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FINAL EIR 

COMMENTS and RESPONSES 
 

1.0 INTRODUCTION 
 
In accordance with § 15088 of the State California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines, 
the City of Lompoc, as the lead agency, has reviewed the comments received on the Draft 
Environmental Impact Report (Draft EIR) for the Summit View Homes Project and has prepared 
written responses to the comments received.  The DEIR was circulated for the required 45-day 
public review period, beginning December 13, 2012 and concluding January 28, 2013. 
 
Each written comment that the City received is included in this Comments and Responses 
document.  Responses to these comments have been prepared to address the environmental 
concerns raised by the commenters and to indicate where and how the EIR addresses pertinent 
environmental issues. The comment letters included herein were submitted by public agencies 
and private citizens.   
 
The Draft EIR and this Comments and Responses report collectively comprise the Final EIR for 
the Summit View Homes Project.  Any changes made to the text of the Draft EIR correcting 
information, data or intent, other than minor typographical corrections or minor working 
changes, are noted in the Final EIR as changes from the Draft EIR. This Comments and 
Responses report consists of this introduction (Section 1.0), Draft EIR clarifications and 
modifications/errata sheet (Section 2.0), and comment letters and responses to comments 
(Section 3.0). 
 
The focus of the responses to comments is the disposition of environmental issues that are 
raised in the comments, as specified by § 15088 (b) of the State CEQA Guidelines.  Detailed 
responses are not provided to comments on the merits of the proposed project.  However, 
when a comment is not directed to an environmental issue, the response indicates that the 
comment has been noted and forwarded to the appropriate decision-makers for review and 
consideration, and that no further response is necessary. 
 
2.0  DRAFT EIR CLARIFICATIONS and MODIFICATIONS/ERRATA 
 
This section presents clarifications and modifications to information contained in the Draft EIR, 
based on the comments and responses presented in Section 3.0 of this report.  Where a 
comment results in a change to the EIR text, a notation is made in the comment indicating that 
the text is revised.  Additions are underlined (underlined) and deletions are printed in strike-
through (strike-through) type.  These changes are organized by the sections contained in the 
Draft EIR.   The numbers in parentheses preceding each item refer to the applicable comment 
number from the comments and responses discussion in Section 3.0. 
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Revisions to Executive Summary 
 

 (Comment 7.1) Table ES-2 on page ES-9 has been revised as follows: 
 

Impact CR-1 No known archaeological resources have been identified on the 
project site and the presence of unknown archeological 
resources is unlikely. However, if during excavation archeological 
resources or human remains are unearthed, potentially 
significant impacts could occur.  implementation of the proposed 
project could adversely affect previously unidentified 
archaeological resources and/or human remains.  Impacts would 
be Class II, significant but mitigable. 

 
 CR-1(a)  Archaeological Monitoring of Construction Activities.  Archaeological 

monitoring of project related ground-disturbing activities shall be undertaken. In the 
event that cultural resources are exposed during project activities, the monitor shall be 
empowered to temporarily halt construction until the resource can be evaluated. At the 
conclusion of archaeological monitoring, a monitoring report summarizing the efforts 
and results shall be prepared and submitted to the City of Lompoc. 

 
 CR-1(b)  Native American Monitoring of Construction Activities.  Native American 

monitoring of project related ground-disturbing activities shall be undertaken. A local 
Chumash group, such as the Santa Ynez Band of Chumash Indians, shall be retained to 
conduct Native American monitoring during construction. 

 
 CR-1(ca)  Unanticipated Discovery of Cultural Resources.  If cultural resources are 

encountered during ground-disturbing activities, work in the immediate area shall halt 
and an archaeologist meeting the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualifications 
Standards for archaeology (National Park Service 1983) shall be contacted immediately 
to evaluate the find. If the discovery proves to be significant under CEQA, additional 
work such as data recovery excavation may be warranted pursuant to CEQA Section 
21083.2.  In the event that unknown archaeological artifacts are encountered during 
grading, clearing, grubbing and/or construction activities associated with the proposed 
project, work shall be stopped immediately in the vicinity of the find and the resource 
shall be evaluated by a City-qualified archaeologist.  An appropriate plan for the 
preservation of the artifacts from the site shall be prepared, and implementation of the 
plan shall be overseen by a City-qualified archaeologist prior to commencement of 
ground disturbing activities. If the discovery proves to be significant under CEQA, 
additional work such as data recovery excavation may be warranted pursuant to CEQA 
Section 21083.2.   

 
 CR-1(db)  Unanticipated Discovery of Human Remains.  If human remains are 

discovered during ground-disturbing activities, the State of California Health and Safety 
Code Section 7050.5 states that no further disturbance shall occur until the county 
coroner has made a determination of origin and disposition pursuant to Public 
Resources Code Section 5097.98. In the event of an unanticipated discovery of human 
remains, the Santa Barbara County Coroner shall be notified immediately. If the human 
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remains are determined to be prehistoric, the coroner will notify the NAHC, which will 
determine and notify a most likely descendant (MLD). The MLD shall complete the 
inspection of the site within 48 hours of notification and may recommend scientific 
removal and nondestructive analysis of human remains and items associated with Native 
American burials. In the event that unknown human remains are encountered during 
grading, clearing, grubbing and/or construction activities associated with the proposed 
project, all excavation and ground disturbing work on or adjacent to the project site (or 
area of discovery) shall be stopped immediately in the vicinity.  The Santa Barbara 
County Coroner shall be contacted and the Native American Heritage Commission shall 
be notified immediately.  No further disturbance shall occur until the County Coroner 
has made a determination of origin and disposition pursuant to Public Resources Code 
Section 5097.98.   The site shall be evaluated by the most likely Chumash descendant 
identified by the Native American Heritage Commission and a City-qualified 
archaeologist.  

 
 (Comment 3.3) Table ES-2 on page ES-13 has been revised as follows: 

 
Impact GHG-1 The project would generate short-term as well as long-term GHG 

emissions. These emissions would incrementally contribute to 
climate change. However, project emissions would not exceed 
the 1,100 1,150 MT CO2E/year threshold. Impacts would be 
Class III, less than significant. 

 
 (Comment 12.1) Table ES-2 on page ES-18 has been revised as follows: 

 
Impact PSU-9 The proposed project would require electricity, telephone, 

and gas service. Pacific Gas &Electric City of Lompoc Electric, 
Southern California Gas Company, and AT&T Verizon 
telephone company have adequate capacity to provide 
electricity, phone, and gas to the proposed project site. 
Therefore, impacts would be Class III, less than significant. 

 
Revisions to Section 2.0. Project Description 
 

 (Comment 12.3)  The following revisions have been made to Table 2-2 in Section 2.0 
Project Description.   
 

Table 2-2 
Proposed Summit View Project Summary 

Lot Size 10.05-acres 
Residential Units 44 

Lot Access Garden Gate Lane at the north of the project site.  
Density 4.4 units per acre 
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Table 2-2 
Proposed Summit View Project Summary 

Project Footprint 

Building coverage: 2.39-acres (based on preliminary architectural 
design) 
Roads/Parking/Walkways: 2.79-acres 
Landscaping: 4.1-acres 
Open Space: 0.77-acres 
TOTAL: 10.05-acres 

Parking 88  in garage spaces (in addition to two spaces in each driveway) 
Community 
Amenities 

Pedestrian connectivity and walkability 
On-site open space recreational area 

 
 (Comment 12.4) The second paragraph on page 2-7 in Section 2.0 Project Description 

has been revised as follows: 
 

Stormwater Infrastructure.  One of the open space lots on the southwest corner of the 
project site would be used for stormwater detention and infiltration, refer to Figure 2-4 
Proposed Drainage Plan.  Stormwater runoff would be detained in this basin to reduce 
peak runoff levels at or below those of the undeveloped site condition. The basin would 
have a total volume of approximately 20,000 cubic feet and would be constructed of 
graded earth with 4:1 side slopes and a concrete spillway for overflow.  Stormwater 
runoff from the project site would be collected in an existing 21-inch reinforced 
concrete pipe (RCP) culvert, at the southwest corner of the property that is currently 
conveyed under Purisima Road to the south and would continue in a culvert under 
Highway 1 to the west, eventually leading to the Santa Ynez River.  Runoff would also be 
collected from by an existing 24-inch RCP culvert, and conveyed under Harris Grade 
Road and Highway 1, eventually leading to the Santa Ynez River.  

 
 (Comment 12.5)  The third bullet point on page 2-7 in Section 2.0 Project Description 

has been revised as follows: 
 

 At the intersection of Harris Grade Road and Purisima Road: An Americans with 
Disability Act (ADA) compliant pedestrian ramps would be added. Also, an existing 
grated inlet with a curb opening catch basin would be replaced.   

 
 (Comment 12.6)  The last paragraph on page 2-7 in Section 2.0 Project Description has 

been revised as follows: 
 

Initial subdivision improvements, including the construction of roadways, utility 
infrastructure and drainage improvements would be constructed in a single phase upon 
approval of the project.  No import or export of soils is required proposed.  The 
development of residences would proceed based upon market demand.    
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Revisions to Section 4.2 Air Quality 
 

 (Comment 2.1)  Table 4.2-5 on page 4.2-11 in Section 4.2 Air Quality has been revised 
as follows: 

 

Table 4.2-5  
Operational Emissions for the Proposed Project 

Source Maximum Emissions (lbs/day) 
ROG NOX PM10 

Area Source 12.97 0.04 0.02 
Energy 0.05 0.43 0.03 
Mobile 2.35 4.35 3.99 
Total 15.37 4.82 4.04 
Threshold (area + energy +mobile) 55 240 55 240 80 
Threshold Exceeded? No No No 
Threshold (mobile only)  25 25 n/a 
Threshold Exceeded? No No No 
Source: CalEEMod v.2011.1, modeling results contained in Appendix B. 
*indicates exceedance of a threshold 

 
 (Comment 2.3)  The first paragraph on page 4.2-11 in Section 4.2 Air Quality has been 

revised as follows: 
 

Project construction emissions would not exceed the 25-tons-per-year threshold under 
SBCAPCD Rule 202.F.3.  The proposed project would be required to incorporate 
construction emissions and dust control measures. In addition, all portable diesel fired 
engines rated at 50 brake-horsepower or greater will be required to have either a 
Portable Equipment Registration Program certification or an APCD permit prior to 
operation, which will further minimize diesel rated emissions.  All paving activities will 
be required to comply with Rule 329, which limits the Volatile Organic Compound (VOC) 
mixtures in paving materials.  These requirements would further ensure that 
construction-related air quality impacts would be less than significant. 

 
 (Comment 2.4)  The last paragraph on page 4.2-11 in Section 4.2 Air Quality has been 

revised as follows: 
 

As shown in Table 4.2-5, the project would generate an estimated 15.37 pounds of 
ROG, 4.82 pounds of NOX, and 4.04 pounds of PM10 per day. No SBCAPCD thresholds 
would be exceeded; therefore, impacts would be less than significant. In addition, any 
boilers or water heating units rated between 75,000 and 2.0 million Btu/hr would be 
required to comply with Rule 360, which would further ensure that project emissions 
would be less than significant.   
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Revisions to Section 4.4 Cultural Resources 

 
 Comment 7.1)  The following paragraph was added to page 4.4-9 of Section 4.4 

Cultural Resources: 
 

Extended Phase I Archeological Survey. At the request of the Santa Ynez Band of 
Chumash Indians during the SB 18 consultation process, an extended Phase I 
Archeological Survey was performed in February 2013 by Dudek. The Phase 1 
Archaeological Investigation was undertaken to determine the presence or absence of 
potentially significant subsurface prehistoric archaeological materials within the 
proposed project area. On February 12 and 13, 2013, 16 backhoe excavations were 
performed and systematically distributed throughout the 10.05- acre project area. The 
excavations did not identify any potential subsurface prehistoric archaeological 
materials within the proposed project area. All excavations were monitored by Amado 
Romero of the Santa Ynez Band of Mission Indians. 

 
 Beginning on page 4.4-10, Impact CR-1 in Section 4.4 Cultural Resources has been 

revised as follows: 
 

Impact CR-1 No known archaeological resources have been identified on the 
project site and the presence of unknown archeological 
resources is unlikely. However, if during excavation archeological 
resources or human remains are unearthed, potentially 
significant impacts could occur.  implementation of the proposed 
project could adversely affect previously unidentified 
archaeological resources and/or human remains.  Impacts would 
be Class II, significant but mitigable. 

 
The project site is identified by the Lompoc General Plan as having a “high sensitivity 
zone” archaeological potential (as identified in Figure 4.4-1).  A Phase I Cultural 
Resource Survey was prepared for the project site by Rincon Consultants in August, 
2012.  The Phase I Cultural Resources Survey concluded that no cultural resources are 
known to occur within the project area and no resources were identified adjacent to the 
project area that could be indirectly impacted. The CCIC records search did not identify 
any previously recorded archaeological sites but did identify one previously recorded 
isolated find within 0.5 mile of the project area. Moreover, the project site has been 
previously disturbed due to past agricultural activities and is unlikely to contain any 
shallow, subsurface artifacts. The extended Phase I Archeological Survey Report 
performed 16 excavations on the project site and found no evidence of subsurface 
archeological resources (Dudek, 2013).  However, the proposed project would require 
excavation of soils up to approximately ten feet below the ground surface to construct 
the proposed detention basin near the southwestern portion of the site. Although such 
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an event is unlikely based on the findings of the two Phase I reports prepared for the 
project site, This excavation could potentially unearth previously unidentified cultural 
resources. Therefore, encountering archaeological or paleontological resources, and/or 
human remains is possible.  Impacts would be potentially significant.   
 

Mitigation Measures.  The following mitigation measures are required to avoid 
potential impacts to as yet undiscovered cultural resources (archaeological) and/or human 
remains that could be present on the project site. 

 
 CR-1(a)  Archaeological Monitoring of Construction Activities.  Archaeological 

monitoring of project related ground-disturbing activities shall be undertaken. In the 
event that cultural resources are exposed during project activities, the monitor shall be 
empowered to temporarily halt construction until the resource can be evaluated. At the 
conclusion of archaeological monitoring, a monitoring report summarizing the efforts 
and results shall be prepared and submitted to the City of Lompoc. 

 
 CR-1(b)  Native American Monitoring of Construction Activities.  Native American 

monitoring of project related ground-disturbing activities shall be undertaken. A local 
Chumash group, such as the Santa Ynez Band of Chumash Indians, shall be retained to 
conduct Native American monitoring during construction. 

 
 CR-1(ca)  Unanticipated Discovery of Cultural Resources.  If cultural resources are 

encountered during ground-disturbing activities, work in the immediate area shall halt 
and an archaeologist meeting the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualifications 
Standards for archaeology (National Park Service 1983) shall be contacted immediately 
to evaluate the find. If the discovery proves to be significant under CEQA, additional 
work such as data recovery excavation may be warranted pursuant to CEQA Section 
21083.2.  In the event that unknown archaeological artifacts are encountered during 
grading, clearing, grubbing and/or construction activities associated with the proposed 
project, work shall be stopped immediately in the vicinity of the find and the resource 
shall be evaluated by a City-qualified archaeologist.  An appropriate plan for the 
preservation of the artifacts from the site shall be prepared, and implementation of the 
plan shall be overseen by a City-qualified archaeologist prior to commencement of 
ground disturbing activities.  If the discovery proves to be significant under CEQA, 
additional work such as data recovery excavation may be warranted pursuant to CEQA 
Section 21083.2.   

 
 CR-1(db)  Unanticipated Discovery of Human Remains.  If human remains are 

discovered during ground-disturbing activities, the State of California Health and Safety 
Code Section 7050.5 states that no further disturbance shall occur until the county 
coroner has made a determination of origin and disposition pursuant to Public 
Resources Code Section 5097.98. In the event of an unanticipated discovery of human 
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remains, the Santa Barbara County Coroner shall be notified immediately. If the human 
remains are determined to be prehistoric, the coroner will notify the NAHC, which will 
determine and notify a most likely descendant (MLD). The MLD shall complete the 
inspection of the site within 48 hours of notification and may recommend scientific 
removal and nondestructive analysis of human remains and items associated with Native 
American burials. In the event that unknown human remains are encountered during 
grading, clearing, grubbing and/or construction activities associated with the proposed 
project, all excavation and ground disturbing work on or adjacent to the project site (or 
area of discovery) shall be stopped immediately in the vicinity.  The Santa Barbara 
County Coroner shall be contacted and the Native American Heritage Commission shall 
be notified immediately.   No further disturbance shall occur until the County Coroner 
has made a determination of origin and disposition pursuant to Public Resources Code 
Section 5097.98.   The site shall be evaluated by the most likely Chumash descendant 
identified by the Native American Heritage Commission and a City-qualified 
archaeologist.  

 
Significance After Mitigation.  With implementation of the above mitigation 

measures, potential impacts to undiscovered cultural resources and /or human remains 
would be reduced to a less than significant level. 

 
 c.  Cumulative Impacts. Cumulative development within the City of Lompoc 
includes the addition of 583 residential units, 288,632 square feet of commercial space, 
and 130,265 square feet of institutional space. The proposed project, in conjunction 
with other planned and pending development in Lompoc, would may cumulatively 
increase the potential for cultural resources to be altered or damaged. However, the 
project’s contribution to cumulative impacts would be less than significant after 
implementation of Mitigation Measures CR-1(a-b).  In addition, B because the potential 
to create adverse impacts to such resources depends on the nature of each proposed 
project, including its specific site and surroundings, cultural resource issues must be 
addressed on a case-by-case basis. The requirements placed on all new developments 
as described in Section 4.4.1(f) of this EIR section, including any recommendations in 
site-specific cultural resource studies, would reduce cumulative impacts to a less than 
significant level. 

 
 (Comment 10.5)  The following information has been added to the fifth paragraph on 

page 4.4-9 in Section 4.4 Cultural Resources: 
 

Rincon archaeologists conducted a cultural resources survey of the project area on 
August 21, 2012. The project area was surveyed using transects oriented north-south 
and spaced no greater than 10 meters apart. All exposed ground surface was examined 
for artifacts. (e.g., flaked stone tools, tool-making debris, stone milling tools, ceramics, 
fire-affected rock [FAR]), ecofacts (marine shell and bone), soil discoloration that might 
indicate the presence of a cultural midden, soil depressions, and features indicative of 
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the former presence of structures or buildings (e.g., standing exterior walls, postholes, 
foundations) or historic debris (e.g., metal, glass, ceramics).  Ground disturbances such 
as burrows and drainages were visually inspected. Ground visibility during survey was 
somewhat poor (roughly 30%) due to the presence of planted hay and wild vegetation.  
No cultural resources (archaeological or historic built environment) were observed 
within the project area.  

 
 (Comment 10.6)  The first two sentences of the first paragraph on page 4.4-9 in Section 

4.4 Cultural Resources have been revised as follows: 
 

The project site is identified by the Lompoc General Plan as having a “high sensitivity 
zone” archaeological potential (as identified in Figure 4.4-1).  A Phase I Cultural 
Resource Survey was prepared for the project site by Rincon Consultants in August, 
2012.  The Phase I Cultural Resources Survey concluded that no cultural resources are 
known to occur within the project area and no resources were identified adjacent to the 
project area that could be indirectly impacted.   
 

 (Response 10.10)  The cumulative impact analysis on page 4.4-11 in Section 4.4 
Cultural Resources has been modified as follows: 

 
Cumulative development within the City of Lompoc per the Current Project List dated 
2012 includes the addition of 583 residential units, 288,632 square feet of commercial 
space, and 130,265 square feet of institutional space. The proposed project, in 
conjunction with other planned and pending development in Lompoc, would may 
cumulatively increase the potential for cultural resources to be altered or damaged. 
However, the project’s contribution to cumulative impacts would be less than significant 
after implementation of Mitigation Measures CR-1(a-d).  In addition, B because the 
potential to create adverse impacts to such resources depends on the nature of each 
proposed project, including its specific site and surroundings, cultural resource issues 
must be addressed on a case-by-case basis. The requirements placed on all new 
developments as described in Section 4.4.1(f) of this EIR section, including any 
recommendations in site-specific cultural resource studies, would reduce cumulative 
impacts to a less than significant level. 

 

Revisions to Section 4.6 Greenhouse Gases 

 
 (Comment 3.3)  The third paragraph beginning on page 4.6-10 in Section 4.6 

Greenhouse Gas Emissions/Climate Change has been revised as follows: 
 

For future projects, the significance of GHG emissions may be evaluated based on 
locally adopted quantitative thresholds, or consistency with a regional GHG reduction 
plan (such as a Climate Action Plan). As neither the City nor the SBCAPCD has developed 
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or adopted permanent GHG significance thresholds, this analysis is based on the County 
of Santa Barbara’s interim approach to evaluating GHG emissions. The County’s 
methodology to address climate change in CEQA documents is evolving. The County is 
currently working to develop an inventory of GHG emissions and a Climate Action 
Strategy and Climate Action Plan based on this data. Currently, Santa Barbara County 
recommends use of San Luis Obispo Air Pollution Control District (SLOAPCD) 
Greenhouse Gas Thresholds, as adopted in April 2012.   
 
Until County-specific data becomes available and significance thresholds applicable to 
GHG emissions are developed and formally adopted, the County recommends an interim 
approach to evaluating GHG emissions (Appendix B). This interim approach is SLOAPCD 
greenhouse gas thresholds are summarized in Table 4.6-1. 
 

Table 4.6-1  
County of Santa Barbara GHG Significance Determination 

Guidelines 

GHG Emission Source Category Operational Emissions 

Non-stationary Sources 
1,100 MT of CO2E/year 

OR 
4.6 MT CO2E/SP/year (residents + 

employees) 
Stationary Sources 10,000 MT/year 
Plans 6.6 MT CO2E/SP/year (residents + 

employees) 
Notes: SP = Service Population. 

Project emissions can be expressed on a per-capita basis as Metric tons of CO
2
E/Service 

Population/year, which represents the project’s total estimated annual GHG emissions divided by 
the estimated total number of new residents and employees that would result from development of 
a project. 
Neither BAAQMD nor Santa Barbara County includes any standards for construction-related 
emissions. 
http://www.sbcapcd.org/apcd/ceqa-ghg-faq.pdf

 
Table 4.6-1 

GHG Significance Determination Criteria 
GHG Emission 

Source Category Operational Emissions 

Residential and 
Commercial Projects 

Compliance with Qualified GHG Reduction 
Strategy 

OR 
Bright-Line Threshold of 1,150 MT of 

CO2e/yr 
OR 

Efficiency Threshold of 4.9 MT CO2e/SP*/yr  
(Industrial )Stationary 
Sources 10,000 MT of CO2e/yr 
*SP = Service Population (residents + employees) 
For projects other than stationary sources, compliance with either a Qualified 
Greenhouse Gas Reduction Strategy, or with the Bright-Line (1,150 CO2e/ yr.) or 
Efficiency Threshold (4.9 MT CO2e/SP/yr.) would result in an insignificant 
determination, and in compliance with the goals of AB 32. The construction 
emissions of projects will be amortized over the life of a project and added to the 
operational emissions. Emissions from construction-only projects (e.g. roadways, 
pipelines, etc.) will be amortized over the life of the project and compared to an 
adopted GHG Reduction Strategy or the Bright-Line Threshold only. 
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The County’s per-service population guideline is intended to avoid penalizing large 
projects that incorporate GHG-reduction measures such that they may have high total 
annual GHG emissions, but would be relatively efficient, as compared to projects of 
similar scale. However, this guideline is most appropriately used for large scale 
residential or commercial projects which would generate a large service population 
(defined as the sum of new residents and new employees that would result from a 
project). The proposed project is a relatively small residential development (44 units).  
As such, the 1,100 1,150 metric tons of CO2E year threshold is most applicable to the 
proposed project. Therefore, the proposed project would have a potentially significant 
contribution to GHG emissions if it would result in greater than 1,100 1,150 metric tons 
of CO2E/year (MT CO2E/year). 

 
 Impact statement GHG-1 on page 4.6-13 in Section 4.6 Greenhouse Gas 

Emissions/Climate Change has been revised as follows: 
 
Impact GHG-1 The project would generate short-term as well as long-term GHG 

emissions. These emissions would incrementally contribute to 
climate change. However, project emissions would not exceed 
the 1,100 1,150 MT CO2E/year threshold. Impacts would be 
Class III, less than significant. 

 
 The second paragraph on page 4.6-15 in Section 4.6 Greenhouse Gas 

Emissions/Climate Change has been revised as follows: 
 

As indicated in Table 4.6-5, CO2E emissions associated with the proposed project 
would not exceed the 1,100 1,150 metric tons CO2E/year threshold of significance for 
non-stationary sources. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant.  

 
 The last paragraph on page 4.6-22 in Section 4.6 Greenhouse Gas Emissions/Climate 

Change has been revised as follows: 
 

As indicated in Table 4.6-6 and Table 4.6-7, the proposed project would be consistent 
with CAT strategies and the 2008 Attorney General Greenhouse Gas Reduction 
Measures. In addition, as indicated in Table 4.6-5, the increase of GHG emissions 
associated with the project would be approximately 725 metric tons CO2E per year, 
which would not exceed Santa Barbara County’s interim significance determination 
guideline of 1,100 1,150 metric tons CO2E per year for non-stationary sources of 
GHGs. Therefore, GHG emissions from the proposed project would not be cumulatively 
considerable. 
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Revisions to Section 4.8 Land Use 

 
 (Comment 1.1) The first paragraph on page 4.8-1 in Section 4.8 Land Use and Policy 

Consistency has been revised as follows: 
 

The City of Lompoc has an incorporated area of approximately 12 square miles and is.  
The City of Lompoc is located in the western portion of Santa Barbara County. and is the 
nearest cities include Mission Hills, and Vandenberg Village are the nearest 
unincorporated communities., Buellton, and Solvang are the nearest incorporated cities. 
The City‘s urban development is clustered in a core area surrounded by rural open areas 
and agriculture.  The predominant land use in the City is residential, though the City 
includes a variety of commercial, industrial, and institutional land uses.   

 
 (Comment 1.2) The third paragraph on page 4.8-1 in Section 4.8 Land Use and Policy 

Consistency has been revised as follows: 
 

Land uses that surround the project site include a church to the north and residential 
land uses to the south (in the City of Lompoc) and east (in the unincorporated Santa 
Barbara County community of Mesa Oaks). In addition, there is a the vacant lot to the 
west of the project site is within the City and; however, the lot has been approved for 
the development of 476 homes (Burton Ranch Project).  Harris Grade Road defines the 
western boundary of the project site, while Purisima Road defines the southern 
boundary of the project site.  

 
 (Comment 1.3)  The commenter suggests including a discussion of the City of Lompoc 

and Mission Hills Community Service District “overlap agreement”.  In response to this 
comment, the follow information has been added on page 4.8-4 in Section 4.8 Land Use 
and Policy Consistency: 

 
Overlap Agreement between City of Lompoc and Mission Hills CSD 
The area north of the City of Lompoc adjacent to Harris Grade Road is known to as the 
“Wye” area.   It was determined by both the City of Lompoc and Mission Hills CSD that  
properties in the “Wye” area can be within the jurisdiction of both agencies.  The Mission 
Hills Community Services District (CSD) and City of Lompoc approved an “Annexation 
Agreement” in May 2000.  The agreement stipulated that Mission Hills CSD will provide 
water and sewer services and the City will provide other local services, such as police 
and fire protection in this area. Those who live in the homes that will be built in the 
overlap area will be residents of both the City of  Lompoc and the Mission Hills CSD.   

 
 (Comment 8.1)  Table 4.8-1 General Plan Policy Consistency on page 4.8-16 in Section 

4.8 Land Use and Policy Consistency has been revised as follows: 
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Public Services Element 

Policy 1.2. The City shall assure that 
sufficient capacity is available in the 
electrical system prior to approval of new 
development projects. 

Potentially Consistent. As discussed in Section 
4.10, Public Services and Utilities, Pacific Gas 
&Electric and Southern California Gas Company, 
and AT&T Verizon telephone company have 
adequate capacity to provide electricity and gas to 
the proposed project site. Impacts are Class III, 
less than significant.   

 
 (Comment 8.2)  Table 4.8-1 General Plan Policy Consistency on page 4.8-24 in Section 

4.8 Land Use and Policy Consistency has been revised as follows: 
Housing Element 

Policy 1.11. With the exception of 
areas within the Old Town 
Redevelopment Project, Amendment 
No. 2 area, in all residential 
developments of ten units or more, 
at least 10% of all the units shall be 
affordable to target income groups. 
As an alternative to providing 
affordable 
housing on-site, the inclusionary 
requirement may be satisfied 
through other equivalent measures 
(e.g., production based on units of 
like size relative to numbers of 
bedrooms and bathrooms) including 
off-site construction, acquisition of 
affordability covenants on existing 
dwelling units, donation of land or 
payment of in-lieu fees. In 
accordance with State law, 
residential development 
projects within the Old Town 
Redevelopment Project, Amendment 
No. 2 area shall provide 15% of new 
housing affordable to low- and 
moderate-income households with 
at least 40% of those units to be 
used by very low-income 
households. 

Potentially Inconsistent.  Consistent. The 
proposed project is the development of 44 
single family residential units.  These units 
may not be considered affordable to 
moderate income target groups.  However, 
the project applicant could choose to pay 
the adopted in-lieu fees in accordance with 
the City’s fee program for affordable 
housing to offset the provision of 
affordable housing units or construct the 
inclusionary housing units.   

 
 The first paragraph on page 4.8-26 in Section 4.8 Land Use and Policy Consistency the 

following has been revised.   
 

As shown in Table 4.8-1, the proposed project would be generally consistent with the goals 
and policies of the City’s General Plan, including but not limited to goals and policies 
related to economic development, conservation of resources and open space, air quality, 
the transportation and circulation system, and land use.  However, the project would not be 
consistent with inclusionary housing goals. No physical impacts to the environmental would 
occur as a result of this inconsistency. Ultimately, the determination for consistency is at 
the discretion of the City Council.   
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Significance After Mitigation.  The proposed project is an allowed use under the 
Lompoc General Plan and Municipal Code. As shown in Table 4.8-1, the project would 
generally be consistent with adopted policies with incorporation of mitigation measures 
included in this EIR., with the exception of inclusionary housing policies. However, no 
physical impacts to the environmental would occur as a result of this inconsistency. In 
addition, the determination for consistency is at the discretion of the City Council.  
Therefore, impacts would be less than significant without additional mitigation.  

 

Revisions to Section 4.10 Public Services and Utilities  
 

 (Comment 1.4)  The following information has been added to the first paragraph on 
page 4.10-1 in Section 4.10 Public Services:  

 
Fire protection and emergency medical services in the City of Lompoc are provided by 
the Lompoc Fire Department. The Department operates two (2) fire stations with eight 
(8) budgeted firefighters and a minimum staffing of seven (7) firefighters on duty 
between the two (2) stations. Station #1, which is also the administrative headquarters, 
is located at 115 South G Street and houses three (3) engines. Station #1 is located 2.8 
miles from the project site. Station #2 is located at 1100 North D Street and houses two 
(2) engines. Station #2 is located 1.8 miles from the project site.  Figure 4.10-1 shows 
the locations of the fire stations within Lompoc. The entire Department’s staffing 
consists of twenty-four (24) personnel (Personal Communication, Chief Stan Hart, 
Lompoc Fire Department, 2012). 

 
 (Comment 4.1)  The second paragraph on page 4.10-1 in Section 4.10 Public Services 

has been revised as follows: 
 

The Santa Barbara County Fire Department has a fire station at 3510 Harris Grade Road, 
approximately two one miles north of the project site. 

 
 (Comment 12.9) The second paragraph in Section 4.10 Public Services and Utilities has 

been revised as follows:   
 

f.  Water Supply. The Mission Hills Community Services District (MHCSD) 
would provide water services to the project. The project site is within the MHCSD sphere 
of influence, though it is not currently within the MHCSD service area.  

 
 (Comment 12.1)  The paragraphs on page 4.10-10 in Section 4.10 Public Services and 

Utilities have been revised as follows: 
 

Pacific Gas & Electric (PG&E) provides electrical service throughout central and northern 
California. PG&E utilizes a variety of energy sources to generate electricity, including 
natural gas, nuclear energy, renewable energy, and hydroelectric plants. PG&E maintains 
a large network of transmission and distribution infrastructure throughout the area in 
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order to provide electrical power and service to its customers. On an average day, PG&E 
provides power and natural gas to approximately 15 million people in a 70,000 square-
mile service (Pacific Gas & Electric, August 2012). In 2010, 71% of California’s electricity 
supply came from within the state, while 21% came from the Southwest and 8% came 
from the Pacific Northwest (California Energy Commission, August 2012). Currently, 
there is no electricity demand from the project site.  
 
The City of Lompoc owns its electrical utility.  The City of Lompoc would provide 
electricity to the proposed project site.  Lompoc Electric provides standard electrical 
service to residential, commercial and industrial land uses within the City.  The 
electricity is comprised of multiple sources, including renewable sources.  Lompoc 
Electric is close to meeting the renewable energy goal set by Governor Arnold 
Schwarzenegger of 33 percent by the year 2020. The City’s portfolio includes 
approximately 31 percent renewable energy. The City of Lompoc has achieved this goal 
by signing a long-term contract to purchase a larger amount of geothermal-generated 
energy, which is primarily produced at plants in Lake County, California. In addition, 
the City also purchases energy generated by a dam on the Stanislaus River. As a 
member of the Northern California Power Agency (NCPA), the City of Lompoc owns a 
portion of both the Lake County plants and the dam on the Stanislaus River. 
 

Telephone service in the City of Lompoc is provided by numerous providers, including 
AT&T Verizon and Comcast. As public utilities, SCGC, PG&E, and telecommunications 
providers are under the jurisdiction of the California Public Utilities Commission. 
According to California Public Utilities Code Section 451, public utilities have an 
obligation to serve the public and are required by law to “furnish and maintain…service 
as necessary to promote the safety, health, comfort, and convenience of its patrons, 
employees, and the public.” As a result, utility providers are required by law to provide 
service to any member of the public living within the utility’s service area who has 
applied for service and is willing to pay for the service and comply with the utility’s rules 
and regulations. 

 
Impact statement PSU-9 10 in Section 4.10 Public Services and Utilities has been revised 
as follows: 

 
Impact PSU-9 The proposed project would require electricity, telephone, 

and gas service. Pacific Gas &Electric City of Lompoc Electric, 
Southern California Gas Company, and AT&T Verizon 
telephone company have adequate capacity to provide 
electricity, phone, and gas to the proposed project site. 
Therefore, impacts would be Class III, less than significant. 

 
The proposed project would include 44 residential units. Based on the average 
household natural gas consumption rate of 5,338 cubic feet per month, the proposed 
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44 residential units are projected to demand approximately 832,728 234,872 cubic feet 
per month, or 234,872 2,818,464 cubic feet per year of natural gas. In addition, based 
on the average household electrical consumption factor of 5626.5 kilowatt hours (kWh) 
per residential dwelling unit per year, 156 44 residential units would demand 
approximately 247,556 kWh or 0.25 megawatt hours (mWh) per year. 
 
Although the proposed project would create additional demands on natural gas, 
telephone, and electricity supplies and distribution infrastructure, these demands would 
be within the service capabilities of AT&T Verizon (AT&T, 2012 Verizon, 2013), Southern 
California Gas (Spencer, 2012) and City of Lompoc Electric (Fabing, Lompoc Utility 
Department, 2012).  PG&E (Zinakorjian, 2012). As such, the project would not require 
major new sources of natural gas or electricity such that new or expanded gas or 
electricity power plants would be required. Natural gas distribution pipelines required to 
serve the project would need to be installed on-site. The installation of these pipelines 
would be the responsibility of the applicant. Similarly, electrical infrastructure would 
need to be installed on-site to serve the project. The installation of this infrastructure 
would be the responsibility of the applicant. These on-site utilities would be 
constructed as a part of the proposed project. The environmental impacts of the 
proposed project are discussed throughout this EIR. Therefore, the proposed project 
would have less than significant impacts on natural gas, telephone and electricity supply 
and infrastructure. 
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3.0 WRITTEN COMMENTS and RESPONSES on the DRAFT EIR 

 
Each written comment regarding the Draft EIR that the City of Lompoc received is included in 
this section (refer to table below).  Responses to these comments have been prepared to 
address the environmental concerns raised by the commenters and to indicate where and how 
the DEIR addresses pertinent environmental issues.  The comment letters have been numbered 
sequentially, and each issue within a comment letter, if more than one, has a number assigned 
to it.  Each comment letter is reproduced in its entirety with the issues of concern numbered in 
the margin.  References to the responses to comments identify the specific comment (6.2, for 
example, would reference the second issue of concern within the sixth sequential comment 
letter). 
 

 Comment Letters Received on the Draft EIR 

Letter # Commenter Organization Date 

1 Bob Braitman, Executive 

Officer 

Santa Barbara Local Agency Formation 

Commission 

January 15, 2013 

2 Carly Wilburton, Air Quality 

Specialist 

Santa Barbara County Air Pollution Control 

District (SBCAPCD), Technology and 

Environmental Assessment Division 

January 8, 2013 

3 Glen S. Russell PhD 

Director 

County of Santa Barbara Planning and 

Development 

January 24, 2013 

4 Eric Peterson, Fire Marshal Santa Barbara County Fire Department January 16, 2013 

5 Mark Luehrs, Development 

Review Engineer 

Santa Barbara County Flood Control & 

Water Conservation District 

January 18, 2013 

6 Bret A. Stewart, P.E., Senior 

Development Engineer 

Manager 

County of Santa Barbara Public Works 

Department 

January 23, 2013 

7 Joe Talaugon, Chairman 

SYBCI Elders Council 

SYBCI Elders Council-Chumash January 28, 2013 

8 Kenneth E. Marshall, AICP 

Principal 

Dudek January 25, 2013 

9 David Compton, Biologist Dudek January 17, 2013 

10 David Stone, RPA Cultural 

Resources Manager 

Dudek January 25, 2013 

11 Lane’s End Homeowners Private citizens of the Lane’s End 

Homeowners 

January 26, 2013 

12 Geremy Salts, PE Principal 

Engineer 

Penfield & Smith January 24, 2013 

13 Dave Singleton Native American Heritage Commission December 18, 2012 
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Letter 1 
 
COMMENTER: Bob Braitman, Executive Officer, Santa Barbara Local Agency Formation 

Commission 
 
DATE:   January 15, 2013 
 
RESPONSE: 
 
Response 1.1 
 
The first paragraph on page 4.8-1 in Section 4.8 Land Use and Policy Consistency has been 
revised as follows: 
 

The City of Lompoc has an incorporated area of approximately 12 square miles and is.  
The City of Lompoc is located in the western portion of Santa Barbara County. and is the 
nearest cities include Mission Hills, and Vandenberg Village are the nearest 
unincorporated communities., Buellton, and Solvang are the nearest incorporated cities. 
The City‘s urban development is clustered in a core area surrounded by rural open areas 
and agriculture.  The predominant land use in the City is residential, though the City 
includes a variety of commercial, industrial, and institutional land uses.   

 
Response 1.2 
 
The third paragraph on page 4.8-1 in Section 4.8 Land Use and Policy Consistency has been 
revised as follows: 
 

Land uses that surround the project site include a church to the north and residential 
land uses to the south (in the City of Lompoc) and east (in the unincorporated Santa 
Barbara County community of Mesa Oaks). In addition, there is a the vacant lot to the 
west of the project site is within the City and; however, the lot has been approved for 
the development of 476 homes (Burton Ranch Project).  Harris Grade Road defines the 
western boundary of the project site, while Purisima Road defines the southern 
boundary of the project site.  

 
Response 1.3 
 
The commenter suggests including a discussion of the City of Lompoc and Mission Hills 
Community Service District “overlap agreement”.  In response to this comment, the follow 
information has been added on page 4.8-4 in Section 4.8 Land Use and Policy Consistency: 
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Overlap Agreement between City of Lompoc and Mission Hills CSD 
The area north of the City of Lompoc adjacent to Harris Grade Road is known to as the 
“Wye” area.   It was determined by both the City of Lompoc and Mission Hills CSD that  
properties in the “Wye” area can be within the jurisdiction of both agencies.  The Mission 
Hills Community Services District (CSD) and City of Lompoc approved an “Annexation 
Agreement” in May 2000.  The agreement stipulated that Mission Hills CSD will provide 
water and sewer services and the City will provide other local services, such as police 
and fire protection in this area. Those who live in the homes that will be built in the 
overlap area will be residents of both the City of  Lompoc and the Mission Hills CSD.   

 
Response 1.4 
 
The commenter notes that the EIR discusses the ratio of City firefighters to City population and 
does not discuss the same ratio for County fire protection, and that the EIR does not state the 
distance from the fire stations to the project site.  The project site would be served by the City 
of Lompoc Fire Department and therefore information pertains specifically to Lompoc fire 
protection services.  As discussed in Section 4.10 Public Services, the Lompoc Fire Department 
would be able to adequately serve the project site.  In response to the comment regarding 
distance from the fire stations to the project site, the following information has been added to 
the first paragraph on page 4.10-1 in Section 4.10 Public Services:  
 

Fire protection and emergency medical services in the City of Lompoc are provided by 
the Lompoc Fire Department. The Department operates two (2) fire stations with eight 
(8) budgeted firefighters and a minimum staffing of seven (7) firefighters on duty 
between the two (2) stations. Station #1, which is also the administrative headquarters, 
is located at 115 South G Street and houses three (3) engines. Station #1 is located 2.8 
miles from the project site. Station #2 is located at 1100 North D Street and houses two 
(2) engines. Station #2 is located 1.8 miles from the project site.  Figure 4.10-1 shows 
the locations of the fire stations within Lompoc. The entire Department’s staffing 
consists of twenty-four (24) personnel (Personal Communication, Chief Stan Hart, 
Lompoc Fire Department, 2012). 
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Letter 2 
 
COMMENTER: Carly Wilburton, Air Quality Specialist, Santa Barbara County Air Pollution 

Control District (SBCAPCD) 
 
DATE:  January 8, 2013 
 
RESPONSE: 
 
Response 2.1 
 
The commenter accurately summarizes the project and notes a discrepancy in Table 4.2-5.  In 
response this comment, Table 4.2-5 on page 4.2-11 in Section 4.2 Air Quality has been revised 
as follows: 
 

Table 4.2-5  
Operational Emissions for the Proposed Project 

Source Maximum Emissions (lbs/day) 
ROG NOX PM10 

Area Source 12.97 0.04 0.02 
Energy 0.05 0.43 0.03 
Mobile 2.35 4.35 3.99 
Total 15.37 4.82 4.04 
Threshold (area + energy +mobile) 55 240 55 240 80 
Threshold Exceeded? No No No 
Threshold (mobile only)  25 25 n/a 
Threshold Exceeded? No No No 
Source: CalEEMod v.2011.1, modeling results contained in Appendix B. 
*indicates exceedance of a threshold 

 
Response 2.2 
 
The commenter suggests the use of dust control measures for construction activities pursuant 
to Rule 345.  As discussed in Impact AQ-1 in Section 4.2 Air Quality, the project would 
implement all applicable dust control measures.  The measures would be printed on all grading 
and building plans.   
 
Response 2.3 
 
The commenter notes that diesel powered construction equipment 50 brake-horsepower or 
greater require PERP certificates or APCD permits.  Construction equipment would comply with 
existing regulations and permits as applicable.  In response to this comment, the first 
paragraph on page 4.2-11 in Section 4.2 Air Quality has been revised as follows: 
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Project construction emissions would not exceed the 25-tons-per-year threshold under 
SBCAPCD Rule 202.F.3.  The proposed project would be required to incorporate 
construction emissions and dust control measures. In addition, all portable diesel fired 
engines rated at 50 brake-horsepower or greater will be required to have either a 
Portable Equipment Registration Program certification or an APCD permit prior to 
operation, which will further minimize diesel rated emissions.  All paving activities will 
be required to comply with Rule 329, which limits the Volatile Organic Compound (VOC) 
mixtures in paving materials.  These requirements would further ensure that 
construction-related air quality impacts would be less than significant. 

 
Response 2.4 
 
The commenter notes that small boilers and water heating units rated between 75,000 and 2.0 
million Btu/hr must comply with emissions limits and certification requirements of Rule 360.  
Any on-site boilers or water heating units associated with the project within the noted range 
would comply with Rule 360.  In response to this comment, the last paragraph on page 4.2-11 
in Section 4.2 Air Quality has been revised as follows: 
 

As shown in Table 4.2-5, the project would generate an estimated 15.37 pounds of 
ROG, 4.82 pounds of NOX, and 4.04 pounds of PM10 per day. No SBCAPCD thresholds 
would be exceeded; therefore, impacts would be less than significant. In addition, any 
boilers or water heating units rated between 75,000 and 2.0 million Btu/hr would be 
required to comply with Rule 360, which would further ensure that project emissions 
would be less than significant.   

 
Response 2.5 
 
The commenter suggests various greenhouse gas reduction measures. As discussed in Section 
4.6 Greenhouse Gas Emissions/Climate Change, the proposed project would not exceed the 
1,100 metric ton per year threshold and impacts would be less than significant.  No mitigation 
is required.  It should be noted that the project would be subject to the California Green 
Building Standards Code, which would ensure energy efficiency, water conservation and waste 
reduction.  In addition, the project would include the construction of a bus stop along Harris 
Grade Road, immediately adjacent to the project site, which would encourage the use of 
alternative transportation.   
 
Response 2.6 
 
The commenter notes that paving activities are subject to Rule 329.  All applicable project 
related paving activities would comply with Rule 329.   See Response 2.3 above. 
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Letter 3 
 
COMMENTER: Glen S. Russell PhD, Director, County of Santa Barbara Planning and 

Development 
 
DATE:   January 24, 2013 
 
RESPONSE: 
 
Response 3.1 
 
The commenter states that due to certification of the EIR for the proposed project in advance of 
annexation approval, the City may need to consider a subsequent EIR to reflect possible 
changes as a result of the annexation process.  The comment is noted.   
 
Response 3.2 
 
The commenter recommends that the proposed project should include a buffer to minimize 
aesthetic impacts similar to the development to the east, a density no greater than the existing 
4.6 units/acre, and that the EIR should analyze the potential aesthetic impacts to the area.  The 
proposed project would have a density of 4.4 residential units/acre, which is slightly lower than 
existing County zoning density.  The proposed residential structures would be set back 
approximately 25 feet from the property boundary and approximately 50 feet from the curb of 
Harris Grade Road and Purisima Road, which would limit visibility of the structures from these 
roadways.  Impact AES-2 in Section 4.1 Aesthetics discusses aesthetic impacts to the character 
of the area.  As discussed therein, these impacts are Class II, significant but mitigable.  
Mitigation measures include specific requirements for building design, building materials, 
landscaping and wall design to minimize aesthetic impacts.  In addition, Section 6.0 
Alternatives, analyzes an alternative with a  200 foot setback and increased density (Alternative 
3), which can be considered by City decision makers prior to approval.   
 
Response 3.3 
 
The commenter notes that Santa Barbara County no longer recommends use of interim 
“Greenhouse Gas Significance Determination Guidance”.  The County now recommends 
referencing San Luis Obispo Air Pollution Control District Greenhouse Gas Thresholds for all 
projects in Santa Barbara County.  In response to this comment, the following portions of 
Section 4.6 Greenhouse Gas Emissions/Climate Change have been revised. 
 
The third paragraph beginning on page 4.6-10 in Section 4.6 Greenhouse Gas 
Emissions/Climate Change has been revised as follows: 
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For future projects, the significance of GHG emissions may be evaluated based on 
locally adopted quantitative thresholds, or consistency with a regional GHG reduction 
plan (such as a Climate Action Plan). As neither the City nor the SBCAPCD has developed 
or adopted permanent GHG significance thresholds, this analysis is based on the County 
of Santa Barbara’s interim approach to evaluating GHG emissions. The County’s 
methodology to address climate change in CEQA documents is evolving. The County is 
currently working to develop an inventory of GHG emissions and a Climate Action 
Strategy and Climate Action Plan based on this data. Currently, Santa Barbara County 
recommends use of San Luis Obispo Air Pollution Control District (SLOAPCD) 
Greenhouse Gas Thresholds, as adopted in April 2012.   
 
Until County-specific data becomes available and significance thresholds applicable to 
GHG emissions are developed and formally adopted, the County recommends an interim 
approach to evaluating GHG emissions (Appendix B). This interim approach is SLOAPCD 
greenhouse gas thresholds are summarized in Table 4.6-1. 
 

Table 4.6-1  
County of Santa Barbara GHG Significance Determination 

Guidelines 

GHG Emission Source Category Operational Emissions 

Non-stationary Sources 
1,100 MT of CO2E/year 

OR 
4.6 MT CO2E/SP/year (residents + 

employees) 
Stationary Sources 10,000 MT/year 
Plans 6.6 MT CO2E/SP/year (residents + 

employees) 
Notes: SP = Service Population. 

Project emissions can be expressed on a per-capita basis as Metric tons of CO
2
E/Service 

Population/year, which represents the project’s total estimated annual GHG emissions divided by 
the estimated total number of new residents and employees that would result from development of 
a project. 
Neither BAAQMD nor Santa Barbara County includes any standards for construction-related 
emissions. 
http://www.sbcapcd.org/apcd/ceqa-ghg-faq.pdf
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Table 4.6-1 
GHG Significance Determination Criteria 

GHG Emission 
Source Category Operational Emissions 

Residential and 
Commercial Projects 

Compliance with Qualified GHG Reduction 
Strategy 

OR 
Bright-Line Threshold of 1,150 MT of 

CO2e/yr 
OR 

Efficiency Threshold of 4.9 MT CO2e/SP*/yr  
(Industrial )Stationary 
Sources 10,000 MT of CO2e/yr 
*SP = Service Population (residents + employees) 
For projects other than stationary sources, compliance with either a Qualified 
Greenhouse Gas Reduction Strategy, or with the Bright-Line (1,150 CO2e/ yr.) or 
Efficiency Threshold (4.9 MT CO2e/SP/yr.) would result in an insignificant 
determination, and in compliance with the goals of AB 32. The construction 
emissions of projects will be amortized over the life of a project and added to the 
operational emissions. Emissions from construction-only projects (e.g. roadways, 
pipelines, etc.) will be amortized over the life of the project and compared to an 
adopted GHG Reduction Strategy or the Bright-Line Threshold only. 

 
The County’s per-service population guideline is intended to avoid penalizing large 
projects that incorporate GHG-reduction measures such that they may have high total 
annual GHG emissions, but would be relatively efficient, as compared to projects of 
similar scale. However, this guideline is most appropriately used for large scale 
residential or commercial projects which would generate a large service population 
(defined as the sum of new residents and new employees that would result from a 
project). The proposed project is a relatively small residential development (44 units).  
As such, the 1,100 1,150 metric tons of CO2E year threshold is most applicable to the 
proposed project. Therefore, the proposed project would have a potentially significant 
contribution to GHG emissions if it would result in greater than 1,100 1,150 metric tons 
of CO2E/year (MT CO2E/year). 

 
Impact statement GHG-1 on page 4.6-13 in Section 4.6 Greenhouse Gas Emissions/Climate 
Change has been revised as follows: 
 

Impact GHG-1 The project would generate short-term as well as long-term GHG 
emissions. These emissions would incrementally contribute to 
climate change. However, project emissions would not exceed 
the 1,100 1,150 MT CO2E/year threshold. Impacts would be 
Class III, less than significant. 

 
The second paragraph on page 4.6-15 in Section 4.6 Greenhouse Gas Emissions/Climate 
Change has been revised as follows: 
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As indicated in Table 4.6-5, CO2E emissions associated with the proposed project 
would not exceed the 1,100 1,150 metric tons CO2E/year threshold of significance for 
non-stationary sources. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant.  

 
The last paragraph on page 4.6-22 in Section 4.6 Greenhouse Gas Emissions/Climate Change 
has been revised as follows: 
 

As indicated in Table 4.6-6 and Table 4.6-7, the proposed project would be consistent 
with CAT strategies and the 2008 Attorney General Greenhouse Gas Reduction 
Measures. In addition, as indicated in Table 4.6-5, the increase of GHG emissions 
associated with the project would be approximately 725 metric tons CO2E per year, 
which would not exceed Santa Barbara County’s interim significance determination 
guideline of 1,100 1,150 metric tons CO2E per year for non-stationary sources of 
GHGs. Therefore, GHG emissions from the proposed project would not be cumulatively 
considerable. 

 
Response 3.4 
 
The comment notes that the County’s Park, Recreation and Trails Map 5 shows a proposed trail 
corridor along Harris Grade Road and that the EIR should analyze the loss of the proposed trail.  
Map 5 indicates a “Proposed Open Road Trail” within the right of way of Harris Grade Road.  As 
described in Section 2.0 Project Description the proposed project would construct a five (5) foot 
wide concrete meandering pedestrian pathway, between the existing edge of Harris Grade Road 
and the project site.  This pathway would be consistent with the County’s proposed “Open Road 
Trail” along Harris Grade Road and would maintain pedestrian connectivity. Thus, annexation of 
this property into the City of Lompoc would not preclude development of the proposed “Open 
Road Trail” along the portion of Harris Grade Road adjacent to the project site.  It should be 
noted that no portions of the “Open Road Trail” in the project vicinity have been constructed.  
Environmental impacts associated with the construction of the pedestrian pathway are 
discussed throughout the EIR.  
 
Response 3.5 
 
The commenter recommends that the project incorporate pedestrian paths in the site design to 
allow for connectivity.  As described in Section 2.0 Project Description the project would include 
sidewalks throughout the development and a five (5) foot wide concrete pedestrian pathway, 
between the existing edge of Harris Grade Road and the project site.  The pedestrian pathway 
would span from the entrance to the project site along Garden Gate Lane and southward along 
Harris Grade Road to the intersection of Purisima Road and Harris Grade Road (refer to Figure 
2-3 in Section 2.0 Project Description.  
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Response 3.6 
 
The commenter notes that pursuant to Government Code Section 6584.07, if annexation occurs 
the City and the County will need to reach an agreement to transfer a portion of the County’s 
Regional Housing Needs Allocation to the City.  The City intends to work with the County to 
development this agreement at the time when the County and City prepare the tax exchange 
agreement as required by law.   
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Fire Department
"Serving the community since 1926"

HEADQUARTERS
4410 Cathedral Oaks Road

Santa Barbara, CA 93110-1042
(805) 681-5500 FAX: (805) 681-5553

Michael W. Dyer
Fire Chief
County Fire Warden
Christian J. Hahn
Deputy Fire Chief

January 16, 2013

Lucille T. Breese, AICP
City of Lompoc Planning Division
100 Civic Center Plaza
Lompoc, CA 93436

Dear Ms. Breese,

This letter is Santa Barbara County Fire Department's response to the draft Environmental Impact
Report for the Summit View Homes project. We are opposed to the detachment of the property from
the Santa Barbara County Fire Protection District. Santa Barbara County Fire Station #51 is located at
3500 Harris Grade Road. The Draft EIR states that Fire Station #51 is "approximately two miles north
of the project site"; the actual distance, however, is one mile. Our most conservative estimate (using
Geographic Information System mapping) shows that Engine 51's emergency response time to the
proposed development is at least three minutes faster than the closest Lompoc Fire Department engine.
Future residents of the Summit View Homes project would be best served by the closest available
emergency resource.

Sincerely,

Eric Peterson
Fire Marshal
Santa Barbara County Fire Department

Serving the cities ofBuellton, Goleta andSolvang, and the Communities o/Casmalia, Cuyama, Gaviota, Hope Ranch, Los
Alamos, Los Olivos, Mission Canyon, Mission Hills, Orcutt, Santa Maria, Sisquoc, Vandenberg Village
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Letter 4 
 
COMMENTER: Eric Peterson, Fire Marshal, Santa Barbara County Fire Department 
 
DATE:   January 16, 2013 
 
RESPONSE: 
 
Response 4.1 
 
The commenter notes that County Fire Station #51 is one (1) mile from the project site, not two 
(2) miles as stated in the EIR.  The commenter also noted that Station #51 would better serve 
the project due to its proximity.  The second paragraph on page 4.10-1 in Section 4.10 Public 
Services and Utilities has been revised as follows: 
 

The Santa Barbara County Fire Department has a fire station at 3510 Harris Grade Road, 
approximately two one miles north of the project site. 
 

Regarding service to the project site, upon annexation the project site would be located within 
the City of Lompoc and therefore the Lompoc Fire Department would provide fire protection 
service to the project site.  The primary Lompoc Fire Department station serving the project site 
is 1.8 miles away.  As discussed under Impact PSU-1 in Section 4.10 Public Services, the 
Lompoc Fire Department has stated that the project site is well within their five (5) minute 
response zone and adequate fire protection services can be provided.    
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Letter 5 
 
COMMENTER: Mark Luehrs, Development Review Engineer, Santa Barbara County Flood 

Control & Water Conservation District 
 
DATE:   January 18, 2013 
 
RESPONSE: 
 
Response 5.1 
 
The commenter notes that the project is located in the Mission Hills area which potentially has 
more restrictive basin volume requirements, and that per Flood Control Standard Conditions of 
Approval, the proposed basin shall be designed with a capacity of at least 0.07 acre feet per 
acre and a gravity bleeder line with a maximum outflow of 0.07 cubic feet per second.  The 
commenter also notes that the project should consider downstream impacts and that overland 
escape routes must be able to collect and convey flows from a 100-year storm. Because the 
project would be annexed into the City of Lompoc, the drainage system was designed to meet 
City of Lompoc engineering standards, which require that the system flow rate is lower than the 
post-project rate.  In addition, as described under Impact HWQ-3 in Section 4.7 Hydrology and 
Water Quality, existing culverts located in Harris Grade Road and Purisima Road have adequate 
capacity to convey 100-year peak flows from pre-project and post project-site conditions. In 
addition, with implementation of the proposed on-site detention basin, peak stormwater runoff 
from the site would be lower than pre-development conditions.   
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Letter 6 
 
COMMENTER: Bret A. Stewart P.E., Senior Development Engineering Manager, County of 

Santa Barbara Public Works Department 
 
DATE:   January 23, 2013 
 
RESPONSE: 
 
Response 6.1 
 
The commenter notes that if the annexation is approved by LAFCO, the applicant shall annex 
the full width of the fronting rights-of-way of Purisima Road and Harris Grade Road and the 
CMP intersection of Harris Grade Road and Highway 1 is now the responsibility of the City of 
Lompoc.  This comment does not pertain specifically to a physical environmental issue, but will 
be forwarded to City decision makers.   
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January, 28, 2013 
 
Lucille Breese, Planner 
100 Civic Center Plaza 
Lompoc, Calif. 93438-8001 
 
Re: Summit View Homes  
 
Ms. Breese, 
 
Since our last meeting held there in Lompoc for this project ( Jan. 25, 2013), I have spoken with the Elders 
Council here in Santa Ynez and they have asked me to resend our previous comments, along with our 
reasoning for our position. 
 
The SYBCI Elders Council would like to restate our original request for an XP1 on this project.  The 
Council makes this request based on the following; A pedestrian survey is not adequate enough to make a 
determination for the presence or absence of cultural material located within soils; the proximity of this 
project to other projects in the area that have identified cultural material within or on the perimeter of their 
proposed APE, as well as it’s accumulative impacts; recommendation by city’s own consulting 
archaeologist for an archaeologist and NA monitoring during construction; should only a discovery clause 
be the final mitigating measure will leave the responsibility for identifying cultural material up to an 
inexperienced equipment operator. 
 
It is for these reasons that the Elders Council strongly encourages the city of Lompoc and its planning 
commission to require that an XP1 take place prior to the permit approval. 
 
The Elders Council thanks you for this opportunity to comment on this project. Should you have any 
questions don’t hesitate to contact our office @ 805-688-7997. 
 
Thank you, 
 
 
Joe Talaugon, Chairman 
SYBCI Elders Council 
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Letter 7 
 
COMMENTER: Joe Talaugon, Chairman, SYBCI Elders Council 
 
DATE:   January 28, 2013 
 
RESPONSE: 
 
Response 7.1 
 
The commenter requests the preparation of an extended Phase I Archeological Survey Report.  
The extended Phase I report was completed in February 2013.  The extended Phase 1 report 
was undertaken to determine the presence or absence of potentially significant subsurface 
prehistoric archaeological materials within the proposed project area. On February 12 and 13, 
2013,  16 backhoe excavations were performed and systematically distributed throughout the 
10.05-acre project area. The excavations did not identify any potential subsurface prehistoric 
archaeological materials within the proposed project area. All excavations were monitored by 
Amado Romero of the Santa Ynez Band of Mission Indians. 
 
The results of the extended Phase I necessitated the following revisions to the EIR.  The 
following paragraph was added to page 4.4-9 of Section 4.4 Cultural Resources: 
 

Extended Phase I Archeological Survey. At the request of the Santa Ynez Band of 
Chumash Indians during the SB 18 consultation process, an extended Phase I Phase I 
Archeological Survey was performed in February 2013 by Dudek. The Phase 1 
Archaeological Investigation was undertaken to determine the presence or absence of 
potentially significant subsurface prehistoric archaeological materials within the 
proposed project area. On February 12 and 13, 2013, 16 backhoe excavations were 
performed and systematically distributed throughout the 10.05- acre project area. The 
excavations did not identify any potential subsurface prehistoric archaeological 
materials within the proposed project area. All excavations were monitored by Amado 
Romero of the Santa Ynez Band of Mission Indians. 

 
Beginning on page 4.4-10, Impact CR-1 in Section 4.4 Cultural Resources has been revised as 
follows: 
 

Impact CR-1 No known archaeological resources have been identified on the 
project site and the presence of unknown archeological 
resources is unlikely. However, if during excavation archeological 
resources or human remains are unearthed, potentially 
significant impacts could occur.  implementation of the proposed 
project could adversely affect previously unidentified 
archaeological resources and/or human remains.  Impacts would 
be Class II, significant but mitigable. 
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The project site is identified by the Lompoc General Plan as having a “high sensitivity zone” 
archaeological potential (as identified in Figure 4.4-1).  A Phase I Cultural Resource Survey was 
prepared for the project site by Rincon Consultants in August, 2012.  The Phase I Cultural 
Resources Survey concluded that no cultural resources are known to occur within the project 
area and no resources were identified adjacent to the project area that could be indirectly 
impacted. The CCIC records search did not identify any previously recorded archaeological sites 
but did identify one previously recorded isolated find within 0.5 mile of the project area. 
Moreover, the project site has been previously disturbed due to past agricultural activities and 
is unlikely to contain any shallow, subsurface artifacts. The extended Phase I Archeological 
Survey Report performed 16 excavations on the project site and found no evidence of 
subsurface archeological resources.  However, the proposed project would require excavation 
of soils up to approximately ten feet below the ground surface to construct the proposed 
detention basin near the southwestern portion of the site. Although such an event is unlikely 
based on the findings of the two Phase I reports prepared for the project site, This excavation 
could potentially unearth previously unidentified cultural resources. Therefore, encountering 
archaeological or paleontological resources, and/or human remains is possible.  Impacts would 
be potentially significant.   
 

Mitigation Measures.  The following mitigation measures are required to avoid potential 
impacts to as yet undiscovered cultural resources (archaeological) and/or human remains that 
could be present on the project site. 

 
CR-1(a)  Archaeological Monitoring of Construction Activities.  Archaeological 

monitoring of project related ground-disturbing activities shall be 
undertaken. In the event that cultural resources are exposed during 
project activities, the monitor shall be empowered to temporarily halt 
construction until the resource can be evaluated. At the conclusion of 
archaeological monitoring, a monitoring report summarizing the efforts 
and results shall be prepared and submitted to the City of Lompoc. 

 
CR-1(b)  Native American Monitoring of Construction Activities.  Native American 

monitoring of project related ground-disturbing activities shall be 
undertaken. A local Chumash group, such as the Santa Ynez Band of 
Chumash Indians, shall be retained to conduct Native American 
monitoring during construction. 

 
CR-1(ca)  Unanticipated Discovery of Cultural Resources.  If cultural resources are 

encountered during ground-disturbing activities, work in the immediate 
area shall halt and an archaeologist meeting the Secretary of the 
Interior’s Professional Qualifications Standards for archaeology (National 
Park Service 1983) shall be contacted immediately to evaluate the find. If 
the discovery proves to be significant under CEQA, additional work such 
as data recovery excavation may be warranted pursuant to CEQA Section 
21083.2.  In the event that unknown archaeological artifacts are 
encountered during grading, clearing, grubbing and/or construction 
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activities associated with the proposed project, work shall be stopped 
immediately in the vicinity of the find and the resource shall be evaluated 
by a City-qualified archaeologist.  An appropriate plan for the 
preservation of the artifacts from the site shall be prepared, and 
implementation of the plan shall be overseen by a City-qualified 
archaeologist prior to commencement of ground disturbing activities. If 
the discovery proves to be significant under CEQA, additional work such 
as data recovery excavation may be warranted pursuant to CEQA Section 
21083.2.   

 
CR-1(db)  Unanticipated Discovery of Human Remains.  If human remains are 

discovered during ground-disturbing activities, the State of California 
Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5 states that no further disturbance 
shall occur until the county coroner has made a determination of origin 
and disposition pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 5097.98. In 
the event of an unanticipated discovery of human remains, the Santa 
Barbara County Coroner shall be notified immediately. If the human 
remains are determined to be prehistoric, the coroner will notify the 
NAHC, which will determine and notify a most likely descendant (MLD). 
The MLD shall complete the inspection of the site within 48 hours of 
notification and may recommend scientific removal and nondestructive 
analysis of human remains and items associated with Native American 
burials. In the event that unknown human remains are encountered 
during grading, clearing, grubbing and/or construction activities 
associated with the proposed project, all excavation and ground 
disturbing work on or adjacent to the project site (or area of discovery) 
shall be stopped immediately in the vicinity.  The Santa Barbara County 
Coroner shall be contacted and the Native American Heritage 
Commission shall be notified immediately.  No further disturbance shall 
occur until the County Coroner has made a determination of origin and 
disposition pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 5097.98.  The site 
shall be evaluated by the most likely Chumash descendant identified by 
the Native American Heritage Commission and a City-qualified 
archaeologist.  

 
Significance After Mitigation.  With implementation of the above mitigation measures, 

potential impacts to undiscovered cultural resources and /or human remains would be reduced 
to a less than significant level. 

 
 c.  Cumulative Impacts. Cumulative development within the City of Lompoc per the 
Current Project List dated 2012 includes the addition of 583 residential units, 288,632 square 
feet of commercial space, and 130,265 square feet of institutional space. The proposed project, 
in conjunction with other planned and pending development in Lompoc, would may 
cumulatively increase the potential for cultural resources to be altered or damaged. However, 
the project’s contribution to cumulative impacts would be less than significant after 
implementation of Mitigation Measures CR-1(a-b).  In addition, B because the potential to 
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create adverse impacts to such resources depends on the nature of each proposed project, 
including its specific site and surroundings, cultural resource issues must be addressed on a 
case-by-case basis. The requirements placed on all new developments as described in Section 
4.4.1(f) of this EIR section, including any recommendations in site-specific cultural resource 
studies, would reduce cumulative impacts to a less than significant level. 
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Letter 8 
 
COMMENTER: Kenneth E. Marshall AICP, Principal, Dudek 
 
DATE:   January 25, 2013 
 
RESPONSE: 
 
Response 8.1 
 
Table 4.8-1 General Plan Policy Consistency on page 4.8-16 in Section 4.8 Land Use and Policy 
Consistency has been revised as follows: 
 

Public Services Element 

Policy 1.2. The City shall assure that 
sufficient capacity is available in the 
electrical system prior to approval of new 
development projects. 

Potentially Consistent. As discussed in Section 
4.10, Public Services and Utilities, Pacific Gas 
&Electric and Southern California Gas Company, 
and AT&T Verizon telephone company have 
adequate capacity to provide electricity and gas to 
the proposed project site. Impacts are Class III, 
less than significant.   

 
Response 8.2 
 
The commenter notes that the EIR concluded the project is “Potentially Inconsistent” with 
Housing Element Policy 1.11, as discussed on page 4.8-24 in Section 4.8 Land Use and Policy 
Consistency.  The City currently has an in-lieu fee program as an option when a project does 
not meet affordable housing requirements.  Because the project applicant could pay in-lieu fees 
to the City, this requirement would be addressed.  In response to this comment Table 4.8-1 
General Plan Policy Consistency on page 4.8-24 in Section 4.8 Land Use and Policy Consistency 
has been revised as follows: 
 

47



Summit View Homes Project EIR 
Final EIR Comments and Responses 

 
 

  City of Lompoc 
 

Housing Element 

Policy 1.11. With the exception of areas 
within the Old Town Redevelopment 
Project, Amendment No. 2 area, in all 
residential developments of ten units or 
more, at least 10% of all the units shall be 
affordable to target income groups. As an 
alternative to providing affordable 
housing on-site, the inclusionary 
requirement may be satisfied through 
other equivalent measures (e.g., 
production based on units of like size 
relative to numbers of bedrooms and 
bathrooms) including off-site 
construction, acquisition of affordability 
covenants on existing dwelling units, 
donation of land or payment of in-lieu 
fees. In accordance with State law, 
residential development 
projects within the Old Town 
Redevelopment Project, Amendment No. 2 
area shall provide 15% of new housing 
affordable to low- and moderate-income 
households with at least 40% of those 
units to be used by very low-income 
households. 

Potentially Inconsistent.  Consistent. The 
proposed project is the development of 44 single 
family residential units.  These units may not be 
considered affordable to moderate income target 
groups.  However, the project applicant could 
choose to pay the adopted in-lieu fees in 
accordance with the City’s fee program for 
affordable housing to offset the provision of 
affordable housing units or construct the 
inclusionary housing units.   

 
In addition, beginning with the first paragraph on page 4.8-26 in Section 4.8 Land Use and 
Policy Consistency the following has been revised.   
 

As shown in Table 4.8-1, the proposed project would be generally consistent with the goals 
and policies of the City’s General Plan, including but not limited to goals and policies 
related to economic development, conservation of resources and open space, air quality, 
the transportation and circulation system, and land use.  However, the project would not be 
consistent with inclusionary housing goals. No physical impacts to the environmental would 
occur as a result of this inconsistency. Ultimately, the determination for consistency is at 
the discretion of the City Council.   

 
Significance After Mitigation.  The proposed project is an allowed use under the 

Lompoc General Plan and Municipal Code. As shown in Table 4.8-1, the project would 
generally be consistent with adopted policies with incorporation of mitigation measures 
included in this EIR., with the exception of inclusionary housing policies. However, no 
physical impacts to the environmental would occur as a result of this inconsistency. In 
addition, the determination for consistency is at the discretion of the City Council.  
Therefore, impacts would be less than significant without additional mitigation.  

 
Response 8.3 
 
Please see the revision in Response 8.2 above.   
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Response 8.4 
 
The commenter requests that the EIR include a discussion of the EIR prepared for the Lompoc 
2030 General Plan Update.  The 2030 General Plan EIR evaluated potential future residential 
development on the project site as the “Wye Residential Expansion Area D”, and provided a 
programmatic assessment of the potential impacts of such development, which was assumed to 
include 46 single-family residential units.  This programmatic evaluation was not based on a 
specific site plan or timing of development, in contrast to this EIR, which evaluates the specific 
development application for the Summit View Homes Project.  It should be noted that while the 
EIR for the 2030 General Plan Update was certified for the purposes of adopting the Housing 
Element, the EIR has not been certified for the purposes of adopting the General Plan Land Use 
Element, and the Land Use Element itself has not yet been adopted.   
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Letter 9 
 
COMMENTER: David Compton, Biologist, Dudek  
 
DATE:   January 17, 2013 
 
RESPONSE: 
 
Response 9.1 
 
The commenter summarized various mitigation measures and conclusions from Section 4.3 
Biological Resources of the EIR.  The commenter concurs with the conclusion that less than 
significant impacts would occur to the American Badger.  The commenter disagrees with the EIR 
that the mountain plover has a low potential to occur on the project site and states that this 
species does not have any potential to occur on the project site.  The commenter requests that 
the mountain plover is removed from the list of species with potential to occur on-site, 
included in Table 4.3-5, and that additional language is provided to further support that the 
American badger has a low potential to occur.   
 
The mountain plover was identified in the California Natural Diversity Database five-mile radius 
search performed for the project site and is therefore included in Table 4.3-5 and discussed 
accordingly in the EIR.  The EIR accurately states that the mountain plover has a low potential to 
occur primarily due to marginal foraging habitat.  There is no evidence presented to support 
removal of this species from the list of species with the potential to occur.   
 
Section 4.3 Biological Resources page 4.3-29 states that during the reconnaissance level survey 
no suitable badger burrows were observed and the species has a low potential to occur on-site.  
It is also stated that due to domestic disturbances, the species is unlikely to occur.   
 
Response 9.2 
 
The commenter concurs with other conclusions and mitigation measures contain in Section 4.3 
Biological Resources.  No further response is necessary.   
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Letter 10 
 
COMMENTER: David Stone RPA, Cultural Resources Manager, Dudek 
 
DATE:   January 25, 2013 
 
RESPONSE: 
 
Response 10.1 
 
The commenter summarizes the Central Coast Information Center (CCIC) record search 
objectives and the results contained in Section 4.4 Cultural Resources of the EIR.  The 
commenter states that the EIR improperly includes the results of the CCIC records search within 
Impact CR-1 because that information should only be included in the Environmental Setting.  
The CCIC records search results are described in the methodology section of Section 4.4 
Cultural Resources to detail the approach to collecting supporting evidence used in the 
analysis.  Impact CR-1 summarizes the results of the CCIC search detailed in the methodology 
section because this information provides the basis for the conclusions of the impact analysis.   
 
Response 10.2 
 
The commenter states that the EIR did not include all the information from the CCIC records 
search, consistent with the referenced objectives of the records search.  The EIR sufficiently 
summarized the results of the CCIC records search.  As stated in CEQA Guideline Section 
15147, the EIR needs only include summarized technical data and relevant information 
sufficient to permit full assessment of significant environmental impacts.   
 
Response 10.3 
 
The commenter reiterates that the CCIC records search needs to be clearly expressed in terms 
of the objectives of the records search.  See response 10.2. The commenter summarizes key 
findings of the CCIC records search and states that the EIR needs to be revised to clearly 
indicate that substantial evidence provided by the CCIC records search indicates that the 
potential for unknown archeological resources is low.  Section 4.4 Cultural Resources detailed 
and summarized the results of the CCIC records search and concluded, based on the CCIC 
results, that the project site is “unlikely to contain any shallow, subsurface artifacts”.  Moreover, 
the extended Phase I Archeological Survey performed 16 excavations on the project site up to 
depths of 60 inches.  Because the project would require excavation up to 10 feet below the 
surface, it is possible that unknown archeological resources could be unearthed, as it is not 
possible to conclude with absolute certainty that no subsurface resources could be found 
during construction.  The EIR prescribes mitigation measures accordingly.  Please note that the 
results of the extended Phase I Archeological Survey Report were incorporated into Section 4.4 
Cultural Resources.  Please see the additional revisions in Response 7.1.    
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Response 10.4 
 
The commenter summarizes communication with Mr. Freddie Romero of the Santa Ynez Band 
of Chumash Indians, as contained in Section 4.4 Cultural Resources.  As discussed therein, Mr. 
Romero stated that the proposed project site  is sensitive because it may contain subsurface 
archeological resources.  The commenter provides information to counter Mr. Romero’s 
assertions by summarizing results of archeological studies within the project vicinity, including 
two (2) cultural resource studies performed in the project vicinity that indicate no subsurface 
archeological resources have been found in the area.   The commenter states there is no factual 
basis for Mr. Romero’s statements and that there is not a high potential for unknown 
archeological sites within the project area.  Section 4.4 Cultural Resources contains a summary 
of Mr. Romero’s comments during the SB 18 consultation process for informational purposes.  
The purpose of the SB 18 process is to engage Native American tribes in the planning process 
to ensure their concerns are considered. It is important to note that the evidence provided by 
the Phase I Cultural Resource Study and the extended Phase I Archeological Survey Report form 
the basis for the conclusions of the EIR.   
 
Response 10.5 
 
The commenter states that the results of the field survey should be further detailed.  The 
commenter states that there is no discussion as to the reliability of the survey and that it is 
assumed the survey was undertaken with professional standards.  The field survey was 
performed by a professional archeologist and with professional, state of the practice 
procedures.  In response to the comment regarding the field survey, the following information 
has been added to the fifth paragraph on page 4.4-9 in Section 4.4 Cultural Resources: 
 

Rincon archaeologists conducted a cultural resources survey of the project area on 
August 21, 2012. The project area was surveyed using transects oriented north-south 
and spaced no greater than 10 meters apart. All exposed ground surface was examined 
for artifacts. (e.g., flaked stone tools, tool-making debris, stone milling tools, ceramics, 
fire-affected rock [FAR]), ecofacts (marine shell and bone), soil discoloration that might 
indicate the presence of a cultural midden, soil depressions, and features indicative of 
the former presence of structures or buildings (e.g., standing exterior walls, postholes, 
foundations) or historic debris (e.g., metal, glass, ceramics).  Ground disturbances such 
as burrows and drainages were visually inspected. Ground visibility during survey was 
somewhat poor (roughly 30%) due to the presence of planted hay and wild vegetation.  
No cultural resources (archaeological or historic built environment) were observed 
within the project area.  

 
Response 10.6 
 
The commenter states that the EIR misinterprets Figure 4.4-1 in Section 4.4 Cultural Resources.  
The EIR correctly states that Figure 4.4-1 is identified as an area with high archeological 
potential.  The precise terminology used in the General Plan figure is “high sensitivity zone”.  It 
is important to note that the EIR does not base its conclusions on Figure 4.4-1 alone.  The 
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sentence subsequent to the commenter’s citation states “The Phase I Cultural Resources Survey 
concluded that no cultural resources are known to occur within the project area and no 
resources were identified adjacent to the project area that could be indirectly impacted.”  In 
addition, the results of the extended Phase I Archeological Survey also support the conclusions 
of the EIR.  In response to this comment, the following revisions have been made for 
clarification purposes.  The first two (2) sentences of the first paragraph on page 4.4-9 in 
Section 4.4 Cultural Resources have been revised as follows: 
 

The project site is identified by the Lompoc General Plan as having a “high sensitivity 
zone” archaeological potential (as identified in Figure 4.4-1).  A Phase I Cultural 
Resource Survey was prepared for the project site by Rincon Consultants in August, 
2012.  The Phase I Cultural Resources Survey concluded that no cultural resources are 
known to occur within the project area and no resources were identified adjacent to the 
project area that could be indirectly impacted.   

 
The commenter stated that the Phase I report should provide evidence that there is low 
potential for unknown archeological resources to occur.  The Phase I report provides evidence 
that there are no known resources on the project site.  In addition, the extended Phase I 
Archeological Survey provides evidence that no subsurface resources occur at the 16 excavation 
location and at depths up to 60 inches. It is not possible to make any absolute conclusions 
regarding unknown cultural resources until excavation occurs at the precise construction 
location.  In addition, construction activities would require excavation up to a depth of 10 feet.  
As a result, the EIR concludes that while no known cultural resources occur on the project site, 
it is possible, though unlikely, that unknown resources, including human remains, may be 
unearthed during grading, as the project would require excavation up to 10 feet. As a result, 
the EIR prescribes mitigation measures accordingly.  Please see revisions to Section 4.4 Cultural 
Resources in Response 7.1.   
 
Response 10.7 
 
The commenter states that there is no factual basis for the EIR to conclude that “archaeological 
or paleontological resources, and/or human remains is possible”.  Refer to Response 10.6.   
 
Response 10.8 
 
The commenter disagrees with the EIR’s conclusion regarding unknown cultural resources and 
states there is no nexus to require construction monitoring as mitigation.  The commenter 
notes that nearby properties concluded that impacts to cultural resources were less than 
significant.  The commenter states there is no legal basis for requiring Mitigation Measures CR-
1(a) and CR-1(b).  Please note that Mitigation Measures CR-1(a) and CR-1(b) have been 
removed from the EIR based on the findings of the extended Phase I Archeological Survey 
Report.  Refer to Response 10.6 and 7.1.  Please note that the conclusions of environmental 
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review documents for nearby project sites are conclusions specific to those project sites and 
the construction activities that would occur for those projects.   
 
Response 10.9 
 
The commenter states that Mitigation Measures CR-1(a) and CR-1(b) need to be revised to be 
consistent with standard conditions of approval language.  As noted in Response 10.8, these 
mitigation measures have been removed. The remaining mitigation measures have been revised 
to be consistent with the City’s standard mitigation language for cultural resources.  See 
Response 7.1.   
 
Response 10.10 
 
The commenter states the cumulative impact analysis in Section 4.4 Cultural Resources does 
not discuss the project’s contribution to potential cumulative impacts on cultural resources and 
therefore does not comply with Section 15130(a)(3).  In response to this comment, the 
cumulative impact analysis on page 4.4-11 in Section 4.4 Cultural Resources has been modified 
as follows: 
 

Cumulative development within the City of Lompoc per the Current Project List dated 
2012, includes the addition of 583 residential units, 288,632 square feet of commercial 
space, and 130,265 square feet of institutional space. The proposed project, in 
conjunction with other planned and pending development in Lompoc, would may 
cumulatively increase the potential for cultural resources to be altered or damaged. 
However, the project’s contribution to cumulative impacts would be less than significant 
after implementation of Mitigation Measures CR-1(a-d).  In addition, B because the 
potential to create adverse impacts to such resources depends on the nature of each 
proposed project, including its specific site and surroundings, cultural resource issues 
must be addressed on a case-by-case basis. The requirements placed on all new 
developments as described in Section 4.4.1(f) of this EIR section, including any 
recommendations in site-specific cultural resource studies, would reduce cumulative 
impacts to a less than significant level. 

 
The commenter states that the project’s impact on cultural resources is appropriately 
characterized and concurs with the cumulative impact conclusion. No further response is 
necessary.   
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Letter 11 
 
COMMENTER: Lane’s End Homeowners, Private Citizens 
 
DATE:   January 26, 2013 
 
RESPONSE: 
 
Response 11.1 
 
The commenter summarizes various concerns with the EIR and lists specific requests regarding 
project design.  These items are detailed later in the comment letter.  Specific responses to 
these concerns are provided below.   
 
Response 11.2 
 
The commenter states that the EIR did not address impacts to existing views from existing 
homes and expressed concern regarding decreased home values.  Please note, CEQA Guideline 
15131 states that economic effects of a project shall not “be treated as significant effects on 
the environment”, and therefore the EIR does not consider economic impacts in the analysis. In 
addition, CEQA requires an analysis of impacts to public views and public scenic resources, not 
private views.  As a result, the EIR analysis focuses on impacts to public views from Purisima 
Road and Harris Grade Road, as well as impacts to scenic resources as designated by the City of 
Lompoc General Plan.   
 
The project site is zoned by Santa Barbara County for residential development.  The proposed 
project is consistent with the intended land use for the site and would result in a similar density 
as currently allowed by existing zoning (4.4 units/acre).  Proposed structures would range 
between a maximum of 20 and 24 feet in height.  The proposed project would be required to 
adhere to the City’s Architectural Review Guidelines regarding views and obstructions. The 
City’s Architectural Review Guidelines, which are codified in Section 17.104.050 of the Lompoc 
Zoning Ordinance, include the various guidelines which would further reduce impacts. 
Architectural character/building design standards include considerations relative to 
neighborhood compatibility, residential infill development, views and obstructions, exterior 
colors, materials, lighting, and accessory equipment.   Nevertheless, this comment will be 
forwarded to City decision-makers for their consideration.   
 
Response 11.3 
 
The commenter provides various options for additional mitigation for the proposed project to 
minimize aesthetic impacts, such as height requirements, siting requirements, and massing 
requirements.  As noted above, CEQA requires an analysis of impacts to public views and public 
scenic resources, not private views.  As a result, the EIR analysis focuses on impacts to public 
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views from Purisima Road and Harris Grade Road, as well as impacts to scenic resources as 
designated by the City of Lompoc General Plan.  The City’s Architectural Review Guidelines, 
which are codified in Section 17.104.050 of the Lompoc Zoning Ordinance, regulate such 
features of a project. Architectural character/building design standards include considerations 
relative to neighborhood compatibility, residential infill development, views and obstructions, 
exterior colors, materials, lighting, and accessory equipment.   Nevertheless, these mitigation 
requests will be forwarded to decision makers for their consideration.   
 
Response 11.4 
 
The commenter requests the construction of 100-foot wide greenbelt as an element of the 
proposed project.  Please note that the proposed project would provide a 30-foot buffer from 
the property line.  This would provide an effective buffer of approximately 50-feet from the 
nearest existing structure in the Lane’s End subdivision to the nearest structure in the Summit 
View Homes subdivision.  Please note that the EIR evaluates the project a proposed, as well as a 
range of reasonable alternatives that would meet most of the project objectives and reduce 
impacts.  Since effects on private views and privacy are not considered an impact under CEQA, 
evaluation of an alternative that provides a larger buffer is not warranted in this context.  
Nevertheless, this  request will be forwarded to City decision-makers for their consideration.   
 
Response 11.5 
 
The commenter states that Santa Barbara County development standards require multiple 
ingress/egress points for areas with 30 or more homes located in a high fire hazard area and 
requests that the primary access point be relocated to Purisima Road.  The precise language of 
Santa Barbara County Development #1(L)(1) states that for “ subdivisions involving five or more 
lots [in high or very high fire hazard area], two routes of ingress and egress shall be required to 
provide emergency  access unless alternate mitigation is provided by the applicant and 
approved by the fire chief or his designee.” Please note the proposed project would be annexed 
into the City of Lompoc and therefore Santa Barbara County development standards would not 
apply.  The Lompoc Fire Department would serve the project site.  The Lompoc Fire Department 
has reviewed the proposed project and has not identified a concern with regard to emergency 
access.  The proposed project would include a secondary emergency access point from 
Purisima Road, as shown on Figure 2-3 in Section 2.0 Project Description.   
 
Regarding revisions to the access way from Garden Gate Lane to Purisima Road, please note 
that the proposed project site is legally entitled to use Garden Gate Lane for access to the 
project site through an easement granted to the subject property by St. Mary’s Episcopal 
Church. 
 
The commenter asks whether the access road will be maintained by the City of Lompoc or 
Lane’s End Housing Association.  As a  condition of the easement granted by St. Mary’s 

73



Summit View Homes Project EIR 
Final EIR Comments and Responses 

 
 

  City of Lompoc 
 

Episcopal Church, the property owners of Summit View would be responsible for joint 
maintenance of Garden Gate Lane.   
 
The commenter requests that construction equipment enter from Harris Grade Road or 
Purisima Road.  As noted above, primary access will be provided by Garden Gate Lane.  
Construction equipment entering from Harris Grade Road or Purisima Road would cause 
hazardous conditions for daily drivers, as these roads provide no ingress/egress points or 
turnouts for construction equipment and would be spaced close to the intersection of Harris 
Grade Road/Purisima Road.  In such a scenario, construction equipment would be required to 
slow and stop in the right hand lanes of Purisima Road and Harris Grade Road.   
 
Response 11.6 
 
The commenter requests the timeframe for “peak hour” traffic as discussed in the traffic study 
prepared for the proposed project and whether the traffic study reflects traffic volumes 
associated with the existing church on Garden Gate Lane.  Peak hour traffic is defined as the 
hours between 7:00 AM and 9:00 AM and 4:00 PM and 6:00 PM.  The traffic counts for the 
traffic study were taken during both of these time periods.  Figure 4.11-2 in Section 4.11 
Transportation and Circulation of the EIR shows existing traffic volumes at the intersection of 
Harris Grade Road and Garden Gate Lane during peak hours.  Any traffic generated by the 
church during these times would be reflected in these traffic volume counts and reflected in the 
traffic projections (existing plus project conditions).  It is important to note that traffic during 
the peak hour reflects the time of the day when traffic volumes are highest.  While the church 
may generate traffic on Sunday, it is at a time when roadways typically have low traffic volumes.  
Traffic volumes on Garden Gate Lane during the peak hour are expected to generally be higher 
than traffic volumes during the most heavily traveled hour on a Sunday morning.  As a result, 
the traffic study and Section 4.11 Transportation and Circulation reflect a reasonable worst case 
scenario.    
 
Response 11.7 
 
The commenter correctly notes that left turn traffic volumes from Garden Gate Lane onto Harris 
Grade Road during peak hour period would increase from 20 vehicles to 43 vehicles.  The 
commenter asks why this would only result in an increased delay of 1.3 seconds.  The delay 
would only increase by 1.3 seconds because the additional 23 estimated vehicle trips from the 
project would be distributed over the peak period.  Not all trips would occur at the same time, 
thus minimizing delay.  In addition, traffic volumes along Harris Grade Road are relatively low 
and do not cause substantial delay when turning left from Garden Gate Lane.  Please refer to 
the traffic volume calculations as appended to the traffic study for detailed calculations.   
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Response 11.8 
 
The commenter requests that primary access to the proposed project be relocated to Purisima 
Road.  See Response 11.5.     
 
Response 11.9 
 
The commenter expresses concern with regard to construction dust and requests dust control 
measures.  The project would implement mandatory construction dust control measures.  
Please refer to page 4.2-9 in Section 4.2 Air Quality for all dust control measures that will be 
implemented by the project.   
 
Response 11.10 
 
The commenter expresses concern with the density of the proposed project and requests a 
reduction in density and a study to determine the average lot size and density of surrounding 
areas.  Please note the existing zoning density of the proposed project site, as zoned by the 
County, is 4.6 residential units/acre.  The proposed project would include a density of 4.4 
residential units/acre, which is slightly lower than existing County zoning density and 
consistent with the definition of Low Density Residential density as established by the City of 
Lompoc.  The permitted zoning density  of the Lane’s End subdivision and the subdivision to 
the north, as zoned by the County, is also 4.6 residential units/acre.  The Lane’s End 
subdivision was built to a density of 2.8 units per acre.  While the Lane’s End subdivision is 
built to a lower density than that proposed by the Summit View project, both densities fall 
within the definition of Low Density Residential.   
 
Response 11.11 
 
The commenter expresses support for Alternative 4, as described in Section 6.0 Alternatives of 
the EIR.  Comment noted.  The commenters requests various modifications to Alternative 4, 
such as an 18 foot height limits and a 100-foot buffer. As noted above, CEQA requires an 
analysis of impacts to public views and public scenic resources, not private views.  The City’s 
Architectural Review Guidelines, which are codified in Section 17.104.050 of the Lompoc 
Zoning Ordinance, include various guidelines that regulate such features of a project.  
Nonetheless, these requests will be forwarded to decision makers for their consideration.   
 
Response 11.12 
 
The commenter summarizes previous comments.  See previous responses.   
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Letter 12 
 
COMMENTER: Geremy Salts PE, Principal Engineer, Penfield & Smith 
 
DATE:   January 24, 2013 
 
RESPONSE: 
 
Response 12.1 
 
The commenter notes that the project would be served by City of Lompoc Electric upon 
annexation, not PG&E.  In response to this comment, the following revisions have been made.   
 
The paragraphs on page 4.10-10 in Section 4.10 Public Services and Utilities have been revised 
as follows: 
 

Pacific Gas & Electric (PG&E) provides electrical service throughout central and northern 
California. PG&E utilizes a variety of energy sources to generate electricity, including 
natural gas, nuclear energy, renewable energy, and hydroelectric plants. PG&E maintains 
a large network of transmission and distribution infrastructure throughout the area in 
order to provide electrical power and service to its customers. On an average day, PG&E 
provides power and natural gas to approximately 15 million people in a 70,000 square-
mile service (Pacific Gas & Electric, August 2012). In 2010, 71% of California’s electricity 
supply came from within the state, while 21% came from the Southwest and 8% came 
from the Pacific Northwest (California Energy Commission, August 2012). Currently, 
there is no electricity demand from the project site.  
 

The City of Lompoc owns its electrical utility.  The City of Lompoc would provide 
electricity to the proposed project site.  Lompoc Electric provides standard electrical 
service to residential, commercial and industrial land uses within the City.  The 
electricity is comprised of multiple sources, including renewable sources.  Lompoc 
Electric is close to meeting the renewable energy goal set by Governor Arnold 
Schwarzenegger of 33 percent by the year 2020. The City’s portfolio includes 
approximately 31 percent renewable energy. The City of Lompoc has achieved this goal 
by signing a long-term contract to purchase a larger amount of geothermal-generated 
energy, which is primarily produced at plants in Lake County, California. In addition, the 
City also purchases energy generated by a dam on the Stanislaus River. As a member of 
the Northern California Power Agency (NCPA), the City of Lompoc owns a portion of 
both the Lake County plants and the dam on the Stanislaus River. 
 

Telephone service in the City of Lompoc is provided by numerous providers, including 
AT&T Verizon and Comcast. As public utilities, SCGC, PG&E, and telecommunications 
providers are under the jurisdiction of the California Public Utilities Commission. 
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According to California Public Utilities Code Section 451, public utilities have an 
obligation to serve the public and are required by law to “furnish and maintain…service 
as necessary to promote the safety, health, comfort, and convenience of its patrons, 
employees, and the public.” As a result, utility providers are required by law to provide 
service to any member of the public living within the utility’s service area who has 
applied for service and is willing to pay for the service and comply with the utility’s rules 
and regulations. 

 
Impact statement PSU-9 10 in Section 4.10 Public Services and Utilities has been revised as 
follows: 
 

Impact PSU-9 The proposed project would require electricity, telephone, 
and gas service. Pacific Gas &Electric City of Lompoc Electric, 
Southern California Gas Company, and AT&T Verizon 
telephone company have adequate capacity to provide 
electricity, phone, and gas to the proposed project site. 
Therefore, impacts would be Class III, less than significant. 

 
The proposed project would include 44 residential units. Based on the average 
household natural gas consumption rate of 5,338 cubic feet per month, the proposed 
44 residential units are projected to demand approximately 832,728 234,872 cubic feet 
per month, or 234,872 2,818,464 cubic feet per year of natural gas. In addition, based 
on the average household electrical consumption factor of 5626.5 kilowatt hours (kWh) 
per residential dwelling unit per year, 156 44 residential units would demand 
approximately 247,556 kWh or 0.25 megawatt hours (mWh) per year. 
 
Although the proposed project would create additional demands on natural gas, 
telephone, and electricity supplies and distribution infrastructure, these demands would 
be within the service capabilities of AT&T Verizon (AT&T, 2012 Verizon, 2013), Southern 
California Gas (Spencer, 2012) and City of Lompoc Electric (Fabing, Lompoc Utility 
Department, 2012).  PG&E (Zinakorjian, 2012). As such, the project would not require 
major new sources of natural gas or electricity such that new or expanded gas or 
electricity power plants would be required. Natural gas distribution pipelines required to 
serve the project would need to be installed on-site. The installation of these pipelines 
would be the responsibility of the applicant. Similarly, electrical infrastructure would 
need to be installed on-site to serve the project. The installation of this infrastructure 
would be the responsibility of the applicant. These on-site utilities would be 
constructed as a part of the proposed project. The environmental impacts of the 
proposed project are discussed throughout this EIR. Therefore, the proposed project 
would have less than significant impacts on natural gas, telephone and electricity supply 
and infrastructure. 
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Response 12.2 
 
The commenter notes that Lot 46, which includes all parking, walkways and roads totals 2.24 
acres not 2.79 acres as shown in Table 2-2.  Please note that the calculation of 2.79 acres of 
roads/parking/walkways includes the existing secondary emergency access road on the project 
site, in addition to the proposed improvements.   
 
Response 12.3 
 
The commenter suggests including additional information pertaining to parking.  In response 
to this comment, the following revisions have been made to Table 2-2 in Section 2.0 project 
description.   
 

80



Summit View Homes Project EIR 
Final EIR Comments and Responses 

 
 

  City of Lompoc 
 

Table 2-2 
Proposed Summit View Project Summary 

Lot Size 10.05-acres 
Residential Units 44 

Lot Access Garden Gate Lane at the north of the project site.  
Density 4.4 units per acre 

Project Footprint 

Building coverage: 2.39-acres (based on preliminary architectural 
design) 
Roads/Parking/Walkways: 2.79-acres 
Landscaping: 4.1-acres 
Open Space: 0.77-acres 
TOTAL: 10.05-acres 

Parking 88  in garage spaces (in addition to two spaces in each driveway) 
Community 
Amenities 

Pedestrian connectivity and walkability 
On-site open space recreational area 

 
Response 12.4 
 
The comment requests minor changes to language describing the proposed stormwater 
system.  In response to this comment, the second paragraph on page 2-7 in Section 2.0 Project 
Description has been revised as follows: 
 

Stormwater Infrastructure.  One of the open space lots on the southwest corner of the 
project site would be used for stormwater detention and infiltration, refer to Figure 2-4 
Proposed Drainage Plan.  Stormwater runoff would be detained in this basin to reduce 
peak runoff levels at or below those of the undeveloped site condition. The basin would 
have a total volume of approximately 20,000 cubic feet and would be constructed of 
graded earth with 4:1 side slopes and a concrete spillway for overflow.  Stormwater 
runoff from the project site would be collected in an existing 21-inch reinforced 
concrete pipe (RCP) culvert, at the southwest corner of the property that is currently 
conveyed under Purisima Road to the south and would continue in a culvert under 
Highway 1 to the west, eventually leading to the Santa Ynez River.  Runoff would also be 
collected from by an existing 24-inch RCP culvert, and conveyed under Harris Grade 
Road and Highway 1, eventually leading to the Santa Ynez River.  

 
Response 12.5 
 
The comment requests minor changes to language describing the stormwater system.  In 
response to this comment, the third bullet point on page 2-7 in Section 2.0 Project Description 
has been revised as follows: 
 

 At the intersection of Harris Grade Road and Purisima Road: An Americans with 
Disability Act (ADA) compliant pedestrian ramps would be added. Also, an existing 
grated inlet with a curb opening catch basin would be replaced.   
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Response 12.6 
 
The commenter requests that the language regarding exports of soil in Section 2.0 Project 
Description changed from not “required” to not “expected”.    It is important to note that the EIR 
relied upon the assumption that no soil exports would occur.  In response to this comment, the 
last paragraph on page 2-7 in Section 2.0 Project Description has been revised as follows: 
 

Initial subdivision improvements, including the construction of roadways, utility 
infrastructure and drainage improvements would be constructed in a single phase upon 
approval of the project.  No import or export of soils is required proposed.  The 
development of residences would proceed based upon market demand.    

  
Response 12.7 
 
The commenter requests that the language on page 4.7-6 in Section 4.6 Hydrology and Water 
Quality be changed from “design” approval to “project” approval.  Please note the use of the 
term “design” is intended in this statement as it refers to the design of the proposed drainage 
system, not project approval.   
 
Response 12.8 
The commenter correctly notes that the project site is within the Mission Hills Community 
Service District service area.  In response to this comment, the second paragraph in Section 
4.10 Public Services and Utilities has been revised as follows:   

 
f.  Water Supply. The Mission Hills Community Services District (MHCSD) 

would provide water services to the project. The project site is within the MHCSD sphere 
of influence, though it is not currently within the MHCSD service area.  
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Letter 13 
 
COMMENTER: Dave Singleton, Native American Heritage Commission  
 
DATE:   December 18, 2013 
 
RESPONSE: 
 
Response 13.1 
 
The commenter summarizes various regulations pertaining to Native American cultural 
resources.  The project has complied with these regulations as applicable.  The lead agency (the 
City of Lompoc) has performed SB 18 consultation with applicable tribes so as to involve tribes 
early in the planning process.  In addition, a Phase I and Extended Phase I Cultural Resource 
Evaluation were prepared for the proposed project.  As discussed under Impact CR-1 in Section 
4.4 Cultural Resources, the project would not impact known cultural resources, and is unlikely 
to impact unknown cultural resources.   
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