIR. As defined in State CEQA Guidelines, “a
cumulative impact consists of an impact which is created as a result of the combination of
the project evaluated in the EIR together with other projects causing related impacts™
(CEQA Guidelines, § 15130 (a).). “‘Cumulatively considerable’ means that the
incremental effects of an individual project are significant when viewed in connection
with the effects of past projects, the effects of other current projects, and the effects of
probably future projects” (CEQA Guidelines, § 15065 (a}(3).). A project may have an
impact that is less than significant by itself, but nonetheless would result in a significant
contribution to a cumulative impact.

The analysis of CUM-1 is discussed in section 6.4.3.2 of this DEIR. Past trends in
Monterey County agriculture indicate that agricultural acreage will remain the same as
current conditions or decrease slightly over time. Nonetheless, future conversion of
Important Farmland, particularly in the Salinas Valley as its cities grow onto adjoining
farmland, remains a significant unavoidable cumulative impact. While the policies of the
2007 General Plan reduce the potential for additional contributions to this impact from
county actions, they will not eliminate losses. Loss of agricultural land within the County
is considered a significant cumulative impact. Accordingly, although the 2007 General
Plan includes policies that minimize the conversion of agricultural land as a result of
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development within the County, policies for city-centered growth will result in additional
annexations to the cities and will result in a considerable contribution to this impact.

The commenter asks whether there are policies relating to post-development run-off. The
following policies, as discussed in Section 4.3 of the DEIR, help to reduce run-off. The
mitigation measures and policies discussed in Section 4.3 will reduce impacts to water
quality to a less than significant level,

Conservation and Open Space Element Policy OS-3.3 (erosion) ensures that criteria for
studies to evaluate and address through appropriate designs and BMPs geologic and
hydrologic constraints and hazards conditions such as slope and soil instability, moderate
and high erosion hazards, and drainage, water quality and stream stability problems
created by increased stormwater runoff shall be established for new development and
changes in land use designations.

Conservation and Open Space Element Policy 08-3.5, as revised, would prohibit
development on slopes that exceed 25%, except where the there is no alternative that
would allow development to occur on slopes less than 25% and the proposal better
achicves the resources protection policies of the County’s general plan. In addition, a
discretionary permit would be required for the conversion of previously uncultivated land
to agricultural use on slopes from 10-15% (where soils are highly erodible), 15-25%
slopes, and greater than 25% (prohibited except under specified circumstances). The
permit would require a management plan to reduce erosion potential, incorporate water
conservation and water quality considerations, address water demand and availability,
and protect important vegetation and wildlife habitats.

Safety Element Policy S-3.7 (stormwater, erosion, and flood hazards} states that the
Monterey County Water Resources Agency shall prepare a Flood Criteria or Drainage
Design Manual that establishes flood plain management policies, drainage standards and
criteria, stormwater detention, and erosion control and stormwater quality protection
measures in order to prevent significant impacts from flooding and ensure that
development does not increase flooding risk over present conditions. The manual will
include, as appropriate, hydrologic and hydraulic analysis procedures, procedures to
assess stream geomorphology and stability, potential development impacts on streams,
and design guidelines for channel design, including biotechnical bank stabilization.

Safety Element Policy S-3.1 (flood hazards and stormwater) limits post-development,
offsite peak flow drainage from the area being developed to not be greater than pre-
development peak flow drainage. Onsite improvements or other methods for stormwater
detention shall be required to maintain post-development, offsite, peak flows at
predevelopment levels, where appropriate, as determined by the Monterey County Water
Resources Agency. Please also refer to Master Response 9, Water Quality for further
discussion of these issues.

The commenter states that there are alleged inconsistencies in the Executive Summary.
Executive Summary page 1-6 does show Impacts WR-1 and WR-2 as less than
significant. However, Table 6-2, page 27, shows that Impacts WR-4 and WR-5 would be
significant and unavoidable. The latter is not referencing Impacts WR-1 and WR-2, but
rather Mitigation Measures WR-1 and WR-2. DEIR page 1-8 shows that impacts WR-6

Final Environmental Impact Report March 2010

Monterey County 2007 General Pian 3-479

{CF 00982.07



County of Monterey Resource Management Responses to Specific Comments
Agency, Planning Department

I-16.61

[-16.62

1-16.63

and WR-7 would be significant and unavoidable. It does not reference Impacts WR-1 or
WR-2, but rather Mitigation Measures WR-1 and WR-2.

The commenter raises issues regarding effectiveness of mitigation measures. The
Biology Section of the DEIR, Section 4.9, discusses “add consideration” on page 4.9-87.
Mitigation Measure BIO-2.3 states: “Add Considerations Regarding Riparian Habitat
and Stream Flows to Criteria for Long-Term Water Supply and Well Assessment.”
Under Mitigation Measure BIO-2.3, criteria related to riparian habitat and stream flows
would be added to Public Service Policies PS-3.3 and PS-3.4.

Mitigation measures that do not go into effect until 2030 are for impacts that are
anticipated to occur after 2030. Mitigation measures that would be implemented so far in
the future cannot reasonably be expected to be as detailed as mitigation measures with a
nearer-term application. In situations like this, it is appropriate and adequate to defer the
specifics of mitigation, where the lead agency commits itself to mitigation and, in the
mitigation measure, either describes performance standards to be met in future mitigation
or provides a menu of alternative mitigation measures to be selected from in the future.
(California Native Plant Society v. City of Rancho Cordova (2009} 172 Cal. App.4™ 603
[the details of exactly how the required mitigation and its performance standards will be
achieved can be deferred pending completion of a future study]) Please see Master
Response 10, Level of Detail for the General Plan and the General Plan EIR for further
discussion of this issue.

Mitigation Measure BIO-2.1 is a program level mitigation measure and is also adequate
under the above stated standard. Please note that Mitigation Measure BIO-2.1 is not the
only mitigation measure in the DEIR that would reduce erosion impacts to a less than
significant level. The Water Section of the DEIR, Section 4.3, also contains mitigation
measures that reduce erosion impacts. As a whole, erosion impacts are less than
significant.

The commenter asks for explanation of Table 6-2. Impacts WR-8 through WR-11 are not
significant and unavoidable. Table 6-2 of the DEIR summarizes significant and
unavoidable impacts. Therefore, those impacts are not listed.

The commenter asks for an explanation of the term “flood hazard area.” A flood hazard
area is the area located within a 100-year flood plain (Sce DEIR Section 4.3.). Flooding
is anticipated to occur in certain areas within Monterey County. The risk of damage from
flooding cannot be completely removed within areas subject to flooding. However, new
development will be adequately protected from the 100-year flood (i.e., risk will be
lowered to an acceptable level under the Federal Flood Insurance Program) through the
implementation of the General Plan policies, the mitigation measures discussed in section
4.3 of the DEIR, and the County’s floodplain ordinance.

Regarding Impacts WR-12 through WR-14 at buildout, it is difficult to know exactly
where development will occur after 2030 because less information is known about
development projections after 2030. Based on the County’s floodplain ordinance and the
Federal Flood Insurance Program, it is unlikely that development after 2030 will be
subject to greater risk of flooding than contemporary development. It is nearly certain
that the General Plan will have at least one comprehensive update by 2030 that will
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1-16.65

I-16-66

I-16.67

I-16.68

reflect new flood policies to mitigate these impacts. As a result of this uncertainty, these
impacts are conservatively determined to be significant and unavoidable.

The commenter asks for an explanation of Impact CUM-2. There is only one
significance conclusion for Impact CUM-2 in Tablel-2, and it is correctly stated as less
than cumulatively considerable. State and local regulations will mitigate the 2007
General Plan’s impact to surface water quality and therefore, the 2007 General Plan’s
contribution will not be cumulatively considerable.

The commenter requests an explanation of why TRAN-1A appears in the Executive
Summary, but not in Table 6-2. TRAN-1A was found to be less than significant and
therefore was not included in Table 6-2 (Significant and Unavoidable Impact Table).

The comment asks how, under Impact TRAN-1B in Table 6-2, there will be significant
and unavoidable impacts when “the standard for acceptable level of service is to be
achieved by 2026”. Policy C-1.2 has been revised to address this comment. Please see
Chapter 5 of this FEIR for the text of the policy.

The analysis in the EIR recognizes that even with adoption of a CIFP, not all of the
deficient roadways segments in Monterey County can be mitigated to less than significant
within the 2030 timeframe or by buildout. Therefore, the EIR concludes that the impacts
identified in TRAN-1B are significant and unavoidable.

Commenter asks why TRAN-1D, 1E, and 1F are omitted from Table 5-2 but included in
the Executive Summary. TRAN-1D, 1E, and 1F were found to be less than significant
and therefore were not included in Table 6-2 (Significant and Unavoidable Impact
Table).

The commenter states that the DEIR should have found impacts from project-specific
impacts (Tier 1) to be significant and unavoidable. This response clarifies the terms used
in the DEIR and in particular clarifies the three levels (or tiers) of impacts evaluated in
the DEIR. The terminology used in the traffic analysis are terms used in traffic
engineering and are not to be confused with terms used in CEQA analysis. To clarify the
terminology used in the DEIR and avoid confusion with CEQA-related terms the term
“project-specific” used in the DEIR means “development-specific”. Additionally, the
term “tier” means “traffic tier.”

Traffic Tier 1 is development-specific impacts, Traffic Tier 2 is impacts to the County
roadway system, and Traffic Tier 3 is impacts to the regional roadway system or major
roadways within incorporated cities. Each level of impact is described below.

Development-Specific Impacts (Traffic Tier 1). As stated on page 4.6-31 “project

(development)-specific impacts of new development are localized impacts that affect the
immediate surrounding transportation system, including access and circulation necessary
for the development to function properly and safely. Development-specific impacts
occur where new development needs to gain access to County roadways and/or where
traffic generated by new development causes development-specific deficiencies in
roadway or intersection operations in the immediate proximity of the development.” For
purposes of the DEIR Traffic Tier 1, development-specific impacts are defined as:
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1-16.70

I-16.71

I-16.72

I-16.73

I-16.74

m  On-site facilities necessary to provide vehicular, pedestrian, bicycle, freight and
emergency access and circulation to the project.

m  On-site or off-site connections and/or access between the project’s on-site circulation
and public roadways.

Impacts to the public roadway system, other than those related to gain access to the
development, are considered Traffic Tier 2 and 3 impacts.

Determination of Development Impacts. CEQA sets forth a process for determining
development impacts. This process may include a Traffic Impact Study (TIS). The
scoping of the TIS establishes the facilities to be studied and the distance of these
facilities from the proposed development. The County generally utilizes Caltrans’ Guide
for the Preparation of Traffic Impact Studies (2002) to determine when a TIS is required
and the extent of the study. Consistent with the policies of the General Plan, new
development is expected to implement the feasible mitigation measures for significant
impacts.

The finding of less than significance in the General Plan DEIR for Impacts TRAN-1A,
2A, and 3A related to Traffic Tier 1 impacts reflects the County’s policy to require
concurrent mitigation of development-specific impacts (see clarification of Traffic Tier 1
impacts in response to comment 38). The specific geographic areas that fall under the
localized Traffic Tier 1 TIS analysis area cannot be identified in the General Plan DEIR,
as they represent development proposals that are as of yet unknown. The analysis of
Traffic Tier 1 impacts in the General Plan DEIR reflects an evaluation of County policy,
not specific development proposals.

Please refer to the response to I-16.68 above.
Please refer to the response to I-16.68 above.

The comment states that Impact AQ-1 is listed as significant and unavoidable in Chapter
6 and less than significant in the Executive Summary. The DEIR Air Quality analysis
and Executive Summary Table are accurate. Impact AQ-1 is a less than significant
impact and should not have been included in Table 6-2. (DEIR, Section 4.7.4.2 and
Table 1-2.) Table 6-2 has been revised to correct this error. See FEIR Chapter 4, Text
Changes to DEIR.

The commenter states that the 2007 General Plan is inconsistent with the 2008 AQMP.
The General Plan Update is consistent with the Monterey Bay Unified Air Pollution
Control District’s 2008 AQMP such that Impact AQ-1 would be less than significant
(DEIR, Section 4.7.4.2.). See Master Response 2, Growth Assumptions Utilized in the
DEIR, section 2.5, for a complete discussion of consistency with the 2008 AQMP.

The comment asks why no significance finding afier mitigation is made for Carmel
Valley Road and other roads within the Carmel Valley Master Plan. Please refer to the
responses to comments 1-16.68 through I-16.70 above.

The commenter asks questions about why specific policies are not included in Table 6-2,
Significant Unavoidable Impact Table. The policies referenced by the commenter are not
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I-16.76

1-17

-17.1

I-17.2

in this table, because the DEIR concluded that these impacts were less than significant
(either because of the proposed mitigation or because they are mitigated by proposed
policies in the Draft General Plan).

The comment pertains to the significance conclusion for special status species with
specific reference to conversion of uncultivated agricultural lands to new farmland. The
commenter is referred to Master Response 8, Biological Resources, section 8.5.5 which
further amplifies the basis of the conclusions on Page 4.9-76. The commenter is also
referred to Master Response 3 which discusses the extent of future conversion.

The commenter indicates that the DEIR does not address impacts on biological resources
from development in the AWCP. The commenter is referred to Master Response 3,
Agricultural Growth and General Plan Agricultural Policies and Master Response 8,
Biological Resources for a specific discussion of impacts from development in the
AWCP, modifications to mitigation measures and General Plan policies that further
reduce potential impacts. The medifications may also be found in Chapters 4 and 5.

Rosenthal, Richard H. (Law Offices)

Please see DEIR Section 4.3 for analysis of water resource impacts, FEIR Chapter 2
Master Response 4 which addresses Water Supply, DEIR Section 4.7 for analysis of
Transportation impacts, and Master Response 5, Carmel Valley Traffic. Please also see
revisions to these DEIR sections provided in FEIR Chapter 4. The comment also states
that the “General Plan also provides meaningless and ambiguous policies dealing with
traffic infrastructure and build out.” Please see Master Response 10 which discusses the
level of detail required in a General Plan and its program EIR, and how the General Plan
will be implemented.

The comment also states that the “General Plan is vacant of any attempt to correlate the
land use element with the circulation clement.” The comment provides no details or
¢vidence to support this claim. The General Plan complies with Government Code
requirements.

The comment also addresses the “Staff Report” and General Plan policy, but does not
address the sufficiency of the DEIR in identifying and analyzing the possible impacts on
the environment and the ways in which the significant effects of the project might be
avoided or mitigated; thus no further response is required. (See CEQA Guidelines
Sections 15088 and 15204.) The County will consider all comments received on the
General Plan during its deliberations prior to adoption of the General Plan.

The comment refers to the “Interim ordinance.” It is not clear what ordinance is being
referenced. This comment concerns the proposed 2007 General Plan policies, but does
not address the sufficiency of the DEIR in identifying and analyzing the possible impacts
on the environment and the ways in which the significant effects of the project might be
avoided or mitigated and thus no further response is provided in this document (CEQA
Guidelines Sections 15088 and 15204). The County will consider all comments received
on the General Plan during its deliberations prior to adoption of the General Plan.
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1-18.1

I-19a

I-19a.1

1-19a.2

Sanders, Timothy

The commenter raises questions about Mitigation Measure TRANS-2b and whether the
mitigation measure is adequate to address Carmei Valley Traffic Impacts.

The commenter is referred to Master Response 5, which discusses the Carmel Valley
traffic analysis and proposed mitigation measures. The commenter is also referred to
Master Response 10, which discusses what is required in EIRs for a General Plan and
mitigation measures for a General Plan.

The commenter also provides suggestions on policy changes. These are comments on the
General Plan and not on the DEIR and shall be referred to the decisions-makers for their
consideration. Master Response 5 also addresses how the proposed policies address
policy objectives in the Carmel Valley Master Plan.

Theyskens, William

The commenter asks why the Final Report, Hydrostratigraphic Analysis of the Northern
Salinas Valley prepared in 2004 was not referenced in the DEIR.

This analysis was prepared by Kennedy-Jenks Consultants for the Monterey County
Water Resources Agency for the purpose of providing information to augment its
assessment of seawater intrusion into the pressure 180-foot and 400-foot aquifers. The
report reaches a number of conclusions regarding the causes and rates of seawater
intrusion into these aquifers. The report recommends that the Monterey County Water
Resources Agency undertake specific monitoring (including sampling), modeling, and
mapping activities in order to improve their knowledge of the problem.

Although this information is interesting, a close reading of this report shows that it
neither discusses nor accounts for the activities of the SVWP, the Castroville Seawater
Intrusion Project, and the Watsonville Area Water Recycling Project (within the Pajaro
River basin). Taken together, those projects are working to halt seawater intrusion by
introducing fresh water into the aquifers and providing irrigation water to agricultural
users to reduce groundwater use. As a result, while it describes characteristics of the
aquifers and the mechanisms by which seawater intrusion occurs, the Hydrostratigraphic
Analysis of the Northern Salinas Valley does not present a representative picture of the
state of seawater intrusion. Therefore, it was not referenced in the DEIR.

The commenter opines that the DEIR underestimates the “severe problems of overdraft
and seawater intrusion.” The commenter goes on to state that: “if halting overdraft and
seawater intrusion were as easy as portrayed in this DEIR, they would have been
mitigated long ago.”

The DEIR discusses water supply and water quality issues extensively in Chapter 4.3,
Water Resources. The DEIR does not state that halting overdraft or seawater intrusion is
simple or easy. It includes discussions of the overdraft and seawater intrusion issues
within each of the County’s water basins, with emphasis on the Pajaro River, Salinas
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River, and Carmel River/Monterey Peninsula areas. The DEIR identifies existing and
reasonably foreseeable activities that are underway to reduce overdraft and halt scawater
intrusion. This includes the SVWP, Castroville Seawater Intrusion Project, and
Watsonville Area Water Recycling Project (within the Pajaro River basin), as well as the
proposed “Coastal Water Project” desalination facility now in permitting before the
California Public Utilities Commission (that project is prompted by the SWRCB?’s action
against the California American Water Company to reduce reliance on the Carmel River).
This is in keeping with CEQA’s provisions for examining the “substantial or potentially
substantial adverse change” in the environment that may result from the project. (State
CEQA Guidelines Section 15382)

The commenter asks why Pajaro is designated as a Community Area in light of the
potential for flooding on the Pajaro River and what will be done to reduce the risk of
flooding. Also, the commenter would like to see the DEIR include a wider range of
contaminants in the discussion of the impacts of septic systems on groundwater quality.

Pajaro is an existing community and is designated as a Redevelopment Area. It is
identified as a Community Area in the General Plan in recognition of that fact. Flood
risk is moderated by the County floodplain ordinance that restrictively regulates
development within designated floodplains, such as that along the Pajaro River.
Development in Pajaro will be subject to the polices in PS-1 of the General Plan which
among other things, requires a long term sustainable supply of water before development
can be approved. The development of the Community Area will be governed by a public
process of stakeholders from the community and will be subject to preparation of an EIR.
Impacts from flooding would also be considered. Note also that the General Plan
requires that a Capital Improvement Financing Plan (CIFP) (PS- 1.1 and PS-3.9) be
prepared to address funding for necessary infrastructure identified in the Adequate Public
Facility and Services. At the point that a Community Plan is being drafted for Pajaro, the
County will also examine the infrastructure needs and funding requirements for providing
adequate infrastructure. Infrastructure would also be the responsibility of any developer
in the community.

The DEIR is intended to describe the potential impacts of the General Plan on the
existing environment. Its degree of specificity is expected to “correspond to the degree
of specificity involved in the underlying activity.” As a result, the EIR for a general plan
will be less specific than that prepared for a site-specific development project (State
CEQA Guidelines Section 15146.). Chapter 4.3, Water Resources discloses the general
problems associated with groundwater quality. A detailed discussion of other
contaminants is not needed in order to convey the severity of groundwater contamination
in the context of a General Plan update. The DEIR provides decision-makers with a good
faith analysis of the key issues sufficient to allow informed decision-making. Please see
Master Response 9, Water Quality, for further discussion of the adequacy of the water
quality analysis.

The comment states that there are errors in the DEIR’s description of the North County
aquifer, but does not describe them. DEIR pages 4.3-16 and 4.3-19 were reviewed for
accuracy. The Pajaro, Springfield Tetrace, and Highlands North planning areas are part
of the Pajaro Valley groundwater basin; and the Highlands South and Granite Ridge
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planning areas are part of the Salinas River groundwater basin. The text of page 4.3-16
has been revised accordingly in Chapter 4.

The commenter asks for additional information on the effect of pumping ground water
between Salinas and the coast on seawater intrusion, and whether and by how much
water levels beneath and east of Salinas will rise if seawater intrusion is halted. The
comment quotes the DEIR statement that “[a]ny significant amount of pumping of
groundwater between Salinas and the coast causes seawater intrusion.”

This DEIR statement is not intended to imply that extensive groundwater pumping
beneath or east of Salinas would not contribute to seawater intrusion, generally speaking.
Extensive pumping from the 180-foot and 400-foot aquifers within the Eastside or
Pressure Zones could contribute to seawater intrusion to the extent that the aquifers
extend the length of these zones. However, as discussed in the Master Response 4 on
Water Supply, the SVWP and Castroville Seawater Intrusion Project (CSIP) will
effectively halt seawater intrusion at its current point west of Salinas once they are in full
operation. The water from the SVWP and recycled water supplied to the CSIP are
causing and will continue to cause groundwater levels to rise in the arca.

The commenter notes that the DEIR states the SVWP will alleviate seawater intrusion, as
well as stating that it will halt seawater intrusion. The commenter asks which is correct.
The commenter also asks whether the SVWP will halt overdraft in all of the aquifers in
the Salinas Valley watershed and “what tangible benefits will the citizen’s (sic) of the
North County see?”

As discussed in Master Response 4, Water Supply, the SVWP and CSIP will effectively
halt seawater intrusion at its current point west of Salinas. These projects also provide
surface water to farms to reduce their reliance on groundwater, thereby reducing
groundwater overdraft. As described in Chapter 4.3, Water Resources under Impact WR-
6, the General Plan update includes a number of policies intended to reduce groundwater
overdraft. Based on existing information, taken together the SVWP, Castroville Seawater
Intrusion Project, proposed General Plan policies, and the mitigation measures in the
DEIR are sufficient to balance water withdrawal and recharge. However, no claims are
made that this will halt overdraft or result in a rise in groundwater levels in the Pajaro
Valley or the Monterey Peninsula over the long-term. See Master Response 4, Water
Supply for further discussion of seawater intrusion and groundwater overdraft issues.

The commenter poses questions regarding the depth of and energy use of wells tapping
the deep zone beneath the Salinas Valley; the age of water within the 180-foot, 400-foot,
and Deep Zone aquifers; and the age of water beneath the Granite Ridge area. The
commenter is concerned that pumping rates may exceed the rate of natural recharge.

CEQA requires an EIR to be “prepared with a sufficient degree of analysis to provide
decision makers with information which enables them to make a decision which
intelligently takes account of environmental consequences.” (CEQA Guidelines, Section
15151.) The information requested by commenter is not necessary to informed decision
making on the General Plan, nor does it contribute to the determination of significance.
The DEIR discloses that overdraft exists within these aquifers and the discussion under
TImpact WR-6 concludes that there will be long-term impact from groundwater overdraft
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in the Pajaro Valley and the Monterey Peninsula over the long-term. Measures to reduce
reliance on groundwater pumping and to regulate the installation of new wells contained
in the proposed General Plan policies will maintain a water balance in the Salinas Valley.

The commenter notes that the reference to North County groundwater subbasins should
instead refer to “subareas.”

Master Response 4, Water Supply, section 4.1 includes suggested modifications to several
definitions that are responsive to this comment. The terms subbasins and subareas are
considered interchangeable. These are included in Chapter 4 of the FEIR, as well as a
correction to the exhibit numbers referenced here.

The commenter asks whether high levels of arsenic present in bedrock in the North
County exceed SDWA levels, or whether the water extracted from this formation exceeds
the levels. The commenter asks whether excessive arsenic levels may lead to health
problems and whether development will continue to be allowed in areas suffering from
this contamination.

The DEIR states that the water pumped from arsenic-laced bedrock in portions of the
North County approaches or exceeds acceptable State Drinking Water Act (SDWA)
levels for arsenic (DEIR, Section 4.3.2.3.).

As explained in Section 4.3.2.3 of the DEIR, consuming water that exceeds SDWA levels
over a petiod of time can result in health problems. The County Environmental Health
Burean regulates all water systems with anywhere from two to 199 connections. Systems
with a larger number of connections are regulated by the state. The Bureau works with
system operators to assist them in meeting health regulations or to bring their systems
into compliance with those regulations. Where regulations cannot be met, the Bureau
issues a non-compliance notification, which can include a bottled water order or an order
to obtain a legal alternative source of water, followed by a compliance order, followed by
a citation, and then administrative hearings until the system is brought into compliance.
A well that serves an individual home is currently not subject to regulation of water
quality by the Bureau. However, Policy PS-2.5 (regulations shall be considered for water
quality testing for new individual wells on a single lot of record) will establish
regulations for water quality testing for new individual wells on lots of record to better
inform the public of water quality.

New development involving more than one parcel and served by a well with 2 or more
connections will be required to meet water quality standards by the Environmental Health
Bureau. This would typically include subdivisions of two lots or more. Development of
new individual wells will result in a number of new households relying on water that
does not meet state standards. To an extent, this will be self-limiting in that most
reasonable people buying a new home would not choose to rely on a well that fails to
meet health standards for arsenic and nitrate concentrations.

The County has established the North County Regional Ad Hoc Water Committee to
explore solutions to the water supply and water quality problems of North County areas,
including Granite Ridge. This is discussed in Master Response 4, Water Supply, section
4.6.
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I-19a.11

1-19a.12

I-19a.13

I-19a.14

See also Master Response 4, section 4.2.6, for a discussion of the Granite Ridge Water
Supply Project that is in the planning stages. It will be designed to supply water to the
Granite Ridge and Highlands South areas.

The commenter would like to know the source of information about and a map of the
“multiple small groundwater aquifers” that the DEIR states provide potable water to the
North County area.

The DEIR characterized water supplies in the North County as derived from small
aquifers. More precisely, water in the North County is supplied by the Pajaro River
groundwater basin, the Salinas River basin, and the fractured granitic rock beneath the
Granite Ridge area. The Granite Ridge area does not overlay an aquifer, but rather water
is stored in the fissures of the fractured granite that underlies the area.

The commenter relates the DEIR’s characterization of the ongoing overdraft in the North
County. No response is necessary. This comment is considered in combination with
comment 1-19a.12 in the following response.

The commenter expresses his concern that the overdraft situation in the North County is
not being addressed by the County. The commenter would like the DEIR to address the
environmental issues surrounding the North County water project.

The Monterey County Water Resources Agency has presented a conceptual plan for a
new water supply system to serve the Granite Ridge area. The commenter is referred to
Master Response 4, Water Supply, section 4.2.6 for a discussion of efforts relating to
addressing a Granite Ridge water supply system through the Granite Ridge Water Supply
Project. As discussed in Master Response 4, the County has recently directed that an EIR
be prepared for the Granite Ridge Water Supply Project.

The commenter notes that the Pajaro Valley Basin Management Plan estimates that
groundwater pumping will exceed the basin’s sustainable yield and asks what the source
of “affordable potable water for development of Pajaro as a Community Area” will be.
Please see Master Response 4, Water Supply, for a discussion of the water supply and
demand in the Pajaro Valley. Other than potentially expanding its existing recycling
operations, the PVWMA does not have specific new projects underway to meet future
demand. As discussed in the response to I-192.03, a Community Plan will be prepared
for the Pajaro Community Area. Identifying and providing a potable long term supply of
water is one of the key tasks in the future planning for a Pajaro Community Area.

The commenter notes that dry cleaners are not identified as a common source of
groundwater contamination and suggests that they be so identified. The DEIR includes
dry cleaners in the list of the most common commercial and industrial users of hazardous
waste (DEIR, Section 4.13.3.2.). Dry cleaning businesses that generate hazardous waste
are regulated under federal, state, and local law. (See DEIR, Section 4.13.4.) In
particular, the California Hazardous Waste Control Law sets standards for generators of
hazardous waste, including dry cleaners, which treat, store, or dispose hazardous waste
on their site (Cal. Code Regs., title 22, §§ 66260.10; 66262.10.). The DEIR concluded
that Implementation of the 2007 General Plan policies and compliance with the
applicable laws and regulations would ensure that the use of hazardous materials would
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I-19b

I-16b.1

1-19b.2

1-20

1-20.1

not create adverse risks to human health or the environment and those impacts in this
regard would be less than significant (DEIR, Section 4.14.5.3.).

Theyskens, William (addendum)

The commenter asserts that information from the Final Report, Hydrostratigraphic
Analysis of the Northern Salinas Valley prepared by Kennedy-Jenks Consultants for the
Monterey County Water Resources Agency in 2004 relating to the mechanisms for
seawater intrusion is crucial to understanding the water supply for Salinas. The comment
states that transfer of seawater-impacted groundwater between the 180- and 400-foot
aquifers is a potentially significant impact. The commenter requests that the DEIR be
amended to include this information.

See response [-19a.1. The 2004 study examines groundwater conditions absent operation
of the SVWP. The SVWP’s delivery of additional water to the Salinas River bed,
resulting in increased percolation into upstream aquifers, and its delivery of additional
water to the CSIP to increase the surface water being supplied to farmlands by that
system, will raise groundwater levels and increase the subsurface flow of water to the
ocean. (Weeks 2009) This will effectively halt seawater intrusion.

The commenter requests clarification whether, in spite of the information in the 2004
Kennedy-Jenks analysis, the SVWP is “really expected to result in the cessation of
overdraft conditions in the East Side Subarea...and North County, with rising water
levels.”

The SVWP results are forecasted on the basis of the sophisticated Salinas Valley
groundwater model, as discussed in Master Response 4, Water Supply, section 4.2.2. As
discussed in responses I-19a.1 and I-19a.2, the Kennedy-Jenks analysis did not account
for the water supplied to the aquifers by the SYWP.

Weaver, Mike

The applications, permitting, and monitoring of permits associated with establishments
that sell/serve alcohol were not analyzed in the EIR because the General Plan is a policy
document that provides a long-term frame for growth in Monterey County. See Master
Response 10 regarding the appropriate level of detail in a general plan EIR. The General
Plan sets forth policies guiding winery/tasting room development, but does not permit the
sale of alcohol at particular wineries/tasting rooms. The permitting of specific
establishments is the responsibility of the California Alcoholic Beverage Control Board,
and will occur when specific projects are proposed.

The full buildout scenario of the Agriculture and Wine Corridor Plan (AWCP) would
allow the development of 40 artisan wineries, 10 full-scale wineries and 10 tasting rooms
along three corridors that extend through three Planning Areas (Toro, Central Salinas
Valley, and South County) and include more than 80 miles of Salinas Valley roadways.
The DEIR transportation impact analysis includes a general discussion of the traffic
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County of Monterey Resource Management Responses to Specific Comments
Agengy, Planning Department

1-20.2

1-20.3

1-20.4

1-20.5

1-20.6

impacts of this development. However, the General Plan does not approve any specific
winery projects. The site-specific safety impacts of future individual wineries/tasting
rooms will be analyzed, and mitigated if necessary, in project-specific EIRs.

This comment concerns the proposed 2007 General Plan policies on scenic highways, but
does not concern the DEIR or its adequacy and thus no response is provided in this
document. The County will consider all comments received on the General Plan in its
deliberations prior to adoption of the General Plan.

SR 68 is eligible for scenic highways status from Monterey to Highway 101 near Salinas
(mile post 0 to mile post 22.0). The portion of SR 68 from SR 1 to the Salinas River
(mile post 4.3 to mile post 17.8) is designated as a state scenic highway.

Section 4.10 of the DEIR addresses cultural resources, including historic, paleontological,
and archaeological resources. This section sets forth the CEQA impact analysis relating
to cultural resources for the project and alternatives. It describes the methods used to
determine the project’s impacts and lists the thresholds used to conclude whether an
impact would be significant. Measures to mitigate (e.g., avoid, minimize, rectify, reduce,
climinate, or compensate for) significant impacts accompany each impact discussion.

The comment suggests the historic resources analysis appears incomplete, but does not
point to any particular omissions that can be addressed in this response.

Please refer to the response to comment S-5.3. These sites would not be identified in the
General Plan, but would be included in the County’s Resources Constraints and Hazards
Database and thereby be available through the Geographic Information System (GIS) for
the review of future site-specific projects. The Fort Ord Reuse Plan adopted by the Fort
Ord Reuse Authority to guide future development of the former base provides policies for
the avoidance of these hazards (See section 4.6.3, Hazardous and Toxic Waste Sites of
the Base Reuse Plan). (Fort Ord Reuse Authority 1997) As the commenter themselves
notes in their comment 5, the Department of Defense is responsible for cleaning up the
former base before releasing it for civilian reuse. The County’s adopted Fort Ord Master
Plan incorporates all applicable policies and programs contained in the Reuse Plan. The
Hazardous Materials and Safety section of the Fort Ord Master Plan includes specific
objectives and programs aimed at ensuring that development is not adversely affected by
unexploded ordinance and other hazardous materials, and that the County keeps informed
of clean-up/remediation activities.

Policy PS-2.6 has been modified to address the comment. Please see Chapter 5 of this
FEIR.

This comment describes institutional responsibilities, costs, and background information
regarding the Fort Ord cleanup. It does not raise an EIR-related environmental issue
requiring response.

The County is not familiar with a route entitled the Corral de Ticrra Bypass. Assuming
that the commenter is referring to the Highway 68 Bypass, the Fort Ord Map identifies
the “Highway 68 ROW™ corridor that is being reserved for future development of the
bypass. However, this project has not been designed, nor is it on the TAMC “RTP
Constrained Projects” list. Constrained projects are those which have been identified as
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County of Monterey Resource Management Responses to Specific Comments
Agency, Planning Department

1-20.7

1-20.8

1-20.9

1-20.10

1-20.11

1-20.12

having sufficient funding to begin design work and, in many cases, construction. At such
future time as this proposed roadway project is designed, then environmental
documentation will be prepared. Without knowing the design and the actual route of this
prospective road within the broad corridor shown on the Fort Ord Map, and absent any
funding to carry out the project (indicating that it will not be built in the foreseeable
future), environmental analysis would be premature and largely speculative.

The sites shown as “Open Space Recreation” on the Land Use Map for Fort Ord reflect
the designations applied to them in the Fors Ord Reuse Plan. The existence of
unexploded ordnance on the former Fort Ord is well known and well documented. For
that reason, the Fort Ord Reuse Authority has entered into an Environmental Services
Cooperative Agreement (ESCA) with the U.S. Army to fund remediation of ordnance
sites on the former Fort Ord, including Wolf Hill. (Fort Ord Reuse Authority 2010) As
part of the base reuse and realignment process, these sites must be remediated before they
can be transferred from the U.S. Army and opened to public use.

The Army is anticipating transferring a portion of the Wolf Hill site that is currently a
parking lot for Laguna Seca raceway to the County at a later date. The site will remain a
parking lot after the transfer. It therefore, would not be designated active camping and
recreation. It is the County’s understanding that portions of the Wolf Hill site are
scheduled for ordnance removal, pursuant to the ESCA activities.

This comment is a request for general information, and does not raise an EIR-related
environmental issue requiring response. See also the response to comment I-20.6.

This comment is a request for general information, and does not raise an EIR-related
environmental issue requiring response.

The 1982 General Plan did not include a specified LOS for County roadways. The 2007
General Plan is establishing LOS D as an acceptable level of service for County roads
and intersections. However, in recognition of unique conditions in several Area Plans
and the need to allow future planning processes for Community Arcas to identify the type
of development that best meets the needs of a particular community, the General Plan
provides different standards. There is no requirement, legal or otherwise, that the County
adopt a single LOS standard for all of its area. Consistent with Government Code
Section 65301, this is the approach to traffic standards that the County believes best fits
its local conditions. The LOS for Carmel Valley is not LOS C. The LOS for Carmel
Valley Road would be established in CV 2.18, and varies from segment to scgment (as
does the current standard under existing Policy 39.3.2.1). The commenter is referred to
Master Resporise 5, Carmel Valley Traffic, for a more detailed response.

The commenter asks for clarification regarding the application of an LOS standard. An
LOS standard is a range consistent with the commonly accepted Highway Capacity
Manual of the Transportation Research Board. For the County’s purposes, LOS D is
LOS D. This comment is a request for general information, and does not raise an EIR-
related environmental issue requiring response.

The specific outcome of Mitigation Measure WR-1 is not determined, and factors
mentioned in the comment would be considered in developing a regional solution.
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Agency, Planning Department

1-21

1-21.1

Mitigation Measure WR-1 is only one part of the solution. The policies under 2007
General Plan Goals PS-1 (ENSURE THAT ADEQUATE PUBLIC FACILITIES AND
SERVICES (APFS) AND THE INFRASTRUCTURE TO SUPPORT NEW
DEVELOPMENT ARE PROVIDED OVER THE LIFE OF THIS PLAN) and PS-3
(ENSURE THAT NEW DEVELOPMENT IS ASSURED A LONG-TERM
SUSTAINABLE WATER SUPPLY) act to avoid approval of projects without water
supplies. No transfer of water from one basin to another is being proposed under the
2007 General Plan, nor would such a transfer be required to comply with Mitigation
Measure WR-1. Please refer to Master Response 4, Water Supply.

Zischke, Jacqueline

The commenter contends that proposed General Plan policy CV-2.18 is confusing and
may be subject to differing interpretations. The commenter further requests that the
DEIR confirm the meaning and intent behind the policy, and that it be revised for
clarification purposes. The commenter further notes that it is her understanding that the
County will work on fee ordinances to address future infrastructure needs so that future
development will contribute a fair share towards future improvements.

The comment is not on the environmental analysis in the DEIR, rather a comment on a
policy in the General Plan, and is therefore noted. Policy CV-2.18 has been modified by
Mitigation Measure Trans 2B in the DEIR, at pages 4.6-69 through 4.6-73. Please sce
Master Response 5, Carmel Valley Traffic Issues, for a thorough discussion of how
revised Policy CV-2.18 (and other CVMP Policies) will address traffic impacts in Carmel
Valley. The commenter is correct that the County will work on fee ordinances to provide
for a fair share payment towards future improvements, but such payments may not
provide sufficient funding for some necessary improvements, for example to SR 1.
Please sec Master Response 5, Carmel Valley Traffic Issues, for a more thorough
discussion of this issue.
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Late Letters

Responses to the following late comment letters are found in this section:
B O-5c¢, Carmel Valley Association

m  0O-10d, Helping our Peninsula’s Environment (HOPE)

| 0-22, Action Pajaro Valley

m 1-22, Carver, Robert

The County received several letters during the month of February, 2009 that were
submitted in connection with a February 24, 2010 Planning Commission briefing on the
status of the General Plan DEIR process. CEQA does not require that letters submitted
after the closing date for comments be responded to individually (14 CCR 15207) The
County has not provided separate responses for these letters, but has included them here
in FEIR Chapter 3. A brief, general response to each letter is provided below.

Letter O-22 from Action Pajaro Valley (2-24-09) provides support for a General Plan
policy. No response is required.

Letter I-22 from Robert Carver (2-23-09) has provided comments on the applicability of
policies in the General Plan. Master Response 11, Effect of GPUS on the Local Coastal
Program and Impacts to Coastal Resources, addresses the issues raised.

Letters O-10d from HOPE (2-23-09) and O-5¢ from Carmel Valley Association (2-24-
09) provide comments on the impact analysis in the DEIR. The issues raised in these
letters have been addressed more specifically in responses to these organizations that are
contained in this Chapter and more generally in the Master Responses and responses to
comments to other organizations.

The Carmel Valley Association letter requested that the Planning Commission not
discuss any General Plan issues until release of the FEIR. This matter is addressed in
Master Response 1, Changes to the General Plan.
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Chapter 4
Changes to the Text of the Draft EIR

Introduction

This chapter contains revisions to the text of the DEIR for the 2007 General Plan, The
text changes are intended to clarify or correct information in the DEIR in response to
comments received on the document. This includes changes initiated by the County.
Revisions are shown with strikethrough text for deletions (steikethrough) and underlined
text for additions (underline). The changes appear in the order of their location in the
DEIR, and are organized by chapter or major section. No text changes are being made to
any sections or chapters that are not listed below.

Section 1, “Executive Summary”

Page 1-3, Table 1-1 Key Components of the 2007 General Plan. This table is revised
as follows.
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County of Monterey Resource Management

Changes to the Text of the Draft EIR

Agency, Planning Department

Table 1-1. Key Components of the 2007 General Plan

Issue Area 2007 General Plan

Elements Land Use, Circulation, Conservation and Open Space, Safety, Public Services,
Agricultural, Area and Master Plans, and Economic Development

Area Plans North County, Greater Salinas, Central Salinas Valley, Greater Monterey Peninsula, Toro,
Cachagua, and South County

Master Plans Carmel Valley and Fort Ord

Special Treatment Identifies 17 areas within the Area Plans for further planning study

Areas

Community Areas Boronda, Castroville, Chualar, Fort Ord, and Pajaro

Rural Centers Bradley, Lockwood, Pine Canyon, Pleyto, River Road, San Ardo, and San Lucas

Affordable Housing Three areas where development of high-density, affordable housing is promoted:

Overlay Mid-Carmel Valley; Highway 68/Monterey Peninsula Airport; and Reservation Road/
Highway 68. Community Areas prior to adoption of a Community Plan and Rural Centers
prior to the adoption of an Infrastructure and Financing Study are designated as affordable
housing overlay districts (AHOs).

Services Establishes goals and policies requiring the provision of services concurrently with new
development in Community Areas, Rural Centers, and for subdivisions

Water Resources Establishes goals and policies for water conservation, restrains development without a
proven sustainable water supply, restricts water well development, and minimizes
additional overdraft and seawater intrusion

Routine and Ongoing  Exempts a number of “routine and ongoing” agricultural activities from selected policies

Agriculture of the 2007 General Plan Update, not including policies that minimize erosion

Agricultural Wine Establishes goals and policies supporting future development of up to 10 full-scale and

Corridor Plan 40 artisan wineries and related tourist-serving uses along Central/Arroyo Seco/River

Road, Metz Road, and Jolon Road

2006-2030 horizon! 29.096 135,375 residents
(Unincorporated 10,015 48,670 dwelling units
County only)

20062092 buildout? 104,379 207,424 residents
(Unincorporated 37,081 74,573 dwelling units
County only)

! This is the 2006-2030 growth increment only. Total 2030 residents = 135,375. Total 2030 dwellings = 48,670.

2

This is the 20062092 prowth increment only. Total 2092 residents =210,658. Total 2092 dwellings = 75.736.

Page 1-5, Table 1-2 Executive Summary Table. This table is revised as follows:
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County of Monterey Resource Management
Agency, Ptanning Department

Table 1-2. Executive Summary Table

Changes to the Text of the Draft EIR

Level of Significance
Issues/Tmpacts Mitigation Measures after Mitigation
4.1 LaND UsE
LU-1: Implementation of the 2007 General No mitigation beyohd the 2007 General Plan policies is necessary. 2030—Less than
Plan would potentially result in the physical significant
division of established communities. Buildout—Less than
significant
LU-2: Implementation of the 2007 General No mitigation beyond the 2007 General Plan policies is necessary, 2030—Less than
Plan would potentially result in conflicts with significant
an adopted land uge plan, general plan, specific Buildout—Lesg than
plan, local coastal program, or zoning significant
ordinance adopted for the purpose of avoiding
or mitigating an environmental effect. )
LU-3: General Plan implementation would No mitigation beyond the 2007 General Plan policies is necessary. 2030—Less than
‘potentially conflict with an existing adopted significant

habitat conservation or natural community

Buildout—Less than

conservation plan, significant

4.2 AGRICULTURE RESQURCES

AG-1: Implementation of the 2007 General No feasible mitigation beyond the 2007 General Plan goals and policies is available. 2030—Significant

Plan would result in the conversion of and unavoidable

Important Farmland to non-agricultural use. Buildout—
Significant and
unavoidable

AG-2: Implementation of the 2007 General No mitigation beyond the 2007 General Plan goals and policies is necessary. 2030—Less than

Plan could result in conflicts with existing significant

zoning for agriculzmal use or Williamson Act Buildout—Less than

contracts. significant

Final Environmental Impact Report March 2010

Maonterey County 2007 Ganeral Plan 4-3

IGF D0Gi2.07



028600 421

L'a4 ue|d |e1auag L00Z Auno) Asejuol
0L0Z YMEw Hoday wedw] Euswuonaug jeuly

pue Waoﬁﬂm_m - forjod-wea
e {EUONIPPE SULMO[[OF S} SPNJOUI O} Ue[J JRIota O1[) SSIADI [[IM b:ro - SpUEISp pajoadxa jaau
(Anmo)) [EUONIPPE SUIMO[[O) STf) 2pNjoUl O} Ue[{ | D LO0T YeIp o) a51AL ! D AL 01 sanddns mou jo wonisinbog a1 ayEssaoou
ayp yo suorod awIos 10001 JNEM [EISEOD) pue sarjddns sayem Sunstxa jo Koedeo
U1) S]qEPIOARUN pUE ot O} UONIPPY UJ BNSTIUSJ IO S} J0F Uonn[og [euoiSoy € Hoddng (I-HM oy pacoxs pinom Bl [RISUSD £00T ST M
JuesgusIS—GE0T 0507  10SISUOD Judtudojeasp pue sasn pueT M
‘sprepue)s Ajenb 1oyem sie[01A
pue s{eMIS1EM TUROISIMOD UL SIUISLIINT pue
yuedyugs JUSLLIPSS 9SLIOUI P[NOM UE[J [RIOUSD) £00T 9P
uey) ssoT—imoping -AIBSS205U  YIIM JUSSISUOD Sast puB] (UOTIORNXD $30IN0SAT
TueoTIIudIs s1 satorjod pue sjeod ueyd LaIy pue ug[d [EISUSD) SY} PUOASq UONEININ [BUOLIPPE ON TeIaunu pue SunsaATey IsquIn PN “9'T)
uey) $SaT—OE0T -(M0[2q ‘5901059 [201S0[0IF ' UONOIS 995) "SoURUIPI() %oeqlag weans 1°7-0Id juowdo]oAsp 59MOSa1 pue [eImnoudy (E-M
‘SABMIDIEM
weansumop ur Arpenb 1oem Smpeissp
ROy IudIS AJ[enueIsqns ‘SSnIATIOR GOHONNSUos Suunp
ey ssf—inopimyg TOTIRJUSUIPAS PUE UOISOII [0S PISBaIoUL
JuBOYTuBIS I ynsaz p[nom ueld [eRUaD) L00T 2| v
ueq) ssoT—0E0T K1esso00u 51 soorjod pue sjeod ue]d ToIV pue Ue[J [BISUSD) SY) puokeq HoneSnII ON  JUSISISUCD JUIWAO[aASp PUE SISN PUBT (Z-YM
“Ayrenb
1o1eMm SurpeiSop AJ[EnuRISQNS ‘S19)BM 93BLMS
Yoo IuELs wreonsumop o1 syurinyjod somos juroduou
UL ssaT—Ineping [BUONIPPE 9ONIPOIUI PINOM UR[ [EIUID
JUBSUIBIS LOOT 9t JiLm Jua)sTsuos sasn ofjqnd pue
ey sseT—0E0T -ATessa02u st saroyjod pue s[eod Tejd BaIy put Te[d [BISUSD S puokaq uonedniu oN ‘[PLUSNPUT ‘[RTORURLOD Tenuspisay (1-dM
i STINOSTY HELVAA €%

"3]qRISPISUOD
A[eAnE[OMIN) "a[qIsesy SI HonRINIW oN §90IN08aY [erymousy [-IA1D
JqeploAtun *3$N [EIM)[NOLISE-T0T 0) PUE[ULIE] JO
pue jweoyraIs TOISISATIO) UT J[NSAI PINOM ‘aIBL I0 UONEDO]
—nopring TI3Y) 0} 0P “YOIM JUSTITOIATS SRS
9[qePIOABUN PUE o ur 595UBYD IO SAJOATI P[NOM UR[J
JreoyBIS—O£0T ‘a1qe[ieA® st soronod pue s[eos Ueld [eISUOD LOOT 3y} Puoksq uoneSnRu o[qIsea} ON  [BI9USD £00T 9 Jo wonzuema[dwy g-OV
noneSnIp Ioye samseay monednra sjoedumy/sanss]
30UBOYIUBIS JO [9AY]

I3 YeuQ ew o 1xe ] o) 0} sabueyn

wawpedsq Buluued 'fousby
ewsBeURY a0unosay Assajuopy Ja Alunod



L0°ZR600 4OI

010g yuew

S

ueld |elsuesy 700Z Aunod Asisjucly
yoday joedw| [sluswuanaug [eul4

3001 A[31] 2T€ L0 J0F pjarpaid mnonomhxo T1 (1018 o) JEq) muﬁoﬁﬁ noamEEmno
3 JT U1 109I0L] 118 A\ AJ[[EA SeUI[wS oy} Ul PaZIin [000j01d SUIapom o)

. O voao%ou 317 UISEq .—E«?ﬁﬂ: TeA m.ns:nm a1 Woxy mqouou.uxo eI arep o
*9£0T £q 901a108 wr pue pauue[d woisuedxs ue dAY 0} ST 9ARS[QO [[BI9A0 §,ATMOY) SYT
"SI10A19521 21} JO suonerdado uy sofueyo pue ‘IOLLIEq UOISIIUL J9jemess pue SFIeyoal
121RMPpUNOIT 10] 13jeA PRJOAODI JO 95T 95N dATdUN{uUD papuedxs Jo suonedysoam

O} PaITII[ 5 10U i apn[oul OS[e [[eys S| -popredic-Jogimy-0g-63 ‘WSLS UonNqLISIp

PUE 93RI0)S I5TeM JOAR SBUIES T 10] K108ded o) JO SHeRBSHEIAN-SRRVHIH
TOTSTed s SUMEBHSSAT] Aq JMAS 9 Jo uotsuedys snsind [im £uno)) oqL £1°€ Sd

‘satorod-meu

[EUOTIPPE SULMOfjof 913 2pNJoUT 0) e [BISUSL) LT JEIP ST SSIASI [[4 A1UNoy) oY,
Aafrep seurjes oy o) sefpddng [enonIppy Joy Sumur[d senlu] ZUM

"3A0QR PSQLIdSIP 51 AMSBAW ST, 10alo1g 1918 TRISEO))

973 0} WOTIPPY U] B[nsuiuad A21U0R] 243 Jo] uonnog [euciday e woddng :[-Mm
7602

“Jum Jey) 19)¢ S1eak aAl] UNJIM SOATJRINE

Pa13]3s o) Justm{dr o) pue ued [exeusy ay) Jo uondope o) JO SI1Ea SAY TIRIM
saanemNe Ajddns Jo1em asoyp jo Surnme(d sanersdoos sy sjepdwos 0y aq 14 Fdnoid
[euor8aI ayy J5 198D 30 SORIRUAD 91 uo Juapuadap oq [[IM saweyswy jei SurzuSooe:

Iy “2A1223[qo [eI0UaS §,Ayuno)) oY | UTSEE JoJeMPUNOIL) GIE[eg ou) 10] Sonddns

§ANGIS eUoTSaI U] SjedionIed OS[e (1A AJuno)) oﬁ "yorsnoju bﬁ?:um Eoﬁ mEuB
I2)eMPUMOIS I9ARY Oftfed pue seures oq) 10230d o} Sumunuoo ofrym ‘urseq apiseag
pue g[nsurus A319U0IA 343 107 satjddns 10yem oNSSWOP TeHONIPPE Apracid [ 1B

{£f1mop sjuamaaide Aousde sqdnmiu pue ‘surerfoxd juswoFeme oyem ‘spafoxd Ajddns Jorem
ay Jo suontod mau Jo Lyoltea & Sugzoddns pue Suldynuspl yo esodmd ot 1oy ‘dnoss [euorga: reqmms

SuIos UI) 9[qEPIOABUN Jo uoneo) Ajunoy) A21sIUoy 10y e o) Ul sjedionaed M Luno)) oqL, 91'c-Sd

uonednIN Jayge saImsesy vonednm
2oueotIudrg JO [9A9T

spoudury/sanssy

I3 yeuq ey Jo e L ey o} sebusy)

swedeq Buluueld ‘Aousby
Wwelebsue aainosey Assajuopy 10 AlUNos



L0°Z8600 4D1

o ug|d |e1suag L00Z Auno) Asisjuop
0102 WEW Hodey wedi) [guaiuuoiaug jeud

(funo) “3ACQE POqUIOSIP

o josuontod g amseaur sy, “AafreA seunpes ot o) safddng [eUORIPPY 20§ SwuuTId ] T-HM
S0 W) JqEpIoABIL "3AOQE PIGLIDSIP ST AINSESW *Ayumon s o suonod
PuE JUESLISIS ST L, '10af01d 19TE A [RISEO)) S1p O} LOMIPPY UJ uonnjog [eucifay e woddng ([-gm W YRIPIAA0 pARII[3I8 plre S[oA2] Jarempuncis
—nopimng JO SUI[I9p PSNUNLOS 3Y) UI NSSI pnom
(Auno) 2607 Suidwind [jom pasealou] pajeIdosse dY) ‘seare
amp Jo suonuod awos "2A04E PAQLISIP S| 3INSESW awos uy sarpddns 1apempuncis uo puewap
ur) 9[qepIOABUN puk SIY L “100f01d J31E A\ [B1SBOD) STP O} LORIPPY U] UonNjo§ [euoifey v poddng ([-HM ASEAUT PINOM UE]d [BINUSD) £00T S |IM
WeoIuSIS—O0£0T 0€07  1U2)SISUOCD JUAWAO[IASP U S350 PURT (9-YM
“JUSITOIIALD
S[qeproABUN at uo syoedun Lrepuooes juedyusis
pue jueoyusIg "JoAS] JUROIJIUGLS Ue) §591 B SART] P[NO2 JBTp SSUTIOR] 20ULAIAUOD
—INOPIME () pajeSnrm oq sAem[e jouues spordum ‘smors sypsford A1ddns 1jem areos-a8re| Sunsixa pue ‘usunesn ‘98eI0)s J9eM IO pURISD
s[qepioArUN pug s souamedxo oy sy "saInsesur wopedyrm oyisads aaey pue YOHD 01103(qns  ay) ASBIIOUT PINOM. TR]J [eISUSD) LOOT S M
meoyTISIS—E0zZ 94 [ spoafoxd amynyg Apdde [ sewdrjod pue s[e0d UB[d oIV PUE UE[J [RIOU20) 9L, JUSISISHOD JuawWido[3ASD pUe S9SN PUBT (¢-YM

“9]qu[IEA®R ST 2ISLatN TOUBSI [eUONIPPE ON

‘(mojaq ‘saarnosay]

[eo18o[o1g ' UONOSS 998) JUSISSISSY [[9M Pue Ajddng sjep wLo, 1-5u0T 10]

BLIONI) 01 S40[] Weang pue jeyqeH wenedny SurpieSay suoneopisuo) ppy €7-0I4

“SIATRUI|[E

S 1578/ JO UONEsHUapl SUIAO[[0] SJESA GAT} SUI[-UD §793]01d S]] SAEY Of pue

TIP0K SAT] MR- QEOTAq-ouruo-sjoofoid oasy PUe-0T0T-q soanewae A[ddns Jojem

asatp Jo Suruuerd saneiadoos ot 930]dwod 03 3q (14 3A192(q0 §,AUN0 Sy, “UOISLNUI

I512MB3S JsuTESR IaLBq STNEIPAY ST} S0I0JUII 0} JojeM PI[2£dal Jo asn papuedxs

put ‘UOTNQUISIP JUSTOLF 330 apiaoid 0} seuradid [FUOHIPPE ‘SIOAISII 1ALIdN

a1 03 spuswsAoIdum Joqumny ‘sureiSoxd asn aapounfuos papuedxa ‘o) pIWIY 3q 10T Inq

‘spnyour Kewz 253y, "A9[[eA SEUIBS A1) 10} sarddns Isjem SNISIIOP [EUODIPPE apiacxd

1M Tetp sjusweerfe Aouae spdnnm pue ‘sweidoxd juswaFeuew sojem ‘spoafoid

Addns 1oyem MoT SEAINIOPI 0] 2q [In-dre:d-SappEom-om—3e osodind o363 OL

‘SONTIIG PAIOSJJE ISYI0 PUE “VYMOIA o1 “sanid A[[eA seurfes og Jo dn apet dnoid

Sur{I0M ¢ HEUIPIOCO PUR SUIATION [[Im KJINOD) o9t LT ¢-Sd Aq poIbaIsy 81'¢-Sd

"RT"E-Sd TISTAUWT (TS AMme]) 3y} Ustf} Tapoil 3] Aq

PAISTPoL] S€ UOTSILIUT 19JE/A8a8 JO |251oA0] pue AUANS I5jeA 0) 1030501 iTAM papuodsal
uoneSyIp I8ye sarnseay uonednIp syoeduy/ssnssy

20UBOHIUSIS JO [9AXT

I3 yRIQ 8y} jo xaL au 0} sabueyn

uswyedeq Buluueld ‘Aoueby
wewebeuey a0INosay Asseuciy Jo Auno)



L0°78600 421

ue|d [eseues) 00z Alunos) Aelajuop

AT Hodey yoedw) [ejusluUGIAUS jBuld
"syeald

puR sa[ems oSwurep Ui pue syjed MOy PUBISAC

JuBOLTUS[S Amssooau Ul }0g TWOIS0I0 35LAIOUI PINom saSueyd

uey)] ssap—nopping §1 saprjod pue s[BoS ULl eary puE UE[d [BISUSD) AU} PUOAS] UORESHIW [BUONIPPE ON yong -swoned sFeureip Sunsixs o) suonwI)E
JuRoIuSs *(#0[0q ‘s52m0sY [e0IF0[0IT 6 UONISS 995) "SIUBUIPIO) WIBQPIS WIS ['T-OId UL 1]1S31 PNOM UBjq [RISUSD) £00T I} LM

ey} ss9T—0507 0€07 IUSISUOY JudwdopaAsp pue ash pueT| :01-dAM
*$1oedr 90UAIIIS)UL [[2A TX

NS PO SBAIE 3531 UT ST[oM Jo eaolddy

Jreogruss *Ayunos oy Jo seare Puedl payeiodioouum

B S5 T—Inoprmyg ur s[jaMm ayeAlrd Jo Jaquumu Sty UI 95BaIoUL
WO TUS1S UE UI JnSal Pinom Ueld [eISusD) LOOT 91 (s

UBQ SSOT—OE07  "ATessaoau st soporjod pue s[eoS ue|] BaIy pUe UR]J [8I9USD 9 Puooq uoneSpm ON  JUSISISUOD JuAmdO[PAIp puR Sesh per] 6 IM
"spIepuels Aenb Iojem 0JBJ0TA pInoM 1B

I3)eMPUNOIS 0} JUSTLID INBMI)SeM PlaUoea]

yuey andas Jo nonRISIU pu Isjem PayRaR] JO

JeogTusts osnAI IIM PajeIdosse asoy) Jurpnjowt ‘spoudmn

ULy ssaT—nopnng Aypenb 1o1m pojeor-ondas pue -1omas
TUBOTUBIS "panmbar ULynsal p[nos uefd [e1auly JH07 S Yim

uet) SsaT—0E0T s} sap0110d pUe S]B03 Uk|{ BRIy PUE UE[J [EIPUSD St} Pu0Aaq UOTIESHIL [EUONIPPE ON  JUSISISUOD JUSWAO[SASD PUE SOSTL PUE §-WAM

(44unop
oy Jo suonaed
QUIOS UT) S[qepIoABUN

"OACQE PaqIIdSap
St anseawu sIq 1, ‘A3|[eA seul[es oy o3 sanddng [euonippy 10§ Sulnueld SELIU] Z-HM
"9A0qE PAGLIISIP SI SINSEIW

-AJumoo a1 Jo
SEQJE QUIOS U HOTSI.IUT I9JEMI[ES POSEAISUT U

pue uBoyusig SIYL '303(01d 1878 [8ISEOD) 3Y3 0} WORIPPY U] uonn[og [euciBay 2 poddng ([-YAL  I[NSAI P[NOM SEOIE [2SEOD a0 wr Fordumd
—jnopimg 7607 IOJeMPUNOI] PISEDION] "HOTSIIIT IJBMI[BS
(£unoy . 01 a1qudaosns 1o Surouarradxa Apuormo

JAOQE PAQLIDSIP S AANSBOWI SIY T
243 Jo suonod awes seare wt sorjddns mjempunoId uo pueusp
1) 2[qEPIOABUN PUE 1o9[01d Iaye M [8ISEOD) S 0] UOUIPPY U UORN[o§ [FUOISSY € poddng ([-HM ASRAINUT PINOM TR]J [RISUSL) £00T o) Y4
eSS —0£0T 0€0T  JualsIsUOD Jududofasop pue sosn PUR 1L-MM
nonBSuIN Iayye SaInsea]A] voneSnIN spoedmy/sanssy

someo UG JO [9A9T

I3 YRIA 24} O 1X8 oy 0} sebuByD

Jswuedsq Suluueld ‘Aoueby
Jueluabeueyy esinosey Asuajuop Jo Ajungd



0728600 41

8- ug|d Jeieussy 00z Auncs Asisjuoly
010C Yo Hoday| Joedu) |BjuslILOALT [eul]
*3[QBISPISUOD ‘spoaloud £jddns 1a1em Jo
APATIE[TIUN,) -o[qIsesy st uoneSnmm o] S)ovdIT 105IPU] — S90MOSTY OIBM HANLD
"0]qRISpISUOD :Arend)
A[oAnjETOIIND) 7-HM PUE T A\ SSIMSedty uonednip IOJEALPUNOILD) — $00MMOSSY JNBM ¢-INI1D
*3[qRIaPISUCD
Kpanerums :&Tenb
uey) 887 -Kressaoou st sarorjod ueld [eiausr) Q07 PUoAeq uonednmu ON JojEM J0BIING —- SOOIN0SY TNBA (T-INND
SlqEproAsun *3[qIS83] I UOTIESHII 0U SuAMOUUN 218 Jovdial MmNy 3O SUOLEI0] PUB TMXH
pue Jueoguaig . “ipesp 1o ‘Amlun “Ysu pasealsur
—inoping . q 5 . . 602 *Kradeid yo sSOT 9} TT JNSAI pue UOHEpUNUL
Jreoyrudis ssa00u 1 sarjod pue sjeod uelJ Bary puB UR[d [eIOUAD o7} puoda] uone3nim oN 03 saxmgonys pue ajdoad ssodxs pnom
uey) ss3T—0t0C otoz SWIBD I0 S39A3] JO AINIE] TEHENO p]-UM
uBquWMﬂ: -3]qIsea] ST uoneSHIul OU ‘UAOINUN 918 1oedmT 2y JO SUOHEI0] PUe JUSIXY "aanrey yueq Surpnour
Pue JUBdJIaTy 7602 ‘afeurep pOO|J WEaNSTMOP ATePUOIIS U
e ATessanau st sarorjod pue sfeod uejd e e[ [eIRUes) 21) puoisq uonedniu o BumInsa; ‘S0 PoO] 12011pal 10 It piriom
JmeoTudis 1 SAd1]0d pure Sy [d Iy P 1d 1 D) 57} PUOASq GONBSONI ON  ggary prezef] pool [e10ads UMpIm saImjanns
uer) 882 T—0¢0T 0£07 pure sosn puej Jo Justaoeid auy, (£1-UM
o[qeploABUN ) g ] d
S S[qIses} St uonES NI Ou SuMoI{un are 1vedan oIy J0 SUONEIO] PUL JUNXY N —
—moping ) g 2602 POOTJ Tedk-((1 Ul jusmdoasap PONUNUOD MO[[e
oy SIS Aressaoou st serorjod pue s[eod UL[J BeIy PUE UE]J [RISUAL) oY) PUoAsq UOURENIION  pinom e[ [BIOUSD) (0T S5} I JUSISISTOD
eyl SS9 T—0E0T 0€0Z JuowIdo[aAsp pue 5950 PUBT ZI-dM
-Jurpooyy anspjo
10 oySTUO paseasdui Ul Sunynsa: A[enuaiod
‘SMO]] pasealour JuneponnIosdt Jo a[qedeour
2q AT ‘SIOATI PUE S)[2970 TeqIn Surpnjout
JueogTuss ‘susAs ureIp uuoys Supstxyg -28reqasip yead
Uey)} ssaT—inopiing PUE JTOUMLI JeM TILID)S U SISBAIOU UL NS
e prmoMm ueld [B33U20) LO(T AU} A JURSISTOD
uey) $SOT—QE07  Aresssosu s1 sarorjod pue s[eod ug[d waIy pue U] [BISUID ST} puokaq uoneSnim oN juswdopaaap pue sasn pue T (11-dM
uone3nIp oye samseap uoneInIA syoedoy/sonss|
20UROIIUSIS JO [9A9]

HI3 Yeig 8y} jo X8 By} o} sebuey)

uewyedaq Bujuued ‘Aaueby
swebeuep ealnosay AzIsjuci jo Aunod



108600 301
010Z Y1ei

6% ue|d [EJBUSS) JO0Z AUNoD Aalsjuop
Hoday jpedw; [BluswiuanAul |2ul

e Jrusts

uBy) SSoT—Inoppng
weogrusis

ey} SST—0t0T

'saljjAnoz

Surpess 1o “uoisos “Jo0I pUe S|[OS JO HORRINBS
[euoseas ‘saxenbiyues Lq pasnes Afuonnuos

§{ paszeq 9130023 Jo pupy sny], “Smmooo
Apmider Jo mofs aq Aew eI JUOWISAOUL

e adojsumop woly yeap Jo ‘Al

‘S50 JO JSLI 31 FuIpnjou] ‘SIPHSPUE] JO SIS
SuiSewep renuersqns o) saxmonys pue spdoad
asodxa pnos ueld [Bi0USD) £00T o) GHM

*Assa00u 5] sapijod ueld [2I2UAD) £00T Y3 PUOASq uoneSuImr ON JUISISUOD JUNIAOASP PUE S50 PUB p-OHD

‘sananoe Surpesd o) pajelal

10 ‘S|BLISJRUE Y201 PUE S[I0S 37} JO UOHEINIES
[euosess Aq pasneo ‘(uonoejanbiy <§'9)
para88in Afresmmsios oq weo prezey 01507093

wesgmIIs JO puny SIqJ, ‘SpIezey aouapisqns punoif Jo

el ssT—noprng §1091J2 SurSeurep om 03 soIMoONKS pue Krodosd

JUeoTym31S asodxe pInos ue[d TeIUan) LO0Z P Pix

ey} $$oT—0E07 "Azessassu 81 sarorjod Ue|d [e19USD) LO0T AP PUCAaq uoneSHIT o JUSISISTOS Juswdo[aAsp pue sasn pue :¢-OHD

“Sunfeqs punoi3

SNUSIOS SU0NSs SUIAfOAUT gIEap JO “AImfur

Jreofrudis ‘$50] JO YSu1 213 SuIpn[oOUI ‘§}09 SNUSIAS

By} SST—inop[mg 3SISAPE [RQURISqNS 0) saryonys Jo sjdoad

reoyudis 2s0dxa P[Roo Weld [BIAUSD LOOT O LM

e} SS¥T—QE07  "ATessa0au §7 setotjod pue sjeoS uv[ BTV el [RISUSD L00T ST PUOAA] UONRSYNK ON JU0ISISU0D Jusmdo[aAsp puB sasn pue :Z-OHD
esy s

R SSeT—noplmg -sprezey axdnx

ROYIUSIS yne; 01 Auadoid pue suosiad 9sodxa pinoo welg

Teq) $ST—(QE07  "ATessd0du st saforjod pue s[eod U] vAIY UE[J [RISUALD /(0T O PUOASq UONESHIK ON  [RISWALD) £00T A JO Uonmuswaduy :[-0FD

ALIDIWSIAS GNV ‘STIOS ‘3207015 b'f .

uoreSnIN Joye samseay uonednny s1oedury/sonssy
0TBOYIUBIS JO (oA

I3 yeig sui jo e oy o) sabueys

wawyedag Suluuely ‘Aoueby
juswebeuely eoinosey Aaleluop Jo Ajuno)



£0'28600 421

Ol-¥ ug|d [Bleuss) J00Z AUNoD Asusiuop

0L0Z Uosep Hoday 1peduw) [EjuswUCHAUT [euid
-wefd asn pwe] Joy3o 10 uefd

jyueoiyrudis oytoads ‘mejd [e1ousS [e00] B TO Pa)RaUI[ap SN

uetp ssaT—nopimyg AI5A0091 50INOSAT [ Juepodun A[[200]
yoeoyymdis 2 JO §507 91} U1 [nsal Af[enuajod pinom uelq

wetp $59T—0E0T

‘Aressaoau st soorjod ueld [B12ULD £00Z 31 puoiaq uonednmu oN

[e1su=f) LT U Jo uoneusmldm] (Z-NIW

JueSTUBIS

el ssaT—nopimg
RO TISILS

ety ssaT—0g0T

-AIeSS200U ST sa1orjod Ueld [e1URD) £00T 1j} PUOASq UONBINI ON

18]S
a1 Jo SIUAPISAI 9T) PUE UOLFAI oY) 0 Infea
JO S90INO0SSI [RISUI UMWY JO AN[IqR[TeAR
Jo sso] o Ul Jnsaz Arenuajod pnom ug[g

[e39U20) £00Z 24} Jo uonesawaidur] - [-NT

SAIUNOSTY TVHIANIIN S°F |

JreoIuss

uet sseT—moprmg
JueOYTuBIS

ueq) s8T—0E0T

‘K1essasau st so1o1jod we[J [2ISUSD) /007 S} PUOASG UONRSHT ON

‘SpIeZeY MOJJPINT 10 ‘SY2I9s

‘rmeuns) 0) Apadord pue suosiad asodxs
PINO3 UE[{ [BIOUAD) LOOT T [PIM. JUSISISUOD
jusmdo[oASp PUR SOLIALSE aSh pUeT :8-OHD

*$30IN0SAI INEMPUNOIE 10a[Je A[oSI2ApE

JHBOYTUSIS PuE S)uSaA0IdNN aFeUIEp PO SIv)sAS

Ueif ssaT—INOTINE yons Suruoddns Aspenbepe Jo sjqedeour syros

JUBIGIUBLS U0 SwSAS [esodsIp Ia1emaIseM SATIETI)E

UBY) 550 T—0E0Z -K1essaoau st sarorpod ueld [eIaUan) 007 2 puoLaq uonednIm oN JIo syquey ondos Jo wonpnnsue) £-OHD

‘sjuswaaed pue ‘sSUIP[INg [LI0ISUILIOD

[retns ‘sSupling [RQUSPISAI S& YONS SAIMIONIS

Aqeroadse ‘sjuatnosordun sSewep UBo

Jueoyrusis sfios aarsuedxy °s[Ios aAisuedxo woy §}03fFe

Oeq) $sT—INopIng asIApe Tenued o3 sjusmasordun £yadoxd

JueIIIusIS asodxa pnoo ue[d [eISUSD) L00T U} YHM

eyl s T—0E0Z *AT2889001 ST s91970d e[ [RISUSH /()7 U1 PUCAaq WoNESHT ON JUSISTCS YdO[aASD PUR S98N PUeT :9-0dD
Yooy ruELs

Uy} SsT—Inopimyg *ATeSS005U ‘SpIezel] UOTS0ID Ul Jhsal

eSS s1 sororjod pue sj2o8 Uejd BTV PUE UE[J [EI90SL) 3} PUOASQ UONESNIW [FUIOIPPE ON  PINOd UE[J [RISU0D LOOT AU THA JUI)SISTOD

U} SS9 T—0E07 -(mo[aq ‘sa0In0say [BILF0[0TY 6 UOIOSS 995) "30UBRWIPI() }ORQIOS Wean§ ['Z-OIf  SISN PUE| PUe SINTATIOR WIoY UoISoIy $-OHD

uoneSnIp eye SOINSEaN TONEININ syorduy/sanssy
20UBIYTUSIS JO [2A]

I3 yeiq o3 jo Ixe ] suy o) sebueyn

wawyedeq Buuue|d 'Aousby
wswsbeuep ac1nosay Aslsjucyy jo AUNOD



20'Z8600 431 Li-F ueld [essuasy 100z Aunoy) Assslucyy

0L0Z Yepw uoday 10edu) [Bjuawuonaul [eul4

Ao 3q ABU0 10 “speol Sunsixs 3q Keid pud difjex YInoi sjepoliicssy o) palinbar
aq [[eys sapnor ssuodsar Aepuosag “saynol asuodsar Arepuooas pue Areurd Ajnuap

[[eys sug]q 19)ua)) eIy pue ealy ANmunUo)) ‘@epdn oG Jo AW Sy) 1Y “SIAMYLIA
asuodsar Aouadiown Jof sanol sdnmus sspraoad 1ey) Aanossuuca Lempeos Joy sjesodoxd
JSUIO[IASD MU PUR ‘SUL[J JSIULT) [RITY PUR BATY ANUNIIUO.) MOIAI [[2YS Aumo,)
aup ‘uonippe U “s[eLoNgo Ay pue gyeys Sujume(d qwesiydde 1sefoud sy usamiaq Supsow
[eniuqns-a1d reuondo e Joj apiaosd pus ‘SUOSIAIPqNS Jofew pus Jourw Surpnjour

‘usdopaAap pasodord Joy amnpaooid aty MatAS] 0} SNUNUOD [BgS AUN0) YL LTH-S *$59208 AousS1ous apenbopeu;

3[qepIOABUN pue *$$2008 ASU2TIoWD 20UBYUD UT J[NSal P[noM Ue[d [BINIDD) /(0T 9P opun
WesgUSIS—O£0Z 0} AjAR03ULCD ABMPEROX SUISEIION] U0 L7'-§ IUSWA[H KIofeS 9SIASY :AT-NVH.L P3MOf[e §3sN puB| Ul (IMOL) H-1 NVIL
"sosn pue| Sumuofpe

pue sanrogy anqnd gim s[quedwosur are jer
39S PUR[ JO SUSISIP SNOPIEZEY IO PIEPUER)S-UOH

UBDLIUSIS UT J[Ns3l PIod weld [t LHOT S Jopun
ey} s T—0£0Z "AIBS5309Y 878 UR]J [RISUSLY L007 9 PUOLaq SaInseatn uoneSyIT [eUORIPPE ON PIMO[[® SISN PUE] Wl [IM0ID (-1 NVYL
‘spodire Jo upyed amredop

pue yoseordde oy urym juourdojossp aseatoun

o syodire moej s A1mNo)) o1 I8 [2ARD I8 10]

Jeoyuds PUBLURP SSEAIIUL PINOM Te[d [eISUD) LOOT U}

e} SS9 T—0E0T *ATess000U Y UONESHIUI OU 210J2191) JuROGIUSIS Uey) £89] ofe s1oedin] IOpUN PIMOY[E SIS0 PIE] UI [IMOID) :)-1 NVHL

.uﬁg.&o_guv MOTIM PIEPURIS SOT 9P PI20X2
e Speol [euolSay pue Aunoy) 01 JIgen
NQIUOD 10 ‘PIEPUEIS SO AN PIIOXI 01 O
91 35NED PINOM TIIYM SABMPROI [RUOLIaY

puE AJUMo)) UO SISEAIIUL JIJeI) )eIID

9]qepIOABTN. P PINOA U] [RISUSD) L0OT 243 19PN PAMO][B
1eYTUSIS—O£0T O[qISes) 5] UOTENImON  $9sn pue] 3 Jo JuswdoAsq HI-NVUL
" pIepuulSs

SO'T 21qe1dasoe 91) Mmo[aq [[BF 0} SKempeou
95NEY PINOM YoIgM SAeMpeol AJUNo)) ue

JueoyTuSts syoedwr 3o21Tp 950D PINOM UE[J [BIDUSD) /00T

Uet) $s3 T—0¢07 *ATBSS309U $1 UCHES NI oW 210JaI2) “WredlTudis wey) §59] a1 s)oeduy a1 Iopun pamofe WawdoaAd([ 'VI-NVIL

NOILVLHOJdSNVH] 9'%

uonednA Y. saInseapy uone3nny spoedma]/sanss]
aoueouSIg JO (240

Wwewpedsq Buuueld ‘Aouaby
W13 el eyl jo 1xe] eyl o} sabueyn JueweSeueyy 60/nosey Aslejuoly jo Auno)



L0°Z8600 401 2l ueld [eJausg) 200z AuUnoD ASJejuopn

0102 Yase Hoday Peduy| [euswuocnaug [eurd

-uoneyedas opesd a1 J0J SuIpuny oIS 0} ARSI

pouiad a1 Sunmp ajqemof[e s1 jeudis dogs 1o dojs Aem-[[e ue o Juowaaciduy

WILISYI UY "peOl aY) JO JSJORIBYD [BINI a1 0} 539edl SOZIUIULLY J6Y) JOUUEDT

€ W PRIONLSUOD aq ©) 5padu uonkredas opesd i Teudis e B JO PRSI UOHEd0]

SI[ J2 PAOINSUOI 3G pinoys uoneiedas opeil v -opriy) sa[oIMET/peoy AS[EA [owe) (o

"PAIURLIEA ATSYM SUONDSSIANI 18 SUOTRZI[SUUERYD Wit) 15| pue saug|

Smssed ‘siappnoys paaed qlim peol aue[-g € se i Sururejurew Aq 13)9e1eyd [ein sy
aAsasaxd 0] SpeW 9q PINOYS LOPA AISAT *SPRIC) SS[aINe] 0] Peoy] UOAUED UOSUIGOY (q "IUAWdO[aASp JNOYIM pIepuels SOT ) Pasoxs

"POJURLIEM SIIUM SUOPIISISIUL 18 SUOHEZI[AUUEYD Win) JJof pue 181j Speol _a_._ommom pue A3unos o3 oygen
saue] Suissed ‘siopnoys paaed UM peos suel-z € se 11 Surreluren £q Is)oeieyo (eI ANQLYUOD 10 “pIEPUEIS (T SOT 91} PIsoxo
§)1 9AI9sa1d 0] APBIL 5 PINOYS HOPS AIOAY "Proy UOAUE)) UOSUIqOY 0) BN BIA (B 0} SO'T 3tk I5NED PINOM YoM SALMPEOL

[euorSay] pue Hunoy) Uo SISLAIIUI JIjJen

"PEOY AS[EA [PULIED JO 218210 PINOM SINUNOD Jusdelpe Ul pue senIo

(£nmood 3o suonod syroads 03 suswaacsdun SupreFaa sarorjod are Smamolof sfL "01°Z-AD Aood P oEoEoow_. g, .mao_guﬁ w Sﬂn bw%ﬁ?:ﬂ.s

150U) 9[qBISPISHOD 'SMO[[OJ §€ UR[d JANSE] AS[[BA [ouLIE)) 3y Uf SIT0Ffod SSIAY *HT-NVUL EE JeIsUaD) L00T oy .B_u::. pamoj[e
AjpAnR[BN)—0E0T *dINAD 243 JO SpIsino sKempeol [euorSay pue Aunoy) Jof oqises) si uone3niw oN sasn pue{ 2y jo Juowidofeas GZ-NVIL
"I prepuels SO sjaerdasoe

o1} mo[aq T[] 03 SABAPEROI 9SNED PINOM
yoIgam sdempeor Ajuno)) uo sjoedun 10201p

I[qEISPISTOD asnEed pInom oz 1e24 a1 o} Jusmdoloaap
A[pAneIIImD 100 P A[eane[nming ueld [eISUD L00T
ueyy $$91T—0€0T ‘A1essaoau st sotarjod ue[J [#I9ULD) £ (0T PUCLaq UONESNIU [RUOIPPE ON a1 Topun pamo[je Jusmdopasq (VZ-NVIL

-suerd y1suen afues-Suoj Jo ‘suefd ymemdofasap

a10401q ‘senqioey wemnsapad JusImo

£q pajEpOUIIINodR 24 JOU PINOM JBY) PUBESD

[oA®I) JIsueT) Jo “910A01q “meinsopad ojeIousd

Jo vonepodsuen sapewa)e Supioddns

smrex8oxd 1o “suefd ‘saronod paydope qum

JueoLITUES Jo1u0s A[enusiod pno? ue(g [RISUSY) £O0T

e §ST—050Z *Kressooan st sojod Te[d [eISUAD) /(0T PUOAS( UONESNITE [BUODIPPE ON 9} J9pUn pamo[[e Juamdo[sad( -1 NVIL

JoLnsi(y a11] aenzdordde o) MM pereurpioon oq [reys suepd
KAnoeuuos pue no1 Lousiomo or 1, “spesodoid jusmdosaap Jo 1ed se panmbai sprox

uonednI Iage SaInsesN wonedniw syoedury/sonssy
eouedyuBIg JO [3A9]

wawpedaq Buluue|d ‘fousby
13 yeuq ay} jo xe) sy o) sebusyn awsbeueyy sainosey Aslsjuopy Jo AUNoD



20°23600 401 el-¥

ueld [eleuas 200z Aunos Lasejuol

0402 YBW voday 1oedw| [gluswilonaug [2uld
TS O} preAnog oqauey [JULE]) =
PIBAS[NOL OYIURY [UIIE]) O} PEOY O1Y =
PEOY OTY 0) POy SO[IE)) UeS OUdUey w
PpEOY BOIED) UBS OloUey 0) POy A)NYIS =
peOY MNY2S 0} PrOY UOAURD UOSTIQOY =
pEOY UCAUE)) UOSUIOY 0) OpRID) SN
opeRID) SI[3IeT 03 peoy pIed =
peoy piog 0} peoy] Aul[mbsy
peoy sur[mbsy 0} proyf wenoy =
PROY UEUWOH JO IS8 m
TprOY AS[[BA [oULIR)
:suoTe20] 71 SuIMorjo} SR 18
syyen moq Jead Jo (19qojo(y pue sunf ur) s3po s otqng Aq Sunommonr Ajiesk so1m], (B
:Burmor|oy o ymsusdonT pue jonpoos JTeys AJuno)) aY) “Aa[eA [SULE ) M sAemySry
pue 819918 ayenbope apraold o) sprepue)s orjen Juswedm o], §1'Z-AD £91[0g
"TWANBHIPUN 3¢ PINOYS SjUsIsA0KIIT I3P[NOT ‘STOTDASISL [[6 18 UOTEZISUmeyD
T 8] Ppe—PeOY PI0 0} Peoy GOAUE)) U0SUIQOY Peoy AS[[EA [owre) (o
HuouruSifes1 jods pue Surmapia ‘syustusacidurr 19pinovs sYespun—opeln sojaine] (q
‘prOy As|[EA ToULIE)) PUE PEOY 0N UDaM15q S| SulquIr[o punoqyuiou & ppy (e
PAPUIIICIAT SIE SJUAA0IdTN
Ppeol Surmolo] o) “oiJen aInyny pue SUNSIX? S)EPOUIIOIdR 0], 171 T-AD ASI[0g
‘o sty Sursn woly paSrmoossIp aq Pnoys SOPIYA AABSF "SINO-TIMNY
paaed zo/pue soue Surssed ‘sjuouruBiess 1ods ‘Suruapim Jopmoys Jo uonsnnSTOD
91 JO 1SISUO0Y PINOYS SPBID Sa[aIneT 0} syudwaaoiduy “syustmasordunn spein ssjame (3
"spoau Juawmdireal Jods o] PIUTIeXS 2q PIIOYS SSAMNT) *SOAIND
Jodreys o1 18 USYEHOPTUN 2q P[NOYS SJUSTISACIAUIL Iop[notS “peoy] surpnbsg Jo jseq (2
"PAIIRIIBAL S8 SUOHO3SINT
& UOHRZI[PUURYD TIN} I IPNJOUl puR ‘peoy 101Id O3 PAPUSIXa ple 2187 usyepspun
9q pImoys Suruspia pue SJUSHAACIdWT Iop[noyg "peoy] pIog 0} apelx) sejame] (p
noneSHIA Joye saInseay voneSnnA s)oeduy/sanss]
somesyuSig JO [9ADT

HI3 uelq 61 Jo Ixe | ey} o) sebueyd

weswyuedag] Buluue)d ‘Aoueby
jusweBeuey eainosay Astejuop Jo Hunon



2028800 201 pLb

0102 yatep

ue|d [B1auRLy L00Z AunoD Aslejuop
uodey 1pedw| jeuswuoIAUg [BUIY

“p10331 J0 107 B9 B U0 S0USPISAL
Apmurey-apSus 3513 o1 01 A1dde jou seop Aowod siy[ “siusmaasordur fevonippe snyd
paunuersoxd a1 Jo uonerdmos nodn prepuels 21qeidasoe o1 190U PINOM STOTIOISIIIIE
10 S)usmnEas ABMpPECI PO 21) 1B pUIJ 0) AJUNoy) mo([e 0] ‘wreadol justuasolduy
ouger], AR A Tonue)) o ul paramreisord sivaford o) M PAUIQIIOD WM
“uarongns 2q jSnur sjuswasoxdur Lesmpeol feuonippe gong 10aloxd o 107 paredard
2q Treys 1oday] edw] [BUsmHonATY TR O sjusmascdun Aempeol [euonippe
Jo mononnsuos (sryen pejereusi-jooford o) oud *3'9) Jourd 91y Uo poaUCHIPUOD 34 [[eYs
1afoid a1 o [eaoxdde uary ‘ee] woneSurK SLyeI], prOY A3][EA [SULE) 24) Aq popun]
2q 03 wrerFo1J JusaA0IGUI] OTJEL], AS[[BA [OULIE)) 51 UOTRIIPISUOD OJUL §33E) SISATeue
a1 Jo)e (P)R -7 AD UI 9A0QE PAqLIOSSP SPIBPUEIS 1) PA20Xd PINOM 1B} SUCTIPUOD
sTgen ur Jnsa1 pnom joaford oty ey sajestpur 3asfoad pasodord a1 Jo sisAjeue sgyen
J1 yruuad Aremonarostp & a1mbar yotgm suonestjdde jretdojaaap Jo mataal Suumg
‘uonIpuod ojqeidasse ue T £, PuB 9 ¢ *p ‘¢ simemdag 10 (1, JO SOT B
‘monytpuo d|qeldasse ue s (] pue ‘6 ‘g ‘7 ‘1 sjuswdog 107 ), JO SOT D
suonerady JuswiSag peoy AS[[BA JOULIED)

SUOTIIPUO) A]qeidasseun se pouljap aIe
jueLeM [2USIS olFen Aue Jo Sunesws 10 . ,, JO SO T—SUC0asIsu] pazijeusisu) .

“monyIpuoo a[qeidssoe o) ST ), JO §OT—SUONOOSION PIZIEUIIS &
'SMOJ[OJ S aq [[eys
BAY JINAD 23 Io] (suonrpuos inoy ead 10] painseswr) sprepuels SO ougen oyl (p
BAOQE PIQIINSP SjuswSas
71 943 Jo Aue 10 payjorar oq pos ((P)81-Z AD AQ PauLap S8} 3OIAISS JO [3A3]
a[qeydaoorun ue a10joq urews! sdiy noy yead ss9] 10 Q[ ATUO YA UL s04qe (q)
w prodar aqusda(] # Surmor]oy A[ierpawum Axentuef Ul p[ay a9 [[eys sSuireay oqng (o
"(P)S1-T AD Iopun Mo[3q PaysI[qelse SPIBpUEls SO'T AU MO[3q SITAISS JO S]9AI] I9MO]
PnoM U stnjoA suyen & Surgorordde syuomEas sjeopur 03 SUOLEIOY 7] 9591
10§ (SQT) 2014195 JO [aA2] mor-yead a1} syen[eAs [[eys pue sjusmeds] Surmue]J pus
syI0 M OIqnd o Aq Apyumof paredoxd oq [fegs (1oquuada(q) podar uoneneas sk v (q
[{S PuEDATI(] SPIFA [BA 18 SNUIULIY) WINSED SIT U0dMIO] PROY O
PEOY OTY pPue POy AS[[eA [OTHIR)) USIMIR] PIRAS[NOM OUoUEY [sUlR]) »
STOTIED0 ] B

uoneSnN ye SOINSEajA] UoNEININ
2ouesIuBIg JO [9ADT

syorday/sanss|

I3 y2aQ Bu) Jo 1xa ) B o) sabueys

juswedaq Buluued ‘Aouaby
juswebeuep sainosay AaJajuop Jo Aluncs



£078600 401 Sl uBid [BI8UBS) J00Z AQUnog AaJslUo

010Z Yaew yodey jopdw| [ElustuuonAug [Bul{

"SUCT)IPUOD
a[qeidooor urejuIBLl 0 syuswasoxdun ajenbope puny pue 10y uerd o) patepdn

oq JTeys d1LAD 9B ‘((P)S1-T AD Iopun 3A0qe paqLIosap SpIeple)s pue SuLIcHuow o)
£q pauyap se) suonIpuos s[qeidesosun yoeordde o) pajosfoid are suonipuoeo aeqm (p

*souensst jound
Surp[mng yo swm o e pajepdn s ‘JII A 913 W PSLIUIPL symomrasordur Aressaoau
Py 03 $99) joeduit oLyen Sreys-1re] SINQLIN0D [[BYS BAIE JAL) 21 UMIA dLJen
0} JNQIUOS 187}  BATY Papuedxy,, 3} UMM PUE 8318 JWAD 343 wipls spaford Iy (o
"dLLAD 271 punj 0} werdoxd asy parepdn e 3dope [1eys Aunos) oy, (q
"PROY S)NYIG PUE Py SO[IE)) UBS OYOURY UIIMIDq (I §/1) sue] Suisseg =
pue :peoy UcAUE)) UCSUIQOY PUB PROY MNIOS TIMIA (MM /1) suk] Sussed =
isauey o¥Iq 7
SSBI) 0} JOPLIO)) PROY A3[[BA [PULR)) URRIA SIUSWaAcdur peor mou [[8 speifdn
‘apeir) sefomeT Uo oue| SUIQUI])
Hred puepeny aysoddo soue Suisseg w
“juswdopaasp fouwy Jequaydag pasodosd st Jo yuoxy w souey Fuisse] a
pBOY SLUO(] Je Jusms Aoty sounsi] YJ1S
{(uonyeredas apeI3 oy 107 Surpuny s1noas 0) AIessaoon
pouad o Supmp sjqesmorre st reuds dojs 10 dojs Aem-[re ue jo uomaaordurr
W] Ue) PEoy AS|[eA [SULIR)) PUR SPERID) Sajomne] Je uoneredos apein)
fapr1n sojaane]
0o sjuswusifea1 jods pue ‘sjuamaacidun apmoys ‘afeuds mau ‘smowm pared &
‘proy
P10y puE SpeID SI[aIeT UaamIaq PRoY A[BA [SULIE)) U0 SUMSPIA 10PNOYS »
‘PeOY PI04 JO ISoMm PBOY AS[[BA [S1UIE)) U0 UOTRZISUUEYD WYY =
{P)S1'T-AD
AoTod ur SpIepue)s SO Y3 UIRIUIEW 0} ATRSS300U 218 $109(0xd JUDIDIIIP Jeq) SOPHUSPI
sIsATeue ogyexn juonbasqns v sso[un) spoafosd Sursmol[o] s SpOSUL [[eYs JLLAD YL (&
{(dILAD) Wres3olq justuesodmy ogyer], AS[[eA [OULR) i 61°Z-AD Aofog

uorednIN Joye samsesq UCnESMN sjoedury/sanssy
20UBOGIUBIS JO [3A9]

wswpedsq Buluue)y “Aouaby
13 Yeig eyl jo 1xa) ay) o) sebueyn juewebeuely eainosey Aesejuciy Jo Aunany



20728800 401

010Z Yaiep

9l ue|d [eleuss) 2002 AlunoD Aessjucly
Hoday 1oedw| [ejuelwiuoiaug [euld

yuesgIuds
uer) ssaT—inopng

" paEpuBIs SO'T 2Iqed3008 34 40]oq [[8) 0)
sAeMpPROI 25NED P[NoM Gorgm sSempeol AJuno)
uo spoedun oyroads-joaford asnes pnom

"Aressaoou s uONESHIW ON  Ue[J [BIDUSD LOOT S JO INOPIING :VE-NVIL

‘sug[d yisuen ofuer-Suoy 1o ‘sueld jusmdojsAsp
a[0&o1q ‘sanoey ueLnsapad Jualmo

£Aq PoEPOWITIONIT 2q JOU PIOOM JBI) PUBLISp
[oA€N JISTRT) IO “3[0401q ‘meinsapad ayeIousd
10 uoyepodsuen saneme Suproddns
swreaSaid 1o ‘sted ‘setorjod padope i
1ryuos A[[enuajed pinos ‘salunoo Jusoelpe

S[qRISPISTOD pue sono paterodroour ui justido[asap

AjpAnRIOmInD PIM APPATIRIIWND ‘TR [RISUSE) LO0Z

U $S9T—0E0T -K1essacau st satorod UE]J [BIOUSD 00T PUCASQ GOHESITI [BUONIPPR ON S} ISpUn Poso[(e JUswdo[aad( *4Z-NVIL

*$53008 AouafIoma

oyenbopeur m 3Nsal pjnoMm ‘senunod juaoelpe

pue sano payerodioour m yuawdoaasp

S1qeIIPISU0D “B[qe[IeA®. ST (3A0QE PAQLIOSIP) H1-NV AL M A[2ANRIOWNG ‘Te]d [BI9USD) LO0T o

A[ane[nmwny—oe0zT amsea]A uoneSnIA pue ssrotjod weld [eseusD £0T Puoksq UOPEINIW [BUONIPPE ON IOPUN PIMO[E $3SN pue] Ul (iMOID “HZ-NVEL

‘sosn pue] 3umolpe

pue sani[roey orqnd ypim squedmoont

AIe 1eY) SISN pue] IO SUFISOP SNOPIEZEY IO

PIEPURIS-UOU UL JTISSI P02 ‘SSHUNO0D Juade(pe

2[qRIIPISU0D pue 59110 pareodrosur ur yusuxdorassp

FARTAC ] YA A[oATie[nmnd ‘ueld [eisUsD LO0Z

uer) ssT—0507 *K18850001 ST sororjod el [eIsUsn) £00Z PUOAaq uoneSHIul [EUCTIPPE ON I9PUN PAMO[[E SISN PUB] TT YImoID ‘dZ-NVIL

‘spodire Jo niened amyredap

pue yoeoidde ot wrim Juswdo[eAsp ssealduL

10 sprodire moj §, AJunoy) o) Je [dAeN Ie

JIOJ PUBIAP 95BAIOU[ PINOA ‘SOIUNOD JUade{py

S[qRISPISHOD pue sou1o payerodroout m jusmdofasdp

A[pAne|nuInD iim. AJ2ATR[NUIND ‘U] [RIDUSD) LOQT OB

uey) ssoT—0E07 -Kressoosu §1 sa1atjod Te| ] [eI8USD) 007 PU0Laq HOTESIITE [BUONIPPE ON JOPUN PIMO[[E 538N PUB] UL AMOID DZ-NVIL

uoneSnIA e samsea[y uonednny syoedwy/sanssy
gomesyIuSIg JO [9AD]

HI= yeIg s o a1 ey o} sabueyn

wswyedeq Suluue|d ‘Aoueby
swabeuep 8oINosay Assejuciy Jo AunoD



20°28600 421

DLOZ YouBW

Ll-¥

Ueld |iaueg L00Z Aunod Aausjuopy
Hoday Jordw| [ejusliucialg [euld

WRNJIUSIS
ue) sseT—inopjing

*ATessa0a1l §] UOREINIW ON

" prepuess §O'T d[qeidanoe
241 40[3q [[8] 0} SAEMPBOI 951D PJNOM UdTYM
sfempeor funo) uo syoedu ogiseds-poefond
9STIED PINOM SITUNOS JUIIR{DE PUE S0
pererodiosu; uy yuonrdojoasp UM AjdAge[numo

UB|d [eIouss) LOOT 91 JO INOPIING ' ViI-NVIL

RO UGS
BT s8oT—Inopymg

*A19ssa00U 81 moneSnmI ON

sue[d y1suen sfuri-Fuof 10 ‘sueld yusmdoraasp
22401 “senI]Ioe] vewysapad JuaImD

AqQ PIIBPOTTICIOE 3() JOU PINOM JET) PURTISD
[2ABI] JISURY IO ‘2[0A01q ‘wernsapad syerousd 10
uonepodsuen asanemiae Suntoddns sumidord
10 ‘sueld ‘satorjod paydope (s PIFUOs pnom
ue| g Je1su=s) /00T 2 Jo mop[ing AE-NVIL

a1qeproABUN
PUB JmBOY SIS
—nopimg

"3[qe[BA® ST (3A0QE POqUIISIP) HT-NVHEL
9InsBIN UOESHIA] PUE saorjod Ue[d [RISSD) 00T PUOAS] BONBSHI [EuonIPPE ON

"$S3008 ASUaSIoIs s)enbopenr ur JnssI pinom
WEld [BISUSD) LOOT 31p Jo mop[ing ‘HE-NVAL

JuRoy IS
UBT} ss2T—nopng

*ATESSO00U 918 T[] [BISUSD) £O0T ST PUOA2( S3INSEAM TONESHIW [RUORIPPE ON

*sesn pue[ Suturolpe pue sonmroey srqnd

Qi 9[quedomoou] o1k JeT) SISN Pue[ J0 SUSISIp
SNOPIRZRT JO PIEPURS-UOU UL JINSAI PO
UE[d [e19Tary LOOT 243 JO nopIing :IE-NV UL

yreoyTudIs
el ssa"T—nopng

-ATesso0ou s| HoyednmI oN

.mﬁog

Jo wened axmaedsp pue yoroxdde agy unpm
justndolasap asearour 10 srodire Inoj §,41uno))
9} 18 [9ARY) 1 IO] PURTIAP SSEIIMIY PINOA
UE]d [eoueD) LOOT 2U JO Oop[Ing :DE-NVIL

‘Juamdojsaap

INOHTAM PIEPUBIS SOT Y1 P333X%3 Y81

speol |euotday pue AUNoy) 0} Sg)RN AMQLIU0D
o ‘pIEpuels (0 SOT ST PI20X3 0 SO'T

alqeproAsun 91} 3S0EI PNoA YoTyM sAemprol [euoSay

pue JueonTUSIS "21q1s29] SI (2A0qE PAqQUIDSIP) Z-NVIL pue AJunoy) uo OIJJEI] SSBOIOUI PINOM

—inop[mg SMmsEaJy uonESNIA pue satorjod uelq [eIoUSD) (0T Puokeq uCHESTIW [EUOKIPPE ON U] [20U30) £OOT ) JO MOp[ME HE-NVL

uoneSnIN Jeye somsesy uolBSnIA syoedury/senssy
SOUESIIUSIG JO [2A9]

13 Yedq eyj jo 1xa L sy} o} sebueys

juswyedsq Buluueld ‘Aousby
Jusliebeueyy eainosey Aausjuop jo Auncn



20728500 401

0L0Z Yoieiy

8i-v+ ue|d [BI8US9) 00Z Aunoy Assejuop
Hoday 1oedw| [euswuciAug (euld

[qeproseun
pue Juesyusis
—noppng

*§59958 AouaBiowa apenbapem

I J[NSaJ p[noM “SINUNOD Jusdelpe pue sand

9] quIBAR 5T (3A0qE PAqLOSP) HI-NVUL poyesodioous uf JusmdojaAdp pIm AjsApenusno

amseajy uone3nmA pue sapljod ue[d [e19UD) LOOT PUOASQ UoneSuRI [euonippt ON  “UB[d [EISUSD) (0T SY Jo Inopling ‘H-NViL

oeoguBis
et $SoT—INOPIINg

‘sasn puej Surulofpe

pue sanwroey afjqnd mm spquedmroour

aIe jeyy sosn pue] Jo sudisep snopiezey 10

PIEpUR)S-UOU UT J[NSaI PIiioMm ‘SSTIINOD Juodeipe

pue sand payerodioour ol juSIdo{assp

M APATEIUIND ‘TR [BISUSD) L00T AW

-K18583000 OI8 UE[J [RISUSD) £007 oY) PU0oLoq S2MSestl HoLRSNIU [BUOTIPPE ON ISPUN PAMO[[ 535N PUR] U PMOID Ji-NVEL

JuesTyIuss
uet) ssaT—Inopimyg

-spodare Jo wraped amuedsp pue govoxdde

ayg s jusmdo[aasp aseazour o surodne

Iney s,£Uno;) ST) 18 [SABT IIe 10] PUBTGIP

2SLOIOUI PIO.OMA “SIIUNOD JuadE([pe pue son0

_ pajerodioour Uy Juswdo[pAsp M ATOATIETIROND
.bammwua: mmnoﬁuwﬁ_aoz.ﬁﬁmﬁgﬁwhcomoﬁmoﬁogam”OTZé

Juswdo[aASD INOHIA prepueIs §OT 1) pa2oxa
Jer) sprol jeuoidoy] pue ANmop) 0} sljyen
anqmuos 1o ‘prepuels (I SOT oY) pseoxo

0} §O'T 57} 95NEI PINOM [ITYM SABMPBOI
[euoISoy pue £JUMoy) WO SASLIIIUT DIIJeN)

J]qeprosBuUn 2]B0I0 P[NOA SITIUMOD JUdE(pE UL PUB SSNIO

pue JueoyIudg "2[qIsea] ST (3A0qER PIqHOSIP) GZ-NVUL Ppareiodioont ul juswdo[aAsp M A[ANEMIIND

—noping - omseapy uoneSnIA pue sotorjod ueld [eISUSD) (0T PUOADQ UONESHITI [EUONIPPE ON  Ue|d [BL2U3D) LOOT 3U3 JO JnopIMY ‘di-NViL

uoneSniA Jaye saINsea wonednIN syoedury/sonssf
30uEdYBIG JO [9A]

jewpedsq Suluue|d ‘Aousby

I3 ¥eid U3 jo 1xa ) ey} o3 sebueyy Juswebeuepy aninosey AsaUoR JO AUNOD



10723600 401 6Lt
01L0Z Yo

ueld feseueg) L00Z Aluno) Asisjual
Hoday jpedw| [Euswuosaug [Buly

Taudii SiJErT e i T i
T JOMV o 10 JAT) PUE WeI501q 33,1 Fedi] SUei],

"uB

Suroueur] pue Juswsaocidwy fende) s ul pauruLaiap se souey Jurssed mnwo_._bmg_% €
Jo/pue {Sa[oIyaA Swwmy ssed

0} SIIYSA MO[[E 0] SUOIIIISIANUI I8 IIP[NOYS ABMPEOI Y} JO [Ip1ss oY) Sugsessou] 'z
I0/pUE JUSTISAOW S[OIYSA YSnoy) s)095Je sa[orgaA Supwms Jo Aouanbagy

A} ISYM PUR SIUL| WIM) 78] JNOYIIM SUONOISIN] JB Saue] winy o] Suipraorg -1

:Aq pasealout oq J[ix sjuowidas asag) Jo Aoedes sy) ‘010JaIaY ] SONNIOE] SUB[ INOJ

0} SABMPEOX 35301 UDPIM 0) sUuB]d OU SJe 2ISY) “B3IB ST JO JIIORIBYD [RINI AU UTRIUIRGL O],
“sjuswaaoidurr oy
Sunp88Ly a105eq M220 URD J8Y) JuAHdO[aAIP JO [9A2] ) SLJIUSP] Ue[d Swdurur]

pue yuamaaoaduay [eyide) pasmnbai atp 10§ pasedasd Aprys snXsu opIm-10pLUOd ¥ (€

*JUWESS oY) UTGIM UOTIOSSIN Ue WIoJY 550008 sured jusmdojaasp pesodod v (z

"&3aJ8s J0 SO SIS JO UL} UF AJIjIoT) o
0} edwi 1991 € SIPNUAP! JUSUISSIsE afads-1oafoid s Justdojaaap pasodoad v (
mgMm
pajuswaydwy 3q pnom sjuswsaoidur asay ], Junedaq spo M SMqngd 341 £q JopLIO)
1]} JOJ PoYST[qe}sa WSIURYIY SUIPUny areys-1re] Ue[d Supoweury pue Jaweaodury
rende) & ySnoap pue “ssuswdoaasp [enpiarpul Joj uonedpnw sgroads-1oafosd jo
uonBUIqUIOND B Y3nOorg) papuny aq p[nom sjusmBas asoy) Jo juwasoxdur "peoy supgrery
PUe 89-Y§ U32A13q preas[nog s[a3da1dg pue ‘pecy seon ues pue [] Sf) UsAMISG pED
weoyuSis  peoy Auno) spnpux spuawIas 2N, “SUONOISIA)UL AWOS Je SIB] WIn} o] sp1acd By
L) SS3T—OE0T  SPROI [N JUB[-0M] JB SPIBPURS §OT TUWPaadxa sjuaiufas Aempeol o0, (VS-NVEL

"IOpLIO)) Atourp\ pue [emmoLSy o)

U SPROI Aoy 0} spoedun] a5I9ApE 9183l
PInoMm EQZ 1894 31y 0] UB[J [BISUID) £LOOT P
ISpUN PIMOJ[B S3SN PUE| U YIMOID VS-NVIL

“sueld ysuen 93ues-Suoy 1o ‘sueyd jusmdooasp
o[oA0Iq ‘sanI]iory uelnsapad JuImd

Aq P2IBPOMIUIODDE 2 10T PIOM JBT) PUBWISP
[eAET) JISUe IO ‘9[2401q ‘meinsapad ojeisusd
Io moyeModsien ssnewmie Sunroddns
sweidoxd 1o “suepd ‘serorjod paydope yim
1PI[JIOS PMOM. “SINTNOD Juaaelpe pur san

jueayiudis paserodiosur ur juaurdoaop Ym A[eAlEIOND

ety ssaT]—nopng "ATe85000U 5T TONESNII ON  “UE[J [RISUSD LOOT ST JO MOPIING dp-NV UL

nopeSnIK Jaye somseajy uoneSuN s1odouy/sanssy
2omesuSIg JO [9A9]

HI3 YBig 9u Jo e, oL ) sebueyn

awpedsq Guuuejy ‘Aouaby
wawabeue aainesey Aslejuop Jo AlUnos)



0728600 331

0Z-+

UB|d [RIBUAD J00Z AUNoD Aelejuopy

0L0Z Yorel yoday 1oedw [ejuawuonaug [euld
01 SaITSESU (1) IV 1A TS W[dU [[e0s AYno,) SUL “Xep 154 Spuiod 73 o Piovsug
AT 5. (DA V14N 24F Pas0Xa J0U Op SUOISSIWD VALY PE[ai-U0NDIIISUO) Jol) SJNsud
O] SoINSEaUl [ORU0D VALY (T vV (1604 JuemReldul pue jerdo UononasioD Sy Jeq)
0 oYL, ‘1ol I8 SUOISSTWD afenoned [9591Ip J0f SpIepUe)s
vomnﬁ_.ﬁﬁoa 121[) 2INSSE JEI) SAIMNSLIU I[qISea] 380&3:_ 01 PLSK(] [ORU0D) uennjjod
1y pauytuq) Keg K3I91UO 3y} M Yiom Jreys spalord Kreaonawnsip Jof syredsipddy
yreoguFis *SAINSEAL [ONUOD IMSK] [oNuoy) Honnfod My payiuy) Aeg Asspuoly s|qesidde
By SsaT—Inopng yusuradur jusmdo[aasp axmyny jey) 2ambal [[eys AIAUCIA JO LMo AL 6°01-SO -yonnj[od 112 JO S[3A3] Toreai3
jeogmudrs  SMO[IO) 5B §§°01-SO Aotjod uvid [essusp agepdn [ a3 Jo Amod YL :T-OV  m pnsas pjnom SUOISSTUIO POJE[I-UONONISUOD
uey ssT—0E0T T60Z Pue 007  Jo sounuenb JULIYIUSLS JO UORBIBUID (Z-OV
JuestIugdis
ey} s T—Inoping ‘SpIEpUE]S pue Sueld JHomaSvuey
yueoyrusis Arreny) Iy o(qedndde mIm 101uos prhom
uel ssT—0¢0T “Aressaoou st sararjod welg [e10U8D) (0T S PUOASq UOHESHRT ON UE]d [eISUSL) L00T 9T JO INOPME ([-OV
ALXTVOQ) A1V £ |
9]qeISPISUOD
AJeAnemmmny) ‘9" TUONOAS UI PAPTIUT 218 SAMSBOI HONEIIIW PAE[OY uoneuodsuel], (g-NND
"JOPLLIO)) AISUTA [eIMMOLISY ) Ulm
JuROTHSIS *AIBSSO00U §1 (9AOQE PAQIINSIP) VG-NV UL  Speol Ajuno)) 0 §1oedil 95I9APE 9)8a10 PInom

BT sso—moping

aImseapy TOREInIA pue soloTfod Ue[d [BISUSD) /(0T PUOAS] TONESTI [EUCLIPPE ON

ueld [eeush) LO0T 2 Jo mopiing “HS-NVAL

"5, TOBAUI] JUAIdO[PAS(] [EUOTEoY DAY L O JO JUSIIARA 0] 1091qns

TESUId0PASp 573 “Joedu 1oL, SJEIT ¢ SSUNUAPI VIL 21 APusImauos pajuauia[au

3q O} PaJifibal 3q [IIA VLI 51 W Pognuap] SoXseaty UONESTI (] 1911} ogioads-jaaloig
"TR101] o1 0] Pajonipuod SIEATEUE YOr,) 30 [9AG] O JO 559 PIESSY (V1.1) SIFA[BUY

uoneSnIA e
20UBOYTUTIS JO [3AS]

SOINSEa]N WORESHIA

sjoedury/sanssT

HI3 yeud 2y jo e oy o) sebueyn

uewpedag Buiuue)d ‘Aouaby
swabeuel soinosay Assapuciy Jo Auno)



20°Z8600 0|

QLOZ YodeN

Le¥

Ueld [el1auesy /00Z Aunc) AQsslucyy
Jodey joedul] [ElUaWUONAUT [BUlH

a[quploABun
pue JueogIuslg
—jnopping
S[qEeplOABUN puR
FOHIUSIS—QL0T

wresSosd aIeYSOpM B EoEo_aE_ =

lojearpioos areysapumoneuodsuen ¢ Lojding o

sjof spu-pue-yied dopaag w

Juowdo[aASp 1) UIIM SaMEs) USISap JSURI) SPIAGL] w

S13)U3D 918D P[IYD A)ISUO OPIACI] =

SORIIIORY J2X00]/J3MOYs pue sanijroey Sunyred/sBesors o[a4o1q opiacld o
30[AI3S $Nq UIWA[YNYS JOf OPIAOIY

S3[91Y2A 1Rdnaoo o[Fuls Jof sfreyoms Supped 2 juowsduy .«

saoeds Surymed [ooduea/joodmes eruaisgaid apirorg o

:01°0T-SO 42104 UB[ [BISUAD) O} PapPe 3q [[IM SaNsEAW SuLmof[of gL

(8002 ADAVIEN) 5951 PueT [BUOlIASU]T
PUB ‘[eLusnpu] ‘TBIOISWILICT) J0F S2INSLIA UoneSMN AOIVNIN Juowsidul gDV

*mO[3q “a8uey;) a1eux]) JSPUN SAINSEIT 353Y) Jo uondiIasep a1 39§ :E-D) pue -
60T Pu® OEOT

“RUEN A[nolued pue (XON pue
DOY) Josmoarg suoz( uf a3ueq) 19N £-OV

o SoTSEow QO%DmE Juama] E._ 118Ys AJuno’) a1, "Awp Jad spunod g3 Jo ploysaIq]
A 5.0Dd VTN o Pas0Xa JOU Op SUOISSIIA P JA] Paje[al-UOHONLSU0) JET) oINsTS
0] SAIMSESW [0H000 SN (1D VI 1A THOWA[AW] pue 578150 GONINNSU0D SIHGNY Jeq)
1 BIROIN JO AJUTIO) ST J9WK 28 SUOISSTIIS je[monted [asa1p 10§ SpIepue)s
ﬁomun.ﬁﬁun BV} SINSSR JET) SAINSBSUI S[qISE] 3&0&85 01 9INSY( [O[UO)) UoHN[[o4
Iry payru() Aeg L2I2JUOIA 1) Jiim JJom [Jegs s3oafosd Kreuonatosip Joy syt ddy
"SAIMSEIN [O[UOD JOLYSI(] [0NU0Y) UonN{[o] XY PayIu[) Avg Aslajuoy ojqeordde
Juawspdur juswdoyoasp armng 1em annbai [Teqs Ls1amoy Jo LUno)) SYL 6'01-80

ISMO[[O} S8 PasIAAI 2 1M 69°01-SO KoI[0 ] ued [RIDUSD
-suotsstarg juemdmby Lngg Laroy
PUE S50MOS S[IGOIN PROY-1( 10] samseo]y wonedniN qOIVNEW juswarduy :z-0OV

uoneInIN Joye
2omeay Ul JO [9A9]

SaINSESA UONEININ

sjorduuy/sanss]

I3 yeug ey Jo 1xe ). suj o ssbueyn

Juswedsaq Guluueld ‘Aausby
wawebeuepy eainosey AsssiLop Jo AlUnoD



L0°28600 01 72
OLOZ yaue

ue|d [RiauaD) 00z funoD) Asssjuop
Hodey pedw) [ElusLIUCIAUT [BUIJ

~Aep Jad sa[oIysA 000001 UeY) S3our BurALeD

ABM391] © JO 199F (0S UbY) JIS0]0 Al Payedo] 94 J0U PHReysST (AJap]o ) J0J SONITIoR]

“s|epdsoT] ‘S[O0YIS) SAST PUE| SANISULS MAT JO juedofeAeqIoUO[FASD MU

:01°01-SO Adrjod Wejd [eIUSD UI papnjoul 2q pnogs a3enFume| Suimofjof YL

3OV

Jusuwdinba sjqeredwos Jof 93BI9AR SUOTSSIIUD OTJAL] SPIMaYe]s

34 JO 04()S UL SS3] O} SUOISSIUS OAL] 900Dl JB1]) sopriSdn suoIssID surSus jaseip

wreogruSs U0 PUE S|oTYy MIIns mo[-eayn ‘sden J00S JO asn a1) JO 90UIPIAS MOYS O[M SI0IOBIUO0D

By S5 f—nopymg 2501 0 USAIS 9q $I9BIUOI UONONSUOD Yoy SIMbal [[eys Aaaajuopy Jo AJuno) g,
ey 83" T—0E0T _ 7607 PUE Q0T

*JSNEYXD [3SIIP
pasealour o} s10)dadar aANISUIS a50dXa pinom

Ueld [BIRUS) £O0T AU} IO INOPINg H-OV

S[o1Y2A J2a[] sed [emyeu passaldwos-ozZIu) =

sa[omgaA 1a2y) sed suedold pmbr oznu) W

SI[OTaA J33]J [OURYISW SZIH) =

SS[OWDA J99]] UCISSTWH-MOT BRf() 9ZI[I) w

S2[OTUAA J291J OISO 9ZINN] =

‘S[oNJ SATRTIE

SS9Ippe 01 Z'0[-SO A2T0d Ueld [230USL) 01 PPPE 3q [[I4 SOMSEIW FULMOIO} S,
(00T

AOIVOEIN) S190] SANRTIR) Y J0J SAISEa uoneSNIN qOdVNEA Jewaldw] s-0V
STOTSIAIPQNS JOfBI UMM SaNTI08] UeLnSspad op1A0L] «

JIOMIST [BTWIS)XS U 0} JUI] JB1) SUOISIAIPNS Jolfenr Gryjim syyed 9[0Ad1q op1acid =
:08N pUe] [EIUSPISI] SSAIPPE

03 SaImsESUr SULMOT|o} 3} SPNJIUT 0} PAsIAST 9q [[M O1°01-SO Ad1[0d Ue[d [eIaU3D
(8007 ADIVNEN)

§05[) Pue’] [EHUSPISYY 10} SAMSESN UoueSnIA ADJVNEN 1mows[dwy -0V
werfoxd Sunnunmooara) AW «

S2[NpaYyos YIoM passardmod juswdiduy .

wonepodsuen orqnd axe; 10 218YsopH 0] s3aK0jdirs 0} SOARUIOUL IPIACI] u

uonEInIA Ia)e SOINSESN TONESHIAT
SOUBOYIUSIS JO [PA]

sjoedwmy/sonssy

|13 yeia 8y} Jo xa ] sy} o} sabueyn

wewipedsq Buuue)d ‘Asuaby
weabeuey sanosay Asusjuopy Jo Hunod



2028600 D1

010Z ysrew

€z

ueld [eJauss £00Z Ajuno) Aesepiop
Moday joedw| [gjusiuciaug feuld

jueoIUSIS
ey} SsT—E60C
yueogrusys
ey ssoT—0L0¢

*K1essanou st sato1jod us[q [B1eusr) L0(7 Puc£sq uoneSw oN

*UOTBIGIA SUIO]-PUNOIS JAISSIOXD
0} stosiad Jo amsodxoe ur Jnsas pinom
UB[d [eauag) £OOT Y JO uonBUSma[duI yyim

Pparerdosse sanAnoe Juswmdojeaa(] :g-N 1oudw]

TmeoyTISIS
uew ss9T—Z607
JUeolTuB1S
) $S9T—0E0T

"Axessaatl ST satorjod uslq [e1eusD) £Q0Z PuoLaq UonEI I ON

‘2S1oU djyern) Ul 535edIIUT

[enuBiSqNS 10 “SPIEPURS 950U AJUNo))

Jo ssaoxa T 9s10U ofJen o) (suosmad o)
S9SN pUE] SANISUSS astou Jo aansodxa uy ynsas
PIROM UB[{ [RISTSE /(0T SY) M pajeroosse
santanoe Jusmdoreasp samnyg :1-N 1oedu

ISTON 8°F

"S[GRIDPISUOD
AJpAnRMIm))

*I[qIsea] ST uonednmu oN

LIEnd IV 1L QD

jueayIudis

Bl SSa[——Inopng
meoyuEs

e $$eT—0E0T

"monanpoxd Suump Lsurm og) Surdesss moxy SI0po pue SUOISSIWS SANISNT JusAard
0} sarBojouysa) pue saonorid Juswoenewr 159q 91e10dI00UL [[EYS SSLDUIM [V =
‘ponquyoxd 2q reqs potow [esodsip
& 52 0ovwod Jo Jutung ‘aowmod Jo Bunumq woiy Supnsas syorejdmos Jusasd 0, «
*Amourm 911 £q JUSWPUIMIE 108 € Se SPIeAaula oty Ul peasds 1o oIS o1 TOI] paACaT
3q [[eys anpisa1 [ ‘aoewod Jo aFesos a1y} WOL SUNNSSI SIOPO SZMUIWI 0],

‘suonerado

Arours woyy Sunynse: sowwod jo [esodsrp pue aSexcls 1adoxd oq JoJ 3pIAcy ‘Z1'D[-SO
‘Z1°01-80 40104 UB[d [eIPUIL) 58 POPPE 2q PINOYS Sansesm SULMOTI0F 9L

8-0V
7607 PUB 9£0T

"S10p0

5]qEu0}OR[qO JO UOISSIUD ST} Ul J|NSaI PINoM
e[ [ERUSD) LOOT A5} JO noping 9-0V

JueoT SIS

uey) SsY]—nop[mg
ROy TudIs

B S5 T—0E0T

"Aressaoau si sarerjed weld TessusD £00T oY) puodaq uoneSnmr oN

*sfemprol ATunoy) Juole S[oAS] ()7 UI SISEAIDUT

9sTe0 p[nom ymold ogyen axmnyg -0V

uone3nmy Ioye
2ouROyIUIIS JO [3A]

saInsuajA uonBSumA

s)oBdUn]/5on8s|

YI3 yeiq ey jo Ixe L oy} o} sabueyd

juswpedsq Buluueld *‘Aousby

Juswabruep eainosey Aslejuoy Jo Aunon



LUFZR600 401

T4 4 ue|d |2euesy 00z Aunog Assejuop
0102 Uode Hodey 10edw| [RIUSWUOIAUS [BUl
T Koy semnes o w xop
10 mnbreof Ueg oY) J0J JeIIqeY JA1asaxd 03 Ue] UONEAIISUOD) AS[[eA Seules :T'[-OId
9[qEPIOARUN PUE
”Emumﬁﬂmawlﬂaow. SACPY u,n O-AJOFHOAH-OHtH{958
wreayudis 19427 w4804 J—s3102dS SWDIS 1010248 11V so1vadg snyelg
uet ss9T—0€0C 0£07  -Teroadg wo joudw] 9s19ApY [eOU0led (1-OId
SEOMNOSTY TVOIDOTOIE 6h
*3[qeIOPISUOD
Appanerammnd
ey SS9 *Aressaosu st samorjod el [erauan) /07 PuUoiaq mone3nmmI oN astoN $-WNND
‘S[eA9]
WOy TuSIS IS10U DATSEIIXS 0) SATLDA [BUOTIESIDAI pue
uetp ssT—760T Sasn pue[ [RINNouSe/ [ELISNPUI Te3U SUDHOoM
JuedIUBIs 10 Suipisar ajdoad asodxa pnom ueld [RISUSD)
uey) sseT—080¢ -AIesso00u 1 sarorjod el [BI18URD) £007 PUOAaq UOTESITI ON 2007 213 Jo uonejuameydmy :g-N 10edw]
JueoymSIs *S[9AS] SSIOU JAISSIOXD
et s59T—260T o0} podire e Ieau Sunjom 10 Surpisal
Jueoy SIS ardoad asodxs ATrepustod pinom ue|{ [eISUID)
ey SS9 F—0E0T *Aressaoou st samorjod el [eXOURD) /00T PUOL3q UONESNINI ON £00Z 91 Jo uonuawaldumy f-N joedu]
JUELIU3IS *SATJATIOR TOTIONIISIO0
UeT] 883 T—260C parercosse Suump soedor 98100 LIS}
yoeogTusIs -107s ‘ATezoduu] 21es12 pInom Ue[d [eISUSD)
UBp S8 T—0E0Z *A1ussaoou i sororpod weld [eIousn /007 PUOAaq UOnESHI ON L00Z 993 o uonemsweydury :¢-N 10edmy
uoneSmp Ie SOINSBIN WORESNIA] sjoedorysonss]
soweoyTuIIg Jo [9A%]

HIF WG 9L} Jo 1xa | au) o) sebueyn

wewuedaq Buuue|d '‘Aausby
JelWebeuely s2nosay AeJsjuoiy jo AUnon



A0°ZHE00 431 Gzt
0L0Z Ye

ueld |eisues) JQ0z Aunod Aessjuopy
JHodey 10edw| [ejuswiucAug [euld

12427 103{0i—82100dS SIS 1919948 11

*STSB( 102[0I0-Aq-100[01d @ UG PaTEsnI 2q J[BS

S10al0ad ATEUOTIIOSTp 03 oNp S50] JEIEY "ASIETS UONeAISsU0s oy JO UOAOpE o0 [OU[]
9118 TOREsTadios a1 Jo Juswniewews a1y Furpuny pue ‘ops uonesuadmod

o Buurojuow feyqer Jurslasaxd 1o0/pue {(IS-IJo 10 -uo) 15 Honesuadmos

Ia1j30 10 Jueq uone3nmu pescidde-Aousde ue SmAgnuspr :suzow Sumoroy

) Jo s10w 10 3UO gEnony 39sfoad enpiarpur ue Jo sioedmr MEIHIw o) SWSKIRGOAT
apraoxd Aew pue AsusFe (8159 Jo ajeys yeudoxdde ayy ym uoKRUIPI0S m
pajuouradur pue padofaaap aq [[eys A3a7ens-ueid vonesuadmos oy, ‘SUOHAO U7 JO oUC
§8 x0] J13] uinbeoy ueg ayy o} joedun Jo siseq [puoniodold B TO Paseq 53] B PISSISSE aq
[ spafoxd yuawdoraasp yoma 1oy werSosd 203 uonesSniw ¢ BPISUCI-opR{STE [[2YS PUR
padoraasp aq reys weaSoxd Smpuny XI57ENS noneAlesuos sy uondope we[ [RISUSL)
Jo s1eak § urgim XS5JETS uoyeAlssuod an je[dwoa [[eys Lyuno)) sy ‘e XIajens
wufd TONEATISUOD ST UM X0f I umbeof TR oYY J093® 0 [ERUSYOd M (HJTLNOOP
VOO pejeroosse J1a1) pue) sjeacxdde Arenonsosip [[e o} pardde aq [jegs pue L3umo)
KamuoN Aq paydope 2q [[eys ‘mnuiruiur e KISTEIS-Heid UOTRAIDSTUOO SY T, “JB[eny)
Jo Arumurmiod o) Jo [Inos Aaf[eA sewres oq3 oq [j2ys ued g3 Jo €a1e SN0y [eIousd
ayL ‘uone[nded xoj 0 wmbeor weg o) uTElsNS 0} Je3rqey jenbope Jo woneArsaxd

o3 10 apraoid o) Ao[[e A semRS o) Jof KF3TENS-weid UONBAISSTUOS € dO[3Asp
SISPIOYREIS pue ‘AS[[EA SeUl[ES oY) Ul S9YId ‘aTer) PUE UsIy JO JUSIIeds( ETIoHE)
BAGD SOTAISS YTPILAM PUE UST S N1-SAESTT 99 JM Na0u0d ul ‘Treqs Auno) sy,

qo_mmmEE o SAINSEAA UOLESHIN
95UEIPIUSIG JO (949

syordiy/sonssy

HIZ yeiq 2y3 Jo xe | ey} o} sebueys

swpedaq Buluuel ‘Aousby
swabeuep ecsnosey Aslajuopy Jo AlUNOD



£0°28600 421 9z-v
QLOZ YN

ue|d [eieuss) 00z Alunos Aessuop
Yodey pedw| [eluswuocnsug [Bulq

BoeI11c T O[oASD [BIOISTINIO) AU SoI5E (G SSIUTN SUISHOY Mol m_c o1 G
Te[q [eIu2D 31 Uk p3jIalord [IMOXs ST1 JO 901 UHAIAM ST [1MO0I5 JBNIOB 181 S3jBorpul
TONEUINIEXS 3t} JT "PAUTENE U39 SARTY (£(T-900¢ SUIEamn 3ty 107 Y[H Ue[d [EI3U3()
377 t1 PAjOIPald (013 [SIRIOWII0D PUE UONONNSU0T [eHUapIsel UoHe[Ndod PIsesIul
IOF SPIOyUSat (DAL 0] 90100p o1} JUTIIEXS [[BUS AJuno,) SU} S[EATUI TeoA JAT 1V
ASSENSUBRE UCHEAIISTO))

SORFRERECD)-TeBN-GEReS oa1sTara1dmo)) v atedaxd ‘0goz A9 16 T-0O14
"9T'$-SO Adrod

4 PoSSaIppPe Telqey pue $a100ds 9T snymsforeodspeugep-y DD 0} s1ordur fenuajod
pue suonerado Eﬁaﬁsocmm Jo uoisuedxa ssaIppe os[e [[Ia sepdn siy, Inop[ing

01 0£0Z WoL Auno?) pareiodioourumn oy U Gmols [RIDISNIu0d pue [BHUpIsal pajasford
313 JO 94,0g 1SBA] 18 2JBPOMWILICIDE 0) pauSisap oq [[eqs seate YrmoId popuedxo/meu

oYL ‘GEAT-IeLE YIMOIS UBQIN PINULTOD 0} 3P §1C-SO AdN0J Aq PISEAIPPE Feqeq
pue saoads-smyeys-jeioeds-POEERP-OHS JO SSO] 9Y 9ONPaI 0} 3q P[NOM S8II8 [IM0IT
pasnoo] mouspepuedys yons Jo ssodmd aY], “SEATE YIM0IS Posion) MO JO UOTEUSISIP

3T} 30/pUE UE[J [BI5055y o) AQ POUST[(EISa S6ale [IMOLS Pasnoo] JO UOISuedxs o)

*£3unoy) AaIepuoy Ul 1eIIqeY [eyeu Jo

8SO[ 20MpO1 O} Sease YIMOIT PISNO0] MoU AJIUSPL 0} 10/pUE SEAIE [MOIF PISNI0] SUNSIXD
Jo uoistedxs AJnuop: o ue[d [elsuap oy 01 oyepdn) we aredaxd ‘0g07 A9 #'T-OTd
"9A0QE PAQUISIP Se-EF-OFF UBROHPFF T 1019

60T

TOTIES T JayJe S2INSES|N TONRSHIAT
SOUBOYIUBLS JO [9AY]

syoedwmy/sanssy

I3 ¥eiq 54 Jo 1xa) o) o) sabueyn

eswpedaq Guiuue|d ‘AsuaBy
Wwawabeuey asinosay A2sauoly Jo Auno)



028600 =01 v ueld [eieuag 2Q0Z AunoD Asssjuciy

QL0Z Yel Hoday ypeduw| [ejuawisoanaug [euld

UNG,) JuemdojaAsp Aleuoijatostp [ oy A[dde jjeqs s0usinpa() YoEqiss wiLanig oy T
“TBaI}s JUeAS[a1 T JO AJTen

I572A SSTW0IdI0T 10 SJOPLII0S SJ1[P[IA UBLRd[T PaLuap] asImoldos Teiqey uenedn

§y] _m>oEu.- 95089 uoa 2:95 ﬁﬁ BIIE YoBqIas oﬁ =:=§ SosT uasﬁno._nmal%.

——d-.— J - 13e 2t B-H 3 g AEE
ﬁ_namm.otomoh.ﬁ.ii 8§§o oﬁmo.omo.rmm n.F .85:6.5 o_u .Em _uono_uﬁu
UOHROTJISSE[O W8NS 1) UO Paseq syseqias ouausl Aidde Lew Jo syaaro zoqo Jof
Soeq1as oI0ads AFIUSPI ABUI OUBUIPIO ST, “N32I) 0IO], PUB Y33 UE[IGED) ‘OLuoiTy
UBS “OJUSIUIOBN JOARY olefed ‘003§ 0A0LIY “ISARY [SUME)) ‘SEUl[ES ISUB[] BAIY

a1} Ut payuswa[du aq UBS A1) OS S PUE SISALI FUIMOJ[OJ A1 JO SUOTIOA PUE|d] 0}
aAne[aI $aeqies ogroads Anuopt [[eys souearpio oY, "sadA) UIBANS JUSISTIP O} SHOBQIHS
PpIepue)s Jo uonesrdde mof[e sy pue (039 “adofs pue ‘uonesadoa ‘LFojorpAy uo paseq)
sad£) weans JuaISIp useming YsINFunsIp 0} PAYIIUAPT 3q [[BYS W)SAS UOHROYISSE[O
weans v rsuowarinber Smddew pue sar8ojopomowr A1ojusaur paziprepue)s

AJ1USPI [JEYS SOUBUIPIO SY ], ‘SWIRALS O} SARE]AI JUSWAO[EAID MU JOT SHORGISS

pure 20UEPIOAR 3Y) 10 SPIRPUR]S WINUITUIT YSI|qRISa-63 [[EUS S0UBmIpI0 o], "eoUBTIPI()
Yorqlog weans apm-iiunos v ydope pue mo_o}oﬁ Ireys £junod m.q.go_.olé

e SPUBIOM PUE S10JE M [RUOROIPSLINg
JuBdIUSIS—Z60T 971§ PUE [BIIPA] U0 PUR SOPIUNWILIO.)
Jueorpudls samsvapy :a.cum.a.ﬁﬂ 12427 EEM@& [eINBN SARISUSS OO ‘TBNQEH UeLiediy

uen) ss9T—HE£0T 0£02 2ANISUS UO SI03JH ISIMADY Tenuied T-0I9

JUAeATRDS J1a1 10 spoedun Suyednmu 1oy surexSoid

33§ PUE SONEI UORESIIW S)IS-JJ0 PUB UO 5e [oNs-FHPR{OEE SUISTURYIAW SPN[OUl pUR
SIOPLIICS JUSUISAOUI SJI[P[IM PUE ‘SPUR[IaM PUE “JB)IqRT tewredLl ‘sonIUNUIIoD [enmen
SADISUIS JO UONEAIRS3Id 13400 OS[B [[2Us ASIJEns UONBATSUCOIIN oL 'SISp[Ogaye)s
Jatjo pue suenye;) ‘sstousfe puef [eIspaJ o ‘san1e parerodioour au Jo uonedionred

AU} AU [[eYS bnnoo oy, “uomdo]aasp 0 onp AEmes-etrJo-jnophngor-da

5313305 PIYST] IG5 0] [NU10d St M Sa1080S aJT[D[I/s PUE JUe[d J0] JelIqey S[qeis

i® mo =oaﬁnnu.a
oﬁ Eo_nﬁoo :anm bgo..u oﬁ_ Eoﬁmm_obov uopuo foxd o] anp no.-o..m|ﬁq_u=o IO pouajeaI)

nousSnIN Ioye saInseaAl uonednmy sjordury/sonssy
20UBDITUSTS JO [9A9]

wswypedsq Buiuuely ‘Asueby
M3 yelq eyl jo ey ay; o) sebueyn Juswebeuey ssinosey Aslejuoiy Jo Aunon



L0°Z8600 421

0102 YaBeiy

8¢

UEld [eJOUBD) 00T AUNoD Aslejuopn
Hodey }Pedw) [ejuswucdiaug [euld

TOY SUONDENXD Ul 35631001 AUE Ja5]J0 A[[1l) 0] PaIIiDal 3q [[EYS S|[aM M3U [[y J9jim
TETAT[[Z AS[BA TOULIE)) STH UT S[[9A4 MU JOJ PAINDbal aq Tleys JLiad ARUOHAISSIP i —4
‘8315508 PUE §20IN0So1 9501} 0] 510eUi] SUIZITHIUIU JO 950
ot 10§ peaf[a9)s 10§ Tenusjod nonesSn Surph[out ayif anenbe Ismo pue YsY ‘SpUBHem
‘wone}ofea uenedi poddns o] Aressaoou smop weansul uo s199PH—3I ' €-8d Aomog

-Fa15305 PUE S30IN051 9501} 0} SJOBUII JULZIIUIW Jo asodind
S 10] “preq[e9)s 10§ [erusiod uonerSwu Surpn(dur of1] onenbe oo pue ‘USY ‘SpPUB[Iom
‘wonejeSaa uenredu poddns o) A1eS5900U SMOJ) WEANSUL UO §193H---T'€ €-Sd Ad1[0d

:sa10170d asatp O) pappe 9q

1[eYS BUIO SULMOT[Of U, "ST[2M MU Jo [eaosdde pue uonenjeAs 10y pue A[ddns Jojem
wi-Juoy e Jo Jooid 10] BLIMLIS o) YSTIGRISS $'€-§d PUR £ ¢-Sd SSIO[04 SIOIAIRG dlqng
"JUATISSSSSY [[9M pue AJddng 1oje A THIa 1 -800] 10§

BLISJLIY) O} SMO[] Weans ?H Jenqep ueusdny SurpieSay sUCHRIAPISUC) PPV €' 7-0Id
"UE]d [2ISUAL) Y] JO UOTIAOPE JO

SIEoA ¢ MU Po1dope aq [[2Ys Wels01d U0OREs O SPUe[po0M J80 JU ], Al
% SIOPLLI0D SHIP[IAL U0 UM oI 8y SpUs|po0A JE0 JO UOLEAISSUOD oY) unancn
ETs o1 oﬁ “OTjed 1] JO WIUIGIT B J2 ON[BA [BOI50[000 PUE SGBoI0E JUD[EAMIDS
107 aprAoId-ef [[eys spue[poom yeo Jo ymamaseidsy TIHMO)
pung Emmmomm.uoumtomnoo SPUR[POOM YEO S1EIS ST) 0) epBeE-aq-kewe 03] © Xed

{25 s1ooioid yesaeusied () F £80 1 ¢ UONO9S 0p0,) 500IN0say SN YITA JUISISU0D
poymowa(duy 81 werSoxd Ajumoy) o s owmy yons [up) ‘P 975 € 10 Ajuno)) oq) £q
PAYSIQEISS PUNJ [e20] & Jayye 015337 Jo juswked moqre pinom uresSord ayqy, -a)rs-jjo 1o
AS-UO SIPIA 8 A¥TI SPULIPOOM-HS3 O JO SSOT 37) J0J UoTeSUIA 's3)IS JOUOP I[qBHMS
10 BUSILD AJuspl pinoa uresdord oy, FIUSWISSES UOHEAISSUOD (D pUB 90U dwod

10] FULICHUOW PUR SPUR[POOM Je0 JO SSO] 5T} 10 Jusuraaepdal 10011p 1o ss0] ay ajednmu
03 $59] Jo juamAed (q ustmooe]dal 10] sonel (€ SoAGEIIIE UONEAINI SUTMO[[O] ST

JO UONEUIqUICS € AJHUSPT [[1A PUR 7 £80T¢ UONIAS Spo7) SSII0STY QN BIIONI[E)
TN TISISIST00 24 [[2]S ophjou-piroat ueidord o] ‘spue[poom Jeo jo $So] o)

sredunu ¢ Joaloxd smopre 1em wexdosd e yneums(dan pue jdope ‘aredesd [regs Ayuno)) 2y,
“we130.1q uonEsHIA SPUEIPOOAL NBO—T Z-01d

e[ [#1oUaD) S JO TOHAOPe JO SIESA (£) 331 TIILA paqdope aq
TTETS S0UBUIPI0 JOEqIas Weans oL ‘%01 1940 5odo[s UO S[108 J[qIPOIs AJUIN] U0 J0 04¢T

1340 sadofs [10s [ewIou U0 (Kresso[r) Ao1jod [eISUaL) SI) U PIUYSP S8} PUe[-feiminouse
pajeannoun A[snotasid Jo UOISIDATeD 0] puE bﬁo@.ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%

uoneINIW Joye SOINSEA UONEIOIA
SouBdIUALS JO [349]

s1oeduy/sonssy

HIZ Ui 94 Jo e ey o) sebueyn

ewpedeq Bujuueld ‘Aouaby
Wawebeuep 801nosay Asdejuoy Jo AunoD)



L0°Z8600 DI

010Z yoiey

6C-v

ueld [2seueg 00z AunoD Aesejuop
Wodey j9edw| [BjuBWUGIAUST [BUld

oIy *SS0008 PUE JUSWAAO u.«:v_zs
.8.« apiacid o) o:EEOo Eo_uES utredu pue sjsutey> WBANS FUNSIXa 1BY] AMSUI

€} puB SI[P[IM [BLYSILIS) IO mo::._:to&o Euﬂo>oE uv_.po.a.ew ﬂooqo.a o.-Eo:hmEmE
orjqnd pue sBampeol Jofow Suspundse-p -
ﬁ%@%ﬂgg _H«:m bn:oo uﬁ ﬁ:ﬁa oﬁ mEEsooo uo_uunm
9] JO SPaaUl AU} WO PISBA SN JJI[P[LM PINUNUCD JOJ MO[[8 03 K)I[enb 12)IquY pue 9Z15
aenbapk JO SIOPLLIOD JAMAAOW UTelal ¢} s199foad Areuonasosip annbaz [[eys A1uno) ayy,

esgudis "SUONRISPISUOD) JUSWSAOIA] AJNPIIM [243T-193(01d :1'€-OId
el SSaT—Z60T "SONIUNUIIOY) [BINEN SANSuag 0} syoedur] Jopun paquassp 1'Z-OId
reoryIuEIs "sajoads smelg [e100dg 01 spoedum Jopun paqLdssp 7'1-OId
uel} 559 T—0€0Z 0£0T

SIOpLLIOD)
JUSWSAOI §3593dS SJIIPIIA PUe Ystg sAnEN
3O SSO'T pue 20uURGISI [ERUAI0d 1'€-OIL

"9A0(qE PAQLIDSSP SB §£'7 PUE 7'7 ‘T'7-OTd

‘saroadg

smeg Tervadg 03 soedi] I9pun 2A0qe PaqUIDSIP SE §°T PUB ‘p'T £ ‘7T~ S F-OI4
2607

DU TE 60 [JEqS JIGIAIMBAT ST, SW55005 JeIpIoAD puE ;
JO AITASI 550 Aq 255 10] SpIACId 0] I3pI0 T B[ BaTy Ajifo7y [HON 3} UT S8OIE Jo01

PIeT] 76 Y301 PoMUoEL] Ul S[[oMm AOU [[€ J0] PodIibal aq [[eys Iad ATEUonaIosIp WV —1

SIS [€39] 5T JO 550050

U7 STEMEIPIA Iy -[2.} J| JO UOGEUTII[e Ul Sjiisa] (JUA[EADS ST 10) “oo_o.a BYEM

noneSnIN Jae SaINSEAAl nomnma_z
2OUBOL SIS JO [0AS]

syoedouy/sonssy

HIT Yeuq 8u o xa L sy o) sebueys

wewpedag Buuued 'Aousby
swabeue aanosey Aassiuop Jo Alunoy)



26728500 421 0€-F
0102 yaiey

UuBid [eJ2U39) 200 AUnoD Aessjuop
yoday 1oedw| ejuswuciaug |eUlS

-uou a1} SuLp vBoEEoo 3 UE2 [BAONIa] GOEIS8aA () 10 [paspaf) 95: P

3T J517¢ [1UN VOLKILISIP 159U SATIOE PIOAR O] PIpPIACId 5q [[eys si9ynq Sjenbope punoj
JIPUC 51590 ATI0€ AJIUOPL OF PojONpUOD o] UEd SASAINS UOFONGSU0Ial :

FU0 UT pAuSIIS[UUN 3q ABUT SINSeat ST, IS150]01q 91} JO SUONRPUSITMIAIAL SY} MO[[0}

0} Euﬁao_guv orp axnbai [jeys £junod Y[ ‘spiiq Sunsau JO UONANISIP JO J0UBPIOAR

Jo spogiour 15130 10 ‘spoirad Jno-yoo] ‘syoeq)ss 10§ syuswaanbal sgroads-yoaload

USIqrIse () pue ‘e)is oY) UO 152U PINOD YoIym SIOJHE] pUe SpIiq AI0pesdi 10§ SaInseoul

Q0UEPICAR JALO JO 5Y0Bq1eS 10 SiudsmaImbal Alore[ngar Aue fgnuapl (£) SIOMURT

10 spnq A1oyerSiur Sunsou o3 S[qEINS ST UONBRTIA IS JNOYM sUTULISP (7) SIojdel

10 spaiq A10ye181uI JoJ uosess Sunsau Juunp pasodord ST jIom ISyISyM SuULIAAP

(1) 03 I=p10 ur 3104 UONSNNSUOD JO uoneredard ans Aue o Toud isidojorq payenb

B (s “ynsuod o} Jadojaaap ai axmbal Jo 9nstos Jreys Aunod sy (ST Joquuiajdag

07 T ATeniqaz A[[eIotag) UOSE0s SUIPIak] o) SULNp paqIgsip 2 j0u [[ESpot

m._oﬁE vﬁ mﬁ.viom_l%hn_ bBEm_E ﬁog%

. m.o s)seu H..o_ﬂ__.._uoo..

JeoyTuS]S (ST QSIS OF T ATETIGD I £-AFBRUDfO}
ueq) SSUT—7607  -Iequerdeg Ajeroudd) syendosddy se ‘sioydey Suypnjouy ‘sparg AlopeSiy SunsaN Jo
jueoguSs  9OUEGIMISK] PIOAY PUR TOSBI Surpasiquop sy Sunn(g woneadap sAowy (7¢-OId

uey) SsaT—0E0T 0£0Z

s101dey pue spag L1oesSA Sunsen
Jo aoueqImsi(] Jo 8507 [enUs10d TE-OId

*3A0QE PISSNISIP [ E-OId

*SANIUNTIOY) [RIMEN] QANISUIS 0) soedwy opun passnostp [*Z-OI9
‘samadg snymg e10ads o3 sjordy Iopun pessnosip §TI-OI9
muaumm SMBG ﬁ_u&m 0) 38&5 .5?5 PaqIIosap v 1-0194

muSonm smmg ﬁs&m 0l 33&5 Ispun wun_.nomuv 1-01d
7607

uonedngN e saInseay UoTRInIN
aouesyuSIG JO [0A0T

spoedwif/sanssy

HIT Yeag oyl Jo X6 ey 0} seBueyn

wewyedsaq Buiuued ‘Aouaby
Wewsbeuep 80IN0saY ASIBIUCH Jo AlUNoD



£0°TR600 431

Le¥ uB|d [eisuss /00Z Aunon Asisjuop
0L0Z Yyaiew Hoday 1oedw| [EJUSLUORAUS [BUl{
yreoyTuds -
el sS9T—Z60T *$90IN0s2I TediSojoouyaIe
JueoyTuSTS Aonsap 1o afewep Arenuajod pinos uelg
UBY) SS9 T—QF0T "$30IN0SAI SLIOISTY 0] s)oedwy I5pun passnosip [-IND  [2IU2D £00T 2 Jopun juswdopascg =100
“(Zz0-19£T18¢

-81 ‘1Z0~19€T8E-R 1Y ‘600-19€-81F ‘P00-19£-81 1 :NAV) SNSSI A[IqE)S [108 pur

‘a8emerp ‘Kpuenb 1apea ‘Aienb Jojem Juonneon o3emas ‘ssaooe ‘Alojes a1 ‘nonoajoxd

$30IM0SaI [eamy[no ssaxppe [[eys wed oy, "spIeyoio pue ‘spredoura ‘spen Sunyy ‘Gurmoq

JIojeMm [eIaUTHI ‘drmynoenbe ‘spmod siuua) “safqe)s ‘sdoys GueIne)ser “SUOLEPOWTHOdIY

S[OIYSA [EUOTIEAIDAL “J0JUaD IOYSIA B ‘8381300 [BnpIAIpUI 98P0 € S $980 NS apnjom

Aewt vaIy Jusuneal] [eroedg oy, "sjeacidde uSisop pue ‘syuwrad ssn ‘sdewu UOISIAIpGNS

5@ yons s[eacidde Areuonamsip 150 pue weld JUIWCO[ASD [RISUSS ¢ (PLM FOUBPIO00R

ur papnwiad aq Aem gary jusuneal], [eroads sSuuds J0H OSTRIRJ 91} 10 S98N puR]

JmeoyTuSIs SUIAIDS JOJSTA PUE TONELINYY "8IV JUSIMEAI], [199dS € paywuBisap aq qreys senzadord

TRy SSOT—Z60Z sBundg JoH osrereJ oY | —SSUNAS JOH OsTere ] “2oly JUSULESL] [e105dS [1-ASD §30IN081 SLIOYSIY
JueoryTuSIs ‘PeaI 0} PIsIAI aq []IM T[] BaIy AS|EA SEUI[RS [EXU3) 9T JO ' [-ASD Aof0d Koxnsop 10 sBewep A[enusiod E:o.o n&.m
uet S52T—0E0T TFIND  [eRURD LO0T 9 opun juswdoppAsq (1-1ND
SEDANOSTY TVENLTND) 41
*2]qBISPISHOD
Ajeanenumy "TEO ['¢-0I4 ‘€T 0 1°2-019 ‘S'I PUE F'1 T 1-e3-HF-OIf Somseow uoneSnipy 52011083y [e0130[01g :6-INMND
ueogTUIS
et} S59T—260T
WuRoyTuaIs R[d GOTRAISSTO) paydopy
Uey) ss3T—0€0T *Aressa0au st sapoljod uw|d [eIsusn /(07 99} PUCASq uoneSnIm ON i ADUS)SISU0IU] Tenualod 1°S-OId
Jueoruss
et} SS9 T—T60T
JupoySis
uey) SsT—QC0T "A1e$8300U 8] SA1II0d UB[J [RISTOL) /()7 ) PUOAq uoHERERIUI ON §001], P2329J01J JO SSOT [eNUNOT HOIg
"0AOQE PASENoSIp 2 €-OId
60T
uwone3nIy Ioge samsesy uonednmy syordur]/sanss|
20WRdYIUTIS JO [9A2]

wawpedsq Buluuelg *Aouaby
HI3 Yeiq ey} jo 1xa) ay) o) sefueyn juawebivuely acinosey Aslejuoiy Jo Auncs



L0'Z8600 401

(AN 4

ue|d [eisueny J00Z Aunon Aassuop

0L0Z Yyolew yodey joedw) [ejuswlonAlg [Bulq

JIIGFUTLS "sonIIo)

et s T—InoPing Are1qrj papuedxa Jo MaU J0f pISU 3Y) UI [0S

Jueor s Kewr we[d [esousD) £00T o1 Ul pajefduwianod

Rt SSOT—QE0T -£ressaoau s1 satorjod Ueld [RISULD £00T ) PUOAaq UONBSIIW ON  S9LIANOE ash pue| pue yuswdopas p-1iSd
“UMOTD{UN QI8 SONSHINORIEYD [00Y0S

olqeproAsun amng oiy10ads asneaaq S|qIsesy jou s syoedurt [euoneiado [oogos Jo ToneSn Sl1vadg "S95M puE]

pue JuedsyIudis Sunurofpe 103lye Lew s]OOYIS SIMN,] "SONINIBF

—inopjing 602 T0013s papuedxe I0 Mall 0] PIsU JY) UL J[RSDI

UBOTUSLS -Kiessasou st sapiod el [RISUSD L00Z S PUoAaq woneSni oN Keur ue[ [EIaUSD) £00T SY) T parejdumiuod

uey) sSeT—050Z 0£0Z  somanoe ssn pue| pue jusmdoeasd ¢-N1Sd

Weogrugis "SONNIO% S LSS

el ssaT—nopiing papuedxa 10 MU JOJ PO 9T UT NS

yueoprudis Kvw we[d [BI9URD) L0T 9 W paje[dmxmos

ey SsOT—0E0T -Kressaoou st satorjod TRl [BIOUSD) L00T 9 puoksq UoneSUIm ON  S3nIAnoE ssn pue] pue juswdolerd( :Z-NSd

JedTyTuSIs *SoTI[108]

ey sseT—Inoprmy a1] papuedxa I0 MaU JO] PISU T} UT J[0SAT

Jreoymas Aew ue[q [e15U20) LOOT 241 Wl paje[duwajuos

uey; sseT—0E0T

-ATess209u st satorod el [eIPUSD) L0007 U1 PuCASq uoHESHIm ON

SOMIALOE asn puej pue Juswdoead( :1-NSd

SALLIIIL() GNY SEOTANES OT18ng TI°p |

JUBDIIIUSIS
uetp 85 T—C60T
JueoyusIs *sa)Is [eLng £onsap 1o sfeurep pmod
uey) ss9T—0E0T A1ess3000 ST sa1o1od WR]J [RISUSD LO0T o) PUOARq UONBIUMm ON U] [I9ULD) LOOT W Jo Inoping 10D
1oeonmsis
uey) S8 T—Z607 *$20100521 TeotSojojucared
Jaeo TS JO mononnsap 1o afeurep UL JnS1 p[nod we[d
uBy3 SS9 T—0E0T -Kressaoou si satonod Ted [eRULD) LO0T oY Puokdq uoneSnmm oN  [eIusn) £007 2 pun juswdoppas( (€-T1ND
uoneSnIp Joye $OINSBI HOWeSNIAL spoedmy/sonss]
30uBdYMEIS JO [9A97]

i3 yeig sy jo xe | ey o} sebueyn

wawpedeq Buluue|d ‘Aousby
wswabeuep ecinosey Aalsjuopy Jo Alunod



20728600 401

£e-v

ue|d [BI0Us9) £00Z Anog Asssuop

01.0Z U2ei voday Joedw| |Euswuoaug feuld
*9]qeIapISuos Q5B M
Apane[numy 9[qI5©9} ] UONESUI ON  PIOS — SSIH{) Puk $30LAIBS J1qNJ Q1-]NND
‘UMOWDUN 31 SSNI[IOL] SIMTY 3501 JO SONSLIS)IRIBTD 21f) SSe39( S[|ISEDym
QI8 SAI[IOE] AJSeM PI{OS 21N JO S10BdU 3T) 20NPaT 0} sAmsesm uonednnd sgroady
"TUBOT}SSISEA IS} JO SWMN[OA ST} 20npal 0] strexdoxd
Zunsodwod Juof IO [ENPIAIPUT SYELISPUN 03 SILIUIAM JOF sjuataarmbar jdope (s Aumo)
A, PV JusmoSeURA 1SR A\ POTRISIU] BIUIOJTE,) ST JO sjuswannbal nononpal
UrgsnS9SeM 91 paaoxs 0] ATessaoau se sweiford pue satonjod sjmnsur pue siseq JUATIUQIIAUSD
Teak-g © U0 ue[d JudwaFeury 2158 PIIOS S11 MSTAAI 1A AUN0D) oY, §'§-Sd Ao1jod 31 U0 19332 JueoyrudIs € OARY PNoMm
usw MH%MM ‘ueld [eI9U3D) £00Z 99 01 Adrjod Suimol[oy o ppe [T Auno) oq, :Z-Sd SORINIIR} 94seMl pIjos amming “EpuSaImbal
Tus! . TOISIOAIP 215eM TIM adueI[duzco-uoy
—~—mopimg w0z 4, SORI[IOB] AISBM PI[OS MAT JOJ POSL B UI J[nsal
BT TUSTS "AT288993U 81 s31o1j0d Ueld [eIUSD) £00Z Y PUOAaq uoneSHmm oN Avul UB[d [BISUSD £00T Y W poye[dia)uos
uey)} SST—0E0T 0€0Z  S°BIAROE o8N PUB] pue Juamdo[RAS(T :8-NSd
s afoxd
o) uo o[qIssod S[qIsEa) sk UONELITIA SALRE GON Se 9ATeSaId PUR “SI0)[T] X0q 321) S[[20
TOTR}aI0Iq mnuw.am mer .mo?Bm Asseid .S eoﬁﬁd jou are ynq “apnout ew senbrrgoe;
BuE-JoreMEHIoI-Hot-o3ar-sonbrugoa)-{(FHustudoppas
JUBOLITUBIS puwnEH BS%%%@E 2eI10dI00U] 0] po SOI[19%] SFEUIRID 1)RMULIO)S
ety $S9T—Inopring popuedxa JO MST I0] PAST 3T} OF [nssI
wesyTuSis 1554 Juowa|du o1 E:oEmoduboc aImng =m ammbai 15 ¢-g Lorqog Aew e [eIOTAD) £OQZ O W paredieimoo
et 859 T—0£0T ueld [eIaURD [0 31 01 Ad1jod Surmoof ot ppe [l Auno)) o4, iT-Sd  SeWIANOE osn pue| pue juswdolaad( :L-1Sd
“ssulroey
jusunEol RjEmalsesm pepuedxs To mou
JueoId1s JI0J PA9U © Ul FUn[nsal qusunes) pue uopos[[od
UBl SST—noping IoJBM2)ISRA 10] SPUBTISP [BUOLIIPPE S18aID
jueogmdis *ATBSS900U ST Aew we[g TeIoUs0) /007 oY) T paje[duauo
ey SSAT—OE0T  Sprepmels ArojenSar Sumsixs pue ssiofjod Us[d [1SUSD £00T O PUOASq UONESUMI ON  SOQIAROR 9sn pue] pue JusmdoPAs 9-NSd
ek L "son{Iouy ea
B} $337T-—moping orqnd papuedxo 10 mou 10] paau S W I NSl
ey uas Aew ue[d [RISUAD /00T S UT PAre[dmispuos
Ry} S8 T—QE0T "ATessoau sT sarorod el [e19USD) £00T o Puokaq uoneSumm ON  S9RIANOE 951 pu] pue JedoAsq S-S
noneSmN oye SamSBa TOLRInIN sporduy/sonssy
20wROY SIS 1O [9AS]

I3 yeIQ By} Jo Ixe L 8y o} sabueys

Jswpedag Buuueld ‘Aousby
juewebeuely esnosey Aaiejuop Jo AuUno)



20728600 491 wE-¥ ue|d [1auas) 100Z Aunod Asisjuci

0102 udey Uoday 1oedw |ejuaiuoliAug jeuld

"3]qeIOpISU0D
AJpAnEnIIm ) "o1qIsesy 1 uonesHI ON SIgPIIM — SPIeZBH 11-WD
-ue[d uonenseas Jo asuodsar AduaSiaws
e JO ToT)ejusta[duT 9y JiIm SI9LI)uT

PINCA JET]} S350 PUE] MU YSI[qRISS P[nom e[
JUROTIIUSIS URL) S59°] -K1e880001 ST So101[0d UR[J [@IDUSS £00Z Ul puokaq uoneSnIm oN  [eiusD) LOOT oW Jopun juswidopasq H-ZVH

“saayy puslpiim 01
~ amsodxa 95e3I0UT PInoM TR[] [eISUSD) £007 U
JuRdIuSIs wey ssoT -Kress900u ST sar01[0d UR[] [RISUSD) [O(Z SY Puokaq ToTESUI ON I Souepiosse ul yuowdo[aasp meN €-ZVH

"sprezey AJ9Jes UOTJRIAR 8]BAI0
Aqenuajod pinom yeq) S9SN pue] MO YSI[qBISS
JUBDIIUSIS Wey) 8597 -A1esga05u §1 soto1jod UB[J [BISUSD) /00T 21 PuoAaq UOTESHII ON pInoMm ue[d [eI2USD) £00T YL T-ZVH

*S[BLIE SNOPILZEY JO ASLI[I )
10 S[RLISYWI SNOpIezey Jo [esedsip 1o ‘odsien

3T SUIINOL WOL] STELISIEW SNOPIeZel]

o} suosIad asodxa ppnom uel] [elsUsD) £007 2T

1aeogIusIs wey) §59°7 - £1e850001 ST SAI1[0d Ue[] [8I9UAD) £0)Z 9} PUOLSq HOTESHIII ON  TIIA S0UEpICodR UI Justmdolaasp maN (1-ZVH

STYRIALVIN SIOMUVZVH GNV SMIVZVH E1°F ﬁ
"SapIfIoE} qons Jo
uoneioLajep [earsAqd oy ur Sunmsal Lqateyy
‘sanI[Ior] [euoneadal pue sxped Junsixo
TO SPUEWISP [BHONIPPE djeald ATjenuaod pinos

ug[d [EISU3L) LOOT 9 JO UCHEIUSWwSfdur
JuesTITUSIS Uey) sso] -Aressaoau st satorjod ueyd [eIsUsD L(0Z 9% Puoksq nonesnru oN s pajercosse \Pmols uopemdod :Z-Yvd

ueid

[eTouad omy ur pojefdiaaiues 10U 9I9M YOI

‘SoII[10¥] [BUOTEaI0a pue syled popusdxe

1O MU 10J P29U o) UI J[NSaI pnom uelq

yoesyusis uey) 5597 -A1ess3091 sT sarorjod UEfJ [RISUSE) L00T 94 PUOASq UoNESUIm ON  [I9UID £007 S JO uonEusmadw] ([-4vVd

NOLLVIMITY ANV YV ZI'b

TOTESTIA] 1a1Je saInseay ToneSnIA sjoedury/sonssy
25UROJIUSIS JO [9ADT

ewedsq Buiwueld ‘fousby
I3 veId a4 jo 1xa] sy} o) sabueys justuaBeuey asinosey Astsjuop jo Aunc)



2028600 401
0L0Z yaiBp

ue|d [Blauag L00Z Ajunog Asisiuop
Joday pedw| [EjusiuucaIAUT [euld

Ny Iusls
uel) ssaT—QE0C

*Kressa00u s1 s3101]0d we[d [eIaUsD) /(07 ) PUoLaq UONEININ ON

Sunsrxa Jo yusmooedsip aipy m jynsar pjnom
UE[] eIUDy LOOT 241 Jo mop[mg 7-d0d

3[qEPIoAEUN

Ppue JUBOGTUSLg
—inopying
S[qepPIoABUN pUR
WeogIudIS—O0£0T

"a1qe[reAs ST safojod pue s[e0B Ue[d [eISUSD) (0T SY) PUOASq UONESNIW S[qIseay ON

"Aunoy) Larajuopy payesodiosurun
ut pmord wonendod sonpur pnos wB[d
Tetousd £00¢ o Jo uoneuswaldmy :[-JOd

DNISHOH UNV NOLLVINJOJ ST

"3]qeIopISuUoD
ARAnEmm)

"S[qIseaJ ST uoedumm oN

arelD) pue Y3 SOOIV ZTI-WND

J[qEpICARUN
pue jueoyruSis

"3]qe[reA® ST saforjod Ue[q [BISNRD /(0T Y PuoAdq uoneSHIT ON

"BAIE AU} UL SMIIA dWIIIYIIU 10

Arp 19317e A[9SIOAPE PINOM JeT) axe3 pae 1S
0 S30IMOS MOT [BIITBISANS SJEAI0 PINOD UB[J
[e39UaD) £00T 3T Jo uoneuswaldm] :-SaV

3qeploABun

PUB JuROIIUSIg
—jnopping
a[qepIoAEUN ple
JesgIuSIS—0£0T

"a[qe[ieat s1 sapTod TBld [RIUSD LT S puoiaq uoneSnma oN

"Ayonoy)

Aa1uoy Jo Apenb 1o JxoeIRYD [UNSIA
Bunsixa oyy aprISap A[TenurISqNS PInoOM UB[J
[e33Ua0) 00T 9 JO uonwuaws[dm] ¢-SHV

a[qeproagun
PUB JUBOL SIS
—mop[mg
S[qeprosstm pue
JrRoRIISIS—0E0T

"d]qe[IeAR 51 satoffod Welq [eIouas) /00T S PUeLeq UoT}ES I ON

"Aemy3Ty SIS S1EIS B UMM

s8up[mgq ouoisy pue ‘s8urddoisino yoor
*$901 ‘01 A JOU Jnq ‘SUIpnIour ‘s20mosax
510395 JO UOTEPRISIP 313 UI NS PINODd Te[
[€19USD) £OOZ 91 JO uoyemowodm] (Z-SHY

QIqeploAEBUn

PUE jueoyTudIg
—inop[ing
a[qeploABUn pue
JueogISIS—OE0T

“3[qe]IEAE ST sotofjed UR[d [e33URD) £00Z T PUOASq UOHESHIL ON

“SBISIA DIUDOS UO S)I3JFQ
9SI9APE [RUURISANS B UL J[NS2T PINOM Te[d
[e19U30 £00T 9 JO uonejuswaduwy ([-SHV

TUVID) ANV “LHOIT ‘SOILLAHISAY P ['¢

uonednIpy Jeye
20mROGIUIIS JO [9A]

samses]y noneSnIN

spyedury/sanss]

i3 Yeiq 8y} Jo 1xa sy o} sabueyn

yusunedseq Suluueld ‘Aousby
wswebeuep 62in0sey Aslejuoly Jo Ajunos)



4028600 401 oe-¥ ue|d [leuss) 700z Aluno? Aslsjuop

0L0Z YoIen Vodey j0eduwi] [EUBLILOIAUT [BUL]

OS[E [[BUs AJunoy) 3y} e[ uononpay Ser) 9snoyusaln s jo uoneredaid Fuimg
"nozUOH Swume[d 0£0T 20 10f [803 TORONPa3 € AFBUIpT T

pue ‘uoneuatua[dy 10J $931n0s FUTpUng AINUIpI

‘moTyeIuswoldIm I0] SHOTIOR JO S[NPIYIS B YSI[qrIse

‘suorssIaa OO Jo Sunrodax pue Sunojmrour 10§ suswanmbal

‘SpOTOUI PAJTIUAP] ST WIOX SUOTSSIUES DI W suonanpal oy Ajpusnb

‘SUOISSIELD £)[[) S5NPAl 0] SPOTIUI AJIUSPI

{SUOTIPUOD  [BNSN SB S$3UISN,,

Ioj KJuno7) a1} Jo [oXU0D emonoIpsLng Su) UM SBaIR 10] SUOISSIS D) 1583210
‘suonierado Aunoy) JoJ (7T 107 SUOISSTIND DD 1582101 °q

- TR R =

5]

ISUOISSTINS
[exnouSe pue [BLISNPU ‘[EIAISTINIOS ‘[BUUSPISAI 0] PAITUI Jou jng Surpnyour
Aormuo o Aumar) a1 Ul SUOISSIHS DD (9007) UaLmd JO AIOJISAUL TE YSIQEISD "B

‘TTeys Ue[J oY) “THnUIT ¢ 1%
ﬂok: TOTSSTIa moom nmﬁ §S5] 04,C1 STIEU) [9AD] ¥ O] “SHOISSRHO-07HT
s - Jen 886t q 106610803 0Z0T Aq SUOISSTILD
£ HMNBP 00 0262 0 uomhﬁ B H_.:B EE ngosvom %O asnoquaain) g 3dope pue dojaAsp HE[TEUS "SUONIpu0d fensn
#HMMMM_EUM Aoy K204 ‘ueld rersuan 21 Jo uondope oy JO SUON 7 UMM [1°01-SO SE SSOUISN JO %47/ UeT) Izald SUOISSIUID
. . :sMOT[0F S8 [[0]-SO A0F0d 3810y OHD A8 pInoa 070 o Ao oty
A[qRISPISUOD se ofueno s1eId [2qOS pUR SUOISSTWD DHD
AjpApenumo Ue[J HORONPY SeD) ISNoqusaip) o SurpreSar 11°01-SO £910d ANPOI “¥T-DD  sapemuwmo 03 A[qRISPISUOD ANGIHUOD PROM
ey ssT—0E0T wozZLIOH 0€07 Ueld [219USD) 00T S Jo yuswdoaas (1-00
FONVED EIVIITD 9T'F |
‘2[qRIIPISTUOD
AJeAnRMIGND) ) *8[qISea] ST uopednmI oN Sursnoy pue uoyendod :¢1-INND
JureolyIugis "AIYMIS[D
UeH) S5 T—Inoppng SuISnoY MaU JO UOTIONLSTOD oY) SUNEISSaosu
yueogruds *suossad Jo Jusuraoe[dsrp oY) UI Jnsal p[nom
Uem S8 T—0L0T ‘Aress9031 s1 sararjod ue[d [BIUSD £00T AU puokaq UoneInmI oN weld [eIdU20) L00T 29 Jo moping :£-dOd
jueoyuSIs ‘2INYMAST2 SuIsnoy mou
uey) ssoT—inopmg JO uOTNNSU0d oY) SunE)ssAIau syrun Fuisnoy
uoneSnIAL JogE SOINSBAA] UoTRSUIN syouduuf/sonssy
90UEDIIUFIG JO [PAY]

wewpedaq Guuue|d ‘Aouaby
M3 YeIq 8y} jo Xl oy} o) sebueyn Juswabeuey enosey Assejuo 0 Aunos)



£0°28600 401
0102 Y=1en

ig-v

ue|ld [elauasy 00z Aunos AsIsiucp
uoday Joedw| [ejUSUILOIALT [BUl{

‘seforq ‘pue ‘oIpAy [rewIs vEB ‘Ie[os se
[ons §30In0SaT J]qemaTal [eoo] Sursn A315us Jo woyanpold 107 sars ojqissod ANUApT
“[{14 Y81} 90URUIPIO UoyowoLy AS10ur sAnewny we jdope [Jeys Luno’y oy,
"sorgojomyaa] ajqemanar Jo Juemfofdap ¢} [njasn ejep
Ia)0 pue ‘saolAlds AS1sus mau axmbai o] pajedionue seere MMoId AJUNW0s ‘WasAs
TonNqLOSIp PUe UOISSHUSTEN 563 pue J109[0 9] ‘S20IN0SAI S[(BMAUAI [B20] S59558
pue dew 0} (S1D) smaysLg noneuopuy smdeSoar) esn egs Aunoy) oL :€['01-SO
mwdoassq ABIaUy ATRIINY AOWOIJ—E[ Q1-SO AdI[0d MON :€-DD)
*SUROWL 1910 JO JOOI IB[0S B [SNOM} J90I 2q wed juswannber swyy, Tesodoxd
mowdoraasp Ja1) Jo 1red st uonelsusd AF1oua sjqemouni o15-uo opracid 0} parmbax
#q [eys 129 axenbs go‘cz usy 1918218 s120fo1d RINSNPUT PUE [EISISUINIOD MON u
‘syuotdofaAsp [euonymISUI PUR
[BIMISWUIOY MAU JOF PIPLA0I 24 [Teys SI[OIGoA [N] SAIEUIN]E PUE *S[OTYRA PLIGAY
‘SOONIOA DLIAAID J0J SBAIB [T¥S] PUE [RISISTINoD MaT uria Sunyred paznuoly
*310W 1o §)Iun g Jo s)osford renusprsa mau pue syoefoid [ernsnpur pue
[BIDISUITIOY MSU JO Maraal Juando]aasp o 52011 2peys Jo Sunued pue ‘sjuswsaed
009 ‘57001 Ie[05 ‘UONRIUSLIC BUIP(INg JE[os JO HoNeIopIsuoo axmbal [feys Apmo)) oyl
sAs unel sjeio)e Jusjeambe ue 1o ‘SSuIp[ng [ENIAPISII 10 WNSLS
Suney o JUasIn o) 199T [[EYS SI0WI 20 s)mn ¢ Jo :193foxd [ENuapIssl MUY =
"wasAs Funer juseambs ue 10 sSupnng [eroIoUIMOD 10§ WNsAs Suner (T
oY) 3opEt-Pei}ies-24]0 SIAIISIMbaI 91 1991 [[eys sSWIPIINg [eoISWIod MUY =
wmsAs Fumnel Jua{sAmba o 10 SpIepwels IDATIS-(TH T “WINITTT
© 18 )90 |[BYS SuopeAoual 1ofew pue s)oo(o1d JuowUIsA0E HUNOD) MUY =
B[eATADS [EHonouny
TIRT]) IO SOMAR)eNS “SIIJ0[0uyg0a) SULMO[[O] ST} ‘0) PJILIL J0U SI8 JNq ‘OPTjIul [[IM
1803 SSUIPIM [BLUSTPUT PUB ‘[BIOISWIMIOD TRHUSPISaL 9jBALd Mau pUE SBUIPIINg SIAI
M3V JOJ S[RLISIEW pur $9ouoeid Surpng ueasd axmbar o} 20uempI() Swrpimg useln B
1dope [eqs AjunoD I ‘Te[d [e1eULD 2 Jo uondope At JO SO b7 UM Z1'01-SO
SouempIQ BUIP[Ing U310 3o uondopy :T['PI-SO AOMOd PPV :Z-0D
"aBuRyy 2)ewII[> SUMLEOUCS sssuaieme orjqnd pue ANse10f weqm sjoword o) saansesw

pue s[eOF uononpaI OEOZ PUR OTOZ SYI SASIYOR ISMNY 0) AIESSIIU §¢ UONE[NIID
pue asn pue] SurpreSal satorjod Lyunog) v sa3uey2 Joj suondo Tenusod syEn[EAs

uoneSmN J8e SoInsBajA uonESnIK
20TROYTUAIS JO [9A9]

sjoedury/sanss|

I3 yeIg 8y} Jo xa ey; o} sebueyn

juswpedsq Buluueld “Aousby

jusweBeuey sainosey Aslejuopy Jo Aunoy



40728600 =01 ge-v
0102 Ussei

ue|d [eJouen JO0Z Aluno) Aausiuop
vodsy peduwt) [eluswiucdiaug [euly

sonpat 0} 5q {jeys uejd oy Jo [e03 oy, ‘suoneiady Auncy) I0] Ued uonsnpay DHO

& ydope pue suoneiado AUN0D [IM PAIBIDOSSE STOTSSTING OHO (0Z07) pawsfod paw
juarmo atp Aypuenb egs Aunoy) 3 ‘Teld [2I13USK) 3y} Jo Uondope Jo SHUO 7T THHIM
suopesedQ Auno) 103 ueld uononpay HHO HOPY -2

‘wonorpsim( Aumop

Iapun $oRI[Iov] JUSUIIESL JOJBMI)SEM: B T+ 10Y ASO[OU03) JUSeATDS
10 s19)8081p 21q0IOBUE JO UOTE[[EIST o) 91mbai pue poddns [reys Aumo)) oY,
AP 91BIUT 0)

S|[LJPUE] [€90] UI AI9A0D31 SULIHAUL PUE UOISIOATOD sem 1oddns [[eqs Ajma)) ayL
*(Surpoo0r 2)sEM U213 puE PO spnppul o1 “33)

pe1ago seoralas Surokoar Jo sad4y oup Jo uoisusyxa ayy poddns [Teys Luno) oy,
"Te0S uoTSIAAIp S3sem 94¢/ B dope [[eys Auno)) aq],

ISMO[[O] St AIdA0DI
AS1ous 2seA puR SurpoLoal pue UOISIOAID 9188 ajowoid [[eys Auno) of L, ¢'$-Sd

UORONpIY Nsep pue FuroLooy Mowoid—s §-Sd Ad110d MIN DD

-aSN WIE] PUE ‘TRIDISWITEOO [[EBWIS ‘QWIOY a}IS-U0 I0] SuIa]sAs AT1209 IBjos pue puis
s[eas-Trews o reacidde rof ssoood Jnuied reusTanm » dojaasp [Jeys Aumal) 2y,
*580 AJTOTN0S[9 AJUNOT) O} POJR[aI SHOISSTID HHD)

01 TONNQIIT0D 5, LMo 8y 2onpal 0) seognIa0 AF10U0 s[qemansal Suseqoind

Jo Ayiqrsea) o) S1en[eAs Jreys Aune)) sy ‘pensind jou Ajjewmyn st VOO I
-A810u9 S[qBADULI 2SBIIOUT A[JURIYTUSTS

UBD PUB SPROJ JISY} SAIIS [[IA S30IMOSII JeyM SS001O 0} A)IUNUIUOD 34} SAO[[E WD)
*SOOTAISE [BOINOQ]d Sunmooad yo sasodind 107 swonorpsLml MO TIYILM SISTUOIST)

Jo speoj 519372 oY) 21e80s3Fe 0] ‘WoT Jo sdnoid 10 ‘SNUNOD PUR SO SMO[[B VIO
“Ayunog) o 10§ (VO0) uonesarsdy eojoy) Ammuwimog Jo AN[Iqisea ay) jenjeag

:Suimorjoy oup syepdwoo osye reys LunoD agJ,

*S0IN0S9L [ROIF0[01q PUE [ENSIA SE [JaMm S2 SOPISL-105 Pue] pue ‘Aem-Jo-Jq3u
“usmases L[N $8 [oNs ‘830110801 A310U2 o[qemaTDI Heq 199101d 0} samnseaw 1dope
pue Suamdopossp ABIaUa S[qrmanal

Sunsagye SJUIENSUCD JOTI0 PUE ‘OIUOL0I) ‘TRIUSTIIONAUS ‘98N pue] [enudjod ajenieas
‘soomosal Teo13oforq ‘nonoajord suraSpu ‘s90mosal [ensia Surrasuoed

satotjod weld [BISUSD IoTRO WO wondITaXs 107 pasU [eRuiod 91} IopIsuoD

uoneSIA Joye SaINSEa UOHeIHIA

20uROMUFIS JO [9A ]

syoedur]/sonssy

Hi3 yeiq ey jo 1xa] s o} sabueyn

wawpedeq Buluueld ‘Aouaby
Wswebeuep acinossy Aasajuop jo AUncd



L0'28600 421

0LOZ Yorew

6e¥

Ueld [eJauas) J00Z Auncy Aslsjucy
poday 1oBdul) [BjUBWLCNAUT [BUIH

. "uoneuLmaydum

oy s90umos urpuny AINUapt pue fuonejuswoyduay J0F SUCHIE JO AMPIYIS

® S[]qe)sa ISUOISSuS O jo Sunodal pue Fuuo)moew Jof sjusmasimbar Lymuapr
'SPOTOIL PIYQUOPI ST} WO STOISSHUS DD Ul Suononpar oy Ajnmenb ‘suorssmos

DHD 201pai 0} SPORS AJHUSPT (AN 9Y) JO [0IU0D [FUORIPSLIA] O} UIgIIM SBare
pue suonezado Ajunoy) Jof (ST 10J STOISSTOD DD 1880aI0] ‘AU JO LIunoy) o

Ul SUOISSIIS HH (Q£0Z) IUALNO JO AIOJUSATI U YSIRISS [[BYS We[d ST WU B Iy

"SUOISSIW (66T OF PANEII %08 Aq STOISSIS HHE 0507

2onpal 03 10811) € LM UR] UOHONPIY SBD S8noquaIny v jdope pue dofaaap [im Lumo))
Ao1uo ‘ueld Tesuag ggoz a1 Jo uondope pue juswndojaaap aU) P ofrexed oy

0£0Z puoiag siuswarmboy e[ UONONPRY Ser) aSnoYusaIn) Z-J0)

INOP[MQ 0) QEOT WOy Aumoy) pajesodioourun

a3 Ul (PMOIE [BISIAINTIOD DU [BUUSpISal pajoafoxd ot Jo 04(8 1889] 18 J¥POURIOIE 0]
PoUBISap aq [[eys seare QoI pspuedxa/mou o], ‘0£0z JoPe [MosE ueqin panumuos
0} ST JB}QET] [EIGRU JO $SO] 343 20NP2I 0] 9q PINOM SBaTe pmo1d pasnoo] mou/pepuedss
qans jo asodmd oyJ, ‘sesre YimoI3 pasnoo] Mou Jo UoneuSIssp S Jo/pUL UL [RISUID)
L00T 3 Aq paysTqe)ss seale (amod posnooy puedxe o} [enuajod i JopISToo [[eys

Pue 0£0T ‘T ATentef uey) 131e] ou Aq wel [ersuag) Aunoy) sy aepdn [reys Auno) oy,
POJRAET] ST S[OMYRA PUR AJTN0.) AISTUOA] U1 JEJIQBY [BIMEU JO SSO] S31paI 03

SBAIB [IMOI3 PISNIO0J MU ATHTOPT 0} IO/pUe §eaTe Ym0l pasnooy Sunsixs Jo uosuedxs
Aynuapr 01 weld [exauay) ot o) ayepdn we aredazd ‘0g0z A9 HGF-OIg-se-durRs) [1-DD
60T

*§JO0I IR]OS U SI[IYIA

PLUQAY pue SI50s3 0 (S[qISES) SB) S339]J JO UOISISAUOD ‘UONSNASUC) AJUNOS AU UI
S[ELI3JRU HONONSUOd JO SUI[oLoa pue Juswdmbs pue S3[oTjaA UOISSIWIS-019Z 10 MO] JO
asn ‘Burseyond U1 s[RLISBW pa[oA2a1 Jof ousiajard ‘seuryorwmr SUIpUSA JuSIOYe-ASIona
‘waysAs [onuod HoNESLI [enUsY (Aousidiye ASxsus Sudmmd 1a1em pascidarn ‘Sugoos
QAN JO IS {saouerdde Yy IS ADWANT 'SIJONSI WSAS UONR[GIDA PUB
Burrooo “Buneaq ‘s1osuas Aouednooso (Aorjod JyBmu-1e-no-siySy ‘SunySy 1ustonya-AfIoUs
‘oraysis ymomsFeuem pue Funjoen ASIous Ue S2mMSeSWI SUIMOJ[O] 5T ‘0 Pajun] Jou

aIm Jnqg ‘SPNIOUI [[eYS W[ UOnINpay DHD suoneiad( AUnoey) s JO SJUSWS]e [BOU0g
*STONTPUOO OZOT

NIVH 01 ANR[AI %87 1582] 18 Aq suoleIad() Ayuno)) s PeIeIOOSse SUOISSIU DL

uonesnIN Jage Samseay uoneInIN
3ouesyIudIg Jo [9A9]

spoedurj/sanssy

HI3 yeuqg ey jo 1xe] ey} 0} sabueys

wawpedsq Suiuueld ‘Asusby
JuswefBuep acinoseay Aelejuop Jo AHunon



LO'28600 401

0102 Yate

v

ueld [eseuss) 00z Aunog Aasauop
yodey pedu] [ejuswuoaug jeuld

9[qRIIPISTOD
ApAmenmms

uen) 597
—imopjing pue 0£0T

‘AprenSaa sueyd oyepdn) w
-sjoedwr 23uRyo 2BUNTD JUAI[ES 1SOIU ST O} JULAD[3I

surewax Suyuned 1er) SINSU3 0) UONBULIOJUT [BHIUSSSS J0UI0 pue suondumsse AIASY o

= 11i14]
ISAD SUOLDE JO SI[NSAI ] JOBL 0} I83T[) ST PUL ‘SVTA[ISAI JO SaInseats dopasg =

“Hoge
Sunrmed sy wr Ayure)iesun pue ysu aSeuewr 0 moy Jo Surpue)sspun ue dojoAd( =

5100} nonEuawaTd Juetodm Jo 15T € AJTIUSP] =
‘smonjae ssauparedard aqrssod sznuoud pae 9oafes ‘dopeas =

‘sajdround Surpmd ssay uo peseq seaxe Suuwerd Auorid ur sjeod ssouparedad
108 PUE SONIUNLITIOS JUS[ESaI ajemurpd 1of safdiousd Swpms pus UolsiA  YsIAEISy =

“San[eA

AUMUImos pue 2008I8[0} Y51 JO TONBN[BAD U UO SB [[9M S8 ‘sjordur s3ueyo 9eun|o
J0 Anprqeqoad pue ‘opmyruSe ‘Soousnbasuos o) U0 Paseq JUSISSISSE YSLI B J0NPUC))  u

syoedunr a3uzyo areunr(d o) jdepe 0} SONIUNUITLOD

3o Aypiqe aip pue ‘sjoedun ofueyo ayeun(s 03 seare Juruueld o Ajansuss oy ‘vordal

a1 J0F smonosfold oFueyo syeun o UO paseq JUSLISSASSE AIIqEISUINA B ONPUOD) =
‘syoudun oFueyo ajeruns 0y yueasel seate Suruueld AJnuspl =
‘Tee) ssauparedard aBueyo 1RO B YSI[QEISH =

‘afueyo ayeunrs 103 aredoad o) s1epjogexes Sucure pioddns

urejurew pue SUIpQNg puE s10300s Aunoy) Jofeur o) sordunr o8meyd syewd ot 2dodg «

:5do1s Burso(o} Sy SSUIING Yarym

“(L007 LIIqEUTeISNS 0] SJUTILISACD) [E00T—IHID] PUe “UoiFumsep “Aumo) Sury
‘dnoip) sjoedur] ayew) SYT) SHAUMIIAOL) VIS PUD ‘[DUOLESY 10I0T 40f YooqapinD
¥ o8uvyn) ampuy) 4of Sutwdadg s1 Suruuerd Loustisal ayewid 0} oping [nyasa v
*AUNUIIIOS JLIjISa )R B jowold o) pue su0)sAs009 emjeu

puE ATIOT003 §,£3Un07) 5173 0) 9FuBYD JJBWID Jo s)oeduIl o) 107 Appanoeord sredard

0 ey sseupaaedalg aSueyy) sjewm])) ¢ jusweydun pue aredsid [reys Lunoyy Ao
Ayanon)

Aoxauopy 10] Suruue sssuparedarg sSueyy) sjemwy) serSa] pue dopasq €1-DD

*aSuey) SJeTUID) 2[QENAST] JO JGSIT UL ULIRT]

TeotsAyd S[qepPIOAY STAMISTIQ 0} SHOSIA]
pue Auradoiy 109[qng ATy UB[d [BISTAD
L0O0T 2y Aq paso[[y usmdoass( :Z-00

uoneSuIp aye
SOUESIIUSIS JO [PAY]

samseapy uoneSnIN

spoedwi/sonss]

IS yeua ay Jo Jxa] oy o} sebueyd

euedeq Guiuue|d ‘Aauaby
Juslwebeuepy eainosay Aelajuoiy Jo Ajunod



LOZBE00 J4DI

L¥ ueld [jeuso 100z Auno Kaisjuo

0102 Yyode Hoday joedul| [BjustuuonAug [Buly
"3[qBISpISUCD

AJpaneuuang ‘a8uvy appui]) ‘91 UONISS UI PAQLIOSSP SB SOMSBON UoneSy 908 98ueyD arenn[) ZI-INND

“IOYBIoN) SI89A ¢ AIaA9 3889 18 pojepdn aq (RS pUR U [EISUSD)

a3 jo uondope of) 19)7e s1eak ¢ wRT Ioje] ou page|dwos aq [reys wed jsuy o, “Auno))
3y} Jo jusunnunod Surofuo ue 94 03 spesu Smune]d ssouparedaid ‘aansayys 9q o,
*SuoRIpuos ajewrs Furdueyo

A]e20] uo [oressal [ermmoufs Jof woddns pue fonjea Jejeeis Jo [enba Jo seare SuARAL
0} seare Jsu yBug ur sygSu Juewdoraasp Jo 1ofsuen Jo aseqand sy 105 surerdoxd

Jo uondope {Furpoof; 10 ‘oSLI [9A3] BIS ‘AIIP[IM JO YSU 481y 1B are ey seare “Fo
“auetd speuys £Aq pajoediy £1319495 230TX 3q AT JBT)) seale ur juswdo[oasp uqrgoxd Jo
oLsax 181 suoneudisop asn pue] Sundope spnjour pnos sdojs noneusms[du [EHUNO
- *sweroxd pue sarorjod apeudordde uSnony ‘ouozo pus yeor pasealsul Jo

8]09[Ja [T PUR ‘TOISILIUT J318A 1[8S “381X [2A9] BaS pire Furpoo(] ‘sjoeduur [emmoride
‘SOIPIIA JO ¥sU apnjour Avtu Suruueld ssaupasedaid 107 siseqdus Jo sBSIE [BOUSI0]

noRESnIN Joge soInsesy noneSnIN syordmy/senssy
soumesgIuSIS JO [9A9T

wewpedeq Gujuueld 'Aousby
Mg Yelg ey Jo 1xe] eyl o} sebueyn wewebeuepy ecinosey Aeisjuop Jo Ajuno)



County of Monterey Resource Management Changes to the Text of the Draft EIR
Agengcy, Planning Department

Page 1-39, under 1.4.1 Agricultural Resources. The paragraph is revised as follows.

Development and land use activities contemplated by the 2007 General Plan Update
would result in the conversion of productive farmland to non-agricultural use. Merethan
5,500Approximately 2,571 acres of Important Farmland (as designated by the California
Department of Conservation) and mese-than7;000approximately 6,784 acres of
Williamson Act farmland would be converted to non-agricultural use. Note that there is
overlap between Important Farmland and Williamson Act Farmland. The Williamson
Act includes grazing land that is not classified as Important Farmland.

Page 1-43, Table 1-3 Summary of 2007 General Plan Alternatives. The table is
revised as follows.

Table 1-3. Summary of 2007 General Plan Alternatives

No
Topical Area 2007 General Plan  Project GPU3 GPI GPU4 TOD
Land Use Significant Greater Greater Less Same Greater
Agriculture Resources  Significant Greater Greater Greater Greater  Less
Water Resources Significant Greater Same GreaterSame  Same Less
Geology, Soils, and Less Than Greater Greater Less Greater  Same
Seismicity Significent
Mineral Resources Less Than Sarme Same Same Same Same
Significant _
Transportation Significant Greater GreaterLess  Less Greater  Less
Air Quality Significant Greater GreaterSame Less Greater  Less
Greenhouse Gases Less Than Greater Greater Greater Greater  Same
Significant ~
Noise Sigpificant Greater Greater Same Greater  Greater
Bielogical Resources Significant ~~ Greater Same Greater Greater  Less
Cultural Resources Less Than Greater Same GreaterSame Same Less
Signfflent) o
Public Services and Less Than Greater Same SameLess Greater  Less
Utilities Significant
Parks and Recreation Significant Greater Same Less Greater  Same
Hazards and Hazardous  Less Than Greater Greater Greater Same Less
Materials Significant
Acsthetics, Light, and Significant Greater Greater Less Greater  Same
Glare o _ i
Population and Housing ~ Significant Same Greater Same Greater  Same
Notes:
GPU3 = 21" Century Monterey County General Plan, dated January 2004,
GPI = General Plan Initiative.
GPU4 = 2006 General Plan and adopted General Plan 2006,
TOD = Transit Oriented Development Alternative.
Final Environmental Impact Report March 2010
Menterey County 2007 General Plan 4-42

ICF 00882.07



County of Monterey Resource Management Changes to the Text of the Draft EIR
Agency, Planning Department

Page 1-45, under 1.6.1.2 Water Supply. The paragraph is revised as follows.

Monterey County has significant existing water constraints. The three major groundwater
basins watersheds in the County (Salinas, Carmel, and Pajaro Rivers) are all in a state of

overdraft and the Salinas and Pajaro basins are also subject to seawater intrusion.
Subareas within these broader areas are also facing water supply challenges including the
overdrafted Seaside aquifer, and water quality and localized supply challenges in the
Granite Ridge/South Highlands areas. Although initiatives are either underway or in the
planning stages, except in the Salinas Valley, the initiatives will not be sufficient to
provide water to support projected growth and will not stop groundwater decline within
the 2030 planning horizon. Longer term, there may not be sufficient water in any of the
watersheds. Sea water intrusion into underground aquifers is occurring in the upper
Salinas Valley and in North County, including the Pajaro Valley. Flanned or active
initiatives are halting this intrusion, but will that will be difficult to continue with
increased demand from new growth. Given these constraints, future development and
land use activities would further exacerbate these waterrelated problems without careful
planning.

Page 1-45, under 1.6.1.4 Loss of Farmland. The paragraph is revised as follows.

Development and land use activities contemplated by the 2007 General Plan could
potentially result in the loss of mere-than-5:400-approximately 2,571 acres of Important
Farmiand and approximately 6.784 6,708 acres of Williamson Act land (much of it
overlapping). The 2007 General Plan encourages development to occur first in the cities,
Community Areas, and Rural Centers, The latter would require the conversion of
relatively little agricultural land. However, development would also be allowed on
existing lots outside of these areas (restricted to a single residence on lots of record
within the North County, Greater Salinas, and Toro Area Plans). There are 4,629 existing
parcels Jets-efrecord-of varying sizes, in the unincorporated countys,

Page 1-47, second full paragraph. The paragraph is revised as follows.

“CEQA requires-tThe Board of Supervisors will to certify the FEIR prior to adopting the
proposed 2007 General Plan. (CEQA Guidelines §15090.} Atthat-timethey-will- Also

pursuant to CEQA, if the Board elects to adopt the General Plan, the Board must adopt

findings regarding the disposition of each significant effect identified in the FEIR, as well
as a statement of overriding considerations describing the specific benefits that outweigh

the project’s significant and unavoidable impacts. (CEQA Guidelines §§15091, 15093.)
The Board may also reject the proposed 2007 General Plan and not certify the FEIR.”

Section 2, “Introduction”

Page 2-3, under 2.1.2 Level of Detail. The third sentence of the second paragraph is
revised as follows.

The County has an extensive array of agricultural lands, lands-deveted te-mineral
extraetion; and recreational areas, as well as small number of lands devoted to mineral
extraction.

Final Environmental Impact Report March 2010
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County of Monterey Resource Management Changes to the Text of the Draft EIR
Agency, Planning Depariment

Page 2-3, Section 2.1.1. The last sentence is revised as follows.

As mentioned above, priorto-approving the-2007 if the County elects to adopt the
General Plan in its final form, the County wll must adopt a “statement of overriding
considerations” that describes the specific benefits that outweigh the significant and
unavoidable impacts of the plan.” (CEQA Guidelines § 15093.)

Page 2-4, first paragraph. The fifth and sixth sentences in this paragraph are revised as
follows:

With some-excoptions;as As explained below in Section 3, the general plan will apply
countywide, however it does not propose changes to the County’s certified Local Coastal
Program. Accordingly, the draft General Plan will not change the existing policies or
propose changes in land use within the Coastal Zone. Because of the broad scope and

application of the General Plan, this EIR does not take a parcel-specific view ot provide a
parcel-specific analysis of potential impacts resulting from the proposed 2007 General
Plan.

Section 3, “Project Description”

Page 3-2. The first sentence of the second full paragraph is changed to read as follows:
The 2007 General Plan covers all inland unincorporated portions of the County.
Page 3-8. The first sentence on the is revised as follows:

This EIR considers AMBAG’s growth projections in relation to physical constraints such
as potable water supply available (Section 4.3, Water Resourcest;-Publie-Services-and
Utilities) and roadway capacity {Section 4.6, Transportation).

Page 3-13. Revise Table 3-5 as follows.

Final Environmental Impact Report March 2010
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County of Monterey Resource Management Changes to the Text of the Draft EIR

Agency, Planning Department

Table 3-5. Monterey County 2030 and Buildout-Estimated Population and Housing

2006 AMBAG GP 2006— 2006t0 2030 to
Inland 2000° 2005°  Adjusted® 2030  Buildout® 2030 Buildout Buildout
Housing Units -
Unincorporated 37,047 40,006 38,655 48,670 FETE 10,015 2548 25002
County 75,736 37.081 27,066
Incorporated Cities® 92,531 98,374 101,520 138,331 216040 36,811 14520 5709
219,529 118,009 81,198
Total 129,578 138,380 140,175 187,001 2906613 46,826 150438 103612
295,265 155,090 108,264
Population
Unincorporated 100,252 110,083 106,279 135,375 207424 29,096 10145 2040
County® 210,659 104,379 75,284
Incorporated Cities” 301,060 322,517 332,699 467,356 729,898 134,657 397199 262,542
741.686 408,987 274,330
Total 401,312 432,600 438,979 602,731 937332 163,752 498344 334591
952,345 513366 349.614
Employment
Unincorporated 68,915 73,389 70,384 97,113 148,798 26,729 844 S5E8L
Couniy® 151,119 80.735 57.654
Incorporated Cities” 153,526 165,583 172,100 238268 372118 66,168 200,618 130,202
378.127 206027 136211
Total 222441 238,972 242,484 335381 520,916 92,897 278432 185535
529,246 286.762  193.865
Sources:

a

Association of Monterey Bay Area Governments 2004,
®  Scaled on 00-05 and adjusted to place TAZs for future annexations in City totals..

°  Buildout amount for unincorporated County determined based on 2007 GP. Buildout year determined by
applying unit rate of growth (417/year) in unincorporated County after 2030. Buildout year calculated as 2092
in the DEIR; with additional buildout units in FEIR forecast, buildout may occur in 2095 using unit rate of

growth, but buildout year not changed in FEIR.

¢ Cities—AMBAG 2004 projection used for 2030; For buildout used 3 times County units based on AMBAG

2008 estimate(_fl City (75%)/County (25%) split.

¢ Unincorporated County—Population based on AMBAG 2030 estimate of 2.78 persons/unit for 2030 and

buildout population estimates.

T Cities—Used AMBAG 2030 estimated 3.38 persons/unit for 2030 and buildout population estimates.

& County—Used AMBAG 2030 estimated (.72 persons/job for 2030 and buildout employee estimates.

Final Environmental Impact Report
Monterey County 2007 General Plan 4-45
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County of Monterey Resource Management Changes to the Text of the Draft EIR
Agency, Planning Department

Page 3-22. The first paragraph is revised as follows:

This EIR addresses the environmental effects associated with implementation of the 2007
General Plan. The 2007 General Plan’s policies seek to provide a balanced pattern of
growth that accommodates the demand for housing, employment opportunities, and
public facilities and services while minimizing the adverse impacts of increased urban
development. The 2007 General Plan contains general goals and policies seeking to
guide future growth in the unincorporated areas and ensure that new and existing
development is served with adequate public services and facilities.

Page 3-23. Revise Table 3-11 as follows:

Table 3-11. Land Use Categories

Category Types of Uses

Residential Includes Rural, Low-, Medium-, and High-Density Residential.

Commercial Includes General Commercial, Light Commercial, Heavy Commercial, Neighborhood
Commercial, Planned Commereial, and Visitor Accommodations/Professional Office Space.

Industrial Includes Agricultural Industrial, Light Industrial, and Mineral Extraction.

Agricultural Includes Farmiand, Permanent Grazing, and Rural Grazing.

Resource Includes Resource Conservation (which includes rural residential, parks and recreation

Conservation facilities, and very low intensity agricultural and timber production-related facilities), Open
Space, Rivers, and Water Bodies.

Public/Quasi-Public  Includes Federal, State, and locally owned lands such as National Forests, State Parks, and

Regional Parks, and publicly or privately owned uses such as schools, public works
facilities, and hospitals that serve the public at large.

Source: Monterey County General Plan Land Use Element 2007,

Page 3-25 is revised as follows:

As of January 2006, there were 4,629 undeveloped residential parcels in the inland
portion of unincorporated Monterey County, including many large agricultural land
holdings. Given the limitations on development in the North County, Greater Salinas,
and Toro Area Plans and the cap on new units in the Carmel Valley Master Plan, the
County estimates that up to 10,015 new residential units would be built within the
unincorporated area between 2006 and the end of the 2030 planning horizon. Up to
37.081 35,918 residential units would be built in the unincorporated areas by 2092 (full
buildout) if sufficient water supply and other services are available.

Page 3-28, under “Special Treatment Areas.” Add the following.

For reference, the Special Treatment Areas discussed in this section can be located in the
General Plan under the following policy numbers: Butterfly Village, GS-1.1;

Spence/Potter/Encinal Road, GS-1.2; Highway 68/Foster Road Area, GS-1.3;
Natividad/Rogge Road, GS-1.10; and Jefferson, GS-1.12.

For locations of the Special Treatment Areas in this section, please see the General Plan,
Figure LU-7.
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Page 3-30, under “Special Treatment Areas.” Add the following.

For reference, the Special Treatment Areas discussed in this section can be located in the

General Plan under the following policy numbers: Spence/Potter/Encinal Road, GS-1.2;
Paraison Hot Springs. CSV-1.1; Old Mission Union School, CSV-1.5: Lehr, CSV-1.6;
Millers Lodge, CSV-1.7.

For locations of the Special Treatment Areas in this section. please see the General Plan,
Figure LU-4,

Page 3-31, under “Special Treatment Areas.” Add the following.

For reference, the Special Treatment Areas discussed in this section can be located in the

General Plan under the following policy numbers: Rancho San Carlos, GMP-1.6; White
Rock Club, GMP-1.7; San Clemente Ranch, GMP-1.8, Jefferson, G8-1.12.

For locations of the Special Treatment Areas in this section, please see the General Plan,
Figure L.U-5.

Page 3-32, under “3.4.5.5 Carmel Valley Master Plan.” Revise the second paragraph
as follows.

At-the time-of this-writingWhen the DEIR was released for public teview, a request to

incorporate the proposed Town of Carmel Valley iswas pending before the Monterey
County Local Agency Formation Comm1ssmn &Ehe—pfeiaesed-beundaﬂes-nf—ﬂae-![‘e‘m

e-the The mcorporatlon

roposal was subsg]uenﬂx defeated ina November 2009 vote on the guestmn-ﬂae—new

Page 3-33, under “Special Treatment Areas.” Add the following.

For reference, the Special Treatment Areas discussed in this section can be located in the

General Plan under the following policy numbers: Carmel Valley Ranch, CV-1.22;
Condon/Chugach Property, CV-1.23: Rancho San Carlos, CV-1,25; Rancho Canada
Village CV-1.27.

For lecations of the Special Treatment Areas in this section, please see the Genera] Plan,
Figure LU-3.

Page 3-35, under “Special Treatment Areas.” Add the following,.

For reference, the Special Treatment Area discussed in this section can be located in the
Genegral Plan under the following policy numbers: Greco, T-1.4.

For locations of the Special Treatment Area in this section. please see the General Plan,
Figure LU-10.
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Page 3-37, under “Special Treatment Areas.” Add the following.

For reference, the Special Treatment Area discussed in this section can be located in the
General Plan under the following policy numbers: Syndicate Camp, CACH-1.5.

For locations of the Special Treatment Area in this section, please see the General Plan,
Figure LU-2.

Page 3-41, Table 3-16. Revise the table as follows.

Table 3-16. Agricultural Winery Corridor Permitting Requirements

Activity " Allowable by Right  Ministerial Permit = Administrative Permit

Artisan winery X

Full-Scale winery (including tasting X
facility and catering kitchen)

o

Tasting room (including catering kitchen})
Winery-related food service facility X

»d

Winery event (as many as 150 attendees)
Private winery event X

Winery event (151 to 500 attendees) X

Restaurant X
Delicatessen (at winery) X
Inn X
Ag- or winery-related visitor serving use X

Business Cluster X

Winery residence, guest house, or X
employee residences

Visitor Center X

Page 3-45, second bullet under “Affordable Housing Overlays.” Revise the paragraph
as follows.

m  Highway 68/Monterey Peninsula Airport (Exhibit 3.26). Approximately 85 acres
located eastgouth of Highway 68, excluding areas with native Monterey pine forest.

Page 3-47, second full paragraph. Revise the paragraph as follows.

“Routine and Ongoing Agricultural Activities” are exempt from the following General
Plan policies (paraphrased below) to the extent specified by those policies, except for
activities that would create significant soil erosion impacts or violate adopted water
quality standards:
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Page 3-47, second full paragraph. Revise the fifth and sixth bulleted items as follows.

B O§8-3.5—regulate development on steep slopes. This policy would apply to

thereutine-and engeing conversion to agricultural use of previously uncultivated
lands.

Section 3 Exhibits. Exhibits 3.2 and 3.2a were revised to show land uses at the Carmel
Valley Ranch as they are designated in the project’s specific plan. Exhibit 3.3 was
amended to accurately define the wine corridors. This exhibit is located at the end of this
chapter,

Section 4.1, “Land Use”

Page 4.1-2. The third paragraph is revised as follows:

The 2007 General Plan consists of p011c1es that apply eeuﬂwde-throughout the
unincorporated inland area and policies unique to a specific region. Geuntyrwide
peliciesPolicies that are applicable to the entire unincotporated inland area and-are

included in the Land Use Element. More focused policies that address specific regional
or local issues are found in Area Plans (Monterey County 2007). As discussed below, no
changes are proposed to the County’s certified Local Coastal Program. So. although the
proposed General Plan policies apply to all unincotporated inland areas, they do not

include revisions to the adopted L.ocal Coastal Plans.

Page 4.1-3, under “Local Coastal Program.” The third paragraph is revised as follows:

As stipulated in the Coastal Act, the CCC has authority to certify land use policy in the
coastal zone. CCC retains land use authority in areas of original jurisdiction and for all
work below the mean high tide level. In addition, CCC has limited appeal authority over
the following coastal permit applications (Monterey County Code, Chapter 20-88-Capital
Improvement Program2(. 86 Coastal Implementation Plan [CIP]):

Page 4.1-10. Line seven is revised as follows:

Policy LU-1.19 (overlay districts) designates Community Areas, Rural Centers and
Affordable Housing Overlay districts as the top priority for development in the

ineerpersted ynincorporated areas of the county.

Section 4.2, “Agriculture Resources”

Page 4.2-5, under Agricultural Land Use. The first paragraph is revised as follows:

The conservation of quality agricultural lands has sustained the economic feasibility of
agriculture in Monterey County. Table 4.2-5 summarizes the various types of farmland
in Monterey County, as inventoried by the California Depariment of Conservation’s
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program (refer to Section 4.2.44.2.2, Regulatory
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Framework, for further category definitions and discussion of this program). “Important
Farmland™ consists of “Prime Farmland,” “Farmland of Statewide Importance,”
“Farmland of I ocal Importance.” and “Unique Farmland.” (Department of Conservation
1994)

Page 4.2-8. Add the following statement at the end of the discussion of the Farmland
Mapping and Monitoring Program.

Under the separate California Conservancy Program, the state funds scquisition of
property or development rights for the purpose of protecting farmland. Donations of
funds to the Department of Conservation will be used in Montercy County for the
purchase of development rights if so designated by the donor. Thig program is available

at the present time to partially mitigate for the loss of fannland to annexation and
conversion,

Page 4.2-9. The first paragraph following the bullet list is revised as follows:

When a land owner enters into a Williamson Act contract with thea County, the land is
restricted to agricultural and compatible uses for at least 10 years. Since 1968, Montercy
County’s contracts have been for a rhinimum of 20 years. Williamson Act contracts are
automatically renewed annually for an additional one-year period, unless the property
owner applies for non-renewal. The Williamson Act also contains limited provisions for
cancellation of contracts by the Board of Supervisors and a substantial penalty for the
cancellation is assessed. Non-renewal is the preferred method of ending a contract;
cancellation is intended only for unusual situations (Sierra Club v. City of Hayward
[1981] 28 Cal.3d 840). The specific findings to justify cancellation are extremely
difficult to make, and contracts are rarely cancelled in Monterey County.

Page 4.2-9. The third paragraph following the bullet list is revised as follows:

In 2007, 763;396-732.118 acres of land in Monterey County were under Williamson Act
contract, with-an-additional-and 31,278 acres under the more restrictive Farmland
Security Zone for a total of 763,396 acres (Department of Conservation 2008c). The
763,396 acres under these enforceable restrictions represent an 11% increase over the
1991 total. Table 4.2-8 summarizes the change in Williamson Act acreage between 1991
and 2007. For the purposes of this analysis, 763,396 acres will serve as the figure used to
determine impacts to Williamsen Act lands.

Section 4.3, “Water Resources”

Page 4.3-3. The following text is added under Section 4.3.2, Existing Conditions before
43.2.1

Definitions: The following definitions are used in the analysis below:

m  Warershed: the geographic area defining the area from which a river or stream
derives its water. Rain falling within the watershed flows down to supply the

particular river or strearn.

®  Groundwater basin: _a groundwater reservoir defined by the overlying land surface
and the underlving aquifers that contain water stored in the reservoir. The
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boundaries of the basin are defined by geologic or hydrologic features that isolate it

from other basins, A watershed may supply more than one groundwater basin.

®  Sub-basin or subarea: A portion of a larger groundwater basin. A sub-basin is not
geologically or hvdrologically separate from the farger basin, but is distinguishable
by having unique characteristics within the larger basin.

B Study area: an area studied for purposes of analyzing water supply and demand. In
the case of the Monterey County General Plan Update, the study area is not limited

to a single watershed or groundwater basin, but instead includes the County as a
whaole.

Page 4.3-7. The first sentence of the second bullet under Groundwater, is revised as

follows:

®  180-Foot/400-Foot Area-Subarea (also known as the Pressure Subarea) includes
approximately 84,400 acre$ of the lower reaches and mouth of the Salinas River,
between Gonzales and Monterey Bay.

Page 4.3-8. The bullet that follows the last full paragraph is revised as follows.

B The MCWRA completed the Castroville Seawater Intrusion Project (CSIP) in 1998.

This project supplies farmersinjeets recycled water to take the place of withdrawals
from the groundwaterinte-the aquifer to establish a hydraulic barrier to further
seawater intrusion.”

Page 4.3-10. Second sentence of second paragraph under “Seaside Area
Groundwater Subbasin.” Revise the sentence as follows.

No major surface water features are located within the basin.
Selinas River to-the-nerth{The Seaside Area groundwater basin is composed of a
number of smaller subbasins.

Page 4.3-11, beginning with the fifth paragraph under Seaside Area Groundwater
Subbasin, is revised as follows:

During-2006Between 1996 through 2005, a total of 13;4004,011 acre-feet per vear was
reported produced in wells from the Seaside aquifer on average, including 3,710 3,695

acre-feet per year by Cal-Am and 1;296 316 acre-feet per year by other parties (MPWMD
2006a).

In-reeent-yearsSince 1995, California State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB)
regulation has limited available surface water supplies from the Carmel River, such that
new water supply sources must be developed before additional regional growth can be
supported (California Department of Water Resources 2005). The State-Water Board
SWRCRB’s Order 95-10 (discussed in detail in Section 4.3.2.5 Carmel River Conflicts,
below) has limited diversion from the Carmel River in order to enforce water rights and
protect fish habitat. As a result, Cal-Am has increased pumping from the Seaside Area
groundwater subbasin, exceeding the sustainable yield (refer to the groundwater
adjudication discussion under Section 4.3.2.5 below). The following projects are
underway to relieve pressure on the Seaside groundwater basin are underway or in the

planning stages.
B Cal-Am and MPWMD’s Seaside Basin Aquifer Storage and Recovery (ASR) project
that infects water collected during peak flow of the Carmel River into the Seaside
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Basin aquifer. This is described in detail in Section 4.3.2.5 (“Carmel River
WatershedConflicts™).

® Cal-Am’s Coastal Water Project is a proposed a-desalination plant at the Moss
Landing Power Plant (MLPP) that will supply about 11,730 AFY to allow Cal-Am to
meet the SWRCB’s order to reduce its reliance on the Carmel River. It, and two
alternatives, are is under consideration by the California Public Utilities
Commission. The alternatives are: (1) a slightly larger capacity desalination plant in

North Marina: and (2) a “Regional Water Supply Project” that would integrate
several sources including a desalination plant in North Marina and a regional water

treatment plant. A DEIR hag been released and a FEIR is being written for the
Coastal Water Project.

®m  The Marina Coast Water District (MCWD) has built a new water desalination plant
that has a peak capacity of 300,000 gallons per day when in operation (Marina Coast
Water District 2008).

® The MPWMD currently is evaluating the feasibility of a desalination plant in-Sand
City-in the area of the former Fort Ord, north of Sand City, which would take 15
million gallons per day (mgd) of saline groundwater from the coastal beachfront and
produce 7.5 mgd of potable water (Monterey Peninsula Water Management District
2004, 2008).

Page 4.3-11, last paragraph is revised as follows.

The Carmel River drains a 255-square-mile watershed. Average annual runcff (from
1962 to 2006) is 78,190 acre-feet (Monterey Peninsula Water Management District
2007). Its larger tributaries include Garzas Creek, San Clemente Creek, Tularcitos Creck
(with its tributaries, Cheppiness Chupines and Rana Creeks), Pine Creek, Danish Creek,
Cachagua Creek, and the Miller Fork.

Page 4.3-13, last paragraph under Carmel River Watershed is revised as follows.

An additional water supply issue in Carmel Valley is the potential unquantified impacts
of increased water use and demand by-riparian-usersfrom individual wells along the
Carmel River. No action by the SWRCB or the courts has evaluated the cumulative
impacts on the public trust resources by individual wells ewmers-since the time of the
MPWMD Water Allocatmn Progmm EIR (Montcrey Penmsula Water Management
Dlstnct 1990) As-th ated-wate : in-claims

It is unclear whether these—elm-ms—addmonal md1v1dua1
wells represent ana substantial mcreased demand on the water resource system and
whether environmental impacts are associated with the potential increased demand, This
is an existing condition and is not a result of the General Plan Update,

Page 4.3-14, first paragraph, penultimate sentence, is revised as follows.

In 2006, Calsa Cal-Am obtained about 75% of its water from wells in the Carmel Valley
basin. The remaining 25% is supplied from wells in Seaside Area basin aquifer (22%)
and the Laguna Seca subarea (Monterey Peninsula Water Management District 2006).
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Page 4.3-14, beginning with the second paragraph under Groundwater, is revised as
follows.

The Carmel River is the primary source of recharge, constituting 85% of the net recharge.
With the presence of surface water, groundwater levels recover rapidly. After water level
recovery, levels range from 5 to 30 feet below the land surface. During normal years,
water level fluctuations range from 5 to 15 feet while experiencing declines of up to 50
feet below land surface during droughts (California Department of Water Resources
2004g). The level of groundwater in the aquifer is influenced by pumping from wells
operated by Cal-Am, as well as by evapotranspiration of riparian vegetation, seasonal
infiltration, and subsurface inflows and outflows. Cal-Am is the primary urban water
supplier to about 100,000 residents on the Monterey Peninsula area. In 2006, GalmCal-
Am obtained about 75% of its water from wells in the Carmel Valley basin. The
remaining 25% is supplied from wells in Seaside Area basin aquifer (22%) and the
Laguna Seca subarea (Monterey Peninsula Water Management District 2006). As
discussed elsewhete in this Section, Cal-Am is currently pumping in excess of its water

rights and in violation of SWRCB Order 35-10, which requires it to reduce its use of

Carmel River water to no more than 3,376 acre-feet annually. The SWRCB issued a

cease and desist order on October 20, 2009 that establishes a timeframe for meeting this
limit by 2016. (State Water Resources Control Board 2009}

During the dry season, pumping of wells has caused significant declines in the
groundwater levels of the Carmel River groundwater basin, Because streamflow and
groundwater supplies are directly linked, lowered groundwater levels diminish surface
flows in the river. During normal water years, surface flow in the lower Carmel Valley
becomes discontinuous or nonexistent in summer and fall. This condition has been cited
as causing adverse impacts on native fish populations {most notably the South-Ceentral
California Ceoast steelhead) and riparian habitat in the lower reaches of the river’s
course,

During 2006Between 1996 through 2005, an totalannual average of 13,40011.015 acre-
feet of water was reported produced in-wells-from the Carmel ¥&HeyLaqul-fefR1ver

sources, including10;954-acre-feetby Cal-
{Monterey Peninsula Water Management District 2006_) Of this ameunt, an annual

average of 7.639 acre-feet of water consisted of unlawful diversions in excess of the
limits set by Order 95-10.
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Page 4.3-14, second paragraph, last sentence, is revised as follows.

This condition has been cited as causing adverse impacts on native fish populations (most
notably the eentral coaststeelhead South-Central California Coast Steelhead) and riparian
habitat in the lower reaches of the river’s course.

Page 4.3-15, beginning with the second paragraph under North County Watersheds, the
text is revised as follows.

lough watershed mcludes the E]khorn nghlands, a hilly upland area transected by by
several smaller valleys—all of which drain into the slough. North of Elkhorn Slough,
and tributary to Elkhorn Slough, is McClosky Slough. To the south, Moro Cojo Slough,
which is larger than McClosky Slough, drains a large subarea. Its brackish waters drain
northward into the Elkhorn Slough near its entry to Monterey Bay. This complex system
of estuaries and uplands combines to create a regionally significant constellation of
diverse habitats (see Section 4.9, Biological Resources).

The major water feature north of the Elkhorn Slough watershed is the Pajaro River.
Although the Pajaro River enters Mooterey Bay at the tip of northern Montercy County
where it forms the boundary with Santa Cruz County, mestapproximately 95 percent of
its large watershed extends into Santa Cruz, Santa Clara, and San Benito Counties. The
Pajaro River drains an area of about 1,187 square miles, with headwaters in the Gabilan
and Diablo Mountains. Near its mouth at Monterey Bay, the river flows through
Watsonville, Harkins, Struve, and McClosky Sloughs in Santa Cruz County. Annual
streamflow as recorded at the Chittenden gauging station averaged 124,640 AFY (Pajaro
Valley Water Management Agency 2001),

The Area of Special Flood Hazard Area(SFHA) of the Pajaro River, as identified on the
Federal Emergency Management Agency Flood Insurance Rate Maps, affects several
hundred acres on both sides of the river channel. The SFHA delineates those areas with a
one percent chance of flooding in any given year. It is commonly called the “100-year
floodplain.” Much of this area is farmland, aadhowever the community of Pajaro_in
Monterey County is located entirely within the fiver’s SFHA. In recent years, flood
events have caused tens of millions of dollars in property damage, displaced thousands of
persons, and damaged significant riparian and aquatic habitat within the Pajaro River
floodplain (much of which is outside Monterey County). The March 1995 flood, for
example, led to the evacuation of most of the town of Pajare’s 2,500 residents.
{Department of Water Resources 2003, Monterey County Water Resources Agency
2010) In 2002, a Phase 1 report for the Pajaro River Watershed Study was completed to
model the hydrologic and sediment regimes in the Pajaro River watershed in order to
identify flood control measures (Pajaro River Watershed Flood Prevention Agency
2002). Existing land uses within the fleod-zonel 00-year floodplain remain at risk until
flood control improvements are made. Future growth in the Pajaro community would
increase the exposure of persons and property to flood hazards.

Page 4.3-16, the first paragraph under Groundwater is revised as follows.

Groundwater in the North County can be divided into five planning areas with varying
hydrogeologic and water use characteristics: the Pajaro, Springfield Terrace, and

Highlands North planning areas are managed-by-PVWMApait of the Pajaro Valley
groundwater basin; and the Highlands South and Granite Ridge planning areas are
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managed by MCWRApart of the Salinas River groundwater basin (Exhibit 4.3.7). The
Highlands North and South areas reflect the jurisdictional boundary between the

PVWMA and the MCWRA. This jurisdictional boundary is based on hydrogeology
because relatively impermeable mud fills a deep valley underlying Elkhorn Slough and
acts as a barrier to groundwater movement between the Salinas and Pajaro Valleys.
Local recharge in the area may flow into either the Pajaro Valley groundwater basin or
the Salinas Valley groundwater basin.

Page 4.3-19, first paragraph under Salinas River Watershed is revised as follows.

Urban runoff has the potential to directly affect Salinas River waters. Urban runoff
transported by the river also affects water quality in Monterey Bay. Water quality in
urban runeff is not currently monitored except in the city of Salinas as part of National
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Phase I requirements. The City of
Salinas drains to the “Reclamation Ditch® and from there to Tembladero Slough. but not
to the Salinas River. See the discussion of the NPDES program under “Clean Water Act”
below.

Page 4.3-19, first paragraph under North County Watersheds is revised as follows.

There is relatively little urban land use in the North County, although suburban
development is extensive. Urban runoff sources are limited to the areas of commercial
development and small communities at Moss Landing, Castroville, Pajaro, and
Prunedale. However, because of their proximity to water bodies throughout the North
County area, such as the Pajaro River, Elkhorn Slough, and creeks and sloughs tributary
to Elkhorn Slough drainage system, these limited urban uses have the potential to
generate significant adverse water quality impacts.

Page 4.3-22, third paragraph under Nitrate Contamination. The last sentence is
revised as follows:

MCE-threshold(U-S-Geolegical Survey-2005) Refer to Table 432 Summary of Nitrate
Concentration for 367 Wells in the Salinas Valley for information on variations in

contamination levels in wells.

Page 4.3-23, first paragraph under Salinas Valley Watershed. The text of the last
sentence is revised as follows:

New wells typically are drilled to a depth of 1000 feet or more and sealed to at least 450
feet; however, the depth to which production wells are drilled depends on the depth of
water bearing formation and the degree of contamination in the subbasins. Well yield

oals and hydrogeclogy also determine how wells are drilled and what aquifers are
screened for supply. Well depths range from 600 feet to more than 1,200 feet.

Page 4.3-24, under Carmel River Watershed. Revise the first paragraph as follows.

In 1983, based on nitrate levels in groundwater identified in the Carmel] Valley
Wastewater Studyestudy included in the subsequent 1986 Carmel Valley Master Plan,
the County Board of Supervisors adopted a resolution that prohibitedprohibits further
subdivision of lots within four subbasins of the Carmel River. Upon adoption of the
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original Carmel Valley Master Plan, subdivision was allowed under a cap placed on the
maximum allowable development within the planning area. In addition, discretionary
permits are required of all development within the Master Plan area (Monterey County
Municipal Code, Chapter 18.48). Progosed projects are analyzed in the context of the
wastewater studx and Coung[ standards for mtrate Guﬁeﬁﬂy—eaeh—prepem'—e\mer—m—me
o cing o rastricted-to-devalopmentofonaginele g d eqaivalent). The

County also adopted a threshold of 25 Mg/l as the standard for the 11m1ts of mtrate
concentration in the Master Planbesin. (Monterey County 2006; Monterey County

Municipal Code Section 15,020.070(F)(16))
Page 4.3-25, last paragraph, The text is revised as follows:

Seawater intrusion has affected the coastal portion of the 180-Foot/400-Foot Subarea of
the Salinas Valley basin since at least the 1940s. Seawater has contaminated two of the
three primary producing aquifers in the coastal part of the Salinas Valley basin, the 180-
and 400-foot aquifers. The MCWRA uses the California Safe Drinking Water Act,
Secondary Drinking Water Standard, upper limit of 500 Mg/l for chloride as a
measurement of impairment of water and, subsequently, as the basis for determining the
seawater intrusion front. By 1999, seawater was estimated to affect as much as 24,019
acres overlying the 180-foot aquifer (Exhibit4-3.9) in the northern Salinas Valley and
10,504 acres overlying the 400-foot aquifer. {Exhibit4.3-10)-The geographic location of
the seawater intrusion is depicted in Exhibits 4.3.9 and 4.3.9a. Table 4.3-3 depicts the
magnitude of this problem over time.

Page 4.3-27, first sentence under “North County Watersheds.” The text is revised as
follows:

The North County groundwater subbasins are shown in Exhibit 4.3.78.
Page 4.3-28, first sentence-of first paragraph. The text is revised as follows.

High levels of arsenic that approach and exceed SDWA levels occur naturally in certain
hardrock or bedrock aquifer materials in parts of Monterey County, especially in parts of
the North County and along the SR 468 corridor. (The SR 68 corridor is the swath of land
adjacent to and extended out from both sides of State Route (SR) 68. The SR 68 corridor

extends from Salinas southwest to Monterey.)

Page 4.3-29, under “Water Sources.” The first paragraph is revised as follows.

Monterey County derives a majority of its total water supply from groundwater storage.
Groundwater is the primary source of water in the region, accounting for roughly 75% of
the anmual supply in 2000 (California Department of Water Resources 2005). Local and
seme—xmpeﬁed—surface water supplies make up the rest of the available water for this
region, Major reservoirs are primarily used as a source of groundwater recharge supply.
The two major groundwater basins in Monterey County are the Salinas Valley and the
Carmel Valley basins (see Exhibits 4.3.3 and 4.3.5). Several smaller groundwater basins
are located throughout the various watersheds (see Exhibit 4.3.7).
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Page 4.3-31, Table 4.3-4. The table is revised as follows:

Table 4.3-4. Community Area Groundwater Basins and Water Suppliers

Community
Area Planning Area Groundwater Basin Management Authority Water Supplier
Pajaro North County Pajaro Valley basin PVWMA Pajaro/Sunny
Mesa Community
Services District
Castroville  North County Salinas Valley basin (180- MCWRA Castroville Water
Foot/400-Foot Subarea) District
Boronda Greater Salinas Salinas Valley basin (180- MCWRA California Water
Foot/400-Foot Subarea) Service Co.,
Salinas District
Chualar Central Salinas Salinas Valley basin (180- MCWRA Cal-Am Water
Foot/400-Foot Subarea) Company,
Monterey District
Fort Ord Greater Monterey Salinas Valley basin WMPWMD (and Fort Marina Coast
Peninsula (Seaside and Corral de Ord Reuse Authority), Water District
Tierra Subareas) and MCWRA, and and Cal-Am
Seaside Groundwater
Basin Watermaster

ote: Fort Ord does not derive water from the Seaside aguifer nor is expected to in the fitture

Page 4.3-31, first paragraph. The text is revised as follows:

Monterey County also has several major wastewater recycling and desalination efforts in
progress or in action. The CSIP provides approximately 19,000 AFY of recycled water
to replace coastal groundwater pumping for irrigating vegetables and fruit crops.
PVWMA's Watsonville Area Water Recycling Project and the associated Coastal
Distribution System are similarly using recycled wastewater for injection into the aquifer
and to replace groundwater supplies. The Carmel Area Wastewater District/Pebble
Beach Community Services District Reclamation Project replaces approximately 700
acre-feet of potable water for golf courses and other open space in Pebble Beach with
recycled water (Monterey Peninsula Water Management District 2007). MCWD has
built a new water desalinization plani with a peak capacity of 300,000 gallons per day
when in operation (Marina Coast Water District 2008). Ii is not currently operating. The
MCWD is also involved in efforts to reduce seawater intrusion.

Page 4.3-33. Revise the last sentence of the first paragraph to read:

As the MCRWP became fully operational, the annual rate of seawater intrusion decreased
to approximately 8,900 AFY (Monterey County Water Resources Agency 2001a); this
rate of seawater intrusion is the most recent available and is being used as the baseline in
this SEIR.
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Page 4.3-33, first paragraph after Table 4.3-5 is revised as follows.

MCWRA reports that in the 180-Foot/400-Foot Subarea (also known as the Pressure
Zone subarea), west and north of Salinas, more than 90% of pumping occurs from the
400-foot aquifer, with 5% from the Deep Aquifer and a smaller fraction from the 180-
foot aquifer. In areas east and south of Salinas in the Pressure Zone subarea, it is
estimated that approximately 60% of groundwater pumping occurs from the 400-foot
aquifer, while 40% occurs in the 180-foot aquifer (Monterey County Water Resources
Agency 2001a). Seawater intrusion into the 180-190- Foot/400-Foot Subarea was
occurring at an annual rate of approximately 14,000 AFY prior to initiation of operations
of the MCRWP (particularly the CSIP). As the MCRWP became fully operational, the
annual rate of seawater intrusion decreased to approximately 8,00 AFY (Montercy
County Water Resources Agency 2001a); this rate of scawater intrusion is the most
recent available and is being used as the baseline in this SEIR.

Page 4.3-34, last paragraph. The paragraph is revised as follows.

Operation of the SVWP will divert an average of 9,700 AF and up to 12,800 AF of
additional Salinas River water (available from reoperation of upstream reservoirs) to the
CSIP during the peak irrigation season. This will provide a total yearly average of
12,000 AF and up to 25,000 AF to the CISP for injection into the groundwater aquifer
(Monterey County Water Resources Agency 2003). Modeling undertaken by the
MCWRA for the SVWP indicates that by 2030 seawater intrusion will be reduced to
2,300 AF with surface water deliveries only to the CISP. However, modeling cannot be
certain of the effectiveness of the SVWP beyond 2030. The model indicates that after
2030, if an additional 14,300 AF of SYWP water is delivered outside the CSIP, medeling
indicates-that seawater intrusion would be halted (Monterey County Water Resources
Agency 2001a). The SVWP has been designed to meet the objectives of halting scawater
intrusion and meeting water demands to 2030 through drought years through conjunctive
use of surface and groundwater. Groundwater would be augmented during wet years
from the SVWP, with greater reliance on surface water, and drawn upon in dry years,
with less reliance on sutface water. This would avoid seawater intrusion through
droughts of historic length (Monterey County Water Resources Agency 2001a).

Page 4.3-35, first paragraph under “Seaside Area Groundwater Basin. The
paragraph is revised as follows.

Most of the Seaside Area groundwater basin is within the incorporated cities of Marina,
Monterey, Seaside, and Sand City (see Exhibit 4.3.3). No new Community Areas or
Rural Centers are proposed by the 2007 General Plan in the basin. One new Affordable
Housmg Overlay area w111 be estabhshed in the Seaside basm—Mld Hwy 68/Mld

Page 4.3-36, first, second and third paragraphs. The paragraphs are revised as
follows.

The Seaside Area basin is composed of a number of smaller sub-basins. MPWMD is
responsible for regulation and supply of groundwater within the Seaside Area
groundwater basin. The boundaries of the basin are poorly understood, particularly under
Monterey Bay. Total known useable storage in the Seaside basin aquifer is about 7.500
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6;200 acre-feet. Current water use within the basin is about 5,600 AFY. (Monterey
Peninsula Water Management District 2007, 2008).

Because of a 1995 State Water Board Order (Order No. WR 95-10) that ruled Cal-Am
did not have a legal right to roughly 70% of the surface water and groundwater it had
been diverting from the Carmel River and underlying Carmel Valley Altuvial Aquifer
(refer to Carmel River Conflicts), Cal-Am began drawing more water from groundwater
wells within the Seaside groundwater basin. In 2006, the basin was adjudicated and a
watermaster was appointed to manage the basin and bring its groundwater budget into
balance. The adjudication resulted in a court-ordered physical solution to the basin’s
groundwater problem. The operating yield for three years beginning in 2007 for the
basin as a whole was defined as 5,600 acre-feet (including 4,611 acre-feet for the coastal
subareas). The judgment requires a 10% decrease in operating yield for the ecastal

subareasbasin every three years beginning in 2016Water Year 2009, unless replenishment
supplies are secured or groundwater ievels are sufficient to prevent seawater intrusion.

The decreases are to continue until production reaches the “natural safe yield” of 3,000
AFY established under the judgment. The watermaster adopted the Seaside Monitoring

and Maintenance Program in 2006, as directed by the court-te-implement-the-deereases.
{Monterey Peninsula Water Management District 2007)

Unlike the neighboring Salinas Valley basin, a major portion of the groundwater that is
extracted serves urban users. MPWMD reports that the basinwide average annual storage
depletion is approximately 1,540 AFY. Annual recharge is estimated to be 3,557 AFY.
Based on detailed analysis of water level trends and groundwater budgets, the estimated
sustainable yield of the Seaside basin under present conditions is estimated to be 2,880
AFY, but recent average water demand has been approximately 5,600 AFY (Monterey
Peninsula Water Management District 2005a). The adjudication of the basin ensures that

future production rates will not exceed safe yield.Present production rates-are-therefore
vasustninekle,

Page 4.3-37, first paragraph under Salinas Valley Water Project. The reference to
the “100-Foot/400-Foot” aquifer is a typographical error. It should read “180-Foot/400-

Foot.”

Page 4.3-37, first sentence of second paragraph under Salinas Valley Water Project.
The sentence is revised as follows:

The SVWP includes the delivery of water to the CSIP, which provides surface water to

Mﬁeﬁa—dmﬁ—amm about 12,000 acres. The service area of the

SVWP is coterminous with Zone 2C and includes a much larger area than the CSIP.
(Monierey County Water Resources Agency 2008a).

Page 4.3-38, first paragraph at the top of the page. The reference to the “100-
Foot/400-Foot™ aquifer is a typographical error. It-should read “180-Foot/400-Foot.”

Page 4.3-38, last full paragraph is revised as follows:

The Carrmel Valley groundwater basin supplies a majority of potable water to the Carmel
Valley Master Plan and the Greater Monterey Peninsula Area Plan properties. Water in
the Carmel Valley groundwater basin is derived primarily from alluvial aquifers located
along the Carmel River. The water supply wells along the Carmel River aquifer became
increasingly important as water supply sources when the Carmel area continued to grow
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throughout the 1970s and 1980s. The primary water supplier in the Carmel Valley basin
is Cal-Am, an investor-owned public utility a-private- water-company that provides water
“to approximately 40,000 connections within the MPWMD.

Page 4.3-39, second full paragraph. The paragraph is revised as follows.

The water supply deficit in the basin is partly a result of limited water storage capacity.
Storage in the Carmel River aquifer system has always been limited because of the
naturally small volume of the aquifer, while storage in the two reservoirs has become
substantially diminished because of siltation. According to California ‘s Grouyndwater -
Bulletin 118, “DWR (1974) estimated the groundwater in storage in spring 1972 as

45,500 af [acre-feet], 39.300 af in fall 1972, and 52,500 af in spring 1973 within the
Carmel River bagin (California Depariment of Water Resources 2004). San Clemente and

Los Padres Reservoirs, which formerly had respective storage capacities of
approximately 2,260 and 3,000 acre-feet, are now estimated to have only a fraction of
their original capacity (Monterey County Water Resources Agency 2003). San Clemente
Reservoir is nearly silted up and is no longer used for domestic supply. Los Padres
Reservoir has a remaining capacity of approximately 1,400 acre-feet.

Page 4.3-39, fourth paragraph. The paragraph is revised as follows.

The limited reservoir capacity has led Cal-Am to pump more than its allotted water right
from the Carmel River to meet custorner demand. As a result, Cal-Am has-been
repeatediywas charged by the State Water Board with diverting water from the Carmel
Rlver and underlying Valley Alluvial Aquifer uulawﬁllly (Order WR 95 10 as amended

ders—&nd—@rdefWR% 04 and 2002-0002). Whilex erRan th
eurrent restnctlons on extractmn in the
basin intended to protect fish in the Carmel R1ver—(—WR—9rder—2901—04—D“LR—) under the
State Water Board orders may affect adjacent groundwater basins, which must make up
the loss of supply. Most recently (Janary 2008), the State Water Board issued a draft
cease and desist order (CDOQ) (Order WR 2008-00X3-DWR) requiring Cal-Am to stop
diverting water from the Carmel River in excess of its legal rights by reducing its
unlawful diversions pursuant to a schedule to be set forth in the CDO (see the full
discussion of State Water Board Orders under “Carmel River Conflicts™).

Page 4.3-40, second paragraph. The paragraph is revised as follows.

The Seaside Basin ASR Project, operated jointly by Cal-Am and MPWMD, involves
diverting excess winter flows from the Carmel River for injection into the Seaside
aquifer, for recovery in summer months. The State Water Board has-granted ten
temporary permits to MPWMD to allow diversions of 2;426-acre-feet-of water from the
Carmel River between December and May for the years 1997 through 2007. In
November 2007, the State Water Board issued a permanent permit to MPWMD and Cal-
Am to allow diversions of up to 2.426 acre-feet from the Carmel River between
December and May. (State Water Resources Control Board 2007) Diverted water would
be treated to potable drinking water standards and pumped through the Cal-Am
distribution system to the Seaside groundwater basin, where it would be injected deep
into the Santa Margarita Sandstone for storage and subsequent extraction. Under the
proposed operational plan, the Mmaximum extraction would be approximately
2.0281,500 AFY, leaving a portion of the injected water in the Seaside Basin aquifer te

allow-for-groundwater-basinavailable for recovery during extended dry periods
(Monterey Peninsula Water Management District 2005a).
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Page 4.3-45, under Groundwater Management and Monitoring Programs. The first
paragraph is revised as follows.

Management of the water supply and groundwater system must consider the limits to
which water can be drawn without depleting the resource or what exceeds the safe yield.

The following definitions are used in this analysis:

®  Long-Termm Water Supply (safe vield) (as defined in Title 19.02.143): the amount of

water that can be extracted continuously from the basin or hydrologic sub-area

without degrading water quality, or damaging the economical extraction of water, or
producing unmitigatable adverse environmental impacts.

B Long-Term Water Supply (as defined in the General Plan Glossary and used in
specific General Plan policies): an available snpply of water that can be extracted

from a basin or hydrogeologic sub-area to service the existing and projected

development in thai basin or hydrogeologic sub-area for a twenty year period
without degrading water quality, damaging the economical extraction of water, or

causing significant unavoidable adverse environmental impacts.

B Lonp-term Sustainable Water Supply (as used in specific General Plan policies): the
use of groundwater in a manner that can be maintained for an indefinite time without
causing unacceptable environmental, economic or social consequences taking into
account the effects of pumping (safe yield) and the ability to reverse trends that are
depleting supply and renew basin functions through various means.

B Overdraft: The pumping of water from a groundwater basin or aquifer in excess of

the supply flowing into the basin over the course of several climatic cycles.

“Long term water supply” as used and defined in the General Plan pertains to the

evaluation of a project specific review or water system review. It typically would look at
a more localjzed area than long term sustainable supply. Twenty years is the planning
horizon for considering whether a water company, for example, has access to supply for

20 years, based on its technical, managerial and financial capabilities, permits from the
CPUC and operational plans into the future. The 20-year time horizon is not part of the
definition of “sustainable” supply. The term “Long term water supply™ also applies to
consideration of water guality trends in the service area and measures that will be

undertaken to address impending problems or regulatory requirements. Fora
groundwater supply, a *“long-term water supply” would need to have a safe vield for a

minimum of a 20-year period.

“Long term sustainable water supply examines the groundwater basin or sub-area in a
broader context and does not have a specific timeframe. It is based on consideration of

whether the basin is likely to come into balance; that is, whether solutions are funded or
in place to reverse general trends with respect to overdraft and seawater intrusion, It
involves a more comprehensive evaluation of conditions in the groundwater basin
including the economical extraction, effects on neighboring wells (the concept of “safe

yield” as used in Title 19 of the County Code). amount of available water in storage,
ability to renew and sustain basin function time, and ability to accommodate

current and future growth and development. For a groundwater supply source a “long-

term sustainable water supply” would have to have a sustainable yield without resulting
in further overdraft over the long-term. Chronic overdraft can lead to a depletion of
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groundwater to levels in excess of the system’s ability to recover, given the basin’s water
budget. When groundwater levels decline, they can diminish the productivity of wells
altogether or necessitate that wells pump to greater depths.

This EIR relies on the concept of “long term sustainable water supply” as described
above, including the concept of sustainable yvield for groundwater supply sources.

Page 4.3-47, third bullet at the top of the page.

that Cal-Am would cease withdrawals of water from the San Clemente Dam and reduce
diversions from production well facilities in the Carmel River during low flow periods of
the year, except during an emergency (California State Water Resources Control Board

Order 2002-00022008).
Page 4.3-47, third and fourth paragraphs. The paragraphs are revised as follows.

In respense-te-this-erderaddition, because of growing concerns regarding the sustainable
yield of the Seaside Groundwater Bagin and the threat of seawater intrusion, Cal-Am
filed a lawsuit to adjudicate the pumping and storage rights of the various groundwater
pumpers of the Seaside basin-aquiferGroundwater Basin-where-there-is-also-coneern
abeut—sustm&&ble—y*eld In a final ruling on March 27, 2006, the court directed that

current pumping in the basin, i.e., 5,600 AFY, be reduced by 10% every three years
unless re_:plenishment supplies are secured. Under the ruling, Cal-Am, which is the major

pumger 1n the basm, is rcspons1b1e for approxunatelv 92% of the reductlon in pumping.

: Thc ruling found that “groundwater production
within the Seaside groundwater basin exceeds the Natural Safe Yield” to prevent
seawater intrusion and that the solution is to reduce pumping to maintain a positive flow
of fresh water into the aquifer and keep out saltwater.

As discussed above, the suit (Cal-4m v. City of Seaszde) also resulted ina ruhng that sets
a safe pumping level of 5,600 AFY (508-acre :
recent-years) and created a “watermaster board” to oversee groundwater management in
the Seaside basin, because a groundwater management plan was never adopted. The
watermaster board includes representatives from Cal-Am, the City of Seaside, the
MPWMD, the MCRWA, the City of Monterey, the City of Sand City, the City of Del
Rey Qaks, coastal landowners, and Laguna Seca landowners.

Page 4.3-50, first paragraph. The paragraph is revised as follows.

The 1972 amendments to the CWA established the NPDES permit program (Section 402)
to control point source discharges from industrial, municipal, and other facilities if their
discharges go directly to surface waters. The 1987 amendments to the CWA created a
new section of the CWA devoted to regulating stormwater or nonpoint source discharges
(Section 402[p]). In 1990, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA)

mulgated regulations for permitting storm water disc es from industrial sites
(including construction sites that disturb five acres or more} and from municipal separate
storm sewer systems (MS4s) serving & population of 100,000 people or more. These
regulations, known as the Phase I regulations, require operators of medium and large
MS4s to obtain storm water permits.
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In late 1999, the U.S. EPA promulgated regulations. known as Phase II, requiring permits

for storm water discharges from Small MS4s and from construction sites disturbing
between one and five acres of land. A “Small MS4” is a conveyance or svstem of
conveyances (including roads with drainage systems, municipal streets, catch basins,
curbs, gutters, ditches, man-made channels, or storm drains): (i) designed or used for
collecting or conveying storm water: (ii) which is not a combined sewer; and (iii) which
is not part of a Publicly Owned Treatment Works. (State Water Resources Contrel Board
2003) The EPA has granted California primacy in administering and enforcing the
provisions of the CWA and the NPDES program through the State Water Resources
Control Board (SWRCB).

Page 4.3-50, third paragraph. The paragraph is revised as follows.

The MRSWMP applies this permit (and jts receiving water limitations and design
standards) to the County and other signatories within specific areas designated by the

MRSWMP. Designated Phase 11 MS4 arcas in the unincorporated county include Carmel
Valley; Corral de Tierra/San Benancio; Toro Park; a large area bounded by the Salinas
River, Davis Road, SR 68, and the city of Salinas; a second large area southeast of San
Juan Grade Road and northeast of Salinas; Pajaro and its surroundings; Castroville; and
Prunedale. This includes:

w  the proposed Boronda, Castroville, and Pajaro Community Areas;

m  the westerly portion of the proposed Hwy. 68/Airport AHO;
®  all of the Carmel Mid-Valley AHO: and

®m  all of the Hwy. 68/Reservation Road AHO.

It does not include any of the proposed Rural Communities.

Since 2001, the Monterey Regional Storm Water Permit Participants Group, composed of
the Cities of Monterey, Carmel-by-the-Sea, Del Rey Qaks, Sand City, Seaside, Marina,
and Pacific Grove; the County; and the Pebble Beach Co., have been developing a
regional stormwater program for the Monterey Peninsula and surrounding areas to
prepare an NPDES Phase IT permit application. The MRWPCA acts as the group’s
administrative agent.

Consistent with the 2003 General Permit, the MRSWMP establishes six Minimum

Control Measures as follows: public education and gutreach; public
participation/involvement; illicit discharge detection and elimination; construction site
storm water runoff control; post-construction storm water management in new
development and redevelopment; and pollution prevention/good housekeeping for
municipal operations. The MRSWMP alsc includes specific Best Management Practices
BMPs) for each of these measures. Under the design standards of the eral Permit
the MRSWMP will require the County to repulate storm water runoff from the following
categories of projects located within the urbanized areas: single-family hillside
residences; 100,000 square foot commercial developments; automobile repair shops:
retail gasoline outlets; restaurants; residential subdivisions with 10 or mere units; and

parking lots of 5,000 square feet or with 25 or more parking spaces. Specific design
requirements are set out in the General Permit for each of these categories.
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Page 4.3-54. Table 4,3-8 is replaced with the following:

Table 4.3-8. Monterey County Water Bodies on the Central Coast Region’s 2008 Section 303(d} List of
Impaired Waters

Water Body Name Pollutant List Status TMDL Due Date 2008 Changes
Alisal Creek Chlororphyll-a TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Fecal coliform TMDL req’d. 2013 Existing
Nitrate TMDL req’d. 2013 Existing
Sodium TMDL req’d. 2018 New
Alisal Slough LDO TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Nitrate TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Sediment Toxic TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Unk. Toxicity TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Arroyo Seco River Fecal coliform TMDL req’d. 2021 New
Temperature TMDL req’d. 2021 New
Bennett Slough Chlororphyll-a TMDL req’d. 2021 New
LDO TMDL req’d. 2021 New
pH TMDL req’d. 2021 New
Blanco Drain Chlorpyrifos TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Diazinon TMDL req’d. 2013 New
LDO TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Nitrate TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Pesticides TMDL req’d. 2013 Existing
Turbidity TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Carneros Creck Ammonia TMDL req’d. 2021 Existing
Chlororphyll-a TMDL req’d. 2021 New
Fecal coliform TMDL req’d. 2021 New
LDO TMDL req’d. 2021 New
pH TMDL req’d. 2021 New
Turbidity TMDL req’d. 2021 New
Chualar Creek Ammonia TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Chlorpyrifos TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Diazinon TMDL req’d. 2013 New
E. coli TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Fecal coliform TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Nitrate TMDL req’d. 2013 New
pH TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Temperature TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Turbidity TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Unk. Toxicity TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Elkhom Slough 1LDO TMDL req’d. 2021 New
Pesticides TMDL req’d. 2021 Existing
pH TMDL req’d. 2021 New
Sed/siltation TMDL req’d. 2021 Existing
Total coliform TMDL req’d. 2021 New
Esperanza Creek Nitrate TMDL req’d. 2013 New
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Water Body Name Pollutant List Status TMDL Due Date 2008 Changes
Espinosa Lake Chlorpyrifos TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Diazinon TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Espinosa Slough Ammonia TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Diazinon TMDL reg’d. 2013 New
Nitrate TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Pesticides TMDL req’d. 2013 Existing
pH TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Priority organics TMDL req’d. 2013 Existing
Sed. Toxicity TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Turbidity TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Unk. toxicity TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Gabilan Creek Ammonia TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Fecal coliform TMDL req’d. 2013 Existing
Nitrate TMDL req’d. 2013 Existing
pH TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Sed. Toxicity TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Turbidity TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Unk. Toxicity TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Majors Creek Copper TMDL req’d. 2021 New
E. coli TMDL req’d. 2021 New
Lead TMDL req’d. 2021 New
Zinc TMDL req’d. 2021 New
Merrit Ditch Ammonia TMDL req’d. 2013 New
LDO TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Nitrate TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Sed. Toxicity TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Turbidity TMDL req’d, 2013 New
Unk. Toxicity TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Monterey Harbor Mectals TMDL req’d. 2021 Existing
Sed. Toxicity TMDL req’d. 2021 New
Morre Cojo Slough ~ Ammonia TMDL req’d. 2021 Existing
E. coli TMDL req’d. 2021 New
LDO TMDL req’d. 2021 Existing
Pesticides TMDL req’d. 2021 Existing
pH TMDL req’d. 2021 New
Sed/siltation TMDL req’d. 2021 Existing
Total coliform TMDL req’d. 2021 New
Moss Landing Chlorpyrifos TMDL req’d. 2021 New
Harbor Diazinon TMDL req’d. 2021 New
LDO TMDL req’d. 2021 New
Nickel TMDL req’d. 2021 New
Pathogens TMDL req’d. 2021 Existing
Pesticides TMDL req’d. 2021 Existing
pH TMDL req’d. 2021 New
Sed/siltation TMDL req’d. 2021 Existing
Unk. Toxicity TMDL req'd. 2021 New
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Water Body Name Pollutant List Status TMDL Due Date 2008 Changes
Natividad Cr. Ammonia TMDL reg’d. 2013 New
E. coli TMDL req’d. 2013 New
LDO TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Nitrate TMDL req’d. 2013 Existing
pH TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Sed. Toxicity TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Temperature TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Turbidity TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Unk. Toxicity TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Old Salinas River Chlororphyll a TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Chlorpyrifos TMDL reg’d. 2013 New
Diazinon TMDL req’d. 2013 New
E. coli TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Fecal coliform TMDL req’d. 2013 New
LDO TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Nitrate TMDI. req’d. 2013 New
pH TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Sed. Toxicity TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Turbidity TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Unk. Toxicity TMDL req’d. 2013 New
0Old Salinas River Ammonia TMDL req’d. 2013 Existing
Estuary E. coli TMDL req’d. 2013 Existing
1LDO TMDL req’d. 2013 Existing
Nutrients TMDL req’d. 2013 Existing
Pesticides TMDL req’d. 2013 Existing
Pajaro River Boron TMDL req’d. 2021 Existing
Chlordane TMDL req’d. 2021 New
Chloride TMDL req’d. 2021 New
Chlorpyrifos TMDL req’d. 2021 New
DDT TMDL req’d. 2021 New
Dieldrin TMDL req’d. 2021 New
E. coli TMDL req’d. 2011 New
Fecal Coliform TMDL req’d. 2011 Existing
LDO TMDL req’d. 2021 New
Nitrate Being addressed Existing
Nutrients Being addressed Existing
PCB TMDL req’d. 2021 New
pH TMDL req’d. 2021 New
Sed/siltation Being addressed Existing,
Sodium TMDL req’d. 2021 New
Turbidity TMDL req’d. 2021 New
Final Environmental Impact Report - March 2010
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Water Body Name Pollutant List Status TMDL Due Date 2008 Changes
Quail Creek Ammonia TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Chlorpyrifos TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Diazinon TMDL req’d. 2013 New
E. coli TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Fecal coliform TMDL req’d. 2013 New
1LDO TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Nitrate TMDL req’d. 2013 Existing
Sed. Toxicity TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Temperature TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Turbidity TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Unk. Toxicity TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Salinas Rec Canal Ammonia TMDL req’d. 2013 Existing
Chlorpyrifos TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Copper TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Diazinon TMDL req’d. 2013 New
E. coli TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Fecal coliform TMDL req’d. 2013 Existing
LDO TMDL req’d. 2013 Existing
Nitrate TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Pesticides TMDL reg’d. 2013 Existing
pH TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Priority organics TMDL req’d. 2013 Existing
Sed. Toxicity TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Turbidity TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Unk. Toxicity TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Salinas River Chlordane TMDL req’d. 2013 New
(lower) Chloride TMDL req’d. 2018 New
Chlorpyrifos TMDL req’d. 2013 New
DDT TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Diazinon TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Dieldrin TMDL req’d. 2013 New
TDS TMDL req’d. 2018 New
Toxaphene TMDL req’d. 2013 Existing
Turbidity TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Unk. Toxicity TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Salinas River E. coli TMDL req’d. 2021 New
(middte) Fecal coliform TMDL req’d. 2021 New
Pesticides TMDL req’d. 2021 Existing
pH TMDL req’d. 2021 New
Temperature TMDL req’d. 2021 New
Turbidity TMDL req’d. 2021 New
Unk. Toxicity TMDL req’d. 2021 New
Salinas River Chloride TMDL req’d. 2021 Existing
(upper) pH TMDL req’d. 2021 New
Sodium TMDL req’d. 2021 Existing
Salinas River Nutrients TMDL reg’d. 2013 Existing
Lagoon (north) Pesticides TMDL req'd. 2013 Existing
Salinas River pH TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Refuge Lagoon Turbidity TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Final Environmental impact Report March 2010
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Water Body Name Pollutant List Status TMDL Due Date 2008 Changes
San Antonio River E. coli TMDL req’d. 2021 New
Fecal coliform TMDL req’d. 2021 New
San Lorenzo Creek  Boron TMDL req’d. 2021 Existing
Chloride TMDL req’d. 2021 New
Elec. Conduct. TMDL req’d. 2021 New
E. coli TMDL req’d. 2021 New
Fecal coliform TMDL req’d. 2021 Existing
pH TMDL req’d. 2021 New
Sodinm TMDL req’d. 2021 New
Santa Rita Cr, Ammonia TMDL req’d. 2013 New
E. coli TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Fecal coliform TMDL req’d. 2013 New
LDO TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Nitrate TMDL req’d. 2013 Existing
Sodium TMDL req’d. 2018 New
Turbidity TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Tembladero Slough ~ Chlorophyll TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Chlorpyrifos TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Diazinon TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Enterococcus TMDL req’d. 2013 New
E. coli TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Fecal Coliform TMDL req’d. 2013 Existing
Nitrate TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Nutrients TMDL req’d. 2013 Existing
Pesticides TMDIL req’d. 2013 Existing
pH TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Sed. Toxicity TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Total coliform TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Turbidity TMDL req’d. 2013 New
Unk. Toxicity TMDL req’d.. 2013 New
Tularcitos Cr. Chloride TMDL req’d. 2021 New
Fecal coliform TMDL req’d. 2021 New
Sodium TMDL req’d. 2021 New

Source: Central Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board 2009b.

Page 4.3-65, last paragraph. The paragraph is revised as follows.

The MPWMD is-inbegan the process of preparing a long-term Seaside Basin
Groundwater Management Plan following AB 3030 guidelines in March 2004. This
effort was superseded by the Seaside Basin adjudication proceedings and the decision
that was issued in March 2006. Other jurisdictions have typically included aspects of
groundwater management in their watershed management or stormwater management
plans, or refer to the Central Coast Basin Plan, as well as plans devoted to a particular
resource, such as the Carmel or Salinas Rivers.

March 2010
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Page 4.3-70, under “Assembly Bill 885 Onsite Wastewater Treatment Regulations.”
The second paragraph is revised as follows.

The SWRCB initiated the formal rulemaking to implement AB 885 in November 2008.

In response to public comments on the draft regulations, the Board is re-writing their
proposal. There is currentiy no schedule for the release of a draft of the revised
repulations.

The Central Coast RWQCB has adopted an amendment to its Basin Plan (Resolution No,
R3-2008-0005) that revises that Plan’s provisions for ongite wastewater management
plans. The amendment establishes stricter requirements for these onsite systems. That
amendment has been submitted to the SWRCB for approval. The Central Coast RWQCB
is expected to proceed with its Basin Plan amendment independent of the AB 885
regulations. (Central Coagt RWQCE 2008)

In 2007, the Central Coast RWQCE — citing its concern over water quality impacts from
septic tank systems -- directed Monterey County to conduct an area-wide siudy of the
urbanized part of the Carmel Highlands that has individual sewage disposal systems and
to develop an Onsite Wastewater Management Plan (OWMP) to protect water quality.
The County responded by adopting an interim ordinance restricting new development
with the potential to generate wastewater and to limit the installation of new water wells
{Ordinance 5086). The ordinance was subsequently extended twice, expiring in October

2009, while the County prepared the requisite Carmel Highlands Onsite Wastewater
Management Study and the Carmel Highlands OWMP.

The County Board of Supervisors considered and adopted the OWMP at its December

15, 2009 meeting. The OWMP has been submitted to the Central Coast RWQCB for
approval by its Executive Officer. The Board of Supervisors has directed County staff to

bring forward amendments to the County Code to incorporate the recommendations of

the OWMP regarding sewage disposal standards, new domestic water well water quality
testing, and water well pumping requirements.

In order to ensure that alternative gnsite wastewater treatment systems are properly

regulated during the period while the AB 885 regulations are being sorted oyt, Policy PS-

4.10 is to be revised as follows:

PS5-4.10 Priorte-approval-ef any-new-alternativeAlternative onsite wastewater treatment
Hbsequentto-adoption-ofthe 200 eremml e the-Covnbshalldevelem-an

5 Fene 3

and regulations—may be considered for Repairsrepairs to existing systems are exempt
from this and existing lots of record if the requirements for a septic system cannot be met
per Monterey County Code 15.20 and the Central Coast Basin Plan, The design and

Final Environmental Impact Report March 2010
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County of Monterey Resource Management Changes to the Text of the Draft EIR
Agency, Planning Department

operation of the alternative wastewater treatment system must conform to Monterey
County Code 15.20 and the Central Coast Basin Plan,

Page 4.3-75, under Monterey Peninsula Water Management District. Insert the
following paragraph after the end of the second paragraph.

The MPWMD has adopted rules that regulate the use of water within its jurisdictional
boundaries. These include rules for protection of water resources and water conservation.
Rule 124 concerns Carme] River Management and Regulations. This rule requires that
property owners obtain a valid River Work permit issued by MPWMD for any work
within the riparian corridor. Ordinance 135, adgpted by the MPWMD Board gn
September 29. 2008, amended the MPWMD’s rules for the staged water restrictions that
are imposed during water emergencies when available supplies are projected to be
insufficient to meet demands. The amendments were made in response to the
adjudication of groundwater in the Seaside Basin and the expected outcome of the
SWRCB’s cease and desist order regarding CalAm’s unauthorized use of water
originating from the Carmel River.

Page 4.3-78. Revise the first full paragraph as follows.

work Weﬁk—m the Sa]mas RIVBI and Arroyo Seco R1ver cha.tmcls ﬁexempted—ﬁ'—tt—ts

the—MGW—KAr would regu1re a Sectlon 404 perm1t ﬁ'om the U S Army Coms of
Engineers. All other work requires a separate permit from state and federal these

agencies, subject to environmental review.

Page 4.3-91, beginning of first full paragraph. The paragraph is revised as follows:

Development of residential, commercial {which, for the analysis of Impact WR-1,
includes agricultural-related uses such as processing, support, and visitor-serving uses),
and industrial land uses, as well as public facilities (e.g., roads, schools, maintenance and
corporation yards, water supply, and wastewater facilities) create additional impervious
surfaces and generate additional automobile use.

Page 4.3-97, Mitigation Measure BIO-2.1. The measure is revised as follows.
Mitigation Measure BIO-2.1: Stream Setback Ordinance,

The-In order to preserve riparian habitat, conserve the value of streams and rivers as
wildlife corridors and reduce sediment and other water quality impacts of new
development, the county shall develop and adopt a eeunty-wide Stream Setback
Ordinance, The ordinance shall te-establish minimum standards for the avoidance and
setbacks for new development relative to streams. The ordinance shall identify
standardized inventory methodologies and mapping requirements. A stream
classification system shall be identified to distinguish between different siream types
(based on hydrology, vegetation, and slope, etc.) and thus allow application of standard
setbacks to different stream types. The ordinance shall identify specific setbacks relative
to inland portions of the following rivers and creeks so they can be implemented in the
Area Plans: Salinas, Carmel River, Arroyo Seco, Pajaro River, Nacimiento, San Antonio,
Gabilan Creek, and Toro Creek. The ordinance may identify specific setbacks for other
creeks or may apply generic setbacks based on the stream class1ﬁcat10n developed for the

ordmance The pu@eseef—ﬂaeordmance :

pt-shall idenm apprgpnat
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Management Changes to the Text of the Draft EIR

uses within the setback area that would not cause removal of riparian habitat,

compromise identified riparian wildlife corridors.or compromise water quality of the
relevant stream.

The Stream Setback Ordinance shall apply to all discretionary development, County
public projectswithin-the-County and to conversion of previously uncultivated
agreuliurel-land (as defined in the General Policy Glossary) on normal soil slopes aver
15% or on highly erodible soils on slopes over 10%. The stream setback ordinance shall
be adopted within three (3) years of adoption of the General Plan,

Page 4.3-106, first paragraph under Significance Determination. The paragraph has
been revised as follows:

For the purposes of this analysis, it was assumed that tFhe policies of the 2007 General
Plan would be fully implemented by 2092, It must be recognized, however, that future

conditions may be altered in such a way that would prevent full implementation of the
General Plan by 2092. s-and-ilt may also be assumed that federal and state regulatory
requirements would be at least as stringent then as they are today.

Page 4.3-114, last paragraph. The paragraph has been revised as follows:

Agriculture will also place demands on raw water supplies. Based on trends in
agricultural employment (AMBAG 2004; AMBAG 2008), no net expansion in overall
agricultural acreage is projected for 2030 as virtually no increase in agricultural
cmployment is forecast by AMBAG to 2030 for the county in the most recent (2008) and
the immediately prior (2004) economic forecasts. The Salinas Valley Water Project EIR
forecast a slight decline in agticultural water demand in the Salinas Valley for 2030
(MCWRA 2001a). While The amount of agricualtural land use is expected to increased
slightlyremnin-essentially senstant during the 2030 planning horizon overall. However,
agriculture’s demands on water supplies in some areas are anticipated to increase in some
areas (North County, pursuant to the projections in the Rancho Roberto FEIR, for
cxample}, while they are expected to decrease in other areas (Salinas Valley, pursuant to
the SVWP FEIR, for example). Overall, agricultural water demand is expected to remain

relatively stable, with a small decline, due to improvements in water use efficiency.

Page 4.3-115, Table 4.3-9. The table is replaced in its entirety with the following Tables
4.3-9a through 4.3-%h are added:
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County of Monterey Resource Management
Agency, Planning Department

Changes to the Text of the Draft EIR

Page 4.3-117, Table 4.3-10, Table 4.3-10 has been revised as follows:

Table 4.3-10. Water Supply Issue Summaty for Community Areas

Community Groundwater

Area Basin Water Supplier Potable Water Availability Issues

Pajaro Pajaro Valley Pajaro/Sunny Mesa Overdraft; seawater intrusion; nitrate and arsenic
basin Community contamination

Services District

Castroville Salinas Valley Castroville Water  Overdraft, seawater intrusion; conversion of agricultural
basin (180- District land
Foot/400-Foot
Subarea)

Boronda  Salinas Valley California Water  Overdraft; seawater intrusion into 180-foot aquifer within 1
basin (180- Service Company, mile of Cal-Water’s closest well (diverting production)
Foot/400-Foot Salinas District
Subarca)

Chualar Salinas Valley Cal-Am Water Overall supply severely short, but Chualar wells are
basin (180- Company, managed independent of larger basins and represent small
Foot/400-Foot Monterey District  fraction of District demand
Subarea)

FortOrd  Salinas Valley Marina Coast Seawater intrusion; supply adequate unless Fort Ord Reuse
basin (Seaside and Water District Authority growth limits lified (imbalance of 2,548 AFY)
Corral de Tierra
Subareas)

(Note: Fort Ord does not derive water from the Seaside aquifer, nor is expected to in the future)

Page 4.3-117, under Castroville. Revise the first paragraph as follows.

Castroville is in the 180-Foot/400-Foot Subarea of the Salinas Valley basin, where, under
cutrent conditions, any additional pumping from the local groundwater would result in
further seawater intrusion. Some of Castroville’s future development would be through
infill and intensification of already urbanized arcas within the community.

Page 4.3-118, under Chualar. Revisc the paragraph as follows.

Chualar is situated in a portion of the Salinas Valley groundwater basin that receives
sufficient groundwater recharge and is not subject to scawater intrusion. Past and current
agricultural practices have resulted in water quality degradation of the shallow aquifers
(primarily high nitrate levels); however, potable water supply is available from deeper in
the aqulfer system. Accordmg to Cal Am’s 2005 UWMP, Chualar is ene-efthe

B sk B-co er hich-are managed independently of the
]arger basm systems aud represents only a small portion5% of Cal-Am’s demand.
Consequently, the area is not subject to Cal-Am’s overall shortage conditions on the
Monterey Pepinsula. The level of growth anticipated for the proposed Community Area
would not incur significant water supply impacts.

Final Environmental Impact Report
Monterey County 2007 General Plan

March 2010
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County of Menterey Resource
Agency, Planning Department

Management Changes to the Text of the Draft EIR

Page 4.3-118, last paragraph. Revise as follows.

Seawater intrusion forced relocation of the former Fort Ord’s wells from the Main
Garrison to a more inland location. However, these wells are also now at risk of seawater
intrusion and therefore are not considered a sustainable source of supply to meet firture
water demands of the Fort Ord community. MCWD is currently drawing water from
three wells in the non-sustainable Deep Zone, which, combined with the risk of further
seawater intrusion from continued pumping in the 180- or 400- foot aquifers, rules out
possibilities for meeting the Community Area’s water demands from local groundwater
sources. MCWD is the only current significant user of the Deep Aquifer. (Marina Coast
Water District 2005) In-response; MCWD reeently- {2067} constructed a reverse osmosis
desalination plant to convert seawater to potable drinking water in 1996, which became
operational in 1997. Due to recent rises in energy costs and the lack of need for the

water, the plant {s currently not in operation. (Marina Coast Water District 2008). When
operating, this facility can provide up to 300,000 gallons of potable water per day.

Page 4.3-119, first full paragraph. Revise the paragraph as follows,

Potential water sources for these-uses future water demands of the Fort Ord community

include development of a new well field in the vicinity of Spreckels (where sufficient
recharge occurs to preclude significant impacts) with conveyance facilities to Fort Ord;
and a desalination plant proposed by Cal-Am at Moss Landing. The Fort Ord Reuse Plan
identified a need to augment available potable water supply by 2,400 AFY to
accommodate future development. This projection assumed the availability of an
additional 6,600 AFY under an agreement with MCWRA that includes Fort Ord as a
beneficiary of the SVWP. (Cal Am Coast Water Project DEIR, Section 5.1.3, Regional
Water Supply and Demand, pp. 5-6). According to the East Garrison DSEIR, the 6.600

AFY “comes from wells developed in the Salinas Valley Groundwater Basin.” that is. the
MCWD’s existing source. {Monterey County 2004a) The additional 2,400 AFY
identified in the Fort Ord Reuse plan as needed for future development would have to
ceme from an additional supply project such as the regional water augmentation program.
{MCWD 2005) but would not come from the Coastal Water Project, which is limited

from providing water for future growth. Sources for both the 6 600 AFY and the
additional 2,400 AFY remain unclear.unecertain—pendins-app S

Water Projeet In the summer of 2009, the MCW'RA, MCWD, and other agencles
entered an agreement to discuss some form of regional project (starting from the
‘Regional Project’ discussed in the FEIR for the Coastal Water Project) that could

provide a more secure water supply for the Fort Ord community. These discussions are
ohgoing,

Page 4.3-120, Third paragraph under “Rural Centers and Development outside
Focused Growth Areas”. Revise paragraph as follows.

Legal lot development may occur outside the service areas of water districts, in which
case it would be served by individual water wells. As noted in the setting discussion, the
groundwater basins in the North County and the Seaside aquifer, as well as the Carmel
Valley basin, are overdrafted. and-futureFuture development in the North County-there
will exacerbate that significant effect. The impact of future development within the
Seaside basin and Carmel Valley is restricted by the terms of adjudication of that basin,
restrictions on CalArm’s reliance on water from the Carmel River, as well as the existing
regulatory scheme of the MPWMD, which make impacts within that area less than

significant to 2030.
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County of Monterey Resource Management Changes to the Text of the Draft EIR
Agency, Planning Department

Page 4.3-125, under Carmel Valley Master Plan. Revise the fourth sentence as
follows.

Water projects designed to address future growth in the Carmel Valley shallwill be
supported (Policy CV-5.2).Conservation and reclamation projects shouldshall be
incorporated into project design (Policy CV-5.3).

Page 4.3-125, under Cachagua Area Plan. Revise the second sentence as follows.

CACH-5.1 states that the area should not be deprived of water reasonably required for the
beneficial needs of its inhabitants and that water shouldshall not be exported outside the
planning area boundaries.

Page 4.3-126, under Significance Determination. Add the following,

Implementation of the 2007 General Plan will increase water demand for urban and other
uses. Increased water demand could require additional water supply infrastructure
(which is discussed below under Impact WR-5), result in groundwater overdraft (which is

discussed below under Impact WR-6}, or exacerbate seawater intrusion (which is
discussed below under Impact WR-7). Increased water demand could also result in

effects to special status species and biological resources that are water dependent
including riparian vegetation, steelhead, and California red-legged frog, among others.

Page 4.3-127, second paragraph. Revise the third sentence as follows.

Policy PS-3.1 prohibits approval of new development {except for the first single family

dwelling and non-habitable accessory uses on an existing lot of record) that lacks proof of

sustainable water supply.

Page 4.3-127, fourth paragraph. Revise as follows.

Salinas Valley

In the Salinas Valley, the SVWP will provide sufficient additional supplies from the
system’s reservoirs to meet 2030 projected demands and halt further seawater intrusion.
The impacts of the 2007 General Plan would be less than significant within the Salinas
Valley for water supply during the 2030 planning horizon,

For the Granite Ridge/Highlands South are, impacts to water supply would be less than
significant because SVWP brings balance to basin overall and revised Policy PS-3.4 will
address localized individual well effects on water quality, well interference, and localized
overdraft. The proposed Granite Ridge supply project will also assist o help address

local issues.

For discretionary development in the El Toro Creek groundwater subbasin, General Plan
olicies (including, but not litnited to Policy PS-3.1, 3.3, and T-1. i

development (other than single-family residential development on lots of record that do
not require a discretionary permit for other reasons) where long-term water supplies do
not exist and thus avoid significant impact to water supply and groundwater overdraft due
to discretionary development. For ministerial development in the El Tero Cregk
groundwater subbagin, the minor amount of new well demand (estimated as around ~97
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County of Monterey Resource Management Changes to the Text of the Draft EIR
Agency, Planning Department

acre-feet due to 194 vacant lots of record) is considered to have a less than significant
impact on groundwater overdraft relative to recharge in the basin 0f 2,000 to 3.000 AFY

with implementation of Policy PS-3.4 to assess well water quality and avoid well
interference. More specifically, Policy T-1.7 will constrain residential subdivision in
residentiallv designated areas within the El Toro Creek subbasin and Poiicy PS-3.4 will
address localized individual well effects on water quality, well interference, and localized
overdrafi.

Page 4.3-130, first paragraph under Mitigation Measures. The paragraph is revised
as follows:

The following measure is intended to reduce impacts on the Monterey Peninsula during
the 2030 planning horizon to below a level of significance. However, for the reasons
discussed above and as disclosed below, while this measure will reduce the impact, it will
not do so sufficiently to avoid this being a significant and unavoidable impact. However,
other regnlatory restrictions on water use will reduce the impact below a level of
significance. There there-are no feasible measures that would reduce the impacts of
development on existing lots of record in the Nerth-County-and-the Pajaro River portion
of the North County below a level of significance.

Page 4.3-130, Mitigation Measure WR-1. The measure is revised as follows.

WR-1: Support a Regional Selution for the Monterey Peninsula in addition to the
Coastal Water Project

The County will revise the draft 2007 General Plan to include the following additional
aew-policy.

PS-3.16 The County will participate in the Water for Monterey County Coalition or
similar regional group, forthe putpose of identifying and supporting a variety of new
watet supply projects, water management programs, and multiple agency agreements that
will provide additional domestic water supplics for the Monterey Peninsula and Seaside
basin, while continuing to protect the Salinas and Pajaro River groundwater basins from
saltwater intrusion. The County will also participate in regional groups including

representatives of the Pajaro Valley Water Management Agency and the County of Santa
Cruz to identify and support a variety of new water supply, water management and

multiple agency agreement that will provide additional domestic water supplies for the
Pajaro Groundwater Basin. The County’s general objective, while recognizing that
timeframes will be dependent on the dynamics of each of the regional groups, will be to
complete the cooperative planning of these water supply alternatives within five years of
the adoption of the General Plan and to implement the selected alternatives within five
years after that time.

Page 4.3-130, Mitigation Measures. The following measure is added above
“Significance Conclusions”

Mitigation Meagure BIO-2.3: Add Considerations regarding Riparian Habitat and Stream
Flows to Criteria for Long-Term Water Supply and Well Assessment

Public Services Policies PS-3.3 and PS-3.4 establish the criteria for proof of a long-term
water supply and for evaluation and approval of new wells. The following criteria shall

be added to these policies:
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County of Monterey Resource Management Changes to the Text of the Draft EIR
Agency, Planning Department

m Policy PS-3.3.i—FEffects on instream flows necessary to support riparian vegetation,
wetlands, fish, and other aquatic life including migration potential for steelhead.

m  Policy PS-3.4.g¢—FEfTects on instream flows necessary to support riparian vegetation,
wetlands, fish, and other aquatic life including migration potential for steethead.

Page 4.3-130, third paragraph under Significance Conclusion. The paragraph is
revised as follows:

On the Monterey Peninsula and in the Pajaro Valley, while current planning is underway
to address current problems and provide water for new development, none of the major
supply projects is sufficiently developed (i.e., none are at the DEIR phase) to conclude
that they will provide adequate water to address current problems and future needs.
Mitigation Measure WR-1 puts the County on record as supporting a regional solution
(but not necessarily those currently proposed). 2007 General Plan policies will constrain
development until long-term water supplies are assured. Until then, non-discretionary
development on legal lots of record will exacerbate existing water supply problems in the
North County, including the Pajaro Valley. Restrictions on the development of legal lots
of record along the Carmel River and requirements of the adjudication of the Seaside
basin, as well as the regulatory standards of the MPWMD will ensure that development

of lots of record on the Monterey Peninsula will not exacerbate existing problems.
General Plan Policies PS 3-1 and PS 3-3 delay discretionary development until long-term
sustainable water supplies are available. Thus impacts of new water demand from
development allowed by the 2007 General Plan are less than significant on water supply
since the aforementioned policies will properly control demands in light of extant and

future supplies. -and-this However, due to the lack of current and future supplies to
address current and firture water supply shortfalls, this is considered a significant and

unavoidable water supply impact {see separate discussion under Impact WR-5 below
regarding water supply infrastructure) in the North County, in¢luding the Pajaro Valley.

Page 4.3-131, fourth paragraph. The paragraph is revised as follows:

The SVWP has the capacity to provide additional water to the Salinas Valley with
expansion of the distribution system, capture of additional flows through changes in
operational management of the dams, and continued trends of per capita conservation.
The MCWRA estimates this to be as much as 10,000 AFY, which would be slightly more
then estimated as needed for new post-2030 demand (~9,000 acre-feet; see Table 4.3-9a
which includes raw demand of 10,905 acre-feet after 2030; when taking into account 20

percent mandated reduction. new demand would be approximately 8,724 acre-feet),
Page 4.3-132. The third full paragraph is revised as follows:

Global climate change will have some effect on future precipitation patterns in this part
of Califomia in the firture. That might in tum affect available water supplies in the
reservoirs at the upper end of the Salinas River. What that effect will be is unknown_and
is not reasonably foreseeable. The California Department of Water Resources reports
that California’s precipitation is on an upward trend since the 1960s, but that the yearly
amount of precipitation is increasingly variable (i.e., wet years can be followed by dry
years; California Department of Water Resources 2006). Present climate models do not
have the precision to determine with any certainty what will be the case in Monterey
County. If globat climate change does adversely affect the county’s water storage, the
county’s water supply from groundwater and surface water sources will be reduced.

RHHCH
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eecur: However, because it is not reasonably foreseeable given the limits of today’s
models any firm conclusion would be speculative.

Page 4.3-133, Mitigation Measure WR-2. The measure is revised as follows.

The County will revise the draft 2007 General Plan to include the following additional
new-policies.

PS 3.17 The County will pursue expansion of the SVWP by investigating expansion
initiating-investigations of the capacity for the Salinas River water storage and
distribution system. to-be-further-expanded-This shall also include, but not be limited to
investigations of expanded conjunctive use, use of recycled water for groundwater
recharge and seawater intrusion barrier, and changes in operations of the reservoirs.

The County’s overall objective is to have an expansion planned and in service by 2836-
the date that extractions from the Salinas Valley groundwater basin are predicted to reach
the levels estimated for 2030 in the EIR for the Salinas Valley Water Project. The
County shall review this extraction data trends at five year intervals. The County shall
also assess the degree to which the Salinas Valley Groundwater Basin (Zone 2C) has
responded with respect fo water supply and the reversal of seawater intrusion based upon
the medeling protocol utilized in the Salinas Valley Water Project EIR. If the
gxamination indicates that the growth in extractions predicted for 2030 are likely to be
attained within ten years of the date of the review, or the groundwater basin has not
responded with respect to water supply and reversal of seawater intrusion as predicted by

the model, then the County shall implement PS-3.18.

PS-3.18 As required by PS-3.17, the County will convene and coordinate a working
group made up of the Salinas Valley cities, the MCWRA, and other affected entities. The
for the purpose ef—+the-wotkinggroup-will be to identifying new water supply projects,
water management programs, and multiple agency agreements that will provide
additional domestic water supplies for the Salinas Valley. These may include, but not be
limited to, expanded conjunctive use programs, further improvements to the upriver
reservoirs, additional pipelines to provide more efficient distribution, and expanded use
of recycled water to reinforce the hydraulic barrier against seawater intrusion. The
county’s objective will be to complete the cooperative planning of these water supply

alternatives by-2020-and-have-projects-online by-2030:within five years and to have the

projects on-line five years following identification of water supply alternatives.

Page 4.3-134, first sentence under “Significance Conclusion.” Revise the sentence as
follows.

A second phase of the Salinas Valley Water Project is feasible, according to MCWRA.
(Weeks, 2009)

Page 4.3-142, under “Impacts of Water Facilities for the AWCP and Agriculture.”
Revise the first three paragraphs as fellows.

New water supply facilities would be needed to support the artisan and full-scale

wineties, to support other permitted uses, such as inns and delicatessens, and to support
agriculture. These would typically be onsite wells and treatment facilities.

A portion of the water demand from these wineries and other permitted uses would be
met by existing water supply. The size and type of new facilities would depend on the
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size and location of the specific winery or other permitted use and the availability of
existing water supplies. Where agriculture expands into new areas, new infrastructure
would also be required to provide water supply.

Typically, water supply facilities for new wineries, other permitted uses or expanded
agricultural activity would consist of wells, wellhead facilities, pipelines, and storage
reservoirs/tanks,

Page 4.3-143, under “Salinas Valley”. Insert after the first paragraph the following.

As stated above, new treatment, storage, and conveyance facilities and services would
serve the Rural Centers (please see Section 3.4.9, Rural Centers and Exhibits 3.3 and

3.19 through 3.24 for the location of Rural Centers). While mitigation can likely address

most of the significant impacts identified for these facilities, if is possible that some
significant impacts may not be feasibly mitigated to a less-than-significant level, and

unavoidable impacts may occur.

Page 4.3-147, first full paragraph. Revise the paragraph as follows.

Once groundwater resources have been adversely affected (i.e., lowering of groundwater
levels and intrusion of seawater), recovery is more difficult. Significant groundwater
declines already have occurred in many areas of the county, resulting in seawater
intrusion into coastal aqunfers—mcludmg both of the productlve 180— and 400-foot

aquifers, Someg ; £ S
groundwater declmes have oocurred in the coastal zone of the North Cmmty area.

Page 4.3-148, second to last paragraph. Revise the first sentence as follows.

The SVWP will balance supply with substentielly reduce summer demand for en
groundwater resources in the Salinas Valley.

Page 4.3-152, under South County Area Plan. The paragraph is revised as follows.

South County Area Plan SC-5.1 states that new development shall not diminish the

groundwater recharge capabilities in the South County Planning Area where valuable
natural groundwater recharge areas, or artificial groundwater recharge projects have been

identified. and- . SC-5.3 states that new development may not encroach on the main
channcls and associated floodways of the Nacimiento, San Antonio, and Salinas Rivers in
order to conserve Eroundwater rech_ge. preserve npanan habitats, and nrotect ﬂood ﬂow

Page 4.3-154. Revise the first paragraph as follows.

2001). Implementation of the AWCP would depend on individual groundwater wells for
its water; however, it would not substantially change the assumptions supporting the
conclusions of the SVWP EIR/EIS. AWCP projects would be subject to regulation under
2007 General Plan Policies PS-3.1 (requiring proof of a long-term water supply), PS-3.4
(criteria for new wells), PS-3.5 (testing of new high-capacity wells), and PS-3.12
(conservation ordinance for agricultural use), among others. This would avoid
groundwater overdraft as a result of new wineries and related facilities in the Salinas
Valley during the planning period to 2030.
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For the Granite Ridge/Highlands South area, impacts to gverdraft would be less than
siomificant because the SVWP addresses overall basin overdraft and revised Policy PS-
3.4 will address localized individual well effects on water quality, well interference, and

localized overdraft. The Granite Ridge supply project will also assist to help address
local issues. For the El Toro Creek sub-basin the impacts to overdraft wiii be less than

sipnificant because Policy T-1.7 will constrain residential subdivision in residentially
designated areas within_the El Toro Creek subbasin and Policy PS-3.4 will address
localized individual well effects on water guality, well interference, and localized
overdraft.

Page 4.3-154. Revise the second and third full paragraph as follows.

Separately, the activities of Cal-Am and the MPWMD#: on the Monterey Peninsula, and
the-5V"WR-and the Pajaro River IRWMP’s projects in the Salinas Riverand Pajaro River
basins-weuld are intended to increase the supply available for domestic use, increase the
supply of water available for summer recharge, and reduce demand for groundwater
during those periods.

Until that occurs, Policies PS-3.1 and PS-3.3 will delay discretionary development until
long-term sustainable water supplies are available, Policy 3.4 will control exiractions
from the Carmel Valley aquifer, and small water user demands from the Seaside aquifer
have been determined to be less than significant in the seaside aquifer adjudication, With
implementation of General Plan policies, new water demands from development atlowed
by the 2007 General Plan on the Monterey Peninsula would have a less-than-significant
impact on groundwater overdraft. Mitigation Measure WR-1 is proposed to ultimately

facilitate the development of long-term sustainable water supplies for foture growth on
the Monterey Peninsula, but it is the General Plan policies that avoid the significant

impact.

However, areas in North County, that are in the Pajaro Valley watershed, would not
avoid significant and unavoidable groundwater impacts. Policies PS-3.1 and 3.3 would
act to limit development within the Pajaro Community Area until a sustainable water
supply can be assured. However, they would not apply to the many existing lots of
record in the North County in the Pajaro basinthese areas. As described above, no
comprehensive solution to provide adequate water to avoid overdraft has been established
in the Monterey County portion of the North County in the Pajaro Valley.

Page 4.3-162, first and second paragraph under Significance Determination. Revise
the paragraph as follows.

Policy PS 3.1 and Policy 3.3 will limit discretionary development throughout the County
until long-term sustainable water supplies are available, meaning that new discretionary
development will not be able to proceed if they will occur in an area without adequate
planning to halt further seawater intrusion.
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This impact would be less than significant in the Salinas Valley groundwater basin
{including the Granite Ridge/Highlands South area) due to the ameliorating effect of the

SVWP relative to the current baseline of seawater intrusion and due to General Plan
policies previously noted.

Limited staall-scale development potential in the Seaside basin (due to current

restrictions on new water connections and as a result of the adiudication of the basin})
would avmd t-h-zs mg:ﬁcan 1mpact on seawater mtrusmn m—the—sheﬂ-run—-aﬂd—ﬂew

Sahaas#aﬂey—ﬂareugh—the—SW%—Eﬂ%@—Lirg_e—scale develonment w111 be 11m1ted due

to the terms of the adjudication until additional water supplies are made available for
future development in the Seaside aquifer. Policies PS 3-1 and PS-3-3 will delay

discretionary development until long-term sustainable water supplies are available, Thus,
impacts related to seawater intrusion in the Seaside aquifer will be less than significant.

Seawater intrusion is not an issue in the Carmel Valley alluvial aquifer and constraints to

new water demand, per PS 3-1, 3-3, and 3-4 will address future demands such that

impacts to seawater intrugion are considered less than significant. Seawater intrusion is
also not an issue in the El Toro Creek sub-basin.

Mitigation Measure WR-1 is proposed to ultimately facilitate the development of long-
term sustainable water supplies for future growth on the Monterey Peninsula, but it is the

General Plan policies that avoid the significant impact related to seawater intrusion.

A solution for the Pajaro basin is not available. Although several 2007 General Plan
policies would assist in managing wells in areas where seawater has intruded into
groundwater, a feasible comprehensive solution to the Pajaro Valley seawater intrusion
has not been advanced at this time.

Page 4.3-180, under “Mitigation Measures.” The paragraph is revised as follows.

implementation of the 2007 General Plan policies and Area Plan goals and policies
would reduce potential impacts on water quality associated with increased erosion from
alterations to drainage patterns to a less-than-significant level. In addition, Mitigation
Measure BIO-2,1: Stream Setback Ordinance will require the County to develop and
adopt a ecunty-wide Stream Setback Ordinance to establish minimum standards for the
avoidance and setbacks for new development relative to streams. This will reduce the
potential for erosion along streams that might otherwise occur as a result of new
development. No additional mitigation is required.
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Section 4.3 Exhibits. New Exhibit 4.3-7a was added to illustrate the County’s major
water basins. Exhibit 4.3-8 was updated to correct its title. Exhibit 4.3-9 was amended to
illustrate recent seawater intrusion maps. Exhibit 4,3-9a was added to illustrate the 400-
foot aquifer seawater intrusion level. Exhibit 4.3-10 was amended to correct its title.
These exhibits are at the end of this chapter.

Section 4.6, “Transportation”

Page 4.6-3, under Section 4.6.2.3 Tourism Traffic. Revise the second paragraph as
follows:

Tourism is the county’s second largest industry, and the continued expansion of the
tourism industry in Monterey County will further exacerbate this source of impact.
Present alternatives to the automobile are not attractive to casval weekend travelers or to
long-distance tourists. Although visitors comprise a high percentage of commercial
airline passengers arriving at Monterey Peninsula Airport (62 percent, according io a
1996 AMBAG study), the relatively low number of airline trips in and out of the
Peninsula accounts for only a very small percentage of the annual tourist volume.
Monterey Salinas Transit’s popular Waterfrent-Area-Visiter Express-LWAVE) MST
Trolley service is an example of a non-impact transportation mode specifically tailored to
tourist demand. Line 22 is another bus route that is tailored to tourist demand as it serves
the Big Sur coastline with a limited number of daily roundirips year round. MST’s Line
24 Carmel Valley Grapevine Express also is attractive with visitors and provides an
alternative to driving between wine tasting venues while reducing congestion on Carmel
Valley Road, Hewever+The increasing demand for access to Monterey County’s
relatively inaccessible areas such as the Big Sur coastline, along with the over-capacity
conditions already in place as a result of resident and commuter traffic, may warrants
additional measures to facilitate other modes of tourist-oriented transportation.

Page 4.6-6, Under section 4.6.2.7 Road and I-Ilghway Capacities. Revise the last
sentence of the second paragraph as follows:

The County’s current standard for road performance is LOS-Cunder the-undefined in the

1982 General Plan and is propesed-te-be 1LOS-D-under established by Policy C-1.1 in the
2007 General Plan.”

Page 4.6-9, first full paragraph. Delete the last sentence of the paragraph as follows:

In addition, the Area Plan for Carmel Valley specifies an acceptable LOS of “C” or “D”
for Carmel Valley Road depending on the roadway segment (sec Impact TRAN-2B for
identification of segments and associated LOS standards), as opposed to a LOS “C” that
is proposed to be the acceptable level for other Carmel Valley roadways and LOS D in

the remamder of the umncorporated County Integmhen—etlﬂﬂs—mlysmme—the—zm

Page 4.6-10, last paragraph. Revise the last sentence as follows:

These external networks were selected because they eitherrepresent the extents of the
AMBAG model network for which future traffic volumes can be projected.
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Page 4.6-11. The first three paragraphs under 4.6.2.8, Public Transit Services are revised
as follows.

The Monterey Salinas Transit (MST) system is an inter-city and intra-city bus service.
MST serves a 275 280 square-mile area of Northern Monterey County, and Southern
Santa Cruz County, and Santa Clara County. previding Intercity bus service is provided
between Monterey-Salinas, Measina-gnd Waisonvﬂle-Sa]mas &nd—Watsonvﬂle-Manna
Monterey-San Jose, and Salinas-King City, ard ASaknesas s Kin .
Inter Intra-city service is provided in Carmel, Gonzalczs= Greenﬁeld, ng Clgg, Marmg,
Monterey, Pacific Grove, Salinas, Seaside. and Soledad. Genzales-Masine; Menterey;
Bacifie Grove,-Salinas-and-Seaside- MST offers 37 routes that serve an estimated
352,000 people residing within three-quarters of a mile from esteblished-rontes a fixed-
route bus line. These Three MST lines bus routes connect with Santa Cruz Metropolitan
Transit District routes eriginating at the Watsonville Transit Center. One MST route
offers daily express service to cities in southern Santa Clara County as well as downtown
San Jose and provides connections to Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority (VTA)
bus and light rail transit lines. This express route serves the Diridon Station in San Jose
with direct connections to AMTRAK, Altamont Commuter Express (ACE), as well as
CALTRAIN commuter rail service. MST’s rural service is provided to Carmel Valley
and to Big Sur as well as to unincorporated areas of the county such as Castroville,

Prunedale, and Chualar. The MST Trolley offers locals and tourists service to popular
tourist destinations within the city of Monterey.

onterey County’s paratransit program, MST RIDES, 2
pfegam, provides transportation service for individuals whe-have-a with digabilities who

are unab]e to use MST’s regul_ar ﬁxed route trans1t services. disebiliby-that-prevents-them
Eemrusing i B iees: The MST RIDES program also
prowdm the RIDES Specm] Transportatmn (RIDES ST) service for persons living
outside of the ADA-required service corridor (up to ¥-mile from any MST fixed route
bus line). MST RIDES serves 14 municipalities in two counties and 10 additional
communities in the unincorporated areas of Monterey County. Service coverage spans
the Monterey Peninsula, Carmel-Carmel-Valley; Salinas Valley, Chualar Gonzales;

Gﬁeenﬁeld—Seledad—ng-le—and the Watsonville Trangit Center in Santa Cruz
unty. As of Febraary2006 October 2008, there are 2,345 3.171 people certified as

ADA Paratransit eligible within the service area. About one half of that populatlon
resides either in Monterey or Salinas. erMenterey;-approxima >

i -parsontinBentarsis

Page 4.6-17, under 4.6.2.11 Water Transportation. Modify the second paragraph as
follows:

Nearly 25 per cent of the vessels in the Monterey Harbor have commercial uses. Moss
Landing Harbor provides 620 berths._In Monterey Harbor, the Fhe-demand for berths
exceeds the supply, and waiting periods for berths vary based on the size of the vessel.
The estimated waiting periods for small vessels range from: three (3) years to five (5)
yeers; mid-size vessels, eight (8) to ten (10) years; and up to 15 years for large vessels,

Most slip sizes are readily available with little or no waiting at Moss Landing Harbor.
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Page 4.6-17, under Table 4.6-10. Modify the footnote as follows:

mﬂeet—eempleted—prejee@s—&a—@&uﬂty—m&ds- The AMBAG 2004 forecast was used to

estimate the total amount of growth by 2030, but the location of the growth was
determined by using the 2007 General Plan to assign development to the different TAZs.

Page 4.6-33, under Significance Conclusion. Revise the paragraph as follows:

Implementation of the 2007 General Plan consistent with policies related to project-
specific localized impacts (Policy C-1.4 requires circulation improvements that mitigate
Tier 1 direct on-s1te and off-s1tc Drmect u:rmacts concurrentlv w1th new develonment,—new

nen - would have a less than stgmﬁcant 1mpact

and no rmtlgatlon is reqmred
Page 4.6-42, under Carmel Valley Master Plan. Revise the paragraph as follows:

The Carmel Valley Master Plan Policies 37.4.2 (CV), 38.1.4.1 (CV). 39.2.2.1 (CV)
through 39.2.2.5 (CV). 2323 -through 2-6;-and 2-13-through 2-15 encourage alternate

modes of transportation including transit, bicycle, and pedestrian access to provide viable
alternatives to driving and to reduce traffic impacts. They also consider improvements to
Carmel Valley Road which would mitigate existing deficiencies and future LOS impacts.
Policy 39.3.1.5 (CV) 212 provides recommendations for road improvements to Highway
1, Laureles Grade, and Carmel Valley Road to achieve LOS standards €-er FOSP-as
specified in the plan. Policy 39.3.2.1 (CV}2-19 requires evalvation and monitoring of
streets and highways to identify when to implement improvements-to meet LOS
standards.

Page 4.6-44, third paragraph. Revise the paragraph as follows:

resionatiraffic-impact-fee) Even with implementation of project-specific mitigation
measures, implementation of improvements funded through payment of a countywide
impact fee,, and implementation of improvements funded through the TAMC regional
impact fee, there will remain a funding shortfall for the implementation of the financially
constrained capital facilities in the Regional Transportation Plan. Implementation of the
mitigation listed above in conjunction with the 2007 General Plan policies, and working
collaboratively with cities and regional agencies would contribute to the mitigation of
roadway LOS impacts. However, even with the adoption of county and regional impact
fees, which fund a limited number of transportation facilities, traffic impacts to County
and regional roadways will remain significant and unavoidable.

Page 4.6-45, under Significance Conclusion. Revise the paragraph as follows:

Implementation of the 2007 General Plan would have a significant and unavoidable
impact on County roads, and Regional roads both within and external to Monterey
County. The County has developed a list of capital improvements to be included in a
countywide traffic impact fee, as described above. In addition, TAMC has adopted a list
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of capital improvements to be funded by their adopted Regional Traffic Impact Fee.
Implementation of Neither the planned County nerand- TAMC prejeets transportation
improvements will not fully mitigate the impacts of the 20067 General Plan.
Implementation of these improvements, however, but-provide significantly improvesent
to County and Regional roadways segments beyond existing conditions and Existing plus
Project Development to the Year 2030 conditions. Therefore, the impacts remain
significant and unavoidable.

Page 4.6-53, under Impact of Development with Policies. Revise the first two
sentences of the second paragraph as follows:

Bicycling and walking;aad-transit are less attractive alternatives to the automobile for
shorter Jocal trips. Transit is attractive for longer trips when it competes in cost and

convenience with the automobile, and for households that choose to own fewer or no
automobiles. Further, lower-density higher density compact and mixed-use communities
have been demunstrated to encourage more tnps by walkmg, b1cyclmg and transit. spread

Page 4.6-56, under Significance Determination. Revise the second paragraph as
follows:

The land uses allowed under the General Plan, if consistent with policy, would increase
the need for transit service with concentrations of development in existing transit-served
corridors, community areas, and near mcorporaﬁed cities. The-transit-suppertive The
increase in demand for transit service is consistent with MST’s strategic goals of
increasing transit ridership, expanding service, and introducing new services such as BRT
in major corridors (Peninsula Area Service Study, 2006 and Business Plan and Short
Range Transit Plan, FY 2008 through 2008). Therefore, this impact is less than
significant,

Page 4.6-62, last paragraph. Revise as follows:

The General Plan daily analysis in Table 4.6-174-6-16 shows three roads exceeding the
CVMP LOS standard of “C”, County Road G20 (Laureles Grade), Carmel Ranch
Boulevard, and Rio Road. The General Plan analysis indicates that these roads are
significantly impacted.

Page 4.6-63. Insert the following heading before the last paragraph.

Impact of Development on Regional Roads

Page 4.6-66. Insert the following heading before the last paragraph.

Impact of Development on Facilities External to Monterey County

Page 4.6-71, Mitigation Measure TRAN-2B, under Policy CV-2.18, subdivision a).
Revise item 12 as follows:

12. Rio Road between its eastern terminus at Val Verde Drive and SR 1

Final Environmental Impact Report March 2010

Monterey County 2007 General Plan 4-107

ICF 00882.07



County of Monterey Resource Management Changes fo the Text of the Draft EIR
Agency, Planning Department

Page 4.6-116, Mitigation Measure TRAN-5A. Revise this measure as follows.

TRAN-5A: The roadway segments exceeding LOS standards are two-lane rural roads
that provide left turn lanes at some intersections. These segments include County Road
G14 between US 101 and San Lucas Road, and Spreckels Boulevard between SR-68 and
Harkins Road. Improvement of these segments would be funded through a combination
of project-specific mitigation for individual developments, and through a Capital
Improvement and Financing Plan fair-share funding mechanism established for the
Corridor by the Public Works Department. These improvements would be implemented
when:

1. A proposed development’s projeci-specific assessment identifies a direct impact to
the facility in terms of cither LOS or safety.

2. A proposed development gains access from an intersection within the segment.

3. A corridor-wide nexus study prepared for the required Capital Improvement and
Financing Plan identifics the level of development that can occur before triggering
the improvements.

To maintain the rural character of the area, there are no plans to widen these roadways to
four lane facilities. Therefore, the capacity of these segments will be increased by:

1. Providing left tumn lanes at intersections without left turn lanes and where the
frequency of turning vehicles affects through vehicle movement; and/or

2. Increasing the width of the roadway shoulder at intersections to allow vehicles to
pass turning vehicles; and/or

3. Constructing passing lanes as determined in the Capital Improvement and Financing
Plan.

Unitil such time as the County Traffic Impact Fee Program and CTFP for the AWCP are

adopted, all new development in the AWCP will be required to prepare a Traffic Impact
Analysis (TIA) regardless of the level of CEQA analysis conducted for the Project.
Project-specific (Tier 1) mitigation measures identified jn the TIA will be required to be
implemented concurrently. If a TIA identifies a Traffic Tier impact, the development
will be required to make a “fair share” payment for that impact. For discretionary
permits and approvals, Policies C-1.3 and C-1.4 shall apply. In addition, all projects are
subject to payment of the TAMC Regional Development Impact Fee.

Section 4.6 Exhibits. Exhibit 4.6-11 was revised to show the correct extent of the
designated wine corridors.

Section 4.7, “Air Quality”

Page 4.7-2, under Ozone. The sccond and third paragraphs are revised as follows.

Ozone is a photochemical pollutant and needs volatile organic compounds (VOCs), NOy,
and sunlight to form. Therefore, VOCs and NOy are ozone precursors. The primary
gsources of VOC within the planning area are on- and off-road motor vehicles, cleaning
and surface coatings, solvent evaporation, landfills, petroleum production and marketing,
and prescribed burning. The primary sources of NO, are on- and off-road motor vehicles,
stationary source fuel combustion, and industrial processes (MBUAPCD 2008).
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According to the MBUAPCD Air Quality Management Plan, rough estimates of current
NCCAB VOC emissions are approximately 70 in-the-range-o£108-4t0-125 tons per day
(MBUAPCD 2008). The majority of these are thought to be produced in Monterey
County’s oak woodlands and coastal chaparral environments. Rough estimates of NO,
are-intherange-of 1-to-5 is 81 tons per day, and are the highest during wildfire events.
Significant ozone formation generally requires an adequate amount of precursors in the
atmosphere and several hours in a stable atmosphere with abundant sunlight. They are
emitted from various sources throughout the Basin, and to reduce ozone concentrations,
their emission needs to be controlled. However, high ozone concentrations can form
over large regions when emissions from motor vehicles and stationary sources are carried
hundreds of miles from their places of origin. Although ozone in the stratosphere
protects the earth from harmful ultraviolet radiation, high concentrations of ground-level
ozone in the troposphere can adversely affect the human respiratory system and other
tissues. Many respiratory ailments, as well as cardiovascular disease, are aggravated by
exposure to high ozone levels. Ozone also damages natural ecosystems such as forests
and foothill plant communities, as well as agricultural crops and human-made materials
such as rubber, paint, and plastics. Societal costs from ozone damage include increased
healthcare costs, the loss of human and animal life, accelerated replacement of industrial
equipment, and reduced crop yields.

n 1697, the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) adopted the .08 ppm 8-hour

tandard, and on On-April June 15, 2004, the Environmental Protection-Ageney(EPA
des1glated the NCCAB as an attainment area for the 8-hour standard. The 1979 one-hour

standard was then revoked one vear later on June 15, 2005. On March 12, 2008, the EPA
pted a more stringent 8-hour standard of 0 075 DDlIl ibﬂm-l-ly—replaeed—ﬂie—l-&m

exeeeded)—as—paﬂ—eﬂhe—@leaaﬂr—ktﬂes—ef—l@% To remain conmstent w1th the stncter
federal standards, the California Air Resources Board (CARB) approved a new 8-hour

ozone standard (0.070 ppm, not to be exceeded) for ozone on April 28, 2005,
Additionally, CARB retained the current 1-hour-average standard for ozone (0.09 ppm)
and its current ultraviolet (uv) photometry monitoring method.

Page 4.7-3, under Carbon Monoxide. The paragraph is revised as follows.

Carbon Monoxide is an odorless, colorless, toxic gas that is emitted by mobile and
stationary sources as a result of incomplete combustion of hydrocarbons and other
carbon-based fuels, In urban areas, automobile exhaust can cause as much as 95% of all
CO emissions. At high concentrations, CO can reduce the oxygen-carrying capacity of
blood and cause headaches, dizziness, unconsciousness, and death. State and federal
standards for CO were not exceeded in the North Central Coast Air Basin between 2000
2005 and 20052007, which is the most recent three years of data. In addition. ambient

CO readings in the NCCAB are low and have a history of being well within applicable
standards.

Page 4.7-4, under Particulate Matter. The first paragraph is revised as follows:

Particulate matter pullution consists of very small liquid and solid particles floating in the
air. Particulate matter is a mixture of materials that can include smeke,-soot-dust.sal;
acidsand-metalsfugitive dust from unpaved roads, agricultural tilling, agricultural wind-
blown fagitive dust. prescribed fires and construction dust. Particulate matter also forms
when gases emitted from motor vehicles and industrial sources undergo chemical
reactions in the atmosphere. Natural sources of particulates include sea spray, forest
fires, volcanic debris, etc. Human-made sources include fuel combustion and industrial
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processes, industrial and nonindustrial fugitive sources and transportation. PM; particles
are less than or equal to 10 microns in aerodynamic diameter. PM, s particles are less
than or equal to 2.5 microns in actodynamic diameter and are a subset, or portion of
PMj,. '

Page 4.’7—4, under Reactive Organic Gases and Volatile Organic Compounds. The
first paragraph is revised as follows. The paragraphs discussing wine making, beginning
with “In very brief terms. ..” are deleted and moved to the impact discussion on Page 4.7-
16.

Hydrocarbons are organic gases that are made up of hydrogen and carbon atoms. There
are several subsets of organic gases including ROGs and VOCs. ROGs are defined by
state rules and regulations; VOCs are defined by federal rules and regulations. Both
ROGs and VOCs are emitted from the incomplete combustion of hydrocarbons or other
carbon-based fuels, or as a product of chemical processes. The-majerseurees-of

oCarooRSHre- 06 otsSt0H-OHEHHS St Oh

{via-evaperation)Within the NCCAB, major sources of VOCs include exhaust emissions
from on-road motor vehicles, solvent evaporation, and exbaust emissions from off-road
mobile sources. Wineries also coniribute hydrocarbons through their fermentation
activities, although winery VOC emissions rgpresent less than 1% of the NCCAB VOC

ventory.

Page 4.7-5, end of sixth paragraph.

Although we tend to think of winemaking as taking place in one spot—the winery—its
steps may actually take place in different facilities. Grapes may be crushed in one facility
and the juice sold to wineries. Fermented wine may be exported for blending and aging
elsewhere. Wineries may also transport fermented, aged wines to off-site bottling plants;.
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Page 4.7-7, under Attainment Status. Insert the following table after the second
paragraph.

Table 4.7-1a. Attainment Status for the North Central Coast Air Basin — January 2009

Pollutant State Standards National Standards
Ozone (03) Nonattainment' Attainment®

Inhalable Particulates (PM;g) Nonattainment Attainment

Fine Particulates (PM, 5} Attainment Unclassified/Attainment’
Carbon Monoxide (CO) Monterey Co. — Attainment Attainment

San Benite Co. — Unclassified
Santa Cruz Co. — Unclassified

Nitrogen Dioxide (NO,) Attainment Attainment
Sulfur Dioxide (SO;) Attainment Attainment
Lead Attainment Unclassified/Attainment’

Source: Monterey Bay Unified APCD 2009a.
Note: Nonattainment pollutants are highlighted in Bold.

! Effective July 26, 2007, the ARB designated the NCCAB a nonattainment area for the State ozone standard,
which was revised in 2006 to include an 8-hour standard of 0.070 ppm.,

? On March 12, 2008, EPA adopted a new 8-hour ozone standard of 0.075 ppm, while temporarily retaining the
existing 8-hour standard of 0.08 ppm. EPA is expected to issue new designations by March 2010,

* In 2006, the Federal 24-hour standard for PM, s was revised from 65 to 35 pg/m®. Although final designations
have yet to be made, it is expected that the NCCAB will remain designated unclassified/attainment.

4 On October 15, 2008 EPA substantially strengthened the national ambient air quality standard for lead by
lowering the level of the primary standard from 1.5 pg/m®to 0.15 pg/m®. Initial recommendations for
designations are to be made by October 2009 with final designations by January 2012,

Page 4.7-8, under Air Quality Monitoring Data. Revise the first two paragraphs and
insert the following table afier the second paragraph.

The existing air quality conditions in the project study area can be characterized by
monitoring data collected in the region. PM,,, CO, and ozone concentrations are the
pollutants of greatest concentration within the MBUAPCD and, therefore, are the
peliutants of most concern from the proposed project. MBUAPCD maintains the

following monitoring stations in Monterey County: Carmel Vallgy, Salinas, and King
City. It also maintains a monitoring station in nearby Watsonville in southern Santa Cruz

County (MBUAPCD 2009b). Air quality monitoring data for the last three years is
presented in Table 4:7-24.7-1b for the—The monitoring station in Monterey County is the

Salinas #3 monitoring statjion, located at 855 E Laurel Drive in Salinas.

As shown in Table 4.7-24.7-1b, the Salinas #3 monitoring station has experienced no
violations of the state 1- and 8-hour ozone standard and one violation of the state PM,,
standard during the three most recent years for which data are available. In addition,
there have been no violations of the state or federal CO or PM, ; standard for this time
pericd. Given the proximity of the Salinas station to multiple regional pollutant sources
due to mebile sources, agricultural sources, and industrial sources, it is considered
representative of the most affected portion of the County. The Carmel Valley and King
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City locations are representative of local conditions, but less representative of worst-case
conditions than the Salinas station.

Table 4.7-1b2. Exceedances and Monitored Levels at the Salinas Air Quality Management Station 2006-
2008. State and National 8-hour Ozone Standard. State 24-hour PM10 Standard and National PM2.5
Standard

State 8-hour Qzone Standard and 24-hour PM10 Standard

2006 2007 2008 3 year Totals Design Value
0, PMy, O; PM; 0, PM,q Os PMp O, PM,
0 1 0 0 0 2 0 3 0.060 ppm 57.9ug/m3
National 8-hour Ozone Standard and 24-hour PM2.5 Standard
2006 2007 2008 3 year Totals Design Value
05 PM; 5 0O PM; O3 PM; 5 0O, PM; 5 0; PM;5
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.055ppm 14 ug/m’

Sources: Monterey Bay Unified APCD 2009¢; Monterey Bay Unified APCD 2009d.

1) The 2008 State 8-hour ozone standard is 0.070 ppm; the National 8-hour ozone standard, adopted by EPA in
2008, is 0.075 ppm.

2 The State 24-hour PM, standard is 50pg/m’; the National 24-hour PM, 5 standard is 35 pg/m’.

% Many of the 2008 exceedances of the National ozone standard were affected by smoke from the 2008 California
Wildfire Siege, whereby over 1,000,000 acres of wildland vegetation burned statewide including over 250,000
acres in Monterey County atone.

Page 4.7-8. The second sentence of the fifth paragraph is revised as follows:

The FCAA established National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) that set levels
of criteria pollutants that are considered the maximum safe levels of breathable ambient
{background) pollutant concentration, allowing an adequate margin of safety to protect
human health.

Page 4.7-9, under California Air Resources Board. The first paragraph is revised as
follows.

CARB, part of the California EPA, monitors compliance with the California Clean Air
Act (CCAA) and the 1989 amendments to the CCAA. Similar to the federal legislation,
the CCAA sets forth ambient air quality standards and legal mandates to achieve these
standards by the earliest practicable date. These standards apply to the same criteria
pollutants as the FCAA, and include sulfate, visibility, hydrogen sulfide, and vinyl
chloride. In addition, State law vests CARB with direct authority to regulate pollution
from motor vehicles registered in California. as well as fuels and consumer products sold
in the State.

Page 4.7-9, under Monterey Bay Unified Air Pollution Control District. The
following description is inserted before the first paragraph.

As required by the California Clean Air Act and Amendments (FISC Section 40910 et
seq.) and the Federal Clean Air Act and Amendments (42 U.8.C. Section 7401 et seq.),
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the MBUAPCD is responsible for air monitoring, permitting, enforcement, long-range air

quality planning, regulatory development, education and public information activities
related to air pollution. California Health and Safety Code Sections 39002, et seq. and

40000, et seq. require local air districts to be the primary enforcement mechanism for
controlling pollution from local business and industry. Air districts must have rules and

regulations for the attainment and maintenance of federal and state ambient air standards.

Page 4.7-10. The first non-bulleted paragraph is revised as shown, as well as the fourth
bullet in that list for mitigation measures for heavy-duty equipment. No changes are

made to

the other bullets.

The MBUAPCD sets forth the following mitigation measures for heavy duty diesel
equipment:

m  Undertake project during nen-zene non-ozone season.

Page 4.7-11, under MBUAPCD Air Quality Management Plan. The first paragraph is

revised

as follows.

MBUAPCD is one of 35 air pollution management districts that have prepared an Air
Quality Management Plan (AQMP). The MBUAPCD adopted the 2008 AQMP for the
Monterey Bay region in June-August 2008. The 2008 AQMP relies on a multi-level
partnership of federal, state, regional, and local agencies, and proposes policies and
measures to achieve federal and state air quality standards for improved air quality in its
jurisdictional area.

Table 4.7-2 is revised as follows.

Table 4.7-2. MBUAPCD Air Quality Management Pfan VOC Emissions from
Wine Fermenting and Ageing

2008(tons/day) 2008 2030(tons/day) 2030(lbs/day)
(Ibs/day)
Wine Fermeniation  0.1608 322 0.2877 575
Wine Ageing 0.3648 730 16540.8257 1651
Total 0.5256 1,051 1.1134 2,227

Source: Monterey Bay Unified Air Pollution Control District. 2008b.

The following informational paragraphs are inserted after Table 4.7-2 on page 4.7-12.

SB 656 Particulate Matter Pian

This plan. developed in December 2003, outlines measures to make progress toward

achieving the State particulate matter standards by reducing fugitive dust, especially
along the agriculture/urban interface, as well as emissions of particulate matter from

diesel exhaust through education about Best Management Practices and grant incentives.

2007 Federal Malntenance Plan

This plan describes how the federal ozone standard will be maintained in the area.
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Page 4.7-12, under Rules 201. The second bullet is revised as shown here.

m  New or reconstructed wineries, as defined in District Rule 207 (Review of New or
Modified Sources, wineties-with an annual production rate of less than 150,000
gallons (579 kiloliters).

Page 4.7-12, under Rules 201. The last paragraph is clarified as shown here.

In addition, Hthe a winery dees-net-fit-into Rule-201itis may be subject to the
MBUAPCYY’s Rule 417-Storage of Organic Liquids if vapor pressure and tapk size met
the criteria of Rule 417. Rule 417 lists the requirements and standards for the storage of
organic liquids, seals, record keeping, and vapor controls.

Page 4.7-12, under 4.7.4.1. The last paragraph (beginning with “Construction-Related
Emissions...”) is clarified as follows.

Construction-Related Emissions (pounds per day) for non-typical construction
equipment, Temporary emissions of ozone precursor emisgions from typical construction

equipment (i.e.. scrappers, tractors, dozers, graders, loaders and rollers) have been
accommodated in State- and federally-required air plans (MBUAPCD 2008).

Page 4.7-15, under Significance Determination. The first paragraph is clarified as
shown here.

Population growth under the 2007 General Plan is consistent with the growth projected in
the MBUAPCD 2008 AQMPClean-AirPlan. Table 4.7-3 shows the housing, population,
employment, and VMT data for 2000, 2030, and 2092 buildout conditions under the 2007
General Plan.

Table 4.7-3. Projected population and Daily VMT growth in Monterey County

Scenario Housing Units  Population Employment  Daily VMT
2000 129,571 - 222,471 8,162,834
2000 With 168,904 509,692 304,388 9,846,752
Preject-Buildout

2008A - - - 8.291.307
2008B = - - 8.674.387
2030 With 143,009 437,665 253,060 8,532,513
Project

2030 Cumulative 187,022 602,790 335,362 14,290,852
Cumulative 2092 290,631 937,373 520,531 18,822,215
Buildout

Source: Kimley-Horn (2008) for 2000, 2000 with Buildout, 2030 with Project, 2030
Cumulative, and cumulative 2092 Buildout. 2008A (2000 + unincorporated growth to
2008), 2008B (all county) calculated as described in Master Response 2 using
California Department of Finance Data. 2030 with Buildout scenario in Tables 4.7-5 an

d 4.7-6 yses same assumptions as 2000 with Buildout, but used 2030 emission rates.

Final Environmental Impact Report March 2010

Manterey County 2007 General Plan 4-114 ICF 00982.07



County of Monterey Resource Management Changes to the Text of the Draft EIR
Agency, Planning Department

Page 4.7-16, under Significance Determination. Beginning with the second paragraph
(starting with “New wineries would result...”), the following text is inserted and revised.

New wineries would result in increased VOC emission from wine fermenting and ageing.

In very brief terms, the wine making process involves several steps including

fermentation. Fermentation is the chemical process by which the natural sngars in the
wine grapes are convetted to alcohol throuph the action of yeast (either from the grape
skins, or more commonly, cultured yeasts) introduced into the fermentation tank. Grapes
are brought to the winery where they are passed through a destemmer-crusher that
separates the grapes from their stems and breaks them open to release their juice. For
white wine production, the resultant crushed grapes are then transferred to a press that
separates the juice from the skins. The juice will then be transferred to fermentation
tanks. For red wine, the crushed grapes (juice and skins, or “must"”) are sent directly to
the fermentation tanks.

Fermentation occurs under temperature-controlled conditions in either stainless steel or
wooden tanks. Temperature is important to the development of flavor and character. In
general, white wine is fermented at a lower temperature than red wine. Red wines are

generally allowed to ferment for up to 14 days. During fermentation, the nascent red
wine will be cirgulated from time to time to prevent the skins from simply floating on
top. White wine will be allowed to ferment for a week to two months.

During fermentation, the grape juice is converted to ethyl alcohol and carbon dioxide.

This process also releases a number of organic compounds, including (but not limited to)
volatile compounds such as aldehydes, hydrogen sulfide, and mercaptans, that wilf affect

the flavor and aroma of the wine.

After the primary fermentation process is done, the wine may, depending on the variety
of grapes. the results of the primary fermentation, and the objectives of the winemaker,

be put through secondary or “malolactic” fermentation. In malolactic fermentation,

bacteria are released into the wine to soften its character (removing bitterness or tartness).

At the end of the fermentation process, the resultant wine is removed from the tanks.

Solids are removed from the liquid by a variety of processes. Then, the wine is
transferred to barrels or other containers for aging. (Encarta 2068)

Although we tend to think of winemaking as taking place in one spot—the winery—its
steps may actually take place in different facilities. Grapes may be crushed in one facility
and the juice sold to wineries. Fermented wine may be exported for blending and aging
slsewhere. Wineries may also transport fermented, aged wines to off-site bottling plants.

Winemaking is a complex chemical process that is as much an art as a science.

Winemakers must balance inhumerable natural and process-related factors to result in a
wine that meets their expectations for color, aroma, and taste.

Ethanol and carbon dioxide are the primary compounds emitted during the fermentation
step in the production of wines and brandy. Acetaldehyde, methyl alcohol (methanol), n-

propyl alcohol, n-butyl alcohol, sec-butyl alcohol, isobuty! alcohol, isoamyl alcohol, and
hydrogen sulfide also are emitted but in much smaller guantities compared to ethanol
emissions. In addition, a large number of other compounds are formed during the
fermentation and aging process. Selected examples of other types of compounds formed
and potentially emitted during the fermentation process include a variety of acetates,
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monoterpenes, higher alcohols, higher acids, aldehydes and ketones, and organosulfides
{United States Environmental Protection Agency 1995).

During the fermentation step, large quantities of CO?2 are also formed and emitted.
Fupitive ethanol emissions also occur during the screening of the red wine, pressing of
the pomace cap, and later during aging in oak cooperage and the bottling process. In
addition, small amounts of liquefied SO2 are often added to the grapes after harvest, to
the "must" prior to fermentation, or to the wine afier the fermentation is completed. as a
preservative. As a result, small amounts of S02 emissions can occur during these steps.
There is little potential for VOC emissions before the fermentation step in wine
production, Except for harvesting the grapes and possibly unloading the grapes at the
winery, there is essentially no potential for particulate (PM) emissions from this industry

(United States Environmental Protection Agency 1995},

The health effects of hydrocarbons result from the formation of ozone and itg related

health effects. High levels of hydrocarbons in the atmosphere can interfere with oxygen
intake by reducing the amount of available oxygen though displacement. Carcinogenic
forms of hydrocarbons are considered toxic air contaminants (air toxics). There are no

separate health standards for VOCs, although some are also toxic; an example is benzene,

which is both a VOC and a carcinogen.

Table 4.7-4 summarizes VOC emissions under 2030 project conditions. The estimate of
gallons per year is based on per-winery production from 10 full-scale and 40 artisan
wineries of varying sizes.

Table 4.7-4. VOC Emissions for 2030 Conditions of 10 Full-Scale and 40 Artisan Wineries

Emission Factor Gallons per ¥eas”Year’ VOC Emissions VOC Emissions

(Ibs/1000 gallons)*  (in 1,000s) (Ibs/ year) (Ibs/ day)
Fermentation-Red 6.2 4,141.2 25,675.4 187.4
Fermentation-White 2.54 6,211.8 15,529.5 113.4
Pomace Screening-Red 0.5 4,1412 2,070.5 15.1
Pomace Press-Red 0.12 4,1412 414.12 3.0
Storage/Ageing-Red  0.02782%27.83* 4,141.2 115,250 315.8
Storage/Ageing-White  0.02583°25.83* 6,211.8 160,451 439.6
Total 318,390.5 905.31,074.2
MBUAPCD 137 pounds per day
Threshold

! Source: Califomia Air Resources Board 2005
*2 Source: United States Environmental Protection Agency 2001

2131 case = 2.38 gallons

34 Source: SBCAPCD 2008
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Management Changes to the Text of the Draft EIR

Page 4.7-19, under Agricultural Winery Corridor Plan. The paragraph is revised as
follows.

sThere are no policies

applicable to construction-related emissions in the AWCP-area.

Page 4.7-20, under Significance Determination. The second paragraph and mitigation
are clarified as shown here.

As described above in the Regulatory Setting section, the MBUAPCD has developed an
extensive PM, mitigation program fo control the generahon of fugmve dust from fef
construction actwmes A-suidelines-state-thatregional impacts :

mte—the—regmnal—emssmns—budget— Even w1th mglemcntah I of these measures, ?his
this is a potentially significant impact because PM,, emissions could violate air quality

thresholds. In addition, the MBUAPCD CEQA guidelines state that temporary emigsions

of ozone precursor emissions from typical construction equipment (i.e., scrappers,

tractors, dozers. graders. loaders and rollers) have been accommodated in State- and

federally-required air plans UAPCD 2008), However, projects with non-typical

construction equipment may generate emissions not incorporated into the regional
emissions budget. Although this is a potentially significant impact, the Mitigatien

ismitigation required tewill reduce this impact to a level of less than significant.

Mitigation Measure AQ-1:
The County of Monterey will update General Plan policy 0S-10.59 as follows:

08-10.9 The County of Monterey shall require that future development implement
applicable Monterey Bay Unified Air Pollution Control District control measures.
Applicants for discretionary projects shall work with the Monterey Bay Unified Air
Pollution Control District to incorporate feasible measures that assure that health-based
standards for diesel particulate emissions are met. The County of Monterey will require
that future construction operate and implement MBUAPCD PM,;, contro] measures to
ensure that construction-related PM o emissions do not exceed the MBUAPCD's PM,,
threshold of 82 pounds per day. The County shall implement MBUAPCD measures to
address off-road mobile source and heavy duty equipment emissions as conditions of
approval for future development to ensure that construction-related NOy emissions from
non-typical construction equipment do not exceed the MBUAPCD’s NQy threshold of
137 pounds per day.

Mitigation Measure AQ-2:

Implement MBUAPCD Mitigation Measures for Off-Road Mobile Source and Heavy
Duty Equipment Emissions.

General Plan Policy 05-10.69 will be revised as follows:

08-10.9 The County of Monterey shall require that future development implement
applicable Monterey Bay Unified Air Poltution Control District control measures.
Applicants for discretionary projects shall work with the Monterey Bay Unified Air
Polluticn Control District to incorporate feasible measures that assure that health-based
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standards for diesel particulate emissions are met. The County of Monterey will require
that future construction operate and implement MBUAPCD PM,, control measures to
ensure that construction-related PM,; emissions do not exceed the MBUAPCD’s PM,y
threshold of 82 pounds per day. The County shall implement MBUAPCD measures to

address off-road mobile source and heavy duty equipment emissions as conditions of

approval for future development to ensure that construction-related NOx emissions from
non-typical construction egulment do nut exceed the MBUAPCD S NOx threshold of

-- caste C

Page 4.7-20, under Significance Conclusion. Revise the first paragraph as follows.

In summary, buildout 2030 development of the 2007 General Plan would result in new
development, and increased emissions would result from construction activities.
Mitigation Measures AQ-1 through-AQ-3 and AQ-2 would reduce this impact to a less
than significant level.

Page 4.7-21, under Significance Determination. Revise the first paragraph as follows.

Buildout of the 2007 General Plan includes increased development and roadway
improvements. Construction emissions could potentially result in adverse impacts on air
quality. The 2007 General Plan and Area Plan pelicies include measures to comply with
MBUAPCD’s standards and regulations regarding construction emissions. Mitigation
Measures AQ-1 through AQ-3A0Q-2 are required to reduce this impact to a level of less
than significant.

Page 4.7-22, under “Impact of Development with Policies.” Revise the first two
paragraphs as follows.

Mobile sources are sources of emissions associated with vehicle trips, and include
employees, deliveries, and maintenance activities. The primary operational emissions
associated with the proposed project are ozone precursors, CO, particulate matter (PMq
and PM; 5); and carbon dioxide (CO,), emitted as vehicle exhaust. Emission of ozone
precursors, CO, and particulate matter for existing year (2007) and future year (2030)
project conditions were calculated using the EMFAC 2007 model and traffic data

prov1ded by the 2007 General Plan trafﬁc engmeers Appeném—Ardeseﬂbes—the

Gene@pal—B}ma—( See the Techmcal Supmortmg Data at the end of the FEIR) Em.lsswns of
€O, are analyzed in Section 4.16, Climate Change.

Table 4.7-5 summarizes emissions associated with each project condition. Table 4.7-6
summarizes the differences in emissions between project conditions. As Table 4.7-6
indicates, implementation of the 2007 General Plan to 2030 compared to the 2008
conditions would result in net decreases in ROG, NOy, CO, and PM, s emissions, while
PM,, emissions would increase. Vehicular emission rates are anticipated to lessen in
future years due to continuing improvements in engine technology and the phasing out of
older, higher-emitting vehicles. These decreases in emission rates are sufficient to offset
the increases in VMT between existing and 2030 project conditions, PM;q emissions are
shown to increase slightly with implementation of the proposed project to 2030 due to
increased VMT outpacing the reductions in emission rates that would occur for future
conditions relative to existing conditions. However, these increases are below the
MBUAPCD threshold of 82 pounds per day.
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Page 4.7-22. Table 4.7-5 is revised as follows.

Changes to the Text of the Draft EIR

Table 4.7-5. Criteria Pollutant Emissions from Mobile Sources (pounds per day)

Condition Basis Daily VMT ROG NOy cO PM;, PM; 5
2000 2000 VMT at 2000 emission 8.162.834 13,875 37,737 225,144 1656 1,296
tates 4,495
2000 With Buildout Full Buildout at 2600 9.846.752 16,737 45,522 271,589 1997 1,563
Project emission rates 5.423
2008A 2008 VMT at 2008 emission 8.291.307 6,763 26,194 114,207 3,981 1.005
rates (Uninc. County onl
2008B 2008 VMT at 2008 emission 8.674,387 7076 27404 119483 4.165 1052
rates (All County)
2030 With Project 2030 with project VMT at 8.532.513 1,223 4,872 26,053 Lo 734
2030 emission rates 4,041
2030 With Buijldout Full Buildout at 2030 9,846,752 1411 5622 30.066 4.663 847
emission rates
2030 Cumulative 2030 cumulative VMT at 14.290.852 2,048 8,160 43,635 8 1,229
2030 emission rates 6,768
2036-Cumulative Cumulative buildout VMT 18,822,215 2,697 10,747 57471 2365 1,618
Buildout at 2030 emission raies 8.913
Page 4.7-23. Table 4.7-6 is revised as follows.
Table 4.7-6. Differences in Criteria Pollutant Emissions from Mobile Sources (pounds per day)
Yearly
Project Condition Basis VMT ROG NOx Cco PMyq PM; 5
Esisting SlE2854 13.875 37737 225144 1656 15205
2030 Project Increase 2030 With Project - 369,679  -12,652  -32,865 -199,091 =533 -562
(>2000) 2000 -455
2030 Project Increase 2030 With Project — 241,206 -5.540  -21.322 -88,154 59 =272
(>2008) 2008A
2030 Cumulative 1200653 2,048 8180 42635 5796 1220
Buiidout Project 2000 with Project - 1,683,918 2,862 7,785 46,445 342 267
Increase 2000 927
(= 2000y
Buildout Project 2030 Buildout— 1,555,445 -5,352 -20,571 -84,141 682 -159
Increase 2008A
(>2008)
2030 Cumulative 2030 Cumulative — 5.616.465 -5.028 -19244 -75.848 2.602 177
Change 2008B
Cumulative Buildout Cumulative Buildout 10a 218 2507 18,747 5747 2;365 L&
Cumulative Change —2008B 10,147,828 4379  -16.657 -62,012 4,748 566
MBUAPCD Thresholds 137 137 550 N4 82 N/A
Notes: See Table 4.7- 5 for basis for different conditions.
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Page 4.7-24. The following revisions are inserted in Table 4.7-7.

Table 4.7-7. VOC Emissions for Typical Single Full-Scale and Single Artisan

Wineries)

Emission

Factor YOoC vOoC

{Ibs/1000 Gallons Emissions Emissions

gallons) per Year®  (lbs/year)  (Ibs/ day)
Single Artisan Winery
Fermentation-Red 6.2 23,800 147.56 1.1
Fermentation-White 2.54 35,700 89.25 0.65
Storage/Ageing-Red 0.0278327.83° 23,800 662 1.81
Storage/Ageing-White 0.0258325.83> 35,700 922 2.53
Pomace Screening-Red 0.5% 23,800 11.9 0.09
Pomace Press-Red 0.12 23,800 2.38 0.02
Total 1,835.09 6.2
Single Full-Scale Winery
Fermentation-Red 6.2 1,428,000  8,853.6 64.6
Fermentation-White 2.5 2,142,000 5,355 39.1
Storage/Ageing-Red 0-0278327.83* 1,428,000 39,741 108.88
Storage/Ageing-White 0:0258325.83% 2,142,000 55,328 151.58
Pomace Screening-Red 0.52 1,428,000 714 52
Pomace Press-Red 0.12 1,428,000  142.8 1.04
Total 110,134.4  370.37
MBUAPCD Threshold 137 Ibs/day

! Source: California Air Resources Board 2005
2 Source: SBCAPCD 2008
*Source: United States Environmental Protection Agency 2001

#case = 2.38 gallons

Page 4.7-26, under Agricultural Winery Corridor Plan. The paragraph is revised as
follows.
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Page 4.7-26, under Significance Determination. The first paragraph is revised as
follows.

pe}luﬂmts—&nd—VQGs— Implementanon of the 2007 General Plan would result in mcreased
abile 28 aereased vehicle trips and VMT, and increased

development

Page 4.7-26. The final paragraph is revised as follows.

As indicated in Table 4.7-54.7-6, 2030 conditions (2030 With Project — 2008(A) 2000
conditions) would result in a net decrease in ROG, NOx, CO, and PM; s;-and PM 5
emissions. Vehicular emission rates are anticipated to lessen in future years due to
continuing improvements in engine technology and the phasing out of older, higher-
emitting vehicles. These decreases in emission rates are sufficient to offset the increases
in VMT seen between 2000 and 2030 project conditions, resulting in the decreased ROG,
NQO,, CO, and PM, s; and PM,, emissions observed in Table 4:7-54.7-6. PM,, emissions
will increase, but would be less than the MBUAPCD daily threshold. Additionally, the
2007 General Plan and Area Plan goals and policies set forth comprehensive measures to
avoid and minimize adverse impacts on air quality to the maximum extent practicable.

Page 4.7-29. The first full paragraph is revised as follows.

As seen from Table 4:7-54.7-7, the VOC emissions from winery operations that would
occur under 2030 project conditions would exceed the District’s threshold of 137 pounds
per day. Consequently, VOC impacts from winery operations are considered significant
and unavoidable.

Page 4.7-29. The fourth paragraph under “Impact of Development with Policies” is
revised as follows.

Emission factors are not currently available for future year 2092, and as such a qualitative
quantitative analysis is-required-for this-cendition was conducted using 2030 emissions
factors. As indicated above in Table 4.7-6, buildout of the 2007 General Plan would
result in net decreases in ROG, NOy, CO, gl;g PM, s, and-PM,, emissions compared to
2008 (A) conditions, but would result in increases in PM,, emissions above the
MBUAPCD threshold. Vehicular emission rates are anticipated to lessen in future years
due to continving improvernents in engine technology and the phasing out of older,
higher-emitting vehicles. These decreases in emission rates cwould likely offset the
increases in VMT between existing and 2092 project conditions.

Page 4.7-33, under Mitigation Measure AQ-7. The bullet is revised as follows.

®m  Ensure developmentDeveleprent of new sensitive land uses {schools, hospitals,
facilities for the elderly) isshewuld not be located any closer than 500 feet of a freeway

carrying more than 100,000 vehicles per day.
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Management

Section 4.9, “Biological Resources”

Page 4.9-4 Table 4.9-1 is replaced in its entirety as follows

Changes to the Text of the Draft EIR

Table 4.9-1. Monterey County Vegetation Communities {Estimated for 2006)

{Includes Cities and Coastal Areas)

Vegetation Community Acres
Anmual Grassland 711,714
Oak Woodland 416,786
Agriculture 262,199
Baccharis Scrub 204,258
Oak Savanna 201,194
Gabilan Scrub 115,040
Urban/Nen-Veg 62,284
Sparse Vegetation/Bare Soil 32,789
Mixed Conifer 25,532
Riparian/Wetland 24,891
Redwood Forest 21,734
Maritime Chaparral 12,115
Coastal prairie 9,426
Blue Oak Woodland 5,606
Saltwater Marsh 5,304
Dune Scrub 2,812
Baccharis Chaparral 2,138
Monterey Pine Forest 2,010
Eucalyptus 1,158
Golf Course 580
Coastal Scrub 512
Valley Needlegrass Grassland 392
Dune 281
Freshwater Marsh 148
Coastal Terrace Prairie 97
Native Grassland 81
Total 2,121,082

Methodology: No existing mapping for current vegetation coverage for the County was
identified. Vegetation community acréages for 2006 were identified by comparing a
1982 base vegetation map to the 2006 FMMP maps for County using GIS with the
exception of Monterey pine forest (for which a cutrent map of Monterey pine forest
extent from 2004 was used (Monterey County 2004b). The FMMP coverage was used
to identify urban land and important farmland (prime, statewide importance, unique).
Where the FMMP maps show grazing land, land is not presumed to be urban or to be
intensive agriculture, but is presumed to be original 1982 land cover. A minimum
mapping unit of 2.5 acres was used for conversions. See Figure 4.9-1 for the resultant
estimated 2006 land cover, and Figures 4.9-3 through 4.9-6 for habitat conversions

between 1982 and 2006.

Page 4.9-5 Table 4.9-2 is revised as follows:
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County of Monterey Resource Management

Agency, Planning Department

Changes to the Text of the Draft EIR

Page 4.9-41, second paragraph under Critical Habitat. The paragraph is revised as

follows:

The USFWS has designated critical habitat for the western snowy plover, California red-
legged frog, California tiger salamander, Monterey spineflower, Santa Cruz tarplant,
Yadon’s rein orchid, and purple amole in Monterey County. NOAA Fisheries has
designated several rivers and stream in Monterey County as critical habitat (FR 70:
52488) for the South-Central California Coast Distinct Population Segment (DPS) of
steelhead (Oncorhynchus mykiss). These streams and rivers include those found in the
Carmel River and Salinas River watersheds, along with several coastal rivers, such as the
Big Sur and Little Sur Rivers (Exhibit 4.9.5)

Page 4.9-45, second to last paragraph and last paragraph. The paragraphs are revised
as follows:

Wine industry data (Monterey County Agricultural Commission 2008) was also reviewed
to identify historic trends in vineyard acreage. In 1982 there were about 33,771 acres of
vineyards and overall acreage had not changed by 1996 when 33,319 acres were in
vineyard. Acreage rose to 45,043 acres in 2001 and then declined to 37, 116 acres by
2003 with a slight increase to 41,309 acres by 2006. The overall 2425-year trend is an
average increase of about 310368 acres per year, but between 1996 and 2006, there was
an annual average increase of about 800 acres per year in vineyard acreage.

The analysis above of habitat conversion is used as the basis for impact analysis below of
potential future agricultural conversions of habitat. Specifically, the 2425-year trend of
habitat conversion from 1982 to 2006 (approximately 466450 acres per year on average)

is used to estimate potential future habitat conversion in the impact analysis as more
representative of long-term conditions than the last 10 years.

Page 4.9-46. Table 4.9-6 is revised to read:

Table 4.9-6. Monterey County Habitat Conversions, 1882 to 2006 (Includes Cities and Coastal Areas)

Acres Converted Acres Converted Acres Converted

Conversion Type 1982-2006 1982-1996 19962006

| Habitat to Urban 14,692 9,830 4,862
Annual Grassland 5,370 3,179 2,191
Oak Woodland 4,896 3,538 1,358
Mixed Conifer 1,453 1,096 357
Monterey Pine Forest 566 515 51
Maritime Chaparral 474 379 95
Coastal Prairie 460 342 118
Baccharis Scrub 415 201 214
Riparian/Wetland 315 203 112
Dune 178 44 134
Oak Savanna 151 67 84
Baccharis Chaparral n 77 34
Dune Scrub 97 60 37
Coastal Terrace Prairie 85 56 29
Coastal Scrub 60 33 27
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Acres Converted Acres Converted Acres Converted
Conversion Type 19822006 19821996 1996-2006
Saltwater Marsh 33 32 1
Freshwater Marsh 16 8 ]
Gabilan Scrub 4 0 4
Native Grassland 4 0 4
Redwood Forest 4 0 4
Habitat to Farmland 11,185 2,976 - 8,209
Annual Grassland 8,564 1,484 7.080
Oak Woodland 653 473 180
Riparian/Wetland 641 251 39¢
Coastal Prairie 428 219 209
Mixed Conifer 388 349 39
Baccharis Scrub 269 93 176
Gabilan Scrub 93 22 71
Oak Savanna 49 49 0
Saltwater Marsh 38 0 38
Baccharis Chaparral 33 15 18
Freshwater Marsh 21 21 0
Maritime Chaparral 8 0 8

Note: The totals for Monterey pine conversion from 1982 to 2006 in this table are based on different mapping data than
shown in Exhibit 4.9-1 and used in Table 4.9-1. While a 2004 map of the current extent of Monterey pine forest is
available, a 1982 map showing Monterey pine forest extant at that time is not available that uses the same conventions as
the 2004 mapping of Monterey pine forest (Monterey County 2004b). Thus, the Montercy pine conversion shown in this
table is based on a 1982 map which shows far less Monterey pine forest (1,800 acres) than is now thought to have existed at
that time. As a result, this table understates the amount of Monterey pine forest converted from 1982 to 2006 and
overstates the amount of mixed conifer, cak woodland, and grassland conversion (as areas that would now be defined as
Monterey pine forest were defined as mixed conifer, cak woodland, and grassland in the 1982 vegetation map).

Page 4.9-54, under Other Local Programs. The following paragraphs are added to the
end of this section.

Monterey Peninsula Water Management District

The MPWMD, pursuant to its Rule 124, requires property owners to obtain a permit from
the District prior to undertaking work within the riparian area of the Carmel River. The

riparian area is defined as being within 25 linear feet of the 10-year flood waterline
defined by the Nolte and Associates for the 1984 Flood Insyrance Study for Monterey
County. Rule 124 specifically prohibits the following actions:

A. Damage, remove, alter, or otherwise injure the riverbank, riverbed, canal, or

reservoir which lies within the riparian corridor of the Carmel River, or take water
from any canal, ditch, flume, pipe or reservoir installed or operated by the Monterey
Peninsula Water Management District,

B. Damage, remove, alter or otherwise injure any sprinkler or irrigation system installed
or opetated by the Monterey Peninsula Water Management District.

C. Damage, remove, alter, deface or otherwise injure any sign, barrier, or obstruction

erected by the Monterey Peninsula Water Management District upon the riverbank or
riverbed of the Carmel River, or within the riparian corridor of the Carmel River.
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D. Damage, remove, or otherwise injure any tree within or upon the riverbank or
tiverbed of the Carmel River.

E. Damage, remove, or otherwise injure native vepetation, excluding poison oak, within
the riparian corridor.

F._Construct, alter, damage, or otherwise injure any dike or trail within or upon the
riparian corridor.

G. Drive, ride, park or travel in a motorized vehicle upon the riverbank, riverbed, or

riparian corridor of the Carmel River without a valid river access permit issued by
this District.

H. Fail, willfully, to observe any sign, marker, warning, notice, or direction which
restricts or closes the Carmel River, or any portion of its bed or banks, to motorized

vehicles.

Page 4.9-57. Table 4.9-7 is replaced in its entirety

Table 4.9-7. Monterey County GP 2007 Estimated Impacts on Natural Vegetation Communities due to
Development

Arca of Potential Effect  Estimated Arca of Effect  Fort Ord

in Planning Areas in Planning Areas - Potential Total

Natural Community outside Fort Ord outside Fort Ord Effects (b)  Effects

Annual Grassland 90,419 7,230 1,513 8,743
Baccharis and Gabilan Scrub 63,278 1,231 1,231
Baccharis Chaparral 316 25 25
Coastal Scrub 6 2 2
Coastal Prairie 952 25 25
Mixed Conifer 2,260 152 152
Maritime Chaparal 8 1 2,796 2,797
Monterey Pine Forest 4,619 247 247
Native Grassland 13 11 11
Oak Savannah and Woodland 85,814 2,045 1,505 3,550
Redwood Forest 71 1 1
Riparian and Wetland Areas 3,161 165 0 165
Total 250,917 11,133 5,814 16,947

Notes:

(a) Vegetation mapping described in Table 4.9-2 was overlayed with land use designations in the 2007 General Plan
for all locations outside Fort Ord. Where the land use designation allows development (residential, commercial,
industrial, public/quasi-public, etc.), the area was identified as a potential effect, Assumptions were made about
percentage of conversion for each land use designation. Conversions for certain categories (medium density residential,
industrial, mineral extraction) were assumed to be total (100%), whereas other categories were assumed to result in
partial conversion (such as commercial assumed to convert 50% of the designated land) or very limited conversion
(such as public-quasi public and rural density residential - both assumed to convert only 1% of designated land due to
the large acreage in these designations). Assumptions are rough estimates only and may overstate or understate actual
impacts as the exact amount of conversion on any specific parcel cannot be estimated accurately on a landscape level.
Castroville acres and the Jefferson STA were not in the GIS land use layer and were added manually from the
vegetation map GIS.

(b) Fort Ord impacts were identified based on unpublished data from the Fort Ord HCP. The total for Maritime
Chaparral for Fort Ord includes coastal scrub as the HCP data did not disaggregate the totals.
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County of Monterey Resource Management

Changes to the Text of the Draft EIR

Agency, Planning Department

Page 4.9-61, under Affordable Housing Districts. The third bullet is revised as
follows:

The Highway 68 AHO near the Monterey Airport is mostly undeveloped and includes 55
58 acres of coastal prairie, 5 12 acres of oak woodland, 10 acres of Monterey pine forest
and small areas of annual grassland , scrub, and previously disturbed areas, The-oale

Page 4.9-63, under Agriculture. The second paragraph is revised as follows:

Atheugh-no-het-expansien-of-agrctiura-aoreage : ,ThBTerlIS'HHbe
expansion of agriculture onto natural lands due to the loss or agricultural lands to urban
use and lkely also due to expansion of cropland and wine growing in enslopes-of the
Salinas Valley and other locations in the County

Page 4.9-64. Table 4.9-8 is revised (o read:

Table 4.9-8. Monterey County Agricultural Habitat Conversions, 2030 and Buildout (Includes Cities and

Coastal Areas)

Estimated Acres

Acres Converted Average Annual Estimated Acres converted by
Conversion Type 19822006 19822006 converted by 2030 Buildout
Habitat to Farmland 11,185 466 447 10,253 9,343 39,148 37,582
Annual Grassland 8,564 357343 7.850 %;536 29.974-28.775
Qak Woodland 653 2726 599 575 2,286-2104
Riparian/Wetland 641 2726 588 564 22442154
Coastal Prairic 428 18 17 392377 1,498-1-438
Mixed Cenifer 388 1616 356341 1,358-1:384
Baccharis Scrub 269 11 247 237 942904
Gabilan Scrub 93 4 8582 326312
Oak Savanna 49 2 4543 172165
Saltwater Marsh 38 2 3533 1331238
Baccharis Chaparral 33 1 3029 116 13
Freshwater Marsh 21 1 1918 741
Maritime Chaparral 8 0 7 2827

Methodology: See Table 4.9-6. Forecast.for 2030 and buildout based on 1982 to 2006 averages.

Page 4.9-65. The third paragraph on this page is revised to read:

The installation of new vineyards, row crops, and other actively managed agricultural
uses (including routine and ongoing agriculture), mining exiraction, and other activities
could also result in the elimination of essential habitat for CEQA-defined special-status
species. Even if the sensitive habitat is deliberately avoided at the project level, new
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development and intensively managed land practices would result in fragmentation of the
existing habitat and leave the CEQA-defined special-status species population at risk of
extirpation (local extinction). The exact amount of habitat conversion due to agricultural
expansion onto uncultivated lands is not known. Based on recent trends from 1982 to
2006 when approximately 466450 acres of habitat were converted each year on average,
if this trend continued to 2030, then approximately 10,253 9:850 acres of habitat would
be converted across the County.

Page 4.9-69. The first full paragraph on this page is revised to read:

Policy OS-5.16, as revised, requires biological surveys and implcmentation of mitigation
measures for development that would potentially disturb specigs or habitat that are to be
protected under the terms of CEQAdisturbed-listed species-or-its-eritical- habitat. Policy
08-5.17 requires the County to develop a program to mitigate the loss of critical habitat.
Policy 0S-5.18 requires all applicable federal state permitting requirements to be met
before disturbing any federal or state jurisdictional areas.

Page 4.9-73, under Significance Determination. The three paragraphs in this section
are revised as follows.

The definition of “special status species” in the 2007 General Plan (Glossary, p. 13) has
been deleted in the revised General Plan in favor of an expanded Glossary definition of
“Listed Species” and revised Policy OS-5.16, which offers protections for species
identified under CEQA’s mandatory finding of significance. is-limited-te-these Jisted
ynder the ESA and-the CESA and “Ceritical habitat” is defined as areas designated under
the ESA. 2007 General Plan Policies 08-5.1,-5.2,-5.3,-5.4, -5.12, -5.16,-5.17, and -5.18
require avoidance, minimization, and compensation of impacts to listed “special-status
species”. However, there is a landscape-level concern related to new discretionary
development in the Salinas Valley that may occur in potential kit fox habitat that is not
fully addsessed by the previouslyeurrently proposed General Plan policies. The revised
General Plan includes Policy 48-5.19 that calls for development of a conservation
strategy that will provide aThere-is-nie specific mechanism for mitigating potential
impacts to this species from conversion of its habitat due to discretionary development.
Additionally, proposed Policies OS-5.20 (5-year reconsideration of growth areas), OS-
5.21 (5-year reconsideration of species vulnerability and conservation strategy), 08-5.22

(stream setback ordinance), 08-5.23 (0ak woodlands mitigation program}, 08-5.24

(retention of wildlife movement corridors), and OS-3.25 (p otection of migratory birds
and raptors) will work individually and together to minimize impacts on what CEQA

cons1ders to be 2 al statu pecles Because theren—the—Ge&eml—P—L&a—deﬁm&eﬂ—eé'

status—speetes—aﬂd—ﬂae pollcles for the protectmn for habltals of llsted species w11]
produce co-benefits for non-listed (but rare) other species, the 2007 General Plan, ag
revised, providesdees-not-provide a systematic approach to address impacts of
development to CEQA-defined special-status species as described above in this
document.

This impact is considered potentially significant. beeause-However, in consideration of
revised Policy 08-5.16 and new Policies O8-5 20 through 08-5.25, development under
the 2007 General Plan would be required to mitigate for reduction in result-inreduced
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numbers range and hab1tat quantlty and quahty for plant wﬂdllfe and fish species that

species-aets. The followmg mmgat[on measures are recommended for unplcmentatmn
by the County, along with Policy GS-5.16.

Page 4.9-73, under Mitigation Measures. Mitigation Measure BIO-1.1 is deleted.

Page 4.9-74. Mitigation Measure BIO-1.2 is revised as follows:

Mitigation Measure BIO-1.2: Salinas Valley Conservation Plan to preserve habitat
for the San Joaquin kit fox in the Salinas Valley

The County shall, in concert with the USEWS-U.S. Fish and Wildlife Seivice, EBRG
California Department of Fish and Game, cities in the Salinas Valley, and stakeholders
develop a conservation plan-strategy for the Salinas Valley to provide for the preservation
of adequate habitat to sustain the San Joaquin kit fox population. The general focus arca
of the plan shall be the Salinas Valley south of the community of Chualar. The
conservation plan-strategy, at a minimum, shall be adopted by Monterey County and shall
be applied to all discretionary approvals (and their associated CEQA documents) with
potential to affect the San Joaquin kit fox within the conservation plan-strategy area. The
County shall complete the conservation strategy within 4 years of General Plan adoption.
The conservation strategy funding program shall be developed and shall inelude-consider
a mitigation fee program for which development projects will be assessed a fee based on
a proportional basis of impact to the San Joaquin kit fox as one of the options. The
contpensation plan-strategy shall be developed and implemented in coordination with the
appropriate state or federal agency and may provide mechanisms to mitigate impacts of
an individual project through one or more of the following means: identifying an agency-
approved mitigation bank or other compensation site (on- or off-site); and/or preserving
habitat; monitoring the compensation site; and funding the management of the
compensation site,

Until the adoption of the conservation strategy, habitat loss due to discretionary projects
shall be mitigated on a project-by-project basis.

Page 4.9-74. Mitigation Measure BIO-1.3 is deleted. The revisions to General Plan
Policy OS-5.16 provide for site-specific analysis and mitigation of site-specific effects on
at the development project level.
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Page 4.9-75, under Significance Conclusion. The first two paragraphs are revised as
follows:

Over 80% of the development in Monterey County within the 2030 Planning Horizon
will occur in areas designated for focused growth. Discretionary permits will be required
for this development as well as for any large scale residential and commercial
development that might occur outside of these areas (and is subject to the Subdivision
Development Evaluation System). The Subdivisien-Development Evaluation System
under Policy LU-1.19 examines subdivisions of 5 or more lots or projects of equivalent
intensity and quantitatively evaluates development in light of the policies of the General
Plan and the implementing repulations, resources and infrastructure, and the overall
quality of the development. This analysis includes consideration of environmental
impacts and mitigation. Additionally. revised Policy O8-5.16 requires preparation of a
biological study for any development project requiring a discretionary permit and having
the potential to substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish

or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or
animal community, or substantially reduce the number or restrict the range of an

endangered, rare or threatened species (this comprises CEQA-defined special status
species). When the project may adversely affect any of these species. feasible measures

to reduce significant impacts to a less than significant level shall be adopted as conditions
of approval. For discretionary development, implementation of the General Plan policies

alone would have resulted i in s1gmﬁcant 1mpacts to the San Joaqum kit fox—aﬂd—te-GEQA-

These General Plan policies and mitigation measures would address impacts from
discretionary large-scale residential, commercial, public infrastructure and agricultural
development. In combination with the application of Area Plan policies targeting
specific CEQA-defined special-status species, impacts to special-status species (both
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listed and CEQA-defined) from discretionary development would be considered less than
significant,

Page 4.9-76. The second paragraph is revised as follows:

The remaining development consists of conversion of previously uncultivated
agricultural lands to new farmland. Previously uncultivated lands are those areas that
have not been cultivated during the past 20 years. As shown in the pattern of historic
conversion (sec Exhibits 4.9.6, 4.9.7, 4.9.8, and 4.9.9), conversion of natural
communities would be widely dispersed geographically throughout the ranges of CEQA-
defined special-status species addressed in this document. Thus future habitat
conversions are expected to dispersed and not concentrated in a way that they would
substantially change overall populations of CEQA-defined special-status species. New
agricultural development would be subject to the Agricultural Waiver Program
concerning water quality protection, which will protect downstream aquatic species
habitat that contain CEQA-defined special-status species from indirect water quality
effects. For agricultural conversions on slopes greater than 25%, Policy OS-3.5 includes
requirements fo address water quality, erosion and biological resources, which would
reduce potential impacts to CEQA-defined special-status species and their habitat. Based
on the assumption that conversion of previously uncultivated lands is not anticipated to
exceed the previous 2425 year trend (1982 — 2006) in the County (approximately 466456
acres per year), the sporadic and discontinuous pattern of crop expansion, the extensive
geographic distribution of agricultural operations especially within the Salinas Valley,
and the application of current regulatory requirements to address off-site water quality
impacts, agricultural conversion is not considered to result in a significant impact to
CEQA-defined special-status species or their habitat.

Page 4.9-77. The discussion under “Mitigation Measures” is revised as follows:

Mitigation Measures BIO-1.21-3-threugh BIO-1-3 as described above.

Mitigation Measure BIO-1.4: By 2030, prepare an Update to the General Plan to
identify expansion of existing focused growth areas and/or to identify new focused
growth areas to reduce loss of natural habitat in Monterey County

...... ionati Ah-areas .At ﬁve xeat mtervals,
the Couutv shall examine the degree to whlch thresholds predicted in the General Plan
EIR for the timeframe 2006-2030 for increased population, residential construction and
commercial growth have been attained. If the examination indicates that actual growth is

within 10% of the thresholds (10.015 new housing units; 500 acres new commercial

development: 3111 acres new industrial development and 10.253 acres of land converted
to agriculture) the County shall initiate a General Plan Amendment process to consider

the expansion of focused growth areas established by the General Plan and/or the
designation of new focused growth areas. The purpose of such expanded/new focused

growth areas would be to reduce the loss of CEQA-defined special status Species and
habitat addressed by Policy 08-5.16 due to continued urban growth-after2038. The
new/expanded growth areas shall be designed to accommodate at least 80% of the
projected residential and commercial growth in the unincorporated County from 2030 to
buildout. This update will also address expansion of agricultural operations and potential

impacts to GEQA-defined-special-status-the species and habitat addressed by policy OS-
3.16.
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Page 4.9-78. Mitigation Measure BIO-1.5 is revised as follows:

Mitigation Measure BIO-1.5: By 2030, prepare a Comprehensive County Natural
Cemmunities Conservation PlanStrategy

At five vear intervals, the County shall examine the degree to which thresholds for
increased population, residential construction and commercial growth predicted in the
General Plan EIR for the timeframe 2006-2030 have been attained. If the examination
indicates that actual growth is within 10% of the growth projected in the General Plan
EIR (10,015 new housing units; 500 acres new commercial development; 3111 acres new
industrial development and 10,253 acres of land converted to agriculture), then the
County shall assess the vulnerability of currently non-listed species becoming rare,
threatened or endanaered due to proj ected develonment The County shall complete the
preparatlonofa 54l ated-areas-inon gty by no than

speeia:l—swms—weeies onservanon strategy for those areas contammg substa.ntml smtable

habitat for plant and wildlife species with the potential to become listed species up-e
buildoutofthe-County due to development. The County shall invite the participation of

the incorporated cities, the federal land agencies, Caltrans and other stakeholders. The
NGCP-conservation strategy shall also cover preservation of sensitive natural
communities, riparian habitat, and wetlands, and wildlife movement corridors and
include mechanisms inckading such as on and off-site mitigation ratios and fee programs

for mitigating impacts_or their equivalent.

Page 4.9-78. The first paragraph under “Significance Conclusion” is revised as follows:

Implementation of General Plan policies and Mitigation Measures BIO-}-1-threugh BIO-
1.2, 1.4, and 1.5 would reduce impacts of buildout on CEQA-defined special-status
species and their habitat to a less than significant level.

Page 4.9-81. Insert the following at the end of the “Open Space and Conservation”
section:

Revised Policy 0S-5.16 will require a biological study to be prepared for any
development project requiring a discretionary permit and having the potential to
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife
population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal
community, or substantially reduce the number or restrict the range of an endangered,

' rare or threatened species. The results of the study will be used in the site-specific
environmental analysis for that project.

Page 4.9-86. Revise the first paragraph under “Project Level Mitigation Measure,” as
follows:

ARevised Policy O8-5.16, as described above under Impacts
to CEQA-defined special-status species, will act to mitigate this impact.
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Page 4.9-86. Mitigation Measure BIO-2.1 is revised as follows:

Mitigation Measure BIO-2.1;: Stream Setback Ordinance.

FheIn order to preserve riparian habitat, conserve the value of streams and rivers as

wildlife corridors and reduce sediment and other water quality impacits of new
development, the county shall develop and adopt a eeunty-wide Stream Setback

Ordinance. The ordinance shall te-establish minimum standards for the avoidance and
setbacks for new development relative to streams. The ordinance shall identify
standardized inventory methodologies and mapping requirements, A stream
classification system shall be identified to distinguish between different stream types
(based on hydrology, vegetation, and slope, etc.) and thus allow application of standard
setbacks to different stream types. The ordinance shall identify specific setbacks relative
to inland portions of the following rivers and crecks so they can be implemented in the
Area Plang; Salinas, Carmel River, Arroyo Seco, Pajaro River, Nacimiento, San Antonio,
Gabilan Creek, and Toro Creek. The ordinance may identify specific setbacks for other
creeks or may apply generic setbacks based on the stream classification developed for the

ordmance The pufpeseef—the ordmance wrll—be—te—pfesewe—ﬂpaﬂan—hab}mt—aﬁd—peduee
at-as opment-shall identify appropriate

uses w1thm the setback area that would not cause removal of riparian habitat
compromise identified riparian wildlife corriders,or compromise water quality of the
relevant siream.

The Stream Setback Ordinance shall apply to all discretionary development, County
public projectswithin-the-Ceunty and to conversion of previously uncultivated
agrieultural-land (as defined in the General Policy Glossary) on nermal soil slopes over
15% or on highly erodible soils on slopes over 10%. The stream setback ordinance shall
be adopted within three (3) years of adoption of the General Plan.

Page 4.9-86. Mitigation Measure BIO-2.2 is revised as follows:
Mitigation Measure BIO-2.2: Oak Woedlands Mitigation Program,

The County shall prepare, adopt and implement a program that allows project to mitigate
the loss of oak woodlands, The program swveuld-inelude shall be consistent with
Californis Public Resources Code Section 21083 .4, and will identify a combination of the

following mitigation alternatives: a) ratios for replacement, b) payment of fees to mitigate
the loss or direct replacement for the loss of oak woodlands and monitoring for
compliance, and ¢} conservation easements. The program would identify criteria for
suitable donor sites. Mitigation for the loss of oak tree-woodlands may be either on-site
or off-site. The program would allow payment of fees to either a local fund established
by the County or a state fund. Until such time as the County program is implemented,
consistent with Public Resources Code section 21083.4 (b), peyment-of projects shall pay
a fee may be-made to the State Oak Woodlands Conservation-Pregram Fund (OWCE).
Replacement of oak woodlands shall be-on-a-minimaum-1:1ratio-provide for equivalent
acreage and ecological value at a minimum of 1:1 ratio. The program shall prioritize the
conservation of oak woodlands that are within known wildlife corridors as a high priority.
The cak woodlands mitigation program shall be adepted within 5 years of adoption of the
General Plan.
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Page 4.9-87. Mitigation Measure BIO-2.3 is revised as follows:

Mitigation Measure BIO-2.3: Add Considerations Regarding Riparian Habitat and
Stream Flows to Criteria for Long-Term Water Supply and Well Assessment.

Public Services Policies PS-3.3 and PS-3.4 establish the criteria for proof of a long-term
water supply and for evaluation and approval of new wells. The following criteria shall
be added to these policies:

m  Policy PS-3.3.i—Effects on instream flows necessary to support riparian vegetation,
wetlands, fish, and other aquatic life including migration potential for steelhead, for
the purpose of minimizing impacts to those resources and species.

m  Policy PS-3.4.g—Effects on instream flows necessary to support riparian vegetation,
wetlands, fish, and other aquatic life including migration potential for steelhead, for
the purpose of minimizing impacts to those resources and species.

h— A discretionary permit shall be required for new wells in the Carmel Valley alluvial
aquifer. All new wells shall be required to fully offset any increase in exiractions from
this aquifer. These requirements shall be maintained until such a time that the Coastal
Water project (ot its equivalent) results in elimination of all Cal-Am withdrawals in
excess of its legal rights.

i— A discretionary permit shall be required for all new wells in fractured rock or hard
rock areas in the North County Area Plan in order to provide for case by case review of
potential water quality and overdraft concerns. This requirement shall be maintained
until such a time that a water supply project or projects are completed that addresses
existing water quality and water supply issues in fractured rock or hard rock areas,

Page 4.9-87. Revise the first paragraph under “Project Level Mitigation Measure,” as
follows:

Mitigation-Measure BIO-13Revized Policy 05-5.16, as described above under Impacts
to CEQA-defined special-status species, will act to mitigate this impact.

Page 4.9-88. Revise the first paragraph under “Mitigation Measures,” as follows:

Mitigation Measures BIO-13; 1.2;-1:3, 1.4, and 1.5 as described above under Impacts to
CEQA-defined special-status species.

Page 4.9-88. Revise the f'n'st paragraph under “Significance Conclusion,” as follows:

Implementation of General Plan policies, in particular Policy 08-5.16, Mitigation
Measures BIO-11through-BIO-1.2, 1.4 and 1.5, and Mitigation Measures BIO-2.1
through 2.3 would reduce impacts of buildout on sensitive natural communities, riparian
habitat, and wetlands to a less than significant level.

Page 4.9-91. Revise the second full paragraph, as follows:

Policy 0S-5.11 promotes conservation of large, continuous expanses of native trees and
vegetation as the most suitable habitat for maintaining abundant and diverse wildlife.
Policy 08-5.13 encourages efforts to obtain and preserve natural areas of particular
biologic, scientific, or educational interest and restrict incompatible uses from
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encroaching upon them. Policy 08-5.16, as revised. will require a biological study to be

prepared for any development project requiring a discretionary permit and having the
potential to substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or
wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or
animal community, or substantially reduce the number or restrict the range of an
endangered, rare or threatened species. Policy OS8-17 requires the County to develop a
program to mitigate the loss of critical habitat,

Page 4.9-91, Safety Element. Delete this paragraph.

Page 4.9-94, under Mitigation Measure BIO-3.1: The measure is revised as follows:

The County shall require discretionary projects to retain movement corridors of adequate
size and habitat quality to allow for continued wildlife use based on the needs of the
specres occupymg the habrtat. The County shall mulre that expansion of censiderthe
need dlife-move d AT meing major roadways and public
mfrastructure projects te—provrde movement opportumtres for terrestrial wildlife and te
ensure that existing stream channels and riparian corridors continue to provide
opportunities for wildlife movement and access. Among others, sources of information
about wildlife corridors in Monterey County can be found in the following references:

m  California Wilderness Coalition. 2001. Missing Linkages: Restoring Connectivity to
the California Landscape.

m  The Nature Conservancy. 2006. California Central Coast Ecoregional Plan Update.
October.

Page 4.9-95. Revise the first paragraph, as follows:

Over 80% of the development in Monterey County within the 2030 Horizon will occur in
areas designated for focused growth. Discretionary permits will be required for this
development as well as for any large scale residential and commercial development that
might occur outside of these arcas (subject to the Subdivision Evaluation System). For
discretionary development, implementation of the General Plan policies alone would
have potentially resulted in significant impacts to wildlite movement corridors.
Mitigation Measure BIO-3.1 requires consideration of wildlife movement for all
discretionary projects. Mitigation Measure BIO-1.2 would address impacts to kit fox
habitat that might occur from development and w111 have co-beneﬁts for the protecuon of
Wlldhfe movement for other spec1es b : g : :

mevemeﬂt—eemdefs—Mmgauon Measure BIO-2 1 wuuld further protectlon riparian
corridors for wildlife movement.

The biological studv required pursuant to Policy OS-5.16, as revised, will identify
ildlife corridors on a site-specific basis. This will enable the County to apply pertinent
conditions of approval to the project.
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Page 4.9-95. Revise the last paragraph, as follows:

The remaining development consists of conversion of previously uncultivated
agricultural lands to new farmland. As shown in the pattern of historic conversion (see
Exhibits 4.9.6, 4.9.7, 4.9.8, and 4.9.8), conversion of natural communities would be
widely dispersed geographically throughout the County. Based on the assumption that
conversion of previcusly uncultivated lands is not anticipated to exceed the previous
2425 year trend (1982 — 2006) in the County (approximately 466450 acres per year), the
sporadic and discontinuous pattern of crop expansion, and the geographic distribution of
agricultural operations (especially within the Salinas Valley), agricultural conversion is
not considered to result in a significant impact to wildlife movement corridors.

Page 4.9-96. Delete the second paragraph under “Mitigation Measures,” as follows:

Page 4.9-97, first paragraph under “Significance Conclusion.” Revise the paragraph
as follows:

Implementation of General Plan policies would focus growth to 2030 and Mitigation
Measure BI0O-1.4 would focus growth for the period after 2030. Implementation of a
NCCP for the County would provide for long-term conservation needs, which to be
effective, must include effective preservation of wildlife movement corridors. Mitigation
Measures BIQ-1.2 would address conservation needs for the San Joaquin kit fox which
will produce co-benefits for wildlife movement corridors. The new Stream Setback
Ordinance would further protection of riparian corridors beyond the level provided in the
General Plan. Mitigation-Measure-BIO-1-3-weuld Policy 05-5.16, as revised, will
require consideration of preservauon of wildlife movement areas as part of the b1olog1ca1

study prepared during project- review. The combined cffect of these measures is to
identify and plan for the long-term vitality of wildlife movement corridors in the Count
and thus this impact is less than significant.

Page 4.9-98. Revisc Mitigation Measure BIO-3.2 as follows:
Mitigation Measure BIO-3.2: Remove Vegetation during the Nonbreeding Season

and Avoid Disturbanece of Nesting Migratory Birds, Including Raptors, as
Appropriate (generally September16-to-January-31February 1 to September 15).

enbreedin : Occupled nests of
statutorily motected m1gratory blrds—meludmg and raptors will be-aveided duringthis
periedshall not be disturbed during the breeding season (generally February 1 to
September 15). The county shall consult, or require the developer to consult, with a
qualified biologist prior to any site preparation or construction work in order to (1)
determine whether work is proposed during nesting season for migratory birds or raptors,
(2) determine whether site vegetation is suitable to nesting migratory birds or raptors, (3)
identify any regulatory requirements for setbacks or other avoidance measures for
migratory birds and raptors which could nest on the site, and (4) establish project-specific
requirements for setbacks, lock-out periods, or other methods of avoidance of disruption
of nesting birds. The county shall require the development to follow the
recommendations of the biologist. This measure may be implemented in one of two

ways: (1) preconstruction surveys can be conduected to identify active nests and if found,
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adeqguate buffers shall be provided to avoid active nest disruption until after the young

have fledged: or {2} vegetation removal can be conducted during the non-breeding season
(generally September 16 to January 31); however, removal of vegetation glong

waterways shall require approval of all appropriate local, state, and federal agencies.

This policy would not apply in the case of an emergency fire event requiring tree
removal. This policy would apply for tree removal that addresses fire safety planning

since removal can be scheduled to reduce impacts to migratory birds and raptors.

Page 4.9-104. Revise the third paragraph under “Mitigation Measures,” as follows:

Mitigation Measure BIO-1.5: By 2030, prepare a Comprehensive County Natural
Communities- Conservation PlanStrategy

Section 4.9 Exhibits. Exhibit 4.9-1 was revised to incorporate the latest mapping of
Monterey pine forest extent. Exhibit 4.9-2 was updated to note the Monterey pine forest
within the Highway 68/Airport AHO and the correct extent of the designated wine
corridor. Exhibits 4.9-3 and 4.9-4 were updated to note the d the correct extent of the
designated wine corridor. New Exhibit 4.9-5a was added to show the critical habitat for
Yadon’s piperia. These exhibits are at the end of this chapter.

Section 4.10, “Cultural Resources”

Page 4.10-7. Insert the following after the discussion of the Essclen peoples at the top of
the page.

Salinan

The Salinan culture inhabited eastern and southern Monterey County though the precise
extent of their territory is uncertain. According to mission records, their territory roughly
extended in the interior from Soledad in the porth to San Luis Obispo in the south and.
along the coast from Lucia in the north to Morro Bay in the south. Prior to European
contact, the Salinan spoke a language tentatively classified as a member of the
Californian branch of the Hokan language family (Hester 1978). The number of
prehistoric dialects remains unknown, and because no known native speakers survive, the
language is considered extinct.

The Salinan have been conventionally subdivided into two main bodies: the Antoniano
or Northern of the northwest half of the range, and the Migueleno or Southern who
occupied the southeastem half of the range. As the names imply, the division assumes
association with either of the two Spanish missions established on Salinan lands:
Mission San Antonio de Padua, established 1771, and Migsion San Miguel, to the south,
founded in 1797 (Hester 1978). Population estimates are based largely on mission-era
documents. and estimates from neighboring groups for which more information is

available. Common population estimates for the Salinan area as a whole range from
2.000 and 3,000, during the early 19™ century (Kroeber 1925). All known village

locations for which names are recorded occur along the Estrella, San Antonio, Salinas,
and Nacimiento Rivers, along Cholame Creek to the east, and along the coast.
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The Salinan dietary breadth accommodated a wide variety of animal and vegetal
resources. The material culture of the Salinap reflects a broad economic and subsistence
foundation. Use of the bowl mortar and pestle, as well as the mano and metate is evident,
in addition to wooden and hopper mortars, and stone bowls. General-purpose tools and
tasic-specific items such as fishhooks were crafted from materials such as sheii and bone
(Hester 1978). Salinan economy was based primarily on procurement and manufacture
of local resources, and evidence suggests moderate amounts of local and distant trade.
Contact with the Yokuts to the east and the Chumash t¢ the south appears to have been
fairly consistent in areas with cotnmon cultural boundaries. Archaeological expressions
suggest the Chumash and Yokuts had influence on the Salinan, based on shared material
culture and, with the Chumash. possible common ancestry. Reciprocal visits allowed
eroups of each nation limited access to lands and resources once considered exclugive

(Hester 1978).

Limited information allows for only the broadest interpretation of Salinan social and
political organization. It is not unlikely that the social and political organization of these
people differed greatly from patterns observed among neighboring groups in the region.
Observed in its basic structure, the primary social entity is the tribelet, composed of a
single village or multiple affiliated villages. Neighbors and outsiders were considered as
such with respect to the distances between the Salinan and those outside the tribelet.
Similar to other Native American groups in California, there appears to be no concept of
a chief_but rather a headman. whose position was most likely based on family wealth or
descent but whose power may have extended over multiple villages (Harrington 1942).

Page 4.10-9, under State Historic Preservation Programs. Revise the second bullet as
follows.

®  California Register of Historical PlacesResources

Page 4.10-15, under Mitigation Measures. Revise Mitigation Measure CUL-1 as
follows.

Policy CSV-1.1 of the Central Salinas Valley Area Plan will be revised to read:

C8V-1.1 8pecial Treatment Area: Paraiso Hot Springs—The Paraiso Hot Springs
propertics shall be designated a Special Treatment Area. Recreation and visitor serving
land uses for the Paraiso Hot Springs Special Treatment Area may be permitted in
accordance with a general development plan and other discretionary approvals such as
subdivision maps, use permits, and design approvals. The Special Treatment Area may
include such uses as a lodge, individual cottages, a visitor center, recreational vehicle
accommodations, restaurant, shops, stables, tennis courts, aquaculture, mineral water
bottling, hiking trails, vineyards, and orchards. The plan shall address cultural resources
protection, fire safety, access, sewage treatment, water quality, water quantity, drainage,
and soil stability issues (APN: 418-361-004, 418-361-009, 418-381364-021, 418-
381361-022).

Page 4.10-27, under Level of Significance after Mitigation. Revise the paragraph as
follows.

All impacts on cultural resources would be less than significant with implementation of
the measures in the 2007 General Plan, and no-additional mitigation measure CUL-1, as

discussed under Impact CUL-1 weuld-be-required.
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Changes to the Text of the Draft EIR

Section 4.11 Public Services and Utilities

Page 4.11-5, second paragraph under “Wastewater Treatment Facilities”. Revise
the paragraph as follows:

The Carmel Area Water District (CAWD) is the other regional district providing
wastewater services in the county. The CAWD operates and maintains sewage
collection, treatment, and disposal facilities. The District’s facilities are located at the
mouth of the Carmel River and serve the City of Carmel-by-the-Sea, Del Monte
Forest/Pebble Beach, and portions of the Carmel Valley. The permitted wastewater
treatment plant capacity is 3.04.6 MGD (about 9.221:2 acre-feet per day) and current
demand is 2.04-7 MGD (about 6.15-2 acre-feet per day).

Page 4.11-6, Table 4.11-4. The table is revised as follows:

Table 4.11-4. Municipal Wastewater Disposal in Monterey County

Wastewater
Treatment Treatment Remaining
System Service Area Level Capacity Current Use Capacity
Monterey " Del Rey Oaks, Marina, Tertiary 29.6 MGD 21 MGD 8.6 MGD
Regional Water ~ Monterey, Pacific (27.0 MGD
Pollution Control G*_rove, Sa!inas, Sand permitted)
Agency City, Seaside
Carmel Area Carmel-by-the-Sea, Tertiary 4.0 MGD 2.07MGD 1.027 MGD
Wastewater Pebble Beach, portions (3.0 MGD
District of Carmel Valley permitted)
Gonzales Gonzales Primary L36-706 MGD  0.524035 0.7760:356
MGD MGD
Greenfield Greenfield Primary 1.0 MGD 0.968MGD  0.18:2MGD
King City King City Secondary 3.0:2MGD 120731 1.80-469
MGD MGD
Soledad Soledad Secondary 5.6 MGD 3425MGD 0733 MGD
(4.13-1+ MGD
permitted)

MGD = Million gallons per day.

Sources: Association of Monterey Bay Area Govemments 1999; Local Agency Formation Commission of
Monterey County 2006a, 2006b, 2007; Central Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board. 2006.

Page 4.11-8, last paragraph under “Water Diversion Rates”. Revise the paragraph as
follows:

The State requires that each jurisdiction achieve a diversion rate of at least 50 percent.
As of 2006. Monterey County iswas eurrently-in compliance with this requirement,

March 2010
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Page 4.11-34, under Mitigation Measure PS-1. Revise the measure as follows:

PS-1: The County will add the following pelicy to the 2007 General Plan:

Policy S-3.9: require all future developments to implement Best Management Practices
{BMPs) as approved in the Monterey Regional Storm Water Management Program which
are designed to mcogporate themest—feas&ble—nmnber—ef—Low Impact Development-(E1D)
techniques-into-their-storm ment-plen. BMPsThe LID-techuiques may
include, but are not lumted to grassy swales, rain gardens, bioretention cells, tree box
filters, and preserve as much native vegetation as feasible possible on the project site.

Page 4.11-37, under Significance Determination. Revise the first paragraph as follows:

Implementation of the 2007 General Plan would increase solid waste generation, and
therefore would consumerequire-additional landfill capacity and require new or expanded
transfer stations and recycling facilities. As summarized in Table 4.11-5, the four active
landfills located in Monterey County have adequate capacity to accommodate additional
solid waste generated by implementation of the 2007 General Plan.

Section 4.13, “Hazards and Hazardous Materials”

Page 4.13-29, first paragraph. The first sentence is revised as follows.

Policies $-6.1 {emergency service availability consideration), $-6.2 (emergency service
priority based on highest population), 5-6.3 (establishment of Development Impact
Ordinance for protection coverage and emergency services facilities), §-6.4 (Community
Area development based on emergency response time), $-6.5 (eountywide-fire and
ambulance service-level goals), and 5-6.6 (development of informational brochures
regarding level of fire and ambulance service) establish specific performance standards
such as staffing ratios and response times so that the County’s emergency response
systems are always adequate.

Page 4.13-29, second paragraph. The second sentence is revised as follows.

Policy 8-6.5 establishes eountywide service level goals for fire and
ambulance/emergency service as:

Section 4.16, “Climate Change”

Page 4.16-1. Third paragraph is revised as follows:

For buildout within the County beyond the 2030 planning horizon, not all of the
technology has been developed to implement reductions to meet the goals of Executive
Order 8-3-05, which requires reduction of GHG emissions to levels 80 percent below
1990 levels by 2050. Mitigation identified in this chapter requires continuation of the
GHG Reduction Plan beyond 2030 as well as adoption of a new General Plan by 2030
that would examine options to focus growth for the period after 2030. These measures
would identify feasible means along with state and federal actions that might be able to
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reduce emissions to 80 percent below 1990 Jevels, but given that the means to effect such
emissions are not known at present, buildout within the County beyond 2030 is
determined to make a eonsiderably considerable contribution to cumulative GHG
emissions and global climate change

Page 4.16-4. The second paragraph is deleted:

Page 4.16-5. The second paragraph is revised as follows:

An inventory of current Monterey County GHG emissions was prepared estimated on the
basis of estimated vehicle miles traveled, natural gas consumption, electricity use,
industrial process activity, landfill activity, fugitive methane from natural gas pipelines
and agrieultural offroad equipment use and is presented in Table 4.16-1. The
methodology for preparation of the current GHG inventory is presented in the Technical
Supporting Data at the end of this FETR-Appendix-B. The inventory methodology for the

local community emissionsgevernment-operations is consistent with the California
Climate Action Registry (CCAR) General Protocol (CCAR 2008) and The Climate

Registry General Protocol (The Climate Registry 2008).
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Page 4.16-5. Table 4.16-1 is revised as follows:

Table 4.16-1. Monterey County Greenhouse Gas Emissions Estimate, 2006

Source GHG Emissions % of Total Notes
Vehicle Emissions 647,175 45% Includes miles on County roads and 25%
45% of state highway miles.
Natural Gas Consumption 190,848 14% Residential, commercial, and industrial
13% consumption from PG&E.
Electricity Consumption 209,103 15% Residential, commercial, and industrial
consumption from PG&E.
Industrial Processes 201,290 14% Based on MBUAPCD inventory data.
Landfill Emissions 32,829 2% Based on CTWMB data.
Offroad Equipment Use 152,114 11% Based on OFFROAD model with
apportionment.
Fugitive Methane from Nat. Gas  5.417 0% Based on California per capita average
Pipelines
Agricultural Equipment Foel Use 113;139 854

Total 100%

1394404
1,438.778

Source: See Technical Supporting Data at the end of this FEIR

Page 4.16-6. First paragraph, is revised as follows:

Comparing Monterey County to Califomia, the 2006 emissions related to unincorporated
Monterey County represent approximately 0.3 % of 2004 California emissions (EARB
has-not yetreleased-a-2006-emissions-estimate).

Page 4.16-7. First paragraph, third line from last is revised as follows:

It cited several risks that California faces from climate change, including reduction in the
state’s water supply, increased air pollution creation by higher temperatures, harm to
agriculture, and increase in wildfires, damage to the coastline, and economic losses
caused by higher food, water, energy, and insurance prices. Further the legislature stated
that technological solutions to reduce GHG emissions would stimulate California
economy and provide jobs.

Page 4.16-8, under AB 32. Fifth bullet is revised as follows:

m  January 2.336H 2011 —Adoption of GHG emission limits and reduction measures
by regulation.
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Page 4.16-8, under AB 32 Early Actions. First bullet is revised as follows:

m  Group |—Three new GHG-only regulations are proposed to meet the narrow legal
definition of “discrete earty action greenhouse gas reduction measures” in Section
38560.5 of the Health and Safety Code. These include the Governor’s Low Carbon
Fuel Standard, reduction of refrigerant losses from motor vehicle air conditioning
maintenance, and increased methane capture from landfills. These actions are
estimated to reduce GHG emissions between 13 and 26 MMT of CO.¢) annually by
2020 relative to projected BAU levels. If approved for listing by the Goveming
Board, these measures will be brought to hearing in the next 12 to 18 months and
take legal effect by January 1, 2010,

Page 4.16-9. Second paragraph from the bottom, third line from the bottom is revised as
follows:

On a per-capita basis, that means reducing annual emissions of 14 tons of carben dioxide
for per person in California down to about 10 tons per person by 2020. Below isa
summary of the recommended reduction strategies.

Page 4.16-11. Table 4.16-2 is revised as follows:

Table 4.16-2. Summary of AB 32 Draft Scoping Plan Recommendations

2020 Reductions
Recommended Reduction Strategies Sector (MMTCQO;¢)
Masizus 1-2-funder-evaluation)

Estimated Reductions Resulting from the Combination of Cap-and-Trade Program and Complementary
Measures

California Light-Duty Vehicle GHG Standards - Implement Transportation 317
Pavley standards Develop Pavley II light-duty vehicle

standards

Energy Efficiency Electricity & 26.326:4

e  Building and appliance energy efficiency and Commercial and
conservation 32,000 GWh reduced electricity demand ~ Residential
- 800 million therms reduced gas use

¢ Increase Combined Heat and Power (CHP) electricity

production by 30,000 GWh
s  Solar Water Heating (AB 1470 goal})
Renewables Portfolio Standard (33% by 2020) Electricity 21.321:2
Low Carbon Fuel Standard Transportation 15165
Regional Transportation-Related GHG Targets High-Global Transportation High 5.016:2
Marming Potential Gas-Measures GWER
Sustainable Foresls Eorests 5
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2020 Reductions

Recommended Reduction Strategies Sector (MMTCO,e)
Water Sector Measures Wiater 48
Vehicle Efficiency Measures Transportation 4.54-8
Goods Movement Transportation 3.7

¢  Ship Electrification at Ports

e  System-Wide Efficiency Improvements
Heavy/Medium Duty Vehicles Transportation 1425

+ Heavy-Duty Vehicle GHG Emission Reduction

(Aerodynamic Efficiency)

* Medium-and Hea:vy-Duty.Vehicle Hybridization
Million Solar Roofs (Existing Program Target) Electricity 2.1
Indugtrial Measures (for sources covered under cap-and-trade Industrial Land Use 0.32
program) and-Local-Government

e Refinery Measures

»  Energy Efficiency and Co-benefits Audits
High Speed Rail Transportation 1.0
Lendfill Methano-Contral Reoyeling-SWaste 1
Mothane CopturestLerge Deiriss Apreniire 1
Energy Efficiency and Co-Benefits Audits for Large Industrial ~ Industrial 0.37BD
Sources
Adr_iitipnal Reduciiions Necessary to Achieve the Cap 344352

Estimated Reductions from Uncapped Sources/Sectors

High Global Warming Potential Gas Measures High GWP 20.2
Sustainable Forests Forests 50
Industrial Measures (for sources not covered under cap-and- 0Oil and Gas Extraction 1.1
trade program) and Transmission
Recycling and Waste (landfill methane capture) Recycling and Waste 1
Total Reductions Counted Toward 2020 Target 174469
Source: California Air Resources Board 2008¢eb.
Notes:

(1) An emissions cap of 365 MMTCOe covering electricity, transportation, residential/commercial and industrial
sources by 2020 is adopted as part of the California Cap-and-Trade Program Linked to Western Climate Initiative.

(2) Regional Transportation-Related GHG Targets is an estimate of what may be achieved from local land use
changes and is not the SB 375 regional target. The regional targets will be set separately.
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Page 4.16-14 through 4.16-17. The discussion of the greenhouse gas emissions
significance threshold is revised as follows:

Greenhouse Gas Emissions

AB 32 states, in part, that *“Global warming poses a serious threat to the economic well-
being, public health, natural resources, and the environment of California.” Because
global warming is the result of GHG emissions, and GHGs are emitted by innumerable
sources worldwide, global climate change is clearly a significant cumulative impact.
However, the global increase in GHG emissions that has occurred and will occur in the
future are the result of the actions and choices of individuals, businesses, local
governments, states, and nations. Thus, the analysis below should be understood as an
analysis of cumulative contributions to a significant global impact.

The Governor’s Office of Planning and Research (OPR) developed is-develeping, and the
California Resources Agency (Resources Agency) will-certify-and adopted amendments
to the CEQA Guidelines en-or before January-1,2018, pursuant to Senate Bill 97
{Dutton, 2007). These new CEQA Guidelines, which are scheduled to take effect march
18, 2010, will-provide regulatory guidance on the analysis and mitigation of GHG
emissions in CEQA documents. These guidelines specify that CEQA document should

disclose the baseline GHG emissions, project GHG emissions, make a signjficance
determination, and adopt mitigation where significant impacts are identified.
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CEQA currently has no thresholds for GHG emissions. As described by the OPR
guidelines technical advisory, in absence of established thresholds regulatory guidance-or
standards, lead agencies must undertake a project-by-project analysis, consistent with
available guidance and current CEQA practice. What follows is Monterey County’s
significance criteria framework for this EIR on the 2007 General Plan

Scientific studies (as best represented by the IPCC’s periodic reports) demonstrate that
climate change is already occumng due to past GHG emissions. Forecastmg of future
growth and related GHG emissions under “business as usual (BAU) conditions indicates
large increases in those GH(G emissions accompanied by an increasing severity of
changes in global climate. Thus, the best scientific evidence concludes that global
emissions nust be reduced below current levels.

On a state level, AB 32 identified that an acceptable level of GHG emissions in
California 2020 is 427 million metric tons of CO.e, which, according to the ARB AB-32
Scoping Plan (CARB 2008) is the same as 1990 GHG emissions level, is about 15%H%
less than current (486-million-metric-tons GO,e-in2004) GHG emissions, and is about
28% less than projected 2020 BAU conditions (596 million metric tons CO5e). Further.
CARB specifically recommended that local municipalities throughout California seek to

lower their emissions by 15 percent compared to current levels (CARB 2008).

Thus, on a state level, if California can achieve these reductions, Califernia as a whole
will not contribute considerably to global GHG emissions. California’s emissions in
2020 will still make a cumulative contribution to global GHG emissions, but relative to
current baseline emissions will be substantively reduced.

In order to achieve these GHG reductions, there will have to be widespread reductions of
GHG emissions from sources in many various sectors across the California economy
including in Montercy County. Some of those reductions will need to come from the
existing sources of emissions in the form of changes in vehicle emissions and mileage,
changes in the sources of electricity, and increases in energy efficiency by existing
residential, commercial, industrial, and agricultural development as well as other
measures. While County action can help to promote GHG reductions from the existing
economy, existing development is not under the discretionary land use authority of the
County, and thus most of these reductions will come as the result of state and federal
mandates. The remainder of the necessary GHG reductions will need to come from
requiring new development to have a lower carbon intensity than BAU conditions.
County land use discretion can substantially influence the GHG emissions from new
development.

! “Busmess as usual” (BAU) condmons are defmed as populatmn and economic growth in the future using current
d and-cy oS tandardse ergy consumptmn averages Fer—thas—EI-l%

Bquireres i BEUIFSTRET BAU condmons presume no lmprovements in energy
efﬁclency, water efﬁc1ency, fuel efﬁc1ency beyond that exlstmg today
Specifically, BAU conditions do not include the GHG reduction measures included in the CARB Draft Scoplng Plan
(FuneDecember 2008) which are not yet fully enacted in statute.
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County of Monterey Rescurce Management Changes to the Text of the Draft EIR
Agency, Pianning Depariment

In terms of determining whether GHG emissions in Monterey County will be
cumulatively considerable, one has to evaluate whether Monterey County, is doing its
part to ensure that California, as a whole, meets the AB 32 target. While there can and
likely will be variation in how much reductions each city or county or region can
realistically achieve by 2020, on the average, they must all be approximately 2830
percent compared to BAU conditions or 15 percent compared to current conditions.

Thus, the simplest measure of whether Monterey County emissions will contribute
considerably to GHG emissions in 2020 is whether they are 1528 % less than BAL
current conditions. If they are, Monterey County would not contribute considerably to
state or global GHG emissions and related climate change effects. Put another way, if
Monterey County emissions are greater than 8572% percent-of BAUcurrent GHG
emissions, then the emissions of new development allowed by the 2007 GP (along with
the ongoing emissions of existing development} would contribute considerably to state
and global GHG emissions and related climate change effects.

Thus, for this EIR, the 2007 GP would result in a cumulatively considerable contribution
to a significant cumulative impact if:

®  GHG emissions associated with unincorporated Monterey County (including the
GHG emissions of Monterey County government and the GHG emissions in
unincorporated part of the County) are greater than 85 72 percent of cutrent
forecasted BAY GHG emissions.

The 2007 GP requires preparation of a detailed current GHG inventory and GHG forecast
for the County for 2020 within 24 months of GP adoption. As discussed below, the
recommended goal for the GHG reduction plan required by Policy 08-10.11 is to reduce
County GHG emissions by 1528% relative to currentBAY emissions in 2020.

For the interim, this EIR will rely on the estimate of GHG emissions prepared for this
EIR for 2030, adjusted to the year 2020. As discussed below, based on current estimated
BAU emissions, the 2007 GP will result in GHG emissions that exceed the significance
criteria. Mitigation measures are included accordingly. As discussed above, in the next
years the State will be adopting comprehensive regulations/to reduce the GHG emissions
from vehicles, industry, building, and other sources. These regulations are expected to
play a major part in reaching the goal of reducing eurrently projected 2020 emissions

levels by fifteen twenty-eight percent.
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County of Monterey Resource Management Changes to the Text of the Draft EIR
Agency, Planning Department

Page 4.16-18, under Impact of Development with Policies is revised as follows:

New GHG Emissions from transportation, and direct and indirect energy consumption
from residential, commercial, and industrial growth, landfill emissions, offioad
equipment. fugitive methane from natural gas pipelines, wineries/ancillary uses in the
AWCP, the Coastal Water Project, and changes in carbon stock/sequestration were
estimated for the 2030 Planning Honzon for developtnent allowed by the 2007 General
Plan and are shown in Table 4.16-3. Emis 0
estimated for the-reasens-diseussed-below-

Transportation Emissions

New vehicle carbon dioxide emissions will result from new residential, commercial,
industrial and public service development. The results of the EMFAC2007 modeling
indicate that as of 2030, vehicular traffic within the Monterey County planning area with
implementation of the 2007 General Plan (without consideration of City or adjacent
County growth) would increase CO;e émissions by 73.000 136;660 metric tons in 2030.
Taking into account the adopted AB 1493 standards for GHG emissions, there could be a
reduction of 11% in the carbon dioxide emissions of light duty vehicles and therefore the
increased emissions for 2030 would be 68.000 126,000 metric tons instead of 73,000
136,000 tons.

The AB-32 Draft Scoping Plan calls for implementation of AB 1493 standards
{commonly called Pavley I} for GHG emissions and a more stringent enhancement
named Pavley II, which would result in a reduction in GHG emissions from passenger
vehicles of 20% by 2020. In addition, the Scoping Plan includes the implementation of a
Low Carbon Fuel Standard that will reduce GHG emissions from passenger vehicles by
10%. The Pavley 1 and II efforts and Low Carbon Fuel Standard would result in an
increase in GHG emissions of 49,522 489,680 metric tons in 2030 instead of 73.000
136,000 tons.

Page 4.16-19. Table 4.16-3 is replaced in full as follows:
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County of Monterey Resource Management Changes to the Text of the Draft EIR
Agency, Planning Department

Page 4.16-21, under Indirect Electricity GHG Emissions as follows:

New buildings allowed by the 2007 General Plan would also consume electricity. By
2030, residential and commercial development allowed by the 2007 General Plan would
result in estimated increase in annual indirect GHG emissions of 25,000 metric tons
related to electricity under BAU conditions.

Taking into account the adopted SB0178/SB107 RPS standards, there could be a
reduction of 8% in the GHG emissions related to electricity production by PG&E and
thus the increase in indirect GHG emissions would be reduced to 23,000 metric tons.
The Scoping Plan calls for an increase in RPS standards to 33%, as well as the million
solar roof initiative, and improvements in energy efficiency which would result in a
reduction of 32.521% in the GHG emissions related to electricity production by PG&E
and thus the increase in indirect GHG emissions would be reduced to 15,000 20,060
metric tons.

Page 4.16-21 and 4.16-22 under Emissions Associated with Landfills is revised as
follows:

Development allowed by the 2007 General Plan would result in increased generation of
waste which would require disposal in a landfill, which would increase methane
cmissions.

Based on population data, there would be an increase of population in the unincorporated
County by 27% by 2030 and by 9895% at buildout. Landfill emissions in 2006 were
estimated as 33,000 metric tons of CO2e. Thus increased GHG emissions by 2030 due to
new growth are estimated to be 9,000 metric tons of COZ2e.

Off-Road Equipment Emissions

OfT-Road equipment emissions were estimated using the CARB QFFROAD model and
apportioned to the unincorporated County area and increased by approximately 57, 000
metric tons CO2e per vear in 2030 compared to 2006. Offroad equipment for agriculture
is included in this total

Page 4.16-22 under Agricultural Emissions is revised as follows:

Agricultural Emissions
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County of Monterey Resource Management Changes to the Text of the Draft EIR
Agency, Planning Department

On-Road Agricultural transportation emissions are included in the overall transportation
emissions. Energy-related emissions associated with wineries and ancillary uses in the

AWCP were specifically estimated for the new development allowed by the 2007
General Plan and total just over 5,000 metric tons COZ2e per year at 2030, Offroad

equipment for agriculture is included in the total for offroad equipment.
Fugitive Methane from Natural Gas Pipelines

Fugitive methane emissions associated with natural gas pipelines serving unincorporated
areas were estimated by applying a per capita emissions factor from the California
inventory to the unincorporated population in 2030. The estimated increase in fugitive

methane emissions is 1,500 metric tons CO2e per year at 2030 compared to 2006.
Coastal Water Project

GHG emissions from the proposed Coastal Water Project were added to the inventory
given that this project (or an equivalent desalination project) appears reasonably
foreseeable to address current water deficits. An estimated 2,890 metric tons of CO2e
per year (CPUC 2009) were added to the forecast emissions at 2030

Page 4.16-22 under Emissions Associated with Land Use Changes is revised as
follows:

Emissions Associated With Land Use Changes

Development allowed by the 2007 General Plan would result in the conversion of natural
vegetation and agricultural lands that would result in the loss of carbon sinks. Although
there are Giventhe uncertainties associated with estimated GHG fluxes associated with
natural vegetatlon and agncultu.ral lands the potentIaI loss of carbon smks was aet
quantified;by & 28
Using literature values for the carbon stock and carbon seguestratlon value for dlffercn
broad land cover types, and the estimate changes in those land cover types to 2030, a

rough approximation was made of the net ¢! ¢ in GHG fluxes associated with natural
yegetation and agricultural lands. Annualizing the one-time carbon stock losses due to
conversions and adding the changes in annual sequestration, land use changes would

1esuit in a net increase of 26,000 metric tons of CO2e per year. As discussed below a
number of 2007 General Plan policies seek to limit the amount of natural tand conversion
due to urban growth.

Page 4.16-29, under Significance Determination. The second and third paragraph are
revised as follows:

As shown above in Table 4.16-3, GHG emissions in Monterey County under BAU
conditions would result in 2020 emissions that are 1116% higher than current (2006)
GHG emissions without consideration of currently adopted programs (AB 1493 and SB
1078/SB 107). With consideration of currently adopted programs, County GHG
emissions would be 54% lesshigher than current (2006) GHG emissions and would be an
estimated 9594% of BAU GHG emissions. This amount exceeds the significance
threshold of 8572% of currentBAY GHG emissions.
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County of Monterey Resource Management Changes to the Text of the Draft EIR
Agency, Planning Department

Implementation of the GHG Reduction Plan by the County could, in theory.weuld reduce
emissions to the significance threshold. However, preparation of the plan is at least 24
months in the future, and current policies do not provide a comprehensive framework for
reducing GHG emissions in the County for discretionary development, and thus without
the articuiation of specific requirements for GHG reductions, the 20607 General Plan
would result in a considerable contribution to cumulative GHG emissions and global
climate change.

Page 4.16-30. Mitigation Measure CC-1a is revised as follows:

Mitigation Measure CC-1a: Modify Policy OS-10.11 regarding the Greenhouse Gas
Reduction Plan

Revise Policy 08-10.11 as follows:

058-10.11  Within 24 months of the adoption of the General Plan, Monterey County
shallwill develop and adopt a Greenhouse Gas Reductlon Plan Wlth a target to reduce
emissions by 2020 by-28% ¥ : TRissIENS:
level that is 15% less than 2005 emission levels

At a minimum the Plan shall:

a. establish an inventory of current (2006) GHG emissions in the County of Monterey
including but not limited to residential, commercial, industrial and agricultural
emissions;

b. forecast GHG emission for 2020 for County operations;

c. forecast GHG emissions for areas within the jurisdictional control of the County for
“business as usual” conditions;

d. identify methods to reduce GHG emissions;

e. quantify the reductions in GHG emissions from the identified methods;
f. requirements for monitoring and reporting of GHG emissions;

g. establish a schedule of actions for implementation;

h. identify funding sources for implementation; and

identify a reduction goal for the 2030 Planning Horizon,

—

During preparation of the greenhouse Gas Reduction Plan, the County shall also evaluate
potential options for changes in County policies regarding land use and circulation as
necessary to further achieve the 2020 and 2030 reduction goals and measures to promote
urban forestry and public awareness concerning climate change.

Page 4.16-30. Mitigation Measure CC-2 is revised as follows:

Mitigation Measure CC-2: Add Policy 0S-10.12: Adoption of a Green Building
Ordinance

08-10.12  Within 24 months of adoption of the General Plan, the County shall adopt a
Green Building Ordinance to require green building practices and materials for new civic
buildings and new private residential, commercial and industrial buildings that will

Final Environmental Impact Report ' March 2010
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County of Monterey Resource Management Changes to the Text of the Draft EIR
Agency, Pianning Department

include, but are not limited to, the following technologies. strategies or their functional
equivalent:

& All new County government projects and major renovations shall meet, at a
minimum, LEED-Silver standards or an equivalent rating system

®  All new commercial buildings shall meet requirements ofbe-certified-under the
LEED rating system for commercial buildings or an equivalent rating system.

= All new residential projects of 6 units or more shall meet the Green Point Rating
System for residential buildings, or an equivalent alternative rating system

m  The county shall require consideration of solar building crientation, solar roofs, cool
pavements, and planting of shade trees in development review of new commercial
and industrial projects and new residential projects of 6 units or more.

B Prioritized parking within new commercial and retail areas for electric vehicles,
hybrid vehicles and alternative fuel vehicles shall be provided for new commercial
and institutional developments.

m  New commercial and industrial projects greater than 25,000 square feel shall be
required to provide on-site renewable energy generation as part of their development
proposal. This requirement can be met throngh a solar roof or other means.

Page 4,16-31. Mitigation Measure CC-3 is revised to read:
CC-3: New Policy 0S-10.13—Promote Alternative Energy Development

08-10.13: The County shall use Geographic Information Systems (GIS) to map and
assess local renewable resources, the electric and gas transmission and distribution
system, community growth areas anticipated to require new energy services, and other
data useful to deployment of renewable technologies.

The County shall adopt an Alternative Energy Promotion ordinance that will:

®m  identify possible sites for production of energy using local renewable resources such
as solar, wind, small hydro, and, biogas;

®  consider the potential need for exemption from other General Plan policies
conceming visual resources, ridgeline protection, biological resources;

m  evaluate potential land use, environmental, economic, and other constraints affecting
renewable energy development; and

= adopt measures to protect beth renewable energy resources, such as utility eascment,
right-of-way, and land set-asides as well as visual and biological resources.

The County shall also complete the following:

m  Evaluate the feasibility of Community Choice Aggregation ({CCA) for the County.
CCA allows cities and counties, or groups of them, to aggregate the electric loads of
customers within their jurisdictions for purposes of procuring electrical services.
CCA allows the community to choose what resources will serve their loads and can
significanily increase renewable energy.

m  IfCCA is ultimately not pursued, the County shall evaluate the feasibility of
purchasing renewable energy certificates to reduce the County’s contribution to
GHG emissions related to County electricity use.
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County of Monterey Resource
Agency, Planning Department

Management Changes to the Text of the Draft EIR

= The County shall develop a ministerial permit process for approval of small-scale
wind and solar energy systems for on-site home, small commercial, and farm use.

Page 4.16-32. Mitigation Measure CC-4 is revised to read:

Mitigation Measure CC-4: New Policy PS-5.5 — Promote Recycling and Waste
Reduction

PS-5.5 The County shall promote waste diversion and recycling and waste energy
recovery as follows:

m  The County shall adopt a 75% waste diversion goals

m  The county shall support the extension of the types of recycling services offered (e.g.
to include food and green waste recycling).

m  The County shall support waste conversion and methane recovery in local land fills
to generate electricity.

m  The County shall support and require the installation of anaerobic digesters or
equivalent technology for winery facilities-and-wastewater treatment facilities under
County jurisdiction.

Page 4.16-32. Mitigation Measure CC-5 is revised to read:

Mitigation Measure CC-5: Adopt GHG Reduction Plan for County Operations

Within 12 months of adoption of the General Plan, the County shall quantify the current
and projected (2020) GHG emissions associated with County operations and adopt a
GHG Reduction Plan for County Operations. The goal of the plan shall be to reduce
GHG emissions associated with County operations by at least 28% relative to BAU 2020
conditions.

Potential elements of the County Operations GHG Reduction Plan shall include, but are
not limited to, the following measures or their technological or functional equivalent: an
energy tracking and management system; energy-efficient lighting; lights-out-at-night
policy; occupancy sensors; heating; cooling and ventilation system retrofits; ENERGY
STAR appliances; green or reflective roofing; improved water pumping energy
efficiency; central irrigation control systems; energy-efficient vending machines;
preference for recycled materials in purchasing; use of low or zero-emission vehicles and
equipment and recycling of construction materials in new county construction;
conversion of fleets(as feasible) to electric and hybrid vehicles; and solar roofs.

Page 4.16-33, Significance Conclusion. The second paragraph is revised to read:

As shown above in Table 4.16-3, with consideration of currently adopted programs,
County GHG emissions would be 52% higher than current (2006) GHG emissions and
would be an estimated 943% of BAU GHG emissions. This amount exceeds the
significance threshold of 8572% of current BAY GHG emissions. The GHG reductions
associated with full implementation of 2007 General Plan policies and the proposed
mitigation have not been quantified but will be quantified during the GHG reduction

planning required by Policy 0S-10.11. and-recommended mitigation;
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County of Monterey Resource Management Changes to the Text of the Draft EIR
Agency, Planning Department

Page 4.16-34, Transportation Emissions is revised to read:

The results of the modeling indicate that at buildout (assumed to be 2092), under BAU
conditions, vehicular traffic in the Monterey County planning area would result in
increased CO,¢ emissions related to increased VMT would be 331,000 400,000 metric
tons at buildout.

Taking into account the propased Pavley II standards, yehicle efficiency measures and
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard, there could be a reduction of 2738% in the carbon
dioxide emissions of passenger vehicles compared to BAU. If Pavley II and the Low
Carbon Fuel Standard are implemented as part of the ARB Draft Scoping Plan, the
increased emissions would be 243,000 320,060 metric tons compared to 331,000 400,008
metric tons under BAU conditions.

Page 4.16-34, Direct Energy Consumption Emissions is revised to read:

New buildings would consume natural gas for heating, cooking, and other processes and
other area sources. At buildout, residential, commercial and industrial development
allowed by the 2007 General Plan would result in estimated new annual carbon dioxide
emissions of 952,000 metric tons.

Page 4.16-35. Table 4.16-4 is replaced in full as follows:
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County of Monterey Resource Management Changes to the Text of the Draft EIR
Agency, Planning Department

Page 4.16-36, Indirect Electricity GHG Emissions, is revised as follows:

New buildings would also consume electricity. At buildout, residential, commercial and
industrial development allowed by the 2007 General Plan would result in estimated
increase in annual indirect GHG emissions of 9189,000 metric tons related to electricity
under BAU conditions.

Taking into account the proposed 33% RPS standard, the million solar roof program and
energy efficiency measures in the AB 32 Drafi-Scoping Plan, there could be a reduction
of 32.521 % in the GHG emissions related to electricity production by PG&E and thus
the indirect GHG emissions_increase would be further reduced to 671,000 metric tons. It
is likely that the carbon intensity of eleciricity generation 80 years in the future will be far
lower than that resultant from full implementation of the AB 32 Scoping Plan 33%RPS
standard.

Page 4.16-36, Industrial Emissions, is revised as follows:

Based on employment data, there would be an increase of industrial employment by 96%
at buildout. Industrial process emissions in 2006 were estimated as 201,000 metric tons
of CO2e. Thus increased GHG emissions at buildout due to new growth are estimated to
be 194,000 metric tons of CO2e. A number of the proposed measures in the AB 32 Draft
Scoping Plan would help to reduce industrial GHG emissions but the potential amount of
reduction has not been estimated.

Off-Road Equipment Emissions

Off-Road equipment emissions were estimated using the CARB OFFROAD model and
apportioned to the unincorporated County area and increase by approximately 179,000

metric tons CO2e per vear at buildout compared to 2006. Offroad equipment for
agriculture is included in this total

Page 4.16-36, Agricultural Emissions, is revised as follows:

While economic forecasting of agricultural employment was available for the 2030
planning horizon, the amount of expansion or contraction of the agricultural economy
over 80 yeats in the future is unknown. Further, there are substantive uncertainties in
estimating GHG emissions associated with diverse agricultural practices and crops.

- As noted above, agricultural transportation emissions are
included in the overall transportation emissions. Energy-related emissions associated
with wineries and ancillary uses in the AWCP were specifically estimated for the new
development allowed by the 2007 General Plan and assumed to occur by 2030 (~5.000
metric tons of CO2e). Offroad equipment for agriculture is also included in the
emissions estimate and totals approximately 96,000 metric tons (an jncrease of just over
24,000 metric tons of CO2e), and is included in the total for offroad equipment.

Fugitive Methane from Natural Gas Pipelines

Fugitive methane emissions associated with natural gas pipelines serving unincorporated
areas were estimated by applying a per capita emissions factor from the California

inventory to the unincorporated population. The estimated increase in fugitive methane
emissions is 5.300 metric tons CO2e per year compared to 2006.
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County of Monterey Resource
Agency, Planning Department

Management Changes to the Text of the Draft EIR

Coastal Water Project
GHG emissions from the proposed Coastal Watier Project were added to the inventory

given that this project (or an equivalent desalination project) appears reasonably

foreseeable to address current water deficits. An estimated 2,890 metric tons of CO2e

per year (CPUC 2009) were added to the forecast emissions.

Page 4.16-36, Emissions Associated with Land Use Changes, is revised as follows:

Development allowed by the 2007 General Plan through buildout would result in the
conversion of natural vegetation and agricultural lands that would result in the loss of
carbon sinks. Although there are Given-the uncertainties associated with estimated GHG
fluxes associated with natural vegetatlon and agncultural lands the potentlal loss of
carbon sinks was aet-quantified-by 2 : :

with-etherseurces. Using literature values for the carbon stock and carbon seguestratm
value for different broad land cover types, and the estimate changes in those land cover

types to buildout, a rough approximation was made of the net change in GHG fluxes
associated with natural vegetation and agricultural lands. Annualizing the one-time
carbon stock losses due to conversions and adding the changes in annual sequestration,
land use changes would result in a net reduction of 32,000 metric tons of CO2e per year.
As discussed below a number of 2007 General Plan policies seek to limit the amount of
natural land conversion due to urban growth.

Page 4.16-37, Emissions Associated With Waste Processing, is revised as follows:

Page 4.

Development allowed by the 2007 General Plan would result in increased generation of
waste which would require disposal in a landfill, which would increase methane
emissions.

Based on population data, there would be an increase of population in the unincorporated
County by 9895% at buildout. Landfill emissions in 2006 were estimated as 33,000
metric tons of CO2e. Thus increased GHG emissions by buildout due to new growth are
estimated to be 323,000 metric tons of CO2e,

Given the current and planned implementation of landfill gas capture and use of waste to
energy technology in the future, future waste disposal may not contribute substantial
amounts of methane. However, until full capture and reuse of landfill gas is achieved,
there will be increased emissions associated with additional waste disposal.

16-39, first paragraph under Sea Level Rise. Revise the second sentence, as

follows:

Under the higher warming scenario, sea level is anticipated to rise 224035 39 to 55
inches by 2100.
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County of Monterey Resource Management Changes to the Text of the Draft EIR
Agency, Planning Department

Section 5, “Alternatives to the 2007 General Plan”

Page 5-3. Revise the first full paragraph as follows.

The estimates of new residential development to 2030 under the various alternatives are
based on two sources. The 1982 General Plan, GPI, and GPU 4 alternatives’ estimates
reflect the February 2007 report prepared by Bay Area Economics comparing the effects
of those three alternatives in anticipation of placing the GPI on the countywide ballot.
The GPU3 estimate is derived from applying the historic residential growth rate (based
on AMBAG forecasts) to the available land under that alternative. The TOD estimate is,
by the nature of the alternative, the same as the 2007 General Plan. The estimates of
residential development presented in Tables 5-1 through 5-5 have been revised since the
release of the DEIR to reflect anticipated growth between 2000 and 2030. This provides
a simpler comparison between the alternatives and the proposed 2007 Gengrat Plan. The

comparative impact anglyses in Section 5 have been updated to reflect those changes.

Page 5-7, under 5.3.1.1 Development Comparison. Revise Table 5-1 as follows.

Table 5-1. Comparison: No Project Alternative and Proposed Project to 2030

Difference®
Category Existing 1982 General Plan 2007 General Plan (No Project vs. 2007 General Plan)
Residential 13,570 dwelling units 13,420 dwelling units 130 more dwelling units

* Difference in projected new dwelling units is based on the difference between the estimated housing units within
the unincorporated County from 20002005 to 2030 for the No Project Alternative and from 20002006 to 2030 for
the 2007 General Plan,

Source: Bay Area Economics. 2007. Analysis of Monterey County General Plans and Quality of Life Initiative.
February; Association of Monterey Bay Area Governments (2004).

Page 5-13, under 5.3.2.9 Biological Resources. Revise the second paragraph as
follows. |

In companson the proposed 2007 General Plan would not substantially increase the rate
of conversmn of grazmg land to more mtenswe agricultural uses. ;heweverthe 1932

gtiveAs modified, the policy pelieies-regarding
the conversion of land on steep slopes is more restrictive than that of the 1982 Plan
because it prohibits development and conversion of uncultivated land on stopes in excess
of 25%, except under special circumstances (as compared to 30% for the 1982 Plan).
Additional policies are proposed in the 2007 General Plan to inventory natural habitats,
avoid state and federally listed wildlife species, including designated federal critical
habitat, and evaluate and mitigate impacts on special status species or their critical habitat
that are not included in the 1982 General Plan. The 2007 General Plan also contains a
policy committing the County to develop and implement a future program for mitigating
the loss of critical habitat as a result of new prajects. Mitigation of losses would also be
required under state and federal law. The 1982 General Plan and 2007 General Plan
would be somewhat comparable on balance with respect to impacts on biological
resources; however, with the imposition of the mitigation measures proposed in this EIR
with respect to special status species, kit fox habitat mitigation, stream setbacks, oak
woodland protection and raptor protection, the 1982 General Plan would have greater
impacts to biological resources than the 2007 General Plan.
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County of Monterey Resource Management Changes to the Text of the Draft EIR
Agency, Planning Department

Page 5-14, under 5.3.2.11 Public Services and Utilities. Revise the first paragraph as
follows.

Implementation of the existing 1982 General Plan would result in significantadwverse
impacts from new or expanded fire protection, sheriff’s protection, schools, libraries,
medical facilitics, wastewater, and solid waste facilities. The extent of these impacts
would depend upon the facilities. The 1982 General Plan does not provide for
concentrating new development within the unincorporated County within Community
Areas and Rural Centers. If desired levels of services were to be maintained, more
facilities, albeit smaller, might be required than under the proposed 2007 General Plan.

A greater number of small facilities is less cost-effective than centralized services and,
for that reason, may not be practical. Domestic water supplies are limited in several areas
of the County, including the Monterey Peninsula and Pajaro area. The 1982 General Plan
includes policies encouraging coordination among water service providers to assure that
groundwater is not overdrafted, prohibiting water-consuming development in areas that
do not have proven adequate water supplies, and requiring new development to connect
to existing water suppliers, where feasible. The 1982 General Plan has not been effective
in avoiding this significant effect.

Page 5-15, under 5.3.2.12 Parks and Recreation. Revise the second paragraph as
follows.

By comparison, the 2007 General Plan includes additional policies, including the
establishment of Adequate Public Facilities and Service standards, that will be used to
obtain park and recreation facilities along with residential subdivisions and require that
Community Area Plans identify adequate park and recreation facility sites. These
standards do not, however, establish a specific level of service for parks and recreation
facilities as mandated under the Quimby Act (Government Code Section 66477), which
weakens their effectiveness. The potential adverse impacts on parks and recreation from
the 1982 General Plan would be the same as those of the 2007 General Plan. However,
Mitigation Measure PAR-1 in this EIR would require the County to cnact a general
policy establishing a ratio of parks and recreation landfer acreage to population. This
would strengthen the ability of the County to continue to exact parks and recreation

facilities from subdivision projects and make the impacts of the 2007 General Plan less

1982 General Plan greater-than those of the prejeet1 982 General Plan.

Page 5-18, under 5.4.1.1 Development Comparison. Revise the first paragraph and
Table 5-3 as follows.

A comparison of development potential between GPU3 and the 2007 General Plan during
the 2030 planning horizon is provided in Table 5-2. In comparison to projected growth
under the 2007 General Plan during the planning horizon, implementation of GPU3
would result in 255 more3;650-fewer new dwelling units.

Table 5-2. Comparison: GPU3 and Proposed Project (2030)

Category GPU3 2007 General Plan Difference* (GPU3 vs. 2007 General Plan}

Residential 13,675 dwelling units 13,42010,015 dwelling units ~ 2553:650 more dwelling units

*Difference in projected dwelling units is based on the difference between the estimated housing units within the
unincorporated County from 20002085 to 2030 for GPU3 and from 20002006 to 2030 for the 2007 General Plan.

Source: Association of Monterey Bay Area Governments (2004).
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County of Monterey Resource
Agency, Planning Department

Management Changes to the Text of the Draft EIR

Page 5-19, under 5.4.2 Land Use. Revise the fourth paragraph as follows.

Page 5-

Overall, GPU3 envisions substantially more growth than the 2007 General Plan and
proposes to accommodate it through a variety of approaches. In terms of development
potential, GPU3 would accommodate 2553;658 more new dwelling units than the 2007
General Plan, While GPU3 does contain a rigorous annexation policy that would address
city-county land use conflicts, this would not fully address the land nse conflicts created
in the unincorporated county because of the number of Rural Communities established.
In addition, GPU3-proposed amendments to the coastal zone land use plans have the
potential to create land use conflicts with the Local Coastal Program. Therefore, GPU3
would have greater impacts on land use than would the 2007 General Plan.

22, under 5.4.2.7 Air Quality. Revise the second paragraph as follows.

GPU3 would allow an estimated 2553;650 more new dwelling units by 2030 than are
proposed under the 2007 General Plan. As a result, there would be less traffic congestion
once roadways attained LOS C, but potential air quality impacts related to vehicular
sources of emission would likely be slightly greater than what would occur under
implementation of the 2007 General Plan as a result of more automobiles and presumably
more vehicle miles travelled under GPU3. The potential adverse impacts on air quality
from GPU3 would be slightly greater than those of the 2007 General Plan, but the
difference would be so small that the impacts would be practically the same.

Page 5-22, under 5.4.2.8 Noise. Revise the first sentence in the third paragraph as
follows.

GPU3 would allow for 2553,650 more dwelling units by 2030 than the 2007 General
Plan.

_ Page 5-25, under 5.4.2.14 Aesthetics, Light, and Glare. Revise the paragraph as
follows.

Implementation of GPU3 would have significant impacts on scenic vistas, scenic
highways, visual character, and light and glare because of the more intense land uses
envisioned under this alternative compared to the existing setting. By comparison, the
2007 General Plan would have similarly significant impacts, albeit over a smaller
developable area with fewer Rural Centers. AeeerdinglyBecause GPU3 would result in a
more extensive distribution of residential development, potential impacts on aesthetics,
light, and glare would be greater under GPU3 than under the 2007 General Plan.

Page 5-25, under 5.4.3 Conclusion. Revise the first paragraph as follows.

The GPU3 Alternative would be the most growth accommodating option of the
alternatives, in terms of the number of development nodes, with eight Community Areas
and 18 Rural Centers; more so than the 2007 General Plan. GPU3 has greater impacts on
land use, agricultural resources, geology and soils, ranspertation;-air-guality; noise,
hazardous materials, aesthetics, and populat:lon and housing than the 2007 General Plan.
It has similar impacts on water resources, air quality, minerals, biological resources,
cultural resources, public services, and parks and recreation. This alternative would net
reduce any-of the transportation impacts identified for the 2007 General Plan.
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County of Monterey Resource
Agency, Planning Department

Management Changes to the Text of the Draft EIR

Page 5-27, under 5.5.1.1 Development Comparison. Revise the first paragraph and

Table 5

Table 5-3. Comparison:

-3 as follows.

A comparison of development potential between GPI and the 2007 General Plan over the
2030 planning horizon is provided in Table 5-3. Development under the GPI would
result in approximately 5535,90+ more dwelling units than the proposed 2007 General
Plan.

GPI and Proposed Project to 2030

Category GPI 2007 General Plan Difference (GPI vs. 2007 General Plan)
Residential 13,973 dwelling units ~ 13.42046;015 dwelling 5535901 dwelling units
units®

*D1fference in projected dwellmg umts is based on the dlfference between the estlmated housmg umts within the
unincorporated County from 200020085 to 2030 for GPU3 and from 20002006 to 2030 for the 2007 General Plan.

Source: Bay Area Economics. 2007. Analysis of Monterey County General Plans and Quality of Life Initiative.

February

Page 5-29, under 5.5.1.4 Water Resources. Revise the second paragraph as follows.

All of these are significant problems that would also result from development under the
2007 General Plan. While the potential effects of the GPI would be less than those of the
2007 General Plan by virtue of the greater compactness of the urban development
contemplated, the GP! lacks many of the comprehensive water resource goals and
policies contained in the 2007 General Plan. Meteover,-there-is greater However, the total
development under GPI to the year 2030 than-for GP-2007 is similar to that of GPUS, but
with significant reliance of providing housing on lots of record throughout the
unincorporated area. This would result in greatersimilar impacts to water resources
overall although it could be offset by the greater intensity of growth in the few
community areas and cities. Taking these factors into consideration, development to the
2030 planning horizon under the GPI would have a-slightlygreater largely the same
impact on water resources than-would as the 2007 General Plan.

Page 5-32, under 5.5.1.10, Biological Resources. Revise the first paragraph as follows.

The GPI retains and strengthens the vegetation and wildlife policies contained in the
existing 1982 General Plan. The key policies from the GPI’s Conservation Element
protecting biological resources are the following:

m  Policy #22 provides, in part, that “Significant Ecological Areas (SEAs) and the
wildlife they support shall be protected against any significant disruption of habitat

values and only uses dependent on those resources shall be allowed within SEAs.”
SEAs are defined in the GPI to include “[a]ny area in which plant or animal life and

their habitats are either rare or especially valuable because of their special nature or
role in an ecosystem and which could easily be disturbed or degraded by human
activities and developments.” The definition lists 29 categories of habitats that are
considered SEAs.

B Policy #23 states with limited excepti “no grading, filling, land clearance or

land disturbance, use of a toxic material, timber harvesting, land subdivision, or any
other development or construction activity shall take place within any Significant

Ecological Area (SEA).” Policy #23 makes an excepiion where “to prohibit such
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Agency, Planning Department

activity would make an existing parcel unusable,” and would require consideration
of a use permit in any such situation,

m  Policy #24 would require all new development, “even when not itself located in a
Significant Ecological Area,” to avoid impacts to SEAs. The Policy provides
minimum setback requirements from selected SEAs.

The GPI alternative would appear to have stringent protections for biological resources.
However, these GPI policies are so restrictive as to be unfeasible to implement. Under
Policy #22, uses within the SEAs would be limited to activities that are resource

dependent and that do not adversely affect the SEAs. Policy #23 does not provide an
adequate exception to this policy because: (1) it would prohibit grant of a use permit
when the project could not reduce the impact on an SEA below the level of significance,
and {2) it would require meeting all federal and state permits before a County permit

could be approved. By establishing a broad definition of SEA, arguably any project that
would eliminate habitat or encroach on an SEA could not be mitigated below a level of
significance. Consideration of federal and state permits is dependent upon the prior
approval of a local permit, which creates a “Catch-22" for development permits. The

County is the lead agency for permits under its jurisdiction, such as a use permit, and
federal and state regulators will not act on the federal and state approvals necessary to the
project until the County has granted approval. Therefore, a project cannot demonstrate
that js has met “all applicable federal and state repulations,” and, the County permit
cannot be approved.

Policies #22 and #23 would prevent the County from providing sufficient development
opportunities to meet the RHNA numbets established for the County’s Housing Element
and, as a result, the County would not be able to comply with Housing Element Law.
The current AMBAG-assigned RHNA number for the unincorporated County is 1.554
units for the 2009-2014 housing element cyele. This number cannot be reached by

essentially halting all residential development outside of the five Community Areas
identified in the GPL

Policy #24 will require substantial minimum setbacks from selected SEAs, including 300
feet from the top of the bank of perennial streams and rivers. This will apply to projects
that are not otherwise within SEAs and no provision is made for exceptions to this rule.
As a result, there will be properties that cannot be developed due to their proximity to
SEAs.

Implementation of these policies would leave the County vulnerable to claims of
“regulatory takings” under the Fifth Amendment of the U.S. Constitution. A takings
occurs when a regulation eliminates all economic use of the property. In order to avoid a
takings claim, the County would be obligated to pay or otherwise provide the property
owner just compensation for the affected land.

Implementation of Complianee-writh these policies would be infeasible, resulting in
development with significant impacts on sensitive habitats, wetlands, riparian areas,

wildlife movement, and tree preservation. Conversion of grazing lands, which provide
wildlife habitat, to intensive agricultural cultivation, which provides little habitat value,
would continue in the flatter portions of the County, However, the GPI would prohibit
new agricultural cultivation on slopes over 15%. This would also act to limit the
conversion of hilly grazing land to agricultural use, thereby reducing impacts on wildlife
in those areas. Additionally, the GPI policies concentrate new development in the cities
and the Community Areas, thereby minimizing the conversion of habitat by urban uses.
Conversion on lots of record would potentially be greater, however.
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County of Monterey Resource Management Changes to the Text of the Draft EIR
Agency, Planning Department

Page 5-33, under 5.5.1.11, Cultural Resources. Revise the second paragraph as
follows.

The proposed policies of the 2007 General Plan, by comparison, are more protective of
these resources than are the provisions of the GPI. In addition, the GPI results in the
development of 553 more housing units by the year 2030 than would GPUS, Therefore,

with less protective policies and a slightly greater potential for development, the GPI
would have greater impacts on cultural resources as the 2007 General Plan,

Page 5-39. Revise the sixth bullet on this page as fellows.

m  The proposed 2007 General Plan, as revised, would prohibit development on stopes
greater than 25%368%, with limited exceptions. Rather than a grading permit for
agricultural conversion on slopes exceeding 25%, as in GPU4, the 2007 General Plan
would require approval of a discretionary permit on glopes from 15'2.: to 25% an
over 25% with additional restncttonsthe@eumy—te
precess. The 2007 General Plan requires approval of a management plan addressing
resource issuessets-out-a list of eriteria (i.e., soils, erosion potential and control,
water demand and availability, proposed methods of water conservation and water

guah'_cy protectlon, and protectlon of i unporlnnt vegetatlon and wﬂd]lfe habitats water
émnage—end—ﬂeed—%&rds) as part of the rhsmttongy p tth&t—weuld—be

Page 5-40, under 5.6.1.2 Develepment Comparison. Revise Table 5-4 as follows.

Table 5-4. Comparison: GPU4 and Proposed Project (2030)

Difference
Category GPU 4 2007 General Plan (GPU4 vs. 2007 General Plan)
Residential 16,900 dwelling units 13,420140;045 dwelling units* 3.4808,828 more dwelling units

*Difference in projected dwelling units is based on the difference between the estimated housing units within the
unincorporated County from 20002605 to 2030 for GPU3 and from 20002006 to 2030 for the 2007 General Plan.

** Employment is based on the same time periods.

Sources: Bay Area Economics. 2007 Analysis of Monterey County General Plans and Quality of Life Initiative.
February; AMBAG 2004,

Page 5-45, Revise the first paragraph as follows.

Additionally, GPU4 would allow more development on steeper slopes without perrmts
than would the 2007 General Plan, since GPUS52007 includes a prov1s10n gevemmg
restnctmg development on slopes over 25% through discretion

th g Hives. Also, the DES under GPU4 would allow approva.l
of pmjects w1th envmmmental 1mpacts whereas the “pass-fail” aspect of the DES under
the 2007 General Plan would encourage denial of such projects. Therefore, potential
adverse impacts on geology, soils, and seismicity from GPU4 would be greater than those
of the 2007 General Plan, but would still be less than significant.
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Page 5-53, under 5.7.2 Development Comparison. Revise Table 5-5 as follows.

Table 5-5. Comparison: TOD Alternative and Proposed Project (2030)

Category TOD Alternative 2007 General Plan Difference (TOD vs. 2007 General Plan)
Residential 13.42021,666 dwelling  13,42021,666 dwelling 0 dwelling units

Target housing in units units

Transit Nodes and 4,0266;500 dwelling

Corridors (30%) units

Page 5-59, under 5.8 Environmentally Superior Alternative. Revise Table 5-6 as
follows.
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County of Manterey Resource Management
Agency, Planning Department

Table 5-6. Summary of 2007 General Plan Alternatives.

Changes to the Text of the Drafi EIR

TOD
Topical Area 2007 General Plan No Project GPU3 GPI GPU4 Alternative
Land Use Significant Greater Greater Less Same Greater
Agriculture Significant Greater Greater Greater Greater Less
Resources
‘Water Resources  Significant Greater Same GreaterSame Same Less
Geology, Soils, Less Than Significant Greater Greater Less Greater Same
and Seismicity
Mineral Less Than Significant Same Same Same Same Same
Resources
Transportation Significant Greater GreaterLess  Less Greater  Less
Air Quality Significant Greater GreaterSame  Less Greater Less
Greenhouse Gas'  Less Than Significant Greater Greater Greater® Greater Same
Noise Less Than Significant®  Greater Greater Same Greater  Greater
Biological Significant Greater Same Greater Greater Less
Resources
Cultural Less Than Significant Greater Same Greater Same Less
Resources
Public Services Less Than Significant Greater Same SameLess* Greater  Less
and Utilities
Parks and Significant Greater Same Less Greater  Same
Recreation
Hazards and Less Than Significant Greater Greater Greater Same Less
Hazardous
Materials
Aesthetics, Significant Greater Greater Less Greater Same
Light, and Glare
Population and Significant Same Greater Same Greater Same
Housing
Notes:

1. The 2007 General Plan and the TOD Alternative would include specific requirements for preparation and
adoption of a Greenhouse Gas Reduction Plan that will require specific actions to reduce GHG emissions to
1990 levels by the year 2020, None of the other alternatives include that feature.

2. The GPI alternative will have lesser traffic and air quality impacts than the 2007 General Plan. However, it
does not contain a requirement for a Greenhouse Gas Reduction Plan and will not undertake a comprehensive
program to reduce GHG emissions to 1990 levels by the year 2020. Therefore, it will not meet standards for
avoiding a curulatively considerable contribution to climate change.

3. The DEIR incorrectly listed the noise impact of the 2007 General Plan as “Significant.” That has been
corrected in the FEIR.

4. This table incorrectly listed the impact of the GPI as the same as the 2007 General Plan. This change is made to
match the text of Section 5.
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County of Monterey Resource Management Changes to the Text of the Draft EIR
Agency, Planning Department

Section 6, “Other CEQA Required Sections”

Page 6-14, before 6.4.3.4 Transportation. Insert the following.
Flood Hazard

As discussed in the significance determinations under Impacts WR-11 and WR-12, there

are existing flood hazards within Monterey County. These comprise a significant

cumulative effect. As discussed under Impacts WR-11 and WR-12, existing County
floodplain regulations (Monterey County Code, Chapter 16.16, as amended October 6,

2009), as well as specific policies under the Safety Element, the Public Services Element,
and the Area Plans, will avoid contributions to flood hazard as a result of the 2007
General Plan, Therefore, the 2007 General Plan will not make a considerable

contribution to the existing cumulative effect.

Page 6-36. Revise the Air Quality portion of Table 6-2 as follows.

Table 6-2. Significant and Unavoidable Impact Table

Level of

Significant after
Issues/Impacts Mitigation Measures Mitigation
4.7 Air Quality
Impact AQ-3: Net Change in Ozone 2030 and 2092 Mitigation 2030 -Significant
Precursor (ROG and NOx) and Particulate CC-2 and CC-3. See these measures under Unavoidable
Matter. Climate Change, below. Impact.
AQ-3: Implement MBUAPCD Mitigation Buildout ~
Measures for Commercial, Industrial, and Slgmﬁf"mt
. Institutional Land Uses Unavoidable
AQ-4: Tmplement MBUAPCD Mitigation Tmpact.
Measures for Residential Land Uses
AQ-5: Implement MBUAPCD Mitigation
Measures for Alternative Fuels
H 117 ’”
Section 11, “References
See Chapter 6 of the FEIR.
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DEIR Appendix B, “Greenhouse Gas Emissions
Inventory and Forecast Methodology”

Page B-1, GHG Inventory Methodology. Insert the following at the end of the first
paragraph:

The results of the inventory are included in tables in the Technical Supporting Data
section,

Page B-1, Vehicle Emissions. Revise as follows:

Emissions from on-road vehicle use, including heavy duty trucks and buses were
quantified using average annual vehicle miles traveled (VMT) for the unincorporated
arcas of Monterey County. VMT data for 2006 was obtained from the California
Department of Transportation {Caltrans) Highway Performance Monitoring System
(HPMS) 2006 public road data (California Department of Transportation 2007) for
unincorporated County roads and state highways. Modeled average traffic speeds were
calculated based on daily VMT and daily vehicle hours of travel data provided by
Kimley-Homn Associates (Kimley-Horn 2008). The ARB emission factor model
(EMFAC2007 Version 2.3, hereafter referred to as EMFAC, CARB 2007a) was used to
estimate CO2 and CH4 emissions from vehicle activity in the unincorporated areas of
Monterey County for 2006. Default vehicle fleet profile for Monterey County was used in
calculating GHG emissions. The temperature and relative humidity selected for modeling
were 60°F and 30% respectively. All of the miles on the County roads were included and
25% of the miles on state highways (based on unincorporated County having 25% of the
population of the County as a whole).

Page B-1, Table B-1. Revise as follows:

Table B-1. 2006 Electricity and Natural Gas Consumption

Fuel Type Annual Consumption’
Electricity 1,008,090,911 kWh
Natural Gas 35,869,687 therms

! Source: BrusoFerney pers. comm.

Page B-2, first paragraph. Revise as follows:

Since PG&E is a member of the California Climate Action Registry, an area-specific
carbon dioxide emissions factor of 456 pounds per megawatt hours (Ibs/MWh) was
available (Bruso pers. comm.}. California Climate Action Regisiry emission factors for
CH4 and N20 from electricity consumption were used to estimate emissions of CH4 and
N20 from electricity consumption {California Climate Action Registry 20092008).
Natural gas combustion GHG emission factors for residential, commercial and industrial
natural gas combustion were obtained from The California Climate_Action Registry
general reporting protocol (Fhe Califomnia Climate Action Registry 20092008).
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Page B-3, before Agricultural Equipment Fuel Use. Make the following additions
before the Agricultural Equipment Fuel Use:

Off-Road Equipment Emissions

Offroad equipment emissions were estimated using the CARB OFFROAD model (CARB
2007b) for the year 2006 and apportioned to the unincorporated County area based on

assumnptions shown in the Technical Supporting Data (in the FEIR). All agricultural,
airport ground support, construction, mining, and entertainment offroad equipment
emissions were apportioned to the unincorporated area. Emissions from industrial
equipment, lawn and garden equipment, light commercial, and recreational equipment

were apportioned on a per capita basis.
Fugitive Methane Emissions from Natural Gas Pipelines

Fugitive methane emissions from natural gas pipelines were estimated by identifying the
per capita fugitive gas emissions for the state and then apportioning them to
unincorporated Monterey County on a per capita basis.

Page B-3, Agricultural Equipment Fuel Use. Delete the following text:

Page B-4, Vehicle Emissions. Revise the third paragraph as follows:

Under the ARB-Draft Scoping Plan, AB 1493, Pavley I, and a more stringent fuel
efficiency standard, Pavley II, would be implemented by 2020 and would reduce GHG
emissions from passenger vehicles by 28%-in 2020 (California Air Resources Board
2008a). Furthermore, a Low Carbon Fuel Standard would be required, which would
reduce GHG emissions from passenger vehicles by-e further 10%. Along with vehicle
efficiency measures, the Scoping Plan measures would reduce vehicle emissions by an
estimatedZ?gercent. e pProposeate ations-to-reduce emissionsfrom-hean
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Page B-5, Building Natural Gas and Electricity. Revise the last two paragraphs as
follows:

The Scoping Plan calls for an increase in RPS standards to 33%, which would resultin a
reduction of 21%4-in the GHG emissions related to electricity production by PG&E. In
addition, ARB Scoping Plan measures, including energy efficiency measures, the million
solar roof program would also reduce electricity related emisgions (CARB 2008b). The
reduced GHG emissions under the Scoping Plan were estimated for 2030 and buildout
using the expected 32.5%21% reduction in GHG emissions per kWh for the combined
measures.

The URBEMIS 2007(Version 9.2.4) model was used to estimate natural gas GHG
emlssmns from mcreased tes1dent1al commercml and mdustnal bmldmgs in 2030 and at

ﬂae—use—ef—naml—gas—m—buﬂdiﬂgs—AB-ﬂ energy efﬁc1ency measures are estlmated to

reduce emissions in the future by approximately 9.5% compared to BAU emission levels.

Page B-5, After Landfill Emissions. The following revisions are made following the
first sentence under landfill emissions:

Off-Road Equipment Emissions

Offroad equipment emissions were estimated using the CARB OFFROAD model (CARB
2007b) for the year 2030 and apportioned to the unincorporated County area based on

assumptions shown in the technical supporting data (in the FEIR). All agricultural,
airport ground support, construction, mining, and entertainment offroad equipment
emissions were appottioned to the unincorporated area. Emissions from industrial
equipment, lawn and garden equipment, light commercial, and recreational equipment

were apportioned on a per capita basis.

Agricultural Emissions

Onroad agricultural transportation emissions are included ip the overall iransportation
emissions. Energy-related emissjons associated with wineries and ancillary uses in the

AWCP were specifically estimated using ens 1s from literature (Colman and
Paster 2007, EIA 2008, California Climate Action Registry 2009) and from URBEMIS.
Offioad equipment emissions for agricultural equipment are included in the offroad
equipment totals and were estimated using CARB’s OFFROAD model (CARB 2007b).
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Fugitive Methane from Natural Gas Pipelines

Fugitive methane emissions associated with natural gas pipelines serving unincorporated

areas were estimated by applying a per capita emissions factor from the California
inventory to the unincorporated population in 2030.

Coastal Water Project

GHG emissions from the proposed Coastal Water Project EIR (CPUC 2009) were added
to the inventory given that this project (or an equivalent desalination project) appears

reasonably foreseeable to address current water deficits.

Page B-5 and B-6, Emissions Associated with Land Use Changes. This text is revised
as follows:

As described in Chapter 4.9, Biological Resources, there will be three arcas of net land
use change by related to the development allowed by the 2007 GP: urban conversion of
farmland, urban conversion of natural landcovers, and agricultural conversion of natural
landcovers (dominated by annual grassland, with smaller areas of cak woodland and
other vegetation communities).

Farmland net carbon balances depend on the cropping and tillage practice. Depending
on the tillage practices, farming can sequester soil carbon on an annual basis or can be a
net generator of carbon due to losses of soil carbon. On an average basis, agricultural and
grazing lands in the U.S. are currently near neutral on an annual basis with respect to
their soil carbon balance (USCCP 2007). Thus, conversion of farming land to urban
land on average would not be expected to result in a loss of annual net carbon
sequestration but could result in the reductlon of 5011 carbon stock due to gradmg and
development activities. As-ealeulatio arbon-lo ub pumeroy

fer—the—ER—Hewever— Calculatmn of potenual changes in carbon stock due to urban
conversion of farmland will be included, as feasible, in the detailed inventory to be
prepared pursuant to Policy OS -0-11.

Urban or agricultural conversion of natural landcovers would also result in the loss of the
stock carbon in soils, grasses, scrub, and trees as well as the loss of the annual
sequestration value of existing soils and vegetation. Where converted to urban losses,
the loss in sequestration would be near total. Where converted to agricultural use, the net
change in carbon sequestration would depend on the nature of the crops planted and
tillage practices compared to the sequestration value of the prior natural landcover. On

prepared-pursuant-to-Poliey-O518-H- Calculation of potential changes in carbon stock
due to urban or agricultural conversion of natural land covers will be included, as

feasible, in the detailed inventory to be prepared pursuant to Policy OS -0-11.
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In order to make a rough estimate of potentjal changes in carbon stock and sequesiration

literature values for the carbon stock and carbon sequestration value for different broad
land cover types were identified (CEC, 2004; Gaman, 2008; Kroodsma and Fields, 2006;
USCCCP. 2007). Then the change in those land covers to 2030 or to buildout were
identified relative to 2006 based on the analysis in Section 4.9, Biological Resources.
For carbon stock, the net change in stock based on land cover was estimated based on the
changes in land cover, For carbon sequestration, the annual change in sequestration was
estimated based on the changes in land cover. In order to derive an annual number for
change in GHG flux, the change in carbon stock was annualized over either a 24-year

period (for 2030) or an 86-year period (for buildout).

Page B-7 through B-8, References. The following revisions are made:
References

Association of Monterey Bay Area Governments (AMBAG). 2004. 2004 AMBAG
Population, Housing Unit, and Employment Forecasts. Adopted April 14. Same as

Citation No. ¢ (See Chapter 11). Available: Front Counter CDROM and hard copy
(exceipts only), and on the Web at:

http://www.ambag org/publications/reports/housingforecast.htm.

———, 2008a. Monterey Bay Area 2008 Regionsl Forecast Population, Housing Unit

and Employment Projections for Monterey, San Benito and Santa Cruz Counties to
the Year 2035, Same as Citation NO. 11. See Chapter 11. Adopted by the AMBAG
Board of Directors June 11. Awvailable; Front counter hard copy and on the web at:
http://www.ambag.org/publications/reports/Transportation/2008Forecast.pdf.

California Air Resources Board. 20082, Comparison of Greenhouse Gas Reductions for
the United States and Canada Under U.S. CAFE Standards and California Air
Resources Board Greenhouse Gas Regulations. February. Available: <
http://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/ccms/reports/pavleycafe_reportfeb25_08.pdf>.

. 2008b. Climate Change Scoping Plan: A Framework for Change. December.

. 2007a, Emissions Factor Model 2007. Model is available on the web at:
hitp://www.arb.ca.gov/msei/onrgad/latest version htm

. 2007b. OFFROAD Model 2007. Model is available on the web at:
hitp://www arb.ca.gov/msei/offroad/offroad. btm

. 2009. California’s Greenhouse Gas Inventory by Sector & Activity. Version 2
— lagt Updated 03/13/2009.

California Climate Action Registry. 2009. The California Climate Action Registry

General Reporting Protocol. Version 3.1. Accessed: January 21, 2010. Available:
http://www.climateregistry.org/tools/protocols/general-reporting-protocol.html.

California Department of Finance. 2010. Table E-2. California County Population
Estimates and Components of Change.

California Department of Transportation. 2007, 2006 California Public Road Data:
Statistical Information Derived from the Highway Performance Monitoring System,
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September. Available:
<http://www.dot.ca.gov/hg/tsip/hpms/hpmstibrary/hpmspd #2006PRD.pdf >.

California Energy Commission. 2004. Residential Appliance Saturation Survey. (CEC-
400-2004-009). June,

. 2004b. Baseline Greenhouse Gas Emissions for Forest, Range, and Agricultural
Lands in Califoria. Final Report. 500-04-069F. March. {(Annual sequestration value
for woodland and forest and stock values for grassland, scrub, and agriculture).

. 2006a. Inventory of California Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Sinks: 1990 to
2004. (CEC-600-2006-013-SF). December.

. 2006b. California Commercial End Use Survey. (CEC-400-2006-005). March,

California Integrated Waste Management Board. 2001. CTWMB California MSW
Landfill Methane Outreach Program Compilation. Available:
http:/fwww.ciwmb.ca. gov/LEACentral/TechServices/EmergingTech/LFGTEPrimer,
pdf. Accessed: May 27, 2008.

. 2007. Landfill Methane and Climate Change. Power Point Presentation:
LEA/CIWMB Partnership Conference. Available:

www.ciwmb ca.gov/part2000/events/07 conf/Presentations/Day1/GlobalWarmng/Wa
lker.ppt. Accessed: May 27, 2008.

' . 2008a. California Waste Stream Profile. Available:
http://www.ciwmb.ca. gov/Profiles/Statewide/defanlt. asp, Accessed: May 6,
2008.California Integrated Waste Management Board.

. 2008b. Disposal Reporting System: Waste Disposal by Jurisdiction of Origin.
Available:

http:/f'www.ciwmb.ca.gov/LGCentral/ DRS/Reports/Orgin/WFOrginDetail.asp?COI
D=27&YR=2006. Accessed: August 11, 2008.

California Public Utilities Commission. 2009. Final Environmental Impact Report for
the Coastal Water Project.

Colman, Tvler and Paster, Pablo, 2007, Red, White and “Green”: The cost of Carbon in

the Global Wine Trade. American Association of Wine Economists (AAWE)
Working Paper No. 9. October.

Energy Information Agen: TA). 2008. 2003 Commercial Building Enet
Consumption Survey (CBECS). Table E6A. Electricity Consumption (kWh)

Intensities by End Use for All Buildings.

Environmental Protection Agency. 2006b. Solid Waste Management and Greenhouse
Gases: A Life-Cycle Assessment of Emissions and Sinks. Available:

http://www.epa.gov/climatechange/wycd/waste/downloads/fullreport.pdf. Accessed:
May 22, 2008.
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Gaman,Tom. 2008. Oaks 2040: Carbon Regources in California Oak Woodlands.
Prepared for the California Oak Foundation (Stock value for central coast oak

woodlands).

International Council for Local Environmental Initiatives (ICLEI}. 2005. Clean Air and
Climate Protection Software: Waste Sector Emission Factors by Waste Type.
Developed by Torrie Smith Associates for ICLEL, STAPPA (State and Territorial Air
Pollution Program Administrators and ALAPCO (Association of Local Air Pollution
Control Officials}

Kimley Horn & Associates. 2008b, Housing, Population, Employment Assumptions
VMT and Daily Hours of Travel for Traffic Scenarios, 2007 Monterey County

General Plan.

Kroodsma and Fields (2006), Carbon Sequestration in California Agriculture, 1980-2000,
Ecological Applications: Vol. 16, No. 5, pp. 1975-1986 (Annual sequestration value
for agriculture).

Pacific Gas and Electric Company 2007. PG&E’s Electric Power Mix Delivered to
Retail Customers. Available on the web at:

htip.//www.pge.com/myhome/edusafety/systemworks/electric/energymix/

Rimpo and Associates. 2005-2008. URBEMIS (Urban Emissions) 2007 Model, Version
9.2.4. Available on the web at: http://www.urbemis.com,

United States Department of Agriculture. 2006. Agricultural Overview: California
Agriculture Statistics. Available:
http://www.nass.usda gov/Statistics_by_State/California/Publications/California Ag
Statigtics/2006cas-ovw.pdf,

United States Climate Change Science Program (USCCSP). 2007. The First State of the
Carbon Cycle Report (SOCCR): The North American Carbon Budget and
Implications for the Global Carbon Cycle. Synthesis and Assessment Product 2.2.
November.

Personal Communication

Bruso, Xantha. Climate Protection Policy Specialist. Environmental Policy Department,
Pacific Gas and Electric Company, Sacramento, CA. August 1, 2008—email
correspondence with Lisa Lowry, ICF Jones & Stokes.

Getchell, Jean. Supervising Planner. Monterey Bay Unified Air Pollution Control
District, Monterey, CA. July 31, 2008—email correspondence with Richard Walter,
ICF Jones & Stokes.
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