Compliance with Mitigation Measure #13 would require that the U.S. Army cleanup
with oversight by the State Department of Toxic Substances and Control (DTSC)
remove all MEC within the project area prior to construction activities beginning at
the project site. Once clean up is complete and construction is allowed to begin
within the project area, Mitigation Measure #14 would require that all construction
personnel attend a safety briefing. In summary, the potential impacts of the
proposed action/project from munitions and explosives of concern (MEC) would be
mitigated to less-than-significant levels through the implementation of these
mitigation measures.

Airport Hazards

The proposed action/project is located approximately 1 - 2.5 miles northwest of the
Monterey Peninsula Airport and 6 miles from the Marina Municipal Airport. No
flight paths cross the areas to be developed. Therefore, construction and operation
of the proposed action/project would not affect or influence any airport land use
plan or flight pattems within the project area or expose people to excess noise
levels during construction of the proposed action/project.

Emergency Response Plan

According to the Fort Ord Reuse Plan, General Jim Moore Boulevard is identified as
an emergency evacuation route (Figure 4.6-2, Fire and Flood Evacuation Routes).
implementation of the proposed action/project would improve the level of service
along this roadway through the year 2015. Therefore, implementation of the
proposed action/project would improve this roadway as a proposed emergency
evacuation route and would have a beneficial impact on emergency response times
with redevelopment of the former Fort Ord.

Hydrology and Water Quality

Standards of Significance: For purposes of this analysis, the proposed action/
project would result in a significant impact if it would:

e Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements;

e Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere with groundwater
recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a
lowering of the local groundwater table level;

e Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including
through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a manner which
would result in substantial erosion or siltation on or off-site;

e Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including
through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, or substantially
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increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which would result
in flooding on or off-site;

e Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of
existing or planned stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial
additional sources of polluted runoff;

¢ Increase flood hazards to people or structures;

e Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed capacity of existing or
planned stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional
sources of polluted runoff;

o Otherwise degrade water quality;

« Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a federal
Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard
delineation map;

e Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures, which would impeded
or redirect flood flows;

e Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death
involving flooding, including flooding as a result of a failure of a dam or
levee; and/or

e Be at risk by inundation from seiche, tsunami or mudflows.
Storm Water Runoff

The proposed action/project would create new impervious surfaces associated with
the proposed roadway improvements, sidewalks and bike trails. These impervious
surfaces may add to the amount of storm water runoff generated by the proposed
action/project under certain storm conditions. This increase in the amount of
impervious surfaces may result in an increase in the amount and rate of storm water
flow draining from the project area during a storm.

Drainage would be collected via curbs and gutters installed at the edges of the
proposed roadway and conveyed to an underground percolation systems designed
to handle runoff from 100-year storm events (Written and oral communication with
Creegan and D’Angelo Consulting Engineers on April 29, 2004 and January 25,
2005). The runoff would be retained within the underground percolation system
and would not result in a net increase in the amount of storm water runoff from the
project area over existing conditions. With implementation of the proposed
drainage and percolation system, the proposed action/project would not create or
contribute runoff which would exceed the capacity of the planned storm water
drainage system and would therefore have a less than significant impact.
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Water Quality

Short-Term Water Quality Impacts

The proposed action/project could result in soil erosion during construction
activities such as clearing, grading, and asphalt removal. The proposed
action/project would result in grading approximately 69 acres for the excavation of
approximately 450,000 cubic yards of soil for construction of the proposed roadway
alignment and associated improvements. Potential erosion from the project area
could result in degradation of surface water quality by increasing sedimentation of
water bodies downstream of the project area. In addition, construction activities
have the potential to introduce small amounts of hydrocarbons and other
contaminants from the use of vehicles and equipment.

No watercourses are located in the vicinity of the project area. FORA would
implement the erosion control plan described above in Mitigation Measure 12 (MM-
12) under Geology and Soils, which would be included in the construction
documents for the proposed action/project. Implementation of an erosion control
plan would reduce the short-term effects of soil erosion. In addition, because the
proposed action/project would disturb more than one acre during grading activities,
the following mitigation measure would ensure that storm water discharges during
construction activities do not result in a potentially significant impact.

Mitigation Measure

MM-15 FORA will obtain from the State Water Resources Control Board
(SWRCB) prior to construction activities, a National Pollution
Discharge Elimination Systems Program General Construction Permit,
as required by the Federal Clean Water Act. FORA will comply with
all the provisions of the permit including the use of best management
practices and preparation of and compliance with a storm water
pollution prevention program.

Party Responsible for Implementation: FORA
Party Responsible for Monitoring/Reporting: FORA and RWQCB

Long-Term Water Quality Impacts

Storm water runoff from the improved roadway and bike trail could contain urban
pollutants such as grease and oil that could adversely affect water quality in local
drainages. The proposed roadway improvements would include curbs and gutters
that would convey storm water runoff in the project area to a proposed subsurface
percolation system that would be designed to include an oil and sediment
interceptor tank to reduce the affects of contaminants from surface water runoff
within the project area.
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Although storm water and the constituents it may contain will not enter the
Monterey Bay, this water will eventually enter the groundwater basin after
percolating through the subsurface percolation system. The oil and sediment
interceptor tank would retain the contaminants contained within the urban runoff
generated within the project area. Therefore, implementation of these
improvements would ensure that urban pollutants would be filtered in the
subsurface percolation system and would have a less than significant impact on
surface or groundwater quality.

Flooding

According to the Fort Ord Reuse Plan, the project area is not located within a 100-
year flood or dam inundation zone. Therefore, the proposed action/project would
not impede or redirect flood flows or expose people or structures to a significant risk
of loss, injury or death involving flooding as a result of a failure of a dam or levee.

Groundwater Quantity

The proposed action/project is a roadway improvement project and would not draw
on the groundwater basin, As such, the proposed action/project would not
substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere with groundwater recharge.

In summary, the proposed action/project would not result in or be subject to
significant hydrologic or water quality impacts with implementation of the
mitigation measures above.

Land Use and Planning

Standards of Significance: For purposes of this analysis, the proposed project would
result in a significant impact if it would:

o Physically divide an established community;
o Result in land use conflicts with existing or planned uses; or

e Conflict with adopted land use plans and ordinances of the community
where it is located.

As identified in the Fort Ord Reuse Plan, redevelopment of the former Fort Ord
would increase the demand for transportation infrastructure and services both
within the former Fort Ord and the region. The circulation concept for the former
Fort Ord included strategies and improvements within the base, as well as
regionally significant facilities that provide access to the former Fort Ord.

In developing the roadway network for the Fort Ord Reuse Plan, the key goals
identified were to reduce the infrastructure needs, both internally to the former Fort
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Ord and regionally reduce the traffic volumes resulting from redevelopment of the
former Fort Ord on key roadways as an effort to eliminate or reduce deficient
service levels and other traffic related impacts. This is accomplished by enhancing
regional access alternatives, providing additional local access routes, and enhancing
the internal circulation system to reduce through trips on roadways in the higher
density residential or otherwise sensitive areas. The proposed action/project is
considered implementation of the circulation network of the Fort Ord Reuse Plan
and is generally consistent with the City of Seaside General Plan, Monterey County
General Plan, Del Rey Oaks General Plan and the Fort Ord Reuse Plan.

Future development in the vicinity of the project area as proposed under the Fort
Ord Reuse Plan would primarily result in the construction of residential homes.
The Fort Ord Reuse Plan encourages connections with new residential
neighborhoods in the former Fort Ord to older existing neighborhoods in the City of
Seaside. The proposed action/project would assist in implementation of this
connection. The proposed action/project would not physically divide an
established community; result in land use conflicts with existing and planned uses;
or conflict with adopted land use plans and ordinances. Therefore, implementation
of the proposed action/project would resulit in a less than significant impact to land
use and planning.

Noise

Standards of Significance:  For purposes of this analysis, the proposed
action/project would result in a significant impact if it would result in:

e Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of standards
established in local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards
or other agencies;

e Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive ground borne vibration or
ground borne noise levels;

¢ A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project
vicinity above levels without the project;

e For a project located within an airport land use plan, or where a plan has not
been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport,
would the project expose people residing or working in the project area to
excessive noise levels; and/or

e For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project
expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise
levels.
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For the purpose of the proposed action/project a significant impact would inciude
an increase in the ambient noise levels by five dB or a projected traffic noise level in
excess of 65 dB Le/CNEL for adjacent areas.

An environmental noise analysis was prepared by Bollard and Brennan under
contract to PMC (November 2004), focused on impacts along the length of the
proposed action/project. The purpose was to determine whether noise attenuation
would be required to address traffic noise levels at existing sensitive receptors and
future sensitive receptors when the land within the former Fort Ord is redeveloped.
The noise report is summarized and supplemented with additional information.

Short-Term construction Impacts

Construction noise represents a shortterm impact on ambient noise levels within
the project area over the entire time of project construction. Noise generated during
construction is caused by construction equipment which typically include
earthmovers, material handlers, and portable generators, all which have the
capability to reach high noise levels. The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA) has found that the noisiest equipment types operating at construction sites
typically range from 88 dB to 91 dB at 50 feet. Typical operating cycles involve two
minutes of full power, followed by three or four minutes at lower settings.

Construction of the proposed action/project is expected to occur as soon as
possible. The proposed action/project may include, but not be limited to the
following equipment during site preparation and construction activities: skip
loaders; compactors; excavators; wheel loaders; scrapers; portable generators;
pavers; rollers; etc.  Assuming the simultaneous operation of construction
equipment, maximum intermittent exterior noise levels could reach approximately
94 dB at 50 feet. Noise levels at sensitive receptors located approximately 1,000
feet from construction activities could exceed 50 dB. In addition, excessive noise
levels occurring during the evening and nighttime hours can result in sleep
disruption and as a result are generally considered to result in the greatest impact
and annoyance to noise sensitive receptors. Numerous sensitive receptors including
single family homes and a middle school are located in proximity to the proposed
action/project and could be highly annoyed by noise levels, which would result
from construction activities. Therefore, construction activities associated with the
proposed action/project are considered a potentially significant noise impact.

Mitigation Measures

MM-16 The following language will be included on final improvement plans
for the proposed action/project:

Noise generating activities are limited to weekdays between 7:00 AM
and 7:00 PM, and Saturdays, Sundays, and holidays between 9:00
AM and 7:00 PM. Once per week, the FORA will provide a
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description of the work to be performed to the Monterey Peninsula
Unified School District administration during grading and
construction of the proposed action/project.

Party Responsible for Implementation: FORA
Party Responsible for Monitoring/Reporting: FORA

MM-17 FORA will ensure that construction equipment is properly outfitted
and maintained with noise reduction devices to minimize
construction-generated noise. Wherever feasible, noise-generating
equipment will be shielded from nearby sensitive receptors by noise
attenuating buffers such as structures or trucks.  Stationary
construction equipment will be located the greatest distance possible
from noise-sensitive receptors.

Party Responsible for Implementation; FORA
Party Responsible for Monitoring/Reporting: FORA

Implementation of these mitigation measures would reduce short-term construction
related noise impacts to a less than significant level by requiring that construction
activities take place only during specified times and that standard construction
practices attenuate the affects of noise as much as possible in order to ensure that
sensitive receptors in the vicinity of the project area are not adversely affected by
the proposed action/project.

Long-Term Operational Impacts

The Federal Highway Administration Traffic Noise Model (FHWA TNM) was used
with projected future traffic volumes provided by Higgins Associates to predict
future traffic noise levels at existing residences located along the project corridor.

Ceneral Jim Moore Boulevard

Long-term operational noise levels at sensitive receptors in the vicinity of the project
area would be approximately 53-65 dB in the year 2015 and would be in
compliance with the 65 dB CNEL noise level standards (see Table 4.6). In addition,
the project-related change in noise levels is anticipated to be approximately from
zero to three dB relative to traffic noise levels at the nearest residences to the west
of General Jim Moore Boulevard. Because an increase of three dB does not exceed
the five dB threshold of significance for the proposed action/project, the proposed
action/project would not expose people to or result in the generation of noise levels
in excess of standards.
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Table 4.6
Predicted Traffic Noise Levels at Existing Residences

| 1ocationRel. to
tation Number!T

1 Sta. 16 +00/Residences/ PM 50 63 63 0
Carlton Drive

2 Sta. 23 +00/Residences/ AM 100 58 59 +1
Plumas Avenue

3 Sta. 37 + 50/Residences / PiA 50 64 64 0
Sierra and Mescal

4 Sta. 45 + 00/Residences/ | PM 50 65 64 -1
Hilby and Mescal

5 Sta. 70 + 50/Residences/ | PM 50 64 65 +1
Broadway Avenue

6 Sta. 93 + 00/Residences / PM 50 60 63 +3
San Pablo Avenue

7 Sta. 121 +00/Residences /| PM 50 61 62 +1
Coe Avenue

Source: Bollard & Brennan, Inc.
Eucalyptus Road

Long-term operational noise levels at future noise sensitive receptors constructed
adjacent to Eucalyptus Road are expected to be approximately 60 dB in the year
2015 and would be in compliance with the 65 dB CNEL noise level standard. Due
to the lack of existing traffic on Eucalyptus Road, future traffic noise levels on this
roadway will increase traffic noise levels by approximately 60 dB at a reference
distance of 75 feet. These levels would exceed the five dB threshold of significance
for increases in ambient noise levels, however, due to the fack of any existing noise
sensitive receivers in close proximity to this roadway, this impact is considered less
than significant. No mitigation measures are necessary,

Transportation and Circulation

Standards of Significance:  For purposes of this analysis, the proposed
action/project would result in a significant impact if it would:

e Cause an increase in traffic which is substantial in relation to the existing
traffic load and capacity of the street system;
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o FExceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level of service standard
established by a County congestion management agency for designated
roads or highways;

e Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase in traffic
levels or a change in location that results in substantial safety risks;

e Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature;
¢ Result in inadequate emergency access;
¢ Result in inadequate parking capacity;

o Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs supporting alternative
transportation.

Higgins Associates prepared a General Jim Moore Boulevard Preliminary Design
Report Traffic Study for the proposed action/project in April 8, 2004. This section is
based on their analysis, proposed roadway improvement plans prepared by Creegan
and D’Angelo Consulting Engineers, and the Fort Ord Reuse Plan.

Short-Term Operations

The proposed action/project would result in short-term traffic disturbances during
construction, when traffic would have to be periodically delayed. Adequate traffic
circulation and the safety of motorists and workers during construction activities
would be assured through implementation of normal practices such as the
placement of delineators, signs, barricades, etc., as specified in the state’s streets
and highways manual and vehicle code. These measures would reduce the short-
term construction disturbances and potential safety hazards to less-than-significant
levels. No mitigation would be required.

Long-Term Operations

Existing (year 2000 — 2004) and year 2025 morning and evening peak hour turning
volumes were modeled along the length of the proposed action/project by Higgins
Associates. Based on the modeling conducted by Higgins Associates, and at full
build-out, traffic signals are warranted at the following intersections that cross
General Jim Moore Boulevard.

e Coe Avenue/Eucalyptus Road

o Broadway Avenue

s South Boundary Road

Signalization of these intersections would occur in the future when warranted but
are included in this analysis for the benefit of environmental review.

The proposed action/project is intended to provide acceptable service levels based
on traffic generation estimates for buildout through 2015. The proposed
action/project would not generate traffic itself, but would provide improvements to
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the transportation system that would improve the levels of service. The planned
roadway widening is consistent with the ‘Proposed 2015 Transportation Network’ in
the Fort Ord Reuse Plan, which planned for four lanes for General Jim Moore
Boulevard. These plan lines are also consistent with the City of Seaside General
Plan. The proposed action/project generally includes roadway widening,
intersection improvements, paved shoulders/bicycle lanes, curbs, median islands,
and planting strips. The specific improvements planned for each section of roadway
are described under Chapter 2 and shown in Appendix B of this document.

Emergency Access

According to the Fort Ord Reuse Plan (Figure 4.6-2, Fire and Flood Evacuation
Routes), General }Jim Moore Boulevard is identified as an emergency evacuation
route on the former Fort Ord. Implementation of the proposed action/project would
improve the level of service along this roadway through the year 2015. Therefore,
implementation of the proposed action/project would improve this roadway as a
proposed emergency evacuation route and would have a beneficial impact on
emergency response times with redevelopment of the former Fort Ord.

Alternative Transportation

The proposed action/project includes a bike path and sidewalks along the length of
General Jim Moore Boulevard and Eucalyptus Road, which support alternative
transportation on the former Fort Ord. The proposed action/project includes two
transit stops along General Jim Moore Boulevard along the northbound and
southbound lanes in the vicinity of the Eucalyptus Road/Coe Avenue intersection.
Both transit stops would include an 80-foot taper, a 50-foot transit stop, and a 140-
foot acceleration lane. Therefore, the proposed action/project would not conflict
with adopted policies, plans, or programs supporting alternative transportation.

Air Traffic Patterns

The proposed action/project is located between one and 2.5 miles northwest of the
Monterey Peninsula Airport and outside of any designated flight paths. Therefore,
construction and operation of the proposed action/project would not result in a
change to air traffic patterns.

Utilities and Service Systems

Standards of Significance:  For purposes of this analysis, the proposed
action/project would result in a significant impact if it would:

e Require the construction of new public facilities, the construction of which
would cause significant environmental effects; and/or
o Directly affect a major utility line or facility.

The proposed action/project would have no adverse effects on police, fire, school,
recreational, or other public services, since it would not result in new development
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and a subsequent increase in population that would result in increased demand for
such services. Likewise, the proposed action/project would not result in a
substantial increase in demand for domestic water, sanitary sewer service, solid
waste disposal, electric power, natural gas, or telephone service. PG&E electric
power lines run parallel, at varying distances on both the east and west sides of the
existing and proposed alignment of General Jim Moore Boulevard. The proposed
action/project would not have effect on these power lines.

The existing alignment of General Jim Moore Boulevard does not contain sanitary
sewer lines or water lines within the existing alignment. The Marina Coast Water
District has included plans to construct water lines within the existing alignment.
Additional utilities that will utilize the right-of-way include water and recycled water
transmission lines, wastewater gravity and force main pipelines, gas lines, electric
lines, cable television and communication facilities

In summary, the proposed action/project would not result in a significant impact to
utilities and service systems.
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CHAPTER 6: ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE & PROTECTION FROM
ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH RISKS

On February 11, 1994, President Clinton issued Executive Order 12898 “Federal
Actions to Address Environmental Justice in Minority Populations and Low Income
Populations.” This Executive Order is designed to focus the attention of federal
actions Pursuant to Presidential Executive Order 13045, dated April 21, 1997. The
proposed action/project adheres to the guidelines for the protection of children from
environmental health and safety risks.

In accordance with Presidential Executive Order 12898, the proposed action/project
is consistent with the guidelines established for federal actions to address
environmental justice in minority and/or low-income populations. Principles set
forth in the report on the National Performance Review require that the proposed
action/project not result in a “disproportionately high and adverse human health or
environmental effects of its programs, policies, activities on minority populations
and low-income populations...”

The U.S. Army has developed an agency-wide environmental justice strategy that
corresponds to the above-referenced Executive Orders. This strategy promotes
enforcement of health and environmental statutes in areas with minority and/or low-
income populations; improves research and data collection relating to the
environmental health of minority and low-income populations; and identified
differential patterns of natural resources consumed by minority and low-income
populations. In addition, the environmental justice strategy will include, where
appropriate, a timetable for undertaking identified revisions and consideration of
socio-economic implications of the revisions.
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' CHAPTER 7: AGENCIES AND PERSONS CONSULTED
Fort Ord Reuse Authority
l Michael Houlemard, Jr., Executive Officer
James A. Feeney, P.E., Assistant Executive Officer
l James M. Arnold, Senior Project Manager
l Other Contacts
Stanley Kulakow  Creegan and D’Angelo Consulting Engineers
' Michael Bittner Creegan and D’Angelo Consulting Engineers
Michael Zander Zander Associates
l Leslie Zander Zander Associates
Erin Avery Zander Associates
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Project Name:

Project Location:

Project Sponsor/
Lead Agency:

Contact Person:

Date Prepared:

Prepared by:

Environmentat Checklist

ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

1 BACKGROUND INFORMATION

The General Jim Moore Boulevard and Eucalyptus Road
Roadway Improvement Project

The proposed action/project involves improving and realigning
General jim Moore Boulevard from approximately 1,300 feet
north of the Eucalyptus Road/Coe Avenue intersection to 700
feet north of State Highway 218 for a total of approximately
12,800 linear feet. General Jim Moore Boulevard would be
realigned from its current location to an alignment east of the
existing Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) easement
for high voltage overhead power lines. Realignment would be
from a point approximately 900 feet south of the Eucalyptus
Road/Coe Avenue intersection to 1,900 feet north of State
Highway 218 for a total realignment length of 9,400 linear
feet. The proposed project action/project also involves
improving Eucalyptus Road along its current alignment starting
at the intersection with General Jim Moore Boulevard and
continuing for a total f approximately 9,100 linear feet east.

Fort Ord Reuse Authority
100 12 Street
Marina, CA 93933

James M. Arnold, Senior Project Manager
Telephone (831) 883-3672

March 17, 2005
Pacific Municipal Consultants (PMC)

585 Cannery Row, Suite 304
Monterey, CA 93940
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II.  ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED AND
DETERMINATION

A, FACTORS

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

B Aesthetics 0O Agriculture Resources B Air Quality

m  Biological Resources B Cultural Resources m  Geology/Soils

B Hazards/Hazardous Materials . M Hydrology/Water Quality M land Use/Planning
O Mineral Resources . B Noise O Population/Housing
O Public Services O Recreation M Transportation/Traffic

B Utilities/Service Systems

Some projects may have little or no potential for adverse environmental impact related to
most of the topics in the Environmental Checklist; and/or potential impacts may involve
only a few limited subject areas. For the environmental issue areas where there is no
potential for significant environmental impact (and not checked above), the following
finding can be made using the project description, environmental setting, or other “source”
information as supporting evidence.

FINDING:  For the above referenced topics that are not checked off, there is no potential
for significant environmental impact to occur from either construction,

operation or maintenance of the proposed project and no further discussion
in the Environmental Checklist is necessary. ;

All analysis supporting the findings of this checklist are contained in Chapter 5 of the
IS/EA.

B. DETERMINATION

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

O 1 find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the
environment, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

n | find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the
environment there will not be a significant effect in this case because
revisions/mitigation strategies in the project have been made by or agreed to by the

Environmental Checklist Page 2



project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION (under CEQA) and a
FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT (under NEPA) has been prepared.

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

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

addressed.

| find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the
environment, because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed
adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable
standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or
NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that are
imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further is required.

Signature Date
Erika Spencer, PMC Consultant
Printed Name Title
Environmental Checklist Page 3



. ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

1. AESTHETICS Less Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
impact Incorporated impact Impact

Would the project:

a) Have a substantia! adverse effect on a scenic vista? a m] [ ] (]
{Source: 1, 2, 3, 5)

b)  Substantially damage scenic resources, including, O O O |
but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and
historic buildings within a state scenic highway?
{Source: 1, 2, 3, 5)

¢}  Substantially degrade the existing visual character or O ] n O
quality of the site and its surroundings?
{Source: 1, 2, 3, 5)

d)  Create a new source of substantial light or glare O O n a
which would adversely affect day or nighttime
views in the area? (Source: 1,2)

Comments: (a-d) The effects of the proposed action/project on aesthetics are addressed within Chapter 4 and
5 within the Environmental Assessment/Initial Study.

2, AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES

In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are significant environmenta! effects, lead agencies
may refer to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the
California Dept. of Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing impacts on agriculture and

farmland.
Less Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
a)  Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or a O a .
Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as
shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the
Farmiand Mapping and Monitoring Program of the
California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural
uset (Source: 1, 4)
b)  Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or | O O B
a Williamson Act contract? (Source: 1, 4}
c)  involve other changes in the existing environment O O O L
which, due to their location or nature, could result
in conversion of Farmiand, to non-agricultural use?
(Source: 1, 4)
Environmental Checklist Page 4



Comments: (a-c) The project area is not in agricultural production, not zoned for agricultural use or under a
Williamson Act contract. In addition, no properties in the vicinity of the project area are under agricultural
production. Therefore, the proposed action/project would have no impact on agricultural resources.

3.

AIR QUALITY

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

number of people? (Source: 1, 5, 10, 11, 18)

Environmental Checklist

Less Than
Potentially Significant Less Than
Significant With Significant No
Would the project: Impact Mitigation Impact Impact
Incorporated
a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the O 0 u [
applicable air quality plan? (Source: 1, 2, 5, 10, 18)
k) Violate any air quality standard or contribute O O [ ] 0
substantially to an existing or projected air quality
violation? (Source: 1, 5, 10, 11, 18)
¢} Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase a O u ]
of any criteria poltutant for which the project
region is non-attainment under an applicable
federal or state ambient air quality standard
{including releasing emissions, which exceed
quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)?
{Source: 1, 5,10, 11, 18)
d) Result in significant construction-related air quality O u O O
impacts? (Source: 1, 5, 10, 11, 18)
e) [Expose sensitive receptors to substantial poliutant O u | O
concentrations? (Source: 1, 5, 10, 11, 18)
f)  Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial O a [ | O

Comments: (a-f) Air quality is addressed in Chapters 4 and 5 of the Environmental Assessment/initial Study.
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4. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Potentially
Significant

Would the project: impact

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or ]
through habitat modifications, on any species
identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status
species in local or regional plans, policies, or
regulations, or by the California Department of Fish
and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?
(Source: 1, 2, 5, 8)

b} Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian a
habitat or other sensitive natural community
identified in local or regional plans, policies, or
regulations or by the California Department of Fish
and Game or US Fish and Wildiife Service? (Source:
1, 2,5 8)

¢) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally |
protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the
Clean Water Act {including, but not limited to,
marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.} through direct
removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other
means? {(Source: 1, 2, 5, 8

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any a
native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species
or with established native resident or migratory
wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native
wildlife nursery sites? (Source: 1, 2, 5, 8)

e} Conflict with any local policies or ordinances 0
protecting biological resources, such as a tree
preservation policy or ordinance? (Source: 1, 2, 5,
8)

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat |
Conservation Plan, Natural Community
Conservation Plan, or other approved local,
regional, or state habitat conservation plan? (Source:
1,2,5,8)

Comments: {a-f) Biological Resources is addressed within Chapters 4 and 5 of the Environmental

Assessment/initial Study.

Environmental Checklist

[
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5. CULTURAL RESOURCES Less Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the O a O |

significance of a historical resource as defined in
15064.5% (Source: 1, 2, 4, 5)

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the a u O (]
significance of an archaeological resource pursuant
to 15064.5?% (Source: 1, 2, 4, 5)

c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique O (I a |
paleontological resource or site or unique geologic
feature? (Source: 1, 2, 4, 5)

d) Disturb any human remains, including those interred O | O c
outside of formal cemeteries? {Source: 1, 2, 4, 5)

Comments: (a-d) Cultural Resources is addressed within Chapters 4 and 5 of the Environmental
Assessment/Initial Study.

6. GEOLOGY AND SOILS Less Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: Impact Incorporated Iimpact Impact

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

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as 0 a O |
delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State
Geologist for the area or based on other
substantial evidence of a known fault? (Source:5)
Refer to Division of Mines and Geology Special
Publication 42.

ii} Strong seismic ground shaking? (Source: 1, 5, 7, O n O O
17)
ili) Seismic-related ground failure, including 0 m| O |
liquefaction? (Source: 1, 5, 7, 17)
iv) Landslides? {(Source: 1, 5,7, 17) O (| O [ ]
b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of 0O ] [m] O

topsoil? (Source: 1, 5, 7, 17)

Environmental Checklist Page 7



6. GEOLOGY AND SOILS Less Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
d) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, O O a n
or that would become unstable as a result of the
project, and potentially result in on- or off-site
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction
or collapse? (Source: 1, 5, 7, 17)
d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table O O [ | O
18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code {1994),
creating substantial risks to life or property? (Source:
1,5, 7,17)
O O a [ |

) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the
use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal
systems where sewers are not available for the
disposal of wastewater? {Source: 1, 5,7, 17)

Comments: (a-€) Geology and Soils is addressed within Chapters 4 and 5 of the Environmental

Assessment/Initial Study.

7. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS Less Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the a a n a
environment through the routine transport, use, or
disposal of hazardous materials? (Source: 1, 2)
b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the o ] | O
environment through reasonably foreseeable upset
and accident conditions involving the release of
hazardous materials into the environment? (Source:
1,2)
o Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or a O u O
acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste
within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed
school? (Source: 1, 2)
d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of a | O O
hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to
Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result,
would it create a significant hazard to the public or
the environment? (Source: 1, 2, 6, 19)
Environmental Checklist
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h) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of
loss, injury or death involving wildland fires,
including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized
areas or where residences are intermixed with
wildlands? (Source: 1, 2, 4, 5)

Assessment/Initial Study.

7. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS Less Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: impact Incorporated Impact Impact
e} For a project located within an airport land use plan a O ] n
or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within
two miles of a public airport or public use airport,
would the project result in a safety hazard for people
residing or working in the project area? (Source: 1, 3)
f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, O | m] |
would the project result in a safety hazard for people
residing or working in the project area? {(Source: 1, 5)
g Impair implementation of or physically interfere with a m] O u
an adopted emergency response plan or emergency
evacuation plan? (Source: 1, 2, 4, 5)
O O O ]

Comments: (a-h) Hazards and Hazardous Materials are addressed in Chapters 4 and 5 of the Environmental

8. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY Less Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: Impact Incorporated Impact impact
a) Violate any water quality standards or waste O n O O
discharge requirements? (Source: 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 18)
b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or 8 a m a
interfere substantially with groundwater recharge
such that there would be a net deficit in aguifer
volume or a lowering of the local groundwater table
level (e.g., the production rate of pre-existing nearby
wells would drop to a level which would not
support existing land uses or planned uses for which
permits have been granted)? (Source: 1, 2, 3, 4, 5,
18)
d  Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of O B O (]
the site or area, including through the alteration of
the course of a stream or river, in a manner, which
would result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or
off-site? (Source: 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 18)
Environmental Checklist Page 9



8. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY Less Than
Significant

Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: kmpact Incorporated impact mpact
d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of O O » a

the site or area, including through the alteration of

the course of a stream or river, or substantially

increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a

manner, which would result in flooding on- or

off-site? (Source: 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 18)

e) Create or contribute runoff water which would O O u O
exceed the capacity of existing or planned
stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial
additional sources of polluted runoff? (Source: 1, 2,
3, 4,5, 18)

fy  Otherwise substantially degrade water quality? O O O ]
(Source: 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 18)

g Place housing within a t100-year flood hazard area O O O m
as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary or
Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard
delineation map? (Source: 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 18)

h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures a O O [ |
which would impede or redirect flood flows?
(Source: 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 18)

i) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of a a O [ |
loss, injury or death involving flooding, including
flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam?
{Source: 1,2, 3, 4,5, 18)

i} Be at risk by inundation from seiche, tsunami, or a a ] [ |
mudflow? (Source: 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 18)

Comments: (a-j) Hydrology and Water Quality are addressed in Chapters 4 and 5 of the Environmental
Assessment/Initial Study.
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9. LAND USE AND PLANNING Less Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated impact Impact

Would the project:

a) Physically divide an established community? (Source: O O O |
i,3,4)

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

) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation O ] | ]
plan or natural community conservation plan?
(Source: 1, 3, 4, 8)

Comments: (a-c) Land Use and Planning are addressed in Chapters 4 and 5 of the Environmental
Assessment/Initial Study.

10. MINERAL RESOURCES Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
a) Resultin the loss of avatlability of a known mineral a a O [ |
resource that would be of value to the region and
the residents of the state? (Source: 1, 5)
b) Resultin the loss of availability of a locally O a a [ |

important mineral resource recovery site delineated
on a local general plan, specific plan or other land
use plan? (Source: 1, 5)

Comments : (a-b) The proposed action/project would not result in the loss of availability of a known mineral
resource or the availability of a locally-important resource recovery site delineated on a local general plan,

specific plan, or other land use plan.

Significant
Potentially With Less Than

Environmental Checklist Page 11



11. NOISE Less Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project result in: tmpact Incorporated Impact Impact
a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels a u O (||
in excess of standards established in the iocal
general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable
standards of other agencies? (Source: 1, 2, 3,4, 5, 9,
16)
b) Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive O O | O
groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels?
(Source: 1, 2, 3,4, 5, 9, 16)
¢} A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise O O | O
levels in the project vicinity above levels existing
without the project? {(Source: 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 9, 16}
d} A substantial temporary or periodic increase in O u O O
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above
levels existing without the project? (Source: 1, 2, 3,
4,5,9, 16)
e) For a project located within an airport land use plan O a O ]
or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within
two miles of a public airport or public use airport,
would the project expose people residing or
working in the project area to excessive noise
levels? (Source: 1, 2, 3,4, 5,9, 16)
) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, 0 O O [ |

would the project expose people residing or
working in the project area to excessive noise
levels? (Source: 1, 2, 3,4, 5,9, 14)

Comments: (a-). Noise is addressed in Chapters 4 and 5 of the Environmental Assessment/initial Study.

12. POPULATION AND HOUSING Less Than
Significant
Potentially Wwith Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
a) Induce substantial population growth in an area, a a a [ |
either directly (for example, by proposing new
homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example,
through extension of roads or other infrastructure)?
(Source: 1, 2, 4, 5)
b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, O o O [ |
necessitating the construction of replacement
housing elsewhere? (Source: 1, 2, 4, 5)
Environmental Checklist Page 12



12, POPULATION AND HOUSING Less Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

Would the project:

c) Displace substantial numbers of people, O O O |
necessitating the construction of replacement
housing elsewherei (Source: 1, 2, 4, 5)

Comments: (a) The Fort Ord Reuse Plan evaluated future growth that would occur with redevelopment of the
former Fort Ord. In addition, the plan identified that redevelopment of Fort Ord plus growth throughout the
remainder of Monterey County and the region would significantly increase the demand placed on the
region’s transportation infrastructure and services. The proposed action/project was considered as part of the
roadway network for the Fort Ord Reuse Plan to enhance regional access alternatives and enhance the
circulation system. For the purposes of environmental review, future development was evaluated in the Fort
Ord Reuse Plan £IR and no further analysis of population growth is necessary.

(b,c) The proposed project does not include the removal of housing, which would displace substantial
numbers of peaple.

13. PUBLIC SERVICES Less Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated impact Impact

Would the project result in;

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

services:

a) Fire protection? (Source: 1, 2} O O O [ ]
b} Police protection? (Source: 1, 2) 0 O O [ ]
c) Schools? (Source: 1, 2) O O O |
d) Parks? (Source: 1, 2) a O a m
e) Other public facilities? (Source: 1, 2) O ] a |

Comments: (a-€) The proposed action/project is a transportation improvement project and would not result in
the need for new or physically altered government facilities. Implementation of the proposed project is
expected to improve response times or other performance objectives for the provision of police and fire
protection to neighboring residential areas and schools by decreasing congestion on General Jim Moore
Boulevard under future conditions.
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14. RECREATION Less Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

Would the project:

a) Increase the use of existing neighborhood and (W a a |
regional parks or other recreational facilities such
that substantial physical deterioration of the facility
would occur or be accelerated? {Source: 1, 2)

b) Does the project include recreational facilities or O O O [ |
require the construction or expansion of recreational
facilities which might have an adverse physical effect
on the environment? (Source: 1, 2}

Comments: (a,b) The proposed action/project is a transportation improvement project and would not result in
the increased use of existing parks or other recreational facilities, or require the construction of expansion of
existing facilities.

[
15. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC Less Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the praject: Impact incorporated Impact impact
a) Cause an increase in traffic, which is substantial in 0 O 0 |

relation to the existing traffic load and capacity of the
street system (i.e., result in a substantial increase in
either the number of vehicle trips, the volume to
capacity ratio on roads, or congestion at
intersections)? (Source: 1)

b) Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level of O O O m
service standard established by the county
congestion management agency for designated roads
or highways? (Source: 1)

¢) Resultin a change in air traffic patterns, including O O O |
either an increase in traffic levels or a change in
location that results in substantial safety risks?
{Source: 1)

d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature O O a ]
(e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or
incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)? (Source: 1)

e) Result in inadequate emergency access? (Saurce: 1) O a O [ |
fi Result in inadequate parking capacity? (Source: 1) O O 0 ]
g) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs 0 O O |

supporting alternative transportation (e.g., bus
turnouts, bicycle racks)? (Source: 1, 3, 4, 5, 12, 13,
14)
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Comments: Transportation/Traffic is addressed in Chapters 4 and 5 of the Environmental Assessment/Initial
Study.

16. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS Less Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant Neo

. I
Would the project: mpact incorporated impact Impact

a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the O a a |
applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board?
{Source: 1, 2)

b) Require or result in the construction of new water or ] a 0 [ |
wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of
existing facilities, the construction of which could
cause significant environmental effects? (Source: 1, 2)

¢) Require or result in the construction of new storm 0 m} u O
water drainage facilities or expansion of existing
facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental effects? (Source: 1, 2, 3)

project from existing entitlements and resources, or
are new or expanded entitlements needed? (Source:

1)

@) Result in a determination by the wastewater O O | B
treatment provider, which serves or may serve the
project that it has adequate capacity to serve the
project's projected demand in addition to the
provider's existing commitments? (Source: 1)

fy Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted 0O a O [
capacity to accommodate the project's solid waste
disposal needs? (Source: 1, 5)

g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and | O O [ |
regulations related to solid waste? (Source: 1, 5)

Comments: Utilities and Service Systems is addressed in Chapters 4 and 5 of the Environmental
Assessment/Initial Study.

' d) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the O O a [ |

Environmental Checklist Page 15



1IV. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

Less Than-

Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Does the project:
proj Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

a) Have the potential to degrade the quality of the O n ] a
environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a
fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife
population to drop below self-sustaining levels,
threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community,
reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or
endangered plant or animal or eliminate important
examples of the major periods of California history
or prehistory? (Source:1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 8)

b) Have impacts that are individually limited, but O O [ | 0
cumulatively considerable? ("Cumulatively
considerable” means that the incremental effects of
a project are considerable when viewed in
connection with the effects of past projects, the
effects of other current projects, and the effects of
probable future projects)? (Source: 1)

c) Have environmental effects, which will cause O u O (]
substantial adverse effects on human beings, either
directly or indirectly? (Source: 1, 2, 8)

(@) All potentially significant impacts to plant species, habitat or wildlife species, as well as to
potential unknown buried cultural resources, would be reduced to a less than significant level
with implementation of the mitigation measures as presented in Chapter 5.

(b) The proposed action/project involves construction of a roadway improvement project along an
existing roadway alignment and realigning a roadway. Specific impacts associated with the
proposed action/project, including those related to aesthetics, air quality, biological resources,
cultural resources, geology and soils, hazardous materials, hydrology and water quality, and
noise can be mitigated to a less than significant level and do not represent additional impacts
above and beyond the cumulative impacts that were evaluated in the Fort Ord Reuse Plan. The
proposed action/project would not result in known significant and unavoidable cumulative

impacts.

(¢) Potential adverse effects on human beings associated with air quality, geology and soils, and
noise shall be mitigated through implementation of mitigation measures as presented in

Chapter 5.
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() Checklist Information Sources
' 1. Bollard and Brennan. Noise Impact Analysis for the General Jim Moore Boulevard
Roadway Improvement Project. May 2004,
l 2. Bollard and Brennan. Updated Noise Impact Analysis for the General Jim Moore
Boulevard Roadway Improvement Project. November 2004,
l Del Rey Oaks, City of. General Plan. 1997
4. Fort Ord Reuse Authority (FORA), Fort Ord Reuse Plan and EIR, June 1997.
5. Harding Lawson Associates, Basewide Remedial Investigation/Feasibility Study for Fort
l Ord, California, 1994,
6. Higgins Associates. General Jim Moore Boulevard Preliminary Traffic Design Report
l Traffic Study. April 8, 2004.
7. Monterey Bay Unified Air Pollution Control District. 2000 Air Quality Management
Plan. May 2001.
l 8. Monterey Bay Unified Air Pollution Control District. CEQA Air Quality Management
Guidelines. July 2004.
l 9, Monterey, County of. Monterey County General Plan. 1982.
10. Monterey County Department of Public Works. Monterey County General Bikeways
' Plan. 2001.
11. Robinson, Rob, U.S. Army Corp of Engineers. Personal Communication. January 27,
2005.
l 12. Seaside, City of. Bikeways Plan. March 20, 1997.
13. Seaside, City of. Seaside General Plan. August 2004.
' 14, Seaside, City of. Seaside Zoning Ordinance.
15. Seaside, City of. First Tee Project Draft Environmental Impact Report. November 27,
l 2004,
16. Shaw and MACTEC. Comprehensive Base Remediation Assessment (BRA) Report.
2004,
. 17. Transportation Agency for Monterey County. DRAFT Transportation Agency for
Monterey County (TAMC) 2005 Ceneral Bikeways Plan for the County and Cities of
Monterey County. September 22, 2004.
' 18. Zander Associates. Biological Resources Assessment Phase Ii General Jim Moore
Boulevard Improvements. November 2004.
' 19. U.S. Army. Environmental Clean Up Web Site (hitp:/www.fortordcieanup.com/).
Accessed on multiple dates between April 2004 and November 2004.
20. United States Department of the Army, Record of Decision (ROD), Basewide Remedial
' Investigation Sites, Fort Ord. January 1997.
21.  United States Environmental Protection Agency Web Site. (http://yosemite
. .epa.gov/r9/sfund/overview.nsf). Accessed April 15, 2004.
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Appendix B

Typical Sections of General Jim Moore Boulevard
(Creegan and D’Angelo Consulting Engineers, March 2005)
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3 AT LEAST 2 WORIGNG DAYS PROR T ANY EXCAIATION WORK, THE CONTRICTOR SNAL CALL UNDERCRODND SERVCE ALERT AT
1=000=842-2444 FOR LUCATING AND BARKING UNDERGROUND UIEITIES IN THE AREAS OF THE WORX.

4. THE EXSTING UTRITIES SHOWN AND INDICATED ON THE DRAWINGS. AR APPRCUBITE AND FOR GEMERA. INFORIATION OMLY,
gaggggéggszﬁqgaségg THE
CONTRACTOR SHILL ASSTME FLKL RESPONSIBUTY FOR VERVICATION OF DXSTNG UNDERGROUNG UTUTES, WHETHER NOEATED OR
NOT DN THE DROWNCS, PRIGR 1D ANY CONSTRUCTION ACTMTY. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL PROTECT ALL EXISING OR MewLy
PLACED UTRITY STRUCTURES ANG LIKES FROW DAMAGE OR DISRUPTON OF SERVICE DURING CONSTRUCTION.  THE CONTRACTOR
CONSTRUCTIGN o e o

ACTRATY.

A THE CONTRACTORS SHALL EXPOSE ALL EXISTING LTRITY LNES AT LEAST GNE WORKING' DAY ANEAD OF PRE LAYNG OPERATION
““ﬂigg;gqgg ANT CONFLICTS WAL BF RESOLVAED BY HE FORN REPRESENTATVE PRxR
INSTALLATION.

6 THE CONTRACTOR SMALL BE RESFONSIBLE FUR WONTORNG FOR THE PRESENCE OF CONTRUMNATED SOK ANO/OR GROUNDWATER
QURNG PHE COURSE OF THE WORK, TME CONTRICTOR SHALL RAEDUTELY NGIXY TRE FORA REPREENTAIVE F ANY SSPETT
!Ehmslg CONTACT SHALL B MADE MREDHTELY 7 TELEPHONE, MITH WRITTEN MOTFLATON WITHN Y

7 AL TRENCHING OPERATIONS SHALL BE I ACCORDANCE WITH THE REARCUENTS OF DILE 8 [CALAOSHA),

A THE CONTRACTOR SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR ANY DAMAGE ON OR OFF THE PRGECT SITE AS A RESIKT OF CONSIRUCTION
ACTATES INCLUDING THE LALK OF (DXS) CONTROL AN TRAFFIC DONTROL

§. UGN COMPLETION OF THE WORK, THE CONTRACTOR SWALL CERTIFY THAT ALL WORK WeS PIRFGRIED W ACCORDINGE WITH
THE REDUREUERTS OF INE CONTRACT DOCLMENTS.  WRITIONS SHALL BE DECLARED ND PRESENTED 70 THE ENGINEER B
WRITNG UPON COWPLETION OF CUNSTRUCTION, N THE FURN OF WARKED LP PLANS SHOWING ALL CHWGES

10, THE ENGINEER AND/OR THE FORA REPRESENIATVE WL NOT DIRECTLY CONTRGL THE PHYSICAL ACTMITIES OF THE
CONTRACTOR G ANY SUBCONTRALTURS CONTRACICA WML BE SGRELY AND COMPLITELY RESOONSBLE FOR WORKING CONOITIONS
S ANG PROPERTY DURING PERFORUANCE OF THE WORK.  THIS REQUIREZUENT
TED T NORUAL WORKING MOURS.
TSFY HSELF

AD SHALL SA A5 70 THE ACCURACY BETWEEN WORK SET FORTH
THE FELD.  MNY DISCREFANCES SHALL OE BROUGHT 70 THE ATTENTION OF N

x
g
|
:

2. EXCEPT WHEN A [ANE CLOSURE 5 IN EFTECT IN ACCORGANCE WITH THE CONTRICTOR'S APPROVED TRAFE CONTROL FLAN
3§§%§§E§G§D¢=ﬂ§bﬁ§tg BLVD AT ANY TUE,

AL ANY ARGAS DETURSED BY THE GORIRACTOR'S  OPERATIONS SWLL BE RESTURED 10 OREINA, CONDITIONS AND HYDROSEEDED
50 AS D RESTORE KATURAL CROWTH, THS INCLUDES AL CUT OR FUL SLOPES.

§§ngﬁm§8§§§§§§§§aﬁgcﬂ§§g
ggoﬁuﬁ!gaﬁh 11 RESERVATION KO, WADKA CA 9I0JX PHONE (831)584-4131.

5, CONTRACTOR SHALL MANTAN ACGESS 1D PROPIRTIES ON GENCRAL JM WODRE BIVD IN COMPLUKCE WY THE IRAFFC
aégg% POCUUENTS,

16, CONSTRUCTION ON CERERAL JM HOORE DLVD SHALL COUPLY WK JXY 2002 STANJARD PLANS AND SPECFCATIONS OF THE
(CAUFORNA DEFARTUENT F TRANSFORTATION, STATE OF CALFGRNA AND DHE CITY OF SEASEDE STANDARD FLANS N PARDGULAR

OBIECT WARKERS, WARNTRS MG DELINEATORS — A73 A B. ¢
THE RRLOWNG LY. OF SEASIOE STANOARD PLANS ARE NOTED:

GURE ANG GUTIER, TYFE A, AND CURE TYPE B
SIREWALY

WATER LINES, VALVES, WATER APPERTENANCES AMD SINTARY SEWER SHUL CONFORM TO THE STANDARD SPECIFICATIONS AND
STANGART PLANS OF THE iARINA CORST WATER DISTRACT, ADGPTED ON SEFTEWGER 24, 200U, (AWNARE AT 3WW.MCWD.0RGH

Al CONCRETE, REGARDLESS OF USE, SHUL HAVE A MWHRA COUPRESSVE STRENGTH OF 3000 PSt

A vz

STA. 6497 TO 132+00

A7F
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1. PROVOE J/€ DETP TRANSWRSE SCORE JOWTS AT 10 ON CENTER (TYP) & AT EACH SDE OF CATCH SASINS.
PROVOE IRANSVERSE 1/T° PREUXDED ASPHALTIC FIBER EXPANSION JONTS A 60" ON CENTER.

2 AT SDE OFENNG CATCH BRSWS TRANSITION V-DITCN SECTION 10 AT SIDE OPENING SHVE MTHIN 2 OF

STRUCTLRE
X PROVOE BROOU FMISH 30 GUITERS & V—-(VCHES PARALLEL 70 LEMGTN

(2
LoreaceTa, &

L

General Jim Moore Boulevard Phase il
Drainage System Design Dimensions and Information

[Station | TH00 | 13475 | 19+75 | 39%30 | 46430
Stormwater Intercepter
Jensen Model JPHV- 4000 | 4000 | €000 | 10000 | BOOG
Capacity, gals 4000 4000 8000 10000 | 8000
[Width 8 | g | 78 | 78 78
Length 18~7" | 1.7 | 334" | 339" | 334’
Height -9 §.8" 55" | 7-11" | 5.5°
Length of infiltration Chambers Assy, feat 84 70 159 |..~lulo 150
Number of Chambers 4 4 4 4 4
SECTION A~A : Pipe Diameter, inches
Catch Basin to Catch Basin, A 2 12 2 15 2
Cateh Basin to Manhols B 2 12 : 15 5
Manhols to Interceptor C 2 2 12 2 2
Manhole to Manhole, D 2 12 2 5 F:
1/ 14 CONT. ORKL AND COUNTER SHK FOR Manhole to Manifold, E 12 12 5 5 15
Manifold fo Infiltration Chamber, F 12 12 2 12 12
Manifold Size
CUL TEC (height, inches) 20.5 20.5 205 20.5 20.5

STORMTECH (diameter, inches) 12 uo.x._m 3017 | 30x12 | 30x12

Invert Slevations

Bypass Manhale
[Intet 105.60 | 144.60 | 167.70 | 217.70 | 263.20
lAhar ANE AR | 44z o [ 482 90 | nd? wa | AoA AR
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GENERAL NOTES

1 ALL STANONING AND DISTANCES INQICATED GN THE DRININCS ARE BASTT OW HORUDNTAL LEASURFMENTS W FEET,

2 P CONTRACTOR SHALL NOTEFY THE FORA REPRESENTAINE AT LEAST 2 WORMING DATS N ADWANCE OF ANT WG NHCH WL
REQURE THE ISPECTION SERVICES.

S AT LEAST 2 WORKING DAYS PRIOR TO ANY EXCAWIION WORK, THE CONTRACTOR SMALL CALL UMOERGROUNG SERVCE ALERT AT
I-B0-£42-2444 FOR LOCATING AN WAFIONG UNDERGROUND UTUINES N R AREAS OF TRE WORX.

4. THE EXSTING UTIUTES SWOWN AND INOICATED ON THE DRAWINCS ARE APPROZSMTE AND FOR GEMERA! IWTRMATION ONLT,

SHILL PROVIE NECESSARY TEWRORARY YTUTY SERVICES AND SHALL RESTGRE PERMANENT UTRITY SERVICES QISRUPTED Y
CONSTRUCTION ACTRATY.

5. THE CONTRACTORS SHML EXPOSE MI EXSTIG UTLITY LWES AT LEAST ONT WORNING DT ZHEAD OF FIPE LATINC OPERATION
aﬁ*ngﬂsgnﬁhﬁgg ANY CONFLICTS WRL BE RESCLVED Y THE FORA REPRESENTAIVE PRAOR
T NSTALLA

6 THE CONTRACTOR SWALL BE RESPONSELE FDR UOMIDRWG FOR PE PRESENCE OF CONTAMNATED SCXL ANG/OR GROUNGWATER
DURNG THE COURSE OF THE WORK,  THE CONTRACTOR SHALL LMMETUTELY NOTFY TMC FORA REPRESDNTATVE F ANY SUSPICT
MATOMALS ARE ENCOUNTERED.  CONTACT SHALL BE WDE MILTATILY Y TELEPHONE, WITH WRITEN NOTFCATON WITHN 3
WORKING DUYS .

7. AL TRENCHING OFERATONS SHAL BE W ACCORDANCE WTH INE REQUMENENTS OF TRLE 8 (CAL/OSHA)

& THE CONTRASTOR SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FUR ANY DAMAGE ON OR OFF THE PROJECT SITE AS A RESILT OF CONSTRUCTON
ACTIRTES BCLIING THE LAGK OF DUST CONTROL AND TRAFRC CONTROL.

2 UFON COUPLETION OF THE WOWX, THE CONTRACTOR SHALL CERTIY JHAT ALL WORK MAS PERFORIMED W ACCORDANCE WITH
INE REQUREUENTS OF THE CONTRACT DOCUMENTS.  WRSANONS SHALL BE DECLARED AND PRESENTED R) IHE ENGINEER N
WRITNG UPOW COWPLENON OF CONSTRUCTION, IN THE FORM OF SMRKED UP PLANS SHOWNG ALL CHANGES.

10 JHE FORA REPRESENTATAE WEL NOT DREUTLY CONTROL THE PHYSICAL ACIMTIES OF THE CONIRACTOR OR ANY
SUBCONTRACTORS.  CONTRACTOR WAL BE SOLELY AND COMPLETELY RESPONSELE FGR WORNING CONDMONS ON THE JOB STIE,
INCLUDING SKETY OF ALL PERSONS AND PROPERTY DURING PERFORMNCE OF THE WORK. THIS REQUIRELIENT WLL APPLY
CONTINUGUISLY ANO NOT B LARTED 70 NORUAL WORKING HOURS.

11, CONTRACICR SHALL VEREY WORK N FELD AND SPALL SATISEY MUSELF AS TO TME ACCURACY BETWEEN WORK' SET FORTH
O THESE FLANS AMD THE WORK REGIRED N THE FELD.  ANY INSCREFANCES SHALL BE BROUGHT T0 THE ATTZNTION 0F THE
FORA REPRESENTATVE PRIOR T START OF CONSTRUCTIGN.

12, EXCEPT WHEW A LANE CLOSURE (& IN EFFECT W ACCORDANGE WITH THE CONTRACTOR'S APPROVED TRAFRC CONTROL PLAN,
O VEWCLES, EQUPUENT OR MACHINETTY ARE ALLOWED R0 PARK ON THE SMOIRDER OF GENERAL EVCALYPIVS RUAD AT ANT TRE

13 ANY AREAS DISTURBED BY THE CONTRACIDR'S OPERATIONS SMALL BF RESTORED 7D QRIGNAL CONOITIONS ANG HYDROSEETED
SO 45 TO RESIORE MIURIL GROWTH, VIS WCLUDES AL CUT OR ALL SLOPES.

1. CONTRACTUR IS RESPONSIBLE FOR QETAINNG PERWSSION FOR WATER USE AND WETERING FRCU MADNA COAST SATER
QSTRICT — 14 RESERATION RD. MARINA, CA 53951 PHOKE (B311384-8130.

T3 CONTRACTOR SHALL WANTAM ACCESS TU PROPERTES ON EUCALYPTUS ROAD IN COMPLUNCE WITH IHE TRAFFIC CONTROL
FLAN ANO CONTRACT DOCUMENTS.

16, CONSTRUCTIN ON EUCALYPTUS ROAD SHALL COUPLY WITH JILY 2002 STANDARD PLANS AND SPECKEICATONS OF THE
CALIFDRNUA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORIATNON, STATE OF CALFORNU, AND THE CTTY OF SEASIOE STANDARD PLANS. M FARTIGIAAR
THE FOLLOWNG CALYRANS STANDARD PLANS ARE NOTED:

PAVEUENT LARKERS AND TRAFTIC LINES - A2OA 8 G D

PAVELENT WARKING ARROWS — A244, 8§ & O, £ WOWEVER, ISE CRY OF SEASDE STENCRS

OBAECT MARKERS, WHAXERS AND DEUWEATORS = AT, A 8, ¢

THE FOLLOWNG OITY OF SEASIDE STANDARD PLANS ARE NOTED AND THE CHY OF SEASIDE STANOURQ PUANS SHALL DOVERN OVER
CALIFANS STANGARD PUNS:

CLRg AND GUTTER, TYFE A, AND CURE TFE B -0t & S1-Q2
CATDH BASW so-ar
JUNHOLE FRAME AND COVER -0

!Qcﬁ!ﬁ!§§§§§gggagu§n§sg
STANCARD PLANS OF THE WAStA COAST WATER DISTRICT, .

ALL CONCRETE, REGARDLESS OF USE, SHALL HAVE 4 WNUAMM COMPRESSVE STRENGTH OF 300G PSI

__________._._________________._.__.___._......_______.._______“___._._....__.____.___._____.___._____________1

EROSION CONTROL NOTES

1. THE EROSIGN ANG STDWENT CONTROL MEASURES SHALL. BE DPOMBLE DWW THE RUNY SEASON OCTORER 150 7O
APRY 15t Y CCTOGER I5M, GRAOWG AND WESTAATON OF STORM ORANACE A0 (ROSION AND SEDIMENT COMTROL
FACLITES SHAL BE COMPLETED. NG GRAING SHALL CCCIR DETWEEN OCTTOER 150 AND APRY. 15th WITHOUT WRITTEN

(7, 2.4
2 CHANGES T THES ERQSION ANC SEDIIENT CONTROL PUN 70 BEET FICLO CONDIONS SHRLL OBF MADE ONLY WTH

RESUBMTTED FOR APPROW,. % OF EACH SUBSEQUENT TEAR N THE PROPOSED RPROVINENTS
4 NO STORM RUNOFF SHUL BE ALLOWED 70 DRAW DRECTLY THE EXSTING UNOERGROUND STORM SYSTEM
BLFORE THE ONSITE STORM DR SYSTEW 15 INSIALLED.

TEWPORARY STRAW WATTLES AROLNO INLETS AND AT CONC. OIRCH
1 STAW WATILE SHALL BE PLACED WITH ENOS NGHTLY ABUTTNG AROLNG MNLETS.
2. EACH STRAR WATTLES SMALL BE EMOEDDED W T 500 WA J TD ¢ MCHES K IT 1§ INSTALLED OVER SOL

.nQh.ﬁgiiu\..gagmmga&qhﬂﬂwghau&mngg!hi
AFTER CONCRETE V-OfFCHES ARE COMPLETED (USE 2 O & BAGS PER OPENING):

4 WSEALL STRAW WITTLES AT AL TOE GF SLOPE MINW GRADMG LUKTS,

5 STRAW WATTLES AND CONC. BLOCKS SMALL OF REUOVED WHEN THEY HAE SERED THER PURPOSE AND
REEGATARON IS ESTARREHED SO AS NOT 1D BLCCK OR MPEDE SIDRE FLONW OR DRANIGE.

3 AL GRAGED AREAS SWAL BE HYDROSEETED, CUT AND FXL SLOPES STELFER THAN 103 Wik WEXCMTS OF J FEET
OR CREATER SHALL BE MYOROSEELED 8EFORE SEPTEWBER 13,

THE NHYDROSEED WX SHALL BE: (VOLLES SHOWN ARE PER ACRE OF SLOPE).
FERDLUZER = 300 POMOS 15-6-8

CHEWCR, TACKIXER = EQ00 POUNOS WOGD CELLIROSE

80 POUND ORGANS: BINOIR OR PER {17y REGURELENTS

SET: GRASSLAND EROSION CONTROL BLEND "GRITICAL COASTAL boc*

1, T 15 THE RESPONSIBLITY OF THE CONTRACTOR 10 MSPECT ANG REPAR A EROSON CONTRQL FACLITES AT THE
END OF EACH WORK DAY DURING THE RANY SEASON.

2 7 15 THE RESPONSIGIITY OF THE CONTRACTOR 10 PROTECT TEMPORART WEASURES SARSFACTORY TO CWNER
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NOTE:

I, CUASS T CONCRETE SWALL BF USEIL

Y2 T EXPANGION JOINTS AT 20 00

0 CONCIOE WITH THOSE N SIDEWALX,

X FLOW LNE SHALL BF TESTED FOR

PONDING 8 CARERULLY FLOWNG A SHALL
QUANTITY (F WATER RLONG EACH GUTTER
SECTION, ANY PONDING SHiLL BE
CORRECTED BY REVORKING THE FLOWLINE
BEFORE THE CONCRETE HARDENS,

1. F GPEWMNG 15 GREATER THN &,
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PHASE 11 :
GENERAL JIM MOORE BOULEVARD/EUCALYPTUS ROAD IMPROVEMENT
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

The Fort Ord Reuse Authority (FORA) is proposing improvements to General Jim Moore
Boulevard and Eucalyptus Road as part of a larger series of transportation improvements
required to implement the circulation elements of the Fort Ord Reuse Plan and the City of
Seaside General Plan, and mitigate the impacts of the development of these plans. The first
phase of improvements focused on General Jim Moore Boulevard, beginning approximately
1,300 feet north of the intersection of Coe Avenue/Eucalyptus Road and terminating at
Normandy Road (approximately 0.84 mile). The second phase of improvements focuses on
Eucalyptus Road, beginning at the intersection of General Jim Moore Boulevard and continuing
approximately 8,057 linear feet and General Jim Moore Boulevard from approximately 1,300
feet north of Eucalyptus Road to 700 feet north of State Highway 218. This report addresses the
Phase II project and provides a description of the affected environment, identifies project effects
and recommends mitigation measures, where appropriate.,

1.1  Project Description

The Phase II project is located in the western portion of former Fort Ord and is focused along
approximately 8,057 linear feet of Eucalyptus Road and 12,800 linear feet of General Jim Moore
Boulevard (Figure 1). Proposed roadway improvements along Eucalyptus Road include
widening and paving the existing dirt road to a two-lane roadway with six-foot wide
shoulders/bike lanes on each side, installation of curbs and gutters, and left- and right-turn lanes
to General Jim Moore Boulevard at the approach to this intersection. The limit of grading varies
from 0 to 160 feet outside of the existing edges of the dirt roadway. Approximately 732,000 sq.
ft. (17 acres) would be disturbed by the proposed improvements along Eucalyptus Road with
grading of 170,000 cubic yards of cut and 55,000 cubic yards of fill.

General Jim Moore Boulevard would be improved to a four-lane divided roadway with 8-foot-
wide shoulders and with a median that would vary from four feet to 18 feet to accommodate left
turn lanes along the length of the roadway. Improvements also include installation of curb and
gutter, six-foot sidewalks on both side of the street, a Class I bike lane on the east side of the
road and intersection improvements to cross streets. Along General Jim Moore Boulevard,
approximately 2,228,000 sq. ft. (52 acres) would be disturbed by the proposed improvements
with grading of 280,000 cubic yards of cut and 246,000 cubic yards of fill.

1.2 The HMP

The Installation-Wide Multispecies Habitat Management Plan for Former Fort Ord (HMP)
(April 1997) establishes a habitat conservation area and corridor system and parcel-specific land
use categories and management requirements for all lands on former Fort Ord. Four general
categories of parcel-specific land use are identified: habitat reserve, habitat corridor,
development with reserve areas or restrictions, and development with no restrictions. Resource
conservation and management requirements and responsible parties for each parcel or group of
parcels with habitat designations are discussed in Chapter 4 of the HMP.
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A general goal of the HMP is to promote preservation, enhancement and restoration of habitat
while allowing implementation of a community-based reuse plan that supports economic
recovery after closure of Fort Ord. The HMP assumes a reuse development scenario for the
entire base that will result in the removal of up to 6,300 acres of existing vegetation and wildlife
habitat. Losses to 18 special-status species (HMP Species) are also accounted for by the HMP.
The establishment of approximately 16,000 acres of habitat reserves with about 400 additional
acres of connecting habitat corridors is the primary measure to minimize the impacts of reuse on
HMP Species. The HMP further conditions development on approx1mately 2,200 additional
acres by requiring reserve areas or restrictions on those lands.

Phase II of the General Jim Moore Boulevard / Eucalyptus Road Improvement Project is located
within parcels designated as development in the HMP. These parcels have no management
restrictions placed upon them and according to the HMP, the biological resources found in these
parcels are not considered essential to the long-term preservation of sensitive species at former
Fort Ord.

1.3 Methodology

Zander Associates conducted field surveys of the project area on the 16™ and 23" of April 2004,
For Eucalyptus Road, our study area included an approximately 230 foot wide strip paralleling
the existing road. For General Jim Moore Boulevard, our study area consisted of an
approximately 350 foot wide area measured from the power lines east of the existing roadway.
The study areas were determined using the limit of grading as indicated on the improvement
plans provided by Creegan + D'Angelo dated March 2004. The focus of the April surveys was to
characterize the habitat types within the study area and to map locations of special-status plant
species, specifically sand gilia and Monterey spineflower. In August 2003, Zander Associates
surveyed the portion of the project area previously reported to contain seaside bird's beak - near
the intersection of General Jim Moore Boulevard and South Boundary Road - to confirm the
species was still present and to generally map the extent of the population. No surveys for
seaside bird's beak were conducted in 2004 and no species-specific surveys for special status
animals were conducted for this project.

Prior to conducting field surveys, we reviewed the Flora and Fauna Baseline Study of Fort Ord,
California (U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 1992), the Installation-Wide Multispecies Habitat
Management Plan for Former Fort Ord, California (U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 1997), and
post-1992 survey data compiled by the Army to determine the occurrence or potential for
occurrence of special status species and habitats within and adjacent to the study area. This
information was used in combination with our field assessment to evaluate the likelihood for
specific species to be present where directed surveys were not possible.

The improvement plans provided by Creegan + D’Angelo were used to locate positions in the
field, to delineate the extent of the various habitat types observed, and to delineate the location of
special status plant species observed. The extent of the habitat types and the estimated extent of
occupied habitat for the special status plant species was calculated using CAD.
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2.0 AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

Eucalyptus Road is a paved road situated largely within an undeveloped wildland area and the
proposed improvements would occur at a maximum of 160 feet from the edge of asphalt on
cither side of the road. The project area on the north side of Eucalyptus Road consists of
relatively intact habitat while the south side of Eucalyptus Road has been disturbed as a result of
previous Army training activities. General Jim Moore Boulevard is situated largely within a
developed urban area but the majority of the proposed improvements would occur up to 265 feet
east of the existing roadway within undeveloped wildland areas.

Zander Associates identified two primary habitat types within the project area; maritime
chaparral and coast live cak woodland. The composition of the maritime chaparral varies from
relatively degraded habitat to mature stands with a dense cover of tall shrubs interspersed with
coast live oak trees. Areas of degraded and mature chaparral are described separately below and
the location and extent of each type is delineated on Plate 1, along with coast live oak woodland
and the remaining maritime chaparral.

2.1 Maritime Chaparral

Maritime chaparral is characterized by a wide variety of evergreen, sclerophyllus (hard-leaved)
shrubs occurring in moderate to high density on sandy, well-drained substrates within the zone of
coastal fog. This community is primarily dominated by shaggy-barked manzanita.
(Arctostaphylos tomentosa ssp. tomentosa) with chamise (Addenostoma fasciculatum), sandmat
manzanita (Arctostaphylos pumila), Monterey ceanothus (Ceanothus cuneatus var, rigidus), and
false heather (Ericameria ericoides). Coast live oak trees (Quercus agrifolia) are interspersed
with the shrubs in several sites within the project area. Maritime chaparral is the dominant
habitat type in the project area covering approximately 42.3 acres.

Maritime chaparral has the potential to support a diversity of wildlife. The fossorial black
legless lizard takes advantage of the loose friable sandy soils found in maritime chaparral for
burrowing deep in the sand and leaf litter beneath plants. California horned lizards inhabit the
warm, sunny, open sandy areas and patches of loose soil where the lizard can bury itself. The
Monterey dusky-footed woodrat can typically be found within the denser chaparral with
moderately dense understory growth and abundant dead wood for nest construction. The oak
trees present could provide roosting and nesting sites for a variety of birds.

2.2 Mature Maritime Chaparral

The mature maritime chaparral consists of the same composition of species but coast live oaks
are co-dominant and the shrubs are dense and about 9 feet in height. There are very few breaks
in the canopy layer and therefore few opportunities for low-growing shrubs or small annual herbs
to establish in the understory. Mature maritime chaparral comprises approximately 4.3 acres of
the study area and is located primarily north of Eucalyptus Road. Wildlife expected to use this
habitat type are similar to those described above for maritime chaparral.
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2.3  Degraded Maritime Chaparral

Degraded maritime chaparral describes areas of maritime chaparral that have undergone severe
disturbance, resulting in soil compaction, lower densities of chaparral species and an abundance
of non-native annuals, such as ripgut brome (Bromus diandrus), wild oat (Avena fatua and
barbata), and filarees (Erodium sp.). Degraded maritime chaparral comprises approximately 13
acres and is abundant in the study area south of Eucalyptus Road and west of the existing
General Jim Moore Boulevard. The area south of Eucalyptus Road contains numerous dirt roads
and extensive soil compaction and has been disturbed for grading, topsoil removal, and training
exercises. The vegetation on the south side has also been cut for unexploded ordnance removal
by the Army.

Degraded maritime chaparral may support some of the wildlife species found in intact maritime
chaparral, but it provides a lower quality habitat as there is more soil compaction and less cover
in the form of an understory with leaf litter and dead wood. There are patches of loose friable
sandy soils and an abundance of warm, sunay, open areas that could be inhabited by the fossorial
black legless lizard or the California horned lizard.

2.4 Coast Live Oak Woodland

There are two stands of coast live oak woodland within the project area; one adjacent to the
south side of Eucalyptus Road and the other on the east side of General Jim Moore Boulevard in
the southernmost portion of the project area. In both stands, the canopy of coast live oak trees is
fairly continuous and the understory has been subjected to varying levels of disturbance from
previous Army training activities and ordnance removal. Along Eucalyptus Road, the understory
is comprised of poison cak (Toxicodendron diversilobum), California blackberry (Rubus
ursinus), few shaggy-barked manzanita, and numerous non-native herbs and grasses. Where
there has been disturbance, the understory has been heavily invaded by non-native herbs and
grasses. Additionally, in preparation for ordnance removal, the Army has cut the understory and
has limbed the oak trees up to about 10 feet from ground level.

The oak woodland next to General Jim Moore Boulevard has an understory comprised of
maritime chaparral species such as shaggy-barked manzanita, sandmat manzanita
(Arctostaphylos pumila), monkeyflower (Mimulus aurantiacus), coffeeberry (Rhamnus
californica) and mock heather (Ericameria ericoides). Monterey spineflower can be found
within disturbed openings in the understory. Areas of thicker canopy have poison oak,
California blackberry and numerous non-native herbs and grasses as components of the
understory.

Coast live oak woodland comprises 3.6 acres of the total study area. Along Eucalyptus Road this
habitat type is not extensive, but it is contiguous with a larger intact oak woodland to the south
that provides valuable habitat for a variety of wildlife species. Oak trees serve as nesting sites
and provide cover for many birds and mammals, including the Monterey dusky footed woodrat.
Acorns are a good food source for several animal species, including the California quail, western
gray squirre] and black-tailed deer. Other representative animal species of oak dominated forests
include arboreal salamander, western screech owl, scrub jay, and Virginia opossum. Red-tailed
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hawks and other raptors may use the scattered trees around the woodland edges as perching and
scanning points and other bird species may nest in these trees.

2.5  Special Status Species

For the purpose of this assessment, special-status species are those plants and animals listed,
proposed for listing, or candidates for listing as threatened or endangered by the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service (USFWS); those listed or proposed for listing as rare, threatened, or endangered
by the California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG}; plants occurring on lists 1B or 2 of the
California Native Plant Society's Inventory of Rare and Endangered Plants of California, Sixth
Edition (2001); animals designated as "Species of Special Concern" (CSC) by the CDFG; all
HMP species. The Flora and Fauna Baseline Study of Fort Ord, California (U.S. Army Corps
of Engineers 1992) documented eight special status plants and ten special status animals as
occurring or potentially occurring within the Eucalyptus Road project area. Additionally, in its
recent evaluation of actions that may affect California tiger salamander on former Fort Ord, the
Army includes a portion of the project area within potential upland habitat for the salamander.
Directed surveys for special status plants were conducted in the study area for this assessment.
No surveys for special status animals were conducted but the habitat was evaluated for the
potential to support these species. Following are the results of our surveys and habitat evaluation
with respect to specific special status species.

2.5.1 Plants

The eight special status plant species documented in the flora and fauna baseline study as
occurring within or adjacent to the General Jim Moore Boulevard project area are sand gilia
(Gilia tenuifiora ssp. arenaria), Monterey spineflower (Chorizanthe pungens var. pungens),
seaside bird's beak (Cordylanthus rigidus var. littoralis), sandmat manzanita, Eastwood’s
ericameria, wedge-leaved horkelia (Horkelia cuneata ssp. sericea), coast wallflower (Erysimum
ammophilum) and Monterey ceanothus. Of these eight species, six were identified within the
study area - sand gilia, Monterey spineflower, seaside bird's beak, sandmat manzanita, coast
wallflower, and Monterey ceanothus. Following is a discussion of each of the species observed
within the study area.

Sand gilia (Gilia tenuiflora ssp. arenaria)

Sand gilia is a state-listed threatened species and a federally listed endangered species. Itisa
small annual herb that occurs on sandy soils in openings in coastal dunes and scrub and in
maritime chaparral. Zander Associates found this species throughout the project area. Along
Eucalyptus Road there are about 580 sand gilia plants occupying approximately 0.03 acre. These
plants all occur within less mature maritime chaparral on the north side of Eucalyptus Road with
the exception of one plant that was found on the edge of coast live oak woodland on the south
side of Eucalyptus Road. Along General Jim Moore Boulevard there are about 730 sand gilia
plants occupying approximately 0.97 acre. These plants are all found within maritime chaparral
on the east side of the existing General Jim Moore Boulevard with the most dense occurrences in
the area beginning just south of Broadway Road and extending to just north of San Pablo
Avenue.
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Sand gilia is an annual plant and therefore the size and location of the population can fluctuate
from year to year. Based on the 2004 surveys conducted by Zander Associates, there were about
1,310 sand gilia occupying approximately 1.0 acre within the study area (Plate 2).

Monterey spineflower (Chorizanthe pungens var. pungens)

Monterey spineflower is a federally listed threatened species. It occurs on sandy soils within
coastal dune, coastal scrub, maritime chaparral, grassland, and other plant communities. Zander
Associates found spineflower throughout the study area in maritime chaparral within vegetation
clearings or in areas of intermittent disturbance, such as around electrical towers and on the
edges of a dirt trail. Zander Associates mapped the extent of spineflower occurrences and
estimated densities within each polygon as follows; < 5% cover = low density, > 5% but <25%
cover = medium density, and > 25% cover = high density. Monterey spineflower is an annual
plant and therefore the size and location of the population can fluctuate from year to year. Based
on the 2004 surveys conducted by Zander Associates, Monterey spineflower occupied
approximately 18.2 acres within the project area; 4.9 acres of low density, 3.5 acres of medium
density and 9.8 acres of high density (Plate 2).

In its designation of critical habitat for Monterey spineflower (Federal Register May 29, 2002),
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) excluded areas designated as development in the
HMP for Fort Ord. The portions of Eucalyptus Road and General Jim Moore Boulevard that are
the focus of this project lie within HMP-designated development areas. Consequently, the
project area is not within designated critical habitat for Monterey spineflower.

Seaside bird's beak (Cordyvianthus rigidus var. littoralis)

Seaside bird’s beak is a state-listed threatened species. It is an annual herb that is hemiparasitic,
acting as a parasite by attaching its roots to a host plant while producing some of its own
chlorophyll. It flowers in the summer and is insect pollinated to produce small seeds that are
dropped or shaken by wind from their capsule. This species is found in sandy soils of stabilized
dunes, maritime chaparral, and coastal scrub habitats at former Fort Ord.

No directed surveys for seaside bird's beak were conducted in the project area in 2004.

However, based on information from the Army and previous surveys conducted by Zander
Associates in 2001 and 2003, several plants are known to occur adjacent to the roadway near the
intersection of General Jim Moore Boulevard and South Boundary Road (Plate 2). The extent of
this occupied habitat was estimated based on surveys conducted in 2003 and is approximately
0.8 acre.

Sandmat manzanita (Arctostaphylos pumila)

Sandmat manzanita is a low-statured perennial shrub that is considered rare, threatened, or
endangered in California by the California Native Plant Society (CNPS List 1B). This species
has no state or federal status, but it is an HMP species. It typically occurs in sandy soils within
chaparral or woodland plant communities. Zander Associates found sandmat manzanita to be a
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primary component of the maritime chaparral throughout the project area and therefore did not
map specific occurrences.

Coast wallflower (Erysimum ammophilum)

Coast wallflower is an annual or biennial herb that flowers in spring. It is considered rare,
threatened, or endangered in California by the California Native Plant Society (CNPS List 1B)
and it is an HMP species. Coast wallflower is insect pollinated, likely by bees and butterflies,
and produces seed that is dropped or shaken by wind from the fruit. The species tends to
colonize stabilized open sandy areas and is found in the coastal dunes of Monterey Bay and
Santa Rosa Island (San Diego County), and in the coastal scrub on former Fort Ord. Populations
are subject to fluctuation in numbers and location in any given year. Two patches of coast
wallflower were found within the project area on the east side of General Jim Moore Boulevard.
The patches of 12 and 50 individuals occur within 450 feet of each other within intact maritime
chaparral habitat.

Monterey ceanothus (Ceanothus rigidus)

Monterey ceanothus is considered rare, threatened, or endangered in California by the California
Native Plant Society (CNPS List 1B) and it is an HMP species. It is an evergreen shrub that
occurs on sandy hills and flats, and is common throughout the maritime chaparral habitat on
former Fort Ord. Monterey ceanothus is a primary component of the maritime chaparral habitat
in the project area and therefore the locations of individual plants were not mapped.

2.5.2 Animals

The ten special status animal species identified in the flora and fauna baseline study as
potentially occurring within the project area include; black legless lizard, coast horned lizard,
Monterey dusky footed woodrat, Monterey ornate shrew, loggerhead shrike, horned lark,
northern harrier, burrowing owl, golden eagle, and prairie falcon. The Army recently identified
potential upland habitat for California tiger salamander in the southern portion of the project area
along General Jim Moore Boulevard, south of Broadway Avenue.

California tiger salamander (Ambystoma californiense)

The Central California population of California tiger salamander (CTS) was listed as threatened
by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service on August 4, 2004. The animal is also a CSC species and
an HMP species. CTS breed in seasonal pools in grasslands and lowland hills, but spend most of
their life in subterranean refugia in nearby upland habitat, commonly using small mammal
burrows for that purpose. CTS are known to move long distances (£ 1 km) between aestivation
sites and breeding pools. For successful breeding, CTS require seasonal pools that hold water
for a mintimum of four months, to allow CTS larval metamorphosis to occur. Because CTS
adults may take 4 to 5 years to reach sexual maturity, during which time they are using upland
habitat, 95-99% of their life cycle is spent on land, and suitable upland habitat is critical to the
survival of the species. Presence of the species is most readily determined by springtime pond
surveys or by rainy season drift fencing, pit traps and nighttime observations.
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There is no suitable breeding habitat for CTS within the project area but the Army identified
potential breeding habitat for CTS within 1 kilometer of the site at the Frogpond Natural Area
owned by the Monterey Peninsula Regional Park District. In its evaluation of Army actions that
may affect CTS, the Army identified lands within a 2-kilometer radius of known and potential
breeding habitat for CTS as potential upland habitat for the species. In this evaluation, lands
within the project area, primarily south of Broadway Road, are identified by the Army as
potential upland habitat for CTS.

California black legless lizard (Anielia pulchra nigra)

The black legless lizard is a CSC species and an HMP species. Legless lizards are fossorial
animals that burrow in sand and leaf litter beneath plants and feed on insects and other
invertebrates. The black legless lizard is found in loose, friable sandy soils in a variety of habitat
types. At former Fort Ord, it is closely associated with the Baywood Sands and Oceano soils
with native dune vegetation, coastal scrub, maritime chaparral, oak woodlands, oak savanna and
grasslands. Within the project area the various maritime chaparral habitats and coast live oak
woodland are potential habitat for black legless lizard and some sites within the urban / ruderal
areas, where the soils are less compacted, could be suitable for this species.

California horned lizard (Phryvnosoma coronatum frontale)

This lizard is also a CSC species but is not an HMP species. California horned lizards inhabit
open country, especially sandy areas, washes, flood plains, and wind-blown deposits in a wide
variety of habitats, including shrublands, woodlands, riparian habitats and annual grassland.
Warm, sunny, open areas are a main habitat requirement, along with patches of loose soil where
the lizard can bury itself. The California horned lizard is known to occur in many habitat types
on former Fort Ord, and it may be present in the project area where the soils are not compacted
and where there are remnants of native vegetation.

Monterey dusky-footed woodrat (Neotoma fuscipes luciana)

The Monterey dusky-footed woodrat is a California Species of Special Concern (CSC). Itis
restricted to western and central Monterey County and northwestern San Luis Obispo County.
This subspecies is typically found within dense chaparral or oak woodland habitats with
moderately dense understory growth and abundant dead wood for nest construction. The coast
live oak woodland and mature maritime chaparral could provide habitat for Monterey dusky-
footed woodrat.

Monterey ornate shrew (Sorex ornatus salerius)

Monterey ornate shrew is a CSC species and an HMP species. It occupies a variety of mostly

moist riparian woodland habitats. Little is known about this species, since it is difficult to locate
and does not survive well in traps due to very high metabolic rates. Shrews are often short-lived
(less than a year), and several generations may occur in a single year. There are no riparian areas
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in the project area and the coast live oak woodlands are relatively dry reducing the likelihood
that shrews are present.

Special-status birds

The Migratory Bird Treaty Act (16 USC 703) prohibits the taking, hunting, killing, selling,
purchasing, etc. of migratory birds, parts of migratory birds, and their eggs and nests. As used in
the act, the term "take" is defined as meaning, "to pursue, hunt, capture, collect, kill or attempt to
pursue, hunt, shoot, capture, collect or kill, unless the context otherwise requires." Most native
bird species in the vicinity of the study area, including those described above, are covered by this
act. The California Fish and Game Code (Section 3511) also provides protection for certain
species as listed in the Section. Section 3503.5 of the Fish and Game Code specifically protects
the nests and eggs of birds-of-prey and essentially overlaps with the Migratory Bird Treaty Act.

Several special-status bird species suspected to occur in the vicinity could forage and/or nest in
the project area. The California horned lark (Eremophila alpestris actia) is a ground-nester and
the California burrowing owl (Athene cunicularia) nests in abandoned ground squirrel burrows.
The northern harrier (Circus cyaneus) also nests on the ground in marsh vegetation or tall dense
grass. All of these are CSC species and their nesting habitat is of primary concern. No evidence
of horned lark or northern harrier nests or burrowing owl activity was observed in the project
area during our surveys and these species are not expected to nest in the vicinity due to the
amount of ground and vegetation disturbance.

The loggerhead shrike (Lanius ludovicianus) is a CSC species that prefers open woodland
habitats with scattered trees, shrubs, posts, fences, or other perches. Nests are usually built in
trees and shrubs; however, structures such as telephone poles and abandoned buildings are also
used. This species could utilize the coast live oak woodland habitat in the project area.

The golden eagle (Aquila chrysaetos) is a CSC species and is also provided protection under the
Migratory Bird Treaty Act and the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act (16 USC 668). Nests
are usually constructed on cliffs or in large trees in open areas and eagles are relatively site-
faithful, often reusing old nests. No active golden eagle nests are known to occur in the vicinity
of the project area and due to the amount of disturbance, golden eagles are not expected to nest
in or nearby the project area.

The prairie falcon (Falco mexicanus) is a CSC species and its nesting habitat is of primary
concern. Prairie falcons are scarce and local residents of open and dry interior country of
southern and eastern Monterey County. They nest on cliffs, in rock fissures or crevices and
forage in grasslands and oak savanna habitats. There is no suitable nesting habitat for the prairie
falcon in the project area.

Special-status bats

There are four special-status bat species with ranges in Monterey County that are known to
utilize buildings or trees for roosts. These species include: Townsend's western big-eared bat
(Plecotus townsendii), pallid bat (Antrozous pallidus), western mastiff bat (Eumops perotis), and
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long-legged myotis (Myotis volans). All of these bats are CSC species. The coast live oak
woodland within the project area could provide suitable roosting habitat for these bat species.
Although, due to the level of disturbance for ordnance clearing, etc., it is unlikely that bats would
roost in or nearby the project area.

3.0 PROJECT EFFECTS

The assessment of potential effects on biological resources presented in this section is based on
the Improvement Plans prepared by Creegan + D'Angelo dated March 2004 and the project
description provided by Pacific Municipal Consultants. Impacts on biological resources
resulting from implementation of this phase of the General Jim Moore Boulevard / Eucalyptus
Road Improvement Project were considered significant if they would:

¢ Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, on any
special-status species.

e Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural community
identified in local or regional plans or by CDFG or USFWS.

» Interfere substantially with the movement of any resident or migratory fish or wildlife
species.

¢ Conlflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community
Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional or state habitat conservation plan.

e Conflict with the “take” provisions in the federal or state endangered species law.

e Result in losses greater than those anticipated in the Installation-Wide Multispecies Habitat
Management Plan for Former Fort Ord (April 1997).

Implementation of Phase II of the General Jim Moore Boulevard / Eucalyptus Road widening
and improvement project would result in the removal of all vegetation within the designated
clearing limits but not exceeding 160 feet of both sides of the existing Eucalyptus Road
alignment for approximately 8,057 linear feet and removal of vegetation within an approximate
250-foot-wide corridor paralleling 12,800 linear feet of General Jim Moore Boulevard. This
would result in the direct loss of approximately 42.3 acres of maritime chaparral, 4.3 acres of
mature maritime chaparral, 13.1 acres of degraded maritime chaparral, and 3.6 acres of coast live
oak woodland. Additionally, there would be direct loss of several special status plant species:
approximately 1.0 acre of sand gilia, 18.2 acres of Monterey spineflower, 0.8 acre of seaside
bird's beak, 62 plants of coast wallflower and several plants of sandmat manzanita and Monterey
ceanothus. A summary of the project effects is provided in Table 1 and the extent of habitat and
species impacts within the limit of disturbance is depicted graphically on Plates 1 and 2,
respectively.

Table 1: Summary of Project Effects

Maritime Chaparral 42.3 acres
Habitats to be Mature Maritime Chaparral 4.3 acres
Removed Degraded Maritime Chaparral 13.1 acres
Coast Live Oak Woodland 3.6 acres
Biological Resources Assessment — GIM Boulevard Phase 11 Page 10
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Special Status Sand gilia 1.0 acre
Plants to be (1,310 plants)
removed Monterey spineflower High Density 9.8 acres
Medium Density | 3.5 acres
Low Density 4.8 acres
Seaside bird's beak 0.8 acre
Coast wallflower 62 plants

Because the project area is within HMP designated development parcels, the loss of habitats and
special status species were anticipated and are mitigated through the set aside and management
of over 16,000 acres on former Fort Ord for habitat conservation. The HMP is a base-wide
strategy to insure that adequate habitat reserves are established that support the full range of
HMP species to sustain those species and to compensate for losses from development and reuse
of the base. The HMP has been approved by the USFWS as the basis for consultation with the
Army under the federal Endangered Species Act and has been signed by various participatory
agencies, organizations and jurisdictions. Considering all of these factors, with implementation
of the HMP, the loss of maritime chaparral, oak woodland, and the component species of these
habitats for the project is not significant. Sandmat manzanita and Monterey ceanothus are major
components of the extensive areas of maritime chaparral that will be set aside and managed for
habitat conservation on former Fort Ord and therefore the project area will not have an adverse
effect on these species.

The majority of recorded occurrences of coast wallflower on former Fort Ord are within the Fort
Ord Dunes State Park, the Fort Ord Natural Reserve and the Natural Resource Management Area
and because coast wallflower is an HMP species, management activities within these areas will
address the conservation of these populations. Consequently, the loss of 62 plants of coast
wallflower for the General Jim Moore Boulevard / Eucalyptus Road Improvements is not
expected to adversely affect the species.

The removal of trees associated with the oak woodland habitat will be subject to the conditions
in the City of Seaside Municipal Code Chapter 8.54 and mitigation may be required. A specific
count of the species and number of trees to be removed will likely be necessary to determine
mitigation for this tree loss. From a biological resources perspective, the loss of trees within the
project area is not considered significant unless tree removal were to result in the disturbance or
abandonment of any active migratory bird or raptor nest, or maternity roost of special status bat
species

Sand gilia and Monterey spineflower are both federally listed species that will be affected by the
project. Under the federal Endangered Species Act (ESA), any activity with a federal nexus such
as this one (e.g. EDA funding, Army authorization) that may affect a federally listed plant or
animal requires consultation (Section 7) with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS).
Considering that 1) the General Jim Moore Boulevard / Eucalyptus Road Improvements are
within HMP designated development parcels, 2) the Army has already consulted with the
USFWS on the closure and reuse of Fort Ord and the USFWS issued a biological opinion on the
Army's actions relative to Monterey spineflower and sand gilia, and a biological opinion
addressing the loss of critical habitat for Monterey spineflower (1-8-01-F-70R), there should be
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no need for any further consultation with USFWS. However, the federal entities involved with
the project may elect to confirm with USFWS that the project conforms with all provisions of the
previous Biological Opinions prior to proceeding.

Sand gilia is also a state-listed species as is seaside bird's beak. Removal of plants of these
species will require incidental take authorization under the California Endangered Species Act
(CESA). Currently, the principal parties that have or will be acquiring land at former Fort Ord
are in the process of preparing a Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) and Implementing Agreement
(TA), which will provide the basis for issuance of basewide incidental take authorizations from
both the USFWS and California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG). However, if the HCP
and IA are not fully executed prior to initiation of construction of Phase II of the General Jim
Moore Boulevard/ Eucalyptus Road Improvements, then independent authorization for incidental
take for sand gilia and seaside bird's beak will be required.

While there is precedent for obtaining individual incidental take authorizations for state-listed
plants on former Fort Ord, CDFG is discouraging such applications and is recommending that
projects affecting these species be addressed through execution of the HCP. Should an applicant
choose to pursue an individual take authorization, mitigation for the loss of plants and suitable
habitat for the plants will need to be provided. Based on the data provided by the Army and
reconnaissance surveys conducted in 2003, Zander Associates estimates that about 0.8 acre of
seaside bird's beak habitat could be affected by the project. Further discussion of this mitigation
is provided in Section 4.0 below,

Potential upland habitat for the federally listed California tiger salamander has been identified
within the southern portion of the project area. As described above, under the federal ESA, any
activity with a federal nexus such as this one that may affect a federally listed plant or animal
requires consultation (Section 7) with the USFWS. Although the HMP addresses impacts to
CTS, the Biological and Conference Opinion on the Closure and Reuse of Fort Ord, Monterey
County, California (1-8-99-F/C-39R) did not include a provision for incidental take of CTS
because the species was not listed or proposed for listing at that time. The Army is currently re-
initiating consultation with the USFWS to address incidental take of CTS for Army pre-disposal
and property transfer actions and is requesting USFWS issue a Non-Jeopardy Biological
Opinion. Road improvements such as General Jim Moore Boulevard and Eucalyptus Road will
be addressed in the Biological Opinion the Army is requesting.

The black legless lizard and California horned lizard may be present in the study area. The black
legless lizard is not federally- or state-listed, but it is designated as a Species of Special Concern
by CDFG. Loss of potential habitat for the black legless lizard is anticipated, and mitigation is
provided through the set-aside and management of habitat reserve areas within the boundaries of
the former Fort Ord as described in the April 1997 HMP. The California horned lizard can be
relatively mobile, and as such is likely to avoid the construction areas and construction
equipment. No substantial loss of habitat for this species is expected to result from project
construction.

Potential habitat for the Monterey dusky footed woodrat and Monterey ornate shrew is identified
within the project area. However, the project is not expected to result in a substantial loss of
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habitat for either of these species. The oak woodland provides potential nesting habitat for a
variety of special-status and migratory birds and potential roosting sites for special-status bats.
Active nests of birds-of-prey and other migratory birds are protected under the Migratory Bird
Treat Act and under Section 3503.5 of the Fish and Game Code. Construction activities within
or adjacent to the oak woodland habitat could disturb active nests through direct removal (if trees
are to be removed) or by causing abandonment by the adults. Established roosts of special-status
bat species are of concern to CDFG and if active roosts are present in the oak woodlands, these
could be disturbed during tree removal and/or construction activities.

4.0 MITIGATION MEASURES

If the HCP and IA are not fully executed prior to initiation of construction, then a pre-
construction survey should be conducted by a qualified biologist and independent authorization
for incidental take for sand gilia and seaside bird's beak should be obtained from CDFG. The
incidental take authorization will likely require mitigation for the loss of plants and suitable
habitat for sand gilia and seaside bird's beak. FORA is currently undertaking efforts to mitigate
sand gilia losses for other road improvement projects on the former Landfill. Mitigation would
follow what was approved with the issuance of take authorizations for previous road projects and
would result in the creation of suitable habitat at a replacement ratio determined by the biologist
hired to perform the pre-construction survey and consistent with California Department of Fish
and Game requirements. This mitigation will not need to be implemented if there is an approved
base wide Habitat Conservation Plan in place.

To obtain incidental take authorization for seaside bird's beak, the actual extent of seaside bird's
beak habitat and the number of individuals to be removed should be determined through
appropriately timed directed surveys in summer 2005. Based on CDFG recommendations for
previous mitigation proposals for seaside bird's beak, both the area impacted as well as the
number of individuals lost should be mitigated at an appropriate replacement ratio as determined
by the biologist hired to perform the time-directed surveys. Zander Associates previously
identified potential mitigation areas for seaside bird's beak on former Fort Ord on land to be
transferred to the Bureau of Land Management, specifically on a former range site (Range 45).
This site was identified because it has sandy substrates similar to those known to support seaside
bird's beak and is on land that will be transferred to BLM for habitat restoration and
management. The site is approximately 5 acres and could provide enough area to accommodate
the required project mitigation. This mitigation will not need to be implemented if there is an
approved base wide Habitat Conservation Plan in place.

To address incidental take of CTS, the project will be required to comply with the conditions in
the Biological Opinion to be issued to the Army by the USFWS as described in Section 3.0,
Only those conditions relevant to the project area would apply.

To comply with the Migratory Bird Treaty Act and the California Fish and Game Code relative
to active bird nests and special status bat maternity roosts, the following measures should be
implemented:
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Migratory birds: If construction activities are initiated after August 1 and before January
15 (outside of the typical nesting season for the birds-of-prey and migratory birds that
may nest in the study area), then pre-construction surveys for active nests should not be
necessary. If activities are initiated before August or after January, then pre-construction
surveys for active nests within a certain radius of proposed activities are recommended.
If active nests are found and the biologist determines that construction activities would
remove the nest or have the potential to cause abandonment, then those activities should
be avoided until the young have fledged as determined through monitoring of the nest.
Once the young have fledged, construction activities can resume in the vicinity.

Special-status bats: Prior to tree removal in the coast live oak woodland, a qualified
biologist shall survey the trees for presence of roosting bats. If special-status bat species
are present, the following measures should be implemented.

e Tree removal should not occur if maternity bat roosts are present (between April 15
and August 1) in the trees to be removed.

e No tree removal should occur within 300 feet of the maternity roost until all young
bats have fledged — as determined by a qualified biologist.

» If special-status bats are present but there is not an active maternity roost, a
Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with the CDFG should be obtained in order
to remove the animals prior to tree removal. Alternate habitat may need to be
provided if bats are to be excluded from maternity roosts. A roost with comparable
spatial and thermal characteristics should be constructed as directed by a qualified
biologist. In the event that adult bats need to be handled and relocated, a qualified
biologist should prepare and implement a relocation plan subject to approval by
CDFG that includes relocating all bats found on-site to an alternate suitable habitat.
A Mitigation and Monitoring Plan that mitigates for loss of bat roosting habitat
should be prepared by a qualified biologist and approved by CDFG prior to tree
removal.
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FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT (FONSI)

Based upon the analysis provided in the attached Environmental Assessment
(EA)/Initial Study (IS) for Phase | of the General Jim Moore Boulevard Roadway
Project, the proposed action would have no significant impact on human health and
the physical environment. All potential significant environmental impacts would be
reduced to less-than-significant levels by incorporating required mitigation measures
as part of the proposed action.

Description of the Proposed Action

General Jim Moore Boulevard

The proposed action/project involves improving and realigning General Jim Moore
Boulevard from approximately 1,300 feet north of the Eucalyptus Road/Coe Avenue
intersection to 700 feet north of State Highway 218 for a total of approximately
12,800 linear feet. General }Jim Moore Boulevard would be realigned from its
current location to an alignment east of the existing Pacific Gas and Electric
Company (PG&E) easement for high voltage overhead power lines. Realignment
would be from a point approximately 900 feet south of the Eucalyptus Road/Coe
Avenue intersection to 1,900 feet north of State Highway 218 for a total realignment
length of 9,400 linear feet.

General }Jim Moore Boulevard will be improved as a four-lane divided arterial
roadway with a center median 18 feet wide reducing to four feet at left turn pockets
at intersections. The proposed roadway will include eight-foot wide shoulders;
construction of new intersections at South Boundary Road, Del Rey Oaks Resort,
Broadway Avenue with an extension of Broadway Avenue to the realigned General
Jim Moore Boulevard and Eucalyptus Road/Coe Avenue intersection; intersection
improvements at Hilby Avenue and San Pablo Avenue for future use; installation of
concert curb and gutter, six foot sidewalks of the east side of General Jim Moore
Boulevard. Street lights will be installed throughout the total length of the roadway
improvements in the median and behind the curbs at the intersection. The median
will be irrigated and planted with trees throughout the project length.

e South Boundary Road/General Jim Moore Boulevard Intersection. The
intersection of South Boundary Road with General Jim Moore Boulevard
would be relocated 300 linear feet to the north of its existing alignment. This
realignment and conversion would allow additional space for a right turn
lane leading from State Highway 218 to the proposed South Boundary Road
intersection with General Jim Moore Boulevard.

s Del Rey Oaks Resort/General Jim Moore Boulevard Intersection. Del Rey
Qaks Resort is planned for access to future development east of General Jim
Moore Boulevard. The roadway would eventually be constructed by the City
of Del Rey QOaks as a two-lane roadway with a right and left turn lane on to



General Jim Moore Boulevard. Roadway improvements by the City of Del
Rey Qaks, could include six-foot wide shoulders/bike lanes on each side of
the roadway and the installation of curb and gutter.

Hilby Avenue/General Jim Moore Boulevard Intersection., FORA will
construct an intersection on General Jim Moore Boulevard at the Hilby
Avenue/General Jim Moore Boulevard intersection. However, due to the
realignment of General Jim Moore Boulevard east of its existing alignment, it
will be necessary to create a connection to Hilby Avenue by constructing
approximately 210 linear feet of roadway between General Jim Moore
Boulevard and the existing Hilby Avenue endpoint in the future. This
connector road would not be constructed by the City of Seaside at a later
date, but is included within the EA/IS for the purpose of environmental
review. The roadway would be improved as a two-lane roadway with a right
turn lane on to General Jim Moore Boulevard. Roadway improvements
include six-foot wide shoulders/bike lanes on each side of the roadway and
the installation of curb and gutter.

Broadway Avenue/General Jim Moore Boulevard Intersection. Due to the
realignment of General Jim Moore Boulevard, it will be necessary to create a
connection to Broadway Avenue by constructing approximately 200 linear
feet of roadway between General Jim Moore Boulevard and the existing
Broadway Avenue endpoint intersection. The roadway would be improved
as a four-lane roadway with a right turn lane on to General Jim Moore
Boulevard. Roadway improvements include, six-foot wide shoulders/bike
lanes on each side of the roadway and the installation of curb and gutter.

San Pablo Avenue/General Jim Moore Boulevard Intersection. FORA wiill
construct an intersection on General Jim Moore Boulevard at the San Pablo
Avenue/General Jim Moore Boulevard intersection. Due to the realignment
of General Jim Moore Boulevard, it will be necessary to create a connection
to San Pablo Avenue by constructing approximately 200 linear feet of
roadway between General Jim Moore Boulevard and the existing San Pablo
Avenue endpoint intersection in the future. This connector road would not
be constructed by the City of Seaside at a later date, but is included within
the EA/IS for the purpose of environmental review. The roadway would be
improved as a two-lane roadway with a right turn lane on to General Jim
Moore Boulevard. Roadway improvements include six-foot wide
shoulders/bike lanes on each side of the roadway and the installation of curb
and gutter.

Coe Avenue/Eucalyptus Road/General Jim Moore Boulevard Intersection.
The proposed project includes upgrading the Coe Avenue/Eucalyptus Road
intersection with General Jim Moore Boulevard. Where Coe Avenue meets
General Jim Moore Boulevard, the intersection would be reconfigured to



meet with the realigned General Jim Moore Boulevard and provide access to
Eucalyptus Road directly across the street from Coe Avenue. Coe Avenue
would require approximately 700 linear feet of reconfigured roadway and
demolition of the roadway within the old alignment. This intersection would
include six-foot wide shoulders/bike lanes on each side of the roadway and
the installation of curb and gutter. The closest 200 linear feet of Coe Avenue
to the intersection would be improved as a four-lane roadway.

Eucalyptus Road

The proposed action/project involves improving Eucalyptus Road along its current
alignment starting at the intersection with General Jim Moore Boulevard and
continuing for approximately 9,100 linear feet east. The roadway would be
improved as a two-lane arterial roadway with six-foot wide shoulders/bike lanes on
each side of the roadway. Roadway improvements include the installation of curbs
and gutters. The roadway includes left and right-turn lanes to General Jim Moore
Boulevard at the approach to this intersection.

Project Alternatives Considered

Alternatives to the proposed action/project are limited as the proposed
action/project is the result of necessary roadway improvements identified in the Fort
Ord Reuse Plan.

Alternative 1 - No Action

Under the No-Action Alternative, General Jim Moore Boulevard and Eucalyptus
Road would remain in their current condition and alignment. Under this
alternative, the project roadways would be subject to increasing congestion as
development occurs in accordance with the Fort Ord Reuse Plan. By 2008,
transportation levels of service (LOS) would degrade to ‘E’ on most project roadway
segments. The No Action Alternative also would not meet the project objective of
improving the roadways consistent with the circulation plans of the Fort Ord Reuse
Plan. Under the No Action Alternative, the project roadways would not meet
current safety standards, including adequate intersections, turning lanes, shoulder
width, and bicycle lanes.

In summary, the No Action Alternative was rejected because it would result in
unacceptable levels of traffic congestion, would not meet the project objective of
implementing the governing circulation plans, and would result in the project
roadways continuing to not meet minimum roadway safety standards.

Alternative 2 — Revised Project Design

The second alternative to the proposed action/project consists of leaving the existing
roadway alignment in its existing configuration, which is currently two lanes on
General Jim Moore Boulevard and Eucalyptus Road, but repaving and improving the
roadway to current safety standards, installing an 18-foot wide median and eight-




foot wide shoulders, installing curb and gutters and an underground percolation
system, installing a six-foot wide sidewalk on both sides of the street, and
construction of a Class | bike lane on the east side of General Jim Moore Boulevard.

This alternative would provide additional alternative transportation options for
residents and commuters within the former Fort Ord with the installation of bike
lanes and sidewalks along the proposed roadway alternative, In the short-term, the
improved safety, drainage, and alternative transportation improvements would
provide an improvement to the overall roadway alignment, however by the year
2008, with the planned redevelopment of the former Fort Ord, the level of service
along this roadway would reach unacceptable levels of service, LOS E or worse. In
addition, this alternative would not be consistent with the Fort Ord Reuse.

In summary, the Revised Project Design Alternative was rejected because it would
result in unacceptable levels of traffic congestion, would not meet the project
objective of implementing the governing circulation plans, and would result in the
project roadways continuing to not meet minimum roadway safety standards.

Alternative 3 — Revised Project Design

The third alternative to the proposed action/project consists of leaving General Jim
Moore Boulevard in its existing alignment, which is currently two lanes on General
Jim Moore Boulevard and Eucalyptus Road, but repaving and improving it to four
lanes as described in the project description. The only difference between the
proposed project and this alternative would be that the original alignment would be
used rather than moving the roadway to the east as is currently proposed.

This alternative would provide additional vehicular capacity and additional
alternative transportation options for residents and commuters within the former
Fort Ord with the installation of bike lanes and sidewalks along the proposed
roadway alternative. The improved safety, drainage, and alternative transportation
improvements would provide an improvement to the overall roadway alignment
and would minimize impacts to natural resources by using the existing alignment
rather than realigning it. However, the additional noise created by the roadway
construction and operation in close proximity to the existing residential areas would
likely result in a substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels at these
sensitive receptors that would require the construction of sound walls that would
result in a secondary visual impact.

In summary, Alternative #3 was rejected because it would result in a greater range
of long-term health and safety impacts.

Alternative 4 — Relocation of Class | Bikeway

Alternative #4 consists of developing the proposed action/project as currently
proposed but relocating the Class | bikeway from the currently undeveloped area to
the east of the proposed alignment of General Jim Moore Boulevard to the existing



alignment of General Jim Moore Boulevard. The existing alignment is currently
proposed to serve as an access road to utilities with no plans for demolition.

This alternative would allow for a bike path on the side of the road closest to
existing residential development and schools, it would eliminate the need to disturb
previously undisturbed soil resulting in less grading, and it would allow for an
ongoing use of the abandoned roadway with a specific organization responsible for
its upkeep. However, the realignment of the Class | bikeway would result in
reduced visibility of the trail from the roadway and subsequently, difficulty in
policing and safety. In addition, the alignment associated with this alternative
would result in excessive slopes (greater than ten percent) on portions of the bike
path and multiple conflicts with cross-streets, which are discouraged by the
Transportation Agency for Monterey County and the California Department of
Transportation (Caltrans) Design Manual.

Finding

The analysis provided in the attached EA/IS determines the proposed action is not a
major federal/state action that would significantly affect the environment, and does
not require the preparation and distribution of an Environmental Impact Statement,
All potentially significant environmental impacts would be reduced to less-than-
significant levels with appropriate mitigation measures as identified in the EA/IS
document,

Public Availability and Comment Period
The EA/IS document is available for public review at the following locations:

o City of Seaside Public Library

¢ Presidio of Monterey directorate of Environmental and Natural Resources,
Gigling Road, Building #4463, Presidio of Monterey Annex

The public review/comment period will extend 30 days from the date of notification
in the local newspaper. Please submit comments by January 25, 2005 to the
following address:

Commander, DLIFLC & POM

Mail Stop ATZP-EP (ATTN: Mr. Robert Guidi)
Presidio of Monterey

Monterey, CA 93944-5006

Date:
Michael R. Simone, Colonel, Installation Commander

Date:
Michael A. Houlemard, Jr., Executive Officer, FORA
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PROPOSED MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

Lead Agency:

Project Sponsors:

Project Name:

Project Location:

Project Description:

Fort Ord Reuse Authority (FORA)
Contact: James Arnold, Senior Project Manager

Fort Ord Reuse Authority
100 12" Street

Marina, CA 93933

Tel: (831) 883-3672

The General Jim Moore Boulevard and Eucalyptus Road
Roadway Improvement Project

Fort Ord is a former U. S. Army infantry base located in
Monterey County, about five miles northeast of the City of
Monterey. The former base covers nearly 28,000 acres and is
surrounded by the cities of Marina, Monterey, Del Rey Oaks,
Seaside, and Sand City, and unincorporated lands in Monterey
County.

The proposed action/project would be located within the City
of Seaside, City of Del Rey Oaks, and Monterey County
planning boundaries in the southern portion of the former Fort
Ord along General Jim Moore Boulevard, approximately 1,300
feet north of the Eucalyptus Road/Coe Avenue intersection to
approximately 700 linear feet north of State Highway 218,
which is a distance of approximately 12,800 linear feet. The
proposed action/project also involves improving Eucalyptus
Road along its current alignment starting at the intersection
with General Jim Moore Boulevard and continuing for
approximately 9,100 linear feet to the east.

The proposed action/project involves improving and realigning
portions of General Jim Moore Boulevard and Eucalyptus
Road.

General Jim Moore Boulevard

The proposed action/project involves improving and realigning
General Jim Moore Boulevard from approximately 1,300 feet
north of the Eucalyptus Road/Coe Avenue intersection to 700
feet north of State Highway 218 for a total of approximately
12,800 linear feet. General Jim Moore Boulevard would be
realigned from its current location to an alignment east of the
existing Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) easement



for high voltage overhead power lines. Realignment would be
from a point approximately 300 feet south of the Eucalyptus
Road/Coe Avenue intersection to 1,900 feet north of State
Highway 218 for a total realignment length of 9,400 linear
feet.

General Jim Moore Boulevard will be improved as a four-lane
divided arterial roadway with a center median 18 feet wide
reducing to four feet at [eft turn pockets at intersections. The
proposed roadway will include eight-foot wide shoulders;
construction of new intersections at South Boundary Road, Del
Rey Oaks Resort, Broadway Avenue with an extension of
Broadway Avenue to the realigned General Jim Moore
Boulevard and Eucalyptus Road/Coe Avenue intersection;
intersection improvements at Hilby Avenue and San Pablo
Avenue for future use; installation of concert curb and gutter,
six foot sidewalks of the east side of General Jim Moore
Boulevard. Street lights will be installed throughout the total
length of the roadway improvements in the median and behind
the curbs at the intersection. The median will be irrigated and
planted with trees throughout the project length,

Eucalyptus Road

The proposed action/project involves improving Eucalyptus
Road along its current alignment starting at the intersection
with General Jim Moore Boulevard and continuing for
approximately 9,100 linear feet east. The roadway would be
improved as a two-lane arterial roadway with six-foot wide
shoulders/bike lanes on each side of the roadway. Roadway
improvements include the installation of curbs and gutters.
The roadway includes left and right-turn lanes to General Jim
Moore Boulevard at the approach to this intersection.

Public Review Period: Begins — March 18, 2005

Ends - April 18, 2005

Address Where Copy of Initial Study is Available for Public Review:

Monterey County Free Library, Seaside Branch, 550 Harcourt Avenue,
Seaside, CA 93955

Fort Ord Reuse Authority, 100 12" Street, Building 2880, Marina, CA 93933



» Presidio of Monterey, Directorate of Environmental and Natural Resources,
Gigling Road, Building #4463, Presidio of Monterey Annex

Address Where Written Comments Should be Sent:

James M. Arnold

Senior Project Manager

Fort Ord Reuse Authority

100 12" Street, Building 2880
Marina, CA 93933

The proposed action/project would not have a significant effect on the environment
as it has been found:

(A) That said project would not have the potential to significantly degrade the
quality of the environment.

(B) That said project will have no significant impact on long-term
environmental goals.

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

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

MITIGATION MEASURES

Aesthetics

MM-1 FORA shall prepare detailed lighting plans indicating the locations
and type of fixtures to be used and demonstrating that exterior lighting
maintains acceptable non-intrusive levels. Lighting plans shall also
incorporate baffles and lens cut-offs to direct lighting downward and
to minimize the unwanted spillover of light. All external lighting shall
be noted on final improvement plans prior to implementation of the
proposed action/project.

Party Responsible for Implementation: FORA
Party Responsible for Monitoring/Reporting: FORA
Air Quality



MM-2

FORA shall include a dust control plan in all construction documents
for the proposed action/project, to include all of the following
measures to adequately control dust. If any debris or soil is to be
removed from the project area, the debris and soil shall be covered
while in transit to avoid safety hazards. If all of the following
measures are not implemented, grading shall be limited to 2.2 acres
per day during earthmoving efforts (grading and excavation) or 8.1
acres per day during minimal earthmoving (finish grading) as a
potential threshold of significance by the Monterey Bay Unified Air
Pollution Control District:

(a) Water all active portions of the construction site at least twice
daily;

(b) Suspend all excavation and grading operations when wind
speeds exceed 15 miles per hour averaged over one hour, or
when watering activities are inadequate to control airborne
dust;

(c) Replace ground cover or apply MBUAPCD-approved chemical
soil stabilizers according to manufacturer’s specifications to all
inactive portions of the construction site (previously graded
areas inactive for four days of more), when airborne dust
conditions are visible;

(d) Apply water two times daily or Monterey Bay Unified Air
Pollution Control District approved chemical stabilizers
according to manufacturer’'s specifications to all inactive
portions of the construction site (previously graded areas
inactive for four days or more), when airborne dust conditions
are visible;

(e) Sufficiently water and securely cover all material transported
off site while in transit and adjust on-site loads as necessary to
prevent airborne dust conditions, Haul trucks shall maintain
enough freeboard to prevent airborne dust conditions;

(f) Plant vegetative groundcover in, or otherwise stabilize
disturbed areas as soon as grading and construction activities
in those areas are completed;

(g) Cover or apply approved Monterey Bay Unified Air Pollution
Control District stabilizers to material stockpiles that remain
inactive for more than 72 consecutive hours;

(h) Provide dust free stabilized surfaces at the exit of construction
sites for all exiting trucks;



MM-3

(i) Sweep adjacent public streets at the end of each day if visible
soil material is carried out from the construction site;

(j) Limit traffic speed on all unpaved roads to 15 miles per hour or
less;

(k) Post a publicly visible sign that specifies the telephone number
of the on-site contractor and person to contact regarding dust
complaints. This person shall respond to complaints and take
corrective action by the end of the same day if the complaint is
received by 12:00 noon and within 24 hours if the complaint
is received later than 12:00 noon. The phone number of the
MBUAPCD shall be visible to ensure compliance with Rule
402 (Nuisance); and

(m)  The grading contractor shall appoint a qualified site monitor to
ensure that the plan is implemented.

Party Responsible for Implementation: FORA
Party Responsible for Monitoring/Reporting: FOR A

To limit diesel emissions, FORA shall limit the pieces of diesel-
powered construction equipment used at any one time and limit the
hours of operation for heavy-duty equipment as feasible. Gasoline-
powered equipment will be used as an alternative to diesel whenever
possible and when comparable equipment and technology is
available.

Party Responsible for Implementation: FORA
Party Responsible for Monitoring/Reporting: FORA

Biological Resources

MM-4

If the Habitat Conservation Plan and Implementation Agreement are
not fully executed prior to initiation of construction, then a
preconstruction biological survey shall be performed by a Qualified
Biologist and independent authorization for incidental take for sand
gilia and seaside bird's beak shall be obtained from the California
Department of Fish and Game. The incidental take authorization will
likely require mitigation for the loss of plants and suitable habitat for
sand gilia and seaside bird's beak. FORA is currently undertaking
efforts to mitigate sand gilia losses for other road improvement
projects on the former Landfill. Mitigation would follow what was
approved with the issuance of take authorizations for previous road
projects and result in an appropriate replacement ratio and creating
suitable habitat as determined by the biologist hired to perform the



MM-5

MM-6

MM-7

preconstruction survey and consistent with California Department of
Fish and Game requirements, This mitigation will not need to be
implemented if there is an approved base wide Habitat Conservation
Plan in place.

Party Responsible for Implementation: FORA
Party Responsible for Monitoring/Reporting: FORA

To obtain incidental take authorization for seaside bird's beak, the
actual extent of Seaside bird's beak habitat and the number of
individuals to be removed shall be determined through appropriately
timed directed surveys in the summer of 2005, Based on California
Department of Fish and Game recommendations for previous
mitigation proposals for seaside bird's beak, both the area impacted as
well as the number of individuals lost should be mitigated at an
appropriate replacement ratio as determined by the biologist hired to
perform the time-directed surveys. Previously identified potential
mitigation areas for Seaside bird's beak on the former Fort Ord are
located on land to be transferred to the Bureau of Land Management,
specifically on a former range site (Range 45). This site was identified
because it has sandy substrates similar to those known to support
seaside bird's beak and is on land that will be transferred to BLM for
habitat restoration and management. The site is approximately five
acres and could provide enough area to accommodate the required
project mitigation. This mitigation will not need to be implemented if
there is an approved base wide Habitat Conservation Plan in place.

Party Responsible for Implementation: FORA
Party Responsible for Monitoring/Reporting: FORA

To address incidental take of California Tiger Salamander, the
proposed action/project shall comply with the conditions in the
Biological Opinion to be issued to the Army by the USFWS. Only
those conditions relevant to the project area would apply.

Party Responsible for Implementation: FORA
Party Responsible for Monitoring/Reporting: FORA

To comply with the Migratory Bird Treaty Act and the California Fish
and Game Code relative to active bird nests and special status bat
maternity roosts, the following measures should be implemented:

e Migratory birds: If construction activities are initiated after August
1 and before January 15 (outside of the typical nesting season for
the birds-of-prey and migratory birds that may nest in the study
area), then pre-construction surveys for active nests should not be




necessary. If activities are initiated before August 15 or after
January 15, then pre-construction surveys for active nests within a
certain radius of proposed activities are recommended. |If active
nests are found and the biologist determines that construction
activities would remove the nest or have the potential to cause
abandonment, then those activities should be avoided until the
young have fledged as determined through monitoring of the nest.
Once the young have fledged, construction activities can resume
in the vicinity. '

¢ Special-status bats: Prior to tree removal in the coast live oak
woodland, a qualified biologist shall survey the trees for presence
of roosting bats. If special-status bat species are present, the
following measures should be implemented.

o Tree removal should not occur if maternity bat roosts are
present (between April 15 and August 1) in the trees to be
removed.

o No tree removal should occur within 300 feet of the
maternity roost until all young bats have fledged - as
determined by a qualified biologist.

maternity roost, a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU)
with the CDFG should be obtained in order to remove the
animals prior to tree removal. Alternate habitat may need
to be provided if bats are to be excluded from maternity
roosts. A roost with comparable spatial and thermal
characteristics should be constructed as directed by a
qualified biologist. In the event that adult bats need to be
handled and relocated, a qualified biologist should prepare
and implement a relocation plan subject to approval by
CDFG that includes relocating all bats found on-site to an
alternate suitable habitat. A Mitigation and Monitoring
Plan that mitigates for loss of bat roosting habitat should be
prepared by a qualified biologist and approved by CDFG
prior to tree removal.

Party Responsible for Implementation: FORA
Party Responsible for Monitoring/Reporting: FORA and CDFG

MM-8 Prior to the commencement of construction activities, FORA will
engage a Registered Professional Forester or Certified Arborist to assist
in field adjustments of tree removal and prepare a tree removal and

. o If special-status bats are present but there is not an active




MM-9

replacement plan for the proposed action/project after the proposed
improvements have been staked in the field. The tree removal plan
will indicate the location of each protected tree to be removed for
grading and/or construction; the location of trees that are proposed for
relocation; the location of protected trees that are located adjacent to
grading and/or construction limits (i.e. within fifty feet); and will
indicate that all oak trees, which require pruning are pruned by a
Certified Arborist prior to initiation of construction activities. The tree
removal and replacement plan will ensure that as many native trees as
possible are salvaged and replanted within the project area and that
Coast live oak (Quercas agrifolia) trees that cannot be salvaged and
relocated within the proposed alignment that are greater than six
inches diameter at breast height (dbh) are replaced at a ratio based
upon an inch for an inch replacement of the removed tree(s).

The following specifications will be included within the tree
replacement plans: all replacement trees will be monitored and
replaced up to one year after planting if replacement trees die; all
replacement trees will be Coast live oak (Quercas agrifolia) and at
least five-gallon specimens; and that replacement trees will be planted
within or immediately adjacent to the project area or in other areas in
close proximity to the project.

Party Responsible for Implementation: FORA
Party Responsible for Monitoring/Reporting: FORA

Prior to commencement of construction activities, to the greatest
extent feasible, the critical root zone (measurement of the dripline
radius taken from the tree trunk to the tip of the farthest reaching
branch as determined by a Certified Arborist or Registered
Professional Forrester) of any tree or groups of trees to be retained will
be fenced with a four-foot high brightly colored synthetic fence at the
outermost edge of the critical root zone to prevent injury to the trees
prior to grading and during construction activities within the project
area. The fencing will remain in place until all construction activities
are complete. Trenching, grading, soil compaction, parking of
vehicles or heavy equipment, stockpiling of construction materials,
and/or dumping of materials will not be allowed within the critical
root zone,

Party Responsible for Implementation: FORA
Party Responsible for Monitoring/Reporting: FORA



Cultural Resources

MM-10

In the event that archaeological resources or human remains are
discovered during construction, FORA will ensure that all work is
stopped within 150 feet of the find until the find can be evaluated by
a qualified, professional archaeologist. In addition, the cultural
resources coordinator at the Army Directorate of Environmental and
Natural Resource Management (DENR) will be contacted. If the find
is determined to be significant, appropriate mitigation measures will
be implemented as recommended by the professional archaeologist
and the U.S. Army.

Party Responsible for Implementation: FORA
Party Responsible for Monitoring/Reporting: FORA

Geology and Soils

MM-11

MM-12

The proposed action/project will be designed in accordance with the
recommendations contained within the Preliminary Soils Engineering
Report (dated: February 27, 2004) prepared by Pacific Crest
Engineering, Inc. These recommendations include, but are limited to
site preparation and grading; cut and fill slopes; new pavement
section and overlay designs; utility trenches; lateral pressures; and
surface drainage. Recommendations will be incorporated into final
improvement plans for the proposed action/project.

Party Responsible for Implementation: FORA
Party Responsible for Monitoring/Reporting: FORA

An erosion control plan will be prepared and reviewed for approval
by FORA and Seaside, Del Rey Oaks, Monterey County, private
individual, and/or the United States Army, as applicable prior to
construction of the proposed action/project. The erosion control plan
will be included in construction documents for the proposed
action/project and will be implemented during and periodically
following construction. Erosion control measures will include, but not
be limited to the following:

e Limit disturbance of soils and vegetation to the minimum
necessary for access and construction;

o Confine all vehicular traffic associated with construction to the
right-of-way of designated access roads;



¢ Adhere to construction schedules designed to avoid periods of
heavy precipitation or high winds;

e Ensure that all exposed soil is provided with temporary drainage
and soil protection when construction activity is shut down during the
winter periods; and

e Inform construction personnel prior to construction and
periodically during construction activities of environmental concerns,
pertinent laws and regulations, and elements of the proposed erosion
control measures.

Party Responsible for Implementation: FORA
Party Responsible for Monitoring/Reporting: FORA

Hazardous Materials

MM-13

MM-14

Prior to any grading or construction activity within the project area,
FORA will obtain formal approval from the U.S. Army and the
California Department of Toxic Substances and Control (DTSC) that
the proposed construction areas including storage, grading, and
transport areas are free of Munitions and Explosives of Concern (MEC)
within a safe distance of said activities as approved by the United
States Army and the California Department of Toxic Substances and
Control (DTSC).

Party Responsible for Implementation: FORA
Party Responsible for Monitoring/Reporting: U.S. Army and DTSC

Bid documents and construction plans and documents are to include
a requirement that before construction activities commence on the
project, construction supervisors and crews will attend a U.S. Army
sponsored munitions and explosives of concern (MEC) safety briefing.
This briefing will identify the variety of MEC that may exist within the
project area and describe the actions to be taken if a suspicious item
is discovered during construction activities. In the event that MEC or
other suspicious materials are found within the project area, the
contractor will stop work immediately and contact the U.S. Army
Environmenta! office. Under no circumstance will anyone be allowed
to handle MEC or other suspicious material.

Party Responsible for Implementation: FORA

Party Responsible for Monitoring/Reporting: FORA and the U.S.
Army



Hydrology

MM-15

Noise

MM-16

MM-17

FORA will obtain from the State Water Resources Control Board
(SWRCB) prior to construction activities, a National Pollution
Discharge Elimination Systems Program General Construction Permit,
as required by the Federal Clean Water Act. FORA will comply with
all the provisions of the permit including the use of best management
practices and preparation of and compllance with a storm water
pollution prevention program.

Party Responsible for Implementation: FORA
Party Responsible for Monitoring/Reporting: FORA and RWQCB

The following language will be included on final improvement plans
for the proposed action/project:

Noise generating activities are limited to weekdays between 7:00 AM
and 7:00 PM, and Saturdays, Sundays, and holidays between 9:00
AM and 7:00 PM. Once per week, the FORA will provide a
description of the work to be performed to the Monterey Peninsula
Unified School District administration during grading and
construction of the proposed action/project.

Party Responsible for Implementation: FORA
Party Responsible for Monitoring/Reporting: FORA

FORA will ensure that construction equipment is properly outfitted
and maintained with noise reduction devices to minimize
construction-generated noise. Wherever feasible, noise-generating
equipment will be shielded from nearby sensitive receptors by noise
attenuating buffers such as structures or trucks.  Stationary
construction equipment will be located the greatest distance possible
from noise-sensitive receptors.

Party Responsible for Implementation: FORA
Party Responsible for Monitoring/Reporting: FORA



