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Alameda County Board of Supervisors
Administration Building

1221 Oak Street

Oakland, CA 94612

Dear Board Members:

Altamont Landfill and Resource Recovery Facility Open Space Advisory

SUBJECT:
Committee - EBRPD grant proposal, Tyler Ranch Property

RECOMMENDATION:

That the Board determine whether the recommendation of the Altamont Landfill & Resource
Recovery Facility Open Space Advisory Committee to approve the EBRPD grant application is
consistent with the criteria set forth in the Altamont Landfill Settlement Agreement.

SUMMARY;

As part of the settlement of litigation over the expansion of the Altamont Landfill, the parties to
the litigation agreement {Alameda County, Waste Management of Alameda County, the Citics
of Livermore and Pleasanton, and various environmental groups) agreed that the County would
impose a fee totaling $1.25 per ton at the Altamont Landfill and Resource Recovery Facility.
The jurisdictions currently paying this fee are Oakland, San Francisco, Alameda, San Leandro,
Castro Valley Sanitary District, Oro Loma Sanitary District, Albany, Hayward, and Dublin.
The funds disbursed from this fee are to be disbursed as follows:

*  $0.25 per ton to the Education Account
*  $0.25 per ton to the City of Livermore for host community impacts
*  $0.75 per ton to the Open Space Account

The Altamont Open Space Advisory Conumittee consists of the following members: one
member appointed by the Board of Supervisors, one member appointed by the Livermore City
Council, one member appointed by the Pleasanton City Council and one member appointed by
the Sierra Club. The Altamont Settlement Agreement, Section 7.4.4, states that affirmative
action on the recommendations shall be required by the Board of Supervisors, the Sierra Club,
and the Pleasanton City Council for the expenditures in the western portion of the area covered
by the fee. These parties shall determine only whether the recommendations are consistent with
the criteria set forth in Subsection 7.4.2.
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At its meeting of June 19, 2009, the committee approved a grant application from East Bay Regional Park
District (see attached grant application), The grant application is in the amount of $1,000,000 for the
acquisition of approximately 1,156 acres of open space known as Tyler Ranch, in the unincorporated area of
Alameda County, located in close proximity to the City of Pleasanton. The property is situated one-half mile
west of Kilkare Road and north of Niles Canyon Road. (see map in attached grant application). Acquisition
of this property will add open space and natural habitat adjacent to Pleasanton Ridge Regional Park. The
addition of this property will bring the total acreage of the park to 6,747 acres.

FISCAL IMPACT:

There is no financial impact to the County. The source of all funding for this program will be the Altamont
Settlement agreement Open Space Account {see attached spreadsheet.)

Sincerely,
hris

Bazar
Director, Comnumnity Development Agency

Attachments




Alameda County Altamont Landfill Open Space Fund
Application for Grant Funding

Tyler Ranch Property Acquisition (Phase )
East Bay Regional Park District

GRANTEE INFORMATION

Name of Applicant Requesting Funding (Project Sponsor):

EAST BAY REGIONAL PARK DISTRICT
2950 Peralta Oaks Court

P. O. Box 5381

Oakland, CA 94605

Project Manager or Contact Person:
Nancy Wenninger, Manager, Land Acquisition

Telephone No. 510-544-2607 Fax No. 510-569-1417

E-mail Address: nwenninger@ebparks.org

Is the Applicant a Non-profit or 501(c)(3) organization: No
Federal Tax Identification No. 94-6000-591

LANDOWNER INFORMATION

Incultorum, LLC

180 Park Road
Burlingame, CA 94010
Attn: Curtis Priem

PROJECT INFORMATION

Project Title:
Tyler Ranch Property Acquisition (Phase i)

Project Location:
Site Address: 12565 Foothill Road, Sunol
Unincorporated area of Alameda County, 1/2 mile west of Kilkare Rd, Sunol

APNs;
946-4525-002-04; 096-0125-006-04; 096-013 1-002; 096-0533-001; 096-0533-002;

096-0534-001; 096-0534-002; 096-0535-003; 096-0535-004: 096-0540-002

Jurisdiction in which property is located:
Town of Sunol

Land Use Description and Zoning applicable to the property:
“Large Parcel Agricultural” Zoned: A-100



Tyler Ranch Property Acquisition (Phase 1)
East Bay Regional Park District

Project Objective: Tyler Ranch Property Acquisition — Phase |l

Acquisition of Tyler Ranch Property:[,476 total acres; Total Purchase Price: $6,637,500
(Phase | Acquisition of 320 acres completed September 28, 2007. Purchase Price: $1,440,000)
Phase 1l: Acquisition of 1,156 acres of open space and important wildlife habitat

Funding Requested: $ 1,000,000

Total Project Cost (including in-kind contributions): Phase |I:

Itemized Project Expenses:

$ 5,197,500

(Costs for appraisals, title, staff time, etc., are not included in this proposal.)

Requested Funding

PHASE i From Altamont Comm,
PURCHASE PRICE $ 1,000,000

Priem Foundation
California River Parkways Grant
State Coast Conservancy Grant

Habitat Conservation Fund Grant

EBRPD

Total $ [,000,000

TOTAL PURCHASE PRICE (Phase Il): $5,197,500

* Grant awards pending,
*% Proposed funding from EBRPD includes:
Measure AA Bond, Measure WW Bond, and/or Prop 40 funds.

Proposed Funding Date: September 30, 2009
Estimated Completion Date of Project: December |, 2009

Is the property currently under a Williamson Act contract? Yes

Funded by Other Sources

$ 1,729,500
$ 1,000,000%
$ 500,000*
$ 300,000*
$ 668,000%*

$ 4,197,500

Are there other easements on the property or are other easements being negotiated?

No Conservation Easements currently encumber the property.

Who will hold fee title to the land or hold the easement?

East Bay Regional

N

Signature of Applican \

istrict will hold fee title interest to the land.

“ (/ b | Date: Cfma? g ."”Z)C(




Alameda County Altamont Landfill Open Space Fund
Tyler Ranch Property Acquisition
East Bay Regional Park District

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

East Bay Regional Park District proposes to acquire the I,156-acre Tyler Ranch
property (Phase Il), located adjacent to Pleasanton Ridge Regional Park, to preserve
valuable wildlife habitat and watershed lands in southern Alameda County. Views from
the ridgetop at 2,100 feet elevation are spectacular, providing vistas from Mount Diablo
in the east to the Farallon Islands to the west. Heavily wooded canyons give the park
visitor the feeling of being in a wilderness, even though the highly urbanized Tri-Valley

area is actually only a few miles away.

The subject property is a prominent feature of the landscape, straddling Sunol
Ridge and descending to Sinbad Canyon. It contains rolling grasslands, chaparral-
covered hills and heavily wooded drainages which provide valuable habitat for Alameda
whipsnake, California red-legged frog and western pond turtle. Other species
supported by the property’s habitat include mountain lion, bobcat, deer, golden eagle
and other raptors. Acquisition of this acreage will provide an important habitat linkage
between publicly-owned parcels and will create a protected wildlife corridor in this

highly urbanized region.

Located in an unincorporated area of Alameda County, the property’s zoning
designation would allow one homesite per 100 acres. Before the purchase contract was
negotiated the property was being marketed for residential development which would
fragment habitat and jeopardize water quality of adjacent creeks and streams. In 2007,
the Park District acquired 320 acres (Phase I) of the |,476-acre Tyler Ranch and
executed an agreement to acquire the remaining 1,156 acres. Protecting this valuable
land will preserve habitat, protect a significant portion of the primary watershed of
Alameda County, maintain a wildlife corridor, and expand recreational opportunities.

Acquisition by the Park District of the Tyler Ranch property will significantly
expand Pleasanton Ridge Regional Park and will provide an additional entrance to the
park. The property also will supply an ideal location for a staging area to improve public
access to the park and for the future extension of Alameda Creek Regional Trail at the
eastern end of Niles Canyon. Additionally, acquisition will bring this property into the
resource management system of the park district and will forever protect it as natural
habitat, wildlife corridor and open space. An award of funds will aid EBRPD in placing
this property in public ownership and under the District’s stewardship.



Alameda County Altamont Landfill Open Space Fund
Tyler Ranch Property Acquisition
East Bay Regional Park District

FUNDING CRITERIA

|. Significant Native Biodiversity Yalue

The Tyler Ranch property links the rugged Niles Canyon / Alameda Creek wildlife
corridor with cak woodland/savanna/chaparral/riparian habitat of Sunol Ridge and Pleasanton
Ridge. Acquisition of the Tyler Ranch property will augment and link surrounding local and
regional natural parklands to provide a refuge of many square miles of contiguous protected

open space.

Tyler Ranch contains a rich mosaic of habitat types including oak woodland, riparian,
chaparrai and grasslands. Riparian habitats in general are threatened throughout California.
Often reported to be among the most valuable habitats to wildlife, they also enhance adjacent
upland habitats such as grasslands. The riparian corridor and adjacent chaparral on the property
provide valuable habitat for a number of threatened or endangered species, including Alameda
whipsnake, California red-legged frog and western pond turtle. These corridors also support
other species such as mountain lion, deer, coyote, bobcat, grey fox and various other mammals,
rodents, amphibians and reptiles. Upland portions of the property contain steep slopes with
coastal scrub and chaparral, along with large swatches of grasslands and rock outcrops —
providing critical habitat for Alameda whipsnake. The grasslands also provide good foraging
areas for golden eagle, red tailed hawks, prairie falcons, American kestrels, and other raptors.
Beechey ground squirrels are found on the property which serve as prey for these and other
mammalian and avian predators. The stock ponds (with proper management), riparian areas
and adjacent uplands aiso provide habitat for California red-legged frog and other amphibian
species found in this area. Having diverse habitat which supports three separate threatened or
endangered species makes this property especially important to preserve, and the substantial
size of the property makes it especially valuable to the mountain lion, a speciaily protected
species. Together with more than 10,000 acres of nearby parkland, this acquisition links a vast
preserve of open space, thereby increasing the ecological value of adjacent lands and promoting

biological diversity.

The mosaic and habitat edges of the Tyler Ranch property provide rich forage and
protective cover — both for foraging and stalking prey. The acquisition of the |,156 acres of the
remaining Tyler Ranch property will add to the large network of publicly-owned natural
preserves. Under current zoning, considerable development would be allowed as outlined in
the following ltem #3. Without public ownership and the Park District’'s stewardship, the
spectacular recreational and habitat preservation opportunities present at Tyler Ranch could be
lost. Acquisition by the Park District will prevent habitat fragmentation as the human population
increasingly encroaches on the Bay Area’s wildlands.

2. Significant Visual and/or Non-motorized Recreational Value

Southern Alameda County contains spectacular scenery and long-distance views. From
the top of the Tyler Ranch property on Sunol Ridge, vistas include Mt. Diablo to the northeast,
Niles Canyon to the southwest and farther west, the San Francisco Bay.




The southern end of the Tyler Ranch property fronts Foothill Road, a paved public road
in the town of Sunol.  This easy access and large flat area provide an excellent opportunity for
a staging area and picnic spot. The ranch extends northerly 3.5 miles along the ridgeline and
Sinbad Canyon, where its northern boundary abuts Pleasanton Ridge Regional Park at the
terminus of Kilkare Road, which runs along Sinbad Creek. Not only will acquisition of this
property provide the essential staging area for the future eastern extension of the Niles Canyon
portion of the Alameda Creek Regional Trail, it will also connect to the extensive trail system
already in place in Pleasanton Ridge Regional Park, and along with the recent $1.44 million
Phase | purchase of a 320-acre portion of Tyler Ranch, will increase the park’s total acreage by

30%.

Currently the only two access points to Pleasanton Ridge Regional Park are through the
Oak Tree staging area on Foothill Road in the Town of Pleasanton, one and three quarters
miles north of Niles Canyon Road at the southeastern portion of the park, and via a walk-in
access at Thermalito Trail at the southern end of the ridge. The staging area is congested
during high season, parking overflows to the busy roadway, and trails to the ridgetop are steep
and accessible only to the most fit hikers. Elevations at the staging area begin at 400 feet and
climb to 1,400 feet at the ridgetop — a 1,000-foot gain in elevation on a one-half mile trail.

The trail systems in place in Pleasanton Ridge Regional Park can provide superb outdoor
experiences only if they are made more accessible. Acquisition of the Tyler Ranch property
will provide a new, generous staging area, supplying another key access point at the
southwestern end of the park. A trail system will be developed over existing ranch roads and
currently unused trails on the property to provide a more gentle ascent to the ridgetop, making
the spectacular views accessible to a wider range of park visitors. In addition to the internal
trail systems of the Park, the Tyler Ranch access will provide a future connection to the

Alameda Creek Regional Trail.

3. Strategic Value in Land Protection

The Bay Area has been experiencing rapid growth and suburban sprawl. There has been
rapid urbanization of the surrounding area. Development of the property would fragment the
habitat, allow erosion to degrade the surrounding creeks and streams, and introduce domestic
animals into the wildlife habitat. Until the Park District owns the Tyler Ranch property, the
threat of development remains. The property was previously marketed for residential
development, but the District has been able to secure a three-year option to purchase it.

If the District were unable to purchase and preserve the property, it would likely be
sold for residential development. The opportunity for a large public staging area for the
Alameda Creek Regional Trail at the eastern end of Niles Canyon and a new entrance to
Pleasanton Ridge Regional Park at the southern end of Sunol Ridge would be lost. Although
local voter sentiment favors open space, current zoning and General Plan designations leave the
property vulnerable. Further, development would fragment the habitat, interrupt wildlife
corridors and result in erosion problems on the steep hillsides. Acquisition by the Park District
will preserve a significant, undeveloped tract of land containing valuable habitat, safeguard a
dominant ridgeline, protect significant watershed, secure regional trail connections, and provide

new public recreational opportunities.

The subject property is zoned “A” Agricultural District. The intent of the “A” District
is to promote General Plan land use policies for agricultural and other non-urban uses.
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Permitted uses in the “A™ district include single-family residences as well as agricultural uses.
Uses permitted with a Conditional Use Permit include housing for agricultural laborers, some
food processing, hog ranches, kennels, cemeteries and outdoor recreational facilities. The
minimum land area required for a building site is 100 acres with limited exceptions.

In November 2000, the electorate approved the “Save Agriculture and Open Space
Lands Initiative” (Measure D). The initiative amended portions of the County General Plan to
allow additional uses such as agricultural processing facilities (e.g., wineries and olive presses),
limited agricultural support service uses, secondary residential units, visitor-serving commercial
facilities (e.g., tasting rooms, fruit stands, bed and breakfast inns), recreational uses, public and
quasi-public uses, solid waste landfills and related waste management facilities, quarries,
windfarms and reiated facilities, utility corridors, and similar uses compatible with agriculture.
Although current zoning and General Plan restrictions limit the amount of residential
development allowed on the property, development for the allowed uses would severely alter
the landscape, affect water run off and quality, increase traffic, contribute to habitat and wildlife
corridor fragmentation, and have an adverse effect on the scenic viewshed.

Pleasanton Ridge Regional Park and associated Regional Trails are shown in East Bay
Regional Park District's 1997 Master Plan and the 2007 Master Plan update, adopted on
November 6, 2007, Expansion of the park by acquisition of the Tyler Ranch property aids in
achieving the goals of providing a diversified system of regional parklands and trails while
balancing environmental concerns with outdoor recreational opportunities.

4. Additional Funding Sources

The Park District is assembling funding from a variety of partners to aid in this
acquisition. The purchase price for Tyler Ranch Phase Il is $5,197,500. As outlined in the
following section, the Priem Foundation is committed to provide a $1,729,500 credit towards this

purchase, Other funding sources potentially include:

Habitat Conservation Fund: The Park District has submitted a grant application requesting
$300,000. HCF has funding which will be provided through budgeted State General Fund. We
expect to receive determination of award in Summer 2009.

River Parkways: Although staff has indicated a very favorable view of the Tyler Ranch project,
River Parlkways funding is on hold pending State bond funding. We are hopeful that funding for
this program will be available later this year. Our grant request was originally for $2,000,000;
however, given the current economic climate, we can envision that a grant award from this
program realistically may be reduced to $1,000,000.

Coastal Conservancy: SCC staff is prepared to recommend the Tyler Ranch project for funding
to their Board; however, their funding is also contingent on State bond financing and is
currently on hold. If State bond money becomes available by year-end, we are optimistic that
our request for $500,000 wili be awarded.

East Bay Community Foundation: Through the Frederick E. and Anne R. Barstow Fund, the
Foundation has granted $5,000 to the District for land acquisition.




Park District: If any of the funding listed above is not forthcoming, we expect to make up the
short fall through District funding from Measure AA, Measure WW, Prop 40 and/or other

District capital funds.

A grant of funds in the amount of $1,000,000 from the Alameda County Altamont Landfill
Open Space Fund will greatly aid in the acquisition and protection of this property.

Support

Many agencies and conservation groups are interested in supporting the Park District’s
acquisition of Tyler Ranch. Letters of support have been received from the City of Pleasanton,
the Sierra Club, Tri-Valley Conservancy, Ohlone Audubon Society, Sunol Citizen’s Advisory
Committee and the Kilkare Woods Homeowners Association as well as local legislators State
Senator Ellen Corbett (District 10), State Assemblymember Mary Hayashi (District 18) and US

Congressman Pete Stark (District 13).

5. Willing Seller

Phase | of the Tyler Ranch property acquisition was purchased from willing sellers
Cynthia Roberts and Nancy King. A Memorandum of Agreement: Repurchase Agreement with
Incultorum, LLC, subsidiary of The Priem Family Foundation (“Foundation”), for Phase Il has
been fully executed and approved by EBRPD’s Board.

The generous financial support of the Foundation will enable the Park District to
complete the second phase of this large acquisition. The Foundation is a tax-exempt
organization under Section 501(c)(3) of the Internal Revenue Code, created in part for the
purpose of preserving open space in the greater East Bay Area. The Foundation and the Park
District have entered into a “Memorandum of Agreement” (“MOA”), agreeing to work together
to permanently protect wildlands, ridgelines and viewsheds in the Niles Canyon area,
specifically agreeing to cooperate in the purchase of Tyler Ranch.

In Phase | of the project, EBRPD purchased 320 acres of Tyler Ranch for $1.44 million.
The Foundation, through its subsidiary Incultorum, LLC, purchased the remaining |,156 acres
for $5,197,500. This transaction was completed on September 28, 2007. For Phase I, EBRPD
and the Foundation have negotiated a Repurchase Agreement whereby within three years EBRPD
may purchase Incultorum’s |,156 acres for $3,468,000 ($3,000 per acre), a partial donation of
the purchase price which constitutes a gift by the Foundation to EBRPD of $1,729,500.



Alameda County Altamont Landfill Open Space Fund
Tyler Ranch Property Acquisition (Phase H)
East Bay Regional Park District

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

Easements

Property Restrictions/Encumbrances: This property is encumbered by a number of minor utility
easements and access easements to adjacent parcels which will not affect its suitability for park
and open space purposes. It is also subject to a Land Conservation Contract.

Environmental Hazards

There are no known environmental hazards on the property.

CEQA Exemption

This project is Categorically Exempt from CEQA. A Notice of Exemption was filed September
21, 2007. The project consists of the acquisition of land in order to create a park. This land is
currently in a natural condition and will remain in a natural condition. Additional CEQA

requirements will be addressed when the lower portion adjacent to Foothiil Road is developed

as a staging area.




Alameda County Altamont Landfill Open Space Fund
Tyler Ranch Property Acquisition (Phase Il)
East Bay Regional Park District

LOCATION MAP
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Alameda County Altamont Landfill Open Space Fund
Tyler Ranch Property Acquisition (Phase 1)
East Bay Regional Park District

Sunol Ridge / Tyler Ranch
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Alameda County Altamont Landfill Open Space Fund
Tyler Ranch Property Acquisition (Phase Il)
East Bay Regional Park District

Niles Canyon
from Tyler Ranch




Alameda County Altamont Landfill Open Space Fund
Tyler Ranch Property Acquisition (Phase )
East Bay Regional Park District

Tyler Ranch Rock Outcrops
(Mt Diablo View)



Alameda County Altamont Landfill Open Space Fund
Tyler Ranch Property Acquisition (Phase Il)
East Bay Regional Park District

Tyler Ranch
Future Staging Area



Alameda County Altamont Landfill Open Space Fund
Tyler Ranch Property Acquisition (Phase Il)
East Bay Regional Park District

Sinbad Creek / Tyler Ranch
(September)




EAST BAY REGIONAL PARK DISTRICT
RESOLUTION NO.: 2009 - 4 — 098
April 21, 2009
AUTHORIZATION TO FILE AN APPLICATION FOR GRANT FUNDS THROUGH THE
ALAMEDA COUNTY ALTAMONT LANDFILL AND RESOURCE FACILITY OPEN SPACE

ADVISORY COMMITTEE TO ACQUIRE PROPERTY:
PLEASANTON RIDGE REGIONAL PARK

WHEREAS, in 1999 a settlement agreement was entered into by various environmental
groups and Alameda County (County) regarding the increased traffic in the 1-580 corridor due to
the expansion of the Altamont landfill facility; and

WHEREAS, the parties to the lawsuit, Alameda County, Waste Management of Alameda
County (WMAC), the cities of Livermore and Pleasanton, and various environmental groups,
agreed that the County would charge Waste Management of Alameda County, Inc., fees totaling
$1.25 per ton of waste disposed at the landfill; and

WHEREAS, WMAC is required to pass on to its franchisors and other jurisdictions that use
the landfill a portion of this fee to be spent on acquisition of open space, either by purchasing the
land or obtaining conservation easements over it: and

WHEREAS, the Park District has an opportunity to acquire 1,156 acres as the Phase I
acquisition of Tyler Ranch at Pleasanton Ridge Regional Park; and

WHEREAS, acquisition of this property will aid in important resource protection goals by
protecting endangered species habitat, extending a wildlife corridor, and expanding Pleasanton
Ridge Regional Park to Sunol Ridge;

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board of Directors of the East Bay
Regional Park District hereby:

I. Approves the filing of an application to the Alameda County Altamont Landfill and
Resource Facility Open Space Advisory Committee for grant assistance for the
above project; and

2. Authorizes and directs the General Manager, on behalf of the District and in its
name, to execute and deliver such documents and to do such acts as may be
deemed necessary or appropriate to accomplish the intentions of the above
resolution.

3. Authorizes the CFO/Controller to establish a capital project grant budget in CIP
233502 upon receipt of an executed contract with a budget appropriation equal
to the value stipulated in the contract.



Moved by Director Sutter, seconded by Director Wieskamp, and adopted this 21 st day of
April 2009, by the following vote:

FOR: Directors Whitney Dotson, Beverly Lane, Ted Radke, Carol Severin, Doug Siden,
John Sutter, Ayn Wieskamp.

AGAINST: NONE.

ABSTAIN:  NONE.

ABSENT: NONE.
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SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT
BETWEEN AND AMONG
THE COUNTY OF ALAMEDA, THE CITY OF LIVERMORE,
THE CITY OF PLEASANTON, SIERRA CLUB,
NORTHERN CALIFORNIA RECYCLING ASSOCIATION,
ALTAMONT LANDOWNERS AGAINST RURAL MISMANAGEMENT AND
WASTE MANAGEMENT OF ALAMEDA COUNTY, INC.

THIS SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT (the “Agreement”) is entered into on and
effective as of November ___, 1999, between and among THE COUNTY OF ALAMEDA, a
California county (the “County™), THE CITY OF LIVERMORE, a municipal corporation
(“Livemori"),‘ THE CITY OF PLEASANTON, a municipal corporation (“Pleasanton”), o
SIERRA CLUB; a California nonprofit membership corporation (“Sierra Club™), NORTHERN
CALIFORNIA RECYCLING ASSOCIATION, a California professional trade association
(“NCRA”™), ALTAMONT LANDOWNERS AGAINST RURAL MISMANAGEMENT, a
Nevada corporation (“ALARM”), and WASTE MANAGEMENT OF ALAMEDA COUNTY,
INC., a California corporation (“WMAC”). The County, Livermore, Pleasanton, Sierra Club,
NCRA, ALARM, and WMAC are sometimes each referred to as a “Party” and collectively

referred to as “Parties™.

AT

RECITALS

A. WMAC owns and operates the Altamont Landfill and Resource Recovery Facility
- (“ALRRF") located at 10840 Altamont Pass Road in Alameda County. Prior to December 1996,
WMAC had operated the ALRRF pursuant to Conditional Use Permit C-6395 (the “Existing
Permit”) and other prior use permits. Currently, the ALRRF accepts franchise and non-franchise
waste, and franchise waste is accepted for disposal from Alameda County.jurisdictions ard from
the City and County of San Francisco. :

B. WMAC applied to the County in 1991 for a new use permit to expand the ALRRF
by adding up to 196 million tons of disposal capacity, expanding daily tonnage from a permitted
level of 11,150 tons per day to 20,365 tons per day, and expanding the area from which solid
waste is accepted for disposal. On May 10, 1996, the County’s Zoning Administrator certified a
Final Environmental Impact Report (referenced as State Clearinghouse #92083047) and
approved Conditional Use Permit C-5512 (the “1996 Permit”), which provided for a reduced
expansion of ALRRF including 164 million tons of disposal capacity and an overall requirement
that the volume of wastes accepted for disposal shall not exceed 11,150 tons per day as
calculated on an annual basis (260 operating days per year). The actions of the County’s Zoning
Administrator were appealed to and upheld by the County’s Board of Supervisors (the *Board")
on December 5, 1996 through the adoption of Resolution No. R-97-284. which Resolution
imposed additional conditions on the approved expansion and reduced the expansion to 80
million tons.
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C. Sierra Club, NCRA, the Measure D Committee, ALARM and Castle & Cooke
California, Inc. filed suit challenging the County’s actions in Sierra Club et al. vs. Countv of
Alameda. et al.. Alameda County Superior Court Case No. 777721-7 (the “Sierra Club
Lawsuit”). '

D. Livermore filed suit challenging the County’s actions in Citv of Livermore vs.
Countv of Alameda. et al., Alameda County Supenor Court Case No. 785569-0 (the “Livermore

Lawsuit™).

E. Pleasanton filed suit challenging the County’s actions in Citv of Pleasanton vs.
County of Alameda. et al., Alameda County Superior Court Case No. V-012791-8 (the
“Pleasanton Lawsuit™).

EF. The Sierra Club Lawsuit, the Livermore Lawsuit, and the Pleasanton Lawsuit
were copsolidated by order of court pursuant to a stipulation of the Parties (the “Consolidated
Lawsuits”), and were heard in the Alameda County Superior Court by Judge Alex Saldamando,
sitting by deswnatxon of the Judicial Council. Following briefing by the Parties and a hearing,
on September I, 1998, the court entered judgment on behalf of petitioners, finding certam
aspects of the Fi ma! Environment Impact Report to be in violation of the Cahforma
Environmental Quality Act. The judgment and accompanvmc writ directed the County to set
asxde the 1996 Permit.

G. WMAC timely filed a notice of appeal following entry of the court’s judgment.
Following the filing of WMAC’s notice of appeal, the Board suspended the 1996 Permit but did
not revoke the permit, pending settlement discussions between the Parties. As a result of this
action, WMAC is currently operating the ALRRF pursuant to thc Existing Permit.

H.  Following the filing of WMAC’s notice of appeal, the Parties engaged in .
extensive settlement discussions and negotiations to resolve the Consolidated Lawsuits by
pfovxdmv for a smaller landfill expansion with fewer proposed imports of wasté to Alameda
County. Castle & Cooke California, Inc. initially participated in these settlement discussions.

- The Measure D Committee participated throughout the settlement discussios but has chosen not

to support or oppose the setﬂcment.

L The Parties have entered mto this Agreement to settie each and any of thexr
respective Claims under the Consolidated Lawsuits and any appeals. thereof without further
litigation, and to set forth their mutual understandings as to implementing a substantially
reduced, 40 million-ton expansion of the ALRRF, including additional resmcuons on particular
categories of waste and significantly reduced imports of waste.

J. The processing and approval of an amended use perrrut and the preparanon of a
new CEQA document, such as a revised final EIR, as provided for id this Acrre“rnent are
intended by the Parties to fully satisfy the requirements of the judgment and writ in the
Consolidated Lawsuits by adding restrictions to the operation of the ALRRF expansion.

Vs

I3
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AGREEMENT

- NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the muruyal benefits of this Agreement,
and for other good and valuable consideration, the Parties agree as follows:

I Terms of Settlement. The Parties settle each and any of their respective Clajms
under the Consolidated [ awsuits and any appeals thereof withour further litigation on the terms
and conditions set forth below.

[.I. Relation Between This Acreement and the New Use Permit. The Parties
and their counsel met to negotiate and draft this Agreement, as well as to negotiate certain

“A”, unless otherwise agreed to by all the Parties.

1.2, County Fees. The County has stated its intent to impose certain host
community fees in.any amended use permit for operation of the ALRRF , including fees
originally imposed by the County in its December 5, 1996 approval of Resolution No. R-97-284.
Th?_sé. ft"::gsf'_.are set forth within Condition No. 18 of Exhibit “A” attached hereto. WMAC has not

pei‘thit,_.including provisions substantially similar to Condition No. 18 of Exhibit “A” attached
hereto. The Parties agree, however, that any such fees, if imposed by the County, are imposed
solely at the County’s discretion and pursuant to the County’s exercise of its authority, and have
not been agreed or consented to by WMAC. '

1.3. Adoption of a New Use Permit. This Agreement shall become effective
upon execution by all the Parties; provided, however, that the performance of the obligations in
Sections 3 and 5 shall not become effective until (a) the Board has approved an Amended Use
Permit (“Amended Use Permit”) that is consistent in al] material respects with this Agreement,
including without limitation Exhibit “A” hereto or changes to Exhibit “A” agreed to by all
Parties pursuant to Sections 2.1.5.1 and 2.1.5 -2; and (b) the Parties have taken the actions
specified in Sections2.2.1 and 2.2.2. The provisions of Exhibit “A” attached hereto shall not
become effective unti] they are adopted as part of the Amended Use Permit. A draft version of
the Amended Use Permit is attached to this Agreement as Exhibit B Exhibit “B” is a draft
based on the terms of the 1996 Permit and including the new conditions of approval set forth in
Exhibit “A.” '

.8 Further Actions. Fach Party shall take such further actions, and execute such
further documents, as may be necessary to implement the terms of this Agreement. Without
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limiting the foregoing, the Parties shall follow the implementation procedure and schedule set
forth below: :

2.1.  Review and Adootion of an Amended Use Permit. Upon execution of
this Agreement by all Parties, the Board will instruct County staff to proceed with any necessary
environmental review to evaluate whether approval of the Amended Use Permit will resultin any
new significant i impacts and otherwise respond to the trial court’s decision in the Consolidated
Lawsuits. The actions in this subsection do not commit the County to any particular course of
action with regard to the terms in the Amended Use Permit.

_ 2.1.1. County staff, and such-environmental consultants as County staff
determines are appropriate, will complete an appropriate level of environmental review for the
Amended Use Permit under CEQA.

- 2.1.2. The Parties and their counsel will have an opportunity to review
the scope of work for the environmental document and an administrative draft. and shall -
endeavor to develop a mutually agreeable environmental document that complies with CEQA
and adequately responds to the trial court’s decision in the Consolidated Lawsuits.

2.1.3. The environmental document is éun—éntly anticipated to be a
revised final EIR, or a separate volume to be included with the pnor EIR volumes-as a revised
final volume. ‘

2.1.4. Following appropriate notice, the Board will schedule a hearing to
consider approval of the Amended Use Permit. :

2.1.5. If;as a result'of the public hearing process or for any other reason,
the County proposes to or makes any change in the draft Amended Use Permit that would cause
the New Permit to be inconsistent in any material respect with this Agreement, including without
limitation the provisions of Exhibit “A™ hereto, the Parties shall meet and confer in good faith
with the goal of eliminating such inconsistency. The Parties shall take the following steps to
attempt to resolve any differences regarding chanoes or proposed chances in the Amended Use

Permit:

2.1.5.1.  The Parties may agree to the proposed change or
changes.

2.1.5.2.  If all Parties do not agree to the proposed change or
changes, the Parties shall endeavor to develop a mutually agreeable alternative for
recommendation to the Board.

' 2.1.5.3.  Ifthe Board does not approve an Amended Use Permit
that is consistent in all materials respects with this Agreement, or with changes agreed to by all
Parties, the provisions of Section 2.2.3 shall anp[v

.

" 2.1.6. Ifthe Board approves the Amended Use Permir. having first
certified a revised ﬁnal EIR, then the Board will instruct County staff to prepare a rewsed refurn
to the writ to be filed with the trial court.
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2.1.7. County Counsel wil| file a revised return to the writ stating that the
County has entered into a settlement agreement and approved an amended use permit.

2.1.8. Following approval of the Amended Use Permit that is consisteny
in all material respects with this Agreement, or with changes agreed to by all Parties, ifa’
permitting agency (such as the Alameda County Waste Management Authority (ACWMA), the
Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB), or the Calj fornia Integrated

& 2.1.8.1.  The Parties may agree to the proposed permir or
approval. '

. 2.1.8.2.  Ifall Parties do not agree to the terms and ébﬁditi@ns of
the proposed permit or approval, the Parties shall endeavor to develop a mutually agréeable

alternative to the inconsistent portion of the permit or approval for presentation or
recommendation to the Permitting Agency.

2.1.8.3.  Failing the deveiopment by-the Parties of'a mutually

agreeable alternative pursuant to Section 2.1.8.2, any Party may oppose the inconsistent portion
of the permit or approval on the basis of the material inconsistency without being in violation of

Section 4.

L - 2.1.9. Following approval of the Amended Use Permit that is consistent
. in-all material respects with this Agreement, or with changes agreed to by all Parties, if a

2.1.9.1.  The Parties may agree to the proposed permit or

: 2.1.9.2.  Ifall Parties do not agree to the terms and conditions of
€ proposed permit or approval, the Parties shall endeavor to develop a mutually agreeable
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alternative to the objectionable provision ot provisions of the permit or approval for presentation
or recommendation to the Permitting Agency.

_ 2.1.9.3.  Failing the development by the Parties of a mutually
agreeable alternative pursuant to Section 2.1.9.2, any Party may oppose the permit or approval
on the basis of the objectionable provision or provisions without being in violation of Section 4.

2.2.  Disposition of Litigation. If the Board adopts an Amended Use Permit
that in all material respects is consistent with the draft New Use Pemmit, or with changes agreed
to by the Parties, the Parties will take the following actions set forth below:

2.2.1. WMAC will dismiss its appeal.

2.2.2. The Parties that are petitioners in the Consolidated Lawsuits will

file a document with the trial court indicating their satisfaction with the revised return to the writ.

2.2.3. Ifthe Board does not adopt a permit that in all material respects is
consistent with Exhibit “A” attached hereto, or with changes agreed to by all Parties, the Parties
that are petitioners in the Consolidated Lawsuits may raise objections to the County's return to
the writ and oppose in any forum all approvals related to the landfill expansion. '

3. Enforcement of Amended Use Permit. The Parties acknowledge and agree that
the County shall have primary authority for interpreting and enforcing the terms of the Amended
Use Permit. In addition to the County’s authonty to interpret and enforce the Amended Use
Permit, each Party shall have the contractual right to seek enforcement of the provisions of this, .
Agreement and Exhibit “A” hereto, and any provisions of Exhibit “A” hereto as such provisions
may- be revised pursuant to Subsection 2.1.5 and incerporated into the Amended Use Permit,
pursuant to Section: 15 of this Agreement. In addition to the rights available pursuant to this
Agreement, Livermore, Pleasanton, Sierra Club, NCRA, and ALARM, and each of them, shall
have the right to ensure through any available administrative or judicial process WMAC's
obligation to comply with the Amended Use Permut. :

4. No Oobposition for Approvals to Expand Landfill. The Parties shall not oppose in
any forum the Amended Use Permit and any other additional approvals necessary to expand
ALRRF and implement the Amended Use Permit in 2 manner consistent with the terms of this
Agreement, mcludmg, without limitation, approvals from ACWMA. This provision shall be
limited to the expansion of the ALRRF consistent with this Agreement and the Amended Use
Permit, and shall not limit the Parties from taking positions adverse to each other on any other
matters. In addition, each Party agrees and warrants that it shall not bring, commence, institute.
maintain, prosecute (or allow any person, entity or organization to bring, commence, institute,
maintain, or prosecute in the Party’s name) any other action at law or equity, or any legal or
administrative proceeding whatsoever, challenging the approval of the ALRRF expansion as
authorized by the Amended Use Permit and this Agreement, provided that this provision shall
not apply to any action to enforce the terms of this Agreement. This Agreement may be pled as’a
full and complete defense to, and may be used as a basis for injunctive relief against, any action.
suit or other proceeding which may be instituted, prosecuted or attempted in breach of this
Agreement.
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5 Community Monitor. Pursuant to the provisions set forth below, WMAC shal]
fund a community monjitor (the "Community Monitor™), which wil] be a technical expert or
experts meeting the minimum qualifications set forth below, to monitor the ALRRE"s
compliance with environmental laws and regulations as defined below, and to advise the public
and the Cities of Livermore and Pleasanton about environmental and technical issues relating to
the operation of the ALRRF. The Community Monitor shall be an independent contractor
retained and supervised by the Community Monitor Committee, and WMAC shall not under any
circumstances have any supervisory control over the C ommunity Monitor.

5.1.  Community Monitor Comminee._

5.1.1. The Community Monitor Commitiee shall consist of the following
four (4) voting members: one (1) member appointed by the Livermore City Council: one (1)
member appointed by the Pleasanton City Council; one (1) member appointed by NCRA: and
one (1) member appointed by Sierra Club. The Committee shall take action by a vote of at Jeast
three of the voting members. The County, Livermore and Pleasanton may. but are not required
to, have assigned staff attend and participate in the Community Monitor Committee as non-
voting members. Ope répresentative each designated by WMAC and by ALARM may. but are
not required to, attend and participate in the Community Monjtor Committee as a nongvoting
members. The Committee shall notify WMAC of any changes in the individual members sitting
on the Committee. ' '

5.1.2. The Community Monitor Committee shall be responsible for (a)
interviewing, retaining, supervising the work and overseeing the payment of, and terminating the
contract of the Com@uniry Monitor, as necessary; (b) reviewing all reports and written
information prepared by the Community Monitor, including, but not limited to, the report

the materials submitted by WMAC and the County and submitting comments to the County
Planning Commission or.the County Board, as appropriate. '

5.2, Selection. The Community Monitor shall be selected by majority vote of
the voting members. of the Community Monitor Committee, pursuant to the following
procedures:

5.2.1. The Community Monitor Committee shall release a request for
proposal (the "RFP") incorporating the scope of work set forth in subsection 5.7 below, and
setting forth minimum qualifications for applicants as set forth in subsection 5.4 below. Prior to
releasing the RFP, the Community Monitor Committee shall give WMAC five (5) working davs
to review and comment on the contents of the RFP.

3.2.2. The RFP shall specify a deadline for submission of proposals, that
proposals must include the qualifications of the party or parties making the proposal. a base bid
or the scope of work and associated expenses, as well as one or more hourly rates that would

apply to any additiona] compensation which may be authorized pursuant to subsection 5.3.3.
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below. The Community Monitor Committee may request additional information from applicants.
provided that each such request shall be made only in writing and shall be made to all applicants
and all applicants shall have the same amount of time to submit the requested information.

- 5.2.3. After the deadline for submitting proposals has expired, and any
additional information requested by the Community Monitor Committee has been received, the
Community Monitor Committee shall provide WMAC with copies of all submitted proposals.
Within 135 days after receiving all submitted proposals, WMAC shall have the nght to submit to
the Community Monitor Committee objections to any proposal based upon an objective showing
that (i) the applicant does not individually or collectively possess the minimum qualifications set
forth in subsection 5.4 below, and/or (ii) the proposal exceeds the scope of work set forth in
subsection 3.7 below.

5.2.4. Ifthree or fewer qualifying bids are submitted, then the
Community Monitor Committee must accept either the lowest bid for the Community Monitor
work, or any bid within a certain range of the lowest bid, as set forth in subsection 5.2.5, below.
If more than three qualifying bids are submitted, then the Community Monitor Committee must
accept one of the two lowest bids for the Community Monitor work or any bid within a range of
the lowest bid, as set forth in subsection 5.2.5, below. If the Community Monitor Committee
reasonably determines that a higher bidder would provide better cornmunity momtorinc service.
the Community Monitor Committee may ask WMAC to waive the requirements of this
subsection. The Community Monitor Committee shall consult with WMAC prior to accepting

any bid for the Community Monitor work.

. 5.2.5. Notwithstanding the provisions of subsection 5.2.4, the
Community Monitor Committee may accept any qualifying bid which does not exceed the
lowest bid by the applicable amounts set forth below: -

52.5.1. Ifthe lowest bid is fifty thousand dollars ($50,000) per '
year or less, then twenty-five percent ('75%) of the lowest bid,;

52.5.2. Ifthe lowest bid is greater than fifty thousand dollars
($50,000) per year and equal to or less that seventy-five thousand dollars ($75,000) per year,
then twenty percent (20%) of the lowest bid, or $12,500, whichever is higher;

_ 5.2..5 3. If the lowest bid is greater that seventy-five thousand
dollars ($75,000) per year, then ten percent (10%) of the lowest bid, or $15,000, whichever 1s
higher.

5.3. Compensation.

5.3.1. The Community Monitor shall provide detailed invoices for work
actually performed, as described on an hourly basis, and for associated expenses, and such
invoices shall be submitted to the Community Monitor Committee and WMAC on a monthly
basis. WMAC shall pay such invoices to the Community Monitor Committee within 45 days of
receipt by WMAC. Fees and expenses incurred by the Community Monitor which are
inconsistent with both the Community Monitor's role as set forth in Section 5 and with the
specific scope of work set forth in the Community Monitor’s contract. shall not be reimbursed to
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the Community Monitor by WMAC, except as provided in subsection 5.3.3 below. The
Community Monitor shall not charge any fee for compilation of its invoices, and disbursements

shall be billed on an actual cost basis.

5.3.2. The Community Monitor Committee shall provide detailed
invoices for reasonable overhead business expenses, including such items as copying, postage
and delivery services; telephone charges, and publication of notices, and such invoices shall be
submitted to WMAC. WMAC shall pay such invoices to the Community Monitor Committes
within 45 days of receipt by WMAC. '

‘ 5.3.3. The total compensation 10 be paid by WMAC for the Community
Monitor's work in any year shall be limited to the amount of the accepted bid from the
Community Monitor, provided that this amount may be exceeded by up to twenty percent (20%)
if the Community Mo:ﬁtor and the Community Monitor Committee reasonably determine that
additional work is necessary for the Community Monitor to gather information regarding,
inspect, report upon; and monitor any situation in which the Community Monitor has reasonable
cause to believe, baséd on credible evidence, the ALRRF is in substantial noncompliance with
any environmental law or regulation or any condition of a permit or approval for operation of the
ALRRF. The Community Monitor Committee shall consult with WMAC prior to authorizing
any additional work to be funded by WMAC.

5.3.4. The Community Monitor Committee may authorize additional
work beyond the twenty percent (20%) cap set forth in subsection 5.3.3 above, provided that
such additional work is within the scope of work set forth in section 5.7 below, or is additional
work as set forth in subsection 5.3.3, and further provided that WMAC shall not be directly or
indirectly responsible for payment for work beyond the twenty percent (20%) cap provided in
subsection 5.3.3 .

' 5.3.5. WMAC shall not be required to pay for any legal services or
litigation services as part of compensation for the Community Monitor.

‘ 5.4.  Minimum Qualifications. The Community Monitor may be any
individual, firm or organization, or any combination thereof, which meets the minimum
qualifications set forth in this subsection. The Community Monitor shall serve as an independent
contractor to the.Community Monitor Committee, and the Community Monitor shall meet the

following minimum qualifications:

5.4.1. Expertise in monitoring environmental impacts, including air
emissions and discharges to groundwater; ‘

5.4.2. Experience in monitoring compliance with mitigation measures
pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act or other California laws or regulations
requiring environmental mitigation;

.

5.4.3. Familiarity with the operations of solid waste landfills, and with
regulatory requirements of the California Integrated Waste Management Board, the Regional
Water Quality Control Board, and the Bay Area Air Quality Management District relating to the
operation of solid waste landfills; and
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5.4.4. The ability to communicate environmental information in a clear
and comprehensible manner.

5.5.  Parties Which Mav be Disqualified bv the Commitiee. The Community
Monitor Committee shall have the right not to consider for selection as the Community Monitor
any party which is, or includes as part of a team, (i) a past or current employee of WMAC, its
" parent company (Waste Management, Inc.), or affiliates of WMAC or its parent, or its pre-
merger predecessor, USA Waste Services, Inc. or affiliates thereof; or (ii) 2 contractor or
consultant to WMAC, its parent company, affiliates of WMAC or its parent or USA Waste
Services or affiliates thereof. The Community Monitor Committe¢ may also elect to specify in
its contract or agreement with the selected Community Monitor that the Community Monitor
must avoid such employment, contracting ot consulting arrangements with WMAC, 1ts parent
company, or affiliates of WMAC or its parent.

5.6.  Parties Which Mav be Disqualified bv WMAC. WMAC shall have the
right, by giving written notice within the 15 days specified in subsection 5.2.3, above, to

dlsqualey for consideration as the Community Monitor any party which is, or mcludes as parﬁ of
a team, a party that is adverse in pending litigation to WMAC, its parents, or affiliates of WMAC

or its parent.

-5.7.  Scope of Work. The duties and scope of work of the C ommumty Monitor
shall include and be limited to the following:

5.7.1. reviewing all materials submitted to the County in cornection with
the Five Year Compliance Reviews or the Mid-Capacity Compliance Review to be conducted
pursuant to this Agreement; :

5.7.2. reviewing all other reports, documents and data which WMAC is
required 1o submit to the County or any other regulatory agency pursuant to this Agreement or
the terms of WMAC’s permits and approvals for the ALRRF

5.7.3. reviewing all other reports, documents and data regarding the
ALRRF’s compliance with applicable environmental laws and regulationS'

5.7.4. advising the publxc through the Community Momtor Committee,
and the Cities of Livermore and Pleasanton, via oral presentations ot wntten reports, on technical
and environmental issues pertinent to the ALRRF;

5.7.5. issuing a written report.each year summarizing the ALRRF’s
compliance record for the period since the last such report with respect to all applicable
environmental laws and regulations, which report shall be presented to the Community Monitor
Comimittee and submitted to the County, Livermore and Pleasanton

5.7.6. if and only if the Community Monitor reasonably suspects based
on credible evidence, that the ALRRF is in substantial noncompliance with environmental laws
and regulations, or with this Agreement. or with the conditions of any permit or approval for the

operation of the ALRRF, and if the suspected noncompliance involves a substantial
environmental or health risk, the Community Monitor may notify WMAC and the County Local
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Enforcement Agency or its designee (the “LEA") of such suspected substantial noncompliance
and, immediate!y after notifying WMAC and the LEA, the Community Monitor may notify any
appropriate regulatory agency with jurisdiction over the suspected substantial honcompliance;

5. 71 conducting inspections and monitoring and accessing the ALRRF
site as authorized by subsection 5.8, below: and

5378 conducting truck counts as authorized by subsection 5.9, below:,

5:7.9. reviewing all testing data and source information submitted o
WMAC, as provided in Condition No. 2.1 of Exhibit “A~ attached hereto with regard to

the Community Monitor May accompany any authorized government or regulatory inSpec,tors on
their visits to and inspections of the facility, provided that the government or regulatory inspector
consents to such participation by the Community Monitor, the government or regulatory

inspector retains control.of the inspection, and the Community Monitor does not interfere with

the work of the government or regulatory inspector, The LEA shall provide reasonable notice to
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: 5.8.3. During any partial calendar year when this Agreement is in effect,
the number of inspections authorized by the section shall be pro-rated. Any fraction of %2 or
more shall be rounded up. and any fraction less than ¥: shall be rounded down.

59 Truck Counts. The Community Monitor may conduct periodic
tndependent counts of trucks arriving at the ALRRF, with such monitoring to be done at or
outside the entrance gate o the ALRRF. WMAC shall have the right to mounitor such truck
counts and to conduct a duplicate truck count. During the first year after a Community Monitor
is appointed, up to 12 single day counts of truck trips may be conducted by the Community
Monitor. During subsequent years, up to 6 single day counts of truck trips may be conducted by
the Community Monitor, unless there is a significant discrepancy between the Community
Monitor’s truck counts and the truck counts reported by WMAC, and that discrepancy cannot be
resalved through good faith evaluation and discussion of the truck counts. In the event of such
an unresolved discrepancy, up to six (6) additional truck counts may be conducted by the
Community Monitor. Such additional counts may qualify for additional compensation to the
Community Monitor within the twenty percent (20 %) limit set forth in subsection 3.3.3, above.

$10. Oversicht. The Community Monitor shall report to the Community
Monitor Committee, and the Community Monitor Comumittee or its designee shall provide
reasonable oversight and supervision of the Community Monitor’s work and expenses.

5.11. Open Meetings and Notice. Meetings of the Community Monitor
Committee shall be open to the public, and the Community Monitor Committee shall give 5 days
written notice in advance of all meetings, including any closed meetings, to all Parties to this
Agreement. These notice and public meeting requirements shall not apply to meetings of the
Community Monitor Committee to (a) review proposals from bidders for the position of -
Community Monitor; (b) to. interview any such bidders; (¢) to discuss and select the Community
Monitor from among the qualified bidders; or (d) to discuss personnel matters or performance
evaluations relating to the Community Monitor or any of its team members. The voting -
members of the Community Monitor Committee may, by a majority vote, exclude the
participation of all of the non-voting members in discussion of personnel matters or performance
evaluations relating to the Community Monitor or any of its team members, provided that such
non-voting members shall be provided a reasonable opportunity. to address the Committee and
provide any desired input in advance of any such discussion, and further provided that following
such discussion, the Committee shall promptly advise the non-voting members of the issues

discussed.

512. Advance Notice Prior to Accepting Certain Material. WMAC shall notify
the Community Monitor, and give the Community Monitor all testing data and source -
information submitted as provided in Condition No. 2 of Exhibit “A” attached hereto, prior to
acceptance at ALRRF for any use or disposal of variance waste or declassified waste. Such
notice, data and information shall be provided to the Community Monitor by WMAC within 43
hours after receipt by WMAC, and in any event no fewer than ten (10) days prior to any .
acceptarice at ALRRF of such material. The requirements of this subsection 5.12 apply enly
when WMAC has determined to accept such materials. and do not apply to marerials that
WMAC declines to accept for use or disposal at ALRRF.
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6. Additional Richts and Oblieations.

6.1.  Contractual Rights. The settlement agreement includes binding contract
rights and provisions. Accordingly, the Parties ackiiowledge and agree, to the maximum extent
consistent with applicable law, that this Agreement provides a contractual right to proceed with
the landfill expansion under the terms and conditions set forth in the Amended Use Permit,
subject to the receipt by WMAC of all permits and other approvals from regulatory agencies
required for operation‘of the expansion. WMAC's right to proceed is further subject to the
provisions of this Agréement and the contractual rights of the Parties to enforce this Agreement.

6.2.  National Flow Control Legislation. In the event that the United States
Congress enacts legislation which would permit the County to restrict the flow of solid waste
into the County from other jurisdictions, the County shall have the authority to restrict the import’
of such solid waste to"ALRRF pursuant to the terms and conditions set forth in such national
legislation, notwithstariding any provisions to the contrary contained in this Agreement.

~.6:3.  Public Hearing Prior to Accepting Certain Material. Prior to acceptance at -
ALRRF of variance waste or declassified waste, a public hearing shall be noticed and held by the
Board to receive public comment, unless the Department of Toxic Substances Control(DTSC)
holds a public hearing in Alameda Courity prior to DTSC's action on a request for a Variarice or
declassification for waste proposed for use or disposal at ALRRF. WMAC and the County shall
each use their best efforts to obtain and provide to the Parties notification of proposals pending
before DTSC to dispose at ALRRF materials subject to the requirements of Condition No. 2.2 of
Exhibit "A" attached hereto. When Health and Safety Code section 251416 set forth in Senate -
Bill 636 (Statutes 1999, Chapter 420) becomes operative, the County shall request public notice,
pursuant'to subsection 25141.6(d), of any proposal to dispose at ALRRF materials subject to the
requirements of Condition No. 2.2 of Exhibit "A" attached hereto. Upon receipt of any such
notice, and no less than five (5) days prior to the expiration of the notice period required in
subsection 25141.6(d), the Board shall hold a public hearing to receive public comment on the
proposal. In the event that Senate Bill 636 is repealed or otherwise invalidated. and until Senate
Bill 636 takes effect, the County shall use its best efforts to hold a public hearing prior to
- approval by DTSC of a proposed variance for or proposed declassification of any materials
subject to the requirements of Condition No. 2.2 of Exhibit “A” attached hereto for purposes of
disposal at ALRRF. To facilitate scheduling hearings as set forth above, the County shall submit
to the DTSC a written‘request to receive copies of all public notices pursuant to that section.

- Imposition. Collection and Allocaﬁpn of Fees.

_ 7.1. At the earliest opportunity to amend the permits of any other landfills in
Alameda County, theCounty shall present for review by the Board proposed permit conditions
imposing fees comparable to those imposed on the ALRRF pursuant to the Amended Use Permit
on any such landfills in Alameda County. Petitioners agree to support imposition of such fees on
all other landfills in Alameda County.

7.2.  The fees imposed by the Amended Use Permit (pursuant to Conditions
No. 18.1 and 18.2 of Exhibit “A” attached hereto) shall be held initially by the County in
separate, designated accounts (the “Accounts”) as specified in Subsection 7.3, below:. Upon
approval of expenditures, as provided for in Subsections 7.4 through 7.6, below, the County shall
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transfer the designated funds to the entity identified for expenditure of the funds. The County
shall provide an annual written report to the Livermore and Pleasanton City Councils and the
Board on the previous year’s expenditures from the Accounts.

7.3. ' The fees accrued by the County shall be allocated to the Accounts in the
following manner:

7.3.1.  All of the fess collected under the Amended Use Permit pursuant
to the provision set forth at Condition No. 18.1 of Exhibit “A.” and one-half (1/2) of the fess
collected under the Amended Use Permit pursuant to the provision set forth at Condition No.
18.2 of Exhibit “A,” shall be aliocated to the Open Space Account for expendirure on open space
acquisition (in fee or permanent easement) in the following areas: (1) eighty percent (80%) in the
eastern area, as depicted in Exhibit “C” attached hereto, of which no more than one-third (1/3) of
such funds may be expended in the area within the Livermore/County joint North Livermore
Planning Area; and (20) twenty percent (20%) in the western area, as depicted in Exhibit “C.”

} 7.3.2. One-fourth (1/4) of the fees collected under the Amended Use
Permit pursuant to the provision set forth at Condition No. 18.2 of Exhibit “A” attached hereto
shall be allocated to the:Host Community [mpact Account for expenditure on improvements and
programs to benefit City of Livermore residents and the surrounding community. /. '

:  7.3.3. One-fourth (1/4) of the fees collected under the Amended Use
Permit pursuant to the provision set forth at Condition No. 18.2 of Exhibit “A" attached hereto
shall be allocated to the Education Account for expenditure on recytling and diversion education -
programs and job.training in the field of waste diversion and recycling. Two cents (50.02) of
every twenty-five cents ($0.25) that is deposited into the Education Account, up 2 maximum
of one hundred thousand doilars ($100,000), shall be earmarked by the Advisory Board
described in Subsection 7.6.1 to mitigate the impacts of the ALRRF operations on the affected
neighboring community. To the extent that expenditures from this fund are made, it shall be
replenished up to the maximum of one hundred thousand dotlars (5100,000) by the earmarking
of two cents (50.02) of every twenty-five cents ($0.25) deposed into the Education Account.

' Any money remaining in the earmarked fund at the end of the ALRRF Expansion shall be
released and may be expended for the general purposes of the Education Account.

, 7.3.4. Inthe event that (i} a final, non-appealable judgment determines
that the fees imposed by the Amended Use Permit (pursuant to Conditions No. 18.1 and 18.2 of
Exhibit “A” attached hereto), or any portion thereof, cannot be lawfully imposed, collected
and/or expended for the purposes set forth in Subsections 7.3 through 7.6 of this Agreement, and
(ii) all available means to lawfully impose, collect, and expend said fees for the foregoing
purposes have been exhausted, then the portion of said fees which cannot be lawfully imposed,
collected, and/or expended for the foregoing purposes shall instead be imposed, collected and
expended for acquisition of open space in fee or permanent easement in the vicinity of the
ALRRF.

74. Expenditures from the Open Space Account shall be made as follows:

7.4.1. The County shall convene an Advisory Committee consisting of
the following members: one (1) member appointed by the Board, one (1) member appointed by
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the Livermore City Council, one (1) member appointed by the Pleasanton City Council, and one
(1) member appointed by the Sierra Club. All members shall be residents of Alameda County.
A representative of the City of Dublin may participate as a non-voting member. The Advisory
Committee may request the assistance of representatives of park districts, land trusts and
interested constituencies such as the ranching community.

7.4.2. The Committes shall prepare two (2) priority lists of properties for
acquisition in fee or permanent easement, one for each of the geographic areas of concern as
defined in subsection 7.3.1. The priority lists shall give first priority to acquisition of property
having significant value for preservation of native biological diversity and/or wildlife habitat.
and second priority to acquisition of property having significant value for visual character and/or
non-motorized recreation. The Committee shall not recommend and no money from the Open
Space Account shall be spent (i) upon the acquisition of land through fee or easement where such
acquisition otherwise has been required as a condition of project approval or where such
acquisition would otherwise directly facilitate development of open space or (ii) upon
acquisitions within the viticulture area of the South Livermore Valley Area Plan of land which
otherwise would be acquired through fee or easement pursuant to Livermore or County
regulatory programs. The Committee shall also prepare proposed allocations of funds in the
Open Space Account for expenditure during the upcoming year from each of the proposed
priority lists. Each recommended expenditure for the purchase of a permanent easemient to
protect open space shall include whatever level of funding the Committee finds necessary to the
effective long-term monitoring and enforcement of that easement. The Committee may develop

proposed allocations of funds for multiple years.

; - 7.4.5. For each proposed acquisition, the Committee shall designate the
entity (city, county, land trust, park district, conservancy or other appropriate entity) that shall be
responsible for carrying out that acquisition. -

7.4.4. The Committee’s recommended priority lists and allocations of
funds shall be submitted to the County and to the appropriate City, as identified below, by
March 1 of each year. The County and the appropriate City each shall hold public discussions of
the recommendations at Board and City Council meetings, respectively. The Cities and County
shall determine only whether the recommendations are consistent with the criteria set forth in
Subsection 7.4.2. Affirmative action on the recommendations shall be required by the Board and
the Livermore City Council for expenditures in the eastern area, as depicted in Exhibit “C”
attached hereto, and by the Board and the Pleasanton City Council for expenditures in the
westemn area, as depicted in Exhibit “C” attached hereto. Action on the recommendations shall
be taken by both bodies within sixty (60) days of the Committee’s submission of its
recommendations to the County and appropriate City. In the absence of concurrence. the
recommendations shall be referred back to the Committee for reconsideration.

7.4.5. The Committee shall annually update the recommended pn'-on'ty
lists and the proposed expenditures of funds from the Open Space Account for the upcoming
year or years.

7.4.6. The Committee shall take action by majority ;vot_e of the appointed
members as follows: , :
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7.4.6.1.  For the priority list and allocation of funds proposed for
the eastern area, as depicted in Exhibit “C™ attached hereto, the vote shall be taken among the
County, the City of Livermore, and the Sierra Club voting members.

7.4.62.  For the priority list and allocation of funds proposed for
the western area, as depicted in Exhibit “C” attached hereto, the vote shall be taken among the
County, the City of Pleasanton, and the Sierra Club voting members.

7.4.7. By approval of a majority of the members of the Advisory
Committee, and concurrence by the County and Cities, up to five percent (5%) of the funds
received in the Open Space Account in any given year may be expended for the services of
independent consultants to aid the Advisory Committee in carrying out its duties to identify open
space areas in need of protection and to make plans for their acquisition. and up to two percent
(2%) of the funds received in the Open Space Account in any given year may be expended for
costs incurred in the financial management of the account.

7S, Expenditures from the Host Community Impact Account shall be made as
follows:

) 7.5.1. The initial $10 million allocated from the Host Commiinity Impact
Account shall be for the planning and development of a performing arts center in Livermore or.
if developinent of a performing arts center does not proceed, other community facilities in the
Livermore Valley Center project.

7.5.2. The Livermore City Council shall recommend to the Board, for the
Board’s concurrence, the programs and projects to be funded from the Host Community Impact
Account. The City of Pieasanton and others may make recommendations to Livermore and to
the County for appropriate programs and projects for funding. The Livermore City Council and
Board shall permit public discussion and input during their respective meetings regarding
expenditures from the Host Community [mpact Account. '

7.6.  Expenditures from the Education Account shall be made as follows:

7.6.1. An Advisory Board shall be formed consisting of five (5) voting
members: one (1) science, environmental education or vocational education teacher from the
Livermore public schools, chosen by the Livermore City Council; one (1) science, environmental
education or vocational education teacher from the Pleasanton public schools, chosen by the
Pleasanton City Council; the County Recycling Board’s environmental educator; and two (2)
representatives chosen by NCRA. The City of Dublin, ALARM and the Regional Occupation
Program shall be entitled to one (1) non-voting seat each on the Advisory Board.

7.6.2. The Advisory Board shall prepare a proposed allocation of funds in
the Education Account, which shall be updated annually, for expenditure during the upcoming
year on diversion education programs, job training in the field of waste diversion and recycling..
and mitigating the impacts of the ALRRF operations on the affected neighboring community.

By approval of a majority of the members of the Advisory Board, and concurrence by the
County and Cities, up to two percent (2%) of the funds received in the Education Account in any
given year may be expended for costs incurred in the financial management of the account.
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7.6.3. The Advisory Board’s proposal shall be submitted by April 1 of
each year to the County, the Cities and the board of NCRA, each of which shall hold public
discussions of the recommendations at Board, City Council and NCRA board mestings,
respectively. The Cities, County and NCRA board shall act on the recommendations within
sixty (60) days and shalj determine only whether the recommendations are consistent with the
purposes set forth in Subsection 7.6.2. Concurrence by all four goveming bodies shall be
necessary to fund the Advisory Board’s proposed allocation. In the absence of concurrence, the
proposal shall be referred back to the Advisory Board for reconsideration.

L1 Notwithstanding the provisions of Section 14 of this Agreement, the
provisions of Subsections 7.3 through 7.6 inclusive may be amended by the unanimous written
agreement of all Parties other than WMAC.

7.8.  The County shall take those reasonably available actions within its
authority to ensure that the fees imposed by the Amended Use Permit (pursuant to Conditions
No. 18.1 and 18.2 of Exhibit “A™ attached hereto) are included in the franchise rate base for each
franchisor or each jurisdiction which disposes of franchise solid waste at the ALRRF.

8. Release and Waiver. Each Party releases and discharges each other Party and
their respective successors, assigns, officers, directors, members, agents, employees and

with the 1996 Permit; (c) subsequent acts and omissions of the County with respect to such
approvals occurring prior to the date of this Agreement; and (d) the commencement, prosecution
or defense of the Consolidated Lawsuits. It is specifically agreed by the Parties that they are

expressly waiving all rights under section 1542 of the California Civil Code which provides:

“A general release does not extend to claims which the creditor does not know or
Suspect to exist in his favor at the time of executing the release, which if known _

¥ him must have materially affected his settlement with the debtor.”
This release shall not be construed to limit the right of any Party to assert any claim or cause of
action arising in connection with any event, fact, circumstance, or violation of law occurring
after the date of this Agreement. This release also shall not be construed to limit the rights of*
any Party, or their members, representatives or agents, from taking positions adverse to each _
other on matters other than the expansion of the ALRRF consistent with this Agreement and the

and costs arising out of the Consolidated Lawsuits, or to enforce the provisions of this
Agreement.

2 Acknowledgements and Warranties. The Parties acknowledge that they have
-een represented by independent legal counsel throughout the negotiations that culminated in the
execution of this Agreement. The Parties further acknowledge that they have been fully advised
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by their attomeys with respect to their rghts and obligations under this Agreement and
understand those rights and obligations. The Parties also acknowledge that, prior to the
execution of this Agreement, they and their legal counsel have had an adequate opportunity to
make whatever investigation or inquiries were deemed necessary or desirable with respect to the
subject matter of this Agreement. Therefore, no party shall be deemed to be the scrivener of this
Agreement, and the language of this Agreement shall not be construed either in favor of or

against any Party.

The Parties acknowledge that the consideration recited herein is the sole and only
consideration for this Agreement and that they have voluntarily entered into this Agreement and
that no representations, promises or inducernents have been made other than those, which appear
in this Agreement.

The Parties understand and agree that, if the facts to which this Agreement is
executed are found hereinafter to be other than, or different from, the facts now believed by them
to be true, the Parties expressly accept and agree that this Agreement shall be and remain
effective notwnhstandmg such differences.

10.  Notices. Except as specifically provxded to the contrary elsewhere in this
Agreement, any notice or communication required hereunder between any Parties must be in
writing, and shall be delivered personally, by telefacsimile {with original forwarded by U.S.
Mail) or by Federal Express or other similar courier promising overnight delivery. If personally
delivered, a notice shall be deemed to have been given and received when delivered to the Party
to whom it is addressed. 1f given by facsimile transmission, a notice or a communication shall
be deemed to have been given and received upon an actual physical receipt of the entire
document by the receiving Party's facsimile machine. Notices transmitted after 5:00 p.m. ona
normal business day, or on a Saturday, Sunday or holiday, shall be deemed to have been given or
received on the next business day. If notice is given by Federal Express or similar courter, 2
notice of communication shall be deemed to have been given and received on the date delivered
as shown on the receipt issued by the courier, provided that any notice delivered on Saturday,
Sunday or holiday shall be deemed to have been given or received on the next business day.
Such notices or communication shall be given to the Parties at their addresses set forth below:

If to the County, to: Adolph Martinelli, Director
Alameda County Community Development Agency
" 224 W. Winton Avenue, Room 110
Hayward, California 94544
Facsimile: (510) 670-6374

Copy to: Richard E. Winnie, Alameda County Counsel
' ' Administration Building
1221 Oak Street, Room 463
Qakland, California 94612 _ )
Facsimile: (510) 272-5020
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If to the City of
Livermore, to:

Copy to:

If to the City of
Pleasanton, to:

If to the Sierra Club, to:

If to the Northern
- California Recycling
Association, to:

If to Altamont Land
- Owners Against Rural
Mismanagement, to:

[f to the Sierra Club, -
Northern California
Recycling Association,
and/or Altamont Land

Owners Against Rural )

Mismanagement,
Copy to: . '

Thomas R. Curry, City Attorney
1052 South Livermore Avenue
Livermore, California 94550-4813
Facsimile: (925) 373-5125

Mark I. Weinberger

Shute, Mihaly & Weinberger LLP
396 Hayes Street

San Francisco, California 94102.
Facsimile: (415) 552-5816

Michael Roush, City Attorney
City of Pleasanton ;

123 Main Street

Pleasanton, California 94566
Facsimile: (925) 484-8234

Chair, Legal Advisory Committee
Sierra Club Bay Chapter

2530 San Pablo Avenue, Suite [
Berkeley, CA 94702

Facsimile: (510) 848-3383

President

Northern California Recycling Association _
P.O.Box 5581

Berkeley, CA 94705

‘Facsimile: (510) 558-0991

Darryl Mueller _
Altamont Landowners Against Rural Mismanagement
32900 Dyer Road

Livermore, CA 94550 _

Facsimile: (925) 449-3860

Trent W. Orr _

96 Manchester Street

San Francisco, California 94110-5215
Facsimile: (415) 643-6661
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If to Waste Management Rich Thompson and Dave McDonald
of Alameda County, Waste Management of Alameda County, Inc.
Inc., to: 172 98 Avenue

QOakland, California 94603

Facsimile: (510)613-2839

Copy to: Doug Sobey, Senior Vice-President
Waste Management—Western Area
155 North Redwood Drive, Suite 250
San Rafael, California 94903
Facsimile: (415)479-3737

Copy to: Michael H. Zischke
’ Landels Ripley & D:amond LLP
350 The Embarcadero, 6™ Floor
San Francisco, California 94105-1230
Facsimile: (415)512-8750

Any Party hereto may at any time, by giving ten (10) days written advance notice to the other
Parties hereto, designate a new address and/or facsimile number for notices and communications

pursuant to this Agreement.

11.  Applicable Law. This Agreement shall be construed and enforced pursuant to the
laws of the State of California. |

12.  Attornevs’ Fees and Costs.

12.1. In any action or proceeding at law or iit equity between any of the Parties
to enforce or interpret any provision of this Agreement, each Party shall bear all of its own costs,
including attorneys and experts fees.

12.2. Notwithstanding subsection 12.1 above, payment of petmoners attorneys
fecs and costs in connection with the 1996 Permit, Sierra Club Lawsuit, Livermore Lawsuit,
Pleasanton Lawsuit, Consolidated Lawsuits, court of appeal proceedings (the "Litigation
Act1v1txcs"), settlement activities related to the foregoing, and approvats related to landfill
expansion, including without limitation the Amended Use Permit and ColWMP .amendments
(collectively, the "Settlemnent Activities"), shall be governed by section 13 of this Agreernent

13. Attorneys’ Fees and Costs Related to Litigation Activities and Settlement
Activities.’ '

13.1. WMAC shall pay to the Cities their attorneys fees and costs in connection
‘with the Litigation Activities and Settlement Activities incurred by the Cities, from the last week
of October 1996 through September 30, 1999, in the amount of $251,796, which represents the -
actual fees and costs billed by the Cities' attorneys to the Cities through September 30, 1999.
WMAC shall pay seventy- -five percent (75%) of this amount following execution of the
settlement agreement, in accordance with the procedures set forth in subsection 13.3 below, and
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the remaining twenty-five percent (25%) following approval by the Board of an Amended Use
Permit, in accordance with the procedures set forth in subsection 13.6 below.

[3.2. WMAC shall pay to the Sierra Club, NCRA and ALARM their attorneys

- fees and costs in connection with the Litigation Activities and Settlement Activities incurred by
the Sierra Club, NCRA and ALARM, through September 30, 1999, in the amount of $80.507.41
which represents the unreimbursed costs incurred by their attorney and the unreimbursed hourly
fees of their atorney, billed at the same hourly rate as the Cities® attorneys, through September
30, 1999. WMAC shall pay seventy-five percent (75%) of this amount following execution of
thie settlement agreement, in accordance with the procedures set forth in subsection 3.3 below.

-and the remaining twenty-five percent (25%) following approval by the Board of an Amended
Use Permit, in accordance with the procedures set forth in subsection 13.6 below.

‘. 13.3. WMAC shall pay seventy-five percent (75%) of the sums specified in
sections 13.1 and 13.2 above within forty-five (43) days of the execution of this Agreement.

153.4. Within twenty (20) days of (a) approval by the Board of the Amended
Use Permit that is consistent in all material respects with this Agreement or with changes agreed
to by all Parties and (b) dismissal of WMAC of its appeal, all as provided for in section 2 of this .
Agreement, the Cities shall provide to WMAC a written statement of the total amount of
artorneys fees and costs incurred by the Cities in connection with Settlement Activities for the
period from and including October 1, 1999 to the approval of the Amended Use Permit. The
amount to be paid by WMAC shall represent the actual fees and costs billed by the Cities'
attorneys to the Cities for this period. In connection with Board approval of the Amended Use
Permit, the Cities' attorneys shall use, to the maximum extent practicable, the same lead

further actions set forth.in subsections 2.1.1 through 2.1.7 above. The Cities agree that their
reimbursable fees and costs during this period shall reflect a level of activity commensurate with
the previous phases of Settlement Activities.

the total amount of attorneys fees and costs incurred by the Sierra Club, NCRA and ALARM in
connection with the Settlement Activities for the period from and including October 1, 1999 to
the approval of the Amended Use Permit. The amount to be paid by WMAC shall represent the
unreimbursed costs incurred by their attorney and the unreimbursed hourly fees of their attorney,
billed at the same hourly rate as the Cities' attorneys, for this period. In connection with Board
approval of the Amended Use Permit, the attorneys for the Sierra Club, NCRA and ALARM
shall, to the maximum extent practicable, use the same lead personnel and maintain the same -
level of staffing used for Settlement Acuvities in undertaking further actions set forth in
subsections 2.1.] through 2.1.7 above. The Sierra Club, NCRA and ALARM agree that their

' reimbursable fees and costs during this period shall reflect a level of activity commensurate with

the previous phases of Settlement Activities.

13.6.  WMAC shall pay the sums specified in sections 13.4:and 13.5 above , and
the remaining twenty-five percent (25%) of the sums specified in sections 13.1 and 13.2, within
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forty-five (43) days of mailing or transmittal to0 WMAC of the written statements provided for in
those sections.

13.7. Within twenty (20) days of approval by ACWMA of any amendment(s)
to the County [ntegrated Waste Management Plan ("Col WMP") that are consistent in all material
respects with this Agreement or with changes agreed to by all Parties, as provided for in section
2 of this Agreement, the Cities shall provide to WMAC a written statement of the total amount of
attorneys fees and costs incurred by the Cities in connection with Settlement Activities for the
period from the day following approval of the Amended Use Permit through the approval of the
Col'WMP amendment(s). The amount to be paid by WMAC shall represent the actual fees and
costs billed by the Cities' attorneys to the Cities for this period. [n connection with any
ACWMA approval, the Cities' attorneys shall, to the maximum extent practicable, use the same
lead personne! and maintain the same level of staffing used for Settlement Activities in
undertaking further actions set forth in subsections 2.1.8 and 2.1.9 above. The Cities agree that
their reimbursable fees and costs during this period shall reflect a level of activity commensurate
with the prévious phases of Settlement Activities.

13.8.  Within twenty (20) days of ACWMA of any amendment(s) to the

Col WMP that are consistent in all material respects with this Agreement or with changes agreed
to by all Parties, as provided for in section 2 of this Agreement, “the Sierra Club. NCRA and
ALARM shall provide to WMAC a written statement of the total amount of attomevs fees and'
costs incurred by the Sierra Club, NCRA and ALARM in connection with Settlement Activities
for the period from the day following approval of the Amended Use Permit through the approval
of the ColWMP amendment(s). The amount to be paid by WMAC shall represent the
unreimbursed costs incurred by their attorney and the unreimbursed hourly fees of their attomney,
billed at the same hourly rate as the Cities' attomeys, for this period. In connection with any
ACWMA approval the attorneys for the Sierra Club, NCRA and ALARM shall, to the
maximum extent practicable, use the same lead personnel and maintain the same level of staffing
used for Settlement Activities in undertaking further actions set forth in subsections 2.1.8 and
2.1.9 above. The Sierra Club, NCRA and ALARM agree that their reimbursable fees and costs
during this period shall reflect a level of activity commensurate with the previous phases of

Settlement Activities. | '

13.9. WMAC shall pay the sums specified in sections 13.7 and 13.8 above
within forty-five (45) days of mailing or transmittal to WMAC of the wriiten statements
provided for in those sections. ' |

13.10. All payments to the Cities shall be by check made payable to Shute,
Mihaly & Weinberger LLP Client Trust Account and forwarded by United States mail, postage
prepaid, or personal delivery. All payments to Sierra Club, NCRA and ALARM shall be by
check made payable to Trent W. Orr, Attorney at Law, and forwarded by United States mail,
postage prepaid, or personal delivery.

13.11. In the event that the Board does not adopt an Amended Use Permit that in
all material respects is consistent with Exhibit "A" hereto, or with changes agreed to by all
Parties, nothing in section 12 of this Agreement or in this section 13 shall bar petitioners from
filing claims for attorneys fees in connection with petitioners objections to the County's return 10
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the writ and opposition to approvals related to the landfi]] expansion provided for in section 2.2 3
of this Agreement.

13.12. Notwithstanding section 12 of this Agreement, petitioners may file their
claims for attorneys fees in connection with any action to enforce this section 13.

13.13. Payment by WMAC of the total amount of attorneys fees and costs under
this section 13 constitutes a full and final compromise, release and settlement of any and all
claims for attorneys fees and costs from all petitioners and each of them against WMAC through
and including the Litigation and Settlement Activities. '

14, Amendments. This Agreement may be amended only by a written instrument
signed by all the Parties.

o 5. Default and Enforcement. Any failure by any Party to perform any term or
provision of this Agreement, which failure continues for a period of thirty (30) days following.
written notice from any other Party, unless such period is extended by written mutual consent of
all Parties, shall constitute default under this Agreement. Any notice given pursuant to this
section shall specify the nature of the alleged failure and, where appropriate, the manner in
which said failure satisfactorily may be cured. If the nature of the alleged failure is such that it
cannot reasonably be cured within such thirty (30) day period, then the commencement of the
cure within such time period, and the diligent prosecution to completion of the cure thereafter.
shall be deemed to be a cure within such thirty (30) day period. Upon the occurrence of a default
under this'Agreement, the non-defaulting Party or Parties may institute legal proceedings to
enforce the terms of this Agreement or, in the event of a material default, terminate this
Agreement. Ifan alleged failure is cured pursuant to this section, no default shall exist and the
noticing Party or Parties shall take no further action. In any legal proceeding to enforce this
Agreement, the Parties have the right to seek specific performance, and such specific
performance shall be the sole and exclusive remedy to enforce this Agreement.

16.  Entire Agreement. This Agreement contains the Parties’ entire agreement on the
matters addressed in this document. ’

17. Execution of the Agreement.

17.1. The persons executing this Agreement represent and warrant that they are
authorized to sign on behalf of their respective principals, and that this Agreement shall be
binding upon their respective principals. This Agreement has been fully negotiated at arm’s
length between the Parties after full and complete advice by independent counsel and other
representatives of each Party freely chosen by it; each Party is fully and completely informed
with respect to all of the terms, covenants and conditions contained.in this Agreement, and the
meaning and effect thereof, and after such advice and counsel, each Party has freely and

voluntarily entered into this Agreement with such full knowledge.

17.2. This Agreement shall be effective as of the date upon which all of the
above signatories have signed the agreement.
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18.  Duplicates and Counterparts. This Agreement may be executed in duplicate
originals, each of which shall be equally admissible in evidence. This Agreement may be
executed 1n counterparts, which when collectively executed by all of the Parties shall constitute a
single agreement.

19.  Documents Necessarv to Carrv Qut Agreement. The Parties hereto shall without
delay execute any and all documents which may be necessary to carry out the provisions of this
Agreement.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties have executed this Agreement as of the date first
above written.

COUNTY: THE COUNTY OF ALAMEDA,
a California county

s,
Chair, Board of Supewisdrs

Attest: _// L@/é%/ ,‘7/,/{,{\

Coxﬁaw@mk Clérk, Board OFf Supervisors

Dated: {ovemfer 320 1999

LIVERMORE: THE CITY OF LIVERMORE. ) -
a municipal corporation ' '
By:
Cathie Brown, Mayor
Attest: ‘
City Clerk
Dated: - ‘ , 1999
PLEASANTON: THE CITY OF PLEASANTON,
a municipal corporation
By:
Deborah Acosta, City Manager
Attest:
City Clerk
Dated: . 1999

[SIGNA4 TURES CONTINUED ON NEXT PAGE]
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