
* The Jurisdictions are reminded that DTSC enforces compliance with the LUC MOA, including 
reporting submission deadlines. Failure to meet the LUC reporting deadlines may result in a 
reporting entity incurring additional costs for DTSC to complete the Jurisdiction’s LUC reporting 
requirements.  

Former Fort Ord 
 

Land Use Covenant Report Outline 
 
 

Annual Status Report for                                        (Jurisdiction) on 
Land Use Covenants 

Covering July 1, ______ to June 30, ______. 
 

(See Parcel and LUC lists in MOA Table 3-1) 
 

This form is to be submitted by each Jurisdiction to: 
 

Fort Ord Reuse Authority 
 

By  
 

December 31, ______* 
 
DATE OF REPORT:  __________ 
 
SUBMIT TO:   Fort Ord Reuse Authority 

Attn: _________________ 
920 2nd Avenue, Suite A 
Marina, CA  93933 

 
GENERAL: 
 
Has jurisdiction staff previously provided a compliance summary in regards to the local digging 
and excavation ordinances, including the number of permits issued? 
           □ yes or □ no 
 
Has jurisdiction staff provided an annual update of any changes to applicable digging and 
excavation ordnances? 
           □ yes or □ no 
 
Has jurisdiction staff provided an annual update of any changes to the Monterey County 
Groundwater Ordinance No. 4011? 
           □ yes or □ no 
 
PARCELS: 
 
Have any of the parcels with covenants in the jurisdiction split since the last annual report? 
 

□ yes or □ no 
 
If so, please reflect the split(s) in reporting on compliance with section 2.1.2 of the MOA in 
Table 3-1. 



GROUND WATER COVENANTS: 
 
Is a ground water covenant applicable in your jurisdiction?       □ yes or □ no   
(if no, skip questions 1 through 4) 
 
1.  Did jurisdiction staff visually inspect the parcels in your jurisdiction (see Table 3-1) with ground 
water covenants?  Such visual inspection shall include observed groundwater wells, and any 
other activity that would interfere with or adversely affect the groundwater monitoring and 
remediation systems on the Property or result in the creation of a groundwater recharge area 
(e.g., unlined surface impoundments or disposal trenches). 
           □ yes or □ no 
 
2.  Did jurisdiction staff check with the applicable local building department (please list 
department name: _________________) to ensure that no wells or recharge basins such as 
surface water infiltration ponds were built within your jurisdiction? 
           □ yes or □ no  
 
3.  Did jurisdiction staff check with the applicable local planning department (please list 
department name: _________________) to ensure that no well permits were granted or recharge 
basins requested within your jurisdiction? 
           □ yes or □ no 
 
4.  Did jurisdiction staff review the County well permit applications pertaining to your jurisdiction to 
ensure that no wells have been dug or installed in violation of the ordinance or the ground water 
covenants?  
    □ yes or □ no 
 
If you answered yes to any questions 1 through 4 above, please note and describe violations with 
USACE parcel numbers and street addresses (Use additional sheets if needed.) 
__________________________________________________________________________ 
__________________________________________________________________________ 
__________________________________________________________________________ 
__________________________________________________________________________ 
__________________________________________________________________________ 
 
LANDFILL BUFFER COVENANTS: 
 
Is a landfill buffer covenant applicable in your jurisdiction?     □ yes or □ no   
(if no, skip questions 1 through 3) 
 
1.  Did jurisdiction staff visually inspect the parcels in your jurisdiction (see Table 3-1) with landfill 
buffer covenants?  Such visual inspection shall include observation of any structures and any 
other activity that would interfere with the landfill monitoring and remediation systems on the 
Property.  
           □ yes or □ no 
 
2.  Did jurisdiction staff check with the applicable local building department (please list 
department name: _________________ ) to ensure that no sensitive uses such as residences, 
hospitals, day care or schools (not including post-secondary schools, as defined in Section 1.19 
of the MOA) were built on the restricted parcels within your jurisdiction? 
           □ yes or □ no  
 



3.  Did jurisdiction staff check with the applicable local planning department (please list 
department name: _________________) to ensure that no other structures were built without 
protection for vapors in accordance with the landfill buffer covenants. 
           □ yes or □ no 
 
If you answered yes to any questions 1 through 3 above, please note and describe violations with 
street addresses.  (Use additional sheets if needed.) 
__________________________________________________________________________ 
__________________________________________________________________________ 
__________________________________________________________________________ 
__________________________________________________________________________ 
__________________________________________________________________________ 
 
SOIL COVENANTS: 
 
Is a soil covenant applicable in your jurisdiction?       □ yes or □ no   
(if no, skip questions 1 through 4) 
 
1.  Did jurisdiction staff visually inspect the parcels (see Table 3-1) in your jurisdiction with soil 
covenants to assure no sensitive uses such as residences, hospitals, day care or schools (not 
including post-secondary schools, as defined in Section 1.19 of the MOA) were constructed or 
are occurring on the restricted parcels in your jurisdiction? 
           □ yes or □ no 
 
2.  Did jurisdiction staff check with the applicable local building department to ensure that no soil 
was disturbed without an approved soil management plan in accordance with the excavation and 
digging Ordinance in your jurisdiction? 

□ yes or □ no  
 
3.  Did jurisdiction staff check with the applicable local planning department for notification of 
MEC within your jurisdiction?   

□ yes or □ no 
 
4.  Did jurisdiction staff review the 911 records of MEC observations and responses and provide a 
summary in annual report as required by the LUC MOA dated November 15, 2007? 
 
           □ yes or □ no 
 
If you answered yes to any questions 1 through 4 above, please provide the following information: 
(Use additional sheets if needed.) 

a) details on how the 911 records were reviewed (such as County 
point of contact requested 911 records from responsible County 
department and distributed 911 records to reporting entities), 

b) date and time of the call,  
c) contact name,  
d) location of MEC finding,  
e) type of munitions, if available, and  
f) response of jurisdiction law enforcement agency.  

 
 
 
 



Jurisdiction’s Representative Compiling this Report:  ________________________ 
 
Contact Information:   Phone __________________ 
    Email __________________ 
 
Signature of Preparer: _______________________________ 

 
 
 
 
 

Suggested Attachments to Annual LUC Report  
 

1. Table summarizing inspections, parcels, restrictions and any deficiencies in the LUCs. 
2. Inspection Notes for each parcel. 
3. Inspection Photos for each parcel. 
4. County and jurisdiction well records, permit reports. 
5. Building department permit records.  
6. Planning department permit records.  
7. MEC findings (911 call records). 
8. GPS coordinates for parcels  

 


