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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

PURPOSE 

This Final Environmental Impact Report (“Final EIR”) has been prepared for the proposed Lompoc 

Motorsports Project (“proposed Project”) by the City of Lompoc (“City”). The purpose of a Final EIR is to 

provide an opportunity for the Lead Agency to respond to comments made by the general public and 

public agencies on the information, analysis, and conclusions in the Draft EIR. The document was created 

in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA; California Public Resources Code 

Section 21000 et seq.) and the “Guidelines for the Implementation of the California Environmental Quality 

Act” (California Code of Regulations, Title 14, Section 15000 et seq., “State CEQA Guidelines”).  

The City will consider the public comments and comprehensive planning analysis in the Final EIR before it 

approves, denies, or makes changes to the proposed Project. The evaluation and response to these 

comments is highly important to the CEQA process. It allows for a comprehensive review on the methods 

of analysis used within the Draft EIR; the opportunity to detect and respond to omissions; the ability to 

check the adequacy and veracity of the analysis; and the opportunity to share both expert opinions and 

public concerns about the proposed Project. 

ORGANIZATION OF FINAL EIR 

As required by the State CEQA Guidelines, Section 15132, this Final EIR includes the following information:  

 The Draft EIR or a revision of the draft. This Final EIR incorporates the Draft EIR by reference; 

 A list of persons, organizations, and public agencies commenting on the Draft EIR; 

 The comments received on the Draft EIR; 

 The responses to significant environmental points raised in the comments received; and 

 The revisions to the Draft EIR. 

The Final and Draft EIRs are available for review at the following location: 

City of Lompoc 

Economic Development Department—Planning Division 

100 Civic Center Plaza 

Lompoc, California 93438-8001 

Attention: Lucille Breese, AICP, Planning Manager 

In addition, the Final EIR and Draft EIR are available on the City’s website at: 

http://www.cityoflompoc.com/comdev/Environmental-Open.htm 
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ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW PROCESS 

The City is the Lead Agency responsible for preparation of this Final EIR because it has the principal 

responsibility for approving and implementing the proposed Project.  

On November 24, 2015, the City circulated a Notice of Preparation (NOP; State Clearinghouse [SCH] 

Number 2015121005) of an EIR for review and comment by the public and by responsible and reviewing 

agencies. The 30-day NOP review period ended on December 30, 2015. The City then prepared the Draft 

EIR, including an analysis of potential impacts related to the following 14 environmental topics: 

 Aesthetics  

 Air Quality  

 Biological Resources 

 Cultural Resources 

 Geology and Soils 

 Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

 Hazards and Hazardous Materials 

 Hydrology and Water Quality 

 Land Use and Planning 

 Noise 

 Public Services 

 Recreation 

 Traffic and Circulation  

 Utilities and Service Systems 

The City released the Draft EIR for a 52-day public review period beginning June 24, 2016, and ending on 

August 15, 2016, a period greater than the City’s typical 45-day public review period for a Draft EIR. The 

review period was extended by the City to provide additional time for the public to review the Draft EIR. 

A Notice of Completion of the Draft EIR was provided to the State of California Governor’s Office of 

Planning and Research State Clearinghouse for environmental review documents with copies for review 

by state agencies.  

A Notice of Availability of the Draft EIR for review was also mailed by the City to all owners of property 

located within 300 feet of the Project Site and others who requested this notice. In addition, the Notice 

of Availability was also published on June 22, 2015, in the Lompoc Record and filed with the Santa Barbara 

County Clerk. 

Following the completion of the review period for the Draft EIR, the City prepared this Final EIR as required 

by Section 15089 of the State CEQA Guidelines. The Final EIR consists of the June 2016 Draft EIR, 

comments received by the City during the 52-day public comment period, responses to those comments, 

and changes to the text of the Draft EIR. As stated previously, this Final EIR incorporates the Draft EIR by 

reference. 
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Prior to considering approval of the proposed Project, CEQA Guidelines Section 15090 requires the City to 

certify the following: 

 The Final EIR was completed in compliance with CEQA. 

 The Final EIR was presented to the City Council; and the City Council reviewed and considered the 

information contained in the Final EIR prior to considering approval of the proposed Project. 

 The Final EIR reflects the City’s independent judgment and analysis. 

Section 15191 of the State CEQA Guidelines requires the City to make one or more written findings of fact 

for each significant environmental impact identified in a certified Final EIR. The possible findings include 

the following: 

 The proposed Project was changed (including adoption of mitigation measures) to avoid or 

substantially reduce the magnitude of the impact. 

 Changes to the proposed Project are within another agency’s jurisdiction and have been or should be 

adopted. 

 Specific considerations make mitigation measures or alternatives infeasible. 

After considering the information in the Final EIR and making the required findings, the City may consider 

approval of the proposed Project. If impacts are identified in the Final EIR as significant and unavoidable, 

the City is required to prepare a Statement of Overriding Considerations identifying the specific benefits 

of the proposed Project that the City determines outweigh the unavoidable impacts of the proposed 

Project.  

Section 15097 of the State CEQA Guidelines requires the City to adopt a Mitigation Monitoring and 

Reporting Program (MMRP) to ensure that the mitigation measures identified for the proposed Project in 

the EIR are implemented.  

CONTENTS OF THE FINAL EIR 

A description of the organization of this Final EIR and the contents of each section are provided below to 

assist the reader in using this Final EIR as a source of information about the proposed Project. The Final 

EIR has been organized to include the other required elements of a Final EIR in a format that provides easy 

access for the reader to the most important information related to the key issues associated with this 

proposed Project. Sections of the Final EIR following this Introduction are organized as follows:  

Section 1.0, Introduction, provides the purpose of the Final EIR and a description of the Draft EIR review 

and decision-making process.  
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Section 2.0, Comments and Responses to Comments, contains a table of public agencies and private 

parties that submitted written comments on the Draft EIR during the public review period. A copy of each 

letter received by the City commenting on the Draft EIR is provided, followed by written responses to each 

comment contained in the letters. 

Section 3.0, Revisions to the Draft EIR, contains revisions made to the Draft EIR resulting from comments 

made on the Draft EIR, minor staff edits, or minor modifications made to the proposed Project.  



 

2.0 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS 

INTRODUCTION 

This section of the Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR) presents copies of comments on the Draft 

EIR received in written form during the public review period, and it provides the City of Lompoc’s (City) 

responses to those comments. Each comment letter is numbered, and the subjects within each 

comment letter are identified by brackets and numbers. Comment letters are followed by responses, 

which are numbered to correspond with the bracketed comment letters. 

In review of the letters received, the City identified several common topics commented on in multiple 

letters. To address these common topics, subsection, Topical Responses, provides responses addressing 

these topics. The responses to individual comments on these topics refer to these Topical Responses 

when appropriate.  

The City’s responses to comments on the Draft EIR represent a good-faith, reasonable effort to address 

the environmental issues identified by the comments. Under the California Environmental Quality Act 

(CEQA) Guidelines, the City is not required to respond to all comments on the Draft EIR, but only to 

those comments that raise environmental issues (refer to CEQA Guidelines, Section 15088[a]). Case law 

under CEQA recognizes the City need only provide responses to comments that are commensurate in 

detail with the comments themselves. In the case of specific comments, the City has responded with 

specific analysis and detail; in the case of a general comment, the reader is referred to a related 

response to a specific comment, if possible. The absence of a specific response to every comment does 

not violate CEQA if the response would merely repeat other responses. 

Organization and Table of Comment Letters 

The City received a total of seven comment letters from State agencies, regional agencies, and local 

agencies. Table 2.0-1, Comment Letters Received on the Lompoc Motorsports EIR, provides a list of all 

comment letters received and the identification number for each letter. 
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Table 2.0-1 
Comment Letters Received on the Lompoc Motorsports Draft EIR 

Agency/Entity/Individual Name of Commenter 
Date of 

Comment Letter No. 

State Agencies    

State of California, Department of Transportation Philip Crimmins, Aviation Environmental Specialist July 18, 2016 1 

State of California, Department of Fish and Wildlife Edmund Pert, Regional Manager, South Coast 
Region August 15, 2016 2 

State of California, Department of Transportation Melissa Streder, Planning and Development Review, 
Caltrans District 5 August 15, 2016 3 

Local Agencies    

Santa Barbara County Public Health Department, 
Environmental Health Services, Leaking Underground Fuel 
Tank (LUFT) and Site Mitigation Unit (SMU) 

E. Steven Nailor August 10, 2016 4 

County of Santa Barbara, Executive Offices Mona Miyasato, Executive Officer October 5, 2016 5 

City of Lompoc Airport Commission Jeff Palmer, Commission Chairperson August 12, 2016 6 

Santa Barbara County Association of Governments Peter Imhof, Deputy Executive Director, Planning August 12, 2016 7 

Santa Barbara County Air Pollution Control District Carly Barham, Air Quality Specialist August 15, 2016 8 

Santa Barbara County Public Health Department Jan E. Glick, MS, Director, Animal Services October 5, 2016 73 

County of Santa Barbara, Fire Department Rob Hazard, Deputy Fire Marshal July 18, 2016 74 

County of Santa Barbara, Planning and Development Glenn S. Russell, Ph.D., Director August 11, 2016 75 
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Agency/Entity/Individual Name of Commenter 
Date of 

Comment Letter No. 

Organizations    

Gordon R. Hensley Environmental Services (on behalf of 
the Lompoc Valley Community Coalition) Gordon R. Hensley,  August 15, 2016 9 

Law Office of Babak Naficy (on behalf of the Lompoc Valley 
Community Coalition) Babak Naficy, Attorney at Law August 15, 2016 10 

The Lompoc Valley Parks, Recreation, and Pool Foundation Carl Creel, Motorsports Park Committee Chairman 
and John H. Linn, Foundation Chairman August 15, 2016 11 

Santa Barbara County Action Network Ken Hough, Executive Director August 15, 2016 12 

Individuals 

 Paul and Jacqueline Graybill June 29, 2016 13 

 David Hughes July 5, 2016 14 

 Michael Emerson July 18, 2016 15 

 Troy Nichols July 19, 2016 16 

 Gregg Smith  July 19, 2016 17 

 Dale A. Lardy July 21, 2016 18 

 Daniel J. Turocy July 21, 2016 19 

 Rhys M. Evans July 24, 2016 20 
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Agency/Entity/Individual Name of Commenter 
Date of 

Comment Letter No. 

 Sandrine Zanella July 25, 2016 21 

 Michael Anderson July 26, 2016 22 

 Art and Sherry Hibbits July 26, 2016 23 

 Lauren Ranard July 26, 2016 24 

 Mark Grober July 27, 2016 25 

 Christine Jeszeck July 27, 2016 26 

 Lawrence V. Serpa Jr.  July 27, 2016 27 

 Walter Fasold July 29, 2016 28 

 Anne Jimenez August 3, 2016 29 

 John G. Norris August 3, 2016 30 

 Judith Alderman August 4, 2016 31 

 Steve Castro August 4, 2016 32 

 Patty Darr August 4, 2016 33 

 Molly Gerald August 4, 2016 34 
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Agency/Entity/Individual Name of Commenter 
Date of 

Comment Letter No. 

 Lompoc Resident August 4, 2016 35 

 Maria L. Baltierra August 8, 2016 36 

 Jason Nasato August 8, 2016 37 

 Barry and Laurie Weaver August 8, 2016 38 

 Janet Belvins August 10, 2016 39 

 Donald C. Edward, Systems Engineer August 10, 2016 40 

 Terry Hammons August 10, 2016 41 

 Robert and Eileen Wyckoff August 10, 2016 42 

 Mary Ellen Brooks August 12, 2016 43 

 Dianne Burns August 12, 2016 44 

 Walt Fasold August 12, 2016 45 

 Timothy Harrington August 12, 2016 46 

 Lucy Thoms-Harington August 12, 2016 47 

 Wayne and Lorena Maza August 12, 2016 48 
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Agency/Entity/Individual Name of Commenter 
Date of 

Comment Letter No. 

 Carol Redhead August 12, 2016 49 

 Karen Anastasio August 15, 2016 50 

 Janet Belvins August 15, 2016 51 

 Janet Belvins August 15, 2016 52 

 Janet Belvins August 15, 2016 53 

 Billie Bryant August 15, 2016 54 

 Steve Dietrich August 15, 2016 55 

 Michael Donohue August 15, 2016 56 

 Linda and Tom Gooch August 15, 2016 57 

 Charles J. Griffin Jr.  August 15, 2016 58 

 Claudia Griffin (with Draft Acoustical Review) August 15, 2016 59 

 Claudia Griffin August 15, 2016 60 

 Al and Emily Harry  August 15, 2016 61 

 Joan Hartmann August 15, 2016 62 
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Agency/Entity/Individual Name of Commenter 
Date of 

Comment Letter No. 

 Larry Henry August 15, 2016 63 

 Art and Sherry Hibbits August 15, 2016 64 

 Thomas Hom August 15, 2016 65 

 Joyce Howerton August 15, 2016 66 

 Karen Hughes August 15, 2016 67 

 Dean and Jan Kays August 15, 2016 68 

 Ed Mandibles August 15, 2016 69 

 Ann Mickadeit August 15, 2016 70 

 Jason Osborne August 15, 2016 71 

 Justin and Ann Ruhge August 15, 2016 72 

 Diane Zaccagnino August 15, 2016 73 
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TOPICAL RESPONSES 

TOPICAL RESPONSE 1: AIRPORT SAFETY 

Comments were received regarding the added risk of aircraft accidents as a result of the proposed 

Project. Commenters expressed concerns about the Airport’s designated Safety Zones and the allotted 

distance between the recreational park—specifically the grandstands—and the landing/takeoff area. 

Additionally, comments were received on the potential hazards and safety risks that accumulated dirt 

and dust may cause, as well as the potential for nighttime lighting to adversely affect pilots. A topical 

response has been prepared to address those comments.  

As described in Section 3.0, Project Description, of the Draft EIR, the proposed Project would include the 

phased development of the Project site as two park areas, as illustrated in Figure 3.0-3, Conceptual Site 

Plan. The first park area would include the OHV area, and the second park area would include an 

International Hot Rod Association (IHRA)–sanctioned one-eighth-mile drag strip with grandstands and 

pit areas. The skydiving landing area would be relocated to the west of the proposed entrance from 

George Miller Drive. Given the landing area’s proposed location just north of the Lompoc Airport, air 

safety concerns were analyzed in the Draft EIR. As noted in Section 4.7, Hazards (page 4.7-8), as with any 

transportation mode, it is not possible to predict when or where a future accident might occur. The 

National Transportation Safety Board defines any transportation accident as an occurrence where 

people on board a vehicle or on the ground sustain serious or fatal injuries or where an aircraft incurs 

damage substantial enough for it to be no longer considered air worthy.  

The Draft EIR (page 4.7-8) indicates according to figures contained in the 1991 California Land Use 

Planning Handbook,1 a 3-year study period from 1986 to 1988 indicated a national average of 0.36 off-

airport accidents per 100,000 operations. Lompoc Airport is expected to have a probability of about 0.11 

off-airport accidents per year for its current estimated activity level of approximately 30,000 annual 

operations.2  

The Draft EIR (page 4.7-21) determined the proposed Project would not result in accident risks because 

the proposed Project neither increases nor decreases the number of landings or takeoffs associated with 

the Lompoc Airport. The probability of accident/safety hazard risks before proposed Project 

                                                                 

1  California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) Division of Aeronautics, California Airport Land Use Planning Handbook 
(1991). 

2  Heliplanners, Inc. Aviation Safety Analysis (March 2016). This is Appendix 4.7 of the Draft EIR.  
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implementation when compared to after Project implementation would be similar. As such, impacts 

related to accident risks would be less than significant.  

The Draft EIR (page 4.7-5–6) notes the 1993 Airport Land Use Plan (ALUP) defines several “safety zones” that exist 

around civilian airports. Those safety zones determine the compatibility of various land uses in conjunction with 

aircraft operation regarding the City’s inhabitants’ safety and air traffic safety. The ALUP lists three safety zones:3 

 Zone I: Airport Height Restriction Area  

 Zone II: Airport Safety Area 

 Safety Area 1 – Clear Zone. 

Mainly no uses permitted. The exceptions include: Utility, 
Agriculture (no livestock), water space, and permanent open space.  

 Safety Area 2 – Approach Zone. 

Transportation/communication/utility uses are permitted along 
with resource production/extraction/open space uses. A mix of 
commercial/retail trade uses are permitted as well as a mix of 
outdoor recreation uses. Generally, no residential uses except 
single-family units. Generally, no industrial/manufacturing uses 
except warehouse storage and miscellaneous manufacturing. No 
public and quasi-public services uses are permitted. 

 Safety Area 3 – Airport Traffic Pattern Zone. 

All uses permitted; however, most have conditional use 
requirements such as being subject to ALUC review.  

 Zone III: Airport Noise Area 

The proposed Project site is located mainly within the Santa Barbara ALUP’s Zone II, Safety Area 3 of the 

ALUP, so Zone II, Safety Area 3 restrictions are those of relevance. Safety Area 3 is the least restrictive 

Safety Area within Zone II and is the area in which traffic patterns occur. A small portion of the proposed 

Project site, the realignment and grading changes to V Street, lies within Safety Area 2. 

The Draft EIR (pages 4.7-6–7) further notes Federal Aviation Regulation (FAR) Title 14 Part 77 establishes 

standards and notification requirements for objects affecting navigable airspace. Part 77 recognizes 

“imaginary surfaces” in the airspace surrounding runways that are designed to provide unobstructed 

maneuvering room for aircraft takeoffs and landings. Those standards serve two purposes: (1) 

                                                                 

3  Heliplanners, Aviation Safety Analysis (March 2016). 
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minimizing hazards to aircraft and (2) helping to prevent injury or damage to people or property on the 

ground. Ideally, no object, natural or man-made, should penetrate any imaginary surface. The applicable 

imaginary surfaces to the proposed Project are discussed below.  

Primary Surface: serves as the basis for all other imaginary surfaces specified in Part 77. The primary 

surface is a 500-foot-wide rectangle at runway elevation that extends 200 feet beyond each end of the 

runway. The elevation of any point on the primary surface is equal to the elevation of the closest point 

on the runway. 

The elevation at the eastern runway end is approximately 88 feet above mean sea level (amsl); the 

elevation at the western end is 79 feet amsl. Because the runway slopes down from east to west, the 

primary surface does likewise. 

 Horizontal Surface: established at 150 feet above the airport’s elevation. 

The Lompoc Airport is currently at an elevation of approximately 88 feet amsl. Thus, Lompoc Airport’s 

horizontal surface starts at 238 feet amsl (88 feet + 150 feet). 

Transitional Surface: begins at the edge of the primary surface, 250 feet from the runway centerline, and 

extends laterally along both sides of the runway from the primary and approach surface edges, rising at 

a 7:1 slope (7 horizontal feet to 1 vertical foot) in each direction.  

Approach/Departure Surface: begins where the primary surface ends (200 feet from the end of the 

runway) extending up and out at a slope of 20:1 (20 feet horizontal to 1 foot vertical). This is the slope 

for all utility and visual runways. 

The Draft EIR (Section 4.9, pages 4.9-13–15) notes the Santa Barbara County ALUP was adopted in 1993 

and is the current, primary regulatory measure for the Lompoc Airport. The Santa Barbara County 

Association of Governments (SBCAG) serves as the Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC). Three goals 

identified in the ALUP include: 

1) Preservation of Navigable Airspace Around Airports 

The ALUP describes land uses that should be avoided because they may serve as a distraction and 

confuse pilots, increasing the risk of hazards within the area. Such land uses to avoid include: 

 Any use which would direct a steady light or flashing light of white, green, red or amber color 
toward an aircraft engaged in an initial straight climb following takeoff or toward an aircraft 
engaged in a straight final approach toward a landing at an airport, other than an FAA approved 
navigational signal light or visual approach slope indicator (VASI).  
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 Any use which would cause sunlight to be reflected toward an aircraft engaged in an initial 
straight climb following takeoff or toward an aircraft engaged in a straight final approach toward 
a landing at an airport. 

 Any use which would generate smoke or which may otherwise affect safe air navigation within 
this area. 

 Any use which would generate electrical interference that may be detrimental to the operation 
of aircraft and/or airport instrumentation.  

2) General Safety of People and Property around Airports 

The 1993 ALUP defines several “safety zones” that exist around civilian airports. Those safety zones 

determine the compatibility of various land uses in conjunction with aircraft operation regarding the 

City’s inhabitants’ safety and air traffic safety. The ALUP lists three safety zones shown to include:4 

 Zone I: Airport Height Restriction Area  

 Zone II: Airport Safety Area 

 Safety Area 1 – Clear Zone. Generally, no uses are permitted. The exceptions include: Utility, 
Agriculture (no livestock), water space, and permanent open space.  

 Safety Area 2 – Approach Zone. Transportation/communication/utility uses are permitted along 
with resource production/extraction/open space uses. A mix of commercial/retail trade uses are 
permitted, as well as a mix of outdoor recreation uses. Generally, no residential uses except 
single-family units are permitted and no industrial/manufacturing uses except warehouse 
storage and miscellaneous manufacturing. No public and quasi-public services uses are 
permitted.  

 Safety Area 3 – Airport Traffic Pattern Zone. All uses are permitted; however, most are subject 
to ALUC review. 

 Zone III: Airport Noise Area 

 The zones identified in the ALUP are shown in the Draft EIR on Figure 4.9-6, ALUP Lompoc 
Airport Safety Areas, in relation to the proposed Project site.  

 The proposed Project site lies mainly within ALUP’s Zone II, Safety Area 3 so its restrictions 
are those of relevance.  

                                                                 

4  Heliplanners, Aviation Safety Analysis (March 2016). 
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 The ALUP describes Safety Area 3 as:  

the least restrictive Safety Area within Zone II and the area in which traffic patterns 
occur, with a small portion just north of the terminus of V Street located within Safety 
Area 2. 

 The ALUP describes Safety Area 2 as: 

an extension of the clear zone in which uses which do not result in a concentration of 
people or particular fire hazard are generally allowed. Height restrictions in the 
approach zone are more severe than in other zones except the clear zone and must be 
absolutely enforced. 

A Draft Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP) is currently in preparation; however, because it is 

only in draft mode and has not been officially adopted, regulatory compliance is not applicable. 

Therefore, for the purposes of this evaluation, the proposed Project falls under the jurisdiction of the 

existing ALUP’s goals and policies. 

The FAA has also developed a series of airport planning criteria that affect the placement of fixed or 

moveable objects near runway ends, as noted in Draft EIR (Section 4.9, page 4.9-11).5 Currently, none 

affect the proposed Project site, which is located approximately 325 feet north of the runway 

centerline.6 The proposed Project site does fall within the Approach/Departure Surface, where 

realignment and grading changes proposed to V Street are located. The existing dirt road used by the 

sand and gravel company is located approximately 300 feet from the end of the runway and intersects 

the Approach/Departure surface at approximately 5 feet above the runway’s elevation (88 feet amsl).  

As discussed in the Draft EIR (Section 4.7, Hazards, and Section 4.9, Land Use), the proposed Project 

does penetrate the Airport’s northern Transitional and Horizontal Surfaces for the light poles as well as 

the existing Approach/Departure Surface for the proposed V Street extension. Potentially significant 

impacts relating to airport safety hazards from light poles or the V Street extension would occur. 

The Draft EIR (pages 4.9-27–28) notes the proposed Project’s lighting standards would penetrate the 

existing 7:1 Transitional Surface, which begins at the edge of the Primary Surface, 250 feet from the 

runway centerline. The proposed Project would install 10 permanent lighting fixtures at approximately 

                                                                 

5 Advisory Circular AC 150/5300-13, Airport Design. 

6 Heliplanners, Aviation Safety Analysis (March 2016). 
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200 feet from the Primary Surface’s northern edge. At that location, the Transitional Surface reaches 

approximately 107 feet amsl.  

The tallest proposed lighting standard would be a maximum height of 125 feet amsl, thus penetrating 

the Transitional Surface by approximately 18 feet (125 feet amsl – 107 feet amsl). In addition, overhang 

(such as light shielding, fixtures, etc.) from lighting standards would produce an even greater 

Transitional Surface penetration.  

The proposed Project also proposes five lights approximately 75 feet from the start of the Transitional 

Surface. At that location, the Transitional Surface reaches approximately 90 feet amsl. The lighting 

standards are a maximum height of 125 feet amsl as well, and thus penetrate the Transitional Surface by 

approximately 35 feet (125 feet amsl – 90 feet amsl). As previously mentioned, any overhang (such as 

light shielding, fixtures, etc.) from lighting standards would produce an even greater Transitional Surface 

penetration. 

The Draft EIR (page 4.9-27) notes FAR Part 77 requires a project be submitted to the FAA for review if it 

would penetrate a "notice surface" based on a slope of 100 feet horizontal to 1 foot vertical from the 

nearest point of the nearest runway.  

Finally, the Draft EIR determines because the proposed lighting standards would exceed the limits of the 

Transitional Surface, impacts would be potentially significant. 

The Draft EIR (page 4.9-28) notes the proposed Project includes the extension of V Street from its 

current terminus, just west of the Airport, to provide access to the proposed Project site. Currently, 

North V Street is located approximately 300 feet west of the end of Runway 7/25.  

The Draft EIR (page 4.9-28) notes the current gravel road that extends from the existing terminus of V 

Street would undergo grading and alignment changes to facilitate access to the proposed Project site. 

The road would extend through the current gravel operation and across the western portion of the 

Lompoc Airport approximately 300 feet west of the western end of Runway 7/25. As proposed, the 

extension of V Street would extend into the Approach/Departure Surface of Runway 7/25.  

As required under Part 77, the Approach/Departure Surface is subject to restrictions to ensure aircraft 

have adequate clearance areas for landing and takeoff. As noted, for the Lompoc Airport, the 

Approach/Departure Surface begins where the primary surface ends, 200 feet beyond the end of 

Runway 7/25. The proposed Project includes improving V Street and lowering it via grading such that its 

final grade would be approximately 7 feet 6 inches below existing Runway 7/25 elevation (88 feet amsl). 

At completion, the improved V Street would be approximately 7.5 feet below the base elevation of 
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Runway 7/25, which would provide 12.5 feet of clearance from the road to the bottom of the 20:1 plane 

for the Approach/Departure Surface.  

The Draft EIR notes FAR Part 77 requires a project be submitted to the FAA for review if it would 

penetrate a "notice surface" based on a slope of 100 feet horizontal to 1 foot vertical from the nearest 

point of the nearest runway. Further, the Approach/Departure Surface does not permit any intrusions of 

any type into the area above the 20:1 planar surface, including potential “obstruction evaluation” (OE). 

As required under Part 77, the Approach/Departure Surface is subject to restrictions to ensure aircraft 

have adequate clearance areas for landing and takeoff. 

The Draft EIR (page 4.9-28) indicates the FAA would most likely restrict the use the portion of V Street 

that is located in the area beneath the Approach/Departure Surface to vehicles that are less than 12.5 

feet tall (including antennas, roof racks and roof top carriers). That includes a planar surface starting at 

200 from the end of the runway then extending beyond the runway up and out at a slope of 20:1 from 

its base elevation until it reaches an elevation 150 above the base elevation.  

As the proposed Project includes utilizing V Street for access to the proposed Project site, the Draft EIR 

(page 4.9-28) noted it would be required to meet any restrictions imposed by FAA, including height 

limits. As the proposed Project has the potential to intrude into these safety zones, the Draft EIR 

determined it would result in a significant impact. 

The Draft EIR identifies the following mitigation measures to address impacts associated with uses from 

the proposed project penetrating the Transitional and Approach/Departure Zones: 

MM 4.9-1 Prior to the issuance of grading and building permits, the applicant shall: 

 Restrict the height of the lighting standard including any overhang such as light 
shielding, fixtures, etc. such that they do not penetrate the Transitional Surface; 

or  

 Submit all structures to the FAA for an obstruction evaluation (OE) and comply with 
all FAA requirements resulting from the OE. 
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MM 4.9-2 Prior to the completion of the V Street extension, the project applicant shall construct a 
height-restricting barrier over the entry-way to the proposed Project site’s access point 
on “V” Street and the Approach/Departure Surface, such that it restricts access to 
vehicles more than 12 and 1/2 feet including antennas, roof racks and roof top carriers.  

 As a secondary option to the height-restricting barrier, the project applicant shall lower 
the V Street access elevation to 17.5 feet below the existing elevation of the 
Approach/Departure Surface such that vehicles less than 22.5 feet including antennas, 
roof racks and roof top carriers will not penetrate the Approach/Departure Surface.  

As proposed and discussed in the Draft EIR Project description, lighting would be provided in the OHV 

area for evening and nighttime activities via a portable system. As proposed, the lighted areas by 

portable lights would illuminate approximately 5 to 7 acres. The drag strip area would include ten 55-

foot-tall towers along the north side of the strip and five 55-foot towers along the south side of the strip 

for nighttime events (see Draft EIR Figure 4.9-7, Schematic of Transitional Surface). Each light would be 

shielded and angled downward to meet FAA standards, and would include aircraft warning lights atop 

each pole. In addition, an LED timing board would be provided on the proposed Project site. All lighting 

shall conform to the standards set forth in the Lompoc Municipal Code. 

Implementation of the above mitigation measures would reduce impacts to less than significant. 

TOPICAL RESPONSE 2: BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

Comments were received related to the potential impacts of the proposed Project on the existing 

biological resources within and around the proposed Project site. The comments noted construction and 

operation of the proposed Project would directly impact the existing floral and faunal species, in 

addition to the Santa Ynez River habitat. Concerns were raised for the “reconnaissance-level” survey and 

lack of surveys conducted within the Project area. A topical response has been prepared to address 

those comments.  

Floral/Faunal Species 

As described in Section 4.3, Biological Resources, of the Draft EIR, the majority of the proposed Project 

site supports various types of riparian vegetation that comprise state wetlands under the jurisdiction of 

the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW). The proposed Project site is located on a riverine 

bench, or terrace, about 10 feet in elevation above the bed of the Santa Ynez River. As indicated in 

Section 4.3 of the Draft EIR and the CDFW Comment Letter, the proposed Project site is located adjacent 

to the Santa Ynez River streambed.  
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The list of species to be considered within the proposed Project site was based on the results of 

comprehensive literature review, filed surveys, and previous regional and area biological studies, 

including Habitat and Natural Resources Assessment for the Lompoc Motorsports Park prepared by 

BioResource Consultants Inc. (see Appendix 4.3, Habitat Assessment, of the Draft EIR). Additional 

information was provided from the California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB), California Native 

Plant Society Electronic Inventory (CNPS), and US Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS).  

Prior to implementing biological surveys, standard database searches were conducted and reports from 

previous surveys of the area were reviewed to obtain pertinent information regarding potential special-

status species, as well as sensitive natural communities that occur within the proposed Project vicinity. 

Information about documented special-status plant and animal species that occur within the Project 

vicinity was obtained from the CNDDB; the CNDDB search included the US Geological Survey (USGS) 

7.5-minute quadrangles for Lompoc and surrounding area (see pages 4.3-1–2 in Section 4.3 of the Draft 

EIR). Additional literature and databases referenced include:  

 CNPS’s Inventory of Rare and Endangered Plants of California, which contains species-specific 
habitat requirements for plant species; 

 USFWS database of designated Critical Habitat; 

 The Jepson Manual: Vascular Plants of California, 2nd ed.; 

 A Manual of California Vegetation, 2nd ed.; and  

 eBird website. 

After review of the available literature for the proposed Project vicinity, a survey was conducted on 

January 8, 2016, to determine the likelihood of occurrence of any special-status plant or wildlife species.  

The following vegetation communities/alliances were identified within the proposed Project site: arroyo 

willow thicket (AWT), coyote brush scrub (CBS), nonnative annual grasslands/mustards, individual 

willows, and disturbed/developed areas. The AWT, which occurs along the north, west, and southwest 

portions of the proposed Project site, is considered by Santa Barbara County and the CDFW to be a plant 

community of special concern. In addition, the AWT is identified by the City of Lompoc as a significant 

biological area, riparian vegetation streamside habitat. The dominant plant species encountered during 

the field surveys were documented and are graphically shown on Figure 4.3-1, Existing Vegetation, in 

the Draft EIR.  

As observed during the surveys, vegetation within the proposed Project site consisted of patchy AWT 

(Salix lasiolepis) with CBS (Baccharis pilularis), Black Cottonwood Forest (Populus trichocarpa), and 

weedy disturbed areas. Many of the willows and cottonwoods were dead or in poor health with a 
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reduced foliage density and canopy cover, perhaps due to the ongoing drought (see Photos 1–9 of 

Appendix 2.1 of this Final EIR).  

The survey conducted in January also documented wildlife species with the potential to occur near the 

proposed Project site. No special-status animals were observed, and the survey concluded the proposed 

Project site does not contain designated critical habitat for sensitive species.  

The potential impacts to sensitive species were documented in Section 4.3 of the Draft EIR, and 

mitigation measures (MM 4.3-1 through MM 4.3-8) were applied if the potential for significant impacts 

existed. Impacts to plant and wildlife species were determined to result in less than significant impacts 

after implementation of mitigation.  

The vegetation identified during those surveys was consistent with vegetation identified in the Draft EIR. 

The proposed Project site supports relatively low-quality nesting habitat for the southwestern willow 

flycatcher due to the relatively open canopy and lack of standing water or saturated soils. The most 

suitable vegetation for habitat occurs at the far western edge of the study area, on the west side of the 

airport runway.  

During the public review comment period, additional surveys were conducted to determine 

presence/absence of southwestern willow flycatcher identified as likely to occur within the proposed 

Project area (see Appendix 2.1, Southwestern Willow Flycatcher Protocol Survey, of the Final EIR). 

Protocol surveys were conducted on May 20, June 3, June 10, June 27, and July 5, 2016, to determine 

presence/absence for southwestern willow flycatcher, as well as to document any other observed 

species within the proposed Project site. Protocol surveys were conducted between dawn and 10:25 AM 

under fair-weather conditions suitable for observing bird activity. The survey area is located outside and 

to the south of the active river channel, which was dry at the time of the survey. No saturated soils, 

standing water, or recently scoured channels were observed within the study area during the surveys 

(page 5 of Appendix 2.1 of this Final EIR).  

The nearest CNDDB records for southwestern willow flycatcher are occurrence numbers 1 and 39 from 

1995 and 1989, respectively (Appendix 2.1 of the Final EIR). Those occurrences are 12.4 and 13.2 miles 

(20.0 and 21.2 kilometers) east of the proposed Project site, respectively, along the Santa Ynez River. 

The southwestern willow flycatcher was not observed on site, and no habitat was discovered during 

protocol surveys. In addition, no critical habitat is located on site. 

As the protocol surveys and the review of the literature did not indicate presence on site or near the 

project vicinity, impacts to southwestern willow flycatcher are considered less than significant. 
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As identified in Mitigation Measure MM 4.3-4, preconstruction surveys are required prior to 

construction activities to determine if nesting birds, as well as any other species of concern, are present 

within the proposed Project site.  

The following special-status wildlife species per CDFW were observed during the both initial site and 

protocol surveys:  

 Cooper’s hawk (Accipiter cooperii): State of California Watchlist (WL) when nesting. Cooper’s hawk 

fledglings were observed or heard vocalizing in the dense woodlands at the far western and far 

eastern ends of the proposed Project site on July 5, 2016.  

 Allen's hummingbird (Selasphorus sasin): Federal Bird Species of Conservation Concern (BCC) when 

nesting. Allen’s hummingbirds were observed throughout the proposed Project site. No nesting was 

observed, but nesting would be expected during the late winter or early spring months.  

 Nuttall’s woodpecker (Picoides nuttallii): BCC (nesting). Nuttall’s woodpeckers were observed during 

most visits and likely nest in the proposed Project site.  

 Loggerhead shrike (Lanius ludovicianus): State Species of Special Concern (SSC) and BCC when 

nesting. A single loggerhead shrike was observed on July 5, 2016, in the northwestern section of the 

proposed Project site. No nesting was suspected, and this species is commonly seen in coastal areas 

in the summer after migrating from inland regions where they nest during the spring. 

 California horned lark (Eremophila alpestris actia): WL. California horned larks were observed 

singing in two different locations: near the airport runway and along George Miller Drive. No nesting 

was observed, but nesting is considered likely. 

 Yellow warbler (Setophaga petechia): SSC, BCC (nesting). A male yellow warbler was observed 

singing in the black cottonwood forest at the east end of the proposed Project site on May 20, 2016, 

but was not detected thereafter and is considered a likely transient.  

None of those species are considered high-priority special-status species (see Table 4.3-5, Special-Status 

Wildlife Species, of Section 4.3 of the Draft EIR); and their locations were not mapped. 

Protocols for survey of the black-flowered figwort require the survey be completed during the species’ 

blooming period (March–July). A focused survey was conducted on July 25, 2016, to determine the 

presence/absence of black-flowered figwort. That survey was conducted to allow consideration of the 

proposed Project in the event it was to proceed; the requirement for the survey was identified in the 

Draft EIR as Mitigation Measure MM 4.3-2. 
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Seventy-five plant species were observed during the black-flowered figwort survey. Of those 75 species, 

49 are native species, and 26 are nonnative (Appendix A). The proposed Project site provides habitat for 

black-flowered figwort within riparian scrub habitat within the AWT and CBS (refer to Figure 2 of 

Appendix 2.2, Lompoc Motorsports Park Black-Flowered Figwort Survey). However, the understory in 

those communities consists of dense cover of poison oak (Toxicodendron diversilobum) and poison 

hemlock (Conium maculatum), which are outcompeting the black-flowered figwort and other native 

species. Black-flowered figwort was not observed during the survey. In addition, no plants of the genus 

Scrophularia were observed. Given the black-flowered figwort was not observed on site, no impacts 

would occur.  

Mitigation Measure MM 4.3-1 identifies a Restoration and Mitigation Plan for the proposed Project site 

to offset impacts to AWT and CBS. Accordingly, impacts to those species would be less than significant 

with mitigation.  

As discussed on page 4.3-35 of the Draft EIR, critical habitat for the southern California steelhead is 

within and contained by the Santa Ynez River, adjacent to the proposed Project site. No critical habitat 

for the southern California steelhead exists on site. As such, the proposed Project would not have any 

direct impacts on the southern California steelhead. Additionally, the proposed Project is designed so 

surface water runoff on site will be directed and contained in two infiltration basins: one to the north of 

the drag strip, and one extending along the south end of the drag strip. As such, all surface water runoff 

would be captured in those two areas, with no runoff drainage into the Santa Ynez River. Therefore, no 

indirect impacts to steelhead or its habitat would occur. 

TOPICAL RESPONSE 3: HYDROLOGY  

Comments were received on the proposed Project’s potential impacts to stormwater runoff and 

groundwater pollution. Comments requested information on details pertaining to the infiltration basins 

located on the proposed Project site and where any potential flooding or runoff would be directed. In 

addition, comments were received on the proposed Project’s location within the 100-year Flood Hazard 

Area and how that location may potentially impact motorsports events and structures on site. A topical 

response has been prepared to address the issues raised in those comments.  

Floodplain 

Section 4.8, Hydrology and Water Quality, of the Draft EIR (page 4.8-2) notes the Federal Emergency 

Management Agency (FEMA) defines a floodplain as the area of land adjacent to the water course that 

may be submerged by flood water during a 100-year storm. The City’s designated floodplain areas are 
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shown in Figure 4.8-1, FEMA-Designated Floodplain Areas, in the Draft EIR. The proposed Project site is 

currently located within FEMA’s 100-year floodplain area. 

FEMA defines a Flood Hazard Area as areas adjacent to water courses where potential flooding may 

negatively affect the urban development. The proposed Project site is currently located under FEMA’s 

Flood Hazard Area Zone “AE,” as shown in Figure 4.8-2, FEMA Flood Hazard Areas in the Draft EIR. Zone 

AE can be defined as areas subject to inundation by the 1 percent annual chance flood event.  

Based on FEMA’s standards, the City is subject to flooding from the Santa Ynez River to the north and 

east, and from back flow to the west. High flows from the Santa Ynez River cause short-term backups in 

the City’s drainage system, resulting in agricultural land flooding to the west of Lompoc.7 The Santa Ynez 

River is classified as Riverine-Intermittent-Temporary Flooded (R4USA), and off-site riparian areas to the 

west of the proposed Project site are classified as Palustrine Forested Intermittently Flooded (PFOJ). 

Lompoc Municipal Code subsection 15.48.080 F prohibits encroachments in the floodway, including fill, 

new construction, substantial improvement, and other new development, unless certification by a 

registered professional engineer or architect is provided demonstrating the encroachment shall not 

result in any increase in the base flood elevation during the occurrence of the base flood discharge. As 

discussed in Section 3.0 of the Draft EIR, the elevation of the proposed Project site would remain 

consistent with existing elevations on the site. Proposed Project design would adhere to the City’s 

Building and Safety Code and the then current edition of the CBC during construction and operation to 

reduce potential flooding impacts on- and off-site. Per Goal 2 of the City’s General Plan, Safety Element, 

the proposed Project would comply with development requirements within the floodway fringe. 

Therefore, impacts would be less than significant.  

Water Quality 

The Draft EIR, Section 4.8 (pages 4.8-17–18) notes  the proposed Project site is currently vacant, with 

some debris (concrete slabs) remaining from prior uses. An area approximately 26,000 square feet (0.6 

acres) is currently considered impervious. Two 10-inch storm drain pipes exist on site that empty from 

the Lompoc Airport to the bottom of the existing bank on the southern edge of the site. The proposed 

Project would be largely left flat and not have substantial grading that would alter the topography. The 

proposed Project site would be improved with additional impervious areas (approximately 233,000 

square feet) to accommodate the drag strip and staging areas. The proposed Project site would be 

                                                                 

7  City of Lompoc, General Plan Update Draft EIR, Section 4.7 Hydrology and Water Quality; Federal Emergency Management 
Agency. 
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graded to direct stormwater from the edges of the site toward the center (see Figure 3.0-11, Conceptual 

Grading Plan, of the Draft EIR). 

Section 3.0 of the Draft EIR (page 3.0-10), indicated surface water runoff would be directed to two 

infiltration basins extending on either side of the drag strip and return road, as illustrated in Figure 

3.0-11. All surface water runoff would be captured in those two areas, with no runoff draining to the 

Santa Ynez River. Infiltration Area A (see Figure 3.0-11) would cover an area approximately 44,300 

square feet in size, with an average depth of 1 inch, and would contain approximately 3,560 cubic feet 

of stormwater. Area B would be approximately 34,500 square feet in size, with an average depth of 3.6 

inches, and would contain approximately 10,270 cubic feet of stormwater. The proposed Project site 

consists of sandy loam and has been determined by percolation testing to have high percolation rates. 

The two existing 10-inch drain pipes would be extended north from their current terminus under the 

proposed access road and would drain into the proposed infiltration areas. The concrete paved area for 

the drag strip, return road, and staging areas would also drain into the proposed infiltration areas (see 

Figure 3.0-11). 

As the proposed Project would not increase stormwater flow off site and would direct all stormwater 

flow to infiltration areas on the proposed Project site, impacts would be less than significant. 

Further, the proposed Project would be required to comply with National Pollutant Discharge 

Elimination System (NPDES) requirements. Construction activities would be subject to the NPDES 

general construction activity permit and would be required to eliminate or reduce non-stormwater 

discharges to storm sewer systems and other waters and consider the use of postconstruction 

permanent Best Management Practices (BMPs).  

As noted in Section 4.8 of the Draft EIR (page 4.8-16), the proposed Project would be required to 

develop and implement a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) with BMPs that would be 

employed to prevent soil erosion and discharge of other construction-related pollutants, as well as a 

monitoring program to ensure that BMPs are implemented appropriately and are effective at controlling 

discharges of stormwater-related pollutants. The Lompoc Municipal Code requires the submittal of an 

Erosion Sediment Control Plan and/or SWPPP with the submittal of a grading permit application. 

Compliance with such requirements would reduce potential construction and postconstruction water 

quality impacts to less than significant. 
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Impacts would not occur to groundwater. As noted in the Draft EIR (page 4.8-17), the proposed Project 

site is located within the Lompoc Plain subbasin of the Santa Ynez River Basin.8 Groundwater flows from 

east to west, generally along the direction of flow of the Santa Ynez River. The proposed Project involves 

development of motorsports recreational uses and a drag strip that would have limited impervious area. 

Based on the current regulations of the Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) reflected in the 

City’s Stormwater Management Program (SWMP), development and redevelopment projects within the 

City would be required to comply with the requirements in the Construction Activities Storm Water 

General Permit or with Central Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board approved requirements 

determined to be as effective. 

The Draft EIR notes the proposed Project would not substantially deplete groundwater supplies or 

interfere substantially with groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer 

volume of the local groundwater table level. The proposed Project site would not impede the 

percolation of groundwater and would provide for surface water to be collected at two proposed 

infiltration areas. 

As noted in the Draft EIR, the proposed Project would include the development of a shallow well (less 

than 100 feet deep) to access groundwater for the purpose of dust mitigation. That well would have a 

capacity of up to 200 gallons per minute (gpm) and would be used to fill a 5,000 gallon shallow reservoir 

on site. The relatively low capacity of the well and the need to use water on site solely for dust 

mitigation would not substantially affect water levels in the Santa Ynez River Valley Groundwater Basin. 

The Draft EIR found that impacts would be less than significant. 

TOPICAL RESPONSE 4: INDIRECT BIOLOGICAL RESOURCE IMPACTS 

Indirect impacts could include potential dust impacts from construction and operation, indirect 

nighttime lighting impacts, and temporary elevated noise and vibration associated with construction and 

operation. A topical response has been prepared to address the issues raised in those comments. 

The proposed Project site was previously disturbed and consists of abandoned industrial uses, including 

dirt roads, debris, and vegetation. As discussed elsewhere, no special-status plant species were 

documented to occur within the proposed Project vicinity, nor were they observed during site surveys. 

                                                                 

8  County of Santa Barbara, Public Works Department, Water Resources Division, Water Agency, County of Santa Barbara 
Groundwater Basins Status Report http://cosb.countyofsb.org/pwd/pwwater.aspx?id=51273, October 14, 2014. 
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In addition, the proposed Project site does not contain designated critical habitat for sensitive species, 

and supports relatively low-quality nesting habitat for wildlife species such as the southwestern willow 

flycatcher. Habitat-containing Arroyo Willow Thicket (AWT) and Coyote Brush Scrub (CBS) would remain 

intact outside of the proposed Project site. The most suitable vegetation for habitat occurs off site at the 

west side of the Lompoc Airport runway. That patch supports continuous willow canopy with dense 

foliage in the interior of the patch, especially in the lower strata. The patch appears to be located in a 

small basin that was dry during the protocol survey but may retain moisture during average rainfall 

years. Additional, off-site habitat is present along the north side of the Santa Ynez River, and to the west 

and east along the river. 

As discussed in Mitigation Measure MM 4.2-1 in Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the Draft EIR, a Fugitive Dust 

Control Plan shall be prepared and submitted to the City and Santa Barbara County Air Pollution Control 

District (SBAPCD) for review and approval before operation of the proposed Project if it were approved. 

Measures within the Fugitive Dust Control Plan include paved on-site access roads extending from 

George Miller Drive and V Street, open and riding trail areas limited to 14 off-highway-vehicles (OHVs) 

per hour and the requirement for all ground surfaces within OHV activities to be watered by an 

amended water agent to achieve a minimum control efficiency of 84 percent. The Fugitive Dust Control 

Plan would control emissions of airborne particulate matter to ensure the levels are below the 8 μg/m3 

SBAPCD threshold. Dust impacts to wildlife species were determined to be less than significant.  

As discussed in Section 4.1, Aesthetics, of the Draft EIR and shown in Figure 4.1-8, Conceptual Lighting 

Plan, light intensity along the drag strip would be about 10 to 50 foot-candles (fc); and light intensity just 

beyond the drag strip would be about 1 to 10 fc. Light emitted beyond the proposed Project site’s 

boundaries would only reach a maximum of 0 to 1 fcs. The majority of light projected off site is located 

on the northern Airport taxiway, and only a small portion is projected from the northwestern portion of 

the proposed Project site onto the Santa Ynez River bed. Additionally, motorsports events end at 10:00 

PM; therefore, nighttime lighting is only needed for approximately 4–5 hours in the winter and 2–3 

hours in the summer. Based on the low light intensity off site and the temporary nature of nighttime 

lighting, indirect lighting impacts would be less than significant and would not significantly affect wildlife 

species. 

Noise levels from aircraft operations at the Lompoc Airport generate 65 dB(A) CNEL nearest to the 

Airport Runway 7/25 and 60 dB(A) CNEL to the south of Central Avenue to the north of the Santa Ynez 

River. CNEL is defined as the community noise equivalent level, which is the average A-weighted (dB[A]) 

sound level measured over a 24-hour period. Within the Lompoc Airport noise contours, the number of 

aircraft noise levels ranged from a low of 67.4 dB(A) during takeoff and landing to a high of 82.4 dB(A) 

during flight, as identified in Section 4.10, Noise (page 4.10-11), of the Draft EIR.  
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Following construction, OHV and dragstrip race events would occur, with noise levels ranging from 80 to 

84 A-weighted decibels (dB[A]) at the proposed Project site, and from 76 to 80 dB(A), within the 

immediate adjacent habitat on the south and north of the river. Those noise levels would be 

approximately 15 to 20 dB(A) above the current airport operations. Those decibel levels will be 

temporary, occurring only during race events. In addition, due to the close proximity of the Lompoc 

Airport, wildlife species in and near the proposed Project site would be accustomed to the estimated 

noise levels. However, the buffer parameters stipulated in Mitigation Measures MM 4.3-3 and MM 4.3-

4 as required by the CDFW include all environmental factors and take into account all contingencies to 

reduce impacts to sensitive species. If sensitive species are found, then those buffer parameters reduce 

impacts to potential habitat by providing buffers to limit the physical presence and potential 

disturbances from humans. Those guidelines do not specifically establish noise criteria; however, they 

do take into account all environmental factors, including noise. Furthermore, the motorsports sound is 

not continuous sound because events would occur during different times of day and night, with a 

maximum of 16 hours only on specialty drag race event days. The sound would occur intermittently, 

typically ranging between 2 and 9 hours per day for most events. As such, the motorsports events sound 

would be temporary and would not result in significant impacts to sensitive species. Impacts would be 

less than significant. 

Potential indirect impacts from motorsports events were analyzed on a worst-case scenario. Operation 

of the proposed Project could occur every weekend (52 weekends) each year, or a total of 104 days. 

Accordingly, the largest events would only occur approximately 30 percent of the year.  

As previously discussed, mitigation measures identified in the Draft EIR include implementing a 

Restoration and Mitigation Plan, conducting additional preconstruction surveys, implementing standard 

construction measures, and possibly requiring a Lake and Streambed Alteration Agreement with CDFW 

that could include additional conditions of approval.  

It is expected wildlife species, if unable to habit the site or immediate surrounding area during 

construction or operation of the proposed Project, would be able to relocate to nearby habitat. 

Proposed Project operation, noise, vibration, dust, and lighting impacts would be temporary and limited 

to proposed Project events. Therefore, indirect impacts would be less than significant. 

TOPICAL RESPONSE 5: LAND USE COMPATIBILITY 

Comments were received on the incompatible uses of the proposed Project within the Lompoc Airport 

Property and to nearby residential areas. Comments were also received on the proposed Project’s 

inconsistencies with applicable land use plans, including the Airport Land Use Plan (ALUP), Draft Airport 
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Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP), and Airport Layout Plan (ALP). A topical response has been 

prepared to address the issues raised in those comments. 

As discussed in the Draft EIR (Section 4.9, Land Use), the proposed Project would be located within the 

northernmost portion of the Lompoc Airport Property, owned by the City of Lompoc.  

City of Lompoc General Plan and Zoning 

The Draft EIR (page 4.9-2 to 4.9-3) notes the proposed Project is currently designated under Community 

Facilities (CF) according to the City’s General Plan Land Use Element (see Draft EIR Figure 4.9-3, Existing 

City Land Use Map). The purpose of Community Facilities is to provide areas that meet the public 

service, educational, recreational, social, and cultural needs for the Lompoc Valley Residents.  

The City of Lompoc zoning requirements designates the proposed Project site as Public Facilities (PF), as 

shown in in the Draft EIR Figure 4.9-4, Existing City Zoning Map. The City of Lompoc Zoning Ordinance9 

establishes the general classes of use for (PF) zone. Areas zoned Public Facility areas are currently 

located next to various residential communities within the City and border the Lompoc Airport; 

therefore, the proposed Project’s zone classification and location would be consistent with existing 

conditions. Accordingly, the Draft EIR (page 4.9-22) determined the proposed Project is consistent with 

the City’s current land use designation and zoning requirements. 

Airport Land Use Plan 

The proposed Project includes features that may conflict with the ALUP, such as nighttime lighting 

fixtures and uses that would generate smoke and may otherwise affect safe air navigation. In addition, 

the proposed Project is located within the ALUP’s Zone II Safety Area 2 – Approach Zone and Zone II 

Safety Area 3 – Traffic Pattern Zone. 

Zone II: Safety Area 

Safety Area 2 – Approach Zone: Transportation/communication/utility uses are permitted along with 

resource production/extraction/open space uses. A mix of commercial/retail trade uses are permitted, 

as well as a mix of outdoor recreation uses. Generally, no residential uses except single-family units are 

permitted, and no industrial/manufacturing uses except warehouse storage and miscellaneous 

manufacturing. No public and quasi-public services are permitted.  

                                                                 

9  City of Lompoc, Community Development Division, Chapter 50 Zoning Ordinance, art. 13, secs. 8501 and 8503. 
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Safety Area 3 – Traffic Pattern Zone: All Uses are permitted; however, most are subject to ALUC review.  

The Draft EIR (page 4.9-22) notes the proposed Project is considered a recreational use and, as such, an 

allowable use within both Safety Areas 2 and 3. In addition, the Santa Barbara County Association of 

Governments (SBCAG), acting as the Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC), has reviewed the proposed 

Project, as part of the Notice of Preparation process.  

The Draft EIR also indicates SBCAG noted, because the proposed Project is only seeking a Conditional 

Use Permit and only requires discretionary permit approval, and because it does not involve a General 

Plan amendment or rezone, a determination of consistency by the ALUC is not required. Even so, 

mitigation measures identified in the Draft EIR would reduce impacts related to land use 

incompatibilities with the Lompoc Airport by restricting structures’ height, eliminating potentially 

hazardous skydive drop zone areas, and restricting skydive operation times.  

The Draft ALUCP is currently in preparation, and as discussed in the Draft EIR, the proposed Project 

would have some inconsistencies. That is because the proposed Project would place approximately 

1,250 persons in an area limited to occupancy of 1,000 within the Draft ALUCP’s Zone 5 – Sideline Zone. 

Furthermore, the California Airport Land Use Planning Handbook “recommends a prohibition of 

stadiums and group recreational areas in the Sideline Zone,” as discussed in Appendix 4.7B of the Draft 

EIR. However, the Draft ALUCP has not yet been adopted; therefore, the proposed Project is not 

required to comply with those proposed safety requirements. Even if the Draft ALUCP were to be 

adopted, State law authorizes the City Council to override any regulation in the ALUCP that may be 

inconsistent with the City’s General Plan, with which the proposed Project is consistent.  

The Draft EIR (page 4.9-33) determined impacts would be less than significant with the existing airport 

land use plans.  

Airport Layout Plan 

In 2011 the FAA approved the City’s proposed ALP, which can be seen in Figure 2.0-1, Airport Layout 

Plan. The current ALP does not include any improvements in the area where the proposed Project is to 

be located. If the City decides to approve the proposed Project, then the ALP would need to be updated 

accordingly. Any updates to the ALP would be subject to review and approval of the FAA. 

The Lompoc Airport Master Plan Update does not include any future improvements within the proposed 
Project’s boundaries. Therefore, the proposed Project would not preclude any future Airport property 
improvements, and impacts would be less than significant.  
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FIGURE  2.0-1SOURCE:  City of Lompoc - February 2011
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TOPICAL RESPONSE 6: MITIGATION AREA 

Comments on the Draft EIR requested additional information on the required mitigation area, including 

its proposed location and the agencies responsible for the 7.1-acre mitigation area. A topical response 

has been prepared to address this issue raised in those comments.  

In 2001, the City of Lompoc completed an expansion of Runway 7/25 (“Runway Expansion Project”) to 

the west that resulted in the removal of nearby vegetation to accommodate air traffic operations. As a 

result of the Runway Expansion Project, a mitigation area was established off site, south of the Santa 

Ynez River, just due north of Runway 7/25. That mitigation area, which is approximately 7.1 acres, was 

set aside as mitigation to offset the loss of riparian woodlands and scrub communities as a result of the 

Runway Expansion Project. The location of the mitigation area is shown on Figure 4.9-1, Additional 

Existing and Proposed Land Uses, in the Draft EIR. 

The restoration was undertaken twice in an area located north of the airport runway and south of the 

Santa Ynez River channel. The previous mitigation plantings required site preparation that included 

clearing of vegetation and nonnative weedy plants, and limited disking, all of which was completed. 

Prior restoration plantings included Fremont cottonwood (Populus fremontii) and elderberry (Sambucus 

mexicanus) as container plants, and cuttings of arroyo narrowleaf, leaf willow, and red willows (Salix 

lasiolepis, S. exigua, and S. laevigata, respectively). However, those plantings did not survive. Due to the 

failures of those plantings,, funds of approximately $76,000 were repaid to the City by the contractor 

responsible for that replanting.  The City still has those funds. 

If a determination is made the City remains obligated to again make efforts to accomplish those 

replantings as described in the Runway Expansion Mitigation pursuant to Stream Alteration Agreement 

(SAA) No. 5-2001-0252 with the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW), then that funding is 

available for that. 

As noted in the Draft EIR (page 4.9-36), implementation of the proposed Project would utilize the area 

set aside for Runway Expansion Mitigation Project.  

Loss of the 7.1 acres on site would preclude the City from again providing for that replanting. If that 

mitigation is still required, then that would result in a significant impact. 

Given the motorsports park would occupy most of the area initially identified to accomplish the 

restoration effort associated with the Airport Runway Expansion Project, the City would be required to 

reestablish a mitigation area at another location. 
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The Draft EIR (page 4.9-38) identifies the following mitigation measure if that replanting requirement is 

still applicable: 

MM 4.9-7  The City shall identify an alternate site to implement the mitigation biological mitigation 

(7.1 acres) required under part of the Runway Expansion Mitigation Project pursuant to 

the Stream Alteration Agreement (SAA) No. 5-2001-0252 with the California 

Department of Fish and Wildlife. 

With implementation of Mitigation Measure MM 4.9-7, impacts related to the loss of the mitigation 

area would be reduced to less than significant. 

It should be noted, if that replanting is still required, then any future mitigation site may be subject to 

review and approval by CDFW and would be subject to the conditions of SAA No. 5-2001-0252. CDFW 

may request additional conditions if an alternate location other than the original mitigation site is 

utilized. 

TOPICAL RESPONSE 7: NOISE  

This topical response has been prepared to address the comments received related to noise. Specifically, 

the comments expressed concerns related to methodology and compatibility with the City of Lompoc’s 

General Plan Noise Element 

Several comments were received on those issues related to the type and level of noise that would be 

generated by the proposed uses within the Motorsports Park (“Project Site”). This topical response 

provides clarifications and information related to the methodology developed to analyze potential noise 

impacts, the particular sources of noise most likely to affect uses surrounding the proposed Project site, 

and the various measures and alternatives considered in the Draft EIR that could reduce potential noise 

impacts generated by the proposed Project. 

The primary characteristic of noise generated during proposed Project implementation would be from 

operation of a variety of drag strip, off-highway-vehicles (OHV), and non-racing events. The noise 

analysis provided in the Draft EIR analyzed the potential individual and cumulative effect of those events 

on areas adjacent to the proposed Project site. The study area used for modeling was limited to within 

the proposed Project vicinity where ambient measurements were taken. As shown in Figure 4.10-5 of 

the Draft EIR, the study area ranged from approximately 1.15 miles to the north, approximately 0.7 

miles to the south, approximately 0.95 miles to the east, and approximately 1.0 mile to the west. The 

nearest residential sleeping facility to the proposed Project site is approximately 0.3 miles to the 
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southeast (residential area), approximately 0.4 miles to the south (hotel), and approximately 0.6 miles 

to the northeast (La Purisima Highlands). 

Methodology 

Existing Off-Site Roadway Noise Levels 

Existing roadway noise levels were modeled using the Federal Highway Administration Highway 

Prediction Noise Model (FHWA-RD-77-108). The model calculates the average noise levels in dB(A) CNEL 

at a given roadway segment based on traffic volumes, vehicle mix, average speeds, roadway geometry, 

and site conditions. The noise model assumes a “hard” site condition (i.e., providing for the minimum 

amount of sound attenuated allowed by the traffic noise model, a 6.0 dB(A) noise reduction per 

doubling of distance), and no barriers between the roadway and receivers. Traffic noise levels were 

calculated for sensitive receptors at a distance of 75 feet from the center of the roadway. The average 

daily trips (ADTs) for those local roadway segments were obtained from the traffic impact analysis for 

the proposed Project prepared by Associated Transportation Engineers10 (see Appendix 4.13). 

Construction Noise 

The construction noise modeled is based on information obtained from the Federal Transit 

Administration (FTA) Roadway Nosie Construction Model (RNCM). The FHWA has compiled data on 

noise-generating characteristics of specific types of construction equipment.11 To identify the maximum 

construction noise impacts, under a reasonable worst-case scenario, it is assumed many pieces of heavy 

-duty equipment would operate simultaneously in close proximity to noise-sensitive receptors. In a 

realistic scenario, all construction equipment would not operate at the same time nor would their 

proximity be close to each other. 

Equipment Utilized 

The sound level meters (SLMs) used to conduct the ambient and simulated noise monitoring events 

were Type 1 (precision) Larson Davis Model 831 SLMs. Those meters meet all requirements of American 

National Standards Institute (ANSI) S1.4-1983 and ANSI1.43-1997 Type 1 Standards, as well as 

International Electrotechnical Commission (IEC) IEC61672-1 Ed. 1.0, IEC60651 Ed 1.2, and IEC60804 Type 

                                                                 

10  Associated Transportation Engineers, Lompoc Motorsports Project Traffic, Circulation, and Parking Study, (March 17, 
2016). 

11  Federal Highway Administration, Roadway Noise Construction Model (RNCM), Software Version 1.1 (December 8, 2008). 
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1, Group X standards. The SLMs were located approximately 5 feet above ground and were covered with 

a Larson Davis windscreen. The SLMs were field calibrated with an external calibrator prior to operation. 

Ambient Noise Monitoring 

As shown in Figure 4.10-4 of the Draft EIR, Noise Monitoring Locations, ambient noise measurements 

were undertaken to establish existing noise levels at various locations in the proximity to the proposed 

Project site. The monitoring was conducted to collect data on ambient noise sources within the 

proposed Project site, including road traffic and operation of the Lompoc Airport and Skydive Santa 

Barbara. Measurements were coordinated with Skydive Santa Barbara and were collected with aircraft 

takeoff/landing and without aircraft takeoff/landing to categorize the existing ambient noise 

environment. The monitoring area was comprised of several locations based on the proposed types of 

activities within the proposed Project site and potential changes in traffic associated with the proposed 

Project during operation.  

As shown in Figure 4.10-5, Location of Sensitive Receptors, in the Draft EIR, noise measurements at 

nearby sensitive receptors were collected in accordance with guidance provided in the FTA document 

Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment.12 Sensitive receptors are identified as residences or 

places where people typically sleep and are designated as Category 2 in the Transit Noise and Vibration 

Impact Assessment.  

Ambient noise monitoring was undertaken on Wednesday, February 17, 2016 to establish existing noise 

levels at various locations in proximity of the proposed Project site. The monitoring was conducted to 

collect data on ambient noise sources within the proposed Project site. As discussed in Section 4.10 of 

the Draft EIR, monitoring was conducted at five locations through a series of short-term (15-minute) 

measurements for the AM peak hours (7:00 AM to 9:00 AM). Some measurements were outside of the 

AM peak hour as one meter was used throughout the measurement period to collect data. Data 

collection occurred over 4 hours and; therefore, certain measurements were collected outside the AM 

peak hour. The following locations included: 

1. Site 1 is located on the northwest corner of Central Avenue and H Street, southeast of the 

proposed Project site. The closest residences are located approximately 700 feet to the east and 

west along Central Avenue. In addition, residences are located along Central Avenue and H 

Street/State Route 1 where the dominant noise sources includes vehicular traffic and aircraft 

                                                                 

12  Department of Transportation, Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment, May 2006. 
http://www.fta.dot.gov/documents/FTA_Noise_and_Vibration_Manual.pdf. 
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operations from Lompoc Airport and Skydive Santa Barbara. Measurements at Site 1 were taken 

from 9:03 AM to 9:18 AM. 

2. Site 2 is located on the corner of George Miller Drive and H Street, east of the proposed Project 

site. The closest sensitive receptor (hotel) is located approximately 900 feet to the south along 

North H Street/ SR 1. The dominant noise source in this area include vehicular traffic along 

North H Street and aircraft operations from Lompoc Airport. In addition, three (3) small 

airplanes took off from the runway between the time period 8:38 AM to 8:47 AM. 

Measurements at Site 2 were taken from 8:35 AM to 8:51 AM. 

3. Site 3 is located along the Alan Hancock College Bike Path, north of the Project site. Site 3 is 

surrounded with vacant agricultural land with the nearest residences located approximately 

1,500 feet to the east. The dominant noise source in this area included agricultural equipment 

and aircraft operations from Lompoc Airport. Measurements at Site 3 were taken between 9:57 

AM and 10:12 AM. 

4. Site 4 is located along North H Street/SR 1, north east of the Project site. The closest residences 

are located within the La Purisima Highlands neighborhood approximately 225 feet to the east 

along North H Street/SR 1. The dominant noise source in this area included vehicular traffic 

along North H Street/SR 1 and aircraft operations from the Lompoc Airport. It is important to 

note, noise measurements at Site 4 were conducted between 7:54 AM and 11:34 AM. During 

this time period, noise levels from aircraft takeoff from Skydive Santa Barbara were captured at 

8:13 AM.  

5. Site 5 is located in an agricultural/dairy farm, west of the proposed Project site. Site 5 is covered 

by a large agricultural field to the south. The closest residences are located approximately 150 

feet to the north. The dominant noise source in this area included agricultural equipment and 

aircraft operations from the Lompoc Airport. Measurements at Site 5 were taken between 9:32 

AM to 9:47 AM. 

In addition, noise monitoring was undertaken on Wednesday, March 30, 2016 to establish existing noise 

levels from flight operations generating from Skydive Santa Barbara. As shown in Section 4.10, Table 

4.10-4 of the Draft EIR (page 4.10-11), aircraft takeoff, flight, and landing noise measurements were 

taken at Site 4 between 10:51 AM to 12:28 PM. 

Drag Strip Vehicle Noise Intensity 

To assess the anticipated noise levels from the drag strip portion of the proposed Project, several 

measurements were conducted on the proposed Project site on February 17, 2016, between 10:47 AM 
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and 11:18 AM. To quantify specific engine noise from the types of vehicles that would use the drag strip, 

controlled vehicle engine tests were conducted. Four types of race vehicles were brought on site that 

ranged from 2,000 to 3,500 pounds in weight and 450 to 700 horsepower, respectively.  

A SLM was placed approximately 15 feet from the individual test vehicle and engines were accelerated 

and decelerated for 5 minutes to simulate race conditions. An additional SLM was placed off-site (Site 4 

as shown in Figure 4.10-5 in the Draft EIR) during the simulations to account for noise attenuation from 

the proposed Project site.  

The 5-minute simulation was completed for four separate times for each test vehicle (a total of 16 test 

simulations). The vehicles remained stationary while the engines were accelerated and decelerated. An 

additional simulation was conducted that included the simultaneous acceleration and deceleration of 

the two loudest race vehicles (532 and 632 horsepower) to simulate drag race conditions. Noise 

measurements onsite of the simultaneous acceleration and deceleration of the two loudest race 

vehicles had a peak maximum noise level of 104.6 dB(A). Furthermore, the noise levels measured with 

the additional SLM at Site 4 during the controlled vehicle engine tests were 63.4 dB(A). 

SoundPLAN Noise Model 

Noise impacts that would be generated by implementation of the proposed Project were assessed using 

modeling techniques to estimate the potential increase in noise that would result from operation of the 

proposed Project. As discussed in Section 4.10 of the Draft EIR (page 4.10-28), the SoundPLAN noise 

model was utilized to calculate noise impacts from the operation of the proposed Project to sensitive 

receptors near the proposed Project site. The SoundPLAN model accounts for various inputs to analyze 

the topography; weather; vegetation; vehicle traffic; existing and proposed noise sources; propagation 

from buildings; and barriers to depict noise contours at varying distances.  

The SoundPLAN model can include real world noise levels and contains noise data in a reference library. 

The OHV noise levels utilized in the model included noise levels of 114.2 dB(A) per vehicle at a pass-by 

distance of 100 feet.  

It is important to note the measured noise for the on-site drag strip vehicle noise tests resulted in a peak 

maximum level of 104.6 dB(A), lower than the reference source in the SoundPLAN reference library. 

Therefore, the noise source from the SoundPLAN reference library was used to simulate a worst-case 

condition. 
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As discussed in Section 4.10 of the Draft EIR (page 4.10-28), the SoundPLAN noise model included the 

following assumptions and combinations for the various types of motorized events anticipated from the 

proposed Project to occur on site,: 

Drag Strip Racing 

 Two (2) vehicles were simulated for a distance of 1,775 feet along the proposed drag strip. Noise 

levels for each vehicle were 114.2 dB(A) at a pass-by distance of 100 feet. 

Drag Strip Racing and OHV Trail Ride Area 

 Two (2) vehicles were simulated for a distance of 1,775 feet along the proposed drag strip. Noise 

levels for each vehicle were 114.2 dB(A) at a pass-by distance of 100 feet.  

 The proposed OHV Trail Ride area was defined as an area source with a noise level of 114.2 

dB(A) at a pass-by distance of 100 feet. 

OHV Riding 

 10 vehicles with a noise level of 114.2 dB(A), each at a pass-by distance of 100 feet, were equally 

spread within the oval track layout. 

 14 vehicles with a noise level of 114.2 dB(A), each at a pass-by distance of 100 feet, were equally 

spread within the endurocross layout. 

 8 vehicles with a noise level of 114.2 dB(A), each at a pass-by distance of 100 feet, were equally 

spread within the arena cross layout.  

 24 vehicles with a noise level of 114.2 dB(A), each at a pass-by distance of 100 feet, were equally 

spread within the motocross/mud bog and sand drag lanes. 

To simulate the maximum motorized events under a worst-case scenario, it is assumed those events 

would be operating continuously between 7:00 AM to 10:00 PM. 

Stationary Sources 

As discussed in Section 4.10 of the Draft EIR (page 4.10-28), other stationary noise sources were 

evaluated by identifying noise levels from stationary sources such as noises from pedestrians and a 

public address (PA) system. Noise during those events is highly variable and dependent on the type and 

level of activity within the proposed Project site. The Draft EIR (page 4.10-28) notes from observations 

and measurements at similar facilities and events, the following assumptions were made: 
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 PA systems can create higher sound levels than typical crowd reactions. PA noise (commentary, 

announcements, etc.) occurs far more often than crowd cheers. However, a typical motorsports 

park event would not likely use the PA system for more than just spoken content. As such, 

impacts from PA systems would be minimal and have been incorporated into the analysis. 

 Cheering is highly variable, depending on the particular moment-to-moment activity. 

Overall, those sources are part of the traffic and operation noise source and as such contribute to the 

overall noise emanating from the proposed Project. 

Generator Noise 

As shown in Section 4.10 of the Draft EIR (Figure 4.10-7), noise levels associated with onsite generators 

would range between 72 to 82 dB(A) at 50 feet. Those noise sources would be primarily located internal 

to the proposed Project site. The 72 to 82 dB(A) noise levels would occur primarily in the proposed 

Parking Areas and along the pedestrian path within the proposed Project site.  

Summary 

As shown in Section 4.10 of the Draft EIR (page 4.10-36), the highest increases occurred during the 

proposed Drag Strip Racing and OHV Trail ride events, with exterior noise levels increased by 2.2 dB(A) 

at nearby sensitive receptors when compared to the existing noise levels. The noise level from the 

proposed Project would increase existing noise levels by less than 3 dB(A), which is the range in the 

change in noise levels that is generally perceptible level that human hearing can detect. The Draft EIR 

determined, based on the increase being less than the 3 dB(A), noise during the operational phase 

would result in a less than significant impact. 

City of Lompoc General Plan Noise Element 

Comments were raised regarding consistency of the proposed Project to policies contained within the 

City’s General Plan Noise Element. This topical response has been prepared to address those comments. 

The policies applicable to the proposed Project as identified in the Noise Element include: 

 Policy 1.1 requires each land use maintain noise levels at their property line in compliance with 

City standards 

 Policy 1.2 requires a priority upon control of noise at the noise source. 

 Policy 2.1 requires noise standards presented in table entitled “Interior and Exterior Noise 

Standards” in determining land use designations and maximum noise levels allowable for new 
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developments. In situations of overlapping Noise Standards, the lower noise level standard shall 

apply, unless it can be found the circumstances of the proposed Project would allow for a less 

conservative interpretation based on the specific type of use, the benefits of the proposed 

Project, and the ability to mitigation noise impacts. 

 Policy 2.3 requires minimization of noise exposure in the vicinity of the Lompoc Airport by 

maintaining consistency with the adopted Lompoc Airport Master Plan 

 Policy 2.4 requires enforcement of the City Noise Ordinance to minimize noise conflicts between 

adjacent land uses. The Noise Ordinance establishes noise limits that cannot be exceeded at the 

property line. 

Section 4.10 of the Draft EIR provides reference to the City of Lompoc 2030 General Plan Noise Element. 

As shown in Table 4.10-7 of the Draft EIR (page 4.10-22), the City’s General Plan Noise Element contains 

noise guidelines and policies that establish noise levels for different land uses.13  

As indicated in the 2030 General Plan Noise Element, the maximum exterior sound level acceptable for 

commercial and industrial areas, specifically for manufacturing and agricultural is 75 dB(A) Ldn, for retail 

and restaurant is 65 dB(A) Ldn, for motel is 60 dB(A) Ldn and for residential areas, specifically, single-

family is 60 dB(A) Ldn. The maximum acceptable interior noise level for manufacturing and agricultural is 

65 dB(A) Ldn, retail and restaurant is 55 dB(A) Ldn motel is 45 dB(A) Ldn and for single-family is 45 dB(A) 

Ldn.  

Further, the Draft EIR (page 4.10-24) identifies and incorporates the City’s Noise Ordinance into the 

analysis. Consistency with the City’s Noise Ordinance ensures consistency with Policy 1.1 and 1.2 of the 

General Plan Noise Element. Currently, the Noise Ordinance does not include quantitative standards or 

thresholds of significance for construction noise, steady-state sources of noise, and periodic sources of 

noise such as vehicle loading. It does address noise sources originating from businesses and includes 

various standards to consider whether a violation occurs. Those standards include intensity, the nature 

of the source, the origin of the source, background noise, proximity to residential sleeping facilities, 

zoning of the area of the source, time the noise occurs, duration of noise, whether it is recurrent, 

intermittent, or constant and if it produced by a commercial or noncommercial activity.  

                                                                 

13  City of Lompoc, 2030 General Plan, “Noise Element.”  
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Event Noise 

As discussed in Section 3.0 and Section 4.10 (page 4.10-35), the Drag Racing scenario would include two 

vehicles and would take place approximately 20 times per hour, with race duration lasting 

approximately 5 to 12 seconds. Noise levels would last between 100 seconds (1.5 minutes) to 240 

seconds (3 minutes) in each hour, or a total of 27 to 64 minutes during an event day between 6:00 AM 

and 10:00 PM, when lights are installed.  

The Drag Strip/OHV Trail Ride Area scenario would include drag strip activities and OHV activities in the 

trail ride area. Similar to the Drag Strip only scenario, noise levels would range between 1.5 to 3 minutes 

in each event hour, or a total of 27 to 64 minutes during an event day.  

The OHV Riding scenario includes OHV activities within the oval track, motocross, endurocross, and 

arenacross riding. The oval track would feature 10 OHVs and would take place 6 times per hour, with 

race duration lasting approximately 2 minutes each. Noise levels would last approximately 12 minutes in 

each hour, or approximately 168 minutes (2.8 hours) each event day, which is 14 hours long. The 

arenacross would feature 8 OHVs and would take place 5 times per hour, with race duration lasting 

approximately 10 minutes each. Noise levels would last approximately 50 minutes in each hour, or 

approximately 700 minutes (11.7 hours) each event day. The motocross would feature 24 OHVs and 

would take place approximately 4 times per hour lasting approximately 15 minutes each. Endurocross 

would feature 16 OHVs and would take place approximately 4 times per hour lasting approximately 15 

minutes each. Noise levels during both the motorcross and endurocross could last for the full event day 

during each hour. 

As discussed in Section 4.10, the Off-Highway Motor Vehicle Recreation Act of 200314 establishes 

standards for regulating noise levels generated from the operation of motor vehicles. Specifically, OHVs 

manufactured on or after January 1, 1998, shall be limited to not more than 96 dB, and if manufactured 

prior to January 1, 1998, to not more than 101 dB, when measured from a distance of 20 inches. As the 

facility would be able to control the use of vehicle, it was assumed they would prohibit any vehicles 

retrofitted with after-market mufflers and that did not meet manufacturers’ specifications. 

The Draft EIR indicated a significant impact would occur if proposed Project operations cause the 

exterior noise levels at a lot property line for a noise-sensitive use to exceed 60 dB(A) where ambient 

noise levels are below 60 dB(A) CNEL or proposed Project operations cause the ambient noise level 

                                                                 

14  California Vehicle Code, sec. 38370(h) (2003). 

Meridian Consultants 
054-003-13

Lompoc Motorsports Project Final EIR 
November 2016

2.0-37



2.0 Responses to Comments 

 

measured at the property line of the affected noise-sensitive uses to increase by 3 dB(A) where the 

existing exterior noise level already exceeds the City’s exterior noise standard. As noted in Section 4.10 

of the Draft EIR (Table 4.10-10, Table 4.10-11, and Table 4.10-12), offsite noise level increases at nearby 

sensitive receptors would be 2.0 dB(A) for the OHV Riding (spring) scenario and 2.2 dB(A) for both the 

Drag Strip Racing and Drag Strip Racing/OHV Trail Ride Area (spring) scenarios.  

Consistent with the standards in the City’s Noise Ordinance, the proposed Project would operate 

between 6:00 AM and 10:00 PM on the weekends and after 4:00 PM on the weekdays. Noise from use 

of the site by motorized vehicle and other sources could occur from several minutes over the course of 

an hour up each event day.  

As mentioned in the Topical Response for Land Use Compatibility, the proposed project is considered a 

recreational activity (noncommercial) located within a Public Facility Zone. Increase in noise levels have 

been estimated (see discussion on methodology and modeling above) to be below the 3 dB(A) when 

ambient noise levels are above 60 dB(A) exterior standards. As previously indicated, the City’s exterior 

noise threshold is 60 dB(A) for motel and single-family uses and the interior noise threshold is 45 dB(A) 

for these same uses. As such, the Project would be consistent with Policy 1.1, Policy 2.1, and Policy 2.4 

of the Noise Element in compliance with City standards.  

Construction Noise 

As mentioned in Section 4.10 of the Draft EIR (page 4.10-29-30), recommended noise attenuation 

techniques and proposed Project Design Features are listed for implementation during the proposed 

Project’s related construction activities to minimize or avoid potential noise impacts to nearby sensitive 

receptors. Those recommendations are consistent with Policy 1.2 of the Noise Element, which includes 

construction best management practices (BMPs) to be implemented by contractors to reduce 

construction noise levels. Furthermore, operation of the proposed Project would be required to meet 

the levels established in the Off-Highway Motor Vehicle Recreation Act of 2003 for regulating noise 

levels generated from the operation of motor vehicles. Accordingly, the proposed Project would be 

consistent with Policy 1.2. 

Roadway Noise 

The proposed Project interior noise levels would be attenuated by 17 to 25 dB(A) from outdoor noise 

levels with the windows closed and open. As mentioned in Section 4.10 of the Draft EIR (page 4.10-32), 

the maximum roadway noise levels occur along N. H Street north of George Miller Drive and are 

approximately 67.4 dB(A). It should be noted residential uses along Central Avenue and N. H Street are 

separated from adjacent roadways by 5-foot-high masonry walls which would further attenuate noise 
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levels by 5 dB(A).15 In addition, those residential uses are also separated by a planted buffer strip, 

providing a reduction of 3 to 5 dB(A) per 100 feet.16 Assuming minimum attenuation of 5 dB(A) 

associated with the solid walls and 3 dB(A) from the plantings, interior noise levels would be below the 

45 dB(A) threshold for residential, commercial, and industrial uses with the windows open and closed. 

As such, the proposed Project would be consistent with Policy 2.1 of the Noise Element and not exceed 

the interior and exterior noise standards. 

Mitigation Measures 

Mitigation measures have been identified to reduce impacts by restricting structures’ heights, 

eliminating potentially hazardous skydive drop zone areas, and restricting skydive operation times so 

proposed land use conflicts associated with the proposed Project do not occur. Noise levels emanating 

from the proposed Project site would fall within City standards. Accordingly, the proposed Project would 

be consistent with Policy 2.3. 

Conclusion 

As identified in Section 4.10 of the Draft EIR, construction activities would occur within the least noise-

sensitive portion of the day, between 7:00 AM and 9:00 PM, in accordance with the Lompoc Municipal 

Code. Furthermore, best management practices would be implemented during construction to the 

extent feasible. As such, construction impacts would be less than significant. 

As identified in Section 4.10 of the Draft EIR, a significant impact would occur if proposed Project 

operation cause(i)  the exterior noise levels at a lot property line for a noise-sensitive use to exceed 60 

dB(A) where ambient noise levels are below 60 dB(A) CNEL or  (ii) the ambient noise level measured at 

the property line of the affected noise-sensitive uses to increase by 3 dB(A) where the existing exterior 

noise level already exceeds the City’s exterior noise standard. As analyzed in Section 4.10 of the Draft 

EIR, operational noise impacts were determined not to exceed thresholds and therefore, impacts would 

be less than significant. Further, the Draft EIR determined the proposed Project would be consistent 

with the applicable Policies.  

TOPICAL RESPONSE 8: SKYDIVE LANDING ZONE 

Comments were received on the proposed Project’s potential impacts to the existing operations of 

Skydive Santa Barbara (SDSB), located at the Lompoc Airport. Concerns were raised regarding how the 

                                                                 

15  Federal Highway Administration, Highway Noise Fundamentals (1980), 18. 

16  Federal Highway Administration, The Audible Landscape.  
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proposed motorsports park would affect the existing skydiving activities and drop zone. A topical 

response has been prepared to address the skydive and drop zone issues raised in those comments.  

As noted in the comments, SDSB operates from the Lompoc Airport and currently utilizes an area 

approximately 250 feet wide and 500 feet long for a pea gravel landing area. As identified in the 2011 

Federal Aviation Administration (FAA)–approved Airport Layout Plan (ALP), a specific skydive landing 

area is not distinguished. Instead, the ALP shows an arrow directed at a general area within the eastern 

portion of the proposed Project site. SDSB operates 7 days a week, closing only on Christmas Day. 

During the last calendar year, SDSB flew 1,941 loads and completed 20,846 drops. In addition, SDSB is 

considered one of the leading tandem operations in southern California with 8,300 tandem jumps 

completed in 2015.  

The proposed Project provides for maintaining skydive operations and includes two drop zones. As 

noted in Section 3.0, Project Description, of the Draft EIR, the proposed drop zones include an irregularly 

shaped area of 275 feet by 500 feet, or an approximate area of 137,500 square feet, relocated to the 

eastern portion of the proposed Project site, adjacent to and west of the proposed trail ride area. 

Improvements to the proposed drop zone area include vegetation clearance. The second drop zone 

proposed would be 250 feet by 600 feet, or an approximate area of 150,000 square feet, with a 

trapezoidal northwest corner, located at the west end of the runway to meet the size requirements for 

sanctioned, United Parachute Association Class B and Class C license holders.  

As noted in the Draft EIR, the applicant has identified the 250-by-600-foot trapezoidal drop zone located 

at the western end of Runway 7/25 as a potential hazard and a significant impact. As such, the Draft EIR 

Section 4.9, Land Use, suggests that this drop zone be eliminated (see Mitigation Measure MM 4.9-4).  

In addition to the removal of the 250-by-600-foot drop zone proposed at the west end of Runway 7/25, 

the proposed Project would relocate the existing skydive drop zone to an area to the east and north of 

the fenced airport property, and slightly to the east of its current location.  

The ALP for Lompoc Airport identifies an area north of the security fence and south of the Santa Ynez 

River as a drop zone for skydiving purposes. However, as mentioned above, the ALP does not designate 

the size or provide any parameter for the drop zone on the ALP. The City of Lompoc has recently defined 

the area of the existing drop zone as 190,000 square feet, and its location is shown on Figure 2.0-2, 

Existing Sky Dive Landing Area, of the Final EIR. As proposed in the Draft EIR and previously noted, the 

current drop zone was 125,000 square feet, and the relocated drop zone would be 137,500 square feet. 

Accordingly, the relocated drop zone would be 12,500 square feet larger than the current drop zone.  
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Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR), Part 105,17 governs parachute operations in the 

United States, except those conducted for in-flight emergency or military operations in uncontrolled 

airspace. FAA Advisory Circular 105-2D, Sport Parachuting,18 emphasizes that the FAA recognizes sport 

parachuting, or skydiving, as an aeronautical activity and that airports accepting federal funding need to 

accommodate the activity unless the FAA deems it incompatible. Under the Skydiver Safety section of 

the Advisory Circular, the FAA recommends parachute landing areas (PLAs) “remain unobstructed, with 

sufficient minimum radial distances to the nearest hazard.” As noted in FAA Circular DOT/FAA/AR-1130, 

landing zones (i.e. drop zones or PLAs) have minimum requirements that vary depending on the 

classification of the parachute activity. For students/training, the minimum PLA is 338,000 square feet; 

for tandem jumpers, the minimum PLA is 84,500 square feet; and for all other activities, the PLA is 5,000 

square feet.  

 Lompoc Airport is subject to FAA review for parachuting as a result of accepting funds for the previous 

runway expansion in 2003.  

The Draft EIR (pages 4.9-35–36) states: 

Relocating the DZ to the western end of Runway 7/25 would result in potentially 
significant impacts because of potential risks for skydivers to miss the landing area and 
potentially interfere with Airport operations. That is especially true if skydiving activities 
occur outside the days noted on FAA Form 5010 Airport Master Record currently in place 
for LPC. Those impacts would be potentially significant. 

The Draft EIR includes the following mitigation measure to reduce that significant impact: 

MM 4.9-4  The applicant shall either: 

 Eliminate the proposed sky diving drop zone (DZ) area on the western end of 
Runway 7/25 prior to operation of the proposed Project; or 

 Identify an alternative location for use as a DZ outside of any FAA restrictive use 
zones (i.e., Approach/Departure or Transitional Zones) for the proposed DZ area on 
the western end of Runway 7/25 prior to operation of the proposed Project; or 

                                                                 

17  Federal Aviation Administration (FAA), Code of Federal Regulations (CFR), tit. 14, pt. 105. 

18  Federal Aviation Administration (FAA), Advisory Circular 105-2D, Sport Parachuting, May 18, 2011. 
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 For any DZ located with a designated FAA restrictive use area, the City shall submit a 
request to FAA for review and approval of such use and incorporation into the 
Airport Layout Plan (ALP) prior to prior to operation of the proposed Project. 

With regard to the relocated drop zone north of the security fence area, the Draft EIR (page 4.9-35) 

states: 

Reconfiguring the area currently available to skydivers from 250 feet wide and 500 feet 
long to the irregularly shaped 275 feet by 500 feet wide area would not result in 
significant impacts because the proposed Project is not proposing a reduction in size. In 
addition, the western proposed DZ (250 by 600 feet) would not result in a reduction in 
area for skydive landing. The proposed relocated DZ is considered an acceptable location 
under the FAA Guidelines. However, relocation of the DZs increases the risk for 
“cutaways” or faulty chutes that have been detached to drift across active airport 
operation areas putting both the skydivers and aircraft at risk. Transient pilots, those 
who are not based or familiar with the airport, are of special concern to those risks as 
they may not be as familiar with the airport’s operations, including skydiving, or its 
adjacent facilities. 

Further, the Draft EIR (page 4.9-38) notes: “For any DZ located with a designated FAA restrictive use 
area, the City shall submit a request to FAA for review and approval of such use and incorporation into 
the Airport Layout Plan (ALP) prior to prior to operation of the proposed Project.” (see Mitigation 
Measure MM 4.9.4). 

The Draft EIR concludes, because the relocation of the skydiving drop zone is subject to FAA review and 
approval, if approved, then the proposed Project would comply with FAA regulations for PLA and, as 
such, would result in less than significant impacts to skydiving operations at the Lompoc Airport. 
Further, by maintaining skydiving operations at the airport, there would not be any impact to the 
existing skydiving operations.   
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FIGURE 2.0-2

054-003-15

SOURCE: City of Lompoc - 2016

NCurrently Available - 190,000 sq. ft.



2.0 Response to Comments
Letter No. 1

Meridian Consultants 
054-003-13

Lompoc Motorsports Project Final EIR 
November 2016

2.0-44



2.0 Response to Comments
Letter No. 1

Meridian Consultants 
054-003-13

Lompoc Motorsports Project Final EIR 
November 2016

2.0-45



2.0 Response to Comments
Letter No. 1

Meridian Consultants 
054-003-13

Lompoc Motorsports Project Final EIR 
November 2016

2.0-46



2.0 Response to Comments
Letter No. 1

Meridian Consultants 
054-003-13

Lompoc Motorsports Project Final EIR 
November 2016

2.0-47



2.0 Responses to Comments 

 

Letter No. 1:  Philip Crimmins, Aviation Environmental Specialist, California Department of 
Transportation, July 18, 2016 

Response 1-1 

The City of Lompoc recognizes the role of the Division of Aeronautics in airport-related compatible land 

use issues and acknowledges the California Airport Land Use Planning Handbook published by the 

Division of Aeronautics should be utilized as a resource in the preparation of environmental documents 

for projects within airport comprehensive land use plan boundaries.  

In the case of the Lompoc Airport, and to reduce the risk of airport-related safety hazards, land uses and 

development proposals near the airport are reviewed by the Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC) for 

consistency with the Santa Barbara County Airport Land Use Plan. The Santa Barbara County Airport 

Land Use Plan is consistent with the consideration of land use compatibility issues outlined in the 

California Airport Land Use Planning Handbook. According to the most recent Airport Land Use Plan 

applicable to Lompoc Airport and the draft plan currently being prepared, the existing and future land 

uses around the airport associated with the proposed Project are considered safe land uses. 

The Draft EIR addresses concerns related to the placement of uses in the various safety zones identified 

by the comment in Topical Response 5, Land Use Compatibility, and Topical Response 1, Airport Safety. 

Response 1-2 

FAA Circular 150/5300-13A, Airport Design, recommends the standards and recommendations in that 

Advisory Circular (AC) for use in the design of civil airports. In general, use of the AC is not mandatory. 

The standards and recommendations contained in the AC may be used by certificated airports to satisfy 

specific requirements of Title 14 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 139, Certification of Airports, 

subparts C (Airport Certification Manual) and D (Operations). Use of the AC is mandatory for all projects 

funded with federal grant monies through the Airport Improvement Program (AIP) and/or with revenue 

from the Passenger Facility Charges (PFC) Program. 

Topical Response 5, Land Use Compatibility, also addresses airport land use concerns. 

Response 1-3 

FAA Circular 150/5370-2E, Operational Safety On Airports during Construction, sets forth guidelines for 

operational safety on airports during construction. The AC notes Hazardous practices and marginal 

conditions created by construction activities can decrease or jeopardize operational safety on airports. 

To minimize disruption of normal aircraft operations and to avoid situations that compromise the 

airport’s operational safety, the airport operator must carefully plan, schedule, and coordinate 

construction activities. An airport operator, in this case the City of Lompoc, has overall responsibility for 
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construction activities on at Lompoc Airport. That includes the predesign, design, preconstruction, 

construction, and inspection phases. The AC places on the airport operator, any contractors, and 

tenants, their respective obligations under the AC, including the development of Construction Safety 

Plans. 

The AC further notes airport operators are responsible for closely monitoring tenant and construction 

contractor activity during the construction project to ensure continual compliance with all safety and 

security requirements. Airports subject to 49 CFR part 1542, Airport Security, must meet standards for 

access control, movement of ground vehicles, and identification of construction contractor and tenant 

personnel. Airport operators—or tenants having construction on their leased properties—should use 

the recommendation in AC 150/5300-9, Predesign, Prebid, and Preconstruction Conferences for Airport 

Grant Projects, during construction. The airport operator, tenants, and construction contractors should 

integrate operational safety requirements into their planning and work schedules as early as practical. 

For certain airport projects, 14 CFR part 77 requires notification to the FAA. Also, any person proposing 

any kind of construction or alteration of objects that affect navigable airspace, as defined in 14 CFR part 

77 must notify the FAA. 

California Public Utilities Code Section 21659 reaffirms the above FAA guidance in stating (a) no person 

shall construct or alter any structure or permit any natural growth to grow at a height which exceeds the 

obstruction standards set forth in the regulations of the FAA relating to objects affecting navigable 

airspace contained in Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations, Part 77, Subpart C, unless a permit 

allowing the construction, alteration, or growth is issued by the department, and (b) the permit is not 

required if the FAA has determined the construction, alteration, or growth does not constitute a hazard 

to air navigation or would not create an unsafe condition for air navigation. Subdivision (a), above, does 

not apply to a pole, pole line, distribution or transmission tower, or tower line or substation of a public 

utility. 

The Draft EIR (Section 4.9, Land Use, on page 4.9-27) notes the proposed Project site is located within 

both the northern Transitional and Horizontal Surfaces of LPC as designated by FAR Part 77 (see Draft 

EIR Figure 4.9-5). The Draft EIR further notes the various FAA requirements within those zones (see 

pages 4.9-27 to 30) and the potential impacts that the proposed Project may have regarding intrusions 

into airspace. 

The Draft EIR identifies mitigation as follows to reduce the impacts that may result: 
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MM 4.9-1 Prior to the issuance of grading and building permits, the applicant shall: 
 Restrict the height of the lighting standards, including any overhang such as 

light shielding, fixtures, etc. such that they do not penetrate the Transitional 
Surface; 

or  

 Submit all structures to the FAA for an obstruction evaluation (OE) and 
comply with all FAA requirements resulting from the OE. 

The applicant and City will comply with requirements of the FAA. That would include submission of any 
notices. 

Response 1-4 

The Draft EIR provides a detailed analysis of Noise (see Section 4.10). The Draft EIR determined impacts 

associated with noise would be less than significant. 

Response 1-5 

The applicant and City will comply with requirements of the FAA. That would include submission of any 
notices. 

Response 1-6 

The California Public Utilities Code section 21688 notes: (a) no payments shall be made from the 

Aeronautics Account for expenditure on any airport or for the acquisition or development of any airport, 

if the department determines the height restrictions around the airport are inadequate to provide 

reasonable assurance the landing and taking off of aircraft at the airport will be conducted without 

obstruction or will be otherwise free from hazards. Height restrictions shall be considered adequate if at 

a minimum they meet the obstruction standards of subchapter C of Part 77 of the Federal Aviation 

Regulations, as those standards apply to civil airport imaginary surfaces related to runways. The airport-

owning entity (in this case the City of Lompoc) shall have sufficient control over obstructions in the 

airspace in the vicinity of the airport to assure height restrictions can be maintained. That control may 

be in the form of ownership of any land from which obstructions may rise, air navigation easements to 

guarantee maintenance of restrictions, or height limitation or land use zoning which will prohibit 

obstructions which would violate the obstruction standards; and (b) that section shall not prevent or 

prohibit the Caltrans from assisting any public agency or public entity in planning airport development 

or in planning the zoning needs around an airport. 

The City is aware of the requirements of Section 21688. As noted in the Draft EIR (Section 4.9, Land Use, 

on page 4.9-27 notes the proposed Project site is located within both the northern Transitional and 
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Horizontal Surfaces of Lompoc Airport as designated by FAR Part 77 (see Draft EIR Figure 4.9-5). The 

Draft EIR further notes the various FAA requirements within those zones (see pages 4.9-27 to 30) and 

the potential impacts the proposed Project may have regarding intrusions into airspace. As stated in 

response to comment 1-6, the Draft EIR provides mitigation to address concerns with height restrictions. 

Response 1-7 

FAA AC 150/5299-33B provides guidance on certain land uses that have the potential to attract 

hazardous wildlife on or near public-use airports. It also discusses airport development projects 

(including airport construction, expansion, and renovation) affecting aircraft movement near hazardous 

wildlife attractants. The AC notes most public-use airports have large tracts of open, undeveloped land 

that provide added margins of safety and noise mitigation. Those areas can also present potential 

hazards to aviation if they encourage wildlife to enter an airport's approach or departure airspace or air 

operations area (AOA). The AC notes when considering proposed land uses, airport operators, local 

planners, and developers must take into account whether the proposed land uses, including new 

development projects, will increase wildlife hazards. The FAA recommends minimum separation criteria 

for land-use practices that attract hazardous wildlife to the vicinity of airports. 

As stated in the Draft EIR Section 3.0, Project Description, the proposed Project would develop an 

existing area that consists of an abandoned industrial site that includes dirt roads, former building slabs, 

debris from prior uses, potentially up to four underground storage tanks (UST’s), and vegetation; 

currently, a small portion of the site is used as a skydiving landing area. Prior uses consisted of a 

succession of businesses, including sand and gravel operations, an asphalt plant, metal fabrication, a 

roofing company, scrap metal processing, and contractor yards.  

A sand and gravel mine, animal services facility, and household hazardous waste collection/disposal 

facility are located to the southwest of the proposed Project site. An active quarry and quarry road are 

located along the Santa Ynez riverbed to the west and north. Immediately south of the proposed Project 

site is the Lompoc Airport, with the north-side taxiway located approximately 50 feet south of the 

fenced proposed Project boundary. A narrow section of Federal Bureau of Prisons (BOP) land adjoins the 

proposed Project site to the north, but has not been developed at this time. The area to the south of the 

Lompoc Airport and north of West Central Avenue is characterized by a mix of industrial and commercial 

uses. 

The Draft EIR (see Section 4.3, Biological Resources), states the Santa Ynez River provides a wildlife 

movement corridor for wildlife in the area, as well as riparian habitats that provide cover, nesting and 

foraging for wildlife species and regional movement. Wildlife movement along the river corridor is 

generally an east-to-west direction. 
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The Draft EIR (see pages 4.3-39) evaluates impacts to wildlife movement that would result from the 

proposed Project. As stated in the Draft EIR, proposed Project development and construction would 

result in the loss of habitat associated that provides cover and foraging area for migratory species. Off-

site, adjacent habitat exists between the proposed Project and the Santa Ynez River and will remain 

intact, providing an open space buffer and suitable foraging and cover for wildlife moving along the 

river.  

The loss of this habitat will not disrupt the continuous riparian forest extending from the Santa Ynez 

estuary to the proposed Project site as similar forested habitat is found on the north and south of the 

river extending to the east and west. In addition, the semi-vegetated river channel provides cover and 

forage for movement of wildlife. proposed Project construction and operation would not obstruct 

animal or plant dispersal along the Santa Ynez River as the proposed Project site is not located in the 

active river channel. Therefore, no direct impacts are expected to affect wildlife movement and 

connectivity. 

Indirect impacts could occur from temporary elevated noise levels and vibration associated with 

construction equipment and proposed Project operation (drag strip and OHV use). However, proposed 

Project operations, including noise levels, vibration and lighting, would be sporadic and temporary, and 

limited to specific proposed Project events.  

All lighting for the proposed Project will be shielded and focused downward to illuminate event areas 

reducing direct light in the direction of open space and the Santa Ynez River. Furthermore, the 

remaining AWT adjacent to the proposed Project site will provide a buffer for noise and reduce glare 

from lighting in habitats off-site along the river and similar surrounding habitat, and provide suitable 

habitat for foraging and cover for wildlife movement.  

Finally, given the proposed motorsport park uses, the development of the proposed Project site will not 

result in an attraction to wildlife. Therefore, impacts due to proposed Project-related activities would be 

less than significant.  

FAA may review development plans, proposed land-use changes, operational changes, or wetland 

mitigation plans to determine if such changes present potential wildlife hazards to aircraft operations. 

The FAA considers sensitive airport areas as those that lie under or next to approach or departure 

airspace. As noted in the AC, the FAA will require notification of the proposed use. The City is 

coordinating with the FAA and has initiated consultation regarding the proposed Project. Any changes to 

the ALP will be subject to FAA review and approval. 
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Response 1-8 

Lompoc Airport is under the purview of the Santa Barbara County Airport Land Use Plan (ALUP) which 

was adopted in 1993 and is the current, primary regulatory measure for the Lompoc Airport. The Santa 

Barbara County Association of Governments (SBCAG) serve as the Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC). 

SBCAG, as the ALUC, provided advisory comments for the proposed Project and scope of the 

environmental review in relation to the adopted 1993 ALUP. 

As noted in the Draft EIR Section 4.9, Land Use (see page 4.9-32), SBCAG, acting as the ALUC, has 

reviewed the proposed Project as part of the Notice of Preparation (NOP) process, and provided 

comments to the City in its letter of December 22, 2015. At that time, the SBCAG noted, because the 

proposed Project is only seeking a Conditional Use Permit (CUP), and only requires discretionary permit 

approval, and it does not involve a General Plan amendment or rezone, a determination of consistency 

by the ALUC would not be required. 

Response 1-9 

The proposed Project has been reviewed by the ALUC (see response to comment 1-8). No future 

expansion plans are under consideration at this time and the ALUC has noted expressed any such 

concerns. 

Response 1-10 

The City of Lompoc understands the economic importance of the Lompoc Airport. The City has identified 

and included goals, policies and implementation measures in its General Plan, Economic Development 

Element. 

The CEQA Guidelines Section 15131 state economic or social information may be included in an EIR or 

may be presented in whatever form the agency desires. Economic or social effects of a project shall not 

be treated as significant effect on the environment.  

The City has decided not to include an economic analysis of the proposed Project in the Draft EIR as 

there is no relation to potential physical changes to the environment resulting from any economic 

causes. 

Response 1-11 

The City has posted the Draft EIR on its website and is available at the following link: 

http://www.cityoflompoc.com/comdev/Environmental-Open.htm 
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Response 1-12 

Caltrans District 5 has submitted comments on the Draft EIR (see Letter No. 3) from Melissa Streder, 

Planning and Development Review, dated August 15, 2016. Those comments are addressed in response 

to comment number 3-1. 
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Letter No. 2:  Edmund Pert, Regional Manager, South Coast Region, State of California 
Department of Fish and Wildlife, August 15, 2016 

Response 2-1 

The comment is noted. Section 4.3, Biological Resources of the Draft EIR addresses the California 

Endangered Species Act, Code 2050 regarding “take,” and provides mitigation measures to address 

potential impacts to sensitive status species. Refer to Topical Response 2, Biological Resources.  

Response 2-2 

See Response 2-1. Additionally, pages 4.3-38 and 4.3-39 of the Biological Resources section of the Draft 

EIR addresses potential impacts to riparian habitat and migratory species. 

Response 2-3 

Approximately 7.1 acres of land on the proposed Project site has been previously designated for the 

replanting of vegetation and mitigation project from the Lompoc Airport Runway Expansion. That 

mitigation effort was established pursuant to the Stream Alteration Agreement (SAA) No. 5-2001-0252 

with the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW).  

The Draft EIR provides a discussion of the mitigation site required as part of the Runway Extension 

Project in both Section 4.3 Biological Resources, and Section 4.9, Land Use. 

Please refer to Topical Response 6, Mitigation Area, regarding the mitigation area. As discussed in 

Section 4.9 of the Draft EIR, implementation of the proposed Project would preclude the City from again 

implementing the required in the identified 7.1-acre mitigation area, and could, therefore, result in a 

significant impact.  

If that replanting requirement is still applicable, the the Draft EIR identifies the following mitigation 

measure to reduce that impact: 

MM 4.9-7 The City shall identify an alternate site to implement the mitigation biological mitigation 

(7.1 acres) required under part of the Runway Expansion Mitigation Project pursuant to 

the Stream Alteration Agreement (SAA) No. 5-2001-0252 with the California 

Department of Fish and Wildlife. 
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Response 2-4 

As noted in the Draft EIR (see page 4.3-31), any project that impacts CDFW jurisdictional areas, including 

fills, vegetation removal, or bridging, requires a Section 1602 Streambed Alteration Agreement (SAA) 

from the CDFW.  

Additionally, refer to Response 2-1.  

Response 2-5 

Text of the Final EIR has been revised to clarify the proposed Project site and proximity to Santa Ynez 

River. Please refer to Section 3.0 Revisions to the Draft EIR of the Final EIR for that revision.  

Please refer to Topical Response 3, Hydrology, and Section 4.8, Hydrology and Water Quality, of the 

Draft EIR, which address the FEMA 100-year floodplain, and states the following: “The Federal 

Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) defines a floodplain as the area of land adjacent to the water 

course that may be submerged by flood water during a 100-year storm. The City’s designated floodplain 

areas are located on Figure 4.8-1, FEMA-Designated Floodplain Areas. The proposed Project site is 

currently located within FEMA’s 100-year floodplain area.  

Additionally, refer to Topical Response 2, Biological Resources—Floral/Faunal Species, which further 

states the majority of the proposed Project site supports various types of riparian vegetation that 

comprise state wetlands under the jurisdiction of the CDFW. 

Response 2-6 

Section 2.0, Summary, of the Draft EIR does address the 7.1-acre mitigation area. As noted in the Draft 

EIR (see page 4.3-31), any project that impacts CDFW jurisdictional areas, including fills, vegetation 

removal, or bridging, requires a Section 1602 Streambed Alteration Agreement (SAA) from the CDFW.  

Section 4.3, Biological Resources of the Draft EIR, includes the following mitigation measure which 

addresses the 7.1-acre site and CDFW jurisdiction if that mitigation is still required: 

4.9-7 The City shall identify an alternate site to implement the mitigation biological mitigation (7.1 
acres) required under part of the Runway Expansion Mitigation Project pursuant to the Stream 
Alteration Agreement (SAA) No. 5-2001-0252 with the California Department of Fish and 
Wildlife. 

Further, as discussed in Section 4.3 in the Draft EIR, Mitigation Measure 4.3-1 would off-set impacts to 

on site arroyo willow thicket (14.5 acres), which includes trees, and off-site mitigation would be 

implemented at a 5 to 1 ratio for a total of 72.5 acres. As discussed, implementation of Mitigation 
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Measure 4.9-7 would reduce impacts to the loss of the mitigation area to less than significant. In 

addition, please refer to Response 2-5 and Topical Response 6 regarding the off-site mitigation area.  

Response 2-7 

A reconnaissance-level survey of the proposed Project site and surroundings was conducted by 

biologists. The objective of the field survey was to determine the likelihood of occurrence of any special-

status plant or wildlife species based on the presence/absence of suitable habitat and other natural 

history elements that might predict their occurrence. Based on a review of the species likely to occur on 

site, no surveys for bats, owls or other nocturnal species were determined to be needed.  

Subsequent to the completion of the Draft EIR, protocol surveys for the southwestern willow flycatcher 

(Empidonax trailii extimus) were conducted on May 20, June 3, June 10, June 27, and July 5, 2016, as 

noted in Topical Response 2, Biological Resources. In addition, surveys for the black-flowered figwort 

(Scrophularia atrata) in accordance with protocol requirements on July 26, 2016. Both studies contain 

more recent floral and faunal species within the Project site.  

Please refer to Topical Response 2, Biological Resources and Topical Response 6, Mitigation Area.  

Response 2-8 

Please refer to Response 2-7.  

Please refer to Topical Response 2, Biological Resources. As previously stated, additional special-status 

species surveys were completed subsequent to the release of the Draft EIR to determine 

presence/absence. The Habitat and Natural Resources Assessment for the Lompoc Motorsports Park 

prepared by BioResource Consultants Inc. (see Appendix 4.3 of the Draft EIR) indicated a medium 

likelihood of occurrence for southwestern willow flycatcher. Protocol surveys were conducted on May 

20, June 3, June 10, June 27, and July 5, 2016, to determine presence/absence for southwestern willow 

flycatcher, as well as to document any other observed species within the Project site (see Appendix 

2.1.a, Southwestern Willow Flycatcher Protocol Survey of the Final EIR). Protocol surveys were 

conducted between dawn and 10:25 AM under fair-weather conditions suitable for observing bird 

activity. The survey area is located outside and to the south of the active river channel, which was dry at 

the time of the survey. No saturated soils, standing water, or recently scoured channels were observed 

within the study area during the surveys (page 5 of Appendix 2.1.a of this Final EIR).  

Additionally, a focused rare plant survey for black-flowered figwort (Scrophularia atrata) was conducted 

on 15 July, 2016 at the project site. The focused survey was conducted based on the initial biological 

assessment, conducted on 8 January, 2016, which determined the presence of suitable habitat and 
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nearby documented occurrences for black-flowered figwort. Prior to implementing the focused 

botanical surveys, standard database searches were conducted and reports from previous surveys of the 

area were reviewed to obtain pertinent information regarding documented and potential occurrences of 

special-status species and habitat types, including more recent occurrences of black-flowered figwort in 

the vicinity of the Project area.  

Seventy-five plant species were observed during the proposed Project survey. Of those 75 species, 49 

are native species and 26 are non-native (Appendix 2.1.b of the Final EIR). The proposed Project site 

provides habitat for black flowered figwort within riparian scrub habitat within the Arroyo Willow 

Thicket and Coyote Brush Scrub). However, the understory in those communities consists of dense cover 

of poison oak (Toxicodendron diversilobum) and poison hemlock (Conium maculatum), which are out-

competing the black-flowered figwort and other native species. Black-flowered figwort was not 

observed during the survey. In addition, the surveyor did not observe any plants of the genus 

Scrophularia.  

Given black-flowered figwort was not observed during either the initial proposed Project biological 

survey in January 2016 or the focused surveys conducted in July 2016; the understory of the available 

suitable habitat in the area is infested with non-native poison hemlock and native poison oak; and the 

most current record of the species in the vicinity of the proposed Project dates to 1954, black-flowered 

figwort is not expected to occur on the Project site and will not be effected by the Project. 

Response 2-9 

Please refer to Topical Response 2, Biological Resources. As stated in Section 4.3 Biological Resources of 

the Draft EIR, the proposed Project site is located within the Santa Ynez River streambed, but is located 

approximately 10 feet above the active stream channel and is not located directly within the active 

stream channel. The streambed is located within California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) 

jurisdiction.  

Additionally, the proposed Project is designed so surface water runoff on site will be directed and 

contained in two infiltration basins one to the north of the drag strip and one extending along the south 

end of the drag strip. As such, all surface water runoff would be captured in these two areas with no 

runoff drainage into the Santa Ynez River. 

As the proposed Project site does not impact directly or indirectly the river, there are no impacts to 

steelhead, there is no jurisdiction for the National Marine Fisheries Service. 
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Response 2-10 

Please refer to Response 1-7 and the Draft EIR (see pages 4.3-39) which evaluates impacts to wildlife 

movement that would result from the proposed Project. As stated in the Draft EIR, proposed Project 

development and construction would result in the loss of habitat associated that provides cover and 

foraging area for migratory species. Off-site, adjacent habitat exists between the proposed Project and 

the Santa Ynez River and will remain intact, providing an open space buffer and suitable foraging and 

cover for wildlife moving along the river.  

The loss of that habitat will not disrupt the continuous riparian forest extending from the Santa Ynez 

estuary to the proposed Project site as similar forested habitat is found on the north and south of the 

river extending to the east and west. In addition, the semi-vegetated river channel provides cover and 

forage for movement of wildlife. Proposed Project construction and operation would not obstruct 

animal or plant dispersal along the Santa Ynez River as the proposed Project site does not include any of 

the river. Therefore, no direct impacts are expected to affect wildlife movement and connectivity. 

Further, as discussed in Section 4.3 Biological Resources in the Draft EIR, Mitigation Measure 4.3-1 

would off-set impacts to arroyo willow thicket, which includes trees, on site (14.5 acres), and off-site 

mitigation would be implemented at a 5 to 1 ratio to equal 72.5 acres. As discussed, any future 

mitigation site may be subject to review and approval by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife 

(CDFW) and would be subject to the conditions of SAA No. 5-2001-0252.  

Please refer to Topical 4, Indirect Biological Impacts. As discussed, noise levels, vibration, dust and 

lighting impacts would be temporary and limited to proposed Project events. Therefore, indirect impacts 

would be less than significant. Further, light emitted beyond the site’s boundaries would only reach a 

maximum of 0-1 fcs. Based on the low light intensity offsite and the temporary nature of nighttime 

lighting, indirect lighting impacts would be less than significant.  

In response to the proposed Project use of chain link fencing, the City could require as Condition of 

Approval of the proposed Project, use of wildlife friendly fencing. It should also be noted, as part of 

airport compliance with wildlife hazard management, chain link fencing does currently extend the length 

of the existing airport runway and will remain as such.  

Please refer to Topical Response 3, Hydrology, and Response 2-5 regarding the 100-year floodplain.  

Response 2-11 

As discussed in Section 4.3 Biological Resources in the Draft EIR, Mitigation Measure 4.3-1 would off-set 

impacts to arroyo willow thicket on site (14.5 acres), and off-site mitigation would be implemented at a 
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5 to 1 ratio to equal 72.5 acres. In addition, please refer to Topical 2 regarding proposed mitigation, and 

Topical 6 regarding the off-site mitigation area. As discussed, implementation of Mitigation Measure 

4.9-7 would reduce impacts to the loss of the mitigation area to less than significant. 

Please also refer to Response 2-10. 

Response 2-12 

The 7.1-acre mitigation area was originally established and soon after it failed. It was replanted 
and failed once again. The reasons for failure of the 7.1-acre mitigation area include drought 
conditions, weed infestation, vandalism or management of the mitigation area. Additional 
items to be considered should be current soil conditions and current hydrogeomorphology and 
surrounding and historic uses. For those reasons, an alternative site may prove to be a viable 
and possibly preferable alternative. As previously stated, any future mitigation site may be 
subject to review and approval by CDFW and would be subject to the conditions of SAA No. 5-
2001-0252. CDFW may request additional conditions if an alternate location other than the 
original mitigation site is utilized.  

Refer to Topical Response 2, Biological Resources, and Topical Response 6, Mitigation. 

Response 2-13 

Please refer to previous responses regarding mitigation and CDFW involvement. As described in Section 

4.3 of the Draft EIR, the City of Lompoc 2030 General Plan Conservation and Open Space Element 

contains descriptive information related to natural resources and open space that is relevant and of 

concern to Lompoc.19 Specifically, the Conservation and Open Space Element addresses the goal and 

policies related to biotic resources. Implementation of the proposed Project would result in the loss of 

approximately 14.5 acres of AWT, a riparian habitat associated with the Santa Ynez River that provides 

cover and foraging area for migratory species. Mitigation Measure MM 4.3-1 requires the replacement, 

at a 5:1 ratio, of AWT which includes individual trees. As the AWT is a significant biological habitat, and a 

sensitive and critical habitat as recognized by the policies in the Conservation and Open Space Element, 

the loss of such is not consistent with those policies. However, consistent with the Conservation and 

Open Space Element policies, project specific mitigation measures are required. In addition to Mitigation 

Measure MM 4.3-1, Mitigation Measures MM 4.3-2 through MM 4.3-8 would minimize potential 

impacts to wildlife habitats and species.  

                                                                 

19  City of Lompoc, 2030 General Plan, “Conservation and Open Space Element.” 
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Also refer to Topical Response 2, Biological Resources, regarding additional surveys conducted on May 

20, June 3, June 10, June 27, and July 5, 2016. 

Response 2-14 

As stated in the Draft EIR, the proposed Project site has previously been used by a succession of 

businesses, including sand and gravel operations, an asphalt plant, a metal fabrications business, a 

roofing company, scrap metal processing, and contractor equipment yards. Currently, the proposed 

Project site’s condition is that of abandoned industrial uses. However, the City’s current zoning and land 

use designations, Public Facilities and Community Facilities, respectively, are in line with the proposed 

reuse of the Project Site as a Motosport Park. Those before mentioned historic uses, and the proposed 

uses are governed by numerous state and federal laws which address hazardous substances.  

State and federal laws require detailed planning to ensure hazardous materials are properly handled, 

used, stored, and disposed of, and, in the event such materials are accidentally released, to prevent or 

to mitigate injury to health or the environment. The Applicant would be required to comply with those 

state and federal laws, in addition to other requirements such as mandatory preparation and 

compliance with a Hazardous Materials Business Plan.  

Further, as stated in the Draft EIR, Section 4.7 Hazards and Hazardous Materials, a variety of State and 

federal laws govern the generation, treatment, and/or disposal of hazardous wastes. The City Fire 

Department and Santa Barbara County Department of Public Health, Hazardous Materials Division 

inspect on-site uses and enforce State and federal laws governing the storage, use, transport, and 

disposal of hazardous materials and wastes. Acting as the County’s designated CUPA, the County of 

Santa Barbara Fire Department Hazardous Materials Unit requires an annual inventory of hazardous 

materials in use on site, as well as an HMBP, be submitted for an annual review, as required by the 

Emergency Planning and Right-to-Know Act and the California Accidental Release Prevention Program. 

Those requirements would be mandated according to State and federal law. Compliance with those 

regulatory measures during operation of the proposed Project would not result in a significant impact to 

the exposure of hazardous materials.  

Additionally, as discussed in Section 4.8 Hydrology of the Draft EIR, the proposed Project would include 

risks for hazardous spills such as fuels on site. The Santa Ynez River is located adjacent to the proposed 

Project site’s northern boundary. However, runoff from a potential spill would not flow into the river 

because of the proposed Project’s storm water capture design. That design allows surface water runoff 

to be directed into two infiltration basins extending on either side of the drag strip and return road. All 

surface water runoff would be captured in those two areas with no runoff draining into the Santa Ynez 

Meridian Consultants 
054-003-13

Lompoc Motorsports Project Final EIR 
November 2016

2.0-77



2.0 Responses to Comments 

 

River. Therefore, impacts related to the release of hazardous materials into the environment would be 

less than significant.  

Please refer to Topical Response 3, Hydrology—Water Quality.  

Response 2-15 

As previously stated, the proposed Project, while largely vacant, does contain some remaining debris 

(concrete slabs) from prior uses, which are considered impervious on the site is approximately 26,000 

square feet (0.6 acres). Those existing concrete slabs would be removed as part of the proposed Project.  

As discussed in Section 4.8 of the Draft EIR, the proposed Project would not impede on percolation of 

groundwater and would provide for surface water to be collected at two proposed infiltration basins.  

The proposed Project site would not impede the percolation of groundwater and would provide for 

surface water to be collected at two proposed infiltration areas. The proposed Project site would be 

graded to direct stormwater from the edges of the site toward the center. Surface water runoff would 

be directed to two infiltration basins extending on either side of the drag strip and return road. All 

surface water runoff would be captured in these two areas with no runoff draining to the Santa Ynez 

River. Those areas include: Infiltration Area A would cover an area approximately 44,300-square feet in 

size, with an average depth of 1 inch, and would contain approximately 3,560 cubic feet (cu. ft.) of 

stormwater; and Infiltration Area B would be approximately 34,500-square feet in size, with an average 

depth of 3.6-inches, and would contain approximately 10,270-cu. ft. of stormwater. Together, those 

areas would provide a total of approximately 13,830 cu. ft. of stormwater capture. The parking areas 

would include materials to minimize compaction, including wood chips and decomposed granite. The 

two existing 10-inch drain pipes would be extended north from their current terminus under the 

proposed access road and drain into the proposed infiltration areas. The concrete paved area for the 

drag strip, return road and staging areas would also drain into the proposed infiltration areas. Please 

also refer to Topical Response 3, Hydrology. 

It should also be noted, the proposed Project would be required to comply with current regulations of 

the RWQCB and the City’s Stormwater Management Program (SWMP) and Central Coast Regional Water 

Quality Control Board.  

Response 2-16 

Please refer to Topical Response 4, Indirect Biological Resource Impacts, regarding indirect biological 

impacts. As discussed, proposed Project operation, noise levels, vibration, dust and lighting impacts 
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would be temporary, and limited to proposed Project events. Therefore, indirect impacts would be less 

than significant. 

Response 2-17 

Please refer to Topical Response 4, Indirect Biological Resource Impacts.  

It should be further noted, due to the close proximity of the Lompoc Airport, wildlife species in and near 

the proposed Project site would be accustomed to the proposed noise levels. However, the buffer 

parameters stipulated in Mitigation Measures MM 4.3-3 and MM 4.3-4 as required by the CDFW 

include all environmental factors and take into account all contingencies to reduce impacts to sensitive 

species. If sensitive species are found, then those buffer parameters reduce impacts to potential habitat 

by providing buffers to limit the physical presence and potential disturbances from humans. Those 

guidelines do not specifically establish noise criteria; however, they do take into account all 

environmental factors, including noise. Furthermore, the motorsports sound is not continuous sound 

because events would occur during different times of day and night, with a maximum of 16 hours only 

on specialty drag race event days. The sound would occur for a few minutes intermittently, for periods 

of between 2 and 9 hours per day for most events. As such, the motorsports events sound would be 

temporary and would not result in significant impacts to sensitive species. Impacts would be less than 

significant. 

Response 2-18 

Please refer to Topical Response 4, Indirect Biological Resource Impacts, regarding dust impacts. Those 

impacts would be temporary, and limited to proposed Project events. Further, as discussed in the Draft 

EIR, Section 4.2, Air Quality, Mitigation Measure MM 4.2-1 in Section 4.2, a Fugitive Dust Control Plan 

shall be prepared and submitted to the City and Santa Barbara County Air Pollution Control District 

(SBAPCD) for review and approval before proposed Project operation. Measures within the Fugitive Dust 

Control Plan include paved on-site access roads extending from George Miller Drive and V Street; open 

and riding trail areas limited to 14 off-highway-vehicles (OHVs) per hour; and the requirement all ground 

surfaces within OHV activities shall be watered by an amended water agent to achieve a minimum 

control efficiency of 84 percent. The Fugitive Dust Control Plan would control emissions of airborne 

particulate matter to ensure the levels are below the 8 μg/m3 SBAPCD threshold. Dust impacts to 

wildlife species were determined to be less than significant.  

The proposed Project’s sources of water, water supply, and demand quantities is based predominantly 

on the City’s 2010 Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP), the City’s Groundwater Management Plan, 

and the City General Plan. The City’s UWMP contains the current and future availability of water 
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resources within the City of Lompoc based on land uses. As discussed in the City’s 2010 UWMP, the 

commercial, institutional, and industrial sectors are projected to increase water demand approximately 

146 acre-feet per year (afy) over the next 20 years (this is being updated in the 2015 Urban Water 

Management Plan).20 The proposed Project’s 7.95 afy would account for approximately 5 percent of the 

increase in projected water demand in the commercial, institutional, and industrial sectors over the next 

20 years. Therefore, the City has adequate water supplies to meet the demands of the proposed Project. 

The number of units of water has been clarified to be “gallons.” The onsite reservoir would hold 

approximately 5,000 gallons of water, as reflected in Section 3.0 of the Final EIR. The onsite reservoir 

would be enclosed and would not include an open water component. As noted in the Draft EIR (see page 

4.3-31), any project that impacts CDFW jurisdictional areas, including fills, vegetation removal, or 

bridging, requires a Section 1602 Streambed Alteration Agreement (SAA) from the CDFW. Accordingly, 

the onsite facilities may be subject to Section 1602 from CDFW. 

Response 2-19 

Figure 5.0-1 has been modified to depict the correct location of Alternative A, which is located within 

Vandenberg Air Force Base property. See Section 3.0 of the Final EIR for the revision.  

The Draft EIR Section 5.0, Alternatives, provides a discussion of six different alternative sites that were 

considered but not evaluated. A number of alternative sites were initially considered but rejected as 

infeasible. Those potential sites, as shown in Draft EIR Figure 5.0-1, were reviewed for their ability to 

meet the basic site criteria for the proposed Project objectives. To accommodate a proposed 

motorsports park, a site needs to be approximately 38 acres in size to provide enough land for the 

facilities and parking. To accommodate the traffic generated by the proposed Project, a suitable site 

needs to have efficient access to local roadways, which connect to regional roadways, such as State 

Route 1 (SR 1) and/or State Route 246 (SR 246). Additionally, the proposed Project site aims to 

remediate and restore land along the Santa Ynez River, to improve existing skydiving landing areas, to 

provide for implementation of mitigation pursuant to previous work associated with the Lompoc Airport 

Runway Expansion Project if still required, to improve runway safety zones, and to reduce illegal riding 

in the Santa Ynez River bed and street racing.  

As evaluated in Section 5.0 (pages 5.0-4 through 5.0-7), Site A was eliminated because it would either 

need to be annexed into the City or processed through the County of Santa Barbara which would require 

                                                                 

20  The total projected 146 afy water demand increase includes the 137 afy increase from the commercial and institutional 
sector and the 9 afy increase industrial sector. 
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a zone change. Site B was eliminated because Alternative Site B is currently outside the City Limits, but 

inside the Urban Limit Line, and is designated as Community Facility. The site is currently located on 

zoned agriculture land, and as such, there could be a potentially significant impact to agriculture 

resources at this location. Furthermore, a zone change would be required as an outdoor recreation use 

would be inconsistent with the Santa Barbara County AG-II-100 zone. The removal of agricultural land 

around the City limits would be inconsistent with Policy 1.3 of the City’s 2030 General Plan. Similar to 

Alternative Site B, Alternative Site C has some of the same issues since it is within unincorporated 

County of Santa Barbara. The motorsports park facility would be processed through the County of Santa 

Barbara which would require a zone change. As the site is currently being used as agricultural land, there 

could be potential impacts to agricultural resources. The removal of agricultural land around the City 

limits would be inconsistent with Policy 1.3 of the City’s 2030 General Plan. Site D was eliminated 

because this site is outside of the City limits; however it is within the City’s Sphere of Influence and the 

City’s Urban Limit Line and designated as Community Facility. Residential areas are located directly west 

of that site and there may be a potentially significant impacts to noise. Site E was eliminated because 

the site would either need to be annexed into the City or processed through the County of Santa 

Barbara, which would require a zone change. Site F was eliminated because the site is located entirely 

within the County of Santa Barbara; and, therefore, the City would need to purchase the site or lease 

site from the Everett Family Exemption Trust. 

All alternative sites would not avoid the significant impacts of the proposed Project, nor would such an 

alternative meet the basic objectives of the proposed Project. For those reasons, the above alternatives 

were not evaluated in detail in this Draft EIR. 

State CEQA Guidelines, subdivision 15126.6(e)(2) requires an EIR to identify an environmentally superior 

alternative among those evaluated in an EIR. According to the State CEQA Guidelines, if the No 

Project/No Development Alternative is identified as the environmentally superior alternative, then the 

EIR shall also identify an environmentally superior alternative among the other alternatives. Of the 

remaining Alternatives considered, the OHV Facility Only Alternative, would be considered 

environmentally superior, because it would result in the greatest reduction in VOC and NOx emissions 

and would result in the greatest incremental reduction of the overall level of impact when compared to 

the proposed Project. The OHV Facility Only Alternative would reduce, but not avoid or reduce to a level 

of less than significant, the significant daily mobile VOC and NOx emission impact identified for the 

proposed Project. Further, while the OHV Facility Alternative would only partially develop the site, it 

may not fully minimize impacts on natural resources. 
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Response 2-20 

Please refer to Response 2-7 and Response 2-8.  

Response 2-21 

The comment is noted. The issue raised by the commenter addresses filing fee requirements and does 

not raise any issues with the environmental analysis provided in the Draft EIR. No further response is 

necessary. 

Response 2-22 

CEQA Guidelines Section 15042 provides, “a public agency the opportunity to disapprove a project, if 

necessary, in order to avoid one or more significant effects on the environment that would occur if the 

project were approved as proposed.” As indicated in the Draft EIR and in the additional clarification 

provided in the Topical Responses, all potential impacts to wildlife and vegetation communities would 

be reduced to a less than significant impact with Mitigation Measures MM 4.3-1 through MM 4.3-8.  

The City Council, as the lead agency, has the ability to override significant and unavoidable impacts 
based on the beneficial purpose of the Project. As noted in the CEQA Guidelines, Section 15093: 

(a) CEQA requires the decision-making agency to balance, as applicable, the economic, 
legal, social, technological, or other benefits, including region-wide or statewide 
environmental benefits, of a proposed project against its unavoidable environmental 
risks when determining whether to approve the project. If the specific economic, 
legal, social, technological, or other benefits, including region-wide or statewide 
environmental benefits, of a proposed project outweigh the unavoidable adverse 
environmental effects, the adverse environmental effects may be considered 
“acceptable.” 

(b) When the lead agency approves a project which will result in the occurrence of 
significant effects which are identified in the final EIR but are not avoided or 
substantially lessened, the agency shall state in writing the specific reasons to 
support its action based on the final EIR and/or other information in the record. The 
statement of overriding considerations shall be supported by substantial evidence in 
the record. 

(c) If an agency makes a statement of overriding considerations, the statement should 
be included in the record of the project approval and should be mentioned in the 
notice of determination. This statement does not substitute for, and shall be in 
addition to, findings required pursuant to Section 15091. 
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If the Council certifies the final EIR and decides to approve the proposed Project, then prior to that 

approval the City Council would also need to adopt a Statement of Overriding Considerations noting the 

reasons the Council believes the benefits of the proposed Project outweigh the significant unmitigated 

impacts. The information will be forwarded on to the decision makers.  
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Letter No. 3:  Melissa Streder, Planning and Development Review, Caltrans District 5, 
Department of Transportation, August 15, 2016 

Response 3-1 

Please refer to the Draft EIR, Section 4.13, Traffic and Circulation, which states George Miller Drive is a 
two-lane local road that connects to SR 1 and serves the Lompoc Airport. As discussed in Section 

3.0, Project Description, of the Draft EIR, the proposed Project would construct a 30-foot-wide road 

from the George Miller Drive entrance on the eastern end of the proposed Project site to connect with 

the new V Street access road on the western end of the proposed Project site. The George Miller Drive 

access point would be used for weekday access, private rentals for nonracing event access, and all 

emergency vehicle access to the proposed Project site. The V Street access point would be used for 

weekends, holidays, and special event access. 

The Draft EIR notes that State Route 1 – H Street is located east of the proposed Project site, is a north-

south California state highway. SR 1 is classified as a Major Arterial by the City, is named H Street within 

the City, and contains four lanes adjacent to the proposed Project site. H Street also includes a center 

left-turn lane north and south of Central Avenue. SR 1 extends north of Lompoc and connects to 

Vandenberg Village, Vandenberg Air Force Base, and the Santa Maria–Orcutt area. The posted speed 

limit is 45 miles per hour (MPH) north of George Miller Drive and 35 MPH south of George Miller Drive. 

The posted speed limit is 35 MPH north and south of Central Avenue. 

The George Miller Drive connection to SR 1 is controlled by a stop sign for traffic outbound from George 

Miller Drive. As indicated in the Traffic Study (see Appendix 4.13 of the Draft EIR), the George Millar 

Drive/SR 1 intersection includes one inbound left turn lane and an outbound left/right turn lane. The 

overall existing LOS C with is 17.0 seconds in delay. As indicated in Table 4.13-8, the Existing Plus Project 

LOS is C with a delay of 16.2 seconds. It should be noted “Inbound Lefts” in Table 4.13-8 is mislabeled. 

The correction is “Inbound Left.” 

While there are no direct impacts to H Street, the Draft EIR identifies the following mitigation that would 

affect H street: 

MM 4.13-1 The proposed Project shall contribute its fair share contribution to the City’s 

improvement plan for the Central Avenue/H Street intersection prior to the issuance of 

building permits. The City identified improvements for the Central Avenue/H Street 

intersection, including the installation of dual left-turn lanes on the northbound and 

southbound approaches to the intersection. 
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The Draft EIR notes the City has been collecting fees from individual developments located in the study 

area to fund the implementation of the improvement at the Central Avenue/H Street intersection. The 

City’s planned improvement at this intersection is to install dual left-turn lanes on the northbound and 

southbound approaches. Improvements would result in a LOS C under Cumulative plus Project 

conditions during the weekday PM peak hour. 

Cumulative impacts would be less than significant with mitigation and the proposed Project would not 

be considered cumulatively considerable. 

Mitigation Measure MM 4.13-2 would require the applicant develop a traffic control plan to lessen this 

potential impact of queuing into the Project site to less than significant. Compliance with existing 

regulations, PDF 4.13-1, and implementation of the Mitigation Measures MM 4.13-1 and MM 4.13-2, 

would reduce potential proposed Project and cumulative transportation and traffic impacts to a less 

than significant level.  
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Letter No. 4:  E. Steven Nailor, Santa Barbara County Public Health Department, 

Environmental Health Services, Leaking Underground Fuel Tank (LUFT) and Site 

Mitigation Unit (SMU), August 10, 2016 

Response 4-1 

Comment noted.  

Response 4-2 

If the City approves the proposed Project and adopts the mitigation measures, then the City would be 

responsible for assuring the measures are completed as required by the CEQA Guidelines Section 15097. 

The Santa Barbara County Public Health Department, Environmental Health Services will be sent a copy 

of the Soil Management Plan (SMP) prior to the issuance of building permits.  

Response 4-3 

The comment identifies criteria for analyzing soil samples for the following: Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons 

(TPH) from C4-C40 via EPA Method 8015M; Volatile Organic Compounds (VOCs) via EPA method 8260; 

and a minimum of one soil sample from each UST location shall be analyzed for LUFT Metals (cadmium, 

chromium, nickel, lead, and zinc). The City will add these items as a condition of approval to the SMP.  

Response 4-4 

Please refer to Response 4-3 which addresses potential discovery and protocol for assessment and 

remediation in conformity with EHS standards. If testing indicates a release has occurred, then the SMP 

shall include additional analytical testing for potential compounds of concern, such as testing for SVOCs, 

Metals, or PAHs. The City will add those items as a condition of approval to the SMP. 
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Letter No. 5:  Mona Miyasato, County Executive Officer, County of Santa Barbara, October 5, 

2016. 

Response 5-1 

Comment noted. The comments in the attached comment letter have been addressed in the Reponses to 

Comment Letters No. 73 through No. 75.  
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Letter No. 6:  Jeff Palmer, August 12, 2016 

Response 6-1 

Please refer to Topical Response 2, Biological Resources, and Topical Response 6, Mitigation Area which 

address tree mitigation, as well as other biological resource issues. Also, please note the proposed Project 

would not involve the extension or expansion of airport runways.  

Response 6-2 

Please refer to Topical Response 8, Skydive Landing Zone, which addresses the proposed Project’s 

potential impacts to the existing operations of Skydive Santa Barbara (SDSB), located at the Lompoc 

Airport. 

Response 6-3 

Topics evaluated in the Draft EIR have been identified based on the responses to the NOP and the review 

of the proposed Project by City staff. The City determined through that initial review process impacts 

related to the following environmental topics are potentially significant and require an assessment in the 

Draft EIR: 

 Aesthetics 

 Air Quality 

 Biological Resources 

 Cultural Resources 

 Geology and Soils 

 Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

 Hazards and Hazardous Materials 

 Hydrology and Water Quality 

 Land Use and Planning 

 Noise 

 Public Services 

 Recreation 

 Traffic and Transportation 

 Utilities and Service Systems
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The Draft EIR does not propose or favor any action on the proposed Project; it’s purpose is to inform 

decision makers of the potential impacts of the proposed Project if it were to be approved.  

Response 6-4 

Please refer to Topical Response 5 regarding land use compatibility and Topical Response 1 regarding 

airport safety. As discussed, the proposed Project is consistent with the City’s current land use designation 

and zoning requirements. As discussed, the FAA approved the City’s proposed Airport Layout Plan (ALP) 

in 2011. The approved ALP does not include any improvements in the area where the proposed Project is 

to be located. Currently, the ALP is being updated to include additional improvements including the 

proposed Project, a sewer line running sub-surface, and a capital improvement plan to upgrade electrical 

features and rehabilitate the Airport’s north apron. In addition, the Lompoc Airport Master Plan Update 

does not include any future improvements within the proposed Project’s boundaries. Any revisions to the 

ALP are subject to review and approval by the FAA before the City can implement the proposed Project. 

The proposed Project is considered to be a compatible use for both areas.  

Response 6-5 

As discussed in Section 4.11.1, Fire Protection Services of the Draft EIR, the Applicant will coordinate with 

the Lompoc Fire Department to develop and implement an Incident Plan required by Mitigation Measure 

MM 4.11-1. The Incident Plan shall identify the number of fire department personnel to be provided, 

including fire suppression/emergency medical service (EMS), fire prevention (fire inspectors), emergency 

communications and supervisory personnel. In addition, the Plan would also identify fire suppression 

equipment, supplies, and other services to be provided by the site operator during future motorsports 

events, including the number of fire personnel and/or EMS personnel.  

Additionally, as discussed in Topical Response No. 1 regarding airport safety, the Lompoc Airport is 

expected a probability of about 0.11 off-airport accidents per year for its current estimated activity level 

of approximately 30,000 annual operations.1 The proposed Project would have a negligible effect on 

Airport accident risks because the Project neither increases nor decreases the number of landings or 

takeoffs associated with the Airport. The probability of accident/safety hazard risks would be similar 

before proposed Project implementation and after Project implementation. Impacts related to Airport 

accident risks would be less than significant.  

Response 6-6 

Please refer to Topical Response 7, Noise, for a full discussion regarding noise methodology. 

                                                                 
1  Heliplanners, Aviation Safety Analysis (March 2016) 
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Response 6-7 

Please refer to the Draft EIR, Section 4.13, Traffic and Circulation which addresses the proposed Project’s 

potential impacts regarding traffic. The study area intersections are forecast to continue to operate at the 

same LOS as existing conditions under Existing plus proposed Project conditions. All of the six study area 

intersections for the weekend peak hour would continue to operate at LOS C or better under Existing plus 

proposed Project conditions. Therefore, impacts from the proposed Project would be less than significant. 

The Central Avenue / H Street intersection is forecast to have a 1.0 second/vehicle delay increase and 

would continue to operate at LOS D, which would be a potentially significant impact. As stated in the 

Section 4.13 of the Draft EIR, the City has been collecting fees from individual developments located in 

the study area to fund the implementation of the improvement at the Central Avenue/H Street 

intersection. The City’s planned improvement at that intersection is to install dual left-turn lanes on the 

northbound and southbound approaches. Improvements would result in a LOS C under Cumulative plus 

proposed Project conditions during the weekday PM peak hour. Table 4.13-14, Central Avenue/H Street 

– Mitigated Levels of Service, identifies the LOS for the intersection assuming the planned improvements. 

Mitigation Measure MM 4.13-1 requires the proposed Project’s fair-share fee contribution for the 

improvements at this intersection. Proposed Project impacts at Central Avenue/H Street would be 

mitigated to less than significant with implementation of Mitigation Measure MM 4.13-1. Cumulative 

impacts would be less than significant with mitigation and the proposed Project’s would not be considered 

cumulatively considerable. Since cumulative plus proposed Project traffic would be mitigated to less than 

significant, proposed Project traffic would also be mitigated to less than significant. 

Sight distances were evaluated using the sight distance standards contained in the Caltrans Highway 

Design Manual,2 at the George Miller Drive connection to determine if the sight lines along SR 1 are 

adequate for turning from George Miller Drive (refer to page 4.13-23 and 4.13-24). The minimum required 

sight distance for vehicles turning onto SR 1 from George Miller Drive, with the existing speed limits of 50 

mph to the north and 45 mph to the south, is 495 feet. However, Caltrans speed survey’s show the actual 

southbound speeds at 50 MPH. The Caltrans corner sight distance criteria is 550 feet for highways with 

50 MPH speeds. Drivers exiting George Miller Drive should be able to see SR 1 oncoming traffic for a 

minimum of 550 feet.  

The sight distance looking to the north from George Miller Drive is limited to 378 feet by the existing chain 

link fence that extends along the west edge of SR 1. Assuming vehicles first stop at the stop bar present 

                                                                 
2  Highway Design Manual, California Department of Transportation, 6th Edition, Updated May 2012. 
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on George Miller Drive, the edge of the SR 1 travel lane provides sight distances looking to the north and 

south that exceed 1,000 feet, which is in excess of the 550-foot minimum.  

Additionally, adequate gaps for turning were analyzed for both to and from SR 1. SR 1 contains a left-turn 

lane on northbound SR 1 for turning into the site and adequate gaps exist in the southbound SR 1 traffic 

stream for vehicles to turn left from northbound SR 1 onto George Miller Drive. A peak queue of 28 feet, 

about 2 vehicles, is forecast for the northbound left turns from SR 1 entering the proposed Project site 

assuming Cumulative plus proposed Project conditions. The existing left-turn lane on SR 1 extends for 

approximately 500 feet. Thus, there is adequate capacity for the inbound left turns from SR 1 into the 

proposed Project site during the PM peak hour period. 

Response 6-8 

As discussed in Section 4.1 of the Draft EIR and Topical Response 1, Airport Safety, Project lighting would 

be provided in the OHV area for evening and nighttime activities via a portable system. As proposed, the 

lighted areas by portable lights would illuminate approximately 5 to 7 acres. The drag strip area would 

include ten 55-foot-tall towers along the north side of the strip and five 55-foot towers along the south 

side of the strip for nighttime events (see Draft EIR Figure 4.9-7, Schematic of Transitional Surface). Each 

light would be shielded and angled downward to meet FAA standards, and would include aircraft warning 

lights atop each pole as required by Mitigation Measure MM 4.9-1. Security lighting would also be 

provided in the pit area, near the west end of the drag strip, in the grandstand area, in the OHV area east 

of the oval track, and in the central parking area. However, light emitted by on-site usage would not be 

substantially projected off the Project site and would be confined to the internal boundaries of the 

proposed Project. In addition, an LED timing board would be provided on the proposed Project site. All 

lighting shall conform to the standards set forth in the Lompoc Municipal Code. 

Light intensity along the drag strip would be about 10 to 50 foot-candles (fc) and light intensity just beyond 

the drag strip would be about 1 to 10 fc. Light emitted beyond the site’s boundaries would only reach a 

maximum of 0 to 1 fcs. As noted in the Draft EIR, Section 17.068.030 of the Lompoc Municipal Code 

requires a development plan for the proposed Project.  

Response 6-9 

As discussed in the Draft EIR, the proposed Project particulate emissions would exceed the local 

significance thresholds for particulate matter (8 µg/m3). In accordance with Mitigation Measure 

MM 4.2-1, a Fugitive Dust Control Plan would be implemented that would require application of a water 

amendment with a minimum 84 percent control efficiency and would also require the V Street access 
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road be paved. Mitigation Measure MM 4.3-2 would require limitations with respect to the operation of 

the OHV component of the proposed Project.  

Response 6-10 

Please refer to Response 2-14. In addition, please refer to Topical Response 4, Indirect Biological Resource 

Impacts and Topical Response 3, Hydrology. Those responses address potential Project related impacts 

pertaining to water quality and the Santa Ynez River.  

Response 6-11 

Please refer to Response 1-7 specific to wildlife movement. In addition, please refer to Topical Response 

2, Biological Resources, and Topical Response 4, Indirect Biological Resource Impacts.  

Response 6-12 

Please refer to Response 2-14 and Topical Response 3, Hydrology which address potential Project related 

impacts pertaining to water quality and the Santa Ynez River.  
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August 12, 2016 RECEIVED

Lucille Breese, AICP . 9 R .

Planning Manager AUG ] 2 2016
City of Lompoc

Economic Development Department/Planning Division Planning Division

100 Civic Center Plaza

Lompoc, CA 93438-8001

Re: SBCAG Comments on the DEIR for City of Lompoc Motorsports Park Project

Dear Ms. Breese:

Santa Barbara County Association of Governments (SBCAG) staff has reviewed the Draft

Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the Lompoc Motorsports Park project and provides

comments related to our role as the Airport Land Use Commission for Santa Barbara County

and the project's proximity to the Lompoc Airport.

Role of the ALUC

State law requires SBCAG, as the designated Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC), to

develop and implement an airport land use plan for each public use, general purpose airport in

the County. The purpose of the law is "to prevent the creation of new noise and safety

problems, and to protect public health, safety, and welfare by ensuring the orderly expansion of

airports, and the adoption of land use measures that minimize the public's exposure to

excessive noise and safety hazards..." State Aeronautics Act, Public Utilities Code Section

21670(a) (2). As described in the Airport Land Use Plan (ALUP), aircraft overflight exposes

individuals in the community to potential hazards associated with aircraft accidents and noise

impacts.

As required by State law, the following types of land use actions shall be referred to the Airport

Land Use Commission (ALUC) for determination of consistency with the Airport Land Use Plan

prior to their approval by the local agency:

• The adoption, approval or amendment of any General Plan or zoning change (Public

Utilities Code §21676(b)) that affects allowable land uses within the Airport Influence

Area (AIA).

• Adoption or modification of an airport master plan for any one of the Airports (Public

Utilities Code §21676(c)).

: i C S

Buellton * Carpinteria " Goleta ■ Guadalupe * Lompoc ■ Santa Barbara a Santa Maria « Solvang ■ Santa Barbara County
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Any proposal for construction of a new airport or heliport (Public Utilities Code

§21661.5).

As noted in our comment letter provided for the Scoping for the project EIR (dated December

22, 2015), the City of Lompoc is not required to refer the project to the ALUC for a determination

of consistency with the adopted Airport Land Use Plan because the project would not amend

the City's General Plan or change the zoning. However, in our review of the DEIR and

conversations with City staff, it is our understanding that the City is in the process of updating its

Airport Layout Plan and Airport Master Plan, which will incorporate the features and design of

the Lompoc Motorsports project on the Airport property. As noted above, State law requires that

the Airport Master Plan be referred to the ALUC for a determination of consistency with the

ALUP prior to adoption. To the degree that the Airport Master Plan incorporates features of the

project and the project is inconsistent with the ALUP, the Airport Master Plan may also

encounter issues of consistency with the ALUP. The advisory ALUC staff comments provided

below should help to inform the City in its review of the Lompoc Motorsports project and provide

additional information regarding ALUC review of the Airport Master Plan when it is referred to

SBCAG at a later date.

Project Description

The project site is located on the Lompoc Airport property, north of the runway and south of the

Santa Ynez River. The existing General Plan land use designation for the site is Community

Facility and the zoning designation is Public Facilities. The project is seeking a Conditional Use

Permit for the project. The project proposes a phased development of an off-highway vehicle

area, an International Hot Rod Association (IHRA)-sanctioned drag strip facility, and a relocated

skydiving landing area. A centralized parking area would be provided for both the OHV area and

the drag strip and access would be provided via George Miller Drive. Event access at the drag

strip would be provided through the existing gate at the north end of V Street. Each of the

components of the project are discussed in more detail below.

Off-Highway Vehicle Areas

The existing Kids Moto Fun Park would be relocated and converted into an off-highway vehicle

(OHV) area that will feature the following uses:

• A trail ride area on the easternmost portion of the project site on approximately 2.3 acres.

A motocross track/mud bog and sand drag lanes area on approximately 4.6 acres.

< A 20-by-1,320 foot rhythm track on approximately 1.6 acres.

A 100-by-250 foot arenacross track on approximately 0.57 acres

' A 100-by-250 foot endurocross and oval track/trials track on approximately 0.57 acres

A one-eighth mile, 130-by-240 foot oval track for cycles, all-terrain vehicles, and carts

Two beginner's tracks on approximately 0.6 acres.

The total size of the OHV site equals 10.24 acres. The intensity of the OHV area uses is

summarized in the table below.

7-1
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Off-Highway Vehicle Area

Event

Weekday Non-Event

Weekend Non-Event

OHV Events

- Quarterly (24/year)

- Regional (2/year)

- Rhythm regional (1/year)

Endurocross Events

- Quarterly regional (3/year)

- Summer monthly (4/year)

Arenacross Quarterly regional (3/year)

Oval Track Events

- Semiweekly cart races (25/year)

- Regional cart event (4/year)

- Regional speedway cycles (4/year)

Size (Range)

40-130 people

250-500 people

600-900 people

700-1,200 people

800-1,500 people

400-900 people

300-600 people

300-700 people

150-250 people

300-600 people

450-700 people

Source: Lompoc Motorsports DEIR, Table 3.0-1

Drag Strip Area

The second component would feature a one-eighth-mile long drag strip, including grandstands

to accommodate 1,250 spectators and pit areas for participants' vehicle crews and equipment.

The project proposal indicates that the drag strip would be designed to be an International Hot

Rod Association-sanctioned facility. The proposed grandstands would be located south of the

drag strip. The drag strip would include a parking area, concession-truck parking, portable

toilets, storage containers, and 90 pit spaces. The drag strip would be constructed

approximately 10 feet below the active airport grade and within an existing FEMA-designated

flood inundation area. Lighting for the drag strip would be provided on the north side of the strip

and would be limited to 66 feet in height according to Federal Aviation Administration (FAA)

regulations. Lights would be shielded and focused downward to meet FAA standards. The lights

would also feature aircraft warning lights atop each pole.

The intensity of the drag strip area is summarized in the table below.

7-2
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Drag Strip Area

Event

Weekdays (50/year)

Weekend day racing (40/year)

Division finals (5/year)

Specialty drag race weekend (5/year)

Specialty drag race event (5/year)

Size (Range)

60-200 people

200-280 people

300-600 people

1,000-1,500 people

1,000-1,700 people

Source: Lompoc Motorsports DEIR, Table 3.0-2

Skydiving Facilities

The project is also proposing to relocate the airport's skydiving landing area to an area

northwest of the end of Runway 7-25 (located between the taxiway and the runway).

Lompoc Airport Operations

The Lompoc Airport property is 140 acres in size and the Airport has one runway, Runway 7-25.

Runway 7-25 is 4,600 feet long and 100 feet wide. The runway was extended to its current

length in 2002. Runway 25 has a displaced threshold of approximately 116 feet to provide

clearance over Highway 1/'H' Street, which borders the Airport to the east. The runway is

served by two parallel taxiways, the north parallel taxiway and the south parallel taxiway. The

north parallel taxiway is 50-feet wide and runs approximately 3/4ths of the runway distance.

In 2015, there were approximately 52 aircraft based at the Airport, including 47 single-engine

propeller aircraft, one multi-engine propeller aircraft, and four ultralight aircraft. There were

approximately 30,000 operations at the Airport in 2015, split equally between local and itinerant

operations. The Airport's aircraft traffic is restricted to the north of the airport. Prevailing winds

are from the northwest and the majority of arrivals and departures are to/from Runway 25.

Helicopter traffic is minimal and operates from the runway.

Prior Comments

In reviewing the Notice of Preparation (NOP), SBCAG provided advisory comments for the

project and scope of the environmental review in relation to the adopted 1993 Airport Land Use

Plan and the draft Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP) update, currently in process

(see Scoping comment letter from SBCAG, dated December 22, 2015). We appreciate the

responsiveness to our comments in the DEIR.

Factors in the Consistency Evaluation of Projects - SBCAG's Airport Land Use Plan

As indicated previously, the City is not required to refer the project to the ALUC for a

determination of consistency with the Airport Land Use Plan at this time. However, the ALUC is

required to coordinate planning at the state, regional and local levels to provide for the orderly

development of air transportation while at the same time protecting the public health, safety and
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welfare. An Airport Land Use Plan was developed and adopted by SBCAG in 1993, which

SBCAG is currently in the process of updating. It is our understanding that the City is in the

process of updating its Airport Master Plan, which will eventually need to be referred to SBCAG

for a consistency determination with the Airport Land Use Plan then in effect. In reviewing the

DEIR, we are providing advisory comments for the project and scope of the environmental

review in relation to the adopted Airport Land Use Plan as well as the draft Airport Land Use

Compatibility Plan (ALUCP). These comments will help inform City staff of potential consistency

issues and the land use compatibility of the site when completing the update of the Airport

Master Plan.

The Airport Land Use Plan contains four broad criteria: height restrictions, land use

compatibility, airport safety and noise. The DEIR should address consistency of the project with

these criteria as part of its analysis. These criteria are discussed in additional detail below.

Attachment 1 illustrates the project site map in relation to the Airport Land Use Plan safety

overlays.

Heipht Restrictions: This criterion focuses on whether or not new structures or obstacles

proposed in the clear and approach zones violate the height restrictions as defined in the

Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) Federal Aviation Regulation (FAR) Part 77 "Objects

Affecting Navigable Airspace." Part 77 sets forth criteria in terms of imaginary surfaces to

safeguard and preserve navigable airspace. No structures or objects are permitted to penetrate

these imaginary surfaces in order to ensure safe passage of aircraft in, and out, and around an

airport. Generally, these critical airspaces include the imaginary surface of 50:1 slope for a

precision (instrument) approach, the imaginary surface of 34:1 slope for a non-precision

approach and the imaginary surface of 20:1 for general aviation runways. Part 77 also stipulates

the Transitional Surface of 7:1 slope, rising from both edges of the clear and approach zones on

each runway. Obstruction standards and procedure for notification of the FAA prior to

construction or alteration of an existing or potential obstruction to navigable airspace are

included within FAR Part 77.

By definition, any object that penetrates one of the imaginary surfaces is deemed an obstruction

to air navigation. However, not all obstructions are necessarily hazards. The determination of

whether an object would be a hazard to air navigation is made as part of an aeronautical study

conducted by the FAA.1 The Santa Barbara County Airport Land Use Plan adopts FAA FAR

Part 77 height restrictions. According to the Airport Land Use Plan,

ALUP height restriction policy shall be:

• To designate height restriction areas for all county airports as laid out in

Chapters 4 and 6 of the Airport Land Use Plan;

• To restrict the development of new incompatible land uses with airport height

restriction areas which penetrate FAR Part 77 surfaces;
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To review any specific projects within the Airport Influence Area which may

pose an intrusion into navigable airspace.2

The draft ALUCP contains identical height restrictions. Runway 7 at the Lompoc Airport is a

general aviation runway with a visual approach at a 20:1 approach slope.

Land Use Compatibility: Land use compatibility refers to various types of land uses in the airport

vicinity that are compatible and incompatible with airport operation. The adopted ALUC

determines land use compatibility based on three airport safety areas defined in the Airport

Land Use Plan: Airport Safety Area 1 (Clear Zone), Airport Safety Area 2 (Approach Zone) and

Airport Safety Area 3 (Traffic Pattern Zone). Each of these zones provides different levels of

land use compatibility due to its relationship with airport operation. As shown on Attachment 1,

the project site is located both within Safety Area 1 (Clear Zone) and Safety Area 3 (Traffic

Pattern Zone) at the Lompoc Airport. The following discussion focuses on the land use

compatibility criteria in these Safety Areas, which are defined as follows:

Safety Area 1 (Clear Zone) is the most restrictive area as it is subject to greatest

danger. It must contain no obstructions which extend into airspace requirements

of landing aircraft as defined in FAA FAR Part 77. It is the FAA's

recommendation that clear zones be airport property and, if airport property, that

they be maintained as cleared fields with restricted access.

Safety Area 3 (Traffic Pattern Zone) encompasses the remainder of Zone II (the

Airport Influence Area) and is least restrictive. This is the area in which airport

traffic patterns occur. Traffic patterns vary from airport to airport due to; runway

configuration, prevailing winds, topography, population concentration, and noise

abatement procedures.

Land use compatibility with respect to safety zones in draft ALUCP is addressed in Section D

below.

Airport Safety: This criterion relates to the associated risk and potential consequences resulting

from aircraft overflights and accident potential. Regular low-altitude aircraft overflights increase

the risk of aircraft accidents. The consistency evaluation focuses on how the risk and

consequences of aircraft mishaps could be minimized, if not avoided.

Within Safety Area 1, the ALUC defines incompatible land uses as follows:

Any use which would direct steady or flashing lights at aircraft during initial climb or final

approach, other than an FAA-approved navigational signal or visual approach slope

indicator (VASI).

1 California Airport Land Use Planning Handbook, Caltrans Division of Aeronautics, October 2011, p. 3-

31.

2 Airport Land Use Plan Chapter 2, Chapter 5, p. 39.
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• Any use which would cause sunlight to be reflected toward an aircraft on initial climb or

final approach.

• Any use which would generate smoke or attract large concentrations of birds, or which

may otherwise affect safe air navigation within the area.

• Any use which would generate electrical interference that may be detrimental to

operation of aircraft or airport instrumentation.

Within Safety Area 3, the ALUC recommends the following as incompatible land uses; any use

which would result in large concentrations of people, such as schools, hospitals, apartment

blocks, or shopping centers beneath downwind and base legs or departure paths of frequently

used traffic patterns. For general purposes, the threshold for review is roughly 25 persons per

acre for non-residential uses or more than four units per acre on residential land.3

Safety issues relative to the project and the draft ALUCP are discussed in Section D below.

Noise: Airport noise is an important consistency evaluation criterion. The Airport Land Use Plan

noise criterion assures that new land uses proposed in airport environs are compatible with

aircraft-generated noise. The Airport Noise Area is determined by using the California Airport

Noise Standard which sets forth the criterion Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL). The

Airport Land Use Plan has adopted policies for specific land use types within the 60 and 65

decibel (dB) CNEL noise contours. Generally, the project evaluation is based on the noise

contours from the existing Airport Land Use Plan at the Lompoc Airport. The Airport Noise Area

extent is based on anticipated airport operations over the next 20 years and unanticipated

changes in operations may require new noise measurement and redefinition of the airport noise

zone. The draft ALUCP will also incorporate 60 and 65 decibel (dB) CNEL noise contours and

specify compatible land use types.

The adopted noise policies for land use types include institutional land uses (such as schools,

hospitals, convalescent homes and other medical facilities) and residential uses. Since the

project is proposing outdoor recreational and spectator events, the noise criterion policies

contained in the Airport Land Use Plan and draft ALUCP would not apply to this project.

Comments on the DEIR

A. Height

Figure 1 shows the following project components in the Clear Zone:

• Re-located Quarry Road/western project access road

A portion of the Re-located Skydive Landing area

3 SBCAG Airport Land Use Plan, p. 41.

7-9

7-10

7-11

2.0 Response to Comments
Letter No. 7

Meridian Consultants 
054-003-13

Lompoc Motorsports Project Final EIR 
November 2016

2.0-103



Neither of these two areas would contain structures. The DEIR states that the re-located Quarry

Road is located approximately 300 feet west of the end of Runway 7. Runway 7 is a general

aviation runway with a visual approach at a 20:1 approach slope. The height restriction for this

area of the site according to the calculations in the Airport Land Use Plan and FAR Part 77 are

shown below:

Height Restriction: 300' / 20 = 15'

The project description notes that:

To provide weekend and holiday event access to the Project site, the proposed

Project would connect to the existing V Street and go north along the western

perimeter of the airport property, along an existing quarry road. When completed,

this 30-foot-wide access road would be a minimum of 10 feet below the existing

airport runway grade and would carry two-way traffic. The newly aligned access

road would be dual purpose, serving both the Project site and the existing

adjacent sand and gravel operation. The existing quarry road is currently within

the 300-by-150-foot runway safety zone; however, the proposed Project would

move the new access road outside of the runway safety zone.

Comment A1: In the absence of grading plans or site plans that show finished floor elevations

for the western access road, there is not enough information to evaluate consistency with this

criterion or determine potential impacts as a result of the provision of the access road through

the clear zone. The DEIR should be revised to include grading plans with grading contours and

elevations as well as any objects that may be included along the roadside (such as streetlights

or landscaping that have the potential to penetrate into the airspace). The DEIR should also

evaluate potential construction phase impacts as a result of cranes or other equipment used in

construction of the proposed project in this area and potential for conflicts or hazards to air

navigation with activities at the Lompoc Airport.

Comment A2: The DEIR states that "the proposed Project would move the new access road

outside of the runway safety zone, as illustrated in Figure 3.0-9, Conceptual Roads, Fences,

and Gates (V Street Entrance)." The current Lompoc Airport Layout Plan shows a trapezoidal

Runway Protection Zone west of Runway 7 with dimensions of 500' x 700' x 1000', and a

rectangular Runway Object Free Area, both extending outward from the end of the runway into

the Santa Ynez River. The DEIR should examine the implications and potential impacts of

construction of an access road for special event usage at the proposed drag strip within the

clear zone, RPZ, and ROFA.

Comment A3: The Land Use Section of the DEIR discloses potential impacts utilizing the criteria

contained in the FAR Part 77 and recommends appropriate mitigation and height limitations for

structures and vehicles on the access road. How will this be enforced (e.g., through conditional

use permit conditions)? What is the height of trucks and trailers that transport drag racing
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vehicles? How tall are RVs that will be allowed to park in the area the evening before large

events at the project site?

B. Land Use Compatibility

As noted in the project description, the project site would contain an off-highway vehicle area,

an IHRA-sanctioned drag strip, and a re-located skydive landing facility. The project description

notes that the OHV area would generate day-to-day operations of 40-130 people on weekdays

and 250-500 people on weekends. The project description states that the OHV area will host up

to 71 special events per year expected to generate between 150-1,200 people. The size of the

OHV area would be approximately 10.24 acres. The drag strip would host a number of special

events (approximately 105 per year) expected to generate a range of 60-1,500 people per

event. The project description does not include an acreage calculation of the land area

encompassed for the proposed drag strip area or viewing areas (such as the grandstands).

According to Table 4-1 of the Airport Land Use Plan, the land uses on-site would be compatible

in Safety Area 3 as long as they do not result in large concentrations of people underneath

downwind and base legs or departure paths of frequently used airport traffic patterns. The

phrase "large concentrations of people" is defined in the Airport Land Use Plan as 25 people per

acre or more for non-residential uses. The intensity (measured as people per acre) for the OHV

area is summarized in the table below. The drag strip area and viewing areas were not included,

since the DEIR does not include acreage information for this portion of the project. If there are

grandstands or spectator viewing areas, the effective densities could be far greater than stated

in the table below, potentially be hundreds of people/acre. Attachment 2 illustrates the project

site location and the overlay of flight tracks and flight patterns at the Lompoc Airport. As shown,

there is one flight track/pattern that would traverse the project site (LD3).
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Project Density

Event Type Size (People) Density (people/acre)a

OHVArea

Day-to-day

- Weekday

- Weekend

Special Events

- OHV Events (Quarterly, Regional, Rhythm

regional)

- Endurocross

- Arenacross Quarterly regional

- Oval track events (semiweekly races,

regional, speedway cycles)

40-130

250-500

600-1,500

300-900

300-700

150-700

4-13 people/ acre

24 - 49 people / acre

59-146 people/ acre

29 - 88 people / acre

29 - 68 people / acre

15 - 68 people / acre

Drag Strip

Weekdays

Weekend days

Division Finals

Specialty drag race weekend (5/year)

Specialty drag race event (5/year)

60-200

200-280

300-600

1,000-1,500

1,000-1,700

unknown

a Assumes 10.24 acres on OHV site. Size for the drag strip area was not provided in the DEIR.

As shown in the table, population densities and intensities on the OHV area would range from

as low as 4-13 people/acre on the weekdays to as high as 59-146 people/acre for the more

popular OHV events. For any event that exceeds 250 people on the OHV area, "large

concentrations of people," as defined in the Airport Land Use Plan, would be present.

Attachment 2 shows the project site in relation to the Airport Influence Area and the most

commonly used arrival and departure flight paths at the Lompoc Airport. One flight path (LD3) is

located above the project site and would place the project beneath a base leg/departure path of

a frequently used traffic pattern for the airport.

Comment B1: The DEIR needs to include more information regarding the size (acreage) of the

proposed drag strip area and viewing areas where spectators would be concentrated during

events in order for ALUC staff to determine potential land use compatibility analysis for this area

of the project.

Comment B2: The City should consider limitations on special events when developing the

applicant's Conditional Use Permit for the OHV area. Conditions can include limiting the number

of attendees, limiting airport operations during larger events (such as any event that would

exceed 250 people or more), or not allowing the use of flight pattern LD3 during events that

exceed 250 people.
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C. Airport Safety

Airport safety primarily relates to the associated risk resulting from aircraft overflights and

accident potential. Regular low-altitude aircraft overflights increase the potential for aircraft

accidents. Therefore, a typical ALUC consistency evaluation will focus on the location and

possible effects on the project site, and how the risk and consequences of aircraft accidents

could be minimized.

Comment C1: See Comments A1 -A3.

D. Consistency with the Draft Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan

SBCAG appreciates the inclusion of the analysis of potential consistency issues with the draft

County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP). The update of the draft ALUCP and

environmental review is expected to commence by the end of this year and will take 12-18

months. The general findings regarding the placement of the safety zones and land use policies

in rural areas are not expected to change, even with incorporation of any data that the Lompoc

Airport may provide as part of its ongoing Airport Master Plan update. Attachment 3 shows the

project site overlaid with the draft safety zones in the draft ALUCP (Figure 4.9-9 of the DEIR).

As shown, portions of the drag strip reside in Safety Zones 1, 2, and 5. The entire OHV area

would reside within Safety Zone 5. For the purposes of safety in the drag strip area, the

grandstands would be located in Safety Zone 1 (the clear zone), north of the runway at the

Lompoc Airport. Outdoor assembly spaces of 50 or more people in the both Safety Zone 1

(clear zone) and Safety Zone 5 (sideline zone) are incompatible land uses in the draft ALUCP

(see Attachment 4, Rural Safety Compatibility Policies).

The OHV area may be considered a "Non-Group Recreational" land use for the purposes of the

draft ALUCP and would be a compatible land use as long as the intensity does not exceed 150

people per acre in Safety Zone 5.

Comment D1: The DEIR contains the following mitigation measure:

MM 4.9-8: If the Draft ALUP is effective prior to the City's approval of the proposed

project, then, within 60 days after that approval, the City Council will need

to overrule the inconsistency between the new ALUCP and the City's

General Plan.

MM 4.9-8 cannot properly be considered as a "mitigation measure" since it fails to offer any

actual physical mitigation of potential project impacts. Further, under CEQA, inconsistency with

a plan, such as an Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan, may be evidence of that the project will

have a significant environmental effect. To the extent that the adopted ALUP or draft ALUCP

provides potential mitigation for significant environmental impacts of the project, such mitigation

measures must be adopted if they are feasible. (Pub. Resources Code § 21081 (a)(3).)
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Alternatively, if mitigation is not required, rejection of mitigation measures should also be

supported by agency findings. (14 CCR §15091(a)(3).)

As noted above, SBCAG as the ALUC does not have direct review authority over the proposed

project, although the pending update of the Lompoc Airport Master Plan is subject to review by

the ALUC for consistency with the Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan in effect at time of

adoption. While the City has the option under State law of overruling any inconsistency

between the new ALUCP and the General Plan (or the Lompoc Airport Master Plan), SBCAG

staff recommends that the City instead ensure through its permit process and mitigation of

environmental impacts that the project design is consistent with FAA's FAR Part 77 surfaces,

the California Airport Land Use Planning Handbook, the region's adopted Airport Land Use Plan

and the draft Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan.

Thank you for the opportunity to review the project. If you have any further questions, please

contact Senior Transportation Planner Andrew Orfila at 961-8907.

Si

Peter Imhof /
Deputy Executive-Director, Planning

cc: File (CP 03-04-19)

Richard Fembaugh, Transportation and Aviation Administrator

Phillip Crimmins, California Department of Transportation, Division of Aeronautics

Attachments:

1. Project Site Map

2. Project Site with 1993 Airport Land Use Plan Safety Overlay

3. Project Site Map with Draft ALUCP Safety Overlay

4. Draft Santa Barbara County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan - Rural Safety

Compatibility Policies

5. California Airport Land Use Planning Handbook - Figure 4F: Safety Zone 5 Sideline

Zone
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Attachment 2: Project Site with 1993 Airport Land Use Plan Safety Overlay 

LPC Flight Tracks 
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- 1993 ALUP Approach Zone 
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Attachment 3: Project Site Map with Draft ALUCP Safety Overlay 

SOURCE: o·anan and Wall - 2015; County of Santa Barbara, Airport Land Use Plan- 1993; 
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Attachment 2: Draft Santa Barbara County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan – Rural 
Safety Compatibility Policies 
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Table 111-5 Continued 
Rural Safety Compat!>ility Policies 

Land Use Types I Typical Uses 
Ncte: Mu! jlle categmes may apply to a lilld use adicn 

Mmnun Nonresidential Intensity {Peojie'Acre} 

Processng and AI>M-Grould Storage a/ BUk 
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Auto,Aiaaft, Marine Repair Services; 
Oisnibulion f acites; 
Gas S1ations and Repair Garages; 
Warehouses 

Clila en Sd>o<ls, K - 12; 
Day care Cer'IM (>14 d1idren} 

fariy Day care Homes (~14 clilaenJ 

EITOI\Iency SeMces Facilitie~ p<ice slalions (except 
jails). fire stations 
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Eledrical SUbslations; 
T ransportaijon T enninals: rail, bus 

Airaaft Storage; 
AutomJbile Pamng s.nace LoiS; 
Pttic Transit Unes 
Railroads; 
Street, ~way RigtiS-<1-Way 
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Marinas (no~p adlvilie&); 
Sanilary Landfills; 
Sewage T realment <rod Disposal Facilities; 
Wooded Area&: ltwe&IS, tree !arm&, Olthards; 

Lands 1\!lh Low or VegelaOOn: lrusll lirods, desel1&, 
beadle&, Hood hazard areas, pasture, rangeland&, field 
oops, 9"ain oops, dry fanring, ·meya,ds; 
Non.Qcq) Recreation: gcif courses. tennis cou1s., 
parks, camp grw1ds 

Water: rivers, aeeks, canals, wedancls, bays.. lakes, 
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Attachment 3: California Airport Land Use Planning Handbook – Figure 4F: Safety Zone 5 
Sideline Zone 

tJature of Risk 
• Normal Maneuvers 

• Area not normally overflown; primary risk is w ith aircraft (especially ~
twins) losing directional control on takeoff, excessive crosswind 
gusts or engine torque 

• Altitude 
• Runway elevation 

• Common accident types 
• Arrival and Departure: Aircraft losing directional contro l and 

veering off the side of the runway 
• Risk Level 

• Low to moderate 
• Percentage of near-runway accidents in this zone: 3% - 5% 

Basic CompatibiliTy Policies 

• Normally Allow 
• Uses a llowed in Zone 4 (subject to height limitations for airspace 

protection) 
• All common aviation-related activities provided that FAA 

height-limit criteria are met 
• Limit 

• Nonresidential uses similarty to Zone 3 

INITIAL LIFT-OFF OR LANDING 
TOUCHDOWN 

• Avoid • 2 2 • • Residen tial uses unless airport related (noise usually also a 
factor) 

• High-intensity nonresidential uses 
• Prohibit 

• Stadiums. group recreat ional uses 
• Children's scllools, large daycare centers. hospitals, 

nursing homes 

Maximum Residential Densities Maximum Nonresidential 
Intensities 

5 5 

Maximum Single Acre 

Average number of dwelling units Average number of people 3x the Average number of people 
per gross acre per gross acre 

Rural See Note A 50 - 70 

Suburban 1 per 1 - 2ac. 70 - 100 

Urllan See Note B 100 - 150 

Dense Urban See Note B See Note S 

Note A: Maintain current zoning if tess tllan density criteria for suburban setting. 
Note B: Allow infill at up the average of surrounding residential area. 

F IGUR E 4F 

Safety Zone 5 - Sideline Zone 

per gross acre 

150 - 210 

210 - 300 

300 - 450 

See Note B 
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2.0 Responses to Comments 

 

Letter No. 7:  Peter Imhof, Deputy Executive Director, Planning, Santa Barbara County 

Association of Governments, August 12, 2016 

Response 7-1 

Please refer to Response 1-8 to the Caltrans Division of Aeronautics Comment Letter No. 1. Lompoc 

Airport is under the purview of the Santa Barbara County Airport Land Use Plan (ALUP) was adopted in 

1993 and is the current, primary regulatory measure for the Lompoc Airport. The Santa Barbara  

County Association of Governments (SBCAG) serve as the Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC). SBCAG, 

as the ALUC, provided advisory comments for the proposed Project and scope of the environmental 

review in relation to the adopted 1993 Airport Land Use Plan.  

As noted in the Draft EIR Section 4.9, Land Use (see page 4.9-32), SBCAG, acting as the ALUC, has reviewed 

the proposed Project as part of the Notice of Preparation (NOP) process, and provided comments to the 

City in its letter of December 22, 2015. At that time, the SBCAG noted, because the proposed Project is 

only seeking a Conditional Use Permit (CUP), and only requires discretionary permit approval, and it does 

not involve a General Plan amendment or rezone, a determination of consistency by the ALUC would not 

be required. 

Response 7-2 

Comment noted. The commenter does not address any issues with the environmental analysis provided 

in the Draft EIR, therefore, no further response is necessary. 

Response 7-3 

Comment noted. The commenter does not address any issues with the environmental analysis provided 

in the Draft EIR, therefore, no further response is necessary. 

Response 7-4 

Comment noted and will be forwarded on to the decision makers.  

Response 7-5 

Comment noted and is an introductory comment. 

Response 7-6 

The City recognizes the role of the Santa Barbara County Association of Governments in airport-related 

compatible land use issues and acknowledges the ALUP should be used to address consistency of the 

proposed Project with the airport. According to the most recent ALUP and the draft plan currently being 
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prepared, the existing and future land uses associated with the proposed project around the airport are 

considered safe land uses. 

The Draft EIR addresses concerns related to the placement of uses in the various safety zones identified 

by the comment in Topical Response No. 5, Land Use Compatibility, and Topical Response 1, Airport 

Safety. 

Response 7-7 

California Public Utilities Code Section 21659 reaffirms the above FAA guidance in stating (a) no person 

shall construct or alter any structure or permit any natural growth to grow at a height which exceeds the 

obstruction standards set forth in the regulations of the FAA relating to objects affecting navigable 

airspace contained in Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations, Part 77, Subpart C, unless a permit 

allowing the construction, alteration, or growth is issued by the department, and (b) the permit is not 

required if the FAA has determined that the construction, alteration, or growth does not constitute a 

hazard to air navigation or would not create an unsafe condition for air navigation. Subdivision (a) does 

not apply to a pole, pole line, distribution or transmission tower, or tower line or substation of a public 

utility. 

The Draft EIR (Section 4.9, Land Use, on page 4.9-27) notes the proposed Project site is located within 

both the northern Transitional and Horizontal Surfaces of LPC as designated by FAR Part 77 (see Draft EIR 

Figure 4.9-5). The Draft EIR further notes the various FAA requirements within those zones (see pages 4.9-

27 to 30) and the potential impacts the proposed Project may have regarding intrusions into airspace. 

The Draft EIR identifies mitigation as follows to reduce the impacts that may result: 

MM 4.9-1 Prior to the issuance of grading and building permits, the applicant shall: 

 Restrict the height of the lighting standard including any overhang such as light 

shielding, fixtures, etc. such that they do not penetrate the Transitional Surface; 

or  

 Submit all structures to the FAA for an obstruction evaluation (OE) and comply with 

all FAA requirements resulting from the OE. 

The Applicant and City will comply with requirements of the FAA. That would include submission of any 

notices. 
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Please refer to Topical Response 1, Airport Safety, and Topical 5, Land Use Compatibility which further 

clarifies project consistency with the ALUP and FAA FAR Part 77. 

Response 7-8 

Please refer to the Draft EIR, Section 4.9, Land Use and Planning and Topical Response 5, both of which 

address the proposed Project’s consistency with the ALUCP. Additionally, it should be noted, the Draft 

Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP) is currently in preparation; however, because it is only in 

draft mode and has not been officially adopted, regulatory compliance is not applicable. Therefore, for 

the purposes of this evaluation, the proposed Project falls under the jurisdiction of the existing ALUP’s 

goals and policies.  

Response 7-9 

Please refer to Topical Response 1, Airport Safety, which addresses airport safety and project consistency 

with the Safety Area 1 and 3.  

Response 7-10 

The comment is noted.  

Response 7-11 

The Draft EIR (page 4.9-28) evaluated the proposed height restrictions in the clear zone. The current gravel 

road that extends from the existing terminus of V Street would undergo grading and alignment changes 

to facilitate access to the proposed Project site. Figure 4.9-8, Schematic of Approach/Departure Surface 

in the Draft EIR depicts existing and proposed elevations with regard to the Approach/Departure Surface 

from the western end of Runway 7/25. As proposed, the extension of V Street would extend into the 

Approach/Departure Surface of Runway 7/25.  

As required under Part 77, the Approach/Departure Surface is subject to restrictions to ensure aircraft 

have adequate clearance areas for landing and takeoff. As noted, for the Lompoc Airport, the 

Approach/Departure Surface begins where the primary surface ends, 200 feet beyond the end of Runway 

7/25. The proposed Project includes improving V Street and lowering it via grading such that its final grade 

would be approximately 7 feet 6 inches below existing Runway 7/25 elevation (88 feet amsl). At 

completion, the improved V Street would be approximately 7.5 feet below the base elevation of Runway 

7/25, which would provide 12.5 feet of clearance from the road to the bottom of the 20:1 plane for the 

Approach/Departure Surface.  
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The Draft EIR notes FAR Part 77 requires a project be submitted to the FAA for review if it would penetrate 

a "notice surface" based on a slope of 100 feet horizontal to 1-foot vertical from the nearest point of the 

nearest runway. Further, the Approach/Departure Surface does not permit any intrusions of any type into 

the area above the 20:1 planar surface, including potential “obstruction evaluation” (OE). As required 

under Part 77, the Approach/Departure Surface is subject to restrictions to ensure aircraft have adequate 

clearance areas for landing and takeoff.  

The Draft EIR (page 4.9-28) indicates the FAA would most likely restrict the use the portion of V Street 

that is located in the area beneath the Approach/Departure Surface to vehicles that are less than 12.5 

feet tall (including antennas, roof racks and roof top carriers). That includes a planar surface starting at 

200 from the end of the runway then extending beyond the runway up and out at a slope of 20:1 from its 

base elevation until it reaches an elevation 150 above the base elevation.  

As the proposed Project includes utilizing V Street for access to the proposed Project site, the Draft EIR 

(page 4.9-28) noted it would be required to meet any restrictions imposed by FAA, including height limits. 

As the proposed Project has the potential to intrude into these safety zones, the Draft EIR determined it 

would result in a significant impact.  

The Draft EIR identifies the following mitigation measures to address impacts associated with uses from 

the proposed project penetrating the Transitional and Approach/Departure Zones:  

MM 4.9-1 Prior to the issuance of grading and building permits, the applicant shall:  

 Restrict the height of the lighting standard including any overhang such as light shielding, fixtures, 

etc. such that they do not penetrate the Transitional Surface; or  

 Submit all structures to the FAA for an obstruction evaluation (OE) and comply with all FAA 

requirements resulting from the OE.  

MM 4.9-2 Prior to the completion of the V Street extension, the project applicant shall construct a 

height-restricting barrier over the entry-way to the proposed Project site’s access point 

on “V” Street and the Approach/Departure Surface, such that it restricts access to vehicles 

more than 12 and 1/2 feet including antennas, roof racks and roof top carriers.  

As a secondary option to the height-restricting barrier, the proposed Project applicant shall lower the V 

Street access elevation to 17.5 feet below the existing elevation of the Approach/Departure Surface such 

that vehicles less than 22.5 feet including antennas, roof racks and roof top carriers will not penetrate the 

Approach/Departure Surface.  
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Please refer to Topical Response No 1, Airport Safety and Topical Response No. 5, Land Use Compatibility 

for additional clarification. 

Response 7-12 

Please refer to Response 7-11; Topical Response 1, Airport Safety, which also addresses Project site access; 

and Topical Response 5 Land Use Compatibility regarding ALUP.  

Response 7-13 

If the City approves the proposed Project and adopts the mitigation measures, then the City would be 

responsible for assuring the measures are completed as required by the CEQA Guidelines Section 15097 

as noted below: 

 In order to ensure that the mitigation measures and project revisions identified in the EIR or negative 

declaration are implemented, the public agency shall adopt a program for monitoring or reporting on 

the revisions which it has required in the project and the measures it has imposed to mitigate or avoid 

significant environmental effects. A public agency may delegate reporting or monitoring 

responsibilities to another public agency or to a private entity which accepts the delegation; however, 

until mitigation measures have been completed the lead agency remains responsible for ensuring that 

implementation of the mitigation measures occurs in accordance with the program. 

 The public agency may choose whether its program will monitor mitigation, report on mitigation, or 

both. “Reporting” generally consists of a written compliance review that is presented to the decision 

making body or authorized staff person. A report may be required at various stages during project 

implementation or upon completion of the mitigation measure. 

Access along V Street would be limited according to Mitigation Measures MM 4.9-1 and MM 4.9-2 would 

address height limitation for structures and vehicles, and which are provided as follows: 

4.9-1 Prior to the issuance of building a grading permits the site developer shall: 

 Restrict the height of the lighting standard including any overhang such as light shielding, 
fixtures, etc. such that they do not penetrate the Transitional Surface; 

 or  

 Submit all structures to the FAA for an obstruction evaluation (OE) and comply with all FAA 
requirements resulting from the OE. 

4.9-2 Prior to the use of V Street access way, the developer shall construct a height-restricting barrier 
over the entry-way to the proposed Project site’s access point on “V” Street and the 
Approach/Departure Surface are such that it restricts access to vehicles to more than 12 and 1/2 
feet including antennas, roof racks and roof top carriers.  

 As a secondary option to the height-restricting barrier, the Project applicant shall lower the V 
Street access elevation to 15.5 feet below the existing elevation of the Approach/Departure 
Surface such that vehicles less than 22.5 feet including antennas, roof racks, and roof top carriers 
will not penetrate the Approach/Departure Surface.  
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Response 7-14 

Section 4.9, Land Use, of the Draft EIR provides analysis of the various land use plans that are applicable 

to the proposed Project. The Draft ALUCP has not yet been adopted; therefore, the proposed Project is 

not required to comply with the proposed safety requirements. Even if the Draft ALUCP were to be 

adopted, State law authorizes the City Council to override any regulation in the ALUCP that may be 

inconsistent with the City’s General Plan, with which the proposed Project is consistent. Impacts would 

be less than significant with the existing ALUP. 

Please refer to Topical Response No. 1, Airport Safety, which addresses concerns about the Airport’s 

designated Safety Zones and the allotted distance between the recreational park—specifically the 

grandstands—and the landing/takeoff area.  

The OHV areas total approximately 18.4 acres in size (see Section 5.0 of the Draft EIR for disturbance area) 

and the Drag Strip area totals approximately 9.1 acres. The remaining 10.5 acres include parking, 

roadways, and pedestrian access that is shared between both uses. For OHV only events, the areas utilized 

would be the parking areas and OHV areas for a total of 28.9 acres with up to 2,580 persons. Thus, the 

people per acre would be approximately 89 people per acre, below the 250 people per acre noted in the 

comment. The 1993 Airport Land Use Plan3 indicates, “large concentrations is a purposely vague term as 

the issue will vary with the land use and location. For general purposes, the threshold for review is roughly 

25 persons per acre for on-residential uses or more than four units per acre on residential land.” It should 

be clarified the policy refers to residential uses.  

Response 7-15 

Please refer to Response 7-14. Also, as stated in the Project Description of the Draft EIR, the second park 

area to be developed would include an International Hot Rod Association (IHRA)-sanctioned one-eighth-

mile drag strip with grandstands and pit areas. Please refer to Figure 3.0-5, Conceptual Drag Strip, Pits, 

and Parking which demonstrates the proposed drag strip layout and dimensions. Also, as presented in the 

Draft EIR, Section 5, Alternatives Analysis, the Drag Strip Only Alternative, 9.1 acres of the 38-acre 

proposed Project site would be developed for the drag strip area. The Drag Strip only events would utilize 

the parking areas and drag strip areas for a total of 19.6 acres with up to 2,640 persons. Thus, the people 

per acre would be approximately 135 people per acre, below the 250 people per acre noted in the 

comment.  

  

                                                                 
3 Santa Barbara County Association of Governments, Santa Barbara County Airport Land Use Plan, Chapter 5, Airport Safety 

Policy, (1993) page 7. 
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Response 7-16 

Please refer to Topical Response No. 1, Airport Safety, and also refer to the Draft EIR, Section 4.9, Land 

Use and Planning for safety analysis. Because the Project is subject to a conditional use permit by the City, 

the City can impose additional restrictions on attendance. 

Response 7-17 

Please refer to Responses 7-11, 7-12, and 7-13. 

Response 7-18 

Please refer to the Topical Response No. 1, Airport Safety, and the Draft EIR, Section 4.9, Land Use and 

Planning and Topical Response No 5, both of which address project consistency with the ALUCP. 

Additionally, it should be noted, the Draft Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP) is currently in 

preparation; however, because it is only in draft mode and has not been officially adopted, regulatory 

compliance is not applicable. Therefore, for the purposes of this evaluation, the proposed Project falls 

under the jurisdiction of the existing ALUP’s goals and policies. 

Please refer to Response 7-14 and 7-15. As indicated in these response, the people per acre would total 

89 for OHV events and 135 for Drag Strip events which is below the draft ALUCP intensity of 150 people 

per acre. The worst case scenario would include 2,700 persons for the OHV—Saturday nonevent Open 

Riding/No Racing and Drag Strip—Specialty Drag Race event within the 38-acre proposed Project site. This 

would equate to approximately 71 persons per acre. 

Response 7-19 

Comment is noted for the record and will be forwarded to the decision-makers for review and 

consideration. 

Response 7-20 

Comment is noted for the record and will be forwarded to the decision-makers for review and 

consideration. 

Please refer to Responses in Comment Letter 1 from the Caltrans Division of Aeronautics.  

Further, please refer to Topical Response 1, Airport Safety and Topical Response 5, Land Use Compatibility, 

which states that FAR Part 77 requires a project be submitted to the FAA for review if it would penetrate 

a "notice surface" based on a slope of 100 feet horizontal to 1-foot vertical from the nearest point of the 

nearest runway. Further, the Approach/Departure Surface does not permit any intrusions of any type into 
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the area above the 20:1 planar surface, including potential “obstruction evaluation” (OE). As required 

under Part 77, the Approach/Departure Surface is subject to restrictions to ensure aircraft have adequate 

clearance areas for landing and takeoff. 

Response 7-21 

The attached documents have been reviewed and considered.   
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Our Vision v<gr Clean Air

Santa Barbara County

Air Pollution Control District

AUG 1 5 2016
August 15, 2016

Lucille Breese Planning Division
City of Lompoc

100 Civic Center Plaza

Lompoc, CA 93438

Re: APCD Comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Lompoc Motorsports

Project, SCH No. 2015121005

Dear Ms. Breese:

The Air Pollution Control District (APCD) appreciates the opportunity to review the Draft Environmental

Impact Report (EIR) for the Lompoc Motorsports Project. The project includes the development and

operation of a recreational motorsports facility on approximately 38 acres of land. The facility consists of

an Off-Highway Vehicle (OHV) area, a drag strip, grandstands, a parking area, and other associated

structures. The proposed project will involve air quality, greenhouse gas, and public health impacts.

The APCD has reviewed the Draft EIR prepared for the project in its role as a commenting agency under

the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). Our review supports our mission of protecting the

people and environment of Santa Barbara County from the effects of air pollution. We appreciated the

opportunity to meet with City staff on August 8, 2016 to review our comments.

To assist the City of Lompoc in preparation of the EIR, we have summarized below our general

comments on the Draft EIR, and attached detailed comments. Overall, it was difficult to assess whether

the air quality, greenhouse gas, and public health impacts have been adequately analyzed. The EIR

contains insufficient or unclear information regarding methods, analysis, and conclusions. Because of

this, we are unable to understand and review impacts from the project, and the CEQA document does

not fulfill the purpose to inform the public agency, decision makers and the general public of the

project's potential environmental impacts. In sum, the EIR's impact analysis does not adequately

disclose, assess, and mitigate the project's air quality, greenhouse gas, and health impacts.

Our review identified the following primary issues with the analysis in the Draft EIR:

• Disclosure/verification: It was difficult to match the emission totals presented in the main

document to the calculations in the appendices. We were unable to tell if all the elements of

the project were accurately analyzed in the emissions calculations, and so it is unclear whether

the emissions totals presented are correct.

• Significance thresholds and determinations of significance: The document presents unclear,

and at times conflicting, air quality significance criteria and significance determinations

(classification of impacts). In addition, not all significance criteria have been evaluated and/or

properly evaluated (e.g., cause or contribute to a violation of an air quality standard, expose

sensitive receptors to significant pollutant concentrations). In addition, the greenhouse gas

thresholds utilized may not be appropriate for the project type. Determinations of significance

must be supported by substantial evidence.

Aeron Arlin Genet - Air Pollution Control Officer

260 North San Antonio Road, Suite A - Santa Barbara, CA - 93110 - 805.961.8800

OurAir.org ■ twitter.com/OurAirSBC
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• Emission totals: Not all project emissions sources have been quantified and compared to the

applicable significance criteria. It is unclear what sources currently comprise the emission totals.

In addition, unmitigated and mitigated emission estimates should be disclosed in Section 4.2

and Section 4.6.

• Air quality impacts: The modeling results for the OHV area events showed potential particulate

matter (PMio) impacts over twice the federal 24-hour standard, and the modeling results for the

drag strip events showed potential particulate matter (PMio) impacts almost equal to the

federal 24-hour standard.1 Again, we were unable to independently verify these results, but if

they are correct they are significant impacts and could impact the region's ability to attain

federal ambient air quality standards. An Air Quality Impact Analysis should be performed to

determine if the proposed project would violate any air quality standard or contribute

substantially to an existing or projected air quality violation.

• Health risk: It appears the document only attempts to analyze non-cancer risk from the project.

Cancer risk, chronic and acute non-cancer risk should be analyzed with a refined Health Risk

Assessment (HRA) in accordance with the District Modeling Guidelines for Health Risk

Assessments, Form-15i, dated August 2015.

• Mitigation measures: To ensure that the measures are effective and enforceable, proposed

mitigation measures should be made conditions of approval for the project and adopted as part

of a mitigation monitoring and reporting program. While the analysis lists mitigation measures

and presents modeled mitigation emission results, it is not clear how the efficiency of the

mitigation measures were determined or how the modeled emission results were calculated,

therefore we are unable to comment on whether these measures would reduce the impacts to

less than significant. Substantial evidence is needed to support the analysis and conclusions.

Detailed comments are attached in Attachment 1.

If you or the project applicant have any questions regarding these comments, please feel free to contact

me at (805) 961-8890 or via email at BarhamC@sbcapcd.org.

Sincerely,

Carly Barham,

Air Quality Specialist

Technology and Environmental Assessment Division

cc: Meridian Consultants c/o Joe Gibson and Chris Hampson

Michael Goldman, Manager, APCD Engineering Division

Kaitlin McNally, Manager, APCD Compliance Division

TEA Chron File

1 Appendix 4.2, sheet titled "Lompoc Motorsports Concentration Summary".
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Attachment 1

Detailed APCD Comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Lompoc Motorsports

Project (SCH No. 2015121005)

Project description:

The project includes the development and operation of a recreational motorsports facility on

approximately 38 acres of land. The project involves the phased development of the site as two primary

park areas. The first park area consists an Off-Highway Vehicle (OHV) area that includes: relocation of an

existing Kids Motor Fun Park; a one-quarter (%) mile oval dirt track; a 7-acre multi-track OHV area; and a

2.3 acre, low-speed trail-riding area open to motorcycles, all-terrain vehicles (ATVs), and mountain

bikes. The second park area consists of an International Hot Rod Association (IHRA) sanctioned one-

eighth (Va) mile drag strip that would have grandstands and pit areas. Other construction associated with

the project includes a centralized parking area, storage lockers, a maintenance and storage building,

lighting, signage, and other accessory buildings. The project site, identified in the Assessor Parcel Map

Book as APN 093-450-012, -013, and 093-040-020, is located on a 38-acre site on the northern end of

the City of Lompoc Airport in the City of Lompoc.

Operation of the project would provide for a variety of drag strip, OHV, and non-racing events. The

project includes the following details:

• The maximum number of vehicle and persons onsite = 234 vehicles, 627 persons for a

weekday event; and 1,160 vehicles, 2,700 persons for a weekend event.

• Proposed parking would accommodate approximately 1,120 spaces. The proposed

grandstands would seat approximately 1,250 spectators.

• Portable lights would be used to light the OHV area. Each portable light would be powered

by a 10.5-horsepower diesel generator.

• Grading includes 45,185 cubic yards of soil to be balanced onsite.

• One to four underground tanks that are remnants of a 1970s business would be removed.

• Gasoline, diesel, and alcohol fuels would be allowed onsite in limited quantities. Nitrous

oxide gas would be permitted. Nitro methane and exotic fuels would not be allowed. Onsite

equipment would be fueled via truck-mounted tanks.

APCD staff has the following comments after review of the DEIR:

1. General Comment: The EIR has numerous discrepancies and contradictions, including

contradictory conclusions regarding impact classifications and contradictory descriptions of

methodology. Clear and consistent determinations of significance supported by substantial

evidence are needed.

2. General Comment: The maximum number of parking spaces/vehicles allowed onsite on any one

day should be an enforceable condition of approval by the lead agency to ensure that parking

demand and trip generation stay within the amounts analyzed in the traffic study and EIR.

3. Section 3.0 Project Description, Parking, Page 3.0-8:

a. Define the number of overnight RV parking spaces.
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b. Define the maximum number of vehicles that could be parked onsite with vehicle type

noted.

4. Section 3.0 Project Description, Lighting, Page 3.0-10: Identify the number of proposed diesel

generators powering the portable lights.

5. Section 3.0 Project Description, Operational Characteristics, Page 3.0-26: State the maximum

number of vehicles and persons onsite for weekend event.

6. Section 3.0 Project Description, Operational Characteristics, Page 3.0-26-30: Identify which

events listed in Table 3.0-1 and Table 3.0-2 comprise the event scenarios for a two-day weekend

event. In addition, please explain how the total number of people and vehicles (broken down by

type) that are at the facility for each event scenario can be determined from the information

presented in the tables.

7. Section 4.2 Air Quality, Table 4.2-1, Page 4.2-4: Please update this table to reflect the current

federal primary ozone standard of 0.070 ppm on an 8-hour basis.

8. Section 4.2 Air Quality, Table 4.2-1, Page 4.2-6: For clarification purposes, the APCD considers

"stationary sources" as sources that may require permits from the APCD, such as gas stations,

auto body shops, diesel generators, boilers and large water heaters, dry cleaners, oil and gas

production and processing facilities, and water treatment facilities. Other stationary sources

such as residential heating and cooling equipment, wood burning stoves and fireplaces, or other

individual appliances do not require permits from the APCD and are known as "area sources."

The CalEEMod computer program may be used to estimate unmitigated and mitigated "mobile

source" and "area source" impacts, while "stationary source" emissions require a project-

specific, equipment-specific off-model calculation. Stationary source and area source emissions

must be added to transportation source (mobile source) emissions prior to applying the project-

specific thresholds of significance. Total long-term operational emissions from a project can

consist of mobile sources, area sources, and stationary sources.

9. Section 4.2 Air Quality, Page 4.2-7: The APCD's Modeling Guidelines for Health Risk Assessments

(Form-15i) recommend that sensitive receptors be defined as schools, daycare facilities,

hospitals, and care facilities. Risk should be assessed at all sensitive receptors within 2 km of the

proposed site.

10. Section 4.2 Air Quality, ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS, Page 4.2-15-29: The EIR has not properly

evaluated the following thresholds of significance being applied to the project:

• Threshold 4.2-1: Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality

plan?

• Threshold 4.2-2: Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an

existing or projected air quality violation?

• Threshold 4.2-3: Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase ofany criteria

pollutantfor which the project region is non-attainment under an applicable federal or

state ambient air quality standard (including releasing emissions which exceed

quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)?

• Threshold 4.2-4: Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations ?
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In order to properly evaluate the significance criteria, the following actions should be taken:

• Threshold4.2-1: The results from the analyses below should be used to inform whether

the proposed project conflicts with or obstructs the implementation of the applicable air

quality plan (the 2013 Clean Air Plan).

• Threshold4.2-2: An Air Quality Impact Analysis should be performed to determine if

the proposed project would violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially

to an existing or projected air quality violation. All pollutants with an ambient air quality

standard should be evaluated. See also Comment 21.

o We recommend that AERMOD be used to perform air dispersion modeling for

this project, both to analyze ambient air quality impacts and to use in the health

risk assessment. The dispersion modeling should follow the procedures

described in the District's Modeling Guidelines for Health Risk Assessments,

Form-15i, dated August 2015 or later.

o Provide the electronic files listed in Section 4 (page 25-26) of the Modeling

Guidelines so that the results of the modeling can be independently verified.

• Threshold4.2-3: Project emissions should be fully quantified and properly compared to

the APCD adopted criteria for determining the level of significance for project-specific

and cumulative impacts.

o We recommend that the discussion in Section 4.2 be expanded to more clearly

describe how emissions were calculated, especially for the more unique parts of

this project such as the drag strip and OHV area. We also recommend that

Tables 4.2-8 and 4.2-9 be expanded to include individual line items for the

different emission sources. This will show how the total emissions were

calculated.

o Especially for competition vehicles without catalysts, appropriate emission

factors should be identified and used, with the basis for these factors

documented.

• Threshold 4.2-4: A refined Health Risk Assessment (HRA) should be performed in

accordance with the District Modeling Guidelines for Health Risk Assessments, Form-15i,

dated August 2015 or later, to determine if the proposed project will expose sensitive

receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations. See also Comment 17.

11. Section 4.2 Air Quality, Thresholds of Significance, Page 4.2-15-18: It is unclear which

thresholds of significance are being applied to the proposed project. It appears that the EIR is

relying on the APCD adopted criteria, as stated on page 4.2-15. The EIR should use the APCD

Board-adopted thresholds of significance as follows:

A proposed project will not have a significant impact on air quality, either individually or

cumulatively, if the operation of the project will:

• emit (from all project sources, both stationary and mobile) less than the daily trigger for

offsets or Air Quality Impact Analysis set in the APCD New Source Review Rule, for any

pollutant (i.e., 240 pounds/day for ROC, NOX, or SOX; and 80 lbs/day for PMw. There is

no daily operational threshold for CO; it is an attainment pollutant); and
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• emit less than 25 pounds per day of N0x or ROC from motor vehicle trips only; and

• not cause or contribute to a violation of any California or National Ambient Air Quality

Standard (except ozone); and

• not exceed the APCD health risk public notification thresholds adopted by the APCD

Board (10 excess cancer cases in a million for cancer risk and a Hazard Index of more

than one (1.0) for non-cancer risk); and

• be consistent with the latest adopted federal and state air quality plans for Santa

Barbara County.

12. Section 4.2 Air Quality, Thresholds of Significance, Regional Air Quality Thresholds, Page 4.2-

16: This page states that, "The proposed Project would result in a potentially significant impact if

it would emit more than 25 pounds per day ofNOx or VOCfrom motor vehicle trips only." The

other criteria listed in Comment 11 above are not discussed. Is this the only significance criteria

being applied to the project? Please explain.

13. Section 4.2 Air Quality, Thresholds of Significance, Criteria Air Pollutants, Page 4.2-16-17:

This page states that, "In consultation with the SBAPCD [sic], the following thresholds for each

criteria pollutantfor operations of the proposed Project are utilizedfor analysis and are

identified in Table 4.2-7, Air Quality Increment Change Criteria..."

The APCD recommends applying the Board-adopted thresholds of significance described in

Comment 11. Note that air quality increments are not APCD Board-adopted CEQA significance

thresholds, and are not intended to be used as such.

14. Section 4.2 Air Quality, Thresholds of Significance, Toxic Air Contaminants, Page 4.2-17: This

page states that, "Carcinogenic compounds are not considered to have threshold levels (i.e. dose

levels below which there are no risks). Any exposure, therefore, will have some associated risk.

As a result, SBCAPCD identifies a potentially significant impact to public health if the health risk

exceeds a Hazard Index ofmore than one (1.0) for non-cancer risk."

The APCD has adopted health risk thresholds for both cancer and noncancer risk (10 excess

cancer cases in a million for cancer risk and a Hazard Index of more than one (1.0) for non-

cancer risk). The EIR has only attempted to evaluate noncancer risk. Cancer risk and noncancer

risk (acute and chronic risk) should be assessed and compared to the threshold of significance.

15. Section 4.2 Air Quality, Methodology, Operation, Page 4.2-19-21: It is difficult to determine

which sources were included in the operational emission estimates, which scenarios were used

to determine maximum emissions, and what methods were used to calculate emissions for the

various sources. Worksheets in Appendix 4.2 present calculations for drag strip and OHV

emissions, but the assumptions, emission factors, and methodology are not explained. Without

a clear explanation of methodology and the information presented in Appendix 4.2, the APCD

cannot confirm quantification of all project sources and the accuracy of such quantification.

The discussion of methodology should clearly articulate if the emission sources and activities

described below have been quantified, and if not, the discussion and analysis should be revised

to do so:

a. Mobile (Motor Vehicle) Emissions:
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Exhaust Emissions:

Motor vehicles associated with the project produce exhaust emissions, consisting of

criteria pollutants and toxic air contaminants. Project mobile sources have various types

of vehicles and activities constituting mobile source emissions. There are both on-site

and off-site vehicle emissions. Exhaust emissions from onsite and offsite mobile sources

will be generated from spectator vehicle trips to the site, employee vehicle trips to the

site, participant vehicle trips to the site, and participant and spectator vehicle activities

onsite, including race cars. Total criteria pollutant emissions from these activities should

be quantified.

Particulate Matter Emissions:

Motor vehicles on the project site will generate particulate matter. Fugitive dust will be

generated from spectator and employee vehicles driving on paved and unpaved parking

areas, and from participant vehicles and race cars in the park areas. Particulate matter

emissions will be generated by the racing events conducted on the dirt oval track, and

by tire wear during race events conducted on paved surfaces, especially drag racing

events. Total emissions of fugitive PMw and PM2.sfrom these activities should be

quantified.

b. Stationary and Area Sources:

Total operational emissions associated with the project include any emission sources

not considered "mobile emissions". This would include emissions from stationary and

area sources.

It appears that area sources have been quantified using the CalEEMod program.

Emissions from stationary equipment (e.g. diesel engines, boilers) need quantification;

specifically, emission from generators associated with RVs and portable lights.

Generators associated with RVs:

It can reasonably be assumed that RVs would run a generator set during their stay.

Therefore, emissions resulting from generator sets from visiting RVs must be estimated

and included in the project's total operational emissions. The analysis should provide

assumptions for the number of RVs operating a generator, hours of generator operation

per day, and fuel type for the generator (e.g. grid power, diesel, propane, etc.).

Operation of this equipment should also be included in the Health Risk Assessment and

Air Quality Impact Analysis as needed.

Generators associated with Portable Lights:

As described in Section 3.0 Project Description, portable lights powered by diesel

generator engines will be utilized. As requested in Comment 4, please define the

number of engines operating onsite. Emissions resulting from operation of these

engines should be estimated and included in the project's total operational emissions,
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and should also be included in the Health Risk Assessment and Air Quality Impact

Analysis.

We recommend that the methodology discussion be expanded to more clearly describe how

emissions were calculated, especially for the more unique parts of this project such as the drag

strip and OHV area. The air quality analysis should be based on a "worst-case" day.

16. Section 4.2 Air Quality, Methodology, Dispersion Modeling, Page 4.2-20:

a. Air dispersion modeling is conducted to demonstrate compliance against the NAAQS

and CAAQS (see Comment 10,13 and 21).

b. If EMFAC is utilized, please utilize EMFAC2014, released in December 2014.

17. Section 4.2 Air Quality, Methodology, Toxic Air Containments [sic], Page 4.2-21:

a. The heading should read Toxic Air Contaminants.

b. The methodology used to perform the Health Risk Assessment (HRA) is unclear based on

the information provided. HRAs must be performed using the Hotspots Analysis and

Reporting Program, Version 2 (HARP 2). The cancer risks and chronic and acute non-

cancer risks should be presented at the point of maximum impact, the maximally

exposed individual resident and the maximally exposed individual worker. Additionally,

input and output files from HARP 2 should be provided to show the parameters used to

model the estimated health impacts from this project.

In order to properly assess health risk to the public, a refined Health Risk Assessment

(HRA) should be performed in accordance with the District Modeling Guidelines for

Health Risk Assessments, Form-15i. dated August 2015 or later, available at

www.ourair.org/wp-content/uploads/apcd-15i.pdf.The refined HRA is required to

demonstrate that the operation of project-related equipment does not cause a

significant risk to the surrounding community. Please contact Michael Goldman,

Manager of the District's Engineering Division, at GoldmanM@sbcapcd.org or (805) 961-

8821 with any questions on performing the refined health risk assessment.

18. Section 4.2 Air Quality, Project Design Features, Page 4.2-22: The "Project Design Features

(PDF)" described and the effect of the features on the analysis appear to be more accurately and

appropriately labeled as mitigation measures (see Trisha Lee Lotus (LOTUS) etal. v Department

of Transportation etal. (223 Cal. App.4th 645). The project design features are not a true

component of the project plan or design, rather they are a mitigating action that is separate

from the project itself, and responsive to the project's impacts. Where features or measures are

relied upon to reduce, minimize, avoid, or rectify impacts, those measures are not part of the

project, they are mitigation measures designed to reduce or eliminate impacts and must be

adopted as such.

19. Section 4.2 Air Quality, Project Impacts, Pages 4.2-22-28: We recommend that the "Project

Impacts" section be reorganized as it appears that, at times, the discussion and evaluation of

impacts does not match the threshold being applied. Specifically,
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a. Threshold 4.2-2 should discuss and present the results of the AQIA;

b. The discussion of the project's construction and operational emissions, and the totals

presented in Table 4.2-8 and Table 4.2-9, should be discussed under Threshold 4.2-3;

c. Threshold 4.2-4 should discuss and present of the results of the HRA.

20. Section 4.2 Air Quality, Project Impacts, Threshold 4.2-1, Page 4.2-22-24: In the discussion of

Threshold 4.2-1, page 4.2-23 states that, "Temporary emissions associated with construction of

the proposed Project would not exceed any of the criteria pollutant SBCAPCD thresholds for

regional emissions, as indicated in Table 4.2-8 and Table 4.2-9. Therefore, the proposed Project's

construction and operation related emissions would be consistent with the CAP."

a. Construction emissions are shown in Table 4.2-8, while Table 4.2-9 shows operational

emissions. The first sentence should be revised to delete reference to Table 4.2-9 as the

subject of the sentence is construction emissions.

b. As stated on page 4.2-16, the APCD does not have quantitative thresholds of

significance in place for short-term or construction emissions.

c. The second sentence appears to imply that the project's operational emissions would

not exceed any of the APCD thresholds, and therefore emissions would be consistent

with the CAP. However, Table 4.2-9 shows that mobile ROC and NOX emissions would

exceed APCD criteria pollutant thresholds. Therefore, the EIR should consider the

accuracy of the conclusionary statement.

21. Section 4.2 Air Quality, Project Impacts, Threshold 4.2-2, Page 4.2-24-26: This threshold

evaluates whether the project emissions would violate any air quality standard or contribute

substantially to an existing or projected air quality violation. As indicated in Appendix 4.2

"Lompoc Motorsports Concentration Summary", the modeling results for the OHV area events

show potential particulate matter (PMio) impacts over twice the federal 24-hour standard, and

the modeling results for the drag strip events show potential particulate matter impacts (PMio)

almost equal to the federal 24-hour standard.

Due to the project's potential to cause or contribute to a violation of an air quality standard,

the project must analyze if emissions will violate any air quality standard or contribute

substantially to an existing or projected air quality violation. In order to conduct this

evaluation, an Air Quality Impact Analysis (AQIA) should be performed pursuant to APCD's

Rule 805 (i.e. consistent with the requirements provided in the most recent Guidelines on Air

Quality Models prepared by the Environmental Protection Agency, Appendix W to 40 CFR Part

51). The results of the AQIA will inform the significance determination for this impact.

Modeling should evaluate the following criteria pollutants: SO2, PM2.s, PMio, NO2, and CO. Lead

emissions may also warrant modeling as some of the sources may be using fuels containing lead.

The results of the AQIA should be compared to the Air Quality Standards in the right hand

column of Table 3 in Rule 803 (seewww.ourair.org/wp-content/uploads/rule803.pdf). Please be

aware that APCD is scheduled to adopt proposed changes to Regulation VIII in August 2016 that
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revise rule numbers, standards and increments (see www.ourair.org/rules-under-

development/). Proposed Rule 805, Table 1 includes the revised values.

22. Section 4.2 Air Quality, Project Impacts, Threshold 4.2-2, Construction Emissions, Page 4.2-24-

25 and Threshold 4.2-2, Operational Emissions, Page 4.2-25-26:

a. See Comment 18 regarding the Project Design Features (PDFs).

b. The EIR should disclose the project's impact before project design features/mitigation

measures have been applied. Please present both unmitigated and mitigated

construction emissions estimates, and unmitigated and mitigated operational

emissions estimates.

23. Section 4.2 Air Quality, Project Impacts, Table 4.2-9 Operational Emissions, Page 4.2-25:

a. The APCD has adopted thresholds for Reactive Organic Compounds (ROCs), not Volatile

Organic Compounds (VOCs). Please refer to ROCs in this analysis.

b. The operational emission estimates provided in Table 4.2-9 match the emission

estimates from the CalEEMod winter report, meaning that the project's operational

emission estimates only include emissions from vehicle trips to the project and area

sources.

Importantly, emissions from race vehicles do not appear to be quantified and compared

to the CEQA thresholds of significance. Only emissions from highly controlled (mainly

passenger) vehicles have been quantified, while emissions from race vehicles with

uncontrolled (open) exhaust emissions have not been.

Therefore, it appears that the EIR has not quantified all project emission sources and

properly compared emissions to the appropriate thresholds of significance.

Operational emissions from the following sources require quantification:

• Exhaust emissions from onsite and offsite mobile sources, including emissions

from race car vehicles, participant vehicles, employee vehicles, and spectator

vehicles;

• Particulate matter/fugitive dust emissions from travel on paved and unpaved

roads, and activities in the park area including race events on paved and

unpaved surfaces;

• Operation of stationary sources, including (but not limited to) diesel generators

powering the portable light system, and generator sets powering onsite RV

visitors/campers.

Note that when quantifying onsite vehicle emissions, all engine use on the project

should be estimated. Meaning that not only the time the vehicles run in a race, but the

time the vehicle is run in the pit and moving around on the site.
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Once all emission sources are quantified, revised emission estimates can be compared

to the appropriate CEQA thresholds of significance and determinations of significance

can be made. Specifically, onsite and offsite motor vehicle emissions should be

compared to the 25 pounds/day threshold for NOX and ROC, and any emissions from

stationary and area sources should be added to the mobile source total of NOx, S0x,

ROC, and PMio and compared to the total operational emissions thresholds of 240

pounds/day of NOx, SOx, and ROC, and 80 pounds/day of PMio. Emission estimates will

likely change substantially with the accounting of emissions from these

vehicles/activities into the operational emission estimates.

c. Please provide a more refined breakdown of project emissions by source, instead of

generally defining as "Maximum" and "Maximum Mobile".

24. Section 4.2 Air Quality, Project Impacts, Threshold 4.2-2, Toxic Air Contaminants, Page 4.2-26:

a. See Comment 14.

b. The discussion of impacts from toxic air contaminants seems most appropriate for the

evaluation of Threshold 4.2-4 on page 4.2-27, rather than its current placement.

25. Section 4.2 Air Quality, Project Impacts, Threshold 4.2-3, Page 4.2-27: This page states that, "As

shown in Table 4.2-8, all stationary emissions associated with the proposed Project would not

exceed the SBCAPCD-recommended thresholds and would, therefore, not result in a cumulatively

considerable net increase ofany criteria pollutant. As such, stationary impacts would be less

than significant." Notwithstanding this conclusion, the text then goes on to state that, "The

proposed Project would exceed the daily mobile emission thresholds for VOC and NOx of25

pounds per day...lmpacts would be potentially significant as SBAPCD [sic] daily mobile thresholds

for NOx and VOC are exceeded."

a. Table 4.2-8 shows estimated construction emissions, not operational emissions. Table

4.2-9 does indicate that project emissions would exceed APCD thresholds.

b. The proposed project emissions consist of mobile source, area source, and stationary

source emissions. Total emissions from the project should be compared to the APCD

New Source Review thresholds. Emissions of NOx and ROC from motor vehicle trips only

should be compared to the threshold of 25 pounds per day.

c. Due to the county's nonattainment status for ozone and PMio, if a project's air pollutant

emissions of either of the ozone precursors (NOx or ROC) or PMio exceed the long-term

operational thresholds, then the project's would result in a cumulatively considerable

net increase in emissions. As shown in Table 4.2-9, emissions from the operation of the

project would exceed APCD-recommended mobile only operational thresholds of

significance; therefore, the project would result in a cumulatively considerable net

increase in emissions.

26. Section 4.2 Air Quality, Project Impacts, Threshold 4.2-4, Page 4.2-27: The text states that, "As

shown in Table 4.2-7 and Table 4.2-8, criteria pollutants would not exceed SBCAPCD thresholds.

Furthermore, the proposed Project would not expose sensitive populations to toxic air
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contaminants which exceed State or SBCAPCD thresholds. Therefore, impacts would be less than

significant"

The current evaluation of health risk is insufficient for assessing potential health risk from the

proposed project. The EIR should be revised to incorporate the results of a refined HRA,

compare results to health risk thresholds for both cancer and noncaner risk, and disclose if

project-related equipment will result in a significant impact. Instead of referencing Tables 4.2-7

and 4.2-8, this section should include a table summarizing the results of the HRA and comparing

the results to thresholds of significance for cancer, chronic, and acute risk. See Comment 17, for

APCD's guidance on how to properly assess health risk.

27. Section 4.2 Air Quality, Project Impacts, Threshold 4.2-5, Page 4.2-28: This threshold evaluates

the project's potential to create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people.

a. Given the nature of the activities onsite, substantial evidence should be provided to

support the conclusion that odors are not likely to affect sensitive off-site receptors.

b. Note that other activities, in addition to race vehicle emissions and tire smoke, could

create objectionable odors, such as food preparation at the onsite concession stands.

c. The project should consider the development of an Odor Abatement Plan so that a

strategy for abating impacts is in place in the event that odors from the site become a

nuisance to the surrounding receptors.

28. Section 4.2 Air Quality, Cumulative Impacts, Page 4.2-29: This page states that, "As indicated in

Table 4.2-8 above, the highest daily emissions estimatedfor the proposed Project would exceed

SBAPCD [sic] daily mobile significance thresholds." It appears the author intended to refer to

Table 4.2-9. Please correct.

29. Section 4.2 Air Quality, MITIGATION MEASURES, Page 4.2-29-30: Many of the mitigation

measures listed have detailed restrictions or prescriptions for use of the property and operation

of project activities. As required by CEQA Guidelines Section 15091(d), "These measures must be

fully enforceable through permit conditions, agreements, or other measures." Proposed

mitigation measures should be made enforceable conditions of approval by the lead agency. In

addition, as required by CEQA Guidelines Section 15097(a), the lead agency shall adopt a

mitigation monitoring and/or reporting program.

30. Section 4.2 Air Quality, MITIGATION MEASURES, Page 4.2-29: Measure MM 4.2-1 states that,

"A Fugitive Dust Control Plan shall be prepared and submitted to the City ofLompoc and Santa

Barbara County Air Pollution Control District (SBAPCD) [sic]for review and approval, before

operation of the proposed motorsports parkfacility." Since the City of Lompoc is the approving

authority for discretionary projects of this nature, the plan will be approved by the City; APCD

has no approving authority. Please revise this statement to indicate that the plan shall be

approved by the City, and remove reference to APCD. To help ensure the project does not

create a public nuisance, a plan could be voluntarily submitted to the APCD for feedback if

desired.
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31. Section 4.2 Air Quality, MITIGATION MEASURES, Page 4.2-29: Measure MM 4.2-1 should be

revised to clarify that fugitive dust control measures should be designed to control dust at the

property line. This would help to ensure the proposed project does not create a public nuisance

or visible emissions violation.

32. Section 4.2 Air Quality, MITIGATION MEASURES, Page 4.2-29: Measure MM 4.2-1 states that,

"All ground surfaces with OHV activities shall be watered by an amended water agent to achieve

a minimum control efficiency of84 percent."

a. This measure should include specific actions to produce the intended result, so this

measure's performance and effectiveness can be monitored and evaluated.

b. This proposed mitigation measure requiring water use should be evaluated for both its

feasibility and its impact. Specifically, the EIR should consider: 1) how much water this

measure would require, 2) if there is sufficient water available to accomplish the

proposed measure, and 3) the impact on water resources as a result of the proposed

water use.

33. Section 4.2 Air Quality, MITIGATION MEASURES, Page 4.2-30: This page states that, Ms

discussed above, the proposed Project includes Project Design Features that reduce the amount

of vehicle trips and the air emissions generated by those mobile sources to the maximum extent

feasible by allowing camping on the site to further reduce the amount of vehicle trips and vehicle

miles traveled by patrons, spectators, participants, and workers attending the motorsports

events."

a. See Comment 18 above regarding the "Project Design Features."

b. If overnight recreational vehicle (RV) camping onsite will be allowed as part of the

project description or as a mitigation measure, a maximum number of overnight RV's

allowed to park onsite must be defined in order to quantify emissions and the how the

project will reduce the amount of vehicle trips and the air emissions generated. This

limit should be included as a condition of approval of the project.

34. Section 4.2 Air Quality, LEVEL OF SIGNIFICANCE AFTER MITIGATION, Page 4.2-30: The third

paragraph in this section states that, "-As discussed above in Threshold 4.2-2, the proposed

Project particulate emissions would exceed the local significance thresholds for particulate

matter (8 ug/m3)." See Comment 10,13 and 21 for APCD's guidance on how to properly

evaluate Threshold 4-2-2.

35. Section 4.2 Air Quality, LEVEL OF SIGNIFICANCE AFTER MITIGATION, Page 4.2-31: The text

states that, "The emission results with mitigation measures MM 4.2-1 through MM 4.2-4 are

shown in Table 4.2-9, Modeled Mitigated Emission Results. Impacts on local air quality around

the site would be mitigated to a less than significant level with implementation of mitigation

measure MM 4.2-1 through MM 4.2-4."

a. It appears the author intended to refer to Table 4.2-10 titled "Modeled Mitigated

Emission Results".
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b. Provide substantial evidence to support the assertion that the project has been

mitigated to a less than significant level through implementation of mitigation

measure MM 4.2-1 through MM 4.2-4. The EIR should explain how the implementation

of the proposed mitigation measures would reduce emissions, how mitigated emissions

were calculated, present emission totals before and after mitigation, and document

how the mitigated concentrations were modeled.

36. Section 4.2 Air Quality, LEVEL OF SIGNIFICANCE AFTER MITIGATION, Page 4.2-31: The text

states that, "In the event the restriction to the number ofOHV vehicles, number ofOHV races per

hour, and the length ofOHV events are determined to be infeasible with implementation of

Mitigation Measures MM 4.2-2 through MM 4.2-4; then localized emission impacts would be

considered adverse, significant, and unavoidable." This statement seems to imply the project

could have a Class I or Class II impact, and that the proposed mitigation measures identified in

the EIR may or may not be feasible.

The APCD has the following comments regarding the overall discussion of mitigation and level of

significance after mitigation presented in the EIR (pages 4.2-29-32):

An EIR must make a conclusion regarding the impact classification of the project, and

mitigation measures must be identified and fully enforceable. Mitigation measures must be

evaluated for their feasibility and effectiveness in reducing an impact. Evaluation of the

significance of impacts or the feasibility and effectiveness of mitigation measures cannot be

uncertain, speculative, deferred, or left to the unknown.

As required by CEQA Statute §21002.1, §21081 and CEQA Guidelines §15091, for each

significant environmental impact identified in an EIR, the lead agency must make one of three

findings: 1) The impact has been mitigated to a level of insignificance, 2) Mitigation measures

are the exclusive responsibility of another public agency that has adopted or will adopt them, or

3) Specific economic, social, or other considerations make infeasible the mitigation measures or

project alternatives identified in the final EIR. Findings must be supported by substantial

evidence in the record. Without an evaluation of the effectiveness of mitigation, finding under

CEQA Section 21081 cannot be properly made.

There is no evidence in the EIR of the amount of criteria pollutant emissions that would be

reduced with the implementation of each of the proposed mitigation measures. As a result,

measures are of unknown efficacy. This undermines CEQA's function to provide full disclosure

of project impacts. Formulation of mitigation measures should not be deferred to a later date

as is done here; this removes the topic from public review, and does not provide a

commitment that measures can be implemented as enforceable project conditions.

37. Section 4.2 Air Quality, LEVEL OF SIGNIFICANCE AFTER MITIGATION, Page 4.2-31: This page

states that, "As shown previously in Table 4.2-8, emissions generated by travel..." It appears the

author intended to refer to Table 4.2-9.

38. Section 4.2 Air Quality, LEVEL OF SIGNIFICANCE AFTER MITIGATION, Page 4.2-31: This page

states that, "The proposed Project includes Project Design Features that reduce the number and

length of vehicle trips to the maximum amountfeasible by allowing camping onsite." See

Comment 33 above.
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39. Appendix 4.2, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Output Files, Appendix 4.2a CalEEMod Output:

a. The project was modeled with an operational year of 2014. The operational year should

reflect the earliest possible operational year of the project (i.e. the build-out year).

b. Please consider whether the default trip purpose percentages for the "City Park"

modeled land use are appropriate for the proposed project. The defaults are 66%

primary, 28% diverted, and 6% pass-by. The trip length is adjusted (shortened) for the

diverted and pass-by trip purposes. Due to the nature of the proposed use, the project

may be more accurately and conservatively modeled with a higher percentage of

primary trips.

c. Please consider whether the default trip percentages for use types are appropriate for

the proposed project. The defaults are 48% Commercial-Customer trips, 33%

Commercial-Worker trips, and 19% Commercial Non-Work trips. Trip percentages

should reflect the project-specific information in the traffic study. Based on the trip

generation tables in the traffic study, it appears that the Commercial-Worker and

Commercial Non-Work trips have been over-estimated, and the Commercial-Customer

trips have been under-estimated.

d. Please consider if it is appropriate to utilize the default fleet mix for the proposed

project, or if adjustments should be made to reflect project-specific circumstances. For

example, the projects anticipated fleet mix may involve more light-heavy duty trucks

and motor homes than the default settings provide for.

A more representative fleet mix could reflect spectator, employee, and a portion of

participants assigned to a light-duty auto, light-duty truck, and motorhome class mix,

and vehicles that haul race cars assigned to a vehicle class mix of light-duty trucks,

medium-duty vehicles, and light-heavy duty trucks.

40. Appendix 4.2, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Output Files, Appendix 4.2b Dispersion Model

Output Files: It is difficult to ascertain the basis for emission estimates, and the accounting of

such estimates as Appendix 4.2b does not show totals of criteria pollutant emissions that can be

cross-checked against emission estimates provided in the text.

41. Section 4.6 Greenhouse Gas Emissions, Thresholds of Significance, Page 4.6-14: It appears that

this EIR is partially utilizing ACPD's adopted stationary source GH6 thresholds to determine the

significance of GHG impacts. Because this is a land use development project, the lead agency

should consider whether utilizing a stationary source screening-level threshold is appropriate for

this project type.

42. Section 4.6 Greenhouse Gas Emissions, Thresholds of Significance, Page 4.6-14: One of the

significance criteria being applied to the project is the SCAQMD's draft framework efficiency

target for 2035 of 3.0 MTCO2e per year per service population. The EIR states that it is defining

service population to include "participants/spectators/pit pass holders plus workers".

A per-service population threshold is intended to avoid penalizing large projects that may have

high total annual GHG emissions, but would be relatively efficient, as compared to projects of
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similar scale. This threshold is most appropriately used for residential or commercial projects

that would generate a large service population. In the development of the SCAQMD efficiency

targets, the "service population (SP)" of a project is defined as the sum of the people who live

(residents) and work (employees) in the project site (SP = residents + employees). Because the

proposed project has no residential component (it is a commercial project), a service

population-based threshold may not be appropriate for this project type.

43. Section 4.6 Greenhouse Gas Emissions, Methodology, Page 4.6-15: Insufficient information has

been provided to determine if impacts have been analyzed appropriately. It is difficult to

determine the methods of analysis used, and whether the information is factual, adequate, and

complete. The discussion of methodology should articulate all of the emission sources and

activities that have been quantified, the methods for quantification, and provide a more

detailed explanation of the assumptions and parameters of the analysis.

44. Section 4.6 Greenhouse Gas Emissions, Project Design Features, Page 4.6-15: The project

design features are not measures that are designed to reduce greenhouse gas emissions, they

are measures designed to reduce emissions of ozone precursors (NOX and ROC) and fugitive dust

(particulate matter emissions). Therefore, these measure could be appropriately associated with

the reduction of criteria pollutant emissions, but not GHG emissions.

45. Section 4.6 Greenhouse Gas Emissions, Project Impacts, Operation, Page 4.6-17-18: It is

unclear what the assumptions of the "worst-case" analysis are and what scenarios were

modeled. See Comment 43.

46. Section 4.6 Greenhouse Gas Emissions, Project Impacts, Operation, Page 4.6-18: It appears the

author intended to refer to Table 4.6-4, instead of "Table 4.3-4". Please correct.

47. Section 4.6 Greenhouse Gas Emissions, Project Impacts, Table 4.6-4 Operational GHG

Emissions, Page 4.6-18:

a. It is unclear if all of the project's emission sources were included in the current analysis,

specifically if all onsite mobile sources have been quantified. Onsite mobile sources

include emissions from race car vehicles, participant vehicles, employee vehicles, and

spectator vehicles.

Please provide a more refined breakdown of project emissions by source, and an

explanation of where the supporting calculations for the onsite mobile emission total

can be found.

b. The operation of stationary sources, including (but not limited to) diesel generators

powering the portable light system, and generator sets powering onsite RV

visitors/campers should be quantified and included in the annual total.

c. After evaluation of the operational emission estimates shown in this table, it appears

that the GHG emission estimates for construction, regional mobile sources, area

sources, energy, waste, and water are from the same CalEEMod model run as the run to

estimate daily emissions. The scenario that was modeled in CalEEMod was a specific mix

of planned activities on a worst-case weekday day (Wednesday) and worst-case
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weekend day (maximum use of the drag strip peak event scenario). Therefore, when

calculating annual emissions, the model assumes that every weekday of the year is the

"Wednesday" trip generation profile, and every weekend day of the year is the

"maximum use of the drag strip peak event scenario" trip generation profile.

The project description states that there will also be nonracing events at the site, and

that, "It is anticipated that 2 to 8 nonracing events, with up to 1,250 spectators and up

to 50 participants, would occur within the Project site annually." These trips should be

accounted for in the analysis as well.

d. It appears that emissions presented in this table are mitigated emissions estimates. The

EIR should disclose the projects impact before mitigation measures have been applied.

Please present both unmitigated and mitigated emission estimates.

e. To justify the resultant mitigated emission estimates, the lead agency should include

each of these selected measures as a mitigation measure in the EIR that is enforceable

through a mitigation and monitoring program and as a condition of approval for the

project or other mechanism.

f. The table that references the source of CalEEMod emission calculations should cite

Appendix 4.2, not "Appendix 4.3".

48. Section 4.6 Greenhouse Gas Emissions, Cumulative Impacts, Page 4.6-20: This section states

that, "...there is currently no general accepted methodology to determine whether GHG

emissions associated with a specific project represent new emissions or existing, displaced

emissions." It is unclear what is meant by this statement. Given the nature of the proposed use,

it appears user trips to the site represent new trips.

49. Section 4.6 Greenhouse Gas Emissions, Cumulative Impacts, Page 4.6-20: This page states that,

"Implementing the Project Design Features and GHG-reducing measures would result in a net

decrease in GHG emissions. The proposed Projects design features and GHG reduction measures

make the project consistent with the goals of AB 32." The EIR does not explain or quantify how

project design features and mitigation measures result in a net decrease in GHG emissions.

Please provide substantial evidence to support these conclusions.

50. Section 4.6 Greenhouse Gas Emissions, Cumulative Impacts, Page 4.6-20: This page states that,

"Given the proposed Project's consistency with state GHG emission reduction goals and

objectives, the Project's contribution to the cumulative impact ofgreenhouse gas emissions

would not be cumulative considerable and would not conflict with any applicable plan, policy or

regulation ofan agency adoptedfor the purpose of reducing the emissions ofGHGs (i.e., the

2014 Updated Scoping Plan). Similarly, related projects would also be anticipated to comply with

these same emissions reduction goals and objectives. Therefore, cumulative impacts with respect

to greenhouse gas emissions would be less than significant." Please provide substantial

evidence to support these conclusions.

51. Section 4.6 Greenhouse Gas Emissions, MITIGATION MEASURES, Page 4.6-20: The discussion of

mitigation measures consists of the following sentence, "Mitigation measures 4.2-1 through 4.2-

4 as identified in Section 4.2 shall be implemented."
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a. It is unclear why mitigation measures would be necessary as the EIR determines that

impacts are less then significant.

b. The mitigation measures in Section 4.2 are intended to reduce criteria pollutant

emissions, although some, but not all, may result in GHG emission reductions as well.

c. Provide substantial evidence detailing how the implementation of these measures

would reduce GHG emissions and by what amount.

d. Mitigation measures should be made enforceable through a mitigation and monitoring

program and as a condition of approval for the project.

52. Section 4.6 Greenhouse Gas Emissions, LEVEL OF SIGNIFICANCE AFTER MITIGATION, Page 4.6-

20: This section states that, "Development of the proposed Project would be consistent with the

SBAPCD [sic] stationary threshold (for analysis purposes only) and the draft SCAQMD's draft

framework efficiency targetfor 2035, and would incorporate best management practices which

aim to reduce indirect energy consumption."

a. See Comments 41 and 42.

b. Note that the project's "indirect energy consumption" is a small portion of the project's

total GHG emissions. The majority of emissions are from transportation sources.

c. It is unclear what "best management practices" are proposed for the project that would

reduce indirect energy consumption, as the "project design features" and "mitigation

measures" proposed to reduce GHG emissions mainly focus on reducing criteria

pollutant emissions (see Comment 44), and those measures that would have the co-

benefit of reducing GHG emissions are relevant to transportation emissions.

53. Appendix 4.6, Greenhouse Gas Calculations: It is difficult to ascertain the basis for the emission

estimates. Appendix 4.6 does not show totals of GHG emissions in terms of MTCO2e/yr that can

be cross-checked against emission estimates provided in the text.

The APCD also has the following advisories regarding compliance with APCD permit requirements and

prohibitory rules:

1. The proposed project includes operations and/or equipment that may be subject to APCD

permit requirements and prohibitory rules. Therefore, APCD may be a responsible agency

under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), and will rely on the Draft EIR when

evaluating any APCD permits for proposed equipment. The Draft EIR should include the air

pollutant emissions for all proposed equipment to avoid additional CEQA documentation

requirements related to APCD permit issuance.

2. Prior to building permit issuance, APCD Authority to Construct permits must be obtained for all

operations/equipment that requires an APCD permit. Proof of receipt of the required APCD

permits shall be submitted by the applicant to planning staff. The APCD permit process can take

several months. To avoid delay, the applicant is encouraged to submit their Authority to
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Construct permit application to the APCD as soon as possible, see www.ourair.org/permit-

applications/ to download the necessary permit application(s).

3. The applicant is required to complete and submit an Asbestos Demolition/Renovation

Notification or an EXEMPTION from Notification for Renovation and Demolition (APCD Form

ENF-28 or APCD Form ENF-28e), which can be downloaded at www.ourair.org/compliance-

forms/ for each regulated structure to be demolished or renovated. Demolition notifications

are required regardless of whether asbestos is present or not. The completed exemption or

notification should be presented, mailed, or emailed to the Santa Barbara County Air Pollution

Control District with a minimum of 10 working days advance notice prior to disturbing asbestos

in a renovation or starting work on a demolition. The applicant should refer to APCD's website

at www.ourair.orR/asbestos/, to determine whether the project triggers asbestos notification

requirements or whether the project qualifies for an exemption.

4. Project activities are subject to Rule 302, Visible Emissions, Rule 303, Nuisance, and Rule 345,

Control of Fugitive Dustfrom Construction and Demolition Activities.

5. The storage and transfer of organic fuels greater than 250 gallons may require an APCD

Authority to Construct and/or Permit to Operate permits.

6. If contaminated soils are found at the project site, the APCD must be contacted to determine if

Authority to Construct and/or Permit to Operate permits will be required.

7. Petroleum storage tank degassing activities shall comply with APCD Rule 343, Petroleum Storage

Tank Degassing. Please see www.ourair.org/tank-deRassing/ for more information.

8. Asphalt paving activities shall comply with APCD Rule 329, Cutback and Emulsified Asphalt

Paving Materials.
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Letter No. 8:  Carly Barham, Air Quality Specialist, Santa Barbara County Air Pollution Control 

District, August 15, 2016 

Response 8-1 

The Draft EIR evaluated air quality (Section 4.2), greenhouse gas emissions (Section 4.6), and hazards 

(Section 4.7) specific to these potential impacts. Furthermore, an Air Quality Technical Memorandum (see 

Appendix 2.2 of the Final EIR) has been prepared describing the methodology of the analysis and 

dispersion modeling used to disclose potential impacts.  

Response 8-2 

Section 4.2, Air Quality in the Draft EIR contains a methodology section (page 4.2-18 through 4.2-26) 

describing how construction emissions, operation emissions, and toxic air contaminants were calculated. 

The analysis was based on the project description and three operation scenarios (see page 3.0-26-30 in 

Section 3.0 of the Draft EIR).  Section 4.6, Greenhouse Gas Emissions in the Draft EIR contains a similar 

methodology (page 4.6-15). In addition, please refer to Appendix 2.2, Air Quality Technical Memorandum 

to the Final EIR specific to the methodologies and scenarios used to analyze potential impacts from criteria 

air pollutants.   

Response 8-3 

Regional emissions were analyzed in Section 4.3 of the Draft EIR.  Table 4.2-6, Mass Daily Emissions 

Thresholds in Section 4.2 of the Draft EIR, identifies Santa Barbara County Air Pollution Control District 

(SBCAPCD) thresholds to determine the significance of impacts to air quality during project operation. 

Please note the SBAPCD does not have quantitative thresholds of significance in place for short-term or 

construction emissions.  SBAPCD uses 25 tons per year for ROC, NOx, or PM10 as a guideline for 

determining significance of construction impacts. Due to the relatively low background ambient CO levels 

in Santa Barbara County, localized CO impacts associated with congested intersections are not expected 

to exceed the CO health-related air quality standards. Therefore, CO “hotspot” analyses are not required. 

The proposed Project would result in a potentially significant impact if it would emit more than 25 pounds 

per day of NOx or VOC from motor vehicle trips only.  

The maximum daily operational emissions for both stationary and mobile sources were analyzed. As 

identified in Table 4.2-8, Construction Emissions (tons/year), the proposed Project would not exceed 

construction emissions thresholds. Impacts would be less than significant. Table 4.2-9, Operational 

Emissions identifies less than significant regional operational emissions (from all sources) and significant 

VOC and NOx impacts from regional mobile emissions.  
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In consultation with the SBAPCD,4 the following thresholds for each criteria pollutant for operations of 

the proposed Project are utilized for analysis and are identified in Table 4.2-7, Air Quality Increment 

Change Criteria. This analysis requires the use of air dispersion modeling to identify pollutant 

concentrations associated with discrete Project-related emissions. Refer to Appendix 2.2 of the Final EIR 

for dispersion analyses specific to criteria air pollutants. To assess exposures to toxic compounds, the 

analysis was limited to short duration exposures (i.e., 1-hour and 8-hours). Chronic or long-term exposures 

(e.g., 30 years) were not considered as event scenarios were based upon single day activities.  It would be 

speculative to forecast chronic or long-term exposures to emissions without information and schedules 

to reflect reasonable assumptions associated with seasonal event activities. Since the proposed Project 

would allow motorsports events during weekday and weekend events, the most relevant thresholds are 

the 1-hour, 8-hour, and 24-hour thresholds as opposed to annual standards.   

As indicated in Appendix 2.2, the proposed Project would result in significant PM10 impacts prior to 

mitigation (greater than 8 µg/m3).  Various scenarios were run and mitigation was applied to reduce the 

significant PM10 emissions below 8 µg/m3.  Similarly, various scenarios were run and mitigation was 

applied to reduce NO2 (1-hour) and CO (1-hour and 8-hour) below the significance thresholds.  

As discussed in Section 4.6 in the Draft EIR, the City has not developed or adopted GHG significance 

thresholds. The City does not currently have an applicable plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the 

purpose of reducing the emissions of GHGs (see page 4.6-14). In April 2015, the SBCAPCD adopted 

thresholds of significance for GHG emissions for stationary sources. The thresholds of significance adopted 

for GHG emissions are applicable to new or modified stationary sources. Stationary source projects 

include land uses with processes and equipment that require a SBCAPCD permit to operate, such as oil 

and gas facilities, landfills, and facilities with large combustion devices. Please note the adopted GHG 

thresholds previously identified were not designed to be applicable to land use development 

projects/plans (i.e., commercial and residential development projects).  

The performance standard identified in the 2014 Updated Scoping Plan recommends a 15 percent 

reduction from business-as-usual (BAU) by 2020. That document is the most current reference which 

quantifies statewide GHG emissions and the percentage reduction required by AB 32 mandates to meet 

GHG reduction goals. As indicated in the 2014 Updated Scoping Plan, CARB encourages local governments 

and air districts to meet the 15 percent reduction below today’s levels by 2020 to ensure their municipal 

and community-wide emissions match the State’s reduction target. That threshold will not be applied in 

                                                                 
4 Telephone conversation between Carly Barham, Air Quality Specialist, SBAPCD and Chris Hampson, Meridian Consultants on 

Friday, April 22, 2016.  
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light of the California Supreme Court Decision found at 62 Cal.4th204, filed November 30, 2015, which 

requires examination of the data behind the BAU reduction. 

The proposed Project would result in a potentially significant impact if it would: 

 Exceed the 10,000 MTCO2e per year screening threshold;  

 Show non-compliance with an approved GHG emission reduction plan or GHG mitigation program 

which avoids or substantially reduces GHG emissions (sources subject to the AB 32 Cap- and- Trade 

requirements pursuant to Title 17, Article 5 (California Cap on Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Market-

based Compliance Mechanisms); or 

 Meet South Coast Air Quality Management District draft framework efficiency target for 2035: 

3.0 MTCO2e per year per service population (defined to include participants/spectators/pit pass 

holders plus workers) 

Response 8-4 

As discussed in the methodology in Section 4.2, several different scenarios were run to calculate operation 

emissions. The California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod) was used to generate regional emissions 

and annual emissions. Sources of regional emissions were attributed to overall trips during a weekend 

event for each scenario. Onsite emissions included the daily trips within the Project site and electricity 

was accounted for in regional emissions. In addition, Section 3.0 in the Draft EIR identified three different 

operation scenarios in order to analyze potential impacts from the proposed Project. The Drag Strip – 

Specialty Drag Race Weekend only event would include approximately 1,120 vehicles and approximately 

2,640 persons. The OHV – Saturday nonevent Open Riding/No Racing and Drag Strip – Specialty Drag Race 

event would include approximately 1,160 vehicles and approximately 2,700 persons. The OHV – 

Endurocross Quarterly regional event and Oval Track regional cart events would include approximately 

930 vehicles and approximately 2,580 persons. The three scenarios considered provided the maximum 

amount of attendees and vehicles for each weekend event day.  

As discussed in Section 4.6, GHG emissions were conducted for operation of the OHV and Drag Strip 

scenarios.  The annual metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalents (MTCO2e) from each scenario identified 

above were added to the annual MTCO2e per year generated by the CalEEMod for the regional emissions.  

As indicated in Table 4.6-4, Operational GHG Emissions, the proposed Project would generate 

approximately 8,198 MTCO2e per year.   

Refer to Appendix 2.2 to the Final EIR for a full discussion regarding air quality impacts. Criteria and non 

carcinogenic hazard emissions prior to, and after mitigation, are identified.  
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Response 8-5 

Refer to Appendix 2.2 to the Final EIR for a full discussion regarding criteria air pollutant impacts. As 

discussed, with implementation of mitigation measures, PM10 concentration levels would be below the 

significance threshold of 8.0 µg/m3. As such, emissions would result in a less than significant impact. 

Response 8-6 

Please refer to Response 8-3 and Response 8-5.  Sensitive receptors within 1 mile were included in the 

criteria air pollutant (see Figure 2 Receptor Grid Network in Final EIR Appendix 2.2). To assess exposures 

to toxic compounds, the analysis was limited to short duration exposures (i.e., 1-hour and 8-hours). 

Chronic or long-term exposures (e.g., 30 years) were not considered as event scenarios were based upon 

single day activities.  It would be speculative to forecast chronic or long-term exposures to emissions 

without information and schedules to reflect reasonable assumptions associated with seasonal event 

activities. Since the proposed Project would allow motorsports events during weekday and weekend 

events, the most relevant thresholds are the 1-hour, 8-hour, and 24-hour thresholds as opposed to annual 

standards. 

Response 8-7 

Please refer to Appendix 2.2 of the Final EIR for the methodology used to calculate criteria air pollutant 

emissions. According to CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.4(a)(5), if the lead agency determines that a 

mitigation measure cannot be legally imposed, the measure need not be proposed or analyzed. Instead, 

the EIR may simply reference that fact and briefly explain the reasons underlying the lead agency’s 

determination. Should it certify the EIR and decide to move forward with the Project, the City would need 

to adopt a Statement of Overriding Considerations noting the reasons the City believe the benefits 

outweigh the significant impacts. 

Response 8-8 

Please refer to Response 8-2.  

Response 8-9 

The Draft EIR analysis was based on the project as proposed by the Applicant.  In response to conditioning 

the number of parking spaces, the City could require as Condition of Approval of the Project, limits on the 

number of parking spaces and the number and length of each event. 
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Response 8-10 

As noted in the Draft EIR, Section 3.0, overnight self-contained RV parking would be available for weekend 

events. The number of spaces available to RVs would be limited, as would access to the site. No provision 

for RV hookups (water, sewer, electric) are proposed, so all RVS would be required to be self-contained. 

Because the Project is subject to a conditional use permit by the City, the City can impose additional 

restrictions on RV use. As indicated in Section 3.0 in the Draft EIR (page 3.0-8), the proposed Project would 

provide 1,120 spaces (523 spaces in the main parking area, 159 spaces for OHV parking, 356 spaces for pit 

area parking, and 80 spaces for drag strip parking). Overflow parking of 160 spaces would be provided for 

OHV events on the drag strip when the drag strip is not in use.  

Please refer to Response 8-4 which identifies the three scenarios analyzed and the number of people. 

Appendix 2.2 of the Final EIR contains specific breakdown of vehicle type.  

Response 8-11 

Text to the Final EIR has been revised to clarify that the federal ozone level has changed. Please refer to 

Section 3.0, Revisions to the Draft EIR in the Final EIR for this revision. 

Response 8-12 

This comment is noted.  

Response 8-13 

Please refer to Responses 8-3 and 8-6. 

Response 8-14 

Please refer to Responses 8-2 and 8-5 above.  

Response 8-15 

As evaluated in Section 4.3 in the Draft EIR, impacts from vehicular travel to and from the Project site 

would still remain significant and unavoidable. While the proposed he Project would work to reduce 

emissions from vehicular traffic and reduce vehicle miles traveled, emissions generated for a single day 

would remain above daily mass significance thresholds for NOx and VOC adopted by SBCAPCD. Regardless, 

impacts would be significant and unavoidable under these thresholds developed by SBCAPCD. The 

proposed Project includes Project Design Features that reduce the number and length of vehicle trips to 

the maximum amount feasible by allowing camping onsite.  As indicated in Appendix 4.13, trips were 

determined to be an average of 2.5 persons per spectator vehicle and 3 persons per participant and pit 

crew vehicle.  It would not be feasible to further reduce trips by patrons to and from the Lompoc Valley 
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to attend weekend motorsports events due to those trips originating from numerous separate locations 

at different times by individual patrons. The daily operational emissions generated by the proposed 

Project on a weekend motorsports event day cannot be feasibly mitigated to a less than significant level 

and the contribution of these emissions to the air quality within SCCAB is considered to be cumulatively 

considerable for this reason. 

Response 8-16 

Refer to Appendix 2.2 of the Final EIR for dispersion modeling conducted for the Draft EIR.  Output files 

are attached to this appendix.  

Response 8-17 

Refer to Appendix 2.2 of the Final EIR for dispersion modeling conducted for the Draft EIR.  Output files 

are attached to this appendix.  

Response 8-18 

Please refer to Response 8-6.  

Response 8-19 

Table 4.2-6, Mass Daily Emissions Thresholds in Section 4.2 of the Draft EIR, contains the APCD Board-

adopted thresholds of significance. Page 4.2-16 of the Draft EIR identifies the APCD Board adopted 

threshold for motor vehicle trips only specific to VOC and NOx. Page 4.2-17 of the Draft EIR identifies the 

APCD Board adopted threshold for a health risk. Please refer Table 8, Air Quality Significance Thresholds 

in Appendix 2.2 of the Final EIR specific to contribution to a violation of any California or National Ambient 

Air Quality standard.  

Response 8-20 

Please refer to Response 8-19.   

Response 8-21 

This comment is noted.   

Response 8-22 

Please refer to Response 8-3 and Response 8-6. 
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Response 8-23 

Please refer to Table 2, Event Activity, Table 3, Vehicle Fleet Mix Profile, Table 4, Drag Strip Vehicle Fleet 

Profile, and page 5 under Off Highway Vehicles (OHV) in Appendix 2.2 of the Final EIR for emissions 

sources. In addition, please refer to Response 8-4. 

Response 8-24 

Please refer to Response 8-4 and 8-10.  

Response 8-25 

Please refer to Appendix 2.2 of the Final EIR.  Air dispersion modeling was conducted for the proposed 

Project and did use EMFAC2014. 

Response 8-26 

Please refer to Response 8-3 and 8-6. 

Response 8-27 

The requirement for proposed Project design features specific to construction is a regulation applicable 

to minimizing fugitive dust. In addition to the Mitigation Measures required of the proposed Project and 

any proposed Project Design Features, the applicant shall also adhere to any applicable Regulatory 

Compliance Measures required by law. If the City Council approves the proposed Project, then the City 

would be responsible for assuring the required mitigation measures are completed, pursuant to CEQA 

Guidelines Section 15097; and the City would be required to adopt a Statement of Overriding 

Considerations with regard to the unmitigatable significant air quality impacts. 

Response 8-28 

Section 4.2 of the Draft EIR under the Project Impact discussion first identified potentially significant 

impacts prior to incorporation of mitigation.  Impact 4.2-1 discusses the proposed Project in relation to 

the 2013 Final Clean Air Plan and refers to the emissions analysis presented to Impact 4.2-2.  Impact 4.2-

3 (cumulatively considerable) refers back to the analysis in Impact 4.2-2.  Mitigation measures were then 

applied to the proposed Project to reduce potentially significant air quality impacts (see page 4.2-29). The 

Level of Significance After Mitigation (see page 4.2-30 and 4.2-31) includes the final emissions numbers 

after mitigation. Each paragraph follows the impact threshold analysis (i.e., the first paragraph covers 

Impact 4.2-1 and the second paragraph covers Impact 4.2-2, etc.).  
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Response 8-29 

Please refer to Section 3.0, Revisions to the Draft EIR for these additional clarifications.  

Response 8-30 

Please refer to Appendix 2.2 of the Final EIR which provides analysis specific to criteria air pollutants.  

Additional analysis was also presented for operational emissions (see Table 4.2-9). Mitigation was 

identified to reduce all potentially significant impacts.  

Response 8-31 

Please refer to Response 8-27 and Response 8-28. 

Response 8-32 

Page 4.2-1 in the Draft EIR contains a definition for VOC and ROG.  

All emission sources were quantified as reported in Section 4.2 in the Draft EIR.  Additional clarification 

for emissions specific to each event scenario is provided in Tables 2 through 4 in Appendix 2.2 of the Final 

EIR.  

Please refer to Response 8-4 for clarification on proposed Project emissions by source.  

Response 8-33 

Please refer to Response 8-22 and the comment is noted.  

Response 8-34 

Please refer to Response 8-29. 

As indicated in Section 4.2 in the Draft EIR, the proposed Project would result in a cumulatively 

considerable contribution (see page 4.2-30) from mobile vehicle emissions.  

Response 8-35 

Please refer to Response 8-3 and 8-26. 

Response 8-36 

Section 4.2 of the Draft EIR, page 4.2-28 includes a discussion on odors. Due to the distance of sensitive 

receptors from the proposed Project site, it is not anticipated that the proposed Project’s day to day 
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operations would generate an objectionable source that would result in a significant change in existing 

odor impacts to the local receptors. 

Response 8-37 

Please refer to Section 3.0, Revisions to the Draft EIR for these additional clarifications. 

Response 8-38 

The Draft EIR identifies a number of mitigation measures. If the City Council approves the proposed 

Project, then the City would be responsible for assuring the required mitigation measures are completed 

as required by CEQA Guidelines Section 15097 as noted below: 

 In order to ensure that the mitigation measures and project revisions identified in the EIR or negative 

declaration are implemented, the public agency shall adopt a program for monitoring or reporting on 

the revisions which it has required in the project and the measures it has imposed to mitigate or avoid 

significant environmental effects. A public agency may delegate reporting or monitoring 

responsibilities to another public agency or to a private entity which accepts the delegation; however, 

until mitigation measures have been completed the lead agency remains responsible for ensuring that 

implementation of the mitigation measures occurs in accordance with the program. 

 The public agency may choose whether its program will monitor mitigation, report on mitigation, or 

both. “Reporting” generally consists of a written compliance review that is presented to the decision 

making body or authorized staff person. A report may be required at various stages during project 

implementation or upon completion of the mitigation measure. 

Response 8-39 

The clarification is noted the SBCAPCD cannot approve the Fugitive Dust Control Plan; only the City can 

make that determination.  

Response 8-40 

Please refer to Section 3.0, Revisions to the Draft EIR for these additional clarifications. 

Response 8-41 

Please refer to Section 4.14.1, Water Service in the Draft EIR. The amount of water anticipated to meet 

the mitigation requirement was included in the analysis. As determined in Section 4.14.1, the City has 

available water supplies to provide to the proposed Project for dust control.  

Response 8-42 

Please refer to Response 8-27 and Response 8-10. 
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Response 8-43 

Please refer to Response 8-14, 8-21, and 8-30. 

Response 8-44 

Please refer to Section 3.0, Revisions to the Draft EIR for these additional clarifications. 

Please refer to Appendix 2.2 of the Final EIR for additional clarification.  

Response 8-45 

Please refer to Appendix 2.2 of the Final EIR for additional clarification on how emissions were modeled 

and how implementation of the mitigation measures reduced potentially significant impacts.  

Response 8-46 

Please refer to Section 3.0, Revisions to the Draft EIR for these additional clarifications. 

Response 8-47 

Please refer to Response 8-42. 

Response 8-48 

Please refer to Section 4.2 in the Draft EIR for methodology specific to CalEEMod.  For the purposes of 

estimating the amount of regional mass air emissions generated by the travel, it was assumed local 

patrons within the Lompoc Valley would travel an average of 20 miles to the site.  For regional patrons, it 

was assumed travel would be an average of 60 miles to the site with the majority of total trips assumed 

to be regional for purposes of analysis. 

Response 8-49 

Please refer to Appendix 2.2 of the Final EIR for additional clarification.  

Response 8-50 

Please refer to Response 8-3. 

Response 8-51 

As indicated in the comment, the proposed Project is a commercial recreation based land use.  Application 

of the service population threshold would be appropriate as the proposed Project would generate a large 

number of persons on site each day and the proposed Project is a recreational use with a commercial 

aspect.  
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Response 8-52 

Please refer to Response 8-4. All emission sources generated during operation of the proposed Project 

were considered (see page 4.6-17). Specifically, mobile emissions from regional travel to the site, onsite 

vehicle travel, emissions from stationary sources onsite, and operation of the OHV and/or drag strip 

components of the proposed Project.  

Response 8-53 

This comment is noted.  

Response 8-54 

Please refer to Response 8-4. 

Response 8-55 

Please refer to Section 3.0, Revisions to the Draft EIR for those additional clarifications. 

Response 8-56 

Please refer to Response 8-52. Appendix 4.6 of the Draft EIR includes emission calculations, including 

conversion of onsite OHV and/or Drag strip uses, to MTCO2e per year. Page 7 of this Appendix identifies 

1,057.9 MTCO2e per year as the onsite operation GHG emissions.  

Response 8-57 

Please refer to Section 3.0, Revisions to the Draft EIR for these additional clarifications. 

Response 8-58 

As evaluated in Section 4.2 of the Draft EIR, emissions generated by travel by patrons to the City and 

Lompoc Valley to attend the proposed Projects facility would be a primary source of operational emissions 

that would result in the proposed Project exceeding SBAPCD daily vehicle mobile mass emission 

thresholds.  Therefore, the number of trips or the lengths of the motor vehicle trips on a motorsports 

weekend event day would need to be reduced in order to provide a reduction in the operational emissions 

from the proposed Project.  While future vehicle emissions are expected to be reduced as a result of new 

emissions control technology in vehicles, that would not reduce the emissions produced by vehicles 

traveling to and from the proposed Project site to a less than significant level on a motorsports weekend 

event day.   

The proposed Project includes Project Design Features that reduce the number and length of vehicle trips 

to the maximum amount feasible by allowing camping onsite.  As indicated in Appendix 4.13, trips were 
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determined to be an average of 2.5 persons per spectator vehicle and 3 persons per participant and pit 

crew vehicle.  It would not be feasible to further reduce trips by patrons to and from the Lompoc Valley 

to attend weekend motorsports events due to those trips originating from numerous separate locations 

at different times by individual patrons. Therefore, the daily operational emissions generated by the 

proposed Project on a weekend motorsports event day cannot be feasibly mitigated to a less than 

significant level and the contribution of these emissions to the air quality within SCCAB is considered to 

be cumulatively considerable for this reason 

Response 8-59 

As evaluated in Section 4.6 of the Draft EIR, the proposed Project would result in 8,198.6 MTCO2e per 

year with Project Design Features and Mitigation Measures. The maximum number of service persons 

during any one event scenario would be 2,700 persons. The proposed Project would result in 3.0 MTCO2e 

per year per service population, which is equivalent to the SCAQMD’s draft target. The proposed Project 

would be below the 10,000 MTCO2e per year screening threshold and would be equivalent to 3.0 MTCO2e 

per year per service population efficiency target and impacts would be less than significant.  

The City’s 2030 General Plan includes goals and policies related to GHG reductions in the Conservation 

and Open Space Element. The proposed Project would incorporate measures that reduce GHG emissions. 

The proposed Project would incorporate energy and water efficiency design features to enhance 

efficiency in all aspects of the proposed Project’s life-cycle. Those designs would increase the structures 

energy efficiency, water efficiency, and overall sustainability. Because the proposed Project achieves an 

efficient service population target, the proposed Project would be consistent with the City’s General Plan 

to reduce GHGs. 

Response 8-60 

This comment is noted. As indicated in Table 4.6-4, Operational GHG Emissions, the proposed Project prior 

to mitigation would emit 8,198.6 MTCO2e per year.  For analysis purposes, GHG emissions would fall 

below the 10,000 MTCO2e per year screening threshold for stationary land use projects proposed by the 

SBCAPCD. (Please note that the proposed Project is not considered a stationary land use by the SBCAPCD 

and the screening threshold has been used for analysis purposes only). The maximum number of service 

persons during any one event scenario would be 2,700 persons. The proposed Project would result in 3.0 

MTCO2e per year per service population, which is equivalent to the SCAQMD’s draft target. Impacts would 

be less than significant.   

Response 8-61 

Please refer to Response 8-50, 8-51, and 8-53. 
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Response 8-62 

Please refer to Response 8-56. 

Response 8-63 

This comment is noted.  
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Letter No. 73:  Jan E. Glick, MS, Director, Animal Services, Santa Barbara County Public Health 

Department, October 5, 2016 

Response 73-1 

As analyzed in Section 4.10, Noise, of the Draft EIR, sensitive receptor number 16 (see Table 4.10-6, 

Proposed Project Area Sensitive Receptor Locations) was identified as the Animal Services center and 

potential noise levels were included. As indicated in Table 4.10-9, Existing plus Project, proposed Project 

traffic levels along V Street would increase noise levels; however, they would fall below the lowest exterior 

(60 dB(A)) and interior (45 dB(A)) noise standards identified in the City’s General Plan Noise Element. 

During operation of the proposed Project, all three scenarios, (Drag Strip Racing, Drag Strip Racing and 

OHV Trail Ride Area, and OHV Riding) would generate noise levels below 52 dB(A) at the Animal Shelter. 

These noise would fall below the City’s standards and would result in less than significant impacts. 

With regard to air quality and dust specifically, see pages 4.2-23–27 of the Draft EIR, which provide 

analysis of emissions for particulates (PM10 and PM2.5). To reduce dust emission, the Draft EIR identifies 

the following mitigation: 

MM 4.2-1  A Fugitive Dust Control Plan shall be prepared and submitted to the City of Lompoc and 

Santa Barbara County Air Pollution Control District (SBCAPCD) for review and approval, 

before operation of the proposed motorsports park facility. The Fugitive Dust Control Plan 

shall be implemented and shall include measures to control emissions of airborne 

particulate matter associated with on-site off-highway vehicle (OHV) and drag strip 

activities sufficient to ensure particulate matter is below the 8 µg/m3 threshold. Measures 

to be included in the Fugitive Dust Control plan to control operational emissions shall 

include, but are not limited to, the following: 

 On-site access roads extending from George Millar Drive and V Street shall be 

paved. 

 The Open Riding and Trail area shall be limited to 14 OHVs per hour. 

 All ground surfaces with OHV activities shall be watered by an amended water agent 

to achieve a minimum control efficiency of 84 percent.  

MM 4.2-2  The motorsports operator shall limit the number of OHV vehicles, OHV races, and length 

of OHV events based on the anticipated weekend events for concurrent operation of the 

Oval Cart Track and Stadium Cross events in accordance with the following requirements:  
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 Restrict the operation of the oval cart track events to 2 races per hour for 6 hours 

each weekend day. 

 Restrict the operation of stadium cross events to 2 races per hour for 6 hours each 

weekend day.  

MM 4.2-3  When the Oval Cart Track and Stadium Cross events are not in operation, the motorsports 

operator shall limit the number of OHV vehicles, OHV races, and OHV events based on 

the anticipated weekend events for only the Enduro Cross event in accordance with the 

following requirement: 

 Restrict the endurocross track events to 2 races per hour for 6 hours each weekend 

day. 

MM 4.2-4  When the Oval Cart Track and Stadium Cross events or the Enduro Cross Only events are 

not in operation, the motorsports operator shall limit the number of OHV vehicles, OHV 

races, and OHV events based on the anticipated weekend events for only the Motor Cross 

event in accordance with the following requirement: 

 Restrict motorcross events to 18 vehicles with 1 race per hour for 3 hours each 

weekend day.  

As discussed above, the proposed Project includes project design features that reduce the amount of 

vehicle trips and the air emissions generated by those mobile sources to the maximum extent feasible by 

allowing camping on the site to further reduce the amount of vehicle trips and vehicle miles traveled by 

patrons, spectators, participants, and workers attending the motorsports events. 

Impacts on local air quality related to dust would be mitigated to a less than significant level. 

As indicated in Section 3.0 Project Description of the Draft EIR, the hours of operation during the weekdays 

would be 4:00 PM until sunset, or 10:00 PM with lights, and during the weekends would be 9:00 AM until 

sunset, or 10:00 PM with lights.  

Response 73-2 

Please refer to Response 73-1 with respect to noise levels generated during operation of the proposed 

Project.  

Response 73-3 

Vehicles would utilize George Millar Drive via SR 1 during weekday events and would not utilize Central 

Avenue or V Street. Vehicles would utilize V Street during weekend events. Section 4.13 of the Draft EIR, 
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discusses traffic and the resultant conditions with the proposed Project. Specifically, Mitigation Measure 

MM 4.13-2 would require the Applicant develop a traffic control plan to lessen that potential impact of 

queuing into the proposed Project site to less than significant. The Draft EIR determined, with the 

implementation of the proposed mitigation measures MM 4.13-1 and MM 4.13-2 and compliance with 

project design feature PDF 4.13-1, traffic impacts would be less than significant.  
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Letter No. 74: Rob Hazard, Deputy Fire Marshal, County of Santa Barbara Fire Department, July 

18, 2016 

Response 74-1 

The comment is noted and will be forwarded on to the decision makers.  
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Letter No. 75: Glenn S. Russell, Director, County of Santa Barbara Planning and Development, 

August 11, 2016 

Response 75-1 

Text to the Final EIR has been revised to include the County of Santa Barbara General Plan Circulation 

Element. Please refer to page 4.13-12 in Section 3.0, Revisions to the Draft EIR of the Final EIR, for this 

revision.  

Response 75-2 

As indicated in Section 4.13, Traffic and Circulation of the Draft EIR, the existing LOS is B at the SR 1/Harris 

Grade Road/Purisima Road intersection with a delay of 18.2 seconds during the weekday PM peak hour 

and LOS B with a delay of 18.6 seconds during the weekend peak hour. The proposed Project would add 

approximately 28 trips, or 0.5 seconds of delay, to the SR 1/Harris Grade Road/Purisima Road intersection 

during the weekday PM peak hour and approximately 140 trips, or 1.9 seconds of delay, during the 

weekend peak hour (see Table 4.13-8 and 4.13-9 of the Draft EIR). The increase in delay under the PM 

peak hour would be approximately 3 percent; which is less than the 10 percent standard for LOS C 

intersections identified in the County’s Circulation Element. The increase in delay under the weekend peak 

hour would be approximately 10 percent, which is within the 10 percent standard for LOS C intersections 

identified in the County’s Circulation Element. The Cumulative plus Project LOS during the weekday PM 

peak hour is C and would increase delay by 1.4 seconds at the SR 1/Harris Grade Road/Purisima Road 

intersection (see Table 4.13-12). The Cumulative plus Project LOS during the weekend peak hour is C and 

would increase delay by 1.4 seconds (see Table 4.13-13). The increase in delay under both peak hours 

would be approximately 6 percent, which is less than the 10 percent standard for LOS C intersections 

identified in the County’s Circulation Element. Approximately 5 percent of the distributed proposed 

Project traffic would utilize Harris Grade Road north of the SR 1/Harris Grade Road/Purisima Road 

intersection. Accordingly, the proposed Project would be consistent with the County’s General Plan 

Circulation Element.  

Response 75-3 

As noted in Response 75-2, the proposed Project would not exceed the County’s Circulation Element 

standards. Accordingly, no improvements would be required at the SR 1/Harris Grade Road/Purisima Road 

intersection.  
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Gordon r. Hensley
Environmental Services

805 440-4522

P.O. Box 6884

Los OSOS.CA 93412 RECEIVED
G.R.Hensley@sbcglobal.ne t

AUG 1 5 2016

City of Lompoc Planning Division
Economic Development - Planning Division

100 Civic Center Plaza

Lompoc, CA 93438-8001

Attention: Lucille Breese, AICP, Planning Manager August 15, 2016

Subject: Lompoc Motorsports Project Draft EIR

Dear Ms Breese,

On behalf of the Lompoc Valley Community Coalition and their representative Babak Naficy,

esq. I submit the following comment on the Lompoc Motorsports Park Draft Environmental

Impact Report. I hold a Master's Degree in Biology; am approved by the County of San Luis

Obispo to conduct biological studies; and have participated in the preparation and review of

EIR's and water quality issues of the Central Coast, including the Santa Ynez River.

My comments focus on some inaccuracies and inconsistencies in the Biological section as well

as stormwater management at the proposed project site. I believe many of the conclusions in the

DEIR regarding likely impacts to those resources are not supported by facts and the document

fails to disclose to the City and the public significant environmental effects of the development

and operation of the Motorsports project.

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

The highly destructive impacts to plants and animals caused by off-road vehicles have been well

publicized (eg "Dunes to Stay Closed to Off-Road Vehicles", October 06, 2006, LA Times).

In contrast the DEIR proposes that habitat for endangered or special status species either isn't

present at the Santa Ynez River site or those species can be relocated to other sites. Those

conclusions, however, appear to be unsupported in some cases by substantial data and the

document is unclear that proposed offsite mitigation methodologies exist that can assure decision

makers and the public that relocation will succeed.

2.0 Response to Comments
Letter No. 9

9-1

9-2
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The 2 examples below illustrate some of the deficiencies of the DEIR:

A). Southwestern Willow Flycatcher (status, Endangered): During field studies for the DEIR no

observations of individual birds were made; no critical habitat for Southwestern Willow

Flycatcher was deemed to be present at the site; and no mitigation for the direct impact from

removal of 14.5 acres of arroyo willow (Salix lasiolepis) thicket (BRC, Habitat And Natural

Resources Assessment For The Lompoc Motorsports Park, April 2, 2016, p 18).

The claim that no critical habitat for Southwestern Willow Flycatcher is located on the project

site appears to be in conflict with the US Fish and Wildlife Service position. Outlining the

USFWS Recovery Plan for Southwestern Willow Flycatcher Critical Habitat in the Santa Ynez

Management Unit, the Service specifically refers to the "lower 42.3-km (26.3-mi) Santa Ynez

River Segment occurs immediately upstream from Vandenberg AFB," (50 CFR Part 17,

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Designation of Critical Habitat for

Southwestern Flycatcher; Final Rule. In the Federal Register, Vol. 78 No.2, p 344, January 3,

2013).

The Final Rule also identifies the river in the Santa Ynez Management Unit as ../'the only

stream in this Management Unit known to have flycatcher territories" (Sogge and Durst 2008, in

the 2013 Final Rule listing at p 366).

B) Least Bell's Vireo (status, Endangered). During field studies for the DEIR no observations of

individual birds were made; suitable habitat at the project site was present, but no CNDDB or

ebird records with the project and nearby vicinity (BRC, Habitat And Natural Resources

Assessment For The Lompoc Motorsports Park, April 2, 2016). No specific mitigation

recommendation was made in the DEIR as it was deemed to have a low potential to occur at the

project site (DErR at 4.3-20)

During evaluation of a proposed project 15 miles away in Buellton, consultants performing a

biological resources assessment in October 2014 made a similar statement as has been made in

this DEIR, based on a lack of suitable habitat and review ofCNDDB records, that Least Bell's

Vireo wouldn't occur at that site,. However in April 2016, Least Bell's Vireo was confirmed on

an adjacent parcel (see attached CNDDB Field Report)

Least Bell's Vireo is a species that migrates long-distance back and forth between the Santa

Ynez River and Mexico, and is known to utilize both upland and riparian habitat for breeding

and feeding. On the Santa Ynez River Least Bell's Vireo utilize riparian habitat mainly

dominated by arroyo willow, red willow, and Fremont cottonwood trees, as well as mugwort and

willow shrubs (Kus, B, 2002. Least Bell's Vireo (Bireo bellii pusillus ). In, The Riparian Bird

Conservation Plan: a strategy for reversing the decline of riparian-associated birds in California.

California Partners in Flight).

2.0 Response to Comments
Letter No. 9

9-2

9-3
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1 he examples cited above highlight just 2 of the inaccuracies and inconsistencies that have led to
inadequate and inappropnate project mitigation proposals. In addition there is great concern that
the noise, odors, air pollution, and night lighting associated with OHV activates has not been

adequately examined against studies of those conditions to disrupt significant aspects of the life
needs of wildlife.

STORMWATER MANAGEMENT

The discussion of the proposed management of stormwater runoff focus mainly on the

construction period and is quite vague on the specifics of how pollution will be prevented from

reaching the Santa Ynez River or percolating into ground water, presenting a hazard for wildlife

from ingesting poisonous contaminants or drowning in the proposed retention basins.

It appears from the DEIR that the post-construction stormwater system would consist of piping

to receive relatively untreated stormwater runoff from a separate project (airport) and discharge

it into 2 detention basins along either side of the proposed drag strip. In addition runoff from the

drag strip and access roads will require infrastructure to catch runoff and discharge that load to

the 2 retention basins as well. Also the balance of the 38 acre property will be graded/sloped to

direct all stonnwater not included in the infrastructure components above to the retention basins.

However the DEIR fails to "show the work" that demonstrate that the proposed system is

feasible and can meet Best Management Practices to reduce stormwater pollution to the

maximum extent practicable.

The DEIR does not disclose the specific pollutants of concern that might be contained In runoff

from an NHRA drag strip or an off-road vehicle track or the quantities of those contaminants.

The City and public cannot make an informed decision about the adequacy of post-construction

stormwater management.

The DEIR fails to analyze the potential amount of trash that might be generated through the

operation of the Park and has not demonstrated to the City and the public how trash will be

prevented from contaminating the river or present a hazard to wildlife or public health.

The DEIR fails to provide any analysis of stonnwater management alternatives.

On behalf of my clients I request that you do not adopt this DEIR as a Final EIR

Respectfully,

Gordon Hensley

2.0 Response to Comments
Letter No. 9

9-4

9-5
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CNDDB Online Field Survey Forrn~Report
California Natural Diversity Database

Department of Fish and Wildlife

1416 9th Street, Suite 1266

Sacramento, CA 95814

Fax: 916.324.0475

mw dfQ ceoorOOeodaiafcnri^

This data has been reported to the CNDDB, M may nol have been evaluated by the CNDDB staff

Scientific name: Vireo bcllii pusiUus

Common name: least Hell's vireo

Source code

Quad code

Occ. no.

EO index no.

Map index no.

KIS16F0001

3412052

Date of field work (mm-dd-yyyy): ft

Comment about field work date(s):

OBSERVER INFORMATION

Observer: David A (timer

Affiliation:

Address: ! 2% Ken Ave . Orcutt. CA 93455

Email: davidkisnerfagmail com

Phone: (805) 252-5036

Other observers:

DETERMINATION ~~

Keyed in:

Compared w/ specimen at:

Compared w/ image in:

By another person:

Other: Identified by song

Identification explanation: Male sang 5 or 6 times initially and then 5 or 6 times 40 minutes later.

Identification confidence: Very confident

Species found: Yes If not found, why not?

Level of survey effort: Passive bird survey

Total number of individuals: I

Collection? No Collection number:

Museum/Herbarium:

ANIMAL INFORMATION ~~ "~ ~~

How was the detection made? Heard singing

Number detected in each age class:

a«*ults juveniles larvae

Age class comment: adult male - based on singing

egg mass unknown

Submitted: 04/24/2016 KIS16F0001
Page 1 of 3
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Bird site use:

V Nesting Rookery j Nesting colony Burrow site j Lek

Non-breeding (over-wintering) j Communal roost Other

Site use description:

What was the observed behavior? territorial but acting unpaired

Describe any evidence of reproduction: active singing

SITE INFORMATION

Habitat description: Frcmonl eottonwood-Red willow forest'arroyo willow-mulefat thickets

Slope: almost level Land owner/manager Private

Aspect:

Site condition + population viability: Good

Immediate & surrounding land use: Agriculture, light industrial, winery, open lands, golf course

Visible disturbances: non-native vegetation, bullfrogs, pedestrian trails

Threats: brown-headed cowbird. water quality, development

General comments: habitat lnoks excellent :

MAP INFORMATION ~~ "

ID

!

County

STO6NR?2\V )2

24K Quadrangle

Sol\;iiii;

Feature Comment

Elev. (ft) Latitude

NA083

Longitude

NAO83

I2u.2(ij.s.y

UTME

NAD83

oto i f>

UTMN

NAD83

UTM

Zone

Set* attached map

The mapped feature is accurate within: 100 m

Source of mapped feature: CNDDB online field survey tool

Submitted: 04/24/2016 KIS16F0001 Page 2 of 3
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Mapping notes: Zaca Creek x Santa Ynez River Confluence is incorrect on CNDDB online field survey tool base map.

Location/directions comments: Male first heard singing at approximately 34.607000 x -120.203434 then moved
upstream m teas) 2(m> meters. Heard 40 minutes later at approximately 34.606500 x -120.202300. See attachment

Attachment(s): LBV1 man.docx. Detailed map ofofaeen atmn

Submitted. 04/24/2016 KIS16F0001 Page 3 of 3
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Letter No. 9:  Gordon R. Hensley, Gordon R. Hensley Environmental Services (on behalf of 

the Lompoc Valley Community Coalition), August 15, 2016 

Response 9-1 

Comment is noted for the record and will be forwarded to the decision-makers for review and 

consideration. 

Response 9-2 

Comment noted. Please refer to Topical Response No. 2, Biological Resources which addresses biological 

surveys and potential project related impacts on arroyo willow thicket. Further, it should be noted, 

during the public review comment period, additional surveys were conducted to determine 

presence/absence of southwestern willow flycatcher identified as likely to occur within the proposed 

Project area (see Appendix 2.1, Southwestern Willow Flycatcher Protocol Survey of the Final EIR). 

Protocol surveys were conducted on May 20, June 3, June 10, June 27, and July 5, 2016, to determine 

presence/absence for southwestern willow flycatcher, as well as to document any other observed 

species within the proposed Project site. 

Please also refer to Response 2-1 and Response 2-10 which further address the proposed Project’s 

specific mitigation measures, and potential impacts to sensitive status species or their habitat.  

Response 9-3 

Comment noted. Please refer to Topical Response No. 2, Biological Resources. Please also refer to 

Response 2-1 and Response 2-10 which further address the proposed Project’s specific mitigation 

measures, and potential impacts to sensitive status species or their habitat. Please also refer to the Draft 

EIR, Section 4.3 Biological resources, which is supported by the CNDDB report which states a low 

likelihood of occurrence for the Least Bell’s vireo given no previous CNDDB or eBird records documented 

occurrences within the proposed Project site and the nearby vicinity. Further, the species was not 

observed during any of the five proposed Project surveys. 

Response 9-4 

Please refer to Topical Response No. 2, Biological Resources and Topical Response No. 4, Indirect 

Biological Resource Impacts regarding indirect biological impacts. As discussed, proposed Project 

operation, noise levels, vibration, dust and lighting impacts would be temporary, and limited to 

proposed Project events. Therefore, indirect impacts would be less than significant. 

Please also refer to Response 2-16, 2-17, and 2-18 which further address indirect biological impacts.  
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Response 9-5 

As noted in Section 4.8 of the Draft EIR (page 4.8-16), the proposed Project would be required to 

develop and implement a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) with BMPs that would be 

employed to prevent soil erosion and discharge of other construction-related pollutants, as well as a 

monitoring program to ensure that BMPs are implemented appropriately and are effective at controlling 

discharges of stormwater-related pollutants. The Lompoc Municipal Code requires the submittal of an 

Erosion Sediment Control Plan and/or SWPPP with the submittal of a grading permit application. 

Compliance with such requirements would reduce potential construction and postconstruction water 

quality impacts to less than significant. 

In addition, please refer to Topical Response No. 3, Hydrology which addresses water quality issues, and 

Response 2-14 and 2-15, which addresses stormwater management.  

Response 9-6 

Comment is noted for the record and will be forwarded to the decision-makers for review and 

consideration. 
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1504Marsh Street

SanLuisObispo

California 93401

ph: 805-593-0926

fax:805-593-0946

)abaknaficy@sbcglobal.net

-LawOffice ofBabak Naficy

August 15, 2015

Via Email and U.S. Mail

Lucile Breese, AICP, 12

Planning Manager

City of Lompoc

100 Civic Center Plaza

Lompoc, CA 93436

lbreeese@,ci.lompoc.ca.us

RECEIVED

AUG 1 5 2016

Planning Division

,

RE: Lompoc Motorsports Project DEIR comments

I submit these comments on behalf of Lompoc Valley Community Coalition relative to

the proposed Lompoc Motorsports Project Draft Environmental Impact Report ("DEIR").

As explained more fully below, the DEIR is inadequate and incomplete in many respects.

Stated Project Objectives are disingenuous and not likely achieved by the Project

Most of the items on this list cannot be considered valid objectives, however. The

Project cannot achieve the goal of providing "compatible recreation opportunities adjacent

to the Lompoc Airport" because the area is designated as open space or is otherwise

within the area intended for airport-related development. Moreover, as explained more

fully below, the proposed site is not suited for attracting large number of spectators

because of the'high danger of aeronautic accidents.

Another stated objective is "[reducing] illegal riding in Santa Ynez River bed and

street racing." While this idea may have some "intuitive" appeal, there is no empirical

evidence that construction of a motorsports complex would reduce illegal riding. The

City has already providing a free racing arena which is almost used by residents and

therefore has no effect on illegal riding.

According to the DEIR, another project objective is to provide for "ongoing

recreational uses for skydiving and improve existing skydiving landing areas." The

Project, as proposed, would make ongoing skydiving impossible by substantially reducing

the skydiving landing areas. Accordingly, there is no evidence to show the proposed

Project is mutually compatible with the existing skydiving operation.

Almost, comically, the DEIR claims the Project also intends to "redevelop

underutilized lands that are in need of remediation and restoration along the Santa Ynez

River." While the area may be "underutilized", the proposed Project will certainly not

remediate or restore the area. Restoration and remediation implies the area would be

returned to its original natural condition, but the Project proposes to pave over large

segments of the open space there and replace the natural setting with a motorsports

complex.
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The DEIR claims the Project would "provide for the opportunity to implement mitigation

pursuant to previous work associated with the Lompoc Airport Runway Expansion

Project, including the restoration of approximately 7.1 acres of riparian vegetation." The

City has been under an existing obligation to implement the mitigation associated with the

Runway Extension Project, so to suggest the Project provides the opportunity to

implement an existing obligation is absurd. In fact, the Project would make it impossible

for the City to fulfill its obligation to implement this mitigation because the Project site

substantially overlaps with the area that had been set aside for the Runway Extension

mitigation.

The Project's untenable objectives prevent the DEIR from adequately analyzing

Project Alternatives

The EIR must identify feasible alternatives that could avoid or substantially lessen the

project's significant environmental impacts. (Pub.Res.Code §§ 21002, 21002.1(a),

21 T00(b)(4), 21150.) "A major function of an EIR 'is to ensure that all reasonable

alternatives to proposed projects are thoroughly assessed by the responsible official. An

EIR's discussion of alternatives must include a discussion of a "no project" alternative to

allow a comparison of the impacts of the project with the effects of pot approving the

project.'" (San Joaquin Raptor/Wildlife Rescue Center v. County Of Stanislaus (2007) 47

Cal.App.4th 713, 734; CEQA Guideline §15126.6(e)(l).)
The "EIR must explain why each suggested alternative either does not satisfy the goals of

the proposed project, does not offer substantial environmental advantages^,] or cannot be

accomplished." (Save Round Valley Alliance v. County of Invo (2007) 1*57 Cal.App.4th

1437,1458.) The agency's infeasibility determination must be supported by substantial

evidence in the record. PRC §21081.5 ; CEQA Guideline 15091(b).

CEQA provides two "junctures" for findings regarding the feasibility of

project alternatives. First, alternatives are determined to be potentially

feasible in the EIR. (citation omitted.^ Second, in deciding whether to

approve the project, the decision maker determines whether an alternative

is actually feasible.

(San Diego Citizenry Group v. County of San Diego (2013) 219 Cal.App.4th 1,18.)

Here, the DEIR's identification of inappropriate and disingenuous project objectives has

undermined the DEIR's ability to adequately analyze project alternatives. For example,

the DEIR essentially rules out off-site alternatives because such alternatives would not

fulfill the purported objectives of remediating the Project site or to provide an opportunity

for the City to implement the Runway Expansion mitigation measures it was required to

implement ten years. The discussion of the alternatives must therefore be revised after the

City has identified reasonable and lawful Project objectives.

Aesthetics

Impact from lighting:

"Light emitted by on-site usage would not be substantially projected offthe

proposed Project site and would be confined to the internal boundaries ofthe proposed

Project"
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This is a questionable finding. The lighting proposed could be a hazard to pilots at night.

This lighting may be an annoyance to neighborhoods, commercial areas, and surrounding

areas well beyond the park. Figure 4.1-8 in the DEIR illustrates the projection of light

from the proposed park.

It is the assumption of the Draft EIR that the light would be contained on site, but there is

no sampling or evidence of that in the report. This statement from the Draft EIR is

suspiciously conflicting "However, light emitted by on-site usage would not be

substantially projected off the Project site and would be confined to the internal

boundaries of the proposed Project." It is then further stated, "Sources of glare would

include vehicles traveling to the proposed Project site and from the permanent

maintenance and storage building and temporary structures. These statements

demonstrated that the light escaping the site may cause a significant aesthetic impact.

Air Quality

The DEIR admits that the Project's operational impacts on air quality would be

significant. The Project's operational impacts include VOC and NOx emissions from

passenger cars travelling to and from the site, as well as the PM10 generated by drag

racing and other OHV activities on the site.

The DEIR's analysis Project's criteria air emission is inadequate. The DEIR fails even to

consider or discuss Fine Particulate Matter (PM2.5) emissions. As stated in the table

entitled "Santa Barbara County Attainment/Nonattainment Classification Summary 2015"

available on the APCD website at https://www.ourair.org/air-quality-standards, PM2.5 is

recognized and regulated criteria pollutant. The DEIR must be revised to adequately

quantify and analyze the significance of the Project's PM2.5 emissions.

The DEIR does not clearly and consistently analyze the significance of the Project's air

quality emissions. DEIR Table 4.2-9 considers the Project's average daily emissions,

including PM emissions. According to this table the Project average daily emissions fall

just below the average daily threshold of PM10, which is 80 lb/day. The DEIR does not

analyze the Project's average hourly PM10 emissions, or, as state above, the Project's

PM2.5 emissions. Nor does the DEIR analyze Project's air quality impacts in light of

Santa Barbara's failure to achieve attainment with California's PM10 standards.

The relevant portions of a table describing Santa Barbara County

Attainment/Nonattainment Classification Summary 2015 is provided below. The

complete tabie can be found at https://www.ourair.org/air-quality-standards

(see next page for table)
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Particulate
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Matter -

Fine

(PM2.5)

annual

arithmetic

mean

24 hour

annual

arithmetic

mean

24 hour

20

M.g/m3

50ug/m3

12ug/m3

—

N

N

U

—

revoked

150

Hg/m3

12.0

jag/m3

35

(ag/m3

A

A

U/A

U/A

The DEIR's analysis of proposed mitigation measures is wholly inadequate. The sole

operational mitigation discussed in the DEIR is MM 4.2-2 through 4.2-4, which purport to

limit the number of OHV vehicles, number of OHV races per hour, and the length of

OHV events in order to reduce emissions. The DEIR makes no attempt to discuss the

feasibility of these mitigation measures, but states that if these measures are later

determined to be infeasible with "then localized emission impacts would be considered

adverse, significant, and unavoidable." To be adequate, the DEIR must analyze the

feasibility of these proposed mitigation measures by first identifying the factors that may

affect their feasibility, and then marshalling facts to determine whether these measures

can be feasibly implemented. If it the DEIR concludes these mitigation measures are

infeasible, the DEIR must propose alternative measures to address the Project's

significant air quality impacts.

4.2-1

The motorsports operator shall limit the number ofOHV vehicles, OHVraces, and length

ofOHVevents based on the anticipated weekend eventsfor concurrent operation ofthe

Oval Cart Track and Stadium Cross events in accordance with thefollowing

requirements:

-Restrict the operation ofthe oval cart track events to 2 races per hourfor 6 hours

each weekend day.

-Restrict the operation ofstadium cross events to 2 races per hourfor 6 hours

each weekend day.

These restrictions conflict with the Business Plan the Foundation submitted to the City.

The EIR must discuss these inconsistencies and analyze feasibility of these mitigation

measures in light of the inconsistencies.

4.2-3

When the Oval Cart Track and Stadium Cross events are not in operation, the

motorsports operator shall limit the number ofOHV vehicles, OHVraces, and OHV
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events based on the anticipated weekend eventsfor only the Enduro Cross event in

accordance with thefollowing requirement:

-Restrict the Enduro Cross tract events to 2 races per hourfor 6 hours each

weekend day.

These restrictions conflict with the Business Plan the Foundation submitted to the City.

The EIR must discuss these inconsistencies and analyze feasibility of these mitigation

measures in light of the inconsistencies.

4.2-4

When the Oval Cart Track and Stadium Cross events or the Enduro Cross Only events are

not in operation, the motorsports operator shall limit the number ofOHV vehicles, OHV

races, and OHV events based on the anticipated weekend eventsfor only the Motor Cross

event in accordance with the following requirement:

-Restrict motorcross events to 18 vehicles with 1 race per hourfor 3 hours each

weekend day.

This will have a negative effect to the financial benefit to the airport. These restrictions

conflict with the Business Plan the Foundation submitted to the City. The EIR must

discuss these inconsistencies and analyze feasibility of these mitigation measures in light

of the inconsistencies.

Air Quality Mitigation Measures

Significant and unavoidablefor VOC and NOx.

This finding makes the project financial feasibility and viability questionable.

Hazards and Hazardous Waste

The Project places hazards in the area of the Santa Ynez River. The potential of

contamination is greatly increased because of the amount of hazardous material that will

be brought in, used on site, the number ofpeople being exposed to these materials, as

acknowledged in the EIR with the statement "Further, the transportation ofhazardous

materials to andfrom the site may potentially impactproposed Project site visitors and

residents located along roadways usedfor delivery. "

The Project site does not contain any known ISTs, however, grading and excavation of the

site may uncover any unknown USTs. Therefore, impacts to the release of hazardous

materials would be potentially significant. A subsurface geophysical survey should be

done before the project is considered for approval and the EIR is certified.

Hydrology Water Quality

In that this Project is planned for construction in the "floodplain," will this be permitted

by those agencies that have regulatory authority of land and water in the area of the Santa

Ynez River, i.e. requirements for Lake and Streambed Alteration Agreement, permits for

detention/retention basins and other required permits? (see Project Impacts)

These are noted in the Project Impacts: ?
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Compliance with the appropriate National pollution Discharge Elimination System

(NPDES) requirements, implementation ofa Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan

(SWPPP) with BMPs or the submittal ofan Erosion Sediment Control Plan would reduce

potential water impacts to less than significant.

As stated above, the depth of the proposed retention basins will not be sufficient to assure

nojrunoff from the Project site. The depth of one (1) inch and three and one half (3 Vi)

inch is questionable in retention capacity and in the event of a flood this could potentially

allow hazardous materials to leak and runoff into the river area as well as exacerbating

flooding.

An image from the DEIR illustrates the area of the 100 year floodplain. The Project site is

completely within the 100 year floodplain. By encroaching into the floodplain, without

constructing other protections, this may cause further erosion and flooding on the site,

near and down river from the Project site. Consequently, this study needs to address

flooding and protections that may need to be constructed beyond the Project site to

prevent further damage to the river. (Reference Santa Ynez River Bank Protection

Evaluation, City of Lompoc, January 20, 2011). This is mentioned in the Notice of

Preparation comment letter from the Environmental Defense Center, January 11, 2016 on

page 11. This EIR needs to address issues in the final report *'An Assessment of Potential

Restoration Actions to Enhance the Ecological Functions ofthe Lower Santa Ynez River

Estuary" with regard to the aggregate impacts the Motorsports Park will have on the lower

area ofthe River. The DEIR does not address these impacts.

Land Use and Planning

The DEIR's analysis of the Project's compatibility with applicable land use and planning

regulation fails to admit that as proposed, the Project would be in violation of the

applicable California land use regulation. According to the Airport Master Plan, as

amended, the California Airport Land Use Planning Handbook defines six safety zones

around airports. Master Plan p.9-11 to 9-12. The proposed Project is proposed on land to

the north of the airport that is classified as Zone 6, "Traffic Pattern Zone." According to

the Master Plan, the Traffic Pattern Zone must reflect actual traffic patterns flown at the

airport. "As described above, [avian] traffic is north of the runway; therefore, the traffic

pattern zone [at Lompoc Airport] is principally north of the airport." Master Plan at 9-11.

Figure 9-4, shows the Traffic Pattern Zone to the north of the Lompoc Air Port covers the

entire area proposed for the Project.

Caltrans Airport Compatibility Planning Guidelines are reproduced in the Airport Master

Plan as Appendix E. According to these Guidelines, which embody state law, "risk

concern [in Traffic Zone] primarily is with uses for which potential consequences are

severe.". Master Plan at 9-45. In light of this concern, the State Guidelines directs that

"outdoor stadiums and similar uses with very high intensities" must be categorically

prohibited. Ibid.

Accordingly, the Project must be denied because it includes an outdoor stadium with J250
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capacity. This would be in addition to the crowds attracted to the outdoor off-highway

tract. The Air Port Commission should therefore find that the proposed Racetrack is

inconsistent with and prohibited by the applicable regulations and should therefore be

denied by the City of Lompoc.

The DEIR claims because a Draft Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP) is

currently being prepared, the project is subject to a 1993 ALUCP. DEIR at 4.9-14.

Quoting the 1993 ALUCP, the DEIR claims the Project is proposed in Safety Zone 3,

which according to the DEIR, is the least restrictive zone where all development can be

approved by the Airport Land Use Commission. Ibid. According to Map 4.9-6, the

proposed Project is located within Safety Area 3.

The DEIR entirely ignores the 2011 Airport Master Plan Update, or the Caltrans Safety

Compatibility Guidelines, which according to the Master Plan Update, were published by

the Department of Transportation, Division of Aeronautics, in January of 2002, providing

guidance for developing airport compatibility plans. See, Lompoc Airport Master Plan

Update, 2011, at 9-10. Thus, the DEIR does not list the Caltrans Safety Compatibility

Guidelines as an applicable plan. The DEIR must be revised to consider the Project's

compatibility with the Airport Master Plan and the Caltrans Safety Compatibility

Guidelines.

The DEIR acknowledges that the proposed site for the Project was previously designated

as a mitigation site by the City in connection with the Airport Runway Expansion Project.

According to the DEIR:

The City has implemented that replanting project twice; both were

completed but the replanted flora did not survive. The City may still be

obligated to complete the Runway Expansion Mitigation pursuant to a

Stream Alteration Agreement (SAA) No. 5-2001-0252 with the California

Department of Fish and Wildlife.. The details of the mitigation

requirements are discussed in Section 4.3, Biological Resources. DEIR

4.9-18.

The DEIR's discussion of the City's failed attempt to comply with its obligation to

implement the mitigation required in connection with the Runway Expansion Project is

disingenuous and flawed. To begin with, the Suggestion that the replanting project was

ever completed is incorrect and not supported by the evidence.

The City never complied with the mitigation conditions imposed by its Streambed

Alteration Agreement (SAA). According to the March 2003 Report, entitled, LOMPOG

AIRPORT EXPANSION PROJECT REPORT OF COMPLIANCE WITH

CONDITIONS OF STREAMBED ALTERATION AGREEMENT 5-2001-0252

REVEGETATION RESULTS, Condition 47 of the SAA required the City to ensure

"Irrigation [is] to be provided when precipitation is inadequate to ensure survival of

plantings. Irrigation to be provided for at least two years. All plants must survive for at

2.0 Response to Comments
Letter No. 10

10-16

10-17

Meridian Consultants 
054-003-13

Lompoc Motorsports Project Final EIR 
November 2016

2.0-179



least three years after irrigation stops." According to the same Report, "the plantings

were watered during the following time periods: Feb. 4-7, April 10, and April 16-17,

2003. No supplemental watering was done after April 17, 2003. Based on the low survival

of the planted willows and container plants, it appears that the amount of irrigation

provided was inadequate." The Report establishes that the City did not come close to

fulfilling its mitigation obligations.

The DEIR therefore is patently misleading and inaccurate when it claims the Qity fulfilled

its obligations but the plants mysteriously did not survive. The DEIR admits that the City

was refunded over $75,000 by the contractor hired to perform the replanting, but does not

explain that this was because the contractor failed to comply with the terms of the

mitigation, or that the contractors failure is imputed to the City. The DEIR must be

revised to accurately explain that the company hired by the City to implement the

replanting mitigation failed to comply with the terms of the mitigation, and that the City

subsequently has failed to take any action to fulfill its obligations under the terms of the

SAA and the Project's conditions of approval.

The DEIR claims that despite the failure of the replanting mitigation measure, the City

may be still be obligated to implement the required mitigation. The DEIR fails to explain

why the City's may no longer be under a legal obligation to implement this mitigation.

Thus, for example, the DEIR fails to suggest that the mitigation may no longer be

feasible. DEIR must also be revised to clearly explain that the City is still legally

obligated to implement the replanting mitigation measures.

The DEIR claims that the "Loss of the 7.1 acres on site would preclude the City from

again implementing what may still be a required mitigation. If that mitigation is still

required, then, that would result in a significant impact." DEIR 4.9-36. This statement

implies that the City is free to ignore its previous mitigation obligation by simply

considering this failure a significant impact. This is not a correct statement of the law.

The City is currently and has been under a legal obligation to fulfill the conditions of the

SAA. The City may not simply ignore these obligations by approving a different Project

on the same site it previously agreed to use for replanting mitigation. "The purpose of

these [monitoring] requirements is to ensure that feasible mitigation measure will actually

be implemented as a condition of development, and not merely adopted and then

neglected or disregarded." Lincoln Place Tenants Ass'n v. City of Los Angeles (2007)

155 Cal.App.4th 425, 446, as modified on denial of reh'g fOct 10, 2007). The City may

not approve the current project unless it is successful in modifying the mitigation measure

by demonstrating that these mitigation measures are infeasible. Id., at 449.

The DEIR claims that SBCAG has determined the proposed Project does not require a

determination of consistency by the ALUC because the Project does not require a General
Plan Amendment. A determination that the Project is not subject to a consistency

determination by the ALUC is not consistent with state law, which provides that the

powers and duties of an airport land use commission include: "(a) To assist local agencies
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in ensuring compatible land uses in the vicinity of all new airports and in the vicinity of

existing airports to the extent that the land in the vicinity of those airports is not already

devoted to incompatible uses. [f| (b) To coordinate planning at the state, regional, and

local levels so as to provide for the orderly development of air transportation, while at the

same time protecting the public health, safety, and welfare, ffl] (c) To prepare and adopt

an airport land use compatibility plan pursuant to Section 21675. flf] (d) To review the

plans, regulations, and other actions of local agencies and airport operators pursuant to

Section 21676." Pub. Utilies Code § 21674. Accordingly, the ALUC must review the

Project's compatibility of the safe operation of the airport.

The DEIR also claims that

the ALUP's goals are to: preserve navigable airspace around airports,

provide general safety of people and property around airports, and

mitigate airport noise impacts. Mitigation measures have been identified to

reduce impacts by restricting structures' height, eliminating potentially

hazardous sky dive drop zone areas, and restricting skydive operation times

so proposed land use conflicts associated with the proposed Project do not

occur. Therefore, the proposed Project would not conflict with the ALUP's

goals and policies, and impacts would be less than significant. DEIR at

4.9-33 (emphasis added.)

The DEIR's claim that the Project, with the proposed mitigation, would not conflict the

ALUP's goals and policies is not supported by the evidence. The proposed Mitigation

cannot reduce the risk of catastrophic accidents in the vicinity of the Airport. It is

precisely because of this risk that the Caltrans Safety Guidelines recommends prohibition

of stadiums and group recreational areas in the vicinity of airports. Accordingly, the

Project does conflict with the ALUP's goal of providing general safety.

Finally, the DEIR claims that because the ALUP update has not been finally adopted, the

Project is not required to comply with the proposed safety zone requirements. This

statement is inaccurate as it fails to acknowledge that the Caltrans Safety Guidelines

already exist and apply to the Project. Therefore, regardless of whether, as the DEIR

claims, State law authorizes the City to override the ALUCP, it does not follow, as the

DEIR claims, that the proposed Project is consistent with the ALUCP. The City's

override ofALUCP regulation does not make the Project "consistent" with the ALUCP's

adopted safety regulation.

4.9-2

See DEIRfor text

Because travel trailers, recreational vehicles and semi trucks with trailers have an average

height of 10 feet or more without air conditioners, roof racks, rooftop carriers, and other

rooftop accessories, the high limitation may well require the second optjon to assure all

vehicles can access that area ofV Street. '
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4.9-3

See DEIRfgr text

This section needs to be addressed in the Final EIR as to how this educational program

will be implemented.

Alternatives Analysis

The DEIR's alternatives analysis is fundamentally flawed because, as explained above,

the list of project objectives is artificially narrow and designed specifically to limit the

alternatives analysis.

The DEIR's analysis of alternative 2 (existing zoning) is inadequate and in violation of

CEQA. According to the DEIR, this alternative would result in similar air quality impacts

as the proposed Project. This analysis fails to account for the fact that Alternative 2's

operational emissions are the product of economical growth, while the transportation

emissions from the Project would be largely attributed to recreation. The economic

growth that would result from the implementation of Alternative 2 is partially anticipated

by SBCOG economic projections, while the Project is not.

The DEIR's analysis of the relation between Alternative 2 and Project Objectives is

disingenuous and flawed. According to the DEIR, this alternative fails to accomplish the

following project objectives:

□ Provide compatible recreation opportunities adjacent to the Lompoc

Airport, including a variety of motorsports activities for both professional

and amateur motorsport users.

D Reduce illegal riding in Santa Ynez River bed and street racing.

□ Provide for ongoing recreational uses for skydiving and improve

existing skydiving landing areas.

□ Provide increased economic activity to Lompoc-based businesses from

events at the completed Project through the use of the surrounding public

and private recreation areas and businesses by patrons and attendees.

As explained already, there is no evidence that the Project would reduce illegal riding in

the River bed. More importantly, the DEIR claims this Alternative would not result in

any economic benefits, but also claims that it would result in "an increase in

approximately 1,462 daily trips per day when compared to the proposed Project." The

DEIR also states that the site would likely by used for a non-profit or non-governmental

agency. The DEIR fails to explain how the trip generation was calculated, or what type of

entity was assumed for this site. Regardless, it would seem that any type of entity that

would occupy this space would contribute to the local business climate. The DEIR is

therefore inadequate in that it fails to describe in sufficient detail its assumptions for

Alternative 2.

Storm water management and flooding

The DEIR's analysis of the storm water and flooding management is inadequate and not

supported by any substantial evidence. The DEIR simply claims that the two proposed

10
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onsite infiltration areas would be sufficient to ensure no stormwater ever leaves the site.

This claim, however, is not supported by calculation or analysis. There is no indication of

what volume of stormwater would be expected to be generated by the Project, and what if

any stormwater would move through the Project originating outside the Project. It is not

clear who these infiltration basins can capture all stormwater regardless of the size of the

storm. Moreover, the DEIR does not include or discuss any mechanism for removal of

debris and sediment from the basins, which are only 1 to 3 inches deep. These basins will

fill with debris and sediment very quickly, losing all capacity to contain stormwater.

Water Service

' The water service mitigation measure conflicts with the City's current policy of

conservation and the City raising water rates for 5 years that began in 2013. Also, there

are potential biological impacts on riparian communities and the DEIR does not address

this issue.

Sewer

Because the Project/is planned to be permanent at the proposed site of the Lompoc

Airport, the operation of the park with portable restrooms will be a continuous

management issue. By not having direct water and waste water lines, this will give the

park the appearance of a campground. There is the potential of leakage into the river with

portable restrooms and this should be carefully evaluated as to the health and .

environmental consequences to the riparian habitat.

Solid Waste

The Project will add additional debris and waste to Lompoc Sanitary Landfill. This is the

estimated amount in the DEIR: "the proposed Project would generate approximately 17.2

tons of construction and demolition debris which would be disposed of at the City of

Lompoc Sanitary Landfill." The operation of the park is estimated to: "generate

approximately 138.1 tons of solid waste per year, which would be sent directly to the

Lompoc Sanitary Landfill." This essentially counters many years of citizens decreasing

waste to the landfill. How will the developer provide and maintain large waste and

recycling containers to be out of sight and preventing the waste from entering the river

area?

Dry Utilities

The proposed Project would use fifteen (15) 15' high light poles on the Project site. The

EIR needs to address how these light poles would be removed from the flood plain in the

event of a flood.

Conclusion

All of the foregoing issues should be addressed before the Project is considered for

approval and the EIR is certified.

Babak Naficy, Attorney at Law
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Letter No. 10:  Baback Naficy, Attorney at Law, Law Office of Babak Naficy (on behalf of the 

Lompoc Valley Community Coalition), August 15, 2016 

Response 10-1 

The City’s General Plan Land Use Element currently designates the entire proposed Project site as 

Community Facilities (CF), as shown in Figure 4.9-3, Existing City Land Use Map. The General Plan 

describes the purpose of Community Facilities as one that provides areas that meet public service, 

educational, recreational, social, and cultural needs for the Lompoc Valley residents. 

Response 10-2 

Please refer to Topical Response No. 1, Airport Safety, and Topical Response 5, Land Use Compatibility, 

which address safety issues including those involving increased number of spectators in proximity to the 

airport, and relative Airport’s designated Safety Zones and the allotted distance between the 

recreational park—specifically the grandstands—and the landing/takeoff area 

Response 10-3 

As stated in Section 3, Project Description of the Draft EIR, one of the proposed Project objectives is to 

reduce illegal riding in the Santa Ynez River bed and street racing. However, as with any illegal activities, 

one cannot fully preclude their occurrence.  

Response 10-4 

Concerns were raised regarding how the proposed Project would affect the existing skydiving activities 

and drop zone.  Please refer to Topical Response 8, Skydive Landing Zone, which addresses concerns 

regarding the Project’s potential impacts to the existing operations of Skydive Santa Barbara (SDSB), 

located at the Lompoc Airport.   

Response 10-5 

Comment noted. As stated in the Draft EIR Section 3.0, Project Description, the proposed Project would 

develop an existing area that consists of an abandoned industrial site that includes dirt roads, former 

building slabs (approximately 26,000 square feet (0.6 acres), debris from prior uses, potentially up to 

four underground storage tanks (UST’s), and vegetation; currently, a small portion of the proposed 

Project site is used as a skydiving landing area. Prior uses consisted of a succession of businesses, 

including sand and gravel operations, an asphalt plant, metal fabrication, a roofing company, scrap 

metal processing, and contractor yards.  
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Response 10-6 

Please refer to Topical Response No. 6, Mitigation Area which addresses the 7.1 acre mitigation area, 

and which also states the City remains obligated to complete the Runway Expansion Mitigation pursuant 

to Stream Alteration Agreement (SAA) No. 5-2001-0252 with the California Department of Fish and 

Wildlife. 

Response 10-7 

Please refer to the Draft EIR Section 5, Alternatives, Topical Response 7, Noise, and Response 2-19 which 

further address Project alternative analysis.  

Response 10-8 

Please refer to Topical Response 1, Airport Safety, which addresses airport safety and lighting and 

project compatibility with the ALUP, and also refer to Topical Response 4, Indirect Biological Resource 

impacts which also addresses potential project related lighting impacts. 

Response 10-9 

As discussed in Mitigation Measure MM 4.2-1 in Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the Draft EIR, a Fugitive Dust 

Control Plan shall be prepared and submitted to the City and Santa Barbara County Air Pollution Control 

District (SBAPCD) for review and approval before the proposed Project’s operation if it is approved. 

Measures within the Fugitive Dust Control Plan include, paved on-site access roads extending from 

George Miller Drive and V Street, open and riding trail areas limited to 14 off-highway-vehicles (OHVs) 

per hour and the requirement all ground surfaces within OHV activities shall be watered by an amended 

water agent to achieve a minimum control efficiency of 84 percent. The Fugitive Dust Control Plan 

would control emissions of airborne particulate matter to ensure the levels are below the 8 µg/m3 

SBAPCD threshold. Dust impacts to wildlife species were determined to be less than significant.  

Please see responses to Comment letter 8 from the Santa Barbara County Air Pollution Control District.  

Response 10-10 

Section 15131, Economic and Social Effects, of the State CEQA Guidelines, states economic or social 

information may be included in an EIR or may be presented in whatever form the agency desires. 

Economic or social effects of a project shall not be treated as significant effects on the environment.  

The City has decided not to include an economic analysis of the proposed Project in the EIR because 

there is no relation to potential physical changes to the environment resulting from any economic 

causes. 
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Response 10-11 

Please refer to Response 10-10. 

Response 10-12 

Please refer to Response 10-10. 

Response 10-13 

Please refer to Response 10-10. 

Response 10-14 

Please refer to Response 2-14, 2-15, and Topical Response 4, Indirect Biological Resource Impacts. Those 

responses address water quality and hazardous materials.  

Response 10-15 

Please refer to Topical Response No. 3, Hydrology, which addresses the proposed Project’s potential 

impacts to stormwater runoff and groundwater pollution. Comments requested information on details 

pertaining to the infiltration basins located on the proposed Project site and where any potential 

flooding or runoff would be directed. In addition, comments were received on the proposed Project’s 

location within the 100-year Flood Hazard Area and how that location may potentially impact 

motorsports events and structures on site. 

Further, the Draft EIR identifies the following mitigation measure to reduce impacts related to the 

biological resources: 

MM 4.3-1 To offset impacts to arroyo willow thicket on site (14.5 acres), off-site mitigation will be 

implemented at a 5 to 1 ratio for a total of 72.5 acres (14.5 acres of impacted arroyo 

willow thicket at a 5 to 1 ratio equals 72.5 acres). This acreage includes 0.5 acre of 

arroyo willow thicket that currently exists within the Runway Expansion Project 

mitigation area that has been previously designated on site; however, as noted, the 

mitigation for the Runway Expansion Project was not successful so no credit is given for 

that mitigation.  

 Mitigation may be conducted adjacent to the Project in remaining arroyo willow 

thickets, and/or at appropriate off-site City-owned properties. Should off-site locations 

be considered, they should have similar habitat conditions, including, elevation, 

topography, soil conditions, moisture regimes, vegetation composition, percent cover 

and proximity to the Santa Ynez River.  
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 Mitigation shall be provided for through the development of a Restoration and 

Mitigation Plan (Plan). The Plan will compare the performance of the mitigation area 

against the recommended performance criteria to identify any shortcomings or 

problems in the mitigation area. The Plan will include methods for evaluation of plant 

establishment, vigor, and health, and for evaluating the percent cover by native and 

non-native plant species. In addition, the Plan will include specific details on a planting 

palette invasive species removal and methods for planting and irrigation. A preliminary 

conceptual planting palette and schedule of success criteria (is included in the 

mitigation). The planting palette and success criteria may change and will be adapted to 

site specific conditions when a final off-site mitigation area is selected. The Plan should 

provide for quarterly monitoring visits during the first year, biannual visits during the 

second and third years, and annual visits during the fourth and fifth years.  

 The Project Plan will be developed in consultation with City of Lompoc and submitted to 

the CDFW for review and concurrence at least 30 days prior to beginning construction. 

Please also refer to Response 2-9 which addresses Santa Ynez River Topical Response 2-5, Land Use 

Compatibility. 

Response 10-16 

Please refer to Response 1-1, which states the City recognizes the role of the California Department of 

Transportation, Division of Aeronautics in airport-related compatible land use issues and acknowledges 

that the California Airport Land Use Planning Handbook published by the Division of Aeronautics should 

be utilized as a resource in the preparation of environmental documents for projects within airport 

comprehensive land use plan boundaries.  

In the case of the Lompoc Airport, and to reduce the risk of airport-related safety hazards, land uses and 

development proposals near the airport are reviewed by the Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC) for 

consistency with the Santa Barbara County Airport Land Use Plan. The Santa Barbara County Airport 

Land Use Plan is consistent with the consideration of land use compatibility issues outlined in the 

California Airport Land Use Planning Handbook. According to the most recent Airport Land Use Plan and 

the draft plan currently being prepared, the existing and future land uses associated with the proposed 

project around the airport are considered safe land uses. 

The Draft EIR addresses concerns related to the placement of uses in the various safety zones identified 

by the comment in Topical Response No. 5, Land Use Compatibility, and Topical Response No. 1, Airport 

Safety. 
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Further, a Draft Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP) is currently in preparation; however, 

because it is only in draft mode and has not been officially adopted, regulatory compliance is not 

applicable. Therefore, for the purposes of this evaluation, the proposed Project falls under the 

jurisdiction of the existing ALUP’s goals and policies.  

Response 10-17 

Please refer to Topical Response No. 6, Mitigation Area, which addresses issues pertaining to that 

mitigation area, including its proposed location and the agencies responsible for the 7.1-acre mitigation 

area.  

Approximately 7.1 acres of land on the proposed Project site has been previously designated for the 

replanting of vegetation and mitigation project from the Lompoc Airport Runway Expansion. That 

mitigation effort was an obligation of the City pursuant to Stream Alteration Agreement (SAA) No. 5-

2001-0252 with the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW).   

The Draft EIR provides a discussion of the mitigation site which was required as part of the Runway 

Extension Project in both Section 4.3 Biological Resources, and Section 4.9, Land Use.  

As discussed in Section 4.9 of the Draft EIR, implementation of the proposed Project would preclude the 

City from again implementing that 7.1 acre mitigation in the area previously identified for that purpose, 

and could, therefore, result in a significant impact.   

The Draft EIR identifies the following mitigation measure to reduce these impacts:  

MM 4.9-7  The City shall identify an alternate site to implement the mitigation biological mitigation 

(7.1 acres) required under part of the Runway Expansion Mitigation Project pursuant to 

the Stream Alteration Agreement (SAA) No. 5-2001-0252 with the California 

Department of Fish and Wildlife. 

Response 10-18 

Lompoc Airport is under the purview of the Santa Barbara County Airport Land Use Plan (ALUP) which 

was adopted in 1993 and is the current, primary regulatory measure for the Lompoc Airport. The Santa 

Barbara County Association of Governments (SBCAG) serve as the Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC). 

SBCAG, as the ALUC, provided advisory comments for the proposed Project and scope of the 

environmental review in relation to the adopted 1993 ALUP.  

As noted in the Draft EIR Section 4.9, Land Use (see page 4.9-32), SBCAG, acting as the ALUC, has 

reviewed the proposed Project as part of the Notice of Preparation (NOP) process, and provided 

comments to the City in its letter of December 22, 2015. At that time, the SBCAG noted that, because 
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the proposed Project is only seeking a Conditional Use Permit (CUP), and only requires discretionary 

permit approval, and it does not involve a General Plan amendment or rezone, a determination of 

consistency by the ALUC would not be required. 

Response 10-19 

Please refer to Response 10-16. 

Response 10-20 

Please refer to Topical Response 1 Airport Safety, which addresses airport designated safety zones and 

also addresses vehicle height restrictions.  

Response 10-21 

Page 4.9-2-3, Land Use and Planning, of the Draft EIR pertains to Project area surrounding land uses. 

Response 10-22 

Please refer to the Draft EIR, Section 5.0, Alternatives, Page 5.0-15 which states, “For purposes of 

analysis, the buildable square footage for the structure would be approximately 50 percent of the 

allowed development area, or approximately 7.6 acres in size or 331,000 square feet. The assumed trip 

generation rate is that of an Office Park, or approximately 11.42 weekday trips per 1,000 square feet of 

floor area. Accordingly, this Alternative would generate approximately 3,700 daily trips with 566 trips 

during the AM peak hour and 490 trips during the PM peak hour.” That assumption was based on ITE 

Trip Generation Rates Manual, 8th Edition.  

Also according to CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.6(d), discussion of each alternative should be sufficient 

“to allow meaningful evaluation, analysis, and comparison with the Proposed Project.” Therefore, the 

significant effects of each alternative are discussed in less detail than those of the proposed Project, but 

in enough detail to provide decision makers with perspective and a reasoned choice among alternatives 

to the proposed Project.  

As stated in Section 3.0, Project Description of the Draft EIR, one of the proposed Project’s objectives is 

to reduce illegal riding in the Santa Ynez River bed and street racing. However, as with any illegal 

activities, one cannot fully preclude their occurrence.  

Additionally, please refer to Response 10-10. 

  

Meridian Consultants 
054-003-13

Lompoc Motorsports Project Final EIR 
November 2016

2.0-189



2.0 Responses to Comments 

 

Response 10-23 

Please refer to Topical Response No. 2, Biological Resources, Topical Response 4, Indirect Biological 

Resource Impacts, Topical Response 3, Hydrology, and responses provided in comment letter 2, Fish and 

Wildlife Services.  

Response 10-24 

The analyses contained in the Draft EIR indicates water supply and service impacts would be less than 

significant, and as such, no mitigation measures would be required.  

The Draft EIR does address potential biological impacts on riparian habitat. Please refer to Section 4.8, 

Biological Resources. Also, please refer to Topical Response No. 2, Biological Resources and Topical 

Response 4, Indirect Biological Resource Impacts.  

Response 10-25 

Comment is noted. The commentor expressed a personal opinion regarding the perceived appearance 

of the proposed Project and does not pertain to CEQA, or the analyses contained in the Draft EIR. As 

such, no further response is warranted.  

Please refer to Topical Response No. 2, Biological Resources, Topical Response 4, Indirect Biological 

Resource Impacts, Topical Response 3, Hydrology, and responses provided in comment letter 2, Fish and 

Wildlife Services.  

Response 10-26 

As stated in the Draft EIR, Section 4.14, Utilities and Service Systems, “As required by the City, the 

proposed Project would implement a waste diversion program in an effort to reduce solid waste impacts 

on existing landfill capacities, similar to the state’s waste diversion goal of 75 percent as identified by 

state law (SB 1016 and AB 939). The proposed Project would be required to divert up to 75 percent of its 

operational solid waste by 2020. Since the proposed Project would implement mitigation similar to 

regulations set forth in the CIWMP and other local and state regulations, impacts would be less than 

significant.” 

Further, prior to implementing the proposed Project, if it is approved, and issuance of grading permits, 

the Applicant would be required to submit a Solid Waste Management Plan (SWMP) to the City for 

review and approval. 

Meridian Consultants 
054-003-13

Lompoc Motorsports Project Final EIR 
November 2016

2.0-190



2.0 Responses to Comments 

 

Additionally, please refer to Topical Response No. 2, Biological Resources, Topical Response 4, Indirect 

Biological Resource Impacts, Topical Response 3, Hydrology, and responses provided in comment letter 

2, Fish and Wildlife Services.  

Response 10-27 

The proposed Project’s anticipated 10 permanent light poles would be permanent and would not be 

removed.  

Response 10-28 

Comment noted. Individual responses have been provided.  
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The Lompoc Valley Parks, Recreation and Pool Foundation

601 East Ocean Avenue Suite #17

Lompoc CA 93436

RECEIVED

August 15,2016 * .

: AUG 1 5 2016 :

Lucille Breeze

City of Lompoc Planning Division
100 Civic Center Plaza

Lompoc Ca. 93436

Attached are our comments regarding the Motorsports Park Environmental Impact

Report:

1. Two pages of comments with a macro view of Impact Report comments.

2. Seventeen pages of specific comments and requests for Corrections.

3. Two pages of corrections to phrasing, words and typographical errors for which no

response is necessary other than acknowledgement of receipt.

4. A flash drive containing a revised plan set in response to comments and corrections

from the EIR document. If possible these updated Plan Sheets should be substituted for

the Plan Sheets used in the Draft Document.

Please feel free to contact us for any needed clarification of the data supplied.

Sincerely Sincerely

Carl Creel Joftn H. Linn
Motorsports Park Foundation

Committee Chairman Chairman

A California Nonprofit Public Benefit Corporation, created to support and encourage

quality recreation for the residents of the

Lompoc Valley.

2.0 Response to Comments 
Letter No. 11

Meridian Consultants 
054-003-13

Lompoc Motorsports Project Final EIR 
November 2016

2.0-192



LOMPOC MOTORSPORTS PARK

DRAFT EIR APPLICANT COMMENTS

Pages 1.03, 3.0-1; Table 2.0-1 (Mitigation Measures 4.3-7 and 4.9-3): The role of the City, as Lead

Agency, should be clarified in regard to its involvement under the MOU and the previous airport runway

project (for which biological mitigation was not successfully accomplished). Unless expressly agreed

upon among and between the parties to the MOU, mitigation measures should not be imposed on the

Applicant over which it either has no control or for which others are responsible. This includes

Mitigation Measures 4.3-7,4.9-3,4.3-5,4.9-6,4.9-7 and 4.9-8.

Pages 2.0-5 through 2.0-9: Based on the comments that follow, we do not believe that the proposed

project will result in adverse unavoidable impacts. As such, Alternative 1 is not the environmentally

superior choice insofar as it would forego environmental mitigation for biological impacts attributable to

the previous runway expansion, along with hazardous materials remediation and skydiving risks. This

clearly separates the two projects: (i) the Applicant should not be straddled with mitigation above and

beyond that which is attributable to the Lompoc Motorsports Park; and (ii) the proposed project is the

environmentally superior alternative.

Pages 1.03, 3.0-1, 3.0-2,4.3-35 and 4.9-18: Please clarify the roles and relationships under the MOU, in

particular, responsibility for mitigation measures. In particular, please discuss the status and current

responsibilities for completing the unsuccessful biological mitigation attributable the previous runway

improvements. In addition, please explain the role of the California Department of State Parks and

requirements (if any) that flow from the grant agreement. Please also update the project objectives to

incorporate the promotion of overarching State recreational goals under the OHMVR grant program.

Page 3.0-5: Please clarify the location and user statistics for the existing Kids Moto Fun Park. Have

associated impacts from this existing facility been applied against environmental effects associated the

proposed project (i.e., traffic and air quality)? If not, appropriate adjustments should be made in the

baseline analysis. The same holds true for any other existing uses and activities located elsewhere on

the site that will be replaced or removed.

Section 4.2; Page 4.2-19; Tables 4.2-9, 4.13-4 and 4.13-5: The air quality section evaluates emissions

from a variety of site-specific and non-point (offsite mobile) sources. According to the DEIR traffic

engineer, the overwhelming majority of trips to the project site are attributable to local residents

(Figures 4.13-4 and 4.13-50). Insofar as the project is not growth inducing (Section 7.1) and will not (in

and of itself) add population to the area, the assignment of emissions from local residents effectively

double counts what has already been considered in the City's General Plan Update EIR. As such, please

recalculate emissions and discount effects that are attributable to the resident population. As discussed

in other comments below, please also discount emissions attributable to patrons who presently attend

events elsewhere, unlawful ORV use of the Santa Ynez River, on-site activities that will be eliminated,

and patron use of alternative transportation modes.

Lompoc Motorsports Park Page #1 August 13, 2016
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Tables 4.2-2, 4.2-6 and 4.2-9; Pages 4.2-24 through 4.2-27: Please explain the relationship between

SCCAB attainment status and thresholds of significance used for purposes of CEQA. Insofar as the

SSCAB is non-compliant with Ozone and PM10 standards, how can any project be deemed 'Insignificant"

regardless of how much (or little) emissions they might produce? Insofar as the General Plan Update EIR

has concluded adverse unavoidable impacts to air quality, shouldn't the Plan's adoption of overriding

considerations be applicable to the project since the land use proposed is consistent with the Plan?

Appendix 4.13; Pages 4.2-19, 4.2-20 and 4-13.8: Please clarify the methodology by which trip

generation and distribution has been assigned to the proposed project (i.e., persons per vehicle,

origination of trips [local vs. regional] and length of trips). Is there empirical data to substantiate these

assumptions, and if not, on what basis have these assumptions have been made? What consideration, if

any, has been given to offsetting trip reductions for patrons who presently attend events elsewhere,

unlawful ORV use of the Santa Ynez River, current on-site activities that will be eliminated, and patron

use of alternative transportation modes?

Page 4.2-31: Please explain why mobile emissions from the proposed project cannot be calculated

based on future vehicular control technologies and regulatory benchmarks over time? Although the

proposed project may have short-term impacts at point of buildout, compliance is conceivable over time

due to legislative mitigation already in-place. What about factoring the project's implementation

timeframe into the assessment of emissions? In this regard, please note that: (i) the construction time

for the OHV park is 3 to 12 months; (ii) there will be a break in construction between the OHV and drag

strip for a period of approximately two years to allow for fund raising; and (iii) the length of time

required for construction of the drag strip is between 6-12 months.

Page 4.2-35; Mitigation Measures 4.3-6 and 4.3-7: Please explain why the Applicant should be held

responsible for biological mitigation that the City failed to complete as part of a wholly separate and

unrelated project (i.e., runway expansion). Insofar as off-site mitigation will entail property that is not

under the Applicant's ownership (72.5 acres of restoration vs. a 38 acre project site), coupled with the

failed re-vegetation efforts of the City on the project site itself, please discuss the possibility of a

payment into a "mitigation bank" (expressly restricted to re-vegetation and administered by an

independent third party; e.g., The Land Trust for Santa Barbara County).

Page 4.9.17; Mitigation Measure MM 4.9-4: Must a DZ be provided by the Airport by virtue of

receiving federal funds and please elaborate on the current non-conforming condition of the existing DZ

(e.g., if the proposed project is not approved, what are the ramifications [safety and legal] for continued

use of a non-compliant landing zone)? What options are possible in restricting days and times of

skydiving without running afoul of federal requirements (if any) while taking into account the current

adopted Airport Master Plan that limits the number of turbo prop aircraft landing/takeoffs to a

maximum of two per day?

Page 4.9.35: If the proposed DZs are acceptable according to FAA Guidelines, what standards (or

empirical evidence) are used to conclude that safety risks might result from the new locations? Please

provide the evidentiary basis for concluding that "cutaways" or faulty chutes could comprise airspace

safety (and how does this analysis compare to the existing DZ)? Was the existing DZ acceptable under

the FAA Guidelines and what difference is there between the existing and new easterly location? If the

existing DZ is not currently acceptable under FAA Guidelines, could it be concluded that there would be

a significant unavoidable adverse impact if the proposed project was NOT approved?

Lompoc Motorsports Park Page #2 August 13, 2016
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Pages 4.13-1 and 4-13-8; Tables 4.13-4 and 4.13-5; Figures 4.13-4 and 4.13-5: The traffic analysis

referenced in Appendix 4.13 is not included as part of the EIR documentation posted on the City's

website. Consequently, it's not possible to determine whether the assortment of methodology

questions discussed above are adequately addressed. As an example, how have alternative traffic

modes been factored into the analysis of traffic and mobile emission impacts attributable to the

proposed project? Please see also explain the evidentiary basis for distribution assignments appearing

in Figures 4.13-4 and 4.13-5, as well as the length of travel associated with local and regional trips.

Pages 5.0-9 through 5.0-41; Table 5.0-1: Please update the narrative in Section 5 and Table 5.0-1 to

reflect the questions and comments above. Of particular importance is to point out that: (i) a No-

Project scenario (Alternative 1) would still result in significant adverse effects attributed to existing non-

conforming skydiving land areas and incomplete mitigation from the prior runway expansion project; (ii)

development of the project site allowed under existing zoning (Alternative 2) would result in more

severe impacts associated with traffic and air quality; and (ii) Alternatives 3 and 4 are infeasible and

therefore not worthy of consideration. Each alternative should also be weighed against project

objectives.

Section 7.2: The second paragraph on page 7.2-1 summarizes a variety of impacts attributable to the

proposed project. The tenor of this narrative suggests a departure from the City's current Land Use

Element and introduction of impacts not previously considered as part of the General Plan Update EIR.

This is not the case and should be clarified. Would it be possible to include a subsection that describes

the project's beneficial attributes as a prelude to a Statement of Overriding Considerations?

Lompoc Motorsports Park Page #3 August 13, 2016
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MOTORSPORTS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT COMMENTS.

2.0 SUMMARY AND MISCELLANEOUS

Ml. Replace plan sheets in the EIR with revised plan sheets supplied on the flash drive.

M2. The corrections pointed out below refer to only one section ofthe EIR but the intent

is that all sections ofthe EIR containing similar text be amended also.

1. The document contains a number oftypographical errors that may confuse the meaning

of a sentence. Proofread the document for errors.

Examples: 4.3-45 last line remove [be]. 4.4-2 last paragraph first sentence [agrave] and

the two attached pages from our proofreader requiring no return comment.

2. Page 2.0-5 seventh bullet point".. .proposed mini storage..." This denotes a different

use for the building. Correct the description to specify the storage ofmotorcycles and

quads for local youth using the Park.

3 .Page 2.0-7, Alternative 3: To be correct, this alternative would need to include the drag

strip pit areas 1 and 2 as those pits are shared use and required for the larger motocross

events.

4. Page 2.0-16 and many other sections list the hotel as south and it is on H Street so it

should be listed correctly as southeast.

5. Page 2.0-20 bullet number 3: "no single species shall constitute more than 60% ofthe

vegetative cover. Dense willow thickets along with poison oak frequently constitute more

than 60% ofthe species. Include and exception for dense willow thickets.

6. Page 2.0-24 Paragraph three: "limited to proposed project events" Correction, This is

not a accurate characterization of the activities as there is open riding on the motocross

tracks seven days a week when they are not in use for events.

7. Page 2.0-44, item 4.9-6; the Motorsports Park design has been completely changed

three times and modified a number of other times to accommodate the Sky Dive

operations. The conclusion that Sky Dive operations can not operate at the same time as

Motorsports operations is not supported by any facts or the reality ofthe operation.

Because ofthe prevailing wind from the west, sky divers approach the landing area from

the east and overshot landings generally occur to the east ofthe landing area.

The following Park design changes have been made at the request of Sky Dive Santa

Barbara to accommodate their simultaneous use with Motorsports Park use.

a. At Sky Dive's request, the landing area was initially moved to the west end ofthe Park

Plan to eliminate wind turbulence from trees, the landing area was then moved to the east

end ofthe Park to be in front of a viewing area Sky Dive had later built.

b. Mr. Hughes the owner had stated in emails that the landing area was too narrow to

meet United State Parachute Association Standards below. The Park plan relocated the

existing road next to the south embankment by removing vegetation which provides the

100 meter landing zone radius including the road surface.

2.0 Response to Comments
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c. When Mr. Hughes, reviewed the revised Park Plan with the Sky Dive landing area at

the east end ofthe project, he asked that the Motocross pit area and trailers be moved to

the west end ofthe Motocross area to eliminate any wind turbulence from the trailers.

The design change was made and the portion of the Motocross Park west ofthe Sky Dive

landing area is now the main Motocross Track.

d. When Mr. Hughes reviewed the revised landing area he asked for a longer landing area

east to west as that is the landing direction. The USPA standard is a 100 meter circle [326

feet]. Design changes were made in the Park Plan to provide a east west dimension of

500 feet for the Sky Dive landing area to accommodate his request.

e. When Mr. Hughes reviewed the revised landing area size he raised concerns about the

chain link fence separating the road and Sky Dive landing area. A design change was

made to replace the chain link fence with a white plastic fence with break away plastic

posts.

f. In a conversation at City Hall with the City Manager, Mr. Hughes expressed concern

about cars using the entrance from George Miller Drive during week days when Sky

Divers were landing. It was agreed that the road would be closed to traffic by his staff

when Sky Divers were landing and the Foundation would supply any needed gates. As

the road will be closed during Sky Dive landings the plastic fence can now be eliminated.

g. To provide an additional landing area, the City Manager suggested DZ-2 which was

included in the environmental review by the City not the Applicant. Although Sky Divers

land next to the runway at other airports the City Manager was familiar with, the draft

EIR found that FAA requirements prevented use of this area. Please remove DZ-2 next to

the runway from all pages in the EIR.

h. Sky Dive also utilizes a landing area in the Santa Ynez River bed, next to the Park, on

United States Prison property for their student jumpers who require a larger landing area

and that landing area is not part of this Project Site.

i. The Unites States Parachute Association standards for drop zone sizes are as follows:

"Areas used for skydiving should be unobstructed with the following minimum

RADIAL distance to the nearest hazard: [s]"

"a. solo students and A-license holders-100 meters [radius]"

"b. B and C license holders and all tandem skydivers—50 meters, [radius]"

"c. D license holders—12 meters [radius]"

CONCLUSION: All ofthe design changes and Park operating procedures requested by

Mr. Hughes have been provided. The current landing area does not meet the standards for

the United States Parachute Association for some ofthe Sky Divers that use it. The

landing site in the Project plan will meet the USPA standard. Environmental review was

never conducted for the use ofthe current Sky Dive landing area and that is now being

done in this EIR. The enlarged landing site will provide a safer landing area. Project site

clearance ofvegetation for the Park up wind from the landing area will eliminate wind

turbulence on the landing site. Concrete slabs on the landing area will be removed to

enhance landing safety and water percolation. The Motorsports Park and the Sky Dive

landing area can operate at the same time.

8. Page 20.-45 and various references in the EIR list various distances to the hotel south

east of the Project and Purisima Highlands north east ofthe Project. Google earth should

be used to determine the correct distance and all references corrected to be the same.
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9. Page 2.0-46: "parking lot noise". This appears to refer to Project noise and is probably

an error. If it is not an error then an explanation ofthe significance ofparking lot noise is

needed.

10. Page 2.0-49 Project impact paragraph one. See 4.11 Public services item # 1 above.

11. Page 2.0-51 "signs along the section ofV Street from Central Avenue and proposed

project site.' As events do not occur on week days, correct this to read 'No Parking on

Weekends and Holidays" so that those visiting the planned industrial park on that site can

utilize street parking during the week.

12. Page 2.0-52 project impacts last paragraph": "The project would add 117 PM peak

hour trips" [daily?] Written comment was provided amending the Project Description

and event grid months ago eliminating use of the drag strip until after 6:30 PM on

Wednesdays. Motocross open riding on Mondays, Wednesdays and Thursdays from 3 to

Sunset would have only 34 to 62 vehicles during the entire time period as compared to

the 117 PM cars listed. Correct the PM car impact.

13 Page 2.0-52 "Entry Gate Operations" A second entry lane has been added see revised

Plan Sheets Al & A4B. Additionally most race participants register on line and receive a

pass so they can avoid paying at the gate.

14. Page 2.0-55 Project impacts paragraph three: "an existing 5/8 potable water meter

located along the existing gate" Correction see Plan Sheet A-5 and Detail A5-2 and item

CC, the existing water meter is located at the Sky Dive viewing area

15. Page 2.0-56 project impact potable water: "approximately 7.9 AFY ...

[approximately 7,100 gallons per day]" Correction, the only proposed use for potable

water is concession stands which are only open on weekends and will use their holding

tank for waste water limiting their use. Restrooms are chemical toilets and use no water.

Water connections are not provided for RVs spending the night. Weekend water use is

estimated and less than 500 gallons per day during events. The Maintenance and storage

building on George Miller Drive has a portable toilet and has no water connection. For

110 event days that would be 55,000 gallons plus other occasional uses for a total of

70,000 or about 2.7% ofthe 2,591,000 gallons estimated on page 2.0-56.

16. Page 2.0-57 Project impacts paragraph two: "waste water would be contained and

removed from the site daily" Correction, portable toilets would be serviced at an interval

commiserate with their use.

Paragraph 2: Correction, the waste water calculation appears to be based on the

erroneous water use calculation addressed in item 30 above and should be corrected to

the revised water use amount.

17. Page 2.0-60 Lighting: See section 4.6 item #3.
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3.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION

1 Page 3.0-10 Proposed Structures: "building and storage lockers" Correction, the more

accurate statement is "motorcycle and quad storage lockers".

2. Page 3.0-28 Table 30.-2 lists the "Specialty drag race event" twice in error. If this

double entry was used for emissions, traffic or any other calculation Correct this table

and any resulting errors in calculations.

3. Page 3.0-31 "Santa Barbara COUNTY Fire Department.

4.0 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS

1. Page 4.0-3: Regarding the last project the Tobes Residential Development known as

"Burton Ranch" Correction, the house count is 476 including the Cottages at Burton

Ranch on page 4.0-4.

4.1 ASTHETICS

1. Page 4.1-2 Paragraph 3: "located southwest ofthe proposed Project is the gravel

mine," CORRECTION the facility, locate southwest ofthe Project, is the sand, gravel

and recycled concrete processing plant.

"North and West ofthe proposed Project site is the Santa Ynez riverbed which is the

location of the ACTIVE SAND QUARRY."

4.2 AIR QUALITY

1. Page 4.2-21 paragraph 3 "all unpaved areas used for parking were treated as dirt roads

for emissions modeling" Correction, all parking areas have a thick layer ofwood chips,

specifically to eliminate dust. Wood chips bear no resemblance to the air borne

particulates from a dirt road. Second, the existing soil on the site is predominantly large

grain river sand which generates very little dust when disturbed, see GSI soils report. Use

the correct test data. All roads were planned to be compacted and watered road base

which will be watered during use to minimize dust. Over time compacted road base

forms a very hard surface. Mitigation requirements call for paved roads from the V Street

entrance to the concrete area ofthe Park further eliminating vehicle travel dust.

Dust mitigation has been an important consideration in designing the Park and in its

future operations. Here is a review of all Park areas for dust control.
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Parking lots

Drag Strip

Grandstands

Safety Zones

Staging Area

Pit area #1

Pit area #2

Motocross Pits

Other Areas

PARK AREA DESCRIPTION in park area

Green Belt Along the airport embankment

Entry Road From Park boundary to pit area #1 asphalt paving

Road Surfaces: Two way 12" compacted Class II base watered

One way 6" compacted Class II base watered

Wood chips at least 4" deep and watered

Concrete drag strip and return roads

Includes surrounding viewing areas

Both sides of strip infiltration areas wood chips

Concrete

Concrete

Wood chips at least 4" deep and watered

Wood chips at least 4" deep and watered

Wood chips at least 4" deep and watered

Handicap Parking Decomposed granite compacted

Handicap Viewing Decomposed granite compacted

Walk Paths Decomposed granite compacted

Trailers and Storage All areas of the Park'

Beginners track: Native sand with a few small rises [watered]

Watered to remain sticky for racing with sand added

for better traction. Generally every 3 races .87 Very Minimal

Straight track watered when used with sprinklers along

the fence next to the track. .95 Minimal

This track consists largely ofnon dirt obstacles including

water and is low speed. Watered after 3 to 5 races. .57 Very Minimal

This is an extreme track for expert riders only and will

have far less use than the other tracks. It is maintained

every 5-6 races .57 Very Minimal

The track has individual rain bird sprinklers at each

jump to apply the correct amount ofwater. On race

days the track is groomed twice daily 4.76 Minimal

Race through a pit ofmud and water In Main Total None

Race on native sand In Main Total Very Minimal

Low speed on a twisting trail on native sand 2.30 Very Minimal

Mountain bikes on the Trail Ride Area Very Minimal

Circle Track

Rhythm Track

Induro Cross

Stadium Cross

Main Motocross

Mud Bog

Sand Drag

Trail Ride Area

Bikes on Trail

ACRES DUST

4.37 None

.69 None

Very Minimal

3.53 Very Minimal

2.54 None

3.36 None

.50 None

1.74 None

.58 None

1.09 None

1.34 Very Minimal

.96 Very Minimal

.62 None

.23 None

.48 None

.65 None

.19 None

.68 Very Minimal

Sky Dive Landing Native Sand not under applicant control 3.43 None

Site Area per the Project Engineer 37.00 Acres

It is important to remember that specific clay soil must be imported to build competitive

tracks and professional track builders travel to the Park to construct the tracks all of

which is an expensive process. To preserve the tracks for extended use and avoid

rebuilding costs and the cost of importing soil, precise watering and grooming is used

both for daily use and events. The Park original design included water cannons that

covered all riding areas equally. After reviewing best practices at other motocross parks,

the design was changed to include a series of rain birds at specific locations on all tracks

to apply the needed amount ofwater to each area supplemented by fire hoses. As we are

in Lompoc with cooler temperatures and higher ambient humidity our watering frequency
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will be less than tracks reviewed in hotter areas. A water truck is also used for larger

areas such as roads and wood chip areas.

Because traffic and dust were the two most discussed issues with airport users, a lot of

planning has gone into dust control including a well so that water cost is never an issue.

2. Page 4.2-25, last paragraph: "vehicles traveling to and departing from ...would still

exceed SBAPCD thresholds" Correction, with the correction ofthe average one way

local vehicle trip from 20 miles to 2.87 miles this will be reduced or eliminated.

3. Page 4.2-26 paragraph one: 'The maximum number ofvehicles and persons onsite

during a weekday event [Wednesday] would be 234 and 627 respectively." Correction,

this statement fails to identify that the maximum attendance on all others week days

would be 62 vehicles and 105 persons. If week day emissions were calculated based on

the sentence above, they would be over stated by 75% four days per week. Verify the

weekly modeling used and add the information about the number ofpeople and vehicles

on other week days.

4. Page 4.2-26 paragraph two: Correction, amend the participate amount after re

calculating based on the information in #1 above.

5. Page 4.2-27 paragraph three: "The proposed project would exceed the daily mobile

emissions thresholds.. .primarily be generated by regional travel to and from the City and

Lompoc Valley patrons. Correction many ofthe local guests ofthe Park and a substantial

number ofregional guests and users currently go to other locations in the central coast

and southern California to be participants or spectators. These trips to the Project site will

offset those trips and those emissions offsets must be accovinted for. Consideration should

also be given to the offset from the reduction of illegal riding in the Santa Ynez River bed

which has no dust control.

6. Page 4.2-30 measure MM4.2-2 Stadium Cross races are of a shorter duration because

ofthe rider difficulty and occur at a rate ofup to 4 per hour to retain spectators at an

event.

MM4.2-3 Endurocross races occur over obstacles and are lower speed with very little

dust generated. Because ofthe rider difficulty they occur at a rate ofup to 4 per hour.

MM4.2-4 the restriction of one race per hour for three hours each week end will

eliminate all events on the main track and make the project not financially viable.

Correction races occur at a rate of4 to 6 per hour depending on the skill and age ofthe

racers and a race day is 8 to 10 hours. See table 3.0-1

Paragraph two ofLEVEL OF SIGNIFICANCE AFTER MITIGATION: Amend the

paragraph after correcting all the emissions in Table 4.6-1

4.3 BIOLOGY

1. Page 4.3-5: Correction, the Arroyo Willow Thickets on the parcel are not correctly

characterized. This may have occurred because the reviewer was not familiar with the site
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and old satellite images were relied on. In the process of planning the Project, there have

been a number of site reviews at different seasons. The site has three different Willow
plant community types.

A. The willows in the trail ride area are an older re-growth plant community and cover

most ofthe area as shown in al980's aerial photo previously provided. The significant

debris on site are three large concrete tank supports. There is a former road through the

middle ofthe site that formerly extended to the river. The Willow Grove on the site is

quite dense and becomes more dense on the river side. The second most common species
in the Willow Grove is poison oak.

B. The second willow re-growth area is along the north side ofthe parcel and west ofthe

most westerly building slab. Some of this willow growth appears on the 1980's aerial of

the site. This area is dense with vigorous vegetation. The adjoining use to the north in the

river bed is the sky dive landing area which is not in the Project. The area to the south of

it is seasonal plants on a former road area with debris piles. A vehicle road cut through

the willows near to the river bed by the most westerly building slab is for Sky Diver pick

up. It is used as a pedestrian path today.

C. The third area is in the south west portion ofthe Project site. This area was graded for

prior commercial and industrial uses and has scattered debris including an asphalt road

shown on older maps. On the north and west sides, the area adjoins the quarry road and

the active Sand Quarry. On the south side the area adjoins the airport and on the north

and east it adjoins areas of the Project site with Coyote brush and seasonal plants. The

site is not a dense willow thicket and instead has interspersed Coyote brush and seasonal

plants. The available satellite images, taken after wetter winters, appear to show a more

dense willow thicket. A walk over reveals that a substantial percentage ofthe willows in

this area have died as a result of drier years while those in other areas ofthe Project site

near the river are still vigorous. Because it is a previously graded site, is not made up of

dispersed willow plants, has inadequate soil moisture to support willows and is not

contiguous to other riparian habitats this area is not a candidate for mitigation.

With regard to mitigation of areas A&B two options are available. There is land on the

site and the adjoining Prison property that can be used for mitigation and should be at a

1-1 ratio. The advantage ofmitigating on and around the site is that the on site water

system for dust control can be utilized to be certain the willows receive adequate water
until they are deeply rooted.

A recent biological study of the parcel for the Southwest Willow Flycatcher found the

area to be poor habitat. With no water on or near the site and poor vegetation the site is a

lower quality habitat and any required off site mitigation for areas A and B should be at
no more that 3-1, if that.

Because the site is being developed in phases, any mitigation that is identified should be

separated into the three areas listed above. The mitigation ratio assigned to each are

should be based on the quality and area of the habitat if mitigation is required after a

more detailed review ofthe Project site conditions.
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2. Page 4.3-25 paragraph five, regarding CDFW permit 5-2001-0252. Correction, the EIR

should establish through written comment by CDFW whether the mitigation area must be
replanted or relocated to make way for the project.

A portion ofthe mitigation area is on Prison property and the EIR should determine if

that portion must be mitigated or replanted by the Project as it is not within the Project
boundary

3. The Black Flowered Figwort study was completed after the Draft EIR was completed.

All sections ofthe EIR and in particular, restrictions and mitigation measures regarding
the species must be updated.

In particular identify the fact that none were found on the project site and the Metz

Loamy sand on the site is not well suited for the Figwort even though it grows in similar

plant communities. In particular, eliminate the mitigation measure that requires a survey
before work can begin.

4. The Southwestern Willow Flycatcher study was completed after the Draft EIR was

completed. All sections of the EIR and in particular, restrictions and mitigation measures
regarding the species must be updated.

In particular, identify that none were found on the project site and the site was found to

be poor habitat.

5. Page 4.3-28 last paragraph and continues onto the next page; Correction, as the Santa

Ynez river upstream from Miguelito Creek does not meet any ofthe criteria in the

Supreme Court Decision cited, the EIR should address ifthe Santa Ynez River is in fact

part ofthe waters of the United States or simply State Waters treated as the same.

Additionally, the EIR should address whether Section 404 applies to the Project site.

6. Page 4.3-31 paragraph six, riparian habitat definition; Correction, to avoid confusion

and alternate definition of riparian habitat should be selected as there is no "nearby

freshwater source" in either the real world or under the interpretation ofthe Supreme
Court.

7. Page 4.3-34 and Table 4.3-6. Correction, because the Trail Ride area has been

separated from the main Project area by Site Plan modifications to facilitate the Sky Dive

operator, a foot note should be included to list the vegetation acreage ofeach type within

the trail ride area in case future Project design changes to facilitate Sky Dive render the
area unusable.

Last paragraph: Correction, clarity if the 0.5 acres ofAWT that currently exists is on
the Project site or the adjoining Prison property.

8. Page 4.3-38 second to last paragraph; Correction, the paragraph does not appear to be

consistent with the section discussed in item 5 above.

Last paragraph "The proposed Project is designed such that surface water runoff will be

directed into two infiltration basins on site..." Correction, the site will be graded so that

storm water flows away from the edges ofthe site and percolates in the sites sandy soil.

See GSI soils test. Stormwater from the concrete areas of the site flows to the two

infiltration basins on the site. There will be no change in the water flow in the parachute

landing area and the trail ride area as there is no grading in those areas. The two existing

2.0 Response to Comments
Letter No. 11

11-43

Meridian Consultants 
054-003-13

Lompoc Motorsports Project Final EIR 
November 2016

2.0-203



drains from the airport that drain into the parachute landing area will be extended under

the relocated entry road and continue to drain onto the parachute landing area.

Percolation in and around the parachute landing area will be enhanced by the removal of

numerous concrete slabs in the area. Although the parachute landing area is within the

Project boundary it is not under the control of the Applicant and is administered by the

City ofLompoc and its current and future agreements with Sky Dive Santa Barbara. An

existing man made berm separates the Sky Dive landing area from the Santa Ynez River

on the Prison property.

These three corrections in storm water percolation need to be made in numerous

paragraphs and sections ofthe EIR.

9. Page 4.3-41 Cumulative Impacts: Correction, the conclusion that "other projects may

be located along the drainage is not supported by the facts. The City ofLompoc owns the

land on both sides of the river from upstream ofthe highway 246 bridge to the bend in

the river and the south side ofthe river from the bend in the river to the waste water plant.

Most ofthis land has established City development plans none ofwhich include the

removal of any riparian habitat. The other side of the River is Prison property with no

plans to change current operations announced. Hence the conclusion needs to be

quantified or amended.

Second to last paragraph: "other projects developed in the City and surrounding area

could impact biological resources." Correction, define the distance from the project site

that this statement covers. The only projects within a halfmile ofthe project site with

entitled development in the City, is currently used for farm fields. Further the reduction

of illegal riding in the Santa Ynez River could help preserve other habitat for various

plants and animals as an offset. The area in the river currently used for riding is many

times greater than the Project site.

4.4 CULTURAL RESOURCES

1. Page 4.4-10 Paragraph one sentence one: Correction, include repeated site grading and

excavation for building slabs and piers as well as underground tank burial in soil

disturbance.

4.5 GEOLOGY AND SOILS

1. Page 4.5-8 last paragraph: Correction, add and "a USGS well, not currently being

monitored, is in the north east corner of the proposed Sky Dive landing area." After we

discovered it was a USGS well we contacted USGS and they attached a sticker and

requested that five feet ofthe concrete building slab surrounding the well be retained

when the rest of building slab is removed.

2. Page 4.5-9, Paragraph 3: Possible correction, depending on whether or not the Santa

Ynez River meets the Supreme Court test defining "waters ofthe United States".
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3. Page 4.5-15 Paragraph 3: Correction, this paragraph is not consistent and does not

address the specification for the paved roads required in the particulate emission section

ofthe EIR

4.6 GREEN HOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

1. Page 2.0-5 and many other sections refer to a one way trip distance to the Project in the

Lompoc Valley of 20 miles.

Here are area one way trip distances and populations:

%Pop.Location Average Mile;

City of Lompoc

[Less Prisoners]

Total

Mission Hills Community

Service District

Vandenberg Village

Community Service District

2.4

4.3

5.0

s Furthest Point

4.4

316 Sheffield

5.4

1774CalleLindero

6.4

La Costa Lane

Population

44,499

ri.5231

42.976

3,300

6,948

81%

6%

13%

Total 53,224

Population numbers for MHCSD and VVCSD were supplied by those agencies.

Therefore the average miles traveled to the Project site loaded for population is 2.87

miles. The 20 mile number used in the EIR is 86% too high.

Reduce the one way Lompoc Valley average trip distance to the Projects site to 2.87

miles.

Lompoc Valley trips represent between 60% and 75% of all trips [page 4.13-15]. At

65% local trips the emissions for local and regional trips would be 66% less than the

number currently listed. Correct the GHG emissions in Table 4.6-4 on page 4.6-18 and all

other places the number occurs plus any correction for number 2 immediately below.

2. No reduction is made in the number oftrips that Lompoc Valley residents currently

drive though the valley to attend other area motocross riding areas in Buellton, Santa

Ynez [Figueroa Mountain] and Pismo Dunes and will now make the shorter trip to the

Project Site. No reduction is made in the number oftrips for Lompoc Valley residents

that currently drive to Bakersfield to attend drag races.
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Reduce the trips to the Project Site by the average number ofthese trips as they are

rerouted existing trips and will be shorter distances than the trips to facilities in

surrounding communities.

3. Page 2.0-60 and Table 4.6-4 dramatically over estimated electrical consumption at

3,823,407 kWh. Musco lighting estimates the energy use for the lights from dusk to

10:30 PM on Saturday, Sunday and Wednesday nights to be 138 kWh per hour to operate

the lights. At an annual average of four hours per night for three nights per week for fifty

weeks that is 600 hours. 600 hours tinesl38 kWh is 82,800 kWh per year for the lights.

With general use of 36,000 kWh per year, it would be about 118,000 kWh per year. That

is 4% ofthe electrical use estimate in the EIR

Other small uses are the two trailers in the motocross area when that area is open, the two

trailers at the drag strip when that area is open and the concession truck or trailer that will

be at the Park for events.

Currently about 30% ofthe electricity supplied by the City ofLompoc is from

renewable sources, geothermal and hydro electric, and it does not appear that any

reduction was made for those renewable resources.

4. Page 2.0-15 Mitigation Measure 4.2-4 restricts motocross events to 18 vehicles with 1

race per hour for 3 hours each day. This was driven by the dust calculations which do not

reflect the true conditions and were addressed in Section 4.2 item #1 above. Correct the

number ofraces and vehicles per race to the numbers shown on Table 30-1 supplied by

the applicant. If additional mitigation is required specify it be addressed in the dust

mitigation plan.

5. Page 4.6-18 table 4.6-4: Corrections, in on site vehicle emissions.

A. The Operational [regional mobile] sources is over stated by the error in the one

way trip distance shown in Number 1 above and the failure of the model to give credit for

redirected trips that currently occur to other riding and racing locations as well as the

typical reduction in illegal street racing and the reduction of illegal riding in the Santa

Ynez River.

B. The Operational [on site mobile] sources is understated in the EIR did not

measure the emissions ofthe proposed maximum racing schedule but an alternative

selected by the authors. Correct the emissions to match the events proposed by the

Applicant.

C. The Energy section is dramatically overstated by 96% as the electrical

consumption estimated for the Project is dramatically higher than the proposed actual

use. See item #3 above.

6. Revised table 4.6-4 contains the corrected emissions as discussed above and an

estimate of the on site vehicle use GHG emissions.

GHG Emissions Source

Construction [amortized]

Operations [regional mobile]

Operations [on site]

Energy

emissions listed

18.1

| 6,007.9

1,057.9

1,111.8

factor

100%

33%

150%

4%

correct emissions

18.1

1982.6

1586.8

44.5
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Waste 0.4 100% 0.4

Water 2.5 3% 0.1

ANNUAL TOTAL 8,198.6 3,632.3

The corrected amounts represent at least a 56% reduction in GHG without reductions for

re-routed trip, reduction in illegal street racing and illegal riding in the Santa Ynez River..

7. Pages 4.6-18 through 20 will require Corrections, and changes to Table 4.6-4 and

Table 3.0-1 on page 3.0-27, and other sections.

4.7 HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

1. Page 4.8-15 'runoff water would be directed to two infiltration basins9: Corrections,

storm water would be directed away from the edges ofthe site toward the center. Storm

water from concrete surfaces would be directed to two infiltration basins. No runoff will

drain into the Santa Ynez rive except the trail ride area that will not be graded.

As the Trail Ride area can not be graded to stop water flow into the Santa Ynez River

and if that creates s significant impact it can be eliminated from the Project Area as a

mitigation condition. State Parks has agreed to drop this area without impacting the grant

if needed for mitigation.

4.8 HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

1. See section 4.3 comment #1 immediately above which corrects several statements

regarding storm water on the Projects Site.

2. Page 4.8-17 Paragraph 5 "fill a 5,000 shallow reservoir on site": Correction it will fill a

5,000 gallon tank with a booster pump on the Project site.

3. Page 4.8-20 Paragraph six last sentence: CORRECTION: in discussions with Craig

Stuart of then Penfield and Smith about the stream modification permit he opinioned that

the Park may have to have a response plan to lay down fences in case of site flooding. I

recommend that the following be added to the last sentence. ".. .or an alternate plan as

provided in the stream bed modification permit".

4.9 LAND USE AND PLANNING

1. Page 4.9-1 Last paragraph "of 65-72 feet: Correction, "of 65-82 feet" and see

topography lines on Plan Sheet A-l and A-4B.

2. Page 4.9-2 Third bullet "Existing agricultural land..." Correction Existing Prison

agricultural land"
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3. It has been agreed that the Lompoc Airport Master Plan of2011 shall be the reference

document for all space clearances and should be so noted in the EIR.

4. In revised Plan Sheets submitted with this document, on advice ofAECOM the entry

road across the Runway Obstacle Free Area of 500' has been lowered at least 3 feet. This

will eliminate the need for the overhead barrier in 2.0-42 and numerous other references

in the document. See revised Plan Sheets A-4B & C.

5. Page 4.9-8 Paragraph three "displacement threshold of approximately 116 feet":

Correction, the landing displacement threshold was eliminated in the 2011 Airport Master

Plan but the paint has not yet been painted over.

6. Page 4.10 paragraph one line five "as wells ad" Correction, "as well as"

approach and departure surfaces. Correction, the two surfaces use different ratios and

should be listed accordingly.

7. Page 4.9-11 last sentence ".. .elevation [88 feet MSL]" Correction, page 4.9-10

paragraph 3 correctly identifies the west end ofthe runway elevation at 79 feet MSL. The

88 feet MSL identified in this sentence is the elevation for the east end of the runway.

8. Various pages: See revised Plan Sheet A-4B and new Plan Sheet A-4C and A-4D that

correct the following design errors:

a. Relocate the V Street access road outside the south side of the Runway Obstacle Free

area and move the north side to the corner of the zone. Second, lower the road by at least

3 feet to remove interference with the Departure Surface.

b. Reduce the height of the lighting poles on the drag strip so they are below the

Transitional Surface at 107' MSL for the northern light posts and 90 MSL for the

southern posts at the top of the fixture and the aircraft warning light.

9. Page 4.9-17 paragraph four, last sentence: 'The current DZ diameter is approximately

515 feet." It is unclear which DZ this statement refers to. If it is the DZ on the Project,

site paragraph one at the top ofthis page correctly lists the DZ on the Project sites as 250

feet by 500 feet which would make the diameter 250 feet. If the DZ referred to is the DZ

in the Santa Ynez River bed outside the Project area then it should be identified as such.

The Sky Dive Santa Barbara section should list all the design changes made to the

project to accommodate Sky Dive Santa Barbara and listed in section 2.0 comment #8

above

10. Figure 4.9-8 View A-B is drawn incorrectly. The land slopes down hill from the end

of runway to the level of the existing road. The land to the west of the road, left on the

drawing is at the same elevation as the existing road.

11. Page 4.9-24 Policy 4.4 Analysis. Eliminate light poles from mitigation as heights are

amended on revised plan sheet A4C, A4D and A-5.

12. Page 4.9-35 paragraph one: With the agreement between the Foundation and Sky

Dive Santa Barbara to close the access road from George Miller Drive when sky divers

are landing, the fence between the road and the landing area can now be eliminated which
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widens the landing area from the 275 feet shown to more that 330 feet and meets USPA

standards.

13 Page 4.9-35 A condition should be added that the FAA Form 5010 be amended by the

City to reflect Sky Dive Santa Barbara's current days of operation and any additional DZ

locations outside the Project area.

14. Page 4.9-35 last sentence: The writer of the EIR has misinterpreted the provided

drawings and text. There was never any intent to relocate the DZ off the Project area.

Instead the City of Lompoc, separate from the Applicant, offered Sky Dive an additional

landing area next to the west end of the runway and included that additional DZ-2 in the

design with the Applicants permission. The Applicant through numerous design changes

has enhanced and enlarged the existing DZ on the Project site to meet USPA standards.

15. Page 4.9-37 MM4.9-4 The applicant has no control over DZ2 proposed by the City as

it is not within the project area. Correct this requirement from "The Applicant" to "The

City"

16. Page 4.9-38 Eliminate MM 4.9-6 Eliminate this restriction based on the extensive

design changes made to facilitate the use of the Sky Dive landing area while the Park is

in operation.

17. Page 4.9-38 MM 4.9-7 It is not known at this time ifCDFW will require the twice

failed mitigation area to be replanted. Add to the end ofthe sentence "ifrequired by

CDFW".

4.10 NOISE

1. Page 4.10-11 Table 4.10-3 Site 2 is probably H Street and George Miller Drive as

shown on figure 4.10-4. This figure does not identify location 5.

Identify the aircraft measured in table 4.10-4

2. Page 4.10-20 paragraph one: The last sentence implies that modified motorcycles can

run in the Park. Add: Because this Park is funded with State Parks grant funds OHV's

must have a stock exhaust of a CARB approved after market exhaust that meets

California Standards for the year ofmotorcycle or quad to be ridden in the Park.

3. Page 4.10-24 paragraph 2 is at 65dB and is inconsistent with the measured aircraft

noise on 4.10-4 and should be consistent.

4. Page 4.10-35 last paragraph first sentence: "often without sufficient muffling". This

statement may have been true in the past but with new CARB requirements for

particulate traps, this statement should be removed or supported by data.
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5. Page 4.10-27 paragraph one sentence one: Figure 4.10-7 lists only pile drivers as

generating noise over 100 dB and no pile drivers will being used on this project. Correct

the statement to include only the sound level of equipment to be used on this Project site.

6. Page 4.10-19 paragraph 2: To provide greater transparency, about the noise sturdy, a

list of vehicles, their types of exhaust and the measured dB should be included along with

the test methodology. In fact six vehicles were tested not four.

This paragraph also fails to mention the sound test station that was radio linked to the

microphone at the test vehicles and should be included in the EIR along with its location.

4.11 PUBLIC SERVICES

1. The EIR should note that the drag strip sanctioning body, the International Hot Rod

Association, requires that a Paramedic Ambulance be on site for any racing to occur plus

a truck equipped with vehicle fire suppression equipment and trained staff. Motocross

racing events also require that a Paramedic Ambulance be on site for racing to begin or

continue. These requirements will minimize the impact on Fire services.

The EIR should note that all events include paid professional security officers which

will mitigate impacts on Police services.

2. Page 4.11-5 and all other related sections need to include the Paramedic Ambulance on

site for racing to occur and the on site fire suppression equipment for vehicle fires.

4.12 RECREATION

1. Page 4.12-8 last paragraph "20' x 1320' rhythm track of approximately 4.6 acres. The

track actual area is .95 acres, see section 4.2 comment #1.

4.13 TRAFFIC AND CIRCULATION

1. The Peak hour flow in the EIR does not correctly characterize the Park operations as

only the open riding occurs during Monday, Thursday and Friday during peak traffic

hours. On those days from 3:00 until sunset only 35 to 62 vehicles are planned to access

the Park. Wednesday night drag racing was changed, in writing several months ago to

6:30 PM to Sunset or 10:00 PM when lights are installed. This has been discussed in

several conference calls also. Correct Table 3.0-2 to reflect the correct times and correct

the peak hour car count to reflect a portion of the 35 to 62 Motocross park users vehicles

on Monday, Thursday and Friday.

Page 4.13-13 paragraph 2 is one ofmany sections with the wrong trip count including

Table 4.13-8,4.13-11 and 4.13-12.

2. Page 4.13-35 Signage Plan, amend to read "week end and holiday" no parking signs.
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4.14 UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

1. Page 4.14-14, bullet 3: add TWO fire hydrants installed along it.

Bullet 4: "A 2-inch galvanized water line': This potable water line is PVC, not

galvanized pipe,

"extended north to the oval track" add AND SOUTH TO THE DRAG STRIP.

2. Table 4.14.1-10 and related material grossly misrepresent potable water use on site

which is primarily for concession trucks or trailer at weekend events. See Section 2.0

comment 16. Consumption is estimated to be far below 70,000 gallons per year.

5.0 ALTERNATIVES

1. Page 5,0-2 paragraph 2, Correct the emissions levels based on the correct vehicle trip

distances.

2. Figure 5.0-1 and related text. This is the entire list of locations the City sent us for

review as items A through F. We told the City at that time only locations A and B were

ever considered by the Motorsports Committee. If locations D through F are included

because the City considered them or Meridian had to look at additional locations, they

may be included with a disclaimer that these locations were NOT considered by the

Applicant.

3. Page 5.0-13, last paragraph, Correction, eliminate the reference to significant impact to

emissions.

4. Page 5.0- 22 for competitive events the OHV area relies on Pit area 1 and 2 from the

drag strip area to accommodate participants. To correctly analyze this alternative those

areas must be included in the evaluation and particularly Table 5.10-1.

5. Page 50.38 Environmentally Superior Alternative paragraph 3: With the correction of

the travel distance and emissions to less than significant, the conclusion in this paragraph

appears to no longer be valid.

6.0 EFFECTS NOT FOUND TO BE SIGNIFICANT

No Comments

7.0 OTHER SEQA SECTIONS

No Comments

7.1 GROWTH INDUCING IMPACTS
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1. Page 7.1-2 last paragraph correction "of 4" non-potable and 2" potable water lines...

2. Page 7.1-3 paragraph four: 'is estimated to generate A MIXTURE OF 40 FULL TIME,

PART TIME AND volunteer positions.

7.2 SIGNIFICANT IRREVERSIBLE ENVIRONMENTAL CHANGES

1. Page 7.2.2 last paragraph. With the correction in Lompoc Valley travel distances and

correcting the electrical usage, this impact will be reduced to Less than Significant.

8.0 ORGANIZATIONS AND PERSONS CONSULTED

1. If the consultant used for the specific studies for the Southwest Willow Flycatcher and

the Black Flowered Figwort are not included, they should be added to the list.

9.0 REFERENCES

No Comments
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\ Corrections to Motorsports EIR Document

A. Page 3.0-9 Line 6 "temporary" should be "temporarily"

B. Page 4.1-16 Threshold 4.1-2 "substantially" should be "substantial"

C. Page 4.2-19 operation 4th line "discussion" should be "discussed"

D. Page 4.2-23 Line 4 City's [needs space here] 2030

E. Page 4.2-24 Construction Emissions, last sentence before table 4.28 "requires" should

be "require"

F. Page 4.2-25 Operational Emissions second line "provides" should be "provide"

G. Page 4.3-8 Santa Ynez Ground Star 4th line "form" appears to be "from"

H. Page 4.3-17 California Red-Legged Frog, last line the species is "not" instead of "note"

I. Page 4.3-24 Western Red Bat 1st line "suitable" has an extra 's'

J. Page 4.3-24 Wildlife Movement Line 4 "as" should be "an"

K. Page 4.3-36 Southwestern Willow Flycatcher, Last sentence "impacts would [add the

word "be"] potentially

L. Page 4.5-12 Third sentence from bottom is a comma after the word "zone" should be a

period

M. Page 4.5-16 Threshold 4.5-41st line, 6th word "proposed"

N. Page 4.9-21 third last line "borders"

0. Page 4.9-22 first full paragraph, last sentence. Space between sentences

P. Page 4.9-31 airport land Use Plan, third line, a number [add] "of"

Q. Page 4.9-36 Emergency Landing Areas, last sentence, would [add] "not"

R. Page 4.9-38 Line 6 "prior to" stated twice

S. Page 4.10-42 second to last paragraph, last sentence "according" should be

"accordingly"

T. Page 4.10-42 last paragraph, last sentence "vibrations" should be "vibration"

U. Page 4.12-2, Table 4.12-1, Line 3, to those[add] "of"

V. Page 4.12-8, First line, delete "in" last word of sentence

W. Page 4.13-28 Line #5, Miller-"e" not "a"

X. Page 4.14-14, Proposed Project design features, 4 line "connect' should be

"connected"

Y. Page 4.14.1-15,3rd full paragraph, 1st line "form" should be "from"

Z. Page 4.14.1-17 Cumulative Impacts, 1st line "potentially" should be "potential"

AA. Page 4.14.1-18,1st line, delete 2nd "would"

BB. Page 4.14-2, second to last line "board's"

CC. Page 14.4-1 Cal Energy Code, last sentence "though" ....uncertain what is meant

DD. Page 5.0-3, third line from bottom, delete "to"

EE. Page 5.0-10, Hydrology & water quality, third sentence from bottom, "not result"

add "in"

FF. Page 5.0-11 Public Services, third sentence from bottom, would [insert] "be" a

less....

GG. Page 5.0-18, Recreation, 1st line, "development" should be "developed"
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>age 5.0-18 Recreation, 5th line "utilized" should be "utilize"

II. Page 5.0-19 Traffic & Circulation, 1st line delete "could"

JJ. Page 5.0-19 Sewer, probably should be "906,125 gallons

KK. Page 5.0-20, Summary of Comp. Impacts, 2nd line from bottom, as there would
[add] "be" a

LL. Page 5.0-24, Geology and soils, 6th line, "geology" should be "geological"
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The ‘V’ St. entry road is not for Emergency Vehicle access.

4. Signs on ‘H’ St. will follow the airport’s adopted sign plan.
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SEE PLAN SHEET A6

FOR FENCES & GATES
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PIT AREA 1

PIT AREA 2

N

N
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N
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REMOVABLE

FENCE

MOTORSPORTS PROJECT BOUNDARY

MOTORSPORTS PROJECT BOUNDARY

N12’ CHASE LANE NOTES:

1. All 30’ road sections are two-way.

2. Spectators & competitors for weekday use will enter by George Miller Dr.

3. Spectators & competitors for weekend and holiday events will enter by the

existing ‘V’ St. gate.

4. Width from George Miller Dr. road edge to fence varies 10’ to 20’ east of

park west entrance road.

Materials used

10. The drag strip, staging lane, pit area 2 and return & chase lanes

and adjoining roads are concrete as shown in detail A4-4 above.

11. Walk paths and accessible parking areas are decomposed granite.

12. Roadways are compacted road base with grades less than 5% and built

as shown in details in 1, 2, 3 above

13. The existing paved entry roadway from George Miller Dr. will be re-paved

with asphalt to a width of 30 feet to the bottom of the hill, at its current 6% slope.

14. Pea gravel in the drap strip run off area is 12” thick.

Current skydive pea gravel landing pad will be relocated as shown.

CONTOUR INTERVAL 2’

6”

Reduce existing grade by 5” and fill

with 6” of Class II Aggregate Base and 

compacted to 95%

5”

13

  for cover.

30’ ROAD SECTION FOR 2-WAY TRAFFIC AND EMERGENCY VEHICLE 

ACCESS PER G.S.I. SOILS REPORT

25’ ROAD SECTION FOR 1-WAY TRAFFIC AND EMERGENCY VEHICLE 

ACCESS PER G.S.I. SOILS REPORT

25’ ROAD SECTION FOR 1-WAY PARKING LOT TRAFFIC, NOT FOR 

EMERGENCY VEHICLE ACCESS

12”

The minimum standard structural section for an all-weather driveway is

12 in. of Recycled Class II Aggregate Base (95% relative compaction) (CAL-TRANS 

specifications) over 12 in. of compacted sub-grade soil (95% relative compation),

with adequate drainage control. 

Use this section over the two 10” PVC airport storm drain extensions.

11”

Detail A4-1   NOT TO SCALE Detail A4-2   NOT TO SCALE Detail A4-3   NOT TO SCALE

Class II Base
Minimum Standard

12”

Recycled Class II Base

Compacted Native Soil

30 ‘

12”

The minimum standard structural section for an all-weather driveway is

12 in. of Recycled Class II Aggregate Base (95% relative compaction) (CAL-TRANS 

specifications) over 12 in. of compacted sub-grade soil (95% relative compation),

with adequate drainage control. 

11”

12”

Recycled Class II Base

Compacted Native Soil

25 ‘ 25 ‘

DRAG STRIP CONCRETE ROAD SECTION PER I.H.R.A. STANDARDS

AND G.S.I. SOILS REPORT

7”

5,000 PSI concrete at 28 days, smooth surface, monolithic pour of each lane

and score at every 10’ to a 2” depth over 6 in. of recycled class II base

(95% relative compaction), with adequate drainage control.

Detail A4-4   NOT TO SCALE

6”

Concrete

Recycled Class II Base

30 ‘ or 25’

25’ PAVED ROAD SECTION IF PAVED ROADS ARE REQUIRED

Detail A4-5   NOT TO SCALE

ASPHALT PAVING

RECYCLED CLASS II BASE

SIX INCHES OF CLASS II BASE

(95° RELATIVE COMPACTION) WITH

ADEQUATE DRAINAGE CONTROL

5’5’ 5’5’

4”

6”

SEE PLAN SHEET A4B
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N  30’ Gate Set

K  20’ Gate Set

     Existing Quarry Road     

All new boundary fences are 6’ chainlink

66.5’ MSL

64.5’ MSL67.5’ MSL

35’35’ 35’35’
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A4D End of Runway Road Cross Section   CONCEPTUAL EXHIBIT 8-10-16  Lompoc Valley Motorsports Park

End of Runway   79’ MSL

Existing road   71.26’ MSC

See inset A4D-1

1” = 40’

1” = 2’

Approach Slope   20 to 1

16.5’
7.5’

5’

3’

20-1 Approach Surface 84’ MSC

at 200’ from End of Runway

The maximum legal height for a road vehicle is 14’ 6” without an overheight permit.

The road grade of 67.5’ is consistant with the Runway Approach Slope.

Runway Surfaces 79’ MSL

Grade of Existing Road 71.26’ MSL

Grade of New Road less than 67.5’ MSL

A4D-1

200’

300’

JB DIXON ENGINEERING
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A4C Transitional Surface Diagram (measures 1’ of elevation for 1 foot of lateral distance) CONCEPTUAL EXHIBIT 8-10-16 Lompoc Valley Motorsports Park

475’

110’

225’

360’

250’ 
Primary Surface Embankment 10’ 6”

Transitional Surface at 7-1

BA

LIGHT TOWER HEIGHT CALCULATION

Distance from Difference in Maximum

Primary Surface ÷ 7 = + grad from = Tower

 Primary Surface Height

42’

25’

107
MSL

Location A =  15.8’ + 10’ = 25.8’ 5 @ 25’ high with Aircraft Beacon

=  32.1’ + 10’ = 42.1’ 10 @ 42’ high with Aircraft Beacon

110’

7

225’

7
Location B

Centerline of Runway

1” = 10’
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A5 Utilities

4” PVC Non-potable water line

Underground electrical circuit

10” Fire hydrant water main

Timing circuits

AA

ZZ

DD

DETAIL A5-2
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MM

EE EE

EE

LL LL
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DD
HH

NN
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GG

KK

9 more light

towers 150’

on center

OO

OO

OO
EE

NOTES:
Fire Hydrants and Potable Water Lines
AA. Tap new 10” line into existing line in George Miller Dr. with shutoff valve.

BB. Fire hydrant with shutoff valve (3).

CC. Existing 5/8” potable water meter #14840911 reads 9999.99.

DD. Hose bib for concessions.

Electrical Lines and Breakers
EE. Motion activated night security lighting.

FF. Breaker panel in office trailer for all motorcross park panels.

GG. Circuit to elapsed time trailer.

HH. Circuit for concessions vehicle locations.

II. Dragstrip main panel at top of bank inside 6’ boundary fence.

JJ. 42’ light towers (16).

KK. Underground circuit to LED scoreboard.

LL. Underground circuits to portable toilet lighting (2)

MM. Underground circuit to timing truck location.

NN. 25‘ light towers (5).

Timing System
NN. Timing circuit from timing truck to christmas tree.

OO. Timing circuit to finish line and elapsed time trailer.

PP. Well with submersible pump and controls (see detail A5-2).

QQ. Non-potable water hose bib with non-potable warning sign in 2” letters.

RR. Sprinkler and hose bib locations will be determined when track is built.

SS. 5000 gallon plastic tank.

TT. Booster pump

UU. Well breaker panel and controls.

VV. Flood control building water meter.

WW. Existing airport street light.

XX. Shut off valve and backflow preventer.

ZZ. Airport storm drain extensions one 10“ PVC and one 10” ABS Pipe

A1. Existing power pole.

A2. New 220V three phase transformer.

A3. Meter and main panel.

A4. Underground from pole to transformer.

A5. Underground electrical conduit to drag strip.

A6. Underground electrical conduit to motorcross park.

A7. Underground electrical conduit to well.

A8. Potable water line.

Note

1: Water lines and electrical trenches to be separated by 36” and 12” when crossing each other.

Water and electric utilities are supplied by the City of Lompoc. Sewer, Gas, Telephone and Cable are not connected to the site.

GEORGE MILLER DR.

24’
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28’
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(About 2,700’)

K K
N

OM

L

K

N

N

N

JJ JJ JJ JJ JJJJ JJ JJ JJ

JJ JJJJ JJJJ JJJJ

2.0 Response to Comments
Letter No. 11

Meridian Consultants 
054-003-13

Lompoc Motorsports Project Final EIR 
November 2016

2.0-222



   

Notes:
A Shop and Storage - 20’ x 50’
B 12’ Roll Up Door
C 3’ Entry Door
D 12’x50’ Outdoor Storage on Existing Pavement
E Phase Two Parts Room
F Phase Two 8 Cycle Lockers
G Phase Three 16 Cycle Lockers
H Phase Four 12 Cycle Lockers
I Phase Five 8 Cycle Lockers
J New 6’ Chain Link Fence
K Existing 6’ Chain Link Fence
L Pair of 6’ Gates with Slats
M 6’ Gate - No Slats
N

  O  Parking 9’x18’ (6 spaces)
P Parking Handicap Car or Van Accessible (1 space)
Q Main Panel 200A 220 10/
R Underground Electrical Conduit to

Existing Pole 150’ West on North Side
 of George Miller Drive - requires new tranformer

O
Parking 6

New 6’ fence continues west
to existing 6’ fence

O
Parking 5

1/4” = 1’

GEORGE MILLE
R DRIVE

150’ WEST TO POLE

EDGE OF ROAD
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14’6”
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5’
TYPICAL 3’ 0”

TYPICAL

22’6”

21’6”
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O
Parking 4
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Accessible Parking
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Portable
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Maintenance &
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Floor Elevation 88’

Occupancy Code S-1
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H G

24’
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K

6’ 10’ 10’ 7’ 6”7’ 6”7’ 6”7’ 6”7’ 6”7’ 6” 10’ 7’ 6” 20’

N

30’ 6”

s

J

J

J

78’ 6” from Existing Fence Corner To Edge of Road

50’

10’

Approx. 375’ existing 4’ Fence replaced by 6’ chainlink fence

S Dumpster
T

X

Bore Under George Miller Dr. for Electrical Service

U Accessible Portable Toilet

Existing Building

Existing 6’ chainlink fence

New 6’ chainlink fence replaces existing 4’ fence

Motorsports Park Boundary at fence lines & road edge

X

T

EXISTING

WASTE OIL

COLLECTION

A-6 Maintenance & Storage Building and Future Storage Lockers

12’

2’J2’J2’J

0

133’ 6”
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A at least 6” of compacted soil
 and 6 “ of Class II Base.
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30’ ACCESS ROAD

A
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MOU PHASE 4

MOU PHASE 5

MOU PHASE 6

white

CONSTRUCTION PHASES:

Construction Phase 1 Site work Plan for full Park and OHV Area.
1. Cut and grind all of the vegetation from all areas within the Park boundary except

the Trail Ride Area. Stockpile the grindings at the trail ride area where there is no

brush or willows. Remove all of the slabs and debris from the park and the slabs

on the adjoining Prison property. Transport all concrete by the quarry road to V &

J for processing, to be returned to the park for road base. Recycle the metal and

dispose of trash at the Lompoc landfill. Retain any materials found on site that

can be re-used. Coordinate removal of the underground tank[ s] by the City of

Lompoc. [1to4 months]

2. Install the new transformer and main panel at the back of the Sky Dive viewing

area. Install the non-potable water well, water tank and other components.

Construct the maintenance and storage building which is located on the south side

of George Miller Dr. about 300 feet east of the Park entrance and its electrical

service. [ 6 to 9 months]

3. Grading of the entire Motor Sports Park site except trail ride area for all future phases of construction.

Spread stockpiled vegetation grindings over the Central Parking Area, Drag Strip

safety zones, green belt areas and Pit Area 1. Import additional wood chips from

the City of Lompoc as needed. [2-4 months]

4. Extend the potable water line, underground electrical lines, non-potable water line

and water line for the fire hydrants to the east edge of the OHV Area. Construct

the fences around the sky dive landing area. Refurbish the entry road from George

Miller Drive to the bottom of the hill. Construct the road from the bottom of the

hill to the east edge of the OHV Area including the Airport storm drain

extensions. [ 1 to 4 months]

5. Move the Sky Dive landing area pea gravel and relocate sky dive to the new

landing area. [2 days]

6. Construct roads to and within the OHV track area and Central Parking Area

including the temporary fire truck turning area. Extend all utilities from the east

boundary of the OHV Area to their finished locations on the plans. Extend the fire

hydrant water line and install the fire hydrant. Construct the connector roads from

the V Street gate to the quarry road and the Park road from the OHV Area to the

west entry gate. [1-3 months]

7. Install the Motorsports Park perimeter fence except trail ride area, the fence on the east side of the

quarry road connecting to the airport fence at the V Street gate and fences within

the OHV Areas. [3-5 months]

8. Construct the OHV Area tracks and parking area. Install the accessible amenities,

trailers, grandstands, storage container and place the portable toilets. [2-3 months]

Construction Phase 2 Work Plan for the Drag Strip Area.
9. Extend all of the utilities in the Drag Strip Area. Install the time circuits. [2-4

months]

10. Construct the roads and parking areas in the drag strip area. [1-3 months]

11. Construct Pit Area 1. [1 month]

12. Construct the concrete Drag Strip, K rails, pit area 2 and return road. Construct

the gravel run off area with net. Assemble the grandstands, install accessible

amenities and install the sound system. Install the timing system equipment.

Install all fences within the Drag Strip Area. [6-10 months]

13. Place the portable toilets, timing truck or trailer, elapsed time trailer and storage

container. [1 month]

Construction Phase 3 Lighting Work Plan Drag Strip Area.
14. Install the footings and the light towers on the north side of the drag strip. The

thirteen light standards are 60 feet high, under the maximum height of 66'

provided by Richard F embaugh. The engineers report from the lighting vendor

will list the light intensity and scatter.

Construction Phase 4 Dragstrip Pedestrian Bridge

Construction Phase 5 Trail Ride Area
15. Install fences connecting motorsports area to trail ride area. Install trails

& complete willow mitigation.

Note: Some work plans in each phase may be constructed simultaneously. Phase 3 may

be constructed with Phase 2 or constructed at a later date. Pit Areas 1 and 2 in the Drag

Strip Area will also be used by the ORV Area and will be constructed as soon as they are

needed.

NOTE FOR WEST ENTRY ROAD CONSTRUCTION

1. Grind all vegetation within the project boundary as shown on sheet A4b.

6. Construct roads as shown on sheet A4b.

7. Install fence as shown on sheet A4b.
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Estimated limit of commercial operations

debris field based on site survey with

both visible and buried debris.

(over 26,000 sq. ft.)s

F      USGS River Monitoring Station. (retain 5’ of concrete

 slab around station per USGS request)
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ROAD LOCATION SHOWN ON OLD MAPS, NOT ACCESSIBLE NOW
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A-9 Vegetation Scale 1” = 100’

QUARRY ROAD

QUARRY ROAD

QUARRY ROAD

1&6

CITY PROPERTY BOUNDARY

CITY PROPERTY BOUNDARY

RIVER BED BOUNDARY

RIVER BED BOUNDARY

RIVER BED BOUNDARY

FAILED RUNWAY EXTENSION WILLOW MITIGATION AREA OF 7.1 ACRES

NOTES

1: Barren area with some seasonal plants. [Driving areas, concrete slabs and the sky dive

pea gravel area].

2: Seasonal plants and grasses. [Previously cleared areas with limited re-growth].

3: Coyote Brush and seasonal plants and grasses. [Previously cleared areas with regrowth

4: Willow bunches that appear to be older based on old aerials photographs and plant

sizes.

5: Willow bunches that have grown in the developed area or are not contiguous to other

willow areas.

6: Trees greater than 4” in diameter at chest height.

The site contains a 7.1 acre area that was designated and planted for willow mitigation

for the runway extension many years ago. The plants died and the contractor returned

$76,000.00 to the City which is still held by the City. The Committee will partner with

the City to incorporate the 7.1 acres in any mitigation required for this project which will

be done at another location.

   Planned Green Belt Areas that will not be disturbed

Prison Property - Debris will be removed and barren areas replanted with willows.

Existing vegetation will not be disturbed.
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2. Light tower height calculation the light towers are more than 400’ from the edge of the runway in the “transitional surfaces”

page 7-14 Airport Master Plan.  “The transitional surfaces extends outward and upward at right angles to the runway center line

(and the extended center line) at a slope of 7:1 from the edges of the primary and approach surfaces.

325’ ÷ 7 = 46’ + 9’ grade difference = 55‘.  Portable light towers are 30’.
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2.0 Responses to Comments 

 

Letter No. 11:  Carl Creel, Motorsports Park Committee Chairman and John H. Linn, 

Foundation Chairman, Lompoc Valley Parks, Recreation, and Pool Foundation, 

August 15, 2016 

Response 11-1 

As stated in the CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.4, the Lead Agency must exercise its independent 

judgment as to the significance of all impacts, based on scientific and factual data (State CEQA 

Guidelines Section 15064(b)), and it must select and adopt mitigation measures to reduce significant 

impacts to less-than significant levels, where feasible. 

Response 11-2 

Comment is noted for the record and will be forwarded to the decision-makers for review and 

consideration.  

Further, as stated in the Draft EIR, Section 5.0, Alternatives, “Overall, the OHV Facility Only Alternative 

would not meet the proposed Project’s purpose and the objectives that support the proposed Project’s 

purpose to the same extent as the proposed Project. Therefore, this alternative, while environmentally 

superior to the proposed Project is not considered as feasible and should be eliminated from further 

consideration.” 

Response 11-3 

The public agency that has the principal responsibility for carrying out or approving a project is 

designated as the “Lead Agency” under CEQA. For the proposed Project, the City is the Lead Agency. As 

such, the City is responsible for ensuring that the EIR satisfies the procedural and substantive 

requirements of CEQA and for considering and certifying the adequacy and completeness of the EIR 

prior to making any decision regarding the proposed Project. 

Please also refer to Topical Response 6, Mitigation Area, which provides additional information on the 

required mitigation area, including its proposed location and the agencies responsible for the 7.1-acre 

mitigation area.  

A portion of the proposed Project is being funded by the California Department of State Parks, Off-

Highway Motor Vehicle Recreation (OHMVR) grant program (Agreement No. G12-03-73-D01). The grant 

provides for the completion of the environmental review process through CEQA for development of the 

off-highway vehicle (OHV) areas within the proposed Project (Phase 1) and construction of the OHV 

areas (Phase 2).  
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Response 11-4 

Comment is noted for the record and will be forwarded to the decision-makers for review and 

consideration. 

Response 11-5 

Please refer to the Draft EIR, Section 4.2, Air Quality, which states “the proposed Project would include 

the phased development of the Project site as two park areas, as illustrated in Figure 3.0-3, Conceptual 

Site Plan. The first park area would include the OHV area, which would relocate the existing Kids Moto 

Fun Park from River Park and include a one-eighth-mile oval dirt track, as well as a 7-acre multitrack 

OHV area. In addition, the OHV area would include a 2.3-acre, low-speed trail-riding area open to 

motorcycles, mountain bikes, and all-terrain vehicles (ATV), each at different times. The second park 

area would include an International Hot Rod Association (IHRA)–sanctioned one-eighth-mile drag strip 

with grandstands and pit areas. The skydiving landing area would be relocated to the west of the 

proposed entrance from George Miller Drive.” 

Please also refer to Page 4.2-20 for detailed Project air quality analysis methodology. 

Response 11-6 

Please refer to Response 11-5.  

Response 11-7 

Please refer to Page 4.2-30 which states “The proposed Project would be consistent with the 2013 CAP 

and would result in less than significant construction related air quality impacts. Stationary and 

maximum operational emissions generated by the proposed Project would fall below SBAPCD thresholds 

and, as such, would result in less than significant impacts.” Please refer to the summary of project 

related air quality impacts as provided on page 4.2-30.  

Response 11-8 

Please refer to Response 11-5. 

Response 11-9 

Please refer to the Draft EIR, Section 4.2, Air Quality, which states the Construction period of 

approximately 2 years beginning January 2017 and ending by December 2018. Construction would occur 

over five phases: (1) Site Preparation which would last approximately 30 days, (2) Grading for 

approximately 55 days, (3) Building Construction for approximately 39 days, (4) Paving for approximately 

45 days, and (5) Drag Strip paving for approximately 340 days.   
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Also, please refer to response 11-5.  

Response 11-10 

Please refer to Topical Response 6, Mitigation Area, which states that the City remains obligated to 

complete the Runway Expansion Mitigation pursuant to Stream Alteration Agreement (SAA) No. 5-2001-

0252 with the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW). 

As noted in the Draft EIR (page 4.9-36), implementation of the proposed Project would utilize the area 

set aside for Runway Expansion Mitigation Project.  

Loss of the 7.1 acres on site would preclude the City from again providing for that replanting. If that 

mitigation is still required, then that would result in a significant impact. 

Given the motorsports park would occupy most of the area initially identified to accomplish the 

restoration effort associated with the Airport Runway Expansion Project, the City would be required to 

reestablish a mitigation area at another location. 

The Draft EIR (page 4.9-38) identifies the following mitigation measure if that replanting requirement is 

still applicable: 

MM 4.9-7  The City shall identify an alternate site to implement the mitigation biological mitigation 

(7.1 acres) required under part of the Runway Expansion Mitigation Project pursuant to 

the Stream Alteration Agreement (SAA) No. 5-2001-0252 with the California 

Department of Fish and Wildlife. 

With implementation of Mitigation Measure MM 4.9-7, impacts related to the loss of the mitigation 

area would be reduced to less than significant. 

It should be noted, if that replanting is still required, then any future mitigation site may be subject to 

review and approval by CDFW and would be subject to the conditions of SAA No. 5-2001-0252. CDFW 

may request additional conditions if an alternate location other than the original mitigation site is 

utilized. 

Response 11-11 

Please refer to Topical Response 8 regarding the operation of Skydive Santa Barbara (SDSB). As 

discussed, the relocation of the sky diving drop zone is subject to FAA review and approval; if approved, 

it would comply with FAA regulation for Parachute Landing Areas (PLA).  
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Response 11-12 

Please refer to response 11-11.  

As discussed, the FAA approved the City’s proposed Airport Layout Plan (ALP) in 2011. The approved ALP 

does not include any improvements in the area where the proposed Project is to be located. Currently, 

the ALP is being updated to include additional improvements including Motorsports Project, a sewer line 

running sub-surface, and a capital improvement plan to upgrade electrical features and rehabilitate the 

Airport’s north apron. In addition, the Lompoc Airport Master Plan Update does not include any future 

improvements within the proposed Project’s boundaries. Any revisions to the ALP are subject to review 

and approval by the FAA before the City can implement the proposed Project. 

Response 11-13 

Hard copies of the Draft EIR containing all appendices were located at the City Planning Department and 

at the City public library. 

Section 4.13 of the Draft EIR analyzed impacts based on the proposed Project Description. The Draft EIR 

found no significant impacts from the proposed Project on traffic with Mitigation Measures MM 4.13-1 

and 4.13-2. 

Response 11-14 

This comment is noted. Response 11-11 and Topical Response 8 which provides reference to the existing 

sky dive landing area criteria. 

As noted in Section 5.0 of the Draft EIR, implementation of the proposed Project would provide an 

opportunity for the area of the mitigation from the Lompoc Runway Extension Project contained within 

the proposed Project site which was planted with willows twice, to be implemented again, if required. 

As noted in Topical Response 6, if a determination is made the City remains obligated to again make 

efforts to accomplish those replantings as described in the Runway Expansion Mitigation pursuant to 

Stream Alteration Agreement (SAA) No. 5-2001-0252 with the California Department of Fish and Wildlife 

(CDFW), then that funding is available for that.  

Please refer to Table 5.0-1, Alternative 2, of the Draft EIR which does identify greater impacts under this 

alternative. 

Section 15126.6 (f) of the CEQA Guidelines discusses the rule of reason stating alternatives need to be 

analyzed if they feasible and meet most of the Project objectives. Section 5.0 of the Draft EIR explains 

why alternatives were selected for consideration and it was noted in Section 5.0 of the Draft EIR that 

none of the alternatives met the Project objectives (page 5.0-38 and 5.0-39).  
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Response 11-15 

Section 7.2 of the Draft EIR includes a summary of significant irreversible effects as required by CEQA 

Guidelines Section 15126.2(c). 

The City Council, as the lead agency, has the ability to override significant and unavoidable impacts 

based on the beneficial purpose of the Project. As noted in the CEQA Guidelines, Section 15093: 

(a) CEQA requires the decision-making agency to balance, as applicable, the economic, 

legal, social, technological, or other benefits, including region-wide or statewide 

environmental benefits, of a proposed project against its unavoidable environmental 

risks when determining whether to approve the project. If the specific economic, 

legal, social, technological, or other benefits, including region-wide or statewide 

environmental benefits, of a proposed project outweigh the unavoidable adverse 

environmental effects, the adverse environmental effects may be considered 

“acceptable.” 

(b) When the lead agency approves a project which will result in the occurrence of 

significant effects which are identified in the final EIR but are not avoided or 

substantially lessened, the agency shall state in writing the specific reasons to 

support its action based on the final EIR and/or other information in the record. The 

statement of overriding considerations shall be supported by substantial evidence in 

the record. 

(c) If an agency makes a statement of overriding considerations, the statement should 

be included in the record of the project approval and should be mentioned in the 

notice of determination. This statement does not substitute for, and shall be in 

addition to, findings required pursuant to Section 15091. 

If the Council certifies the final EIR and decides to approve the proposed Project, then prior to that 

approval the City Council would also need to adopt a Statement of Overriding Considerations noting the 

reasons the Council believes the benefits of the proposed Project outweigh the significant unmitigated 

impacts. 

The information will be forwarded on to the decision makers. 

Response 11-16 

Comment is noted for the record and will be forwarded to the decision-makers for review and 

consideration. 
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Response 11-17 

The comment requests changes to correction to phrasing, words and typographical errors. See Section 

3.0 of the Final EIR for the corrected changes. 

Response 11-18 

The comment requests changes to correction to phrasing, words and typographical errors. See Section 

3.0 of the Final EIR for the corrected changes. 

Response 11-19 

Please refer to Section 5.0 of the Draft EIR for a full description of Alternatives. 

Response 11-20 

The comment requests changes to correction to phrasing, words and typographical errors. See Section 

3.0 of the Final EIR for the corrected changes. 

Response 11-21 

Section 4.3 of the Draft EIR analyzed potential impacts to biological resources and including mitigation 

measures as applicable as analyzed by a qualified biologist. Mitigation measures may be adjusted unless 

approved by the City Manager, or designee, or an approved biologist. 

Response 11-22 

The comment requests changes to correction to phrasing, words and typographical errors. See Section 

3.0 of the Final EIR for the corrected changes. 

Response 11-23 

Please refer to Topical Response 8 regarding the operation of SDSB. As discussed, the relocation of the 

sky diving drop zone is subject to FAA review and approval; if approved, it would comply with FAA 

regulation for PLA.  

Response 11-24 

Distances to various locations throughout the Draft EIR are all approximate. 

Response 11-25 

Parking lot noise is analyzed in the Draft EIR as part of the proposed Project potential impacts. Impacts 

from parking lot noise were found to be less than significant. 
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Response 11-26 

The comment requests changes to correction to phrasing, words and typographical errors. See Section 

3.0 of the Final EIR for the corrected changes. 

Response 11-27 

The comment requests changes to correction to phrasing, words and typographical errors. See Section 

3.0 of the Final EIR for the corrected changes. 

Response 11-28 

The Draft EIR analyzed impacts based on the proposed Project Description. The Draft EIR found no 

significant impacts from the proposed Project on Traffic. Comment is noted for the record and will be 

forwarded to the decision-makers for review and consideration. 

Response 11-29 

The Draft EIR analyzed impacts based on the proposed Project Description. The comment requests 

changes to correction to phrasing, words and typographical errors. See Section 3.0 of the Final EIR for 

the corrected changes. 

Response 11-30 

The comment requests changes to correction to phrasing, words and typographical errors. See Section 

3.0 of the Final EIR for the corrected changes. 

Response 11-31 

The Draft EIR analyzed impacts based on the proposed Project Description. Proposed water usage used 

factors from the proposed Project Description. The Draft EIR found no significant impacts from the 

proposed Project on utilities. Comment is noted for the record and will be forwarded to the decision-

makers for review and consideration. 

Response 11-32 

The comment requests changes to correction to phrasing, words and typographical errors. See Section 

3.0 of the Final EIR for the corrected changes. 

The Draft EIR analyzed impacts based on the proposed Project Description. Proposed water usage used 

factors from the proposed Project Description. The Draft EIR found no significant impacts from the 

proposed Project on utilities. Comment is noted for the record and will be forwarded to the decision-

makers for review and consideration. 
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Response 11-33 

The Draft EIR analyzed impacts based on the proposed Project Description. Electrical calculations used 

factors from the proposed Project Description. The Draft EIR found no significant impacts from the 

proposed Project on greenhouse gases or utilities.  

Response 11-34 

The comment requests changes to correction to phrasing, words and typographical errors. See Section 

3.0 of the Final EIR for the corrected changes. 

Response 11-35 

The comment requests changes to correction to phrasing, words and typographical errors. See Section 

3.0 of the Final EIR for the corrected changes. 

Response 11-36 

The comment requests changes to correction to phrasing, words and typographical errors. See Section 

3.0 of the Final EIR for the corrected changes. 

Response 11-37 

The Draft EIR analyzed impacts based on the proposed Project Description. Air quality and greenhouse 

gas calculations used factors from the proposed Project Description and mitigation is proposed as 

applicable. The Draft EIR found no significant impacts from the proposed Project on greenhouse gases. 

Please refer reference 13-1 regarding impacts to air quality. 

The Draft EIR provides this information to decision makers of the impacts of a Project on the 

environment. The City Council, as the lead agency, has the ability to override significant and unavoidable 

impacts based on the beneficial purpose of the Project. As noted in the CEQA Guidelines, Section 15093: 

(a) CEQA requires the decision-making agency to balance, as applicable, the economic, 

legal, social, technological, or other benefits, including region-wide or statewide 

environmental benefits, of a proposed project against its unavoidable environmental 

risks when determining whether to approve the project. If the specific economic, 

legal, social, technological, or other benefits, including region-wide or statewide 

environmental benefits, of a proposed project outweigh the unavoidable adverse 

environmental effects, the adverse environmental effects may be considered 

“acceptable.” 

(b) When the lead agency approves a project which will result in the occurrence of 

significant effects which are identified in the final EIR but are not avoided or 

substantially lessened, the agency shall state in writing the specific reasons to 
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support its action based on the final EIR and/or other information in the record. The 

statement of overriding considerations shall be supported by substantial evidence in 

the record. 

(c) If an agency makes a statement of overriding considerations, the statement should 

be included in the record of the project approval and should be mentioned in the 

notice of determination. This statement does not substitute for, and shall be in 

addition to, findings required pursuant to Section 15091. 

If the Council certifies the final EIR and decides to approve the proposed Project, then prior to that 

approval the City Council would also need to adopt a Statement of Overriding Considerations noting the 

reasons the Council believes the benefits of the proposed Project outweigh the significant unmitigated 

impacts. 

Comment is noted for the record and will be forwarded to the decision-makers for review and 

consideration. 

Response 11-38 

The Draft EIR analyzed impacts based on the proposed Project Description. Air quality and greenhouse 

gas calculations used factors from the proposed Project Description and mitigation is proposed as 

applicable. The Draft EIR found no significant impacts from the proposed Project on greenhouse gases. 

Please refer reference 13-1 regarding impacts to air quality. 

The Draft EIR provides this information to decision makers of the impacts of a Project on the 

environment. Lead agencies have the ability to override significant and unavoidable impacts based on 

the beneficial purpose of the Project. See response 11-37 for CEQA Guidelines, Section 15093 for details. 

If the Council certifies the final EIR and decides to approve the proposed Project, then prior to that 

approval the City Council would also need to adopt a Statement of Overriding Considerations noting the 

reasons the Council believes the benefits of the proposed Project outweigh the significant unmitigated 

impacts. 

Comment is noted for the record and will be forwarded to the decision-makers for review and 

consideration. 

Response 11-39 

Please refer to Response 11-38. 

Response 11-40 

Please refer to Response 11-38. 
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Response 11-41 

The Draft EIR analyzed impacts based on the proposed Project Description. Air quality and greenhouse 

gas calculations used factors from the proposed Project Description and mitigation is proposed as 

applicable. The Draft EIR found no significant impacts from the proposed Project on greenhouse gases. 

Please refer reference 13-1 regarding impacts to air quality. 

The Draft EIR provides this information to decision makers of the impacts of a Project on the 

environment. Lead agencies have the ability to override significant and unavoidable impacts based on 

the beneficial purpose of the Project. See response 11-37 for CEQA Guidelines, Section 15093 details. 

If the Council certifies the final EIR and decides to approve the proposed Project, then prior to that 

approval the City Council would also need to adopt a Statement of Overriding Considerations noting the 

reasons the Council believes the benefits of the proposed Project outweigh the significant unmitigated 

impacts. 

Comment is noted for the record and will be forwarded to the decision-makers for review and 

consideration. 

Response 11-42 

Please refer to Response 11-41. 

Response 11-43 

The Draft EIR provides an evaluation of the methodologies used and potential impacts to biological 

resources in Section 4.3, Biological Resources. The information provided in the Draft EIR is based on 

previous regional and area biological studies including Habitat and Natural Resources Assessment for the 

Lompoc Motorsports Park prepared by BioResource Consultants Inc. (see Appendix 4.3), as well as 

information available from the CDFW, the California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB), California 

Native Plant Society Electronic Inventory (CNPS), and US Fish & Wildlife Service (USFWS). 

The Draft EIR analyzed impacts based on the proposed Project Description. The Draft EIR found no 

significant impacts from the proposed Project on biological impacts.  

Please refer to Topical Response 2 regarding biological resources and Topical Response 4, Indirect 

Biological Resource Impacts regarding indirect biological resource impacts.  

The studies mentioned were conducted as part of mitigation measures as describe in Section 4.3 

Biological Resources of the Draft EIR.  
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Comment is noted for the record and will be forwarded to the decision-makers for review and 

consideration. 

Response 11-44 

The comment requests changes to correction to phrasing, words and typographical errors. See Section 

3.0 of the Final EIR for the corrected changes. 

Response 11-45 

The comment requests changes to correction to phrasing, words and typographical errors. See Section 

3.0 of the Final EIR for the corrected changes. 

Response 11-46 

The Draft EIR analyzed impacts based on the proposed Project Description. Greenhouse gas calculations 

used factors from the proposed Project Description. The Draft EIR found no significant impacts from the 

proposed Project on greenhouse gases.  

Response 11-47 

The Draft EIR analyzed impacts based on the proposed Project Description. Electrical calculations used 

factors from the proposed Project Description. The Draft EIR found no significant impacts from the 

proposed Project on greenhouse gases or utilities.  

Response 11-48 

Please refer to Response 11-38. 

Response 11-49 

Please refer to Response 11-46. 

Response 11-50 

Please refer to Response 11-46. 

Response 11-51 

The commenter is directed to Topical Response 3, Hydrology regarding hydrology for additional 

information.  

As discussed in Section 4.8 Hydrology of the Draft EIR, the proposed Project would not allow stormwater 

flow from the project site to the Santa Ynez River, and would provide for surface water to be collected 

at two proposed infiltration basins.  
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Response 11-52 

Please refer to response 11-51 regarding stormwater on site. 

The comment requests changes to correction to phrasing, words and typographical errors. See Section 

3.0 of the Final EIR for the corrected changes. 

Response 11-53 

The comment requests changes to correction to phrasing, words and typographical errors. See Section 

3.0 of the Final EIR for the corrected changes. 

Please refer to Topical Response 8 regarding the operation of SDSB. As discussed, the relocation of the 

sky diving drop zone is subject to FAA review and approval; if approved, it would comply with FAA 

regulation for PLA.  

As stated in Comment Letter 2, CDFW will make a final determination of the 1602 jurisdiction upon 

Project approval and receipt of notification for a SAA.  

Response 11-54 

The comment requests changes to correction to phrasing, words and typographical errors. See Section 

3.0 of the Final EIR for the corrected changes. 

Response 11-55 

Please refer to response 11-26. 

Response 11-56 

The comment requests changes to correction to phrasing, words and typographical errors. See Section 

3.0 of the Final EIR for the corrected changes. 

Response 11-57 

The Draft EIR analyzed impacts based on the proposed Project Description. Comment regarding traffic is 

noted for the record and will be forwarded to the decision-makers for review and consideration. 

The comment requests changes to correction to phrasing, words and typographical errors. See Section 

3.0 of the Final EIR for the corrected changes to the signage plan. 

Response 11-58 

Section 3.0 of the Final EIR shows the corrected changes to page 4.14.1-14 of the Draft EIR include two 

fire hydrants along the fire hydrant water main and changing the water line from galvanized to PVC. 
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Response 11-59 

The Draft EIR analyzed impacts and alternatives based on the proposed Project Description. The 

comment requests changes to correction to phrasing, words and typographical errors. See Section 3.0 of 

the Final EIR for the corrected changes. 

Response 11-60 

The comment requests changes to correction to phrasing, words and typographical errors. See Section 

3.0 of the Final EIR for the corrected changes. 

Response 11-61 

Please refer to Response 11-38. 

Response 11-62 

The studies mentioned were conducted as part of mitigation measures as describe in Section 4.3 

Biological Resources of the Draft EIR.  

Response 11-63 

The comment requests changes to correction to phrasing, words and typographical errors. See Section 

3.0 of the Final EIR for the corrected changes. 
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Lucille Breese

Planning Manager

City ofLompoc

100 Civic Center Plaza

Lompoc, CA 93436

RE: Motorsports Park Draft EIR

Dear Ms. Breese,

Santa Barbara County Action Network is a countywide grassroots organization

that works to promote social and economic justice, to preserve our

environmental and agricultural resources, and to create sustainable

communities.

The Draft EIR for the proposed Motorsports Park and drag strip does not

adequately identify and evaluate the significant negative environmental impacts

of the project and must not be certified. While the document is inadequate to

justify approval of the project, it does contain information that provides good

reason for the city to deny the project.

First, consider the noise impacts. There are nearly 3,000 residents in homes

within one mile of the proposed project. The city's 2030 General Plan,

recognizing that airplanes generate a fair amount of noise, requires that

additional noise sources in excess of 60dB should not be allowed in areas

affected by airplane noise.

The DEIR says the proposed park would add a noise source level of 88dB to the

area outside of the project property line. This is several times louder than what

the General Plan allows. The DEIR wrongly states that noise is not a significant

impact. Instead, this inconsistency with the General Plan should be cause for

identifying a Class 1 significant and unavoidable impact. The city should deny

the project on the basis of this inconsistency alone.

The DEIR does acknowledge Class 1 significant and unavoidable impacts for

emissions of toxic air pollutants, including particulates. This is a compelling

cause for project denial. The DEIR fails to account for the practice of racers

warming up their tires by spinning them for 30 seconds or so on the pavement

creating strong odors and particulates breathed by participants, observers and

neighbors.

The DEIR says that the Santa Ynez River will not be harmed by the project.

Runoff from the operation—which will obviously include copious amounts of

petroleum products, including the remnants of smoking tires—will be directed

into "infiltration ponds." So, the polluted runoff will apparently work its way to

the Valley's groundwater rather than being dumped directly into the riverbed.

2.0 Response to Comments
Letter No. 12

12-1

12-2

12-3

12-4
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SBCAN page 2

Although it notes that on-site runoff will be directed into ponds, the DEIR fails to consider the

potential impact ofproject-related pollutants on the groundwater.

The DEIR considers the 200-gallon-per-minute capacity of the proposed on-site water well to be

"relatively low capacity" and therefore finds that the use of groundwater to control dust is not a

significant impact. Certainly if the project is approved the dust will need to be controlled, but there

is no basis to conclude that use of this amount of groundwater is insignificant.

The DEIR also concludes that the use of 7.95 acre-feet per year of potable water is not a

significant impact. Because this is only 5 percent of the projected fUture demand for commercial,

industrial and institutional sectors, the document states that the city has adequate supplies to meet

the demands ofthe project. This is an inadequate analysis; 5 percent for one project is a large

share, not an insignificant share.

On page 4.7-21 the DEIR correctly notes that the proposed project will neither decrease nor

increase the number of takeoffs and landings at the airport. It incorrectly, however, jumps to the

conclusion that the probability of accident/safety hazard risk would therefore be similar with or

without the proposed project. In fact, the risk will be far greater because large numbers ofpeople

will be gathered in close proximity to the airport. In the event ofan aircraft crash, there will be a

much greater chance that people on the ground will be injured and killed. This increased risk

should be deemed a significant impact.

We need to take care of our environment. This is why California's environmental laws require that

an "environmentally superior alternative" be identified for any significant proposed project. In this

case, for reasons made clear in the DEIR, the "environmentally superior alternative" is identified

in the DEIR as the "No Project/No Development Alternative." The DEIR has many inadequacies

and should not be certified, but there is ample information in it for the City Council to adopt the

"environmentally superior alternative" and deny the project.

Sincerely,

Ken Hough

Executive Director

2.0 Response to Comments
Letter No. 12

12-4

12-5

12-6

12-7

12-8
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Letter No. 12:  Ken Hough, Executive Director, Santa Barbara County Action Network, August 

15, 2016 

Response 12-1 

Comment is noted for the record and will be forwarded to the decision-makers for review and 

consideration. 

Response 12-2 

Please refer to Topical Response 7, Noise which addresses issues related to the type and level of noise 

that would be generated by the proposed uses within the Motorsports Park.  

Response 12-3 

As discussed in Mitigation Measure MM 4.2-1 in Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the Draft EIR, a Fugitive Dust 

Control Plan shall be prepared and submitted to the City and Santa Barbara County Air Pollution Control 

District (SBAPCD) for review and approval before Project operation. Measures within the Fugitive Dust 

Control Plan include, paved on-site access roads extending from George Miller Drive and V Street, open 

and riding trail areas limited to 14 off-highway-vehicles (OHVs) per hour and the requirement all ground 

surfaces within OHV activities shall be watered by an amended water agent to achieve a minimum 

control efficiency of 84 percent. The Fugitive Dust Control Plan would control emissions of airborne 

particulate matter to ensure the levels are below the 8 µg/m3 SBAPCD threshold. Dust impacts to 

wildlife species were determined to be less than significant.  

Also, please see responses to Comment letter 8 from the Santa Barbara County Air Pollution Control 

District.  

Response 12-4 

Please refer to Responses 2-14 and 2-15.  

Response 12-5 

Please refer to Topical Response No. 3, Hydrology and Response 63-2.  

Response 12-6 

Please refer to Response 2-18 and to Topical Response No. 3, Hydrology and Response 63-2.  
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Response 12-7 

Please refer to Topical Response No. 1, Airport Safety, which addresses the risk of aircraft accidents as a 

result of the proposed Project and Airport designated Safety Zones and the allotted distance between 

the recreational park—specifically the grandstands—and the landing/takeoff area.  

Response 12-8 

Please refer to Response 2-19 which addresses the Project alternatives, including the No Project 

Alternative.  
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Letter No. 13

13-1

13-2

13-3
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Letter No. 13:  Paul and Jacqueline Graybill, June 29, 2016 

Response 13-1 

The Draft EIR provides analysis of potential impacts from the proposed Project in relation to Air Quality 

(see Draft EIR, Section 4.2) and Noise (see Draft EIR Section 4.10). 

With regard to air quality and dust specifically, see pages 4.2-24–26 of the Draft EIR, which provide 

analysis of emissions for particulates (PM10 and PM2.5). 

The Draft EIR determines, as shown in Table 4.2-7, Air Quality Increment Change Criteria, the proposed 

Project would not contribute to cumulatively significant air quality impacts during construction. As shown 

in Table 4.2-1, Ambient Air Quality Standards of the Draft EIR, the South Central Coast Air Basin (SCCAB) 

is in nonattainment for ozone and PM10. The unmitigated emissions from the proposed Project would 

not exceed thresholds for PM10. As shown in Table 4.2-8, Construction Emissions (tons/year), all 

stationary emissions associated with the proposed Project would not exceed the SBCAPCD-recommended 

thresholds and, therefore, would not result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria 

pollutant. As such, impacts from dust would be less than significant. 

The Draft EIR notes the emissions presented in Table 4.2-7 include project design features and efforts to 

comply with applicable SBCAPCD rules to reduce emissions during construction activities. Construction 

activities would require use of watering to minimize fugitive dust, reduce vehicle speeds to 15 miles per 

hour, cover soil stockpiled for more than 2 days, minimize dust generation after construction activities, 

and monitor dust control to prevent dust off site. The Draft EIR found construction activities associated 

with the development of the proposed Project would not exceed short-term construction emissions 

thresholds for PM10 and PM2.5. Construction impacts would be less than significant. 

The Draft EIR notes various scenarios were evaluated with regard to operation of the motorsports park. 

To determine the worst-case analysis, the air quality analysis included dispersion modeling with the 

following inputs: the access road, parking lots, pit areas, and races on the Oval Cart Track, Motocross 

Track, Stadiumcross Track, and Endurocross Track. The modeling results indicated the proposed Project 

could result in between 154.09 µg/m3 and 346.03 µg/m3 of particulate matter. The particulate matter 

threshold for a 24-hour exposure is 8 µ/m3 of particulate matter. It should be noted the OHV events are 

the primary generator of particulate matter. Therefore, particulate matter impacts would be potentially 

significant for both scenarios. 

To reduce dust emission, the Draft EIR identifies the following mitigation: 
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MM 4.2-1 A Fugitive Dust Control Plan shall be prepared and submitted to the City of Lompoc and 

Santa Barbara County Air Pollution Control District (SBCAPCD) for review and approval, 

before operation of the proposed motorsports park facility. The Fugitive Dust Control Plan 

shall be implemented and shall include measures to control emissions of airborne 

particulate matter associated with on-site off-highway vehicle (OHV) and drag strip 

activities sufficient to ensure particulate matter is below the 8 µg/m3 threshold. Measures 

to be included in the Fugitive Dust Control plan to control operational emissions shall 

include, but are not limited to, the following: 

 On-site access roads extending from George Millar Drive and V Street shall be 

paved. 

 The Open Riding and Trail area shall be limited to 14 OHVs per hour. 

 All ground surfaces with OHV activities shall be watered by an amended water agent 

to achieve a minimum control efficiency of 84 percent.  

MM 4.2-2 The motorsports operator shall limit the number of OHV vehicles, OHV races, and length 

of OHV events based on the anticipated weekend events for concurrent operation of the 

Oval Cart Track and Stadium Cross events in accordance with the following requirements:  

 Restrict the operation of the oval cart track events to 2 races per hour for 6 hours 

each weekend day. 

 Restrict the operation of stadium cross events to 2 races per hour for 6 hours each 

weekend day.  

MM 4.2-3 When the Oval Cart Track and Stadium Cross events are not in operation, the motorsports 

operator shall limit the number of OHV vehicles, OHV races, and OHV events based on 

the anticipated weekend events for only the Enduro Cross event in accordance with the 

following requirement: 

 Restrict the endurocross track events to 2 races per hour for 6 hours each weekend 

day. 

MM 4.2-4 When the Oval Cart Track and Stadium Cross events or the Enduro Cross Only events are 

not in operation, the motorsports operator shall limit the number of OHV vehicles, OHV 

races, and OHV events based on the anticipated weekend events for only the Motor Cross 

event in accordance with the following requirement: 
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 Restrict motorcross events to 18 vehicles with 1 race per hour for 3 hours each 

weekend day.  

As discussed above, the proposed Project includes project design features that reduce the amount of 

vehicle trips and the air emissions generated by those mobile sources to the maximum extent feasible by 

allowing camping on the site to further reduce the amount of vehicle trips and vehicle miles traveled by 

patrons, spectators, participants, and workers attending the motorsports events. 

Impacts on local air quality related to dust would be mitigated to a less than significant level. Please refer 

to the Air Quality Technical Memorandum (Appendix 2.2) of the Final EIR for additional clarification on 

the methodology used to calculate potential dust impacts.  

Section 4.10 of the Draft EIR evaluates noise impacts from both roadway noise (vehicles traveling to and 

from the site) and on-site noise from motorsports park events. 

As shown in the Draft EIR Table 4.10-9, Noise Level Contour Map—Drag Strip Racing and OHV Trail Ride 

Area, maximum noise level increases along roadways adjacent to residential, commercial, and industrial 

uses by proposed Project traffic would range from a low of 0.0 dB(A) (several locations throughout the 

vicinity of the proposed Project area) to a high of 13.7 dB(A) (along V Street, north of Central Avenue). 

The roadway noise levels along V Street, north of Central Avenue, would be 58.7 dB(A) CNEL and would 

fall below the 65 dB(A) exterior noise level standard identified for community facilities and below the 75 

dB(A) exterior noise level standard identified for manufacturing uses in the General Plan Noise Element. 

Therefore, the proposed Project would not add traffic to these roadways such that noise levels would 

exceed the City’s exterior standard, and impacts would be less than significant. 

The post-Project noise levels would be approximately 62.7 dB(A) CNEL along Central Avenue to the east 

and west of Barton Avenue. The maximum noise level increase along roadways adjacent to residential 

uses by proposed Project traffic would be 2.0 dB(A) along Central Avenue, both east and west of Barton 

Avenue. Noise level increases along the roadway segment would be less than 3 dB(A) CNEL and, as such, 

would not exceed the identified threshold for residential uses. Impacts would be less than significant. 

Noise modeling was conducted to find the predicted event-related sound levels at several representative 

locations throughout the adjacent area for three event scenarios: (1) Drag Strip Racing; (2) Drag Strip 

Racing and OHV Trail Ride Area; (3) and OHV Major Events.  

Table 4.10-10, Drag Strip Racing (Spring) of the Draft EIR provides the predicted Leq levels, which would 

be produced at nearby sensitive receptors by drag strip racing. As shown, drag strip racing would result in 

an increase in ambient noise measurements of up to 2.0 dB(A). The results of the predictive modeling 
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process are shown graphically in Figure 4.10-8, Typical Maximum Noise Levels for Construction Phases 

of the Draft EIR. 

Overall, the noise generated by the proposed drag strip would be similar to noise generate under existing 

conditions, with exterior noise levels ranging from a low of 50.0 dB(A) to a high of 72.9 dB(A). Off-site 

noise level increases at nearby sensitive receptors would be less than 3 dB(A) when above 60 dB(A) 

exterior standards. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant. 

The OHV trail ride area would feature dirt bike and ATV trail riding involving fewer jumps and 

incorporating more rocks, puddles, mud, and sharp corners. Table 4.10-11, Drag Strip Racing and OHV 

Trail Ride Area in the Draft EIR provides the predicted Leq levels at nearby sensitive receptors that would 

be produced by drag strip racing and OHV trail riding occurring concurrently.  

The results of the predictive modeling process are shown graphically in Figure 4.10-9 of the Draft EIR. As 

shown, the drag strip racing and OHV trail ride area would result in an increase in ambient noise 

measurements up to 2.1 dB(A). Overall, the noise generated by the proposed Drag Strip and OHV Trail 

Ride Area would be similar that under existing conditions, with exterior noise levels ranging from 50.0 

dB(A) to 72.9 dB(A). In addition, off-site noise level increases at nearby sensitive receptors would be less 

than 3 dB(A) when above 60 dB(A) exterior standards. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant. 

Table 4.10-12, OHV Riding (Spring) of the Draft EIR provides the predicted Leq levels at nearby sensitive 

receptors that would be produced by OHV riding. The results of the predictive modeling process are shown 

graphically in the Figure 4.10-10 of the Draft EIR. As shown, OHV riding would result in an increase in 

ambient noise measurements up to 1.8 dB(A). Overall, the noise generated by the proposed OHV riding 

would be similar to existing conditions, with exterior noise levels ranging from 50.1 dB(A) to 72.9 dB(A). 

Off-site noise level increases at nearby sensitive receptors would be less than 3 dB(A) when above 60 

dB(A) exterior standards. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant 

Please refer to Topical Response 7, Noise, for a discussion regarding noise methodology and general plan 

consistency. As discussed, the highest increases occurred during the Drag Strip/OHV Trail Ride Area 

scenario, with exterior noise levels increased by 2.1 dB(A) at nearby sensitive receptors when compared 

to the existing noise levels. It was determined that based on the increases being less than 3 dB(A), that 

noise during the operational phase would result in a less than significant impact. 

Response 13-2 

Please refer to Topical Response 8 regarding the operation of Skydive Santa Barbara (SDSB).  
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As discussed, the relocation of the sky diving drop zone is subject to FAA review and approval; if approved, 

it would comply with FAA regulation for Parachute Landing Areas (PLA).  

Response 13-3 

Section 5, Alternatives, of the Draft EIR provides a discussion of other locations that were considered but 

not evaluated. 

A number of alternative sites were initially considered but rejected as infeasible. Those potential sites, as 

shown in Figure 5.0-1, Off-Site Alternative Locations of the Draft EIR, were reviewed for their ability to 

meet the basic site criteria for the proposed Project objectives as listed in Alternatives Evaluated in Detail 

below. To accommodate a proposed motorsports park, a site needs to be approximately 38 acres in size 

to provide enough land for the facilities and parking. To accommodate the traffic generated by the 

proposed Project, a suitable site needs to have efficient access to local roadways that connect to regional 

roadways, such as State Route (SR) 1 and/or SR 246. Additionally, the proposed Project site aims to 

remediate and restore land along the Santa Ynez River; improve existing skydiving landing areas; provide 

for implementation of mitigation pursuant to previous work associated with the Lompoc Airport Runway 

Expansion Project, if still required; to improve runway safety zones; and to reduce illegal riding in the 

Santa Ynez River bed and street racing. 

Each of the alternatives sites and the reason why they were not evaluated further was provided. 

Please refer to Topical Response 5, Land Use Compatibility, regarding land use compatibility. As discussed, 

the proposed Project is consistent with the appropriate land use designation and meets the City’s zoning 

requirements. According to the City’s General Plan Land Use designation the proposed Project is located 

within Community Facilities and zoned for Public Facility uses. Within the City, Public Facilities are 

currently located adjacent to residential and commercial uses; therefore, the proposed Project is 

consistent with existing conditions.  

Response 13-4 

Section 15131, Economic and Social Effects, of the State CEQA Guidelines, states economic or social 

information may be included in an EIR or may be presented in whatever form the agency desires. 

Economic or social effects of a project shall not be treated as significant effects on the environment.  

The City has decided not to include an economic analysis of the proposed Project in the EIR because there 

is no relation to potential physical changes to the environment resulting from any economic causes.  
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Breese, Lucille

From: David Hughes [skydivesb@gmail.com]

Sent: Tuesday, July 05, 2016 9:51 PM

To: Breese, Lucille

Cc: Fernbaugh, Richard

Subject: Fwd: Skydive Santa Barbara LLC

Hopefully Lucille you finally received this E-mail.

Begin forwarded message:

From: David Hughes <skvdivesb(a)gmail.com>

Subject: Fwd: Skydive Santa Barbara LLC

Date: July 5, 2016 at 9:26:31 PM PDT

To: lbreeese(S)ci.lompoc.ca.us

Cc: Richard Fernbaugh <r fembauqh@ci.lompoc.ca.us>

Dear Lucille

I sent this E-mail to the FAA and for some reason it didn't make it to you, so hopefully you will get it this time.

I'm writing you this E-mail because I am very concerned about Lompoc City Council allowing a Motor Sports

Park to take most ofmy Skydiving landing Area (Drop Zone) at Lompoc Airport (KLPC).

As of now, I have a landing area that is 760 Ft long, and between 150-400ft wide.

Here are the U. S. P. A. (United States Parachute Association) recommendations for Drop Zone Requirements:

Areas used for skydiving should be unobstructed, with the following MINIMUM RADIAL Distances to

the nearest hazard.

a. solo students and A-license holders: 330 feet

b. B-and C-license holders and all tandem skydives: 165 feet

c. D-license holders: 40 feet

As you can see we do not have sufficient area for solo students and A-license holders and just barely room for

B- and C-license holders, but with intense training we have been able to work with this area since we started

dropping jumpers here at Lompoc Airport in 1997.

The Motor Sports Park group has entered plans to the City of Lompoc taking our Drop Zone and reducing it

down to 430 feet long and between 120-230 feet wide. To make it even worse, my whole Drop Zone would

have a 4-6ft fence all around it, and the South side would be an access road for vehicles to the new Motor Park.

With the reduction ofmy landing area and with the added hazards, it would be impossible for me to use this

l

2.0 Response to Comments
Letter No. 14

14-1
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area and I would have to close up my Skydiving operation at Lompoc Airport.

Skydive Santa Barbara LLC has been in business for 19 years. We operate 7 days a week. (The only day we are

closed is Christmas Day.) We completed 20,846 drops in the last 12 months, and flew 1,941 loads. We are one

ofthe leading Tandem operations in Southern California - completing 8,300 tandem jumps in 2015. We

operate a Texas Turbine Conversion Cessna Caravan (Supervan 900) which I'm proud to say is the fastest

climbing skydiving plane in the United States (single engine plane).

At the moment the Motor Sports Park development is in the EIR stage.

Thank you for reading my E-mail. Any help would be appreciated.

David Hughes

Member/Manager Skydive Santa Barbara LLC

Cell 805-717-2461

2.0 Response to Comments
Letter No. 14

14-1

14-2
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Breese, Lucille

From: David Hughes [skydivesb@gmail.com]

Sent: Tuesday, July 05, 2016 9:53 PM

To: Breese, Lucille

Cc: Fernbaugh, Richard

Subject: Fwd: Skydive Santa Barbara Drop Zone conflict with Motor Sports Park.

Concerning the Motor Sports Park.

Begin forwarded message:

From: David Hughes <skydivesb(5).qmail.com>

Subject: Skydive Santa Barbara Drop Zone conflict with Motor Sports Park.
Date: July 5, 2016 at 9:20:59 PM PDT

To: tim.hester@faa.gov

Cc: Richard Fernbaugh <r fernbaugh@ci.lompoc.ca.us>. lbreese(5).ci.lompoc.ca.us
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Letter No. 14
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Here is a follow up to my last E-mail about the issue I am having with the proposed Motor Sports Park at

Lompoc Airport.

On the left is my existing Drop Zone for the Skydivers which we have been using for 19 years, and on the right

is the Drop Zone proposed by the Motor Sports Park.

David Hughes

Member/Manager

Skydive Santa Barbara LLC

(Cell) 805-717-2461

2.0 Response to Comments
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Letter No. 14:  David Hughes, July 5, 2016 

Response 14-1 

The Draft EIR provides a discussion of the potential impacts to the skydive area (see Draft EIR Section 4.9, 

Land Use). As stated in the Draft EIR, the proposed Project would relocate the existing skydive drop zone 

(DZ) to an area to the east and adjacent to Runway 7/25 (see Draft EIR Figure 4.9-1, Additional Existing 

and Proposed Land Uses). As proposed, the new DZ area would be 275 by 500 feet. A new skydive landing 

area approximately 250 by 600 feet with a trapezoidal northwest corner would be located at the west end 

of the Runway to meet requirements for sanctioned, United Parachute Association Class B and C license 

holders. The existing 100-by-200-foot pea gravel landing target would also be relocated and would serve 

as an accuracy point for skydivers. Reconfiguring the area currently available to skydivers from 250 feet 

wide and 500 feet long to the irregularly shaped 275 feet by 500 feet wide area would not result in 

significant impacts because the proposed Project is not proposing a reduction in size.  

In addition, the proposed western DZ (250 by 600 feet) would not result in a reduction in area for skydive 

landers. However, the relocation of the DZ increases the risk for “cutaways” or faulty chutes that have 

been detached to drift across active airport operation areas, putting both the skydivers and aircraft at 

risk. Transient pilots, those who are not based or familiar with the airport, are of special concern to these 

risks because they may not be as familiar with the airport’s operations, including skydiving, or its adjacent 

facilities.  

The Draft EIR further notes the FAA Form 5010 Airport Master Record currently in place for Lompoc 

Airport states SDSB operates only on weekends; however, SDSB operates seven days a week. Transient 

pilots often rely on that kind of information. Therefore, it is recommended that the City of Lompoc update 

that form to reflect the correct daily skydiving activities.  

Relocating the DZ to the western end of Runway 7/25 would result in potentially significant impacts 

because of potential risks for skydivers to miss the landing area and interfere with airport operations. That 

is especially true if skydiving activities occur outside the days noted on FAA Form 5010 Airport Master 

Record currently in place for LPC. Those impacts would be potentially significant. 

In addition, please refer to Topical Response 8 regarding Skydive Santa Barbara (SDSB). As discussed, the 

relocation of the skydiving DZ is subject to FAA review and approval. If approved, then the relocated DZ 

would comply with FAA regulation for Parachute Landing Areas (PLA).  
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Response 14-2 

The comment providing existing skydive operation information is noted and does not provide any 

comment on the environmental analysis. 

Response 14-3 

The comment providing drop zone figures is noted, and will be forwarded to the decision makers for 

review and consideration.  
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Letter No. 15:  Michael Emerson, July 18, 2016 

Response 15-1 

The commenter addresses opposition to the proposed Project and does not raise any issues with the 

environmental analysis provided in the Draft EIR. No further response is necessary.  

Response 15-2 

Please refer to Response 13-1. 

In addition, please refer to Topical Response 7, Noise for a full discussion regarding noise methodology. 

Response 15-3 

The commenter addresses opposition to the proposed Project and does not raise any issues with the 

environmental analysis provided in the Draft EIR. No further response is necessary.  
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Letter No. 16:  Troy Nichols, July 19, 2016 

Response 16-1 

The commenter addresses opposition to the proposed Project and does not raise any issues with the 

environmental analysis provided in the Draft EIR. No further response is necessary.  

The commenter is also directed to Topical Response 7, Noise for a full discussion regarding the 

methodology used to assess potential noise impacts.  

Response 16-2 

As noted in Response 13-1, Section 4.10 of the Draft EIR evaluates noise impacts from both roadway noise 

(vehicles traveling to and from the site) and on-site noise from motorsports park events. 

The commenter is also directed to Topical Response 7, Noise for a full discussion regarding noise impacts. 

As discussed, the highest increases occurred during the Drag Strip Racing and OHV Trail ride events, with 

exterior noise levels increased by 2.2 dB(A) at nearby sensitive receptors when compared to the existing 

noise levels. It was determined that based on the increases being less than 3 dB(A), noise during the 

operational phase would result in a less than significant impact. 

Response 16-3 

The Draft EIR address safety concerns and hazards in Section 4.7, Hazards. 

The Draft EIR determined the proposed Project would have a negligible effect on airport accident risks. That 

is because the proposed Project neither increases nor decreases the number of landings or takeoffs 

associated with the Lompoc Airport. The probability of accident/safety hazard risks would be similar 

before  and after implementation of the proposed Project. Impacts related to the probability of 

accident/safety hazard risks would be less than significant.  

In addition, the commenter is directed to Topical Response 1, Airport Safety regarding Airport safety.  

Also, the proposed Project would be subject to FAA review and approval, thereby minimizing any potential 

for risks or accidents associated with the airport. 

Response 16-4 

Section 4.8, Hydrology and Water Quality, of the Draft EIR addresses concerns related to water quality 

and storm water runoff. 

The Draft EIR notes the potential exists for increases in soil erosion, siltation, and construction-related 

pollutants could degrade downstream surface water or groundwater. However, the construction of the 
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proposed Project would comply with the regulatory requirements to minimize, to the maximum extent 

practicable, the degradation of water quality.  

The proposed Project would be required to comply with NPDES requirements. Construction activities 

would be subject to the NPDES general construction activity permit and would be required to eliminate 

or reduce non-stormwater discharges to storm sewer systems and other waters and consider the use of 

post-construction permanent Best Management Practices (BMPs).  

The proposed Project would be required to develop and implement a Storm Water Pollution Prevention 

Plan (SWPPP) with BMPs that would be employed to prevent soil erosion and discharge of other 

construction-related pollutants, as well as a monitoring program to ensure that BMPs are implemented 

appropriately and are effective at controlling discharges of stormwater-related pollutants. The City 

Municipal Code requires the submittal of an Erosion Sediment Control Plan and/or SWPPP with the 

submittal of a grading permit application. 

Compliance with those requirements would reduce potential construction and post-construction water 

quality impacts to less than significant. 

Further, as discussed in Section 4.8 of the Draft EIR, the proposed Project would not impede on 

percolation of groundwater and would provide for surface water to be collected at two proposed 

infiltration basins. The infiltration basins would not allow any runoff to be drained into the Santa Ynez 

River.  

The commenter is directed to Topical Response 3, Hydrology regarding hydrology for additional 

information.  

Response 16-5 

Section 15131, Economic and Social Effects, of the State CEQA Guidelines states economic or social 

information may be included in an EIR or may be presented in whatever form the agency desires. 

Economic or social effects of a project shall not be treated as significant effects on the environment.  

The City has decided not to include an economic analysis of the proposed Project in the EIR as there is no 

relation to potential physical changes to the environment resulting from any economic causes. 
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Response 16-6 

The proposed Project has been submitted by the Lompoc Valley Park and Pools Foundation and a portion 

of the proposed Project is being funded by the California Department of State Parks, Off-Highway Motor 

Vehicle Recreation (OHMVR) grant program (Agreement No. G12-03-73-D01). The grant provides for the 

completion of the environmental review process through CEQA for development of the OHV areas within 

the proposed Project (Phase 1) and construction of the OHV areas (Phase 2). 

Response 16-7 

This comment, which expresses opposition to the proposed Project, is noted for the record and will be 

forwarded to the decision makers for review and consideration.  
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Letter No. 17:  Gregg Smith, July 19, 2016 

Response 17-1 

Section 4.10 of the Draft EIR provides an evaluation of the potential noise impacts from the proposed 

Project. Pages 4.10-22–24 provide the City’s requirements and thresholds for noise. 

The Draft EIR (see pages 4.10-30–41) provides evaluation of potential for noise impacts during both the 

construction and operational phases of the proposed Project. As discussed in Response 13-1, the Draft EIR 

evaluates noise impacts from both roadway noise (vehicles traveling to and from the site) and on-site 

noise from motorsports park events. 

The Draft EIR states (see page 4.10-35) a significant impact would occur if proposed Project operations 

cause the exterior noise levels at a lot property line for a noise sensitive use to exceed 60 dB(A) where 

ambient noise levels are below 60 dB(A) CNEL; or proposed Project operations cause the ambient noise 

level measured at the property line of the affected noise sensitive uses to increase by 3 dB(A) where the 

existing exterior noise level already exceeds the City’s exterior noise standard. 

As presented in the Draft EIR and in Table 4.10-10, the predicted Leq levels, which would be produced at 

nearby sensitive receptors by drag strip racing, would result in an increase in ambient noise 

measurements of up to 2.2 dB(A). Overall, the noise generated by the proposed Drag Strip would be 

similar to existing conditions, with exterior noise levels ranging from a low of 50.0 dB(A) to a high of 72.9 

dB(A). Off-site noise level increases at nearby sensitive receptors would be less than 3 dB(A) when above 

60 dB(A) exterior standards. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant. As such no mitigation 

required. 

The Draft EIR presents results of the predictive modeling process for the combination of drag strip racing 

and OHV trail ride area and notes that they would result in an increase in ambient noise measurements 

up to 2.2 dB(A). Overall, the noise generated by the proposed Drag Strip and OHV Trail Ride Area would 

be similar to existing conditions, with exterior noise levels ranging from 50.0 dB(A) to 72.9 dB(A). In 

addition, off-site noise level increases at nearby sensitive receptors would be less than 3 dB(A) when 

above 60 dB(A) exterior standards. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant. As such no 

mitigation required. 

The Draft EIR Table 4.10-12, provides the predicted Leq levels at nearby sensitive receptors that would be 

produced by OHV riding. As shown, OHV riding would result in an increase of up to 2.0 dB(A) in ambient 

noise measurements. Overall, the noise generated by the proposed OHV riding would be similar that 

generated under existing conditions, with exterior noise levels ranging from 50.1 to 72.9 dB(A). Off-site 
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noise-level increases at nearby sensitive receptors would be less than 3 dB(A) when above 60 dB(A) 

exterior standards. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant. As such, no mitigation required. 

Given the potential impacts are within the established threshold identified by the City, they are consistent 

with the General Plan Policies 1.1, 1.2, 2.1, 2.3, and 2.4 of the Noise Element.  

Response 17-2 

Section 4.9, Land Use, of the Draft EIR discusses land use issues related to the airport, including the Airport 

Land Use Plan (ALUP). As noted in the Draft EIR, the County of Santa Barbara ALUP was prepared by the 

Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC), under the authority of the Santa Barbara County Association of 

Governments (SBCAG). The ALUP was adopted in 1993 and is currently in the process of being updated. 

The purpose of the ALUP is to promote compatibility between Santa Barbara County airports and their 

surrounding land uses and to identify flight patterns and safety zones. 

The Draft EIR (see pages 4.9-31–32) discusses the fact the ALUC is in the process of updating the ALUP. As 

noted in the Draft EIR, the proposed Project would be incompatible with the Draft Airport Land Use 

Compatibility Plan (ALUCP). However, the Draft ALUCP has not yet been adopted; therefore, the proposed 

Project is not required to comply with the proposed safety zone requirements. 

Finally, the Draft EIR (see page 4.9-14) notes the ALUC provided advisory comments for the proposed 

Project and scope of the environmental review in relation to the adopted 1993 ALUP. As noted, the draft 

ALUCP update is currently in process. SBCAG anticipates the draft ALUCP will be adopted in late 2016. The 

draft ALUCP considers the State Aeronautics Act, each airport's Airport Layout Plan and Master Plan 

(where applicable) and guidelines within the California Airport Land Use Planning Handbook, published 

by the Caltrans Division of Aeronautics. Within 180 days after adoption of a ALUCP, State law requires 

each local agency affected by the plan must amend its General Plan as may be necessary to be consistent 

with the ALUCP or overrule the ALUCP by a two-thirds vote of its governing body. 

Response 17-3 

Section 4.2 of the Draft EIR evaluated impacts to air quality. As noted, most potential impacts would be 

mitigated to the furthest extent feasible. The proposed Project would be consistent with the 2013 CAP 

and would result in less than significant construction related air quality impacts. Stationary operational 

emissions generated by the proposed Project would fall below SBCAPCD thresholds and, as such, would 

result in less than significant impacts.  

However, impacts from vehicular travel to and from the proposed Project site would still remain 

significant and unavoidable. While the proposed Project would work to reduce emissions from vehicular 

Meridian Consultants 
054-003-13

Lompoc Motorsports Project Final EIR 
November 2016

2.0-267



2.0 Responses to Comments 

 

traffic and reduce vehicle miles traveled, emissions generated for a single day would remain above daily 

mass significance thresholds for NOx and VOC adopted by SBCAPCD. Regardless, impacts would be 

significant and unavoidable under those thresholds developed by SBCAPCD. 

The Draft EIR provides that information to decision makers of the impacts of the proposed Project on the 

environment. The City Council, as the lead agency, has the ability to override significant and unavoidable 

impacts based on the beneficial purpose of the proposed Project. As noted in the CEQA Guidelines, Section 

15093: 

(a) CEQA requires the decision-making agency to balance, as applicable, the economic, 

legal, social, technological, or other benefits, including region-wide or statewide 

environmental benefits, of a proposed project against its unavoidable environmental 

risks when determining whether to approve the project. If the specific economic, legal, 

social, technological, or other benefits, including region-wide or statewide 

environmental benefits, of a proposed project outweigh the unavoidable adverse 

environmental effects, the adverse environmental effects may be considered 

“acceptable.” 

(b) When the lead agency approves a project which will result in the occurrence of 

significant effects which are identified in the final EIR but are not avoided or 

substantially lessened, the agency shall state in writing the specific reasons to support 

its action based on the final EIR and/or other information in the record. The statement 

of overriding considerations shall be supported by substantial evidence in the record. 

(c) If an agency makes a statement of overriding considerations, the statement should be 

included in the record of the project approval and should be mentioned in the notice 

of determination. This statement does not substitute for, and shall be in addition to, 

findings required pursuant to Section 15091. 

If the Council certifies the final EIR and decides to approve the proposed Project, then prior to that 

approval the City Council would also need to adopt a Statement of Overriding Considerations noting the 

reasons the Council believes the benefits of the proposed Project outweigh the significant unmitigated 

impacts.  
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Letter No. 18:  Dale A. Lardy, July 25, 2016 

Response 18-1 

Please refer to Response 17-1. In addition, please refer to Topical Response 7, Noise for a discussion 

regarding consistency with the applicable policies mentioned in the City’s General Plan Noise Element.  

Response 18-2 

This comment, which expresses opposition to the proposed Project, is noted for the record and will be 

forwarded to the decision makers for review and consideration.  
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Letter No. 19:  Daniel J. Turocy, July 22, 2016 

Response 19-1 

This comment, which expresses opposition to the proposed Project, is noted for the record and will be 

forwarded to the decision makers for review and consideration.  

Response 19-2 

Section 4.10 of the Draft EIR evaluates noise impacts from both roadway noise (vehicles traveling to and 

from the site) and on-site noise from motorsports park events. Please see Response 13-1. In addition, 

please refer to Topical Response 7, Noise for a discussion regarding noise methodology.  

Response 19-3 

Section 15131, Economic and Social Effects, of the State CEQA Guidelines states that economic or social 

information may be included in an EIR or may be presented in whatever form the agency desires. 

Economic or social effects of a project shall not be treated as significant effects on the environment.  

The City has decided not to include an economic analysis of the proposed project in the EIR as there is no 

relation to potential physical changes to the environment resulting from any economic causes. Real estate 

prices are an economic factor and, therefore, are not analyzed in the Draft EIR. 

Response 19-4 

The proposed Project has been subject to substantial review and outreach. As noted in Section 1.0, 

Introduction (see pages 1.0-2–3) of the Draft EIR, as part of the process to determine the scope of topics 

and concerns to be discussed the City circulated, as required by CEQA, a Notice of Preparation (NOP) 

between December 1, 2015, and December 30, 2015, for the required 30-day review period. The NOP 

comment review period was extended through January 11, 2016, to provide additional time for public 

input. The purpose of the NOP was to solicit early comments from public agencies with expertise in 

subjects that would be discussed in this EIR. 

After the NOP period and as part of the required CEQA process (Section 15087 of the State CEQA 

Guidelines), the Draft EIR was released by the City for a public review period. A Notice of Availability (NOA) 

of this Draft EIR for review was provided with copies of the Draft EIR to the State Clearinghouse and 

regional and local public agencies. In addition, the NOA and Draft EIR were made available on the City of 

Lompoc’s website at http://www.cityoflompoc.com/comdev/Environmental-Open.htm. The EIR was 

circulated for a 52-day public review and comment period from June 24, 2016, ending on August 15, 2016. 
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Topics evaluated in this EIR have been identified based on the responses to the NOP and the review of 

the proposed Project by City staff. The City determined through that initial review process the impacts 

related to the following environmental topics are potentially significant and require an assessment in this 

EIR: 

 Aesthetics 

 Air Quality 

 Biological Resources 

 Cultural Resources 

 Geology and Soils 

 Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

 Hazards and Hazardous Materials 

 Hydrology and Water Quality 

 Land Use and Planning 

 Noise 

 Public Services 

 Recreation 

 Traffic and Transportation 

 Utilities and Service Systems 

The Draft EIR does not propose or favor any action on the proposed Project; it’s purpose is to inform 

decision makers of the potential impacts of the proposed Project if the Council were to decide to approve 

the application. As noted in the CEQA Guidelines, Section 15092, the City Council must abide by the 

following before taking any action to approve a project that is analyzed in and EIR: 

(a)  After considering the final EIR and in conjunction with making findings under Section 15091, the 

Council may decide whether or how to approve or carry out the project. 

(b)  The Council shall not decide to approve or carry out a project unless either: 

(1) The project, as approved, will not have a significant effect on the environment, or 

(2) The Council has: 

(A) Eliminated or substantially lessened all significant effects on the environment where feasible as 

shown in findings under Section 15091, and 

(B) Determined any remaining significant effects on the environment found to be unavoidable under 

Section 15091 are acceptable due to overriding concerns as described in Section 15093. 

Response 19-5 

This comment, which expresses opposition to the proposed Project, is noted for the record and will be 

forwarded to the decision makers for review and consideration.   
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Letter No. 20:  Rhys M. Evans, July 25, 2016 

Response 20-1 

This comment, which expresses opposition to the proposed Project, is noted for the record and will be 

forwarded to the decision makers for review and consideration. The issue raised by the commenter 

addresses the merits of the proposed Project and does not raise any issues with the environmental 

analysis provided in the Draft EIR. No further response is necessary.  

Response 20-2 

This comment addressing the organization of the letter is noted. 

Response 20-3 

In accordance with Section 15087 of the State CEQA Guidelines, the City has made the Draft EIR available 

for review and comment. The Guidelines note to make copies of EIRs available to the public, Lead Agencies 

should furnish copies of draft EIRs to public library systems serving the area involved. Copies are also 

available in offices of the Lead Agency. 

The City has posted the Draft EIR on its website and is available at the following link: 

http://www.cityoflompoc.com/comdev/Environmental-Open.htm 

In addition, the Draft EIR was available without downloading at City Hall, Economic Development—

Planning Division, 100 Civic Center Plaza, Lompoc, CA 93438-8001. 

Response 20-4 

Section 15124 of the State CEQA Guidelines provides the requirements for a project description in an EIR. 

The Draft EIR adheres to and addresses the requirements noted in the Guidelines. The proposed Project 

description is based on information provided to the City by the applicant. 

Information provided in the press or other media is not subject to any control by the City, and as such, 

may not represent the information accurately. 

The proposed Project’s operational characteristics are provided in Section 3.0, Project Description of the 

Draft EIR. The Draft EIR Tables 3.0-1, OHV Area Events and 3.0-2, Drag Strip Events provide a detailed 

description on the type of event, the number of participants/spectators, type of vehicles, and other 

relevant proposed Project information. 

Meridian Consultants 
054-003-13

Lompoc Motorsports Project Final EIR 
November 2016

2.0-278



2.0 Responses to Comments 

 

Response 20-5 

Section 4.9, Land Use, of the Draft EIR discusses the surrounding land uses. As such, the Draft EIR (see 

page 4.9-3) notes the nearest residential neighborhoods from the proposed Project site are La Purisima 

Highlands to the north, via SR-1, and River’s Edge Estates via West Central Avenue, each approximately 

0.65 miles away. Each neighborhood’s Land Use Designation is Low Density Residential and the zoning 

designation is Single-Family Residential 7,000 square feet (sf). 

In addition, the Draft EIR (see pages 4.9-3–9) provides information on land use designations and zoning in 

the proposed Project area. That information provides an understanding of the land uses, including 

residential uses, that may be of concern. 

The analysis in the Draft EIR varies from topic to topic as to what distance from the proposed Project site 

was required to analyze impacts. 

Response 20-6 

The CEQA Guidelines (see Section 15021) establish a duty for public agencies to avoid or minimize 

environmental damage where feasible (emphasis added). The City, in deciding to review a project, has 

latitude in determining what is or is not feasible. However, such decisions must be supported by 

substantial evidence in the record. 

The CEQA Guidelines (see Section 15002) further note one of the basic purposes of CEQA is to “Prevent 

significant, avoidable damage to the environment by requiring changes in projects through the use of 

alternatives or mitigation measures when the governmental agency finds the changes to be feasible.” 

Section 15005 of the State CEQA Guidelines addresses the use of terminology. The section states: 

The following words are used to indicate whether a particular subject in the Guidelines is 
mandatory, advisory, or permissive: 

(a) “Must” or “shall” identifies a mandatory element which all public agencies are required 
to follow. 

(b) “Should” identifies guidance provided by the Secretary for Resources based on policy 
considerations contained in CEQA, in the legislative history of the statute, or in federal 
court decisions which California courts can be expected to follow. Public agencies are 
advised to follow this guidance in the absence of compelling, countervailing 
considerations. 

(c) “May” identifies a permissive element which is left fully to the discretion of the public 
agencies involved. 
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This comment is noted for the record and will be forwarded to the decision makers for review and 

consideration.  

Response 20-7 

As discussed in Section 4.8 Hydrology of the Draft EIR, the proposed Project would not allow stormwater 

flow from the project site to the Santa Ynez River, and would provide for surface water to be collected at 

two proposed infiltration basins. In addition, the proposed Project would be required to develop and 

implement during construction a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) and employ Best 

Management Practices (BMPs) during construction and operation that would prevent soil erosion and 

discharge of pollutants. The proposed Project would be subject to reporting requirements by the agencies 

such as the Reginal Water Quality Control Board as well as a monitoring program to ensure that BMPs are 

implemented appropriately and are effective at controlling discharges of stormwater-related pollutants.  

Please refer to Response 16-4 and Topical Response 3, Hydrology regarding hydrology for additional 

information 

Response 20-8 

Please refer to Topical Response 4, Indirect Biological Resource Impacts regarding indirect biological 

resource impacts.  

The Draft EIR notes the proposed Project operations, including lighting, would be sporadic and temporary, 

and limited to specific events. Section 4.1 (see page 4.1-15) of the Draft EIR notes outdoor lighting would 

comply with Title 24, Part 6 of the California Code of Regulations, Energy Efficiency Standards for 

Nonresidential Buildings. All lighting shall conform to the standards set forth in the Lompoc Municipal 

Code. Lighting to illuminate event areas will be used during events, but shall be shielded and focused 

downward reducing direct light in the direction of open space and the Santa Ynez River. In addition to 

lights directed downward and away from off-site habitats, adjacent vegetation including Arroyo Willow 

Thicket (AWT) would provide a buffer for any potential glare/lighting impacts to off-site habitats along 

the river. 

As discussed in Section 4.3, Biological Resources, of the Draft EIR, indirect impacts from lighting could 

occur to various animal species on and near the site. The Draft EIR determined impacts from lighting would 

be less than significant. 
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Response 20-9 

The comment notes portable toilets will be used but does make any comment regarding environmental 

concerns with the use of such. The comment is noted. 

Response 20-10 

Approximately 7.1 acres of land on the proposed Project site has been previously designated for the 

replanting of vegetation and mitigation project from the Lompoc Airport Runway Expansion. That 

mitigation effort was an obligation of the City pursuant to Stream Alteration Agreement (SAA) No. 5-2001-

0252 with the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW).  

The Draft EIR provides a discussion of the mitigation site required as part of the Runway Extension Project 

in both Section 4.3 Biological Resources, and Section 4.9, Land Use. 

Please refer to Topical Response 6, Mitigation Area regarding the mitigation area. As discussed in Section 

4.9 of the Draft EIR, implementation of the proposed Project would preclude the City from implementing 

the required 7.1 acre mitigation area, and would therefore, result in a significant impact.  

If that replanting is still required, then the Draft EIR identifies the following mitigation measure to reduce 

those impacts: 

MM 4.9-7 The City shall identify an alternate site to implement the mitigation biological mitigation 

(7.1 acres) required under part of the Runway Expansion Mitigation Project pursuant to 

the Stream Alteration Agreement (SAA) No. 5-2001-0252 with the California Department 

of Fish and Wildlife. 

Implementation of existing regulations, standards, and Mitigation Measure MM 4.9-7 would reduce 

impacts associated with land use to a level of less than significant.  

Response 20-11 

The Draft EIR provides an evaluation of the methodologies used and potential impacts to biological 

resources in Section 4.3, Biological Resources. The information provided in the Draft EIR is based on 

previous regional and area biological studies including Habitat and Natural Resources Assessment for the 

Lompoc Motorsports Park prepared by BioResource Consultants Inc. (see Appendix 4.3), as well as 

information available from the CDFW, the California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB), California Native 

Plant Society Electronic Inventory (CNPS), and US Fish & Wildlife Service (USFWS). 
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Prior to implementing biological surveys, standard database searches were conducted and reports from 

previous surveys of the area were reviewed to obtain pertinent information regarding potential special-

status species, as well as sensitive natural communities that occur within the proposed Project vicinity.  

Information about documented special-status plant and animal species that occur within the proposed 

Project vicinity was obtained from the CNDDB1 the CNDDB search included the US Geological Survey 

(USGS) 7.5-minute quadrangles for Lompoc and surrounding area. Additional literature and databases 

referenced include: 

 CNPS’s Inventory of Rare and Endangered Plants of California containing species-specific habitat 

requirements for plant species; 

 USFWS database of designated Critical Habitat 

 The Jepson Manual: Vascular plants of California, 2nd ed.; 

 A Manual of California Vegetation, 2nd ed.; and 

 eBird website. 

A reconnaissance-level survey of the proposed Project site and surroundings was conducted by biologists. 

The objective of the field survey was to determine the likelihood of occurrence of any special-status plant 

or wildlife species based on the presence/absence of suitable habitat and other natural history elements 

that might predict their occurrence. Based on a review of the species likely to occur on site, no surveys 

for bats, owls or other nocturnal species were determined to be needed. No surveys were required for 

aquatic species as the site does not contain and aquatic habitat. While critical habitat for the southern 

California steelhead (Oncorhynchus mykiss irideus) is within and contained by the Santa Ynez River 

adjacent to the proposed Project site, there is no Critical habitat for the southern California steelhead on 

that site. As such, the proposed Project will not have any direct impacts on the southern California 

steelhead. 

Based on the proposed Project site conditions, it was determined by the biologist, those efforts were 

adequate to the complete the EIR. 

Subsequent to the completion of the Draft EIR, protocol surveys for the southwestern willow flycatcher 

(Empidonax trailii extimus) were conducted on May 20, June 3, June 10, June 27, and July 5, 2016, as noted 

in Topical Response 2, Biological Resources. In addition, surveys for the black-flowered figwort 

(Scrophularia atrata) in accordance with protocol requirements on July 26, 2016. No flycatcher or figwort 

were observed during the focused surveys. 

                                                                 
1  CNDDB (California Natural Diversity Database). 2016. Rarefind 5 [Internet]. California Department of Fish and Wildlife [v5] 
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As noted in Response 20-8, the Draft EIR considered impacts from lighting. 

Response 20-12 

See Response 20-11. 

Response 20-13 

As noted in Section 4.3, Biological Resources, of the Draft EIR, several special-status animal species are 

documented to occur in the vicinity of the proposed Project site. However, no special-status animal 

species were observed within the proposed Project site at the time of the survey. Four special-status 

wildlife species were determined to have a high likelihood and five special-status wildlife species were 

determined to have a medium likelihood of occurring within the proposed Project area. 

While the El Segundo blue butterfly (Euphilotes battoides allyni) may exist in the area, the Draft EIR notes 

(see Table 4.3-5, page 4.3-17) the potential for El Segundo blue butterfly to be present on site is low. That 

species requires coastal dune habitat and hostplant Eriogonum parvifolium, and no suitable habitat is 

present.  

Response 20-14 

While the vernal pool fairy shrimp (Branchinecta lynchi) may exist in the area, the Draft EIR notes (see 

Table 4.3-5, page 4.3-17) the potential for vernal pool fairy shrimp to be present on site is low, and the 

proposed Project site does not include vernal pool habitat. No records show evidence of that shrimp 

within the vicinity of the proposed Project. 

Response 20-15 

While the Vandenberg monkeyflower (Mimulus fremontii var. vandenbergensis) may exist in the area, the 

Draft EIR notes (see Table 4.3-5, page 4.3-12) the potential for Vandenberg monkeyflower to be present 

on site is low, and habitat is not present. The species occurs within chaparral and lower montane 

coniferous forest. CNDDB occurrences are not within 5 miles. 

Response 20-16 

While the western snowy plover (Charadrius alexandrinus nivosus) may exist in the area, the Draft EIR 

notes (see Draft EIR Table 4.3-5, page 4.3-18) the potential for western snowy plover to be present on site 

is low, and no habitat is present. The species requires barren to sparsely vegetated sand beaches, dry salt 

flats in lagoons, dredge spoils deposited on beach, or dune habitat. 
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Response 20-17 

Section 4.3, Biological Resources, of the Draft EIR notes the Santa Ynez River is a direct tributary to the 

Pacific Ocean and is considered non-wetland Waters of the United States; however, its streambed is 

within CDFW jurisdiction, and there is no federal jurisdiction. The river is considered critical habitat for 

the southern California steelhead (Oncorhynchus mykiss irideus); that habitat is located within and 

contained by the Santa Ynez River adjacent to the site (see Draft EIR page 4.3-35). 

There is no critical habitat for the southern California steelhead on site. As such, the proposed Project will 

not have any direct impacts on the southern California steelhead. Additionally, the proposed Project is 

designed so surface water runoff on site will be directed and contained in two infiltration basins one to 

the north of the drag strip and one extending along the south end of the drag strip. As such, all surface 

water runoff would be captured in those two areas with no runoff drainage into the Santa Ynez River 

As the proposed Project site does not impact directly or indirectly the river, there are no impacts to 

steelhead, there is no jurisdiction for the National Marine Fisheries Service. 

Response 20-18 

The Draft EIR (see page 4.3-27) identifies the Migratory Bird Treaty Act 16 (USC 703–712; Ch. 128; July 13, 

1918; 40 Stat. 755) as amended, Migratory Bird Act, and its purpose. Further, the Draft EIR provides 

reference to the full act in the footnote (no. 10) on the same page.  

It is not the purpose of an EIR to repeat the contents of each regulation but rather provide a summary for 

the reader. Should the reader desire more information, they can access the regulation as described in the 

footnote. 

Response 20-19 

See Response 20-17. 

Response 20-20 

As noted in the Draft EIR (see page 4.3-31), any project that impacts CDFW jurisdictional areas, including 

fills, vegetation removal, or bridging, requires a Section 1602 Streambed Alteration Agreement (SAA) from 

the CDFW.  

The Draft EIR (see Table 4.3-1) notes approximately 14.5 acres of the proposed Project site are within 

CDFW’s jurisdiction; therefore, the proposed Project is subject to an SAA. 
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In addition, the Draft EIR (see page 4.3-32) notes the California Fish and Game Code also prohibits the 

destruction of bird nests and eggs (Section 3503), and the “take” of birds of prey (Section 3503.5) and 

nongame birds (Section 3800). Disturbance that causes nest abandonment or loss of reproductive effort 

(killing or abandonment of eggs or young) is considered “take.” Such take would also violate federal law 

protecting migratory birds. 

Incidental take permits (i.e., Management Agreements) are required from the CDFW for projects that may 

result in the incidental take of species listed by the State of California as endangered, threatened, or 

candidate species.  

Response 20-21 

Please see Response 13-1 and Topical Response 7, Noise. 

Response 20-22 

This comment, which expresses opposition to the proposed Project, is noted for the record and will be 

forwarded to the decision makers for review and consideration. 
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Letter No. 21:  Sandrine Zanella, July 25, 2016 

Response 21-1 

Please refer to Topical Response 7, Noise. 

Response 21-2 

Please refer to the previous Response 13-1 regarding noise impacts and Topical Response 7, Noise. 

Response 21-3 

Section 15131, Economic and Social Effects, of the State CEQA Guidelines states economic or social 

information may be included in an EIR or may be presented in whatever form the agency desires. 

Economic or social effects of a project shall not be treated as significant effects on the environment.  

The City has decided not to include an economic analysis of the proposed Project in the EIR as there is no 

relation to potential physical changes to the environment resulting from any economic causes. Real estate 

prices are an economic factor and, therefore, are not analyzed in the Draft EIR. 

Response 21-4 

Please refer to Response 16-4 and Topical Response 3 regarding hydrology for additional information 

As discussed in Section 4.8 Hydrology of the Draft EIR, the proposed Project would not allow stormwater 

flow from the proposed Project site to the Santa Ynez River, and would provide for surface water to be 

collected at two proposed infiltration basins. In addition, the proposed Project would be required to 

develop and implement during construction a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) and 

employ Best Management Practices (BMPs) during construction and operation that would prevent soil 

erosion and discharge of pollutants. The proposed Project would be subject to reporting requirements by 

agencies such as the Reginal Water Quality Control Board as well as a monitoring program to ensure that 

BMPs are implemented appropriately and are effective at controlling discharges of stormwater-related 

pollutants.  

Response 21-5 

As noted in the Draft EIR, Section 3.0, Project Description, overnight self-contained RV parking would be 

available for weekend events. The number of spaces available to RVs would be limited, as would access 

to the site. No provision for RV hookups (water, sewer, electric) are proposed, so all RVS would be required 

to be self-contained. However, as a condition of approval, electricity would be provided to supply RVs 

onsite. 
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Section 15131, Economic and Social Effects, of the State CEQA Guidelines states economic or social 

information may be included in an EIR or may be presented in whatever form the agency desires. 

Economic or social effects of a project shall not be treated as significant effects on the environment. As 

such, the impact on nearby hotels is not an environmental impact; therefore, no further analysis or 

response is necessary. 

Response 21-6 

Please refer to Response 13-1 and Topical Response 7, Noise. 
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Letter No. 22:  Michael Anderson, July 26, 2016 

Response 22-1 

The Draft EIR provides a discussion of the potential impacts to air quality (Section 4.2), noise (Section 

4.10), and traffic (Section 4.13). Please refer to the Draft EIR for a discussion of those impacts. 

This comment, which expresses opposition to the proposed Project, is noted for the record and will be 

forwarded to the decision makers for review and consideration. 
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Letter No. 23:  Art and Sherri Hibbits, July 26, 2016 

Response 23-1 

Section 15131, Economic and Social Effects, of the State CEQA Guidelines states economic or social 

information may be included in an EIR or may be presented in whatever form the agency desires. 

Economic or social effects of a project shall not be treated as significant effects on the environment.  

The City has decided not to include an economic analysis of the proposed Project in the EIR as there is no 

relation to potential physical changes to the environment resulting from any economic causes.  

The proposed Project has been submitted by the Lompoc Valley Park and Pools Foundation and a portion 

of the proposed Project is being funded by the California Department of State Parks, OHMVR grant 

program (Agreement No. G12-03-73-D01). The grant provides for the completion of the environmental 

review process through CEQA for development of the OHV areas within the proposed Project (Phase 1) 

and construction of the OHV areas (Phase 2). 

Concerns about the cost of the facilities are beyond the scope of the Draft EIR. 

Response 23-2 

Please refer to Topical Response 7, Noise, and Response 13-1.  
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Letter No. 24:  Lauren Ranard, July 26, 2016 

Response 24-1 

Please refer to Response 17-1 and Topical Response 7, Noise. 

Response 24-2 

Please refer to Response 13-1. 

Response 24-3 

Section 15131, Economic and Social Effects, of the State CEQA Guidelines states economic or social 

information may be included in an EIR or may be presented in whatever form the agency desires. 

Economic or social effects of a project shall not be treated as significant effects on the environment.  

The City has decided not to include an economic analysis of the proposed Project in the EIR as there is no 

relation to potential physical changes to the environment resulting from any economic causes. Real estate 

prices are an economic factor and, therefore, are not analyzed in the Draft EIR. 
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Letter No. 25:  Mark Grober, July 27, 2016 

Response 25-1 

The Draft EIR provides a discussion of the potential impacts that could result from the implementation of 

the proposed Project and any suggested mitigation to reduce those impacts. Please refer to the Draft EIR 

for a discussion of those impacts and mitigation measures. 

This comment, which expresses opposition to the proposed Project, is noted for the record and will be 

forwarded to the decision makers for review and consideration. 

Response 25-2 

Please refer to Response 17-1 and Topical Response 7, Noise. 

Response 25-3 

Please refer to Response 17-2. 

Response 25-4 

Please refer to Response 13-1 and Topical Response 7, Noise. 
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Letter No. 26:  Christine Jeszeck, July 27, 2016 

Response 26-1 

This comment, which expresses opposition to the proposed Project, is noted for the record and will be 

forwarded to the decision makers for review and consideration.  

Response 26-2 

The Draft EIR evaluated potential impacts related to a number of topic including air quality, airport safety 

hazards, traffic, and noise. The methodologies used to evaluate the various topics are provided in the 

Draft EIR and it appendices. In addition, clarification has been provided for some topics in this Final EIR; 

the reader is directed to the various Topical Responses. 

The issue raised by the commenter addresses the merits of the proposed Project and does not raise any 

issues with the environmental analysis provided in the Draft EIR. No further response is necessary.  
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Letter No. 27:  Lawrence V. Serpa Jr., July 27, 2016 

Response 27-1 

The purpose of a Draft EIR is to provide information the public on the proposed Project, and potential 

impacts. Additionally, the review period is provided for the public and agencies to make comments on the 

adequacy of the Draft EIR. According to the State CEQA Guidelines, Section 15088, the lead agency shall 

evaluate comments on environmental issues received from persons who reviewed  draft EIR and shall 

prepare a written response, which shall describe the disposition of significant environmental issues raised 

(e.g., revisions to the proposed project to mitigate anticipated impacts or objections). The response to 

comments may take the form of a revision to the Draft EIR or may be a separate section in the Final EIR. 

Where the response to comments makes important changes in the information contained in the text of 

the Draft EIR, the Lead Agency should either revise the text in the body of the EIR, or include marginal 

notes showing the information is revised in the response to comments. 

This comment, which expresses opposition to the proposed Project, is noted for the record and will be 

forwarded to the decision makers for review and consideration.  

Response 27-2 

Please refer to Response 17-1 and Topical Response 7, Noise for a full discussion on consistency to the 

applicable policies contained within the City’s General Plan Noise Element. It was determined based on 

the increases being less than 3 dB(A), that noise during the operational phase would result in a less than 

significant impact. Based on the findings, the proposed Project would be consistent with Policies 1.1, 1.2, 

2.1, 2.3, and 2.4 of the Noise Element.  

Response 27-3 

Please refer to Response 17-2. 

Response 27-4 

Please refer to Response 17-3.   
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Letter No. 28:  Walter Fasold, July 29, 2016 

Response 28-1 

As discussed in the Draft EIR, Section 4.10, Noise, ambient noise is defined as the level of noise that is all 

encompassing within a given environment, being usually a composite of sounds from many and varied 

sources near to and far from the observer. No specific source is identified in the ambient environment. 

Ambient noise measurements were undertaken to establish existing noise levels at various locations in 

the proximity to the proposed Project site. The monitoring was conducted to collect data on ambient 

noise sources within the Project site, including road traffic and operation of the Lompoc Airport and 

Skydive Santa Barbara.  

Measurements were undertaken on Wednesday, February 17, 2016, during the AM peak hours (7:00 AM 

to 9:00 AM). Some measurements were outside of the AM peak hour as one meter was used throughout 

the measurements period to collect data. In addition, noise monitoring was coordinated with Skydive 

Santa Barbara on Wednesday, March 30, 2016, and measurements were collected with aircraft 

takeoff/landing and without aircraft takeoff/landing to categorize the existing ambient noise 

environment.  

It was determined interior noise levels would be below 45 dB(A) for residential, commercial, and industrial 

uses with the windows open and closed. Furthermore, due to the increase from ambient noise was less 

than 3 dB(A), that noise during the operational phase would result in a less than significant impact. 

Please refer to Topical Response 7, Noise, for a more detailed discussion regarding methodology related 

to noise.  

Response 28-2 

The proposed Project has been submitted by the Lompoc Valley Park and Pools Foundation and a portion 

of the proposed Project is being funded by the California Department of State Parks, OHMVR grant 

program (Agreement No. G12-03-73-D01). The grant provides for the completion of the environmental 

review process through CEQA for development of the OHV areas within the proposed Project (Phase 1) 

and construction of the OHV areas (Phase 2). 

Section 15131, Economic and Social Effects, of the State CEQA Guidelines states economic or social 

information may be included in an EIR or may be presented in whatever form the agency desires. 

Economic or social effects of a project shall not be treated as significant effects on the environment.  
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The City has decided not to include an economic analysis of the proposed Project in the EIR as there is no 

relation to potential physical changes to the environment resulting from any economic causes. Real estate 

prices are an economic factor and, therefore, are not analyzed in the Draft EIR. 

Response 28-3 

Please refer to Response 27-1. 

The issue raised by the commenter addresses the merits of the proposed Project and does not raise any 

issues with the environmental analysis provided in the Draft EIR. No further response is necessary.  
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Letter No. 29:  Anne Jimenez, August 3, 2016 

Response 29-1 

Section 4.9, Land Use, of the Draft EIR provides a discussion of the land use compatibility of the proposed 

Project. As discussed, the proposed Project is consistent with the appropriate land use designation and 

meets the City’s zoning requirements. According to the City’s General Plan Land Use designation the 

proposed Project is located within Community Facilities and zoned for Public Facility uses. Zoned Public 

Facility areas are currently located next to various residential communities within the City and border the 

Lompoc Airport; therefore, the proposed Project’s zone classification and location would be consistent 

with existing conditions. 

Please refer to Topical Response 5 regarding land use compatibility.  

Response 29-2 

Please refer to Response 14-1 and Topical Response 8 regarding Skydive Santa Barbara (SDSB).  

Response 29-3 

Section 4.2, Biological Resources, of the Draft EIR provides a discussion of impacts to plants and animals. 

In addition, please refer to Topical Response 4 regarding indirect biological impacts.  

As discussed, proposed Project operation, noise levels, vibration, dust and lighting impacts would be 

temporary, and limited to proposed Project events. Therefore, indirect impacts would be less than 

significant.  

Response 29-4 

Please refer to Response 13-1.  

Response 29-5 

As proposed, and detailed in the Project Description (Section 3.0), George Miller Drive would solely be 

used for smaller events and for emergency vehicles only during large events. A left- turn lane is provided 

on the SR 1 at George Miller Drive for vehicles that may need more time to turn. V Street would provide 

access for vehicles during larger events. The portion of V Street that would be used by the proposed 

Project is from Central Avenue to the proposed Project location. There are no neighborhoods or houses 

located along that section of V Street. 

Section 4.13 of the Draft EIR, discusses traffic and the resultant conditions with the proposed Project. The 

Draft EIR determined with the implementation of the proposed mitigation measures MM 4.13-1 and MM 
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4.13-2 and compliance with project design feature PDF 4.13-1, traffic impacts would be less than 

significant. 

Response 29-6 

Please refer to Topical Response 5 regarding land use compatibility.  

As discussed, the FAA approved the City’s proposed Airport Layout Plan (ALP) in 2011. The approved ALP 

does not include any improvements in the area where the proposed Project is to be located. Currently, 

the ALP is being updated to include additional improvements including the proposed Project, a sewer line 

running sub-surface, and a capital improvement plan to upgrade electrical features and rehabilitate the 

Airport’s north apron. In addition, the Lompoc Airport Master Plan Update does not include any future 

improvements within the proposed Project’s boundaries. Any revisions to the ALP are subject to review 

and approval by the FAA before the City can implement the proposed Project. 

Response 29-7 

Please refer to Topical Response 1 regarding airport safety.  

As discussed in the Draft EIR, Section 4.7, Hazards, the Lompoc Airport is expected a probability of about 

0.11 off-airport accidents per year for its current estimated activity level of approximately 30,000 annual 

operations.2 The proposed Project would have a negligible effect on airport accident risks because the 

proposed Project neither increases nor decreases the number of landings or takeoffs associated with the 

airport. 

In addition, the proposed Project falls under the jurisdiction of the Airport Land Use Plan (ALUP) which 

identifies the proposed Project is located within Zone II Safety Area 2 and Safety Area 3. The proposed 

Project is considered to be a compatible use for both areas. According to SBCAG’s review of the proposed 

Project, the motorsports park is not subject to additional review by the ALUC. 

As discussed in the Topical Response 1, Airport Safety and in Section 4.9, Land Use, of the Draft EIR, the 

expansion of V Street would penetrate the existing Approach/Departure Surface Area. However, the Draft 

EIR has identified mitigation (see MM 4.9-2) that will restrict access to vehicles that would be tall enough 

to penetrate the Approach/Departure Zone or requires the access elevation to be lower than currently 

proposed. 

The Draft EIR notes proposed Project operations, including lighting, would be sporadic and temporary, 

and limited to specific Project events. Section 4.1 (see page 4.1-15) of the Draft EIR notes outdoor lighting 

                                                                 
2  Heliplanners, Aviation Safety Analysis (March 2016). 
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would comply with Title 24, Part 6 of the California Code of Regulations, Energy Efficiency Standards for 

Nonresidential Buildings. All lighting shall conform to the standards set forth in the Lompoc Municipal 

Code. Lighting to illuminate event areas will be used during events, but shall be shielded and focused 

downward reducing direct light in the direction of open space and the Santa Ynez River. Lights would be 

meet FAA standards, and the fixed light towers would also have aircraft warning lights atop each pole. 

The proposed Project’s lighting would be cleared by the FAA; therefore, safety impacts related to lighting 

features would be less than significant. 

As discussed in the Draft EIR, the proposed Project site is currently in an area characterized by trees and 

shrubbery and does not pose as a suitable emergency landing option for aircrafts. Therefore, the proposed 

Project would not cause any significant impact to the emergency land area.  

Response 29-8 

Please refer to Response 29-7 above.  

Response 29-9 

Please refer to Response 13-1 and Topical Response 7, Noise. 

Response 29-10 

Please refer to Response 21-4 and Topical Response 3 regarding Hydrology.  

Response 29-11 

The comment is noted for the record and will be forwarded on to the appropriate decision makers. The 

issue raised by the commenter does not address any issues with the environmental analysis provided in 

the Draft EIR; therefore, no further response is necessary. 
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Letter No. 30:  John G. Norris, August 3, 2016 

Response 30-1 

Please refer to Response 14-1 and Topical Response 8 regarding Skydive Santa Barbara. 
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Letter No. 31:  Judith Alderman, August 4, 2016 

Response 31-1 

Please refer to Response 13-3 regarding alternate sites considered and Topical Response 5 regarding land 

use compatibility. Please refer to Response 14-1 and Topical Response8 regarding Skydive Santa Barbara.  

Response 31-2 

The issue raised by the commenter does not address any issues with the environmental analysis provided 

in the Draft EIR; therefore, no further response is necessary. 

Response 31-3 

As noted in Section 3.0, Project Description, of the Draft EIR, the proposed Project includes the 

opportunity for the re-establishment of riparian woodland and willow scrub habitat and the replacement 

of riparian trees and shrubs that had been removed for the Lompoc Airport Runway Expansion Project in 

2001. If still required to do so, then the proposed Project would be required to reestablish mitigation areas 

at a location suitable for the vegetation type identified in the SAA.  

Please refer to Topical Response 6 for additional information specific to the existing mitigation area and 

the City’s obligation to fulfill the SAA.  
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Letter No. 32:  Steve Castro, August 4, 2016 

Response 32-1 

Section 4.10, Noise, of the Draft EIR provides a detailed discussion related to noise impacts that could 

occur. In addition, the commenter is directed to Topical Response 7, Noise for additional information and 

clarification on methodologies used. 

The comment, which expresses opposition to the proposed Project, is noted for the record and will be 

forwarded to the decision makers for review and consideration.  

Response 32-2 

Please refer to Topical Response 7 for a full discussion regarding noise impacts.  

As discussed, the Off-Highway Motor Vehicle Recreation Act of 2003 establishes standards for regulating 

noise levels generated from the operation of motor vehicles. Specifically, OHVs manufactured on or after 

January 1, 1998, shall be limited to not more than 96 dB, and if manufactured prior to January 1, 1998, to 

not more than 101 dB, when measured from a distance of 20 inches. As the operators of the proposed 

motorsports park would be able to control the use of vehicles on the proposed Project site, it was assumed 

they would prohibit any vehicles retrofitted with after-mark mufflers and that did not meet manufacturers 

specifications. As such, it was determined noise during the operational phase would result in a less than 

significant impact.  

Response 32-3 

Please refer to Response 14-1 and Topical Response 8 regarding Skydive Santa Barbara. 

Response 32-4 

The comment, which expresses opposition to the proposed Project, is noted for the record and will be 

forwarded to the decision makers for review and consideration.  
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Letter No. 33:  Patty Darr, August 4, 2016 

Response 33-1 

This comment, which expresses opposition to the proposed Project, is noted for the record and will be 

forwarded to the decision makers for review and consideration.  

Response 33-2 

As stated in Section 3.0, Project Description of the Draft EIR, one of the proposed Project’s objectives is 

to reduce illegal riding in the Santa Ynez River bed and street racing. However, as with any illegal activities, 

one cannot fully preclude their occurrence.  

Section 4.11, Noise, of the Draft EIR provides an evaluation of the potential noise impacts. In addition, the 

commenter is directed to Response 13-1 and Topical Response 7, Noise. 

Response 33-3 

The issue raised by the commenter does not address any concerns with the environmental analysis 

provided in the Draft EIR and does not address the proposed Project; therefore, no further response is 

necessary. 
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Letter No. 34:  Molly Gerald, August 4, 2016 

Response 34-1 

This comment, which expresses opposition to the proposed Project, is noted for the record and will be 

forwarded to the decision makers for review and consideration.  
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Letter No. 35:  Lompoc Resident, August 4, 2016 

Response 35-1 

This comment, which expresses opposition to the proposed Project, is noted for the record and will be 

forwarded to the decision makers for review and consideration.  

Response 35-2 

As discussed in Section 4.10 of the Draft EIR, noise modeling was conducted to find the predicted event-

related sound levels at several representative locations throughout the adjacent area for three event 

scenarios: (1) Drag Strip Racing; (2) Drag Strip Racing and OHV Trail Ride Area; (3) and OHV Major Events. 

In addition, several measurements were conducted on the Project site on February 17, 2016, between 

10:47 AM and 11:18 AM. To quantify specific engine noise from the types of vehicles that would use the 

drag strip, controlled vehicle engine tests were conducted 

Please refer to Topical Response 7, Noise, for a more detailed discussion regarding methodology related 

to noise. As discussed, the highest increases occurred during the Drag Strip/OHV Trail Ride Area scenario, 

with exterior noise levels increased by 2.2 dB(A) at nearby sensitive receptors when compared to the 

existing noise levels. It was determined that based on the increase of less than 3 dB(A), that noise during 

the operational phase would result in a less than significant impact. 

Please see Response 13-1 and Topical Response 7, Noise. 

Response 35-3 

Section 4.14, Utilities, of the Draft EIR provides a discussion on the potential water supply. 

As stated in the Draft EIR, the City’s Water Division provides services for the production, treatment, and 

distribution of safe drinking water. The sole source of potable water within the City of Lompoc is derived 

from groundwater resources through the pumping of the Lompoc Groundwater Basin. 

As stated in, Section 3.0, Project Description, of the Draft EIR, the proposed Project would install 4-inch 

nonpotable water supply lines. The 4-inch lines would extend east–west across the northern and southern 

portions of the OHV area and along the Enduro Cross and Arena Cross areas. Additional 4-inch lines would 

extend north–south adjacent to the beginner’s track and oval track, and along the east and west portions 

of the mud bog and sand drag lanes. A 2-inch potable line would travel east–west along the southern 

portion of the OHV area, with another 2-inch potable line extending north to the oval track. In addition, a 

water well for nonpotable water needs may be drilled within the proposed Project site, at the sole 

discretion of the City, on property adjoining George Miller Drive and outside of the OHV area.  
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A new 10-inch fire hydrant water main with a shutoff valve would be tapped into the existing line located 

within George Miller Drive. New fire hydrants with shutoff valves would be located at the western end of 

the drag strip and in the OHV pit area. 

Surface water runoff would be directed to two infiltration basins extending on either side of the drag strip 

and return road. All surface water runoff would be captured in these two areas, with no runoff draining 

to the Santa Ynez River. 

Response 35-4 

Please refer to Topical Response 1, Airport Safety, and Topical Response 5, Land Use Compatibility specific 

to airport safety hazards.  

As noted in Section 4.9, Land Use, of the Draft EIR, the current land use plans associated with the Lompoc 

Airport do not identify a required distance between airports and recreational areas. However, they do 

identify specific Safety Zones and their allowable land uses. As discussed in the Draft EIR, the presently 

adopted ALUP identifies three safety areas around the Lompoc Airport: Safety Areas 1—Clear Zone, Safety 

Area 2—Approach Zone, and Safety Area 3—Airport Traffic Pattern Zone. The proposed Project lies within 

Safety Area 2 and Safety Area 3. The proposed Project is considered to be a compatible use for both areas. 

According to SBCAG’s review of the proposed Project, the motorsports park is not subject to additional 

review by the ALUC. 

The comment regarding insurance costs does not address any concerns with respect to the environmental 

analysis provided in the Draft EIR; therefore, no further response is necessary.  

Response 35-5 

Section 4.11.1, Fire Protection Services, of the Draft EIR details the existing Lompoc Fire Department (LFD) 

facilities and equipment. 

The LFD operates two fire stations with a combined total staff of 30: 29 budgeted suppression-qualified 

personnel and one administrative personnel with a minimum staffing of 9 on duty between the two 

stations. Station No. 1, which is also the administrative headquarters, is located at 115 South G Street and 

houses one fire engine, one ladder truck, one rescue/quick response Rescue squad, and one brush engine. 

Station No. 1 is located approximately 2.3 miles southeast of the proposed Project site. Station No. 2 is 

located at 1100 North D Street and houses one staffed fire engine and one reserve (unstaffed) fire engine. 

Station 2 is approximately 1.2 miles from the proposed Project site; therefore, that station would be the 

first responder as the response time would be less than 5 minutes from the time the alarm is received at 
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the station. The proposed Project site is located within the City’s 4-minute or less, 90 percent of the time, 

travel time performance objective. 

The proposed Project would produce an increase in demand for fire services during the events held on 

site. The increase in participants and spectators traveling to the site from different areas, locally and 

regionally, would increase the risk for potential fire and medical hazards on site. Fire and medical risks 

associated with the OHV and drag strip events would include vehicular damage and collisions. Those risks, 

combined with one or more off-site fires and/or car accidents, may impact the local responding units. 

As noted in Comment 11-55 from the Lompoc Valley Parks and Pool Foundation, the International Hot 

Rod Association (IHRA) requires a paramedic ambulance be on site for any racing to occur. In addition, a 

truck equipped with vehicle fire suppression equipment and trained staff must be on site. Motocross 

events would also require a paramedic ambulance on site.  

As discussed in the Draft EIR, the Applicant will coordinate with the Lompoc Fire Department to develop 

and implement an Incident Plan as required by MM 4.11-1. The Incident Plan will identify the number of 

fire department personnel to be provided, including fire suppression/emergency medical service (EMS), 

fire prevention (fire inspectors), emergency communications and supervisory personnel. In addition, the 

Plan would also identify fire suppression equipment, supplies, and other services to be provided by the 

site operator during future motorsports events, including the number of fire personnel and/or EMS 

personnel.  

Response 35-6 

As noted in Section 3.0, Project Description, of the Draft EIR, overnight self-contained RV parking would 

be available for weekend events. The number of spaces available to RVs would be limited, as would access 

to the proposed site. No provision for RV hookups (water, sewer, electric) are proposed; thus, all RVs 

would be required to be self-contained.  

Because the proposed Project is subject to a conditional use permit by the City, the City can impose 

additional restrictions on RV use. 

Response 35-7 

Section 4.3, Biological Resources, of the Draft EIR provides an evaluation of the impacts to wildlife. In 

addition, please refer to Topical Response 4 regarding indirect impacts to biological resources.  

As discussed, the proposed Project operation related noise levels, vibration, dust and lighting impacts 

would be temporary, and limited to proposed Project events. Therefore, indirect impacts would be less 

than significant. 
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Response 35-8 

As discussed in Section 4.7, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of the Draft EIR, information was gathered 

from the review of various hazardous materials databases and included a site-specific Phase 1 

Environmental Site Assessment (Appendix 4.7A of the Draft EIR). 

The proposed Project site has previously been used by a succession of businesses, including sand and 

gravel operations, an asphalt plant, a metal fabrications business, a roofing company, scrap metal 

processing, and contractor equipment yards. Currently, the proposed site’s condition is that of abandoned 

industrial uses and contains former building slabs, debris, dirt roads, and natural vegetation. 

The Draft EIR notes the proposed Project site is not designated as an “Irrigated Lands Regulatory Program 

Site,” a “Land Disposal Site,” “Cleanup Program Site,” or an “Oil and Gas Monitoring Site.” The proposed 

Project site is neither considered a leaking underground storage tank (LUST) cleanup site nor permitted 

as an underground storage tank facility. The proposed Project site does not contain any permitted 

operating or cleanup sites. There are several sites reporting to the USEPA for various activities related to 

hazardous waste and toxic materials in the general vicinity of the proposed Project site, but none currently 

within the proposed Project site itself. According to the California Department of Conservation, Division 

of Oil, Gas, and Geothermal Resources, no oil wells are located on the proposed Project site. 

Response 35-9 

The issue raised by the commenter does not address any concerns with the environmental analysis 

provided in the Draft EIR; therefore, no further response is necessary. 

Response 35-10 

As noted in Section 3.0, Project Description, of the Draft EIR, the proposed Project would construct a 

30-foot-wide road from the George Miller Drive entrance on the eastern end of the proposed Project site 

to connect with the new V Street access road on the western end of the proposed Project site.  

The George Miller Drive access point would be used for weekday access, private rentals for nonracing 

event access, and all emergency vehicle access to the proposed Project site. The existing paved entry 

roadway from George Miller Drive would be repaved with asphalt to a width of 30 feet to the bottom of 

the hill. 

The V Street access point would be used for weekends, holidays, and special event access. Additional new 

roads would provide circulation around Pit Area 1, through the OHV area, and along parking areas north 

of the drag strip. The proposed roadways are illustrated in Figure 3.0-7, Conceptual Roads, Fences, and 

Gates. Emergency vehicle access would be provided from the V Street and George Miller Drive entrances. 
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Roads would be either 25 or 30 feet wide, with all 30-foot sections providing two-way travel. Roadways 

would be constructed of 11 inches of recycled Class 2 base over 1 foot of compacted native soil (two-way 

traffic, one-way traffic, and emergency vehicle access) or 6 inches of Class 2 base and 12 inches of 

compacted native soil (one-way parking lot traffic). 

To provide weekend and holiday event access to the proposed Project site, the proposed Project would 

connect to the existing V Street and go north along the western perimeter of the airport property, along 

an existing quarry road. When completed, this 30-foot-wide access road would be a minimum of 10 feet 

below the existing airport runway grade and would carry two-way traffic. The newly aligned access road 

would be dual purpose, serving both the proposed Project site and the existing adjacent sand and gravel 

operation.  

An 80-foot fire truck turning area would be provided at the western end of the proposed Project site, near 

the pit area. A new 6-foot-high fence separating the access road from the airport would be installed more 

than 300 feet from the end of the runway. 

Response 35-11 

Section 4.10 of the Draft EIR evaluated noise impacts from both roadway noise (vehicles traveling to and 

from the site) and on-site noise from motorsports park events. Please see Response 13-1. In addition, 

please refer to Topical Response 7 for a discussion regarding noise impacts.  
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Letter No. 36:  Maria L. Baltierra, August 8, 2016 

Response 36-1 

This comment, which expresses opposition to the proposed Project, is noted for the record and will be 

forwarded to the decision makers for review and consideration.  
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Letter No. 37:  Jason Nasato, August 8, 2016 

Response 37-1 

This comment, which expresses opposition to the proposed Project, is noted for the record and will be 

forwarded to the decision makers for review and consideration.  

Response 37-2 

The issue raised by the commenter does not address any concerns with the environmental analysis 

provided in the Draft EIR; therefore, no further response is necessary. 

Response 37-3 

Please refer to Topical Response 7, Noise, regarding impacts to noise. The issue raised by the commenter 

does not address any concerns with the environmental analysis provided in the Draft EIR; therefore, no 

further response is necessary. 

Please refer to Response 13-1. 

Response 37-4 

The issue raised by the commenter does not address any concerns with the environmental analysis 

provided in the Draft EIR; therefore, no further response is necessary. 

Response 37-5 

The issue raised by the commenter does not address any concerns with the environmental analysis 

provided in the Draft EIR; therefore, no further response is necessary.  
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Letter No. 38:  Barry and Laurie Weaver, August 8, 2016 

Response 38-1 

Section 4.4 of the Draft EIR evaluated impacts to greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions and climate change.  

As stated in the Draft EIR, climate change is a change in the average climatic conditions on Earth that may 

be measured by changes in wind patterns, storms, precipitation, and temperature. Those changes are 

assessed using historical records of temperature changes that have occurred in the past, such as during 

previous ice ages. Many of the concerns regarding climate change use this data to extrapolate a level of 

statistical significance specifically focusing on temperature records from the last 150 years (the Industrial 

Age) that differ from previous climate changes in rate and magnitude. 

The United Nations Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) considered six alternative future 

GHG scenarios that would stabilize global temperatures and climate change impacts. The IPCC predicted 

that global mean temperature change from 1990 to 2100 for the six scenarios considered could range 

from 1.1 degrees Celsius (°C) to 6.4°C. Global average temperatures and sea levels are expected to rise 

under all scenarios. 

As shown in Table 4.3-10 of the Draft EIR, the operational GHG emissions for the proposed Project with 

project design features and mitigation measures would be 8,198.6 MTCO2e per year. That amount of GHG 

emissions is less than the 10,000 MTCO2e per year screening threshold for stationary land use projects 

proposed by the SBCAPCD. (Please note the proposed Project is not considered a stationary land use by 

the SBCAPCD, and the screening threshold has been used for analysis purposes only). The next threshold 

used for analysis purposes is to compare the SCAQMD’s draft service population target (3.0 MTCO2e per 

year per service population). 

As indicated in Table 4.3-4 of the Draft EIR, the proposed Project would result in 8,198.6 MTCO2e per year 

with project design features and mitigation measures. The maximum number of service persons during 

any one event scenario would be 2,700 persons. The proposed Project would result in 3.0 MTCO2e per 

year per service population, which is equivalent to the SCAQMD’s draft target. The proposed Project 

would be below the 10,000 MTCO2e per year screening threshold and would be equivalent to 3.0 MTCO2e 

per year per service population efficiency target. Impacts would be less than significant. 
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Letter No. 39:  Janet Belvins, August 10, 2016 

Response 39-1 

Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the Draft EIR evaluated impacts to air quality. 

Impacts associated with dust (PM10 and PM2.5) would be mitigated to less than significant. 

As discussed in the Draft EIR, the proposed Project particulate emissions would exceed the local 

significance thresholds for particulate matter (8 µg/m3). In accordance with Mitigation Measure 

MM 4.2-1, a Fugitive Dust Control Plan would be implemented that would require application of a water 

amendment with a minimum 84 percent control efficiency and would also require the V Street access 

road be paved. Mitigation Measure MM 4.3-2 would require limitations with respect to the operation of 

the OHV component of the proposed Project.  

Emission of VOC and NOx associated with the proposed Project would result from vehicle traffic, with the 

overwhelming majority of those emissions coming from passenger vehicles. The level of emissions 

generated for a single day would remain above the daily mass significance thresholds for NOx and VOC 

adopted by SBCAPCD. Impacts would be significant and unavoidable under these thresholds. 

The City Council would be required to adopt a Statement of Overriding Considerations with regard to this 

impact if the City Council decides to approve the proposed Project. 
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Letter No. 40:  Donald C. Edward, Systems Engineer, August 10, 2016 

Response 40-1 

The Draft EIR evaluated potential impacts related to noise, air quality, land use, aesthetics, traffic, etc., 

that may significantly affect the nearby residents and their quality of life. The Draft EIR’s impact analyses 

either resulted in less than significant impacts or devised mitigation measures to reduce impacts to a level 

of less than significant.  

Section 15131, Economic and Social Effects, of the State CEQA Guidelines states economic or social 

information may be included in an EIR or may be presented in whatever form the agency desires. 

Economic or social effects of a project shall not be treated as significant effects on the environment.  

The City has decided not to include an economic analysis of the proposed Project in the EIR as there is no 

relation to potential physical changes to the environment resulting from any economic causes. Real estate 

prices are an economic factor and, therefore, are not analyzed in the Draft EIR. 

Response 40-2 

Please refer to Response 17-1 and Topical Response 7, Noise, for a discussion of the methodology used 

and consistency to the applicable policies contained within the City’s General Plan Noise Element.  

As noted in Topical Response 7, Noise, real-time noise was collected and used in the noise analysis. As 

noted in Response 17-1, impacts from noise resulting from operation of the Motorsports Park would be 

less than significant. 

It was determined that based on an increases of less than 3 dB(A), noise during the operational phase 

would result in a less than significant impact. Based on the findings, the Project would be consistent with 

Policies 1.1, 1.2, 2.1, 2.3, and 2.4 of the Noise Element.  

Impacts associated with dust (PM10 and PM2.5) would be mitigated to less than significant. 

As discussed in the Draft EIR, the proposed Project particulate emissions would exceed the local 

significance thresholds for particulate matter (8 µg/m3). In accordance with Mitigation Measure 

MM 4.2-1, a Fugitive Dust Control Plan would be implemented that would require application of a water 

amendment with a minimum 84 percent control efficiency and would also require the V Street access 

road be paved. Mitigation Measure MM 4.3-2 would require limitations as to the operation of the OHV 

component of the proposed Project.  
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Emissions of VOC and NOx associated with the proposed Project would result from vehicle traffic, with 

the overwhelming majority of those emissions coming from passenger vehicles. The level of emissions 

generated for a single day would remain above the daily mass significance thresholds for NOx and VOC 

adopted by SBCAPCD. Impacts would be significant and unavoidable under these thresholds. 

The City Council would be required to adopt a Statement of Overriding Considerations with regard to this 

impact should the City Council decide to approve the proposed Project. 

Response 40-4 

As noted in the Draft EIR, Section 4.8, Hydrology, (see page 4.8-2), the Federal Emergency Management 

Agency (FEMA) defines a floodplain as the area of land adjacent to the water course that may be 

submerged by flood water during a 100-year storm. The City’s designated floodplain areas are shown on 

Figure 4.8-1, FEMA-Designated Floodplain Areas. The proposed Project site is currently located within 

FEMA’s 100-year floodplain area. 

The Draft EIR (see pages 4.8-20) states the proposed Project would include recreational amenities such as 

several Off Highway Vehicle (OHV) riding areas and a one-eighth-mile drag strip. However, as previously 

discussed, the proposed Project would include a stormwater drainage system that would allow water to 

be captured on site, and would not result in any localized flooding hazards. Impacts would be less than 

significant. 

Response 40-5 

As discussed in Section 4.10 of the Draft EIR (page 4.10-28), other stationary noise sources were evaluated 

by identifying noise levels from stationary sources such as noises from pedestrians and a public address 

(PA) system. Noise during those events is highly variable and dependent on the type and level of activity 

within the proposed Project site. The Draft EIR (page 4.10-28) notes from observations and measurements 

at similar facilities and events, the following assumptions were made: 

 PA systems can create higher sound levels than typical crowd reactions. PA noise (commentary, 

announcements, etc.) occurs far more often than crowd cheers. However, a typical motorsports 

park event would not likely use the PA system for more than just spoken content. As such, impacts 

from the PA system would be minimal and have been incorporated into the analysis.  

 Cheering is highly variable, depending on the particular moment-to-moment activity. 

Overall, those sources are part of the traffic and operation noise source and as such contribute to the 

overall noise emanating from the proposed Project. 
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As discussed in the Section 4.10 of the Draft EIR, the highest increases occurred during the Drag Strip/OHV 

Trail Ride Area scenario, with exterior noise levels increased by 2.2 dB(A) at nearby sensitive receptors 

when compared to the existing noise levels. It was determined that based on the increases being less than 

3 dB(A), that noise during the operational phase would result in a less than significant impact. 

Response 40-6 

Section 4.1, Aesthetics, of the Draft EIR provides a discussion of the impacts associated with lighting, 

including requirements with FAA requirements. 

Light intensity along the drag strip would be about 10 to 50 foot-candles (fc) and light intensity just beyond 

the drag strip would be about 1 to 10 fc. Light emitted beyond the proposed Project site’s boundaries 

would only reach a maximum of 0 to 1 fcs. As noted in the Draft EIR, Section 17.068.030 of the Lompoc 

Municipal Code requires a development plan for the proposed Project. As discussed, lighting would be 

provided in the OHV area for evening and nighttime activities via a portable system. Lights would be 

shielded and focused downward to meet FAA standards; the fixed light towers would also have aircraft 

warning lights atop each pole as required by Mitigation Measure 4.9-1. Security lighting would also be 

provided in the pit area, near the west end of the drag strip, in the grandstand area, in the OHV area east 

of the oval track, and in the central parking area. However, light emitted by on-site usage would not be 

substantially projected off the Project site and would be confined to the internal boundaries of the 

proposed Project. 

Response 40-7 

Section 4.13, Traffic and Circulation, of the Draft EIR provides an analysis of potential impacts related 

traffic. As noted, the following six study intersections were selected for analysis: 

 SR 1 / Purisma Road / Harris Grade Road 

 Central Avenue / V Street 

 Central Avenue / West Barton Avenue 

 Central Avenue / O Street 

 Central Avenue / L Street 

 Central Avenue / H Street 

The Draft EIR determined, during weekdays the study area intersections are forecast to continue to 

operate at the same LOS as existing conditions under Existing plus Project conditions. The Draft EIR 

determined ll of the six study area intersections for the weekend peak hour would continue to operate at 

LOS C or better under Existing plus Project conditions. Impacts would be less than significant.  
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Response 40-8 

Please refer to Response 14-1 and Topical Response 8 regarding Skydive Santa Barbara (SDSB).  

The proposed Project has been submitted by the Lompoc Valley Park and Pools Foundation and a portion 

of the proposed Project is being funded by the California Department of State Parks, OHMVR grant 

program (Agreement No. G12-03-73-D01). The grant provides for the completion of the environmental 

review process through CEQA for development of the OHV areas within the proposed Project (Phase 1) 

and construction of the OHV areas (Phase 2). 

Section 15131, Economic and Social Effects, of the State CEQA Guidelines states that economic or social 

information may be included in an EIR or may be presented in whatever form the agency desires. 

Economic or social effects of a project shall not be treated as significant effects on the environment. 

The City has decided not to include an economic analysis of the proposed Project in the EIR as there is no 

relation to potential physical changes to the environment resulting from any economic causes. Real estate 

prices are an economic factor and, therefore, are not analyzed in the Draft EIR. 

Response 40-9 

Please refer to Topical Response 1 regarding Airport safety and Topical Response 5, Land Use 

Compatibility.  

Response 40-10 

Please refer to Response 35- 4 and Topical Response 1 regarding Airport safety.  

Response 40-11 

Please refer to Response 13-1, Response 17-1 and Topical Response 7 for a full discussion on consistency 

to the applicable policies contained within the City’s General Plan Noise Element.  Please also see 

Response 40-8. 
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Letter No. 41:  Terry Hammons, August 10, 2016 

Response 41-1 

The Draft EIR notes proposed Project operations, including lighting, would be sporadic and temporary, 

and limited to specific Project events. Section 4.1 (see page 4.1-15) of the Draft EIR notes outdoor lighting 

would comply with Title 24, Part 6 of the California Code of Regulations, Energy Efficiency Standards for 

Nonresidential Buildings. All lighting shall conform to the standards set forth in the Lompoc Municipal 

Code. Lighting to illuminate event areas will be used during events, but shall be shielded and focused 

downward reducing direct light in the direction of open space and the Santa Ynez River. Lights would be 

meet FAA standards, and the fixed light towers would also have aircraft warning lights atop each pole. 

The proposed Project’s lighting would be cleared by the FAA; therefore, safety impacts related to lighting 

features would be less than significant.  

Response 41-2 

Section 15131, Economic and Social Effects, of the State CEQA Guidelines states that economic or social 

information may be included in an EIR or may be presented in whatever form the agency desires. 

Economic or social effects of a project shall not be treated as significant effects on the environment. 

The City has decided not to include an economic analysis of the proposed Project in the EIR as there is no 

relation to potential physical changes to the environment resulting from any economic causes. Real estate 

prices are an economic factor and, therefore, are not analyzed in the Draft EIR. 

According to CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.4(a)(5), if the lead agency determines a mitigation measure 

cannot be legally imposed, then the measure need not be proposed or analyzed. Instead, the EIR may 

simply reference that fact and briefly explain the reasons underlying the lead agency’s determination. If 

the City Council certifies the Final EIR and decides to move forward with the Project, then the City Council 

would need to adopt a Statement of Overriding Considerations noting the reasons the Council believes 

the benefits from the proposed Project outweigh the significant unmitigated impacts. 

Response 41-3 

Please refer to Response 41-2.  

Response 41-4 

Please refer to Topical Response 6 regarding the mitigation area. As discussed, any future mitigation site 

may be subject to review and approval by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) and 

would be subject to the conditions of SAA No. 5-2001-0252.  As stated in Comment Letter 2, CDFW will 
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make a final determination of the 1602 jurisdiction upon Project approval and receipt of notification for 

a Streambed Alteration Agreement (SAA).  

Response 41-5 

Please refer to Response 41-4 above.  

Response 41-6 

The proposed Project would be required to develop and implement a Storm Water Pollution Prevention 

Plan (SWPPP) with BMPs that would be employed to prevent soil erosion and discharge of other 

construction-related pollutants, as well as a monitoring program to ensure that BMPs are implemented 

appropriately and are effective at controlling discharges of stormwater-related pollutants. The Lompoc 

Municipal Code requires the submittal of an Erosion Sediment Control Plan and/or SWPPP with the 

submittal of a grading permit application. Compliance with these requirements would result in less than 

significant water quality impacts to the river. 

Please refer to Topical Response No. 3, Hydrology for additional water quality clarification.  

Response 41-7 

As discussed in Section 4.4 Cultural Resources of the Draft EIR, the City consulted with the Santa Ynez 

Chumash Reservation Elders Council in accordance with Assembly Bill 52. After consultation, the City 

agreed to contact the Santa Ynez Band prior to any initiation of ground disturbing activities and to allow 

tribal member(s) to monitor excavation and grading activities. Please refer to Mitigation Measures MM 

4.4-1 and MM 4.4-2 of the Draft EIR for a detailed description of the tribal members’ involvement during 

grading and ground disturbing activities.  

Response 41-8 

As discussed in Section 4.7, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of the Draft EIR, information was gathered 

from the review of various hazardous materials databases and included a site-specific Phase 1 

Environmental Site Assessment (Appendix 4.7A of the Draft EIR). Mitigation measure MM 4.7-1 has been 

identified to reduce potential impacts on undiscovered underground storage tanks (USTs). Impacts would 

be less than significant.  

Please refer to Response 41-6 regarding water quality.  
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Response 41-9 

The comment refers to water quality impacts and all identified regulations and proposed mitigation shall 

be applied prior to construction of the proposed Project. The comment is noted.  

Response 41-10 

Section 4.14, Utilities, of the Draft EIR provides a discussion on the potential water supply. 

As stated in the Draft EIR, the City’s Water Division provides services for the production, treatment, and 

distribution of safe drinking water. The sole source of potable water within the City of Lompoc is derived 

from groundwater resources through the pumping of the Lompoc Groundwater Basin. 

The proposed Project’s sources of water, water supply, and demand quantities is based predominantly on 

the City’s 2010 Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP), the City’s Groundwater Management Plan, and 

the City General Plan. The City’s UWMP contains the current and future availability of water resources 

within the City of Lompoc based on land uses. As discussed in the City’s 2010 UWMP, the commercial, 

institutional, and industrial sectors are projected to increase water demand approximately 146 acre-feet 

per year (afy) over the next 20 years (this is being updated in the 2015 Urban Water Management Plan).3 

The proposed Project’s 7.95 afy would account for approximately 5 percent of the increase in projected 

water demand in the commercial, institutional, and industrial sectors over the next 20 years. Therefore, 

the City has adequate water supplies to meet the demands of the proposed Project. 

Please refer to Topical Response No. 3, Hydrology for flooding impacts.  

Response 41-11 

This comment is noted for the record and will be forwarded to the decision makers for review and 

consideration. 

Response 41-12 

Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the Draft EIR, addresses potential emissions that could degrade air quality. 

Please refer to Response 13-1. 

  

                                                                 
3  The total projected 146 afy water demand increase includes the 137 afy increase from the commercial and institutional 

sector and the 9 afy increase industrial sector. 
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Response 41-13 

As discussed in Section 4.7, Hazards of the Draft EIR (see 4.7-18 and 4.7-19), a variety of State and federal 

laws govern the generation, treatment, and/or disposal of hazardous wastes. The City Fire Department 

and Santa Barbara County Department of Public Health, Hazardous Materials Division inspect on-site uses 

and enforce State and federal laws governing the storage, use, transport, and disposal of hazardous 

materials and wastes. Acting as the County’s designated CUPA, the County of Santa Barbara Fire 

Department Hazardous Materials Unit requires an annual inventory of hazardous materials in use on site, 

as well as an HMBP, be submitted for an annual review, as required by the Emergency Planning and Right-

to-Know Act and the California Accidental Release Prevention Program. Those requirements would be 

mandated according to State and federal law. Compliance with those regulatory measures during 

operation of the proposed Project would not result in a significant impact to the exposure of hazardous 

materials. Impacts would be less than significant. 

Response 41-14 

As discussed in t Section 4.7, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of the Draft EIR, information was gathered 

from the review of various hazardous materials databases and included a site-specific Phase 1 

Environmental Site Assessment (Appendix 4.7A of the Draft EIR). Mitigation measure 4.7-1 was identified 

to reduce potentially significant impacts from unknown USTs.  

The comment is noted and will be forwarded on to the decision makers.  

Response 41-15 

Please refer to Response 41-6.  

Response 41-16 

Please refer to Response 41-1. 

Response 41-17 

Any construction would be subject to building permits to be issued by the City. The conditions identified 

in any permits would apply. The comment is noted and will be forwarded on to the decision makers. 

Response 41-18 

The Draft EIR identifies a number of mitigation measures. If the City adopts the mitigation measures, then 

the City would be responsible for assuring the measures are completed as required by the CEQA 

Guidelines Section 15097 as noted below: 
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 In order to ensure that the mitigation measures and project revisions identified in the EIR or negative 

declaration are implemented, the public agency shall adopt a program for monitoring or reporting on 

the revisions which it has required in the project and the measures it has imposed to mitigate or avoid 

significant environmental effects. A public agency may delegate reporting or monitoring 

responsibilities to another public agency or to a private entity which accepts the delegation; however, 

until mitigation measures have been completed the lead agency remains responsible for ensuring that 

implementation of the mitigation measures occurs in accordance with the program. 

The public agency may choose whether its program will monitor mitigation, report on mitigation, or both. 

“Reporting” generally consists of a written compliance review that is presented to the decision making 

body or authorized staff person. A report may be required at various stages during project implementation 

or upon completion of the mitigation measure. 

Response 41-19 

Please refer to Response 41-2 and Response 41-18. 

Response 41-20 

As discussed, the relocation of the sky diving drop zone is subject to FAA review and approval; if approved, 

then it would comply with FAA regulation for Parachute Landing Areas (PLA). 

Please refer to Response 14-1. 

Response 41-21 

As discussed in Section 4.3 of the Draft EIR, the proposed Project would not directly or indirectly impact 

the active Santa Ynez river channel.  While critical habitat for the southern California steelhead 

(Oncorhynchus mykiss irideus) is within and contained by the Santa Ynez River adjacent to the Project site; 

there is no Critical habitat for the southern California steelhead on site. As such, the proposed Project will 

not have any direct impacts on the southern California steelhead. 

Based on the site conditions, it was determined by the biologist, these efforts were adequate to the 

complete the EIR. Accordingly, the proposed Project would not conflict with any adopted habitat 

conservation plans.  

Response 41-22 

Section 4.10 of the Draft EIR evaluates noise impacts from both roadway noise (vehicles traveling to and 

from the site) and on-site noise from motorsports park events. Please see Response 13-1. In addition, 

please refer to Topical Response 7, Noise for a discussion regarding noise methodology and consistency 

with the City’s General Plan policies. 
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Response 41-23 

Please refer to Response 41-22. 

Response 41-24 

The Draft EIR provides analysis of potential impacts to police and fire services (see Section 4.11).  

No further response is necessary because no issues related to the adequacy of the environmental impact 

analysis in the Draft EIR were raised. 

Response 41-25 

Please refer to Response 43-8. 

Response 41-26 

No further response is necessary because no issues related to the adequacy of the environmental impact 

analysis in the Draft EIR were raised. 

Response 41-27 

Please refer to Response 41-8. 

Response 41-28 

Please refer to Response 41-25. 

Response 41-29 

Please refer to Response 41-25. 

Response 41-30 

To clarify, sidewalks are located on the southern portion of Central Avenue. As discussed under Impact 

4.13-1 in Section 4.13 of the Draft EIR for Site Access and Circulation, there is adequate viewing access 

and gaps for vehicles during the weekday to safely enter and leave the proposed Project site via George 

Millar Drive. Additionally, for larger weekend events, which would utilize V Street, Mitigation Measure 

4.13-2 would be implemented in order to provide safer access for pedestrians and vehicles entering and 

leaving the site. Accordingly, impacts would be less than significant. 

Response 41-31 

Please refer to Response 41-10. 
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Response 41-32 

As discussed in Section 4.14 Utilities and Service Systems of the Draft EIR, restrooms will be provided by 

portable toilets. All wastewater will be collected on site from restrooms and concessions and trucked off 

site for disposal at approved disposal facilities. Most likely, wastewater would be transported and treated 

at the City-owned Lompoc Regional Wastewater Reclamation Plant (LRWRP), which provides primary, 

secondary, and tertiary treatment for wastewater. The LRWRP meets the requirements set forth by the 

RWQCB and no upgrades or changes would result from the proposed Project. 

Response 41-33 

Please refer to Response 41-18.  The City will implement the MMRP in order to ensure the enforceability 

of the adopted mitigation measures.  

Response 41-34 

The Draft EIR provides a discussion of the potential impacts to noise (Section 4.10), traffic (Section 4.13), 

hazards (Section 4.7), hydrology (Section 4.8), land use (Section 4.9), and the Topical Response No. 3, 

Hydrology. Please refer to the Draft EIR for a discussion of these impacts. 

Please refer to Response 41-18 for enforceability of mitigation.   

The commenter addresses opposition to the proposed Project and does not raise any issues with the 

environmental analysis provided in the Draft EIR. 
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Letter No. 42:  Robert and Eileen Wyckoff, August 10, 2016 

Response 42-1 

In 2001, the City completed an expansion of Runway 7/25 (Runway Expansion Project) to the west, and 

resulted in the removal nearby vegetation to accommodate air traffic operations. As a result of the 

Runway Expansion Project, a mitigation area was established off-site area south of the Santa Ynez River, 

just due north of the western extent of Runway 7/25 and is approximately 7.1 acres in area set aside as 

mitigation to offset the loss of riparian woodlands and scrub communities and the replanting that would 

need to be removed as a result of the Runway Expansion Project. The Runway Expansion Project was 

completed with funding from FAA. 

When airport owners or sponsors, planning agencies, or other organizations accept funds from FAA-

administered airport financial assistance programs, they must agree to certain obligations (or assurances). 

Those obligations require the recipients to maintain and operate their facilities safely and efficiently and 

in accordance with specified conditions. The assurances may be attached to the application or the grant 

for Federal assistance and become part of the final grant offer or in restrictive covenants to property 

deeds. The duration of those obligations depends on the type of recipient, the useful life of the facility 

being developed, and other conditions stipulated in the assurances. The terms, conditions and assurances 

of the subject grant agreement shall remain in full force and effect throughout the useful life of the 

facilities developed or equipment acquired for an airport development or noise compatibility program 

project, or throughout the useful life of the project items installed within a facility under a noise 

compatibility program project, but in any event not to exceed twenty (20) years after the date of 

acceptance of a grant offer of Federal funds for the project. However, there shall be no limit on the 

duration of the assurances regarding Exclusive Rights and Airport Revenue so long as the airport is used 

as an airport. There shall be no limit on the duration of the terms, conditions, and assurances with respect 

to real property acquired with federal funds. 

The Runway Extension Project has a 20-year assurance period. 

The proposed Project has been submitted by the Lompoc Valley Park and Pools Foundation and a portion 

of the proposed Project is being funded by the California Department of State Parks, OHMVR grant 

program (Agreement No. G12-03-73-D01). The grant provides for the completion of the environmental 

review process through CEQA for development of the OHV areas within the proposed Project (Phase 1) 

and construction of the OHV areas (Phase 2). 

As noted in Section 4.3, Biological Resources, of the Draft EIR, implementation of the proposed Project 

would result in the loss of 14.5 acres of arroyo willow thicket due to grading excavation. That acreage 
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includes 0.5 acres of arroyo willow thicket that currently exists within the Runway Expansion Project 

mitigation area that has been previously designated on site; however, as noted above, the mitigation for 

the Runway Expansion Project was not successful. Loss of the arroyo willow thicket habitat is considered 

a significant impact. 

The Draft EIR identifies the following mitigation measure to reduce impacts related to the biological 

resources: 

MM 4.3-1 To offset impacts to arroyo willow thicket on site (14.5 acres), off-site mitigation will be 

implemented at a 5 to 1 ratio for a total of 72.5 acres (14.5 acres of impacted arroyo 

willow thicket at a 5 to 1 ratio equals 72.5 acres). This acreage includes 0.5 acre of arroyo 

willow thicket that currently exists within the Runway Expansion Project mitigation area 

that has been previously designated on site; however, as noted, the mitigation for the 

Runway Expansion Project was not successful so no credit is given for that mitigation.  

 Mitigation may be conducted adjacent to the Project in remaining arroyo willow thickets, 

and/or at appropriate off-site City-owned properties. Should off-site locations be 

considered, they should have similar habitat conditions, including, elevation, topography, 

soil conditions, moisture regimes, vegetation composition, percent cover and proximity 

to the Santa Ynez River.  

 Mitigation shall be provided for through the development of a Restoration and Mitigation 

Plan (Plan). The Plan will compare the performance of the mitigation area against the 

recommended performance criteria to identify any shortcomings or problems in the 

mitigation area. The Plan will include methods for evaluation of plant establishment, 

vigor, and health, and for evaluating the percent cover by native and non-native plant 

species. In addition, the Plan will include specific details on a planting palette invasive 

species removal and methods for planting and irrigation. The following is a preliminary 

conceptual planting palette and schedule of success criteria. The planting palette and 

success criteria may change and will be adapted to site specific conditions when a final 

off-site mitigation area is selected. The Plan should provide for quarterly monitoring visits 

during the first year, biannual visits during the second and third years, and annual visits 

during the fourth and fifth years.  

 The Project Plan will be developed in consultation with City of Lompoc and submitted to 

the CDFW for review and concurrence at least 30 days prior to beginning construction. 

According to the CEQA Guidelines Section 15131 Economic and Social Effects state that economic or social 

information may be included in an EIR or may be presented in whatever form the agency desires. 

Economic or social effects of a project shall not be treated as significant effects on the environment. 
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2.0 Responses to Comments 

 

The City has decided not to include an economic analysis of the proposed Project in the EIR as there is no 

relation to potential physical changes to the environment resulting from any economic causes. Real estate 

prices are an economic factor and, therefore, are not analyzed in the Draft EIR.  

Response 42-2 

Please refer to Response 14-1 and Topical Response 8 regarding Skydive Santa Barbara. 

Response 42-3 

Section 4.10, Noise, of the Draft EIR provides a discussion of the potential impacts. In addition, please 

refer to Topical Response 7. 

Response 42-4 

See Response 35-10. 

Response 42-5 

See Response 40-6. 

Response 42-6 

The purpose of the Airport Master Plan is to identify future airport needs and improvements. The FAA 

approved the City’s proposed Airport Layout Plan (ALP) in 2011. The approved ALP does not include any 

improvements in the area where the proposed Project is to be located. Currently, the ALP is being updated 

to include additional improvements including the proposed Project, a sewer line running sub-surface, and 

a capital improvement plan to upgrade electrical features and rehabilitate the Airport’s north apron. In 

addition, the Lompoc Airport Master Plan Update does not include any future improvements within the 

proposed Project’s boundaries. Any revisions to the ALP are subject to review and approval by the FAA 

before the City can implement the proposed Project. 
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718 St. Andrews Way

Lompoc, CA 93436

August 12, 2016 RECEIVED

Lucile Breese, AICP,

Planning Manager A[JG ] 2

City or Lompoc

100 Civic Center Plaza

Lompoc, ca 93436 Planning Division

Dear Staff:

Re: Lompoc Motorsports Project Draft Environmental Impact Report

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Draft EIR for the Lompoc City

Motorsports facility which is proposed adjacent to the Santa Ynez River.

Aesthetics:

The draft EIR assumes the park will be built by professional contractors who will be

selected by a city bidding process. However, the Parks Foundation claim they will build

the park with volunteer labor. The draft EIR should include a detailed building plan to

assure the facility will be built to code by a properly vetted construction company. The

public has only seen a very rough site plan.

Biological resources:

Past projects proposed for the riverbed area have listed several agencies which must

weigh in regarding the river bed riparian area. In recent years, the CA Department of

Fish and Wildlife has been actively monitoring the Santa Ynez River riparian area and

they need to provide their analysis both of the biological resources but also the history of

illegal activities in the riverbed which have already degraded this fragile biological area.

The DEIR does not seem thorough in its analysis of this environmentally sensitive

habitat.

Geology and Sands

Longtime residents can remember flooding along the Santa Ynez River. This park is sited

in the flood plain and if there were a flood in this area, the chemicals stored at and

embedded in the soil from the vehicles at this park could cause widespread

contamination. This needs more study.

Air Quality

The DEIR cites a Class 1 impact for Air Quality but the study was not adequate. The

races at this facility will include a practice called 'burn out' where the racers are allowed

to spin their tires for 20-30 seconds before racing, causing the tires to heat and smoke,

2.0 Responses to Comments
Letter No. 43

43-1

43-2
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causing toxic participate matter to be released into the atmosphere. Please see below for
a description found online:

Drivers wear particulate masks/filtered helmets. Particulate matter from tires back in the
50fs didn't even contain many ofthe chemicals we now use to produce tires (PCBs,

dichlorobenzene, trichlorobenzene, tetrachlorobenzene, hexachlorobenzene,

chlorophenol, and dichlorophenol, which are all highly toxic compounds and are all

either proven or suspected to be carcinogenic. How about gasoline, alcohol and other

fuels used to improve engine performance? It contains stuff like benzene, toluene,

naphthalene, trimethylbenzene, methyltert-butyl ether and about ten other chemicals.

An analysis of this activity must be added to the study in the DEIR.

Also, the DEIR does not mention Odor impacts from the project. Anyone who has

attended motosports activities will tell you there are odors emanating from the car

engines and tires at these races.

Greenhouse Gas Emissions:

All projects need to adhere to County and State standards. The City ofLompoc has not

established a GHG emissions policy so the DEIR should include the County standards

and examine the project in light ofthese recently adopted policies.

Land use and Planning:

The DEIR does not include a section on Quality of Life impacts. Many communities now

include this discussion in environmental reviews. This project will directly negatively

impact the residents ofmore than 3000 homes within a 1 mile radius. The DEIR needs to

examine the Quality of Life issues, such as response to noise, odor, and other negative

impacts.

Noise:

The Noise Study is inadequate. Besides the racing cars, you will have the noise from the

'burn out' before each race and well as the revving ofthe engines ofthe cars in the 30

pits. The noise study was done with four cars which were parked behind berms, per

observers ofthe study.

Most facilities of this nature have sounds registering over 105 dB. Noise travels in the

Valley due to its topography and bowl-like conditions and noise should be measured in

these various conditions.

The Noise study needs to include times when fog and/or wind are present, day and night.

2.0 Responses to Comments
Letter No. 43
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The noise study did not consider PA system or sounds from concerts and other activities
that are planned for this facility.

Transportation and traffic

The DEIR needs more input from Caltrans who control the access road from H St. just

south ofthe bridge. The DEIR needs to show how the access road offH St. will be

designed to prevent traffic buildup on the bridge and north on H. St.

Public Services

The DEIR claims that traffic will be mitigated by an RV park. This park needs to be

included in this EIR or it will need its own environmental review. It is unusual for a

project with its own environmental issues to be considered as 'mitigation9.

Lighting

All studies of noise/light need to be done during both daylight and night time situations.

The DEIR does not study the impacts ofthe lighting on the airport runway.

Agriculture:

The DEIR is inadequate in its consideration ofthe impacts to adjacent farms.

Chemicals/particulate matter could spread to the farmland to the west ofthis facility but«

this was not studied thoroughly. The farmers are already negatively impacts by illegal

activity in the riverbed both to the east and west ofthe proposed project.

Population and Housing

The DEIR must study how the housing tracts, such as Providence Landing; Mesa Oaks;

Purisima Highlands; Summit View, the Meadows, Glen Ellen and others within a 5 mile

radius will be impacted by traffic, noise, lights, and odors caused by this project.

Alternative Sites: This section of the DEIR is inadequate. Specific sites should have

been further studied.

I look forward to having these concerns addressed in the Final EIR.

Mary Ellen Brooks

Resident

2.0 Responses to Comments
Letter No. 43
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2.0 Responses to Comments 

 

Letter No. 43:  Mary Ellen Brooks, August 12, 2016 

Response 43-1 

Section 3.0, Project Description, of the Draft EIR provides a discussion of the proposed Project and 

diagrams of the proposed facilities. Any construction would be subject to building permits to be issued by 

the City. Regardless of whether contractors or volunteers did the work, the conditions identified in any 

permits would apply. 

Response 43-2 

As stated in Section 4.3 Biological Resources of the Draft EIR, the proposed Project site is located within 

the Santa Ynez River streambed. The streambed is located within California Department of Fish and 

Wildlife (CDFW) jurisdiction. As stated in Comment Letter 2, CDFW will make a final determination of the 

1602 jurisdiction upon Project approval and receipt of notification for a Streambed Alteration Agreement 

(SAA).  

Also, please refer to Topical Response 2 regarding biological resources. 

Response 43-3 

Please refer to Response 21-4.  

Response 43-4 

Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the Draft EIR discusses potential air quality impacts from the operation of the 

proposed Project. 

As discussed on page 4.2-26, a potentially significant public health standard would occur if the Hazard 

Index is more than 1.0 for non-cancer risk. For non-carcinogenic effects, the hazard index totaled less than 

one (8.5E-02 and 6.4E-02) for both the toxic 1 hour and 8-hour exposure scenarios. Therefore, non-

carcinogenic hazards would be below the Hazard Index of more than 1.0 for non-cancer risk. Non-

carcinogenic impacts would be less than significant. 

The Draft EIR (see page 4.2-27) notes the closest sensitive receptors include residential development 

located approximately 0.3 miles to the southeast of the proposed Project site (residential area), 

approximately 0.4 miles to the south (hotel), approximately 0.4 miles to the northeast (La Purisima 

Highlands), and the Lompoc Airport approximately 50 feet to the south. As shown in Draft EIR Table 4.2-

7 and Table 4.2-8, criteria pollutants would not exceed SBCAPCD thresholds. Furthermore, the proposed 

Project would not expose sensitive populations to toxic air contaminants which exceed State or SBCAPCD 

thresholds. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant. 
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2.0 Responses to Comments 

 

Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the Draft EIR discusses odor on page 4.2-28. 

Response 43-5 

 Section 4.6, Greenhouse Gas Emission, of the Draft EIR provides a discussion of potential GHG emissions 

and impacts. 

As noted on page 4.6-14, the City has not developed or adopted GHG significance thresholds. The City 

does not currently have an applicable plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the 

emissions of GHGs.  

In April 2015, the SBCAPCD adopted thresholds of significance for GHG emissions for stationary sources. 

The thresholds of significance adopted for GHG emissions are applicable to new or modified stationary 

sources. Stationary source projects include land uses with processes and equipment that require a 

SBCAPCD permit to operate, such as oil and gas facilities, landfills, and facilities with large combustion 

devices. Please note the adopted GHG thresholds previously identified were not designed to be applicable 

to land use development projects/plans (i.e., commercial and residential development projects).  

The performance standard identified in the 2014 Updated Scoping Plan recommends a 15 percent 

reduction from business-as-usual (BAU) by 2020. That document is the most current reference which 

quantifies statewide GHG emissions and the percentage reduction required by AB 32 mandates to meet 

GHG reduction goals. As indicated in the 2014 Updated Scoping Plan, CARB encourages local governments 

and air districts to meet the 15 percent reduction below today’s levels by 2020 to ensure their municipal 

and community-wide emissions match the State’s reduction target. That threshold will not be applied in 

light of the California Supreme Court Decision found at 62 Cal.4th204, filed November 30, 2015, which 

requires examination of the data behind the BAU reduction. 

The proposed Project would result in a potentially significant impact if it would: 

 Exceed the 10,000 MTCO2e per year screening threshold;  

 Show non-compliance with an approved GHG emission reduction plan or GHG mitigation program 

which avoids or substantially reduces GHG emissions (sources subject to the AB 32 Cap- and- Trade 

requirements pursuant to Title 17, Article 5 (California Cap on Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Market-

based Compliance Mechanisms); or 

 Meet South Coast Air Quality Management District draft framework efficiency target for 2035: 

3.0 MTCO2e per year per service population (defined to include participants/spectators/pit pass 

holders plus workers) 
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2.0 Responses to Comments 

 

Response 43-6 

“Quality of life” is not a threshold identified specifically by the City for evaluation by itself. 

The Draft EIR evaluated potential impacts related to aesthetics (see Section 4.1), air quality (see Section 

4.2), land use, (see Section 4.9), noise (see Section 4.10), traffic (see Section 4.13) and others that may 

affect the nearby residents and their quality of life.  

Response 43-7 

Section 4.10, Noise, of the Draft EIR provides a discussion of the potential impacts. In addition, please 

refer to Topical Response 7, Noise. Furthermore, refer to Appendix 4.10 of the Draft EIR for noise analysis 

during the fall, winter, spring, and summer seasons. 

Please refer to Response 40-4 regarding PA systems. 

Response 43-8 

As discussed in Section 3.0, Project Description, of the Draft EIR, the proposed Project would construct a 

30-foot-wide road from the George Miller Drive entrance on the eastern end of the proposed Project site 

to connect with the new V Street access road on the western end of the proposed Project site. The George 

Miller Drive access point would be used for weekday access, private rentals for nonracing event access, 

and all emergency vehicle access to the proposed Project site. The V Street access point would be used 

for weekends, holidays, and special event access. 

The Draft EIR notes that State Route 1 – H Street is located east of the proposed Project site, is a north-

south California state highway. SR 1 is classified as a Major Arterial by the City, is named H Street within 

the City, and contains four lanes adjacent to the proposed Project site. H Street also includes a center left-

turn lane north and south of Central Avenue. SR 1 extends north of Lompoc and connects to Vandenberg 

Village, Vandenberg Air Force Base, and the Santa Maria–Orcutt area. The posted speed limit is 45 miles 

per hour (MPH) north of George Miller Drive and 35 MPH south of George Miller Drive. The posted speed 

limit is 35 MPH north and south of Central Avenue. 

While there are no direct impacts to H Street, the Draft EIR identifies the following mitigation that would 

affect H street: 
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2.0 Responses to Comments 

 

MM 4.13-1 The proposed Project shall contribute its fair share contribution to the City’s improvement 

plan for the Central Avenue/H Street intersection prior to the issuance of building 

permits. The City identified improvements for the Central Avenue/H Street intersection, 

including the installation of dual left-turn lanes on the northbound and southbound 

approaches to the intersection. 

The Draft EIR notes the City has been collecting fees from individual developments located in the study 

area to fund the implementation of the improvement at the Central Avenue/H Street intersection. The 

City’s planned improvement at that intersection is to install dual left-turn lanes on the northbound and 

southbound approaches. Improvements would result in a LOS C under Cumulative plus Project conditions 

during the weekday PM peak hour. 

Cumulative impacts would be less than significant with mitigation and the proposed Project would not be 

considered cumulatively considerable.  

Mitigation Measure MM 4.13-2 would require the applicant develop a traffic control plan to lessen this 

potential impact of queuing into the proposed Project site to less than significant. Compliance with 

existing regulations, PDF 4.13-1, and implementation of the Mitigation Measures MM 4.13-1 and MM 

4.13-2, would reduce potential proposed Project and cumulative transportation and traffic impacts to a 

less than significant level.  

Response 43-9 

The Draft EIR includes analysis of the entire proposed Project as described in Section 3.0, Project 

Description. 

As noted in the Draft EIR, Section 3.0, overnight self-contained RV parking would be available for weekend 

events. The number of spaces available to RVs would be limited, as would access to the proposed Project 

site. No provision for RV hookups (water, sewer, electric) are proposed, so all RVS would be required to 

be self-contained. Because the proposed Project is subject to a conditional use permit by the City, the City 

can impose additional restrictions on RV use. 

With the exception of certain air quality impacts associated with vehicle trips to and from the site, all 

impacts are either less than significant or can be mitigated to less than significant. 

Response 43-10 

Please refer to Response 40-5. 
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2.0 Responses to Comments 

 

Response 43-11 

As discussed in Section 6.0, Effects Not Found to Be Significant, of the Draft EIR, the proposed Project does 

not border any lands zoned for Agriculture. Therefore, due to the distance from the nearest agricultural 

resources, the proposed Project would not significantly affect agricultural resources or operations.  

Section 4.9, Land Use, address concerns related to land use compatibility. A Fugitive Dust Control Plan 

would be required as part of the proposed Project to reduce any potential impacts related to particulate 

matter.  

Response 43-12 

The Draft EIR evaluated potential impacts related to aesthetics (see Section 4.1), air quality (see Section 

4.2), land use, (see Section 4.9), noise (see Section 4.10), traffic (see Section 4.13) and others that may 

affect the nearby residents. 

Response 43-13 

See Response 13-3. 
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Breese, Lucille

From: Dianne Burns [forensicsdb@gmail.com]
Sent: Friday, August 12, 2016 10:15 AM

To: Breese, Lucille; Dianne Burns; dianne.burns; Dorothy Vriend; Breese Lucille
Subject: Lompoc Motorsports Project Draft EIR

Dear Ms. Breese:

After reading the 500+ page Draft EIR, I have the following comments to submit. Some capitalizations are mine
for emphasis and are not part ofthe draft EIR text.

In general, I am alarmed by the multitude ofnegative environmental impacts this proposed project would
generate.

In particular:

Per the EIR (2.0-5):".. .this draft concludes that the proposed Project implementation would result in a

SIGNIFICANT and UNAVOIDABLE daily mobile VOCs and NOx emissions during the operation ofthe

proposed Project and cumulative contribution ofVOCs and NOx emissions to the air quality within the South

Central Coast Air Basin(SCCAB).M Significant and unavoidable are the key terms above. Per the EIR, this

pollution issue is unable to be mitigated.

Per the EIR (2.0-9): "Ofthe alternatives considered in this section, the No Project/No Development Alternative

is environmentally superior to the other alternatives, because this alternative would avoid the significant and

unavoidable impacts identified for the proposed Project"

We are in a severe drought ofunknown length. Saving water is crucial for all ofus and the city has to lead by

example. This projects will WASTE water, literally pouring thousands of gallons into the dirt. This is evident

per Mitigation Measure MM 4.2.1 (page 4.2-29): Per the Dust Control Plan, "All ground surfaces with OHV

activities (i.e.motor cycles, ATV!s) shall be watered by an amended water agent to achieve minimum control

efficiency of 84 percent." The EIR does not stipulate how much water dust control would require per day. 100

gallons? 10,000 gallons? Who will pay for this water?

Per page 4.2-31, "In the event the restriction of the number ofOHV vehicles, the number ofOHV races per

hour, and the length ofOHV events are determined to be infeasible with implementation ofMM 4.4-2 then

localized emission impacts would be considered ADVERSE, SIGNIFICANT, AND UNAVOIDABLE."

What entity will enforce MM 4.2-2? At what cost?

RE: Sections 4.2 (Air Quality) and 4.10 (noise): These two vital EIR issues do not address the PREVAILING

WINDS in Lompoc. Almost daily, Lompoc enjoys an afternoon Southeast wind. Sometimes it is quite

strong.Because the project is located in the Northeast edge ofthe city, the prevailing winds will blow air

pollution, particulate matter, and noise generated by the internal combustion engines over the populated areas of

our city. Why was our prevailing wind direction not accounted for in the EIR? I could not find how our wind

direction would impact the EIRfs noise and air quality data.

Drag Strip Events (pages 3.0-30 and table 3.0-2): RE: speciality races - This table describes ten speciality drag

race events per year, each 2 days in length, each day permitting 16 hours of drag race time at 25 races per hour.

Per the math, that's EIGHT THOUSAND individual drag races in a 20 day window alone. The same

mathematics applied to the Division finals weekends (50 hours at 25 races per hour) adds another 1250 races.

2.0 Responses to Comments
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But, what's especially alarming, per page 3.0-30, "The Divisiion Finals Weekend, Specialty Drag Racing

Weekend, and speciality Drag Race Events would be permitted to have OPEN EXHAUST AND OPEN

HEADER classes." No mufflers; no headers. I strongly object to this proposal.

Per the EIR, one ofthe proposed purposes of the Project is to 'save lives." How will this project save lives? How

many lives will be saved? Where is the data? In my opinion, this is a spurious contention. Per the LA Times

(Aug 11, 2016, page Bl) more than 200 Southern Californians die prematurely each year from polluted air

(source is data from scientists at New York University and American Thoracic Society).Why approve a project
that has all the ingredients to exacerbate additional air pollution deaths in our town?

The EIR says building the project will create the loss of critical habitat for a variety of nesting birds, animals,

and plants. MM4.3-1 (page 4.3-42) addresses this issue by having Motorsport proponents restore 72.5 acres and

maintaining the acreage over a five year period to ensure species survival. Once the project is completed, what

motivation is there to ensure the survival of the new growth? Who will enforce this criteria and at what cost?

Who will pay for the water to ensure growth of the various species?

Tables 3.0-1 and 3.0-2: Who decided these hours of operation? 9am to 10 pm seven days per week once the

lights are in? I strongly object to these hours of operation. No one needs to drag race that often. At the very
least, one day of rest please: no racing on Sundays!

Thank you, Ms. Breese, for this opportunity to express my concerns over the EIR and the proposed project.

Very Sincerely,

Dianne Burns

Lompoc resident

RECEIVED

AUG 1 2 2016

Planning Division
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Breese, Lucille

From: Dianne Burns [forensicsdb@gmail.com]

Sent: Friday, August 12, 2016 11:44 AM

To: Breese, Lucille

Subject: Lompoc Motorsport Project Draft EIR.

Dear Ms Breese -

In section 4.2 /4.10 of my previous email to you, I incorrectly identified the location of the Project as being on

the "Northeast edge of town." The correct location is the Northwest edge of town. This correction is significant

in regard to pollution generated by the Project and wind direction.

Dianne Burns

Lompoc resident

RECEIVED

AUG 1 2 2016

Planning Division

2.0 Responses to Comments
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2.0 Responses to Comments 

 

Letter No. 44:  Dianne Burns, August 12, 2016 

Response 44-1 

See Response 40-3. 

Response 44-2 

The comment notes the Draft EIR discusses several alternatives to the proposed Project but raises no 

comments. 

Response 44-3 

Section 3.0, Project Description, of the Draft EIR notes the proposed Project would install 4-inch 

nonpotable water supply lines. The 4-inch lines would extend east to west across the northern and 

southern portions of the OHV area and along the Enduro Cross and Arena Cross areas, as shown in Figure 

3.0-10. Additional 4-inch lines would extend north to south adjacent to the beginner’s track and oval track, 

and along the east and west portions of the mud bog and sand drag lanes/Motorcross. A 2-inch potable 

line would travel east to west along the southern portion of the OHV area, with another 2-inch potable 

line extending north to the oval track. In addition, a water well may be drilled within the proposed Project 

site, at the sole discretion of the City, on property adjoining George Miller Drive and outside of the OHV 

area for nonpotable water needs. 

As discussed in Section 4.14, Utilities, of the Draft EIR, nonpotable water from the on-site well would be 

used to control dust. Water consumption for dust watering was estimated assuming watering for 15 

minutes every hour, and using the construction watering amount of 0.89 acre-feet/acre of water. The 

total area of the proposed Project that would need to be watered for dust control is approximately 11.77 

acres which includes the OHV area comprised of the beginner’s track, the oval track, the Enduro Cross and 

trials area, the Arena Cross area, and the motocross/mud bog and sand drag lanes. As shown in the Draft 

EIR Table 4.14.1-9, the proposed Project is estimated to have a yearly water demand for nonpotable water 

of approximately 252,000 gallons or 0.77 acre-feet. 

Any connection to City water would require a water meter, and the operator of the site would pay for all 

metered water. 

Response 44-4 

The Draft EIR identifies a number of mitigation measures. If the City adopts the mitigation measures, then 

the City would be responsible for assuring the measures are completed as required by the CEQA 

Guidelines Section 15097 as noted below: 
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 In order to ensure that the mitigation measures and project revisions identified in the EIR or negative 

declaration are implemented, the public agency shall adopt a program for monitoring or reporting on 

the revisions which it has required in the project and the measures it has imposed to mitigate or avoid 

significant environmental effects. A public agency may delegate reporting or monitoring 

responsibilities to another public agency or to a private entity which accepts the delegation; however, 

until mitigation measures have been completed the lead agency remains responsible for ensuring that 

implementation of the mitigation measures occurs in accordance with the program. 

 The public agency may choose whether its program will monitor mitigation, report on mitigation, or 

both. “Reporting” generally consists of a written compliance review that is presented to the decision 

making body or authorized staff person. A report may be required at various stages during project 

implementation or upon completion of the mitigation measure. 

Response 44-5 

Atmospheric conditions to the degree relevant, are utilized in air quality and noise modeling. 

Response 44-6 

The comment notes the potential for the number of events at the drag strip if the proposed Project is 

approved but provides no comment on environmental issues. The comment also expresses opposition to 

the proposed Project and is noted. 

Response 44-7 

As stated in Section 3.0, Project Description of the Draft EIR, one of the proposed Project objectives is to 

reduce illegal riding in the Santa Ynez River bed and street racing. However, as with any illegal activities, 

one cannot fully preclude their potential.  

Impacts associated with air quality are detailed in Section 4.2, Air Quality of the Draft EIR. 

Response 44-8 

See Response 44-4.  

Response 44-9 

The hours of operation listed in the Project Description of the Draft EIR are those proposed by the 

applicant. If the City decides to approve the proposed Project, then it can modify the hours and set forth 

any other conditions beyond mitigation measures with which the proposed Project must comply. 
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Breese, Lucille

From:

Sent:

To:

Cc:

Subject:

WFasold@aol.com

Friday, August 12, 2016 6:31 PM

Breese, Lucille

WFasold@aol.com

Public Comment on Motorsports Park - EIR

I reviewed the EIR regarding the proposed Motorsports Park and see serious concerns which relate to the validity of data
collected and the conclusions of this EIR. I will address one of these concerns which is the impact on noise to the
surrounding area which impacts homeowners (both inside and outside city limits) and developers of land closest to the
proposed park location.

There are fundamental flaws in noise level readings and chosen locations of those readings, assumptions made and
stated impacts to noise levels in the surrounding region as follows:

1,. The study has used a baseline existing noise level which in no way represents or measures the impact to surrounding
homes and neighborhoods. Measuring the noise level at a busy intersection is not relevant to the impact that would affect
these areas. Independent actual existing noise level readings taken at various locations in Mesa Oaks and The Bluffs
shows actual existing noise level that are far lower that the EIR model indicates.

2. EIR assumes that people keep their doors and windows shut and therefore the noise impact is not an issue. Anyone
living in this area knows that assumption is totally invalid in this immediate area where people regularly have doors and
window open to ventilate and cool their homes.

3. The noise level readings for various vehicles that would operate at the proposed park are totally out of league with
established norms. The data collected appears to measure noise of engines operating under no load which can be many

orders of magnitude lower than actual event conditions (operating under load). This is not valid data and these noise level
readings need to be redone under load (operating conditions).

I find it inexcusable that whomever hired the consultant that performs the work and summarized it in the EIR
is either very inept or is deliberately deceiving not only the public but also regulators with grossly inaccurate test
assumptions, data and incompetent conclusions.

The EIR should be rejected for the reasons stated above and a demand be made to produce a factual and valid EIR.

Reject the EIR and do it over.

Walt Fasold

2845 Lewis Drive

Lompoc, CA 93436

RECEIVED

AUG 1 2 2016

Planning Division
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2.0 Responses to Comments 

 

Letter No. 45:  Walt Fasold, August 12, 2016 

Response 45-1 

This comment, which expresses opposition to the proposed Project, is noted for the record and will be 

forwarded to the decision makers for review and consideration.  

Response 45-2 

Section 4.10, Noise, of the Draft EIR provides a discussion of the potential impacts. In addition, please 

refer to Topical Response 7, Noise. 

Response 45-3 

The issue raised by the commenter addresses the merits of the proposed Project and does not raise any 

issues with the environmental analysis provided in the Draft EIR. No further response is necessary.  

Response 45-4 

This comment, which expresses opposition to the proposed Project, is noted for the record and will be 

forwarded to the decision makers for review and consideration.  
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io August 2016 RECEIVED

City of Lompoc ^ 2 g

Economic Development- Planning Division

100 Civic Center Plaza

Lompoc, ca 93436 Planning Division

Attention: Lucille Breese, AICP, Planning Manager

Subject: Merdian Lompoc Motorsports Park Draft EIR (SCH No. 2015121005) dated

June 2016

Dear Ms. Breese:

I have reviewed the reference DEIR for the Lompoc Motorsports Park, including all

of its phases/alternatives and have found it incompatible with and a violation to the

City of Lompoc 2030 General Plan, the Airport Plan, facilitating upside risks to the

area's population and negatively impacts existing businesses that contribute to our

local economy located near the proposed Motorsports Park site. Additionally, the

noise studies included in the DEIR are inadequate and inaccurate in their

conclusions. Therefore, the Motorsports Park project at this current site should be

abandoned immediately.

Basis for abandoning this project are based upon the following:

1. Lompoc 2030 General Plan Conservation and Open Space Element

includes polices to improve air quality in the Lompoc Valley, minimize

emissions from vehicles, reduce Greenhouse Gas emissions, and minimize

per capita consumption of nonrenewable energy sources within the City.

-This project contributes to degrading air quality and increases

emissions from all the activities associated with this project

-Increases GHG emissions

-Increases per capita consumption of nonrenewable energy resources

2. The 2030 General Plan also outlines that it shall ensure that the biologically

significant habitats; including but not limited to those within and adjacent to

the Burton Mesa Preserve, the Santa Ynez River, are to be preserved, as

defined in project-specific mitigation measures and that the City shall protect

as open space, the Santa Ynez River and its tributaries, which serve as flood

channels, wildlife habitats which are critical links in the Lompoc Valley's

water supply and components of the City's unique urban form. The DEIR

outlines the negative and irreversible impacts to the environment both

wildlife, including endangered species and fauna
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3. Lompoc Airport Master Plan and the Motorsports Park Project

-This project is inconsistent with uses allowed by the Airport Plan. As

outlined in the DEIR, the glare of the lights required for nighttime events at the

Motorsports Park could be a hazard to pilots flying in by impairing their vision

therefore possible causing a catastrophic incident.

4. Undo Risk to Local Population and the Motorsports Park Project

-Per the DEIR, a risk associated with fire hazard incumbent in the

Motorsports Park. The DEIR outlines that the Lompoc Fire Department

would be responsible for responding to hazardous chemicals and fire

hazards. Our Lompoc Fire Department is under resourced to cover existing

responsibilities and there is presently any specific plan to mitigate this issue.

5. Economic Impact and the Motorsports Park Project

-This project has a negative economic impact it does not facilitate economic

growth. The DEIR is inaccurate in their assumptions. This project may cause

the loss of jobs, eliminate an existing revenue (sales tax, TOT) stream into the

City by negatively impacting an existing businesses. Additionally, the

adjacent neighborhoods as well as one's in the development process could

result in either reduced property values and/or slow sales (or fewer) of the

new homes within the two projects at the "Y" as potential owners begin to

learn of noise issue with this project.

6. Noise and the DEIR Findings

-The data presented with the DEIR as it relates to noise is inadequate and the

summary of its impact is flawed. The sites chosen to collect noise samples are

not representative of the neighborhood areas most closely impacted by the

proposed Motorsports Project. The limited collection of data, confined to a

single day during a very narrow period of environmental conditions is too

small of a sample size to accurately reflect noise levels and their impact to

the surrounding community.

In conclusion, based upon the City of Lompoc's own 2030 General Plan, the negative

impact of this project the course of action is abandon it immediately.

rimo#iy JlHarrington

1305 N. H St, Suite A PMB216

Lompoc, CA 93436
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2.0 Responses to Comments 

 

Letter No. 46:  Timothy Harrington, August 12, 2016 

Response 46-1 

Section 4.9, Land Use, of the Draft EIR provides a discussion of the land use impacts of the proposed 

Project and its compatibility with the City’s General Plan and ALUP. 

Section 4.10, Noise, provides analysis of noise impacts and Topical Response 7, Noise provides additional 

information on consistency with the City’s General Plan policies. 

This comment, which expresses opposition to the proposed Project, is noted for the record and will be 

forwarded to the decision makers for review and consideration.  

Response 46-2 

The commenter notes the Draft EIR addresses impacts associated with air quality impacts, greenhouse 

gas emissions and non-renewable energy resources. However, the comment provides no further 

comment regarding the analysis in the Draft EIR. The comment is noted. 

Response 46-3 

The commenter notes the Draft EIR addresses impacts associated with biological resource and consistency 

with the General Plan. However, the comment provides no further comment regarding the analysis in the 

Draft EIR. The comment is noted. 

Response 46-4 

Section 4.9, Land Use, of the Draft EIR provides a discussion of the land use impacts of the proposed 

Project and its compatibility with the City’s General Plan and ALUP. 

Please see Response 40-6 regarding lighting.  

Response 46-5 

Please see Response 35-5. 

Response 46-6 

Section 15131, Economic and Social Effects, of the State CEQA Guidelines states economic or social 

information may be included in an EIR or may be presented in whatever form the agency desires. 

Economic or social effects of a project shall not be treated as significant effects on the environment. 
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2.0 Responses to Comments 

 

The City has decided not to include an economic analysis of the proposed Project in the EIR as there is no 

relation to potential physical changes to the environment resulting from any economic causes. 

Response 46-7 

Section 4.10, Noise, of the Draft EIR provides an analysis of impacts from noise. Also, Topical Response 7, 

Noise, provides additional information regarding noise methodology and consistency with the General 

Plan’s policies 

Response 46-8 

This comment, which expresses opposition to the proposed Project, is noted for the record and will be 

forwarded to the decision makers for review and consideration.  
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8 August 2016

RECEIVED
City of Lompoc

Economic Development—Planning Division

100 Civic Center Plaza AUG ' 2 2016
Lompoc, CA 93438-8001

Attention: Lucille Breese, AICP, Planning Manager

Subject: Lompoc Motorsports Project Draft EIR (DEIR)

Reference: Meridian Lompoc Motorsports Park Draft Environmental Impact Report (SCH

No. 2015121005) dated June 2016

Dear Ms. Breese,

I reviewed the referenced DEIR for the Motorsports Park, including all of its

phases/alternatives, and have found it incompatible with and a violation to the city of

Lompoc 2030 General Plan, the Airport Plan, putting undue risks to the population and

negative impacts ongoing businesses located near the proposed Motorsports Park site. In

addition the noise studies included in the DEIR are inadequate and its conclusions are

inaccurate. As such, the Motorsports Park should be immediately abandoned.

Lompoc 2030 General plan and the proposed Motorsports Park

The City of Lompoc 2030 General Plan Conservation and Open Space Element includes

policies to improve air quality in the Lompoc Valley, minimize emissions from vehicles,

reduce GHG emissions, and minimize per capita consumption of nonrenewable energy

resources within the City.

• The motorsports park degrades air quality and increases emissions from

the racing vehicles (all types) and the vehicles attending events

• The motorsports park increases GHG emissions

• The Motorsports Park increases per capita consumption ofnonrenewable

energy resources.

•r

In addition, city of Lompoc 2030 General Plan also outlines that it shall ensure that the

biologically significant habitats, including but not limited to those within and adjacent to

the Burton Mesa, the Santa Ynez River,... are preserved, as defined in project-specific

mitigation measures; It further states that The City shall protect, as open space, the Santa

Ynez River and its tributaries, which serve as flood channels, wildlife habitats, critical links

in Lompoc's water supply, and components of the City's unique urban form.

• The DEIR outlines the negative and irreversible impacts to the environment

both wildlife, including endangered species, as well as fauna

(ortc)
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• The proposed Motorsports park and all of its alternatives destroys open space

Lompoc Airport Master Plan and the proposed Motor sports park

The use of a Motorsports park, located in an area covered by the Lompoc Airport Master, is

inconsistent with the uses allowed by the Airport Plan. The DEIR outlines that the glare of

the lights required for the Motorsports Park may likely cause a hazard to pilots by

impacting their vision. Impacting a pilot's vision could lead to a catastrophic incident.

Undo Risk to Population and the proposed Motorsports Park

The DEIR outlines a risk associated with fire hazard incumbent in a Motorsports Park. It

outlines that the Lompoc Fire Department would be responsible for responding to

hazardous chemicals and fire hazards. The Fire Department is under resourced to cover

its existing responsibilities let alone assume more which leaves the public at risk.

Economic Impact and the proposed Motor sports park

The DEIR inaccurately outlines that the proposed Motorsports Park will contribute to

economic growth when the reverse is true. Implementation of the proposed Motorsports

Park will cause a loss of jobs and revenue (sales tax) by negatively impacting ongoing

profitable businesses. One business has already stated that it would have to relocate its

operations if the Motorsports Park is approved due to its negative impact to ongoing

operations. Customers of this business also patronize other Lompoc businesses with a

exponential collateral benefit which would be lost if the business would relocate. Other

businesses and neighborhoods close to the proposed Motorsports Park have outlined that

they too would be negatively impacted.

Noise and the DEIR

The noise data presented in the DEIR is inadequate and the summary of its impact is

inaccurate. Sample sites selected are not representative of the neighborhood area most

closely impacted by the proposed site. In addition, samples were taken on a single day

during a very limited period where a more robust study would have taken measurements

in a variety weather conditions, including fog, over an extended period of time.

In summary, based on the city's own 2030 General Plans, the negative impact the

environment and ongoing businesses, and the undue risks to the people of Lompoc, the

proposed plan for the Motorsports Park should be immediately abandoned.

Sincerely,

Lucy Thorns-Harrington

1305 North H Street Suite A PMB 216

Lompoc, CA 93436
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Letter No. 47:  Lucy Thoms-Harrington, August 12, 2016 

Response 47-1 

Please refer Response 46-1  

Response 47-2 

Please refer to Response 46-2. 

Response 47-3 

Please refer to Response 46-3 

Response 47-4 

Please refer to Response 46-4 

Response 47-5 

Please refer to Response 46-5 

Response 47-6 

Please refer to Response 46-6 

Response 47-7 

Please refer to Response 46-7 

Response 47-8 

Please refer to Response 46-8 

  

Meridian Consultants 
054-003-13

Lompoc Motorsports Project Final EIR 
November 2016

2.0-411



RECEIVED
Lucille Breese, AICP

CityOfLompoc AUG 1 2 2016

100 Civic Center Plaza

Planning Division
Lompoc, Ca 93436

August 12, 2016

Dear Ms. Breese:

In reviewing the Draft EIR for the Motorsports Park, we find several areas to be inaccurate and

incomplete. We believe this document should not be adopted by the city without major revisions.

Several areas fail to address our concerns. The following subjects have not been addressed or are not

able to be mitigated resulting in an incomplete assessment of the proposed project:

1) The noise Study says there are no noise issues to mitigate. This is inaccurate as their own

data shows the project fails to satisfy the 2030 General Plan Noise Policy because it fails the

following:

a. Page N-9 of the 2030 General Plan noise element, policy 1.1 states "The City shall

require each land use to maintain noise levels at their property line in compliance

with City standards".

b. Policy 2.3 states "The city shall minimize noise exposure in the vicinity of the

Lompoc Airport by maintaining consistency with the adopted Lompoc Airport

Master Plan."

c. Policy 2.4 states "The City shall continue to enforce its Noise Ordinance to minimize

noise conflicts between adjacent land uses. The noise Ordinance establishes noise

limits that cannot be exceeded at the property line."

Personal comments: The issue we have is that no recording devices were set up in any

of the residential areas surrounding the proposed site. What a major oversight.

Moreover, with the expected 500 RV parking spots set for the park, we can expect the

generators on those RVs to add to the noise pollution, even after the "park" is closed for

the night. In addition, there is currently, and in the past has been, circuses, such as

Circus Vargas, that use the area by Wal-Mart. Last night, we could hear the music,

announcer, and cheers from the crowd. We expect the noise level from multiple dirt

bikes running on the courses, and 500 plus RVs running their generators to be making

more noise than that and any given day.

2) The city will need to address issues raised by the Santa Barbara County Association of

Governments (SBCAG) and the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA), as group recreation

areas are "incompatible uses" for areas next to active runways after adopting the Draft

ALUP.
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3) Per the DEIR, "The daily operational emissions generated by the proposed Project on a

weekend motorsports event day cannot be feasibly mitigated to less than significant level

and the contribution of these emissions to the air quality within SCCAB is considered to be

cumulatively considerable for this reason" (pg 4.2-31 of the DEIR.) This means operating the

park will make air quality demonstrably worse and reduce the quality of life for all the

community.

Personal comments: I suffer from allergies already found in the air here in Lompoc. The

dirt, dust, and fuel/exhaust gases are going to further worsen my condition.

4) It was noted that the park with use 5% of the water resources the City has. Driving thru

Lompoc you can see the results of several years of drought with many dead lawns and dying

trees. They want to waste valuable water resources to make "mud bogs" and dust control

over 6-7 day a week operation. If they are planning on reducing dust by wasting water, then

they should realize that the daily use will generate significant levels of dust particles into

the surrounding neighborhoods.

5) And finally there is the issue with ongoing park maintenance. We understand that the park has

40 some volunteers to help maintain the facility. What happens when the "labor of love" to

have this park becomes an overbearing burden on those 40 people? What is the average "life

span" of volunteers in any project? Let's fast forward a few months/years into the future. The

paths are now well eroded, and when the rains do come back, those ruts will wash away. Who

is going to be paying for the renewal of the track, we, the citizen of Lompoc, that's who. There

are many additional issues that we have against this project and sternly suggest that this stops

here and now. If they have to replace the trees, bushes, and other things this will cause to

happen, where do they get that land to replace? Why don't they build their park on that

property, and keep it outside the city neighborhoods were hundreds of people call home.

Sincerely,

Wayne Maza

Lorena Maza

629 Northbrook Drive

2.0 Responses to Comments
Letter No. 48

48-4

48-5

48-6

Meridian Consultants 
054-003-13

Lompoc Motorsports Project Final EIR 
November 2016

2.0-413



2.0 Responses to Comments 

 

Letter No. 48:  Wayne and Lorena Maza, August 12, 2016 

Response 48-1 

This comment, which expresses opposition to the proposed Project, is noted for the record and will be 

forwarded to the decision makers for review and consideration.  

Response 48-2 

Please refer to Response 17-1 and Topical Response 7, Noise.  

Response 48-3 

Section 4.9, Land Use, of the Draft EIR provides analysis of the various land use plans that are applicable 

to the proposed Project. The Draft ALUCP has not yet been adopted; therefore, the proposed Project is 

not required to comply with the proposed safety requirements. Even if the Draft ALUCP were to be 

adopted, State law authorizes the City Council to override any regulation in the ALUCP that may be 

inconsistent with the City’s General Plan, with which, the proposed Project is consistent. Impacts would 

be less than significant with the existing Airport land use plans. 

Also please refer to Response 17-2 and Topical Response 5 for a discussion on land use compatibility.  

Response 48-4 

Please refer to Response 17-3. Section 4.2 of the Draft EIR evaluated impacts to air quality. The Draft EIR 

looks to inform decision makers of the impacts of a Project on the environment. Lead agencies have the 

ability to override significant and unavoidable impacts based on the beneficial purpose of the Project. 

Response 48-5 

Section 4.14.1, Water Service of the Draft EIR analyzed impacts of the proposed Project on water 

resources. The proposed Project’s sources of water, water supply, and demand quantities is based 

predominantly on the City’s 2010 Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP), the City’s Groundwater 

Management Plan, and the City General Plan. The City’s UWMP contains the current and future availability 

of water resources within the City based on land uses. As discussed in the City’s 2010 UWMP, the 

commercial, institutional, and industrial sectors are projected to increase water demand approximately 

146 acre-feet per year (afy) over the next 20 years (this is being updated in the 2015 Urban Water 

Management Plan).4 The proposed Project’s 7.95 afy would account for approximately 5 percent of the 

                                                                 
4  The total projected 146 afy water demand increase includes the 137 afy increase from the commercial and institutional 

sector and the 9 afy increase industrial sector. 
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increase in projected water demand in the commercial, institutional, and industrial sectors over the next 

20 years. Therefore, the City has adequate water supplies to meet the demands of the proposed Project. 

Response 48-6 

Section 3.0, Project Description, of the Draft EIR provides a discussion of the proposed Project and 

diagrams of the proposed facilities. Any construction would be subject to building permits to be issued by 

the City. Regardless of whether contractors or volunteers did the work, the conditions identified in any 

permits would apply. 

Section 15131, Economic and Social Effects, of the State CEQA Guidelines states economic or social 

information may be included in an EIR or may be presented in whatever form the agency desires. 

Economic or social effects of a project shall not be treated as significant effects on the environment. 

The City has decided not to include an economic analysis of the proposed Project in the EIR as there is no 

relation to potential physical changes to the environment resulting from any economic causes. 

This comment, which expresses opposition to the proposed Project, is noted for the record and will be 

forwarded to the decision makers for review and consideration.  
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CAROL REDHEAD

2302 MARAVILLA LOMPOC, CA 93436

AUGUST 11, 2016

RESPONSE TO EIR AND THE PROPOSED MOTORSPORTS PARK

AND LOMPOC CITY DRAG STRIP RECEIVED

TO THE CITY OF LOMPOC

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT-PLANNING DIVISION AUG 1 2 2016

100 CIVIC CENTER PLAZA

ATTENTION: LUCILLE BREESE, ALCP, PLANNING MANAGER

phone: (805) 736-1261 Planning Division

EMAILED TO MS BREESE AT L BREESE(5)CI.LOMPOC.CA.US August 11, 2016

ATTENTION: THE CITY COUNCIL, THE CITY MANAGER, THE CITY ATTORNEY, AND ALL

CONCERNED WITH THE PROPOSED LOMPOC MOTORSPORTS PROJECT DRAFT EIR

THE CITY OF LOMPOC, CALIFORNIA

Before I give my reasons for opposing a city drag-race track and motor cross

dustbowl, I wish to express the reasons I lately moved to this town of Lompoc. First a

question to you: which of you spent 54 YEARS working each and every day, week after

week, month after month, YEAR AFTER YEAR, saving enough to finally be able to purchase

a home? With the mortgage paid off? While raising children and caring for a family? I

worked those 54 years, raising my family, and finally was able to pay off my mortgage and

retire.

I have lived in many cities, including Santa Barbara, where my family moved in

1949, a lovely open city with a river running through it, and people like Leo Carrillo and

Monty Montana who rode in the Fiesta parades, then we moved to the new city of West

Covina, an agricultural town of walnut and orange groves, then after marriage to Fountain

Valley, the land of small farms. Unfortunately, over the years every one of these cities

morphed into unrecognizable places. The towns I had lived in all became impersonal,

terribly crowded, those beautiful and productive farms had sadly been razed and cemented

over to create monstrous freeways, some with twelve lanes one direction, twelve lanes the

other! Millions of homes were built, jammed in, with no space to breathe, and people

became isolated in their lives, not the friendly neighborhoods of the past.

During this transformation, problems occurred that eventually needed the

government to step in to try to control and manage: traffic became a nightmare. Air

pollution was so bad that children could not play out of doors and asthma became

exponentially disabling to thousands. Noise abatement policies forced developers to

further isolate the populace by building high block walls around whole neighborhoods. City

councilmen and women, mayors, police and fire departments, the Air Quality Management

District, the many water departments, the city engineering departments, Caltrans, and all

the several others of those involved with managing these expanding cities, had more and

more difficult decisions to contend with - and all of the problems only multiplied as time

went on. Adding to the conundrum of management policies, homeowners and renters were

forced each and every year to pay higher and ever higher taxes, which began the migration

2.0 Responses to Comments
Letter No. 49

49-1

Meridian Consultants 
054-003-13

Lompoc Motorsports Project Final EIR 
November 2016

2.0-416



CAROL REDHEAD

2302 MARAVILLA LOMPOC, CA 93436

AUGUST 11,2016

of hundreds of thousands out into the desert areas, just to be able to afford a home in which

to live. Of course, this now meant that instead of walking or driving a few minutes to work,

the time spent on the road each day now turned into a mind-numbing one to two hours in

each direction. Or more. As you can see, this is the price we pay for overdevelopment.

However, so far, this pretty, fairly isolated town has kept its rural character. This

beautiful town is like magic to me, and I hope all who are lucky enough to live here

appreciate the beauty and quality of life so horribly missing in so many other California

cities! Lompoc is surrounded by thousands of unspoiled acres of forest, vineyards, and

those heroic farmers and ranchers whose families have for many generations husbanded

the soil on which they have provided the nation with sustenance. And we have Vandenberg

Air Force Base and Space X, a small rural airport, a super thriving Sky Diving Business, and

more companies providing jobs. Our local college, Hancock College is so highly rated

throughout the nation that many students move here just to be able to attend the many

diverse classes.

I missed the open spaces, the towns where everyone knew and cared about each

other, where crops grew, and the best and hardworking farmers and ranchers lived and

tilled and husbanded the soil. That is why, when searching for a better place to live, I came

upon this jewel of a city, Lompoc. I spent 2015 searching for the perfect place to live, a

town just like Lompoc! In the course of that year, I looked at dozens of homes located in

the surrounding areas, finally finding the one I purchased. For many reasons, this is the

perfect place! But now, after living here for only nine months, I find that some people want

to put in a drag strip in the town! Who ever heard of such a thing? So here are reasons to

reject the proposed drag strip and motor sport park:

REASONS TO DISAPPROVE AND REJECT THE DRAG STRIP AND MOTOR SPORT PARK:

According to the AIRPORT COMMISSION FINDINGS on the DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL

INVESTIGATION REPORT (DEIR], see the following findings:

A. It has been found by the Airport Commission (AC) that the nine-point list of

PROJECT OBJECTIVES were dishonest, not factual, not adequate, and not complete

and do not match any of the previously submitted information for the DEIR.

1. The project takes land away from the skydiving landing area. The decreased landing

area would now contain many vehicles and participants, putting all of those directly

in the line of parachutists landing, who may have no choice, due to wind variances,

but to have to crash land into people, vans, cars, trucks, and other devises which

have no place in a landing area. There would be a very high possibility of Very

Severe Accidents, to both sky divers, but also to all others on the ground.

2. 40 acres of habitat will irretrievably be impacted, both flora and fauna - plants and

animals, soil, river, geology would be changed forever, ruining the present form and

functions that help make up and stabilize the region.

3. According to the proposed plan, traffic on George Miller Drive will prevent access to

the airport. Both pilots, airport personnel, passengers, and emergency vehicles will

all be hindered in gaining access to and from the airport.
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CAROL REDHEAD

2302 MARAVILLA LOMPOC, CA 93436

AUGUST 11, 2016

4. It has been shown that air-born dirt and dust will inundate parked aircraft,

taxiways, runways and hangars causing severe safety hazards to aircraft and people

on the ground.

5. It is crucial that the city be aware of probable lawsuits to the city by the good

citizens of Lompoc if this project goes forward. Homeowners have stated they will

fight the project in court. This alone will place all Lompoc tax payers responsible for

paying for any monies lost by the city. Homeowners would rather pay for a law suit

than lose HUNDREDS OF THOUSANDS of dollars in loss of their property value.

6. Lompoc residents will not accept added noise, dust, traffic, crowds, from a drag strip

in the middle of their small town. The drag races in Irwindale, California can be

heard from as far away as West Covina - more than 10 miles away!

7. The proposed project is directly on airport property, not just next to it, causing

multiple, and severe and crucial safety issues. This particular project directly and

illegally places its location almost completely within the Lompoc Airport SAFETY

ZONE, ZONE 5. This is unacceptable and inconsistent with existing California State

and Santa Barbara County Airport Land Use Plans. The Caltrans ALUP handbook

places Zone 5 requirements as "Prohibit Stadiums, group recreational uses". If you

can imagine a stadium full of people, klieg lights, microphones, dust, vehicles, placed

directly within the airport safety zone, in my opinion, this is a folly with accidents,

really dangerous bloody accidents, even deaths just waiting to happen! How does a

pilot discern the landing strip with all the other lights bouncing off the landing strip?

How does a pilot hear directions to land with microphones blasting, mingled with

the roar of engines on the ground? Ask the pilots - they do not like it.

8. Accordingly, this project is unlawful, dangerous, a nuisance, poorly planned, not

popular with many citizens, except for the few.

I am against this project, and so are many homeowners. We know that if this project goes

through our property values will plummet. The city council and mayor have heard from

many citizens all the many reasons for stopping the project. When homeowners and

renters lose property value, when realtors must disclose this project to future clients, the

city will begin to lose its tax base. As properties lose value, homeowners can petition the

county for lower tax bases, thus the city will see a drastic decline in revenues. Then there

will be the cost of a class-action law suit.

How can a financially responsible city even consider such a "pie-in-the sky" project as a

drag strip down the middle of this town? You must take time to see the unavoidable

consequences lying in wait You don't want to know what people in Orange County and Los

Angeles are saying about the thought of this project! They've placed the proponents in an

unflattering category.

Sincerely, Carol Redhead August 11,2016
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2.0 Responses to Comments 

 

Letter No. 49:  Carol Redhead, August 12, 2016 

Response 49-1 

The issue raised by the commenter addresses the merits of the proposed Project and does not raise any 

issues with the environmental analysis provided in the Draft EIR. No further response is necessary.  

Response 49-2 

The comment makes reference to comments made by the ALUC and is directed to the response to 

comments for that letter (see responses to Letter no. 6). 

Response 49-3 

Please Response 14-1. 

Response 49-4 

Section 4.3, Biological Resources, of the Draft EIR addresses impacts to habitat and vegetation. As noted 

in the Draft EIR, the approximate 38-acre proposed Project site contains approximately 29.7 acres of 

various vegetation types with 14.5 acres of habitat that requires mitigation. The Draft EIR includes 

mitigation (see MM 4.3-1 and 4.3-7) to address impacts related to the loss of vegetation and habitat 

subject to CDFW jurisdiction. 

Response 49-5 

As noted in Section 3.0, Project Description, of the Draft EIR, the George Miller Drive access point would 

be used for weekday access, private rentals for nonracing event access, and all emergency vehicle access 

to the proposed Project site. The V Street access point would be used for weekends, holidays, and special 

event access. 

Access to the main airport would not be affected as the George Miller Drive access provides adequate 

access to the airport. 

Response 49-6 

Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the Draft EIR provides analysis of impacts associated with dust. Also see Response 

13-1. 

Response 49-7 

This comment, which expresses opposition to the proposed Project, is noted for the record and will be 

forwarded to the decision makers for review and consideration.  
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2.0 Responses to Comments 

 

Response 49-8 

The Draft EIR provides analysis of air quality (including dust) (see Section 4.3), noise (see Section 4.10), 

and traffic (see Section 4.13). 

The comment regarding noise at Irwindale is noted; however, it has no applicability to the proposed 

Project. 

Response 49-9 

Please see Response 17-2. 

Response 49-10 

This comment, which expresses opposition to the proposed Project, is noted for the record and will be 

forwarded to the decision makers for review and consideration.  

Response 49-11 

This comment, which expresses opposition to the proposed Project, is noted for the record and will be 

forwarded to the decision makers for review and consideration.  

Response 49-12 

This comment, which expresses opposition to the proposed Project, is noted for the record and will be 

forwarded to the decision makers for review and consideration.  
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Breese, Lucille

From: Gallavan, Teresa

Sent: Monday, August 15,20165:15PM

To: Breese, Lucille

Subject: Fwd: My EIR Response, RECEIVED

Here is another AUG 1 5 2016

Sent from my iPhone -^,

Planning Division

Begin forwarded message:

From: karen <kappeldorn(g>earthlink.net>

Date: August 15, 2016 at 4:54:53 PM PDT

To: "T_Gallavan(g>ci.lompoc.ca.us" <T Gallavan(5),ci.lompoc.ca.us>

Subject: My EIR Response,

Reply-To: karen <kappeldom(g>earthlink.net>

City of Lompoc

Teresa Gallavan, City Manager

Re: EIR Motorsports/OHV Park

To Whom it May Concern;

The EIR is lacking elements to help the City Council of Lompoc to make a

viable decision in whether to procede with the OHV/Motorsports Park

project with a Grant from the California State Parks OHV Division.

Currently, the media does not correctly state what the grant can and can

not pay for regarding this recreational park, and it will not pay for anything

involving vehicles with engines of any kind. Off Highway Vehicles (OHV)

are meant for children to learn proper educational and safety skills. It is

unclear to the public if the funds being spent appropriately, though I am

assured there are different accounts for payments. The EIR cannot be paid

for with public funds.

The Sound studies were not conducted in a manner conducive to learning

whether or not the public could hear the noises from racing and throttling

engines, though in other operational parks, they have decibel meters that

can determine the level of noise on the spot. No studies appear to have

been produced with many engines running and racing engines at top

speeds could be hear even one mile away. In fact, it appears Lompoc has
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not decided on any level of decibel acceptance appropriate to the public in

the northern section of the city.

Without a level of acceptance, how would the authorities and experts know

if levels have exceeded tolerance levels? Other larger cities have

determined what would be Goodwill levels to neighboring areas, yet it

appears no one has even thought to make any determinations. In this case,

Noise is a concern when citizens and City Employees have no clue what is

acceptable to all, and not just to a reporting crew for the EIR.

In addition, sound travels for miles and miles over concrete and land. In

fact, it continues to reverberate and does not stop immediately. When one

hears a loud sound, and the object(s) continue to make sound, a person is

hearing repetitive sound which I a public health issue.

The Air Pollution levels cannot be mitigated. Not only would the park

produce varying levels of unacceptable levels of toxic air pollution, autos

and trailers traveling to Lompoc would produce emissions unacceptable to

the area. The wind normally blows easterly, as it only blows towards the

Pacific 3% of the year. For those already inhaling farming operation

particles of any kind, added participates are not acceptable under any

circumstances.

The Santa Barbara Air Pollution District has for years refused to test, even

for four hours, areas of concern for residents, so it is not likely they would

test for any air pollution concerns if the park was built. This is very

disconcerting.

The Grant monies is coming from our California State Parks fund for OHV

sites, and the Mission of the Park system is: To provide for the health,

inspiration, and education of the people of California by helping to preserve

the state's extraordinary biological diversity, protecting its more valued

natural and cultural resources, and creating opportunities for high-quality

outdoor recreation.

The system is environmentally sensitive and attempts to preserve habitats,

ancient Native American sites, and our cultural history. Off Road Vehicles

at least remain on soil and attempt to keep things close to the Earth as

possible, teaching our children to preserve and protect.

A Motorsports Drag Strip is not listed on any of the sites or information

available to the public, in fact, land cannot be purchased with money from

the grant for a drag strip. Is the City Council going to follow printed laws
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already on the law books, or attempt to be pressured into another improper

exploit with State funds for which the money disappeared?

Sincerely,

Karen Anastasio

1033 NBCt

Lompoc, CA 93436
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2.0 Responses to Comments 

 

Letter No. 50:  Karen Anastasio, August 15, 2016 

Response 50-1 

The proposed Project has been submitted by the Lompoc Valley Park and Pools Foundation and a portion 

of the proposed Project is being funded by the California Department of State Parks, OHMVR grant 

program (Agreement No. G12-03-73-D01). The grant provides for the completion of the environmental 

review process through CEQA for development of the OHV areas within the proposed Project (Phase 1) 

and construction of the OHV areas (Phase 2). 

Section 15131, Economic and Social Effects, of the State CEQA Guidelines states economic or social effects 

of a project s may be included in an EIR or may be presented in whatever form the agency desires. 

Economic or social effects of a project shall not be treated as significant effects on the environment. 

The City has decided not to include an economic analysis of the proposed Project in the EIR as there is no 

relation to potential physical changes to the environment resulting from any economic causes. 

Response 50-2 

Section 4.10 of the Draft EIR provides a discussion of impacts related to noise. Topical Response 7, Noise, 

provides additional information regarding the methodologies used to evaluate noise impacts. 

Response 50-3 

Section 4.9, Land Use, of the Draft EIR provides a discussion of the land use impacts of the proposed 

Project and its compatibility with the City’s General Plan and ALUP. Air quality impacts are addressed in 

Section 4.3 of the Draft EIR. 

Response 50-4  

The proposed Project has been submitted by the Lompoc Valley Park and Pools Foundation and a portion 

of the proposed Project is being funded by the California Department of State Parks, OHMVR grant 

program (Agreement No. G12-03-73-D01). The grant provides for the completion of the environmental 

review process through CEQA for development of the OHV areas within the proposed Project (Phase 1) 

and construction of the OHV areas (Phase 2). 

The Draft EIR provides analysis of potential impacts to biological resources (see Section 4.3) and cultural 

resources (see Section 4.4). 
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2.0 Responses to Comments 

 

Section 15131, Economic and Social Effects, of the State CEQA Guidelines states that economic or social 

information may be included in an EIR or may be presented in whatever form the agency desires. 

Economic or social effects of a project shall not be treated as significant effects on the environment. 

The City has decided not to include an economic analysis of the proposed Project in the EIR as there is no 

relation to potential physical changes to the environment resulting from any economic causes. 

Response 50-5 

The Draft EIR provides analysis of potential impacts to biological resources (see Section 4.3) and cultural 

resources (see Section 4.4). 

No further response is necessary because no issues related to the adequacy of the environmental impact 

analysis in the Draft EIR were raised.  

Response 50-6 

The proposed Project has been submitted by the Lompoc Valley Park and Pools Foundation and a portion 

of the proposed Project is being funded by the California Department of State Parks, OHMVR grant 

program (Agreement No. G12-03-73-D01). The grant provides for the completion of the environmental 

review process through CEQA for development of the OHV areas within the proposed Project (Phase 1) 

and construction of the OHV areas (Phase 2) 

The comment is noted.  

Section 15131, Economic and Social Effects, of the State CEQA Guidelines states that economic or social 

information may be included in an EIR or may be presented in whatever form the agency desires. 

Economic or social effects of a project shall not be treated as significant effects on the environment. 

The City has decided not to include an economic analysis of the proposed Project in the EIR as there is no 

relation to potential physical changes to the environment resulting from any economic causes. 
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Breese, Lucille

From: Janet Blevins [janro48@gmail.com]

Sent: Monday, August 15, 2016 10:44 AM

To: Breese, Lucille

Subject: Proposed Motorsports Park DEIR

Ms. Breese,

The research used to calculate the Global Warming Potential of the

proposed project is outdated. Using data and scientific

understanding of global warming that is nearly a decade old is

grossly insufficient. Up-to-date research shows that the expected

consequences of adding more GHGs to the atmosphere are

actually happening at a much faster rate than expected. The DEIR

needs to use current data.

Thank you,

Janet Blevins

805-717-4160

Lompoc

RECEIVED

AUG 1 5 2016

Planning Division
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2.0 Responses to Comments 

 

Letter No. 51:  Janet Belvins, August 15, 2016 

Response 51-1 

Section 4.6, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, of the Draft EIR provides analysis of GHGs including the current 

site of GHG inventories and conditions. As noted in the Draft EIR, California is the second largest 

contributor of GHGs in the US and the 16th largest in the world. In 2012, California produced 458.68 

million metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalents (MMTCO2e), including imported electricity and 

excluding combustion of international fuels and carbon sinks or storage. The major source of GHGs in 

California is transportation, contributing to 41 percent of the state’s total GHG emissions. Electricity 

generation (both in and out of state) is the second largest source, contributing to 22 percent of the state’s 

GHG emissions. The statewide inventory of GHGs by sector is shown in Draft EIR Table 4.6-2, California 

GHG Inventory 2005–2013. 
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Breese, Lucille

From: Janet Blevins [janro48@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, August 15,20161:11PM
To: Breese, Lucille

Subject: Proposed Motorsports Park DEIR

AUG I 5 2016 ■

MS"BreeSe' Planning Division

The bottom of page 4.6-1 of the DEIR makes the statement that:

"In California climate change may result in consequences such as

the following:" and then goes on to list at the bottom of page 4.6-1

and top of page 4.6-2, eight consequences.

Of those eight, at least six are already happening. Therefore the

use of the word, "may" is inaccurate at best and has me wondering

if it is trying to be purposely misleading.

In addition, current statistics that relate to each of the listed

consequences should be part of the report. For example, the

number of wildfires in our state this season should be included in

the report because increased wildfires is listed as one of the

consequences of climate change.

Thank you,

Janet Blevins

Lompoc
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2.0 Responses to Comments 

 

Letter No. 52:  Janet Belvins, August 15, 2016 

Response 52-1 

Please see Responses 38-1 and 51-1. 

Response 52-2 

As noted in Section 4.7, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of the Draft EIR, review of the California 

Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (CAL FIRE) Fire Hazard Severity maps indicates that the Project 

site is designated within the Local Responsibility Area (LRA) of an Unzoned Fire Hazard Severity Zone. 

According to the City of Lompoc 2030 General Plan Safety Element, the Project site is not located within 

a wildfire hazard zone. 

The Draft EIR determined the proposed Project site is located within a “Moderate” wildfire hazard area. 

The proposed Project site would include an OHV component and drag strip component. Vegetated areas 

along the northern and northeastern boundary of the Project site would be cleared to minimize the 

“moderate” wildfire potential. Furthermore, no wildlands are adjacent to the proposed Project site, which 

is designated as a low-hazard area for wildland fire. Therefore, impacts related to increased fire hazards 

because of flammable brush would be less than significant.  

As discussed in Section 4.11, Public Services, the proposed Project would implement an Incident Plan 

describing fire inspection and protection services to be provided for on-site motorsports events. The 

Incident Plan would be required to cover all potential public safety hazards associated with the scheduled 

events and would identify a detailed number of fire personnel and equipment to be provided in the case 

of an emergency. The implementation and compliance with the Incident Plan would reduce the risk of 

injury of damage from wildland fires to a less than significant level. 
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Breese, Lucille

From: Janet Blevins 0anro48@gmaii.com] RECEIVED
Sent: Monday, August 15, 2016 1:51 PM

To: Breese, Lucille

Subject: DEIR of proposed motorsports park amp i c

MS. Breese, Planning Division

Race days at the proposed park would require the services of both

the police and fire departments. Neither department has the

manpower to serve this function. This fact needs to be considered

and addressed in the EIR.

Thank you,

Janet Blevins

Lompoc

2.0 Responses to Comments
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2.0 Responses to Comments 

 

Letter No. 53:  Janet Belvins, August 15, 2016 

Response 53-1 

As discussed in Section 4.11.1 Fire Protection Services and 4.11.2 Police Protection Services of the Draft 

EIR, the proposed Project would have the potential to increase public service demands. However, prior to 

the OHV component, the Applicant shall coordinate with the Lompoc Fire Department to develop and 

implement an Incident Plan to reduce impacts related to fire protection services to a level of less than 

significant. In addition, the proposed Project would be required to develop a traffic control plan which 

requires detailed provisions for traveler information, a signage plan, traffic control personnel, and entry 

gate operations. As a result, the proposed Project would not degrade existing facilities provided by the 

Lompoc Police Department to serve the needs of the proposed Project. 
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Breese, Lucille

From: bryant billie [billiejohnbry@yahoo.com]

Sent: Saturday, August 13, 2016 9:39 PM
To: Breese, Lucille

Subject: motor sport

I have major concerns about the EIR not being done in the evening time when there's no more wind and all that

pollution is going to sit, my son has health conditions I will be forced to move we move to Lompoc for the fresh

air for him My home value will drop no one will want to buy a house and lusten to the noise. People move here

to have quiet And I will get an attorney because this is not fair to the people who moved here to a quiet little

area,if I wanted noise and excitement I would move to Los Angeles I live here for the quiet and the calm and

the fresh air and then no smog This is going to make my house value worth nothing this is going to make The

pollution sit here and we're going to breath it it's going to be very loud for my house which is on the other side

of the river we hear the dog pound in the morning when the workers get there all the dogs bark for food and

then when they get fed them they're quiet for the rest of the day and this is going to be constant and noise

coming right at us pllus we're in a drought How can they possibly consider making mud when we're in a

drought. So many people are going to sue it will end up being a multi million dollar law suite. Law suites shut

the race track down south. Santa maria speedway struggles to stay open. And the people street racing will NOT
pay to race.

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android

RECEIVED

AUG 1 5 2016

Planning Division
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2.0 Responses to Comments 

 

Letter No. 54:  Janet Billie Bryant, August 15, 2016 

Response 54-1 

Section 4.3, Air Quality, of the Draft EIR discusses potential air quality impacts. The section also notes that 

a potentially significant public health standard would occur if the Hazard Index is more than 1.0 for non-

cancer risk. For non-carcinogenic effects, the hazard index totaled less than one (8.5E-02 and 6.4E-02) for 

both the toxic 1 hour and 8-hour exposure scenarios. Therefore, non-carcinogenic hazards would be 

below the Hazard Index of more than 1.0 for non-cancer risk. Non-carcinogenic impacts would be less 

than significant. 

Response 54-2 

“Quality of life” is not a threshold identified specifically by the City for evaluation by itself. 

The Draft EIR evaluated potential impacts related to aesthetics (see Section 4.1), air quality (see Section 

4.2), land use, (see Section 4.9), noise (see Section 4.10), traffic (see Section 4.13) and others that may 

affect the nearby residents and their quality of life.  

Section 15131, Economic and Social Effects, of the State CEQA Guidelines states that economic or social 

information may be included in an EIR or may be presented in whatever form the agency desires. 

Economic or social effects of a project shall not be treated as significant effects on the environment. 

The City has decided not to include an economic analysis of the proposed Project in the EIR as there is no 

relation to potential physical changes to the environment resulting from any economic causes. 

Response 54-3 

See Response 48-5 regarding water supply. 

Response 54-4 

See Response 54-2 
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August 13, 2016

TO: LUCILLE BREESE, AICP RECFTVPTl
CITY OF LOMPOC V nU

FROM: STEVE DIETRICH AUG 1 5 2016

RE: STEVE DIETRICH COMMENTS

lompoc motorsports project -Planning Division
DRAFT PHASE 1

The following are my personal comments related to the Draft Phase 1 Report issued

for review June 24, 2016.

I. AIRPORT RELATED

a. Drop Zone

i. Review safety impact of moving drop zone east, closer to H

Street. There are high voltage transmission lines west of the

bridge and about 50-60 feet above the drop zone elevation.

ii. Discuss any safety issues from drivers on H Street, distracted

by view of parachutes nearby.

b. Lighting

i. Show top of pole height above runway.

ii. Discuss FAA identified hazard of bright lights adjacent to

runway with dark terrain ahead.

c. Bleachers

i. During the Airport Commission meeting Ed Mandibles

discussed potential issues with the bleachers in their present

location. It may be both an FAA issue and City liability issue.

See FAA report on Mark Benjamin Citation crash at KSMO a few

years ago where the airplane went off the runway after landing

and into a hangar as an example of the exposure.
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d. Parking

Verify with parking designer that 90 degree, pull through

parking for vehicles with trailers will work efficiently with 25'

aisles. If there is a conflict it may result in traffic backup.

II. NOISE

a. The FAA "noise footprint" exists to protect the FAA from lawsuits

relating to noise, it is neither an expectation that noise levels will exist

at that level nor a license for the motorsports park to expose the

neighborhood to those sound levels. The discussion should be

modified or eliminated.

b. There is no noise from Vandenberg other than an occasional missile

launch or when the airshow takes place. Noise from the Lompoc

Airport is minimal, especially in the evenings. The low overcast

conditions and high IFR approach minimums typical of the area

restrict arrivals most evenings

c. The background noise levels in the report are suspect as are the track

noise levels.

i. Sounds from LHS football games and soccer games on the City

field are clearly audible in the neighborhoods north of the City

limits even though they are far more distant This indicates

that the projected background noise levels in the

neighborhoods are probably overstated.

d. Reconcile other data on OHV's and race vehicles that indicate higher

noise levels.

e. With OHV noise standards set at fixed RPM (or % of redline)

specifications it is very possible for manufacturers to tune the intake

and exhaust systems to have lower noise at a specific test RPM.

f. For an environmental impact review, the relevant noise level is the

highest noise level at any rpm up to redline, under full load

conditions.
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III. MITIGATION MEASURES

a. Sound mitigation measures

i. The mitigation measures should include automatic revocation

of the CUP should the absolute noise levels or levels above

ambient exceed the projected levels of any final EIR.

ii. In the event that a competition vehicle exemption is available

under current noise standards for OHV, vehicles using the

exemption should not be allowed.

iii. Provide multipoint monitoring systems with real time

availability of information online similar to that used at

Portland International Raceway.

http://portlandraceway.eom/7/about/noise information

Note that the PIR is located in close proximity to the KPDX, the

city's major airport serving commercial jets so the background

noise levels are far higher than Lompoc

IV. PROCESS

a. Rather than simply responding to comments the City and its

consultant should look at the methodology and assumptions used in

several critical sections of the Draft EIR and incorporate any material

changes to the plans into the analyses.

b. Based on the extent of the comments and changes in the project, the

draft EIR should be re-circulated to provide interested parties the

opportunity to comment on any changes in the project and critical

reports, rather than proceeding to a final EIR. It is likely to be the

shortest and least costly path to completion of the environmental

process.
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2.0 Responses to Comments 

 

Letter No. 55:  Steve Dietrich, August 15, 2016 

Response 55-1 

Please see Response 14-1. 

Section 4.0, Land Use, of the Draft EIR notes reconfiguring the area currently available to skydivers would 

not result in significant impacts because the proposed Project is not requesting a reduction in size 

available to skydivers. In addition, the western proposed DZ (250 by 600 feet) would not result in a 

reduction in area for skydive landers. However, the relocation of the DZs increases the risk for “cutaways” 

or faulty chutes that have been detached to drift across active airport operation areas putting both the 

skydivers and aircraft at risk. Transient pilots, those who are not based or familiar with the airport, are of 

special concern to these risks as they may not be as familiar with the airport’s operations, including 

skydiving, or its adjacent facilities.  

Skydivers may also experience a higher amount of distractions as a result of the proposed Project by 

distractions from on-going motorsports activities at the proposed Project site; those distractions could 

also increase risk for accidents.  

Response 55-2 

As discussed in Section 4.9 Land Use of the Draft EIR, the tallest proposed light structure is 55 feet in 

height, with total elevation resulting in 125 feet above mean sea level (amsl). Those lighting structures 

would be located beneath the Airport’s horizontal surface of 238 feet amsl; thus, there would be no 

impacts to the Horizontal Surface. However, the lighting structures would penetrate the Transitional 

Surface by approximately 18 feet (10 permanent standard bases approximately 200 feet from start of 

Transitional Surface) and 35 feet (5 lights approximately 75 feet from the start of the Transitional Surface) 

in addition to any overhang (such as light shielding, fixtures, etc.). Those impacts were identified as 

potentially significant within the Draft EIR. Mitigation Measure MM 4.9-1; however, conditions of 

approval would either restrict the height of all lighting standards so they do not penetrate the Transitional 

Surface, or would have the Applicant submit all structures to the FAA for review and approval. 

Please refer to Topical Response 1 regarding airport safety. As discussed, the proposed Project lights 

would be shielded and focused downward to meet FAA standards; the fixed light towers would also have 

aircraft warning lights atop each pole. All outdoor lighting would comply with the Title 24, Part 6 of the 

California Code of Regulations, Energy Efficiency Standards for Nonresidential Buildings. The proposed 

Project’s lighting would be cleared by the FAA; therefore, safety impacts related to lighting features would 

be less than significant.  
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2.0 Responses to Comments 

 

Response 55-3 

Please refer to Response 49-2. 

The City will be responsible for site plan review to assure parking areas meet City design requirements. 

Response 55-5 

The comment makes general observations to other noise sources and provides no comment on the 

analysis presented in the Draft EIR. 

Response 55-6 

The comment provides a suggestion for noise monitoring. The Draft EIR analysis indicated the 

construction and operation of the proposed Project would not exceed City standards (see Topical 

Response 7, Noise for additional clarification). Accordingly, no mitigation measures were required to 

reduce potential noise impacts. The City can decide as a condition of approval to include a provision for 

future noise monitoring. 

Response 55-7 

CEQA requires Agencies to “review, evaluate, and prepare written responses to comments on 

environmental issues received on an EIR” (CCR Section 15088).  

Topical Response 7 provides additional information on methodologies used to evaluate noise impacts. 

Recirculation of the Draft EIR is only required by CEQA when “significant new information” is added to the 

Draft EIR, such as, changes in the project or environmental setting or newly proposed mitigation 

measures. The issue raised by the commenter does not address any issues with the environmental analysis 

provided in the Draft EIR; therefore, no further response is necessary. 
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Breese, Lucille

From: Michael Donohue [md@mdonohue.net]

Sent: Sunday, August 14, 2016 7:23 PM

To: Breese, Lucille

Cc: 'Patricia Elkaim1 AUG 1 5
Subject: Comments to Lompoc Motor Sports EIR,

Planning Division
Ms. Breese,

Please find my comments to the EIR. I assume that this email will become part of the public record as required by law. If

there is an issue with this please let me know so I can reformat it.

Land Use/ Planning:

The use of the Airport property is in contravention to the designated use and as such is unlawful. The issues around

habitat mitigation alone are insurmountable given the designated use of the property versus the desired use by the

Motor Sports Park. The EIR does not consider simple but mandated guidelines that will trigger lawsuits and stop the

project. The project is at odds with 900,000 square foot business park that was approved and that is adjacent. It is at

odds with hundreds of residential zoned HOMES, some within 200 YARDS. Noise will ruin the values of our homes

including 800 new homes planned at they "Y." Builder above S.M. raceway could not sell his project for YEARS because

of location. Ruination of the local economy will result with homeowners selling at losses and tourists staying away from

our scenic valley.

Noise:

a) The EIR report paid for with taxpayer funds is a FARCE and a FRAUD. A tiny number of mufflered autos was used in

the "noise survey," not the kind of engines that will actually be used.

Meridian MUST be required to decibel test 100 motorcycles, siderails and race cars. Meridian should be held to account

by its state licensing agency. City Staff at EIR scoping meeting promised LVNA that we would be notified of the event. No

notification was given. Who was present as the mufflered autos were sounded?

b) Noise from ambulance sirens to attend to injured is not mentioned. Neither are fire engines and HAZMAT teams

who will clean up after inevitable engine fires or accidents.

IT IS A WELL KNOWN FACT THAT SANTA MARIA RACEWAY CAN BE HEARD WELL INTO NIPOMO AND ORCUTT. VENTURA

RACEWAY WELL INTO CASITAS SPRINGS. MILES AND MILES AWAY. Nearly every "park" has been the subject of intense

litigation in the California region. Homeowners WILL NOT PUT UP WITH THE NOISE AND COMPLETE DISRUPTION OF

THEIR QUALITY OF LIFE. Lawsuits will be filed and some home owners will sell and leave rather than have their property

values decrease.

Public Services/facilities

a) How will sewage be handled for the 1,250 spectators?

b) Where will the overflow of RV's go? Lompoc lacks RV facilities. Do not deteriorate our HOA ruled neighborhoods that

have worked so hard for DECADES to protect our QUALITY OF LIFE. We save the city money by operating our own

systems.

Yet the city is trying to destroy our work with the construction of this menace to everything that is good about Santa

Barbara County living.

Recreation:

a) Nearby Santa Maria is the place for proponents to "recreate."

b) This "park" will cause the ruin of Santa Barbara Skydiving, a true recreational opportunity. A smokeless source of

tourism and revenues, c) "Park" will destroy recreational virtues of the peace and quiet of the hiker at BURTON MESA

PRESERVE and pristine OCEAN PARK. IT WILL BE HEARD IN THESE PLACES WITH VOLLEYS OF NOISE OFF OUR CANYON

AND HILLSIDE RIMS.

2.0 Responses to Comments
Letter No. 56

56-1

56-2

56-3

56-4
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c) It was stop the development of best in class soccer fields that would bring in soccer clubs from all other areas of
California.

Toxic/Hazards:

a) Smog emissions from pre smog cars are a fact.

b) THIS SITE HAS FLOODED MANY TIMES THROUGHOUT THE YEARS.

c) WHO WILL STOP DOZENS OF PORTA POTTIES UPON FLOODING-FLOWING DOWN THE SANTA YNEZ RIVER? WHO WILL

PAY THE EPA FINES THAT WILL RESULT IN LIABILITY TO THE TAXPAYERS

OF LOMPOC? ALL structures must be removed on the issuance of a "flood alert." How will proponents see to that when

they can't live up to the contractual end of bargains-they fail to live up to contractual and financial arrangements with
the city in this five year BOONDOGGLE..

Traffic/Circulation: The "Y" left lane at 132 that will be utilized by south coast "park" users is ALREADY OVERLOADED

DURING THE DAY. Traffic spills over into VAFB bound lanes. A Hazardous situation!

Emergency vehicles will be IMPEDED. Has the CHP or Fire weighed in? NOTE: Vehicles with trailered race vehicles will

overload it THREE TIMES as quickly, b) "V" street intersection needs pedestrian and general improvements for the

4000% increase in daily car trips.

Utilities/Service Systems: Approved sewage plans for thousands of

users? Where are they?

THIS EIR NEGLECTS GENERAL SAFETY CONCERNS: Lighting will impair NIGHT TIME LANDINGS (EMERGENCY AIRCRAFT at

contiguous runways.) What of IMPACT ON parachutist landing zones? IMSA reports dramatic increase in fatalities at

"volunteer run ovals1 such as this, (see 2012 report) Aesthetics/Visual:

a) Sun reflection on hundreds of windshields of RV's, hundreds of parked cars will ruin views from many angles of vision.

b) Dust clouds will impair vistas from all angles.

c) Some users bring semi-truck trailers to these facilities with welding facilities that will add to the visual blight d)Night

star views will be impaired by stadium like lighting. Type of lighting not clearly delineated in study.

Air Quality:

a) Many Lompoc residents have illegally converted emissions devices on their cars. These cars already race on our

streets. This is your typical user of "park." Air Resources Board is so notified by LVNA.

b) Tire fires will occur.

c) Hundreds of visitors vehicles will be added to our valley. )MOST side rail users in the mud bog will employ PRE SMOG

Volkswagen engines. THESE ENGINES HAVE NO SMOG DEFLECTION EQUIPMENT AND POLLUTE 100X more than one

MODERN CAR. There will be hundreds of these vehicles operating twelve hours a day 365 days a year. WHAT DO

PROPONENTS SAY ABOUT THEIR "SPECIAL EVENTS DAYS.1 This

report does not address that and is therefore CANNOT BE CERTIFIED. IT IS INCOMPLETE. Were the type of engines

delineated in this EIR report?

Biological Resources: Pollution of soil and run off into riparian habitat will impact willows and other protected species of

all types down river and contiguous. See endangered species list for this environmentally sensitive

area.

Cultural Resources: Will downgrade the general environment- particularly planned space museum. Is it harder to

concentrate on any matter with EXCESSIVE NOISE. Studies say YES. Loud cars don't mix with the stars.... or the study of

the heavens.

Geology and soils: Soils will become polluted quickly. Will affect all matter of plant life. Banks of river will be impacted

by grading for track. By volunteers?

Greenhouse Gas: Effect on carbon footprint is obvious with the use of many pre-smog or illegal vehicle emission

systems. 5-10% of Lompoc autos are illegal according to LVNA studies..

2.0 Responses to Comments
Letter No. 56

56-4
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56-7
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Hydrology/water quality:

a) Lompoc Valley relies on aquafers for drinking water. "Park" will add to the degradation of our water sources. The

Santa Ynez River will be impacted; negatively. Efforts to bring back steelhead trout to Santa Ynez River will be

denigrated.

b)Califomia under extreme drought condition. Construction of "mudbog" insures that MORE water will be

wasted....more burdens will be placed by Sacramento on Lompoc residents.

All the Best,

MD

Michael Donohue & Associates

Telephone: 310-384-3537

Email: md@mdonohue.net

Skype: mdono77

Twitter: mdono77

"information is the currency of change"

The information contained in this email is privileged and confidential, and is intended solely for the intended recipient. If

you are not the intended recipient destroy and delete the email immediately. The information, ideas, and concepts

contained in this email are the sole property of Michael Donohue and Associates and are not to be shared, used or

reproduced without his written consent.

2.0 Responses to Comments
Letter No. 56

56-15

Meridian Consultants 
054-003-13

Lompoc Motorsports Project Final EIR 
November 2016

2.0-441



2.0 Responses to Comments 

 

Letter No. 56:  Michael Donohue, August 15, 2016 

Response 56-1 

Please refer to Topical Response 5 regarding land use compatibility.  

As discussed in Section 4.9, Land Use, of the Draft EIR, the proposed Project is consistent with the 

appropriate land use designation and meets the City’s zoning requirements. According to the City’s 

General Plan Land Use designation the proposed Project is located within Community Facilities and zoned 

for Public Facility uses. Public Facility areas are currently located next to various residential communities 

within the City and border the Lompoc Airport; therefore, the proposed Project’s zone classification and 

location would be consistent with existing conditions.  

Response 56-2 

Please refer to Topical Response 7 for additional information regarding the methodologies used to 

evaluate noise from drag strip operations. 

Response 56-3 

As discussed in Section 4.14 Utilities and Service Systems of the Draft EIR, restrooms will be provided by 

portable toilets. All wastewater will be collected on site from restrooms and concessions and trucked off 

site for disposal at approved disposal facilities. Most likely, wastewater would be transported and treated 

at the City-owned Lompoc Regional Wastewater Reclamation Plant (LRWRP), which provides primary, 

secondary, and tertiary treatment for wastewater. The LRWRP meets the requirements set forth by the 

RWQCB and no upgrades or changes would result from the proposed Project.  

As noted in the Draft EIR, Section 3.0, Project Description, a centralized parking area, which would be 

shared by both the OHV area and the drag strip, would be built concurrently with the OHV area. The 

proposed parking areas would accommodate approximately 1,120 spaces (523 spaces in the main parking 

area, 159 spaces for OHV parking, 356 spaces for pit area parking, and 80 spaces for drag strip parking). 

ADA accessible spaces would be provided in each area with 9 spaces provided for the OHV area, 5 for the 

pit area, 2 for the drag strip, and 30 accessible spaces in the drag strip parking area. Overflow parking of 

160 spaces would be provided for OHV events on the drag strip when the drag strip is not in use. Overnight 

self-contained RV parking would be available for weekend events. The number of spaces available to RVs 

would be limited, as would access to the site. No provision for RV hookups (water, sewer, electric) are 

proposed; so all RVS would be required to be self-contained. Because the Project is subject to a conditional 

use permit by the City, the City can impose additional restrictions on RV use. 
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2.0 Responses to Comments 

 

Response 56-4 

Please see Response 14-12 regarding Skydive Santa Barbara, and Response 13-3 regarding alternative sites 

considered. 

As discussed in Section 4.12 Recreation of the Draft EIR, the proposed Project would be fully self-contained 

and is considered a recreational operation separate from existing parklands.  

As discussed in Draft EIR Section 4.10 and clarified in Topical Response No. 7, Noise, the proposed Project 

would not result in substantial increases in ambient noise levels in the area. The OHVs are subject to state 

law to meet maximum noise levels. Those noise levels were analyzed in the noise analysis and determined 

that noise impacts would be less than significant.  

The proposed Project would not preclude the development of soccer fields within the City.  

Response 56-5 

Please see Response 40-4 and Topical Response 3, Hydrology. 

Response 56-6 

Section 4.13, Traffic and Circulation, of the Draft EIR includes analysis of the potential traffic related 

impacts. The analysis takes into consideration the types of vehicles that will use the site, including trailers. 

The Draft EIR was circulated to State agencies via the State Clearinghouse. The California Highway Patrol 

did not provide any comments. 

Response 56-7 

As discussed in Section 4.14, Utilities and Service Systems, of the Draft EIR, restrooms will be provided by 

portable toilets. All wastewater will be collected on site from restrooms and concessions and trucked off 

site for disposal at approved disposal facilities. Most likely, wastewater would be transported and treated 

at the City-owned LRWRP, which provides primary, secondary, and tertiary treatment for wastewater. The 

LRWRP meets the requirements set forth by the RWQCB and no upgrades or changes would result from 

the proposed Project.  

Response 56-8 

Sections 4.1, Aesthetics, and 4.9 Land Use, of the Draft EIR discuss requirements by FAA for lighting. As 

noted in the Project Description, Section 3.0, lights would be shielded and focused downward to meet 

FAA standards; the fixed light towers would also have aircraft warning lights atop each pole. All outdoor 

lighting would comply with the Title 24, Part 6 of the California Code of Regulations, Energy Efficiency 
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2.0 Responses to Comments 

 

Standards for Nonresidential Buildings. The proposed Project’s lighting would be cleared by the FAA; 

therefore, safety impacts related to lighting features would be less than significant. In addition, the 

proposed Project would have a negligible effect on Airport accident risks because the proposed Project 

neither increases nor decreases the number of landings or takeoffs associated with the Airport. 

Please refer to Topical Response No. 1 regarding Airport Safety. 

Response 56-9 

Section 3.0, Project Description, of the Draft EIR notes drag racing events would begin after 9:00 AM and 

would end by sunset until the lights are installed, and would end at by 10:00 PM after the lights are 

installed. Local drivers for local drag strip events would drive their street legal vehicles to the strip, and 

semi-professional and professional teams would bring one or more vehicles and trailers. 

Section 4.1, Aesthetics, of the Draft EIR, notes sources of glare would include vehicles traveling to the 

proposed Project site and from the permanent maintenance and storage building and temporary 

structures. The permanent and temporary structures would adhere to standards set forth in the 

development plan as required by the Public Facilities zone. The parking areas would include materials to 

soften off-site glare, including wood chips and decomposed granite. The existing vegetation surrounding 

the proposed Project site would limit off-site glare impacts from the motorsports uses. Therefore, 

potential glare impacts would be less than significant.  

Response 56-10 

As noted in the Draft EIR, all vehicles will need to utilize original manufacturers equipment and no “after-

market” changes. 

Section 4.2 of the Draft EIR provides analysis for air quality impacts and identifies mitigation. 

Response 56-11 

Section 4.3 of the Draft EIR provides analysis for biological resources. It also identifies what habitat may 

be lost and suggests mitigation for lost habitat (see Mitigation Measure MM 4.3-1 and Mitigation Measure 

MM 4.3-7). 

Response 56-12 

The comment indicates concerns about stars and heavens but provides no information on potential 

impacts to cultural resources. 
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2.0 Responses to Comments 

 

Response 56-13 

While the comments topic suggest geology, it expresses concern regarding the potential impact to soil 

from stormwater runoff. 

The proposed Project would be required to develop and implement a Storm Water Pollution Prevention 

Plan (SWPPP) with BMPs that would be employed to prevent soil erosion and discharge of other 

construction-related pollutants, as well as a monitoring program to ensure that BMPs are implemented 

appropriately and are effective at controlling discharges of stormwater-related pollutants. The Lompoc 

Municipal Code requires the submittal of an Erosion Sediment Control Plan and/or SWPPP with the 

submittal of a grading permit application. Compliance with these requirements would result in less than 

significant water quality impacts to the river. 

See Response 16-4. 

Response 56-14 

The Draft EIR provides analysis of greenhouse gas emissions in Section 4.6. Impacts were determined to 

be less than significant.  

Response 56-15 

See Response 16-4. 
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Breese, Lucille

" " RECEIVED
From: Linda Gooch [lindagooch@mac.com]

Sent: Sunday, August 14, 2016 8:50 PM

AUG 1 5
To: Breese, Lucille

Cc: Breese, Lucille

Subject: Important Motorsports Park Input

Planning Division
Dear Mayor and City Council Members,

I do not usually write letters like this, but I just couldn't let this deadline slide without speaking up because I
feel so strongly about it.

I respectfully plead that you do NOT go ahead with the Motorsports park plan.

As a longtime homeowner here in Lompoc I am very upset about you going this far with it. I was so relieved

and thankful to the mayor when it got voted down before. I thought it was over and then all of a sudden you
people have it back on the agenda! WHY?

No matter what this small-but-vocal group of drag strip lovers says, it is NOT what the MAJORITY of Lompoc

citizens want. Believe me, I have heard a LOT of comments about this. It is not a good idea for Lompoc.

Especially in that location - the city owned property at the Lompoc Airport.

I would think that should be left alone as a buffer zone for the airport if nothing else, but it is also been stated

that it is part ofthe area used for the already established skydiving business. We do not want the skydiving

company to have to move to another community! We like them. They have been a wonderful clean and quiet

business for Lompoc. They bring in the right kind of people that spend money in our nicer restaurants and

hotels and wine tasting areas (which I believe we are trying to promote.) We don't want them to leave. Why

would you intentionally mess up one very popular non-obtrusive business to let in something like this which

may or may not make it? If these people want a drag strip etc. why don't they find a place of their own that

won't be offensive to so many citizens.

The drag strip events are going to be run by volunteers. What happens if they get tired of it all and no one wants

to continue on with it? You know how it is getting and keeping volunteers. Are they going to tear it all down

and put it back the way it was and pay the city back? I don't think so. Lompoc will again be the loser. And even

though they have their own insurance, if there are accidents there will probably be large lawsuits that include
the City of Lompoc.

Also I cannot even imagine why this would be approved right next to the riverbed. Just because we are in a

drought does not mean that we will not have another flood year. And environmentally, how can this even be

justified? This can't be good for the wildlife habitat. With all of the rules and regulations people have to go

through to try to just build something on their own property these days with endangered species and habitats

etc., how could you possibly approve something like this right next to the riverbed?

I don't care what they say in their side of the story, it will be noisy. It's a valley. It will be heard all over.

We can hear when a car or motorcycle is loud in our neighborhood and then continue to hear it for blocks way

across town. And they plan on hundreds of events per year - some of which will go on late at night and even all

weekend? There goes our peaceful valley.

That's one of the things at least that Lompoc had going for it. A beautiful peaceful valley with flowers and

murals and vineyards. Cool breezes and fresh air... That's why we are here. I do not think that this will enhance

our image in the county.

PLEASE, PLEASE do not go ahead with this.

57-1

57-2

57-3

57-4

57-5

57-6

57-7
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Linda and Tom Gooch

317 South GSt

Lompoc, Ca
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2.0 Responses to Comments 

 

Letter No. 57:  Linda and Tom Gooch, August 15, 2016 

Response 57-1 

This comment is noted for the record and will be forwarded to the decision makers for review and 

consideration.  

Response 57-2 

Please see Response 14-1. 

Section 15131, Economic and Social Effects, of the State CEQA Guidelines states that economic or social 

information may be included in an EIR or may be presented in whatever form the agency desires. 

Economic or social effects of a project shall not be treated as significant effects on the environment. 

The City has decided not to include an economic analysis of the proposed Project in the EIR as there is no 

relation to potential physical changes to the environment resulting from any economic causes. 

Response 57-3 

The issue raised by the commenter does not address any issues with the environmental analysis provided 

in the Draft EIR; therefore, no further response is necessary. 

Response 57-4 

As discussed in Section 4.8, Hydrology of the Draft EIR, the proposed Project is located within a 100-year 

flood hazard area as indicated by the City’s General Plan. Topical Response No. 3, Hydrology provides 

further clarification with respect to potential flooding impacts on the site. As discussed in Section 3.0 of 

the Draft EIR, the elevation of the proposed Project site would remain consistent with existing elevations 

on the site. Proposed Project design would adhere to the City’s Building and Safety Code and the current 

edition of the CBC during construction and operation to reduce potential flooding impacts on- and off-

site. Per Goal 2 of the City’s General Plan, Safety Element, the proposed Project would comply with 

development requirements within the floodway fringe. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant. 

Response 57-5 

Section 4.3, Biological Resources, of the Draft EIR provides a discussion of the impacts to biological 

resources. 
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2.0 Responses to Comments 

 

Response 57-6 

Section 4.10, Noise of the Draft EIR provides a discussion of potential noise impacts. In addition, please 

refer to Topical Response 7, Noise. 

Response 57-7 

This comment is noted for the record and will be forwarded to the decision makers for review and 

consideration. The issue raised by the commenter does not address any issues with the environmental 

analysis provided in the Draft EIR; therefore, no further response is necessary. 
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Lucille Breese, AICP

City of Lompoc RECEIVED

100 Civic Center Plaza ..,„ , c _.ir
AUG I 5 2016

Lompoc, CA 93436

Planning Division

Dear Ms. Breese,

I am writing this letter to complain about the inaccurate statements in the Draft EIR for the

Motorsports Park.

I am concerned about the noise level which the EIR says will not be affected. This is not true

and will exceed the levels set up in the 2030 General Plan noise element, policy 1.1. The public

address system for an ourdoor drag racing arena will not only extend beyond the property lines, it will

be incrediby offensive for homes which are miles away!!

In addition, the poluntants which will be generated both in the air and the grease, gasoline, etc.

which will be poured into the air and ground will cause problems for people, both now and in the years

to come.

Please do not accept this EIR as it does not properly address all of the problems which will

affect the airport.

Sincerely,

2.0 Responses to Comments
Letter No. 58
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2.0 Responses to Comments 

 

Letter No. 58:  Charles J. Griffin Jr., August 15, 2016 

Response 58-1 

This comment is noted for the record and will be forwarded to the decision makers for review and 

consideration.  

Response 58-2 

Section 4.10 of the Draft EIR and Topical Response 7 provide information on noise impacts. 

Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the Draft EIR, addresses potential emissions that could degrade air quality.  

Section 4.8, Hydrology and Water Quality, of the Draft EIR, addresses concerns related to potential 

pollution of soil and stormwater. 

Response 58-4 

This comment is noted for the record and will be forwarded to the decision makers for review and 

consideration.  
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Lucille Breese, AICP

CityofLompoc RECEIVED

100 Civic Center Plaza

LompocCA. 93436 AUG 1 5 2016

Planning Division

Dear Ms. Breese,

Please find enclosed a report of ambient noise levels in our neighborhood that was performed by:

Veneklasen Associates

Consulants in Acoustics /AV/ IT/ Environmental Noise

We hope, that this again will prove that the original noise study has many issues that have not been

addressed.

The existing airport creates very little noise.

There is virtually no noise from Vandenberg Air Base.

The track would operate when many of us are participating in the outdoor weekend activities in our
backyards and the peaceful tranquility would be destroyed.

We can hear the crib notes at die high school football games and even the train whisde out on the main

track. Therefore the Ambien project sound projections are flawed. It appears that our acoustic data
supports this conclusion.

Sincerely,

Claudia Griffin

2.0 Responses to Comments
Letter No. 59

59-1
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Veneklasen Associates

Consultants in Acoustics / AV / IT / Environmental Noise

DRAFT MEMORANDUM Ann i c pmr

To: Planning Division City of Lompoc

From: Stephen A. Martin, Ph.D., P.E. Veneklasen Associates "l&ttning DlVlSlOIl

Date: August 12, 2016

Subject: Lompoc Motorsports Park Environmental Impact Report - Acoustical Review Comments

Introduction

At the request of several neighbors surrounding the proposed Lompoc Motorsports Park, Veneklasen Associates, Inc.

has reviewed Section 4.10 Noise of the Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) and measured ambient noise levels in

the residential neighborhood. We have the following comments regarding the EIR which indicate the noise issues

require additional study and the EIR approval process should be suspended until the additional study is completed.

Measurements

A Larson Davis Model 820 Type 1 sound level meter was used to measure the noise levels at several residences

approximately 7,000 to 9,000 feet to the northeast of the proposed site. These measurements occurred over a

minimum 24-hour period and indicate the hourly average noise levels (Leq) are between 32 dBA and 52 dBA, with the

typical daytime and nighttime hourly average noise levels of 46 dBA and 43 dBA, respectively.

EIR Review

The measured noise levels shown in EIR Table 4.10-3 indicate average ambient noise levels (Leq) varying between 49.5

dBA and 72.3 dBA. These reported noise levels were mainly measured at locations near traffic noise sources and are

significantly higher than the ambient noise levels we measured in the residential area as indicated above. The EIR

measurements mainly consisted of 15-minute measurements, and none of the measurements were performed during

the evening when the ambient noise level is quieter. It appears the EIR noise analysis is based on incorrect ambient

noise levels for use in determining the project impact.

Our firm has measured noise during both drag racing events and off-highway vehicle (OHV) race events. Drag racers

were measured to produce between 115 dBA and 132 dBA at 50 feet, depending on the racing car class. OHV race

events were measured to produce between 59 dBA and 65 dBA at a distance of 1,800 feet. Extrapolating these actual

event-measured noise levels to the average distance of 8,000 for the residential area where we conducted ambient

noise measurements, the predicted noise levels would be between 70 and 87 dBA for drag racing and between 46 and

52 dBA for OHV racing. These predicted noise levels are significantly higher than the measured daytime and nighttime

ambient noise levels of 46 dBA and 43 dBA, respectively. This violates Significance Threshold 4.10-4 as listed in the EIR,

A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above levels without the

project?

The EIR also references noise insulation standards and Title 24 energy conservation standards for residential dwellings.

However, many of the existing residential dwellings were built prior to current standards using windows with single-

paned glass, and do not have air conditioning systems due to the local climate and residents leave windows open for

ventilation. Therefore, exterior noise levels produced by the proposed project will be readily audible inside.

Conclusion

With the above comments regarding issues improperly addressed in the EIR, we believe additional study is necessary

prior to completion of the EIR approval process and this process should be suspended until the additional study is

completed.
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Letter No. 59:  Claudia Griffin (with Draft Acoustical Review), August 15, 2016 

Response 59-1 

Please see response to comment 13-1 and Topical Response No. 7, Noise. 

Response 59-2 

Please see response to comment 13-1 and Topical Response No. 7, Noise. 

Response 59-3 

Refer to Appendix 4.10 of the Draft EIR for noise monitoring data sheets. The Draft EIR Table 4.10-3 

provides the ambient noise environment results and their locations are shown in Figure 4.10-4. As shown, 

average ambient noise levels ranged from 49.5 dB(A) at Alan Hancock College Bike Path, north of proposed 

Project site to 72.3 dB(A) at the northwest corner of Central Avenue and H Street. 

Response 59-4 

As discussed in Section 4.10 of the Draft EIR, noise monitoring was conducted over 15-minute intervals 

with a Larson Davis 831 Sound Level Meter in accordance with guidance provided in the Federal 

Transportation Authority (FTA) document Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment.1 For the 

residences along Cabrillo Highway and Purisma Road, 1-hour measurements were taken to gather a wide 

range of related day-to-day noise from sources within the proposed Project area including traffic along 

Cabrillo Highway. In addition, noise monitoring data included maximum noise levels associated with 

takeoff, flight, and landing of aircraft at the Lompoc Airport immediately south of the proposed Project 

site. These measurements were taken west of La Purisma Highlands residential units. As shown in Table 

4.10-4, aircraft noise levels ranged from a low of 67.4 dB(A) during takeoff and landing (an increase of 4.7 

dB(A) when compared to existing conditions) to a high of 82.4 dB(A) during flight (an increase of 19.7 

dB(A) when compared to existing conditions), in which the aircraft was passing over the meter and the 

Purisma residential units. 

Refer to Topical 7, Noise, for a full discussion regarding noise methodology used to assess potential noise 

impacts. As discussed, the highest increases occurred during the Drag Strip/OHV Trail Ride Area scenario, 

with exterior noise levels increased by 2.1 dB(A) at nearby sensitive receptors when compared to the 

existing noise levels. It was determined based on the increases being less than 3 dB(A), that noise during 

the operational phase would result in a less than significant impact. 

                                                                 
1  Department of Transportation, Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment, May 2006. 

http://www.fta.dot.gov/documents/FTA_Noise_and_Vibration_Manual.pdf 
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Response 59-5 

Please refer to response to comment 13-1. 

In addition, please refer to Topical 7, Noise for a full discussion regarding noise methodology and general 

plan consistency. 
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Lucille Breese. AICP RECEIVED

City Of Lompoc

AUG 1 5 2016
100 Civic Center Plaza

Lompoc, ca 93436 Planning Division

Dear Ms. Breese:

Thank you for allowing all of us to express our wishes and concerns of the Lompoc Valley Motorsports

Park Project. Also, before I begin, I believe that in the Lompoc main library there are missing pages

from the Draft of the Motorsports Park. The pages 3.0-11 thru 3.0-24, not (fig.) are not included in the

report.

Besides the obvious noise factor of the crowds and the dragsters themselves, one of my main concerns

is the P.A. system and I found no information in the report on that subject. Other areas included in the

Noise Study says that there is no noise issue to mitigate. But their data shows the project fails to satisfy

the 2030 General Plan Policy.

Page N-9 of the 2030 General Plan noise element, policy 1.1 states "The City shall require each land

use to maintain noise levels at their property line in compliance with City standards."

Policy 2.3 states "The City shall minimize noise exposure in the vicinity of the Lompoc Airport by

maintaining consistency with the adopted Lompoc Airport Master Plan."

Policy 2.4 states "The City shall continue to enforce its Noise Ordinance to minimize noise conflicts

between adjacent land uses. The Noise Ordinance establishes noise limits that cannot be exceeded

at the property line."

On page 5.0-8 of the Motorsports Draft are the "Alternatives Evaluated in Detail" and I have some

comments and concerns on some of these statements.

The Aircraft and Motorsports activities are not compatible. The recreation areas are incompatible being

next to an active runway. Aircraft approaches and take offs would be considerably effected by the 55

foot light poles, even with warning lights, and the proximity of the Motorsports Park.

There are no guarantees that the illegal riding of vehicles in the Santa Ynez Riverbed or the street

racing will be reduced.

The recreational uses for the skydiving will inhibit the landing areas not improve them.

On page 4.14 under "Estimated Waste-water Generated" I noticed that the schedule of events in the

park is every single day and every single weekend, (52 weekends a year). Monday thru Thursday (50

weeks) and Friday's, (52 weeks). Weekday events every Wednesdays will be for 50 weeks. So, in

conclusion, everyday neighboring communities will be affected on a daily basis.
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P.3.0-8 This information states that there will be 523+ parking spaces in the main area. Included in

this area would be overnight self-contained (RV) Recreational Vehicles. The main problem would be

the generators that would be running continuously all through the night. It will be very loud with over

500 generators running and again there is no noise study relating to this subject. I also believe that this

night-time noise factor would effect all of the hotel guests in the area. With this in mind, future

vacationers to Lompoc would probably not come back to visit and it would again, cut down on business

and economical return in the area. Obviously, the neighboring communities would also be greatly

effected by this constant noise all through the night.

Having attended the Lompoc Airport Commissioners Open Meeting, I observed the commissioners in

agreement that this project is too close to the airport and it is also using part of the airport property.

During the discussion, the history of plane crashes at the Lompoc Airport were brought up. The main

concerns were if a plane were to lose power and fly into the grandstands, there would be a great many

casualties. It would be a tragic situation for everyone with drastic loss of life, effecting those involved

and their families. The City of Lompoc would of course then be open to considerable amount of

lawsuits.

Sincerely,

Claudia Griffin

778 Tamarisk Drive

Lompoc, CA. 93436
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Letter No. 60:  Claudia Griffin, August 15, 2016 

Response 60-1 

Comment is noted for the record and will be forwarded to the decision-makers for review and 

consideration. 

Response 60-2 

Please refer to response to comment 40-5 regarding PA systems. 

Response 60-3  

Please refer to response to comment 17-1 and Topical 7 for a full discussion on consistency to the 

applicable policies contained within the City’s General Plan Noise Element. 

Response 60-4 

The issue raised by the commenter does not address any issues with the environmental analysis provided 

in the Draft EIR, therefore, no further response is necessary. 

Response 60-5 

Please refer to response 17-2. 

In addition, please refer to Topical 5 regarding land use compatibility. As discussed in the Draft EIR Section 

4.9, the proposed Project would be incompatible with the Draft Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan 

(ALUCP) However, the Draft ALUCP has not yet been adopted, therefore the proposed Project is not 

required to comply with their proposed safety zone requirements. 

As discussed in Section 4.9 Land Use of the Draft EIR, mitigation is required to either reduce the height of 

the 55-foot lighting standards so they do not penetrate the existing Transitional Surface, or, submit all 

lighting standards for FAA approval. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant.  

Response 60-6 

As stated in Section 3, Project Description of the Draft EIR, one of the proposed Project objectives is to 

reduce illegal riding in the Santa Ynez River bed and street racing. However, as with any illegal activities, 

one cannot fully preclude their potential.  
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Response 60-7 

Please refer to Topical Response 8 regarding the operation of Skydive Santa Barbara (SDSB).  

As discussed, the sky diving drop zone would need to be relocated which is subject to FAA review and 

approval, and if approved, it would comply with FAA regulation for Parachute Landing Areas (PLA).  

Response 60-8 

This comment does not raise a question or concern regarding the adequacy of the Draft EIR, therefore, 

further response is not required pursuant to CEQA Guidelines §15204. 

Response 60-9 

Please refer to Topical 7, Noise, for a full discussion regarding methodology.  

As shown in Figure 4.10-7 of the Draft EIR, noise levels with onsite generators would range between 72 

to 82 dB(A) at 50 feet. These noise sources would be primarily located internal to the proposed Project 

site. The 72 to 82 dB(A) noise levels would occur primarily in the parking areas and along the pedestrian 

path within the Project site.  

Response 60-10 

The Draft EIR address safety concerns and hazards in Section 4.7, Hazards. 

The Draft EIR determined the proposed Project would have a negligible effect on airport accident risks. 

This is because the proposed Project neither increases nor decreases the number of landings or takeoffs 

associated with the Lompoc Airport. The probability of accident/safety hazard risks would be similar 

before Project implementation and after Project implementation. Impacts would be less than significant 

related to the probability of accident/safety hazard risks.  

In addition, the commenter is directed to Topical 1 regarding Airport safety. As discussed, Lompoc Airport 

is expected a probability of about 0.11 off-airport accidents per year for its current estimated activity level 

of approximately 30,000 annual operations.2 The proposed Project would have a negligible effect on 

Airport accident risks because the proposed Project neither increases nor decreases the number of 

landings or takeoffs associated with the Airport. In addition, the proposed Project would be subject to 

FAA review and approval, therefore, minimizing any potential for risks or accidents associated with the 

Airport. 

  

                                                                 
2  Heliplanners, Aviation Safety Analysis (March 2016) 
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Al & Emily Harry

740 N. H. St., #250 (mailing address)

Lompoc, CA 93436 RECEIVED

August 14, 2016

AUG 1 5 2016

Lucille Breese, AICP

City of Lompoc , . . . ,

100 Civic Center Plaza Planning Division
Lompoc, CA 93436

Dear Ms. Breese:

As homeowners in Lompoc whose house is less than one-half mile from the proposed Motorsports Park, we have

reviewed the draft EIR with concern. The scope of the 549 page document belies the numerous inaccuracies and

areas where mitigation is not addressed or glossed over. This document should be rejected by the City and adopt

the first alternative proposed by Meridian Consultants.

The recommendation by Meridian Consultants states that " the Guidelines requires that an EIR describe and

evaluate a range of reasonable alternatives to a project to promote informed decision-making.

The Alternatives to the proposed Project evaluated in this Draft EIR include:

• Alternative 1 - No Project/No Development"

Among our areas of concern with the EIR:

The Environmental section raises a number of issues:

Biological Resources: including mitigation for the land replacement for the displaced plants and wildlife. The

recommendation is for 72 acres to "replace the loss of suitable foraging, roosting and potential nesting habitat"

for a variety of birds, other animal species and plants. The mitigation requires that the new off-site locations

"should have similar habitat conditions, including, elevation, topography, soil conditions, moisture regimes,

vegetation composition, percent cover and proximity to the Santa Ynez River."

1. Where are these 72 acres? The property along the Santa Ynez River is all privately owned, so who is going

to pay for this land and the cost of maintaining it for the recommended 5 years to ensure that the plant and

wildlife are well established in the new location?

2. Who is selecting and paying for the botanist and biologist to determine the flowering and breeding seasons

of the affected wildlife? The stringent requirements for 75% survival for the first year alone will need

monitoring, continuing for up to five years for 90% survival. Have the costs for these specialists been

included in the proposed Project's budget?

Hazard and Hazardous Waste:

1. Who will oversee "Conducting a subsurface geophysical survey near suspected locations of historic USTs

and particularly in the area of the 3-inch-diameter pipes?" if unknown USTs are uncovered? Who will

cover these costs?

Fire Protection & Emergency Services:

1. "The proposed Project would produce an increase in demand for fire services during the events held on

site." The City's fire department has just been denied a new station. Yet this project requires fire

personnel to be on site during racing events. How will this impact the fire department's ability to serve

the City with reduced personnel available, and has the Motorsports project planned to compensate the

City as stated in the report?
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Police Protection:

1. Police services will be needed for major events with projected attendance of over 2,600 people. How will

this redirection of City police personnel to Motorsports events impact the department's ability to service

the City? Will the City be reimbursed for this redeployment of personnel?

Hydrology & Water Quality:

1. "Construction could also contribute to the addition of pollutants into the surface and groundwater

around the Proposed project site". The assumption of the Consultants is that compliance with the

various "appropriate agencies" will take place and therefore impacts to water quality will be "less than

significant". Who will be responsible for oversight to ensure these regulations are followed?

2. A shallow well will be included on site for water use in dust mitigation. The EIR does not take into

consideration that a state-wide drought is affecting water usage and residents within the City are required

to follow water restrictions. This is the height of hypocrisy to use water resources "solely for dust

mitigation".

3. Two infiltration areas will be constructed to capture surface run-off water, "with no runoff draining into

the Santa Ynez River". There is no discussion of where the water in these infiltration areas do eventually

drain into - City drainage system? No new drainage is being built. So does the water eventually seep into

the ground, affecting the groundwater? The vehicles on the tracks will be leaving significant amounts of

chemicals from tires, exhausts, etc. over time, and water draining into these infiltration ponds will be

polluted. What is the mitigation for this polluted water?

4. A motocross/mud bog will needlessly waste precious water supplies. This is planned to cover

approximately 4.6 acres! Does "dought" mean anything to the Motorcross people?

Air Quality:

1. Will smog equipment be required on aH_vehicles using different recreational areas? How will this affect

the air quality of the Valley as a whole, and especially those living east of the Project, when the off-shore

winds blow into their homes and yards? The numerous air quality charts provided by Meridian really do

not address the pollution that this facility will actually produce on a daily basis because the numbers are

computer simulations. Nor how the plan meets the Lompoc 2030 General Plan Conservation and Open

Space Element to improve air quality and minimize emissions from vehicles.

Noise:

The noise tests for this project have been addressed by several residents, including a 21 page dissection of the

test process that basically points out that the entire process was badly flawed. Our concerns include:

1. A very limited number of vehicles (cars) were used, with no mention of the models/engine size/or

specific types of mufflers (if any). The Motorsports project will have motorcycles, ATV's, and off-road go-

carts/buggies. None of these vehicles were included in the tests, and most run with open mufflers. Why?

2. The test was conducted on a weekday over a short period of time (3 hours). It does not take into account

the lowered traffic volume times over the weekends when the Lompoc Valley is quiet. Proper test results

would result in noise impacts much higher than reported.

3. Noise monitors were placed in locations that minimized the decibel levels from the tested vehicles. Two

monitors on H St near Purisima Highlands gave low reports as one was buffered by a hill, and the other

placed below road grade, with noise waves flowing over it. Not the best placement for accurate test

results.

4. Why was no noise monitoring done on Central Avenue, specifically at O St and Central for the study? This

location is in direct line of sight of the project site and will impact all residential tracts less than 34 mile

from the project. Table 4.10-6 shows Proposed Project Area Sensitive Receptor Locations. There is no
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indication when these proposed receptors will be in place or when they will be used. Whereas Table

4.10-3 shows where the actual five noise measurements in the project vicinity were taken, with none near

the housing developments on Central Ave.

5. Decibel noise levels required by the city general plan will be compromised with this project. Vehicles are

currently gunning their engines and racing on a stretch of Central from L St. to V St. The decibel levels are

well above city levels, with most sounding like there are no mufflers, and the police are not enforcing the

current offenders. Who will be monitoring and enforcing the City noise ordinance at the Motorsport

facility? The physics of noise waves do not stop at the Project property line.

6. The noise study done by Meridian is amateurish at best and does not fully encompass all the noise that

will be generated from:

• The different types of vehicles using the facilities;

• Noise generated from the 90+ pit spaces as vehicles are tested prior to races

• The volume of additional traffic on Central Avenue entering the facility on V St., especially on

weekends when higher usage is expected

• The large RV encampment running generators at night

• The PA system to be used for IHRA drag races

• Tables 4.10-10.4.10-11.4.10-12 for Drag Strip and OHV showing no calculated increase in noise

decibels are not to be believed.

The numbers are based on computer modeling not actual drag strip racing featuring two

vehicles, racing 20 times per hour with a duration of 5-12 seconds. Should this amount of racing

actually occur as projected, there is no way that there would not be increased decibels affecting

residents in the surrounding area.

This letter only touches on a relatively small number of items in the EIR that was presented to the City and its

residents. Mitigating factors suggest variations from no chance of success to possibly being accomplished.

What is not addressed is the quality of life in the Lompoc Valley that will be so greatly impacted by this project -

primarily in a negative way.

There is no indication that this project will bring in new jobs (initially it is to be run all by volunteers), and with the

projected RV population that is anticipated, the hospitality and restaurant industry will not see any benefit either.

The benefit will only be to the very small percentage of local people who are proposing the project, not to the City

of Lompoc at large.

We strongly feel that this EIR draft is very flawed and should be rejected by the City.

Sincerely,

Al & Emily Harry 0 / '

A copy of this letter is being emailed to you, with a hard copy to be delivered to City Hall on Monday Sept. 15
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Letter No. 61:  Al and Emily Harry, August 15, 2016 

Response 61-1 

Comment is noted for the record and will be forwarded to the decision-makers for review and 

consideration. 

Response 61-2 

Please refer to response 42-1. 

As noted in the Draft EIR Section 4.3, Biological Resources, implementation of the proposed Project would 

result in the loss of 14.5 acres of arroyo willow thicket due to grading excavation. That acreage includes 

0.5 acres of arroyo willow thicket that currently exists within the Runway Expansion Project mitigation 

area that has been previously designated on site; however, as noted above, the mitigation for the Runway 

Expansion Project was not successful. Loss of the arroyo willow thicket habitat is considered a significant 

impact. 

The Draft EIR identifies the following mitigation measure to reduce impacts related to the biological 

resources: 

MM 4.3-1 To offset impacts to arroyo willow thicket on site (14.5 acres), off-site mitigation will be 

implemented at a 5 to 1 ratio for a total of 72.5 acres (14.5 acres of impacted arroyo 

willow thicket at a 5 to 1 ratio equals 72.5 acres). This acreage includes 0.5 acre of arroyo 

willow thicket that currently exists within the Runway Expansion Project mitigation area 

that has been previously designated on site; however, as noted, the mitigation for the 

Runway Expansion Project was not successful so no credit is given for that mitigation.  

 Mitigation may be conducted adjacent to the Project in remaining arroyo willow thickets, 

and/or at appropriate off-site City-owned properties. Should off-site locations be 

considered, they should have similar habitat conditions, including, elevation, topography, 

soil conditions, moisture regimes, vegetation composition, percent cover and proximity 

to the Santa Ynez River.  

 Mitigation shall be provided for through the development of a Restoration and Mitigation 

Plan (Plan). The Plan will compare the performance of the mitigation area against the 

recommended performance criteria to identify any shortcomings or problems in the 

mitigation area. The Plan will include methods for evaluation of plant establishment, 

vigor, and health, and for evaluating the percent cover by native and non-native plant 

species. In addition, the Plan will include specific details on a planting palette invasive 
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species removal and methods for planting and irrigation. A preliminary conceptual 

planting palette and schedule of success criteria (is included in the mitigation). The 

planting palette and success criteria may change and will be adapted to site specific 

conditions when a final off-site mitigation area is selected. The Plan should provide for 

quarterly monitoring visits during the first year, biannual visits during the second and 

third years, and annual visits during the fourth and fifth years.  

 The Project Plan will be developed in consultation with City of Lompoc and submitted to 

the CDFW for review and concurrence at least 30 days prior to beginning construction. 

Section 15131, Economic and Social Effects, of the State CEQA Guidelines states economic or social 

information may be included in an EIR or may be presented in whatever form the agency desires. 

Economic or social effects of a project shall not be treated as significant effects on the environment.  

The City has decided not to include an economic analysis of the proposed Project in the EIR as there is no 

relation to potential physical changes to the environment resulting from any economic causes. 

Response 61-3 

As noted in the Draft EIR Section 4.7, Hazards, currently the proposed Project site does not contain any 

known USTs. According to GeoTracker, the proposed Project site is neither considered a LUST cleanup site 

or permitted as an underground storage tank facility. Additionally, the ESA Report conducted by JHA 

Environmental, Inc. (see Appendix 4.7 A) indicates no underground or above ground storage tanks were 

observed on the proposed Project site. However, it was reported underground and/or above ground 

storage tanks may have occurred historically on the proposed Project site. Specifically, two sets of 2 to 3-

inch diameter rusty steel pipes extend out of the ground, where a former asphalt plant once reportedly 

operated, in the southcentral portion of the proposed Project site. As a result, construction, grading, and 

excavation of the proposed Project site could have the possibility to uncover any unknown USTs. 

The Draft EIR identifies the following mitigation measure to reduce impacts related to the USTs: 

MM 4.7-1 Prior to the issuance of grading permits, the site developer shall: 

 Conduct a subsurface geophysical survey near suspected locations of historic USTs, 

and particularly in the area of the 3-inch-diameter pipes. If anomalies are identified, 

then the soil over the anomaly shall be carefully excavated to determine the exact 

nature of the anomaly. If a UST is discovered and/or confirmed, then a permit to 

remove the UST shall be acquired from the County of Santa Barbara Health 

Department that shall include the collection of soil samples from beneath the UST for 
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laboratory analyses. If a release of petroleum hydrocarbons is confirmed, then soil 

assessment and remediation shall be undertaken with oversight from the regulatory 

agency.  

 If no UST is identified on site, then, at a minimum, a Soil Management Plan (SMP) 

shall be prepared. The SMP shall describe the methods to be implemented to protect 

health and safety of the construction workers working on the proposed Project and 

the health and safety of the general public during the proposed on-site soil 

grading/excavation activities required for the proposed Project. The SMP would 

provide the methodology for the grading contractor to deal with any suspect 

subsurface structures, debris, stained, or odiferous soil that might be encountered 

and that could represent a hazard to the workers or the public.  

Section 15131, Economic and Social Effects, of the State CEQA Guidelines states economic or social 

information may be included in an EIR or may be presented in whatever form the agency desires. 

Economic or social effects of a project shall not be treated as significant effects on the environment.  

The City has decided not to include an economic analysis of the proposed Project in the EIR as there is no 

relation to potential physical changes to the environment resulting from any economic causes. 

Response 61-4 

Please refer to response 35-5. 

As noted in the Draft EIR Section 4.11.1, Fire Protection Services, the proposed Project would produce an 

increase in demand for fire services during the events held on site. The increase in participants and 

spectators traveling to the site from different areas, locally and regionally, would increase the risk for 

potential fire and medical hazards on site. Fire risks associated with the OHV and drag strip events would 

include vehicular damage and collisions. These risks, combined with one or more off-site fires and/or car 

accidents may impact the local responding units. 

As discussed in the Draft EIR, the Applicant will coordinate with the Lompoc Fire Department to develop 

and implement an Incident Plan required by MM 4.11-1. The Incident Plan shall identify the number of 

fire department personnel to be provided, including fire suppression/emergency medical service (EMS), 

fire prevention (fire inspectors), emergency communications and supervisory personnel. In addition, the 

Plan would also identify fire suppression equipment, supplies, and other services to be provided by the 

site operator during future motorsports events, including the number of fire personnel and/or EMS 

personnel. The site operator shall reimburse the City for fire inspection and protection services provided 

under the Incident Plan. 
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Response 61-5 

As discussed in Section 4.11.2 Police Protection Services of the Draft EIR, the proposed Project would have 

the potential to increase public service demands. However, the proposed Project would be required to 

develop a traffic control plan which requires detailed provisions for traveler information, a signage plan, 

traffic control personnel, and entry gate operations. As a result, the proposed Project would not degrade 

existing facilities provided by the Lompoc Police Department to serve the needs of the proposed Project. 

Section 15131, Economic and Social Effects, of the State CEQA Guidelines states economic or social 

information may be included in an EIR or may be presented in whatever form the agency desires. 

Economic or social effects of a project shall not be treated as significant effects on the environment.  

The City has decided not to include an economic analysis of the proposed Project in the EIR as there is no 

relation to potential physical changes to the environment resulting from any economic causes. 

Response 61-6 

As discussed in Section 4.8 Hydrology, of the Draft EIR, the potential increase in soil erosion, siltation, and 

construction-related pollutants could degrade downstream surface water or groundwater. However, the 

construction of the proposed Project would comply with the regulatory requirements to minimize, to the 

maximum extent practicable, the degradation of water quality.  

The proposed Project would be required to comply with NPDES requirements. Construction activities 

would be subject to the NPDES general construction activity permit and would be required to eliminate 

or reduce non-stormwater discharges to storm sewer systems and other waters and consider the use of 

post-construction permanent Best Management Practices (BMPs).  

Additionally, the proposed Project would be required to develop and implement a Storm Water Pollution 

Prevention Plan (SWPPP) with BMPs that would be employed to prevent soil erosion and discharge of 

other construction-related pollutants, as well as a monitoring program to ensure that BMPs are 

implemented appropriately and are effective at controlling discharges of stormwater-related pollutants. 

The Lompoc Municipal Code requires the submittal of an Erosion Sediment Control Plan and/or SWPPP 

with the submittal of a grading permit application.3 

Compliance with those requirements would reduce potential construction and post-construction water 

quality impacts to less than significant.  

  

                                                                 
3 City of Lompoc, Municipal Code, Title 15, Chapter 72 – Grading.  
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Response 61-7 

As discussed in Section 4.14, Utilities, of the Draft EIR, nonpotable water from the on-site well would be 

used to control dust. Water consumption for dust watering was estimated assuming watering for 15 

minutes every hour, and using the construction watering amount of 0.89 acre-feet/acre of water. The 

total area of the proposed Project that would need to be watered for dust control is approximately 11.77 

acres which includes the OHV area comprised of the beginner’s track, the oval track, the endurocross and 

trials area, the arena cross area, and the motocross/mud bog and sand drag lanes. As shown in the Draft 

EIR Table 4.14.1-9, the proposed Project is estimated to have a yearly water demand for nonpotable water 

of approximately 252,000 gallons or 0.77 acre-feet. 

Operation of the proposed Project is estimated to have a yearly potable water demand of 7.95 acre-feet 

upon completion, or 2,591,000 gallons (approximately 7,100 gallons per day) for each day of operation. 

As mentioned in Section 3.0 Project Description, the proposed Project would generate an estimated 

maximum of 2,640 individuals at any one time that would require potable water.  

As discussed in the City’s 2010 UWMP, the commercial, institutional, and industrial sectors are projected 

to increase water demand approximately 146 afy over the next 20 years (this is being updated in the 2015 

Urban Water Management Plan).4 The proposed Project’s 7.95 afy would account for approximately 5 

percent of the increase in projected water demand in the commercial, institutional, and industrial sectors 

over the next 20 years. Therefore, the City has adequate water supplies to meet the demands of the 

proposed Project. It should be noted the proposed Project will be required to offset potable water 

demand pursuant to Section 13.04.070(e) and (f) of the LMC.5 

Accordingly, impacts would be less than significant.  

Response 61-8 

As discussed in Section 4.8 Hydrology, of the Draft EIR surface water runoff would be directed to two 

infiltration basins extending on either side of the proposed drag strip and return road, as illustrated in 

Figure 3.0-11, Conceptual Grading Plan. All surface water runoff would be captured in these two areas 

with no runoff draining to the Santa Ynez River. Those areas include: 

 Infiltration Area A would cover an area approximately 44,300-square feet in size, with an average 

depth of 1 inch, and would contain approximately 3,560 cubic feet of stormwater.  

                                                                 
4  The total projected 146 afy water demand increase includes the 137 afy increase from the commercial and institutional 

sector and the 9 afy increase industrial sector. 

5  Lompoc Municipal Code 13.04.070 Water Efficient Landscape and Irrigation Standards. 
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 Area B would be approximately 34,500-square feet in size, with an average depth of 3.6-inches, and 

would contain approximately 10,270-cubic feet of stormwater.  

Response 61-9 

Refer to response 61-7. 

Response 61-10 

Impacts associated with air quality are detailed in Section 4.2, Air Quality of the Draft EIR. Further, 

atmospheric conditions to the degree relevant, are utilized in air quality and noise modeling. The section 

also notes a potentially significant public health standard would occur if the Hazard Index is more than 1.0 

for non-cancer risk. For non-carcinogenic effects, the hazard index totaled less than one (8.5E-02 and 6.4E-

02) for both the toxic 1 hour and 8-hour exposure scenarios. Therefore, non-carcinogenic hazards would 

be below the Hazard Index of more than 1.0 for non-cancer risk. Non-carcinogenic impacts would be less 

than significant. With the exception of certain air quality impacts associated with vehicle trips to and from 

the site, all impacts are either less than significant or can be mitigated to less than significant. 

Response 61-11 

Please refer to response to comment 13-1. 

In addition, please refer to Topical 7 for a full discussion regarding noise methodology. 

Response 61-12 

“Quality of life” is not a threshold identified specifically by the City for evaluation by itself. 

The Draft EIR evaluated potential impacts related to aesthetics (see Section 4.1), air quality (see Section 

4.2), land use, (see Section 4.9), noise (see Section 4.10), traffic (see Section 4.13) and others that may 

affect the nearby residents and their quality of life.  

Section 15131, Economic and Social Effects, of the State CEQA Guidelines states economic or social 

information may be included in an EIR or may be presented in whatever form the agency desires. 

Economic or social effects of a project shall not be treated as significant effects on the environment.  

The City has decided not to include an economic analysis of the proposed Project in the EIR as there is no 

relation to potential physical changes to the environment resulting from any economic causes. 
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Response 61-13 

If the City Council certifies the Final EIR and decides to move forward with the Project, then the City 

Council would need to adopt a Statement of Overriding Considerations noting the reasons the Council 

believes the benefits from the proposed Project outweigh the significant unmitigated impacts. 

Response 61-14 

The commenter addresses opposition to the proposed Project and does not raise any issues with the 

environmental analysis provided in the Draft EIR. No further response is necessary.  
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Breese, Lucille

From: Joan Hartmann [joanhartmann2016@gmail.com]

Sent: Monday, August 15, 2016 1:09 PM

To: Breese, Lucille; Breese, Lucille

Subject: Comments to Lompoc Motorsports Park DEIR (SCH No. 2015121005)

Email to: RECEIVED
L Breese@ci.lompoc.ca.us; lbreese(5>ci.lompoc.ca.us

8/15/2016 AUG 1 5 2016

Lucille T. Breese, AICP ™ . ^. . .

city of Lompoc Planning Division
100 Civic Center Plaza

Lompoc, CA 93436

Re: Lompoc Motorsports Park Environmental Impact Report (SCH No. 2015121005)

The Lompoc Motorsports Facility is of great interest to both the residents of the City of Lompoc, and

the residents of the surrounding unincorporated area. There is enormous concern regarding not only the

significant environmental impacts, but also the cost of the facility and mitigations, which may ultimately be

borne by area taxpayers. State Parks funds should not be used to fund any facilities which destroy sensitive

habitat, result in significant and unavoidable environmental impacts to air quality, and potentially result in

significant impacts to biology, noise, public services, and other areas which have not yet been adequately

studied and disclosed.

As a former Planning Commissioner for the County, I have great concerns with the adequacy of the

Draft EIR which has been prepared and wish to offer the following comments on the Lompoc Motorsports

Park Draft Environmental Impact Report

1. Air Quality

The DEIR finds significant and unavoidable impacts from volatile organic compounds (VOCs) and

nitrogen oxides (NOx) emissions during operation of the proposed Project.

These emissions pose very serious dangers to the well-being of the people of Lompoc and

surrounding unincorporated Santa Barbara County. According to the American Lung Association, both VOCs

and NOx form tropospheric, or ground level ozone, which damages lung tissue. VOCs cause breathing

difficulty and can damage the central nervous system as well as other organs; NOx diminishes lung function,

worsens asthma, and can cause heart attacks, (http://www.lung.org)

There are no overriding considerations for this project that could possibly make reasonable people

decide to endanger residents. Based on these findings, Alternative 1: No Project/No Development, the

environmentally superior alternative, should be accepted.

2.0 Responses to Comments
Letter No. 62

62-1

62-2

62-3
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In addition. Mitigation Measure 4.2-1 improperly defers the development of the Fugitive Dust Control

Plan until after project approval, nor does it provide any assurance that the standard of 8 ug/m3 for

particulate matter can be met, given that the modeling demonstrated 315.96 ug/m3 and 148.43 ug/m3.

2. Biological Resources

A. The DEIR acknowledges the loss of critical habitat but improperly defers the formulation and adoption of a

Restoration and Mitigation Plan and the identification of an off-site location. Mitigation Measure 4.3-1 is

totally inadequate as written, as it only provides that a plan be submitted 30 days prior to beginning

construction, it does not provide that the plan has to be approved. Also, as written there is no guarantee that

the plan will be successful, only that it will be monitored. Prior to project approval, the off-site location must

be identified, and the Restoration and Mitigation Plan with measurable goals and penalties must be adopted.

B. Impacts of noise, lights, and vibration to animal species are inadequately assessed. The DEIR states that

these impacts "may occur," yet there is adequate research to confirm that impacts will (not "may") occur to

sensitive species, and must be acknowledged. Research by the US Department of Transportation documents

that exposure to noise leads to reduction in breeding success and population density for many species of birds

with density of sensitive species reduced 14 and 44% up to a mile from the source of noise.

(https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/noise/noise effect on wildlife/effects/wildO4.cfm).

The DEIR states: OHV and dragstrip race events will produce noise levels of 76 to 80 decibels at adjacent

habitat on the south and north of the river; above the accepted level of 60 to 65 decibels for southwestern

willow flycatchers during nesting season. The DEIR concludes these noise levels are less than significant

because they will be only during racing. That the sound will be intermittent rather than constant does not

ameliorate its impacts. Research has found that exposure to sudden, intense noise reduces egg production in

birds and causes hysteria in various strains of chickens, (http://www.cvzv.sk/slju/14 2/8 Broucek.pdf)

Finally, the DEIR proposes: "it is expected that individuals of these species, if unable to habituate to proposed

Project operational conditions, would be able to relocate to the nearby suitable habitat." This disregards the

carrying capacity of habitat for specific species. According to the USDA Forest Service, impact of habitat loss

on small populations of willow flycatchers "can be particularly severe." Willow flycatchers persist as local

breeding groups "that are linked together and maintained over time by immigration/emigration and

dispersal." Habitat loss not only eliminates the possibility of individuals occurring at a particular location, it

reduces the number of individuals that can occur throughout a region by leading to competition and can result

in mortality or loss of breeding opportunities.

(http://www.fs.fed.us/rm/pubs/rmrs gtrO6O/rmrs gtr060 013 024.pdf)

In addition, Mitigation Measures 4.3-2, 4.3-3,4.3-4 are inadequate as written, and each survey must (not

should) be conducted as proposed.

3. Noise

The DEIR acknowledges that existing exterior noise levels in the surrounding area exceed the City's exterior

noise standard, but asserts that the ADDITION of noise from special events, or drag racing (up to 20 times per

hour) would go unnoticed.

The analysis of noise impacts is inadequate as suggested by the following sources:

2.0 Responses to Comments
Letter No. 62

62-3

62-4

62-5

62-6
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• The California Off-Highway Vehicle Noise Study indicates that motorcycles produce noise levels of 84-

104 dBA and ATV's produce noise levels of 84 to 95 dBA.

(http://ohv.parks.ca.gov/pages/1140/files/ca%20ohv%20noise%20report%20wr%2004-31-06.pdf)
• A study conducted for the City of Concord, North Carolina examined sound levels produced by drag

racing found noise levels up to 85 dBA that were audible in the nearby community (over a mile away).

(http://www.hmmh.com/cmsdocuments/lnterNoise09 Dragstrip-paper TMJ.pdf)

• According to the 3M Occupational Health and Environmental Safety Division, drag racing in stands 15

meters from source produces 145 dBA. (http://multimedia.3m.com/mws/media/888553O/noise-navigator-

sound-level-hearing-protection-database.pdf) p 6 of 104.

4. Police & Fire Protection

The potential impacts on police and fire protection are not adequately analyzed.

A. Police Services: the DEIR stated that the project could generate an intermittent increase in demand

for police services during events held on site with up to 2,620 people, and that impacts to Lompoc Police

Department's ability to provide law enforcement services could result. However, there is no analysis of this

impact, nor is there any analysis of how an incident at the motorsports facility may impact response time to

other areas of the City. In addition, the project description is silent on the issue of alcohol service. If alcohol is

available on site for large events, this could lead to a much larger impact on police services, both to handle on-

site issues, and traffic following events. However, there is no analysis of these potential impacts, nor how

many officers may be required and proposed "mitigation" is the future development of a 'Traffic and Parking

Control Plan," and as noted previously, CEQA does not allow the formulation of mitigation measures to be

deferred.

B. Fire Protection and Emergency Services. Again, the DEIR identifies that the proposed project would

produce an increase in demand for fire and emergency services during the events held on site. However it

does not analyze the scope of the potential increase in services, nor the ability of the Lompoc Fire Department

to provide these increased services with existing staffing, and once again attempts to defer the development

of a required mitigation until after project approval. The Cumulative impacts section of the DEIR identifies that

there is a "potentially significant adverse cumulative impacts on the LFD's services and their ability to provide

acceptable response times." Since the project is relying on mutual aid from the County of Santa Barbara and

Vandenberg Air Force Base Fire Departments to address the cumulative impacts, the potential impacts on

those departments should be analyzed and disclosed to decision makers.

5. Overlooked/Inadequate project description & analysis

The project includes overnight recreational vehicle (RV) camping for 1200 people onsite (4.2-22), but does not

examine the environmental Impacts of overnight RV camping. Impacts that may be significant include air

pollution and GHG impacts (including impacts of running generators), impacts to water resources, impacts to

utilities (including electricity generation and sanitation), noise and lighting impacts on neighbors, and

biological impacts of night time noise and light on sensitive habitat. These must be assessed.

Thank you for considering my comments. I look forward to these issues being addressed.

Joan Hartmann

1220 Poppy Valley Road

Buellton, CA 93427

2.0 Responses to Comments
Letter No. 62

62-6

62-7
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Letter No. 62:  Joan Hartmann, August 15, 2016 

Response 62-1 

The issue raised by the commenter does not address any issues with the environmental analysis provided 

in the Draft EIR, therefore, no further response is necessary. 

Section 15131, Economic and Social Effects, of the State CEQA Guidelines states economic or social 

information may be included in an EIR or may be presented in whatever form the agency desires. 

Economic or social effects of a project shall not be treated as significant effects on the environment.  

The City has decided not to include an economic analysis of the proposed Project in the EIR as there is no 

relation to potential physical changes to the environment resulting from any economic causes. 

Response 62-2 

Comment is noted for the record and will be forwarded to the decision-makers for review and 

consideration. 

Response 62-3 

Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the Draft EIR evaluated impacts to air quality. Emission of VOC and NOx 

associated with the proposed Project result from vehicle traffic, with the overwhelming majority of those 

emissions coming from passenger vehicles. The level of emissions generated for a single day would remain 

above daily mass significance thresholds for NOx and VOC adopted by SBAPCD. Impacts would be 

significant and unavoidable under these thresholds developed by SBAPCD. 

Lead agencies have the ability to override significant and unavoidable impacts based on the beneficial 

purpose of the Project. The City would be required to adopt a statement of overriding considerations with 

regard to this impact should they decide to approve the proposed Project. 

Response 62-4 

Section 15126.4 of the CEQA Guidelines an EIR must describe feasible measure which could minimize 

significant adverse impacts.  Measures may specify performance standards which would mitigate the 

significant effect of the project which may be accomplished in more than one specified way. This measure 

identifies the specific type of vegetation similar to existing conditions, provides a performance standard, 

and a timeline for completion. Accordingly, the Draft EIR does provide a feasible mitigation measure for 

biological resources. 

Please refer to response 42-1. 
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The Draft EIR Section 4.3, Biological Resources, provides an evaluation of the impacts to wildlife. In 

addition, please refer to Topical Response 4 regarding indirect impacts to biological resources. While it is 

possible there could be temporary indirect impacts to nesting birds from elevated noise levels and 

vibrations associated with construction, potential impacts would be considered less than significant due 

to minimal type of construction activities that would be taking place. Furthermore, proposed Project 

operation, noise levels, vibration, dust and lighting impacts would be temporary, and limited to proposed 

Project events. Therefore, indirect impacts would be less than significant. 

Response 62-5 

Please refer to Topical Response 2, Biological Resources.  Surveys for black-flowered figwort and 

southwestern willow flycatcher were completed and did not identify presence of either species. 

Mitigation measure MM 4.3-4 is a standard mitigation measure that provides a timeline for completion, 

a performance standard, and several options to ensure impacts to bird species are minimized. The 

mitigation does meet the standards of Section 15126.6 of the CEQA Guidelines.  

Response 62-6 

Please refer to response to comment 13-1. 

In addition, please refer to Topical 7 for a full discussion regarding noise methodology. 

Response 62-7 

As discussed in Section 4.11.2 Police Services of the Draft EIR, the proposed Project would likely generate 

an intermittent increase in demand for police services during events held on site as up to 2,620 persons 

could be onsite. Additional police services may be required on site for law enforcement, peacekeeping, 

crowd control, and potentially traffic control on the affected roadways. Section 4.13, Traffic and 

Circulation, discusses a traffic and control plan that would be required as part of the proposed Project 

and that would address the need for additional traffic control personnel. The proposed Project would be 

required to develop a traffic control plan which requires detailed provisions for traveler information, a 

signage plan, traffic control personnel, and entry gate operations. As a result, the proposed Project would 

not degrade existing facilities provided by the Lompoc Police Department to serve the needs of the 

proposed Project. Impacts to police services would be less than significant.  

As discussed in Section 4.11.1 Fire Protection Services of the Draft EIR, the proposed Project would 

produce an increase in demand for fire services during the events held on site. The increase in participants 

and spectators traveling to the site from different areas, locally and regionally, would increase the risk for 

potential fire and medical hazards onsite. Fire risks associated with the OHV and drag strip events would 
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include vehicular damage and collisions. To alleviate potential onsite fire hazards and the spread of a fire 

off of the site, fire hydrants are included in the design of the proposed Project. Specifically, a new 10-inch 

fire hydrant water main with a shutoff valve would be tapped into the existing line located within George 

Miller Drive. New fire hydrants with shutoff valves would be located along the western end of the drag 

strip and in the OHV pit area (see Figure 3.0-10). Storage and dispensing of fuels are governed by the 2013 

California Fire Code (CFC) as amended and adopted by the City.6  

As discussed in the Draft EIR, the Applicant will coordinate with the Lompoc Fire Department to develop 

and implement an Incident Plan as required by MM 4.11-1. The Incident Plan will identify the number of 

fire department personnel to be provided, including fire suppression/emergency medical service (EMS), 

fire prevention (fire inspectors), emergency communications and supervisory personnel. In addition, the 

Plan would also identify fire suppression equipment, supplies, and other services to be provided by the 

site operator during future motorsports events, including the number of fire personnel and/or EMS 

personnel.  

Response 62-8 

Please refer to response to comment 62-7. 

Response 62-9 

Please refer to response to comment 62-7. 

Response 62-10 

The Draft EIR evaluated potential impacts related to noise, air quality, land use, aesthetics, traffic, etc., 

that may significantly affect the nearby residents and their quality of life. The Draft EIR’s impact analyses 

either resulted in less than significant impacts or devised mitigation measures to reduce impacts to a level 

of less than significant.  

As noted in the Draft EIR, Section 3.0, Project Description, overnight self-contained RV parking would be 

available for weekend events. The number of spaces available to RVs would be limited, as would access 

to the site. No provisions for RV hookups (water, sewer, electric) are proposed, so all RVS would be 

required to be self-contained. Because the proposed Project is subject to a conditional use permit by the 

City, the City can impose additional restrictions on RV use. 

Please refer to response 60-9 regarding noise of generators. 

  

                                                                 
6  California Code of Regulations tit. 24, pt. 9, California Fire Code 2013, effective date January 1, 2014. 
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Breese, Lucille

From: Larry Henry [lhenrydd790@msn.com]

Sent: Sunday, August 14, 2016 12:11 PM

To: Breese, Lucille

Subject: EIR motor sports park

August 1st front page article stated it is the hope of those who want to build the motor sports park to turn it over to the
city of Lompoc as each part is completed.

My question concerning the EIR as stating there is no problem with water run off.

Are the containment ponds going to be 100% sealed and water tight?

If not the city may end up with a toxic waste site.

As well as polluting ground water.

I recommend that you contact the state water board in San Luis Obispo, CAL EPA, U.S. EPA, CA. Fish & Game, U.S. Fish &

Game, Vandenberg Environmental as well as the state costal commission.

The last two as any pollutants that get into the river or ground water may very well end up in the protected waters of

the lagoon at Surf Park and the ocean along Vandenberg Air Force Base.

Where will the city get the money to staff, operate, maintain and repair this park?

Go online and read CALFIRE code requirements for public amusement parks, which motor sports parks come under.

Why would the city of Lompoc get involved in such a potential disaster?

RECEIVED

AUG 1 5 2016

Planning Division

2.0 Responses to Comments
Letter No. 63

63-1
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Letter No. 63:  Larry Henry, August 15, 2016 

Response 63-1 

The issue raised by the commenter does not address any issues with the environmental analysis provided 

in the Draft EIR, therefore, no further response is necessary. 

Response 63-2 

As discussed in Section 4.8 Hydrology, of the Draft EIR, surface water runoff would be directed to two 

infiltration basins extending on either side of the drag strip and return road, as illustrated in Figure 3.0-

11. All surface water runoff would be captured in these two areas with no runoff draining to the Santa 

Ynez River. Those areas include: 

 Infiltration Area A would cover an area approximately 44,300-square feet in size, with an average 

depth of 1 inch, and would contain approximately 3,560 cubic feet (cu. ft.) of stormwater.  

 Area B would be approximately 34,500-square feet in size, with an average depth of 3.6-inches, 

and would contain approximately 10,270-cu. ft. of stormwater.  

Together, those areas would provide a total of approximately 13,830 cu. ft. of stormwater capture. 

The two existing 10-inch drain pipes would be extended north from their current terminus under the 

proposed access road and drain into the proposed infiltration areas. The concrete paved area for the drag 

strip, return road and staging areas would also drain into the proposed infiltration areas. (see Figure 3.0-

11). 

Infiltration basins allow water to slowly infiltrate and percolate through the soils acting as a filter. 

Infiltration basins are believed to have a high pollutant removal efficiency, and can also help recharge the 

groundwater, thus restoring low flows to stream systems. 

As the proposed Project would not increase stormwater flow offsite, and would direct all stormwater flow 

to infiltration areas on the proposed Project site, impacts would be less than significant. 

Response 63-3 

Section 15131, Economic and Social Effects, of the State CEQA Guidelines states economic or social 

information may be included in an EIR or may be presented in whatever form the agency desires. 

Economic or social effects of a project shall not be treated as significant effects on the environment.  
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The City has decided not to include an economic analysis of the proposed Project in the EIR as there is no 

relation to potential physical changes to the environment resulting from any economic causes. 

Response 63-4 

The issue raised by the commenter does not address any issues with the environmental analysis provided 

in the Draft EIR, therefore, no further response is necessary. 
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Breese, Lucille

From: ART HIBBITS [ahibbitsd @gmail.com]

Sent: Monday, August 15, 2016 10:10 AM
To: Breese, Lucille

Subject: Additional Comments to DEIR

Attachments: M sports elevations.jpeg; Retention Basins.jpeg

Lucille: Please include this eml and the attachment to my previous submittal. The concerns are that the site is:

(1) In a designated flood zone and has been in fact flooded historically.

(2) Not level and slopes downward from South to the North, as well as from the East going West, (please refer

to the attachment which is from Google Earth Photo 6/6/2012 and my elevation readings.) Assuming that a

drag strip needs to be near level, considerable fill from offsite will need to be introduced into the flood plane.

As an alternative, cut and fill work might attain a level site, BUT both modifications have a potential for

detrimental alterations to the direction and velocity of high water events.

(3) Historically similar activities in a river and it's flood way have not been allowed in SBCo. and elsewhere

The repair, regrading, and repaving of the washed out Rucker Road, Santa Ynez River Crossing and the same

type of work on the Lompoc/Casmalia Road Crossing of San Antonio Creek have not been allowed and the

roads remain closed. The proposed site modifications appear to be much greater in terms of earth moving and
asphalt.

Previously we and others have pointed out potential problems w/ the retention basins such as size, design, and

ability to accomplish anything of value, please refer to the State of Calif. Manual for design and construction of

retention and detention Basins. Please see second attachment for the source

To summarize, this DEIR should not be approved in it's present form. To grossly understate the potential

impacts of this proposal is an ill-advised approach to satisfy to CEQA and NEPA requirements.

The project description is flawed and the proposed site is totally unacceptable.

Respectfully submitted, ART and SHERRY HIBBITS

RECEIVED

AUG 1 5 2016

Planning Division

2.0 Responses to Comments
Letter No. 64

64-1

64-2

64-3

64-4

63-5
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According to the Water Quality Board member Dave Innes, he concurs with Art's conclusions, the proposed retention

basins will not mitigate the encroached flood plain.

I would like Art to review this document to determine if it is relevant to what maybe required for this project

https://webcms.pima.gov/UserFtf^

2.0 Responses to Comments 
Letter No. 64
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Letter No. 64:  Art and Sherry Hibbits, August 15, 2016 

Response 64-1 

As discussed in Section 4.8, Hydrology of the Draft EIR, the proposed Project is located within a 100-year 

flood hazard area as indicated by the City’s General Plan. However, the proposed Project would include a 

stormwater drainage system that would allow water to be captured on site, and would not result in any 

localized flooding hazards.  

Response 64-2 

As discussed in Section 4.8, Hydrology of the Draft EIR, the proposed Project site, located on the northern 

side of the City along the Santa Ynez River, is relatively flat, with drainage toward the north. Ground-

surface elevations range from approximately 62 feet amsl to 83 feet amsl. The proposed Project would be 

largely left flat and not have substantial grading that would alter the topography. The proposed Project 

site would be improved with additional impervious areas (approximately 233,000 sq. ft.) to accommodate 

the drag strip and staging areas. The proposed Project site would be graded to direct stormwater from 

the edges of the site toward the center (see Figure 3.0-11). Surface water runoff would be directed to two 

infiltration basins extending on either side of the drag strip and return road, as illustrated in Figure 3.0-

11. All surface water runoff would be captured in these two areas with no runoff draining to the Santa 

Ynez River. 

Response 64-3 

The issue raised by the commenter does not address any issues with the environmental analysis provided 

in the Draft EIR, therefore, no further response is necessary. 

Response 64-4 

Please refer to response 63-1. Please note these basins would be infiltration basins and not retention 

basins. 

Response 64-5  

The commenter addresses opposition to the proposed Project and does not raise any issues with the 

environmental analysis provided in the Draft EIR. No further response is necessary. 
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Breese, Lucille ^ y_, ^^^ __

^~"™™ivJ_/CElVED
From: Tom Horn [homtom52@yahoo.com]

Sent: Sunday, August 14, 2016 10:27 PM

To: Breese, Lucille AUG ] 5 2Q16

Cc: Lingl, Bob

Subject: Lompoc Motorsports Project Draft EIR

Planning Division

My comments regarding the Draft EIR for the Lompoc Motorsports Project:

1. Page 2.0-15, finding of Significant and unavoidable for VOC and NOx cannot be mitigated MM 4.2-1 through MM

4.2-4 which deals with dust and race participants rather than patron attendance which overwhelmingly cause

the VOC and NOx impact. See page 4.2-31. Listing MM 42-1 thru MM 4.2-4 implementation is erroneous and

misleading.

2. Page 2.0-45-48, Operation Noise from drag strip racing and OHV area the finding of only a 2.2 dB(A) increase is

rather incredulous.... Was noise level, proximity, duration factored in? The conclusion for a Less than

Significant Impact and the lack of mitigation measures may be erroneous despite what is stated in Section 4.10

3. Page 2.0-49, Police Protection did not evaluate the potential for increased DUI.

4. Page 2.0-50, Recreation, I read in the news that Sky Dive Santa Barbara will move away if the Project is

approved. The economic impact upon business and tourism should be included and evaluated for significance

and mitigation.

5. Page 2.0-55, does the new water wells require permit and approval from the Santa Ynez Water Conservation

District and other jurisdictional entities?

6. Page 4.2-27, Threshold 4.2-3 state the proposed Project would exceed the daily mobile emission threshold for

VOC and NOx. What are the mitigation measures? Also page 4.2-30 state the majority of the VOC and NOx

emissions ...result from vehicle traffic, with the overwhelming majority of those emissions coming from

passenger vehicles. The listed Mitigation Measures MM 4.2-1 and MM 4.2-2 in the next paragraph does NOT

address that impact and is misleading association that VOC and NOx would be mitigated. Page 4.2-30 state that

the number of trips or of the length of the motor vehicle trips on a motorsports weekend event day would need

to be reduced; how is that to be implemented and enforced?

7. Page 4.9-17 Sky Dive Santa Barbara recent announcement they would move to Santa Maria IF this Project is

approved should be evaluated and discussed for its economic impact upon tourism and business. MM 4.9-4

does not do justice in explaining the adverse impacts the Project has upon the loss of SDSB and in essence

encourage the elimination of this business.

8. Page 4.10-35+ Event Noise, Drag Racing modeling arrive at a conclusion that drag racing will barely be audible,

2.2 dB(A), above ambient noise does not match real world experience. I would question the validity of the model

as applied to the Project location in Lompoc.

9. Page 4.10-49, Operation-Event-Related Noise, Draft EIR erroneously dismiss the mobile source of noise

by the Project because they are temporary. The Draft EIR erroneously conclude that temporary

increase in ambient noise levels would not be cumulatively considerable. That is wrong. It is the

constant recurrence of drag racing noise from 9 AM to sunset or 10 PM, 52 weeks per year, that is a

public nuisance and the source of wide spread public opposition to the Project. This Draft EIR fall short

of answering the public concerns.

10. Section 4.11.2 Law Enforcement should evaluate potential impacts from increased DUI's.

11. Page 5.0-34 Drag Race Only Alternative, Noise, similarly focus on short term construction noise, and long-term

operational noise generated by traffic. Traffic by attending public patron? This is the 2.0 dB increase? What

about the temporary, constantly recurring drag racers noise level?

12. I did not find in the Draft EIR any Project mobile source restrictions on modifications, e.g. mufflers, exhaust

bypass, etc. Will the Project allow modified racers? Does the noise modeling account for modified racers as a

more significant noise source?

13. Page 5.0-38 points out the Environmentally Superior Alternative and Environmentally Superior Alternative

Among the Alternatives. I concur with the Draft EIR on the No Project and the OHV Facility Only alternative.
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Illegal street racing is a city or county law enforcement responsibility to enforce. The City need not latch onto

every economic activity that is proposed and should be willing to forgo those of questionable value.

14. Page 7.2-2 referring to Section 4.2 Air Quality, again dismiss mobile emissions. Incomplete evaluation.

Regards,

Thomas Horn

Lompoc Resident
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Letter No. 65:  Thomas Hom, August 15, 2016 

Response 65-1 

Please refer to response 17-3.  

MM 4.2-1 through MM 4.2-4 will help to reduce impacts from VOC and NOx from vehicular travel. 

Additionally, Project Design Features will be implemented to further reduce vehicular travel to and from 

the site. The motorsports operator will allow overnight recreational vehicle (RV) camping onsite to reduce 

the number of trips to and from the proposed Project site.  

Response 65-2 

Please refer to response to comment 13-1. 

In addition, please refer to Topical 7 for a full discussion regarding noise methodology.  

Response 65-3 

The proposed Project could likely generate an intermittent increase in demand for police services during 

events held on site as up to 2,620 persons could be onsite. Additional police services may be required on 

site for law enforcement, peacekeeping, crowd control, and potentially traffic control on the affected 

roadways. Section 4.13, Traffic and Circulation, discusses a traffic and control plan that would be required 

as part of the proposed Project and would address the need for additional traffic control personnel. The 

proposed Project would be required to develop a traffic control plan which requires detailed provisions 

for traveler information, a signage plan, traffic control personnel, and entry gate operations. As a result, 

the proposed Project would not degrade existing facilities provided by the Lompoc Police Department to 

serve the needs of the proposed Project. 

Response 65-4 

Please refer to Topical Response 8 and response 13-3 regarding alternative drop zone sites within the 

Lompoc Airport boundaries. 

Section 15131, Economic and Social Effects, of the State CEQA Guidelines states economic or social 

information may be included in an EIR or may be presented in whatever form the agency desires. 

Economic or social effects of a project shall not be treated as significant effects on the environment.  

The City has decided not to include an economic analysis of the proposed Project in the EIR as there is no 

relation to potential physical changes to the environment resulting from any economic causes.  
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Response 65-5 

The proposed Project would include the development of a shallow well (less than 100 feet deep) to access 

ground water for the purpose of dust mitigation. As mentioned in Section 3.0 of the Draft EIR, this well 

would be on City property and be drilled at the sole discretion of the City. 

Response 65-6 

Please refer to response 65-1. 

Response 65-7 

Please refer to response 65-4. 

Response 65-8 

Please refer to response to comment 13-1. 

In addition, please refer to Topical 7 for a full discussion regarding noise methodology. 

Response 65-9 

Refer to Topical 7 for a full discussion regarding noise methodology.  

Response 65-10 

Please refer to response 65-3. 

Response 65-11 

Please refer to response to comment 13-1. 

Response 65-12 

Refer to Topical 7 for a full discussion regarding noise methodology. In addition, because the Park is 

funded with State parks grant funds, OHVs must have a stock exhaust of a CARB approved after-market 

exhaust that meets California Standards for the year of motorcycle or quad to be ridden in the Park. As 

the facility would be able to control the use of vehicles, it is assumed that the Park would prohibit any 

vehicles retrofitted with after-market mufflers and that did not meet manufacturers specifications. 
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Response 65-13 

The issue raised by the commenter does not address any issues with the environmental analysis provided 

in the Draft EIR, therefore, no further response is necessary. 

Section 15131, Economic and Social Effects, of the State CEQA Guidelines states economic or social 

information may be included in an EIR or may be presented in whatever form the agency desires. 

Economic or social effects of a project shall not be treated as significant effects on the environment.  

The City has decided not to include an economic analysis of the proposed Project in the EIR as there is no 

relation to potential physical changes to the environment resulting from any economic causes.  

Response 65-14 

Please refer to response 17-3.  

Section 7.2 of the Draft EIR, Significant Irreversible Environmental Changes, summarizes Air Quality 

impacts evaluated in Section 4.2, Air Quality of the Draft EIR; it does not evaluate any additional impacts. 
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RECEIVED

AUG 1 5 2016

Lucile Breese, Planning Manager August 15, 2016

City of Lompoc «, . _. . .

100 Civic Center Plaza Planning Division
Lompoc, CA 93436

RE: Lompoc Motorsports Project DEIR

Please accept my comments to the DEIR for the Lompoc Motorsport Project.

Because of the many inconstancy in the DEIR I feel that Alternative 1- No

Project Alternative/No Development is the only choice.

Cultural Resources: This project will be blight on the entrance to our

community. For many years people have hiked along the river bed, and in

years passed swam in the river. The potential for environmental accidents

along the river should prevent this project from moving forward.

Noise: Noise from the cars arriving at the site, noise from the racing, noise

from the spectators will all impact the surrounding area in a negative way.

The noise study seems seriously flawed, and another study needs to be

conducted to determine the real impact on the community.

Air Quality: The DEIR admits that the Project's operational impacts on air

quality would be significant, in fact would exceed Santa Barbara Air Pollution

Control District thresholds. Add the proposed thousands of visitors to the

project will insure that air quality will suffer. This project will also increase

smog emissions

Geology and Soils: Grading of the banks of the river bed will be seriously

impacted when they develop the race track. Plant life would be destroyed, as

would animal habitat. The use of hazardous materials will have a disastrous

impact on the Santa Ynez Riverbed and surrounding area.

Land Use & Planning: The DEIR entirely ignores the 2011 Airport Master

Plan Update. The DEIR ignores California Safety Compatibility guidelines.

The project plans to pave over a large piece of open space with cars, oil,

portable toilets, equipment and many more uses that will have a negative

impact on open space.

Water: This site is in the 100 year flood zone of the Santa Ynez River. In

past years this whole area has flooded. This project will use large light pools
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that would need to be removed during a flood. If they are incased in cement

rnat would be impossible in a short period of time. The Santa Ynez River is

crmcai habitat for a number of endangered species that require protecting. A

project of this scope would seriously disrupt or destroy their habitats.

Traffic: Adding large numbers of people to already overloaded streets will

create a traffic nightmare. Safety will be compromised, and the potential of

traffic accidents increased. There is no possible way to create a safe, smooth

traffic flow into or out of this project.

Quality of Life: A project of this scope will seriously threaten the quality of

life of thousands of residents who will be forced to listen to the noise of the

raceway. Add to that the devaluing of property values because no one would

choose to buy/live by an active raceway will have a major economic effect

on homeowners and the community at large. Lights from this project wiii

impact neighboring businesses, homes and traffic.

The loss of revenue from the existing Sky-Diving operation will hurt one of

the most thriving businesses in Lompoc. The City of Lompoc accepts federal

funding, so is required to make the Airport facility available to all

aeronautical activities, including parachuting or skydiving.

This project will also have a negative impact on active\ agriculture next to

the site.

Thank you,

Joyce Howerton

588-0928
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Letter No. 66:  Joyce Howerton, August 15, 2016 

Response 66-1 

The issue raised by the commenter does not address any issues with the environmental analysis provided 

in the Draft EIR, therefore, no further response is necessary. 

Response 66-2 

The comment indicates concerns about the river bed but provides no information on potential impacts to 

cultural resources. 

Response 66-3 

Section 4.10 of the Draft EIR evaluates noise impacts from both roadways noise (vehicles traveling to and 

from the site) and on site noise from motorsports park events. Refer to response to comment 13-1. 

In addition, please refer to Topical 7 for a full discussion regarding noise methodology. 

Response 66-4 

The issue raised by the commenter addresses the merits of the proposed Project and does not raise any 

issues with the environmental analysis provided in the Draft EIR. No further response is necessary. 

Response 66-5 

Please refer to response 64-2 regarding grading and stormwater runoff.  

Additionally, refer to response 49-4 regarding impacts to habitat and vegetation.  

Response 66-6 

Please refer to response 17-2 regarding land use compatibility.  

Response 66-7 

Please refer to response 57-4 regarding flood hazards. Additionally, please refer to Topical Response 2 

regarding biological resources. The Draft EIR analyzed impacts to biological resources and found that with 

the incorporation of mitigation, impacts would be less than significant. 

Response 66-8 

Please refer to response 29-5 regarding traffic. 
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Response 66-9 

“Quality of life” is not a threshold identified specifically by the City for evaluation by itself. 

The Draft EIR evaluated potential impacts related to aesthetics (see Section 4.1), air quality (see Section 

4.2), land use, (see Section 4.9), noise (see Section 4.10), traffic (see Section 4.13) and others that may 

affect the nearby residents and their quality of life.  

Response 66-10 

According to Section 15131, Economic and Social Effects, of the State CEQA Guidelines, economic or social 

effects of a project shall not be treated as significant effects on the environment. No further response is 

necessary. 

The City has decided not to include an economic analysis of the proposed Project in the EIR as there is no 

relation to potential physical changes to the environment resulting from any economic causes. Real estate 

prices are an economic factor and, therefore, are not analyzed in the Draft EIR. 

Response 66-11 

Please refer to response 43-11 regarding agricultural land. 
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RECEIVED
Breese, Lucille

From: Karen Hughes [karenhughesssb@gmail.com] AUG 1 5 2016
Sent: Monday, August 15, 2016 10:21 PM
To: Breese, Lucille

Subject: EIR Motorsports Park Planning Division

After reviewing the EIR for the proposed motorsports park, I feel there are several issues
that need more thorough consideration.

First is the issue of noise. It appears the EIR noise study is seriously flawed and not

nearly adequate. I live in the Purisima Highlands neighborhood which is less than a mile

from the proposed park. According to the sound study, the ambient noise in my neighborhood

is equivalent to a freight train. I can tell you first hand this is not correct. So if the
baseline ambient noise is incorrect, it presents a very skewed impact from the park. I
believe this study needs to be done again.

Again with the issue of noise, according to the EIR the decibel level expected from the

motorsports park will be equivalent to a vacuum cleaner. If that is indeed true, which I

don't believe it is, that is still too loud and annoying for anyone who wishes to enjoy their
property in peace and quiet.

It appears only four vehicles were tested for noise. What kind of vehicles? What was the

distance from the tailpipe of the sound measurement? Why were motorcycles and off road

vehicles not tested? Why only four vehicles? Are we not expecting quite a bit more than

four vehicles at a time to be using the park?

It also appears the sound sensors placed near the Purisima Highlands neighborhood were

strategically placed in areas that are protected from wind and therefore sound waves. This

neighborhood is up on a Mesa and many of the homes are two story. Most of the bedrooms of

these homes are on the second floor. What would the sound be like from there?

Also was wind considered in the sound study? The prevailing winds in Lompoc generally blow

off the ocean and move northwest. The wind carries sound very effectively. Was this study

done on a calm or windy day. What was the direction of the wind when the study was done and
what mph was the wind?

Secondly there is the issue of air quality. This does not appear to be something that can be

mitigated. It is not only the issue of the vehicles using the park, but also the increased

traffic on the roads through town and beside neighborhoods.

Thirdly the traffic. If this park is as wildly successful as its organizers say it's going

to be, the traffic through town will be very impacted especially on already busy

intersections of Central and H Street, La Purisima Road and H Street, Harris Grade Road, and

Ocean and H Street. These intersections already back up terribly at peak times. George

Miller Drive - which is the access to the airport off of H Street - will be backed up with

vehicles and toy haulers trying to enter and exit the park. This will impact the airport for

people who actually use the airport for its intended purpose which is aviation. The

intersection of George Miller Drive to H Street is a very dangerous turn both right and left

due to the high speed of traffic on H Street at this point and the very low visibility due to

a pedestrian fence along H Street. Especially dangerous would be multiple vehicles hauling

trailers trying to exit George Miller Drive.
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Letter No. 67:  Karen Hughes, August 15, 2016 

Response 67-1 

Comment is noted for the record and will be forwarded to the decision-makers for review and 

consideration. 

Response 67-2   

Please refer to response to comment 13-1. 

Please refer to Appendix 4.10 of the Draft EIR regarding noise impacts during the winter, spring, summer, 

and fall seasons. In addition, refer to Topical 7 for a full discussion regarding noise methodology.  

Response 67-3 

Please refer to response 17-3 regarding air quality. 

Response 67-4 

Please refer to response 29-5 regarding traffic and circulation. 

Response 67-5 

Please refer to response 35-6.  

Additionally, please refer to response 60-9 regarding noise of generators. 

Response 67-6 

Please refer to response 63-2 regarding the infiltration basins. 

Response 67-7 

Please refer to response 29-7 regarding airport safety. 

Additionally, please refer to Topical Response 8 regarding the operation of Skydive Santa Barbara (SDSB).  

As discussed, the sky diving drop zone would need to be relocated which is subject to FAA review and 

approval, and if approved, it would comply with FAA regulation for Parachute Landing Areas (PLA).  

Response 67-8 

Please refer to response 29-7 regarding airport safety and lighting. 
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Response 67-9 

Please refer to response 62-7 regarding impact on fire and police departments. 

Response 67-10 

The issue raised by the commenter does not address any issues with the environmental analysis provided 

in the Draft EIR, therefore, no further response is necessary. 
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Breese, Lucille

From: Jan Kays [dean.kays@verizon.net]

Sent: Saturday, August 13, 2016 11:37 AM

To: Breese, Lucille

Subject: Response to proposed Lompoc Motorsports Park

AUG 1 5 2016

Response to proposed

Lompoc Motorsports Park Planning Division

As a resident of Glen Ellen in Lompoc, both my husband and I have grave concerns about the Motorsports Park proposal.

After extensive reading of the information available, our first concern is that there seems to be a lot of conflicting

information as to the hours, access and the premise that it is a plan 'for the kids'.

1) We both have experience with motorsports racing. I grew up with a brother that raced cars, my husband was a

mechanic.

a. Alcohol - It's stated that alcohol sales will be restricted to certain times (evening races from what I could

tell). In reality, participants bring their own alcohol, only the spectators purchase alcohol at the race

venue.

b. After race - Our experience is that after the races, racing continues on the streets. Challenges, 'grudge'

races, etc. outside of the restrictions of the raceway.

c. Traffic - as we understand it, the proposed entrance will be off of H street (no traffic light yet), and a

secondary off Central at 'V Street. Two of the most highly traveled streets in Lompoc with the highest

speeds. And handily, Central has a great straight road for racing. As we can attest to now with

unauthorized late night racing.

d. Environmental - Lompoc is a naturally beautiful and an environmentally aware community. Nothing

goes against this philosophy more than a motorsports park. The amount of dirt, fumes, emissions,

vibration, fuel, garbage, and reduction of air quality as a result of racing vehicles and proposed events of

1200-3000 spectators would be huge. Not just the event itself, but the amount of additional traffic it

would generate.

And then there would be the results of spills and accidents, even explosions, and separately, the loss of

habitat. That once taken, cannot be restored according to the reports.

e. Noise - For reference: sitting in our house in Glen Ellen, we can hear practice shooting at the Lompoc

Penitentiary shooting range, not to mention the parachutes opening and peoples' yells (or screams as

may be) as they sky dive. To propose a venue with multiple motorsports operating less than a mile from

our house, having 1200+ spectators and the traffic, operating from 9 a.m. until midnight; can it really be

believed that the noise will be minimal?

The fact that the official reports states that noise is within adequate range has to be questioned when

common sense says otherwise.

A note: How would the traffic and noise affect the animals at LaPAWS adoption center at Central and V?

Is there a proposal to move the center? As a volunteer there, I can state a shelter's major role is to try to

make stressed and traumatized animals feel safe so they can be adopted. Loud noise is not calming,

especially if it is continual and lasts late into the night.

f. Question - Has anyone done a study of such a project on the impact on property values? The

ramifications for residents personally could be considerable.
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We both have no problem at all with growth, or with the proposed motorsports park, but having one in the middle of a

highly residential area seems inappropriate and totally without consideration of how the benefits of such a park can

possibly outweigh the degradation of the residents' quality of life.

Common sense says to find a better location.

Sincerely,

Dean and Jan Kays

1305 Glen Ellen Lane

Lompoc, Ca 93436

735-4662
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Letter No. 68:  Dean and Jan Kays, August 15, 2016 

Response 68-1 

Section 3.0, Project Description, of the Draft EIR explains the hours of operation as proposed by the 

applicant. Should the City decide to proceed with the proposed Project, it can modify the hours and set 

forth any other conditions beyond mitigation measures adopted for the proposed Project to comply with.  

As noted in the Draft EIR Section 3.0, Project Description, the George Miller Drive access point would be 

used for weekday access, private rentals for nonracing event access, and all emergency vehicle access to 

the Project site. The V Street access point would be used for weekends, holidays, and special event access. 

Response 68-2 

The issue raised by the commenter does not address any issues with the environmental analysis provided 

in the Draft EIR, therefore, no further response is necessary. 

Response 68-3 

The issue raised by the commenter does not address any issues with the environmental analysis provided 

in the Draft EIR, therefore, no further response is necessary. 

Response 68-4 

Please refer to response 68-1 regarding site access.  

The issue raised by the commenter does not address any issues with the environmental analysis provided 

in the Draft EIR, therefore, no further response is necessary. 

Response 68-5 

The Draft EIR evaluated potential impacts related to aesthetics (see Section 4.1), air quality (see Section 

4.2), land use, (see Section 4.9), noise (see Section 4.10), traffic (see Section 4.13) and others that may 

affect the nearby residents, as well as species. With the exception of certain air quality impacts associated 

with vehicle trips to and from the site, all impacts are either less than significant or can be mitigated to 

less than significant. 

Response 68-6 

Please refer to response 29-5 regarding traffic impacts. 
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Response 68-7 

The Draft EIR address safety concerns and hazards in Section 4.7, Hazards. Additionally, please refer to 

response 16-3. 

Please refer to response 49-4 regarding loss of habitat.  

Response 68-8 

Please refer to response to comment 13-1. 

In addition, please refer to Topical 7 for a full discussion regarding noise methodology. 

Response 68-9 

Weekday and weekend noise levels with and without the proposed Project were analyzed along Central 

Avenue. Although noise levels may increase, exterior noise limits would not be exceeded and there would 

be no impact.  

As analyzed in Section 4.10, Noise, of the Draft EIR, sensitive receptor number 16 looked at noise impacts 

to the animal shelter. For all three scenarios, (Drag Strip Racing, Drag Strip Racing and OHV Trail Ride Area, 

and OHV Riding) noise did not change from the measured ambient sound levels and therefore there would 

be no noise impacts to the animal shelter from the proposed Project. 

Response 68-10 

Section 15131, Economic and Social Effects, of the State CEQA Guidelines states economic or social 

information may be included in an EIR or may be presented in whatever form the agency desires. 

Economic or social effects of a project shall not be treated as significant effects on the environment.  

The City has decided not to include an economic analysis of the proposed Project in the EIR as there is no 

relation to potential physical changes to the environment resulting from any economic causes. 

Response 68-11 

“Quality of life” is not a threshold identified specifically by the City for evaluation by itself. 

The Draft EIR evaluated potential impacts related to aesthetics (see Section 4.1), air quality (see Section 

4.2), land use, (see Section 4.9), noise (see Section 4.10), traffic (see Section 4.13) and others that may 

affect the nearby residents and their quality of life.  
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Section 15131, Economic and Social Effects, of the State CEQA Guidelines states economic or social 

information may be included in an EIR or may be presented in whatever form the agency desires. 

Economic or social effects of a project shall not be treated as significant effects on the environment.  

The City has decided not to include an economic analysis of the proposed Project in the EIR as there is no 

relation to potential physical changes to the environment resulting from any economic causes. 

Response 68-12 

The issue raised by the commenter does not address any issues with the environmental analysis provided 

in the Draft EIR, therefore, no further response is necessary. 
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RECEIVED

CityofLompoc AUG 1 5 2016
Economic Development—Planning Division

100 Civic Center Plaza

Lompoc, ca 93438-8001 Planning Division

Attention: Lucille Breese, AICP, Planning Manager

Phone: (805) 736-1261

Comments may also be sent by email to l_breese@ci.lompoc.ca.us and should include "Lompoc

Motorsports Project Draft EIR" in the subject line

Subject: Comments for the Motorsports Project Draft EIR

Below are my comments on the subject EIR arranged by section, title and or page and paragraph #.

Section 3.0, Project Description

Project Objectives

The State CEQA Guidelines require an EIR to include a statement of the objectives of the proposed

Project that address the underlying purpose. The objectives as written of the proposed Project are as

follows:

• Provide compatible recreation opportunities adjacent to the Lompoc Airport, including a variety of

motorsports activities for both professional and amateur motorsport users.

• Reduce illegal riding in Santa Ynez River bed and street racing.

• Provide for ongoing recreational uses for skydiving and improve existing skydiving landing areas.

• Minimize environmental impacts on natural resources, the airport, and neighboring residents.

• Redevelop underutilized lands that are in need of remediation and restoration along the Santa Ynez

River.

• Provide for the opportunity to implement mitigation pursuant to previous work associated with the

Lompoc Airport Runway Expansion Project, including the restoration of approximately 7.1 acres of

riparian vegetation.

• Provide increased economic activity to Lompoc-based businesses from events at the completed

Project through the use of the surrounding public and private recreation areas and businesses by

patrons and attendees.

• Preserve and/or minimize impacts to existing airport tenants, operations, and users.

• Improve Runaway Safety Zones.

Comment: The above Project Objectives DO NOT provide an honest objective of the intent of the

project. The State CEQA Guidelines state that information presented in the EIR be factual, adequate,

and complete. The above objectives are not factual, adequate or complete and do not match any of

the previously submitted information leading up to this DEIR. These objectives also appear on page

2.0-8 under Off-Site Alternatives. The following will explain why:

2.0 Responses to Comments
Letter No. 69

69-1
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Specifically: "Provide for ongoing recreational uses for skydiving and improve existing skydiving landing

areas/' This statement is simply NOT true. The proposed project severely limits the existing landing

and greatly increases the likelihood of severe injuries to skydivers and motorsports participants. All

references to the proposed alternate skydive landing zone shown at the end of runway 07 should be

removed. This was shown to be an extreme hazard to both skydivers landing on uneven surfaces and

proximity to landing and departing aircraft.

Specifically: "Minimize environmental impacts on natural resources, the airport, and neighboring

residents." This project will not Minimize any impacts. The devastating environmental impacts to 40

acres of habitat cannot be minimized. Impacts to the airport will be substantial - Traffic on George

Miller Drive will prevent access to the airport at times by airport users and emergency vehicles, Dirt and

dust will inundate parked aircraft, taxiways, runways and hangars causing severe safety hazards to

aircraft and people on the ground. Neighboring residents - The project would not minimize any impacts

to neighboring residents! Traffic and race noise will be an ever present thorn in their side until the

lawsuits will ultimately close the facility and all the money spent by the city will have been for not.

Specifically: Provide compatible recreation opportunities adjacent to the Lompoc Airport.... First of all

the use is NOT compatible with the Lompoc airport or its associated safety zones and secondly is on the

Lompoc Airport property used for an aviation purpose NOT adjacent to the Lompoc Airport.

Specifically: Preserve and/or minimize impacts to existing airport tenants, operations, and users. This

project would NOT preserve anything! And the organizers of this project have shown that they don't

care about any airport impacts. This project is the worst thing that could ever happen to Lompoc

Airport or any airport for that matter.

Specifically: "Improve Runaway Safety Zones." I think this is a misspelling. I assume the word is Runway

not Runaway. This project would NOT improve any Runway safety zone but make it much worse by

allowing a large concentration of people into a safety zone. They are called safety zones for a reason!

See Caltrans ALUP Handbook dated Oct. 2011 Page 3-18 Figure 3A Example 4. For the Lompoc Airport,

the Zone 5, Sideline Zone extends northward 750' from the runway centerline. Using the DEIR Page 85

figure 3.0-3 Conceptual Site Plan would put Zone 5 over most of the proposed project site. The Caltrans

ALUP handbook defines Zone 5 requirements as "Prohibit Stadiums, group recreational uses". See Page

4-24 Figure 4F Sideline Zone. See Comment Figure 1 below which shows the Lompoc Airport Safety Zone

5 with the Motorsports project overlaid and Comment Figure 2, Safety Zone 5. As depicted, the project

is almost completely covered by Safety zone 5. This is unacceptable and inconsistent with existing

California State and Santa Barbara County Airport Land Use plans.

2.0 Responses to Comments
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50 1500 2250 3000 ft

I y\ Motorsports Park Location

Safety Zones sbcag t*qm\ und ux conumsston

Zone 1 - Runway Protection Zone

Zone 2 - Inner Approach/Departure Zone

Zone 3 - Inner Turning Zone

Zone 4 - Outer Approach/Departure Zone

Zone 5 - Sideline Zone

Zone 6 ■ Traffic Pattern Zone

Runways

Comment Figure 1, Safety Zone 5 in relation to the proposed project.
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Nature of Risk

■ Normal Maneuvers

• Area not normally overflown; primary risk is with aircraft (especially

twins) losing directional control on takeoff, excessive crosswind

gusts or engine torque

■ Altitude

• Runway elevation

■ Common accident types

• Arrival and Departure: Aircraft losing directional control and

veering off the side of the runway

■ Risk Level

• Low to moderate

• Percentage of near-runway accidents in this zone: 3% - 5%

Basic Compatibility Policies

■ Normally Allow

• Uses allowed in Zone 4 (subject to height limitations for airspace

protection) __^^^^^^^^^^^_^__
• All common aviation-related activities provided that FAA

height-limit criteria are met

■ Limit

• Nonresidentjal uses similarly to Zone 3

■ Avoid

• Residential uses unless airport related (noise usually also a

factor) ^^^^^^^^^^^

• High-intensity nonresidential uses

■ Prohibit ^^^^^

• Stadiums, group recreational uses

• Children's schools, large daycare centers, hospitals,

nursing homes

I

INITIAL LIFT-OFF OR LANDING

TOUCHDOWN

Rete to Chapter 3 iw dimensions.

Rural

Suburban

Urban

Dense Urban

Maximum Residential Densities

Average number of dwelling units

per gross acre

See Note A

1 per 1 - 2 ac.

See Note B

See Note B

Maximum Nonresidential

Intensities

Average number of people

per gross acre

50-70

70-100

100-150

See Note B

Maximum Single Acre

3x the Average number of people

per gross acre

150-210

210-300

300-450

See Note B

Note A: Maintain current zoning if less than density criteria for suburban setting.

Note B: Allow infill at up the average of surrounding residential area.

FIGURE 4F

Safety Zone 5 - Sideline Zone

4-24 California Airport Land Use Planning Handbook

Comment Figure 2 Safety Zone 5

2.0 Responses to Comments
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• This project would be the most devastating thing that could happen to the Lompoc Airport or

any community airport!

• Project is almost entirely in the Safety Zone 5 thus putting thousands of people at risk of injury

or death.

• Project would displace an aviation use for a non-aviation use thus jeopardizing thousands of

dollars in income to airport businesses and surrounding community. It would mean the closure

of 3 airport businesses and resulting income to the owners and employees. The FAA would most

likely deny the non-aviation use.

• The alternate jump zone depicted would be a major safety concern to aircraft in the air and

skydivers in the air and on the ground. Unacceptable for many reasons.

Aesthetics:

Page 2.0-11, "Implementation of the proposed Project would introduce a new source of light and glare

to the site." -This paragraph does not address the light glare associated with aircraft operations and no

data is provided concerning light and glare to aircraft. Less than significant may not be the case.

Air Quality:

Page 2.0-12, 'Temporary emissions associated with construction..." There is no basis for this statement

other than the words "would not exceed APCD thresholds". No thresholds are cited or background for

measuring construction emissions.

Page 2.0-16, The closest sensitive receptors include residential.... Furthermore, the proposed Project

would not expose sensitive populations to toxic air contaminants which exceed State or SBCAPCD

thresholds." This statement does not provide any basis for why it would not exceed the thresholds. No

mitigation measures are required and Less than significant is not true until proven. Additionally

nowhere in the EIR does it address impacts to the Santa Barbara County Flood Control/Water District

building or people located immediately adjacent to the proposed project.

Page 2.0-17 The statement made: 'The proposed motorsport park uses for the proposed Project site

include OHV and drag strip use. Those uses do not generally generate substantial odors which would

affect the nearby residences to the northeast and hotel/motel uses to the southeast." Again, not a true

statement. The uses do generate substantial odors along with dust/dirt, tire smoke and exhaust fumes.

No mitigation measures are required and Less than significant is not the case.

Biological Resources:

Biological Resources is generally covered adequately however there should be requirements to prove

that the off-site mitigation land is procured and found adequate by biologists and furthermore

appropriate people and agencies be identified and made responsible prior to project acceptance.

Geology and Soils:

2.0 Responses to Comments
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Pages 2.0-40, and 2.0-41 A general overall comment: The project is located in what is known as a

hundred year flood plain and is therefore subject to the requirements to remove all structures and items

within an 8 hour notice. It is also noted that this entire area flooded in 1969 with water high enough that

the Lompoc Airport runway toward the West end was under water. A plan should be in place identifying

agencies and entities responsible for the removal of all items in the floodplain should flooding be

imminent.

Page 2.0-35 "The proposed Project falls under the jurisdiction of the Santa Barbara Airport Land Use

Plan (ALUP)...." The entire paragraph does not address Safety Zone 5 that has to do with people on the

ground. See Comment Figure 1 and associated comments. This project if implemented would be in

direct conflict with the ALUP and put thousands of people on the ground at risk. Mitigation measures

MM 4.9-1 through MM 4.9-8 do not apply and impact with Mitigation would be unavoidable.

Land Use and Planning:

This entire section and all paragraphs fall into the category of wishful thinking! The statements made

throughout this section are a willful disregard for safety of people on the ground, the fact that this

project would displace an aeronautical use on the airport by a non-aviation use is unacceptable!

The proposed mitigation measures in this section are a testament to the fact that this EIR is neither

factual, adequate, or complete and should be deemed unacceptable.

Noise:

A general comment: The calculations of potential noise generated by the operation of the proposed

project are proven to be flawed. If this project is allowed to continue, the City of Lompoc and the

project proponents should be prepared to address the massive legal outfall that will most likely occur

just due to the noise element not counting the environmental, airport, FAA, and homeowners.

Dry Utilities:

Page 2.0-59 and 2.0-60 The construction of up to a 1,000-square-foot maintenance and storage building

with an additional 1,748 square feet of lockers on the Airport is unacceptable! Space on the airport for

non-aviation use is unacceptable.

3.0 Project Description:

Page 3.0-7, top of page, ...new 6-foot-high chain link fence would be installed at the top of the existing

bank along the Project site/airport boundary. That area is not the airport boundary. Delete the words

airport. Should be: Project site boundary.

Page 3.0-9 Skydiving Facilities -This entire paragraph is in error. The writers obviously know nothing

about skydiving landing areas or safety.

Proposed Structures -The concept of storage lockers on an airport is an extremely bad idea.

2.0 Responses to Comments
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Lighting:

Page 3.0-10 - Again this paragraph does not address glare and impediments to approaching and landing

aircraft. This paragraph is in conflict with the lighting portion of the mitigation measures on page 2.0-11.

"Each portable light would consist of a 6 kW, metal halide fixture powered by a 10.5-horsepower diesel

generator and would generate 440,000 lumens. As proposed, the lighted areas by portable lights would

illuminate approximately 5 to 7 acres." All those diesel generators running at the same time and

440,000 lumens will not cause glare to aircraft? The proposed portable lighting will cause noise, glare to

aircraft and exhaust emissions. The APCD and FAA may have something to say about that.

Woodland Mitigation Reestablishment:

Page 3.0-21 This paragraph is in error. Not only will the project have to replant the 7.1 acres left from

the runway expansion project but 1. Have to designate an area large enough to accommodate

requirements for all the vegetation the project cuts down and 2. Designate an additional area to

accommodate planned future airport expansion projects.

4.1 Aesthetics

Light and Glare

Page 4.1-12 This paragraph makes the following statement: "Currently, the proposed Project site does

not generate sources of light and glare." This statement needs to be stricken and add instead: "The

proposed Project will generate sources of light and glare affecting approaching, landing, taxiing and

departing aircraft from the Lompoc Airport."

Scenic Corridors/Highways

Scenic Road Corridor: This paragraph needs to add the statement: 'The Lompoc 2030 General Plan,

Urban Design Element clearly shows the Scenic Road Corridor extending across the H Street bridge to

the south side of the river. This corridor is 1,153 feet from the proposed project boundary. The

proposed project will be visible from SRI southbound in the area opposite the 3 flagpoles to the west

all the way to the south end of the H Street bridge/'

Page 4.1.16 Strongly disagree with this entire paragraph. As stated above under Scenic Road Corridor,

items planned in proposed project will be of substantial height to be clearly visible from the established

Scenic Road Corridor.

Threshold 4.1-3 This paragraph conflicts with earlier statements indicating that the project would not

degrade the aesthetics of the project area then in this paragraph it states that the project area would

not substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its surroundings due to

its proximity to the airport! They can't have it both ways. The project would substantially degrade the

existing visual character or quality of the site.

2.0 Responses to Comments
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Page 4.1-17 Threshold 4.1-4 Strongly disagree with this statement: ..."light emitted by on-site usage

would not be substantially projected off the Project site and would be confined to the internal

boundaries of the proposed Project." The light reflected by the light standards especially along the

drag strip would certainly spill outside the project boundary to the airport runway and taxiway.

General statement about light and glare: The developers of the project need to be held responsible for

light and glare that will affect the approaches, landing and departing aircraft. Aircraft moving from the

landing surface making a right turn onto the north side taxiway will be starring directly into the drag

strip lighting just 100 feet away! This is unacceptable.

Page 4.1.20 MITIGATION MEASURES: States: "No mitigation measures are required." This statement

should read: Mitigation measures are required.

LEVEL OF SIGNIFICANCE AFTER MITIGATION states: ".... Therefore, no significant unavoidable adverse

impacts relating to aesthetics and lighting would be caused by the proposed Project." This is not the

case. The lighting and glare issues will need to be proven using FAA standards and until the light and

glare are issues are proven to be insignificant, the project should not be approved.

Page 4.2-6 The statement: "The main sources of pollutants near the proposed Project site include

mobile emissions generated from both on-road and off-road vehicles, including from air traffic and

agricultural operations." Needs to read: The main sources of pollutants near the proposed Project site

include mobile emissions generated from on-road and off-road vehicles, portable lighting diesel

generators, including from air traffic and agricultural operations.

Page 4.2-22 States "The motorsports operator will allow overnight recreational vehicle (RV) camping

onsite to reduce the number of trips to and from the proposed Project site/' This means that the RV's

will all have generators running most the night which will more than offset the limited trips.

Page 4.8-20 Threshold: 4.8-8 States " Impacts would be less than significant." Do not agree. This

paragraph fails to mention all the other items placed or constructed on site that would impede water

flow or be swept downstream causing blockage in the narrow part of the river or bridge area

downstream. These items include K-rail barriers, grandstands, concession-truck, portable toilets, a

timing trailer, storage containers, portable lighting systems, 60 foot lighting poles, pedestrian bridge,

portable toilets, timing lights, office trailer, training trailer and storage containers.

4.9 LAND USE AND PLANNING

Page 4,9-1 Paragraph entitled Existing On-Site Land Uses: This paragraph fails to mention that this site

has been the Lompoc Airports skydiving drop zone or landing area for 19 years! Please add that use as it

has been the main use of that area and developed as such.

Page 4.9-2 Under Surrounding Land Uses - First bullet. Need to delete an incorrect statement - The

Lompoc Airport allows both vehicle and pedestrian access onto the runway and taxiways from the

riverbed. This is incorrect.
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Page 4.9-3 Last bullet under Surrounding Land Uses: All the measurements cited in this paragraph are

incorrect! This paragraph should be written as follows:

The nearest residential neighborhoods from the proposed Project site are La Purisima Highlands to the

north, via SR-1, and River's Edge Estates via West Central Avenue, each approximately t€5 .54 miles

away. Each neighborhood's Land Use Designation is Low Density Residential and the zoning designation

is Single Family Residential 7,000 square feet (sf). The closest residence in Vandenberg Village is located

2S 1.4 miles from the proposed Project site. Mission Hills and Mesa Oaks residences are located

approximately 2.0 miles and 1.0 mile from the proposed Project site, respectively. The closest homes to

the south are the Meadows, Glen Ellen and Stone Brook Estates at .41 mile, the Willows at .49 miles.

In closing, I sincerely hope and pray that this project will not move forward and waste any

more of our city's precious time, money and efforts. As my focus is on impacts to the airport

and safety concerns for users and spectators due to aircraft operating in close proximity to

large numbers of people, I still feel sorrier for the many residents of this community that will

be greatly affected by this ill-conceived project if by some wild happenstance it became a

reality. Thank you,

Ed Mandibles

805 291-6039

emandibles@gmail.com
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Letter No. 69:  Ed Mandibles, August 15, 2016 

Response 69-1 

As stated in the CEQA Guidelines Section 15124: The description of the project shall contain the following 

information but should not supply extensive detail beyond that needed for evaluation and review of the 

environmental impact.  

(a)  The precise location and boundaries of the proposed project shall be shown on a detailed map, 

preferably topographic. The location of the project shall also appear on a regional map. 

(b)  A statement of the objectives sought by the proposed project. A clearly written statement of 

objectives will help the lead agency develop a reasonable range of alternatives to evaluate in the EIR and 

will aid the decision makers in preparing findings or a statement of overriding considerations, if necessary. 

The statement of objectives should include the underlying purpose of the project. 

(c)  A general description of the project's technical, economic, and environmental characteristics, 

considering the principal engineering proposals if any and supporting public service facilities. 

 (d) A statement briefly describing the intended uses of the EIR. 

Response 69-2 

Please refer to response 29-7 regarding airport safety. 

Additionally, please refer to Topical Response 8 regarding the operation of Skydive Santa Barbara (SDSB).  

As discussed, the sky diving drop zone would need to be relocated which is subject to FAA review and 

approval, and if approved, it would comply with FAA regulation for Parachute Landing Areas (PLA).  

Response 69-3 

Please refer to Response 42-1 regarding impacts to loss of arroyo willow thicket, response 29-5 regarding 

traffic, and response 29-7 regarding hazards and airport safety. 

Additionally, Section 4.10 of the Draft EIR evaluates noise impacts from the motorsports park events. 

Please see the response to comment 13-1. 

Response 69-4 

Please refer to Response 29-7 regarding airport safety. 
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Response 69-5 

The Draft EIR evaluated potential impacts related to aesthetics (see Section 4.1), air quality (see Section 

4.2), land use, (see Section 4.9), noise (see Section 4.10), traffic (see Section 4.13) and others that may 

affect the nearby residents, as well as species. With the exception of certain air quality impacts associated 

with vehicle trips to and from the site, all impacts are either less than significant or can be mitigated to 

less than significant. 

Response 69-6 

Please refer to Response 29-7 regarding airport safety. 

Section 3.0 of the Final EIR shows the corrected change from “Runaway” to “Runway”. 

Response 69-7 

The commenter addresses opposition to the proposed Project and does not raise any issues with the 

environmental analysis provided in the Draft EIR. No further response is necessary. 

Response 69-8 

Please refer to Response 29-7 regarding airport safety. 

Response 69-9 

Section 15131, Economic and Social Effects, of the State CEQA Guidelines states economic or social 

information may be included in an EIR or may be presented in whatever form the agency desires. 

Economic or social effects of a project shall not be treated as significant effects on the environment.  

The City has decided not to include an economic analysis of the proposed Project in the EIR as there is no 

relation to potential physical changes to the environment resulting from any economic causes. 

Response 69-10 

Please refer to Topical Response 8 regarding the operation of Skydive Santa Barbara (SDSB).  

As discussed, the sky diving drop zone would need to be relocated which is subject to FAA review and 

approval, and if approved, it would comply with FAA regulation for Parachute Landing Areas (PLA).  

Response 69-11 

Please refer to Response 29-7. 
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Response 69-12 

Section 4.2, Air Quality, of the Draft EIR evaluated impacts associated with Air Quality Impacts. Table 4.2-

6, Mass Daily Emissions Thresholds, identifies SBCAPCD thresholds to determine the significance of 

impacts to air quality during project operation. Please note the SBAPCD does not have quantitative 

thresholds of significance in place for short-term or construction emissions.  As indicated in Table 4.2-6, 

SBAPCD uses 25 tons per year for ROC, NOx, or PM10 as a guideline for determining significance of 

construction impacts. Due to the relatively low background ambient CO levels in Santa Barbara County, 

localized CO impacts associated with congested intersections are not expected to exceed the CO health-

related air quality standards. Therefore, CO “hotspot” analyses are not required. The proposed Project 

would result in a potentially significant impact if it would emit more than 25 pounds per day of NOx or 

VOC from motor vehicle trips only. 

Please refer to response 13-1.  

Response 69-13 

Please refer to response 42-1. 

As noted in the Draft EIR Section 4.3, Biological Resources, implementation of the proposed Project would 

result in the loss of 14.5 acres of arroyo willow thicket due to grading excavation. This acreage includes 

0.5 acres of arroyo willow thicket that currently exists within the Runway Expansion Project mitigation 

area that has been previously designated on site; however, as noted above, the mitigation for the Runway 

Expansion Project was not successful. Loss of the arroyo willow thicket habitat is considered a significant 

impact. The Draft EIR identifies mitigation measure 4.3-1 to reduce impacts related to the biological 

resources. Off-site mitigation will be implemented at a 5 to 1 ratio for a total of 72.5 acres (14.5 acres of 

impacted arroyo willow thicket at a 5 to 1 ratio equals 72.5 acres). A Restoration and Mitigation Plan (Plan) 

will be developed and require a success criteria be included in addition to quarterly monitoring visits 

during the first year, biannual visits during the second and third years, and annual visits during the fourth 

and fifth years. 

Response 69-14 

Please refer to response 40-4. Impacts associated with flooding would be considered less than significant. 

Response 69-15 

Please refer to response 17-2 regarding land use issues related to the ALUP.  

Additionally, please see response 29-7 regarding safety zones. 
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Response 69-16 

Please refer to response 17-2 regarding land use issues related to the ALUP.  

Additionally, please see response 29-7 regarding safety zones. 

The commenter addresses opposition to the proposed Project and does not raise any issues with the 

environmental analysis provided in the Draft EIR. No further response is necessary. 

Response 69-17 

Please refer to Topical 7 for a full discussion regarding noise methodology. In addition, refer to response 

to comment 13-1 for a discussion regarding noise impacts. 

Response 69-18 

The commenter addresses opposition to the storage lockers and does not raise any issues with the 

environmental analysis provided in the Draft EIR. No further response is necessary. 

Response 69-19 

The chain link fence would be developed on the southern portion of the boundary which is the  proposed 

Project site as well as airport boundary. 

Response 69-20 

Please refer to response 14-1 regarding relocating the skydive landing area. 

Response 69-21 

The commenter addresses opposition to the storage lockers and does not raise any issues with the 

environmental analysis provided in the Draft EIR. No further response is necessary. 

Response 69-22 

Please refer to response 56-9 regarding glare and Topical Response 1 regarding airport safety hazards. 

The Draft EIR analyzed the potential air quality impacts of the proposed Project.  

Response 69-23 

Please refer to response 42-1 regarding mitigation measures for impacts to biology. 

Response 69-24 

The proposed Project site does not currently generate sources of light and glare. 
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Please refer to response 56-9 regarding glare. 

Response 69-25 

Section 4.1, of the Draft EIR evaluated potential impacts relating to aesthetics. As mentioned, the SR-1 

north of the Santa Ynez River is a designated scenic road corridor. However, as discussed in Threshold 4.1-

1 and illustrated Figure 4.1-5, the proposed Project site is obstructed by existing vegetation along the 

Santa Ynez River. The proposed Project site would result in the removal of vegetation within the site; 

however, the existing vegetation along the riverbed would remain. Thus, views from SR-1 would remain 

similar to existing conditions and impacts from this location would be less than significant.   

Response 69-26 

Section 4.1, of the Draft EIR evaluated potential impacts relating to aesthetics. The Draft EIR found there 

would be no significant impacts relating to aesthetics including impacts that would degrade the visual 

character. 

Response 69-27 

Please refer to response 56-8 regarding lighting. 

Response 69-28 

Please refer to response 56-8 and 56-9 regarding light and glare. 

Response 69-29 

Section 4.1, of the Draft EIR evaluated potential impacts relating to aesthetics. The Draft EIR found there 

would be no significant impacts relating to aesthetics and as noted in CEQA section 15123.4 (3): mitigation 

measures are not required for effects which are not found to be significant. 

Response 69-30 

Please refer to response 69-29. Additionally, please refer to response 56-9 regarding glare. 

Response 69-31 

The statement mentioned by the commenter is in the air quality section under existing conditions. 

Portable lighting diesel generators are currently not on site and do not need to be included here. 
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Response 69-32 

Project Design Features will be implemented to further reduce vehicular travel to and from the site. The 

motorsports operator will allow overnight recreational vehicle (RV) camping onsite to reduce the number 

of trips to and from the proposed Project site. 

As noted in the Draft EIR, Section 3.0, overnight self-contained RV parking would be available for weekend 

events. The number of spaces available to RVs would be limited, as would access to the site. No provision 

for RV hookups (water, sewer, electric) are proposed, so all RVS would be required to be self-contained. 

Response 69-33 

Please refer to Topical Response 3 regarding potential flooding impacts.  

Response 69-34 

The section “Existing On-Site Land Uses” the commenter is referring to describes the biological conditions 

of the existing land uses. In the following section, on page 4.9-2, “Surrounding Land Uses”, Sky Dive Santa 

Barbara is mentioned. 

Response 69-35 

The issue raised by the commenter addresses the merits of the proposed Project and does not raise any 

issues with the environmental analysis provided in the Draft EIR. No further response is necessary. 

Response 69-36 

Measurements were taken from the center of the proposed Project Site and as mentioned, all 

measurements are approximate. 

Response 69-37 

The commenter addresses opposition to the proposed Project and does not raise any issues with the 

environmental analysis provided in the Draft EIR. No further response is necessary. 

  

Meridian Consultants 
054-003-13

Lompoc Motorsports Project Final EIR 
November 2016

2.0-515



Breese, Lucille

From: Ann [amickadeit@gmail.com] "D Cz^r^TA mr^
Sent: Monday, August 15, 2016 7:19 AM IvbL>r,lV JcJJ
To: Breese, Lucille

Subject: No motor sports park

AUG 1 5 2016

» i am against motor sports park. Planning Division

>> Aesthetics/Visual: a)Sun reflection on hundreds of windshields of

>> rveeSj hundreds of parked cars will ruin views from many angles of

>> vision, b) Dust clouds will impair vistas from all angles. c)Some

>> users bring semi truck trailers to these facilities with welding facilities that will add

to the visual blight d)Night star views will be impaired by stadium like lighting. Type of

lighting not clearly delineated in study.

>>

>> Air Quality: a) Many Lompoc residents have illegally converted emissions devices on their

cars. These cars already race on our streets. This is your typical user of "park." Air

Resources Board is so notified by LVNA.

>> b)Tire fires will occur. c)Hundreds of visitors vehicles will be

>> added to our valley. c)MOST side rail users in the mud bog will

» employ PRE SMOG Volkswagen engines. THESE ENGINES HAVE NO SMOG DEFLECTION EQUIPMENT AND

POLLUTE 100X more than one MODERN CAR. There will be hundreds of these vehicles operating

twelve hours a day 365 days a year. WHAT DO PROPONENTS SAY ABOUT THEIR 'SPECIAL EVENTS DAYS.1

This report does not address that and is therefore CANNOT BE CERTIFIED. IT IS INCOMPLETE.

Were the type of engines delineated in this bare, bare report?

>>

>> Biological Resources: Pollution of soil and run off into riparian

>> habitat will impact willows and other protected species of all types down river and

contiguous. See endangered species list for this environmentally sensitive area.

>>

>> Cultural Resources: Will downgrade the general environment-- particularly planned space

museum. Is it harder to concentrate on any matter with EXCESSIVE NOISE. Studies say YES. Loud

cars don't mix with the stars or the study of the heavens.

>>

>> Geology and soils: Soils will become polluted quickly. Will affect all matter of plant

life. Banks of river will be impacted by grading for track. By volunteers?

>>

>> Greenhouse Gas: Affect on carbon footprint is obvious with the use of

>> many presmog or illegal vehicle

>

> Message truncated
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Letter No. 70:  Ann Mickadeit, August 15, 2016 

Response 70-1 

The commenter addresses opposition to the proposed Project and does not raise any issues with the 

environmental analysis provided in the Draft EIR. No further response is necessary 

Response 70-2 

Please refer to response 56-9. 

Response 70-3 

Please refer to response 56-10. 

 Response 70-4 

Please refer to response 56-11. 

 Response 70-5 

Please refer to response 56-12. 

 Response 70-6 

Please refer to response 56-13. 

Response 70-7 

Please refer to response 56-14. 
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Breese, Lucille

From: jason osborne [jason.lonestar@gmail.com]

Sent: Sunday, August 14, 2016 8:55 PM

To: Breese, Lucille

Subject: Motorsports Draft Environmental Impact Report Comments

Attachments: Noise_v1.2.pdf; Other_v1.2.pdf; summary comments DEIR_Osborne.pdf

Ms. Breese,

My name is Jason Osborne and I am a Lompoc resident.

Please find attached to this email three PDF files.

The file labeled "summary comments DEIR_Osborne" is a brief overview of the files labeled
"Noise_vi.2" and "0ther_vi.2".

A more in-depth analysis of the proposed park, and commentary, can be found in the "Noise_vi.2"
and "Other_vi.2," files.

Regards,

JasonOsborne RECEIVED

AUG 1 i 2016

Planning Division
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Comments regarding the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR). 

As written, the DEIR is in direct violation of the Lompoc 2030 General Plan Noise Element. The 
noise element of the general plan specifically states that the areas affected by aircraft noise shall 
not exceed 60dB Leq, at the emitting property boundary.  The DEIR shows that the noise outside 
the property boundary in all simulations will be in excess of 85dBA. To meet the noise element 
requirements this project must require mitigation strategies to limit the effect of noise and 
contain the noise effects within the property boundary. Until the noise element of the general 
plan is satisfied then the DEIR should not be certified or approved. 

In addition to the above violation of the general plan, the DEIR noise study is inaccurate and 
incomplete. The noise study is inaccurate in that the data used to determine ambient noise 
levels for areas outside of the project boundary use 15min Leq levels as determined near the 
edge of the roadway at one of the busiest intersections in the city (H and Central at 9AM) and 
does not use actual ambient noise levels for 12 of the 16 sites in the modeling. Setting the 
ambient noise levels of the areas modeled around the project to 72.3dB Leq falsely inflates the 
background ambient noise levels to such a degree that the impact of noise from park operation 
is rendered insignificant. The background levels for modeled areas must be corrected to reflect 
accurate noise levels. Until this is done the modeling is inaccurate and incomplete. 

The noise study element of the DEIR is also incomplete in that there is no definition of method 
used to measure vehicle noise levels showing that the data conforms to the method defined in 
the Off-Highway Motor Vehicle Recreation Act of 2003. The noise element states that the noise 

of vehicles used in the models were captured from “pass-by runs,” not that the noise levels were 

measured at a distance of 20” from the vehicle. The method and noise levels recorded during 

this testing must be published, or the noise element will remain incomplete.    

Estimated noise levels from park operation used in the noise element modeling are inaccurate. 
The Off-Highway Motor Vehicle Recreation Act of 2003 allows noise levels for OHVs to be 96dB 

– 101dB dependent upon model year. The park, as proposed, can support 24 OHV motorcycles

at one time. If the noise output of each motorcycle is assumed to be 92dB, well below the 96dB

allowed on the lowest end of the specification, then the combined noise output level is 105.8dB.

None of the models used in the noise study reflect the expected noise levels from park

operation at more than 95dB maximum. Since the levels used in the models do not accurately

reflect the expected noise levels from park operation, all of the noise models are inaccurate.

The sound models in the noise study manipulate both sensitive receptor model locations, as 

well as the emitter type, in an effort to minimize the impact from the noise generated from park 

operation. This manipulation is another inaccuracy in the sound models. Specifically, sensitive 

receptor site locations 8 and 9, are chosen in such a way to minimize the impact of park noise 

by placing them behind geographic features that block emitted park noise. This is made obvious 

by inspecting the sound pressure model maps, in that small change in position from behind 

these obstructions for sites 8 and 9, will increase the noise levels by approximately 5dB, which 

will more accurately reflect the noise impacts that will affect the Purisima Highlands subdivision. 

Model emitter types are also manipulated through the choice of a “line array” emitter, as 

opposed to “point source” emitter, for the drag strip sound models. The use of the line array for 
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the drag strip models appears to show that the energy of the line array is directed in such a way 

as to minimize noise impacts. This is visible via inspection of the sound pressure maps which 

show that the peak levels for the drag strip models are lower than those used in the OHV only 

models. An accurate emitter type for drag strip models must be used or the sound models will 

remain inaccurate.  

In addition to the failures in the noise study, several issues still remain with the Aviation 

Element, the Air Pollution element, habitat restoration, economic growth vs water usage, and 

the use of the pit areas as an impromptu RV park. 

The Aviation element appears to be a case of “ask for forgiveness, not permission,” as the 

airport is currently awaiting the adoption of a new Draft Airport Land Use Plan (DALUP) by end 

of 2016, but the aviation element specifically states it is ignoring the implications of this DALUP 

to the proposed park. This draft plan will be in place well before the park is fully built and will put 

the park into direct conflict with the DALUP as the entire park will be within ZONE 5 which is an 

area where group recreation areas are prohibited. The park will also require the relocation of a 

landing zone for a sky diving business. This relocation will result in a landing area that is so 

small that only the most experienced sky divers can utilize the airport for sky diving. This will 

close an already existing and successful, aviation focused, business at the airport. Closing an 

aviation business as a result of building this park should immediately disallow this project. 

Building this park will effect air quality in the Lompoc Valley to a level that is immitigable to a 

level that is “below significant.” The city has a duty under the umbrella of protecting the quality 

of life of its’ citizens via the public trust, given this demonstrable degradation in air quality, the 

park should not be allowed to be built. There is language in the DEIR that will allow the use of 

OHVs that have no emissions control and zero noise control on their exhaust (so called open 

exhaust or open header designs). This language must be stricken from the DEIR, and at a 

minimum, all vehicles used at the park required to be tested and meet the designations of Off-

Highway Motor Vehicle Recreation Act of 2003. 

The DEIR requires that the arroyo willow thicket habitat that will be removed as a result of the 

grading of the proposed park require a reclamation of 72 acres of habitat at predetermined 

survival and coverage levels. The DEIR states that the area for reclamation be of similar terrain, 

geography, and hydrology but fails to specify what areas near the project meet these criteria 

that could suitably be used for the habitat restoration. Simply stating that the restoration be 

done, without the identification of suitable areas that meet the criteria for habitat restoration, 

makes the DEIR incomplete. The DEIR must identify areas suitable for the habitat restoration.  

Storm water runoff from the park is proposed to be contained within infiltration ponds within the 

park boundary. These infiltration ponds will allow potentially hazardous runoff from the operation 

of the park to leech into the groundwater that serves the citizens of Lompoc. This must not be 

allowed. The infiltration ponds must be lined to disallow this runoff to reach groundwater and 

then removed from the park for treatment and safe disposal.  

As stated in the DEIR, the park proposes to use 5% of the city of Lompoc’s water reserves for 

0.2% growth of the city. This exchange is unacceptable. Water as a resource should not be 

traded for so low a growth and minimum demonstrable economic benefit. 

The park proposes to allow up to 511 recreational vehicles to be parked (“camped”) overnight at 

the pit locations of the park. There is no definition of how or who will be responsible for the 
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operation of this “RV park.” The DEIR must define rights, rules, roles and responsibilities for this 

use of the proposed park.  

In summary, as written, the DEIR is inaccurate and incomplete and therefore should not be 

accepted and ratified. 
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The Noise Element 

Summary: The noise study appears to have 
been conducted in a way that was meant to falsely 
reduce the effect of the operational noise of 
the Motorsports Park, thereby making the DEIR claims 
of "no mitigation necessary" patently false.  

Details:  

Lompoc 2030 General Plan Noise Policy Conflicts 

Teasing apart the details of the noise study section of the DEIR took a 
fair amount of work, mostly because it appears there was a real effort to 
obscure the true effects of the operational noise of the park. 

The first and most significant conflict that was apparently ignored in the DEIR, 
is that the City of Lompoc's 2030 General Plan noise ordinance states quite 
clearly that the noise generated at a property must meet the defined noise 
limits at the noise source property line.  

Page N-9 of the 2030 General Plan noise element, policy 1.1 states "The City 
shall require each land use to maintain noise levels at their property line in 
compliance with City standards." 

Policy 2.3 states "The City shall minimize noise exposure in the vicinity of the 
Lompoc Airport by maintaining consistency with the adopted Lompoc Airport 
Master Plan." 

Policy 2.4 states "The City shall continue to enforce its Noise Ordinance to 
minimize noise conflicts between adjacent land uses. The Noise Ordinance 
establishes noise limits that cannot be exceeded at the property line." 

The maximum acceptable noise levels for any source are outlined in Table N-
1 as seen below. 
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As can be seen from one of the sound pressure level simulations contained in 
the DEIR shown below, the project fails spectacularly at meeting Policy 1.1, 
well exceeding the 65dB noise limit at the property boundary. 
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Noise level contour map from DEIR. 

Instead of using the legally required definition of Policy 1.1 above, the authors 
of the DEIR apply a particularly tortured view of the policy and push the limits 
for acceptable noise levels by measuring at the nearest property boundary of 
a "sensitive receptor." Basically they've tried to push the problem as far out as 
possible to avoid appearing to be in conflict with city policy by claiming that 
the noise isn't greater than 65dB at the 
closest neighboring property lines. Even this claim is not correct, as it can be 
easily seen in their own sound pressure level map above, that noise levels of 
64-68dB extend well into the Purisima Highlands neighborhood.

There is also a continued reference throughout the noise section of the DEIR 
to the 75dB limit associated with a manufacturing facility as if that 75dB noise 
limit somehow applies to this proposed park. This proposed location is 
not zoned as commercial but "PF" for Public Facility, so it still falls under 
"community facility; park," at a maximum acceptable noise limit of 65dB. 
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The real kicker here though is "note 4" from 2030 General Plan table N-1 
above, which states - "In areas affected by aircraft noise, the standard is 65 
Ldn with the stipulation that the noise level exclusive of the aircraft generated 
noise cannot exceed 60 Ldn" So, even if someone wants to argue that the 
proposed park is being built at the airport which is already noisy so it shouldn't 
matter how loud the park is, that's simply not true. The city does recognize 
that it is noisy there, and as a result, stipulates that no additional noise 
sources in excess of 60Ldn should be allowed. Using even the poorly 
constructed sound level models in the noise study, the proposed park adds a 
noise source level of 88dB to the area outside of the project property line, 
which is 28dB above the "noise level exclusive of aircraft." This 28dB increase 
is almost 700% louder than acceptable according to the 2030 general plan for 
areas affected by aircraft noise.  

To wrap up this "policy section" review of the DEIR noise study, Policy 2.2 of 
the 2030 General Plan noise element states - "The City shall require 
acoustical studies, prepared by a qualified acoustical engineer, for new 
development projects anticipated to either: (1) result in an ambient increase of 
five dBA Ldn; or (2) produce noise within five dBA/Ldn of the noise standard 
or greater than the noise standard for the proposed land use(s) under existing 
or future conditions. Should noise abatement be necessary, the City shall 
require the implementation of mitigation measures based on a detailed 
technical study prepared by a qualified acoustical engineer (i.e., a Registered 
Professional Engineer in the State of California with a minimum of three years 
of experience in acoustics)." This may or may not be an 
issue, since the reference in the above policy of using a Registered 
Professional Engineer is only meant to be an example of a qualified person 
that would be able to prepare the noise study. However, the consultants who 
prepared this study do not have a single acoustical engineer (or any civil 
engineers) on staff, much less a Registered Professional Engineer according 
to the above linked online biographies. All of the technical staff of the 
consultants are trained and certified in some form of Urban 
Planning/Development and are experienced, so it could be argued that they 
are qualified to do the acoustic study since a P.E. isn't mandated by the noise 
policy, but they're not acoustics engineers. 

What was measured, What was Modeled? 

2.0 Responses to Comments 
Letter No. 71

71-12

71-13

Meridian Consultants 
054-003-13

Lompoc Motorsports Project Final EIR 
November 2016

2.0-525



There was actual noise data collected and included in the noise element from 
cars and from static sites in surrounding locations of the proposed park area. 
However, the methods used to collect the data from the OHVs are not 
defined, and none of the noise data supplied has any sort of repeatability 
information or confidence intervals associated with their accuracy. In other 
words, the noise levels were measured only once, during one small time 
window, on one day, and never taken again. These values are then used 
throughout the document to determine the impact of noise from the proposed 
park. That's a very poor experiment/data collection design.  

OHV measurements 

According the DEIR four OHVs were measured to characterize the expected 
noise outputs of representative vehicles that will be used at the proposed park 
site. These OHVs are also noted as having met the Off-Highway Motor 
Vehicle Recreation Act of 2003 legislation for exhaust noise output. What is 
not defined is exactly what test procedure was used to characterize the noise 
output, other than a mention of "pass-by runs." The OHV legislation mandates 
that the exhaust noise measurements be taken 20 inches from the 
vehicle. With no definition of the actual process used here, it's possible that 
the data taken from the OHVs in this study were captured a distance greater 
than 20 inches. The measurement of noise levels has a strong and direct 
dependence on the distance from the source where the measurements are 
made. Without this data, it is not possible to know if the vehicles used actually 
meet the California OHV legislation for exhaust noise, as most vehicles that 
have had owner modifications done rarely meet the noise standards, and 
the data are at best poor approximations of what noise levels an OHV at 
the proposed park creates during operation. 

The DEIR also makes mention that two OHVs had their engines revved 
simultaneously to replicate a "worst case scenario." No data report of those 
sound power levels is referenced in the document. It is possible to assume 
that the levels were approximately equal to 92dB, again from an unknown 
distance, as 95dB is the highest sound pressure level that were modeled as 
operational noise of the drag strip.  

These sound power estimates grossly underestimate the true noise potential 
from the proposed park. The California OHV legislation, dependent on model 
year, allows for OHV exhaust noise output to be up to 96dB - 101dB per OHV. 
The proposed park is designed to support 24 
racing motorcycles in competition events - the effective combined output noise 
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level of the 24 OHVs running simultaneously at 92dB (3dB below the 
lowest limit to be "nice") is 105.8dB. If you add in two drag racing vehicles at 
92dB with that, the total grows to 106dB. This results in a ~13dB difference or 
well over 100% louder than what has been put into the model as a 
starting point for the noise sources. 

But wait, there's more! Somehow, in all the condescending speeches made 
about the vehicles running at the proposed motorsports park, the public has 
been continually reassured that these are just normal "street legal" cars that 
will be used in the events. That is not completely correct, as on page 3.0-30 in 
the DEIR, the vehicles to be used in the mud bog/sand drags area and special 
drag racing events, those OHV will not meet the legislative standard for OHVs 
and will instead be "open header," and/or "open exhaust." Vehicles with 
exhaust systems of this type easily reach 105dB with a single vehicle. 

Modeled Sound Data Discussion 

How loud is a freight train? ~72.3dB.  
How loud does the sound model say it is most modeled neighborhoods? 
~72.3dB.  
Wait, what?!  

That's right. The noise study says there is a freight train rolling through 
most of our neighborhoods, 24/7. 
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Noise table from the DEIR showing relative noise levels of various sounds. 

How did they decide that 72.3dB was the baseline noise level? 

The DEIR contains noise measurement data from five locations near the 
project site. The data was collected on a single day (Feb 17, 2016) between 
7:54AM and 10:21AM. An "Leq" - or Level equivalent, for each location was 
created by averaging the measured noise levels over a 15 minute period for 
sites 1, 2, 3, and 5. The Leq at site 4 was created from a 1 hour average 
between 9:00AM and 9:59AM. There was also data collected on March 30, 
2016, at site 4. This data was collected so they could include the noise from 
an aircraft flying over the measurement location to use as a second "baseline" 
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noise level in their analysis. In essence with this data, they have created 
an acoustical "straw man," attempting to show that the location already 
exceeds current noise standards. 

Noise table from DEIR showing Leq noise levels at areas near the proposed site. 
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Map from DEIR showing numbered noise measurement locations sites. 

These Leq values were created so that they could be used as inputs 
into noise sound level models as the "ambient sound level" expected at 
locations near the proposed park. This is a normal practice. What 
is preposterous in this case is that the average sound level taken 20 feet from 
the center of one of the busiest intersections in the entire city (H and Central 
at 9AM) was used as the background noise level for 12 out of 16 of their 
model measurement locations. See table below. 
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Circled areas show that 12 of 16 locations have ambient noise set equal to 72.3dB 

Were the topic at hand less serious, that type of data manipulation to force the 
answer you want to come out of the analysis could be funny. Here though, it's 
not funny at all. It's simply a blatant attempt to hide the true impacts of noise 
from the operation of the proposed park. 

To recap so far: 
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1) The ambient noise levels have been set to unrealistically high values for
background noise at most of the locations in the model

2) The noise levels used from running vehicles in the proposed park has
been set to unrealistically low values in the model

and now, sadly, it gets worse; 

3) The locations used in the sound model near the Purisima Highlands
neighborhoods appear to be purposely placed so they measure the lowest
noise levels coming from the proposed park.

See the map below for where the sensitive receptors were placed in the 
sound relative to the proposed project site. White arrows added for clarity. 

Arrows showing location of #8 and #9 sensitive receptor positions. 

Compare the locations of #8 and #9 above, to the sound model map below. 
(Again, the white arrows have been added for clarity.) If asked to determine 
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the expected noise from the park at site #8 and #9 from the noise contour 
map plots, a likely answer would be 64-68dB.  That's not what the sound 
study reports for those locations though. Table 4.10-10 above reports the 
expected noise from the track to be: at #8 = 60.8dB and at site #9 = 57.2dB 

How is that possible? Well, by making sure the measurement locations in the 
model are at where the arrows point. At those locations the sound is lower 
than all the surrounding area because there are sound barriers in the terrain 
just in front of them. Basically, sites #8 and #9 are in a "sound shadow."  

Noise contour map from DEIR. White arrows added highlight site #8 an #9 locations. 

To reiterate; because a large section of Purisima Highlands neighborhood will 
see noise levels in excess of 65dB, the sound study had to "find" areas in 
the simulation to place their monitor points that were 
much quieter than what the neighborhood will actually experience. If this had 
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not been done, the analysis in table 4.10-10 would show that there will be a 
noise impact that must require noise mitigation. 

In addition to the "cherry picking" for quiet spaces discussed above, it appears 
that another reason sites #8 and #9 are included is to be able to use the 
82.4dB value collected from a plane in flight during noise monitoring. Using 
this plane flight sound data allows them to "show" how loud the 
area is already. It is important to note that without the plane data, the ambient 
measured noise for an hour Leq, is only 62.7dB measured near the edge of 
North H Street! 

So, what happens if we do our own bit of modeling and use values that are 
more realistic to those that will be encountered as a function of operating the 
proposed park? 

If I'm gracious to the authors and average the ambient noise measurements 
in Table 4.10-3 above and use that for background (as opposed to simply 
using the lowest value to prove my point as they did with picking the highest 
values), and then use a value of 105dB as the expected noise during a 
motorcycle race, the chart below is what you end up with for impact. 
Luckily the math in the models makes it so I'm able to simply add 
13dB everywhere to the sound maps to get new values for the table. 

Sound modeling using adjusted values. Red cells show sites where combined noise levels exceed 65dB, yellow cells 
show sites where the noise increses more than 3dB 

2.0 Responses to Comments 
Letter No. 71

71-18

71-19

Meridian Consultants 
054-003-13

Lompoc Motorsports Project Final EIR 
November 2016

2.0-534



As you can see, even in the distorted application of the general plan noise 
element used in the DEIR, where you only need to be below 65dB at the 
nearest property line, there are several locations that are well over the limit. 

Still with me? If so, we're about to dig a little deeper into their model setup. 

Point Source vs. Line Array 

There are three sound level model maps provided in the DEIR. One is of the 
drag strip in operation only, another is the drag strip and OHV area operated 
simultaneously, and the final is OHV area operating only. 

Line Array source - Drag Strip only 
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Line Array Source - Drag Strip and OHV noise 
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Point Source - OHV only 

Notice that two of the maps have a purple oval shaped noise source and 
one has a generally more circular noise pattern. The reason for the change in 
shape in noise source has to do with what "type" of source was modeled. 
The two drag strip maps use what's called a line array source, this drives the 
oval shape. The "OHV only" map uses a point source, this drives the more 
circular shape.  

This is an important difference because line array sources have 
strong directionality to where they send their power. By contrast, point sources 
are equally loud in all directions. In other words, line arrays are loudest in the 
direction you point them and point sources are equally loud everywhere.  

In this case, it appears that the line array is oriented to the sky, sending most 
of its' energy up and away from nearby sensitive receptors. I make this 
observation because as we can see from the OHV only maps, the "reach" of 
the loudest areas in the map is much larger, and mostly symmetric, for only a 
3dB increase in starting noise level. Now, the possibility does it exist that the 
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orientation of the line array output is pointed into the ground. If someone was 
clever enough, it should be possible to find a height above the ground where 
there is significant interference with the output, from reflection off the 
ground, to result in an overall reduction of sound propagation distance. 

I can almost give this a pass. I mean they are trying to model a drag strip, so 
they know the noise source won't be in a single location when it's making 
noise. The reason I can't give a pass however, is that it would have been 
more accurate to model three to five point sources along the length 
of the drag strip and generate an average map of the sound levels - but they 
didn't. They decided to hide noise power in a line array pointed to the sky. 

The Motorsports Park Needs YOU! 

No, seriously, they do. They need people so bad that it appears that they 
actually included them in the sound models to absorb acoustic energy in an 
attempt to keep noise levels out of the surrounding neighborhoods to the 
South.  

Notice that on the drag strip sound model maps, right in the middle of the 
purple loud areas, there is a bright red stripe that is lower in noise level than 
everything else around it. That area coincides with the bleacher locations to 
be installed at the track. Bleachers aren't especially sound 
absorbing, especially the "open frame" type that are to be used. Now I will 
grant that there is also an expected 10 foot tall earthen berm that 
runs approximately the same length of the bleachers, with the track at the 
bottom of the berm. That berm will undoubtedly help reduce the noise to 
the South. But you just can't get the type/shape of power drop shown in the 
model from the berm and bleachers alone, it's simply too discontinuous a 
shape in the model for that to be the case. No, without bleachers AND people 
sitting in them as well you can't generate that clearly 
defined rectangular sound absorbing shape. 

You can tell human bodies work pretty good at absorbing that noise too, since 
that's predominantly why the sound contour lines on the South side of the map 
are closer together and fade faster than those to the North and East. I'd wager 
that the total stated spectator capacity of 1250 people was used in the model 
as well, so the "stands were full." 
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Notice the deep red bar in the center of the purple oval, those are stands modeled with people. Also note how much 
closer together the sound level contour lines are on the South side of the track compared to the North side. 

So now you know why they need you. Without people filling the bleachers, 
their sound models break even worse.  
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Notice here that the "red stripe" from the stands and crowd do not appear to be modeled for the OHV only map, as that 
feature is missing completely, and the noise contours more uniform 

Conclusions: 

The noise study appears to have been conducted in a way that was meant 
to falsely reduce the effect of the operational noise of the motorsports park, 
thereby making the DEIR claims of "no mitigation necessary" patently 
false. Evidence of this is found in the false elevation of ambient noise levels, 
the reduction in total expected noise from the operation, and manipulation of 
the model sensitive receptor locations and noise source types in an attempt 
to minimize the possible noise impacts.  

This review should serve as a reminder to view with skepticism any claims 
made by organizers involved the effort to build this proposed project. 
===========================================================
========== 
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If you also feel that the claims made in the noise study portion of the DEIR are 
not accurate after reading this, please voice your concern to Lucille Breese, 
AICP. Her email address is:  

L_Breese@ci.lompoc.ca.us   

Alternatively you can snail mail her at: 

Lucille Breese, AICP 
City of Lompoc 
100 Civic Center Plaza 
Lompoc, CA 
93436 

NOTE: (August 8th, 2016), August 15, 2016, is the updated deadline to 
provide comments to the City of Lompoc regarding the DEIR. 
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NOTE: If you came here looking for the Noise Element discussion scroll 
down, or you can read this along the way too. 

The items other than the noise element that are 
concerns with this proposed park. 

Given the potential for increases in air pollution, water pollution, noise 
pollution and the habitat destruction from the construction and operation of the 
proposed motorsports park defined in the DEIR, the only way this proposed 
park could be more of a disaster for our community would be if it incorporated 
a tire fire as part of it's design. Oh wait: 

Never mind, there will be tire fires, so there's that too. (See table 4.2-9 of the 
DEIR.) And don't think the motorcycles are getting off easy either - "It should 
be noted that the OHV events are the primary generator of particulate matter." 

Aviation element: 

There is a looming policy conflict with the Draft Airport Land Use Plan (ALUP). 
The Draft ALUP isn't adopted yet, but will be before the proposed park is built. 
The current ALUP, "sort of" allows the use of the area next to an active 
runway to be used for recreation, but sort of doesn't, and this use still "might 
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need review." Regardless, after the Draft ALUP is adopted we will have a 
"non-conforming land use," in the proposed park that the city will have to 
address with Santa Barbara County Association of Governments 
(SBCAG) and the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA), as group recreation 
areas are "incompatible uses" for areas next to active runways in the Draft 
ALUP. 

There are also design issues - lights that violate airspace, scoreboards 
and structures (bridge walkways over the drag strip) that could obscure line of 
sight of runways, and smoke (see above), all of which has the potential 
of causing really bad things to happen if you're still trying to use the airport, as 
well, an airport. 

Here's the last few paragraphs from the report supplied by the subcontractors 
doing the aviation assessment for the DEIR; 

Excerpt from appendix, Heliplanners Aviation Planning Consultants, report 
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That last sentence above is what it looks like when a lawyer says - "You're on 
your own if you do this." 

Air pollution: 

To summarize: "the daily operational emissions generated by the proposed 
Project on a weekend motorsports event day cannot be feasibly mitigated to a 
less than significant level and the contribution of these emissions to the air 
quality within SCCAB is considered to be cumulatively considerable for this 
reason."  (pg 4.2-31 of the DEIR) 

Really not much more to be said about that - operating the park will make 
air quality demonstrably worse.  

Everyone is a Forester: 

Whether you believe it a waste of time and resources or not, the California 
Department of Fish and Wildlife will require habitat that is lost to the 
development of this proposed park be restored or replaced - assuming they 
even grant the permit required to start grading the area. 

This means the city will be required to replant/reclaim 72.5 acres of riparian 
willow thicket.  

To prevent a repeat of the poor planning and maintenance of the 7 acres 
previously planted as a result of the runway expansion, this DEIR requires a 
75% minimum survival level, at least 4 years from planting, as well as a 90% 
coverage target 5 years after. No chance of simply planting the thicket, 
allowing it to die, and saying "well, we tried." 

I'm not really sure how to put a price estimate on the land purchase that may 
be required, or the never ending forestry maintenance fees but, they will be 
costly. 

So; 
1) we develop a 38.5 acre motorsports park
2) because we did that, we (the city) now have to plant and maintain a 72.5
acre forest
3) now, keep bleeding money for years maintaining this forest

2.0 Responses to Comments 
Letter No. 71

71-25

71-26

71-27

Meridian Consultants 
054-003-13

Lompoc Motorsports Project Final EIR 
November 2016

2.0-544



Economic Growth vs. Water Usage: 

According to the DEIR the proposed park will result in no direct economic 
growth. There 'may' be indirect economic impacts. The overall proposed city 
growth from the proposed park is 0.2%, and "40 volunteer positions." (page 
7.1-3) 

Conversely the proposed park will use 0.77 acre feet of non-potable water a 
year for the maintenance of tracks (possibly low estimate) and 7.95 acre feet 
of potable water for attendees. This is 5% of the total city projected water 
reserves. 

We get 0.2% growth, it uses 5% of our water. That's a bad deal - especially 
since none of the water impact estimates account for the riparian woodland 
mitigation water needs. 

Speaking of water; in an effort to "contain" potentially toxic runoff from the 
proposed park from entering the Santa Ynez River, the site 
will have grading such that all runoff flows to the center of the project site into 
"infiltration ponds." There is no description of construction details for these 
catchment basins as having a lining or sump system for removal of this water. 
One is left to wonder if the plan is to let this potentially toxic surface 
water leech back into the groundwater system that the city uses to supply its' 
residents? 

RV park too? 

Yep, apparently. The plan for the proposed park is to allow a maximum of 
511 private RVs, as vehicles or trailers, to "camp" at the track in the pit areas. 
The details in the DEIR of how the oversight and management of this aspect 
will be executed are unclear. Building an RV park on site makes it difficult to 
see how our local hotels will realize even indirect benefit from the proposed 
park.   

Now this proposed park is putting temporary housing into the sideline safety 
zone of an active runway?  

Great. 

Conclusion: 
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I state again that this Draft EIR is inadequate and incomplete, and as such 
can not be accepted and ratified.  

 ======================== 

(August 8th 2016) August 15, 2016, is the updated deadline to write or 
email Lucile Breese comments about the Draft EIR. Speaking directly to the 
city council will not be as effective as written communication in having your 
opinion heard.  

Her email address is:  

L_Breese@ci.lompoc.ca.us   

Alternatively you can snail mail her at: 

Lucille Breese, AICP 
City of Lompoc 
100 Civic Center Plaza 
Lompoc, CA 
93436 

2.0 Responses to Comments 
Letter No. 71

71-30

Meridian Consultants 
054-003-13

Lompoc Motorsports Project Final EIR 
November 2016

2.0-546



Letter No. 71:  Jason Osborne, August 15, 2016 

Response 71-1 

The comment made by the commenter does not address any issues with the environmental analysis 

provided in the Draft EIR, therefore, no further response is necessary. 

Response 71-2 

Section 4.10 of the Draft EIR evaluates noise impacts from the motorsports park events. Please see the 

response to comment 13-1. 

Please refer to Topical 7 for a full discussion regarding noise methodology. In addition, refer to Response 

17-1 for a full discussion on consistency to the applicable policies contained within the City’s General Plan 

Noise Element. It was determined based on the increases being less than 3 dB(A), that noise during the 

operational phase would result in a less than significant impact. Based on the findings, the proposed 

Project would be consistent with Policy 1.1, 1.2, 2.1, 2.3, and 2.4 of the Noise Element.  

Response 71-3 

The Draft EIR evaluated potential impacts related to aesthetics (see Section 4.1), air quality (see Section 

4.2), land use, (see Section 4.9), noise (see Section 4.10), traffic (see Section 4.13) and others that may 

affect the nearby residents, as well as species. With the exception of certain air quality impacts associated 

with vehicle trips to and from the site, all impacts are either less than significant or can be mitigated to 

less than significant. The issue raised by the commenter addresses the merits of the proposed Project and 

does not raise any issues with the environmental analysis provided in the Draft EIR. No further response 

is necessary. 

Response 71-4 

Please refer to response 17-2 regarding land use issues related to the ALUP.  

Additionally, please see response 29-7 regarding safety zones. 

As discussed, the relocation of the sky diving drop zone is subject to FAA review and approval, and if 

approved, it would comply with FAA regulation for Parachute Landing Areas (PLA). 

Response 71-5 

Please refer to response 13-1 regarding air quality and noise.  
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As noted in the Draft EIR, all vehicles with need to utilize original manufacturers equipment and no “after-

market” changes. 

Response 71-6 

As stated in mitigation measure 4.3-1, the Project Plan will be developed in consultation with City of 

Lompoc and submitted to the CDFW for review and concurrence at least 30 days prior to beginning 

construction. Mitigation may be conducted adjacent to the proposed Project in remaining arroyo willow 

thickets, and/or at appropriate off-site City-owned properties. Should off-site locations be considered, 

they should have similar habitat conditions, including, elevation, topography, soil conditions, moisture 

regimes, vegetation composition, percent cover and proximity to the Santa Ynez River. 

Response 71-7 

Please refer to response 63-2 regarding the infiltration basins.  

Response 71-8 

The commenter addresses opposition to the water usage and does not raise any issues with the 

environmental analysis provided in the Draft EIR. No further response is necessary. 

 Section 15131, Economic and Social Effects, of the State CEQA Guidelines states economic or social 

information may be included in an EIR or may be presented in whatever form the agency desires. 

Economic or social effects of a project shall not be treated as significant effects on the environment.  

The City has decided not to include an economic analysis of the proposed Project in the EIR as there is no 

relation to potential physical changes to the environment resulting from any economic causes. Real estate 

prices are an economic factor and, therefore, are not analyzed in the Draft EIR. 

Response 71-9 

As noted in the Draft EIR, Section 3.0, overnight self-contained RV parking would be available for weekend 

events. The number of spaces available to RVs would be limited, as would access to the site. No provision 

for RV hookups (water, sewer, electric) are proposed, so all RVS would be required to be self-contained. 

Because the proposed Project is subject to a conditional use permit by the City, the City can impose 

additional restrictions on RV use. 

Response 71-10 

The commenter addresses opposition to the proposed Project and does not raise any issues with the 

environmental analysis provided in the Draft EIR. No further response is necessary. 
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Response 71-11 

Section 4.10 of the Draft EIR evaluates noise impacts from the motorsports park events. Please see the 

response to comment 13-1. 

Response 71-12 

Section 4.10 of the Draft EIR evaluates noise impacts from the motorsports park events. Please see the 

response to comment 13-1. 

Response 71-13 

Section 4.10 of the Draft EIR evaluates noise impacts from the motorsports park events. Please see the 

response to comment 13-1. 

Response 71-14 

Section 4.10 of the Draft EIR evaluates noise impacts from the motorsports park events. Please see the 

response to comment 13-1. 

Response 71-15 

Section 4.10 of the Draft EIR evaluates noise impacts from the motorsports park events. Please see the 

response to comment 13-1. 

Response 71-16 

Section 4.10 of the Draft EIR evaluates noise impacts from the motorsports park events. Please see the 

response to comment 13-1. 

Response 71-17 

Section 4.10 of the Draft EIR evaluates noise impacts from the motorsports park events. Please see the 

response to comment 13-1. 

Response 71-18 

Section 4.10 of the Draft EIR evaluates noise impacts from the motorsports park events. Please see the 

response to comment 13-1. 

Response 71-19 

Section 4.10 of the Draft EIR evaluates noise impacts from the motorsports park events. Please see the 

response to comment 13-1. 
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Response 71-20 

Section 4.10 of the Draft EIR evaluates noise impacts from the motorsports park events. Please see the 

response to comment 13-1. 

Response 71-21 

Section 4.10 of the Draft EIR evaluates noise impacts from the motorsports park events. Please see the 

response to comment 13-1. 

Response 71-22 

Section 4.10 of the Draft EIR evaluates noise impacts from the motorsports park events. Please see the 

response to comment 13-1. 

Response 71-23 

The comment made by the commenter does not address any issues with the environmental analysis 

provided in the Draft EIR, therefore, no further response is necessary. 

Response 71-24 

The Draft EIR evaluated potential impacts related to aesthetics (see Section 4.1), air quality (see Section 

4.2), land use, (see Section 4.9), noise (see Section 4.10), traffic (see Section 4.13) and others that may 

affect the nearby residents, as well as species. With the exception of certain air quality impacts associated 

with vehicle trips to and from the site, all impacts are either less than significant or can be mitigated to 

less than significant. 

Please refer to response 35-5 regarding fire services. 

Response 71-25 

Please refer to response 17-2 regarding land use issues related to the ALUP.  

Please refer to response 16-3 regarding safety concerns at the airport. 

Response 71-26 

Please refer to response 17-3 regarding air quality. 
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Response 71-27 

Section 15131, Economic and Social Effects, of the State CEQA Guidelines states economic or social 

information may be included in an EIR or may be presented in whatever form the agency desires. 

Economic or social effects of a project shall not be treated as significant effects on the environment.  

The City has decided not to include an economic analysis of the proposed Project in the EIR as there is no 

relation to potential physical changes to the environment resulting from any economic causes. 

Response 71-28 

Please refer to response 63-2 regarding the infiltration basins.  

According to the CEQA Guidelines Section 15131 Economic and Social Effects state that economic or social 

information may be included in an EIR or may be presented in whatever form the agency desires. 

Economic or social effects of a project shall not be treated as significant effects on the environment.  

The City has decided not to include an economic analysis of the proposed Project in the EIR as there is no 

relation to potential physical changes to the environment resulting from any economic causes. Real estate 

prices are an economic factor and, therefore, are not analyzed in the Draft EIR. 

Response 71-29 

As noted in the Draft EIR, Section 3.0, overnight self-contained RV parking would be available for weekend 

events. The number of spaces available to RVs would be limited, as would access to the site. No provision 

for RV hookups (water, sewer, electric) are proposed, so all RVS would be required to be self-contained. 

Response 71-30 

The commenter addresses opposition to the proposed Project and does not raise any issues with the 

environmental analysis provided in the Draft EIR. No further response is necessary. 
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RECEIVED

Draft EIR for Motorsports Business /\UQ ] 5 2016

Lucille Breeze, AICP

100 Civic Center Plaza

Lompoc CA 93436 Planning Division

The Draft EIR has been reviewed. There are many areas that are inaccurate and

incomplete. It needs further review and should include many revisions. We have many

questions which are not answered in this document.

Among them are:

1. Alternate sites. During the Scoping discussions, we suggested in writing and

sent to you that the Motorsports business be located out of the urban area but in

the city limits on a site at the rear of the Federal Prison property. This was not

considered but is as feasible as the suggested sites that were considered.

2. It is obvious, after reading the Draft EIR, that the proponent's Foundation will not

have funds to carry out all of the required planning documents, studies and

construction. The Draft EIR does not cover the environmental changes left

uncompleted due to these lack of funds. "Who will pay to clean up the mess left

uncompleted?"

3. The proposed changes to the proposed site at the Lompoc airport will preclude

any future improvements or expansion to the existing airport.

4. The Motorsports project is a private business being promoted by the Foundation.

It is not a City Recreation project. It is not a "Park."

It is therefore, not an approved project for the proposed city property. This is not

Considered in the Draft EIR.

5. The Motorsports project will adversely affect the City economy by forcing the

Skydiving business which brings tourists and money to Lompoc, presently at the

airport, to leave the City and relocate in Santa Maria. This is not considered in

the Draft EIR.

6. The Draft EIR does not consider the negative financial impact the Motorsport

business will have on the property values of homes a few hundred feet away

from the proposed site.

7. The "Reasons for the Motorsports project "that are the basis of the EIR and

addressed throughout are the invention of the proponents as a "need" in the

community and not a valid requirement in the City's General Plan. In particular,

there is no known complaint against street racing in Lompoc that would be used

to justify the need for a Motorsports Project. .

8. The Mitigations stated in the Draft EIR require that the proponents provide official

plans to accomplish them. There is no metric in the Draft EIR that would assure

that this is ever done other than saying that it needs to be done. Who will see to it

and fund it?

9. In discussing the Alternate Sites, the City does not need to purchase them as

suggested in the Draft EIR. That is the problem of the Proponents.
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10.The Draft EIR gives the reader the impression that it is very "PRO project." The

Draft EIR reads like a Proponent Proposal rather than a critical review.

What is needed is a "professional Peer" review of this DRAFT document to clear

up any perceptions of "bias."

11 .The noise study says there is no noise issue to mitigate. This is inaccurate as

their own data shows the project fails to satisfy the 2030 Noise Policy in the

following:

a. Page N-9 of the General Plan noise element, policy 1.1 states "the city

shall require each land use to maintain noise at their property line in

compliance with City standards".

b. Policy 2.3 states "The City shall minimize noise exposure in the vicinity of

the Lompoc Airport by maintaining'consistency with the adopted Lompoc

Airport Master Plan".

12. The City will need to address all the issues raised by the SBCAG and the Federal

Aviation Administration regarding incompatible uses for areas next to active

runways, especially in the compliance of land and air safety zones.

This Draft EIR has many flaws and definitely needs to be redone before it is

certified. There are too many unanswered questions which have not been

answered sufficiently. The various mitigations are also inadequate and we totally

oppose certification of this document until those mitigations and questions are

satisfactorily answered.

Justin & Ann Ruhge

525 Brookside Dr.

Lompoc, California
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Letter No. 72:  Justin and Ann Ruhge, August 15, 2016 

Response 72-1 

The issue raised by the commenter does not address any issues with the environmental analysis provided 

in the Draft EIR, therefore, no further response is necessary. 

Response 72-2 

Please refer to response 13-3. 

Sites that are available as alternatives were discussed and ultimately determined infeasible. 

Response 72-3 

Section 15131, Economic and Social Effects, of the State CEQA Guidelines states economic or social 

information may be included in an EIR or may be presented in whatever form the agency desires. 

Economic or social effects of a project shall not be treated as significant effects on the environment.  

The City has decided not to include an economic analysis of the proposed Project in the EIR as there is no 

relation to potential physical changes to the environment resulting from any economic causes. 

Response 72-4 

The issue raised by the commenter does not address any issues with the environmental analysis provided 

in the Draft EIR, therefore, no further response is necessary. 

Response 72-5 

Please refer to response 29-1. 

Response 72-6 

Please refer to response 14-1 regarding relocating the skydive landing area. 

Section 15131, Economic and Social Effects, of the State CEQA Guidelines states economic or social 

information may be included in an EIR or may be presented in whatever form the agency desires. 

Economic or social effects of a project shall not be treated as significant effects on the environment.  

The City has decided not to include an economic analysis of the proposed Project in the EIR as there is no 

relation to potential physical changes to the environment resulting from any economic causes. 
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Response 72-7 

Section 15131, Economic and Social Effects, of the State CEQA Guidelines states economic or social 

information may be included in an EIR or may be presented in whatever form the agency desires. 

Economic or social effects of a project shall not be treated as significant effects on the environment.  

The City has decided not to include an economic analysis of the proposed Project in the EIR as there is no 

relation to potential physical changes to the environment resulting from any economic causes. 

Response 72-8 

As stated in the CEQA Guidelines Section 15124: The description of the proposed Project shall contain the 

following information but should not supply extensive detail beyond that needed for evaluation and 

review of the environmental impact.  

(b) A statement of the objectives sought by the proposed project. A clearly written statement of objectives 

will help the lead agency develop a reasonable range of alternatives to evaluate in the EIR and will aid the 

decision makers in preparing findings or a statement of overriding considerations, if necessary. The 

statement of objectives should include the underlying purpose of the project. 

The issue raised by the commenter addresses the merits of the proposed Project and does not raise any 

issues with the environmental analysis provided in the Draft EIR. No further response is necessary. 

Response 72-9 

A mitigation monitoring and reporting program will be developed and published in conjunction with the 

Final EIR. 

Section 15131, Economic and Social Effects, of the State CEQA Guidelines states economic or social 

information may be included in an EIR or may be presented in whatever form the agency desires. 

Economic or social effects of a project shall not be treated as significant effects on the environment.  

The City has decided not to include an economic analysis of the proposed Project in the EIR as there is no 

relation to potential physical changes to the environment resulting from any economic causes. 

Response 72-10 

Please refer to response 72-2.  
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Response 72-11 

The Draft EIR provides information to decision makers of the impacts of a project on the environment. 

Lead agencies have the ultimate authority to approve or deny projects as well as the ability to override 

significant and unavoidable impacts based on the beneficial purpose of the project. 

Response 72-12 

Please refer to Response 17-1 and Topical 7 for a full discussion on consistency to the applicable policies 

contained within the City’s General Plan Noise Element. It was determined based on the increases being 

less than 3 dB(A), that noise during the operational phase would result in a less than significant impact. 

Based on the findings, the proposed Project would be consistent with Policy 1.1, 1.2, 2.1, 2.3, and 2.4 of 

the Noise Element.  

Response 72-13 

Please refer to response 17-2 regarding land use compatibility.  

Response 72-14 

The commenter addresses opposition to the proposed Project and does not raise any issues with the 

environmental analysis provided in the Draft EIR. No further response is necessary. 
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Breese, Lucille

From: Diane Zaccagnino [drz1@live.com]

Sent: Saturday, August 13, 2016 8:58 PM

To: Breese, Lucille

Subject: Motor Sports Park

I am Emailing concerning the new Motor Sports Park

I feel that it is a bad idea. A motorsport park will bring a bad element into our quaint little city, not to mention
the loud

noise, dust and pollution. We have good air quality in Lompoc and having family members who suffer from

asthma, this

a concern of mine. I do however think Skydive Santa Barbara is an asset to our community. I am not a

skydiver myself, but

I have friends who are. I hate to see Lompoc lose out the revenue and the loss of another locally owned

business.

Thank you,

Diane Zaccagnino

RECEIVED

AUG 1 5 2016

Planning Division

2.0 Responses to Comments 
Letter No. 73
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73-1

73-2



Letter No. 73:  Diane Zaccagnino, August 15, 2016 

Response 73-1 

The commenter addresses opposition to the proposed Project and does not raise any issues with the 

environmental analysis provided in the Draft EIR. No further response is necessary.  

The Draft EIR evaluated potential impacts related to aesthetics (see Section 4.1), air quality (see Section 

4.2), land use, (see Section 4.9), noise (see Section 4.10), traffic (see Section 4.13) and others that may 

affect the nearby residents and their quality of life.  

Response 73-2 

Please refer to response 14-1 regarding relocating the skydive landing area. 

Section 15131, Economic and Social Effects, of the State CEQA Guidelines states economic or social 

information may be included in an EIR or may be presented in whatever form the agency desires. 

Economic or social effects of a project shall not be treated as significant effects on the environment.  

The City has decided not to include an economic analysis of the proposed Project in the EIR as there is no 

relation to potential physical changes to the environment resulting from any economic causes. 
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3.0 REVISIONS TO THE DRAFT EIR 

In accordance with the CEQA Guidelines Section 15132 (a), this section of the Final EIR provides changes 

to the Draft EIR that have been made to clarify, correct or supplement the environmental impact analysis 

for the proposed Project. Such changes are a result of recognition of inadvertent errors or omissions as 

well as individuals, public and agency comments received in response to the Draft EIR. The changes 

described in this section do not result in any new or increased significant environmental impacts that 

would result from the proposed project.  

The Draft EIR Section, 3.0 Project Description, Section 4.2, Air Quality, Section 4.3, Biological Resources, 

Section 4.5, Geology and Soils, Section 4.6, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, Section 4.9, Land Use and 

Planning, Section 4.10, Noise, Section 4.12, Recreation, Section 4.13, Traffic/Transportation, Section 

4.14, Utilities and Service System, and Section 5.0, Alternatives include changes based on comments 

received and have been included in the Final EIR (Sections are provided below). Additions are underlined 

and deletions are shown in strikethrough (strikethrough) format.  
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STATEMENT OF PROJECT OBJECTIVES 

The State CEQA Guidelines require an EIR to include a statement of the objectives of the proposed Project 

that addresses the underlying purpose. The objectives of the proposed Project are as follows: 

 Provide compatible recreation opportunities adjacent to the Lompoc Airport, including a variety of 

motorsports activities for both professional and amateur motorsport users. 

 Reduce illegal riding in Santa Ynez River bed and street racing.  

 Provide for ongoing recreational uses for skydiving and improve existing skydiving landing areas. 

 Minimize environmental impacts on natural resources, the airport, and neighboring residents.  

 Redevelop underutilized lands that are in need of remediation and restoration along the Santa Ynez 

River. 

 Provide for the opportunity to implementation of mitigation pursuant to previous work associated 

with the Lompoc Airport Runway Expansion Project, including the restoration of approximately 7.1 

acres of riparian vegetation. 

 Provide increased economic activity to Lompoc-based businesses from events at the completed 

Project through the use of the surrounding public and private recreation areas and businesses by 

patrons and attendees. 

 Preserve and/or minimize impacts to existing airport tenants, operations, and users. 

 Improve Runaway Safety Zones. 

DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS 

The proposed Project would include the phased development of the Project site as two park areas, as 

illustrated in Figure 3.0-3, Conceptual Site Plan. The first park area would include the OHV area, which 

would relocate the existing Kids Moto Fun Park from River Park and include a one-eighth-mile oval dirt 

track, as well as a 7-acre multitrack OHV area. In addition, the OHV area would include a 2.3-acre, low-

speed trail-riding area open to motorcycles, mountain bikes, and all-terrain vehicles (ATV), each at 

different times. The second park area would include an International Hot Rod Association (IHRA)–

sanctioned one-eighth-mile drag strip with grandstands and pit areas. The skydiving landing area would 

be relocated to the west of the proposed entrance from George Miller Drive. 

Site Layout and Project Features 

OHV Areas 

The proposed Project would construct tracks and riding areas for a variety of OHV activities, as shown in 

Figure 3.0-4, Conceptual OHV Recreation Parking Area and Tracks. A beginner riding area would be 
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Skydiving Facilities 

The Skydive Santa Barbara landing area, currently approximately 250 feet wide and 500 feet long (see 

Figure 3.0-2), would be modified to be an irregularly shaped area 275 by 500 feet wide and would continue 

to be limited to experienced jumpers. This area would be relocated to the eastern portion of the Project 

area, adjacent to and west of the proposed trail ride area, as illustrated in Figure 3.0-3. Breakaway fencing 

would be installed on the south and east perimeter of the skydiving landing area to reduce hazards for 

off-target skydivers. The motorsports access road from George Miller Drive would be temporarilyy closed 

to all traffic during skydive jumps, except for emergency vehicles. The existing 100-by-200-foot pea gravel 

landing target would also be relocated and would serve as an accuracy point for skydivers. A new skydive 

landing area approximately 250 by 600 feet with a trapezoidal northwest corner, as illustrated in Figure 

3.0-3, would be located at the west end of the runway to meet requirements for sanctioned, United 

Parachute Association Class B and C license holders. 

Site Infrastructure, Buildings, and Utilities 

Infrastructure to be installed would include electrical lines, fire hydrants, nonpotable and potable water 

lines, and perimeter and divider fencing. 

Infrastructure improvements would include water and electrical utility improvements, as shown in Figure 

3.0-10, Conceptual Utilities Plan. There would be no sewer, gas, or phone service on site. Restrooms for 

all activities would be provided via portable toilets, the number of which would be determined based on 

each event size. Currently, two 10-inch storm drains extend from the airport to the edge embankment. 

These existing stormwater lines would be extended approximately 50 feet north under the new access 

road as shown on Figure 3.0-7. The site would be fenced with 6- or 8-foot-high fencing around the 

perimeter, as shown in Figure 3.0-7. 

Water Service 

The proposed Project would install 4-inch nonpotable water supply lines. The 4-inch lines would extend 

east to west across the northern and southern portions of the OHV area and along the endurocross and 

arenacross areas, as shown in Figure 3.0-10. Additional 4-inch lines would extend north to south adjacent 

to the beginner’s track and oval track, and along the east and west portions of the mud bog and sand drag 

lanes. A 2-inch potable line would travel east to west along the southern portion of the OHV area, with 

another 2-inch potable line extending north to the oval track. In addition, a water well may be drilled 

within the Project site, at the sole discretion of the City, on property adjoining George Miller Drive and 

outside of the OHV area for nonpotable water needs.  

A new 10-inch fire hydrant water main with a shutoff valve would be tapped into the existing line located 

within George Miller Drive. New fire hydrants with shutoff valves would be located at the western end of 

the drag strip and in the OHV pit area, as shown in Figure 3.0-10. 
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Table 4.2-1 

Ambient Air Quality Standards 

Air 
Pollutant 

Concentration/Averaging Time 

Most Relevant Health Effects 
State Standard 

(CAAQS) 

Federal Primary 
Standard 
(NAAQS) 

Ozone 0.09 ppm, 1-hour 

0.070 ppm, 8-hour 

 

0.0705 ppm, 8-
hour  

 

(a) Pulmonary function decrements and localized lung 
edema in humans and animals; (b) Risk to public 
health implied by alterations in pulmonary 
morphology and host defense in animals; (c) 
Increased mortality risk; (d) Risk to public health 
implied by altered connective tissue metabolism and 
altered pulmonary morphology in animals after long-
term exposures and pulmonary function decrements 
in chronically exposed humans; (e) Vegetation 
damage; and (f) Property damage 

Nitrogen 
dioxide 

0.18 ppm, 1-hour 

0.030 ppm, annual 

100 ppb, 1-hour 

0.053 ppm, annual 

(a) Potential to aggravate chronic respiratory disease 
and respiratory symptoms in sensitive groups; (b) Risk 
to public health implied by pulmonary and extra-
pulmonary biochemical and cellular changes and 
pulmonary structural changes; and (c) Contribution to 
atmospheric discoloration 

Carbon 
monoxide 

20 ppm, 1-hour 

9.0 ppm, 8-hour 

 

35 ppm, 1-hour 

9 ppm, 8-hour  

(a) Aggravation of angina pectoris and other aspects 
of coronary heart disease; (b) Decreased exercise 
tolerance in persons with peripheral vascular disease 
and lung disease; (c) Impairment of central nervous 
system functions; and (d) Possible increased risk to 
fetuses 

Sulfur 
dioxide 

0.25 ppm, 1-hour 

0.04 ppm, 24-hour 

 

75 ppb, 1-hour 

0.14 ppm, 24-hour 

Bronchoconstriction accompanied by symptoms, 
which may include wheezing, shortness of breath and 
chest tightness, during exercise or physical activity in 
persons with asthma 

Respirable 
particulate 
matter  

50 µg/m3, 24-hour 

20 µg/m3, annual 

 

150 µg/m3, 
24-hour 

 

(a) Exacerbation of symptoms in sensitive patients 
with respiratory or cardiovascular disease; (b) 
Declines in pulmonary function growth in children; 
and (c) Increased risk of premature birth 

Fine 
particulate 
matter 

12 µg/m3, annual  35 µg/m3, 24hour 

12 µg/m3, annual 

 

(a) Exacerbation of symptoms in sensitive patients 
with respiratory or cardiovascular disease; (b) 
Declines in pulmonary function growth in children; 
and (c) Increased risk of premature birth 

Lead 1.5 µg/m3, 30-day 0.15 µg/m3, 
3-month rolling 

(a) Learning disabilities; and (b) Impairment of blood 
formation and nerve conduction 



4.2 Air Quality 

Meridian Consultants 4.2-19 Lompoc Motorsports EIR 

054-003-15  June 2016 

Land Uses 

 38 acres of City Park to simulate emissions for the proposed Project 

 10,000 square foot floor area 

Construction 

 Construction period of approximately 2 years beginning January 2017 and ending by December 2018. 

 Construction would occur over five phases: (1) Site Preparation which would last approximately 30 

days, (2) Grading for approximately 55 days, (3) Building Construction for approximately 39 days, (4) 

Paving for approximately 45 days, and (5) Drag Strip paving for approximately 340 days. 

 Construction would occur 5 days per week with 8-hour work days 

Each phase of construction would result in varying levels of intensity and the number of construction 

personnel. The construction workforce would consist of approximately 5 worker trips per day during site 

preparation, 10 worker trips per day during grading, 35 worker trips per day during building construction, 

8 worker trips per day during paving, and 15 worker trips day during drag strip paving. 

Operation 

Operation emissions generated by both area and mobile sources would result from normal day-to-day 

activities of the proposed Project site. Offsite mobile emissions would be generated by the motor vehicles 

traveling to the City to attend activities at the proposed Project site. Onsite mobile emissions are 

discussedion in Dispersion Modeling and include the emissions from OHVs and vehicles participating in 

drag strip events. The parking area surfaces would be constructed of wood chips except accessible 

parking, which would be decomposed granite. The OHV tracks would be unpaved and would represent a 

source of dust, or particulate matter emissions, which can be characterized as area sources.  

Project-generated, regional, and mobile-source emissions of criteria air pollutants and ozone precursors 

were also modeled using the CalEEMod computer program. CalEEMod allows land use selections that 

include project location specifics and trip generation rates.  

The analysis of daily operational emissions associated with the proposed Project have been prepared 

using the data and methodologies identified in the SBCAPCD’s Scope and Content of Air Quality Sections 

in Environmental Documents and current motor vehicle emission factors in CalEEMod. Trip rates for these 

land uses were obtained from the traffic impact study for the proposed Project (Appendix 4.13). To 

estimate the emissions by patrons traveling to and from the City to attend motorsports events, 

information from Section 3.0 was utilized to determine the number of local trips (during a weekday event) 

and regional trips (during a weekend event) to the proposed Project site. Trips were determined to be an 

average of 2.5 persons per spectator vehicle and 3 persons per participant and pit crew vehicle.  
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emission levels in the air basin. The 2013 CAP utilized SBCAG’s Regional Growth Forecast 2010-2040, to 

project population growth and associated air pollutant emissions for all of Santa Barbara County.  

The proposed Project involves the development of approximately 38 acres of motorsports park uses on a 

site designated for community facility uses in the City’s 2030 General Plan and public facilities zone. The 

proposed Project would include the phased development of the proposed Project site as two park areas, 

as illustrated in Figure 3.0-3, Conceptual Site Plan. The first park area would include the OHV area, which 

would relocate the existing Kids Moto Fun Park from River Park and include a one-eighth-mile oval dirt 

track, as well as a 7-acre multitrack OHV area. In addition, the OHV area would include a 2.3-acre, low-

speed trail-riding area open to motorcycles and mountain bikes at a different time, all-terrain vehicles 

(ATV), for these vehicle types at different times. The second park area would include an International Hot 

Rod Association (IHRA)–sanctioned one-eighth-mile drag strip with grandstands and pit areas. The 

skydiving landing area would be relocated to the west of the proposed entrance from George Miller Drive. 

Temporary emissions associated with construction of the proposed Project would not exceed any of the 

criteria pollutant SBCAPCD thresholds for regional emissions, as indicated in Table 4.2-8 and Table 4.2-9. 

Therefore, the proposed Project’s construction and operation related emissions would be consistent with 

the CAP. 

The 2013 CAP indicates the number of employees in commercial and industrial businesses totaled 135,100 

in 2008, would grow to 150,800 employees in 2020, and to 160,200 employees in 2030.17 SBCAG indicates 

the number of employees in the City totaled 10,686 in 2010, would grow to 11,643 employees in 2020, to 

12,756 employees in 2035, and to 12,777 employees in 2040.18 The proposed Project would employ up 

to 40 employees by 2020, which would account for less than 1 percent of the projected growth in the 

region and would fall within the projected growth in the City between 2008 and 2020. Furthermore, the 

proposed Project would permit similar recreational uses as those currently permitted by existing zoning 

for the proposed Project site. The proposed Project would also be consistent with the City’s General Plan 

Conservation Element goals and policies to minimize air quality impacts resulting from construction and 

development activities regulated by the City using current recommendations from SBCAPCD conditions 

and implementing the City’s grading ordinance; the proposed Project would minimize vehicle-related air 

quality impacts; and would remain consistent with draft framework thresholds for per service population 

                                                           

17 SBCAPCD, Final 2013 Clean Air Plan (March 2015), Table 3-2. 

18 Santa Barbara County Association of Governments, Regional Growth Forecast 2010-2040, adopted December 2012, Table 

7. 
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emissions. Accordingly, the proposed Project would be consistent with the employment projections 

within the 2013 CAP and the 2012 Regional Growth Forecast and impacts would be less than significant.  

Threshold 4.2-2 Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or 

projected air quality violation? 

Construction Emissions 

The estimated maximum daily construction emissions for the proposed Project are listed in Table 4.2-8, 

Construction Emissions (tons/year). Those estimates are based on the expected location, size, and 

development of the proposed Project. The analysis assumes all of the construction equipment and 

activities would occur continuously over the day and that activities would overlap. In reality, that would 

not occur, as most equipment operates only a fraction of each workday and many of the activities would 

not overlap on daily basis. Project Design Features requires compliance with the applicable SBCAPCD rules 

during construction of each individual project.  

Table 4.2-8 

Construction Emissions (tons/year) 

 Pollutant (tons/year) 

Source VOC NOx COa SOx PM10 PM2.5 

Maximum 0.13 1.84 2.24 0.00 0.23 0.16 

SBCAPCD Threshold 25 25 - - 25 25 

Exceeds Threshold? No No - No No No 

   
Air Emissions Model Results are presented in Appendix 4.2. 
Note: 
a The SBCAPCD does not have a threshold for CO. 
Please note that the SBCAPCD does not have construction thresholds; however, it does use 25 tons per year for VOC, NOx, or PM10 as a 
guideline to determine the significance of construction emissions. 
Abbreviations: CO = carbon monoxide; NOx = nitrogen oxides; PM10 = particulate matter less than 10 microns; PM2.5 = particulate matter less 
than 2.5 microns; VOC = volatile organic compounds; SOx = sulfur oxides. 

 

The emissions presented in Table 4.2-8 include PDFs, as required by applicable SBCAPCD rules, to reduce 

emissions during construction activities. Construction activities would require use of watering to minimize 

fugitive dust, reduced vehicle speeds to 15 miles per hour, cover soil stockpiled for more than two days, 

minimize dust generation after construction activities, and monitor dust control to prevent dust off site. 

Furthermore, all portable diesel-powered construction equipment would be required to be registered 

with the State’s portable equipment registration program or would require a SBCAPCD permit prior to 

arrive on the proposed Project site. The California Air Resources Board requires diesel construction 

equipment to meet CARB Tier 2 or higher emission standards to the maximum extent feasible, limit idling 
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As discussed in Section 3.0, operation of the proposed Project would provide for a variety of drag strip, 

OHV, and non-racing events. Events would take place on weekdays and weekends, as listed below in Table 

3.0-1, OHV Area Events Table and Table 3.0-2, Drag Strip Events. The maximum number of vehicles and 

persons onsite during a weekday event (Wednesday) would be 234 and 627, respectively. The maximum 

number of vehicles and persons onsite for weekend events are determined by the total number of pit 

parking stalls and the total number of regular vehicle parking spaces. Several event scenarios were 

determined to occur over a two-day weekend event. Scenario 1 involves the OHV – Saturday nonevent 

Open Riding/No Racing and Drag Strip – Specialty Drag Race event which would include approximately 

1,160 vehicles and approximately 2,700 persons. Scenario 2 involves the OHV – Endurocross Quarterly 

regional event and Oval Track regional cart events would include approximately 930 vehicles and 

approximately 2,580 persons. Particulate matter is the pollutant of concern with the operation of the OHV 

events. Both scenarios incorporated project design features, which requires a water amendment with an 

efficiency of 50 percent (frequent water for five minutes every hour) to the surface of the open riding trail 

area.  

To determine the worst case analysis, the initial dispersion model included the following inputs: the access 

road, parking lots, pit areas, races on the oval cart track, motocross track, stadiumcross track, and 

endurocross track. Scenario 2 included the access road, parking lots, pit areas, drag strip and open riding 

area. The modeling results indicate that Scenario 1 would result in approximately 315.96346.03 ug/m3 of 

particulate matter and Scenario 2 would result in approximately 148.43154.09 ug/m3 of particulate 

matter. The particulate matter threshold for a 24-hour exposure is 8 ug/m3 of particulate matter. It should 

be noted that the OHV events are the primary generator of particulate matter. Therefore, particulate 

matter impacts would be potentially significant for both scenarios. 

Toxic Air Contaminants 

A potentially significant public health standard would occur if the Hazard Index is more than 1.0 for non-

cancer risk. For non-carcinogenic effects, the hazard index totaled less than one (8.5E-02 and 6.4E-02) for 

both the toxic 1 hour and 8-hour exposure scenarios. Therefore, non-carcinogenic hazards would be 

below the Hazard Index of more than 1.0 for non-cancer risk. Non-carcinogenic impacts would be less 

than significant. 
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SCCAB region is in nonattainment for PM10 and ozone.  Therefore, if the proposed Project exceeds the 

regional thresholds for PM10, then it contributes to a cumulatively considerable impact for those 

pollutants.  Additionally, if the Project exceeds the regional threshold for NOx or VOC, then, it follows, the 

proposed Project would contribute to a cumulatively considerable impact for ozone. 

As indicated in Table 4.2-98 above, the highest daily emissions estimated for the proposed Project would 

exceed SBAPCD daily mobile significance thresholds.  Since the proposed Project would generate daily 

emissions that would exceed those daily mobile significance thresholds, the proposed Project would 

contribute to significant cumulative impacts. 

MITIGATION MEASURES 

The following mitigation measures have been identified to reduce potential air quality impacts generated 

by the proposed Project: 

MM 4.2-1 A Fugitive Dust Control Plan shall be prepared and submitted to the City of Lompoc and 

Santa Barbara County Air Pollution Control District (SBAPCD) for review and approval and 

Santa Barbara County Air Pollution Control District (SBAPCD) for input, before operation 

of the proposed motorsports park facility. The Fugitive Dust Control Plan shall be 

implemented and shall include measures to control emissions of airborne particulate 

matter associated with onsite off-highway vehicle (OHV) and drag strip activities sufficient 

to ensure particulate matter is below the 8 ug/m3 threshold and limited to the project 

site. Measures to be included in the Fugitive Dust Control plan to control operational 

emissions shall include, but are not limited to, the following: 

 Onsite access roads extending from George Millar Drive and V Street shall be paved. 

 The Open Riding and Trail area shall be limited to 14 OHVs per hour. 

 All ground surfaces with OHV activities shall be watered by an amended water agent 

to achieve a minimum control efficiency of 84 percent.  

MM 4.2-2 The motorsports operator shall limit the number of OHV vehicles, OHV races, and length 

of OHV events based on the anticipated weekend events for concurrent operation of the 

Oval Cart Track and Stadium Cross events in accordance with the following requirements:  

 Restrict the operation of the oval cart track events to 2 races per hour for 67 hours 

each weekend day. 

 Restrict the operation of stadium cross events to 2 races per hour for 67 hours each 

weekend day.  
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4.3-2 would require limitations as to the operation of the OHV component of the proposed Project. The 

emission results with mitigation measures MM 4.2-1 through MM 4.2-4 are shown in Table 4.2-109, 

Modeled Mitigated Emission Results.  Impacts on local air quality around the site would be mitigated to 

a less than significant level with implementation of mitigation measure MM 4.2-1 through MM 4.2-4.   

Table 4.2-10 

Modeled Mitigated Emission Results  

 Threshold    
 NO2 (1-hour) PM10 (24-Hour) CO (1-hour) CO (8-hour) 
 10 ug/m3 8 ug/m3 800 ug/m3 200 ug/m3 

Scenario 1: OHV 
courses  

3.94 7.117.90 282.90 43.56 

Scenario 2: Drag 
Strip and Open 
Riding 

3.94 7.856.50 282.90 43.56 

Exceed Threshold No No No No 
 

In the event the restriction to the number of OHV vehicles, number of OHV races per hour, and the length 

of OHV events are determined to be infeasible with implementation of Mitigation Measures MM 4.2-2 

through MM 4.2-4; then localized emission impacts would be considered adverse, significant, and 

unavoidable.  

As shown previously in Table 4.2-89, emissions generated by travel by patrons to the City and Lompoc 

Valley to attend the motorsports facility would be a primary source of operational emissions that would 

result in the proposed Project exceeding SBAPCD daily vehicle mobile mass emission thresholds.  

Therefore, the number of trips or the lengths of the motor vehicle trips on a motorsports weekend event 

day would need to be reduced in order to provide a reduction in the operational emissions from the 

proposed Project.  While future vehicle emissions are expected to be reduced as a result of new emissions 

control technology in vehicles, that would not reduce the emissions produced by vehicles traveling to and 

from the proposed Project site to a less than significant level on a motorsports weekend event day.   

The proposed Project includes Project Design Features that reduce the number and length of vehicle trips 

to the maximum amount feasible by allowing camping onsite.  As indicated in Appendix 4.13, trips were 

determined to be an average of 2.5 persons per spectator vehicle and 3 persons per participant and pit 

crew vehicle.  It would not be feasible to further reduce trips by patrons to and from the Lompoc Valley 

to attend weekend motorsports events due to those trips originating from numerous separate locations 

at different times by individual patrons. Therefore, the daily operational emissions generated by the 

proposed Project on a weekend motorsports event day cannot be feasibly mitigated to a less than 
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Table 4.3-3 

Special-Status Plant Species 

Scientific Name Listing1 

Potential to 
Occur on 

Proposed Site2 Notes 

Red Sand-Verbena 
(Abronia maritima) 

4.2 Low 

Suitable habitat is not present. Species occurs within 
coastal dunes. CNDDB occurrences are not within 5 
miles. The species was not observed during Project 
surveys. 

Hoover’s Bent Grass 

(Agrostis hooveri) 
1B.2 Low 

Suitable habitat is not present. Species prefers sandy 
soils within closed-cone coniferous forest, chaparral, 
cismontane woodland and valley and foothill 
grassland. The species was not observed during 
Project surveys. 

Santa Ynez Groundstar 

(Ancistrocarphus keilii) 
1B.1 Low 

Suitable habitat is not present. Species occurs within 
sandy soils within chaparral and cismontane 
woodland. There is a CNDDB record within 1 mile of 
the Project but the occurrence is froorm 1928. The 
species was not observed during Project surveys. 

Aphanisma 

(Aphanisma blitoides) 
1B.2 Low 

Suitable habitat is not present. Species occurs within 
sandy or gravelly soils in coastal bluff scrub, coastal 
dunes and coastal scrub. CNDDB occurrences are not 
within 5 miles. The species was not observed during 
Project surveys. 

Eastwood’s Brittle-Leaf 
Manzanita 

(Arctostaphylos 
crustacea ssp. 
eastwoodiana) 

1B.1 Low 

Suitable habitat is not present. Species occurs within 
maritime sandy chaparral. The species was not 
observed during Project surveys. 

Santa Cruz Island 
Manzanita 

(Arctostaphylos 
crustacea ssp. 
subcordata) 

4.2 Low 

Suitable habitat is not present. Species occurs within 
rocky soils within closed-cone coniferous forest and 
chaparral. The species was not observed during 
Project surveys. 

La Purisima Manzanita 

(Arctostaphylos 
purissima) 

1B.1 Low 

Suitable habitat is not present. Species occurs within 
sandy soils within chaparral and coastal scrub. The 
species was not observed during Project surveys. 

Sand Mesa Manzanita 

(Arctostaphylos rudis) 
1B.2 Low 

Suitable habitat is not present. Species occurs in 
sandy soils within maritime chaparral and coastal 
scrub. The species was not observed during Project 
surveys. 

Ocean Bluff Milk-Vetch  

(Astragalus nuttallii var. 
nuttallii) 

4.2 Low 

Suitable habitat is not present. Species occurs within 
coastal bluff scrub and coastal dunes. CNDDB 
occurrences are not within 5 miles. The species was 
not observed during Project surveys.  
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Table 4.3-5 

Special-Status Wildlife Species 

Scientific Name Listing1 

Potential 
to Occur 
Onsite2 Notes 

vernal pool fairy shrimp 

(Branchinecta lynchi) 
FT Low 

The Project site does not include vernal pool habitat. No records 
within the vicinity of the project. The species was not observed 
during Project surveys. 

El Segundo blue butterfly 
(Euphilotes battoides 
allyni) 

FE Low 
No suitable habitat present. Species requires coastal dune 
habitat and hostplant Eriogonum parvifolium. The species was 
not observed during Project surveys. 

tidewater goby 
(Eucyclogobius newberryi) 

FE, SSC Low 
No habitat present. Project site does not include aquatic habitat. 
The species was not observed during Project surveys. 

unarmored threespine 
stickleback (Gasterosteus 
aculeatus williamsoni) 

FE, SE, FP Low 
No habitat present. Project site does not include aquatic habitat. 
The species was not observed during Project surveys. 

arroyo chub (Gila orcuttii) SSC Low 
No habitat present. Project site does not include aquatic habitat. 
The species was not observed during Project surveys. 

steelhead - southern 
California DPS 
(Oncorhynchus mykiss 
irideus) 

FE Low 

No habitat present. Project site does not include aquatic habitat. 
The species was not observed during Project surveys. Critical 
habitat for steelhead (Oncorhynchus mykiss irideus) is within 
and contained to the Santa Ynez River adjacent to the site.  

California tiger 
salamander (Ambystoma 
californiense) 

FT, ST, 
SSC 

Low 
Project site does not include vernal pool habitat. No records 
within the vicinity of the project. The species was not observed 
during Project surveys. 

California red-legged frog 

(Rana draytonii) 
FT, SSC Low 

Project site does not include aquatic habitats, but contains 
suitable aestivation sites. CNDDB occurrence 607 is located one 
mile downstream of the Project area in the Santa Ynez River. 
The species was not observed during Project surveys. Due to the 
disturbed conditions of the river, existing quarry, adjacent to the 
Project site the species is note expected.  

western spadefoot (Spea 
hammondii) 

SSC Low 

Project site does not include vernal pool habitat. The species 
was not observed during Project surveys. 

silvery legless lizard 
(Anniella pulchra pulchra) 

SSC Medium 

Suitable habitat present in Project site Species occurs in moist 
warm loose soil with plant cover. Occurs in sparsely vegetated 
areas of beach dunes, chaparral, pine-oak woodlands, desert 
scrub, sandy washes, and stream terraces with sycamores, 
cottonwoods, or oaks. The species was not observed during 
Project surveys. 

western pond turtle 
(Emys marmorata) 

SSC Low 
No habitat present. Project area does not include aquatic 
habitat. The species was not observed during Project surveys. 
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Loggerhead Shrike (Lanius ludovicianus)—Listing: CA Species of Special Concern 

Loggerhead shrikes have a medium likelihood of occurrence, as suitable habitat is present within the 

proposed Project site. Several eBird records are within two miles of the proposed Project. Loggerhead 

Shrikes inhabit open country with short vegetation and well-spaced shrubs or low trees, particularly 

those with spines or thorns. They frequent agricultural fields, pastures, old orchards, riparian areas, 

desert scrublands, savannas, prairies, golf courses, and cemeteries. That species could occur throughout 

the proposed Project site. The species was not observed during proposed Project surveys. 

Western Red Bat (Lasiurus blossevillii)—Listing: CA Species of Special Concern 

The western red bat has a medium likelihood of occurrence, as ssuitable foraging and roosting habitat is 

present within the AWT on the proposed Project site. The species was not observed during proposed 

Project surveys. 

Nesting Birds 

Nesting birds could potentially nest within the trees and shrubs within the proposed Project site provide 

suitable nesting, roosting and perching habitat for migratory birds including raptors. However, no 

nesting birds were observed during the proposed Project surveys. 

Wildlife Movement 

 The Santa Ynez River located directly north of the proposed Project site, provides a wildlife movement 

corridor for wildlife in the area as well as riparian habitats that provide cover, nesting and foraging for 

wildlife species and regional movement. Wildlife movement along the river corridor is generally in ans 

east-to-west direction.  

Jurisdictional Wetlands and Water of the US and State 

No areas meeting the three mandatory criteria (hydrophytic vegetation, hydrology and hydric soils) for 

wetland Waters of the United States (U.S.) occur at the proposed Project site. While the AWT at the 

proposed Project site are dominated by hydrophytic vegetation, arroyo willow and red willow, although 

there are no indicators of hydrology.  

The soils of the proposed Project site are riverwash and metz loamy sand with 0 to 2 percent slopes; 

neither is listed as a hydric soil (NRCS 2015). The National Wetland inventory does not classify the 

proposed Project site as a wetland.9 The Santa Ynez River is classified as Riverine-Intermittent-

Temporary Flooded (R4USA), and off-site riparian areas to the west of the proposed Project are 

                                                           
9  United States Fish and Wildlife Service. 2015. National Wetland Inventory, www.fws.gov/wetland/data/Mapper.html. 

Accessed January 2016. 
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Special-Status Wildlife Species 

Southwestern Willow Flycatcher (Empidonax trailii extimus) 

Proposed Project construction and implementation would result in the loss of suitable foraging, roosting 

and potential nesting habitat (14.5 acres of AWT) for southwestern willow flycatcher. As discussed in 

Existing Conditions, the species was not observed on site and no suitable habitat was discovered based 

on three of five protocol surveys conducted on and adjacent to the site thus far.19 Impacts would 

potentially be significant until presence or absence has been confirmed.  

Additionally, indirect impacts could occur due to elevated noise levels and vibration associated with 

construction equipment and proposed Project operations, possibly resulting in the abandonment of 

nests, eggs, or young. Off-site adjacent AWT and CBS will remain intact along the west north central and 

east portions of the proposed Project site and provide suitable habitat for that and other wildlife 

species. Those areas will provide a buffer for noise and reduce glare from lighting in off-site habitat 

along the river. Proposed Project operation, noise levels, vibration and lighting would be temporary, and 

limited to proposed Project events. Those indirect impacts would be less than significant. 

Following construction, OHV and dragstrip race events decibels would occur and range from 80 to 84 

decibels at the proposed Project site and from 76 to 80, within the immediate adjacent habitat on the 

south and north of the river. Those levels are above the accepted level of 60 to 65 decibels for 

southwestern willow flycatchers during nesting season. Those decibel levels will be temporary and only 

during race events. Lighting to illuminate event areas will be used during events, but shall be shielded 

and focused downward reducing direct light in the direction of open space and the Santa Ynez River. 

Those impacts would be less than significant. 

Suitable off-site habitat is present along the north side of the Santa Ynez River and to the west and east 

along the river including critical habitat to the east. It is expected individuals of that species, if unable to 

habituate to Project operational conditions, would be able to relocate to nearby suitable habitat. 

Therefore, indirect impacts would be less than significant from the proposed Project operation. 

Cooper’s Hawk (Accipiter cooperii), Yellow-Breasted Chat (Icteria virens), Yellow Warbler 

(Setophaga petechial), and Loggerhead Shrike (Lanius ludovicianus) 

Proposed Project construction and implementation would result in the loss of suitable foraging, 

roosting, and potential nesting habitat (14.5 acres of AWT) for the cooper’s hawk, yellow-breasted chat, 

                                                           
19  Email correspondence between Meridian Consultants and BioResource Consultants, Inc. (dated 4/27/16, 5/19/16, 

5/20/16, 6/2/16, 6/13/16). 
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• Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction? 

• Landslides? 

Threshold 4.5-2 Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? 

Threshold 4.5-3 Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become 

unstable as result of the project, and potentially result in on- or off-site 

landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse? 

Threshold 4.5-4 Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building 

Code (1994), creating substantial risks to life or property? 

Threshold 4.5-5 Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or 

alternative waste water disposal systems where sewers are not available for 

the disposal of waste water? 

Methodology  

This section incorporates and summarizes information of potential impacts to geologic and soil hazards 

that would be associated by the proposed Project. Information was obtained by a review and data analysis 

of available published reports and geologic maps. 

Project Design Features 

There are no applicable project design features. 

Project Impacts 

Threshold 4.5-1 Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including 

the risk of loss, injury, or death involving:  

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

The proposed Project site is located in a region that consists of numerous active faults, including the Santa 

Ynez River, Canada Honda, and Lions Head Faults. Because the proposed Project site does not traverse an 

active fault or is not located within an Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone., No exposure to the risk of 

loss, injury, or death associated with a surface rupture of a known earthquake fault would occur. 

Therefore, there would be no impacts from surface rupture. 
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present. Because the liquefaction potential at the proposed Project site is high, earthquake-induced 

lateral spreading would be considered to be a potentially significant seismic hazard. However, the 

maintenance and storage building with lockers, as well as any additional temporary structures on the 

proposed Project site, would be required to adhere to the City’s Building and Safety Code. Accordingly, 

potential laterally induced spreading impacts would be reduced to less than significant.  

Under certain conditions, strong ground shaking can cause the densification of soils, resulting in local or 

regional settlement of the ground surface. During strong shaking, soil grains become more tightly packed 

due to the collapse of voids and pore spaces, resulting in a reduction of the thickness of the soil column. 

The proposed Project site is comprised of soils with alluvial deposits, making it susceptible to seismically 

induced settlement. All structures would be required to adhere to the City’s Building and Safety Code as 

it relates to settlement, and impacts would be reduced to less than significant. 

Ground surface subsidence generally results from the extraction of fluids or gas from the subsurface that 

can result in a gradual lowering of the ground level. According to the USGS, groundwater depths were 

found to be as shallow as 29 feet bgs near the southwestern corner of the Project site. Given this presence 

of shallow groundwater, the potential for ground collapse and other adverse effects due to subsidence to 

occur on the proposed Project site and at off-site areas is considered potentially significant. All structures 

would be required to adhere to the City’s Building and Safety Code as it relates to subsidence. Accordingly, 

potential subsidence impacts would be reduced to less than significant. 

The soil at the Project site consists of Metz loamy sand, which is not considered to be an expansive or 

collapsible soil with a low potential for erosional hazards. As previously discussed, structures would be 

subject to the City’s Building and Safety Code for expansive soils. Accordingly, expansive impacts would 

be less than significant. 

Threshold 4.5-4 Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building 

Code (1994), creating substantial risks to life or property? 

The alluvial soils underlying the propsoedproposed Project site and surrounding area are considered to 

have a low expansion potential. Compliance with the City’s Building and Safety Code, which incorporates 

the most current CBC by reference, would ensure that construction of the permanent maintenance and 

storage building with lockers, lighting, and temporary structures, including grandstands, concessions, and 

the pedestrian bridge, on the proposed Project site would reduce expansive soil-related risks to property. 

Therefore, impacts related to expansive soils would be less than significant. 
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Table 4.6-4 
Operational GHG Emissions 

GHG Emissions Source 
Emissions 

(MTCO2e/year) 
Construction (amortized) 18.1 
Operational (regional mobile) sources* 6,007.9 
Operational (onsite mobile) sources 1,057.9 
Area sources 0.0 
Energy 1,111.8 
Waste 0.4 
Water 2.5 
Annual Total 8,198.6 
   
Source: CalEEMod Emissions calculations are provided in Appendix 4.3, and Appendix 4.6, Onsite 
Mobile Emissions. 
Notes: Totals in table may not appear to add exactly due to rounding in the computer model 
calculations.  
Abbreviations: MTCO2e = metric tons of carbon dioxide emissions. 
*N2O emissions account for 0.04 MTCO2e/year.  

 

As shown in Table 4.63-4, the operational GHG emissions for the proposed Project with Project Design 

Features and Mitigation Measures would be 8,198.6 MTCO2e per year. This amount of GHG emissions is 

less than the 10,000 MTCO2e per year screening threshold for stationary land use projects proposed by 

the SBCAPCD. (Please note that the proposed Project is not considered a stationary land use by the 

SBCAPCD and the screening threshold has been used for analysis purposes only). The next threshold used 

for analysis purposes is to compare the SCAQMD’s draft service population target (3.0 MTCO2e per year 

per service population). 

As indicated in Table 4.36-4, the proposed Project would result in 8,198.6 MTCO2e per year with Project 

Design Features and Mitigation Measures. The maximum number of service persons during any one event 

scenario would be 2,700 persons. The proposed Project would result in 3.0 MTCO2e per year per service 

population, which is equivalent to the SCAQMD’s draft target. The proposed Project would be below the 

10,000 MTCO2e per year screening threshold and would be equivalent to 3.0 MTCO2e per year per service 

population efficiency target and impacts would be less than significant. 

Threshold 4.6-2 Conflict with any applicable plan, policy, or regulation of an agency adopted for 

the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases. 

The goal of AB 32 is to reduce statewide GHG emissions to 1990 levels by 2020. In December 2008, CARB 

adopted the Climate Change Scoping Plan, which details strategies to meet that goal. The 2008 Scoping 

Plan instructs local governments to establish sustainable community strategies to reduce GHG emissions 

associated with transportation, energy, and water, as required under SB 375. Planning efforts that lead to 
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accumulation of GHG from more than one project and many sources in the atmosphere that may result 

in global climate change. However, currently there are no significance thresholds, specific reduction 

targets, and no approved policy or guidance to assist in determining significance at the project or 

cumulative level. Additionally, there is currently no general accepted methodology to determine whether 

GHG emissions associated with a specific project represent new emissions or existing, displaced emissions. 

Implementing the Project Design Features and GHG-reducing measures would result in a net decrease in 

GHG emissions. The proposed Project’s design features and GHG reduction measures make the project 

consistent with the goals of AB 32. 

Given the proposed Project’s consistency with state GHG emission reduction goals and objectives, the 

Project’s contribution to the cumulative impact of greenhouse gas emissions would not be cumulative 

considerable and would not conflict with any applicable plan, policy or regulation of an agency adopted 

for the purpose of reducing the emissions of GHGs (i.e., the 2014 Updated Scoping Plan). Similarly, related 

projects would also be anticipated to comply with these same emissions reduction goals and objectives. 

Therefore, cumulative impacts with respect to greenhouse gas emissions would be less than significant. 

MITIGATION MEASURES 

Mitigation measures 4.2-1 through 4.2-4 as identified in Section 4.2 shall be implemented.  

LEVEL OF SIGNIFICANCE AFTER MITIGATION 

Development of the proposed Project would be consistent with the SBAPCD stationary threshold (for 

analysis purposes only) and the draft SCAQMD’s draft framework efficiency target for 2035, and would 

incorporate best management practices which aim to reduce indirect energy consumption. GHG emission 

impacts would be less than significant. 
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buildings and structures designed; and regulate the density of populations. The City of Lompoc has been 

divided into zones that are deemed most suitable to carry out such regulations and effectively abide by 

provisions of the General Plan.  

Section 17.068.020 of the Lompoc Municipal Code establishes the general classes of use for Public 

Facilities (PF) zone. 

Thresholds of Significance 

To assist in determining whether a Project would have a significant effect on the environment, the City 

finds a Project may be deemed to have a land use and planning impact if it would: 

Threshold 4.9-1 Physically divide an established community 

Threshold 4.9-2 Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an agency 

with jurisdiction over the project (including, but not limited to the general plan, 

specific plan, local coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the 

purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect 

Threshold 4.9-3 Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural community 

conservation plan 

Methodology 

The determination of the proposed Project’s consistency with applicable land use plans and policies is 

based upon a review of the previously identified planning documents that regulate land use or guide land 

use decisions at and around the Project site. The proposed Project is considered to be consistent with the 

provisions of the identified regional and local plans if it meets the general intent of the plans and would 

not preclude the attainment of the primary intent of the land use plan or policy.  

Project Impacts 

Threshold 4.9-1 Physically divide an established community 

The proposed Project site is a contiguous site, located on the northern end of the City of Lompoc. As 

previously discussed in Existing Conditions, the proposed Project site is located on undeveloped land 

located directly south of the Santa Ynez River and north of the Lompoc Airport. The area to the southwest 

is occupied by an animal services facility, a household hazardous waste collection/disposal facility, and a 

gravel mine. SR-1 borders the Project site to the east.  

The proposed Project site’s location would not physically divide any residential communities. 

Development of the proposed motorsports recreational uses within the Project site would not conflict 
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Santa Barbara Airport Land Use Plans 

Airport Land Use Plan 

As previously stated, the Santa Barbara ALUP identifies land uses that should be avoided surrounding the 

Lompoc Airport.  

The proposed Project includes a number of features that may conflict with the ALUP. Those include: 

• Any use which would direct a steady light or flashing light of white, green, red or amber color toward 
an aircraft engaged in an initial straight climb following takeoff or toward an aircraft engaged in a 
straight final approach toward a landing at an airport, other than an FAA approved navigational signal 
light or visual approach slope indicator (VASI).  

The proposed Project would install 10 permanent 55-foot light poles and 5 55-foot light poles along 
the drag strip for nighttime events (see Figure 4.9-7). Each light would be shielded and angled down 
towards and include aircraft warning lights atop each pole.  

In addition, an LED timing board would be provided on the proposed Project site. Those lighting 
features on site may impact the Airport’s operations due to the close proximity.  

• Any use which would generate smoke or which may otherwise affect safe air navigation within this 
area. 

The proposed Project would provide racing events and OHV and ATV uses on site that would generate 
dust and smoke from vehicles on the drag strip and dirt track areas.  

Because the proposed Project may conflict with those provisions of the ALUP, it may be inconsistent with 

the ALUP. However, the Santa Barbara County Association of Governments (SBCAG), acting as the Airport 

Land Use Commission (ALUC), has reviewed the proposed Project, as part of the Notice of Preparation 

(NOP) process, and provided comments to the City in its letter of December 22, 2015. At that time, the 

SBCAG noted, because the proposed Project is only seeking a Conditional Use Permit (CUP), and only 

requires discretionary permit approval, and it does not involve a General Plan amendment or rezone, a 

determination of consistency by the ALUC would not be required. 

The proposed Project site is located mainly within Santa Barbara County’s ALUP Zone II Safety Area 3 and 

partially within Safety Area 2 (see Figure 4.9-6).  

ALUP’s Zone II Safety Area 3, Traffic Pattern Zone, allows essentially all uses; however, they must be 

subject to ALUC review. Allowed uses include: 

• residential 

• industrial/manufacturing 

• transportation/communications/utilities 

• commercial/retail trade 
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operations. That is especially true if skydiving activities occur outside the days noted on FAA Form 5010 

Airport Master Record currently in place for LPC. Those impacts would be potentially significant. 

Emergency Landing Areas 

The Project site is currently not considered a viable emergency landing area because it is characterized by 

a dense assortment of trees and shrubs. After development of the proposed Project, portions of the site 

would not be paved and would include off-road vehicle terrain which is still not suitable for emergency 

landings. Therefore, the proposed Project would not cause any significant impact to the emergency 

landing area.  

Airport Runway Extension Mitigation Project 

Implementation of the proposed Project would utilize area set aside for Runway Expansion Mitigation 

Project. Approximately 7.1 acres of land on the proposed Project site has been previously designated for 

the replanting of vegetation and mitigation project from the Lompoc Airport Runway Expansion. That 

mitigation effort arises pursuant to Stream Alteration Agreement (SAA) No. 5-2001-0252 with the 

California Department of Fish and Wildlife. That replanting has occurred twice but the flora did not 

survive; as a result, funds of approximately $76,000 repaid to the City by the contractor responsible for 

that replanting and the City still has those funds.22   

Loss of the 7.1 acres on site would preclude the City from again implementing what may still be a required 

mitigation. If that mitigation is still required, then, that would result in a significant impact.  

Threshold 4.9-3 Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural community 

conservation plan 

The proposed Project site is not within the purview of any habitat conservation plan or natural community 

conservation plan, nor would the proposed Project affect any area so designated, directly or indirectly. 

Consequently, implementation of the proposed Project would not conflict with the provisions of any 

adopted conservation plan, and no impact would occur.  

Cumulative Impacts 

Development of the proposed Project, in conjunction with other cumulative development in the area 

permitted by the City’s 2030 General Plan could result in Citywide and regional land use planning impacts. 

However, the proposed Project is consistent with the Lompoc 2030 General Plan (with the inclusion of 

                                                           

22  Revised Replanting Plan Lompoc Airport Runway Expansion Project, Thomas Olson Biological Consulting, July 2002 
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• Identify an alternative location for use as a DZ outside of any FAA restrictive use zones 
(i.e., Approach/Departure or Transitional Zones) for the proposed DZ area on the 
western end of Runway 7/25 prior to operation of the proposed Project; or 

• For any DZ located with a designated FAA restrictive use area, the City shall submit a 
request to FAA for review and approval of such use and incorporation into the Airport 
Layout Plan (ALP) prior to prior to operation of the proposed Project. 

MM 4.9-5 The City shall update Lompoc Airport’s FAA Form 5010 Airport Master Record to reflect 

Skydive Santa Barbara’s current days of operation within 10 days of Project approval. 

MM 4.9-6 Prior to operation of the proposed Project, the applicant shall coordinate with Skydive 
Santa Barbara to: 

 Restrict the skydive lower bench DZ operation times to occur only when OHV and drag 

racing events are not in session on weekends 

MM 4.9-7 The City shall identify an alternate site to implement the mitigation biological mitigation 

(7.1 acres) required under part of the Runway Expansion Mitigation Project pursuant to 

the Stream Alteration Agreement (SAA) No. 5-2001-0252 with the California Department 

of Fish and Wildlife. 

MM 4.9-8 If the Draft ALUP is effective prior to the City’s approval of the proposed Project, then, 

within 60 days after that approval, the City Council will need to overrule the inconsistency 

between that new ALUCP and the City’s General Plan.   

LEVEL OF SIGNIFICANCE AFTER MITIGATION 

Implementation of existing regulations, standards, and the identified Mitigation Measures MM 4.9-1 

through MM 4.9-8, would reduce impacts associated with land use to a level of less than significant.  
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Table 4.10-3 

Noise Measurements in Project Vicinity 

Location Description 

Leq 

(15-minute) 

Site 1 Northwest corner of Central Avenue & H Street 72.3 

Site 2 
Corner of Central Avenue. H Street and George Miller 
Drive 

69.0 

Site 3 Alan Hancock College Bike Path, north of Project site 49.5 

Site 4 
Along N. H Street/Highway 1, west of La Purisma Highlands 
residential units 

62.7a 

Site 5 Agricultural farm 53.9 
   
Source: Refer to Appendix 4.10 for monitoring data sheets 
Note: Noise measurements were conducted between 7:54 AM and 10:12 AM on Wednesday, February 17, 2016. 
a 1-hour Leq from 9:00 AM–9:59 AM. 

 

Existing Aircraft Noise Levels 

Existing noise within the Project area includes air traffic associated with the Lompoc Airport immediately 

south of the Project site. Noise monitoring included locations along N. H Street/Highway 1, west of the La 

Purisma Highlands residential neighborhood, to record the maximum noise levels associated with takeoff, 

flight, and landing of the aircraft. The existing aircraft noise levels are provided in Table 4.10-4, Existing 

Aircraft Noise Levels, and also shown on Figure 4.10-4.  

As shown, aircraft noise levels ranged from a low of 67.4 dB(A) during takeoff and landing to a high of 82.4 

dB(A) during flight, in which the aircraft was passing over the meter and the Purisma residential units.  

Table 4.10-4 

Existing Aircraft Noise Levels 

Location Description 

Leq (1-second) 

Takeoffa Flightb Landingc 

Site 4 
Along N. H Street/Highway 1, west of La Purisma 
Highlands residential neighborhood 

67.4 82.4 67.4 

   
Source: Refer to Appendix 4.10 for monitoring data sheets. 
Note: Noise measurements were conducted between 10:51 AM and 12:28 PM on Wednesday, March 30, 2016. 
a Takeoff Leq(1-second): 11:14.53 
b Flight Leq(1-second): 11:18.14 
c Landing Leq(1-second): 11:31.02 
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dB for engines with a displacement smaller than 170 cubic centimeters (cc) and 82 dB for engines with a 

displacement greater than 170 cc. As described, this procedure is specifically addressed to the testing of 

OHVs as developed and distributed by manufacturers and retailers. As such, the criteria and procedures 

established in the Federal Noise Control Act of 1972 do not account for increases in OHV noise due to 

modifications to the vehicle by individual owners, which has become commonplace to increase the 

performance of OHVs. However, because this Park is funded with State Parks grant funds, OHVs must 

have a stock exhaust of a CARB approved after marker exhaust that meets California Standards for the 

year of motorcycle or quad to be ridden in the Park. 

Because the test method requires a professional user and adequate space and terrain for implementation, 

it is not practical as a field enforcement test.12 

State 

State of California Building Code 

California’s noise insulation standards are codified in the California Code of Regulations, Title 24, Building 

Standards Administrative Code, Part 2, California Building Code. These noise standards are applied to new 

construction in California for the purpose of interior noise compatibility from exterior noise sources. The 

regulations specify that acoustical studies must be prepared when noise-sensitive structures, such as 

residential buildings, schools, or hospitals, are located near major transportation noise sources, and 

where such noise sources create an exterior noise level of 60 dB(A) CNEL or higher. Acoustical studies that 

accompany building plans must demonstrate that the structure has been designed to limit interior noise 

in habitable rooms to acceptable noise levels. For new residential buildings, schools, and hospitals, the 

acceptable interior noise limit for new construction is 45 dB(A) CNEL. 

California Noise Insulation Standards 

The California Noise Insulation Standards13 require that interior noise levels from exterior sources be 45 

dB(A) or less in any habitable room of a residential-use facility (e.g., single family, dormitories, long-term 

care facilities, and apartment houses) with doors and windows closed. Measurements are based on CNEL 

or Ldn (the day-night average), whichever is consistent with the noise element of the local general plan. 

Where exterior noise levels exceed 60 dB(A) CNEL, an acoustical analysis for new development may be 

required to show that the proposed construction will reduce interior noise levels to 45 dB(A) CNEL. If the 

interior 45 dB(A) CNEL limit can be achieved only with the windows closed, the residence must include 

mechanical ventilation that meets applicable Uniform Building Code (UBC) requirements. 

                                                                 

12  Wyle Laboratories, California Off-Highway Vehicle Noise Study: A Report to the California Legislature as Required by Public 
Resources Code Section 5090.32(o), WR-04-31 (El Segundo, CA: Wyle Laboratories, September 2005). 

13 California Code of Regulation, tit. 24, sec. 3501 et seq. 
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Regional and Local 

City of Lompoc 2030 General Plan 

The City of Lompoc 2030 General Plan Noise Element contains noise guidelines and policies that establish 

acceptable noise levels for different land uses (Policy 2.1 of the Noise Element), as shown in Table 4.10-

7, Interior and Exterior Noise Standards. 

Table 4.10-7 

Interior and Exterior Noise Standards 

 

Categories 

 

Uses 

CNEL 

Interiora Exteriorb 

Residential Single family, duplex, multiple family, mobile home 45c 60d 

Commercial and 
Industrial 

Retail, restaurant 55 65 

Motel 45 60d 

Professional offices, movie theater, auditorium 45 65 

Manufacturing, utilities, warehousing, agriculture 65 75 

Community 
Facility 

Hospital, school, nursing home, church, library, civic 
offices, parks 

45 65 

Open Space Passive outdoor recreation — 60d 

   
Source: City of Lompoc 2030 General Plan, Noise Element, Table N-1, 2014. 
a  Interior areas exclude bathrooms, closet, and corridors. 
b  Exterior areas are limited to private yards or patios of residential uses; restaurant patios; motel recreation areas; office, 

theater, or hospital patios or assembly areas; school playgrounds; nursing home, library, or civic office assembly areas; 
and park picnic areas. 

c  If achievement of the interior noise standards requires that windows and doors remain closed, air conditioning or 
mechanical ventilation is required. 

d  In areas affected by aircraft noise, the standard is 65 CNEL with the stipulation that the noise level exclusive of the 
aircraft-generated noise cannot exceed 60 CNEL. 

 

The 2030 General Plan Noise Element states that the maximum exterior sound level acceptable for 

commercial and industrial areas, specifically, manufacturing and warehousing is 75 dB(A) CNEL; and for 

residential areas, specifically, single-family is 60 dB(A) CNEL. The maximum acceptable interior noise level 

for manufacturing and warehousing is 65 dB(A) CNEL and single-family residential uses is 45 dB(A) CNEL. 

Policy 1.1 requires each land use maintain noise levels at their property line in compliance with City 

standards. 

Policy 1.2 of the 2030 General Plan Noise Element requires a priority upon control of noise at the noise 

source.  
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Policy 2.1 requires noise standards presented in table entitled “Interior and Exterior Noise Standards” in 

determining land use designations and maximum noise levels allowable for new developments. In 

situations of overlapping Noise Standards, the lower noise level standard shall apply unless it can be found 

that the circumstances of the Project allow for a less conservative interpretation based on the specific 

type of use, the benefits of the Project, and the ability to mitigation noise impacts. 

Policy 2.2 of the 2030 General Plan Noise Element requires an acoustical study for new development 

projects anticipated to either: (1) result in an ambient increase of five (5) dB(A) Ldn; or (2) produce noise 

within five (5) dB(A)/Ldn of the noise standard or greater than the noise standard for the proposed land 

uses(s) under existing or future conditions. Should noise abatement be necessary, the City shall require 

the implementation of mitigation measures based on a detailed technical study prepared by a qualified 

acoustical engineer. 

Policy 2.3 requires to minimize noise exposure in the vicinity of the Lompoc Airport by maintaining 

consistency with the adopted Lompoc Airport Master Plan. 

Policy 2.4 requires to continue to enforce its Noise Ordinance to minimize noise conflicts between 

adjacent land uses. The Noise Ordinance establishes noise limits that cannot be exceeded at the property 

line. 
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Lompoc Airport Noise Contour 

Noise from the Lompoc Airport or the VAFB is dependent upon approach and takeoff flight patterns, as 

well as the distance between the sensitive uses and the airports. According to the Noise Element, nNoise 

levels from aircraft operations at the Lompoc Airport generate 65 dB nearest to the airport runway and 

60 dB to the south of Central Avenue to north of the Santa Ynez River.15  

City of Lompoc Noise Ordinance 

The Health and Safety chapter of the Lompoc Municipal Code (LMC) sets forth standards, guidelines, and 

procedures concerning the regulation of noise in Lompoc. Section 8.08 of the LMC addresses noise sources 

originating from residential properties, businesses, vehicles, and construction activities, and includes 

various standards considered in determining whether a violation of this section exists. According to 

Section 8.08.030, Special Noise Source Prohibitions, of the LMC, construction of buildings and projects 

within 500 feet of a residential zone shall limit noise-generating construction activities to between the 

hours of 7:00 AM to 9:00 PM. The ordinance does not include quantitative standards or thresholds of 

significance for construction noise, steady-state sources of noise, and periodic sources of noise such as 

vehicle loading. In addition to construction noise, the Ordinance sets forth limits on vehicles and 

motorized refrigeration systems to between the hours of 6:00 AM and 10:00 PM.  

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 

Threshold of Significance 

To assist in determining whether a project would have a significant effect on the environment, the City 

finds a project may be deemed to have a significant noise impact, if it would: 

Threshold 4.10-1 Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of standards 

established in the local General Plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards 

of other agencies? 

Threshold 4.10-2 Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive groundborne vibration or 

groundbourne noise levels? 

Threshold 4.10-3 A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity 

above levels existing without the project? 

                                                                 

15 City of Lompoc, 2030 General Plan Noise Element, Figure N-3. 
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Threshold 4.10-4 A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the 

project vicinity above levels existing without the project? 

Threshold 4.10-5 For a project located within an airport land use plan or where such a plan has 

not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public-use airport, 

exposure of people residing or working the project area to excessive noise 

levels? 

Threshold 4.10-6 For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project expose 

people residing or working the project area to excessive noise levels? 

Methodology 

Construction 

Construction Noise 

The construction noise modeled is based on information obtained from the FTA Roadway Noise 

Construction Model (RNCM). The FHWA has compiled data on noise-generating characteristics of specific 

types of construction equipment.16  

The dominant source of noise from most construction equipment is engine sound. , often without 

sufficient muffling. Construction equipment can be considered to operate in two modes: stationary and 

mobile. Stationary equipment operates in one location for one or more days at a time, with either a fixed 

power operation (e.g., pumps, generators, compressors) or a variable power operation (e.g., pile drivers, 

pavement breakers). It is important to note pile drivers would not be utilized during construction. Mobile 

equipment moves around the construction site (e.g., bulldozers, loaders) or to and from the Project site 

(e.g., trucks). Figure 4.10-7, Noise Levels of Typical Construction Equipment, shows the typical noise 

levels in dB(A) of different types of construction equipment at a distance of 50 feet from the source. 

  

                                                                 

16 Federal Highway Administration, Roadway Noise Construction Model (RCNM), Software Version 1.1 (December 8, 2008). 
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The operational noise model for OHV use is based on the noise-level limits established by the Off-Highway 

Motor Vehicle Recreation Act of 2003 and California Vehicle Code, Section 38370.  

To quantify specific engine noise from the types of vehicles that would use the drag strip, controlled 

vehicle engine tests were conducted. Four types of race vehicles were brought on site that ranged from 

2,000 to 3,500 pounds in weight and 450 to 700 horsepower, respectively.  

A SLM was placed approximately 15 feet from the individual test vehicle and engines were accelerated 

and decelerated for 5 minutes to simulate race conditions. The 5-minute simulation was completed for 

four (4) separate times for each test vehicle (a total of 16 test simulations). The vehicles remained 

stationary while the engines were accelerated and decelerated. An additional simulation was conducted 

that included the simultaneous acceleration and deceleration of the two loudest race vehicles (532 and 

632 horsepower) to simulate drag race conditions. 

The operational noise model for drag strip use is based on pass-by tests conducted utilizing similar vehicles 

that would be operated during implementation of the Project. Four vehicles were tested separately for 

approximately 5 minutes. To simulate drag race conditions, engines were accelerated three times within 

a 5-minute span to capture peak noise measurements. In addition, two of the louder vehicles were 

recorded simultaneously during a 5-minute span to capture cumulative worst-case conditions. These 

standards and measurements were then programmed into the SoundPLAN modeling system. 

The ambient noise levels at surrounding sensitive receptor locations were determined based on 

measurements obtained with noise meters. The operational noise levels were calculated for sensitive 

receptor locations using SoundPLAN. The SoundPLAN model can include real world noise levels and 

contains noise data in a reference library. The OHV noise levels utilized in the model included a total sum 

valuenoise levels of 114.2 dB(A) per vehicle at a pass-by distance of 100 feet.  It is important to note the 

measured noise for the on-site drag strip vehicle noise tests resulted in a peak maximum level of 104.6 

dB(A), lower than the reference source in the SoundPLAN reference library. Therefore, the noise source 

from the SoundPLAN reference library was used to simulate a worst-case condition. 

Also, the modeling accounts for large differences in topography, and the presence of intervening 

structures or landscaping that would block a direct line of sight between operation activity from the 

Project site and nearby homes. 
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heavy construction equipment would not generate substantial levels of vibration that would cause 

annoyance at the off-site-vibration-sensitive uses. Accordingly, vibration impacts to people would be less 

than significant. 

A significant vibration impact from construction equipment to non-engineered timber and masonry 

buildings would be 78 VdB. The majority of construction activities would occur at distances greater than 

75 feet, resulting in vibrations levels to below the threshold criterion for non-engineered timber and 

masonry buildings at the nearest sensitive receptor. Therefore, the Project would result in less than 

significant vibration impacts. 

Threshold 4.10-5 For a project located within an airport land use plan or where such a plan has 

not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public-use airport, 

exposure of people residing or working the project area to excessive noise 

levels? 

The Lompoc Airport is a public use airport and is located approximately immediately south of the Project 

site. According to the 2030 General Plan Noise Element, the Project site is located within the 60-65 dB(A) 

airport noise contour.21 In addition, the proposed uses are permitted according to the 1993 Airport Land 

Use Plan (ALUP) prepared by the Santa Barbara County Association of Governments, and the Project site 

is located within the 60-65 dB(A) CNEL airport noise contours.22  

Standard construction techniques would attenuate exterior to interior noise levels a minimum of 20 dB(A). 

As previously stated, the City’s exterior noise level for commercial and industrial land uses is between 65 

and 75 dB(A). Therefore, uses proposed by the Project would be compatible with the City’s General Plan 

and the ALUCP’s requirements for exterior and interior noise levels. Thus, people working on site would 

not be exposed to excessive noise levels and impacts would be less than significant. 

Threshold 4.10-6 For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project expose 

people residing or working the project area to excessive noise levels? 

The Project is not within the vicinity of a private airstrip. Therefore, the Project would not expose residents 

or employees to excessive noise levels within the vicinity of a private airstrip. Accordingly, no significant 

impacts would occur.  

                                                                 

21  City of Lompoc, 2030 General Plan, Figure N-3 Airport Noise Exposure. 

22  Santa Barbara County Airport Land Use Commission, Santa Barbara Airport Land Use Plan: Noise Compatibility Policy Map, 

Lompoc Airport (April 2012). 
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Neighborhood and Community Parks and Recreation Centers 

Table 4.12-1, Existing Lompoc Park and Recreational Facilities, provides information for City-owned park 

and recreation facilities regarding type, acreage, and amenities.  

It should be noted that local recreational opportunity provides amenities similar to those of the proposed 

Project, is an existing youth motocross park located within the City. The City operates an existing youth 

motocross park, the Kids Moto Fun Park, which operates year-round on Saturdays, Sundays, and holidays 

from 10:00 AM to 4:00 PM. The Kids Moto Fun Park is run by volunteers from the Lompoc Valley Park and 

Recreation Pool Foundation under agreement of the City’s Memorandum of Understanding (MOU).2 The 

site offers a free, interim facility for children up to age 12 and includes a 0.25-mile beginner’s Off-Highway-

Vehicle (OHV) course geared for motorcycles and all-terrain vehicles (ATVs). Additional amenities include 

parking, a safety class and training room, first aid area, restrooms, and benches/sunshade area.3 

Proposed Project site Conditions 

The proposed Project site is currently undeveloped and contains abandoned industrial uses such as former 

building slabs, debris, and dirt roads. The proposed Project site does contain the Skydive Santa Barbara 

landing area. There are no recreational uses including trails used for hiking or biking on site. 

 

  

                                                

2  California State Parks, Off-Highway Motor Vehicle Recreation, Lompoc Valley Park and Recreation Pool Foundation  

3  City of Lompoc, Parks and Recreation Department, Kids Moto Fun Park; 

http://www.cityoflompoc.com/Parks_Rec/KidsMotoFunPark.htm 
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Council recognizes the shortage of adequate parklands within Lompoc and developed this Code in 

pursuant to Government Code Section 66477 (Quimby Act). The Code provides for the payment of fees 

or dedication of land, or combination thereof, for the development of new or the rehabilitation of existing 

neighborhood community parkland or recreational facilities. 

City Ordinance 1479 (03) 

City Ordinance 1479 (03) amends the density factors for calculation of Park Improvement Fees and Land 

Dedication. The amendment requires the fee calculation to be based on 5 acres of land per 1,000 

residents. The park impact fee shall be equal to Citywide average fair market values of land and calculated 

to a per unit price. 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 

Thresholds of Significance 

In order to assist in determining whether a Project would have a significant effect on the environment, 

the City finds that a Project may be deemed to have an impact on recreation if it would: 

Threshold 4.12-1 Increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other 

recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility 

would occur or be accelerated. 

Threshold 4.12-2 Include recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion of 

recreational facilities which might have an adverse physical effect on the 

environment. 

Project Design Features  

The proposed Project would include the following recreational features: 

OHV Riding Areas 

Beginner riding area containing two tracks on approximately 0.6 acres of land. 

1/8-mile, 130-by-240-foot oval track for cycles, ATVs, and carts. 

Clay, with 2-foot banking, and sited on approximately 0.83 acres. 

100-by-250-foot endurocross track on approximately 0.57 acres. 

100-by-250-foot arenacross tract on approximately 0.57 acres. 

20-by-1,320-foot rhythm track on approximately 4.6 acres. 

Motocross track/mud bog and sand drag lanes area on approximately 4.6 acres. 

Trail ride area on approximately 2.3 acres. 
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County of Santa Barbara General Plan Circulation Element 

The County of Santa Barbara General Plan Circulation Element is one of the seven Elements mandated by 

State law for inclusion in County and City General Plans. The Circulation Element identifies key roadway links 

throughout the unincorporated areas of the County, and along with the other elements of the Comprehensive 

Plan, guides decisions regarding new development. 

The County Circulation Element includes policy capacity levels that are defined for the various roadway 

classifications which are applied in making findings of project consistency with the County Circulation 

Element. The County Circulation Element also defines intersection standards in terms of level of service and 

provides methodology for determining project consistency with these standards.  

Roadway Standards: The policy capacities provided in the County Circulation Element shall be used as 

guidelines for evaluating consistency the County Circulation Element. A project's consistency with the County 

Circulation Element shall be determined as follows:  

a. A project that would contribute ADTs to a roadway where the Estimated Future Volume does not 

exceed the policy capacity would be considered consistent with this section of this Element.  

b. For roadways where the Estimated Future Volume exceeds the policy capacity but does not 

exceed the Acceptable Capacity, a project would be considered consistent with this section of this 

Element only if the number of ADTs contributed by the project to the roadway was less than or 

equal to 2 percent of the remaining capacity of that roadway or 40 ADT, whichever is greater.  

c. For roadways where the Estimated Future Volume exceeds the acceptable capacity but does not 

exceed Design Capacity, a project would be considered consistent with this section of this Element 

only if the number of ADTs contributed by the project to the roadway does not exceed 25 ADT.  

d. For roadways where the Estimated Future Volume exceeds the design capacity, a project would 

be consistent with this section of this Element only if the number of ADTs contributed by the 

project to the roadway does not exceed 10 ADT. 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 

Thresholds of Significance  

To assist in determining whether a project would have a significant effect on the environment, the City finds 

a project may be deemed to have significant traffic and circulation impacts if it would: 

Threshold 4.13-1 Conflict with an applicable plan or ordinance policy establishing measures of 

effectiveness for the performance of the circulation system, taking into account 

all modes of transportation including mass transit and non-motorized travel 

and relevant components of the circulation system, including but not limited to 

intersections, streets, highways and freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths, 

and mass transit? 



4.13 Traffic and Circulation 

Meridian Consultants 4.13-28 Lompoc Motorsports EIR 

054-003-15  June 2016 

As discussed under Impact 4.13-1 for Site Access and Circulation, there is adequate viewing access and gaps 

for vehicles during the weekday to safely enter and leave the proposed Project site via George Miller Drive. 

Additionally, for larger weekend events which would utilize V Street, Mitigation Measure 4.13-2 would be 

implemented in order to provide safer access for pedestrians and vehicles entering and leaving the site. 

Accordingly, impacts would be less than significant. 

Threshold 4.13-5 Result in inadequate emergency access? 

The proposed Project would provide sufficient room for emergency vehicles to maneuver in and out of the 

proposed Project site. As stated above, during the weekday events, emergency vehicle access would be 

provided by George Miller Drive. Additionally, the proposed drag strip includes an emergency vehicle parking 

and turnaround area. As discussed above, PDF 4.13-1, would require a construction traffic control plan and a 

construction route program be developed and implemented to minimize temporary lane closure impacts on 

emergency services. As such, the improvements and site access and circulation features would not result in 

inadequate emergency access for the project. Impacts would be less than significant with mitigation. 

Threshold 4.13-6 Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs regarding public transit, 

bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, or otherwise decrease the performance or 

safety of such facilities? 

As discussed above, there is an existing Class I bike path (Allan Hancock College Bike Path) that runs along the 

west side of SR 1 in the vicinity of the Airport and Class II Bikeways are present on Central Avenue in the 

vicinity of the Project site. Additionally, sidewalks are provided along H Street and Central Avenue in the 

Project vicinity. Pedestrian circulation on-site within the proposed drag strip area would be provided via 

pedestrian paths, a crosswalk, and a future pedestrian bridge as shown in Figure 3.0-5.  

Currently, the COLT Route 4 utilizes Central Avenue along the southern portion of the proposed Project site. 

The nearest bus stop is located in Mission Plaza shopping center, adjacent to the Lompoc Corners Shopping 

Center. Service is provided between 6:30 AM to 8:00 PM on weekdays, and between 9:00 AM to 5:00 PM on 

Saturday. Destination to destination ADA service is available for prequalified seniors and persons with 

disabilities. The proposed Project site would not impact the existing COLT Route 4 transit stops and COLT 

would continue to provide bus route services along Central Avenue. Overall, the proposed Project would not 

impact existing public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities. Impacts would be less than significant.  

Cumulative Impacts 

Weekday PM Peak Hour 

The cumulative traffic volumes forecasts for the weekday PM peak hour for the study area intersections are 

shown on Figure 4.13-8, Cumulative Traffic Volumes – Weekdays. The cumulative analysis was based on a 

list of approved and pending projects provided by the City staff, which includes all projects within the City as 

well as adjacent areas of Santa Barbara County, accounting for both local and regional growth in the study 

area, as listed in Section 4.0. 
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and provide potable water to the concessions stands on the west side of the Project site, and to the north 

concession stands.  This water would be provided by the City from its existing water treatment facility and 

delivered to the site via an existing potable water meter located along the existing gate on George Miller 

Drive.  

Nonpotable water for use to for dust control during OHV events would be supplied to the Project site from 

a new well that may be drilled on site. The well would be drilled within the first 6 to 9 months, and is 

anticipated to provide approximately 200 gpm of water which will be collected and stored in a 5,000-

gallon storage tank next to the well. Up to approximately 23,000 feet of a new 4-inch line would be 

installed to provide nonpotable water to the OHV areas tracks, the drag strip and trail riding area. 

While there are existing fire hydrants along George Miller Drive, there are currently none on the Project 

site. Two fire hydrants are proposed to be constructed on the Project site in accordance with Lompoc Fire 

Department requirements. A new 10- inch fire hydrant main with a shutoff valve would connect into the 

City’s existing water supply line on George Miller Drive. The new fire hydrants with shutoff valves would 

be located at the western end of the drag strip and in the OHV pit area, as shown in Figure 3.0-10.  

The proposed Project will not require any irrigation for landscaping. As the waster to be used on site forom 

the well will not be treated, the proposed Project would not require the construction of new water 

treatment facilities. 

Impacts would be less than significant.  

Threshold 4.14.1-2 Have insufficient water supplies available to serve the project from existing 

entitlements and resources, or are new or expanded entitlements needed. 

Operation of the proposed Project would be required to reduce dust and for onsite use at concession 

facilities during events on site.  

Nonpotable water from the onsite well would be used to control dust.  Water consumption for dust 

watering was estimated assuming watering for 15 minutes every hour, and using the construction 

watering amount of 0.89 acre-feet/acre of water. The total area of the Project that would need to be 

watered for dust control is approximately 11.77 acres which includes the OHV area comprised of the 

beginner’s track, the oval track, the endurocross and trials area, the arena cross area, and the 

motocross/mud bog and sand drag lanes.  
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Urban Water Management Plan).22 The proposed Project’s 7.95 afy would account for approximately 5 

percent of the increase in projected water demand in the commercial, institutional, and industrial sectors 

over the next 20 years. Therefore, the City has adequate water supplies to meet the demands of the 

proposed Project. It should be noted that the proposed Project will be required to offset potable water 

demand pursuant to Section 13.04.070(e) and (f) of the LMC.23 

Accordingly, impacts would be less than significant.  

Table 4.14.1-10 

Proposed Potable Water Demand for the Project 

Event Days 

Average Attendance Per Day Water Use Total Water Use 

Spectators Participants 
Pit 

Crew Staff 

Spectators 
and Pit 
Crew1 

Participants 
and Staff2 

Total Water 
Use per Year 

(gpy) 

Total 
Water Use 

per Yea 
 (afy) 

Major Event 
(52-Weekends a 
year) 

104 1,200 300 1,080 40 8,400 14,200 2,350,400 7.21 

Weekday OHV 
Event 
(Mon-Thurs 50 
Weeks, Friday 52 
Weeks) 

252 30 50 23 10 210 830 1,040 0.003 

Weekday Drag 
Strip Event 
(Wednesday 50 
weeks) 

50 100 100 300 10 700 4,100 240,000 0.74 

   Total Potable Water Demand 2,591,440 7.95 
   
1 Spectators and Pit Crew assumed to use 7 gallons per person per day based on comparable studies for similar racetracks.  (Wood Rodgers. 2004 (Revised April 
19). Preliminary Water Study Riverside Motorsports Park. Merced County, California. Draft. Prepared for Riverside Motorsports Park and Granite Construction 
Company).  
2 Participants and Staff assumed to use 10 gallons per day based on factors from California Speedway (EIP 1995) and Sears Point Raceway (EIP 1999).  
Note: gpy = gallons per year; afy = acre-feet per year.  

 

Cumulative Impacts 

A cumulative increase in water demand could cause potentialy impacts to the City’s existing and future 

water supplies, as well as the Lompoc Plain Sub-basin. As previously discussed, increases in groundwater 

pumping at City wells—which are relatively close to the Santa Ynez River—cause an equal increase in 

percolation from the river. Nevertheless, if groundwater levels start showing a significant downward trend 

                                                                 

22  The total projected 146 afy water demand increase includes the 137 afy increase from the commercial and institutional 

sector and the 9 afy increase industrial sector. 

23  Lompoc Municipal Code 13.04.070 Water Efficient Landscape and Irrigation Standards. 
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during a drought, the City would implement actionswould to reduce demand and increase conservation. 

The City’s 2010 UWMP also contains a Water Shortage Contingency Plan that contains four stages of 

action to reduce the City’s water demand during a drought period. Accordingly, cumulative impacts would 

be less than significant and the proposed project’s contribution would not be cumulatively considerable. 

The Water Shortage Contingency Plan is being updated and completely revised in the 2015 Urban Water 

Management Plan.  

Mitigation Measures 

No mitigation measures would be required. 

Level of Significance after Mitigation 

Impacts would be less than significant.  
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Wastewater Infrastructure 

An existing 6-inch sewer line is located beneath V Street and an existing 10-inch sewer line is located 

beneath Barton Avenue. These lines transition to an existing 12-inch sewer line that is located beneath 

Central Avenue. The Project site currently does not generate any wastewater that is conveyed into the 

City’s sewer system. 

Surface Water Drainage Infrastructure 

All storm water systems are maintained by the City. The City’s stormwater infrastructure consists of 

channelized drainages, detention basins, standard storm drain inlets and sub-surface storm drainage 

systems, and curbs and gutters.27 There are also existing storm water drains south of the Project site along 

Central Avenue. The City’s streets are designed to accommodate storm flows until the Santa Ynez River 

level recedes.28 These storm water flows terminate at the LRWRP. No storm drains exist within the Project 

site.  

Regulatory Framework 

Federal 

In 1972, the Federal Water Pollution Control Act (Clean Water Act)29 was amended to prohibit the 

discharge of pollutants to waters of the United States unless the discharge is in compliance with a National 

Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit. The Clean Water Act focused on tracking point 

sources, primarily from wastewater treatments plants and industrial waste dischargers, and required 

implementation of control measures to minimize pollutant discharges.  

State 

Regional Water Quality Control Board 

The SWRCB and the Regional Water Quality Control Boards (RWQCBs) are the principle state agencies 

with primary responsibility for the coordination and control of water quality. In the Porter-Cologne Water 

Quality Control Act (Porter-Cologne), the California legislature declared that the “state must be prepared 

to exercise its full power and jurisdiction to protect the quality of the waters in the state from 

degradation.”30 Porter-Cologne grants the board’s authority to implement and enforce water quality 

laws, regulations, policies, and plans to protect the state’s groundwater and surface waters.  

                                                                 

27  City of Lompoc, General Plan Update EIR (October 2009). 

28  City of Lompoc, General Plan Update EIR (October 2009). 

29  Federal Water Pollution Control Act (Clean Water Act), 33 USC sec. 1251–1387 (October 18, 1972), as amended. 

30 State Water Resources Control Board, “Porter Cologne Water Quality Control Act,” California Water Code, div. 7. Water 

Quality, effective January 1, 2008. 
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Events of 172 pounds per 100 visitors per year or 0.00086 tons/visitor/year.40 The disposal rate for Other 

Miscellaneous Services has not been updated since the originally 1999 study and therefore staff and 

participants will use the disposal rate of 0.9 tons/employees/year.41 The number of employees and guests 

would vary depending on the type of event; therefore, the calculations of waste generations account for 

these variations.  

The proposed Project, when combined with the 2014 tons of solid waste disposed of by the City and 

unincorporated areas, would generate approximately 30,394 tons of solid waste per year. The combined 

tons of solid waste disposed in 2014 with the proposed Project would total an approximate 83 tons/day 

and would not exceed the total disposal capacity of the Lompoc Sanitary Landfill, nor the daily limit of 400 

tons/day. There would be adequate daily capacity to accommodate the solid waste demands of the 

proposed Project.  

Impacts would be less than significant. 

Threshold 4.14.3-2 Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid 

waste. 

As required by the City, the proposed Project would implement a waste diversion program in an effort to 

reduce solid waste impacts on existing landfill capacities, similar to the state’s waste diversion goal of 75 

percent as identified by state law (SB 1016 and AB 939). The proposed Project would be required to divert 

up to 75 percent of its operational solid waste by 2020. Since the proposed Project would implement 

mitigation similar to regulations set forth in the CIWMP and other local and state regulations, impacts 

would be less than significant.  

Cumulative Impacts 

The Project and related projects would contribute to the cumulative amount of solid waste that is 

disposed of within the Lompoc Sanitary landfill system. However, the proposed Project in conjunction 

with other projects within the area would generate a total amount of waste that could be accommodated 

by existing landfills and would not contribute to cumulatively significant impacts to landfill capacity such 

that all landfills exceed their capacity.  

                                                                 

, June 2006. 41  Statewide Waste Characterization Study, Results and Final Report, Table 13: Per-Employee Disposal Rate and 

Estimate Contribution of Each Industry Group to Commercial Waste, page 18, 

http://www.calrecycle.ca.gov/Publications/Documents/LocalAsst/34000009.pdf, December 1999.  

41  Statewide Waste Characterization Study, Results and Final Report, Table 13: Per-Employee Disposal Rate and Estimate 

Contribution of Each Industry Group to Commercial Waste, page 18, 

http://www.calrecycle.ca.gov/Publications/Documents/LocalAsst/34000009.pdf, December 1999.  
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site criteria for the proposed Project objectives as listed in Alternatives Evaluated in Detail below. To 

accommodate a proposed motorsports park, a site needs to be approximately 38 acres in size to provide 

enough land for the facilities and parking. To accommodate the traffic generated by the proposed Project, 

a suitable site needs to have efficient access to local roadways, which connect to regional roadways, such 

as State Route 1 (SR 1) and/or State Route 246 (SR 246). Additionally, the proposed Project site aims to 

remediate and restore land along the Santa Ynez River, to improve existing skydiving landing areas, to 

provide for implementation of mitigation pursuant to previous work associated with the Lompoc Airport 

Runway Expansion Project if still required, to improve runway safety zones, and to reduce illegal riding in 

the Santa Ynez River bed and street racing. 

Alternative Site A 

As shown in Figure 5.0-1, Alternative Site A is comprised of approximately 29,320 acres and owned by the 

US government, as well as Freeport McMorman, an oil and gas operating company. Alternative Site A is 

located approximately 3.5 miles north of the proposed Project site within Santa Lucia Canyon on 

Vandenberg Airforce (Airforce) property. That site is located within Santa Barbara County and its zoning 

designation is AG-II-100. 

The development of the proposed Project at Alternative Site A was initially considered, but ultimately 

rejected for a number of reasons. There have been past efforts to place a drag strip on Airforce property 

and no agreement could be reached with the Airforce. Additionally, because that site is located within 

Santa Barbara County, the City would need to either purchase the land or enter into an agreement with 

both the Airforce and the County to process the motorsports facility at that site. The site is currently 

located on land zoned for agriculture use, and as such, there could be a potentially significant impact to 

agriculture resources at that location. Furthermore, a zone change would be required as an outdoor 

recreation use would be inconsistent with the Santa Barbara County AG-II-100 zone. The removal of 

agricultural land around the City limits would be inconsistent with Policy 1.3 of the City’s 2030 General 

Plan. The site has been used in the past to extract oil and gas, and consequently, there are several active 

and plugged oil and gas wells located on the site which would create potentially significant hazards to a 

motorsports park facility. Infrastructure, including connecting roadways, water and electric lines would 

need to be developed and installed at this site to provide adequate service for a motorsports park facility. 

Accordingly, there could be additional potentially significant impacts to traffic and utilities during 

construction and operation. The nearest sensitive receptors are located to approximately 0.75 miles south 

of the site. Consequently, additional air quality and noise impacts could occur. The proposed Project 

impacts would likely shift to the alternative site and could potentially be greater. 
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Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

Under the No Project/No Development Alternative, no construction activities or construction-related 

vehicle trips would occur; and the short-term emissions related to construction activities would be 

avoided. Since the proposed Project would not be developed, the emissions generated by operation of 

the proposed Project would also be avoided. As discussed in Section 4.6, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, 

there are no potentially significant greenhouse gas (GHG) emission impacts associated with the proposed 

Project. Even so, implementation of this Alternative would result in less GHG impacts when compared to 

the proposed Project. 

Hazards and Hazardous Materials 

No development would occur on the proposed Project site with implementation of the No Project/No 

Development Alternative. Accordingly, there would be no increase in the use, transportation, and disposal 

of hazardous materials and the potential risk of exposure to these hazards would not increase. 

Additionally, since no new participants, pit pass holders, spectators, or workers would be introduced to 

the site, people would not be exposed to any risks related to the proximity of the site to the Lompoc 

Airport. Therefore, this Alternative would result in fewer impacts than under the proposed Project.  

Hydrology and Water Quality 

Under this Alternative, the proposed Project site would remain in its current condition, and no grading or 

development would occur. Existing stormwater flows across the proposed Project site would continue to 

occur and the existing hydrologic and drainage patterns would remain unchanged. Hydrology and water 

quality impacts during construction of the proposed Project would not occur. The proposed Project would 

incorporate Project Design Features and Best Management Practices to ensure impacts associated with 

hydrology during proposed Project operation would be less than significant, even so, impacts under this 

Alternative would not occur; and, thus, would be less than the proposed Project. Since the site is currently 

vacant and would remain so under this Alternative, Alternative 1 would not result in soil erosion and 

sedimentation impacts. Nonetheless, it is conservatively estimated hydrology and water quality impacts 

would be less under this Alternative when compared with the proposed Project. 

Land Use and Planning 

With the No Project Alternative, there would be no changes in existing land use conditions or in the local 

or regional land use planning and regulatory frameworks that currently govern the proposed site. 

Accordingly, there would be no land use impacts. None of the objectives and economic benefits of the 

proposed Project would occur. There would be no development in the proposed Project area that might 

improve the City’s economic base. This Alternative would avoid the potentially significant impacts to 
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aircraft and persons onsite during motorsports events. This alternative, like the proposed Project, would 

not divide an established community and would have no effect on any habitat conservation plans.  

Noise 

No construction activities would occur with this Alternative, and temporary noise impacts from 

construction would not occur. As this Alternative would not result in new development, there would be 

no increase in traffic. In addition, the No Project/No Development Project would not include the 

introduction of operational noise sources such as OHVs and drag race events and noise from spectators. 

Nevertheless, impacts from noise would be less under this Alternative than under the proposed Project. 

Public Services 

With no changes in existing conditions, there would be no impact on any public services and no need to 

extend any of the City’s municipal services to serve new development or existing uses. As discussed in 

Section 4.11, Public Services, extension of the full range of municipal services to the proposed Project site 

would not result in any significant impacts. There would be a less than significant effect on police and fire 

protection services. Although the proposed Project would have no significant and unavoidable impacts on 

public services, under this Alternative, impacts would be less than under the proposed Project. 

Recreation 

With the No Project/No Development Alternative, development of the proposed Project site would not 

occur. The proposed Project would provide Lompoc residents and regional visitors recreational amenities 

thus increasing the parkland to resident ratio. The existing parks and recreation services that support the 

local area would remain as is; thus, no potential significant impacts on parks and recreation facilities would 

occur under this Alternative. Although the proposed Project will have no significant and unavoidable 

impacts on parks and recreation facilities, under this Alternative, impacts would be less than under the 

proposed Project. 

Traffic and Circulation 

Under the No Project/No Development Alternative, no short-term (construction) or additional long-term 

(operational) vehicle trips would be generated on roadways on and adjacent to the proposed Project site. 

The proposed Project would result in less than significant construction and operational impacts with 

implementation of Project Design Features and Mitigation Measures. However, this Alternative would 

avoid construction and operation related traffic impacts of the proposed Project. Therefore, potential 

construction and operational impacts related to transportation and traffic would be less than those of the 

proposed Project. 
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Furthermore, operational activities with Alternative 2 would result in 1,462 more daily trips when 

compared to the proposed Project. A doubling of traffic volumes would result in an increase in noise levels 

of 3 dBA. Long-term operational noise generated by traffic under this Alternative would increase by 

approximately 1.5 dBA when compared to the proposed Project. This is due to the substantial increase in 

the amount of traffic generated by this Alternative. A 3 dBA increase in roadway noise levels is noticeable. 

Therefore, impacts under this Alternative would be comparatively greater than the proposed Project. 

Operations under this Alternative would require the use of a heating, air conditioning and ventilating 

(HVAC) system. Typically, that type of equipment produces noise levels of approximately 56.0 dB(A) at 50 

feet from the source. The most audible increase in noise from the proposed Project would come from the 

Drag Strip Racing and OHV Trail Ride Area which would cause a 2.1 dB increase above ambient conditions 

to 64 dBA. Offsite noise levels under this Alternative would result in lower noise levels when compared to 

the proposed Project. However, impacts would be less than significant for both the proposed Project and 

this Alternative and noise impacts would be incrementally less than the proposed Project.  

Public Services 

Under this Alternative, impacts associated with fire protection and law enforcement would be similar to 

the proposed Project. The development potential under existing City zoning would be similar to the level 

of development that could occur under the proposed Project. Moreover, future development would be 

subject to City review and any conditions established by the City at that time. Under this Alternative, all 

commercial development would comply with the most current adopted fire and building codes and 

standards and all applicable development impact fees would be paid to the City. Therefore, 

implementation of this Alternative would not result in the need for new or the physical alternation to any 

existing governmental facility in regards to fire protection or law enforcement, and impacts would be less 

than significant. Accordingly, this Alternative would have similar impacts to those of the proposed Project, 

both of which are less than significant 

Recreation 

Under this Alternative, a structure could be developedment on the site pursuant to the PF zone. The 

proposed Project would provide Lompoc residents and regional visitors recreational amenities, thus 

increasing the parkland to resident ratio. Under this Alternative, the development may not include 

recreation uses nor would it result in the direct generation of new residents within the City who would 

utilized existing recreational facilities. The existing parks and recreation services that support the local 

area would remain as is; thus no potential significant impacts on parks and recreation facilities would 

occur under this Alternative. Although the proposed Project will have no significant and unavoidable 
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impacts on parks and recreation facilities, under this Alternative, impacts would be similar to the proposed 

Project. 

Traffic and Circulation 

Implementation of this Alternative would could include professional offices, government uses, or non-

governmental uses, such as a non-profit organization. Since the number of trips generated would be a 

function of the total size of the non-residential building gross floor space developed, Alternative 2 would 

be expected to generate 3,780 non-residential trips on weekdays more than the proposed Project. This 

Alternative would generate 1,462 weekday trips more than the proposed Project. Impacts associated with 

the study intersections would be greater than the proposed Project due to the increase number of 

weekday trips. However, with similar Project Design Features and Mitigation Measures, as those identified 

for the proposed Project, the traffic and transportation impacts associated with this Alternative would be 

less than significant. Even though the proposed Project and this Alternative will not have any significant 

impacts relating to traffic, impacts under this Alternative would be comparatively greater than under the 

proposed Project.  

Utilities and Service Systems 

Water 

This Alternative would result in the construction of approximately 331,000 square feet of commercial 

area. The water demand associated with this Alternative would be approximately 37 afy.2 The aquifer and 

other sources of supply are adequate for a single dry year and also multiple dry years for a 20-year period. 

Like the proposed Project, this Alternative would require additional water infrastructure to serve the site. 

Since the water demand associated with this Alternative is greater than the proposed Project’s water 

demand of 8.75 afy, this Alternative would result in greater impacts to water service. Even though neither 

the proposed Project nor this Alternative would result in any significant impacts, impacts associated with 

this Alternative would be greater than those under the proposed Project.  

Sewer 

Under this alternative, a different development could be permitted by the existing land use designations. 

For purposes of analysis, an office building was assumed to be developed on site. This would require the 

extension of existing sewer lines to the site. In addition, this Alternative would generate approximately 

9,06,125 gallons of wastewater per year, or 0.02 million gallons per day. The proposed Project would 

                                                                 
2 Commercial Uses = 100 gallons per 1,000 square foot * 331 thousand square feet = 12,081,500 gallons per year, or 37 acre-

feet per year.  
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generate approximately 0.05 million gallons per day. As discussed in Section 4.14, Utilities and Service 

Systems, there is available treatment capacity at the wastewater treatment plant and impacts would be 

less than significant under this Alternative. Even though neither the proposed Project nor this Alternative 

would result in a significant impact, impacts associated with this Alternative would be comparatively 

greater than those of the proposed Project. 

Solid Waste 

Under this alternative, a different development could be permitted by the existing land use designations. 

For purposes of analysis, an office building was assumed to be developed on site. This Alternative would 

generate approximately 794 tons per year of solid waste.3 The proposed Project would generate 

approximately 139 tons per year. As discussed in Section 4.14, Utilities and Service Systems, there is 

available disposal capacity at the Lompoc Sanitary Landfill and impacts would be less than significant 

under this Alternative. Even though neither the proposed Project nor this Alternative would result in a 

significant impact, impacts associated with this Alternative would be comparatively greater than those of 

the proposed Project. 

Energy 

The electricity demand associated with this Alternative would be approximately 3.5 million kilowatt 

hours4 (kW) per year. Since the electricity demand associated with this Alternative is less than the 

proposed Project’s energy demand of 3.8 million kWh per year, this Alternative would result in less 

impacts to electricity service. Even though neither the Project nor this Alternative would result in any 

significant impacts, impacts associated with this Alternative would be less than those under the Project. 

Summary of Comparative Impacts  

This Alternative would result in similar impacts related to aesthetic, biology, cultural resources, geology 

and soils, hazardous and hazardous materials, hydrology and water quality, land use, public services, and 

recreation. Impacts would be incrementally less under this Alternative and would include those related 

to noise and energy. Development under this Alternative of parcels within the site as permitted by the PF 

zone allowed by the Zoning Code are different than what is proposed with the proposed Project. Aesthetic 

impacts related to this alternative may be more visually intensive, as there would be a single large building 

in the center of the area and less of an open design concept. This alternative would develop a building, 

                                                                 
3 2.4 tons per 1,000 square feet for commercial uses * 331 thousand square feet = 794 tons per year.  

4 10.5 kWh/square foot/year * 331,000 square feet = 3,475,500 kWh per year.  
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Geology and Soils 

Construction under this Alternative would include similar grading and excavation activities; however, they 

would be limited to a smaller portion of the 38-acre site. Grading and excavation activities would be 

identical and would result in similar erosion and sedimentation impacts to those of the proposed Project. 

Any future development within the site would have to comply with the CBC requirements for seismicity, 

liquefaction, subsidence, and expansive soils, similar to the proposed Project, which would mitigate 

potential significant impacts associated with the existing soils and geologicaly conditions of the site. This 

Alternative would be required to develop and implement a SWPPP along with all Project Design Features 

and Mitigation Measures of the proposed Project pertaining to erosion control plans. For this reason, the 

geology and soils impacts of this Alternative would be similar to the proposed Project and less than 

significant. 

Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

This Alternative would involve construction activities similar to those associated with the proposed Project 

to grade the site, install infrastructure and construct the OHV component of the motorsports facility. As 

stated previously, equipment use and vehicular travel related to construction activities and their 

respective emissions would be similar to that required for the proposed Project. 

As discussed in Section 5.6, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, the operational GHG emissions for the proposed 

Project are estimated to emit 8,198.6 MTCO2e per year. This Alternative would reduce the number of 

mobile daily trips by 20 percent, which would result in fewer GHG emissions of 6,997.0 MTCO2e per year, 

or 1,201.6 MTCO2e per year fewer than the proposed Project. This Alternative would include similar 

Project Design Features and Mitigation Measures as those identified for the proposed Project. This 

Alternative would fall below the SBAPCD threshold of 10,000 MTCO2e per year and meet the draft per 

service population target, similar to the proposed Project. Overall, Alternative 3 would incrementally 

reduce impacts compared to the proposed Project. 

Hazards and Hazardous Materials 

While this Alternative would result in a density reduction on the 38-net acre proposed Project site, 

development would still occur and similar impacts to those of the proposed Project, but at a reduced 

intensity, would occur. The OHV uses could utilize fuels, lubricants, degreasers, solvents, hydraulic fluids, 

and cleaning compounds that have the potential to create a significant hazard to the public. This 

Alternative would not include the drag strip, which is closest to the Airport, however, SBCAG has 

determined that the Project does not need a determination of consistency required with the ALUP 

because the Project require only a discretionary permit. Additionally, with this alternative, it would not 

include the area that historically reported that an underground and/or above ground storage tank may 
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