FORT ORD REUSE AUTHORITY

REGULAR MEETING
FORT ORD REUSE AUTHORITY (FORA) BOARD OF DIRECTORS

Friday, November 17, 2017 at 2:00 p.m. | 910 2" Avenue, Marina, CA 93933 (Carpenters Union Hall)

AGENDA

ALL ARE ENCOURAGED TO SUBMIT QUESTIONS/CONCERNS BY NOON NoOVEMBER 16, 2017.

CALL TO ORDER
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE (If able, please stand)

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS, ANNOUNCEMENTS, AND CORRESPONDENCE
CLOSED SESSION

a. Conference with Legal Counsel — Gov. Code 54956.9(d)(2) one matter of significant exposure to
litigation. Claimant: Marina Community Partners

P w P

5. ANNOUNCEMENT OF ACTION TAKEN IN CLOSED SESSION
6. ROLL CALL

FORA is governed by 13 voting members: (a) 1 member appointed by the City of Carmel; (b) 1 member appointed
by the City of Del Rey Oaks; (c) 2 members appointed by the City of Marina; (d) 1 member appointed by Sand
City; (e) 1 member appointed by the City of Monterey; (f) 1 member appointed by the City of Pacific Grove; (g) 1
member appointed by the City of Salinas; (h) 2 members appointed by the City of Seaside; and (i) 3 members
appointed by Monterey County. The Board also includes 12 ex-officio non-voting members.

7. CONSENT AGENDA INFORMATION/ACTION

CONSENT AGENDA consists of routine information or action items accompanied by staff recommendation.
Information has been provided to the FORA Board on all Consent Agenda matters. The Consent Agenda items
are normally approved by one motion unless a Board member or the public request discussion or a separate vote.
Prior to a motion, any member of the public or the Board may ask a question or make comment about an agenda
item and staff will provide a response. If discussion is requested, that item will be removed from the Consent
Agenda and be considered separately at the end of the Consent Agenda.

a. Approve October 13, 2017 Meeting Minutes (p. 1)
Recommendation: Approve October 13, 2017 meeting minutes.

b. Approve October 26, 2017 Special Meeting Minutes (p. 5)
Recommendation: Approve October 26, 2017 Special meeting minutes

c. Administrative Committee (p. 7)
Recommendation: Receive a report from the Administrative Committee.

d. Veterans Issues Advisory Committee (p. 12)
Recommendation: Receive an update from the Veterans Issues Advisory Committee.

e. 2018 Board of Directors Meeting Calendar (p. 18)
Recommendation: Approve the 2018 FORA Board meeting schedule.

f. Public Correspondence to the Board (p. 20)

g. Prevailing Wage Status Report (p. 21)
Recommendation: Receive Prevailing Wage Status report



8. BUSINESS ITEMS INFORMATION/ACTION
BUSINESS ITEMS are for Board discussion, debate, direction to staff, and/or action. Comments from the public
are not to exceed 3 minutes or as otherwise determined by the Chair.

a. UC Monterey Bay Education Science and Technology Center Status (p. 25)
Recommendation: Receive a University of California Monterey Bay Education Science and
Technology (UCMBEST) Status Report.

b. Transition Planning Workshop — 2d Vote (p. 27)
Recommendation: Second Vote on the Transition Task Force Recommendation.

Motion: On motion by Board member Edelen and second by Board member Gunter to approve
the Transition Task Force recommendation to create a single entity successor/Joint Powers
Authority, seek extension of Community Facilities District/powers to the successor and utilize
implementation agreement/percentage assignment for jurisdictions fair and equitable contribution
for the successor to complete FORA program.

c. On-Call Engineering and Design Services — 2d Vote (p. 32)

Recommendation:

i. Take a 2" Vote to approve Master Services Engineering and Design Services Contract with
Whitson Engineers (W) not-to-exceed $1,500,000.

ii. Take a 2" Vote to approve Service Work Orders (SWOs): W1 Document Review for $27,500;
W2 South Boundary Road Design and Engineering Services for $554,300; W3 Gigling Road
Design and Engineering Services for $692,500; and W4 Engineering and Design Services
related to Utilities, Munitions and Explosives of Concern, and Public Outreach support on South
Boundary & Gigling Roads for $225,700.

d. Water Augmentation Program Update (p. 104)
Recommendation: Receive a Water Augmentation Program Update.

e. Eastside Parkway Environmental Review Update and Public Engagement Process (p. 106)
Recommendation: Receive an update on conceptual Eastside Parkway environmental review and
public engagement process.

9. PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD INFORMATION
Members of the public wishing to address the Board on matters within its jurisdiction, but not on this agenda,
may do so for up to 3 minutes or as otherwise determined by the Chair and will not receive Board action. Whenever
possible, written correspondence should be submitted to the Board in advance of the meeting, to provide adequate
time for its consideration.

10. ITEMS FROM MEMBERS INFORMATION
| Receive communication from Board members as it pertains to future agenda items. |

11. ADJOURNMENT

NEXT REGULAR MEETING: DECEMBER 8, 2017 AT 2:00 P.M.



Item 7a
FORA Board Meeting, 11/17/17

FORT ORD REUSE AUTHORITY
BOARD OF DIRECTORS REGULAR MEETING MINUTES
2:00p.m., Friday, October 13, 2017 | Carpenters Union Hall
910 2" Avenue, Marina, CA 93933

. CALL TO ORDER

Chair Rubio called the meeting to order at 2:00 p.m.

. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
The Pledge of Allegiance was led by City of Pacific Grove Council Member Cynthia Garfield.

. ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS, ANNOUNCEMENTS, AND CORRESPONDENCE

Executive Officer Michael Houlemard made the following announcements:

e October 16, 2017 comments are due for the Group 1 Proposed Plan - Seaside and Parker
Flats Phase Il MRAs document is out for public review and comment.

e October 19, 2017, the FORA ESCA Remediation Program will present the Army’s Proposed
Plan for Group 4 — Future East Garrison Munitions Response Areas (MRAS).

e October 16, 2017 CSUMB will host a Community Dialogue - Obamacare: Mend it or end it?

e October 21, 2017 National public lands day - centennial at Fort Ord - Honor Our Fallen Run

e October 28, 2017 — Monumental Giving: Join volunteers on the Fort Ord National Monument
and lend a hand in collecting native plant seed; There are two ways to join in with the fun: 1)
show up at 9:00 AM and choose one of our volunteer projects; or 2) if you are a mountain
biker, sign up for a ride and clip trail project through the Monterey Off-Road Cycling Association

e October 28, 2017 Hero's Open Golf Tournament at Bayonet Golf Course in Seaside

e November 8, 2017 Monterey Bay Economic Partnership third annual State of the Region
conference at the Hyatt Regency Monterey. Theme: "Let's Get Moving!"

. CLOSED SESSION

a. Conference with Legal Counsel — Gov. Code 54956.9(a): Keep Fort Ord Wild v. Fort Ord
Reuse Authority, Monterey County Superior Court, Case N0.M114961

b. Conference with Legal Counsel — Gov. Code 54956.9(d)(2) one matter of significant exposure
to litigation Claimant: Marina Community Partners

The Board entered closed session at 2:05p.m., and resumed open session at 2:47 p.m.

. ANNOUNCEMENT OF ACTION TAKEN IN CLOSED SESSION

Authority Counsel, Jon Giffen reported no action to announce.
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FORA Board October 13, 2017
Regular Meeting Meeting Minutes

ROLL CALL

Voting Members Present:

Supervisor Jane Parker (Monterey County), Supervisor Mary Adams (Monterey County), Mayor
Ralph Rubio (City of Seaside), Supervisor John Phillips (Monterey County), Mayor Joe Gunter
(City of Salinas), Councilmember Dave Pacheco (Alternate for Dennis Alexander) (City of
Seaside), Mayor Mary Ann Carbone (City of Sand City), Mayor Jerry Edelen (City of Del Rey
Oaks), Councilmember Frank O’Connell (City of Marina), Councilmember Cynthia Garfield (City
of Pacific Grove), Councilmember Gail Morton (City of Marina), Councilmember Jan Reimers (City
of Carmel-by-the-Sea), Councilmember Alan Haffa (City of Monterey) departed meeting at 3:06
p.m. and Councilmember Ed Smith (City of Monterey) served as alternate starting at 3:06 p.m.

Ex-officio (Non-Voting) Board Members Present:

Steve Matarazzo (UCSC), Dr. Eduardo Ochoa (CSUMB), Dr. Thomas Moore (MCWD), Hugh
Hardin (US Army), Anthony Musa (20th Congressional District), Nicole Charles (17th State
District), Erica Parker (29th State Assembly District), Dr. PK Diffenbaugh (MPUSD), Debbie Hale
(TAMC), Michelle Overmeyer (MST), Bill Collins (BRAC), Steve Crow (MPC)

CONSENT AGENDA

Approve September 8, 2017 Meeting Minutes

Administrative Committee

Veterans Issues Advisory Committee

Adopt 2017 FORA Legislative Agenda

Resolution for California Central Coast Veterans Cemetery

Public Correspondence to the Board

Habitat Conservation Plan Report

Environmental Services Cooperative Agreement-Quarterly Report
Updated CSUMB Economic Development Program Support

~S@meoooTw

Chair Rubio introduced the consent agenda items and asked Board members to make their request
for any items to be pulled; and called a vote on the remaining items.

MOTION: On motion by Board member Edelen and second by Board member Phillips and carried
by the following vote, the Board moved to approve consent agenda items 7a — 7c and 7f — 7i.

MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY

Board member Adams requested to pull item 7d — Adopt 2017 FORA Legislative Agenda from the
consent agenda for further discussion, review, and separate vote by the Board.

Executive Officer Michael Houlemard reviewed each of the items listed within the 2017 FORA
Legislative Agenda and its recommendation from the Legislative Committee. Public comment was
received on the item. Staff responded to questions and comments on the item.

MOTION: On motion by Board member Edelen and second by Board member Gunter and carried
by the following vote, the Board moved to approve the 2017 Legislative Agenda with changes to
the proposed position of item B — Legislative Coordination Regarding FORA Transition Issues to
reflect: “Coordinate and seek support from State Legislature (17" State Senate District and 29%
State Assembly District) to assure post-FORA funding for jurisdictions if FORA sunsets on June
30, 2020 in compliance with Title 7.85 of Government Code entitled Fort Ord Reuse Authority Act.

MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY
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FORA Board October 13, 2017
Regular Meeting Meeting Minutes

Board member Morton requested to pull item 7e — Resolution for California Central Coast Veterans
Cemetery from the consent agenda for further discussion, review and separate vote by the Board.

MOTION: On motion by Board member O’'Connell and second by Board member Smith and
carried by the following vote, the Board moved to approve the Resolution for California Central
Coast Veterans Cemetery.

MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY

BUSINESS ITEMS

a. On-Call Engineering and Design Services

i. Approve On-Call Engineering and Design Services Contract with Whitson Engineers
(W) not to-exceed $1,500,000.

i. Approve Service Work Order: W1 Document Review for $27,500; W2 South Boundary
Road Design and Engineering Services for $554,300; W3 Gigling Road Design and
Engineering Services for $692,500; and W4 Engineering and Design Services related to
Utilities, Munitions and Explosives of Concern, and Pubic Outreach support on South
Boundary and Gigling Roads for $225,700.

Project Manager Peter Said presented the item and provided background information and
proposed contractual adjustments for the board recommended action. Staff and Authority
Counsel responded to questions and comments from the Board. Public comment was received
on the item.

MOTION: On motion by Board member Gunter and second by Board member Smith and carried
by the following vote, the Board moved to approve the On-Call Engineering and Design Services
Contract with Whitson Engineers (W) not to-exceed $1,500,000 and approve Service Work Order:
W1 Document Review for $27,500; W2 South Boundary Road Design and Engineering Services
for $554,300; W3 Gigling Road Design and Engineering Services for $692,500; and W4
Engineering and Design Services related to Utilities, Munitions and Explosives of Concern, and
Pubic Outreach support on South Boundary and Gigling Roads for $225,700 with the proposed
changes to wording of the contract from the Board and will be reflected in the final contract.

Ayes: Phillips, Adams, Edelen, O’Connell, Haffa, Rubio, Pacheco, Carbone, Gunter,
Garfield, Reimers
Noes: Parker, Morton

MOTION PASSED: The item will return for a second vote.

SUBSTITUTE MOTION to continue the item by Board member Morton and second by Board
member Parker.

Chair Rubio called the question on the motion for continuance.

Ayes: Adams, Morton, Parker
Noes: Phillips, Edelen, O’Connell, Haffa, Rubio, Pacheco, Carbone, Gunter, Garfield,
Reimers

MOTION FAILED
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FORA Board October 13, 2017
Regular Meeting Meeting Minutes

b. General Engineering Services

i. Approve General Engineering Services Contract with Harris and Associates (H) not-to-
exceed $695,486.

ii. Approve Service Work Orders: H1 Surplus Il Building Removal Engineering and Support
Services for $296,940; H2 Stockade Building Removal and Support Services $238,311;
and H3 Eucalyptus Road Infiltrator Review and Repair Engineering and Support Services
for $160,235.

Mr. Said presented the item and the recommended action for the Board. The recommendation
was amended and proposed dropping service work order H3 for Eucalyptus Road infiltrator review
and repair engineering and support services. Staff responded to the Board’s questions and
comments. Public comment was received on the item.

Motion: On motion by Board member Adams and second by Board member Carbone, carried
by the following vote, the Board moved to approve General Engineering Services Contract with
Harris and Associates not-to-exceed $695,486; and approve Service Work Orders: H1 Surplus Il
Building Removal Engineering/Support Services for $296,940; H2 Stockade Building Removal
and Support Services $238,311; and the postponement of action for service work order H3.

MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY

c. Transition Task Force
Mr. Houlemard made an introductory statement with background information regarding the
item. Comments were received from the Board, including a request to continue the item to a
special meeting on October 26, 2017 at 4:00 p.m.

MOTION: On motion by Board member Adams and second by Board member Morton and carried
by the following vote, the Board moved to continue the item to a special meeting.

MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY

PUBLIC COMMENT
There were no public comments received.

ITEMS FROM MEMBERS
There were no items from members.

ADJOURNMENT at 5:02 p.m.
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Item 7b
FORA Board Meeting, 11/17/17

FORT ORD REUSE AUTHORITY
BOARD OF DIRECTORS SPECIAL MEETING MINUTES
4:00 p.m., Thursday, October 26, 2017 | Carpenters Union Hall
910 2" Avenue, Marina, CA 93933

1. CALL TO ORDER
Chair Rubio called the meeting to order at 4:00 p.m.

2. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
The Pledge of Allegiance was led by City of Carmel-by-the-sea Councilmember Jan Reimers.

3. ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS, ANNOUNCEMENTS, AND CORRESPONDENCE
Executive Officer Michael Houlemard provided the following announcements:
e Acknowledged Seaside City Councilmember Jason Campbell for his participation as an
alternate on the Board.
e Bureau of Land Management hosting National Public Lands Day — October 28, 2017
e Hero's Open Benefit Golf Tournament for California Central Coast Veterans Cemetery at
Bayonet Golf Course — October 28

4. ROLL CALL
Voting Members Present:
Supervisor Jane Parker (Monterey County), Supervisor Mary Adams (Monterey County),
Mayor Ralph Rubio (City of Seaside), Supervisor John Phillips (Monterey County), Mayor Joe
Gunter (City of Salinas), Councilmember Jason Campbell (City of Seaside), Mayor Mary Ann
Carbone (City of Sand City), Mayor Jerry Edelen (City of Del Rey Oaks), Councilmember Frank
O’Connell (City of Marina), Councilmember Cynthia Garfield (City of Pacific Grove),
Councilmember Gail Morton (City of Marina), Councilmember Jan Reimers (City of Carmel-by-
the-sea), Vice Mayor Alan Haffa (City of Monterey)

Ex-officio (Non-Voting) Board Members Present:

Andre Lewis (CSUMB), Dr. Thomas Moore (MCWD), Kathleen Lee (20th Congressional District),
Nicole Hollingsworth (17th State District), Erica Parker (29th State Assembly District), Dr. PK
Diffenbaugh (MPUSD), Debbie Hale (TAMC), Lisa Rheinheimer (MST), Bill Collins (BRAC)

5. BUSINESS ITEMS
a. Transition Planning Workshop
Executive Officer Michael Houlemard introduced the item amplifying opening comments
provided during the October 13, 2017 Board meeting; and thanked the Board members,
jurisdictional staff, and public for the comments and questions that were received in advance.

Page 5 of 121



FORA Board October 26, 2017
Special Meeting Meeting Minutes

Prevailing Wage/Risk Coordinator Sheri Damon provided the presentation and responded to
guestions and comments from the Board and public. Mr. Houlemard provided the next steps
at the conclusion of the presentation. Public comment was received.

MOTION: On motion by Board member Edelen and second by Board member Gunter and
carried by the following roll call vote to approve the Transition Task Force recommendation to
Create Single entity successor, Seek extension of CFD/powers to successor and utilize
Implementation Agreement/Percentage assignment for jurisdiction’s fair and equitable
contribution to successor to complete FORA program.

SUBSTITUTE MOTION: On motion by Board member Adams and second by Board member
Morton and failed by the following roll call vote to hire a consultant to come in and review the
information that has been provided to date and then guide through the transition process vote.

AMENDMENT (Parker): Direct FORA staff to engage consultant(s) with legal and financial
expertise to develop a Transition Plan that covers strategies/options if the CFD continues and
those available if there is no CFD. (AMENDMENT ACCEPTED)

Chair Rubio called the question on the aforementioned substitute motion moved by Board
member Adams and second by Board member Morton. The following roll call vote passed the
call to the question: Ayes — 9; Noes — 4.

Roll Call Vote on Substitute Motion: Ayes — 5, Noes — 8. Motion failed.

The Board provided further comments and discussion.

Board member Phillips called the question on the aforementioned amendment to the substitute
motion and to return to the original motion. MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY

Roll Call Vote on the Motion: Ayes — 8, Noes — 5. Second vote will be taken next meeting.

PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD
There were no public comments received.

ITEMS FROM MEMBERS
There were not items from received from members.

. ADJOURNMENT at 6:49 p.m.
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FORT ORD REUSE AUTHORITY BOARD REPORT

CONSENT AGENDA
Subject: Administrative Committee
Meeting Date: November 17, 2017

INFORMATION/ACTION

Agenda Number: 7c

RECOMMENDATION:
Receive a report from the Administrative Committee.

BACKGROUND/DISCUSSION:

The Administrative Committee met on September 13, 2017 and October 4, 2017. The
approved minutes for these meetings are attached (Attachment A & Attachment B).

FISCAL IMPACT:
Reviewed by the FORA Controller !E
Staff time for the Administrative Committee is included in the approved annual budget.

COORDINATION:
Administrative Committee

Prepared byZZ T /’/VQ/M\;, — Apprgved by

Dominjigue L. Jongs

Michael A. Houlemard,
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Attachment A to Item 7c
FORA Board Meeting, 11/17/17

FORT ORD REUSE AUTHORITY
ADMINISTRATIVE COMMITTEE REGULAR MEETING MINUTES
8:30 a.m., Wednesday, September 13, 2017 | FORA Conference Room
920 2" Avenue, Suite A, Marina, CA 93933

1. CALL TO ORDER
Co-Chair, Michael Houlemard called the meeting to order at 8:30 a.m.

The following members were present:
AR = After Roll Call; * = voting member

Craig Malin* (City of Seaside)
Melani Beretti* (County of Monterey)
Anya Spear (CSUMB)

Steve Matarazzo (UCMBEST)

Lisa Rheinheimer (MST)

2. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
The Pledge of Allegiance was led by Mr. Michael Groves.

3. ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS, ANNOUNCEMENTS AND CORRESPONDENCE
Executive Officer, Michael Houlemard reported on the public outreach meeting held by the City of
Marina for the Imjin Parkway Widening Project and the Prevailing Wage Workshop hosted by the
Department of Industrial Relations, both held on September 12, 2017. Craig Malin also mentioned
an upcoming public meeting in regards to the Campus Town project in Seaside.

4. PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD
Members of the public wishing to address the Administrative Committee on matters within its
jurisdiction, but not on this agenda, may do so for up to 3 minutes.
There were no comments received from the public.

5. APPROVAL OF MEETING MINUTES ACTION
a. August 2, 2017 Regular Meeting Minutes
b. August 30, 2017 Regular Meeting Minutes

MOTION: On motion by Committee member Beretti and second by Committee member Pick and
carried by the following vote, the Administrative Committee moved to approve the regular meeting
minutes of August 2 and August 30, 2017.

MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY

6. SEPTMEBER 8, 2017 WORKSHOP/BOARD MEETING FOLLOW-UP INFORMATION
Mr. Houlemard provided the Committee and public with an overview of the transportation workshop
and Board meeting. He briefly described the essence of the public comments and discussion that
occurred and provided insight to the presentations that were provided. Mr. Houlemard commended
the FORA staff for their work in the presentation and the positive feedback received. The Capital
Improvement Program (CIP) master services contracts item was also reviewed along with the duty
the Administrative Committee has to the Board in regards to making recommendations on CIP related
projects to the Board. Comments were also received from the Committee and public.
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Fort Ord Reuse Authority September 13, 2017 Meeting Minutes
Administrative Committee Page 2 of 2

7. SEPTEMBER 12, 2017 PREVAILING WAGE SEMINAR FOLLOW-UP INFORMATION
Principal Analyst Robert Norris and Mr. Houlemard provided the Committee and public with an
overview of the Prevailing Wage seminar and noted some the challenges and weaknesses that
were observed. Staff was asked to bring back a “wage study” regarding prevailing wage on former
Fort Ord at the October 18, 2017 Administrative Committee meeting. Comments and discussion
were received from the Committee and public.

8. ITEMS FROM MEMBERS
There were no items received from members.

9. ADJOURNMENT at 9:34 a.m.
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Attachment B to Item 7c
FORA Board Meeting, 11/17/17

FORT ORD REUSE AUTHORITY
ADMINISTRATIVE COMMITTEE REGULAR MEETING MINUTES
8:30 a.m., Wednesday, October 4, 2017 | FORA Conference Room
920 2" Avenue, Suite A, Marina, CA 93933

1. CALL TO ORDER
Co-Chair, Craig Malin called the meeting to order at 8:31 a.m.

The following members were present:
AR = After Roll Call; * = voting member

Craig Malin* (City of Seaside)

Melani Beretti* (County of Monterey)
Layne Long* (City of Marina)
Elizabeth Caraker* (City of Monterey)
Anya Spear (CSUMB)

Lisa Rheinheimer (MST)

Steve Matarazzo (UCMBEST)

Bill Collins (BRAC)

2. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
The Pledge of Allegiance was led by Craig Malin.

3. ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS, ANNOUNCEMENTS AND CORRESPONDENCE
Assistant Executive Officer Steve Endsley reminded the Committee and public that Executive Officer
Michael Houlemard was attending the Association of Defense Communities forum in Denver,
Colorado.

Bill Collins from the US Army Base Realignment and Closure office announced that the Army is
mobilized to begin prescribed burns of approximately 245 acres on Thursday, October 25, 2017 if
weather permits.

4. PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD
Members of the public wishing to address the Administrative Committee on matters within its
jurisdiction, but not on this agenda, may do so for up to 3 minutes.
There were no comments received from the public.

5. APPROVAL OF MEETING MINUTES ACTION
a. September 13, 2017 Regular Meeting Minutes

MOTION: On motion by Committee member Beretti and second by Committee member Malin and
carried by the following vote, the Administrative Committee moved to approve the regular meeting
minutes of September 13, 2017.

MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY
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Fort Ord Reuse Authority October 4, 2017 Meeting Minutes
Administrative Committee Page 2 of 2

6. OCTOBER 13, 2017 BOARD MEETING AGENDA REVIEW INFORMATION
Mr. Endsley provided the Committee and public with an overview of the Board meeting agenda.
Comments were also received from the Committee and public. Staff responded to questions.

7. BUSINESS ITEMS INFORMATION
a. Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) Annual Land Use Covenant Reporting
Principal Planner Jonathan Brinkmann reminded the Committee of the reporting due date of
September 29, 2017 and that there were still reports outstanding from several jurisdictions.
Comments were received from the Committee and public.

8. ITEMS FROM MEMBERS
Committee member Beretti requested that the DTSC reporting item be placed on the Administrative
Committee agenda weeks prior to the due date to allow agencies the opportunity to remind and follow
up with their staff.

Committee member Malin requested an update on the Oak Woodlands project be placed on a future
agenda.

9. ADJOURNMENT at 9:17 a.m.
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FORT ORD REUSE AUTHORITY BOARD REPORT

CONSENT AGENDA
Subject: Veterans Issues Advisory Committee
Meeting Date: November 17, 2017
Agenda Number: 7d INFORMATION/ACTION

RECOMMENDATION:

Receive an update from the Veterans Issues Advisory Committee (VIAC).

BACKGROUND/DISCUSSION:

The Veterans Issues Advisory Committee met on September 28, 2017. The approved
minutes for this meeting are attached (Attachment A). At this meeting, the VIAC
reviewed the fundraising status for the California Central Coast Veterans Cemetery
(CCCVC) phase Il and recommended that the FORA Board, Seaside City Council and
Monterey County Board of Supervisor should consider drafting resolutions to establish a
land value for the CCCVC and assist in meeting Federal Department of Veterans Affairs
Grant local match requirements. On October 13, 2017, the FORA Board adopted a
resolution setting the value for land transferred to the State of California for the CCCVC
(Attachment B).

FISCAL IMPACT:
Reviewed by FORA Controllerli}’/

Staff time for this item is included in the approved annual budget.

COORDINATION:

VIAC

Prepared by
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Attachment A to Item 7d
FORA Board Meeting, 11/17/17

FORT ORD REUSE AUTHORITY
VETERANS ISSUES ADVISORY COMMITTEE (VIAC) MEETING MINUTES
3:00 P.M. September 28, 2017 | FORA Conference Room

920 2™ Avenue, Suite A., Marina CA 93933

CALL TO ORDER
Chair, Jerry Edelen called the meeting to order at 3:00 P.M.

Committee Members Present:

Mayor Jerry Edelen, City of Del Rey Oaks (Chair)

lan Oglesby, US Army Veteran

Sid Williams, Monterey County Military & Veteran Affairs Commission

(MCM/VAC)

Mary Estrada, United Veterans Council (UVC)

Jack Stewart, Monterey County California Central Coast Veterans Cemetery Advisory
Committee

Richard Garza, Central Coast Veterans Cemetery Foundation (CCVCF)

Command Sgt. Major Roberto Marshall, US Army

James Bogan, Disabled American Veterans (DAV)

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE led by Robert Norris.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS, ANNOUNCEMENTS AND CORRESPONDENCE

Chair Edelen recognized Senator Bill Monning and thanked him for attending the
meeting. The new Cemetery Administrator Erica Chaney was introduced and an
update on Committee member Edith Johnsen’s condition as she recovers from a
house fire was provided.

PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD
There were no verbal comments from the public

APPROVAL OF MEETING MINUTES
a. August 24, 2017 Regular Meeting Minutes

MOTION: On motion by Committee member Sid Williams and second
by Committee member lan Oglesby and carried by the following vote,
the VIAC moved to approve the August 24, 2017 meeting minutes.

MOTION: PASSED UNANIMOUSLY

BUSINESS ITEMS
a. California Central Coast Veterans Cemetery (CCCVC) Status Report
i. Cemetery Administrator’s Status
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Veterans Issues Advisory Committee September 28, 2017
Meeting Minutes Page 2 of 3

e.

Ms. Chaney provided an update on the CDVA'’s attempts to fill vacant
positions and indicated that two positions were filled — skilled laborer and an
office technician. A report of 611 services/internments to date was also
provided and work being organized for the “Wreaths across America” event.

ii. Veterans Cemetery Land Use Status
Principal Analyst Robert Norris provided an update on the item and reviewed
the Fort Ord Committee meetings schedule that was provided in the packet.
Principal Planner Jonathan Brinkmann reminded the Committee and public
that FORA is working in a support role to the City of Seaside and Monterey
County to coordinate meetings and assist with support for public outreach.

ii.  Fort Ord Committee Verbal Report: Oak Woodlands Mitigation &

Endowment MOU

Mr. Norris provided a brief introduction to the item and advised the
committee to hear Tom Mancini (Seaside resident) report on the public
meeting that occurred on September 27, 2017 regarding the Army’s
proposed plan for Group 1 — Seaside and Parker Flats Phase Il Munitions
Response Areas. Executive Officer Michael Houlemard also provided
comments on the item.

Fundraising Status

I. CCVCEF Status Report

Richard Garza provided the report and indicated that a letter was received from
the State of California to consider contributing to the state share for the local
match grant by September 30, 2017. Because the Committee does not meet
until October 5, 2017 the deadline is unable to be met. A letter was sent from
CCVCEF in response stating that the funds have been verified for an expansion
and are earning interest. Senator Bill Monning also provided an update and
information on the State Senate role on the work for the CCCVC and its
fundraising efforts. A draft resolution will be provided to the land use
jurisdictions and the FORA Board to adopt that provides the value of the
cemetery land to support efforts for match funding.

Veterans Transition Center (VTC) Housing Construction
Mr. Norris provided an update on the water issues as it relates to the VTC and
the documents pending for the water certification to be granted.

VA-DOD Clinic

James Bogan provided an update and advised that although the pharmacy is
not open, progress is being made. Jack Stewart attended a City of Marina
Council meeting and requested signs be placed throughout the city to assist
visitors in locating the Veterans Clinic.

Historical Preservation Project

Mr. Stewart indicated the City of Marina has a draft plan for the area near the
VA Clinic for a restoration project that includes a sports arena, swimming pool,
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Veterans Issues Advisory Committee September 28, 2017
Meeting Minutes Page 3 of 3

chapel as well as a visitor center for the recreation trails, and the military
barracks.

f. Calendar of Events

* October 21, 2017: Run for the Fallen

* October 28, 2017: Hero’s Open

e October 28, 2017: 100 year anniversary of Army Fire Station
* November 9, 2017: DLI Veteran’s Day Ceremony

* November 11, 2017: Veteran's Day Parade

7. ITEMS FROM MEMBERS
Mr. Stewart reported on a veteran recently interred at CCCVC that received
multiple awards from several wars.

8. ADJOURNMENT at 3:50 P.M.
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Attachment B to Item 7d
FORA Board Meeting, 11/17/17

RESOLUTION NO. 1713

A RESOLUTION OF THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE FORT ORD REUSE
AUTHORITY SETTING THE VALUE FOR LAND TRANSFERRED TO THE STATE OF
CALIFORNIA FOR THE CALIFORNIA CENTRAL COAST VETERANS CEMETERY

THIS RESOLUTION is adopted with reference to the following facts and circumstances:

A. WHEREAS, the FORT ORD REUSE Authority ("FORA"), and all the FORA Board
members have supported the creation of the California Central Coast Veteran's
Cemetery ("CCCVC") on former Fort Ord lands; and

B. WHEREAS, the FORA Base Reuse Plan adopted in 1997 calls for a Veterans
Cemetery as a key component in the base wide recovery program; and

C. WHEREAS, many local individuals and organizations have supported the
regional effort to establish the CCCVC with personal, corporate, and other
eleemosynary contributions to the CCCVC Foundation's fundraising work; and

D. WHEREAS, the United States and California Departments of Veterans Affairs have
agreed to provide financial and ownership leadership for the CCCVC and have
accepted responsibility for completing a full-scale facility to honor California
Veterans; and

E. WHEREAS, FORA, the City of Seaside and the County of Monterey have entered
agreements recognizing the importance of setting aside a centrally located
property for the CCCVC and to forego the revenue return from such property to
aid the project demands; and

F. WHEREAS, 84.4 acres of developable land have been transferred to the State of
California for the purpose of developing a centrally located Veterans’ Cemetery;
and

G. WHEREAS, the FORA has established and published a general average value of
$171,000 per acre for development properties establishing the total amount of
$14,432,440 as the CCCVC land value; and

H. WHEREAS, the US and California Departments of Veterans Affairs require local matching
contributions in the financing of state cemeteries receiving federal funds; and

I. WHEREAS, FORA is requesting the State of California (CalVet) consider applying total
land value of Fourteen Million Four Hundred Thirty-Two Thousand Four Hundred dollars
($14,432,400) as state required local match for USDVA cemetery construction grants,
prorated for eleven phases of the cemetery as outlined in the state’s 2015 Central Coast
Veterans Cemetery Master Plan, beginning with an initial proration allocation for Phase Il
construction for in-ground casket and cremains burials.

NOW THEREFORE the Board hereby resolves that:

1. The value of the land that has been contributed to the State of California for the
establishment of the CCCVC is worth approximately Fourteen Million Four
Hundred Thirty-Two Thousand Four Hundred dollars ($14,432,400).

2. The FORA Board sustains its commitment to forego its share of the revenues for
these and the related parcels in order to support the local share requirements for
the CCCVC and ongoing fundraising work for meeting project obligations.
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3. The Board requests the State of California (CalVet) consider applying a combined
total land value of Fourteen Million Four Hundred Thirty-Two Thousand Four
Hundred dollars ($14,432,400) as state required local match for USDVA cemetery
construction grants, prorated for eleven phases of the cemetery as outlined in the
state’s 2015 Central Coast Veterans Cemetery Master Plan, beginning with an

initial proration allocation for Phase Il construction for in-ground casket and
cremains burials.

Upon motion by Director Frank O’Connell, seconded by Director Ed Smith, the foregoing
Resolution was passed on this 13t day of October, 2017, by the following vote:

AYES: Parker, Phillips, Adams, Edelen, O’Connell, Morton, Haffa,
Rubio, Pacheco, Carbone, Gunter, Garfield, Reimers

NOES: None

ABSENT: None

AN

Ralph Rubio, Chair

Michael A. Houlemard, Jr.
Clerk
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RETURN TO AGENDA

FORT ORD REUSE AUTHORITY BOARD REPORT

CONSENT AGENDA
Subject: 2018 FORA Board Meeting Calendar
Meeting Date: November 17, 2017
Agenda Number: 7e AGHION

RECOMMENDATION:
Approve the 2018 FORA Board meeting schedule.

BACKGROUND/DISCUSSION:

The 2018 Board Meeting schedule is provided as Attachment A.

FISCAL IMPACT:
Reviewed by FORA Controllerédl_‘!

Staff time for this item is included in the approved annual budget.

COORDINATION:

Prepared by
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FORT ORD REUSE AUTHORITY

920 2nd Avenue, Suite A, Marina, CA 93933
Phone: (831) 883-3672 | Fax: (831) 883-3675 | www.fora.or

Attachment A to ltem 7e
FORA Board Meeting, 11/17/17

2018 FORA BOARD MEETING SCHEDULE

January 12
February 9
March 9
April 13
May 11
June 8
July 13
August 10
September 14
October 12

(November 9 Veterans Day is Observed)
November 76
December 7

Board meetings are held on the 2" Friday of each month at 2:00 p.m. at the Carpenter’s Union Hall
on the former Fort Ord (910 2" Avenue, Marina, California), unless otherwise noticed/announced.
Meeting dates and times are subject to change. Agendas and other meeting materials are posted on

the FORA website www.fora.org and are available upon request.
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FORT ORD REUSE AUTHORITY BOARD REPORT

CONSENT AGENDA
Subject: Public Correspondence to the Board
Meeting Date: . November 17, 2017 INFORMATION/ACTION
Agenda Number: 7f

Public correspondence submitted to the Board is posted to FORA’s website on a monthly
basis and is available to view at http://www.fora.org/board.html

Correspondence may be submitted to the Board via email to board@fora.org or mailed to the
address below:

FORA Board of Directors
920 2" Avenue, Suite A
Marina, CA 93933
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FORT ORD REUSE AUTHORITY BOARD REPORT

CONSENT AGENDA
Subject: Prevailing Wage Status Report
Meeting Date: November 17, 2017 INFORMATION/ACTION
Agenda Number: 7g
RECOMMENDATION(S):
Receive Prevailing Wage Status Report
DISCUSSION:

From July 1, 2017 — September 30, 2017, multiple construction workers were employed on
Fort Ord projects. From reported information (California State University (CSU)/County of
Monterey (County)/Seahaven-Layia/Villosa/Shops at Dunes), approximately 154,261 worker
hours were utilized and approximately 2,278 workers employed. An average of 61% of those
workers were from the tri-County area. (Santa Cruz, Monterey and San Benito Counties). In
addition, the County and Marina Coast Water District (MCWD) had two public projects on
Fort Ord lands. The County has not yet begun work on its upgrade project to its new health
services building, but is expected to begin during the next reporting period. MCWD also
began work on its pipeline project and approximately 1,700-1,800 worker hours were
expended. The work was performed by Monterey Peninsula Engineering (MPE) and MCWD
estimates that 85-95% of MPE’s workforce is located within the tri-County area. These
numbers do not include Dunes on Monterey Bay (Dunes) housing project worker hours nor
do they include the Seahaven project worker hours.

On or about August 25, 2017, the Department of Industrial Relations (DIR) issued a Civil
Wage and Penalty Assessment against prime contractor Covenant Construction, Inc. on the
Springhill Suites — Dunes in the amount of $769,590 (penalties and wages). The current
status of this assessment is unknown. The date for a formal hearing was October 24, 2017.
In addition, tile mechanic workers have filed separate wage claims for unpaid wages and
waiting time penalties in a cumulative amount of approximately $175,000. The Fort Ord
Reuse Authority (FORA) was also copied on correspondence from attorneys Weinberg,
Roger and Rosenfeld on behalf of the Monterey/Santa Cruz Building and Construction
Trades Council (BTC) to Scott Negri, SKN Properties, asserting that SKN Properties is out
of compliance and requesting documents showing compliance with the terms of the
Settlement Agreement between the BTC and Marina Community Partners, LLC, et al. in
Case M81343, Monterey Superior Court.

At the July 2017 Board meeting, a FORA Prevailing Wage Legislative Update was provided
to the Board outlining the new changes in state law related to public works laws. In
September, the Department of Industrial Relations provided a workshop which addressed
some Fort Ord specific issues. Approximately 20-30 contractors, City/County staff and others
attended the workshop. While there was some very good information provided, handouts
have not been provided by DIR as promised. The presenters were unable or unauthorized
to provide specific information relative to Fort Ord military base reuse, even though such
information was requested in advance. The City attorneys have requested that additional
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information was requested in advance. The City attorneys have requested that additional
meetings be set up with DIR to further explore interpretations of the new rules and how they
apply on Fort Ord projects. It was relayed that DIR is still working on how it will implement
the new laws which took effect in June, 2017. DIR presenters did indicate that the PWC-100
forms which are used to report new public works projects now require the identification of
underlying land use jurisdictions.

At the October 2017 FORA Board meeting in the Legislative Agenda Board report, it was
reported that AB1701 was sent to the Governor’s office for signature. AB1701 would, for all
contracts entered into on or after January 1, 2018, require a direct contractor, as defined,
making or taking a contract in the state for the erection, construction, alteration, or repair of
a building, structure, or other work, to assume, and be liable for, specified debt owed to a
wage claimant that is incurred by a subcontractor, at any tier, acting under, by, or for the
direct contractor for the wage claimant’s performance of labor included in the subject of the
original contract. Additionally, the bill would provide additional enforcement authority to DIR
to enforce private contractual arrangements and provide for third party enforcement
directly against the contractor. This could have far reaching impacts in private construction
contracts and make a property owner who acts as a “general” to become responsible for
wage claims by a “sub-contractor’s” employees. Additionally, this may have some impact on
Fort Ord projects for those developers/contractors who have “private contractual”
agreements (settlement agreements or otherwise) regarding payment of prevailing wages or
otherwise for contracts entered into after January 1, 2018. The Governor signed this bill
into law October 14, 2017.

Finally, at the last prevailing wage quarterly report, it was requested that FORA staff put
together some best practices to address the new prevailing wage laws. As a first step,
Attachment A provides some suggested best practices to utilize when not only new
prevailing laws come into effect but also on an ongoing basis to assure a City’s or County’s
compliance with the ever changing public works laws. Consultation with a jurisdiction’s legal
counsel on technical contract language amendments and these practices is encouraged.

FISCAL IMPACT:
Reviewed by FORA Controller g"!
Staff time for this item is included in the approved annual budget.

Prepared bx/%// //ﬂ Approyed by

Shefi Dafron— = i | A. Houlemard, J(j
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Attachment A to Item 7g
FORA Board Meeting 11/17/17

BEST PRACTICES FOR 2017

CALIFORNIA PREVAILING WAGE LAW

California Prevailing Wage Law requires workers on publicly-funded construction
projects—called "public works"—to be paid prevailing wages, as determined by the State.
However, in recent years, the definition of public works has greatly expanded. Many
projects that were previously considered private are now "public works" subject to
prevailing wage requirements. The rules governing which projects are covered are
complex, rapidly changing, and largely unwritten.

PROACTIVE PLANNING

The best way to resolve prevailing wage disputes is to prevent them from occurring.
Identifying prevailing wage issues at an early stage and structuring projects to minimize
prevailing wage liability at the outset is an integral part of proactive planning.

In 2013 the California Labor Commissioner brought more than 400 enforcement actions
against developers and contractors, and collected a record-breaking $17.7 million in
retroactive prevailing wage payments. Even on Fort Ord alone, enforcement actions to
date have been in the millions.

Even when the State determines that a project is not subject to prevailing wage, individual
workers and labor groups can bring prevailing wage lawsuits up to four years after work
on the project is complete. The State has been known to change its opinion if different
or additional information is later presented. Sometimes the best way to avoid a prevailing
wage dispute is to negotiate an agreement in advance with the unions, known as a Project
Labor Agreement. Other times, close contact and discussion with the Departments’ staff
can minimize the nature and extent of non-compliance issues. One factor that is
considered by the Department when addressing compliance is whether or not a
Contractor or Awarding Body is following the advice of their Labor Compliance
professionals.

1. CHECK YOUR FUNDING SOURCE
e Prop 84 and Federal funding trigger additional PW/LCP requirements

2. REVIEW SPECIFICATIONS AND CONTRACTS TO ENSURE NEW AND
UPDATED PREVAILING WAGE LANGUAGE IS INCLUDED (THIS INCLUDES
PURCHASE ORDERS)

e Annual review of PW contract language
0 Must include registration requirements Labor Code 1725.5, unless
exempted from this requirement (LC 1771.1(a));
o This project is subject to compliance monitoring and enforcement by the
Department of Industrial Relations;
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Best Practices Attachment A to Item 7g
Page 2 of 2 FORA Board Meeting 11/17/17

0 Worker's Compensation requirement (LC 1860)

o0 The contractor shall post applicable prevailing wage rate on the project site.
(LC 1771.4)

e Service, Maintenance as well as capital improvement construction work are now
included

o Covered work: Landscape maintenance, servicing of fire alarm, exit lights,
and fire suppression systems; cleaning HVAC units/vents; servicing a
generator; warranty work; emergency work; modular furniture systems;
installing or removing any furniture attached to the wall, ceiling, or floor;
lighting replacement; surveying work; onsite testing

o Non-Covered work: Security guards; routine janitorial services; moving
services (no affixed furniture); pest control spraying; sewer camera
placemen and viewing; and supervisorial/clerical work where no “covered
work” is performed

3. REVIEW PROTOCOLS FOR FILING PWC-100 FORMS WITHIN 30 DAYS OF
AWARD BUT NOT LATER THAN FIRST DAY WORK IS PERFORMED

e Who will file.

e Cross Check and verification

e Only on-line

4. IS THE AGENCY REQUIRING PREVAILING WAGE ON ALL MAINTENANCE
WORK WHICH CONSTITUTES A “PUBLIC WORK”"?

5. IS THE AGENCY CHECKING THE CONTRACTOR'S PUBLIC WORKS
REGISTRATION PRIOR TO AWARD CONFIRMATION?

e If no registration, then may declare a bidder unresponsive; or give the bidder 24
hours to “cure” (register) the unregistered contractors (Cost is $2400 - $400
registration + $2,000 penalty)

e |s subcontractor registration being confirmed when they are added to the project?

6. REVIEW AGENCY’S PROTOCOL FOR PREVAILING WAGE ENFORCEMENT.

e Are certified payrolls collected?

e What level of review and/or auditing occurs?

e How are complaints or investigations handled (internally or handed over to the
DIR)?

e Are funds withheld pending conclusion of investigation?

e Third party Labor Compliance Professional and Software roles

e Develop, maintain and review contact lists with the Department of Industrial
Relations

7. ARE NOTICES OF COMPLETION FILED?
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FORT ORD REUSE AUTHORITY BOARD REPORT

BUSINESS ITEMS

Subject: UC Monterey Bay Education Science and Technology Center Status
Meeting Date: November 17, 2017
Agenda Number: 8a INFORMATION

RECOMMENDATION:
Receive a University of California Monterey Bay Education Science and Technology
(UCMBEST) Status Report.

BACKGROUND:

In 1994 the University of California (UC) obtained approximately 1,000 acres of Fort Ord land,
approximately 600 acres for habitat conservation, and 400 acres to provide research and
development opportunities associated with the UCMBEST Center, which was to be managed
by the UC Santa Cruz (UCSC) campus. Despite high aspirations, market demand for the
Center has failed to meet expectations. Over the course of the last fifteen years, UC engaged
in two unsuccessful attempts to partner with a master developer. The UCSC Campus has
managed the property for more than 20 years.

UCSC Chancellor George Blumenthal announced in March 2010 that UC intended to shrink
the footprint of the Center and consider alternative uses for peripheral lands. In response to a
request from Congressman Sam Farr, a group of stakeholders was assembled to discuss and
make recommendations regarding a future vision for UCMBEST Center lands. UCSC and the
Fort Ord Reuse Authority (FORA) hosted a series of facilitated stakeholder meetings.
Stakeholder recommendations from that effort are summarized in the 2011 UCMBEST Center
Visioning Process Report (http://bit.ly/1SBPITt), and memorialized in a letter executed by
stakeholders. Stakeholders agreed on the following intended outcomes:

e UC’s presence continues to be valued. Stakeholders recommend that UC retain control
of the UCMBEST Center;

e The local institutions of higher education (and potentially others) should be invited to join
an advisory group to help guide the UCMBEST Center;

e UC to actively seek UCMBEST Center tenants and streamline the approval process;

e UC peripheral lands may be used in the near term for economic development
opportunities; and

e UC may be expected to retain and utilize reasonable revenues for development.

Next steps outlined in the 2011 Report include:

1) Convene a special Working Group meeting to explore potential federal initiatives;

2) Convene a meeting between UCSC and CSUMB to explore Eighth Street parcel uses;

3) Invite local higher education institutions to collaborate in supporting UCSC development
of the UCMBEST Center and to establish a process for expanding the range of potential
research uses;

4) Seek funding for entitlements and additional water resources; and

5) Complete entitiements.
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While many of the recommendations above remain valid, continued lack of progress at the
UCMBEST project area has repeatedly raised Board and community concerns. Recently,
following Board direction, the strengthening of Monterey County Economic Development
staffing, and the hiring of a new FORA Economic Development Coordinator, efforts have
renewed to catalyze reuse activity at UCMBEST. To this end a series of meetings were held
in the fall of 2015 culminating with an Executive-level meeting at UCSC on December 22, 2015.

FORA staff and Board representatives met again with UC Santa Cruz representatives on
2/11/16, 3/4/16, and 3/17/16 to define paths forward including drafting a Memorandum of
Agreement (MOA) on collaboration including establishment of a staff-level UCMBEST Working
Group. Subsequently, UCSC presented at the March 11, 2016 FORA Board meeting to present
the current UCMBEST project status and clarify their commitments to moving the project
forward. The MOA was formally completed at the July 8, 2016 FORA Board meeting. Since
then, bi-weekly status calls with UC Santa Cruz and Monterey County representatives have
continued with the MOA collaboration and new development interests as the main focus.

DISCUSSION:

Vice Chancellor Scott Brandt provided a UCSC-UCMBEST Status Report at the May 12, 2017
Board meeting. Since then Mr. Metz has continued to represent FORA in bi-weekly status
update calls with UC Santa Cruz and Monterey County representatives. FORA staff provided
a Draft UCMBEST Marketing Plan to position the site for pro-active business recruitment in
2018. UCMBEST and FORA representatives supported the City of Marina staff in conducting
a joint City Council/Planning Commission special meeting focused on the UCMBEST/Airport
Specific Plan. The final environmental review for the Specific Plan has been approved for
funding by the City Council of Marina. UC staff is working with broker contractors to advance
its West Campus Parcels to public auction in December 2017. County, FORA, City of Marina,
MCWD, and UC staff are supporting recruitment of out-of-state companies in conjunction with
the Governors Office of Economic Development. Each of these efforts has the potential to
catalyze long-planned economic development and jobs growth at the UCMBEST properties.

FISCAL IMPACT:
Reviewed by FORA Controller jﬂi :

Staff time for this item is in the approved annual budget.

COORDINATION:
UCSC and Administrative Committee

-

proved by (i

UU‘és‘ﬁ % [ Michael A. Houfemard, Jr.

Prepared by
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FORT ORD REUSE AUTHORITY BOARD REPORT
BUSINESS ITEMS
Subject: Transition Planning Workshop — 2d Vote

Meeting Date: November 17, 2017
Agenda Number: 8b

INFORMATION/ACTION

RECOMMENDATION:
Second Vote on the Transition Task Force (TTF) Recommendation.

Motion: On motion by Board member Edelen and second by Board member Gunter to
approve the Transition Task Force recommendation to create a single entity successor/Joint
Powers Authority, seek extension of Community Facilities District/powers to the successor
and utilize implementation agreement/percentage assignment for jurisdictions fair and
equitable contribution for the successor to complete FORA program.

BACKGROUND/DISCUSSION:

The October 26, 2017 Board report is provided as Attachment A.

Additional information has been posted in our FAQ's on the FORA website in response to
questions raised by public and others, especially regarding the Community Facilities District
(CFD) termination language. It was noted in the presentation that there were only two ways
to extend the CFD: extend the FORA Act and/or amend Mello Roos statute which would
provide that FORA could transfer the CFD to successor entity(ies). It was noted that FORA’s
existing CFD has a language ambiguity regarding the end date. That ambiguity results from
the language in the Notice of Special Proceeding and in the ordinances levying the special
tax. Nonetheless, after reviewing formation documents, voting records, and levying
ordinances, and consulting with FORA Counsel, Special CFD Counsel and others, it is most
likely that the CFD cannot be extended without a vote. If a vote successfully extended the
CFD, the Mello Roos statute would still need amendment in order to transfer the CFD to a
successor entity or entities.

Additional background/discussion may be added to respond to the Board/public questions
and comments from the October 26, 2017 Board special meeting.

FISCAL IMPACT:
Reviewed by FORA Controller &

Staff time/legal are within the approved annual budget. Earlier staff PowerPoint versions
were presented to Finance Committee. As transition planning continues, staff anticipates
presenting future transition plan budget items for Board consideration.

COORDINATION:
TTF, Executive Committee, Legislative

Prepared by. B S\?i()z’/ﬂ g,\%@

D. Steven Endsley

Approved by

Michael A. Houlemard, Jr.
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Attachment A to Item 6b
FORA Board Meeting, 11/17/17

FORT ORD REUSE AUTHORITY BOARD REPORT

BUSINESS AGENDA

Subject: Transition Planning Workshop

Meeting Date: October 26, 2017
Agenda Number: b5a

INFORMATION/ACTION

RECOMMENDATION:

I. Conduct a Transition Planning Workshop;

il. Receive Staff Briefing;

iii. Review/Consider Transition Task Force Recommendation;
iv. Provide Direction to Staff; and

V. Schedule follow up discussion/meetings for this topic.

BACKGROUND/DISCUSSION:

The Fort Ord Reuse Authority Board, at its October 13, 2017 meeting, heard introductory remarks
from staff regarding the background and framework for complying with CA Legislative direction
to complete a Transition Plan and present such to the Local Area Formation Commission
(LAFCO) by the end of 2018. At the close of the initial presentation, several Board members
suggested moving toward a workshop to more fully explore the options for Transition Planning
that could best inform a path forward. Consequently, at the direction of the Board, staff has
scheduled a Transition Planning workshop to address issues, legal framework, and questions
related to formulation of the legislatively mandated transition plan required by Government Code
section 67700(b)(2). A final Transition Plan will assign assets and liabilities, designate
responsible successor agencies, and provide a schedule of remaining obligations. The final plan
requires a majority vote of the Board. LAFCO is required to ensure that all contracts, agreements
and pledges to pay or repay money are honored and properly administered. The plan is required
to be submitted to the LAFCO on or before December 30, 2018.

This reports supplements the staff report of October 13, 2017, which is available on the FORA
website. First, staff recognizes that what was presented in the staff report of October 13, 2017
was not the Transition Plan and expects there will be more focused meetings on responsible
successor agency structure and how assets, liabilities and obligations will be assigned and
implemented.

With respect to a Transition Plan approach, the Transition Task Force recommended:

1. The responsible successor entity be a single entity Joint Powers Agency; and

2. Seek legislative extension of CFD and other powers to the successor entity; and

3. Utilize Implementation Agreement/Percentage assignment for a jurisdiction’s fair and
equitable contribution to successor to complete FORA program.

Although, it is implied in the Authority Act, there is a fundamental direction that the Base Reuse
Plan and its attendant obligations be fully implemented and addressed. Accordingly, the
Transition Task Force considered a set of fundamental goals for the Transition Plan which were
previously presented to the Board.

The basic components to the Transition Plan are found in FORA’s current Capital Improvement
Program (Obligations and schedule for improvements), Public Retirement System (CalPERS)
contract requirements and the Environmental Services Cooperative Agreement munition and

1
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explosives cleanup, monitoring and reporting. This information has been presented to the Board,
the Legislative Committee, and the Transition Task Force.

A list of transportation projects and a plan for assignment and completion is summarized and
attached as Exhibit A. This list was presented and considered by your Transition Task Force.
As identified by your Capital Improvement Program, the post 2020 projection for
Transportation/Transit is estimated at $115.5M. Some key considerations include funding (who
and how and attendant policy implications), who would implement projects in the absence of
FORA, and how roadway priorities might be addressed. FORA Board currently has a policy of
completing on-site projects first — while sustaining the obligation to also fund off site projects. A
major consideration is that FORA CFD fee elimination, which funds basewide facilities and
mitigation measures, alters the funding structure and results in multiple contract and equity
issues. For example, the Transportation Agency of Monterey County is required to follow the
Mitigation Fee Act (Government Code section 66000 and following) which requires a nexus to
development. The FORA CFD is a special tax which does not require nexus.

The Transition Task Force was presented with information that should FORA sunset in 2020, the
contract with Marina Coast Water District terminates by its terms and Marina Coast will control
both the infrastructure and water to supply Fort Ord developments. Currently, that contract
requires that Marina Coast serve all of Fort Ord development, existing and proposed. However,
in the absence of FORA and the Facilities Agreement, future projects on Fort Ord will be required
to annex to the Marina Coast Water District in order to receive water service from them.
Accordingly, FORA staff assumed, based upon existing contract terms that water service and
wastewater rights will be assigned to Marina Coast Water District. Water augmentation and
waste water service, The Capital Improvement Program identifies $17.8M for water/water
augmentation costs. If the CFD terminates, MCWD will need to add an assessment to its fee
program to cover that CEQA requirement.

Regional habitat conservation is perhaps one of the largest components of the capital
improvement program. A regional habitat conservation plan outlines and funds an ongoing plan
for maintaining the regionally integrated habitat corridors and species preservation, restoring
degraded habitat. In exchange, development, such as trails through habitat lands, and
development and limited infrastructure are provided with a plan for how to mitigate impacts on
habitat lands. The habitat conservation plan is projected to be broken down into two primary
parts: one is habitat management, process and reporting, and the second is financing. It is
currently projected that the management piece would be accomplished by a habitat cooperative
(joint powers agency — JPA)). Currently FORA policy sets aside thirty percent (30%) of
community facilities district fees to fund the habitat conservation. The Capital Improvement
Program identifies $46.2M post 2020 fee. In the absence of the FORA CFD, a replacement
revenue stream must be identified to meet the projected habitat conservation program financial
requirements — including staffing/operations cost to support the habitat JPA.

The munitions and explosive clean up obligations are projected to be in the neighborhood of $8-
10M. FORA staff has been seeking an amendment to the Army’s grant to address this shortfall.
Post-FORA it is anticipated that there will be ongoing requirements for construction support, land
use control monitoring/reporting, and discovered ordnance procedures/action. It is anticipated
(but not approved) that this obligation will be fully funded by the Army.

While the above, encapsulate the majority of FORA’s obligations, there are additional liabilities
which have been identified primarily as administrative obligations. The largest of those is the
Cal PERS obligation for terminated agency unfunded liability. FORA Board, Finance Committee
and staff have been keeping a close eye on that obligation as it is routinely adjusted based upon
2
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actuarial evaluations by CalPERS. The CalPERS hypothetical termination liability is between
$6.9M and $8.8M. For fiscal year 2017, the Finance Committee and the FORA Board have set
aside approximately $7.3M to address this projected liability. The more that this liability is funded,
the financial risk associated with an assignment of this non-real property liability is reduced. The
policy issue for the Board to address is: should all voting members be required to bear some
responsibility for any portion of outstanding obligations/liabilities or should the entire amount be
borne by only the underlying land holding jurisdictions?

Funding is key to assuring that the Capital Improvement Program is implemented. In the
absence of FORA’s Community Facilities District tax, the underlying land use jurisdictions will be
required to create a replacement funding stream to address these issues. A basic
understanding of how FORA’s Capital Improvement Program is funded may assist the Board
Staff has created a separate briefing memo addressing funding attached as Exhibit B. It is
FORA staff's recommendation that at a minimum the Board consider directing staff to bring back
language revisions to the Mello Roos statute to address building removal funding and
assignment of FORA'’s CFD, thus preserving and promoting flexibility for assignment or creation
of any new CFD'’s.

FORA has received multiple questions about the transition planning process. FORA staff
appreciates the early nature of those questions and the opportunity to address them. Responses
have been previously provided for some of these questions and additional responses will be
provided at or before the meeting.

There are other policy issues which must be addressed in order to implement the above outlined
obligations and liabilities.

Should one entity be the successor agency or multiple agencies?

Should all the jurisdictions create a JPA or just the ones that wish to create one?

How is that addressed in the Transition Plan?

What if one jurisdiction wishes to implement growth control and not build to full potential?

How is this addressed? What are the considerations or issues associated with each?

In the absence of assignment of FORA’s CFD, how will revenues be generated and who

will generate those?

What are some of the pros and cons associated with a replacement funding structure?

e If there is no single entity successor, how will the projects in the Capital Improvement
Program be prioritized and implemented?

e What is the forum for that and who controls priority?

These are complicated issues, legally, fiscally and politically. Some peoples’ pros are another’s
cons. However, the Legislature charged FORA with fully transitioning the base to civilian use.
FORA job is roughly forty percent (40%) complete, pursuant to the Annual Report and other
reports. Staff does not expect the Board to come to resolution on all aspects of the Final
Transition Plan, however, staff does require policy direction to refine documents to compile a
comprehensive draft Transition Plan for the Board’s consideration.

FISCAL IMPACT:
Reviewed by FORA Controller

Staff time/legal are within the approved annual budget. Earlier staff PowerPoint versions were
presented to Finance Committee. As transition planning continues, staff anticipates presenting
future transition plan budget items for Board consideration.
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COORDINATION:
On October 4, 2017, the Administrative Committee reviewed the TTF recommendation as part of
their review of the October 13, 2017 draft FORA Board Packet.

On September 28, 2017, the Legislative Committee considered the TTF recommendation and
made no recommendation to change the Legislative Agenda until the Board’s consideration of
‘the TTF recommendation at the October 13, 2017 Board meeting.

On October 4, 2017, the Executive Committee considered the TTF recommendation and
recommended the two October meetings format for discussion of this item, and stressed ample
time for public participation and comment.

TTF, Administrative Committee, Executlve Committee, Legislative Committee, Finance
Commlttee Legislative offlces

Prepared by — jb’/‘)@f\ éfﬁi&@% Apprj

Steve Endsley

d by

Michael A. Houlémard, Jr.

4
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FORT ORD REUSE AUTHORITY BOARD REPORT

BUSINESS ITEMS

Subject: On-Call Engineering and Design Services — 2™ Vote
Meeting Date: November 17, 2017
Agenda Number: 8c ACTION

RECOMMENDATION(S):

i. Take a 2" Vote to approve Master Services Engineering and Design Services Contract
with Whitson Engineers (W) not-to-exceed $1,500,000 (Attachment A)

ii. Take a 2" Vote to approve Service Work Orders (SWOs): W1 Document Review for
$27,500; W2 South Boundary Road Design and Engineering Services for $554,300; W3
Gigling Road Design and Engineering Services for $692,500; and W4 Engineering and
Design Services related to Utilities, Munitions and Explosives of Concern, and Public
Outreach support on South Boundary & Gigling Roads for $225,700 (Attachment B)

BACKGROUND:

At its October 13, 2017 meeting, the FORA Board voted on a motion to approve the Master
Services Engineering and Design Services contract with Whitson Engineers and SWOs
W1, W2, W3, and W4. The vote on the motion was not unanimous. According to FORA’s
rules, the motion must return for a second vote. The motion incorporated modified
language to the draft Master Services Engineering and Design Services contract, SWO-1,
and SWO-2 as follows:

e On page one of the draft Master Services Engineering and Design Service contract,
Section 2 “Term” was changed to: “Consultant shall commence work under this
Agreement effective on for three years or the transition of FORA,
whichever-comes-firstwhichever is later...”

This change was made to take into account the contract term may need to extend
beyond the FORA sunset date, which may require it to be assigned to the
appropriate successor agency or agencies.

e Task 3: On page one of SWO-W1, the last paragraph second to last sentence was
changed to: “Coordination of all design concepts with FORA, the City of Del Rey
Oaks, the City of Seaside, the City of Monterey, Traffic Agency of Monterey County
(TAMC), Sports Car Racing Association of the Monterey Peninsula (SCRAMP),
Monterey County Parks Department,_California Native Plants Society (CNPS),
Marina Coast Water District (MCWD), Seaside County Sanitation District (SCSD),
and Monterey One Water.
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This modification was made to be more consistent with the Environmental
Assessment/Initial Study/ Mitigated Negative Declaration project description for
South Boundary Road.

e On page one of SWO-W2, the last sentence of the first paragraph was changed to:
“FORA will engage in the design and implementation of SBR, a two-lane divided
urban arterial to join previously constructed FORA roadway improvements at
General Jim Moore Blvd. near Hwy 218 in the City of Del Rey Oaks, and extend
approximately 200 feet past Rancho Saucito Rd. in the City of Monterey.”

This modification was made to be more consistent with the Environmental
Assessment/ Initial Study Mitigated Negative Declaration project description for
South Boundary Road.

In 2000, the Board approved a Master Services Contract with Creegan+D’Angelo (C+D).

In 2007, the Board approved SWOs 8 and 9 for the design and environmental evaluation
of South Boundary and Gigling Roads, which are included as on-site FORA lead agency
transportation projects in the Fort Ord Reuse Authority (FORA) Capital Improvement
Program (CIP). C+D and its consultants performed this work through 2010, resulting in
60% conceptual plans, preliminary geotechnical and traffic studies, and preliminary
estimates of cost. As a sub-contractor to C+D, PMC (now Michael Baker International)
completed an Environmental Assessment/Initial Study (EA/IS) evaluation of the
environmental impacts of South Boundary and Gigling Road Improvements (the National
Environmental Policy Act/ California Environmental Quality Act [NEPA/CEQA] compliance
document). The consultants also prepared a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan.

In May 2010, FORA issued a Public Notice of Intent to adopt a Mitigated Negative
Declaration (MND), and a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI).

In August 2010, the FORA Board completed the NEPA/ CEQA process by approving
CEQA findings for the MND, adopting the MND, approving the Mitigation Monitoring and
Reporting Program, and approving the Project Findings (Attachment C), authorizing the
South Boundary and Gigling Road Improvements to move forward as projects.

Since that approval, FORA had to wait for sufficient Community Facilities District Special
Tax funds to implement these approved road improvement projects. FORA now has
funding to move forward. However, the Master Services Contract with C+D will expire in
November 2017. Therefore, staff recommends replacing the Master Services Contract.

At its July 14, 2017 meeting, the FORA Board authorized the solicitation for statements of
qualifications from the professional engineering community for roadway design and
construction management services to continue implementation of the FORA CIP with a
focus on the transportation element.

The solicitation process, now complete, resulted in submittals by multiple consulting
teams. FORA staff reviewed and ranked the submittals. The most qualified team was
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selected by a panel comprised of staff representatives from Del Rey Oaks, Seaside,
Monterey, and FORA. The panel selected Whitson Engineers as lead consultant for ateam
also including Denise Duffy and Associates, Harris and Associates, Earth Systems Pacific,
and BFS Landscape Architects on August 31, 2017.

Staff negotiated four Service Work Orders (Attachment B) with Whitson Engineers:

SWO-W1: Background and document review

resulting in a refined Work Scope & Plan. $27,500
SWO-W2:  South Boundary Road $554,300
SWO-W3:  Gigling Road $692,500

SWO-W4: Utility, Munitions and Explosives of

Concern (MEC), and Public Outreach

Planning Contingency $225,700
Total Contract Amount, Not to Exceed $1,500,000

DISCUSSION:

Service Work Orders:

SWO-W1 must be completed prior to FORA authorization to work on the SWQO'’s that
follow. The intent is to review C+D’s prior work and create detailed workplans needed to
move forward on South Boundary and Gigling Roads.

SWO-W2: South Boundary Road is the FORA Board’s second CIP transportation priority
in support of the Del Rey Oaks Flagship Project and extends from General Jim Moore
Boulevard east 200 feet past Rancho Saucito Road. The Board’s August 2010 action
certified the CEQA Findings for South Boundary Road. The budget for roadway design
was approved in the 2017-2018 CIP. The Board’s next action for consideration would be
to authorize FORA staff to solicit construction bids followed by consideration of a Public
Works Contract. SWO-W2 identifies the completion of plans and construction
specifications for the bid documents necessary to prepare for the next Board action (Tasks
1-5), and identifies additional tasks following Board approval to solicit (Tasks 6) and
approval to contract (Task 7). Upon completion of SWO-W1, the service work order will be
updated to reflect the specific workplan activities to be completed.

SWO-W3: Gigling Road is the FORA Board’s third transportation priority in support of
Seaside’s Flagship Project of Campus Town (Seaside Surplus II) and extends from
General Jim Moore Boulevard east to Seventh Avenue. The Board’s August 2010 action
certified the CEQA Findings for Gigling Road Improvements. The budget for roadway
design was approved in the 2017-2018 CIP. The Board’'s next action for consideration
would be to authorize FORA staff to solicit construction bids followed by consideration of
a Public Works Contract. SWO-W3 identifies the general tasks necessary to prepare for
the next Board action (Tasks 1-5), and identifies additional tasks following Board approval
to solicit (Tasks 6) and approval to contract (Task 7). Upon completion of SWO-W1, the

Page 34 of 121



service work order will be updated to reflect the specific workplan activities to be
completed.

SWO-W4: Staff recommends approval of SWO-W4 for unknown utility and MEC planning,
and public engagement activities by adding a contingency in the total contract amount.
This contingency would allow FORA staff the ability to manage unexpected costs that may
arise during the course of the contract. Examples of potential costs include: increased
PG&E coordination and utility planning on Gigling Road, unanticipated environmental
mitigation planning with California Department of Fish and Wildlife or the Department of
Defense, additional MEC planning on South Boundary Road, additional public outreach,
and other potential costs.

FISCAL IMPACT:
Reviewed by FORA Controller“&/

Staff time for this item is included in the approved annual budget. The contract SWO
amounts are included in FY 2017-2018 CIP.

COORDINATION:
Authority Counsel, Del Rey Oaks, Monterey, Seaside, Administrative Committee

Nevensaty o Toik

Jonathan Brinkman
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Agreement No FC- Board Draft 09/29/17

Attachment A to Item 8c

FORT ORD REUSE AUTHORITY FORA Board Meeting 11/17/17

Agreement No. FC-

This Agreement for Professional Services (hereinafter referred to as “Agreement”) is by and between the Fort Ord
Reuse Authority, a public corporation of the State of California (hereinafter referred to as “FORA”) and Whitson
Engineers a California corporation (hereinafter referred to as “Consultant”).

The parties agree as follows:

1. SCOPE. Subject to the terms and conditions set forth in this Agreement, Consultant shall provide FORA
with the services described in the scope of work attached as Exhibit “A” to this Agreement (the “Services”). The
Services will be rendered at the direction of the Executive Officer of FORA as authorized by the FORA Board of
Directors.

2. TERM. Consultant shall commence work under this Agreement effective on for three years
or until the transition of FORA, whichever is later, and will diligently perform the Services under this Agreement
until the work as described in Exhibit “A” is complete.

3. PAYMENT TERMS. FORA shall pay Consultant for the Services at the times and in the manner set forth
in Exhibit “B”, Exhibit “C”, and Exhibit “D” to this Agreement.
4, FACILITIES AND EQUIPMENT. Consultant is not required to use FORA’s facilities or equipment for

performing the Services. Consultant shall arrange to be physically present at FORA’s facilities to provide the
Services at least during those days and hours that are reasonably requested by FORA.

5. GENERAL PROVISIONS. The general provisions set forth in Exhibit “B” are incorporated into this
Agreement. In the event of any inconsistency between said general provisions and any other terms or conditions of
this Agreement, the other term or condition shall control only insofar as it is inconsistent with the General Provisions.

6. EXHIBITS. All exhibits referred to herein are attached hereto and are by this reference incorporated herein.

7. COMPENSATION AND OUT OF POCKET EXPENSES. The overall maximum amount of compensation
to Consultant for this Services Agreement is not-to-exceed $1,500,000 including out of pocket expenses. FORA
shall, from time to time, prepare service work orders it deems necessary to continue implementation of the Base
Reuse Plan (BRP) Capital Improvement Program (CIP), in which specific work scopes and levels of effort shall be
negotiated and detailed between FORA and CONSULTANT. FORA will issue SERVICE WORK ORDERS
“EXHIBIT D” containing the requisite scopes of services as detailed in the service work orders, which, upon
endorsement by both parties, will be made part of this AGREEMENT.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, FORA and Consultant execute this Agreement as follows:

Fort Ord Reuse Authority Whitson Engineers
920 2" Avenue, Suite A 6 Harris Court
Marina, CA 93933 Monterey, CA 93940
831-883-3672 (831) 649-5225

By By

Michael A. Houlemard, Jr.
Executive Officer

Date: Date:

Approved as to form:

Jon R. Giffen, Authority Counsel
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EXHIBIT A

SCOPE OF WORK

1.0 Definition & Scope
This SCOPE is for providing professional planning, design and engineering services required for the design,
environmental assessments, preparation of plans, specifications and estimates (“PS&E”) and preparation of
probable costs, and related activities with respect to FORA’s obligations under the Base Reuse Plan (“BRP”)
Capital Improvement Program (CIP).

2.0  Consulting Team and Project Personnel

2.1

2.2

2.3

24

The CONSULTANT shall develop an organizational chart of the proposed consulting team that
demonstrates reporting and tasking relationships of the team members. The organizational chart will
be part of each work order developed, and made part hereof.

The CONSULTANT’s Project Director (Project Manager) is required to be FORA’s primary point
of contact, with all communications relevant to the services and the projects flowing to and from
FORA from this team leader position.

The project team members proposed for the work are expected to remain team members throughout
the duration of the work order/project. Should circumstances beyond the CONSULTANT’s control
require replacement of team members, FORA retains approval authority for any team member
replacements.

All of the services will be performed by the CONSULTANT and, except as expressly set forth herein,
none of the work or services covered by the AGREEMENT will be subcontracted without the prior
written approval of FORA. The CONSULTANT represents that he has, or will secure at his own
expense, all personnel required to carry out and perform the work associated with this
AGREEMENT. Such personnel will not be employees of, or have any relationship with, any of the
members of FORA. Such personnel will be fully qualified and will be authorized under state and
local law to perform such services.

3.0  Work Order/Project Milestones and Schedule

3.1

The CONSULTANT shall submit a detailed schedule of activities and requisite work tasks for each
work order for review and approval by FORA. Upon approval, the schedule/tasks shall be
incorporated into the work order, and made part of this AGREEMENT.

4.0  Fee Basis and Compensation for Services

41

Compensation for services will be based upon Exhibit ‘C’ a negotiated maximum-amount-not-to-
exceed-fee, agreed between FORA and CONSULTANT, itemized in accordance with the level of
effort breakdown set forth in the work orders negotiated and developed by FORA and
CONSULTANT for program and project elements required under the CIP and related activities.

5.0 CONSULTANT’s Scope of Services

5.1

CONSULTANT’s services shall consist of those services performed by the CONSULTANT,
CONSULTANT’s employees and sub-consultants enumerated in work orders and subsequent
AGREEMENT amendments developed under this AGREEMENT.
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5.2

53

5.4

5.5

CONSULTANT will be available for the full duration of the work order programs defined in the
AGREEMENT amendments to provide services as described therein.

CONSULTANT’s services shall be performed as expeditiously as is consistent with professional
skill and care and the orderly progress of the specified work.

CONSULTANT shall render professional services in accordance with the Organizational Charts,
maximum-amount-not-to-exceed-fee basis, Program Schedule and CONSULTANT’s detailed Scope
of Services as endorsed in the AGREEMENT, Work Orders, and/or amendments.

CONSULTANT shall render professional services such as, but not limited to, for independent
estimates, bid documents, federal contract support, and document review, pre-construction planning
assistance, and change control analysis, construction management and request for information.

6.0 Monthly Progress Reports

6.1

6.2

6.3

A brief written progress report will be prepared at the end of each month by the CONSULTANT’s
Project Director outlining work performed by the consulting team during that month and the work to
be performed during the next month. Such progress reporting is considered to be an integral part of
the progress billing requests from the CONSULTANT to FORA. Payment requests not accompanied
by a progress report may be delayed until reporting is complete.

The CONSULTANT shall submit monthly invoices with progress reports to FORA for costs incurred
on the project during the billing period. FORA shall review each billing and, upon his determination
such billing reasonably reflects actual work completed to date, he shall authorize payment thereto.
Payment shall then be made through FORA’s normal disbursement procedure within thirty (30) days
following receipt of invoice.

The CONSULTANT shall provide to FORA a brief written progress report of the work already
accomplished with the submittal of each progress payment invoice to FORA by CONSULTANT.
The purpose of these written progress reports will be in part, to determine if the project is proceeding
within the intended terms specified in the AGREEMENT. If it is determined that during the course
of the project, events have caused deviation from the terms of the AGREEMENT, the
CONSULTANT and FORA will agree on a procedure to allow completion of the project within the
terms of the AGREEMENT or will agree to negotiate modifications to the AGREEMENT to provide
for completion of the project. The written progress report shall provide sufficient detail to assure
FORA that progress payment requests are appropriate to progress of the work.

7.0 Additional Services

7.1

7.2

As requested by FORA, the CONSULTANT shall perform, furnish, or obtain from others Additional
Services and shall be compensated therefore as provided in this AGREEMENT.

Additional Services shall be performed only after execution of a written amendment, supplement or
change order to this AGREEMENT and/or its accompanying work orders, authorizing and defining
such services. Additional Services may include but are not limited to the following type of services:

= Making revisions in drawings, specifications or other documents when such revisions are
necessary to address inconsistency in approvals and instructions previously provided in
writing by FORA. Should the revisions performed by the CONSULTANT not be in
accordance with approvals and instructions provided in writing by FORA, then the additional
revisions required will not be considered as Additional Services.
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= Making revisions in drawings, specifications or other documents when required by the
enactment or revision of codes, laws, ordinances, or regulations subsequent to the
preparation of documents for the draft PS&E phase.

= Preparing drawings, specifications, and other documentation and supporting data to reflect
changes in the project’s scope, extent, character or requirements.

= Providing services required because of significant changes in the project including, but not
limited to, size, quality, complexity, FORA’s schedule, FORA’s program, or other causes
beyond the CONSULTANT’s control.

= Providing services for preparing for and serving as a witness in connection with mediation,
arbitration, or legal proceeding, except where the CONSULTANT is party thereto.

= Providing analyses of owning and operating costs.
= Providing assistance in the utilization of equipment or systems such as testing, adjusting and
balancing, preparation of operation and maintenance manuals, training personnel for

operation and maintenance, and consultation during operation.

= Providing services of consultants for other than those specified in this AGREEMENT and/or
its accompanying work orders.

8.0  Compensation for Services and Method of Payment

8.1

8.2

8.3

8.4

FORA shall pay the CONSULTANT a maximum-amount-not-to-exceed-fee for the comprehensive
services as shall be described and scheduled in work orders and their accompanying AGREEMENT
amendments that shall be made part of this AGREEMENT. Monthly invoices shall be submitted
based on fees quoted for work completed and the CONSULTANT’s schedule for hourly rates and
other services, as shall be defined in the approved AGREEMENT amendments.

Reimbursables. The cost of reproduction shall be reimbursable at cost plus 10 percent (1.10 times
cost). Reimbursement for reproduction shall be defined in each work order and associated
AGREEMENT amendment. No other direct expenses will be reimbursed by FORA.

Travel. To the extent the CONSULTANT is required to travel on Company business, the
CONSULTANT shall be entitled to reimbursement for half of all actual and reasonable travel
expenses, including but not limited to car mileage costs at the then-current rate published by the
Internal Revenue Service, meals, standard business class hotel accommodations, and automobile
rental costs properly incurred and approved in connection with the performance of the
CONSULTANTS’s services pursuant to this Agreement. The CONSULTANT shall submit expenses
for review and approval to FORA. Any type of travel expense to be incurred by the CONSULTANT,
but not explicitly described in this Subsection 8.3 must be approved in advance in writing by FORA
prior to billing invoicing FORA.

Renegotiation. On the conditions that FORA, through FORA's modification of the
CONSULTANT’s work schedule, or through delays in the progress of the work, which are beyond
the control of the CONSULTANT, causes the Time of Performance schedule to be exceeded, the
CONSULTANT may request renegotiation of fees for work performed in times exceeding the
schedule. CONSULTANT’s request shall be in writing to FORA.
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8.5

8.6

Time of Performance. The services of the CONSULTANT will begin upon issuance of the first
work order and its associated AGREEMENT amendment. The first work order, and all subsequent
work orders, shall be specific to Time of Performance of services.

Duration of AGREEMENT. This AGREEMENT shall remain valid for a period of five (5) years
from the day and year first written above, unless terminated by FORA in accordance with the
provisions contained in Article 12 herein. FORA, at its sole discretion, may extend the duration of
this AGREEMENT by written AGREEMENT amendment.

9.0 CONSULTANT’s Responsibilities

9.1

CONSULTANT shall use its professional efforts and agrees that its services shall be performed with
due diligence in accordance with generally accepted professional practices, but makes no other
warranty either expressed or implied.

9.1.1 CONSULTANT understands that FORA may retain the services of other professional
consultants to accomplish the requirements of its programs and projects.

9.1.2 CONSULTANT shall maintain any and all ledgers, books of account, invoices, vouchers,
cancelled checks, and other records or documents evidencing or relating to charges for
services, or expenditures and disbursements charged to FORA for a minimum period of
three years, or for any longer period required by law, from the date of final payment to
CONSULTANT termination of AGREEMENT or completion of AGREEMENT, pursuant
to this AGREEMENT.

9.1.3 Any records or documents required to be maintained pursuant to this AGREEMENT shall
be made available for inspection or audit, at any time during regular business hours, upon
written request by FORA’s General Counsel, and no cost to FORA. Copies of such
documents shall be provided for inspection. The records shall be available at
CONSULTANT’s address indicated for receipt of notices in this AGREEMENT.

9.14 Where FORA has reason to believe that such records or documents may be lost or discarded
due to dissolution, disbandment or termination of CONSULTANT’s business, FORA may,
by written request of the above-named officer, require that custody of the records by given
to FORA, at no cost to FORA, and that the records and documents be maintained by FORA.
Access to such records and documents shall be granted to any party authorized by
CONSULTANT, CONSULTANT’s representatives, or CONSULTANT’s successor-in-
interests.

10.0 FORA'’s Responsibilities

10.1

10.2

FORA shall provide all reasonably available information including reports, preliminary plans, maps,
surveys, and other related information regarding requirements for its programs and projects.

FORA shall designate a representative who shall have authority within limits of existing FORA
policy and the requirements of the law to render decisions promptly and furnish information
expeditiously.
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EXHIBIT B
GENERAL PROVISIONS

1. INDEPENDENT CONSULTANT. At all times during the term of this Agreement, Consultant shall be an
independent contractor and shall not be an employee of FORA. FORA shall have the right to control Consultant only
insofar as the results of Consultant’s services rendered pursuant to this Agreement.

2. TIME. Consultant shall devote such services pursuant to this Agreement as may be reasonably necessary for
satisfactory performance of Consultant’s obligations pursuant to this Agreement.

3. INSURANCE.

a. As an additional obligation under this Agreement and as a condition precedent to Consultant’s
enforcement of this Agreement, Consultant shall obtain from its [Insurer] an endorsement to the [Insurance Policy]
adding FORA as an additional insured under the [Insurance Policy], so that FORA is covered to the same scope and
extent as Consultant. As a further condition precedent, Consultant shall furnish a copy of the endorsement to FORA
prior to the inception of this Agreement.

1) COMPREHENSIVE OR COMMERCIAL FORM GENERAL LIABILITY INSURANCE: On an
occurrence basis, covering work done or to be done by or on behalf of Consultant and providing
insurance for bodily injury, personal injury, property damage, and contractual liability. The
aggregate limit shall apply separately to the work. Limits of Liability:

Products $1 million

* Personal and ADV Injury $1 million

* Each Occurrence $1 million

* Property Damage per Occurrence $100,000
* Property Damage Aggregate $1 million

* Medical Expenses $ 5,000

2) WORKER’S COMPENSATION INSURANCE. Consultant is obligated under this Agreement and
as a condition precedent to Consultant’s enforcement of this Agreement, Consultant shall carry
Workman’s Compensation Insurance; including Employers Liability limits of $1,000,000.00 and
other limits as required under California law. As a further condition precedent, Consultant shall
furnish a Declaration of coverage to FORA prior to the inception of this Agreement.

3) MOTOR VEHICLE INSURANCE. Consultant shall maintain insurance covering all motor vehicles
(including owned and non-owned) used in providing services under this Agreement, with a
combined single limit of not less than $100,000/$300,000.

4) ERRORS AND OMISSIONS INSURANCE: On an occurrence basis is preferred, covering work
done or to be done by or on behalf of Consultant and providing insurance for errors and omissions
in the amount of $1,000,000.00 each occurrence. At a minimum, Consultant shall obtain and
maintain errors and omissions insurance on a claims-made basis for no less than $1,000,000.00 each
claimand $2,000,000.00 annual aggregate, and certification of coverage shall be submitted to FORA
upon signing of this Agreement. If the total contract amount exceeds $1,000,000, Consultant shall
renew and keep such insurance in effect for at least five (5) years after the recordation of the notice
of completion.

b. Consultant shall submit to FORA certificates of insurance and original endorsements to the policies
of insurance required by the Agreement as evidence of the insurance coverage. The scope of coverage and deductible
shall be shown on the certificate of insurance. The certificates of insurance and endorsements shall provide for no
cancellation of coverage without thirty (30) days written notice to FORA. Renewal certifications and endorsements
shall be timely filed by Consultant for all coverage until the work is accepted as complete. FORA reserve the right to
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require Consultant to furnish FORA complete, certified copies of all required insurance policies. Consultant shall
notify FORA in writing of any material change in insurance coverage.

4. CONSULTANT NO AGENT. Except as FORA may specify in writing, Consultant shall have no authority,
express or implied to act on behalf of FORA in any capacity whatsoever as an agent. Consultant shall have no
authority, express or implied, pursuant to this Agreement, to bind FORA to any obligation whatsoever.

5. ASSIGNMENT PROHIBITED. No party to this Agreement may assign any right or obligation pursuant to
this Agreement. Any attempted or purported assignment of any right or obligation pursuant to this Agreement shall
be void and of no effect.

6. PERSONNEL. Consultant shall assign only competent personnel to perform services pursuant to this
Agreement. In the event that FORA, in its sole discretion, at any time during the term of this Agreement, desires the
removal of any person or persons assigned by Consultant, Consultant shall remove any such person immediately
upon receiving notice from FORA of the desire for FORA for the removal of such person or person.

7. STANDARD OF PERFORMANCE. Consultant shall perform all services required pursuant to this
Agreement in the manner and according to the standards observed by a competent practitioner of the profession in
which Consultant is engaged in the geographical area in which Consultant practices Consultant’s profession. All
products and services of whatsoever nature, which Consultant delivers to FORA pursuant to this Agreement, shall be
prepared in a thorough and professional manner, conforming to standards of quality normally observed by a person
practicing in Consultant’s profession. FORA shall be the sole judge as to whether the product or services of the
Consultant are satisfactory but shall not unreasonably withhold its approval.

8. CANCELLATION OF AGREEMENT. Either party may cancel this Agreement at any time for its
convenience, upon written notification. Consultant shall be entitled to receive full payment for services performed
and costs incurred to the date of receipt entitled to no further compensation for work performed after the date of
receipt of written notice to cease work.

9. PRODUCTS OF CONTRACTING. All work products of the Consultant, once accepted, shall be the property
of FORA, and shall not be used by Consultant unless authorized in writing by FORA, however Consultant shall have
an irrevocable, perpetual license and right to the ideas, designs, and details contained therein,. All final documents,
maps, plans and other materials prepared pursuant to this AGREEMENT, although they are the CONSULTANT’s
instrument of professional service, shall be considered, by this contract, the exclusive property of FORA, and
originals of all such materials shall be presented to FORA within ten (10) days after its request at no cost to FORA.
CONSULTANT may retain copies of such materials. CONSULTANT shall not be held liable for reuse of any
materials for purposes other than originally intended.

10. INDEMNIFY AND HOLD HARMLESS. Consultant shall indemnify, defend, and hold harmless FORA, its
officers, agents, employees and volunteers from all claims, suits, or actions of every name, kind and description,
brought forth on account of injuries to or death of any person or damage to property arising from or connected with
the willful misconduct, negligent acts, errors or omissions, ultra-hazardous activities, activities giving rise to strict
liability, or defects in design by the Consultant or any person directly or indirectly employed by or acting as agent
for Consultant in the performance of this Agreement, including the concurrent or successive passive negligence of
FORA, its officers, agents, employees or volunteers.

It is understood that the duty of Consultant to indemnify and hold harmless includes the duty to defend as set forth in
Section 2778 of the California Civil Code. Acceptance of insurance certificates and endorsements required under
this Agreement does not relieve Consultant from liability under this indemnification and hold harmless clause. This
indemnification and hold harmless clause shall apply whether or not such insurance policies have been determined
to be applicable to any of such damages or claims for damages.
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FORA shall indemnify, defend, and hold harmless Consultant, its employees and sub-consultants, from all claims,
suits, or actions of every name, kind and description, brought forth on account of injuries to or death of any person
or damage to property arising from or connected with the willful misconduct, negligent acts, errors or omissions,
ultra-hazardous activities, activities giving rise to strict liability, or defects in design by FORA or any person directly
or indirectly employed by or acting as agent for FORA in the performance of this Agreement, including the concurrent
or successive passive negligence of Consultant, its officers, agents, employees or volunteers.

11. PROHIBITED INTERESTS. No employee of FORA shall have any direct financial interest in this
Agreement. This Agreement shall be voidable at the option of FORA if this provision is violated.

12. CONSULTANT-NOT PUBLIC OFFICIAL. Consultant possesses no authority with respect to any FORA
decision beyond the rendition of information, advice, recommendation or counsel.

13. PAYMENT TERMS. Consultant shall invoice FORA for Services in accordance with Consultant’s standard
invoicing practices. Consultant to invoice FORA for deliverables per Exhibit “C”. FORA will retain 10% of the
total contract or work order amount until FORA has provided written acceptance of the contract work. Invoices are
due and payable within 60 days after approval thereof by FORA.

If FORA reasonably objects to any portion of an invoice, FORA shall provide written notification to Consultant of
FORA'’s objection and the basis for such objection within thirty (30) days of the date of receipt of the invoice, and
the parties immediately shall make every effort to settle the disputed portion of the invoice. The undisputed portion
shall be paid within the time period specified above. If payment of undisputed invoices by FORA is not maintained
on a current basis, Consultant may, after giving seven (7) days written notice to FORA, suspend further performance
until such payment is restored to a current basis.

In the event of litigation or other proceeding to enforce performance of this Agreement or any payment obligation
under this Agreement, the prevailing party shall be entitled to recover from the other party attorneys’ fees and costs
as may be reasonably incurred by reason of the litigation.

14. GOVERNING LAW. The laws of the State in which the Services are provided shall govern this Agreement and
the legal relations of the parties.

15. COMPLIANCE WITH LAW. Consultant and FORA will use reasonable care to comply with applicable laws in
effect at the time the Services are performed hereunder, which to the best of their knowledge, information and belief;
apply to their respective obligations under this Agreement.

a. LABOR CODE
To the extent the Work under this Contract is a public works project (see definition of public works, Labor Code
section 1720 et seq.), it must be performed in accordance with the requirements of Labor Code sections 1720 to 1815
and Title 8 California Code of Regulations sections 16000 to 17270, which govern the payment of prevailing wage
rates on public works projects. This Project is subject to compliance monitoring and enforcement by the Department
of Industrial Relations (DIR). Contractor and all subcontractors must comply with all applicable laws and regulations,
and perform all obligations required by the DIR pursuant to such authority.

The prevailing wage rates set forth are the minimum that must be paid by the Contractor on a public works contract.
Nothing herein contained shall be construed as preventing the Contractor from paying more than the minimum rates
set forth. If a worker employed by a subcontractor on a public works project is not paid the general prevailing per
diem wages by the subcontractor, the Contractor is liable for any penalties under section 1775(a), if the Contractor
fails to comply with the requirements of section 1775(b). Contractor shall periodically review and monitor all
subcontractors’ certified payroll records. If Contractor learns that any subcontractor has failed to comply with the
prevailing wage requirements herein, Contractor shall take corrective action.
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Contractor represents and warrants that the Contract Amount includes sufficient funds to allow Contractor and all
subcontractors to comply with all applicable laws and contractual agreements. Contractor shall defend, indemnify
and hold the Fort Ord Reuse Authority (FORA), its officers, employees and agents harmless from and against any
and all claims, demands, losses, liabilities, and damages arising out of or relating to the failure of Contractor or any
subcontractor to comply with any applicable law in this regard, including, but not limited to, Labor Code section
2810. Contractor agrees to pay any and all assessments, including wages, penalties and liquidated damages (those
liquidated damages pursuant to Labor Code section 1742.1) made against FORA in relation to such failure

If applicable, the respondent must demonstrate compliance with the following FORA Prevailing Wage Requirement
per FORA Master Resolution 81.01.050 and §3.03.090, as determined by the Director of the Department of Industrial
Relations under Division 2, Part 7, Chapter 1 of the California Labor Code to workers performing “First Generation
Construction.”

No contractor or subcontractor may be listed on a bid proposal for a public works project (submitted on or after
March 1, 2015) unless registered with the Department of Industrial Relations pursuant to Labor Code section
1725.5 [with limited exceptions from this requirement for bid purposes only under Labor Code section 1771.1(a)].

No contractor or subcontractor may be awarded a contract for public work on a public works project (awarded on or
after April 1, 2015) unless registered with the Department of Industrial Relations pursuant to Labor Code section
1725.5.

This project is subject to compliance monitoring and enforcement by the Department of Industrial Relations.

16. SUBJECT TO AUDIT. If the Agreement exceeds $10,000, the contracting parties shall be subject to the
examination and audit of the State Auditor of the State of California for a period of three years after final payment
under the Agreement. This examination and audit shall be confined to those matters connected with the
performance of this contract, including, but not limited to, the cost of administering this Agreement (Government
Code Section 8546.7).

17. DRUG FREE WORKPLACE. Consultant hereby certifies compliance with Government Code Sections
8355, 8356, and 8357 in matters relating to providing a drug-free workplace. In accordance with Government Code
Section 8355, Consultant shall:

A. Publish a statement notifying employees that unlawful manufacture, distribution, dispensation,
possession, or use of a controlled substance is prohibited and specifying actions to be taken against
employees for violations;

B. Establish a Drug-Free Awareness Program to inform employees about all of the following:

1) The dangers of drug abuse in the workplace,

2) Consultant’s policy of maintaining a drug-free workplace,

3) Any available counseling, rehabilitation, and employee assistance programs,
4) Penalties that may be imposed upon employees for drug abuse violations;

C. Require that each employee engaged in the performance of the Agreement be given a copy of the
statement required by subpart A, and require that each employee, as a condition of employment on the
Agreement, agree to abide by the terms of the statement.

18. DISABLED VETERANS. Responsive to direction from the State Legislature (Public Contract Code
Section 10115 et seq.), FORA is seeking to increase the statewide participation of disabled veteran business
enterprises in contract awards. To this end, Consultant shall inform FORA of any contractual arrangements with
consultants or suppliers that are certified disabled veteran business enterprises.

Page 9 of 11
Page 44 of 121



Agreement No FC- Board Draft 09/29/17

19. PUBLIC BENEFITS QUALIFICATION. If Consultant is a natural person, Consultant certifies by signing
this Agreement that s/he is a citizen or national of the United States or otherwise qualified to receive public benefits
under the Personal Responsibility and Work Opportunity Reconciliation Act of 1996 (P.L. 104-193; 110 STAT.
2105, 2268-69), State of California Governor’s Executive Order W-135-96.

20. SHARHOLDER PROTECTION ACT. If Consultant is a corporation, Consultant certifies and declares by
signing this Agreement that it is eligible to contract with the State of California pursuant to the California Taxpayer
and Shareholder Protection Act of 2003 (Public Contract Code Section 10286 et seq.).

21. WORK ORDER. A Work Order will define each individual work engagement performed under this
Agreement. Each Work Order shall be signed by both parties and will describe the services to be performed, the
schedule for the performance of the services (the "Period of Performance™), any identifiable work product to be
delivered by the Consultant ("Deliverables™), the travel fees and reimbursable expenses, if any, the fixed price or
hourly rate for the services ("Fees"), and any other terms that apply to that specific Work Order ("Special Terms™).
Each Work Order, together with the terms of this Agreement, constitutes a separate contract that will be effective
upon execution of the Work Order by the consultant. Each Work Order shall be governed by the terms of this
Agreement. Except for the Special Terms in the Work Order, this Agreement will take precedence in the event of a
conflict between the terms of this Agreement and the Work Order.

22. DISPUTES. Disputes arising under this agreement shall be submitted to one non-binding mediation session
upon demand of either party after a reasonable attempt to resolve any dispute. The parties shall select a mediator by
mutual agreement. Failing agreement on the selection of a mediator, the mediations shall be conducted under the
Judicial, Arbitration and Mediation Services (“JAMS”) Rules and Procedures, but not necessarily under the auspices
of JAMS. Unless the parties mutually agree otherwise, the cost of said mediation shall be divided evenly between the
parties.

If the dispute is not resolved in mediation, the dispute shall be submitted for binding arbitration by a single arbitrator
to the Judicial Arbitration and Mediation Services (“JAMS”) in San Jose, California, with the hearing to be held in
Monterey, California or at such other location(s) mutually agreed upon by the Parties. The mediator may not serve
as the arbitrator. The parties shall advance the costs of the arbitration, including all arbitration fees, and costs for the
use of facilities during the hearings, equally to the arbitration. All such fees and costs together with attorneys’ fees
and costs, including expert witness costs of the Parties and attorneys’ fees and costs incurred in enforcing any
judgment, shall be awarded to the prevailing Party (or most prevailing Party, as decided by the arbitrator). The
provisions of Sections 1282.6, 1283, and 1283.05 of the California Code of Civil Procedure shall apply to the
arbitration. The arbitrator shall issue a final decision within thirty (30) days of the conclusion of testimony unless
otherwise agreed to by the Parties.

23. MISCELLANEQUS.

a. Any deductible under any policy of insurance required by this Agreement shall be Consultant’s liability.
Acceptance of certificates of insurance by FORA shall not limit Consultant’s liability under this Agreement.
In the event Consultant does not comply with these insurance requirements, FORA may, at its option, provide
insurance coverage to protect FORA. Consultant shall pay the cost of the insurance and, if prompt payment is not
received by the insurance carrier from Consultant, FORA may pay for the insurance from sums otherwise due
Consultant.

b. If FORA is damaged by the failure of Consultant to provide or maintain the required insurance,
Consultant shall pay FORA for all such damages.

c. Consultant’s obligations to obtain and maintain all required insurance are non-delegable duties under
this Agreement.
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AGREEMENT NO. FC- — “EXHIBIT D”

PROGRAM ORIENTATION, SCOPING, AND WORK PLAN —
SERVICE WORK ORDER NUMBER W1 (SWO-W1)

Under the terms of the Fort Ord Base Reuse Plan (BRP) and Fort Ord Reuse Authority’s (FORA’s) Capital
Improvement Plan (CIP) for Fiscal Year 2017/2018, FORA is obligated to provide certain traffic and
transportation projects to mitigate the impacts attributed to the reuse of the former Fort Ord. The CIP has,
through FORA Board adoption of the CIP, set traffic project priorities, within FORA’s ability to provide
funding for the design, environmental evaluation and construction of these roadway projects. Given current
funding, FORA will engage in the design and environmental evaluation on the highest priority projects of
the CIP.

The subsequent work orders are for South Boundary Road (SBR), Gigling Road (GR), and on-call
engineering services needed to complete the FORA CIP. Under the previous Creegan + D’ Angelo (C+D)
contract, FORA completed environmental review on South Boundary and Gigling Roads in an
Environmental Assessment/Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration in August 2010. After completing
a Request for Qualifications process in August 2017, FORA desires to transfer the projects from C+D to
Whitson Engineers, this includes the gathering of previous design information and decisions, coordination
with stakeholders, and an update of FORA goals and deliverables needed to clearly define the new work
scope and expected outcomes for SBR and GR.

SWO-W1: SCOPE OF SERVICES

The Consultant shall work with FORA to transfer professional instruments, collect existing designs,
specifications, plans and documents necessary to achieve an understanding of the SBR and GR projects to
a level commensurate with professional expectations and standards. This will include meeting with FORA
to define expectations, set goals, and understand the organization’s needs, meeting with stakeholders,
coordinating with utilities and service providers, revising preliminary project plans, preliminary risk
assessments, and developing a Basis of Design, work scope and work plan for each project. The outcomes
of SWO-W1 will act as the basis for subsequent work orders, and will result in amending the subsequent
Work Orders herein.

The items of work to be presented, and implemented are as follows:

Task 1. Coordination with FORA and Creegan+D’Angelo (C+D) for the transfer of Professional
Instruments to Whitson Engineers (WE), as needed. Anticipate 4 hours of meeting and coordination on this
subject.

Task 2. Review of the federal and statutory requirements, CEQA/NEPA, development plans, and other
requirements, consolidate, and present findings.

Task 3. Coordination of all design concepts with FORA, the City of Del Rey Oaks, the City of Seaside, the
City of Monterey, Traffic Agency of Monterey County (TAMC), Sports Car Racing Association of the
Monterey Peninsula (SCRAMP), Monterey County Parks Department, California Native Plants Society
(CNPS), Marina Coast Water District (MCWD), Seaside County Sanitation District (SCSD), and Monterey
Regional Water Pollution Control Agency (MRWPCA). Anticipate 3 inter-agency meetings at 2 hours each
plus time to prepare for and assemble minutes.
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Task 4. A detailed scope of Work and Work Plan (including a schedule and detailed cost estimates) used
to amend the SWOs for each roadway project.

1.0

2.0

3.0

4.0

SWO-W1: Deliverables

SWO-W1 Task 1
1.1  List of documents required for transfer from C+D to WE, copies of signed transfers, and
verification of receipt and review of instruments for SBR.
1.2 List of documents required for transfer from C+D to WE, copies of signed transfers, and
verification of receipt and review of instruments for GR.
1.3 List of existing and required documents, designs, and specifications for each roadway
project.
SWO-W1 Task 2
2.1  Listof federal, statutory, local requirements for SBR and GR.
2.2 Risk Assessment of each Roadway Project to be used for discussion with FORA PM and
stakeholder.
SWO-W1 Task 3
3.1  Meeting minutes from Coordination Meetings.
3.2 List of Stakeholder Goals and Concerns for SBR and GR.
3.3 List of Agency requirements and associated documentation, regulations, specifications.
SWO-W1 Task 4
4.1  Detailed scope of work for South Boundary Road.
4.2  Detailed scope of work for Gigling Road.
4.3  Work Plan for South Boundary Road.
4.4  Work Plan for Gigling Road.

SWO-W1: TIME OF PERFORMANCE

Following execution of this Amendment No. 1202-1 and authorization to proceed the CONSULTANT shall
prepare and provide all services for Work Order Number SWO-W1 within 30 calendar days. Progress
events shall be as follows:

SWO-W1: COMPENSATION

At no point in the progress of the work shall CONSULTANT submit or FORA honor requests for payment,
which exceed the verified progress, measured as submittals made or in active progress and development.
Monthly progress payments will be made to CONSULTANT to the maximum payable for the submittal
that the progress payment is funding.

SWO-W1 Task 1 $1,600
SWO-W1 Task 2 $5,400
SWO-W1 Task 3 $5,900
SWO-W1 Task 4 $14,600
Total Compensation $27,500
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SOUTH BOUNDARY ROAD (SBR)
SERVICE WORK ORDER NUMBER W2 (SWO-W2)

Under the terms of the Fort Ord BRP and FORA’s 2017/2018 Capital Improvement Plan (CIP), FORA is
obligated to provide SBR to mitigate the impacts attributed to the reuse of the former Fort Ord. The FORA
Board adoption of the CIP set SBR as the second priority (to Eastside Parkway) and SBR is the project
most-able to be constructed prior to the State mandated FORA transition of June 3, 2020. Given current
funding and possible Economic Development Agency (EDA) funding, FORA will engage in the design and
implementation of SBR, a two-lane divided urban arterial to join previously constructed FORA roadway
improvements at General Jim Moore Blvd. near Highway 218 in the City of Del Rey Oaks, and extend
approximately 200 feet past Rancho Saucito Rd. in the City of Monterey.

This project shall include planning for water and other utilities and may include planning for sewer, and
recreation trail crossings. The question of sewer and recreation trail crossings are issues the City of Del
Rey Oaks and City of Monterey have been asked and their replies to questions and participation will be
considered in the preparation of engineering designs bid and construction documents for FORA CIP
projects.

SWO-W?2: SCOPE OF SERVICES

Upon approval by FORA the CONSULTANT shall prepare and coordinate designs, specifications, bidding,
and construction documents for the remaining work on South Boundary Road. This is to include Utility
Planning, Studies, and Reports.

The roadway design and all documents shall be planned to include, but not be limited to, the following
features:

e Planning for Potable water pipelines by others, to MCWD standards, including fire hydrants to
Seaside City standards for spacing and flow rates (pipeline sizing and layout, materials and fittings
to satisfaction of MCWD). Specific MCWD utility design to be by others.

e Planning for Wastewater pipelines by others and laterals to accommodate development of
Monterey City Parcels on the former Fort Ord, with development projections by City of Monterey
and City of Del Rey Oaks (pipeline sizing and layout, in compliance with MCWD for the former
Fort Ord Parcels, and SCSD pipeline sizing and layout in compliance with SCSD in the SCSD
service Area). Specific MCWD utility design to be by others.

¢ Planning for future Recycle water transmission and distribution pipelines by others with details by
MCWD and MRWPCA Pure Water Monterey (pipeline sizing and layout, materials and fittings by
MCWD and MRWPCA). Pipeline position related to roadway improvements shall consider a
future installation.

e Street lighting to City of Seaside, Monterey City and Del Rey Oaks standards corresponding to the
respective property areas.

o Intersection designs General Jim Moore Boulevard to standards sufficient to support installation of
supporting conduits as a portion of this construction and for installation of future signals by others
when, in the future, warrants dictate.

o Determination of conceptual roundabout feasibility at the intersection of South Boundary Road and
General Jim Moore Boulevard within the existing Rights of Way, and compliant with the existing
CEQA/NEPA findings.
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o ADT estimates will be derived from TAMC/AMBAG modeling and signal warrants will be a
portion of this element to demonstrate warrants are not met.

o Class 2 bike lanes throughout the project length with design input by TAMC.

e Improvements of Intersections, to the point of connection at Rancho Saucito Rd, and at four (4)
potential development areas as identified by the City of Del Rey Oaks, and City of Monterey.

e Pavement drainage and on-site storm water disposal, in compliance with FORA Storm Drainage
Master Plan.

o Design speed shall be no less than 35 miles per hour.

Task 1: Roundabout Concept Feasibility: Perform conceptual level hand calculations to determine if it
is possible to put a roundabout at the intersection of South Boundary Road realignment and General Jim
Moore Boulevard, given the CEQA project definitions, the existing traffic warrants, and the existing
improvements and grade at General Jim Moore Boulevard.

Task 2: Basis of Design Report (50% Plans). Coordinate Basis of Design concepts with FORA, the City
of Del Rey Oaks, the City of Seaside, City of Monterey, U.S. Fish & Wildlife, California Department of
Fish and Wildlife, Traffic Agency of Monterey County (TAMC), Sports Car Racing Association of the
Monterey Peninsula (SCRAMP), Monterey County Parks Department, Marina Coast Water District
(MCWD), Seaside County Sanitation District (SCSD) and Monterey Regional Water Pollution Control
Agency (MRWPCA). Anticipate 40 hours of meetings and coordination on this subject. Incorporate
existing and subsequent agreements between the above parties in the preliminary design. Prepare a Basis
of Design Report (BDR), including but not limited to, the elements of the design, the interagency
agreements, utility requirements, bike lane and shoulder details, soil test results, Traffic Index values, ADT
projections and results of preliminary contacts with U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service and California
Department of Fish and Wildlife on the subject of potential biological resource takes and mitigation
measures (there is a known site of Seaside Birds Beak in the project alignment), results of UXO
coordination with FORA UXO Contractors and Consultants.

Task 2 Option: If selected as the preferred alternative, design a Roundabout at the intersection of South
Boundary Road realignment and General Jim Moore Boulevard. Prepare requisite traffic study and
warrants, designs, and documents.

Task 3: 75% Plans. Upon FORA approval of BDR, prepare ten (10) draft progress prints of engineering
design plans at 75% completion for review and comment by the above enumerated agencies. Prepare list of
comments provided for incorporation. Upon approval by FORA, Incorporate the comments received, with
FORA being the deciding agency between conflicting comments. Prepare an estimate of probable costs.

Task 4: 95% Plans. Upon incorporation of comments on 75% Plans, prepare ten (10) draft progress prints
of engineering design plans at 95% completion, including draft specifications, draft front end documents,
and draft contract documents suitable for an EDA (federal) contract for review and comment by the above
enumerated agencies. Prepare list of comments provided for incorporation. Upon approval by FORA,
Incorporate the comments received, with FORA being the deciding agency between conflicting comments.
Prepare a refined estimate of probable costs.

Task 5: 100% Submittal. Prepare final drawings (25 copies), final specifications (25 copies), final contract
documents, including Front End documents, and final estimate of probable costs.

Task 6: Construction Phase Services. Upon approval by the FORA Board to solicit, Whitson Engineers
shall provide design services during bid and construction including review of contractor submittals,
responding to requests for information, and include the services of a project biologist for oversight of
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mitigation measures and the services of a UXO Project manager for oversight of UXO mitigation measures.
Time, Scope and Cost of Design Services must be approved by FORA Project Manager prior to start of

work.

Task 7: “As-Built” Record Drawings and Record Documents. With Approval of a Public Works
Contract for South Boundary Road by the FORA Board, Whitson Engineers shall compile and prepare ‘as-
built’ documents and a signed set of Record Drawings (per Contractor mark-ups and plan revisions) of the
project as reproducible drawings (mylar) and as an electronic file (°PDF) in AutoCAD format such as DXF
or DWG. Compile project Designs, RFI’s, Change Orders, and other project documents and provide to
FORA in an electronically accessible format (preferable PDF).

1.0

2.0

3.0

4.0

5.0

6.0

7.0

SWO-W?2: DELIVERABLES

SWO-W2 Task 1
1.1  Hand calculations for conceptual feasibility of roundabout at the intersection of South
Boundary Road realignment and General Jim Moore Boulevard including traffic feasibility
and environmental considerations.

1.2 Technical Memorandum summarizing findings.
SWO-W2 Task 2
2.1  Meeting Minutes (DOC)
2.2  Basis of Design Report. (DOC, PDF, 20 Hard Copies)
SWO-W2 Task 3
3.1  75% Engineering Drawings
3.2 75% Design Specifications, Front End Bid Documents, Contract Documents
3.3 List of comments (EXCEL)
3.4  75% Estimate of probable cost of construction
SWO-W2 Task 4
4.1  95% Engineering Drawings
4.2 95% Design Specifications, Front End Bid Documents, Contract Documents
4.3  List of comments (EXCEL)
4.4  95% Estimate of probable cost of construction
SWO-W2 Task 5
5.1  Final Engineering Designs (DXF/DWG and PDF) and 25 copies
5.2  Final Contract Documents (DOC and PDF) and 25 copies
5.3  Final Specifications (25 copies)
5.4  Final estimate of probable cost of construction
SWO-W2 Task 6

6.1 Progress Reports
6.2  Compiled RFI, Change Order, and other Project Documentation
SWO-W?2 Task 7

7.1  Signed set of record drawings on Mylar
7.2 Electronic Record Drawings, in AutoCAD and PDF
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SWO-W2: TIME OF PERFORMANCE

Following execution of this Contract, integration of the SWO-W1 Scope and Work Plan, and with
authorization to proceed from FORA, CONSULTANT shall prepare and provide all services for Work
Order W2 (SWO-W?2) within 180 calendar days of approval. Progress events shall be as follows:

e At 45 days CONSULTANT shall submit deliverables for SWO-W2 Task 1

e At 60 days CONSULTANT shall submit deliverables for SWO-W?2 Task 2

o At 90 days CONSULTANT shall submit deliverables for SWO-W?2 Task 3

e At 150 days CONSULTANT shall submit deliverables for SWO-W2 Task 4

e At 180 days CONSULTANT shall submit deliverables for SWO-W2 Task 5

o 60 days following notice of completion of construction, CONSULTANT shall submit deliverables
for SWO-W?2 Task 7

SWO-W2: COMPENSATION

At no point in the progress of the work shall CONSULTANT submit or FORA honor requests for payment,
which exceed the verified progress, measured as submittals made or in active progress and development.
Monthly progress payments will be made to CONSULTANT to the maximum payable for the submittal
that the progress payment is funding.

SWO-W2 Task 1 $12,200
SWO-W?2 Task 2 $25,100
SWO-W?2 Task 3 $180,900
SWO-W?2 Task 4 $100,500
SWO-W?2 Task 5 $53,800
SWO-W?2 Task 6 $166,000
SWO-W?2 Task 7 $15,800
Total Compensation $554,300
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GIGLING ROAD
SERVICE WORK ORDER NUMBER W3 (SWO-W3)

Under the terms of the Fort Ord BRP and FORA’s 2017/2018 Capital Improvement Plan (CIP), FORA is
obligated to provide Gigling Road (GR) to mitigate the impacts attributed to the reuse of the former Fort
Ord. The FORA Board adoption of the CIP set GR as the third priority (to Eastside Parkway and South
Boundary Road) and GR is the project least likely to be constructed prior to the State mandated FORA
transition of June 3, 2020. Given current funding and possible federal funding, FORA will engage in the
design and implementation of Gigling Road, an urban arterial to join at General Jim Moore Blvd and extend
to 7" Avenue in the City of Seaside.

This project shall include planning for water and the relocation of power utilities and may include planning
for sewer, and recreation trail crossings. The question of sewer and recreation trail crossings are issues the
City of Seaside have been asked and their replies to questions and participation will be considered in the
preparation of engineering designs bid, and construction documents for FORA CIP projects.

SWO-W3: SCOPE OF SERVICES

The CONSULTANT shall prepare and coordinate landscape plans, designs, specifications, bidding, and
construction documents for the remaining work on Gigling Road. This is to include Landscape Plans, Utility
Planning, Studies, and Reports

The roadway design and all documents shall include, but not be limited to, the following features:

e Planning for potable water pipelines by others, to MCWD standards, including fire hydrants to
Seaside City standards for spacing and flow rates (pipeline sizing and layout, materials and fittings
to satisfaction of MCWD). Specific MCWD utility design to be by others.

¢ Planning for wastewater pipelines and laterals by others to accommodate U.S. Army, development
on CSUMB, and on Seaside’s Surplus IT and ‘Nurses Barracks’ Parcels (pipeline sizing and layout,
in compliance with MCWD for the former Fort Ord Parcels). Specific MCWD utility design to be
by others.

e Planning for future recycle water transmission and distribution pipelines by others with details by
MCWD and MRWPCA Pure Water Monterey (pipeline sizing and layout, materials and fittings by
MCWD and MRWPCA). Pipeline position related to roadway improvements shall consider a
future installation.

o Street lighting to City of Seaside standards corresponding to the respective property areas.

e Intersection designs on Gigling Road to standards sufficient to support installation of supporting
conduits as a portion of this construction and for installation of future signals by others when, in
the future, warrants dictate.

e Determination of conceptual roundabout feasibility at the intersection of Gigling Road and General
Jim Moore Boulevard within the existing Rights of Way and compliant with the existing
CEQA/NEPA findings.

o ADT estimates will be derived from TAMC/AMBAG modeling and signal warrants will be a
portion of this element to demonstrate warrants are not met.

o Class 2 bike lanes throughout the project length with design input by TAMC.

e Improvements of Intersections at Parker Flats Cut-Off Road, Malmady Road, 6" Ave., and 7th Ave.

e Pavement drainage and on-site storm water disposal, in compliance with FORA Storm Drainage
Master Plan.
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e Design speed shall be no less than 25 miles per hour.

e Landscape Plans defining mounding, contouring, irrigation, and landscaping.

e One point of connection to the existing potable water system on Gigling Road with reduced
pressure backflow preventer to feed the irrigation supply system.

e Irrigation supply system, to be constructed of PVC purple pipe, to provide irrigation water at each
median island or landscape area along Gigling Road as needed.

Task 1: Roundabout Concept Feasibility: Perform conceptual level hand calculations to determine if it
is possible to put a roundabout at the intersection of Gigling Road and General Jim Moore Boulevard, given
the CEQA project definitions, the existing traffic warrants, and the existing improvements and grade at
General Jim Moore Boulevard.

Task 2: Basis of Design Report (50% Plans). Coordinate Basis of Design concepts with FORA, the City
of Seaside, U.S. Army, California State University Monterey Bay (CSUMB), County of Monterey, Traffic
Agency of Monterey County (TAMC), Marina Coast Water District (MCWD), PG&E, and Monterey
Regional Water Pollution Control Agency (MRWPCA). anticipate 80 hours of meeting on this subject.
Incorporate existing and subsequent agreements between the above parties in the preliminary design.
Prepare a Basis of Design Report (BDR), including but not limited to, the elements of the design, the
interagency agreements, utility requirements, bike lane and shoulder details, soil test results, Traffic Index
values, and ADT projections.

Task 2 Option: If selected as the preferred alternative, design a Roundabout at the intersection of Gigling
Road and General Jim Moore Boulevard. Prepare requisite traffic study and warrants, designs, and
documents.

Task 3: 75% Plans. Upon FORA approval of BDR, prepare ten (10) draft progress prints of engineering
design plans at 75% completion, including landscaping and irrigation of all median islands (where
applicable) for review and comment by the above enumerated agencies. Prepare list of comments provided
for incorporation. Upon approval by FORA, incorporate the comments received, with FORA being the
deciding agency between conflicting comments. Prepare an estimate of probable costs.

Task 4: 95% Plans. Upon incorporation of comments on 75% Plans, prepare ten (10) draft progress prints
of engineering design plans at 95% completion, including draft specifications, draft front end documents,
draft contract documents suitable for an EDA (federal) contract, and landscaping and irrigation of all
median islands (where applicable) for review and comment by the above enumerated agencies. Prepare list
of comments provided for incorporation. Upon approval by FORA, incorporate the comments received,
with FORA being the deciding agency between conflicting comments. Prepare a refined estimate of
probable costs.

Task 5: 100% Submittal. Prepare final drawings (25 copies), final specifications (25 copies), final contract
documents, including Front End documents, and final estimate of probable costs.

Task 6: Construction Phase Services. Upon Approval to Solicit by the FORA Board, Whitson Engineers
shall provide design services during bid and construction including review of contractor submittals,
responding to requests for information, and include the services of a project biologist for oversight of
mitigation measures and a project landscape consultant for plant and irrigation review, and the services of
a UXO Project manager for oversight of UXO mitigation measures. Time, Scope and Cost of Design
Services must be approved by FORA Project Manager prior to start of work.
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Task 7: “As-Built” Record drawings and record documents. With Approval of a Public Works Contract
for Gigling Road by the FORA Board, Whitson Engineers shall compile and prepare as-built documents
and a signed set of Record Drawings (per Contractor mark-ups and plan revisions) of the project as
reproducible drawings (mylar) and as an electronic file (PDF) in AutoCAD format such as DXF or DWG.
Compile project Designs, RFI’s, Change Orders, and other project documents and provide to FORA in an
electronically accessible format (preferable PDF).

SWO-W3: DELIVERABLES

1.0 SWO-W3Task1
1.1 Hand calculations for conceptual feasibility of roundabout at the intersection of Gigling
Road realignment and General Jim Moore Boulevard including traffic feasibility and
environmental considerations.
20 SWO-W3 Task 2
2.1  Meeting Minutes (DOC)
2.2 Basis of Design Report. (DOC, PDF, 20 Hard Copies)
2.3 Technical Memorandum summarizing findings.
3.0 SWO-W3Task3
3.1  75% Engineering Drawings
3.2 75% Design Specifications, Front End Bid Documents, Contract Documents
3.3 List of comments (EXCEL)
3.4  75% Estimate of probable cost of construction
40 SWO-W3 Task 4
4.1  95% Engineering Drawings
4.2 95% Design Specifications, Front End Bid Documents, Contract Documents
4.3  List of comments (EXCEL)
4.4 95% Estimate of probable cost of construction
50 SWO-W3 Task 5
5.1  Final Engineering Designs (DXF/DWG and PDF) and 25 copies
5.2  Final Contract Documents (DOC and PDF) and 25 copies
5.3  Final Specifications (25 copies)
5.4  Final estimate of probable cost of construction
6.0 SWO-W3 Task 6
6.1 Progress Reports
6.2  Compiled RFI, Change Order, and other Project Documentation
7.0 SWO-W3 Task 7
7.1  Signed set of record drawings on Mylar
7.2 Electronic Record Drawings, in AutoCAD and PDF
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SWO-W3: TIME OF PERFORMANCE

Following execution of this Contract, integration of the SWO-W1 Scope and Work Plan, and with
authorization to proceed from FORA, CONSULTANT shall prepare and provide all services for Work
Order W3 (SWO-W3) within 360 calendar days. Note that authorization to proceed with SWO-W3 could
follow SWO-W2. Progress events shall be as follows from date of authorization:

e At 45 days CONSULTANT shall submit deliverables for SWO-W3 Task 1
e At 90 days CONSULTANT shall submit deliverables for SWO-W3 Task 2
o At 210 days CONSULTANT shall submit deliverables for SWO-W3 Task 3
e At 300 days CONSULTANT shall submit deliverables for SWO-W3 Task 4
o At 360 days CONSULTANT shall submit deliverables for SWO-W3 Task 5

o 60 days following notice of completion of construction, CONSULTANT shall submit deliverables
for SWO-W3 Task 7

SWO-W3: COMPENSATION

At no point in the progress of the work shall CONSULTANT submit or FORA honor requests for payment,
which exceed the verified progress, measured as submittals made or in active progress and development.
Monthly progress payments will be made to CONSULTANT to the maximum payable for the submittal
that the progress payment is funding.

SWO-W3 Task 1 $11,900
SWO-W3 Task 2 $48,800
SWO-W3 Task 3 $235,100
SWO-W3 Task 4 $128,000
SWO-W3 Task 5 $75,500
SWO-W3 Task 6 $168,700
SWO-W3 Task 7 $24,500
Total Compensation $692,500

ENGINEERING AND DESIGN SERVICES RELATED TO UTILITIES, MUNITIONS AND
EXPLOSIVES OF CONCERN, AND PUBLIC OUTREACH SUPPORT ON SOUTH BOUNDARY
AND GIGLING ROADS

SERVICE WORK ORDER NUMBER W4 (SWO-W4)

Under the terms of the Fort Ord BRP and FORA’s 2017/2018 Capital Improvement Plan (CIP), FORA has
a contingency budget for the transportation component of the CIP. Some of this budget is for Engineering
and Design Services related to Utilities, Munitions and Explosives of Concern, and Public Outreach
pertaining to the implementation of the CIP.

South Boundary Road is in a known Munitions Response Area and is required to follow multiple Land Use
Covenants and Operating Management Plans. There are many “known unknown” activities pertaining to
planning and clearing unexploded ordinance. Gigling Road requires extensive removal and relocation of
utilities in coordination with PG&E, CSUMB and the Department of Defense. Public Outreach could be
needed for both roadways to convey the proposed scope of work and construction timelines.
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Task 1: The following types of services may be assigned by FORA to complete the South Boundary Road
Engineering and Design: Planning for MEC identification and removal, Coordination with Remediation
Contractors, State and Federal Agency Coordination, Planning and Coordination with Mitigation
Monitoring Plan, Creation of Soils Management Plans, Coordination with Local Jurisdictions, Public
Notification Plans, Public Outreach, etc...

Task 2: The following types of services may be assigned by FORA to complete the Gigling Road
Engineering and Design:Planning for Utility Relocation, Coordination with FORA member agencies,
Coordination with Utilities, Public Notification Planning, Public Outreach, etc...

SWO-W4: COMPENSATION

At no point in the progress of the work shall CONSULTANT submit or FORA honor requests for payment,
which exceed the verified progress, measured as submittals made or in active progress and development.
Monthly progress payments will be made to CONSULTANT to the maximum payable for the submittal
that the progress payment is funding. Compensation under SWO-W4 is on a Time and Materials Basis not
to exceed a budget of $225,700.

Total Compensation Not to Exceed $225,700

TIME OF COMPLETION - MULTIPLE SERVICE WORK ORDERS

Should multiple Service Work Orders be offered and accepted, the time of completion for all Service Work
Orders shall be June 30, 2020 or until FORA Transition, whichever is later. The time of completion for
each Service Work Order offered and accepted shall run concurrently with the longest time of the Service
Work Orders offered and accepted.

CONSULTANT shall prepare and submit to FORA a schedule of work progress, including monthly
compensation anticipated, for all Service Work Orders offered and accepted. Such schedule shall not exceed
the time lines provided herein under the TIME OF COMPLETION for each Service Work Order offered
and accepted. FORA Project Manager will approve or request modification of this schedule prior to
ordering the CONSULTANT to proceed.
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Attachment C to Item 8c
FORA Board Meeting, 11/17/17

Fort Ord Reuse Autl
a 100 12™ Street, Buiiding 2880, Marina, CA 93933
Phone: (831) 883-3672 e Fax: (831) 883-3675 e www.fora.org

BOARD OF DIRECTORS MEETING
Friday, August 13, 2010

3:30 p.m. following 3:00 Joint Meeting with Marina Coast Water District
FORA Conference Facility/Bridge Center
201 13" Street, Building 2925, Marina (on the former Fort Ord)

AGENDA
FOR
REGULAR FORA BOARD MEETING

1. CALL TO ORDER

2. PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD: Members of the audience wishing to address the Board on
matters within the jurisdiction of the Authority, but not on this agenda, may do so during the
Public Comment Period. Public comments are limited to a maximum of three minutes. Public
comments on specific agenda items will be heard at the time the matter is under Board
consideration.

3. CONSENT AGENDA ACTION
a. July 9, 2010 Board meeting minutes
b. Amendment to Master Agreement for Professional Services -
Creegan + D'Angelo (Capital Improvement Program On-Site Transportation)

4. OLD BUSINESS - none

5. NEW BUSINESS
a. Certification of South Boundary Road and Gigling Road

Environmental Assessments and Initial Studies™ ACTION
6. EXECUTIVE OFFICER’S REPORT
a. Administrative Committee Report INFORMATION
b. Executive Officer's Travel Report INFORMATION
¢. Capital Improvement Program — update/distribution INFORMATION
d. Fort Ord Reuse Authority investments — status report INFORMATION
e. Outstanding receivables — status report INFORMATION
f. Habitat Conservation Plan — status report INFORMATION
g. Preston Park Buyout — status report INFORMATION
7. ITEMS FROM MEMBERS INFORMATION

8. ANNOUNCEMENTS AND CORRESPONDENCE
9. ADJOURNMENT

Information about items on this agenda or persons requesting disability related modifications and/or accommodations can
contact the Deputy Clerk at: 831-883-3672 * 100 12" Street, Building 2880, Marina, CA 93933 by 5:00 p.m. one business
day prior to the meeting. Agendas can also be found on the FORA website. www.fora.org
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MINUTES
of the
FORT ORD REUSE AUTHORITY
BOARD OF DIRECTORS’ MEETING
Fort Ord Reuse Authority Conference Facility/Bridge Center

August 13, 2010

1. CALL TO ORDER

meeting to order at 3:36 p.m.

Voting members present:

Chair/Mayor Ralph Rubio (City of Seaside})
1% Vice Chair/Supervisor Dave Potter
(County of Monterey)

Councilmember Jim Ford (City of Maring
Mayor David Pendergrass

(City of Sand City)
Councilmember Nancy Selfridge

/ Monterey Peninsula Unified School District. Arriving after the roll call
i Tra‘ﬁgrt and the Transportation Agency of Monterey County.

2. PUBLIC coﬁiimENT Nonhe

3. CONSENT AGERIDA
a. July 9, 2010 Board meeting minutes — correction page 2, Mayor Pendergrass; clarification:
Councilmember O’Connell was not present.
b. Amendment to Master Agreement for Professional Services -
Creegan + D'Angelo (Capital Improvement Program On-Site Transportation)

Motion to approve the Consent Agenda was made by Councilmember Mancini, as corrected,
seconded by Councilmember Barnes, and carried.

Fort Ord Reuse Authority Board Meeting
August 13, 2010
Page 1
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4. OLD BUSINESS — none

5. NEW BUSINESS - ltem 5a - Certification of South Boundary Road and Gigling Road
Environmental Assessments and Initial Studies. Fort Ord Reuse Authority (“FORA”) Senior Project
Manager Jim Arnold gave an oral report of the future roadway improvements. South Boundary Road
is -a portion of the FORA Capital Improvement Program (“CIP”) and would extend from General Jim
Moore Boulevard easterly to Rancho Saucito Lane into Ryan Ranch. Mr. Arnold reported that the
design of the project was completed a year age and is in compliance with the National Environmental
Protection Act and California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA"). TheRepiet rt Environmental

ove t
r%@gl_ \Road including

thefpublic. ng@ Motion to

Chair Rubio asked if there were questions f _
ded by M&yor McCloud, and

approve was made by 1* Vice Chair/S
carried unam'mous|y"l.

6. EXECUTIVE OFFICER’S RE 3 tive Offi 12 loulemard stated that all of the items in the

Executive Officer's Report (ite Htde report; Item 6b - Executive Officer's
travel report; Item 6¢ Capi : Fort Ord Reuse Authority Investments;
item 6e Qutstanding Regai¥ | Hiab ation Plan; and item 8¢ - Preston Park

Buyout), stood as inforffjEition ) hllghted the following:

many member -ORAWhORENded the A88pciation of Defense Communities (*“ADC") annual
it 1o\ ' rancisco this year, noting that, in addition to his attendance, the
followsng were attéfadges ,,S@halr/ﬁl r Rubio, 1% Vice Chair/Supervisor Potter, City of Marina Doug
,,Qf Del .;_a 1;35 City Ma%ger Dan Dawson, Acting Assistant Executive Officer/fFORA

Steve E gntal Services Cooperative Agreement ("ESCA”) contractor Kristie Reimer,
and Gail frmy BRAC office attended some special sessions. Mr. Houlemard
suggested r. Rubio might have a few comments about the conference.
Supervisor P3 at he found the sessions productive and quite informative. He further noted

" in his Tole as outgoing ADC President, had done a very good job and it was
impressive to sedithe respect given to Mr. Houlemard for sharing his expertise and involvement with
the convention. M&yor Rubio commented about the high caliber of the conference, noting that there
was good interaction with high ranking Army officials. He stated that there was an array of talent from
FORA and others and that the topics were well crafted. Chair Rubio stated that other jurisdictions are
using FORA ESCA and BRAC language as a template. Chair Rubio stated that the highlight of the
program were the sessions on Energy Security. He said that the services are making a special effort
to bring down their carbon footprint and that a special mention was made regarding the strides made
by the Presidio and Defense Language Institute ("DLI") in developing a baseline.

Sriie,

Fort Ord Reuse Authority Board Meeting
August 13,2010
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Exhibit A
To ltem 5a

FORA Board Meeting, August 13, 2010

CEQA FINDINGS
(South Boundary Road/Gigling Road Improvement Project)

Finding: The environmental Initial Study and proposed Mitigated Negative
Declaration have been prepared in compliance with the requirements of
the California Environmental Qudality Act (CEQA).

Finding: On the basis of the whole record before the Fort Ord Reuse
Authority (FORA) Board of Directors, there is no substantial evidence that the
project will have a significant effect on the environment.

Finding: The environmental Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration
(MND) reflect the FORA Board of Directors' independent judgment and
analysis.

Finding: In accordance with the requirements of CEQA Guidelines Sec.
15073, FORA prepared and distributed a proposed Mitigated Negative
Declaration, along with the environmental Initial Study, to all appropriate
responsible and trustee agencies for review and comment. These included
the California Department of Fish and Game; California Department of Parks
and Recreation, Office of Historic Preservation; California Department of
Transportation, District 5; California Regional Water Quality Control Board,
Region 3; Fort Ord — Inter-Agency Coordinated Resource Management
Planning Group; Governor's Office of Planning and Research (State
Clearinghouse); Presidio of Monterey Directorate of Environmental and
Natural Resources; U.S. Army Corps of Engineers; U.S. Department of
Defense, Base Realignment and Closure (BRAC); U.S. EPA, Region IX; U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service; Association of Monterey Bay Area Governments; City of
Del Rey Oaks Planning Department; City of Monterey Planning Department;
City of Seaside Planning Department; County of Monterey Planning and
Building Inspection Department; County of Monterey Public Works
Department; Monterey Bay Unified Air Pollution Control District; and the
Transportation Agency of Monterey County. In addition, the document was
distributed fo organizations which had expressed an interest in the proposed
including the local chapter of the California Native Plant Society, the
Ventana Chapter of the Sierra Club and LandWatch of Monterey County.

Finding: The Initial Study and proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration
were completed and were filed, along with a Noftice of Availability (NOA)
/Nofice of Intent to Adopt (NOI) and a Noftice of Completion (NOC), with
the Governor's Office of Planning and Research, State Clearinghouse on
May 28, 2010. The proposed Negative Declaration briefly described the

FORA Board Meeling
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proposed project and location and indicated that the Initial Study was
available, where it was available, how long it was available for public
review, together with the deadline for submittal of comments on the Initial
Study and proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration. A Nofice of
Availability and Notice of Intent to adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration
was also published in the Monterey County Herald on May 29, 2010.

/. Finding: Copies of the Initial Study and proposed Mitigated Negative
Declaration were made available at the FORA offices in Marina and the
Monterey County Free Library at 550 Harcourt Street in Seaside.

8. Finding: A public review period of thirty one (31) days commenced on
Friday, May 28, 2010 and ended on Monday, June 28, 2010. Two comment
letters were received on the Mitigated Negative Declaration/Initial Study
during the public review period. One letter was from the City of Monterey
dated June 28, 2010 and one letter was from LandWatch Monterey County
dated July 10, 2010.

9. Finding: The Mitigated Negative Declaration contains all the necessary
components of a Negative Declaration pursuant to Section 15071 of the
CEQA Guidelines, including the following:

(a) A brief description of the project, including a commonly used name for
the project, if any;

(b)The location of the project, preferably shown on a map (contained in
Initial Study), and the name of the project proponent (FORA);

(c) A proposed finding that the project will not have a significant effect on
the environment;

(d)An aftached copy of the Initial Study documenting reasons to support
the finding; and

(e) Mitigation measures included as part of the project to avoid potentially
significant environmental effects (contained in Initial Study).

10. Finding: The FORA Board of Directors has considered the potential significant
environmental effects presented in the Initial Study and finds that the
potentially significant environmental effects presented in the Initial Study
resulting from implementation of the proposed project could be reduced to
a less than significant level. This shall be done through implementation
measures presented in the Mitigated Negative Declaration. Said mitigation
measures shall be incorporated into the project plans and specifications;
each mitigation measure will incorporate a monitoring program by

South Boundary Road/Gigling Road Improvement Project FORA Board Meeling
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identifying the party(s) responsible for implementation and monitoring the
requisite mitigation measures.

11. Finding: No new information of substantial importance to the proposed
project covered in the Initial Study has become available that was not
known and could not have been known at the time the Mitigated Negative
Declaration was adopted.

Significant Adverse Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures of the
Proposed Project

The Initial Study included an analysis and evaluation of the potential significant
environmental effects of the proposed project and recommended mitigation
measures to avoid or reduce the potential significant environmental effects to a
less than significant level.

The FORA Board of Directors finds that, for each significant adverse impact
identified in the Initial Study, changes or alterations have been incorporated into
the proposed project which avoid or substantially reduce the significant adverse
environmental impacts to a less- than-significant level. As used in these findings,
the term “less than significant” means a level that is not significant and does not
exceed any of the checklist's thresholds.

Each of the proposed mitigation measures contained in the Initial Study and
Mitigated Negative Declaration has been made a condition of the project.
Additionally, in conformance with Public Resources Code Section 21081, a
monitoring program has been prepared that identifies the party(s) responsible
for implementation and monitoring of the mitigation measures.

FORA Board Meeting South Boundary Road/Gigling Road Improvement Project
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FORA Board Meeting, August 13, 2010

Mitigated Negative Declaration
(South Boundary Road/Gigling Road Improvement Project)

In Compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)

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

Project Sponsors: Fort Ord Reuse Authority
100 12t Street, Building 2880
Marina, CA 93933
Tel: (831) 883-3672

Project Name: The South Boundary/Gigling Road Improvement Project

Project Location: 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 encompasses nearly 28,000 acres that are 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 cities of Seaside, Del
Rey Oaks, and Monterey. The Gigling Road improvement area is located along
Gigling Road between the Gigling Road/General Jim Moore Boulevard
intersection to the Gigling Road/7 Avenue intersection. The South Boundary
Road improvement area is located at a realigned South Boundary
Road/General Jim Moore Boulevard intersection, which is approximately 300
feet north of its existing location, and confinues as a realigned roadway
approximately 600 feet eastward where it joins the existing South Boundary
Roadway and continues to a point approximately 200 feet east of the South
Boundary Road/Rancho Saucito Lane intersection.

Project Description: The proposed action/project involves improving portions of
South Boundary Road and Gigling Road as follows:

South Boundary Road

The proposed action/project involves improving and realigning the South
Boundary Road/General Jim Moore Boulevard Intersection to approximately 300
feet north of the existing intersection and continuing for approximately 600 feet
eastward, where the realignment meets up with the existing alignment to
continue on for an additional 7,050 linear feet, for a total of approximately 7,593
linear feet (1.44 miles). Realignment would be from a point approximately 300
feet north of the existing South Boundary Road/General Jim Moore Boulevard
intersection extending 600 feet eastward, for a total realignment length of 400

FORA Board Meeting South Boundary Road/Gigling Road improvement Project
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linear feet. The existing roadway would be improved from this point to
approximately 200 linear feet east of Rancho Saucito. South Boundary Road will
be improved as a two-lane arterial roadway with median and left turn pockets
at proposed intersections, and 8-foot wide shoulders. The proposed roadway will
include the construction of a new intersection at proposed South Boundary
Road/General Jim Moore Boulevard intersection.

Gigling Road

The proposed action/project involves improving Gigling Road along its current
alignment starting at the intersection with General Jim Moore Boulevard and
continuing east for approximately 4,883 linear feet (0.92 miles). The roadway
would be improved as a four-lane collector roadway with 18-foot wide median,
an 8-foot wide bike path on the southern side of the roadway, 5-foot wide
sidewalks on each side of the roadway, new curbs and gutters.

Public Review Began - Friday May 28, 2010
Period: Ended — Monday June 28, 2010

The FORA Board will consider the proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration
(MND)/Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) together with any comments
received during the public review period on Friday, August 13, 2010 at 3:30 PM.

Location:  Fort Ord Reuse Authority Conference Facility
102 13t Street, Building #2925
Marina, CA 93933

Address Where Copy of Initial Study is Available for Public Review:
e Monterey County Free Library, Seaside Branch, 550 Harcourt Ave., Seaside,
CA 93955

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

e 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 12t Street, Building 2880
Marina, CA 93933
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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 Prior to final plan approval, 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.

Timing/Implementation: Prior to the final plan approval.
Enforcement/Monitoring:FORA

Air Quality

MM-2 FORA shall include a dust control plan in all construction documents
for the proposed action/project. 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. In addition, grading shall be limited to 2.2 acres per day during
grading/excavation efforts.

Q) Limit the hours of operation consistent with related noise restrictions;

b) Utilize gasoline-powered equipment whenever an equipment
choice is available;

c) Use PuriNOx emulsified diesel fuel in existing engines;

d) Repower and utilize heavy equipment with current standard diesel

technology or CNG/LNG technology; and
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e) Demonstrate on construction documents how construction phasing
and equipment programming will comply with County policies and
BACMs identified by the Air District.

Timing/Implementation: Prior o final plan approval.
Enforcement/Monitoring:FORA

Biological Resources

MM-3a Construction  activities within  the  South  Boundary Road
improvement area shall be restricted or phased as necessary to avoid
disturbance of the listed plant populations. Avoidance measures include
fencing of the population(s) prior to construction to ensure no ingress of
personnel or equipment at a minimum radius of 20 feet around a rare plant
population and consfruction monitoring by a qualified biologist. Avoidance
areas shall be identified on project plans. Silt fencing and other Best
Management Practices (BMPs) shall be used to ensure that the hydrology
surrounding the population is not affected by construction activities. In order to
ensure viability, trees or shrubbery surrounding the rare plant populations must
not be removed.

There are three mitigation strategies available to FORA at the given fime: 1)
Delay constfruction until the HCP is adopted; 2) Phase construction to avoid the
take of species until the HCP is adopted; or 3) obtain a 2081 permit for the take
of species. Upon adoption of the Fort Ord HCP and/or issuance of a take permit
(2081) for listed plant species by the USFWS/CDFG, the project proponent may
take the species given the stipulations of the take permit or adopted HCP. |If
listed plants cannot be avoided, the following mitigation measures shall apply:

All efforts must be made to salvage portions of the habitat or plant populations
that will be lost as a result of implementation of the proposed action/project by
transplanting the plants that would be adversely affected by the proposed
action/project for either re-establishment after construction is complete or for
planting in a new area in appropriate habitat. A propagation program must be
developed for the salvage and transfer of rare, threatened, or endangered
plant populations from the project area before the initiation of construction
activities. Permits may be required from the CDFG or USFWS, which will ensure
that certified biologists are involved in the propagation and transport of rare,
threatened, or endangered plant species. (Note: Propagation methods for the
salvaged plant population must be developed on a case-by-case basis and
must include the involvement of local conservation easements/ preserves/ open
space, where applicable). The propagation and transfer of individual plant
species must be performed at the correct time of year and successfully
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completed before the commencement of the project's construction activities
eliminate or disturb the plants and habitats of concern.

This mitigation measure may be superseded by the terms of the adopted HCP or
take permit.

Timing/Implementation: Prior to the initiation of construction
activities for South Boundary Road
improvements.

Enforcement/Monitoring: FORA.

MM-3b FORA shall retain a qualified biologist to perform focused surveys to
determine the presence/absence of Hickman's onion and Santa Cruz microseris
within and adjacent fo (within 20 feet, where appropriate) the South Boundary
improvement area (project footprint). These surveys must be conducted in
accordance with CDFG approved guidelines for conducting field surveys. Field
surveys must be scheduled to coincide with known flowering periods, and/or
during periods of phonological development that are necessary to identify the
plant species of concern. If no special-status plant species are found, then no
further mitigation is necessary.

If these special-status plant species are found within or adjacent to (within 20
feet) the South Boundary improvement area during the surveys, these plant
species must be avoided to the extent possible. Avoidance measures include
fencing of the population(s) before construction to ehsure no ingress of
personnel or equipment at a minimum radius of 20 feet around a rare plant
population and construction monitoring by a qualified biologist. Avoidance
areas must be identified on project plans. Implementation of silt fencing and
other BMPs must ensure that the hydrology surrounding the population is not
affected by project construction. In addition, trees or shrubbery surrounding the
rare plant populations must not be removed to ensure that sunlight/shade that
may affect the viability is not changed. If these special-status plants cannot be
avoided, the following shall apply:

Before the approval of grading plans or any ground breaking activity within the
project area, FORA must submit a mitigation plan concurrently to CDFG and
USFWS (if appropriate) for review and comment, and FORA may consult with
these entities before approval of the mitigation plan. Mitigation measures for
directly affected population(s) must be included in the mitigation plan. Possible
mitigation for directly impacted population(s) includes implementation of a
program to fransplant, salvage, cultivate, or re-establish the species at suitable
sites (if feasible). The mitigation ratio for directly impacted plant species must be
at a minimum ratio of 2:1 (two plants for every one impacted). However, the
actual level of mitigation may vary depending on the sensitivity of the species

FORA Board Meeting South Boundary Road/Gigling Road Improvement Project
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(its rarity or endangerment status), its prevalence in the area, and the current
state of knowledge about overall population trends and threats to its survival.
Alternatively, replacement credits may be purchased by FORA at an approved
mitigation bank should such credits be available.

Any special-status plant species that are identified adjacent to the project areq,
but not proposed to be disturbed by the proposed action/project, must be
protected by barrier fencing to ensure that construction activities and material
stockpiles do not impact any special-status plant species. These avoidance
areas must be identified on project plans.

This mitigation measure may be superseded by the terms of the adopted HCP or
take permit.

Timing/Implementation: Prior to the inifiation of construction
activities for South Boundary Road.

Enforcement/Monitoring:FORA.

MM-4The proposed action/project shall comply with the conditions in the 2005
USFWS Biological Opinion, Cleanup and Reuse of Former Fort Ord, Monterey
County, California, as it affects California Tiger Salamander and Critical Habitat
for Contra Costa Goldfields, issued to the U.S. Army by the USFWS and the
Memorandum of Agreement Regarding Endangered Species Act Enforcement
of Development Restrictions on the Del Rey Oaks Portions of the Former Fort Ord,
California. Only those conditions relevant to the project area would apply.

Timing/Implementation: Prior to the inifiation of construction for the
proposed action/project.

Enforcement/Monitoring:FORA

MM-5 No more than 30 days prior to ground disturbance or free removal during
the nesting season for local avian species (typically February 22 through August
1}, FORA shall retain shall retain a qualified biologist to conduct a focused survey
for active nests of special-status birds within and in the vicinity of the project
area (up to 200 feet and no less than 100-feet outside project boundaries,
where possible). If active nests are found, trees/shrubs with nesting birds shall
not be disturbed until abandoned by the birds or a qualified biologist deems
disturbance potential to be minimal (in consultation with USFWS and/or CDFG,
where appropriate). If applicable, tree removal shall be restricted to a period
following fledging of chicks, which typically occurs between late July and early
August, If active nests are located within the 100 feet (200 feet for raptors) of
proposed construction activities, other restrictions may include establishment of
exclusion zones (no ingress of personnel or equipment at a minimum radius of
100 feet or 200 feet, as appropriate, around the nest as confirmed by the

South Boundary Road/Gigling Road Improvement Project FORA Board Meeting
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appropriate resource agency) or alteration of the construction schedule.
Reference to this requirement and the MBTA shall be included in the
construction specifications.

If construction activities or tree removal are proposed to occur during the non-
breeding season (August 2 — February 21), a survey is not required, no further
studies are necessary, and no mitigation is required.

This mitigation measure may be superseded by the terms of the adopted HCP or
take permit.

Timing/Implementation: Prior to the initiation of construction for the
proposed action/project.

Enforcement/Monitoring: FORA.

MM-6a FORA shall contfract with a Registered Professional Forester or
Certified Arborist to assist in field adjustments of free removal and to prepare a
free removal plan, to support a tree removal permit or application, for the
proposed action/project after the proposed improvements have been staked in
the field. The tree removal plan shall accompany the arborist survey as
described under mitigation measures MM-éc and MM-6d below. The free
removal plan shall 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 20 feet); and

. that all oak trees which require pruning, are pruned by a Certified
Arborist prior to initiation of construction activities.

Timing/Implementation: Prior to commencement of construction
activifies.

Enforcement/Monitoring: FORA and the Cities of Seaside, Del Rey
Oaks and Monterey and Monterey County,
as applicable.

MM-6b Any free or groups of trees to be retained shall be fenced with ¢
four-foot high brightly colored synthetic fence at the outermost edge of the
critical root zone. The critical root zone will be measured from the dripline radius
faken from the ftree trunk to the ftip of the farthest reaching branch as
determined by a Certified Arborist or Registered Professional Forrester. The
fencing shall remain in place until all construction activities are complete.
Trenching, grading, soil compaction, parking of vehicles or heavy equipment,

FORA Board Meeling South Boundary Road/Gigling Road Improvement Project
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stockpiling of construction materials, and/or dumping of materials will not be
allowed within the critical root zone.

Timing/Implementation: Prior to commencement of construction
activities.

Enforcement/Monitoring: FORA and the Cities of Seaside, Del Rey
Oaks and Monterey and Monterey County,
as applicable.

MM-é6c Within the Gigling Road improvement area, FORA shall contract
with a Registered Professional Forester or Certified Arborist to perform an arborist
survey. The arborist survey shall include all frees with a height of 10 feet or more,
or has a circumference of at least 20 inches measured at 24 inches above the
ground pursuant to Section 8.54.020 of the City of Seaside Municipal Code. The
survey shall also include landmark oak trees, which are defined as trees 24
inches or more in diameter when measured two feet above the ground, or trees
which are visually significant, historically significant, or exemplary of their species.

FORA shall obtain a tree removal permit from the City of Seaside for all trees to
be removed within the Gigling Road improvement area. Trees identified to be
removed must be replaced at a 1:1 ratio with a minimum 5-gallon approved
specimen tree of a species and in an approved location as stated under City of
Seaside Municipal Code Section 8.54.070.

Timing/Implementation: Prior to commencement of construction
activities  within ~ the  Gigling Road
improvement area.

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Seaside; FORA.

MM-6d Within the South Boundary Road improvement area, FORA shall
contract with a Registered Professional Forester or Certified Arborist to perform
an arborist survey, which shall include:

. single trunk oaks greater six inches diameter (at two feet above the
ground surface) or multi-frunk oaks with a circumference of any two
trunks of af least 40 inches (at measured two feet above the root
crown) pursuant to Section 12.16.020 of the City of Del Rey Oaks
Municipal Code;

. any woody perennial plant that has a height of 30 feet or more, or
has a circumference of 36 inches or more (at 24 inches above
ground) pursuant to Section 12.16.020 of the City of Del Rey Oaks
Municipal Code; and

South Boundary Road/Gigling Road Improvement Project FORA Board Meeting
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. any free greater than two inches in diameter {af four feet six inches
above the natural grade) pursuant to Section 12.16.020 of the City
of Del Rey Oaks Municipal Code.

. trees located on a vacant private parcel measuring more than two
inches in diameter (at four feet six inches above the tree's natural
grade) pursuant to Chapter 37 of the City of Monterey Municipal
Code, and

. trees located on a private, developed parcel measuring more than
six inches (at four feet six inches dbove the tree’s natural grade)
pursuant to Chapter 37 of the City of Monterey Municipal Code.

FORA shall obtain free removal permits from the cities of Del Rey Oaks and
Monterey for trees to be removed within the South Boundary Road improvement
area. All protected trees impacted within the City of Del Rey Oaks will be
mitigated in accordance with Section 12.16.050.D of the City of Del Rey Oaks
Municipal Code. All protected trees impacted within the City of Monterey will
be mitigated in accordance with Section 37-11 of the City of Monterey
Municipal Code.

Timing/Implementation: Prior o the commencement  of
constfruction activities within the South
Boundary improvement area.

Enforcement/Monitoring: Cities of Del Rey Oaks and Monterey;
FORA.

Cultural Resources

MM-7In 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 accordance with 36 CFR Part 800.13(b). 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.

Timing/Implementation: Prior to the commencement of
consfruction activities within the project
ared,

Enforcement/Monitoring: Cities of Seaside, Del Rey Oaks, and
Monterey; FORA.

FORA Board Meetfing South Boundary Road/Gigling Road Improvement Project
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Geology and Soils

MM-8FORA shall ensure that the recommendations provided within the
Geoftechnical Investigation for Gigling and South Boundary Road Improvement
Seaside, California prepared by Pacific Crest Engineering, Incorporated in
October 2007 are incorporated into the final improvement plans. 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.

Timing/Implementation: Prior to final plan approval.

Monitoring/Reporting: FORA.

MM-9 A Storm Water pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) shall be prepared and
reviewed for approval by FORA, the cities of Seaside, Del Rey Oaks, and
Monterey, and/or the United States Army, as applicable. The erosion control
plan shall be included in construction documents for the proposed
action/project and shall be implemented during and periodically following
construction. Erosion control measures shall include, but shall not be limited to
the following:

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

° Confine all vehicular fraffic 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;

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

o 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; and

. Plant the finished ground surface with ground cover and continually
maintain.

Timing/Implementation: Prior to commencement of grading
activity.

Monitoring/Reporting:  Cities of Seaside, Del Rey Oaks and
Monterey; FORA.

South Boundary Road/Gigling Road Improvement Project FORA Board Meeting
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Hazardous Materials

MM-10a FORA shall obtain formal approval from the U.S. Army, U.S. EPA, and
the Cadlifornia Department of Toxic Substances and Control (DTSC) that the
proposed construction areas including storage, grading, and fransport areas
are free of Munitions and Explosives of Concern (MEC) within a safe distance of
said activities as approved by the U.S. Army, U.S. EPA and the DTSC.

Timing/Implementation: Prior to any grading or construction activity
within the project area.

Monitoring/Reporting:  FORA, U.S. Army, U.S. EPA and DTSC.

MM-10b 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 Environmental office. Under no circumstance will anyone be allowed to
handle MEC or other suspicious material.

Timing/Implementation: Prior o issuance of bid and/or construction
documents.

Monitoring/Reporting:  FORA and the U.S. Army.

Hydrology

MM-11 FORA shall obtain a National Pollution Discharge Elimination Systems
Program General Construction Permit from the State Water Resources Control
Board (SWRCB) as required by the Federal Clean Water Act. FORA shall 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 (SWPPP).

Timing/Implementation: Prior to construction activities.

Monitoring/Reporting: FORA and RWQCB.

Noise

MM-12a FORA shall limit noise generated by construction operations by
putting the following language on final improvement plans for the proposed
action/project: “Noise generating activities (excluding activities that would
result in a safety concern to the public or construction workers) are limited to
Monday through Friday between 7:00 A.M. and 7:00 P.M.”

FORA Board Meeting South Boundary Road/Gigling Road Improvement Project
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MM-12b

Timing/Implementation: During the course of construction.

Monitoring/Reporting:  FORA; Cities of Seaside, Del Rey OQaks, and
Monterey.

FORA shall limit noise generated by construction operations by

implementing the following:

Construction equipment and equipment staging areas shall be
located at the furthest distance possible from nearby noise-sensitive
land uses.

Construction equipment shall be properly maintained and
equipped with noise-reduction intake and exhaust mufflers and
engine  shrouds, in  accordance  with manufacturers’
recommendations. Equipment engine shrouds shall be closed
during equipment operation.

When not in use, motorized construction equipment shall not be left
idling.
Timing/Implementation: During the course of construction.

Monitoring/Reporting:  FORA,; Cities of Seaside, Del Rey Oaks, and
Monterey.

Transportation

MM-13

Improvement plan shall be submitted to Monterey-Salinas Transit for

review and approval of bus stop configurations to ensure that they are
consistent with the Designing for Transit guidelines.

Timing/Implementation: Prior to final approval of improvement
plans.

Monitoring/Reporting: FORA/MST.

South Boundary Road/Gigling Road Improvement Project FORA Board Meeting
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

PROGRAM CONTENTS

This mitigation monitoring and reporting program includes a brief discussion of
the legal basis and purpose of the mitigation monitoring and reporting program,
a key to understanding the monitoring matrix, and the mitigation monitoring
and reporfing matrix itself,

LEGAL BASIS AND PURPOSE OF THE MITIGATION MONITORING PROGRAM

Public Resource Code (PRC) 21081.6 requires public agencies to adopt
mitigation monitoring or reporting programs whenever certifying an
environmental impact report or mitigated negative declaration. This
requirement facilitates implementation of all mitigation measures adopted
through the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) process.

The Governor's Office of Planning and Research advisory publication, Tracking
CEQA Mitigation Measures, provides local governments basic information and
practical advice concerning compliance with mitigation monitoring and
reporting programs. Correspondingly, this document incorporates the
suggestions contained within the advisory publication and from research on
similar monitoring programs.

MONITORING MATRIX

The following pages provide a series of tables identifying the mitigation
measures proposed specifically for the proposed action/project. These
mitigation measures are derived from the South Boundary Road/Gigling Road
Improvement Project Initial Study (IS) and Environmental Assessment (EA). The
columns within the tables have the following meanings:

Mitigation Measure: Provides the text of the Mitigation Measure identified in
the Environmental Document.

Responsible References the public agency (Fort Ord Reuse
Authority)

Agency/Department:  and/or any other agency which coordination is
required to satisfy the identified mitigation measure.
The agencies listed are responsible for clearing the
mitigation measure.

Monitoring/Reporting  Identifies by whom the monitoring or reporting

South Boundary Road/Gigling Road Improvement Project
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Done By: will be done, which may include the lead agency,
applicant, applicant’'s consultant, or contractor,
depending upon the measure.

Timing/Frequency: Identifies at what point in time, review process or
phase of the project the measure will be completed.
Timing of implementation may be a single event, or
period monitoring pursuant to a monitoring schedule.

Final Clearance These columns will be initialed and dated by the
individual

Date: designated to verify adherence to project specific
mitigation.

Comments; This column is reserved for any additional explanation
or notes made during compliance monitoring, if
necessary.

The Mitigation Measures in the matrix represent the final version of the measures
adopted by the FORA Board and considered and reviewed by the U.S.
Department of the Army.

NONCOMPLIANCE

Any person or agency may file a complaint asserting noncompliance with the
mitigation measures associated with the project. The complaint shall be
directed to the Fort Ord Reuse Authority (FORA) in written form providing specific
information on the asserted violation. The agency shall initiate an investigation
and determine the validity of the complaint; if noncompliance with a mitigation
measure has occurred, the agency shall initiate appropriate actions to remedy
any violation. The complainant shall receive written confirmation indicating the
results of the investigation or the final action corresponding to the particular
noncompliance issue.

South Boundary Road/Gigling Road Improvement Project
Mifigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Page 78 of 121




wnibolid Buipoday pun Buuouow uoypbiiw
109lol4 juswanoidw) ppoy Bulbio/pooy Appunog Yinos

SjUsWWoD)

ajp(
22UDID3[D
[puly

[ouy 8y} 0} Joud

‘JoAaciddo

uoid jouly O} ol

‘1oAosddo upid

5

pup Bujuy

Buipoday
/Bunojluow

wuswpundeqg
10 Aousby
a|qisuodsay

seubus Bullsixs

Ul [ony [eselp palsinS XONBNd 9sn (o
BIOD|IDAD

S| 2210yD Juswdinbs UuD  JaASUSYM
luswdinbs pasemod-sulospb aziun (9
ISUOIIDLISSI SSIOU Pab[al YHMm

JUSISISUOD uoupIado JO SINoY Sy} Huwr (o
*SLIOLIS UOLLDADDXS/DUIpDIB

Buunp App 1od saiop g7 O] papwl
oq [Ibys BuippiB ‘UoCIPPO Ul “SpiDzDYy
AlBJDS PIOAD O} HISUDIL Ul SjIYM PIISAOD
g [Pys JIOS puD SUgSpP Byl ‘DaID
1ooloid eyl WOy psaowsl &g O} Sl [I0S
10 sugep Aup J| ‘1osloid/uoyop pasodoid
Sy} IO} SJUSWNDOP  UOUDNISUOD [P
Ul upjd jo4U0D SNP D 8SpNoUL JIPYS YIOL

109loid/uoion
pasodoid oyl j0 uoupuswadwi oL
Joud supid juswsaAolduwl [puUl UoO pPaiou

g [Ipys Puyyby [puweixs v “Jybl jo
J2AO[IdS pajuUDMUN SU} SZILUIW O} puD
piomumop Bulybl) 1oaip O) SHO-1ND SUg|
pup soIUng afpiodiodul oS |jpys supid
BuLUBI “S[OAS] SAISNUUI-FUOU 8[gpLdaD0D
suUoW Bunyby I0UBIXS 1oyl
BuinisUCWSP pUL pasn g Of SauniXy
Jo adAl puo suolo20| dyi Buypoipul
sup|d Buyuby o] [[eJE=Te) aipdaid
IPUS vIO4 ‘joacsddo upid [pul o} Joud

2INSD3W UOHDBHIW

quinN
uoypBIHIW

WYISO¥d ONILIOLTY ANV ONIIOLINOW NOILVOILIW

Page 79 of 121



wpibold Buipodsy puo Buloguow UoHDBIIN
josloud juswsaosduwi) pooy Bulbio/pooy Appunoyg Yinos

‘SfuswiaAoidu
POy

Alppunog  ylnos
10} SOUIALLDOD
UuoonISuoD

O UOHDIUI
ioud

YIO4

(1 2w UsAIb 8y} {0 VYOS O} S|QD[IDAD
soibojbiis uoypBIuL 92I1Yyf 2I0 SIsY]

‘pPaAOWSl 8Q JOoU Jsnwl suoijbjndod
juoid siot sy Bupunouns Ailqgniys
1O soall ALIODIA  2INSUS  Of  I9PIO
U] "SSLIALIOD UOHONIISUOD AQ palosyb
jou s1 uonpindod syi Bupunouns
ABOICIPAY By} DYl ainsue 0] pasn
8q |IPYs (sdWg) seoionld JuswabBoupw
jseg Jjoyjo pupn Bupusy jis supid josloid
UO psiiuspl ag [IPYs SD3ID SDUDPIOAY
‘1siBojolg  payionb ©  AQ  Buuopuow
uoyoNIsuUoD  pun  uoypindod  upid
BID1 D PUNOID 88} (g 10 SNIPDI WNWIUIW
o o juswdinbs 1o jpuuosied  Jo
$SeIBUl OU 2INSUS O} UOILDNISUOD Of Joud
(sjuoypindod ey} jo Bupusy spnPUI
soINSpBW  SDUDPIOAY ‘suoubndod
upid pays) a8yl 10 22UPQINISID PIOAD
0} Alpssadau so paspyd I0 Paidusal 94
[IoYs a0 juswaAoldwll ppoy Alopunoyg
UNOS Syl UIYLIIM SSUIAIIOD UOUDNIISUOD

1ousIg iy syt Ag payiuspl
SWOVE pup sspljod AJUNOD yim Alduwiod
M Buwwoiboid  puswdinbe  puo
puisoyd  uouONUSUOD MOY  SJUSWINDOP
UOLDNISUOD uo sloysuowsg (e

puo
‘ABojouyosl ONT/OND 1o ABojouyosl
joselp pIoPUDYS ualND yim juswdinbs

DE-WW

AnDoy azZun pun Jamoday (p
sjusWwIwIo) ajpg Aduenbaly Ag suoq juswppdsqg aInspayy uoypBIW _DquinN
32UPIDI|D pup Bujuiy Buipoday 10 Aousby uoypBIwW
[bulg /Bulioyiuow d|qisuodsay

WYIOO0Ud ONILIOdIY ANV ONRIOLINOW NOILYOILIW

Page 80 of 121



MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Responsible Monitoring/ Final
Mitigation Agency or Reporiing Timing and Clearance
Number Mitigation Measure Department Done By Frequency Date Comments

Delay construction until the HCP is
adopted; 2) Phase construction to avoid
the take of species unftil the HCP is
adopted; or 3) obtain a 2081 permit for
the take of species. Upon adoption of
the Fort Ord HCP and/or issuance of a
take permit (2081) for listed plant
species by the USFWS/CDFG, the project
proponent may take the species given
the sfipulations of the iake permit or
adopted HCP. If listed plants cannot be
avoided, the following mitigation
measures shali apply:

All efforts must be made fo salvage
porfions of the habitat or plant
populations that will be lost as a result of
implementation of the proposed
action/project by iransplanting the
plants that would be adversely affected
by the proposed action/project for
either re-establishment after
construction is complete or for planting
in a new area in appropriate habitat. A
propagation program must be
developed for the salvage and iransfer
of rare, threatened, or endangered
plant populations from the project area
before the initiation of consiruction
activities. Permits may be required from
the CDFG or USFWS, which will ensure
that certified biologists are involved in
the propagation and transport of rare,

South Boundary Road/Gigling Road Improvement Project
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Page 81 of 121




wpibold Buipodsy pup BULOHUOW UOKDBIHIN
109lol4 Juswsaoidwj pooy Bulbio/ppoy Appunog Yinos

‘POOY
Appunog  yinos
104 SOIHALLDD

UOIDNISUOD
10 uoioiul
oyl 0} Ioud

94ad
/ SO0 Asy
[ed o AlID

/V¥O4

YdOd

J| “weduoD JO se1oads up|d syl Alituspl
0O} AIDssooou alo Dyl juswdoeasp
jooiBojouoyd Jjo spouad Buunp 1o/pup
‘spousad BuusMOll UMOUY YHM SPIDUIOD
O} POINPaYDs o SNt sheains play
‘SAeAIns plal Builonpuod 1o} saulepinb
paAociddn  ©4aD UM 8DUDPIODDD
Ul PBIoNpUOoD 8Q IsNW SABAINS 95y
‘(juudiooy josloid) peio uswaAciduwi
Appunog  yinog  ayp  (sibudoiddo
aloym “189} 07 UIylim) 0] 1usoplpo pup
UIYLIM SUSSOIDIW ZNID DIUDS PUD UOIUO
SUDUDOIH {0 aduasgp/adussald  oyj
BUILIBISPD O] SASAINS PoasNd0) wiopsd
0} jsibojolq paylonb O UIL}aI [IPYS VYOS

deE-WW

‘puad
DL 10 4DOH pojdopon syl Jo sus}
ayl Ag pepssiadns g Abw aINspauUl
uoHpBIW SIY]  ‘UIBDUO0D O SIDHgDY
puo siupid aylL qINSIp IO SIDUILIR
SOUIALLDD  uolDNIISU0D s.1oofoid syl 1o
JUsuwIS2uUBWILIOD 8y} alojaq paiajdwod
AJINISS800NSs PUD IDBA 1O BWll JOS8L0D
2yl b pawiopad ag [snu sanads (upnid
[oNPIAIpUl JO JBjsupil pupn uolynbodoid
syl “(eigpoyddo sieym ‘eopds uado
/SoAIesald  /SJUBSWISSDS  UOIDAISSUOD
JOD0] JO JUSWSAJOAUL Sy} apNn[oul SN
PUD SISDQ BSPD-AJ-9SDD D UO Pado|BASD
oq 1snwt uoypindod unid pPoBoAIDS By}
1oy spoylsw uoypBodold :240N) “seioads
upid  pasebuopus 10 ‘pausipaIyl

SJUSWIWIO0D

=1 elq]
22UPIDID
[ouly

Aouanbaly
pup Buiwy]

Ag auoQ
Buipoday
/Buuojiuow

juswipdag
10 Aouaby
3|qisuodsay

2Inspay UoyoBIIW

RquinN
uoyoBW

WVIOO0Id ONILIOdIY ANV ONRIOLINOW NOILVOILIW

Page 82 of 121



wpibold Bulpoday pup BULOHUOW UOHDBIIW
josloid juswsroidw) ppoy Buybio/pooy Appunog yinos

D4QD O} Ajjusunduod upid uolpBILIW
D Jwgns {snw YYO4 ‘vaip 1osfoid ayj
UIYHIM ALIALDD Bupipalqg punolb Aup 1o
sup|d Buipplb jo [pAaciddp ayy ai0jog
‘Alddp
[IoUs BUIMOJO) BUL ‘PBPICAD &g JOUUDD
siupid snipjs-jproads asayy J] “pabupyd
jou st ApIODIA By} JOosyD  Adw Dy}
oPDYS/IYBIUNS DY SINSUS O PBAOUIS]

8 jou jsnw suoypindod uoid aipl syy-

Buipunouns Aleggnuys 10 $9al) “UOILIPPD
U] -uoonisuod  1osloid Ag  pelosup
ou st uoipindod sy  Buipunouns
ABOJOIPAY By} byl 8INsus SNl SJW4g
JBylo pup Buidusy )i Jo uonpluasuisdw|
sup|d 109loid uo paluspl
8Q SNW SOBID SDUDPIOAY  “ISIBojoiq
pauonb © Ag BUUOHUOW UOHDNIISUOD
pun uoypindod jupid 8101 D PUNOID [88]
0g 1o snipnt wnuwiuiw O 1o [uswdinbse
JO uuosied Jo  ssaibul Ou  8INsuS
0O} uouONISUOD alojeg  (sjuoupindod
8yl Jo BDupusy Lspnpul  saINsosW
SDUDPIOAY olaissod  Jusxe 2yl
O} PapPIoAD 8q IsNW sa10ads (unjd asay]
‘SAoMINs sy} Buunp paID [uswaA0Iduwl
Appunog  yinos Byt (led8) (g
UIYHIM] 0L [USDDIPD IO UIYLIM PUNO) 210
sooads jupid snipis-ploads asayy
AIpssao8u
St uoypBilW  JBYUN; OU UdY} ‘punoj
oI sopads jupid  snipis-pioads  ou

sjuswwio) EYTeYe! Aousnbaly Ag auoqg juswpndag aInspay uoypbIIW BquinN
2OUDIDI|D pup Bujuig Buipoday 10 Aousby uoyobuyw
|puly /Bulojiuow ajqisuodsay

WYIOOUd ONILNOLTY ANV ONRIOLINOW NOILVOILUW

Page 83 of 121



wpibold Buipodsy pup Buloiuow uoypBiuw
1o3loud juswaaoidwy pooy Buybio/ppoy Appunoyg Yinos

SDUDPIOAD Ssay] saloads jup|d snipys
-ooads Aup jopdwl Jou Op sajdyD0Ls
[DUSIDW PUD SSLIALOD UOILDNUISUOD DY
alnsus o} Bupus) ssuwpg AQq peajosioid
g jsnw  ‘posloid/uolon pasodoud
oyt AQ paaInysip &g o} pasodoid jou (ng
‘PaID Jovfoid By} o JusdDlpD payUSPl
aip oy ssads jupid snjpjs-pioads

Auy *B|gDJIDAD 84 SHPaID YINSs
pjnoys Jupg uoupBiyiw paAciddo  up
10 VIO4 Ag paspyoind g Aow slipaid
Juswoop|dal “ABADUIBLY  JOAIAINS Sy
0} sjoslul pup spual; uoypindod [JOIBAO
1NOgD 8bpsMoUy JO B1DIS JUSIIND Byl
puD ‘PaIn Byt Ul edusPAaId SH ‘(SNLOLS
lusuueBubpus 10 AlUDI S)i) saloeds oyl
JO AlIAIlISUSS 8y} uo Buipusadep AIDA Abw
uouLBIIW 1O [9AS] [DNIDD Y] “ISASMOH
‘(pojopdwl  suo  Aisas U0  sjupid
OM}} |17 10 OIDI WNWIUIW D [0 oJ Isnu
ssioads jup|d palopdwl Ajloalip 10] OllD]
uoyoByIW By] “(S|qIspey i) sels e|goyIns
10 sepads oyl Uslgpise-a1 10 ‘SIDAIND
‘@BDAIDS ‘Jupjdsuoyy o] wpiboid O Jo
uotbluswsidwi sspnoul  (sjuolpindod
pajonduil Aljosap 1o} UoLDBIIW 9]gISSOd
‘uoid  uoppBiiw Byl Ul pspNPouUl 8g
Jsnwi (sjuolpindod pojosyp Alosup 1oy
sainspaw uoibBbIW “unjd uoipBIIw Byl
10 [paciddo alojeq ssiliuS 85yl Yilm
HNSUOD ADW VYO PUD ‘JUSWIWOD pup
MaIA8l Jo) (oppudolddo JI) SMASN puo

Page 84 of 121

sjuswwio) 9jbqg Aouenbaly Ag suoqg juswupdsg aInspay uoypbIIw IBSquINN
92UDID3D pup Bunuig Buipoday 1o Aousaby uoypBIIW
[pul4 /Bunopuow |jqisuodsay

WYIO0Ud DNILIO4IY ANV ONRIOLINOW NOULVIILUW



wniboid Buipodsy pup BuLoguow uoobiiw
1oololq juswanoidw pooy Bulbio/pooy Aippunog yinos

"108loid/uoion
peasodoud oyl
1O} UOIDNISUOD
10 uonoul
ayr o}  Ioud

VIO

YIO4

Syl AQ pauopuUROD [JUN PagINSIP 8]
1oU |IPYs spAiq Bulsau yum sgnuys/sooll
‘PUNO BID sjsou A0 Y (o|qissod
aeym  ‘seuppunog  (osloid  spisino
1984-00| UDY} sse] ou pup 93} 007 O} dn)
paio jodfoud ayi 1O ALUIDIA Byl Ul pUD
UIYIM SPIIG SNJDJS-DIDadS JO SiSaU DAILOD
Joj ASAINS PBSNDO0L D 1DNPUOD O} IsIBojoig
payonb © uPlel [IPYS UIDal [[OYs VIO
(1 $snBny ybnouy} zz Apnigad AjooidAy)
$8109ds UDIAD |ODO| 10} Uospas Buijssu
sy} Buunp |[pACWSl 981 IO 92UDQINISIP
punciBb o} Joud sADP Qg UDY} 810w ON

S-WW

‘1o8loid/uonon
pasodoud oy}
JOJ  UOKDNIISUOD
10 uolnIul
syl O}  Joud

VJO4

VIOS

"Alddp pjnom paio
1o8loid ey} 0O} JUDASISI SUOHIPUOD 850y
AUQ  "DILOHIDD ‘PO HO4 1dULod 3yl JO
SUQILIOd SO A3Y 19 9UL UO SUOIDLISSY
juswdoerag JO uswisoliojug
1oV sopads passbuppui BuipipbHsay
juswsaIby JO WNPUDIOWSW Syl Pup
SMASN du} Ag Aully SN eyy o) panss
SPIRUPIOD  DISOD DHUOD IOj [DUGDH
[OOLUD pUD ISPUDWPINS 1851 DIUIOHIDD
Sfo9lD [ Sp ‘DIUIoOgDD  AlUnoD
ASIDJUOW ‘PIO [O4 JoUlO4 JO 3SNay
pup dnups[D ‘uoluIdQ [PDIBOoJOIg SMASN
GO0T @y} Ul suoIpuod ay} yim Adwod
jjoys  josloid/uoioo pesodoid  sy|

7-WW

‘Husd 9X0) 10 dDOH
peajdopo sy Jo susl eyl Ag pepasiedns
aq Abw ainspsw uouoByIW siyy  supjd
fosloid uo peiuspl 8g jsNW  SPBID

SjuUSWIWOoD

9jpqg
92UDID3D
fouy

Adusanbaiy
pup Bujuuig

Ag suoqg
puipoday
/Bunojuow

juswpupndaqg
10 Aousby
d[qisuodsay

aInspay uoypbiy

RquinN
uoyoByIW

WVYED0dd ONILIOLIY ANV ONINOLINOW NOILYDILIW

Page 85 of 121



wpibolid buiodsy pun Buuoyuow uoynbBiIw
jooloid juswaaoiduw) pooy Buibio/pooy Aippunog yinos

0l

SOHIAIOD

UOLDNIISUOD

ile)

juawsdusuwiuuod
o} loud

Tele) Ay
[eQ ‘spisoas
10 SSHID

/ ViOS

YIO4

[oAGWSI @81} © awodseid Of puD JDACLUISI]
9811 JO sjuswiysnfoo plel Ul SISO Of
1SUCQUY paIe) IO I9JS8I0H JOUOISSSL0I
Paleisibay O ypm JoDIUOD [IDYS VYOA

O9-WW

“Hwied 3oy U0 dDH pardopn

Syl JO swis} 8yl Ag pepssiedns oq
Aowl ainspsw uoybBRiW sIy| “palinber |
UoUDBIIW OU PUD “AIDSSED8U SI0 SSIPNYS
Jeypn) ou ‘painbai jou st Aeains o ‘(|g
Aonigsd — z isnBny) uospos Buiposig
-Uou ey Buunp 1no20 0} pasodoid oo
[CAOWISI S84} IO SSUIAIDD UODNISUOD J|
SUOIIDDLIDadS UODNIISUOD

Sui Ul psepnpul 8g  IbYS  VIgW
SUl pup juswalnbal sy o) aoualsley
BINPBYDS UOHDNISUOD SU} JO UOHDISLD
1o (Aouebo  oomnoses  eppudoiddo
SUl AQ pBWIUOD SO {SOU SYyI PUNOID
‘epoudolddp sp ‘)9a) 0oz 10 199} Q0|
{0 sNIpn) wnwiuiw © Jo uswdinbse o
[PUUOsIad JO ssaiful Ou) sUOZ UOISN|OXS
1O jUswysiigise epNnDuUl ADW SUOIDLYSSI
4BUI0 “SSNIAILOD UolONIISUOD pasodold jo
(sloydp. oy jo8) 00Z) 1o9) 001 oul uiyum
P90} 810 siseu 9ALOD | “1SNBNY Aups
puo Ainr ejo] usamiag sINDD0 AjjoDIdAL
UYoIUM - "SOIYS  Jo Buibps)y  Buimoyjoy
pousd D of pajouIsel g [IPYS [PACWSI
9al} ‘e|qoolddo J| -(eppudoiddo aieym
D400 J0/PUD SMASN UHM UOHDLNSUOD
ui) ouiuiw g oy jplusiod BOUDQINSIP
swesp  Jsibojoiq payonb o 1o spug

sjuswwio)

3{pg
S2UPID3D
U4

Adusanbayy
pup Bujwiy

Ag auoqg
Buiioday
/Buuojiuow

juswpupndag
10 Adushy
a|qisuodsay

2INSD3W uoyLBLIWY

laquinN
uoypBHIW

WVYIO0Ud ONILIO4TY ANV ONINOLINOW NOLVDILIW

Page 86 of 121



wpibold Buipodsy pup Bulogiuow uoyoBiw
109/ou4 juswsaoiduw ppoy Buybio/pooy Alopunog Yyinos

Ll

UOIDNISUOD [0 jun 22Djd Ul ubwal

*v|qp2iddp JIoUs Buious) Y] "I9ISol0] |PUOISSSL0Ld

SO ‘AluNoD poiolsiBoy 10 JSLUOQUY pPaulIiNeD D Ag

Aa1o]UOW paulWIaIep SO Youpig Bulyonal jseyuo]

pup 8y} Jo dit 8y} o} Junip 281} Byl WOl

ASIBJUOW usypl snippd suldup a2yl woll palnspawl

pup oC [ S8UOZ OOI [DOUD 8yl "|uoz

SBIIALOD | OO Ay 1001 [POIUD 8y} JO o0po [soulsino syl

UoIDNISUOD |0 | |2 ‘epIspas 1D 92U8] DIIBYLIUAS palojod Aybug ybiy

juswsduswwod | Jo solID 100J-INOY © YUM padusl 8q |[oys paulnial
ol loud / VIO4 VYIO4 | @0 ©f seall jo sdnoib 1o 23il Auy q9o-wWw

"SOUIAILOD UOKDNISUOD

jo uoyouul of Joud jsuoqly  poyiped

o Ag pounud oo ‘Buunud  aunbail

YOIYym saal) 200 [|o JOYL S0JIpul [IM - e

PUD !(}o3} Og UIylMm “o°1) shwl)

UOHDNUSUOD 10/pun Buipnib o) [usoplpo

PaInD0] Sl oyl sesll  psaLosiold

10 UOLDDO} BYi UoILDDOB) 0} psasodold

210 Dyl S99l JO UOIDDO| By e

{UOIDNISUOD

lo/pun  BuppiB 1o} paAowel a8q o]

981} PslosloId YoDs JO UOUDDO| BYl e

IB102IPUI [OUS UD|d IDACWISI

S8l 3yl MOIBY PY-WW PpuUD O9-WIN

sainNspaW  UolDBIIW  Jepun pPaquosap

a|gooddp SO AsaNs  jstoqun eyl Aundwiooon

SO AJUNOD jous  upid  jpACwWBl 88l BUl  pIel

Aaisjuow By} Ul padpis ussg aADY SjuswsAoIdull

pup pasodoid oy} Jepo  ovloid/uolon

AsI8]UOW pasodoud oy} 10} ‘uolpoiddo

pun Jo jiuwed [paowsl sal) b poddns o) ‘upid
sjuswwo) 3ajpg Adusnbay Ag auoq juswundag 2Inspaw uoypbIW laquinN
2OUDIDID pup Buiwij Buipoday 10 Aousby uolypBIPW

[puly4 /Buuioyluow a|qisuodsay

WYIOOUd ONIRNOLIY ANV ONRIOLINOW NOUVIDILIW

Page 87 of 121



wniboid Buipodsy pup BuLoiUOW UoHDBILIW
109loud pusuwsroidwi pooy Buybio/ppoy Apbpunog Yinos

¢l

uoyoes 8poD |pdIDUNW SPISDSS 4O
AUD JSpuUN PBLDLS SO UOIDD0| paAciddp
uo Ul pup sooads P JO 88l uswioads
paAciddp UolpB-¢ WNWIUIL D YIM OlDI
11 O 1o paop|dal 8g SNt PaAOWSI 8Q
O} paljuspl ssal] ‘Ao juswaAoIdwl
pooy Bulbio sy} UIylMm poAocwsl aq
O} s@8l] [0 10} 8pIsPas JO AlD Syl Woly
Hulied pACWSI 981} D UIDIJO [PYS VIOL

so0ads ey
jo Apjdwoxs 10 “JuUpDdUIUBIS AfooUOISIY
TUODIUBIS AJIONSIA SID UYDIYM $881) 1O
‘PUNOIB By} SAOQD (298] OM] PaINSDaLU
UsUm Jojowpip Ul 9Iow IO Saydul
¥Z SO9l] SO pauydp alo yYoIym ‘sesl)
0O JIDWPUD|] SPNoUl OS|D [IOUS ASAINS
8yl "epoD [pddiuny SpPISDSS JO AUD 8yl
10 0Z0'¥G g uoloes of uonsind punoiB
Sy ©A0QD SBYDUI 7 1D PaINSDaW S8yDUl
0z ISO9| JO JO SDUSIBIWNDID D SOY 1O

E®8®>owwm_w_ ‘@lowl JO 188) 0] 1O 1yBidy D ylim soall o
PoOY BUIBIS Sy aPNDUL |IDYS ASAINS ISUOQID 2] “ABAINS
UM SSLIALOD {suoguo up wopsad O ISUogly PauILSD
LORONYSUOD  JO opISDOS 10 J9Isol04  [DUOISSSlOld  palaysiboy
HUSWSOUSWWOD | JO A O UM JODIJUOD IPUS VIO4 ‘pelo
o1 Jo1g IVNOA VIO uswieroidwl pooy Bulble syl UIYLIM S9N
‘SU0Z JOOI |ODILID By} UIYLM
POMO|[D 8Q JOU |IM Siouaipbw Jo Buidwnp
JO/pUD  ‘SIDUBIDW  UOIDNISUOD O
Bulidyoo)s ‘puswidinba AADSY IO SS[DIYSA
jo Bupppd ‘uopopdwod jos ‘Buippib
‘Buiyoust] opojldwod 210 SSUIAILDD
SjuUsSWIWOo) EXTeYq| Aduanbaiy Ag auog juswpupdag 2INSDaW uoypBiIW BqunN
2oUDID3|D pup Bujuwiiy Buigoday 10 Aousby uoybbBmw
[pul4 /Bunloyuow slqisuodssy

WYYOO0Ud DONILIOLIY ANV ONRNOLINOW NOLLYOILIW

Page 88 of 121



wpibold buipoday pub Buuopuow uolobipw
$o9loid juswsaoiduwi] pooy Buybio/ppoy Aippunog yinos

el

‘olpAud D U0 pPBIDD0]  Soal] e
pup ‘8p0oD [pdiDiuny Aaioiuow

Jo AuD a8y} 1o /¢ 1ejdoyn o) upnsind
(opoiB  pINOU  s821 By} BA0gD
Seyoul XIS }os] INoJ D) ISWDIP Ul
S8UOUlI OM| UDY} 10w Buunsoswl j[@oiod
9]0AUd JUDDDA D U0 POJDDO| S80I e
*9p0oD [pdIuUNW

IO A9y [ 4O AHD Syt O 0ZO9LTL
uoyoes ol jupnsind (epolb pINiOU Y|
BA0CD SSYDUI XIS 199) INOL JD) IS8wpIp
Ul SOUDUl OM] UDY] I181DDI0 Sall AUD e
pUD (89P0 [PAIDIUNW SYIDO

A9y [9@ 4o AlID 8U} 4O 0ZO'91TL UOIDSS
o] Jupnsind (punoif aA0qD soUDUL 7
{D) @IoW 10 S8ydUl 9¢ JO SDUBIBIWUNDID
D SOy Jo ‘ejow IO 98! O¢ Jo ybisy b
soy joy} jubid [pluusIad APOOM AUD e
BP0 odRIUNW DO

A9y [9Q 4o AlID U} JO 0Z0'91°T| UOLDSS
0} jupnsind (UMOID 1OOJ Byl 9A0QD
189] OM| paInspswl D) saydul QF 1S9
10 JO SyunIl OM] AUD JO SDURISJWINDID

ge=Viel D Ulm SIDo juny-ynw 1o (esouns
uswsAoidwi PUNOIB 8y} SAOOD }99) OM] |D) JeloWpIpP
Aopunog SoYDUIl XIS Jolpalb PO Jjunlp S|buls e
Yyinos syl "ASJoUOW :/pPNPDUL [IOYS Y4dium ‘A2AINS
UIYLIM  SOIIAILOD pun {suoguD UL wuopad o} ISUoqly PalILeD
UoLDNISUOD  JO | SIDQ Aay 10 19}$2104 [OUOISSOI0Id PatalsiBay D Ylim
JuswiedusWwoD | [ o saulD JODIUOD |IOYS VIOL ‘PaID juswaAcidwl
oyl of  Joud / V3O4 VYOS | POOY  AIppunog  Yinos eyl UIULIM Po-WW
0£L0v5°8
STETT}e) apq Asusnbay Agq suoq juswpupdaq 9INSDa UoyLBIIW laquinN
SoUDIDID pup Bujuuiy Buiptoday 10 Aousby uoyoBIW
puly /Bunoyiuow a|qisuodsay

WVID 0¥ ONILIOLTY ANV ONIOLINOW NOLVIDILIW

Page 89 of 121



winiboud Buipoday puo BULOLUOW UOIDDIIN
$o9loid uswsroiduwl pooy Bulbio/ppoy AIppunog yinos

14!

‘paIp Josfoid ayy
UM SSILIAILDD
UOLONUSUOD  JO
JUBWSDUSLILIOD
loud

‘ASIoUOW
pup

‘SIPO Ay
2 ‘episoas
jO e
/VIO4

JUDDIUBIS aq o} [SENNIEIETS)
SIopuy 8yl | PIBOOUODS oq  [Im
(3N3Q) (uswsBoUDW 92IN0SaY [PINLON
PUD [OIUSWIUOIIAUT JO S1DIODBNT AULY
Byl O JOIDUIPIOOD $82IN0SSS  [DINLND
Sy} ‘uolippL Ul (9)eL’008 HOod ¥4D
9¢ Uim 92UDPIODDD Ul ISIBOj0SnyYDID
[puoissejoid ‘payonb O AQ PoPNIOAS
g UPD pull sy} Juun pul 8y} o 1834 061
UIYHIM paddoys st oM [0 (oYL 2INSUS [[im
VIO ‘UOUONISUOD Buunp pPaioA0dsIp
2o suipwel  ubwny 10  S92INOSsal
ODIBOJOSDYDID  IDYL  1USAS Byl U

BP0 [OAIDIUNW ASISLUOW JO AIID
Sy} JO |-/ UOLDSS UliM SDUDPIODID
Ul paloBbiiw @g M ASISIUOW JO AlD
oyl uyym pspopdwl ssall pajoeloid
IV "9pOoD [pdiiuny Y00 Ay [
JO AUD By} JO Q'0S09LTL UOLDDS YUm
SDUDPIOCDDD Ul PaIDBIW 2 [IM SO
A9y 12a jo AD eyl uyum psjondul
seall pajosioid |y "palp JuswsAoiduwll
pooy Alopunog  Uinos eyl ulypm
POAOWS] 8Q O} S83l} IO} ASISIUOW PUD
SIPO A8y 8@ 10 souo eyl wol syuisd
[DAOWISL 88l UIDIgOo  [IPYS  VYIO4
‘2P0 [PADIUNN
Aausjuow jo AuD sy} jo /¢ serdoyD
O} jubnsind (eppIBS [PINIDU §,88IL 9y}
SAOQD SOYDUI XIS [98} INOJ D) SOYDUI XIS
Uy} alow Buunspsw 19o1od padoersp

L-WNW

sjuswwo) 9jp(Qq Adouanbayy Ag auoq juswppdaqg 2INSD3W uoyoBIIW squinN
92UbID3[D pup Bujwi] Buipoday 1o Aousby uonpBIIW
[oul4 /Buuoyluow alqisuodsay

WVYIOO0¥d ONILIOdIY ANV ONROLINOW NOILVIOILW

Page 90 of 121



MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Responsible Monitoring/ Final
Mitigation Agency or Reporting Timing and Clearance
Number Mitigation Measure Departiment Done By Frequency Date Comments

appropriate mitigation measures will be
implemented as recommended by the
professional archaeologist and the U.S.
Army.

FORA shall ensure that the
recommendations provided within the
Geotechnical Investigation for Gigling
and South Boundary Road Improvement
Seaside, California prepared by Pacific
Crest Engineering, Incorporated in
October 2007 are incorporated into the
final  improvemeni plans. These
recommendations include, but are
limited to site preparation and grading;
cut and fill slopes; new pavement
section and overlay designs; utility
frenches; lateral pressures; and surface
drainage.

approval.

Prior to final plan

MM-9

A Storm Water pollution Prevention Plan
(SWPPP) shall be prepared and
reviewed for approval by FORA, the
cities of Seaside, Del Rey Ocks, and
Monterey, and/or the United States
Army, as applicable. The erosion control
plan shall be included in construction
documents for the proposed
action/project and shall be
implemented during and periodically
following construction. Erosion control
measures shall include, but shall not be
limited to the following:

FORA

FORA /

Cities of
Seaside, Del
Rey Oaks
and
Monterey.

Prior

fo

commencement
of grading

activity

15

South Boundary Road/Gigling Road Improvement Project
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporfing Program
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Exhibit D
To ltem 5a

FORA Board Meeting, August 13, 2010

Project Findings

The FORA Board of Directors makes the following findings:

1.

The proposed improvements along Gigling Road and South Boundary
Road were identified in the circulation element of the Fort Ord Reuse Plan
(adopted by the Fort Ord Reuse Authority in June 1997) (BRP)

. The proposed improvements along Gigling Road and South Boundary

Road reflect the planned roadway configurations in the Fort Ord Reuse

Plan’s — Capital Improvement Program (CIP] (adopted by the Fort Ord
Reuse Authority in June 2001).

The proposed improvements are consistent with the Transportation
Agency of Monterey County's (TAMC) 2005 Regional Transportation Plan
(Projects MYCO095, FRAO18, and FRA027) and recently adopted 2010
Regional Transportation Plan (Projects: MYC 090, DRO003, and SEAQ23).

The proposed improvements along South Boundary Road were identified
in the City of Del Rey Oaks General Plan (Page 38, Policy C-11, and
Programs 15, 16, and 17).

The proposed improvements along Gigling Road were identified in the
City of Seaside General Plan (Implementation Plan C-1.4.1: Planned
Improvement Bé).

The proposed improvements are consistent with Policies ¢.13.2 and c.15 of
the City of Monterey General Plan.

The proposed improvements to South Boundary Road and Gigling Road
are considered mitigation for the cumulative development on the former
Fort Ord and their construction is consistent with the requirements of the
FORA Fort Ord Base Reuse Plan.

The proposed improvements to South Boundary Road and Gigling Road
would not violate the general health, safety, and welfare of the residents
of the cities of Seaside, Del Rey Oaks and Monterey, the future users of
these roadways, and the community at large.

FORA Board Meeling

Exhibit D - Project Findings
]
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Exhibit E
To ltem 3b

FORA Board Mesting, August 13, 2010

Figure 2
Project Location Map
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Califoia Native p[#ut Society)

July 1, 1999

Mr. Michael A. Houlemard, Jr., Executive Officer
Fort Ord Reuse Authority

100 12th St., Bldg. 2880

Marina, CA 93933

Mayor Jack D. Barlich, Mayor
City of Del Rey Oaks

650 Canyon Del Rey Road
Del Rey Oaks, CA

SUBJECT:  Modification of Agreement among California Native Plant Society (CNPS), the
Fort Ord Reuse Authority (FORA), and the City Of Del Rey Oaks (DRO)

This letter summarizes the June 21, 1999 renegotiation of the April, 1998 agreement (copy
attached) among representatives of CNPS, FORA and DRO, regarding the road widening project
that impinges on Plant Reserve #1 at the former Fort Ord (Project). Based upon the field trip 1o
the Project site conducted on June 21, 1999 by representatives of the parties and the parties
subsequent discussions, the parties agree as follows:

\

a) The modifications herein to the letter agreemerit noted above pertain to the area adjacent
to the intersection of North-South Rd. and South Boundary Rd. More particularly, it is
the area to the east of North-South Rd. (on the northeasterly side of the Intersection) and
to the north of South Boundary Rd.(on the northeasterly side of the intersection).

h) The Project shall be constructed as shown on the enclosed map (identified as Exhibit A)
with grading to be limited to the area designated as areas 1 and 2 on Exhibit A. It is
expressly understood by the parties that the boundaries shown in Exhibit A are the
renegotiated boundaries of the area to be preserved, agreed to by CNPS after FORA
agreed to modify the intersection as described in paragraph ¢ below.

FORA expressly agrees that the Project will not cause any removal of chaparral adjacent
to the north side of South Boundary Rd.

c) The areas shown as areas 2 and 3 on Exhibit A shall eventually be planted in a manner
acceptable to CNPS, at FORA's expense, and maintained for at least five years with
native plants such as CNPS-approved chaparral or other CNPS-approved plants on native
type soil coming from area 1. If it is not possible for such plants to be planted so as to
resist erosion by commencement of the 1999/2000 rainy season, FORA shall ensure that
appropriate plantings or other protective measures (jute netting or temporary hvdrosead,
etc.) are put in place until the long-term planting occurs. That planting shatl occur no
later than prior to commencement of the 2000/2001 rainy season. All parties agree that it

9 Dedicated to the preservation of California nativedlova o1




Page 2
is the intent of this agreement to preserve the appearance of native chaparral along the
northeasterly side of the North-South Road intersection with South Boundary Road in the
Project area.

d) During construction of the Project, the existing fence along South Boundary Rd. shall be

kept in place except if removal is necessary for construction purposes the fence shall be
replaced by other appropriate temporary protective devices. Upon completion of the
work along South Boundary Rd., the fence shall be installed in the focation shown on
Exhibit A. '

e) FORA agrees to provide to CNPS a videotape showing the areas and markers addressed
by this agreement prior to implementation of the Project. This agreement to provide the
videotape replaces the April, 1998 agreement by CNPS to document the area with
photographs.

) Except as described herein, all provisions of the agreement dated Aprl 22, 1998 attached
hereto, not in conflict with this agreement, shall remain unchanged and in effect.

This summary of the parties’ June 21, 1999 negotiation was originally drafted by FORA
and DRO, then modified by CNPS, and subsequently agreed to by all parties. Thus, in the case

of uncertainty as to its meaning, it shall not be interpreted against any one party. It may be
executed in several counter\narts, each of which shall be deemed an original.

Sincerely Yours,

G IO

Rosemary lon, President
Enclosed: Exhibit A (map)

Signatures below constitute concurrence with the terms set forth above:

o - ) I3
it i) S AL S

Marv Auh Matthews, Conservation Chair Jack D. Barlich, Mayor
n‘ / . Kl . .
California Native Plant Society City of Del Rey Oaks
Date Date

- 9 S -
i ‘ _’ :

-~ Michael A. Houlemmird, Jr., Executiye Officer

L/ Fort Ord'Reuse Authority

z/4/ 99

" Date
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¢
Manterey Bay Chapte

Ca[ifomia Native Plant Society)

Apnal 22, 1998

Fort Ord Rewse Autherity
100 12* Street

Buﬂding 2880

Marina, CA 93633

This letter describes an agreement that CNPS offers to the City of Del Rey Oaks/FORA

in regards to the road widening project that impinges on Plant Reserve #1 at Fort Ord. The
plant reserve is protected by the December 1989 agresment between the Army and CNPS as
mitigation for loss of habitat caused by construction. CNPS will accept the habitat loss in
exchange for permanent protection of comparable habitst acroes South Boundary Read.

On previous feld trips the representative of FORA and the City of Del Rey Oake have agreed to
minimize the area of maritime clu.pun.l that will be removed by the propoeed North South Road
widening. The amount is estimated at 0.2 acres of chaparral. This number is approximate. The
area affected contains thF best examaple of maritime chaparral in the presexve.

The chaptcx agrees that preservation of a minimum of two acres of compuala]e maritime
chaparral located approximately at the northeast comer of South Boundary Road and North-
South Road, will compensate for the los of chaparral, provided there is an adequate buffer to
assure that golf course dxumge‘in not impinge on the habitat, and that the area will be
protected from fragmentation and Jegraf].atiou in perpetuity. The bourdaries must aveid road

* widening that would affect the resezve. Any future widening which would effect the habitat, would

require renegotiation of this agreement. In addition, no spraying or irmgaticn drainage should be
directed towards the habitat arsa. No development would be permitted in the plant reserve.

1{ the plant reserve should be Jz.m:gul in a manner contrary to the ters of this agreement, then
the City of Del Rey Qaks, the deve.lopcr, or successor camers will restore the area I:y rcp}anung
with site-specific plant materials to the oﬁginal configuration. The area involved will be
documented with p}aotognphl L'y CNPS and markers established By the City of Del Rey Qales to
assure that there is no rni:un&mndlng about the lecation or condition of the pruervecl arcas.
[f 2 disagreement arises on interpeetation of this agreement, a mutually agreed upon consultant
shall be engaged to resolve the dispute, with fees and costs paid one third by CNPS and tax-
thirds 17)( tl‘xc Cﬂ':y (or ong "-1‘1.1:\:1 m}x lry tl‘!- C(t)f onJ Dmlo?er) tf k. J?-ruioc‘] inETie ia ljp‘nn]&
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and work i requi:ed to rectify the proble:m, all require& work and consultant time shall be pai':l by
the City, ar.d/or Developer, including CNPS's ghare of the initial consultation fee, and the work

shall take place in the manner recormmended by the consultant .

Sincerely Yours'

Ruowdd 8. fnowars D

Ronald L. Branson, M.D,, President

[ ozt TAdT ey

' City of Del Ray Oake FORA Representative
S el 22, 1578 Moc/ 23,1974 .
Date Date
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FORT ORD REUSE AUTHORITY BOARD REPORT

BUSINESS ITEMS
Subject: Water Augmentation Program Update
Meeting Date: November 17, 2017
Agenda Number:  8d INFORMATION/ACTION
RECOMMENDATION(S):
Receive a Water Augmentation Program Update
BACKGROUND:

Recycled Water Program Update

In May 2016, the Fort Ord Reuse Authority (FORA) entered into a Three-Party Agreement
with Marina Coast Water District (MCWD) and Monterey Regional Water Pollution Control
Agency, now Monterey One Water (M1W), to identify water augmentation options. As a
part of the three-party approach, FORA approved a $6M reimbursement agreement for
the Advanced Treated Water Facilities (Pipeline). The agreement was based on California
State Water Resource Control Board's (SWRCB) approval of funding the project with a
State Revolving Fund (SRF) loan.

In June 2017, the SRF loan was provided, however the SWRCB determined a split of the
funds such that M1W received a portion and MCWD received a portion. This financing
method has altered assumptions supporting the underlying agreement between M1W and
MCWD and the two agencies continue to negotiate a resolution. As is expected on a
project of this magnitude, additional costs over those originally estimated by the engineers
and utilized in the initial funding projections have been identified. In recent three-party
meetings staff has been asked, as a participating third party, to consider ways it may play
a part to further the regional benefits of Pure Water Monterey and the Regional Urban
Water Augmentation Project (RUWAP). As such, staff is working with M1W and MCWD
to identify ways to meet the additional costs needed to bring about water augmentation for
the former Fort Ord and enhance the regional benefit of a shared, single Product Water
Conveyance Pipeline.

In the interest of continued three-party planning, M1W, MCWD, and FORA staff anticipate
recommending adjustment to the payments, designed to leave all three parties whole, but
necessary to respond to State regulatory actions and financial needs of the project.

In essence, FORA would accelerate a portion of the water augmentation funding and delay
others tracking the state action, for eligible components of Fort Ord’s Water Augmentation
Program. In addition, to FORA’s understanding, land use jurisdictions will receive recycled
water augmentation capacity when the RUWAP is complete.
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Secondary Study Program Update

In January 2017, in coordination with the Technical Advisory Group (professional staff of
FORA member agencies), FORA released a Request for Proposal (RFP) from the
Professional Engineering Community for a study on the possibilities of additional sources
of water augmentation. FORA held a pre-proposal conference to gain feedback, and
responded to questions and provided clarifications. Due to FORA’s local preference policy
adjustment, this RFP was deferred, until the Board adopted policy changes.

In March 2017, FORA released an updated RFP removing some of the record keeping
requirements, cross jurisdictional coordination and incorporating the new local preference
guidelines. FORA again held a pre-proposal conference with prospective proposers.
FORA received no responses.

Post-solicitation interviews were conducted, and responding engineers informed staff the
estimated cost for the scope was too low and the project conflicted with other priorities.

FORA staff met with the general managers of MCWD and M1W to determine a path
forward. All three agencies agreed that adding scope to the engineer selected to perform
the MCWD Master Plan Update was acceptable, in that FORA would be approving the
deliverables and funding the study, to be reimbursed by MCWD and M1W per the Three-
Party Agreement. FORA staff is currently working with MCWD and M1W to negotiate a
scope and timeline with Akel Engineering.

FISCAL IMPACT:
Reviewed by FORA Controller M /
Staff time for this item is included in the approved annual budget.

COORDINATION:

Authority Counsel, Marina Coast Water District, Monterey One Water, Administrative
Committee, Executive Committee

PrepaQ/edrﬂ”rv)‘H" mewed—-by D Seven W

“PeterSaid Steve Endsley
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FORT ORD REUSE AUTHORITY BOARD REPORT

BUSINESS ITEMS
s Eastside Parkway Environmental Review Update and Public
Subject:
Engagement Process
Meeting Date: November 17, 2017
Agenda Number: 8e

INFORMATION

RECOMMENDATION(S):

Receive an update on conceptual Eastside Parkway environmental review and public
engagement process.

BACKGROUND/DISCUSSION:

The 1997 Base Reuse Plan (BRP) Environmental Impact Report (EIR) identified Eastside Road
within the Fort Ord transportation “on-site” network to connect Imjin Parkway to Gigling Road
(Table 4.7-3 pg. 4-104 to 4-106 http://www.fora.org/Reports/BRP/BRP_v4 FinalEIR 1997.pdf).
The 2005 FORA Fee Reallocation Study completed by Transportation Agency for Monterey
County (TAMC) resulted in an Eastside Road conceptual alignment to address CSU Monterey
Bay’'s concerns that the BRP Eastside Road alignment would impact traffic flow through
campus. (pg. 12, 13, and 45 http://fora.org/Reports/FORA%20Fee%20Reallocation%
20Study.pdf). After completion of the 2005 FORA Fee Reallocation Study, FORA and County of
Monterey performed preliminary analyses to refine the conceptual Eastside Road alignment.

In December 2009, the FORA Board approved the 2009-10 mid-year CIP, prioritizing Eastside
Road funding. In 2010, County of Monterey staff suggested changing the roadway name from
“Eastside Road” to “Eastside Parkway.” Under Whitson Engineers’' contract amendment #2, in
January 2012, FORA's consultant team completed a Draft Preliminary Initial Study Checklist,
which included a recommendation to prepare an EIR for Eastside Parkway. In November 2016,
the FORA Board approved contract amendment #3 with Whitson Engineers to proceed with
Eastside Parkway environmental review. Subsequently, Whitson Engineers conducted a
Request for Proposals selection process for environmental consulting services. In August 2017,
Whitson Engineers selected Denise Duffy and Associates to provide these services.

On September 7, 2017, FORA staff presented an Eastside Parkway update to the Monterey
County Fort Ord Committee (Attachment A). During the meeting, the Fort Ord Committee
recommended that FORA add a meeting or meetings to seek public input on project goals and
objectives prior to presenting goals and objectives to the FORA Board. FORA staff recognize
the importance of conducting a robust public engagement process throughout the EIR process.
Accordingly, FORA has included in Whitson Engineers’ scope of work a community workshop on
December 6, 2017 to receive public input on project goals and objectives. FORA will also add
an Eastside Parkway environmental review page on the FORA website that will include
background information, upcoming public meetings, and a “frequently asked questions and
responses” document. The following is a list of anticipated Eastside Parkway EIR milestones:

e 12/6/17 — Community Workshop on project goals and objectives
o 01/12/18 — Presentation of project goals and objectives for FORA Board consideration
e March 2018 — Distribute Notice of Preparation for 30-day review period
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April 2018 — EIR Public Scoping Meeting

December 2018 — Distribute Public Review Draft EIR for 45-day review period
December 2018 — Public Review Draft EIR Public Meeting

July 2019 — Final project approval and EIR certification for Board consideration

FISCAL IMPACT:
Reviewed by FORA Controller m /
Staff time for this item is included in the approved annual budget.

COORDINATION:

Authority Counsel, Administrative and Executive Committees, County of Monterey Fort Ord
Committee, Whitson Engineers, and Denise Duffy and Associates.

Prepared by (o

2 Jonathan Brinkmann

Michael A. Houlemard, Jr.
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FSRA

ort Ord Reuse Autho

Eastside Parkway
Update

Fort Ord Committee meeting
September 7, 2017

Jonathan Brinkmann
Principal Planner
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Overview FSRA

Fort Ord Reuse Authority

» Eastside Parkway
Background

* Environmental Review
Process

* Milestones

* Public Participation and
Engagement
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Background FSRA

Fort Ord Reuse Authority

» 1997 Fort Ord Reuse Plan (Reuse Plan):

- ldentified Eastside Road as a facility within the “on-
site” portion of the Fort Ord transportation network

- Established “Fair Share Financing Program” (section
3.11.5.3 (a)):

FORA shall fund its “Fair Share” of “on-site,” “off-site,”
and “regional” roadway and transit capital
improvements based on the TAMC regional

transportation model.
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Annual CIP Adoptions FSRA

Fort Ord Reuse Authority

»On December 11, 2009, FORA Board approved the
2009/10 mid-year CIP.

»This approval prioritized Eastside Parkway funding in
the CIP.

»The Board maintained Eastside Parkway funding
prioritization in subsequent CIP approvals.
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Checklist and Consulting FQRA

Fort Ord Reuse Authority

»January 2012: Draft Preliminary Initial Study Checklist
recommended EIR preparation for Eastside Parkway

» November 2016: FORA Board approved the Eastside
Parkway environmental review contract with Whitson
Engineers

» Whitson Engineers conducted a Request for Proposals (RFP)
selection process for environmental consulting services

» August 2017: Denise Duffy and Associates selected

» September 2017: Project kickoff
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Environmental Review Process F %RA

Fort Ord Reuse Authority

» California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Goals
- A high-quality environment now and in the future

» CEQA Functions

Facilitate interagency coordination
Increase public participation

Inform decision makers about significant environmental
effects

Identify ways environmental damage may be avoided or
reduced (mitigated)

Mitigate environmental damage

Disclose to the public why a project is approved even if it
leads to environmental damage
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FORA as Lead Agency F%RA

Fort Ord Reuse Authority

»What is a Lead Agency?

« Agency primarily responsible for issuing permits to
project

» Lead Agency Roles

+ Responsibility for conducting analysis in accordance
with CEQA

« Consults with responsible agencies

Page 114 of 121



Environmental Impact Report (EIR) FQRA

Fort Ord Reuse Authority

» Provides information to decisionmakers and the
public about the environmental effects of the project

» Process
- Notice of Preparation (NOP)

Public Scoping Meeting(s)

Draft EIR

Notice of Availability (NOA)
45-day Draft EIR review period
Final EIR

Lead agency certifies finished EIR
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EIR Contents F%RA

Fort Ord Reuse Authority

» Project description and statement of project’s
objectives

» Description of project’s environmental setting

» Consideration and discussion of environmental
impacts (including significant impacts)

» Consideration and discussion of mitigation measures
for significant impacts

» Consideration and discussion of alternatives to the
proposed project — including “no project”

» Economic and social impacts may be considered
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EIR Alternatives Analysis FQRA

Fort Ord Reuse Authority

» Reasonable and feasible alternatives to project
Alternatives achieve most project objectives

Analyze alternatives that could avoid or lessen the
project’s significant impacts

Evaluate a “No Project” alternative

Designate an “Environmentally Superior Alternative”
Alternatives must be feasible
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Project Goals and ODbjectives F%RA

Fort Ord Reuse Authority

» Needed to write the project description and
statement of project’s objectives

» Help develop a reasonable range of alternatives for
the EIR

»Support the evaluation of project alternatives

» Aid decision makers in preparing findings
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Milestones F%RA

Fort Ord Reuse Authority

» November 2017 — Project Goals and Objectives
FORA Board Presentation

» April 2018 — Notice of Preparation and Scoping
Meetings

» October 2018 — Public Draft EIR

»May 2019 — EIR Certification and Project Approval
by FORA Board

Page 119 of 121



Public Participation & Engagement F%RA

Fort Ord Reuse Authority

» Website
» Public Participation Plan
» FORA Board hearings
» Scoping Meetings
- Vary locations and times

» Public meeting during Public Draft EIR review period
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Questions? FSRA

Fort Ord Reuse Authority
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