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COMMENTS AND RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
 

INTRODUCTION 
 

This section of the Final MND presents copies of comments on the Draft MND received in written form 

during the public review period, and provides the City of Lompoc’s responses to those comments.  Each 

comment letter is numbered, and the issues within each comment letter are also bracketed and 

numbered.  Comment letters are followed by responses which are numbered in corresponding fashion for 

each comment letter. 

 

The City's Responses to Comments on the Draft MND represent a good faith, reasoned effort to address 

the environmental issues identified by the comments.  Under the CEQA Guidelines, the City is not 

required to respond to all comments, but only to respond to those comments that raise environmental 

issues. Case law under CEQA recognizes that the City need only provide responses to comments that 

are commensurate in detail with the comment itself.  In the case of specific comments, the City has 

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

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

comment does not violate CEQA if the response would be cumulative to other responses.   

 

AGENCIES AND INDIVIDUALS THAT COMMENTED ON THE DRAFT MND 
 

Letters commenting on the information and analysis in the Draft MND were received from the following 

parties:  

 

Letter No. 1 State of California – Governor's Office of Planning and Research 

Letter No. 2 State of California – Department of Transportation 

Letter No. 3 City of Lompoc Utility Department 

Letter No. 4 Santa Ynez Band of Chumash Indians 
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Letter No. 1  State of California – Governor's Office of Planning and Research 
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Letter No. 1  State of California – Governor’s Office of Planning and Research 

 

Response 1 

 
The Office of Planning and Research (OPR) is simply indicating that the City has complied with State 

Clearinghouse public review requirements.  This comment is acknowledged.  Because this comment 

does not address the content of the Draft MND, no further response is required.  
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Letter No. 2 State of California – Department of Transportation 
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Page 3 

 

 
 

 



Comments and Response to Comments 

Chestnut Crossing 7  Final MND – SCH 2006031105 
LOM 552 / ZC 05-06 / DR 05-36  June 2006 

Letter No. 2 State of California – Department of Transportation 

 

Response 1 

The Postmile references do not appear to be adjacent to the project site, however the applicant has been 

advised to consult with Caltrans regarding required improvements. 
 
Response 2 

The traffic study found no significant impacts according to City thresholds.  Caltrans desires to maintain 

operations at LOS C-“D or better according to the Caltrans traffic study guidelines.  All of the intersections 

within the study area are forecast to operate at LOS C or better, meeting both the City’s standards and 

the Caltrans target LOS. 

 

Response 3 

As shown on Figure 9 (page 16), 80% of the project traffic was assigned to H Street.  572 trips are 

assigned to H Street north of the site and 472 trips are assigned to H Street south of the site.  This 

represents about 80% of the total project traffic (total project = 1,293).  All of the intersections along H 

Street are forecast to  operate at LOS C or better, meeting the Caltrans LOS C-D target level. 

 

 Response 4 

It is unclear at this time whether the commercial portion of the mixed use project will be used as office or 

retail, so two trip generation scenarios were calculated and the scenario with the highest trip generation 

was analyzed.  This is consistent with CEQA worst case requirements.  

 

Response 5 

Both schools were in session on December 7, 2005, the day that the traffic counts were conducted. 

 

Response 6 

Traffic volumes at Postmile 19.25 is the junction of SR 1 – SR 246 at the east end of town (adjacent to 

the Home Depot store) and not relevant to the study area analyzed for the Chestnut Crossing project. 

Postmile 20.57 is at the H and Ocean intersection.  The Caltrans 2003 volume is 16,600 ADT on Ocean 

east of H Street and 14,300 ADT on H Street north of Ocean Avenue.  The Caltrans 2004 volume is 

17,300 ADT on Ocean east of H Street and 15,400 ADT on H Street north of Ocean Avenue.  These 

volumes are slightly higher than those reported in the traffic study.   The 14,300 to 17,300 ADT volumes 

reported by Caltrans for Route 1 are well within the capacity of Ocean Avenue and H Street, both are 

four-lane arterials which have the capacity to carry upward of 40,000 ADT.  Peak hour traffic creates the 

heaviest demand upon the circulation system and the lane configuration at intersections  is the limiting 
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factor in roadway capacity.  Therefore, peak hour intersection capacity analyses address “worst-case” 

conditions.,  The traffic study found that all of the study area intersections are forecast to operate at LOS 

C or better at all scenarios.  This meets the Caltrans LOS C-D target level. 

 

Response 7 

Labeling the figures would provide additional information but would not change the results of the traffic 

impact study. 

 

Response 8 

This comment notes that additional information may be required if an encroachment permit is required 

from Caltrans for project improvements along H Street.  No response is required. 
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Letter No. 3 City of Lompoc Utility Department 

 

Response 1 

Requested edits to the MND have been made.  These revisions do not change the less than significant 

conclusion of the MND.  No further response is required. 

 

 

Response 2 

This comment pertains to the Coastal Meadows Infill Development and not the Chestnut Crossing Mixed 

Use Development.  No response is required. 

 

 

Response 3 

This comment pertains to the Coastal Meadows Infill Development and not the Chestnut Crossing Mixed 

Use Development.  No response is required. 
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Letter No. 4 Santa Ynez Band of Chumash Indians 

 

Response 1 
 
Standard conditions of approval for the project require that the work on the project will be stopped and the 

City and Tribe be notified of any cultural or archaeological items unearthed during the construction. 

 
Response 2 

The location of the proposed mixed use project has been significantly disturbed.  There are buildings on 

the site and underground tanks were in place and have been removed.  There are minimal landscape 

areas but the majority of the area has been disturbed. Conditions of approval require that the work will be 

stopped and the City and Tribe will be notified if any cultural or archaeological items are unearthed during 

the construction. 
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