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SECTION 0.1: PREFACE TO RECIRCULATED EIR

This document is a recirculated Draft SubsequeRt (HEIR) for a proposed project at the Auto Club
Speedway in unincorporated San Bernardino Coudfgacant to the City of Fontana. The original Draft
SEIR (SCH 2008081077) was circulated for publiageavfrom July 9 to August 24, 2009. All interested
persons and organizations had an opportunity duhirsgtime to submit their written comments on the
Draft SEIR to the County of San Bernardino. Thes@mments along with their responses are located in
Appendix G. The original Draft SEIR addressed ps#ul revisions to noise standards contained in the
approved Speedway Planned Development (PD). Towoped revisions to noise standards constituted
proposed Revision #11 to the Speedway PD.

As a result of the comments on the original DrafilFS along with the County’s responses to those
comments, as well as a tentative ruling of the Sap€ourt of the State of California for the Coymif
San Bernardino issued in October 2009 that ovestlithe environmental documentation prepared for
Revision #9 to the Speedway PD, the County of Sam&dino determined that the Subsequent DEIR
for the Auto Club Speedway should be recirculatadfiblic review and comment.

The Court’s October 2009 tentative ruling foundt ttiee Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND), which
provided environmental clearance for Revision #8, mbt adequately address environmental impacts
associated specifically with noise from the draipsiRevision #9 included approval for the permdnen
operation of the drag strip at its current locatinrthe northern portion of the Speedway facilinda
removed the prohibition of racing activities in kiag lots 3-10. As a result, the MND and the Cotsty
approval of Revision #9 have been set aside umiDA& documentation addresses noise impacts at a
permanently relocated drag strip. The original DISEIR for proposed revisions to Speedway noise
standards simultaneously analyzed noise assoaiatikedhe proposed noise standard on the existirad ov
track and at the drag strip at its location northth® oval track. However, the Court’'s October 2009
ruling rescinded the County’s approval in Revisi®for the drag strip to be permanently operateatkin
current location north of the oval trdcRhus, the project description within the recieted Draft SEIR
has been revised to explicitly include permanelucetion and operation of the drag strip on themor
side of the oval track. While the impacts of op@@the drag strip at its north location pursuanthe
proposed noise standards had already been acgurapebsented throughout the original Draft SEIR,
that document was based on the premise that thg strip had County approval to operate on a
permanent basis pursuant to existing noise staadaitls, the recirculated Draft SEIR was revised to
reflect the premise that the existing drag strigmof the oval track was legally constructed spitesent
location pursuant to the previously approved tempouse permit, but does not currently have a valid
permit to operate.

When Revision 4 to the Speedway PD, which redefitiel operations occurring at the Speedway
facilities to be all part of the Speedway Event €enwas approved in 2004, both the County and the
Speedway believed that Revision 4 eliminated refege to “premier weekends,” creating a year-round
event center with a single set of PD noise starsdtdrat would apply to all events at the SpeedwasnEv

Center. Specifically, both the County and SpeedWaleved that Revision 4 established the noise
standards for all activities at the Speedway asiBB Lmax and 65 dBA L, With the adoption of

Revision 4 in 2004, the Speedway Event Center octeduoperations under this assumed single PD
noise standard. However, in October 2009, the Clound that the County and Speedway were both
wrong in their understanding of Revision 4, tha Speedway-specific noise standards containedein th

! A temporary use permit had been approved by SamaB#ino County authorizing relocation of the dséip from
its previous location south of the oval track, imtthg construction of the drag strip at its predecation north of
the oval. Thus, the Court’'s October ruling reseihthe County’s approval to operate the drag puiiguant to
Revision #9, but not authorization to construct it.

Revised Noise Standards for Auto Club Speedway SCH 2008081077
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Section 0.1
Preface to Recirculated SEIR (continued)

Speedway PD applied only to six premier race wedseand that all other operations were required to
meet the Countywide noise standards containedeirCthunty’s Development Code. Although discussed
generally in the original Draft SEIR, revisions wanade to the project description in the recir@adat
Draft SEIR to more explicitly reflect that the etxigy PD noise standard applies to six premier wedge
and that the proposed standard would apply togdtations at the Speedway event center, eliminating
the concept of “premier weekends.”

Mitigation that was included in the original Dr&EIR, limiting noise levels to 100 dBA Lmax measlre

at 550 feet from the Speedway to a cumulative tofdl hour per day over 35 racing days per year and
85 dBA Lmax measured at 550 feet from the Speedwrathe balance of Speedway operations, has been
incorporated into the proposed noise standard enréftirculated SEIR. In addition, during the public
comment period, a comment was raised regardingcmeglithours of operation of the drag strip. In
response to this comment, the noise standard waeckin the recirculated Draft SEIR to limit howfs
operation for the drag strip from 10am to 7pm whacing non-gasoline powered vehicles. Therefore,
the noise standard that is being proposed as Ravisl and being analyzed in this recirculated Draft
SEIR is as follows:

¢ For standard operating days (i.e., 330 days pen.yasstandard of 85 dBA Lmax measured at
550 feet from the Speedway property line would bpliad to all permitted activities at the
Speedway Event Center from 7 AM to 11 PM. This démd would not apply to: emergencies,
accidents, and activities such as fireworks andrafi, rail, airship, and helicopter operations.
[This revision would remove the intermediate L-lestandards (e.g.,5k Lso, €tc.).]

¢ For the remaining 35 days per year, a standard®fdBA Lmax measured at 550 feet from the
Speedway property line would be applied to all p#ad activities and vehicles at the
SpeedwayFor each of those 35 days, the time that noiseldeseceed 85 dB Lmax would be
limited to the hours between 10 AM and 7PM oveumuative maximum total of 60 minutes
per day during the Speedway's permitted operatieigod. These days would be scheduled in
advance with the County. This standard would nmmblya to: emergencies, accidents, and
activities such as fireworks and aircraft, raiship, and helicopter operations. [This revision
would remove the intermediate L-level standardg. (¢;s, Lsq, etc.).]

Noise measurements would be conducted accorditbetanonitoring protocol kept on file with the
County and included in Appendix E of this SEIR.

During the public comment period, a comment wasatiasserting that the County’s General Plan Noise
Element is inadequate because it does not incldaenbise contours for the Speedway. As a resudt, th
project description has been revised in the reldted Draft SEIR to include an amendment to thesbloi
Element of the County General Plan that will add lcdntours of the Speedway’s noise levels. Approval
of the proposed revisions to Speedway noise stdadsarcontingent upon Board of Supervisors approval
of that proposed General Plan Amendment.

Additionally, as of the 2003 Addendum to the 199R,Eacing activities were prohibited in parkindgdo
3-10. In June 2006, the County granted a Tempduary Permit allowing for the relocation of the drag
strip at Parking Lots 6 and 8 and the temporaryafigbat drag strip operation. As part of the mregd
Revision 11, the PD conditions of approval woulddpecifically revised to remove any restriction on
racing within the facility and allow for racing agties at any location at the Speedway Facilityars

as it meets the proposed noise standard (i.eesgided above, 100 dBA Lmax measured at 550 éeet f
a_cumulative 1 hour per day over 35 racing days 8ndiBA Lmax at 550 feet for the balance of
Speedway operations).

Revised Noise Standards for Auto Club Speedway SCH 2008081077
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Section 0.1
Preface to Recirculated SEIR (continued)

Additional revisions to the original Draft SEIR d¢amed in this Recirculated Draft SEIR include the
following.

+ Modification to the Project Alternatives. As a risaf the revision to the project description, the
No Project Alternative was revised to specify thia# drag strip would not be permanently
operated at its northern location.

Additionally, a new alternative was added to analyhether the drag strip in its northern
location could meet current noise standards. Tihésrative was found to be feasible but would
not meet the project’s objectives.

¢ Removal of the noise mitigation limiting noise l&/exceeding 85 dBA Lmax to a cumulative
total of one hour per day over a total of 35 dagsy®ar. This mitigation was incorporated into
the proposed noise standard and is now part girihject description in the recirculated SEIR.

¢+ Addition of a noise mitigation measure as a resfitomments received on the EIR. Mitigation
Measure 4.2-1 (construction of a 20-foot high sowmdl) was added and would further reduce
noise impacts, but not to below a level of sigm@ifice. Evaluation of the potential impacts
associated with construction of the sound wall wB® added to the recirculated Draft SEIR.
Impacts associated with construction of the wadl discussed in Section 4.2 and have been
found to be less than significant.

¢ Reuvision and creation of new noise contours (Fig4r&-1 through 4.2-7 and newly added 3-2,
4.2-9 and 4.2-10) is in response to comments onotiginal Draft SEIR regarding noise
evaluations.

+ Modification/clarification and addition of projeobjectives.

The additions and changes in the proposed projace hesulted in new information that was not
available for the public to review during the pgbleview period of the original Draft SEIR. Althgiu
the changes in project description, environmerdgkebne, mitigation measures, and alternatives hate
changed the conclusions contained in the originedftDSEIR with respect to significance after
mitigation, the County has decided that revisiamshe original Draft SEIR warrant recirculation af
revised draft SEIR ("Recirculated SEIR") for theposed project. Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section
15088.5(f)(2), the County requests that revieweng their comments to the revised chapters oripost

of the Recirculated SEIR, as indicated by underdind strikeout. Revised Figures will be indicasesd
such on the graphic. The original figures are idelli in Appendix H of this Recirculated SEIR. In
addition, Appendix E has been revised and AppesdieG, and H are new and comments will be
accepted on these appendices.

Responses to comments received during the origimalilation period are included in Appendix G.

Upon completion of the circulation period for theediculated SEIR, the County will respond to

comments received during the recirculation perioal trelate to the chapters or portions of the Draft
SEIR that were received and recirculated.

Revised Noise Standards for Auto Club Speedway SCH 2008081077
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

a INTRODUCTION

This recirculatedraft Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (D&&HtR or Draft Subsequent EIR)
has been prepared to evaluate the environmentattefbissociated with theroposed project, which
includesrevisions to the noise standards for the Plannede@pment (PD) for the Event Center at the
Auto Club Speedway, which initially operated as tDalifornia Speedway, then as the California
Speedway Event Center, until it was renamed in 20G8e Auto Club Speedway. For the remainder of
this Draft SEIR, the Auto Club Speedway under itg'ent or former names will also be referred tohas
“Speedway”.

The Auto Club Speedway occupies approximately Sf@saof land at 9300 Cherry Avenue, within the
unincorporated area of San Bernardino County (Gounthe Speedway is located in the southwestern
section of the County, north, south and west ofCitg of Fontana, and east of the cities of Ontara
Rancho Cucamonga.

The proposed project includes a revision to thee8way PD as follows:

+ Permanent operation of the drag strip in its nahjHecation

¢ Revision of the PD noise standard to limit noiseels to the following:

o0 For standard operating days (i.e., 330 days per)yeastandard of 85 dBA Lmax
measured at 550 feet from the Speedway propeywiould be applied to all permitted
activities at the Speedway Event Center from 7 AM1 PM. This standard would not
apply to: emergencies, accidents, and activitiesh sas fireworks and aircraft, rail,
airship, and helicopter operations. [This revisiaould remove the intermediate L-level
standards (e.g.,,k Lsq, €tc.).]

o For the remaining 35 days per year, a standardofdBA Lmax measured at 550 feet
from the Speedway property line would be appliedlt@ermitted activities and vehicles
at the Speedway-or each of those 35 days, the time that noiseldesrceed 85 dB
Lmax would be limited to the hours between 10 AM @nPM over a cumulative
maximum total of 60 minutes per ddyhese days would be scheduled in advance with
the County. This standard would not apply to: emacies, accidents, and activities
such as fireworks and aircraft, rail, airship, dmelicopter operations. [This revision
would remove the intermediate L-level standardg. (&;s, Lso, €tC.).]

Noise measurements would be conducted accorditlgetanonitoring protocol kept on
file with the County and included herein as Appearidi

+ Removal of the prohibition of racing activitiesparking lots 3-10.

The project also includes an amendment to the Gefdasin Noise Element to include Ldn contours for
the Speedway operations.

The proposed noise standard revision involves ag#éo the allowable maximum noise level associated
with Speedway operations during 35 days a yeaafoumulative total of one hour per day between the
hours of 10 AM and 7 PMas approved by the County as part of the addppedway PD. Under the
approved PD, noise levels up to 85 decibels (dB)alowed at the nearest noise-sensitive receptor
(which is a legal, nonconforming residence locapgdroximately 570 feet from the northern boundary
of the Speedway) during premier events (six angyallThe revised noise standard would allow a

Revised Noise Standards for Auto Club Speedway SCH 2008081077
Recirculated Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Report Page S-1



Executive Summary (continued)

maximum noise level of 100 dB at 550 feet from duge of the Speedway property during 35 days a
year for a cumulative total of one hour per dayween the hours of 10 AM and 7 PMnd include
removal of intermediate L-level standards and ac@ss for measuring and reporting noise levels from
the Speedway. This revised noise standard wodlideictly allow the operation of racing vehicle das

that could meet the new standard. The operatingshof the Speedway would remain the same (7 AM
to 11 PM, 365 days per year), with the exceptioa éifnitation on hours between 10 AM and 7 PM for
vehicles that produce maximum noise levels grahtar 85 dB measured at 550 feet from the Speedway
facility . All infrastructure and operations at the Speegdaee expected to remain unchanged. No
improvements to the existing facility are proposadth the exception of a sound attenuation wall
included as Mitigation Measure 4.2-1

The proposed—neise-standaiD revision constitutes a “projéttunder the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) and the State CEQA Guidelinetn compliance with CEQA and the CEQA
Guidelines, this Recirculated DEIR will serve asiaformational document intended for use by the
County, decision-makers, responsible and trustea@es, interested parties, and members of the@ene
public in evaluating the potential environmentdkefs of the revised noise standard. This documasit
been prepared in accordance with all criteria, ddeds, and procedures of CEQA, as amended, (Public
Resources Code Section 21000 et seq.), the Sta@AGQGEuidelines (Title 14 California Code of
Regulations Section 15000 et seq.), and the Caaif@¥ QA Guidelines. Per Section 21067 of CEQA
and Sections 15367 and 15050 through 15053 of thiee £EQA Guidelines, the County will need to
approve the proposed revisionsise-standarés an amendment to the PD Permit for the Auto Club
Speedway and the proposed Amendment to the GePlaralNoise Elementhus, is serving as the Lead
Agency under whose authority this Recirculated D&&IR has been prepared.

Environmental Review Process

As part of the environmental review process forghgject, an Initial Study was prepared by the Gpun

to determine the potential environmental impactshef proposed noise standard and the environmental
issues likely to have significant adverse effecdsoaiated with approval and implementation of the
revised noise standard. The Initial Study is patedi in Appendix A. The analysis in the Initial Sgud
indicated that the revised noise standard wouldrestlt in new or significant adverse effects oa th
environmental issue areas, with the exception &feno

Impacts of the existing Speedway operations wemvipusly analyzed in the EIR prepared for
development of California Speedway (SCH 940820&etifed on May 2, 1995), the Initial Study and
Addendum to the EIR that analyzed revisions reldtedhe operating hours of the Speedway, name
change addltlonal lighting, and anC|IIary even%and—m—h%étudy—&nd—Mmgafeed—Negaeve
ab-strip.While a temporary use permit was in
place for relocatlon of the draq strip to the no&rtﬁe of the oval track, an Initial Study and Méigd
Negative Declaration was processed for the perntaoperation of the relocated drag strip. This
revision (Revision 9) was approved in 2007. An &by a party opposing the drag strip relocatios wa

! § 21065 of the CEQA statutes defines a projechasactivity which may cause either a direct phglsihange in
the environment, or a reasonably foreseeable icdphkysical change in the environment, and whicang of the
following:

(a) An activity directly undertaken by any publigeacy.

(b) An activity undertaken by a person which ismuped, in whole or in part, through contracts,nggasubsidies,
loans, or other forms of assistance from one orerpaoblic agencies.

(c) An activity that involves the issuance to agoer of a lease, permit, license, certificate, tieoentitlement for
use by one or more public agencies.

Revised Noise Standards for Auto Club Speedway SCH 2008081077
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Executive Summary (continued)

denied by the County Board of Supervisors in 2008 ctober 2009, the Superior Court of the State of
California for the County of San Bernardino isswetentative ruling, finding the MND that provided
environmental clearance for Revision #9 did notgadéely address environmental impacts associated
specifically with noise from the drag strip. Thexedf, the drag strip approval was set aside unétjadte
CEOQA documentation is completed. This SEIR is id&sh to provide environmental clearance for
permanent operation of the drag strip in additmthe revision to the proposed noise standards.

The proposed noise standard could facilitate a@hamoperations at the Speedway, which could fead
greater noise levels in the project area. The atgpaf these changes were not analyzed in previous
environmental documents. Also, the analyses inprevious EIR were broader in scope than the
potential impacts that would be specifically asated with the revised noise standards. Since the
proposed noise standard was not considered in riops EIR and environmental documents, the
County determined that a Supplemental EIR was redui

In accordance with CEQA, the County‘s published airdulated a Notice of Preparation (NOP) of a
Draft Supplemental EIR on August 20, 2008 (Apperi)x to inform other agencies, special districts,
surrounding cities, and interested individuals thatCounty intends to prepare a Supplemental &iR f
proposed change to the noise standard for the Blib Speedway. The mailing list is provided in
Appendix C.

The purpose of the NOP was to solicit guidance franous agencies regarding the scope and content o
the environmental information to be included in tBapplemental EIR. Agencies and individuals
receiving copies of the NOP had 30 days to respdddncerns raised in the responses to the NOP are
presented in letters provided as Appendix D to #HIR. Based on comments received, the County
determined that preparation of a Subsequent, ratier a Supplemental EIR, was the appropriate
documentation to meet CEQA requirements. Issu@sedain comment letters pertaining to
environmental effects of the project have beeneskird in this Subsequent EIR.

After completion of the Draft Subsequent EIR, tleewment would be subject to a 45-day public review
period from July 9, to August 24, 2009, during whicomments on the environmental analysis were
accepted._The responses to these comments andedah Appendix G of this Recirculated SEIR.

a PROJECT LOCATION AND SETTING

The proposal would revise the RB-neise-standdrith regulates development and operation of th® A
Club Speedway, a 570-acre racing facility locatexbtwof Cherry Avenue, south of the BNSF railroad
tracks, east of the West Valley Materials Recoveagility (MRF) and the Etiwanda-San Sevaine Flood
Control Channel, and north of the California Stadlstries facility.

The County of San Bernardino covers approximat@yl@0 square miles and includes 24 incorporated
cities. The project site is located in an unincogbed County area generally defined by the San
Bernardino (I-10) Freeway on the south, the Ontérith) Freeway on the west, Foothill Boulevard on
the north and Citrus Avenue on the east. EtiwaDdzek runs from north to south along the western
section of this area, with the Etiwanda-San Sevé&ioed Control Channel running along the western
site boundary. To the west, the cities of Ontand Rancho Cucamonga border the unincorporated area
where the Speedway is located; the City of Fontamders the area to the north, east and south.

This unincorporated area is relatively flat, witlsleght slope to the south and southwest. Thia aras
historically developed with heavy industrial usesjuding the Kaiser Steel Mill (in 1942) and th&I8F
railroad tracks, surrounded by low-density residérareas. Newer light industrial and warehousesus
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have come into the area, including the Speedwayctwbccupies a large part of the area), around the
start of the 2% century. The area is now developed with a milanfl uses, with some residential areas
at the northern and eastern sections, and predathinadustrial areas at the western, southern and
central portions. Adjacent land uses include tN&SB railroad to the north, Cherry Avenue to the,ghe
West Valley Materials Recovery Facility (MRF) aine tEtiwanda-San Sevaine Flood Control Channel to
the west, and California Steel Industries to tha&ttso Various industrial and warehouse uses sud th®
Speedway, with residential uses farther to thehnant east; scattered vacant lots and detentiditiégcto

the west, and schools to the northeast and eastio8 2.0 Environmental Settingpf the SEIR discusses
the project area and adjacent land uses in grdateil.

The Auto Club Speedway occupies approximately 5di@saof land developed with a two (2)-mile,
D-shaped, oval track, a pit area, suites, accegs,vaad associated facilities in the center. A 83;8eat
grandstand is located south of the oval. A midwéh restaurants, entertainment, and display faedi
are located south of the grandstand. The faali$p has a motorcycle track, drag strip, and aarmxt
cart track. There are 93,880 seats in the maimdgtand, with 4,500 permanent seats and
1,500 temporary bleacher seats in the infield m@adse, and 1,500 temporary bleacher seats adjaxent
the drag strip. Surface parking for 36,866 velsiaklocated at the center of the track and ardbed
periphery of the site, with access gates off Chaxgnue, Napa Street, and San Bernardino Avenue.

(| PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Because the existing noise environment in the ptoggea exceeded the County’s noise standards,
specific standards for Speedway operation weredbksiti@d as part of the PD in 1995. Based on recent
noise monitoring in the area, the Speedway apptarsccasionally exceed the current PD noise
standards but this cannot be adequately confirmedi@ significant ambient interference. Thus, s&o0
standard that could easily be implemented, mordiosnd enforced and that could accommodate
activities at the facility, without posing healthZards to adjacent land uses and sensitive resepias
been proposed.

The proposed revision to the noise standard wobéthge the maximum allowable noise level during
Speedway operations for 35 days per year for a atiwe total of one hour per each of those days
between the hours of 10 AM and 7 RiYd include a procedure for measuring and reportaige levels
from the Speedway. Currently, the Speedway'’s nstigedards are based on a set of five (5) noisddev
for the maximum level (Lmax) and varying duratid@§, 15, 5, and 1-minute intervals) at nearby land
uses. The Speedway proposes a new standard afBL@@ 35 days per year for a cumulative total of
one hour per each of those days between the hdut® AM and 7 PMmax-at-any-one-timeto be
measured at 550 feet from the property line ofSpeedway. This will result in an increase in maxim
allowable noise level from 85 dB at the nearestsitie receptor (currently a residence located
approximately 570 feet north of the facility) foremier events (6 annuallgnd would eliminate
intermediate L-level standards for the 30-, 15-aBd 1-minute intervals. This standard would apgply
all permitted activities covered in the Speedway, PDluding racing and testing on the oval and drag
strip, activities during filming, speaker ampliftcan, and crowd noise. Noise measurements ar@to b
conducted according to established County protocol.

While no changes to Speedway operations are prdptise new noise standard is expected to allow a
broader range of vehicle classes to use-the-evéhldeag strip. Specifically, the approved PD for the
Speedway states that no alcohol, nitromethanepjacket powered classes of vehicles are allotwed
run, unless documentation showing compliance wita established Speedway noise standards is
submitted to and approved by the County. Proposédions to the noise standard would allow velsicle
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powered by alcohol, nitromethane, jet and rocket fa operate on the drag strip if demonstrateti¢et
the proposed noise standard

Project Objectives
The main objectives of the revised noise standeidde the following:

¢ To provide for health-based noise standards fore®pay operations that will permit
exhibitions, performances (including concerts), aacing with a full range of NASCAR, Indy
car, and drag racing vehicles in a manner congisti¢h protecting public health

¢ To provide for an easily enforceable and consisteathod of noise measurement to ensure
consistent, reliable, and documented applicatiathefstandard (e.g., a protocol for measurement
and reporting of field measurement)

¢ To provide a venue allowing a greater range of alekithat will increase the revenue drawing
capability of the drag strip and expand its fan atidndance base.

¢ To permanently operate the drag strip at its moshemically viable location while maintaining
the Midway’s current location and additional retgiportunities at the south side of the oval
track.

¢ Bring the County of San Bernardino General PlansBdilement into compliance with state law
(Section 65302(f) of the Government Code) by ad@pgedway-related Ldn noise contours.

Section 3.0Project Description of the SEIR discusses the proposed revisionddth noise standards in
greater detail.

a SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS AND MITIGATION

The analysis in the Initial Study prepared for thisject shows that the proposed projegise-standard
for-the-Speedwalrb-is not expected to have any significant adversér@mwmental impacts with respect
to land use and planning, population and houshagsportation and circulation, air quality, geolamnd
soils, hydrology and water quality, biological raswes, cultural resources, mineral resources,
agricultural resources, public services, recreatitifities, aesthetics and visual quality, anddrdz. See
Section 8.0 for additional analysis of these topitéowever, the analysis indicates that the proposed
noisestandardrojecthas the potential for direct and indirect sigrafic adverse noise impacts.

The analysis in this SEIR concluded that adoptiérthe proposed noise standard would result in

significant unmitigated impacts. The mitigation @ presented in this SEIR would be implemented as
part of the revised noise standards for the SpegdiMawever, noise impacts would continue to exceed
County standards even after mitigation.

Table S-1 Summary of Environmental Impacts and Mitigatioeagures,summarizes the potential
environmental impacts of the proposed profasise-standal, as analyzed in Section 4Bnvironmental
Impact Analysispf this SEIR. The table also provides the mitigatineasure proposed to avoid or
reduce potentially significant adverse impacts. e T$ignificance of environmental impacts after
implementation of the mitigation measure is prodidethe last column of Table S-1.
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TABLE S-1

SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL |MPACTS AND MITIGATION M EASURES

Environmental Impacts

Mitigation Measures

Level of Significance
After Mitigation

Impact 4.2-1: Permanent operation of th

eMitigation Measure 4.2-1: Before the firg

t Noise levels exceeding

drag strip in its current location north of the

drag strip use that includes vehicles that

85 dBA Lmax would be

oval track would exceed noise levels beyon

dwill exceed 85 dBA Lmax as measured &

tallowed for a total of 35

levels currently determined to be an
acceptable level of nuisance by the County

550 feet from the Speedway property, th

Ehours per year between

Speedway shall construct a 20-foot soun

dthe hours of 10AM and

Board of Supervisorand in excess of the

attenuation wall along the one-quarter m

I&PM. Noise impacts

current County Development Code noise lin

niesngth of the drag strip. The sound

for L-max and intermediate L-levels.

would remain significant
after mitigation

attenuation wall shall be architecturally
treated to prevent resonance and echo filom
the adjacent railroad and shall have

appropriate aesthetic qualities as approv|

ed

by the County.
Impact 4.22: The proposed noise
standard for the Speedway PD would allow|an
increase in noise levels beyond levels
currently determined to be an acceptable leyel
of nuisance by the County Board of
Supervisors and in excess of the current
County Development Code noise limits for Il-
max and intermediate L-levels.
Noise—lncreases-in-noise levels-are-expectetiitigation-Measure-4-2-—Potential Noiselevels-exceeding
with-the propesed-neise-standard. inereases-in-huisance-noise-levels-shall| HH0-dBA-Lmax-would-be
reduced-by-limiting-the-number-of- days | allowedfor-a-total-of35
tmpact 421 The proposed-hoise exceeding-the Lmaxto-35-days-in-any | heurs-peryealNoise
standard-forthe Speedway-PD-would-allow [asalendaryear-For-each-of those-35-daypimpacts-woudld-remain
increase-in-noise-levels-beyond-levels the-time-that noise-leleexceed-85-dB | significantafter
currently determined-to-be-an-acceptableleybnax{up-to-a-maximum-of 100-dBA mitigation.
ofnuisance-byHe County Beard-of Emax)-shall-be limited-to-a-cumulative
Supervisors. total-of-60-minutes-during-the-Speedway's
a | RREVERSIBLE ENVIRONMENTAL CHANGES AND UNAVOIDABLE ADVERSE IMPACTS

The proposed noise standard is not expected to feareversible environmental changes. No
construction activities are proposed as part ofréivised standard, with the exception of constomctf

a sound attenuation wall as required in Mitigatideasure 4.2-1As discussed in Section 4.2, no
potential impacts associated with constructionhe wall would occur. No significantdemand for
aggregate resources, building materials, energy/|abor for construction would occur. Also, nognd
disturbance, beyond construction of the sound wwadlld occur and no changes in the physical
environment would occur. No change to the on-gié®logy, hydrology, biological and cultural
resources, mineral and agricultural resources, igmav characteristics of the Speedway property or
adjacent areas is expected. Also, no change itatlteuse, population, and demand for public sesyic

infrastructure systems, and public facilities ageassary to implement the proposed project.

Unavoidable adverse noise impacts are expectedubedhe revised noise standard would allow both
County standards and current Speedway PD stantaius exceeded. This would lead to an increase in

SCH 2008081077
Page S-6

Revised Noise Standards for Auto Club Speedway
Recirculated Draft Subsequent Environmental Impact Report



Executive Summary (continued)

ambient noise levels and cause periodic increasasise levels. While noise impacts would ocduese
impacts would not be irreversible.

Irreversible changes and unavoidable impacts aseudsed in Section 5.&ignificant Irreversible
Environmental Changes and Unavoidable Adverse Itspatthe SEIR.

a CUMULATIVE |IMPACTS

As discussed in Section 6 Oumulative Impactsof this SEIR, a number of development proposaissh
been proposed and approved in the surroundingvainézh, together with the proposed noise standard,
could lead to cumulative environmental impacts. elO85 acres of land, with a total of approximately
405,000 square feet of commercial, warehouse aigbsinal floor area (assuming a floor area ratidRJF

of 0.25 for those without floor area informatioaj)d outdoor storage yards are expected to be geeklo
and constructed in the project area, as part ehtgcapproved and proposed developments.

While related projects could generate changesnd iese, increase in the daytime population, veligle
generation, pollutant emissions, noise, publicisesvand utilities demand, ground disturbance, gbsum
local hydrology and water quality, visual qualityda aesthetics, recreation, biological and cultural
resources, agricultural and mineral resources hazdrds and human health, the proposed pragession
to-the-PB-noise-standambuld either not impact or would have less thamificant impacts on most of
these environmental issues, with the exceptioroen

The ambient noise levefsom the Speedway and the surrounding area arerlyrestimated at 7231
dBA Ldn. Assuming the worst case, the combinecleassociated with the use of a full range of
vehicles at the drag strip and the ambient noiseldewould be 728 dBA Ldn. Therefore, the
Speedway would result in an increase-ef 0.2dBA greater than the ambient conditions alone. sThi
increase would not be perceptible and would natdmsidered cumulatively significant.

If non-gasoline powered vehicles with the potentmlreach 100 dBA Lmax at 550 feet from the
Speedway facilitywvere permitted to run at the drag strip, the acamabunt of noise reaching 100 dBA
per day would be minimal. This understandisdecause the highest noise levels are generatauyd
the first five (5) seconds of a race. In a typicate day, the total amount of time noise levelsildio
reach 100 dBA would be a maximum of one hour. &fwe, Speedway noise levels would only exceed
85 dBA at 550 feet from the Speedway facility fazuamulative total of 35 hours per year.

At times, the drag strip will be operating at tlzene time as a club event on the oval track, suches
Sports Car Club of America (SCCA) event (one of she premier event weekends)Vith an SCCA
event on the oval and a vehicle generating 85 dBdaSured 550 feet from the Speedway facilitgges

on the drag strip, residential uses to the northeast would experience noise levels below thesatigr
allowable 85 dBA Lmax (80 dBA or less to the norhd 70 dBA or less to the east). When an SCCA
event takes place at the oval and a vehicle gengra00 dBA (measured 550 feet from the Speedway
facility) is permitted to race on the drag strip, residsrio the north-ard-easbuld experience noise
levels in excess of the currently permitted 85 dBAax without mitigation,but not above 100 dBA,
which is the EPA standard for protecting the commyuftom hearing loss._ Mitigation Measure 4.2-1
would provide an additional approximately 9 to 1BAdof attenuation from drag strip activities and
areas zoned for residential use would be belowBtheBA Lmax.Under these scenarios, the three (3)
neighboring schools, Redwood Elementary, Live Cialkesnentary, and Sequoia Middle School, and all
nearby churcheare beyond the 75-dBA ai&®-dBA noise contour.
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Although noise levels would not be considered cuativgly significant in terms of an overall annual
increase in noise levels, the proposed revisionthdéoSpeedway PD noise standards could result in an
increase in nuisance noise levels at nearby resédein excess of the current County DevelopmeneCod
noise limits and levels currently determined toabeeptable by the County Board of SupervisorsHer t
six_premier_event weekends. Therefore, a cum@btigignificant impact is identified for nuisance
noise. Mitigation Measure 4.2-1 would reduce ttemfiency of events at the Speedway that may result
in an Lmax of 100 dBA measured at 550 from the Spesy property line. Mitigation Measure 4.2-1
would reduce noise levels to approximately 90 dBhalx at the closest receptor, which is a non-
conforming residence in a Community Industrial zonehis measure would reduce cumulative noise
impacts, but not to below a level of significance.

expected-andentifiedfor-nuisance-noiseAdditionally, noise levels are expected to inseethroughout
the project area over time, due to new developments new noise sources other than the Speedway.
Measures to reduce significant adverse noise impactadjacent land uses and/or measures to prevent
noise impacts on proposed noise-sensitive land argesequired by the County as part of development
approvals. Thus, noise control measures assoaiatiedndividual project mitigation would minimizer
reduce cumulative noise impacts. However, new tituaic and rail traffic would likely contributeot
ambient noise conditions in excess_of the Countyeliment Code noise standards, as well as the
Speedway PD noise standards for the six premierteveekend85-dBA-Lmaxand would contribute to

a cumulative nuisance noise impact. Therefore, oidable adverse noise impacts associated with the
proposed noise standards could contribute to cuimelaoise impacts in the project area.

a GROWTH -I NDUCING | MPACTS

Growth-inducing impacts are conditions under whilksd project could foster economic or population
growth, or the construction of additional housiragther directly or indirectly, in the surrounding
environment. Projects that remove obstacles tailatipn growth or tax existing community service
facilities to the point that new facilities whicbwd cause significant environmental effects aguired,
are also to be considered as having growth-induchmacts. Growth-inducing effects of the proposed
noise standard are discussed in SectionGrOwth-Inducing Impactxf this SEIR.

In summary, the project site is surrounded by urbewvelopment and is not located in an undeveloped o
underdeveloped area and thus, the proposed na@gedastl is not expected to encourage premature or
unplanned growth in parcels surrounding the skiso, the proposed projestandardioes not include the
development of housing units that may lead to amagrease in the project area’s resident popariati

The project will not increase development inteneitythe site over the existing uses and is noteggddo
induce the development of vacant lands or the mddpment of underutilized parcels and land uses to
higher intensities or densities. No roadwaysastiiucture, or utility improvements are proposegaxs of

the revised noise standard that could induce dpeedat in the area. No growth-inducing impacts
associated with new public services and facilivesild occur with the proposal.

The proposed projeetoise-standarts not expected to increase on-site employmentcasate additional
demand for housing in the area. Economic growtthersite could result in some spillover of ecoromi
growth into adjacent businesses. However, the meaorojecthreise—standards not expected to
influence the development, redevelopment or expansif adjacent land uses. No growth-inducing
impacts are expected from the proposed revisidhad’D noise standard.
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a I MPACTS FOUND NOT TO BE SIGNIFICANT

Pursuant to Section 15128 of the CEQA GuidelineEI® shall contain a statement briefly indicatihg
reasons that various possible significant effets @roject were determined not to be significamid
therefore, were not discussed in detail in the EBased on the preliminary environmental analysd a
findings of the Initial Study, the proposed projeetse-standardas determined not to have the potential to
cause significant adverse effects on the follovissges:

Aesthetics

Agricultural Resources

Air Quality, including Greenhouse Gases
Biological Resources

Cultural Resources

Geology and Soils

Hazards and Hazardous Materials
Hydrology and Water Quality
Land Use and Planning

Mineral Resources

Population and Housing

Public Services

Recreation

Transportation and Traffic

Utilities and Service Systems

L 2B R JEE R B JEE JHE 2N JNE JEE R JNE JNE R 2

Thus, impacts on these environmental issues arsubgect to detailed analysis in this SEIR. Ingigant
impacts are discussed in Section 8.0 of the SEIR.

a PROJECT ALTERNATIVES

CEQA requires that an EIR describe a range of resde alternatives to the project, or to the |araof

the project, which could feasibly attain most of thasic project objectives, while reducing or awad
potentially significant environmental effects, atodevaluate the comparative merits of the alteveati
Section 9.0Alternatives Analysjf this SEIR discusses alternatives to the prepaomise standard and
evaluates their potential environmental impactE€aomparison to the proposal, as required by CEQA.
These alternative scenarios have been developettdardance with the CEQA Guidelines and are
directed at addressing alternatives that have titengial to reduce or avoid potentially significant
impacts associated with the proposed noise standlnd alternatives considered for the projectudel
the following:

[ ] No Project Alternative. The No Project Alternative means that the natedards in the
Speedway PD would remain the same and existingdB@seoperations would continue under
these standards. This alternative also assumethéhaxisting noise standards would be subject to
enforcement actions. The drag strip would remaithatlocation originally permitted under its
Temporary Use Permit but would not be permanemgbrated. Racing activities would continue to
be prohibited in parking lots 3-10.

[ ] 85 dBA Lmax With a Sound Wall Alternative. This alternative would eliminate the
intermediate L-level noise standards, but keeplitmax standard at 85 dBA measured at the
nearest residential use. The prohibition on rachagvities in parking lots 3-10 would be
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eliminated and the drag strip would be permanenplgrated at its current location north of the
oval track pursuant to the 85 Lmax standard medsatethe nearest residential use. This
alternative would include mitigation requiring ctmstion of a sound attenuation wall along the
north side of the drag strip to provide approxirhat@-10 dBA of sound attenuation. This

alternative would remove the prohibition on racectivities in parking lots 3-10 and would

include the General Plan Amendment to add Speed®lated Ldn contours to the noise
element

85 dBA Lmax Without a Sound Wall Alternative. This alternative would eliminate the
intermediate L-level noise standards, but keepliimax standard at 85 dBfeasured at the
nearest residential use. The prohibition on racwetjvities in parking lots 3-10 would be
eliminated and the drag strip would be permanenplgrated at its current location north of the
oval track pursuant to the 85 Lmax standard medsatethe nearest residential use. This
alternative would not include sound wall mitigatifor the drag strip. This alternative would
remove the prohibition on racing activities in pagklots 3-10 and would include the General
Plan Amendment to add Speedway-related Ldn contouts noise element.

86 to 99 dBA Lmax Alternative. This alternative considers a revision to the P3@&atandard
that is higher than the current 85 dBA Lmax butdowhan the proposed 100 dBA Lmax for
35 days per yeatJnder this alternative, the new noise standamgl range anywhere from 86 to
99 dBA Lmax—under—this—alternativeneasured at 550 feet from the Speedway boundary for
35 days per year for a cumulative total of one Hmiween 10am and 7pm for each of those days
and 85 dBA Lmax the rest of the dayhe intermediate L-level standards would be a@lated
under_this alternative. The prohibition on racingtivaties in_parking lots 3-10 would be
eliminated and the drag strip would be permanenplgrated at its current location north of the
oval track pursuant to the revised standard. Thésrative would include mitigation requiring
construction of a sound attenuation wall along tuwgth side of the drag strip to provide
approximately 9-10 dBA of sound attenuation. THieraative would remove the prohibition on
racing activities in _parking lots 3-10 and wouldlude the General Plan Amendment to add
Speedway-related Ldn contours to the noise element.

Permanent Operation of Drag Strip in its Current Location North of the Oval Track while

Maintaining Current Maximum Noise Levels. This alternative would provide for permanent
operation of the drag strip at its location northtlee oval track, but would maintain the
Speedway'’s existing noise standards. The only admim noise standards would be to eliminate
intermediate standards and provide for maximumenta@sels being measured at 550 feet from
the Speedway’s boundary. This alternative wouldawe the prohibition on racing activities in
parking lots 3-10 and would include the GenerahFAmendment to add Speedway-related Ldn
contours to the noise element.
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Environmentally Superior Alternative

CEQA requires that the EIR identify the environnadlgt superior alternative among all of the
alternatives considered, including the proposalf the No Project Alternative is selected as
environmentally superior, then the EIR shall aldentify an environmentally superior alternative aigno
the other alternatives.

Based on the comparative analysis of alternataggrovided in Section 9.0, the No Project Alteiksat
is considered to be environmentally superior int tiie implementation would not change existing
environmental conditions at the project site otha surrounding area. However, this alternativaldio
not meet any of the project objectives.

Aside from the No Project Alternative, the 86 to @A Lmax Alternative would be considered the
environmentally superior alternative if the stambigrset at 95 dBA Lmax since it would reduce theel

of potential noise impact that could be generatedhe drag strip from 100 dBA to 95 dBA during
35 days a year for a cumulative total of one haiwiken 10 AM and 7 PM for each of those 35 days and
85 dBA Lmax the rest of the days. Under this Altdive, the Speedway oval would demonstrate
compliance because the intermediate L-level notsedsrds would no longer be in place. With
construction of a sound wall providing 9 to 10 dBA attenuation, this alternative could allow for
vehicle types capable of producing noise leveldauf0 dBA higher than the 75 dBA that is currently
permitted. This alternative would provide for arsibaenforceable and consistent method for noise
measurement and would include a General Plan Amentdadding Speedway-related Ldn contours to
bring the General Plan Noise Element into compkari® meet this standard, the drag strip would not
have to limit vehicle types unless the Lmax limére set below 90 dBA. Eliminating vehicle typesro
drag strip operations would result in the prohdaitiof the most popular race vehicles, and would not
meet the project’s objective of allowing a full ggnof racing activities if the limit were set tomw.
Setting the limit at 95 dBA Lmax falls within thange of this Alternative. Allowing a full range of
racing vehicles on limited days and hours per yahe drag strip would permit the drag strip tstho
events with the A-dragsters and other non-gasghowered cars that generate the most attendance,
publicity, and revenue for the Speedway. Whileséhdragsters would only constitute 5% of the raites,

is these vehicles that are the most popular, brninfpe most attendance and revenue (both County and
Speedway), raising the public profile of the oveopleration.

a AREAS OF CONTROVERSY / | SSUES TO BE RESOLVED

A number of comment letters were received in respdo the original Draft SEIR Notice of Preparation
(NOP). A summary of the comment letters is prodidelow, with the actual letters provided in
Appendix D. The sections where these commentaddeessed in thRecirculated DrafSEIR or an
explanation of why they are not addressed areifithbeside the comment under Response in thet Draf
SEIR.
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Comment |

Response in SEIR

Governor’s Office of Planning and Research (OPR)
State Clearinghouse — August 20, 2008

OPR provided the public review period for the N@Rdust 20,
2008 through September 18, 2008) and included g cbfhe
transmittal that was sent to State agencies ddniegublic review
period.

NOP public review dates are acknowledged in

this SEIR.

Native American Heritage Commission — September 2008

The Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) resfs the
County conduct the following activities to idegtifotential impacts
to cultural resources on the project site:

¢ Records Search

¢ Archaeological survey and report

¢ Sacred Lands File Search

¢ Mitigation plans for archaeological resources/Nativ

American human remains

The NAHC indicated that avoidance should be comsidigvhen
significant cultural resurces are discovered during project plann
The NAHC also provided a list of Native Americaibés in the
project area.

The proposed projeeevision-te-neise
standarddor-the-Speedway-Pill not
involve ground disturbance or physical
changes to the structures on the Speedway
except for the construction of the proposed
noise mitigation wall. Thus, the Initial Study
for this project concluded that no new impdcts
to cultural resources would occur as a resuylt
of the change in noise standards.
Additionally, no impacts to cultural resources
would result from construction of the sound
attenuation wall pursuant to Mitigation
Measure 4.2-1 as the area where the soungd
attenuation wall would be constructed is
already developedNo cultural resource
survey, record search, mitigation, or
consultation is necessary.

Salvador and Elizabeth Lopez — September 14, 2008

These residents raised the following environmestales:

¢ Nearby homes and noise impacts to these and other
sensitive receptors

¢ New sporting events at Speedway were not analyzéuki
previous EIR

¢ Excess noise levels from the Auto Club drag strip

¢ Mitigation for noise needed

¢+ Compliance with existing standards needs to besved

¢ Failure to notice prior to significant changes aeed for
code enforcement

¢ Impacts to physical health as a result of excegsiige
levels

¢ Alternative location for the drag strip

¢ Incomplete Project Description (does not includalysis
of motorcycle track, exterior cart track, and NHRag
strip)

¢ Speedway violates federal, state, county noiselatals

¢ EIR needed for drag strip

¢ Greenhouse gas emissions from Speedway

The Project Description is provided in
Section 3.0 of this SEIR. Existing condition
and impacts related to the issues raised ar
addressed in Section 4.2 of this SEIR.
Section 9.0 discusses alternatives to the
proposal, including relocation of the drag
strip.

(2]

D

The Initial Study for the project concluded
that no major change in impacts to air quality,
including greenhouse gases, would occur as a

result of the proposed projechange-in-noisg
standards.

Lopez, Moctezuma, and Ponce — September 19, 2008

Area residents raised the following environmergales:

¢ Speedway does not comply with current County regura

and other agency ordinances

Project background is provided in Section 2.0
of this SEIR. Existing conditions and impadts
related to the issues raised are addressed |in
Section 4.2 of this SEIR.
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Executive Summary (continued)

Comment Response in SEIR
¢ Noise and pollution impacts to nearby residencels an | The proposed projeeevisedneisestandard
schools will not cause any increase in traffic in
¢ More traffic impacts from arrivals and departures relation to the existing traffic load and
¢ Excessive noise levels from drag strip capacity of the street system, because it only

¢ Air pollution from clouds of smog created duringgster | Nvolves modifications to the noise standarii.
D

tire burn outs and take offs, from racing fuelsj &iom RV | NO Physical or programmatic improvement
are proposed that might affect traffic patterps.

The Speedway will continue to implement
traffic procedures as required by the

A Press Enterprise article on Speedway impactsg@tjacent Speedway PD and EIR.

residents, materials safety data sheet on racilg,fan article on
Speedway’s noise and pollution impacts, drag gthiptographs, an
80 petitions were attached to the comment letter.

camper generators
¢ Increased lighting and glare into residences.

No new pollutant emissions, light and glare
sources or changes to operating hours (other
than a limitation on hours to between 10 AM
and 7 PM for vehicles producing greater than
85 dBA Lmax at 550 feet from the Speedway
facility) are expected or proposed with the
proposed projeaievisednoisestandard The
Speedway will continue to operate 365 days a
year, with_ allevents ending by 11 PM, per
Revision 4 of the PD.

O

The South Coast Air Quality Management
District (SCAQMD) received several
complaints between February 2007 and
October 2008 pertaining to possible air
quality and odor impacts from the Speedway.
SCAQMD investigated these complaints and
conducted air quality testing to determine
Speedway compliance with air quality
regulations. No notices of violation have bgen
issued to the Speedway by SCAQMD in
response to these complaints and follow ug
testing.

Additionally, Section 8.0 includes a summary
of an air toxics analysis conducted at the
Speedway. No significant air toxics impactg
were identified for the Speedway.

The project background is summarized in Sectiona®@ the proposed revision to the Speedway PD
noise standard is discussed in Section 3.0. Ttkenpal noise impacts of the proposal (as theytedia

the issues that need to be resolved, based on@fReddmments) are analyzed in Section 4.0, alony wit
the recommended mitigation measure. Cumulativeagtgpare addressed in Section 6.0 and alternatives
to the proposal are outlined in Section 9.0.
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SECTION 3.0: PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The Auto Club Speedway (Speedway) is proposing v@sioe to the noise standard in its Planned
Development (PD) and associated actions (permaparation of the drag strip in its northerly looati

elimination of the PD prohibition against race wtigs in parking lots 3-10, and a General Plan Adment

to the noise element to add Speedway-related La® montours).Figure 3-1Project Location shows the

regional location and project site.

31 OBJECTIVESOF THE PROJECT

The main objectives of the proposed revision tdSpeedway PD noise standards are:

¢ To provide for health-based noise standards foe@pay operations that will permit exhibitions,
performances (including concerts), and racing &itiull range of NASCAR, Indy car, and drag
racing vehicles in a manner consistent with pratggpbublic health;

¢ To provide for an easily enforceable and consisteathod of noise measurement to ensure
consistent, reliable, and documented applicatioih@fstandard (e.g., a protocol for measurement
and reporting of field measurement).

¢ To provide a venue allowing a greater range of alekithat will increase the revenue drawing

capability of the drag strip and expand its fan atidndance base.

¢+ To permanently operate the drag strip at its moshemically viable location while maintaining

the Midway's current location and additional retagportunities at the south side of the oval

track.

¢ Bring the County of San Bernardino General PlansBldilement into compliance with state law

(Section 65302(f) of the Government Code) by ad@ipgedway-related Ldn noise contours.

3.2 PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS

The current noise standard for the Speedway POffereht than the County-wide noise standard.
are summarized in Table 3Hxisting County an&peedway PD Noise Standards

Both

TABLE 3-1

EXISTING COUNTY AND SPEEDWAY PD NOISE STANDARDS

Affected Land Use
(Receiving Noise)

County Code §83.01.080 Noise
Standard (Leg)

Speedway PD
Noise Standard (L &) During
Premier Events (6 weekends

annually)

Residential/Churches/Schools

Exterior from mobile source

55 dBA (7:00 AM-10:00 PM)
45 dBA (10:00 PM-7:00 AM)
Up to 65 dBA any time

65 dBA (7:00 AM-11.00 PM)
45 dBA (11:00 PM-7:00 AM)

Professional Services

55 dBA anytime

65 dBA anytime

Commercial
Exterior from mobile source

60 dBA anytime
Up to 65 dBA any time

65 dBA anytime

Industrial

70 dBA anytime

70 dBA anytime

Source: 2007 County Development Code (Amended Augus2209)
The California Speedway PD, approved by the CoBuaigrd of Supervisors on May 2, 1995
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Section 3.0

Project Description (continued)

The County Development Code and the Speedway Pbotl@allow a facility to operate or allow any
source of sound on property owned, leased, occupiedtherwise controlled by the facility, which
causes the noise level, when measured on any utheerty to exceed the following:

¢ The noise standard for the receiving land use esifsgd above for a cumulative period of more
than 30 minutes in any hoursg.

¢ The noise standard plus five (5) dBA for a cumwukaeriod of more than 15 minutes in any hour
(Las).

¢ The noise standard plus ten (10) dBA for a cumugapieriod of more than five (5) minutes in
any hour_(lg).

¢ The noise standard plus 15 dBA for a cumulativéogesf more than one minute in any hour
(La).
¢ The noise standard plus 20 dBA for any periodoét(Lyay)-

Because the current noise standard for the SpeeBWaycludes four (4) combinations of duration and
sound in any one (1)-hour period, it is difficudt measure due to the frequency of ambient noiseteve
(i.e., trains, trucks, etc.). Thus, there is nbabde way to separate the noise contributions haf t
Speedway from ambient conditions. As a result,ciimeent PD noise standard is difficult to applydan
enforce. Thus, the Speedway is proposing a matlific to the current PD noise standard.

Review of the United States Environmental Protec#@ency’s (EPA) noise standards has shown that
the EPA has promulgated criteria recommending ara@e noise level to protect a community from
hearing loss, as a function of the duration of expe during each year for a 40-year period. EPA’s
recommended average annual noise level to prdtecdmmunity from hearing loss is 71.4 dBA Leq.

The formula for intermittent sounds is the Equimal€ontinuous Noise Level expressed as Leq(h) =
71.4 - 10 * log (h/8760), where is the annual hours of exposure. When adjusta@ftect eight (8)
hours of operation, where the variables are thebawetion of duration and level, this formula resut

an annualized daily average of 76 dBA Leq as thiestiold for hearing loss. This standard is the
minimum of the surveyed Occupational Health andetyaAdministration (OSHA) and the Industrial
Performance standards, and is similar to the Ldglyfr(Ldn) standard. The Ldn is a 24-hour average
noise level with a 10 dBA penalty added betweel®@@®M and 7:00 AM. The EPA criteria was applied
to the Speedway’s hours of operation (Table 3e?yletermine the allowable annual average and the
corresponding Lmax limit that could serve as thalthebased noise standard for the Speedway PD.

Averaging noise levels over a particular time frame& method used by government agencies to better
determine potential long-term impacts to an expgssullation. The average noise level (Leq) is based
on the time history over an event or series of szeriWhile there are several ways by which toverst

the Leq value, one method is to determine the lsdgevfrom the time history of an event expressed as
percentage of that event.

Gordon Bricken analyzed a worst-case assumptiorreflyeall vehicles emit a noise maximum of 100
dBA. In this instance the time history of varioteing vehicles and events was analyzed and the
percentage of the average time value establisRedexample, in the instance of the alcohol draggte
average value of sound is 70 dBA, 30 dB below timek of 100 dBA. See Table 3-3 below.

Revised Noise Standards for Auto Club Speedway SCH 2008081077
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Section 3.0
Project Description (continued)

SAESE

Los Angeles/ e

210 / San Bernardino
10
¢ /] ——t s
FoothillBivd T |
: - L - U 15, =

=

15,
'/ Riverside

o
e -

as

“ak il
g

|

CalabashAvey

IProjectilfocation
6ThSt Qs L

-

IRy = e = e =

(5 1]

=

. s
: =11 ,. i nelr
- —— L § Y LD

4 L

Santa'AnitaAve

VintageAve
L
CalabashAve

Figure 3-1
Project Location

Source: HDR Engineering 2009




Section 3.0

Project Description (continued)

Use of this worst-case and conservative 100 dBA X foa this analysis also causes the average noise
level to increase because the higher assumed maximoise value is applied to average the noise rathe
than the lower actual maximum noise value. Thuds tanalysis evaluates the average noise
level conservatively. In the instance of the atdadfragsters, the resulting average is 30 dB Iaivan

the maximum due to the prolonged intervals of loneise between race events per hour for the vehicle
type causing the average noise for this type ohetebe lower. In the instance of the oval trackse
levels, the average will be higher due to the noorestant noise emitted from the race venue.

When that information is calculated with the pragbsannual hours of operation, presented below in
Table 3-2, the sum of the values for each catemgsylts in an overall annual Leq of 81 dBA. Thasuit
means that overall operations over 1,043.8 hourygex can produce an average level of 81 dBA durin
that time and still meet the annual EPA value aA BA. Because this assumption applies a 100 dBA
Lmax to overestimate noise, it is very conservatire comparison, the value determined by applying
actual noise values from the Speedway, for purposéise General Plan Noise Element, found that the
annualized noise level at 550 feet from the Spegdeility will be at 60 dBA or lower. See the Ldin
Use discussion regarding the General Plan Nois@éileéin Section 8.0.

TABLE 3-2

PROPOSED PROJECT TYPICAL ANNUAL OPERATIONS
Tvpe of Cars Hours_durlnq which ActuaI_EIapsgd _T|meof
ypeot Lars Noise Occurs Noise Emissions
Alcohol Dragsters 394 9.3
Bracket Classes 480 139.7
Special Classes 110 31.2
Street Legal 99 63.5
Jr. Dragsters 88 12.1
Subtotal Drag Strip 1,171 255.8
Oval Events 879 788
Total 2,050 1,043.8
Source: Gordon Bricken & Associates, 2010.
Notes. The actual hours are the hours which produce ndtse hours of operation have been
provided by the Speedway’s management. The schéatullee drag strip is included as an Appendix
to the Technical Report.

TABLE 3-3
ANNUAL LEQ CALCULATION BASED ON A 100 DBA M AXIMUM NOISE LEVEL FOR EVERY
CAR
Type of Car Leg Formula Annual Hours Annual Leg
Alcohol Dragster 100- 30=70 9.3 40.3
Other drag cars 100-10=90 246.5 74.5
Oval Group 1 100-9=91 298.0 76.3
Oval Group 2 100-10=90 85.0 69.9
Oval Group 3 100-15=85 104.0 65.7
Oval Group 4 100-18=82 121.0 63.4
Oval Group 5 100-6=94 138.0 76.0
NASCAR 100-6=94 42.0 55.8
Total 1,043.8 81.0
Source: Gordon Bricken & Associates, 2010.
Notes: A. Oval groups relate to the actual course infligespeedway that is in use and the number of
cars on the track at one time. These will produfferdnt relationships between the maximum leve
and the average level.
B The operations values were provided by the Spagdw
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Section 3.0
Project Description (continued)

Relatively high noise levels within the project arenake it difficult to measure ambient noise
independently of noise from the Speedway. A stahder only the maximum level can be reliably
measured. Thus, a new noise standard for Speedperations is proposed to be-100-dBA Lmax, at
550 feet from the property line of the SpeedwayisTstandard would apply to all permitted actidtie
covered in the Speedway PD, including racing in @kal and drag strip, speaker amplification, and
crowd noise. The current intermediate L-level a@tandards @, Los, L, and L) would be eliminated.

This proposed noise standard would factor the ambmmise levels from nearby commercial and
industrial uses in the area, while still protectpuplic health and safety. The proposed noisedstahis
also designed to protect sensitive receptors, agéts EPA noise criteria for hearing loss andirequ
monitoring at a set distance of 550 feet from tipeeSlway (20 feet south of the nearest residence) to
monitor compliance.

The proposed noise standard is as follows:

¢ For standard operating days (i.e., 330 days pen),yasstandard of 85 dBA Lmax measured at
550 feet from the Speedway property line would ppliad to all permitted activities at the
Speedway Event Center from 7 AM to 11 PM. This démd would not apply to: emergencies,
accidents, and activities such as fireworks andrair, rail, airship, and helicopter operations.
[This revision would remove the intermediate L-lestandards (e.g.,.k, Lsq, etc.).]

Revised Noise Standards for Auto Club Speedway SCH 2008081077
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Section 3.0

Project Description (continued)

¢ For the remaining 35 days per year, a standard@fdBA Lmax measured at 550 feet from the
Speedway property line would be applied to all pted activities and vehicles at the Speedway.
For each of those 35 days, the time that noisddexeceed 85 dB Lmax would be limited to the
hours between 10 AM and 7PM over a cumulative maxirtotal of 60 minutes per day during
the Speedway's permitted operating peribdese days would be scheduled in advance with the
County. This standard would not apply to: emergencaccidents, and activities such as
fireworks and aircraft, rail, airship, and helicepbperations. [This revision would remove the
intermediate L-level standards (€.0s,lLsq, €tC.).]

Noise measurements would be conducted accordirthetanonitoring protocol kept on file with the
County and included in Appendix E of this SEIR.

Physical Characteristics

Currently a drag strip is located north of the dvatk and south of the off-site railroad trackkisTdrag
strip had been relocated from the southern podfdhe Speedway’s parking lot to allow for constioic

of a fan zone (expanded concession area with mesttsy ticket booths, and entertainment areas) and
facilitate ease of access to the drag strip and. @vas relocation had been authorized first thioug
Temporary Use Permit and then through approvalefisfon 9 to the Speedway PD and was provided
with environmental clearance through a Mitigatedgftere Declaration (MND). However, in October
2009, the Court issued a tentative ruling thatNtidD did not adequately address the issue of paknti
noise impacts. Therefore, the MND and approval efifion 9 were set aside until such time that the
County could provide additional CEQA documentatifs. a result, this Subsequent EIR is intended to
provide environmental clearance for the drag stripdtrmanent operation on the north side of the oval
track.

The proposed noise standard does not require aysigath changes to the structures, infrastructure or
other improvements at the Speedway except for nistallation of a 20-foot noise attenuation wall
adjacent to 1,320 feet of the drag stiifne Speedway will maintain the existing structugsved and
landscaped areas, amenities and facilities atiteeiscluding the number of seats, parking spaaesd,
access gates. As a regulatory change, the reviditimee Speedway PD noise standards would have no
physical manifestation or change to the site orftwlity. _In addition, because the Temporary Use
Permit authorized construction of the drag strippppsed PD revisions to permit permanent operatfon
the drag strip in its northerly location and eliating the PD prohibition against race activitieparking

lots 3-10 will also not result in any physical ches to the structures, infrastructure or other
improvements at the Speedway. Finally, the prop&emeral Plan Amendment to the noise element that
adds Speedway-related Ldn noise contours will esult in any physical changes to the structures,
infrastructure or other improvements at the Spegdwa

Operational Characteristics

The proposed standard would apply to all permi8pdedway operations, including the oval, motorcycle
track, and drag strip. The Speedway will contitneperate 365 days a year, with events ending by
11:00 PM. No major changes to the operations ef $peedway are expected with the new noise
standard. However, the revised noise standardathay a wider range of vehicles to operate at ttegyd
strip, if the Speedway demonstrated that thesetiaddl vehicle classes or types could meet the new
standard.

When Revision 9 to the Speedway’s PD authorizeddlweation of the drag strip to the north sidehaf
race track, a limitation was placed on vehicle sypeless it could be demonstrated that they woddtm
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Section 3.0

Project Description (continued)

current Speedway noise standards. The conditidedstéhat no alcohol, nitromethane, jet, or rocket
powered classes of vehicles are allowed to runssnéelditional documentation indicating compliance
with current Speedway noise standards is submitteahd approved by the County. Under the current
noise standards, only gas-powered vehicles areifpednio race at the drag strip. As a result @& th
Court’'s October 2009 tenative ruling, the approshlRevision 9 has been rescinded. The proposed
revision to the PD noise standards would remove dpecific restriction on vehicle types permitted t
race at the drag strip, replacing it with restdns based on the noise levels generated by raciivifias.

Modifying the noise standard from 85 dB Lmax durisig premier event weekendseasured at the
nearest residential uge a higher 100 dBA Lmax for 35 days of Speedwagrafions measured at
550 feet from the Speedway property boundaoyld permit the operation of additional classksdrag
cars, assuming compliance with the new standarddcbe demonstrated. Therefore, different drag
vehicle classes (generating higher noise levels) Imeaable to utilize the drag strip if the proposeise
standard is approved. This is considered an iodingpact of the proposal, and analyzed in Sectién
Environmental Impact Analysisf this SEIR.

Additionally, as of the 2003 Addendum, racing atis were prohibited in parking lots 3-10. In éun
2006, the County granted a Temporary Use Pernoivallg for the relocation of the drag strip at Pagki
Lots 6 and 8 and the temporary use of that facilids part of the proposed Revision 11, the PD
conditions of approval would be specifically rewls®o remove any restriction on racing within the
facility and allow for racing activities at any ktion at the facility as long as it meets the ps#gbnoise
standard (100 dBA Lmax measured at 550 feet farmautative 1 hour per day over 35 racing days and
85 dBA Lmax at 550 feet for the balance of Speedw@srations).

Further, the County is amending the Noise Elemérnhe County General Plan to include Ldn noise
contours for the Speedway. Approval of the Revisidnto the PD is contingent upon approval of that
General Plan Amendment. The Ldn contours are shiwkigure 3-2. As shown, the contours

demonstrate the Speedway’s conformance with thee@erPlan and that no community would be

exposed to levels exceeding 65 dBA Ldn. Pleaselsedand Use discussion in Section 8.0 for more
information regarding the project’s consistencylwibhe General Plan.The proposed noise standard

would only apply to the Speedway PD. Adjacent wgesld continue to be held to the noise regulations
in the County Development Code.

3.3 DISCRETIONARY ACTIONS

A discretionary action is a decision taken by aegoment agency that calls for the exercise of juggnn
deciding whether to approve or deny a project. ther proposed revision to the Speedway PD noise
standards, the government agency with discretioapproval authority is the County of San Bernardino
The following discretionary approval would be reqdi

¢+ Boardof-Superwisersigpproval of Revision 11 including avised noise standard for the
Speedway, permanent operation of the drag strig,edimination of the prohibition of racing
activities in parking lots 3-18s an amendment to the Speedway PD,

¢ Adoption of Amendment to Noise Element of the CgimiGeneral Plan to add Speedway-
related noise contours.
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Section 3.0
Project Description (continued)
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SECTION 1.0: INTRODUCTION

11 OVERVIEW

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA 0970 - Public Resources Code, Section 21000 et
seq.), the Guidelines for Implementation of theifoetia Environmental Quality Act (California Coaé
Regulations, Title 14, Section 15000 et seq.), @odnty of San Bernardino CEQA Guidelines require
that the environmental consequences of projectijtaes, and programs be analyzed and disclosexnt pr
to approval or implementation of the proposal.

According to the CEQA Guidelines, an Environmemtapact Report (EIR) is the public document used
“to analyze the significant environmental effecfsaoproposed project, to identify alternatives, aod
disclose possible ways to reduce or avoid possilméronmental damage.”

This Draft Subsequent Environmental Impact RepBEIR) has been prepared to analyze the potential
environmental impacts associated with the propasetision to the noise standards in the Planned
Developmerit (PD) and operation of an existing drag stigp the Auto Club Speedway (formerly the
California Speedway/California Speedway Event G@nt€he California Speedway started operations in
1997, became the California Speedway Event Cent2003, and was renamed the Auto Club Speedway
in 2008. For the remainder of this Draft SEIR, #thato Club Speedway under its current or former
names will be referred to as the “Speedway.”

The Speedway occupies approximately 570 acresQit @Berry Avenue, within an unincorporated area
of San Bernardino County (County) and the City ofifana’s Sphere of Influence. The facility is lezht
east of Etiwanda Avenue, immediately south of thetriblink railroad tracks, west of Cherry Avenue,
and north of San Bernardino Avenue. The surroundirg is unincorporated County land. The City of
Fontana is located to the north, east and southtendities of Ontario and Rancho Cucamonga ar¢ wes
of the site. The project site is located approxetyal.5 miles north of the San Bernardino Freeway
(I-10) and two (2) miles east of the Ontario (I-Fsgeway.

The Speedway is a racing event center with a chpatil10,000 persons and is developed with a two
(2)-mile, D-shaped, oval track, with the pit, viegisuites, access ways, and associated facilitiéisei
center. A grandstand with 93,880 seats is locatmahsof the oval. A midway with restaurants,
entertainment, and display facilities are locatedtls of the grandstand. The facility also has a
motorcycle track, drag strip, and exterior cartkra In addition to grandstand seating, there a@@®
permanent seats and 1,500 temporary bleacher wedt® infield road course and 1,500 temporary
bleacher seats by the drag strip. Surface parkiteyfor 36,866 vehicles are located at the cerfténe
track and around the periphery of the site. Pringagess is via Cherry Avenue, San Bernardino Avenue
and Napa Street.

The project applicant is proposing to modify theoptéd Speedway Planned Development noise
standards and make revisions to the allowable maxinmoise level from Speedway operations.
Currently, noise levels up to 85 decibels (dB)altewed at the nearest noise-sensitive receptoicfwib

a single-family residence located approximately 5& from the Speedway) during six premier race
weekends. The revised noise standard would allow a maxinmaise level of 100 dB at 550 feet from

! The san Bernardino General Plan defines Planne@IDewent as a large, integrated development cangpiof
residential, commercial or industrial uses, or atume of these uses and associated ancillary usksteuctures; that
is situated on one or more contiguous parcels acmatiguous parcels separated solely by a roadhar eight of
way or easement; and that is planned and develapedunified project within a single developmeng¢ragion or
series of development operations in compliance aitletailed comprehensive development plan.
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Section 1.0

Introduction (continued)

the edge of the Speedway property for limited myiduring Speedway operations and 85 dB during the
balance of permitted operationand The applicant’s proposal—weulohcludes removal of existing
intermediate L-level noisstandards (e.q.,zk, Lsg), andweuldineludeas well asa specificprocedure for
measuring and reporting Speedway noise levelsallffjrthe project includes an amendment to the &lois
Element of the San Bernardino County General Riaadt] Ldn contours of the Speedway’s noise levels
to the hazard overlay maps currently included ie iBeneral Plan. Approval of the proposed
modifications to the Speedway PD is contingent uapproval of that General Plan Amendment. The
contours demonstrate the Speedway’s conformandetingt General Plan and that no community would
be exposed to levels exceeding 60 or 65 dBA Ldn.

The proposed noise standard, request for permapenation of the existing drag strip, removal of th
prohibition of racing activities in parking lotsI®, and General Plan Amendmesdre considered a
"project’® as defined by Section 21065 of the California Emvinental Quality Act (CEQA) and Section
15378 of the CEQA Guidelines. Section 15051 ofGE€A Guidelines defines theead Agencys “the
public agency with the greatest responsibility $apervising or approving the project as a wholdie T
County has the primary responsibility for the rewignd approval of the proposed noise standarchfor t
Speedway. Thus, the County is serving as the lAgehcy and is responsible for completing the
environmental review and clearance of the propgaaisuant to Section 21067 of CEQA aBdction
15040 of the CEQA Guidelines.

This SEIR will serve as an informational documenbé used by decision makers, public agencies, and
the general public in weighing the environmentahsemjuences of the proposed noise standard. It is
Subsequent to the EIR for the California SpeedviyH 94082080), which evaluated the environmental
impacts associated with the construction and ojperaff the California Speedway.

12 PURPOSE OF THE SUBSEQUENT EIR
1.2.1 Previous Environmental Review

An EIR (SCH 94082080) was certified by the San Bedmo County Board of Supervisors on May 2,
1995, for the construction and operation of theif@alia Speedway. The EIR analyzed the impacts
associated with Speedway construction and opesatiad identified significant adverse impacts tahear
resources, traffic, air quality, noise, public $gafecultural resources, utilities, and hazardoustea
Mitigation measures were provided for incorporatioto the project; however, traffic, air qualitynch
noise impacts were expected to remain significamt anavoidable even after mitigation. (The 1995
Final EIR is available for public review at the @ty of San Bernardino, Land Use Services Department
385 North Arrowhead Avenue, First Floor, San Bedimay, California 92415-0182.)

The Speedway started operations in 1997 and a nuwoibeevisions to the site plan and facility
operations were proposed and approved by the Canrdi§97, 2001 and 2003 (Revisions 1, 2 and 3). In
2003, an Initial Study and Addendum to the EIR werepared prior to approval of facility revisions
related to the operating hours of the Speedwaynitieh of uses at the event center, installatidn o

2§ 21065 of the CEQA statutes defines a projecamsictivity which may cause either a direct phaisihiange in
the environment, or a reasonably foreseeable icidiieysical change in the environment, and whicmig of the
following:

(a) An activity directly undertaken by any publigeacy.

(b) An activity undertaken by a person which ispgagped, in whole or in part, through contractsnggasubsidies,
loans, or other forms of assistance from one orerpaoiblic agencies.

(c) An activity that involves the issuance to agoerof a lease, permit, license, certificate, beoentitlement for
use by one or more public agencies.
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Section 1.0

Introduction (continued)

additional lighting, and ancillary events (Revisibn Several revisions to the site plan and figciliere
subsequently approved in 2004, 2005, 2006 and PRévVisions 5, 6, 7 and 8). While a temporary use
permit was in place for relocation of the dragpstd the north side of the oval traa@a Initial Study and
Mitigated Negative Declaration was processed fer permanentrelecatiooperationof the relocated
drag strip. This revision (Revision 9) was appbie 2007. An appeal by a party opposefghe drag
strip relocation was denied by the County Boardopervisoran 2008._In October 2009, the Superior
Court of the State of California for the County@dn Bernardino issued a tentative ruling, finding t
MND that provided environmental clearance for Riewis#9 did not adequately address environmental
impacts associated specifically with noise fromdna&g strip. Therefore, the drag strip approval sets
aside until adequate CEQA documentation is compléibis SEIR is intended to provide environmental
clearance for permanent operation of the drag $tripddition to the revision to the proposed noise
standards.

The proposed noise standard would replace the staselard applicable to the Speedway, as estabdlishe
in the original PD adopted in 1995 and appliedh® $peedway Event Center under Revision 4 to the
PD. Specifically, the proposed noise standard deliminate noise level limitations related to prem
event weekends and create a single noise standarthé entire Event Center, thereby eliminating
intermediate noise standards (e.gs, Lsg).

The prewous EIR for the Speedwa_y,_athé Addendum for revisions to the Speedway—aedhtitial

: iplid not address impacts
related to the proposed noise standard mtdtanent operatlon of the drag strip, nor theengbntours
associated with the General PlafAs stated above, the Initial Study and the Miegia Negative
Declaration for the permanent operation of the dstgp was found in the Court’s tentative ruling to
have not adequately analyzed potential noise irspotn the drag strip. Thereforeptpntial impacts
related to this current proposal have not beerestiltp environmental analysis.

According to Section 21166 of CEQA and Section I5@6the CEQA Guidelines, a Subsequent EIR is
required when one of the following conditions istnf§a) Substantial changes are proposed in the
project which will require major revisions of thewronmental impact report; (b) Substantial changes
occur with respect to the circumstances under wthiehproject is being undertaken which will require
major revisions in the environmental impact repartd/or (c) New information, which was not known
and could not have been known at the time the enmental impact report was certified as complete,
becomes available.

Section 15163 of the CEQA Guidelines states thalgad Agency may choose to prepare a supplement
to an EIR, rather than a subsequent EIR, if (a) @niphe conditions described in Section 15162 would
require the preparation of a Subsequent EIR, andr{ly minor additions or changes would be necgssar
to make the previous EIR adequately apply to tlogept in the changed situation.

The proposed noise standard for the Speedway amdapent operation of the drag strip north of the
oval trackmay have the potential for substantially more seveise impacts than were analyzed in the
1995 Final EIR. Thus, in accordance with Secti®i6P of the CEQA Guidelines, preparation of a
Supplemental EIR was determined necessary by thent@oof San Bernardino (Lead Agency) for
proposed revisions to the Speedway noise standatdbdlotice of Preparation (NOP) of an EIR was
circulated on August 15, 2008, to solicit commentsn other agencies and the public on the scope and
content of the Supplemental EIR. The NOP was piddished in the Fontana Herald News on August
22, 2008, to inform the public and provide oppotties for comments and input. The 30-day public
review period extended from August 20 to Septenit®r2008. After completion of the public review
process for the NOP, the County decided to prep&@ebsequent EIR, rather than a Supplemental EIR.
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Section 1.0

Introduction (continued)

For the purpose of analysis in this documebgstline conditionsare defined as those occurring on-site
at the time the NOP was distributed in August 2888 as subsequently determined by the Court to be
the Speedway’s current legal operating conditiofise baseline conditions include the drag strip’s
physical location along the Speedway’s northerrnpeter as authorized under a Temporary Use Permit.
Also Revision 4 of the PD included a prohibitionrating activities in parking lots 3-10. The dragps

is currently located in parking lots 6 and 8. Adetlmined by the Court’s tentative ruling, the bamssel
noise standards would be generally summarized atB85Lmax and 65 dBA §, for Speedway events
during six premier race weekends, 75 dBA Lmax ahdBA Ls, for all other days and for all drag strip
operations since the drag strip was not includea pemier race activitympacts are based on project-
related changes to baseline conditions. Howeveguse this Subsequent EIR tiers off the 1995 EHWR an
the 2003 Addendunfor the California Speedway, a summary of the asedyprepared for the noise
discussion in the previous EIR _documenss provided in Section 4.2 of this document. Where
information in_athe previous document is relevant to discussions theiieiis incorporated into the
environmental impact analysis. Mitigation measuiregshe previous EIR that are applicable to the
project and that would reduce project-specific iotpdo below a level of significance are also ided.

While this SEIR has been prepared with consultappert, the analysis and findings in this document
have been independently reviewed by the Countyrefidct the County’s conclusions, as required by
Section 15084 of the CEQA Guidelines.

1.2.2 Authority and Intended Uses of the Subsequent EIR

The County of San Bernardino Land Use Services eyaat prepared an Initial Study to review the
potential environmental impacts of the proposedsien to the PD noise standard and to determineef

of a previously prepared EIR would be appropriatetliis project. Based on the preliminary analyis,
County identified the potential of the proposedseatandard to result in substantially more seneise
impacts than were analyzed in the 1995 Final EIRusT the County made the decision to prepare a
Subsequent EIR to analyze the impacts specificatiging from the revised noise standard and its
potential impact to the General Plan noise eleraadtthe Noise Hazard Overlay.

The purpose of this SEIR is to inform the Countystee and responsible agencies, decision-makeds, a
the general public of the environmental effectsicimated assuming the proposed revisions to the
Speedway noise standard is approved and implemefteid SEIR is an informational document
prepared pursuant to CEQA, State CEQA Guidelinasthe County’'s CEQA Guidelines. The SEIR
provides decision-makers, public agencies, angthic in general with detailed information abolié t
potential significant adverse environmental impabet may occur with the proposal. The SEIR also
identifies mitigation measures that would be effexin reducing or avoiding any identified signdiat
adverse impacts. In addition, feasible alternatite the proposal are discussed and the potential
environmental impacts are compared to that of ttopgsal, to provide a basis for consideration by
decision-makers.

1.2.3 AgenciesHaving Jurisdiction

State law requires that all EIRs be reviewed bgtee and responsible agencies. TAustee Agencyis
defined in Section 15386 of the CEQA Guidelines'astate agency having jurisdiction by law over
natural resources affected by a project, whichhatd in trust for the people of the State of Cailifa.”
Per Section 15381 of the CEQA Guidelinethe term'Responsible Agencyncludes all public agencies,
other than the Lead Agency, which have discretipapproval power over the project.”
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Section 1.0
Introduction (continued)

The County is acting as the Lead Agency for theppsed project. The SEIR would be used by the
County Planning Commission in developing a reconaaéon to the County Board of Supervisors and
by the Board for the approval of the proposed nstsendard, other PD revisions, and General Plan
Amendment to the noise element.

While the project site is located within the Redepenent Project Area for the San Sevaine
Redevelopment Plan (also known as the SpeedwayvBlegenent Plan), the proposal does not require
any approval, funding, or permit from the San Bedito County Redevelopment Agency.

No other permits are needed from other agencies.
1.2.4 Notice of Preparation and Public Scoping

Through an Initial Study, the County of San Beriamdnitially determined that a Supplemental EIR is
required for the proposed noise standard for thi® Allub Speedway. Based on this determination, the
County complied with Section 15082 of the CEQA @liites by issuing a Notice of Preparation (NOP)
of a Draft EIR. The NOP was distributed on Auglst 2008, and published in the Fontana Herald News
on August 22, 2008. It was also posted on the Gtrnwebsite. The NOP indicated that a
Supplemental EIR would be prepared for the prop@sal the County was seeking public comments on
issues to be addressed in the EIR. The Initiadysisi provided in Appendix A. Appendix B contaihe
NOP and Appendix C provides a list of agencies iadividuals that received a copy of the NOP. The
NOP review/comment period extended for 30 days afteeipt of the NOP and ended on September 19,
2008. At the conclusion of the NOP review proceéise, County decided to prepare a Subsequent EIR,
rather than a Supplemental EIR. Comments recaingtie NOP were used to refine the focus and scope
of issues addressed in the Subsequent EIR. Thernsss received on the NOP are summarized in the
Executive Summary, and the actual letters are dezlun Appendix D of this SEIR.

125 Availability of the Draft Subsequent EIR and Recirculated Subsequent EIR

After completion of the Draft SEIR, a Notice of Cpl@tion was published in the San Bernardino County
Sun on July 9, 2009 and mailed out to inform théliguand interested and affected agencies that the
Draft SEIR was available for review and comment.adldition, the Draft SEIR was distributed directly
to affected public agencies and to interested iddals and organizations for review and commerite T
Draft SEIR and all related technical studies-haserlvere made available for review at the County of
San Bernardino Land Use Services Department dbtlosving address:

County of San Bernardino
Land Use Services Department
385 N. Arrowhead Avenue, First Floor
San Bernardino, California 92415-0182
Doug T. Feremenga, Ph.D., AICP
Senior Planner
(909) 387-4147

The Draft SEIR and Appendices to the Draft SEIRnvare also available for review at the following
location:

Fontana Lewis Library and Technology Center
8437 Sierra Avenue
Fontana, California 92335
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Introduction (continued)

(909) 574-4500
Hours:

Monday to Thursday: 10am - 9pm
Friday: 10am - 6pm
Saturday: 10am - 6pm
Sunday: 12pm - 5pm

The Draft SEIR and associated Appendieesvare also available for review on the County Land Use
Services Department web page at www.sbcounty.gaiseservices by clicking on “Public Notices-
Projects” at the left-hand side.

This Recirculated SEIR has been made availableeiaew in all of the locations listed above for the
original Draft SEIR. A Notice of Completion was real out to inform the public and interested and
affected agencies that the Recirculated SEIR wasadle for review.

Agencies, organizations, and interested individaalsaverebeennvited to comment on the information
presented in the Draft Subsequent EIR during aadbpiiblic review period, from July 9, to August 24,
2009. Specifically, comments addressing the scape adequacy of the environmental analysis
contained in the Subsequent EIR are solicited. pRadents are asked to provide or identify addiiona
environmental information which is germane to theppsal and the facility, but which they feel mayt n
have been addressed in the analysis. The resptm#iesse comments are included in Appendix G of
this Recirculated SEIR.

Agencies, organizations, and interested individaa¢ésinvited to comment on the information presente
in the Recirculated SEIR during a 45-day publicigevperiod, from March 26 through May 10, 2010.
Comments that relate specifically to the chapteérpastions of the Recirculated Draft SEIR that have
been revised are solicited. Respondents are askgmovide or identify additional environmental

information which is germane to the proposed pitpjeat which they feel may not have been fully
addressed in the analysis.

Comments should be sent by mail to Doug Feremehi@E, Senior Planner, County of San Bernardino
Land Use Services Department, 385 N. Arrowhead AgerFirst Floor, San Bernardino, California
92415-0182. Mr. Feremenga can also be reachetidoyepat (909) 387-4147; by fax at (909) 387-3223;
or by e-mail atiferemenga@Ilusd.sbcounty.gov

Following the public review period for the Reciratdd SEIRresponses to all substantive comments will
be prepared and compiled into the Final SEIR. Resp® will be sent to agencies and individuals that
provide comments. The comments and responseslsdl be compiled into Section 11Response to
Commentsof the Final Subsequent EIR. In addition, revisi to the Recirculatedraft SEIR, based on
the comments and responses, and other changes Rraft SEIR will be provided as—+edlngglerline
and strikeoutn the Final SEIR.

The Final SEIR will then be considered by the SamnBrdino County Planning Commission and the
County Board of Supervisors for certification, prim any discretionary action or decision on the
proposed revision® the Auto Club Speedway PD noise standard, pegntaoperation of the drag strip,
and adoption of the General Plan Amendment fonthise element.
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Introduction (continued)

1.2.6 Incorporation by Reference

As permitted by Section 15150 of the CEQA Guiddinthis SEIR has referenced the EIR for the
California Speedway (SCH No. 9408208(_)1,_ahé Addendum to the Flnal EIR for the California
Speedwaya e The previous
EIR, Addendum—MNDand related documents in the County record aréaMa for review at the San
Bernardino County Land Use Services Departmentordmation from the documents, which have been
incorporated by reference into this SEIR, has te&ily summarized in the respective section(s) tred
relationship between the incorporated part of #ferenced document and this SEIR has been described

Several technical studies and published reportslaeused as references for this SEIR. The doetsme
and other sources which have been used in the natépa of this SEIR are identified in appropriate
sections and listed in Section 11L@s5t of Referencesin accordance with Section 15150(b) of the State
CEQA Guidelines, locations where the public mayaobtand review these referenced documents and
other sources used in the preparation of the SEdRilao identified in Section 11.0.

1.3 METHODOLOGY

The environmental analysis contained in Sectionof.this SEIR has been developed to address issues
determined to be associated with the proposed grajed concerns raised in response to the NOP. The
environmental impact analysis seeks to determimestpnificance of potential impacts and to present
appropriate mitigation. To facilitate the analysiformat was developed to analyze each envirotahen
issue thoroughly. This format is presented belaith a brief discussion of the information included
under each heading/topic.

1.3.1 Environmental Setting

This introductory section describes the existingg@aonditions in the project area. In accordanith w
Section 15125 of the State CEQA Guidelines, boghetkisting local and regional settings are disalisse
as they exist prior to implementation of the prambaoise standard and permanent operation of #we dr
strip in its location north of the oval tragkhen the NOP was circulated for public review (Asg20,
2008) ._It is noted that the interpretation of bhaseconditions has shifted in the RecirculatedfD&EIR

as compared to the original Draft SEIR as a resiuthe 2009 Superior Court of the State of Califarn
for the County of San Bernardino tentative ruliipe Court’s tentative ruling vacated the approvial o
the permanent operation of the drag strip in itgent location north of the oval track. Becauses thi
approval was vacated, existing conditions wouldude existence of the drag strip north of the oval
track authorized under a Temporary Use Permit. Henstuntil the tentative ruling, the County and
Speedway both considered the existing PD noisalatdnto be 85 dBA Lmax and 65 dBAylfor all
events at the Speedway Event Center. Thereforerib@al Draft SEIR stated that the existing POseo
standard was 85 dBA Lmax for all events. The Caur&ntative ruling stated that the 85 dBA Lmax
standard only applied to six premier race weekeanut$ for all other events, the County-wide noise
standards contained in the Development Code appligds section provides the baseline conditions
with which environmental changes created by th@@sal would be compared and analyzed.

Since this is a Draft SEIR, the environmental sgttiliscusses the current conditions at the prgeet
and the project area, and provides an update tbdkeline conditions identified in the 1995 Califiar
Speedway EIR.
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1.3.2 Threshold of Significance

Section 15126.2 of the CEQA Guidelines requires #mEIR “identify and focus on the significant
environmental effects of the proposed project”.fféEts” and “impacts” mean the same under CEQA
and are used interchangeably within this SEIR. sigriificant effect” or “significant impact” on the
environment means “a substantial, or potentiallpssantial, adverse change in any of the physical
conditions within the area affected by the projé&&ction 15382 of the CEQA Guidelines).

In determining whether an impact is “significanBection 15064.7 of the CEQA Guidelines encourages
each public agency to develop and publish threshalfl significance to use in determining the

significance of an environmental impact. Thesegholds may consist of identifiable quantitative,

gualitative or performance level criteria, of whiclon-compliance would mean the effect or impact
would be determined to be significant and compkandgth the thresholds would mean the effect
normally would be determined to be less than sicguiit.

The County has not adopted separate thresholdgriofisance; thus, the significance criteria usedtie
analysis in Section 4.Environmental Impact Analysisf this SEIR are adapted from the environmental
concerns outlined in the Environmental Checklistvited as Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines. In
addition, County policies and standards are usdtirasholds of significance. Also, accepted techni
and scientific data are used to determine if anathpvould be considered significant. An effort has
been made to avoid overly subjective significandéeiga, which are not based on specific CEQA
policies, and to instead, use generally acceptegbiiolds upon which significance can be determined.
These significance criteria are identified and hbgen applied in analyzing the potential effectshef
proposal.

1.3.3 Environmental | mpacts

The analysis of environmental impacts presentederSEIR identifies specific project-related dirantd
indirect, short-term and long-term, and unavoidabipacts of the proposed revision to the PD noise
standards, permanent operation of the drag striftsincurrent northerly location, removal of the
prohibition of racing activities in parking lots1®, and the amendment to the General Plan noisgeate

to include Ldn noise contours for the Speedwaylifgci

As described above, the significance criteria ewvthe basis for distinguishing between impactschvhi
are determined to be significant (i.e., impact exisethe threshold of significance) and those whieh
considered less than significant. The existingrenmwnental setting (i.e., existing conditions) a¢ time

of NOP publication is used as the basis for docuimgnthe nature and extent of changes to the
environment or the environmental impacts anticigateresult from the proposed noise standard.

In assessing the impacts of the proposal and tHeusaCEQA alternatives, the County has conducted
the following analysis:

"Potential effects" of the proposal are identifiethitially, these potential effects are
identified on a cursory level. No determinationriade that they truly are "significant”,
"adverse”, or "substantial”. This process merdbnitifies issues of concern and impacts
which, on a cursory level, may seem possible or atayr with the proposal. "Potential
effects" include those which have been identifiadthie preliminary analysis for the
proposal, as well as those raised by the publie,Gbunty, and other public agencies
during the NOP review process.
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With respect to each potential effect, further gsial has been conducted in the Draft SEIR to determ
if, in fact:

¢ The proposal causes the identified "effect"; and

¢ The effect produces a substantial, or potentiallgstantial change in the physical conditions
within the area affected by the proposal (i.egridicant"); and

¢ The changed conditions are "adverse”.

Where the investigation of a potential effect codels that the effect is too speculative or subjedir
evaluation, that conclusion is noted and the disionsof that effect is ended.

Where the investigation demonstrates that a pateaffect does or may (without undue speculation)
occur, but is beneficial, that conclusion is notatthere the investigation demonstrates that a piaten
effect is not significant or not adverse, that dosion is noted.Where the impact analysis
demonstrates that a potential effect does or mayn@wt undue speculation) occur and is found to
have a substantial or potentially substanéiati adverse impact on existing physical conditions
within the area affected by the proposal, that tumicn is noted.

134 Previous Analysis

As noted, the environmental setting when the NOR wirculated for public review in August 2008, is
used as the baseline for determining changes iretlveonment that would occur with the proposed
noise standard._ (See discussion above describ@gOctober 2009 court ruling regarding baseline
conditions). The proposed noise standard would replace the atdrairrently in effect for the Auto
Club Speedway.

An EIR was certified for the California SpeedwayC($ No. 94082080) in 1995. An Initial Study and

Addendum were prepared for revisions to the Spey:dwa2003 —An—tmlalétudy—and—lwmgated
J v e i by
was—subseqeendy—@ed—as—p&ﬁ—ef—an—appeal—m—%@&'he prewous EIR anAddendum—and—MND

identified potential impacts associated with camdgion and operation of the Auto Club Speedway (as
revised), along with mitigation measures necestangduce the potentially significant adverse intpac

of the facility. The proposed noise standard wabply to Speedway operations; thus, the impacts of
Speedway operations have been generally addresgeevious documentation. As part of the analysis
in this Draft SEIR, it is necessary to determinéciimpacts of the proposal were previously analyze
and which mitigation measures would be applicabl¢he project. This discussion is provided in the
noise analysis section of this SEIR. Since no pghysmprovements or other operational changes are
proposed that may affect other environmental isseas or change impacts that have been analyzed in
the previous EIR and subsequent environmental dentsnthe mitigation measures in these documents
remain valid.

As clarification, the baseline conditions which areed to determine the impacts of the project are
identified as current (August 2008 or later) coiodis (i.e., ongoing Speedway operations). However,
under this section, the analysis in the previolR Hiilized baseline conditions in 1994-1995, whiea t
Speedway was not yet constructed or in use. Tthagliscussion under this subsection assumesithat o
site conditions are the same as when the previtRsMas prepared. This comparison is made primarily
to thoroughly document new environmental impactt thiere not identified in the previous EIR and
discuss applicable mitigation measures that cowddirbplemented to reduce the level of impact
associated with the proposal.
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A summary of the impacts discussed in the EIR far €California Speedway is provided and project
impacts are compared to those identified in theipus EIR. Whether impacts are similar or differin
so noted. Where significant adverse impacts andlagi, applicable mitigation measures in the prasio
EIR are identified for incorporation or implemetdatas part of the proposal.

1.3.5 Mitigation Measures

When impacts are determined to be significant atker@e, a discussion of mitigation measures is
provided, which includes the following:

¢ Mitigation measures which would avoid or minimibe tsignificant effects and/or reduce them to
less than significant levelsi-and

¢ Additional mitigation measures in the previous EMfRIdendum, and MND which are applicable
to the proposal; and

+ |If a proposed mitigation measure has the potetdi@reate new impacts, an evaluation of such
impacts is provided.

Where feasible mitigation measures are not idetifivhich can reduce the significant effects to less
than significant levels, the significant effectigentified as one which would result in "significan
unavoidable adverse impact".

1.3.6 Unavoidable Significant Adverse | mpacts

Unavoidable significant adverse impacts are thdfects that either cannot be mitigated or remain
significant after mitigation. The level of sigmifince of the identified impacts after mitigation is
identified in this section of the SEIR.

To approve a project with significant unavoidabigacts, the Lead Agency must adopt a Statement of
Overriding Considerations. The CEQA Guidelinesti®ac15093(a) allows the adoption of such a
statement, if the Lead Agency finds that it hagewed the EIR; has balanced the benefits of thgeptro
against its significant effects; and has conclutthed the benefits of the project outweigh the utidedle
adverse environmental effects, and thus, the adversvironmental effects may be considered
“acceptable”.

14  SCOPE AND FORMAT OF THE SUBSEQUENT EIR
141 Scopeof Subsequent EIR

As indicated earlier, an NOP was prepared for thep@sed revision to the noise standard and the
document circulated to all identified affected anterested agencies and individuals to solicit rthei
comments on the scope and analysis to be includétiSubsequent EIR for the proposal. Based®n th
comments received in response to the NOP and thlangnary analysis in the Initial Study for the
proposal, the County has determined that the SBIRHe proposed project should address potential
impacts related to Noise. The proposal was detenia have less than significant or no impact heot
environmental issues; thus, the following issuesr@tsummarized in Section 8.0: Impacts Found to be
Either Not Significant or Less than Significartahyzed

¢ Aesthetics
¢ Agricultural Resources
¢ Air Quality
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142

Biological Resources
Cultural Resources

Geology and Soils

Hazards and Hazardous Materials
Hydrology and Water Quality
Land Use and Planning
Mineral Resources
Population and Housing
Public Services

Recreation

Transportation and Traffic
Utilities and Service Systems

Format of Subsequent EIR

The proposed noise standard for the Speedway andralyses of its potential environmental impacts
are presented in this SEIR through the followinctisas:

Preface to Recirculated Subsequent Environmental I mpact Report. This section summarizes
the changes made to the original Draft SEIR andiiges the explanation for why the Draft
SEIR was recirculated.

Executive Summary. An overview of the SEIR, a description of th@prsed noise standard
and a summary of impacts and mitigation measurepeseided in this section. This section
includes a summary of each section of the SEIRraftelcts the outline of the entire SEIR. This
section also includes areas of controversy andsures to be resolved based on NOP comments.

Section 1.0: Introduction. The purpose of the SEIR and a discussion of tidig review
process are provided in this section. This sectso includes the methodology for the
environmental analysis and the scope and formtteoSEIR.

Section 2.0: Environmental Setting. This section provides a description of the Spesdw
project site and the environment in the vicinitytloé project site, as well as a discussion of the
existing conditions at the project site. The backgd and history of the facility and applicable
plans and policies are also discussed.

Section 3.0: Project Description. This section describes the proposed noise stdnuhatuding

the associated physical and operational charatitsrief the proposal as provided by the
applicant. The objectives of the proposal anddiseretionary actions needed to approve the
proposal are also identified in this section.

Section 4.0: Environmental Analysis. This section analyzes potential impacts assediatith

the proposed noise standard, including changespérations and activities at the Auto Club
Speedway resulting from implementation of the pemub noise standard. The existing
environmental setting, thresholds of significanmetential environmental impacts, a comparison
of the impact analyses in the previous EIR, andgatiibn measures are discussed in this section.
Unavoidable significant adverse impacts after ratiign are also identified.

Section 5.0: Significant Irreversible Environmental Changes and Unavoidable Adverse
Impacts. This section describes the potentially significareversible environmental changes
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that may occur with the proposed noise standardavbidable adverse impacts that cannot be
mitigated to less than significant levels afterigaition are also identified, based on the analysis
completed in Section 4.0.

[ | Section 6.0: Cumulative Impacts. This section describes a list of past, presemt,raasonably
anticipated future development projects in the aumding area, which may potentially
contribute to significant cumulative impacts asated with the proposed noise standard. The
impacts of these related projects and the promrsahnalyzed in this section of the SEIR.

[ | Section 7.0: Growth-Inducing Impacts. This section describes the proposal’s potental f
fostering growth in the adjacent areas, as as®utiaith the proposed noise standard that would
be applicable to the Speedway.

| Section 8.0: Impacts Found to be Either Not Significant or Less than Significant. This
section provides a summary of the impacts of tlip@sal, which were found to be either not
significant or less than significant in the Init&iudy for the project.

| Section 9.0: Alternatives to the Project. Alternative scenarios, which may occur on tHe si
and result in a reduction or avoidance of potelgtiaignificant impacts, were developed as
alternatives to the proposed noise standard andleseribed in this section. The No Project
Alternative and Alternative sites where the propasay be feasibly implemented are also
discussed. The impacts of these alternatives \atiaed and compared to the impacts of the
proposal.

[ | Section 10.0: Mitigation Monitoring Program. This section contains the mitigation
monitoring and reporting program for the propogal &sts the mitigation measure, along with
the responsible party, time frame for implementatand monitoring party for the measure.

[ | Section 11.0: Reference materials, along with the agencies awdiduals contacted and
consulted in the course of the SEIR's preparation/isted in this section. Persons and agencies
responsible for the preparation of the SEIR are @lentified.

The SEIR also includes appendices that contaiinitial Study (Appendix A), NOP (Appendix B), NOP
mailing list (Appendix C), Responses to the NOP gapdix D), and the Technical Noise Analyses
prepared for the revised noise standard (AppendixNew appendices are included as part of the
Recirculated Draft SEIR including Air Toxics Modati Report (Appendix F), Response to Comments
Received on the Original Draft SEIR (Appendix G)igdfes included in Original Draft SEIR

(Appendix H).
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SECTION 2.0: ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

21 PROJECT LOCATION AND ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

The project involves @roposed revisiont the Auto Club Speedway (Speedway) PB—reisedsal
including permanent operation of the drag strifitsatocation north of the oval track, a revisionthe
Speedway PD noise standards, elimination of prbibiof racing activities in parking lots 3-10, aad
amendment to the County General Plan noise eleineatld Ldn noise contours related to Speedway
operationsThe Speedway is an auto racing facility locatedadv0-acre site in the unincorporated area
of the County of San Bernardino (County). The Spexwy is located at 9300 Cherry Avenue, north of the
San Bernardino (I-10) Freeway, east of the Oni@sidb) Freeway, and within the Sphere of Influente
the City of Fontana. The site is located eashefEtiwvanda-San Sevaine Channel, immediately safuth
the Metrolink railroad tracks, just west of CheAyenue, and north of San Bernardino Avenue.

211 Regional Setting

The County of San Bernardino, which covers appraxity 22,000 square miles, is the largest county in
the contiguous United States and includes 24 iraratpd cities. As of January 2008, the County was
home to approximately 2.06 million residents, magkihthe fifth most populated county in California.

Population growth of approximately 20.6 percenessimated to have occurred in the County between
1990 and 2000, with a 1990 population of 1,418,8&%ons and a 2000 population of 1,710,139 persons.

The unincorporated County area where the Speedsagated is bounded by the City of Fontana to the
north, east, and south, and the cities of Rancl@onga and Ontario to the west. The unincorpdrate
area’s boundary is generally defined by the Sam&eino (I-10) Freeway on the south, the Ontario (I
15) Freeway on the west, Foothill Boulevard onntbgh and Citrus Avenue on the east. The Etiwanda-
San Sevaine Flood Control Channel runs from nartbouth along the western section of this aredy wit
Etiwanda Creek running north-south east of Etiwadvdenue.

This unincorporated area is relatively flat, witlslaght slope to the south and southwest. Thia aras
historically developed with heavy industrial usiesjuding the Kaiser Steel Mill (in 1942) and th&l8F
railroad tracks, surrounded by low-density residgrareas. Newer light industrial and warehousesus
have been developed in the area, including thedsyssein 1997.

The County area to the north of the Speedway i®ldped with outdoor storage yards, auto shops,
warehouses, various industrial uses, scatteredeneses, and some vacant land. The area east afyChe
Avenue is developed with office and industrial ysegh some vacant land, several schools, and a
number of single-family residences (mainly eastRefdwood Avenue). South of the Speedway are
California Steel Industries, warehouses and variadsistrial uses. The area west of the Speedway
includes drainage channels, a recycling facilitgr@houses, transmission lines, power generatidiorsta
detention centers, and some vacant land.

Figure 2-1Regional Mapprovides the regional location of the Speedway.
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Recirculated Draft Subsequent Environmental Impact Report Page 2-1



Section 2.0
Environmental Setting (confinued)

Victo/rville
Santa Clarita Hesperia
16
.
Fontana Sa\m
o West <£7 Bernardino
Anya Covina V0 Ontario -
_Monica Q0yLos-Angeles Vi 60
Whittier Riverside &0
5
9D
Anaheim 213
Long Beach Santa Ana a5
Irvine
Figure 2-1
A Regional Map



Section 2.0
Environmental Setting (confinued)

The California Department of Finance populatiorinegtes for the County of Bernardino are provided in
Table 2-1Population Growth

TABLE 2-1
POPULATION GROWTH
Year San Bernardino Annual Unincor por ated Annual
County Growth Area Growth
1970 682,233 297,786
1980 895,016 3.1% 324,818 0.9%
1990 1,396,600 5.6% 323,500 -0.04%
2000 1,710,139 2.2% 292,857 -1.0%
2001 1,746,732 2.1% 290,180 -0.9%
2002 1,792,367 2.6% 294,778 1.6%
2003 1,839,885 2.7% 299,577 1.6%
2004 1,893,154 2.9% 300,637 0.4%
2005 1,945,242 2.8% 305,351 1.6%
2006 1,990,967 2.4% 308,455 1.0%
2007 2,026,325 1.8% 295,407 -4.2%
2008 2,055,766 1.5% 298,013 0.9%
Source: California Department of Finance, 2008

As shown, approximately 298,013 residents or 14rsent of the County’s total population lived withi
the unincorporated areas.

From 1990 to 2000, the number of housing unithaGounty rose from 542,332 units to 601,369 units,
an 11-percent increase. The January 2008 housinl sf the County is estimated at 685,642 dwelling
units, with a vacancy rate of approximately 11.&fcpnt. Annual housing stock growth has been
approximately 1.75 percent since the year 2000.

As of January 2009, the County had a labor forcapgroximately 882,100 people, of which 781,100
people were employed. This ratio translates tareamployment rate of 11.5 percent.

2.1.2 Sitelocation

The Auto Club Speedway is located approximatelyndilés north of the San Bernardino (I-10) Freeway a
two (2) miles east of the Ontario (I-15) Freewdye project site is located in an unincorporated at the
southwestern section of the County of San Bernayduthin the Sphere of Influence of the City offana.

The 570-acre project site is bounded by Cherry Agem the east, the BNSF railroad tracks to théhnor
the West Valley Materials Recovery Facility (MRRdethe Etiwanda-San Sevaine Flood Control Chawnel t
the west, and California Steel Industries on Sam#&dino Avenue to the south. Figure 2/&inity Map
shows the project site in relation to the surrongdirea.

Primary access to the Speedway is provided by CAemnue, a north-south six (6)-lane roadway althrey
eastern boundary of the site. Access points aitahle at Randall Avenue, Rancho Vista Drive, Eietrill
Avenue off Cherry Avenue; Calabash Avenue fromnibith; Napa Street from the west; and via a driyewa
running north along the east side of the Etiwanaia-Sevaine Flood Control Channel from San Bernardin
Avenue. San Bernardino Avenue is a 4-lane artevadway running in an east-west direction soutthef
site (becoming @ Street farther west) parallel with 1-10 Freeway.
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213 Existing Site Conditionsand Land Uses

The Speedway occupies approximately 570 acresdfdeveloped with a two (2)-mile, D-shaped, oval
track, with the pit, viewing suites, access waysl associated facilities in the center. A granus$taith
93,880 seats is located south of the oval. A mydwiéth restaurants and entertainment and display
facilities are located south of the grandstande iftfield road course includes 4,500 permanentchies
and 1,500 temporary bleachers with a pedestriadgériand giant screen. The facility also has a
motorcycle track, drag strip with 1,500 seats itemporary grandstand, and an exterior cart track.
Surface parking lots for 36,866 vehicles are lotaethe center of the track and along the penpbér
the site. The overall capacity of the Speedwaguisently 110,000 persons based on available pgrkin
Access gates are located off Cherry Avenue, NapgeGtand San Bernardino Avenue. Figure 2&djal
Photograph provides an aerial view of the Speedway fac8itie

The Speedway hosts a number of racing events thomighe year, as well as exhibits, performances,
concerts, road course events, and other ancillapte. In addition to events using the main raohtr
events are also held on the interior American Mntdist Association (AMA) motorcycle track, an
exterior cart track, and a National Hot Rod Assticia(NHRA) drag strip. Attendance at the facility
based on allowable parking and includes an estom@@00 people who travel to the site via Metrolink
(through chartered trains and a special stop abgee=dway).

The facility is authorized to operate from 7 AM1d PM every day, 365 days a year. Table 2+thual
Operating Hours2007shows the total number of hours the Speedwayaig bein operation for a typical
S Coeedwav ic not tvaicallv used. fg ineirwekdays. o i ted with

TABLE 2-2
ANNUAL OPERATING HOURS, 2007
Track Noise Hours Total Hours
Oval 788 879
Drag Strip 255.8 1,171
Total 1,043.8 2,050
Source: Gordon Bricken, 2010
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Noise from the Speedway includes traffic noise freahicles traveling on surrounding roadways and
operational noise. However, the major noise sauate races at the oval and the drag strip. Noise
the Speedway site is not continuous, and is usuallymal since racing noise only occurs during ésen
The actual hours of noise production are considgilabs than the allowable hours of operatien—sdoi

Aside from Speedway operations, ambient noise $ewelar the Speedway are generated by railroad
activity along the northern side of the Speedwssffit noise from nearby streets; stationary ndrsen
nearby commercial and industrial operations; artkronon-Speedway related-events. In 1995, these
noise sources generated noise levels exceedingianoma (Lmax) of 90 A-weighted decibels (dBA) at a
location 550 feet from the Speedway property lipgpr to the construction and operation of the
Speedway. After construction of the Speedway, asitored in 2006, these sources also generated nois
levels in excess of 110 dBA Lmax without operatafnthe Speedway at various locations, including
those located 550 feet and more from the Speedwagepy line. As will be discussed further in
Section 4.2, noise monitoring results from 2006 2007 reported that maximum noise levels at the
Speedway oval ranged from 72 to 85 dBA and frondBA to 100 dBA at the drag strip, depending on
the type of drag vehicle run and measurement lmcéBordon Bricken & Associates, October 2008).

214 Surrounding Land Uses

The Speedway is located adjacent to industrial @mdmercial land uses, including California Steel
Industries (CSI), West Valley Material Recovery ifiac (WVMRF), and warehouse uses within the
Kaiser Commerce Center Specific Plan (KCCSP). CB¢ facilities, formerly part of the Kaiser Steel
operation, are located to the south. West of fleedway is the WVMRF and the Kaiser Commerce
Center Specific Plan area. Properties to the nbeiiond the railroad are generally industrial &tune.

A Metrolink station is located adjacent to the Sjwesy at the railroad tracks. Farther to the north,
between Whittram Avenue and Arrow Route, is a mixtaf residential and industrial uses within the
County and the City of Fontana. Many of the resiidé lots in this area are deep and contain light
industrial or repair-related uses associated wighrésidences. The nearest residence to the Spg&iv

is, pursuant to the County Development Code, censdito be a legal, non-conforming use, and is
located within a Community Industrial Zone northeat the intersection of Whittram Avenue and
Calabash Avenue, approximately 570 feet north & 8peedway PD property line. The closest
residences located in areas zoned for residerdied are located approximately 1,500 feet easteof th
Speedway PD east of Redwood Avenue. The closdderees located in areas zoned for residential uses
to the north are located just south of Arrow Highvwapproximately 1,700 feet directly north of the
Speedway and 1,350 northeast of the Speedway.

The Fontana Unified School District serves the aitéd areas to the north, east, and south. Scheatsthe
Speedway include Almond Elementary School to thehn@.75 milé), Redwood Elementary School to the
northeast (0.25 mile), Beech Avenue Elementary 8diocthe east (1.0 mile), Live Oak Elementary Stho
to the east (0.25 mile), and Sequoia Middle Sclmthe east (0.8 mile). The Etiwanda School Risaind

the Chaffey Joint Union High School District setlie areas west of the Speedway. There are nolschoo
within the-study—aredhe vicinity of the Speedwayest of the site._ The closest churches are timd i
Waters Church located on Arrow Highway approximat#/500 feet north of the Speedway and the
Jehovah's Witness Church approximately 2,600 fast ef the Speedwayrigure 2-4 Existing Land Uses,
identifies the land uses surrounding the Speedway.

1 All measurements are estimated to the closest pbihe Speedway'’s property line.
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22 PROJECT BACKGROUND

The California Speedway Planned Development wasoapd by the San Bernardino County Board of
Supervisors on May 2, 1995, following certificatiohthe EIR (SCH 94082080) for the Speedway. The
Planned Development (PD) established a master fplaa motor sports oriented events center with a
maximum capacity of 107,000 persons (subsequentjyareled to 110,000 persons) and a total
grandstand seating capacity of 93,880 persons fwivias also subsequently expanded). A 50-acre
business park was also proposed, along with a Muatretation. The business park was not developed,
and that area has been used as part of the Speegwaking area. The PD established developmesht an
operational standards for the Speedway. The CawiBe standard was also revised specificallyHer t
PD to allow slightly higher noise levels associatéth Speedway use and set a maximum noise level of
85 dBA measured at the nearest residential useglsix premier event weekerdsThe 1995 Final EIR

for the Speedway PD identified potentially sigraint unavoidable adverse impacts to air qualityfitra
and noise.

The PD Final Development Plan included a two (2entii-oval race track with grandstand seating for
67,880 people, infield facilities with a pit areafield suites, auxiliary garages, fuel islandjrilag road
course, gate houses, ticket offices, VIP suitemimdtration office building, maintenance buildirtgyo
helistops, race control tower, scoring pylons, rimé billboards, kitchen/commissary facility, firaid
stations, retail midway, gift shops, restrooms, aemsions, parking for grandstand seating, VIP/press
employees and recreation vehicles, and paved atweasCherry, Whittram, and Etiwanda Avenues.
The first race was held on June 22, 1997, with @gprately 80,000 people in attendance.

On November 12, 1997, the County approved an expard the grandstand seating from 67,880 to
71,000 seats, relocation of the VIP helistop, amustruction of a scoring pylon adjacent to thergit, a
fuel station, and various other support structures.

On December 18, 1997, the County approved an ekxpaé$ the grandstand seating from 71,000 to
87,000 seats, of which only 86,790 seats were nmistl. A number of revisions to the Speedway’s PD
permit have been approved and implemented since’ tidese include:

Revison 1 (Added Seats) — This revision added 5,875 sedtgtease grandstand seating from 86,790 to
92,665 seats and added a new elevator tower, oestiildings, and concession building. It also
converted temporary Parking Lot Nos. 4, 5, andté permanent parking lots and established a new off
site overflow grass parking lot/community soccetds for a total parking capacity of 36,866 spacHse
planned retail business park was eliminated fromréuplans with this revision. An additional 1,24éats

2 When Revision 4 to the Speedway PD, which redéfie operations occurring at the Speedway fagslito be
all part of the Speedway Event Center, was appravetD03, both the County and the Speedway coressiddrat
Revision 4 eliminated references to “premier weelsghcreating a year-round event center with aleisgt of PD
noise standards that would apply to all eventhatSpeedway Event Center. Specifically, both tben@y and
Speedway considered that Revision 4 establisheddis® standards for all activities at the Speedasy5 dBA
Lmax and 65 dBA L, With the adoption of Revision 4 in 2003, the Sjway Event Center operated activities
under this single PD noise standard. However, atofer 2009, the Court’s tentative ruling foundtthiae
speedway-specific noise standards contained irSgeedway PD applied only to six premier race weagkeand
that all other operations were required to meet @mntywide noise standards contained in the Casinty
Development Code.

3 In_October 2009, the Superior Court of the Stat€alifornia for the County of San Bernardino issaed
tentative ruling deeming the Mitigated Negative @edation, which provided environmental clearanae fo
Revision 9, inadequate. Therefore, the approvih®permanent operation of the drag strip in itatimn
north of the oval track was set aside until adegjGEQA documentation is provided.
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were also proposed for a maximum patron occupah®B8@80 seats. This revision was approved on
March 13, 2001.

Revison 2 (NHRA Drag Strip) — This revision expanded openasido include NHRA-sponsored drag
racing (street legal cars) on a drag strip locdtedhe Speedway’s south Parking Lot No. 1 and a
temporary grandstand of 1,500 seats. This revisamapproved on May 22, 2001.

Revison 3 (Infield Road Course) — This revision expandedeiiafiroad course operations to install
4,500 permanent bleacher seats and 1,500 tempbleagher seats with a pedestrian bridge and giant
screen. The existing infield road course was tbubte training, testing, and competition eventsisTh
revision was approved on March 14, 2003.

Revison 4 (Time, Lights, Sound Attenuation, Parking) — Tregision renamed the facility the California
Speedway Event Center, extended event operatiodd 8M, and established standards for ancillary
(smaller) events. The Final Development Plan (FB8} revised to allow temporary and permanent
lighting for the area of the drag strip, a tempgnistetrolink station, a sound attenuation wall a gast
side of the drag strfpand modified the parking allocation table. Aitifh Study and Addendum were
prepared as part of this revision and the revigias approved on April 24, 2003.

Revison 5 (5 COWS) — This revision allowed five temporary IGklr On Wheel (COW) locations and
hookups to provide additional wireless coveragengumajor events. This revision was approved on
April 12, 2004.

Revision 6 (Light Show) — This revision allowed a computeriigthting array to provide a light show on
the water tower. This revision was approved onusti@, 2005.

Revison 7 to Site Plan (Signs) — This revision allowed 4 additional adiseng structures, for a total
26 advertising structures located in the infielthis revision was approved on May 9, 2006.

Revison 8 (Midway Expansion). This revision expanded theosmsion area to create a Fan Zone, with
restaurants, ticket booths, an additional pedesthiedge, escalators, cash room, shade structures,
entertainment areas, and a parking area for didab#itors. This revision was approved on July 24,
2006.

Revisen-9-(Temporary Use Permit to Relocate Dragstrip) — Ther®y Code Enforcement approved a
Temporary Use Permit (TUP) to allow the interim o$¢he-relecatedrag strip_as relocated the north
side of the facility and noise monitoring of varsovehicles on this track to calculate allowablesagier
vehicle type. The drag strip was relocated fromkiAg Lot No. 1 to Parking Lot Nos. 6 and 8. Noise
monitoring was conducted for different vehicle typ® the drag strip. This revision was approved on
June 23, 2006. An annual extension was approveldioa 22, 2007.

Revison 9 (Relocated Dragstrip) — This revision allowed tlerpanent+elecation-ammperation of the
drag strip-tavithin Parking Lot Nos. 6 and 8. No alcohol, nitromethget, or rocket powered classes of
vehicles-aravereallowed to operate unless additional documentat@monstrating compliance with the
established Speedway noise standards is submittadd approved by the County. An Initial Study in
support of a Mitigtated Negative Declaration waspared for this revision. The revision was appdove
by the County Planning Commission on July 6, 208n appeal to the decision led to a revised Initial
Study, and the appeal was denied by the Board pérSisors in December 2008. In October 2009, the
Superior Court of the State of California for theu@ty of San Bernardino issued a tentative ruling

* Two 40-foot sea land containers were placed asuh side drag strip location to provide noiseratation.
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deeming the Mitigated Negative Declaration, whicbvided environmental clearance for Revision 9,
inadequate. Therefore, the approval of the perntasmeration of the drag strip in its location noofithe
oval track was set aside until adequate CEQA doatatien is provided.

Revison 10 (Cellular Antennas on JumboTron) — This revisiotowaéd the attachment of cellular
antennas to the JumboTron screen, with a suppowingless equipment shelter. This revision was
approved on July 6, 2007.

The Speedway is proposing a modification to thesaaitandard in the PD, permanent operation of the
drag strip in its location north of the oval traekd elimination of the prohibition in the PD agairacing
activity in Parking Lots 3-1(Gas Revision 11. The intent of this Draft SEIRtesevaluate potential
environmental impacts of thepeoposed modificationgs well as the potential environmental impacts of
an amendment to the County’s General Plan noisgegieadding Speedway-related Ldn noise contours.

2.3 APPLICABLE PLANSAND POLICIES

A number of plans and policies adopted by the GowoftSan Bernardino regulate development on the
project site. These are discussed below.

231 San Bernardino County General Plan

As required by State Planning and Zoning Law, thmur@y of San Bernardino has developé&d
comprehensive, long-term . . . plan for the physisvelopment of the . . . county or city..(Séction
65300 of the California Government Code). The Bamardino County General Plan contains goals and
policies for the development and conservation od lvithin the unincorporated areas of the Coufitlge
General Plan contains eight (8) elements, addmgghim various issues that affect development aad th
quality of life in the County:

¢ The Land Use Element discusses the ultimate dewedoppattern in the County by identifying
the allowable land uses and the maximum intengtygdy of development. The Land Use
Element serves as the guide to the County’'s futleneslopment, as provided in the Land Use
Map.

¢ The Circulation and Infrastructure Element lays gineundwork and promotes the development
of a multi-modal transportation system and infiasiire capacity to meet the needs of the
community. It includes a Circulation Map that slsotlie designation of major streets and roads
under County jurisdiction.

¢ The Housing Element promotes the development @ireety of housing to meet the needs of all
economic segments in the community. It identifiessing resources and needs, as well as goals
and programs to meet existing and future housiegisie

¢ The Conservation Element addresses the conseryataselopment, and utilization of natural
resources in the County. These resources inclidegical resources, cultural resources,
paleontological resources, air quality, water,sgtarmlands, mineral resources, and energy.

¢ The Open Space Element provides a guide for thiegtion and preservation of open space,
recreation, and scenic areas, while accommodatitoge’ growth within the County.

¢ The Noise Element analyzes the existing and funoise environment in the County and
identifies ways to limit the exposure of the comiyro excessive noise levels. The Noise
Element identifies the Speedway as a potentialensisirce. The project includes an Amendment
to the Noise Element to add Ldn contour maps faefway operations as required by Section
65302(f) of the Government Code.
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¢ The Safety Element seeks to reduce the potentialdéath, injury, property damage, and
economic and social dislocation resulting fromdjrloods, earthquakes, landslides, and other
hazards. The Element identifies existing healtd aafety hazards and provides goals and
programs to eliminate or reduce these hazards.

¢ The Economic Development Element serves as a disidenaintaining and enhancing the
economic character of the community, while providiior a stable annual budget. Policies
include ways to focus resources on retaining lbeainess, attracting new industries, supporting
the tax base, and sustaining the County’s abititgrovide public services for current and future
residents.

The County has a combined Land Use Zoning Distitap, which designates land in proximity to the
Speedway site as Regional Industrial, Specific PBpecial Development, Community Industrial,
Multiple Residential, Single Residential, Generan@nercial, Service Commercial, and Neighborhood
Commercial. The Speedway site is designated SpBeeelopment. Figure 2-3,and Use Zoning
Designationsillustrates land use designations in the projees.

Review of the San Bernardino County General Plaowshthat the project site is within an
unincorporated area of the Valley Region of the i@pu This unincorporated area is within the San
Sevaine Redevelopment Project Area. The Hazardrl&ee shows flood hazard areas along the
Etiwanda-San Sevaine Channel and Etiwanda Creekdiuvithin the site. The site is also outside the
Airport Safety Review Area 3 for the Ontario Airpor

Cherry Avenue and San Bernardino Avenue are desidnas Major Divided Highways; Etiwanda
Avenue is a Major Highway; and Whittram Avenue ésignated as a Secondary Highway.

2.3.2 San Bernardino County Development Code

As noted, the project site is designated a Sp&saklopment (SD) district in the San Bernardino @gu
Land Use Zoning Districts Map. This designatiolovas a mix of land uses regulated through special
development standards outlined in a Planned Dewsdop (PD) permit. The Speedway has been
approved under a PD specifying that the purposthefsite is to accommodate a major motor sports
facility and event center. This is intended to ame San Bernardino County’s emerging
entertainment/hospitality economy and increase lewgloyment opportunities.

Zoning designations for adjacent lands include Comity Industrial (IC), Regional Industrial (IR), @n
SD. According to the County’'s Development Code, t& land use zoning district provides areas for
light industrial uses such as light manufacturisgs) wholesale and warehouse services, contraator a
construction services, transportation servicesjcalgural support services, incidental commercial,
accessory residential uses, and similar and cobipatises. The IR land use zoning district provides
areas for heavy industrial uses that have the pateio generate severe negative impacts, incidenta
commercial uses, agricultural support servicesagm operations, and similar and compatible uses.

2.3.3 San Sevaine Redevelopment Plan

The Speedway and the surrounding area are witle@nSin Sevaine Redevelopment Project Area, as
administered by the San Bernardino County Redewstop Agency. The San Sevaine Redevelopment
Plan was adopted on December 19, 1995, and cdwensnincorporated island in the western portion of

the County surrounded by the cities of Ontario, dR@nCucamonga, and Fontana. The Redevelopment
Project Area originally contained approximatelyZ5&cres.
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An amendment in October 2004 added 1,154 acrebetdPtoject Area, and a second amendment in
August 2005 excluded approximately 565 acres ofl lsouth of the 1-10 Freeway. The current San
Sevaine Redevelopment Project Area includes theeantincorporated area and covers approximately
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3,424 acres. Figure 2-@an Sevain®kedevelopment Project Areahows the boundaries of the San
Sevaine Redevelopment Plan.

The San Sevaine Redevelopment Plan incorporatesiety of goals, objectives, and policies, includin
the following:

Elimination of blight;

Preservation of the unique cultural and historeeadlities of the Project Area;

Facilitation and recapture of industrial growth aadnmercial sales activity; and
Encouragement of business park, industrial, rebesnd development, and office types of uses.

* & o o

The San Sevaine Redevelopment Project Area isaleoed to as the Speedway Redevelopment Project
Area. The Redevelopment Plan defers to the Co@dgeral Plan and Development Code for the
regulation of land uses within the Redevelopmenjeet Area, including the project site.

234 Specific Plans

The project site is not located within a SpecifiarParea. The nearest Specific Plan area is tligeKa
Commerce Center Specific Plan, which covers apprataly 468 acres to the west of the projectaitdoth
sides of Kaiser Way and along Commerce Drive aniey®oulevard, south of San Bernardino Avenue.
The purpose of thakhis-Specific Plan, whictdoes not regulate development on the Speedwaytavas
facilitate large-scale industrial (primarily warelse) development.

235 Regional Plans

In addition to the County’s land use and planniegutations that pertain to the Speedway, a number o
regional plans regulate development in the CouhSan Bernardino. These include the Southern @ald
Association of Governments’ (SCAG) Regional Compredive Plan (RCP), Regional Housing Needs
Assessment (RHNA), and Regional Transportation P{RTP); the San Bernardino Associated
Governments’ (SANBAG) San Bernardino County CorigastManagement Program (CMP) and
Comprehensive Transportation Plan (CTP); the Soddast Air Quality Management District's
(SCAQMD) Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP); ancetiRegional Water Quality Control Board's
(RWQCB) Water Quality Control Plan for the Santaa/River.

The Speedway PD has been developed to comply gtipértinent provisions of these plans. However,
these regional plans do not directly regulate ntgsels at the Speedway and implementation of these
regional plans would not be directly affected by tvised noise standard.

Revised Noise Standards for Auto Club Speedway SCH 2008081077
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Section 2.0

Environmental Sefting (continued)
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SECTION 4.0: ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS

41

INTRODUCTION

ThIS sectlon analyzes the potentlal enwronmentpalcts assouated wﬁh—the—ppepeeed;e—standard—fepthe

perimeterrevision of the noise standard for the Speedwa\am)assouated actlons (permanent operatlon of

the drag strip in its location north of the ovailck, elimination of the PD prohibition against racsivities in

parking lots 3-10, and a General Plan Amendmettigdaoise element adding Speedway-related Ldn noise

contours). The proposed noise standard would alfmvmaximum noise level (Lmax) generated by the

Speedway to increase:

+ From 85 dBA for six premier event weekends per yraasured at the nearest residential use to
the Speedway property to 100 dBA for 35 days ofeSp&y Event Center operations (the
maximum noise level would be permitted to exceedlBA between the hours of 10 AM and
7 PM for no more than a cumulative total of onerhper day during each of these 35 days)

measured at 550 feet from the Speedway property; an

From 75 dBA at all permitted operating times ottleen the 6 premier weekends measured at the

nearest residence use to the Speedway property diB8 at all permitted operating times other

than when a 100 dBA Lmax is in effect measuredbétfeet from the Speedway property

The intermediate L-level @, L,s Lg, and L) noise standards would also be eliminated under th

proposed noise standardshe proposed project also includes permanenttiparof the drag strip on the

north side of the oval track in Parking Lot Numbérand 8 and a General Plan Amendment to the noise

element adding Speedway-related Ldn noise contours.

Based on the preliminary analysis in the Initialdyt prepared for the proposal and on commentsvextein
the NOP, the environmental analysis in this SEIBu$es on potential noise impacts. No environmental
changes are expected on the following environmesgakes and these issues are discussed in Sedlion 8
Impacts Found to Be Either Not Significant or L&ssin Significant in the SEIRyeuld-ret-be-evaluated

the SEIR

L JEE R ZEE JBE 2R R R JEE JEE JEE JNE JNE JEE JER 2

Aesthetics

Agricultural Resources

Air Quality, including Greenhouse Gases
Biological Resources

Cultural Resources

Geology and Soils

Hazards and Hazardous Materials
Hydrology and Water Quality
Land Use and Planning

Mineral Resources

Population and Housing

Public Services

Recreation

Transportation and Traffic

Utilities and Service Systems
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SECTION 4.0: ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS

The analysis of noise impacts describes existimglitions on the project site and in the surroundirea
and identifies the potential changes to existingditions or environmental impacts that may resultf
implementation of the proposed noise standard.erfial impacts are then compared to the impacts
identified in the EIR for the California Speedw&QH 94082080). Relevant mitigation measures in the
previous EIR are identified and additional mitigati measures are provided for any potentially
significant adverse impacts.

To facilitate the environmental analysis, a formas developed to analyze environmental impacts
thoroughly. This format is presented below, withréef discussion of the information included under
each subheading.

¢ Environmental Setting - This section describes the existing physical amgilegory conditions
related to Noise. In accordance with Section 15E2fvironmental Settingof the State CEQA
Guidelines, both the local and regional settinge aiscussed as they exist prior to
implementation of the proposed noise standard andglthe NOP publication (August 2008).

¢ Threshold of Significance - The threshold of significance identifies criterised in determining

whether an impact is considered significant anédapted from the environmental concerns
outlined in the Environmental Checklist provided/Agspendix G to the CEQA Guidelines. In
addition, County policies and standards are usedhsssholds of significance. Accepted
technical and scientific data are also used toroete if an impact would be considered
significant, since “....an ironclad definition of sifjcant effect is not always possible because
the significance of an activity may vary with thettsng” (CEQA Guidelines Section 15064 [b]).
Principally, “... a substantial, or potentially sudostial, adverse change in any of the physical
conditions within an area affected by the projeatluding land, air, water, minerals, flora, fauna,
ambient noise, and objects of historic and aestlsgnificance” would constitute a significant
impact, per Section 15382 of the CEQA Guidelines.

¢ Environmental Impacts - This section of the SEIR identifies and descrilies ghort-term and
long-term environmental impacts, direct and indiregacts, both adverse and beneficial, which
would result from the proposed projectrneise—stehdaPotential impacts are analyzed in
accordance with Section 1512ZBonsideration and Discussion of Environmental Imgaaf the
State CEQA Guidelines. The analysis is structimettlentifying the potential impact issue (with
the corresponding threshold statement/questiofipwfed by the analysis and a conclusion of
impact significance. In the analysis, the propesabtential impacts are compared to the
threshold of significance criteria to determinetliey exceed the thresholds; and thus, are
considered significant and adverse. Impacts, whiehconsidered significant and adverse, are
identified as such at the end of the analysis. tRerCEQA Guidelines Section 15145, if, after
thorough investigation, a particular impact is gmeculative for evaluation, that conclusion is
noted. Cumulative impacts are discussed sepanat&gction 6.0, and growth-inducing impacts
are discussed in Section 7.0 of this EIR.

¢ Previous Analysis - Potential impacts of the proposed projeet-reigaddrdare compared to the
impacts identified in the previous EIR for the Siheay to determine if the impacts are the same
and to identify the applicable mitigation measufes have been previously developed for these
impacts. As a Subsequent EIR, a discussion oetiveronmental impacts analyzed in the EIR
for the California Speedway is provided, as thdgteeto the proposed noise standard and the
Speedway operations. This provides a comparisdheoimpacts of the proposed noise standard
with those anticipated at the site and analyzethénprevious EIR and to identify mitigation
measures in the previous EIR that would be apphctbthe proposal. It should be noted that the

Revised Noise Standards for Auto Club Speedway SCH 2008081077
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Section 4.0

Environmental Impact Analysis (continued)

baseline conditions in this discussion are derifredh the EIR for the California Speedway.
Thus, they reflect existing conditions in 1994-199Hen the previous EIR was under

preparatlon ASsummaryes of the Addendum to the EIR (2003)—and—the—msa}dy—m—suppert
; e @reis also provided.

¢ Mitigation Measures - Where a potential significant and adverse environtaleeffect has been
identified in the environmental analysis, mitigatimeasures have been included in this section
of the document. These measures are designed torfinimize significant adverse impacts ...
for each significant environmental effect identlfia the EIR", as prescribed in Section 15126 of
the State CEQA Guidelines. Where impacts have ntified and called out in the analysis
(i.e., Impact 4.2.], the mitigation measures that would reduce tmigact have been numbered
similarly (i.e.,Mitigation Measure 4.2)1

In addition, mitigation measures in the previouk EAnd Addendum —-ard—MNDthat are
applicable to the—revised-noise—standprdposed project and would reduce the proposal’s
specific significant adverse impacts are identified

¢+ Unavoidable Significant Adverse Impacts - Unavoidable significant adverse impacts are irtgpac
that, either, cannot be mitigated or remain sigaifit even after mitigation. The level of
significance of any potentially significant adversepact, after the implementation of the
mitigation measures, is identified in this sectiba SEIR. To approve a project with significant
unavoidable impacts, the Lead Agency must adoptatei®ent of Overriding Considerations.
Section 15093(a) of the CEQA Guidelines states hadopting a Statement of Overriding
Considerations, the Lead Agency must find thatasg heviewed the impacts of the project; has
balanced the benefits of the project against ggicant effects; and has concluded that the
benefits of the project outweigh the unavoidableeaske environmental effects; and thus, the
adverse environmental effects may be considereckfaable”.

Revised Noise Standards for Auto Club Speedway SCH 2008081077
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SECTION 4.2: NOISE

4.2 NoISE

The discussion in this section is based in paifexhnical Noise Analysedated May 2009 through January
2010, prepared by Gordon Bricken and Associatdse purpose of theseechnical-Neisédanalyses is to
characterize the noise environment in the projeed aand to determine potential impacts related to
proposed revisions to the Speedway PD noise stdsidaermanent operation of the drag strip at its
northern location, and the proposed amendment ¢lude Speedway-related noise standards in the
General Plan Noise Elementhe findings of the analyses are summarized heldwe complete reports
areprovided in Appendix E of this Recirculated Dr8&IR.

421 Environmental Setting
Acoustical Definitions

The unit of sound pressure compared to the faistesid detectable by a keen human ear is callediball
(dB). Because sound or noise can vary in interigitpver one million times within the range of huma
hearing, sound levels are expressed on a logadthaale, in which a change of 10 dB reflects aal®-f
increase in sound energy. This scale keeps saterbkity numbers at convenient and manageableslevel

In evaluating human response to noise, responsarting frequency or pitch is also considered. The
human ear is more sensitive to sounds in the mifildigiency range and is less sensitive to lowed- an
higher-pitched sounds. The “A” weighting scaleused to account for this sensitivity. Thus, most
community noise standards are expressed in deadpetbe “A’-weighted scale, abbreviated dBA, with

0 dBA set roughly at the threshold of human heariRepresentative noise sources and sound levels are
shown in Figure 4.2-JAcoustical Scale.

Although the A-weighted sound level may adequatetiicate ambient noise levels at any one time,
community noise levels vary continuously. Communibise includes a mix of sounds from various
sources that create relatively steady backgrourskndr his type of noise is defined by a singlecdpsor
called the Leq (or equivalent continuous noisellev®q is the average A-weighted sound level dydn
measured time interval. It is the ‘equivalent’ dam sound level that would have to be produced by
given source that is equal to the average of thefating noise levels measured.

The community noise environment varies constanthgrothe 24-hour day. Since people are more
sensitive to unwanted noise intrusion during thenévg and at night, State law requires that fonmpilag
purposes, an artificial dB increment be added tetdime noise levels in a 24-hour noise measuréneen
calculate the Community Noise Equivalent Level (LINHhe CNEL is essentially a 24-hour Leq with a
5 dB penalty during the evening hours from 7 AMLtbPM, and a 10 dB penalty during the nighttime
hours from 10 PM to 7 AM. The Day-Night Noise Levéenoted as Ldn, is a similar measure, but
includes a penalty for noise between 10 PM and 7ohl.

Another tool utilized to measure noise involves tatistical noise level, denoted by Lx. This
measurement refers to the sound level exceeded aapecified period of time, where “X” is the
percentage of time exceeded. For exampigréfers to the noise level exceeded 50% of the,tone
30 minutes per hour. The term tefers to the noise level exceeded 8% of the tonéy minutes per
hour. The Lmax is the maximum noise level measorext the monitoring period while the Lmin refers
to the minimum noise level measured over a givenitoong interval.
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Section 4.2

Noise (continued)

dBA*
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Sonic Boom

Jet Takeoff at 200”

Discotheque
Motorcycle at 20°

Power Mower

Newspaper Press and Freight Train at 50°

Food Blender and Propeller Plane Fly-over at 1,000’

Electric Mixer

Freeway Traffic at 50’; Washing Machine; Alarm Clock; Garbage Disposal;

Electric Can Opener
Office with Tabulating Machines

Vacuum Cleaner; Portable Fan, and Average Traffic at 100’

Electric Typewriter at 10°
Dishwasher Rinse at 10’; Air Conditioning Unit

Normal Conversation at 12’
Refrigerator and Light Traffic at 100’

Ubrary

Motion Picture Studio

Leaves Rustling

*The unit of sound Is the decibel (dB). The loudness of sound is
typically measured using a sound meter, the A-Scale of which
corresponds closely to the way the human ear perceives sound. Thus
the sound level for noise is freq y expressed in dBA.

Figure 4.2-1
Acoustical Scale




Section 4.2
Noise (continued)

Noise Standards

In recognition of the unique operating environmeatessary to conduct a motor sports events venele, t
Speedway PD established noise standards spegiffcalisix premier event weekendsnducted at the
Speedway. These standards are in lieu of the de@emanty-wide standards established by the San
Bernardino County Development Code, which applythte Speedway during non-premier event
weekends Table 4.2-1 compares the Speedway’s noise stdsdeth those established by the County
Development Code for more traditional industriatl @memmercial uses. It is important to note thatmvhe
Revision 4 to the Speedway PD was approved in 206th the County and the Speedway considered
that it eliminated references to “premier weekehdeating a year-round event center with a sirsge

of PD noise standards that would apply to all evatthe Speedway Event Center. Specifically, Hoth
County and Speedway considered that Revision dlediad the noise standards for all activitieshat t
Speedway as 85 dBA Lmax and 65 dBA.LWith the adoption of Revision 4 in 2004, the Siveay
Event Center operated under this single PD noigedstd. However, in October 2009, the Court’s
tentative ruling found that the Speedway-specificsa standards contained in the Speedway PD applied
only to six premier race weekends, and that aleiotiperations were required to meet the Countywide
noise standards contained in the County’s Developi@ede.

TABLE 4.2-1
EXISTING COUNTY AND SPEEDWAY NOISE PERFORMANCE STANDARDS
Speedway PD
Affected Land Use County Code §83.01.080 Noise Level During Premier Event
(Receiving Noise) Noise Level Weekends (6 annually)
Residential/Churches/Schools 55 dBA (7:00 AM-10:00 PM) 65 dBA (7:00 AM-11:00 PM)
Exterior from mobile source 45 dBA (10:00 PM-7:00 AM) 45 dBA (11:00 PM-7:00 AM)
Up to 65 dBA any time
Professional Services 55 dBA anytime 65 dBA anytime
Commercial 60 dBA anytime 65 dBA anytime
Exterior from mobile source Up to 65 dBA any time
Industrial 70 dBA anytime 70 dBA anytime
Source: 2007 County Development Code (Amended Augus2@09)
The California Speedway PD, approved by the CoButgrd of Supervisors on May 2, 1995

According to the Speedway PD, the Speedway shalbperate or allow to be operated any source of
sound on property owned, leased, occupied, or wtkercontrolled by the Speedway which causes the
noise level, when measured on any other propestyexteed the following during six premier event
weekends:

¢ The noise standard for that receiving land use pexiied in the above Table 4.2-1 for a
cumulative period of more than 30 minutes in anyrho

¢ The noise standard plus five (5) dBA for a cumukatperiod of more than 15 minutes in any
hour.

¢ The noise standard plus ten (10) dBA for a cumgagieriod of more than five (5) minutes in
any hour.

¢ The noise standard plus 15 dBA for a cumulativéogenf more than one (1) minute in any hour.
¢ The noise standard plus 20 dBA for any periodrokti
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Section 4.2
Noise (continued)

During non-premier events, operations at the Spaedaust adhere to the County Development Code noise
levels.

The noise limits_currenthallowed under the PD standard for six premier wedkeventsare shown in
Table 4.2-2Speedway Daytime Noise Limits During Premier Evéenually).

TABLE 4.2-2
SPEEDWAY DAYTIME NOISE LIMITS DURING PREMIER EVENTS
(MAXIMUM 6 ANNUALLY )

Land Use
Duration Symbol Residential Commercial Industrial
30 minutes ko 65 65 70
15 minutes bs 70 70 75
5 minutes lg 75 75 80
1 minute L, 80 80 85
Anytime Lmax 85 85 90

Daytime= 7:00 AM to 11:00 PM
Duration based on one hour
Source: Gordon Bricken and Associates, 2009

Based on these criteria, the two primary measurtsnesed to determine compliance arelthgduration

of 30 minutes) and the Lmax (maximum noise levaket at residential locations. To comply with the
current PD noise standards, the Speedway canneeéxanLs, of 65 dBA or Lmax of 85 dBA at a
residential location during six premier event wawlse For all other days, the Speedway must comply
with the County’s noise ordinance which limits ri® an L, of 55 dBA and an Lmax of 75 dBA at
residential usedt is noted that in practice and in the monitoriegults displayed below, L values are the
sum of short term measurements taken when the amb@se environment did not contaminate the
readings. They can be taken as a representativehaf one might expect, but technically were not
intended as compliance verification. Only the maxm (Lmax) readings could be used for that purpose.

General Plan Noise Standards

Pursuant to California Government Code section96%8 seq. the County (all counties in the state) is
required to prepare anddopt a comprehensive, long-term general plan Herghysical development of the
county” One of the mandatory elements of the Generah B a noise element “that shall identify and
appraise noise problems in the community.” Noisentent Policy N.1.1 provides reference to the
standards set forth in the County Development Codibat code at Chapter 82.18 sets forth a Noise
Hazard Overlay, which is to be applied to thoseiswehere the average noise level, measured asd dn,
65 dBA or greater. The Noise Hazard Overlay iended to guide development within the overlay by
providing standards that apply to proposed devetoyinm addition to the standards and regulatioritb®f
primary land use zoning district, where importamenunity, site, environmental, safety, compatipilit
or design issues require particular attention meaut planning. Residences, if otherwise allowedhie
primary land use zoning and lying within the 65 dBén Noise Hazard Overlay, are provided additional
consideration. See County Development Code Sext8#h01.030(d) and 82.18.030. A complete
discussion of this potential impact is providedha Land Use and Planning discussion under Se8tiin

Vibration Standards

Section 83.01.090 of the County Development Codgpilages vibration by not allowing any ground
vibration that can be felt without the aid of instrents at or beyond the lot line or vibrations tvaiduce

a particle velocity greater than or equal to twaths (0.2) inches per second, when measured at or
beyond the lot line. Exemptions to this standadude motor vehicles not under the control of [Hrel
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Section 4.2

Noise (continued)

use and temporary construction, maintenance, repailemolition activities between 7 AM and 7 PM
(excluding Sundays and federal holidays).

Existing Noise Levels

Existing ambient noise levels throughout much @f pioject area are generated by vehicles operating
adjacent roadways, commercial and industrial dig8/iand trains operating on the Metrolink tracks.

As part of the 1995 California Speedway Final EdRseries of noise measurements were taken in 1994
prior to the start of Speedway operations. As shiwTable 4.2-3Short-Term Noise Measurement Data
(1994) the short-term § measured noise levels ranged from 48 to 69 dBAh wmaximum levels
ranging from 61 ta-85 dBA. As shown in Table 4.2-4png-Term Noise Measurement Data (1994,
sound levels at the two (2) long-term measurenmedtions had ansk of 49 dBA and 46 dBA and an
Lmax from ambient noise of 85 dBA and 90 dBA. loshd be noted that the Lmax of 90 dBA exceeded
the current Speedway PD noise standards, whictislinbise to 85 dBA Lmax during premier event
weekends, and the Lmax of 85 dBA exceeded the munmeise standard of 75 dBA Lmax for non-
premier event weekends.

Noise levels in the project area, without Speeda@srations, were measured in 2006 at three (3)itota

on three (3) separate days. Noise measuremenshiana in Table 4.2-5Ambient Noise Levels (Without
Speedway Operations)As shown, the dg(i.e., noise levels exceeded 50 percent of the)trareged from

48 to 58 dBA and the Lmax ranged from 65 to 116 dBRhe readings show that thgylnoise levels
exceeded the noise standards for non-premier eveeskends and the Lmax noise levels exceeded the
noise standard for non-premier times and premieneweekendsmet-thecurrent PD noise-standard;
however-the Lmax-exceeded-the standard.

The nearest airport, Ontario International Airpastjocated approximately three (3) miles southvedst
the Speedway. The 65 dBA L@NEL airport noise contours do not extend into thequiogite, although
aircraft overflights are sometimes audible at tite. sTrain operations on the Metrolink railroaddks
north of the site also generate noise in the ptajeza.

Existing Noise Levels Generated by Operations etQhal

Noise levels were also measured at 14 locatiorSetmuary 26, 2006, during a Speedway premient
(Nextel Cup Race). The monitoring locations anthdae shown in Table 4.2-Bloise Levels during
Speedway Event (NASCAR Nextel Cup R&xap show that thesh.ranged from 62 to 82 dBA and the
Lmax ranged from 65 to 85 dBA. Theglnoise levels appear to exceed the current PD stéselard but
cannot be adequately confirmed due to significambiant interference. The Lmax is consistent wiith t
current PD regulations for premier event weekends
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Section 4.2

Noise (continued)

TABLE 4.2-3
SHORT-TERM NOISE MEASUREMENT DATA (1994)

Measurement Period Dominant | Approximate Sound Level Statistics (dBA)
Traffic Distance
Day of | Start | Dura- Noise From Exposure

Location Date Week | time tion Source(s) Source(s) Circumstances | Leq | Lmin | Lg | Lmax
Single-family at Whittram neaf 575 194\ Sunday| 16:55| 15min ~ Whittran g5 | MinmalSunday | o) |\l ym | 68
Calabash traffic
Single-family at Randall near| 7/»5/94| Fyigay | 15:25| 15min| Cherry 215’ Unobstructed | ¢, | 54 | 65 | 73
Cherry exposure
Single-family at 14718 . ) . Merrill/ 1107 Partial obstruction
Redwood near Merrill 07/22/94| Friday | 11:17| 15 min Cherry 1,400’ from house 53 46 50 67
Single-family at 14718 ) . Merrill/ 1107 Partial obstruction
Redwood near Merrill 07/24/94| Sunday | 13:26 15 miny Cherry 1,400’ from house 51 44 48 61
Multi-family at 14701 Cambrid 7,5 /94 sunday | 11:01] 15minl  Redwoo 5o | Interveningwood | g, | s | 45| 71
near Redwood fence
Single-family at 9911 Calabas . . , Some noise from
near San Bernardino r1)7/22/94 Sunday | 17:23 | 15 min Calabash 45 San Bernardino 60 52 56 78
Single-family at 12949 . . | Etiwanda/ oA Depressed roadwal
Whittram near Etiwanda 07/22/94| Sunday| 14:13| 15 min Whittram 280'/70 (Whittram) 59 51 56 71
Single-family at 12949 . ) .| Etiwanda/ o Depressed roadwal
Whittram near Etiwanda 07/24/94| Friday | 14:11| 15 min Whittram 280'/70 (Whittram) 52 48 51 64

f : W\ /; nd

Single-family at*Village of | 175504 gungay| 16:08| 15min  Foothil 130 | 2 stoyewosed| g, | 45 | g5 | 76
Heritage” along Foothill above wall
Multi-family at 8415 Victoria 07/24/94| Sunday| 16:18 15 min Arrow/ 200'/250’ Some attenuation 51 46 50 62
Woods Apt., near Arrow Etiwanda from wall
Church @ 12704 Foothill, neary7 /5 4/94| sunday| 15:11| 15min  Foothil 65" Unobstructed | 25 | g5 | g9 | g5
I-15 exposure

Source: Final EIR for California Speedway. Prepared far County of San Bernardino by EIP Associates.5199

Notes:

If Speedway PD noise standards for resident@prs were applied to ambient conditions, thenadble limits would be angh of 55 dBA and Lmax o5 dBA for

non-premier event weekends dng of 65 dBA and Lmax of 85 dBA for premier everftise levels that would exceed the Speedway’ssotif?D standard for non-

premier times and premier event weekends are siobold.
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Section 4.2

Noise (continued)

TABLE 4.2-4
L ONG-TERM NOISE MEASUREMENT DATA (1994)

Notes:

Location Measurement Period Dominant | Approximate Sound Level Statistics (dBA)
Traffic Distance
Day of | Start Dura- Noise From Exposure
Date Week | time tion Source(s) Source(s) Circumstances Ldn | Lmin L 50 Lmax
Single-family Many heavy trucks
at Whittram 07/22/94 Fri | 00:00| 24hrs  Whittram 100’ hnid 'l 63 31 49 85
near Calabash
Single-family
at Whittram | 07/23-24/94| 3% | 17:.00 | 24hrs|  Whittram 100' Fewer trucks, | g | gy 46 90
Sun minimal rail activity
near Calabash
Source:  Final EIR for California Speedway. Prepared f@ €County of San Bernardino by EIP Associates 1995.

If Speedway PD noise standards for resident@ptors were applied to ambient conditions, thenadble limits would be §g of 55 dBA and Lmax of

75 dBA for non-premier events aad L, of 65 dBA and Lmax of 85 dBA for premier everitmise levels that would exceed the Speedway'’s ntirre
PD standard for non-premier times and premier eweskendsre shown in bold.
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Section 4.2

Noise (continued)

TABLE 4.2-5

AMBIENT NOISE LEVELS (WITHOUT SPEEDWAY OPERATIONS

Location Date Lso Lmax
2117 4958 65-105
2/18 49-55 187
2/19 50-54 | 77-111
2117 4956 65-116
2/18 48-54 67M0
2/19 51-53 73t14
2117 5157 79-104
30 feet north of the centerline of Ceres Avenuéna-with Live Oak Avenue 2/18 5560 77-90
2/19 51-52 73t09

250 feet north of the centerline of Whittram Averstween Banana Avenue
and Calabash Avenue

90 feet south of the centerline of Arrow Highwaylatb feet west of the
centerline of Mulberry Avenue

Source: Gordon Bricken and Associates, 2009

Notes: If Speedway PD noise standards for residentialptecs were applied to ambient conditions, the adlole limits
would be an L, of 55 dBA and Lmax of 75 dBA for non-premier exenndl s, of 65 dBA and Lmax of 85 dBA
for premier eventd\oise levels that would exceed the Speedway’s ntuR?® standard for non-premier times and
premier event weekendse shown in bold.

TABLE 4.2-6
NOISE LEVELS DURING SPEEDWAY EVENT (NASCAR NEXTEL CuP RACE)

Location Lso Lmax
North side of Whittram Avenue between Calabash Aeemnd Banana Avenue 75 85
West side of Mulberry Avenue between Arrow Routd 8vhittram Avenue 67 73
West side of Calabash Avenue between Arrow Routlevdhittram Avenue 76 83
West side of Almond Avenue between Arrow Route @ffdttram Avenue 67 72
Northwest corner of Whittram Avenue and Cottonwdagnue 64 76
Northeast corner of Whittram Avenue and MulberryeAue 77 85
Northwest corner of Whittram Avenue and Calabaskrwe 78 81
Northeast corner of Banana Avenue and Whittram Aeen 82 85
Northwest corner of Almond Avenue and Whittram Aven 76 79
East side of Cottonwood Avenue between Arrow Ramig Whittram Avenue 63 66
West side of Banana Avenue between Arrow RouteVshidtram Avenue 73 77
Northwest corner of Live Oak Avenue and Ceres Aeenu 73 74
West side of Live Oak Avenue at Pine Avenue 62 65
West side of Redwood Avenue at Pine Avenue 68 80

Source: Gordon Bricken and Associates, 2009
Notes: Current Speedway PD noise standards for resalarteptors limit noise levels to agylof 65 dBA and Lmax of

85 dBA for premier events.

Existing Noise Levels Generated by Operationsefttag Strig

Noise measurements were also conducted at thrdeg@jons north of the drag strip during dragpstri
events on August 19, September 16 and Septemb@0@8, and March 24, 2007 (only Lmax levels were

! The Superior Court of the State of California foe County of San Bernardino issued a tentativinguhat overturned the
County’s approval of Revision 9 to the Speedway RBvision 9 authorized the permanent operatiorhefdrag strip at a
location north of the oval track. Because the Caleémed the Mitigated Negative Declaration, prawddenvironmental
clearance for the permanent operation of the dtag sorth of the oval track inadequate (for pot@nhoise impacts), the
approval of the permanent operation was set asitbadequate CEQA documentation is provided. Ntftstanding this ruling,
the information in this Draft SEIR is accurate tis presentation of the noise levels produced bylthg strip when it was legally
operating at its location north of the oval tracidar an authorized TUP.
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Noise (continued)

recorded for March 24). Table 4.2-Existing (2006-2007Noise Levels with Drag Strip Operations
shows the kyranged from 52 to 58 dBA and the Lmax ranged fr@c/81 dBA on August 19. Thesd-
ranged from 53 to 58 dBA and the Lmax ranged fr@ind’85 dBA on September 16. Thg kanged
from 54 to 64 dBA and the Lmax ranged from 87 tod®A on September 28. The Lmax ranged from
54 to 93 dBA on March 24, 2007. As stated abowé| the October 2009 Court tentative ruling, btib
County and the Speedway considered that the ntaseard for all Speedway operations including drag
strip activities was 85 dBA Lmax and 65 dBA,L However, the Court found that the current PD noise
standard of 85 Lmax only applies to six premiernewgeekends. Operations at the drag strip have not
been classified as premier events by the Speedivmrefore, based on the Court’s tentative rulihg, t
current applicable standard to drag strip operatlerthe Countywide noise standards anaf 55 dBA
and an Lmax of 75 dBAhe difibie

TABLE 4.2-7
EXISTING (2006-2007NOISE LEVELS WITH DRAG STRIP OPERATIONS
Location Date(2006-2007) Lmax Lso
100 feet north of Whittram Avenue and 750 feet frdmag strip August 19 81 58
September 16 85 58
September 28 87 64
March 24 7393 NA
1,360 feet north of drag strip near Calabash Avenue August 19 72 52
September 16 76 58
September 28 87 54
March 24 54-75 NA
2,000 feet north of the drag strip near Banana Agen August 19 75 54
September 16 80 53
September 28 90 55
March 24 54-77 NA
Source: Gordon Bricken and Associates, March 2009
Notes: Current Speedway PD noise standards for resaleetieptors limit noise levels_tadof 55 dBA and Lmax of 75
dBA for non-premier event times aad Ls, of 65 dBA and Lmax of 85 dBA during premier everekends. Drag
strip events have not been considered premier ¥snthe Speedway.

The data show that the drag striff'sy noise levels met the current Speedway PD noisalatds for
premier_event weekends s(E65) but not for non-premier event weekends<L55) and Lmax noise

levels exceeded current noise standards for ncm+ereevents (Lmax -75 dBA%et—the—eurrent

2996—&nd—Mareh—24—2997—everm September 28 2006 the maximum noise Ieverle wm assomated
with the drag strip but were generated by locdfirand other noise sources in the area. On Madkh
gas-powered and other fuel-powered drag cars werat the drag strip. The standard of 85 dBA Lmax
for premier weekend eventgs exceeded due to the other fuel-powered ches8% dBA Lmax standard
for premier weekend eventgs exceeded 4.7 percent of the time.

Revision 9 to the Speedway PD, overturned by thgeBor Court in its October 2009 tentative ruling,
authorized-relocatiopermanent operatioof the drag strip—t@n the north side of the ovahce track.
Under this revisioddewever,no alcohol, nitromethane, jet, or rocket powerkses of vehicles we
allowed to run unless additional documentation dating compliance with current Speedway noise
standards was submitted to and approved by thetoBome non-gasoline powered vehicles were run
on the drag strip in March, April and May 2007 tést the noise levels resulting from operationheise
cars.
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Noise (continued)

Nitromethane powered fuel cars were run and th@isenmeasured at 750 feet from the drag striphnort
of Whittram Avenue, on April 21, 2007. The readirghowed Lmax values for a three (3)-hour period
ranging from 65 to 100 dBA, with tH#5 dBA standard for premier evetsingexceeded 24.7 percent of
the time.

Alcohol and nitromethane-pewerédeled cars were run and their noise measured at 750f&®t the
drag strip, north of Whittram Avenue, on May 5, 200The event included alcohol funny cars, alcohol
dragsters and A-Fuel Dragsters (an unsuperchargeanethane fuel car). The readings showed Lmax
values for a six (6)-hour period ranged from 6®%odBA, with the 85 dBA standard for premier events
beingexceeded 27.2 percent of the time.

To further identify noise levels and generate corgdbeyond the San Sevaine Redevelopment Area,
particularly to the north and east, additional niimde was conducted on September 19, 2009 and
November 10, 2009 by Gordon Bricken & Associatdse Tesults are included in Table 4.2E&isting
Noise Levels Beyond the San Sevaine Redevelopmenivith Drag Strip Operations

TABLE 4.2-8
EXISTING NOISE LEVELS BEYOND THE SAN SEVAINE REDEVELOPMENT AREA WITH DRAG STRIP
OPERATIONS (2009)

Location Date Range of | Average
Maximum Lmax
Levels
South of Merrill Avenue and west of Live Oak Avenue September 19 42-72 59
East of Cottonwood Avenue and north of Arrow Highwa November 10 50-68 59
Intersection of Owens Street and Buena Vista Drive November 10 52-77 62
Intersection of Paisley Lane and Upas Court November 10 58-81 66
300 feet north of Arrow Highway next to CalabasteAue November 10 58-74 61

Source: Gordon Bricken and Associates, 2010

Notes: Current Speedway PD noise standards for resalaetieptors limit noise levels tadof 55 dBA and Lmax of 75 dBA
for non-premier event times and ag bf 65 dBA and Lmax of 85 dBA during premier evergekends. Drag strip
events have not been considered premier eventsebggeedway.

Noise-Sensitive Land Uses

Residences, schools, convalescent facilities, talspilibraries, places of worship, and similar usee
considered noise-sensitive primarily because ataneironment is necessary for the intended use of
these facilities. Commercial and industrial usesegally are not considered noise sensitive bectnese
are not intended for sleeping or resting. Most larsés in the project vicinity are commercial and
industrial uses; and thus, are not considered rsassitive.

The nearest residence to the Speedway is, pursuéme County Development Code, considered to be a
legal, non-conforming use, and is located withinCammunity Industrial Zone northeast of the
intersection of Whittram Avenue and Calabash Averapproximately 570 feet north of the Speedway
property line. Other non-conformingsidences are located north of the Metrolinkksaalong Whittram
Avenue. Other nearby residences are located appabely 1,500 feet east of the Speedway along the
east side of Redwood Avenue. Live Oak Elementarjoeaited approximately 0.25 mile east of the
Speedway. Redwood Elementary School is locatedoappately 0.25 mile northeast of the Speedway,
approximately 0.75 miles northeast of the starling for the drag strip. Sequoia Middle School is
located 0.8 mile east of the Speedway. Adjacemnt leses are shown in Figure 2Ekisting Land Uses
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Noise (continued)

4.2.2 Thresholdsof Significance

As adapted from Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelinpspject impacts from noise are considered
significant if any of the following occur:

¢+ Exposure of persons to or generation of nuisangedeof noise in excess of the levels found by
the Board of Supervisors to be acceptable as dauechein the Statement of Overriding
Considerations for the 1995 Speedway PD B#Rhe result of operations within the Speedway
Event Center and enumerated in the following table:

EXISTING SPEEDWAY DAYTIME NOISE L IMITS FOR PREMIER EVENTS!GANNUALLY !
Duration Symbol - - Land Us_e -
Residential Commercial Industrial
30 minutes ko 65 65 70
15 minutes bs 70 70 75
5 minutes ks 75 75 80
1 minute Lo 80 80 85
Anytime Lmax 85 85 90
Source: The California Speedway PD, approved by the GoBotard of Supervisors on May 2, 1995
Daytime= 7:00 AM to 11:00 PM
Duration based on one hour

For non-premier event times, the County’s noisenamtce would apply as enumerated in the following
table.

COUNTY DAYTIME NOISE LIMITS (FOR NON PREMIER EVENTS)
Duration Symbol - - Land Us_e -
- Residential Commercial Industrial
30 minutes Lso 55 65 70
15 minutes Los 60 70 75
5 minutes Lg 65 75 80
1 minute L, 70 80 85
Anytime Lmax 75 85 90
Source: 2007 County Development Code (Amended Augus2209)
Daytime= 7:00 AM to 11:00 PM
Duration based on one hour

¢ A generation of noise in excess of the EPA headtbeld standard that could result in adverse
health effects within noise sensitive land use® ERA health-based standard limits noise to an
annual average level of 71.4 dBA Leq, which tratesldao 100 dBA Lmax.

¢ Exposure of persons to or generation of excesswmenglbourne vibration or groundbourne noise
levels;

¢ For a project located within an airport land usenpbr, where such a plan has not been adopted,
within two miles of a public airport to public uagport, the project would expose people
residing or working in the project area to excessivise levels; or

¢ For a project within the vicinity of a private diip, the project would expose people residing or
working in the project area to excessive noiselleve

SCH 2008081077
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Noise (continued)

4.2.3 Environmental Impacts

The proposed project includes a revision to theeB8way PD as follows:

¢ Permanent operation of the drag strip in its nalyHecation
¢ Reuvision of the PD noise standard to limit noisele to the following:

o For standard operating days (i.e., 330 days per)yeastandard of 85 dBA Lmax
measured at 550 feet from the Speedway propemrywiould be applied to all permitted
activities at the Speedway Event Center from 7 AML1 PM. This standard would not
apply to: emergencies, accidents, and activitiesh sas fireworks and aircraft, rail,
airship, and helicopter operations. [This revisioould remove the intermediate L-level
standards (e.qg.,ok, Lso, etc.).]

o0 For the remaining 35 days per year, a standardofdBA Lmax measured at 550 feet
from the Speedway property line would be appliedltgpermitted activities and vehicles
at the Speedwayror each of those 35 days, the time that noisddeseceed 85 dB Lmax
would be limited to the hours between 10 AM andvi7ader a cumulative maximum total
of 60 minutes per dafthese days would be scheduled in advance with timtg. This
standard would not apply to: emergencies, accidanis activities such as fireworks and
aircraft, rail, airship, and helicopter operatio3his revision would remove the
intermediate L-level standards (€.0s,lLsq, €tc.).]

Noise measurements would be conducted accordirnlgetononitoring protocol kept on
file with the County and included in Appendix Etbis SEIR.

¢ Removal of the prohibition of racing activitiesparking lots 3-10.

The project also includes an amendment to the @efdan Noise Element to include Ldn contours for
the Speedway operations. See Land Use and Pladisicssion in Section 8.0 of this SEIR.

------

—Speedway-DaytimeN 2 mitg andard-of 100 dBA L mab a¥a om-the
Speedway-propertyWhile no physical-erprogrammatiahanges to Speedway operations are proposed
(except for the construction of a noise attenuatiati pursuant to Mitigation Measure 4.2-8nd noise
levels from operations of the race track oval wdlinain substantially the same, the proposed project
would result in operational changes to the draig sfwrough approval of the permanent operationef t
drag strip in its location north of the oval traédditionally, the higher noise standard could allow the
Speedway to accommodate other racing vehicle dasstihe drag strip as long as they comply with the
revised noise standard. This would be an indirepaict under CEQA and is discussed below. Furteer,
discussed below, a mitigation measure requiringsttantion of a sound wall is proposed. Physical
impacts associated with the sound wall are discliss8ection 4.2-5 below.

Violation of Nuisance Based Noise Standard&xposure of persons to or generation of nuisaewels
of noise in excess of the levels found by the Bo&r8upervisors to be acceptable as the result of
operations within the Speedway Event Center enueia Table 4.2-2)

I mpacts Related to Oval Operations

As shown in Table 4.2-6, noise generated by evantse oval appear to exceed the existing Speedway
PD noiseLs, standard of 65 dBA at residential uses for premeients but this cannot be adequately
confirmed due to ambient noise level interferenés.indicated by the monitoring reports (Append)x E

it is very difficult to accurately measure Speedwayerated s, noise levels due to the frequency and
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Noise (continued)

intensity of ambient noise conditions. The ovatusrently in compliance with the other intermediat
level requirements (e.g.,.4. Lg, and L) and with the 85 dBA Lmax standard during premégent
weekends.

Figure 4.2-2 Noise Contours — Oval Track Nextel Cup Eyemd Figure 4.2-3Noise Contours — Oval
Track SCCA Everdepict noise contours for the oval during two (2¢ms. As shown, during both the
Nextel Cup Event and the Sports Car Club of Ame(lB&CA) event, which are both one of the six
premier event weekendthe 85 dBA noise contours do not extend to adjacesilential uses. Both
figures show the location of the three nearby stshd®edwood Elementary, Live Oak Elementary and
Sequoia Middle School to be well beyond the 85 di®¥se contours for the oval. These graphics do not
depict the 75 dBA contour because both of thesateage premier event weekends, thus regulateley t
85 dBA Lmax standard for premier event weekendghe proposed noise standard revisions would
remove the intermediate L-level limitations inclaglitheLs, and would increase the Lmax to 100 dBA
measuredit the Speedway perimetier 35 days per year for a cumulative total of tweir per day and
85 dBA Lmax for the balance of Speedway evemtse revision would also eliminate a standard golel
based upon the six premier race weekends.

For non-premier event weekends, the project wobhkhge the standard from 75 dBA Lmax to 85 dBA
Lmax. Howeverthe revised noise standards would not impact ojpesagt the oval. No additional races
or types of vehicles would occur at the oval agsult of the proposed revisions. Therefore, thal ov
would not generate additional noise than it doaseatly under existing conditions. By removing the
intermediate L-level standards under the revisede8way PD noise standards, the oval track’s noise
values could be accurately determined through doresable -demenstrateompliance_mechanism
Because the noise impacts from the oval are ahdenu85 dBA Lmax already, increasing the Lmax to
100 dBA for 35 days per yeavould result in no additional environmental-hav@impact fronen the
oval's activities. Similarly, the permanent opevatiof the drag strip on the north side of the duatk,
removing the limitation on activities in parkingtdo3 through 10, and amending the General Plan to
include Ldn contours from Speedway operations wdidde no impact on the oval track’'s operations.
Therefore, the proposed projaetised-noise-standardsould have a less than significant impact in terms
of the generation of nuisance levels of noise fedthe Speedway oval activities
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Noise Contours — Oval Track Nextel Cup Event
Source: Gordon Bricken & Associates 2009
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Noise (continued)

Impacts Related to Drag Strip Operations

The proposed Revision 11 of the Speedway PD, ieslude permanent operation of the drag strip in its
current location north of the oval track, removaltloe prohibition against race activities in_paxkin
lots 3-10, a General Plan Amendment to add Ldneno@ntours from the Speedway operations, and a
revised noise standard. Currently, the drag sripcated north of the oval track and south ofdffesite
railroad tracks. This drag strip had been relocétech the south of the Speedway’s oval track towall
for construction of a fan zone and facilitate eakaccess to the drag strip and oval. This relocatiad
been authorized first through a Temporary Use Reamil then through approval of Revision 9 to the
Speedway PD and was provided with environmentaralece through a Mitigated Negative Declaration
(MND). However, in October 2009, the Court tentalyvruled that the MND did not adequately address
the issue of potential noise impacts. Therefore, NiIND and approval of Revision 9 were set asidd unt
such time that the County could provide additicBBEQA documentation. As a result, Revision 11 to the
Speedway PD includes authorization for the drag’stpermanent operation on the north side of vl o
track and a removal of the prohibition against racévities in parking lots 3-10. According to the
monitoring results, noise currently generated atdhag strip was consistent witvhat the County and
Speedway considered as the existing noise staidgrd 65 dBA and Lmax = 85 dBA). However, based
on the Court’s tentative ruling and as shown inl&ab2-7, the drag strip exceeded the County’senois

standard of Ly =55 dBA and Lmax=75 dBA)each-ofthe-existing-SpeedwayPD-intediateLlevel

standardg-urther, vihen non gasoline-powered vehicles were run duestgng, the drag strip exceeded
thecurrent-Speedway-PB-neise-standar@soflBA Lmax.Because the drag strip in its existing northerly
location would exceed current noise standardsp#renanent operation of the drag strip in its |amati
north of the oval trackand removal of the prohibition against racing\atéis in parking lots 3-10 would
result in significant nuisance-related noise impact

The proposed General Plan Amendment to add Speeddagd Ldn noise contours to the Noise
Element will not result in anphysical or operational changes to the drag sinigp would not result in
nuisance-related noise impacts.

The proposed noise standard would remove the ieiate L-level limitations and increase the Lmax to
100 dBA measured at 550 feet from the Speedwayneter for 35 days per year for a cumulative total o
one hour per day for each of those days betweerhdles of 10 AM and 7 PMHistorically, the
intermediate L-levels have proven difficult to me@sdue to interference caused by ambient noise fro
railroad and truck activity in this highly industlized area. As a result of the Court’'s OctobedP0
tentative ruling, the measured intermediate L-lgvEr noise originating from the drag strip locht®rth

of the oval track, exceed certain intermediate delenoise standards for non-premier weekend events
(e.q9., Lso =55 dBA). For standard operating days (i.e., 88¢s per year), the intermediate L-level noise
values are anticipated to continue to exceed th&tigx intermediate L-level noise standards for-non
premier weekends. For 35 days per year, with daétian of certain classes of vehicles expectekazh

a level of 100 dBA Lmax at 550 feet from the Speagtacility, the intermediate L-level noise valuas
anticipated to be incrementally higher than stathdgrerating days and continue to represent a signif
impact. Thus,ncreasing the Lmax to 100 dBA measured at 550 ffeen the Speedway perimeter for
35 days per year (as set forth hereiodild allow additional types of drag vehiclesdoe on the drag strip
that could meet the proposed 100 dBiax, but not theurrent standards,+ace-en-the-drag-strip.

With the change to the Lmax standard, other radeécles that could meet the proposed (but not the
current) standard, could use the drag strigehicles that use a drag strip are classified bgiren
displacement and fuel type. The National Hot Radadtiation (NHRA) defines 13 competition classes.
In addition, there are as many as 81 separateraggi&igs within some classes, based on combinatibns
weight, year of origin, displacement of the engimansmission and several other factors. Everihso,
classes tend to produce fairly uniform sound legels are not subdivided further than the 13 classes
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Seven of the classes are variations on stock caisrin mostly in “bracket racing” (a handicapping
system that allows fast and slow cars to competalggon a course). The broad definitions of NHRA
classes are listed in Table 4.2-8IHRA Vehicle Class Definitions

TABLE 4.2-8
NHRA VEHICLE CLASS DEFINITIONS

Vehicle Type Definition
Top Fuel Dragster Nitro-methane fueled, superclhrgear engine, open wheel rail dragsters. Capzble

300-plus miles per hour (MPH) and elapsed time$.5to 5 seconds in a quarter mile|.
Top Fuel Funny Car Nitro-methane fueled, superdatdrfront engine, full-bodied dragsters. Capalble o

about 300-plus MPH and elapsed times just aboat(y seconds in a quarter mile.
A-Fuel Dragster Nitro-methane fueled, normally easgid, rear engine, open wheel rail dragsters.

Capable of 300-plus MPH and elapsed times of 45deconds in a quarter mile.

Top Alcohol Dragster | Alcohol fueled, superchargedr engine, open wheel dragsters. Capable ottabou
250 MPH and elapsed times just under six (6) sezand quarter mile.

Top Alcohol Funny Alcohol fueled, supercharged, front engine, fullleal dragsters. Capable of about
Car 250 MPH and elapsed times just under six (6) sezand quarter mile.

Pro-stock Eliminator Tube frame, gas powered, holtied cars. Capable of 200 MPH and elapsed fjuos¢s
under seven (7) seconds in a quarter mile.

Pro-Stock Bike Especially prepared production basetbrcycle. Capable of about 180 MPH and an
elapsed time of 7.5 seconds in quarter mile.

Competition This is the broadest of the stock classes. Officiat the index (or handicap) and the

Eliminator first car across finish line wins. Any gas powedgdgster or production based car can
compete. Typical speeds are 140 to 220 MPH wihssd times in the 7 to 8 second
range.

Super Comp Gas powered dragster and productionl liasevariations running a fixed index of

2]

8.9 seconds. Fifty-six sub-classes. Speeds raogel40 to 200 MPH. Elapsed time
range from 7 to 9 seconds.

Super Gas Gas powered production based car vasatimning an index of 9.9 seconds. Typical
speeds are around 140 MPH. Typical elapsed timeealsout nine (9) seconds.
Stock Eliminator Reserved for 1960 or newer, gasgred, factory production based cars running dial-i

indexes set by the driver. Typical indexes aréol®3 seconds. Typical speeds are
90 to 120 MPH. There are 80 subclasses in thegoay.

Super Stock Reserved for foreign and domestic factory produchased cars. Gas powered,
Eliminator production based car variations running dial-ireixek are 10 to 11 seconds. Speeds
range from 100 to 140 MPH in a quarter mile. Thame80 subclasses in this categoryy.
Super Street Gas powered, production based catieens running an index of 10.9 seconds.
Typical speeds are around 130 MPH. Typical elapisegls are about 10 seconds.
Junior Dragsters Small tube frame dragster condifuns rear-engined with Briggs and Statton engines

Basically a class for youngsters under 16.
Source: Gordon Bricken and Associates, 2009

In addition to NHRA official classes, a myriad giegialty classes and names, which are regional in
nature and sometimes unique to a track, may bélestad as specialty names for gas-powered stock
cars. It is anticipated that the primary vehiglpes that could race at the Speedway drag stripruihe

proposed standard would include A-Fuel Dragstdeshal fuel cars, gas-powered non-street legal, cars
and gas-powered street legal cars. The Top Fueidber and Funny Car classes are not expected to ru
at the Speedway drag strip due to safety issidsny street legal cars are placed on trailersaardiot

driven to the track on public roads. The “stresgial’ designation generally means that the cars are
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equipped with bumpers, head and tail lights, andflers. However, some cars that are street legal
become non-street legal by removing equipmentfertins.

With some exceptions, almost all cars in all classen run without mufflers and a large number efth
do so. Muffled cars vary in output as a functiéthe muffler design.

The time history of a drag race follows a very noatconfiguration. There are usually two cars tora
Each car is permitted a brief and short trial Stzatled a “burn-out”) prior to the actual raceach burn-
out is normally around two seconds in duratiorh@lgh the two burnouts can occur simultaneoushe T
actual run will vary with the class of car. Gasmgoed stock cars run anywhere from nine (9) to
17 seconds in a quarter mile. Alcohol-powered eebirun from six to seven seconds in a quarteg.mil
Nitro-methane fuel powered vehicles run in undsixesecond range.

While the runs are of short duration, the rateloffof cars varies. Stock cars are lined up belired
starting line in a queue. Each pair can be pasitioat the starting line immediately after the diead
leaves the starting line. Typical local drag sey@ents run cars at 30-second intervals. Profeakgiock
cars cycle at about one (1)-minute intervals. Atdand fuel cars will cycle at two (2)-minute intals.
The longer intervals are mainly due to safety aersitions.

Measurements taken at tracks across the countryhasé specifically taken at the Auto Club Speedway
drag strip in the past three years demonstrate ttiatprofessional fuel classes will exhibit small
noticeable differences in the sound level. Stdelsses, especially street legal cars, can exhabiel
differences in sound level because of the diffeesrino engine displacements and level of modificetio
Therefore, there is no single number that applesuty class of car especially away from the track.
However, noise contours depicting Lmax noise lewadse prepared for a representative sample of types
of vehicles that could be operated at the drag:sgas powered street legal cars, gas powered tnegi-s
legal cars, alcohol fuel cars, and A-Fuel DragstRevisedrigures 4.2-4 through 4.2-7).

The noise levels for all vehicle types are basetherhighest recorded level at the reference paihich

is 550 feet north of the Speedway facility¥aeks northern boundary. The noise contours are based o
the source noise levels as produced at the dramssstarting line. The contours take into account the
shielding provided by the embankments, the Speedvesal, and the existing building
configuration/distribution north of the drag strigThe pattern of building distribution only proesl a
general reduction. Specific locations in the aredh of the track may have higher noise reductibas

are depicted by the contours.)

As shown, at the intersection of Whittram Avenud @alabash Avenue (approximately 550 feet from the
drag strip starting line), the maximum noise lewetild be 100 dBA from the A-Fuel Dragster, 95 dBA
from the Alcohol Fuel car, 90 dBA from the Gas Posdenon-street legal car, and 85 dBA from the
Street Legal cars. These figures also show thawRed Elementary, Live Oak Elementary and Sequoia
Middle schools are all beyond the 75 &8l dBA Lmaxnoise contours even when-ene-of-the-loudest
types—ofdrag vehicles that could generate maximum noigeldeup to 100 dBA arés run at the drag
strip.

With additional vehicle types, noise generatedhgydrag strip under the proposed noise standardiiwo
be in excess of the nuisance levels currently fooydhe Board of Supervisors to be acceptable et th
oval track for premier event weekends.

A person’s reaction to new noise is subjective asdally based on its comparison to the existing
environment to which the person has adapted. Alselatively low noise levels, noise increasesrat
as disruptive as increases at higher noise levEte proposed change frordBdBA Lmax measured at
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the nearest residential soutcel00 dBA Lmax measured at 550 feet from the 8weg perimeters-the
allowable-maximunwould lead to an increase in perceived loudness.

The number of people highly annoyed by a noisecsoimcreases fairly monotonically with loudness. B
increasing the maximum loudness, the percentagwist-stressed residents near the Speedway would
likely increase. Any sound regarded as “intensefifed as 90 dB or higher for pure tones and 7%odB
wide spectrum noise) will become “highly annoyingthe average person, if it is sufficiently prajed.

It is important to note that due to the nature pérations at the drag strip, even when non-gasoline
powered vehicles were tested at the drag stripntfiee was not continuous, but rather occurrecharts
bursts when the vehicle took off from the startinge. Additionally, for events that included non-
gasoline powered vehicles, less than one percertheofruns reached the maximum noise levels of
100 dBA Lmax. According to the noise measuremeuntarnsarized above, during 1,348 drag strip runs
taken over the six (6) monitoring days, 77 percégnhe runs measured below 85 dBA Ln{&xhibit 2 of
Appendix 2 of the Gordon Bricken & Associates Debem2007 Measurement Results California
Speedway report - Appendix E).

Because the proposed standard would allow for noisgcess of the levels currently determined tate
acceptable level of nuisance noise by the Countgr@amf Supervisors and in excess of the current
County Development Code noise limits for L-max dntérmediate L-levelsa significant impact is
identified for this issue area.

Impact 4.2-1: Permanent operation of the dragpstin its current location north of the oval track
would exceed noise levels beyond levels curreetigrohined to be an acceptable level of
nuisance by the County Board of Supervisargl in excess of the current County
Development Code noise limits for L-max and inteliate L-levels.

Impact 4.2-2: The proposed noise standard for the SpeedwaywlDid allow an increase in noise
levels beyond levels currently determined to beaeeeptable level of nuisance by the
County Board of Supervisors and in excess of thieesti County Development Code
noise limits for L-max and intermediate L-levels.

Violation of Health Based Noise Standard¢A generation of noise in excess of the EPA hdzdged
standard that could result in adverse health eff@athin noise sensitive land uses. The EPA hdxmited
standard limits noise to an annual average level# dBA Leq, which translates to 100 dBA Lmax.)

As discussed in Section 3Project Description,the proposed standard of 100 dBA Lmax has been
designed to meet the EPA’s health-based criterigofotecting a community from hearing loss. EPA’s
recommended average annual noise level to prdtecdmmunity from hearing loss is 71.4 dBA Leq.

When applied to the Speedway’s hours of operatibresallowable annual average noise level is 84 dBA
Leg. Thus, if each hour of noise generated by Spagdperation had an 84 dBA Leq, the annual
average level would be 71.4 dBA Leq. Based on npiseitoring at the Speedway property line, this
annual average is met as long as a maximum lev&@DOfdBA is not exceeded. By limiting noise to
100 dBA Lmax, the workers and residents exposesbtmd generated by the Speedway at 550 feet or
beyond would not be expected to experience hetogsy No significant adverse impact is expected.

I mpacts Related to Oval Operations

Previous monitoring results and noise contourshefdval have shown that the oval does not produce
noise levels in excess of the current PD noisedstahof 85 dBA Lmax during premier event weekends
The proposed revision to the Speedway PD noiselatda would have no impact on operations at the
oval.
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Noise (continued)

No additional races or types of vehicles would o@iithe oval as a result of the proposed revisiortke
noise standards. Therefore, the oval would noegda noise in addition to noise created undetiegis
conditions. As a result, operations at the ovalilaot result in a generation of noise in excdsthe
EPA health-based standard of 100 dBA Lmax andthess significant adverse health effects would occur
to noise sensitive land uses. The permanent operatf the drag strip, prohibition against racing
activities in parking lots 3-10, and amending then&al Plan to add Ldn noise contours for Speedway
operations would have no impact on oval activigesl would therefore not result in adverse health
effects.

Impacts Related to Drag Strip Operations

The proposed Speedway PD noise standard could alliolitional vehicle types to run on the drag strip

its location north of the oval track for 35 days pear for a cumulative total of one hour per eatthose
days between 10 AM and 7 PMsuch vehicles would meet the new standard of dB®& Lmax as
measured at 550 feet from the Speedway faciliglae which is the equivalent of thePRA health-based
limit for protecting the community from hearing sofNoise monitoring conducted during testing of-non
gasoline powered vehicles and the noise contourshése types of vehicles (revis€dyure 4.2-4 and
revisedFigure 4.2-5) demonstrate that the drag strip ddvel able to meet the revised standard with these
vehicles. Furthermore, if non-gasoline powered slekiwith the potential to reach 100 dBA Lmax were
permitted to run at the drag strip, the actual amhofi noise reaching 100 dBA would be less than(@je
hour per_day forach of the 3%lays or 35 hours per yedersonal-CommunicatioiisordenBricken
May-4,-2009) Because the maximum allowable noise limit wouldsbeat 100 dBA Lmax for each of
those 35 days, the permanamperationsof at the drag strip at its location north of the owalck, the
revised noise standard and the removal of the bitadn against racing activities in parking lotsl 8-
would not result in the generation of noise in ascef the EPA health-based standard and less than
significant adverse health effects would occur tise sensitive land uses. Similarly, amending the
General Plan Noise Element to include Ldn contdors Speedway operations would not result in
significant adverse health effects.

Groundbourne Noise and Vibration (Would the project cause exposure of persons tgeoeration of
excessive groundbourne vibration or groundbournisentevels?)

Groundbourne vibration is a compression wave induc® the surface by some type of force. The force
can be mechanical, such as a hammer strike, anitbe produced by a pressure wave from a high
intensity sound source. As the compression wapards from the source, it loses energy as a fumctio
of distance, soil content, and obstructions in pla¢h. When the wave reaches a structure, it induces
a vibration. Vibration may range from rattling windows to ground motion at adjacent properties
that can damage structures. The threshold of peocevaries with the frequency of vibration, rammi
from -68 dB at one hertz to -50 at 100 hertz.

I mpacts Related to Oval Operations

The proposed projecevision-to-the-Speedway-noise-standavdald not result in operational changes to
the oval. Therefore, the proposed-standagect would have less than significant groundbourne

vibration or noise levels at the oval.
Impacts Related to Drag Strip Operations
A vibration analysis was completed by Gordon Britke Associates to determine the potential for

groundbourne vibration effects resulting from agdtar -vehielethat would meet the proposed noise
standards _of 100 dBA Lmaat 550 feet from the Speedway propedtgg-strp Assuming a worst case
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Noise (continued)

scenario in terms of amplification of nearby stunes, the vibration level 550 feet from the Speedwa
facility drag-stripwould be -84 dB. This is 16 dB below the range efcpption (i.e.;68 t6-100 dB).
Therefore, potential vibration impacts that arelykto be induced by Speedway operations at theesea
building are less than the threshold of perceptiamther, aA-change in vehicle types on the drag strip or
generating a lower noise valwgll not result in substantial changes to groundipe noise or vibration.
Thus, the Speedway would not have a significamtctéiontributeon groundbourne vibration generally or
a significant additive effect to groundbourne vilma generated by trains on the adjacent Metrolink
tracks. _The permanent operation of the drag sirifs location north of the oval track, the rembgta
prohibition against racing activities in parkingdd3-10, the revised noise standard, and Geneaal Pl
amendment to show Ldn contours for Speedway opastwould result inkmpacts-woudld-bdess than
significant impacts associated with groundborneatibn

Aircraft Operations (For a project located within an airport land uskap or, where such a plan has not
been adopted, within two miles of a public airpartpublic use airport, would the project expose eo
residing or working in the project area to excesshoise levels? For a project within the vicinitfya
private airstrip, would the project expose peopésiding or working in the project area to excessive
noise levels?)

The Speedway is located approximately 3 miles (ntba@ two miles) from the Los Angeles Ontario
International Airport and is outside the airpo@s dBA-GNH_dn noise contour._There are no private air
strips within the vicinity of the projectThe revised noise standard for the Auto Club Spegdwould
not apply to aircraft noise and would not lead tanerease the exposure of people in the areaigeno
associated with aircraft and airport operations. difgnificant adverse impacts relating to noise from
aircraft operations are expected with the-revigegosed projectnoise-standard.

424 PreviousAnalysis

To the extent applicable, this Subsequent EIR tfrprevious environmental documents relatinghte t
Speedway. As outlined in Section 1.2Ptevious Environmental Reviepwrevious analyses include an
EIR for the California Speedway (SCH 94082080 |t;ed in 1995) and ar artnltlal Study for the
Addendum to the 1995 EIR |n 200 {

)A summary of the envwonmental documents is [redi
below, with the applicability of the analysis andigation measures to the proposed revisions tdPhe
noise standard identified italics.

EIR for the California Speedway

The previously-certified EIR for the California $uevay analyzed the potential environmental impatts
construction and operation of the Speedway andifeEhsignificant adverse impacts on earth resesirc
traffic, air quality, noise, public safety, cultlnaesources, utilities, and hazardous waste. sl
measures were provided for incorporation into thgeat, but impacts on traffic, air quality, andige
were expected to remain significant and unavoidalbkn after mitigation. Existing noise levels lire t
project area at times exceeded the County’s nao@elards (b, and Lmax) for residential uses. Noise
from planned Speedway operations was also projéotegiceed the County’s standards, and accordingly,
the Board of Supervisors adopted a Statement ofridireg Considerations.

A summary of the noise analysis in the previous ElIprovided below.

An acoustical scale (Figure 4.2-8) was providedthedEIR stated that noise effects can be cladsifi®
three categories:
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TABLE 4.6-2
TYPICAL SOUND LEVELS MEASURED IN THE
ENVIRONMENT AND IN INDUSTRY

A-Weighted
At a Given Distance Sound Level Subjective
From Nolise Source in Decibels Noise Environments Impression
140
Civil Defense
Siren (100" 130
Pain
Jet Takeoff (200') 120 Threshold
110 Rock Music Concert
Pile Driver (50") 100 Very Loud
Ambulance Siren (100')
, 80 Boiler Room
Freight Cars (50') d Printing Press Plant
Pneumatic Drill (50') 80 Kitchen with
Garbage Disposal
Running
Vacuum Cleaner (10") 70 : Moderately
Loud
Department Store 60 Data Processing Center
Light Traffic (100') 50 Private Business Office
Large Transformer (200°) 40 . Quiet
Soft Whisper (5') 30 Quiet Bedroom
20 Recording Studio
10 Threshold of
Hearing
0
Source: Handbook of Noise Measurament, Amold P. G. Petarson and Ervin E. Gross, Jr., 1963.
The California Speedway EIR Noise 4.6-3
Figure 4.2-8

Speedway EIR Acoustical Scale
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Noise (continued)

Subjective effects of annoyance, nuisance andtdifsetion:

¢ Interference with activities such as speech, skeeplearning
¢ Physiological effects such as startling and hedorg

These noise effects remain the same.

Noise sources and sensitive receptors in the prajea were identified and included trains, velacul
traffic, aircraft, and stationary industrial noige noise sources and residences, schools and ehcmr
sensitive receptors.

The noise sources and sensitive receptors in thggrarea remain the same at this date (2009)
as they did in 1995.

The EIR provided monitoring results for the exigtimise environment at the site and surrounding,are
as well as noise levels at the Michigan InternaticBpeedway. The measured noise levels at noise
sensitive land uses in the project area, prioottstruction and operation of the Speedway, had rmaxi
noise levels (Lmax) ranging from 61 to 85 dBA dgritb-minute measurements on Fridays and Sundays,
with 24-hour Lmax measurement readings of 85 tdBA.

The existing noise environment at the site has gbdsince the Speedway started operations and
as surrounding land uses and traffic volumes héawenged. This information is no longer valid
for the ambient noise environment.

Existing federal, state and county noise regulatiware summarized, which remain in effect at tinnet

The EIR stated the proposed California Speedwalyaailise significant noise impacts associated with
earth moving and construction activities at the.sitNoise levels from various construction equipimen
were provided. Adverse impacts from constructiotivaies were identified and mitigation measures f
these impacts included the following:

¢ Construction activities within 1,000 feet of thertherly and easterly boundaries of the project
site shall be limited to 7 AM to 7 PM on weekdaywd gorohibited on weekends in order to
minimize disruption at nearby homes. The projeoppnent shall incorporate this requirement in
all construction contracts. Prior to issuance oiiding permits, the project proponent shall
provide the Planning Department with evidence thatcontract reflects this requirement.

¢ During construction, contractors shall be requi@@mploy the quietest available equipment or
to muffle/control construction noise. The projpobponent shall incorporate this requirement in
all construction contracts. Prior to issuance oiiding permits, the project proponent shall
provide the Planning Department with evidence thatcontract reflects this requirement.

¢ During construction, contractors shall use temporenise barriers/shields to limit noise impacts
on residential homes where jackhammers and othestrewtion equipment will be used within
200 feet of a residential dwelling. The projeatganent shall incorporate this requirement in all
construction contracts. Prior to issuance of bagdermits, the project proponent shall provide
the Planning Department with evidence that thereghteflects this requirement.

Impacts were expected to remain significant evear afitigation.

The revised noise standard will not involve anyug disturbance or construction activities
other than construction of the sound attenuatiorl wequired by Mitigation Measure 4.2-1.
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During construction of that sound wall, the appl& mitigation measures listed above will be
applied to attenuate construction noise.

The EIR stated that the proposed Speedway wouldrgennoise from auto-racing and the event-related
traffic. Noise will be generated by activities &etracetrack itself, traffic noise, and railroadseo
resulting from the requirement that train operatdosw their whistles as they approach the siteage
opposite Calabash Avenue and Whittram Avenue.

The EIR stated that observations during the siteesuindicate that numerous scattered homes atenwit
2,800 and 4,400 feet of the planned raceway andemerally located to the north, along Whittram and
Calabash Avenues and to the east of the site a@thefry Avenue. Houses within 2,800 and 4,400 feet
of the planned raceway will be exposed to signifida, noise levels above 55 dBA. The track banking,
safety walls, and grandstands would reduce noma the Speedway but noise levels were expected to
exceed County standards for residential uses ldaadeth and east of the site. The EIR stated ribat
mitigation measures (sound walls, lower track dieva residential relocation and retrofitting) were
found to be both feasible and effective at reducioige levels to below a level of less-than-sigaifit.
Impacts were expected to remain significant anc/oidable.

The current Speedway PD noise standards allow nt#sels are higher than the County
standards and address the exceedance of Countglastisby existing Speedway operations on
premier event weekendsHowever, the proposed noise standard would alimise levelde
higher than both the County standards and the curn®peedway PD noise standards. The
previous analysis is generally applicable to thepwsal, since residential uses and other noise
sensitive receptors would continue to be exposedise levels in excess of the curresttiopted
standards before mitigation

The EIR discussed cumulative noise impacts aneédtihite Speedway operations would add stationary,
traffic, train horn, and helicopter noise to thésérg environment. Homes near Calabash and Véhittr
Avenues would experience noise increases of 3 dBiis impact was considered significant and
unavoidable.

This previous analysis is generally applicablehe proposal, since residential uses north of the
Speedway would experience increases in ambieng h@rels and periodic noise increases under
the revised noise standard. Section 6.0 furtherreskbs the cumulative impacts from the
proposed project.

Addendum to the EIR for the California Speedway

An Addendum to the EIR for the California Speedvitignned Development was prepared to address
substantive revisions to the approved Developmiamt. PThese revisions included the following:

¢ Extension of operating hours from 7 AM to 11 PM{hwsome premier racing events starting at
4 PM and with planned race duration of 3 hours

¢ Clarifying and defining the use of the Speedwag &it ancillary events throughout the year

¢ Installation of lighting around racetracks and witparking areas

¢ Construction of a 150-foot long, 10-foot high soumdll to mitigate noise from the drag strip
located on the south side of the oval track
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Other previously-approved revisions that were noluided in the previous EIR and analyzed in thiéahi
Study Addendum included:

Deletion of the Speedway Business Park from thedpay project site

Construction of a road course(s) using portiontheftrack and the infield

Construction of a drag strip in the south parkirgpa

Installation of a permanent set of bleachers wjg9@ seats within the infield area

Use of a temporary set of bleachers with 1,500sss#&he road course and the drag strip
Construction of a pedestrian bridge over road etreck

Installation of “jJumbotron” projection screen iretinfield area

* S 6 & O 0o

An Initial Study was prepared to support the Addendand indicated that noise impacts resulting from
the staging of drag race events, daytime premientsy concerts, and ancillary events would not be
substantially more severe than was analyzed iktRefor the California Speedway, as the deletiothef
business park component would be accompanied brgawses in environmental impacts, including traffic
and air quality impacts, that would be offset byauts generated by the ancillary events.

It was determined that noise from the drag strgzdted south of the oval trackjould exceed the
existing noise standards for the Speedway durimgpttime events, unless mitigation was provided.
Residences located east of the Speedway could pesed to noise levels exceeding the nighttime
standard of 65 dBA. A 10-foot high noise wall wade constructed on the east side of the dragastap
was included as part of the project descriptiorettuce noise impacts from the drag strip. It isddhat

in place of a wall, two 40-foot sea land containeeye placed at the drag strip location to provide
equivalentnoise attenuation.

Noise from daytime concerts was determined to krelpaudible. Nighttime race events would be
perceived as louder, since noise impacts would roapproximately three (3) hours later due to the
change in operating hours. The Initial Study deteech that noise from nighttime premiere eventdat t
California Speedway could be more significant ttf@noise impacts analyzed in the previous EIR.

It was determined that implementation of the mtima measures in the previous EIR would still be
necessary. These include compliance with Courstgdstrds for exterior lighting, modified air quality
mitigation, cultural resource mitigation, geologitigation, hazardous waste mitigation, noise mifima
public service mitigation, modified traffic mitigah, and utilities mitigation.

The Addendum stated that cumulative noise impaessilting from implementation of the proposed
project would be no greater than those identifrethe Final EIR for the staging of ancillary evertsag
racing, concerts, and road course events.

While the Auto Club Speedway operations would liaysame impacts as those addressed in the
Addendum and supporting Initial Study, the proposerte standard would not have the same
impacts on noise as the revisions analyzed in ttdeAdum. For one, the analysis was based on
the currently adopted PD noise standards, whichpaposed for revision. Also, the analysis of
the impacts of the drag strip was for one locatetha southern side of the oval traSkeedway
which, pursuant to a TUP, wasidhas-sinee-beerelocated to the north side of the oval track
Thus, the Addendum and supporting Initial Studyndbprovide analysis or mitigation that is
applicable to the proposed noise standard.
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Mitigated Negative Declaration for the Relocated Dr ag strip

The Initial Study for the drag strip relocation Bazead the potential environmental impacts related t
moving the drag strip from the south side of thaldvack Speedwayto a permanent location at the
northeast side of the oval tra8peedwayand the addition of cellular antenna array to Ihenbotron.
The proposed northeastern drag strip had been edlder operate for one year, subject to a Temporary
Use Permit that was issued on June 23, 2006. fikhalStudy evaluated the permanent location and
operation of the temporary drag strip to the neitle of the oval track The Initial Study determined that
although the permanent drag strip would have afgignt adverse effect on the environment, the ichpa
would not be different than those analyzed in trevipus EIR for the Speedway. Construction impacts
would not be significant after the implementatidnnatigation measures. These mitigation measures
included:

Construction Dust Control Plan
Painting Restrictions

Air Quality Construction Mitigation
Uncovered Cultural Resources

* & o o

Because the drag strip has already been constracthd north location under the Temporary Use Rerm
mitigation measures from the original Initial Stuglguld no longer be applicable to the proposedeggtoj
with the exception of mitigation needed to redusedonstruction impacts of building a sound attéona
wall pursuant to Mitigation Measure 4.2-1 as diseasbelow.

A Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) was adopfed the relocated drag strip. In October 2009, the
Superior Court of the State of California for theu@ty of San Bernardino issued a tentative ruling
deeming the Mitigated Negative Declaration, whicbvided environmental clearance for the permanent
operation of the drag strip to the north side o thack, inadequate (for potential noise impacts).
Therefore, the approval of the permanent operaficset aside until adequate CEQA documentation is
provided. The mitigation measures listed above thate included in the Initial Study have been

incorporated, as applicable to construction ofsinend attenuation wall.

425 Mitigation Measures

The analysis above indicates that significant asiveroise impacts are expected to occur because the
permanent operation of the drag strip north ofave track and theevised noise standards would exceed
the County Development Code noise levels trednuisance noise levels currently found by toer®y
Board of Supervisors to be acceptable for premieneweekend¢as documented in the Statement of
Overriding Considerations for the 1995 SpeedwayH?R) as the result of operations within the Auto
Club Speedway. The following mitigation measure ldaeduce this impact.
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Mitigation Measure 4.2-1 Before the first drag ptrse that includes vehicles that will exceed 88 dB
Lmax as measured at 550 feet from the Speedwagnyothe Speedway shall construct a 20-foot sound
attenuation wall along the quarter mile length betdrag strip. The sound attenuation wall shall be
architecturally treated to prevent resonance andaedrom the adjacent railroad and shall have
appropriate aesthetic qualities as approved byGoeinty.

Calculations for the attenuation that could be etqufrom this sound wall were made directly adpce

to the drag strip starting line. The expected noéskiction from a 20-foot sound wall constructeecliy
adjacent to the track at the base of éxésting slope would result in an additional approximat@lyo

10 dBA of noise reduction. Figure 4.2-9 depicts rebicontours for maximum sound levels for the
A-Dragster—the vehicle type representing thoseatekithat could produce noise up to 100 dBA Lmax
and Figure 4.2-10 depicts sound contours for mamingound levels for gasoline-powered non-street
legal vehicles. As shown by Figure 4.2-9, the sowall would reduce noise levels for all legallynzal
residences to below 85 dBA Lmax. However, somelleg@mned residences located on both sides of
Arrow Highway would experience noise levels in esxef 75 dBA Lmax. As shown by Figure 4.2-9,
with incorporation of the sound attenuation wallaximum noise levels 550 feet from the Speedway
property line would reach approximately 90 dBA whbe worst-case A-dragster is run, which is in
excess ofhe County Development Code noise levels and tiganoe noise levels deemed acceptable by
the Board of Supervisors (as documented in thee®@ext of Overriding Considerations for the 1995
Speedway PD EIR). Therefore, even with incorporatid the sound attenuation wall, the proposed
project would still result in a significant and wmo@able impact related to nuisance noise. FiguPell
depicts a representational diagram of the proposest attenuation wall.

Because the sound attenuation wall would be loci#ieth area with heavy industry and without scenic
views, construction of the sound attenuation wabluld not obstruct scenic views. Additionally, no
impacts to cultural or biological resources wouddult as the area where the sound attenuation wall
would be constructed is already developed. Mitaratineasures included in the original Speedway EIR
pertaining to construction noise would apply tostounction of the sound attenuation wall. Theseudel

» Construction activities within 1,000 feet of thertherly and easterly boundaries of the project
site _shall be limited to 7 AM to 7 PM on weekdaysd gorohibited on weekends in order to
minimize disruption at nearby homes. The projeoppnent shall incorporate this requirement in
all construction contracts. Prior to _issuance oilding permits, the project proponent shall
provide the Planning Department with evidence thatcontract reflects this requirement.

+ During construction, contractors shall be requi@@&mploy the quietest available equipment or
to muffle/control construction noise. The projpobponent shall incorporate this requirement in
all construction contracts. Prior to _issuance oilding permits, the project proponent shall
provide the Planning Department with evidence thatcontract reflects this requirement.
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Ground disturbing activities for the sound wall wbbe limited to removal of existing paving matésia
and trenching to create a footing along the lewftine wall. Because of the limited area involwed
ground disturbing activities and the required caamle of such activities with all South Coast Air
Quality Management District (SCAQMD) rules and redions regarding fugitive dust control to
minimize air quality impacts, construction of a sdwvall would not be anticipated to exceed SCAQMD
emissions thresholds.

Several mitigation measures and alternatives wamnsidered to reduce the noise impact to below al lev
of significance. Alternatives are discussed in 8ec®.0, Alternatives AnalysisBelow is a summary of
additional mitigation measures considered, alortp thie reasons they were determined to be infeasibl

Residential Retrofit and Relocation

During preparation of this SEIR, retrofitting resittes to reduce interior noise levels was congiddre
achieve interior noise reduction, retrofitting wouieed to include installation of sound rated chaale
windows, interior air conditioning units, new doasd reconstruction of any damage to the roof and
building shell. Under the best scenario, this leskletrofit would add an additional ten (10) dBA o
interior noise reduction to the structure. This reductiorinterior noise would not reduce impacts to
below a level of significance because the Speedw&®D noise standards are currently and would
continue to be based on exterior noise levels. sé@npacts from the Speedway would continue to
exceed the County’s current nuisance-based noisshblds in certain areas north of the Speedway. In
light of the mitigation measure reducing noise lsvgy approximately 9 to 10 dBA (construction of a
sound attenuation wall) and the limited frequer®y days per year exceeding 85 dBA) and duration of
noise levels (cumulative total of 60 minutes foctkeaf the 35 days, and limitation on the drag stoip
reduce hours that 85 dBA Lmax may be exceeded ®8M{& PM) the requirement to refurbish homes is
not considered reasonable. Further, because tlsestleesidences in proximity to the Speedway are
legally non-conforming uses located within an apémned and zoned for Community Industrial uses,
any request for permits to retrofit and improve tima-conforming structures in such a way that would
make the residential use more permanent would éagbhsistent with the area’s intended industrial us

Furthermore, the County and the Speedway reseathbgobssibility of retrofitting the closest reside

to the Speedway (near the intersection of Whittéaranue and Calabash Avenue). The research found
that the house is of such an age (built in 193%) imysical condition that retrofitting would proeid
minimal noise reduction. Similarly, the Speedwayg éhe County Redevelopment Agency pursued the
possibility of purchasing the residence but an exgient could not be reached in terms of price. Bezau
the residence is legally occupied, the County Reldgwment Agency does not have right of eminent
domain. Therefore, purchasing the home and reilugdhe existing residence was determined to be
infeasible.
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Section 4.2

Noise (continued)

Grandstands

Consideration was given to adding additional gréam$s to the north side of the ouahck in the
backstretch to attenuate noise from racing aativititthe oval track However, adding grandstands on
the north side of the oval was determined to beasible because there is a Southern CalifornisoBdis
power line easement that runs along that same trattds area, and there would be no room for such
grandstands. In addition, insurance requires tlmSpeedway maintain an approximate 100-foot sktbac
between the track and the stands, plus walkwaysaamhities for safety purposes and the setbacttis n
possible due to the property configuratioRarthermore, additional grandstands and relatidstructure
would remove available parking spots while incregseating capacity, leading to logistical impautd
potential transportation, circulation, and parkawgncerns. Also, grandstands in the backstretch loave
demand among fans because fans prefer to watdtattefinish, and pit lane action of the race.a&mwo
(2)-mile track such as the Speedway, fans in thekdieetch would not be able to see those popular
activities. In fact, Texas Motor Speedway is remgviheir grandstands in the backstretch in favaarof
RV ridge because of the low demand in grandstamdinge Due to power line easements, safety
setbacks, and low demand for backstretch seatorgstiucting additional grandstands was determioed t
be infeasible mitigation.

Billboards

Consideration was also given to increasing the amofibillboards located on the north side of tvalo
track (backstretch) to provide noise attenuatiorthat oval. The billboards would have to be located
approximately 60 feet from the edge of the trackalbse of the track wall, safety barrier, fencehtlig
poles, and Jumbotron TV screen trucks that ardddcalong the backstretch for the infield guestsete.
Also, billboards could not obstruct access to theemgency service road that is required so that firs
responders can reach a car from up against thefnwaldl the backstretch. Because of the distanam fro
the noise source at the ovedck to the location of the billboards and becanfshe nature of the spacing
between billboards, the noise attenuation woulchbemal. In addition, to line the north side of ttnack
(backstretch) with billboards would require approately 35 to 40 billboards. Each billboard wouldtco
approximately $50,000 to $100,000 (depending onketafior billboards) to install, resulting in a tbta
cost range of $1.7 million to $4 million. The reador the high cost of installation is relatedte high
wind speeds experienced during Santa Ana weatleet€vTo ensure the billboards are enforced against
strong winds, each billboard requires an extenueadation, and even with enforcement the billblsar
often experlence wind dama. v nd
Ay Riohibitive Taklng into account the cost to install additional
b|IIboards and the m|n|mal noise attenuatlon thisrnative was determined to be infeasible.

Previous Mitigation Measures

While mitigation measures in the previous EIR ardtidndum remain applicable to the Speedway, none
of these measures would reduce noise impacts assoapecifically with the proposed project otlinemt

2 Grandstands on the north side of the drag strifidaot be installed since there would be no actefisem because persons
would have to cross the operating drag strip totréhem. Additionally, the amount of Speedway ertyavailable on the

north side of the drag strip is minimal and suéfitti seating could not be provided or installed.

3 The National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administradi, National Weather Service defines Santa AnadVdis a weather
condition in southern California, in which strommt, dust-bearing winds descend to the Pacific Caxasind Los Angeles from
inland desert regions. _http://www.weather.gov/grg/index.php?letter=4Veb site viewed January 18, 2009. Installation of
billboards on the north side of the drag strip wloptovide some small level of attenuation; howewémilar technical and
logistical concerns as described with the ovalkraould apply and a sound attenuation wall provisi@serior noise reduction in
lieu of billboards and is included as a mitigatroeasure.
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Section 4.2

Noise (continued)

those related to construction noise which have lapptied to construction of the sound attenuatiaii.w
revisionto-the RPD-hoise-standards.

4.2.6 Unavoidable Significant Adverse | mpacts

As evaluated in the 1995 Speedway Final EIR, ra@ntenoise levels were expected to exceed the
County’s nuisance-based noise performance standArdggnificant and unmitigated impact for the
nuisance caused by the increase in noise levelsamebabove the County’s noise performance stasdard
was identified and a Statement of Overriding Cosrsitions was subsequently adopted.

As demonstrated, the permanent operation of thg siidp and related removal of the prohibition of
racing activities in parking lots 3 through 10, rajowith adoption of the revised noise standard would
also result in noise in the Speedway vicinity toeed the County Development Code noise levelstznd

nuisance-based noise levels considered acceptaplehd Board of Supervisors. Noise levels

tmplementation-of Mitigation-Measure412in excess of 85 dBA Lmaat 550 feet from the Speedway

propertywould be limited treduce-the-frequeney-of-this-inereased-rase cumulative total of 35 days
and onehoursper day (i.e., a maximum of 35 hoyrsr yearetween the hours of 10 AM and 7 Phut

would still exceed County standards for Lmax andrimediate L-levelsnotfullyreduce-levelsbelow a
level-of significance:lmplementation of Mitigation Measure 4.2-1 wouldeauate noise levels by
approximately 9 to 10 dBA and would bring legalbnéorming residential uses to below 85 dBA Lmax.
However, the closest residence to the drag stripldvexperience an Lmax noise level of approximately
90 dBA in a worst-case scenartaller wall was also considered; however, adddil noise attenuation
would not be gained with an increase in height bey®0 feet (Personal Communication with Gordon
Bricken, December 2009). Further, wind loads anshsie concerns limit the practical height of thellwa
to 20-24 feet.Therefore, this mitigation would not fully redugeise levels below a level of significance.
As discussed above, additional mitigation measwexe considered but none are available that woald b
effective at reducing noise and/or would be—firatgi feasible. Therefore, unavoidable significant
adverse noise impacts are expected with the prdpesgsion to the Speedway PD and General Plan
amendmentneise-standard.The County will need to adopt a Statement of @digrg Considerations;
making a finding that it has reviewed the potemigise impacts of the project; has balanced thefiien

of the proposal against its significant effects] das concluded that the benefits of the propasabeigh

the significant unavoidable adverse noise impacts.

The analysis above indicates that the proposece raténdard of 100 dBA Lmawould not exceed the

EPA recommended health standard-ef100-dBA-Lhmagrevent the community from hearing loss and
that no adverse health impacts are expected to occith Mtigation, noise levels would not exceed
90 dBA Lmax at 550 feet from the Speedway. Furtherse levels would not exceed 85 dBA Lmax at
550 feet from the Speedway more than a total oh@%rs per year (maximum 1 hour cumulative time
during each of a maximum 35 days) and would betdichio occur between the hours of 10 AM and
7 PM. Additionally, no adverse impacts relating to grdbaurne noise/vibration and airport/aircraft noise
exposure would occur with the proposal. Also, mpacts related to construction noise and vehicigeno

impacts are expected from the proposed profegtsed-noise-standards-forthe Speedway.
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SECTION 5.0: SIGNIFICANT IRREVERSIBLE ENVIRONMENTAL

CHANGES AND UNAVOIDABLE ADVERSE IMPACTS

51 SIGNIFICANT |RREVERSIBLE ENVIRONMENTAL CHANGES

The proposed revisions to the noise standardseo$peedway PD, permanent operation of the dragy stri
in its location north of the oval track, eliminatiof PD prohibitions against racing activities iarkng
Lots 3-10, and a General Plan Amendment to adddsymerelated noise contours to the noise element
would not result in irreversible environmental ches. Specifically:

¢ No ground disturbance is proposed as part of-theenstandardproposed projecivhich may
affect on-site soils, topography, hydrology, andiiage patterns.

¢+ No on-site biological resources and cultural resesiwould be disturbed.
¢+ No mineral or agricultural resources on the siteidde displaced.

¢ No construction activities requiring the commitmeftenergy and natural resources, building
materials or labor, are anticipated beyond the tcoason of the sound attenuation wall pursuant
to Mitigation Measure 4.2-1.

¢ No change in land use is expected. Specificallg, dmendment to the General Plan Noise
Element adding Speedway-related Ldn noise contailtsiot require establishment of a Noise
Hazard Overlay since the 65 dBA Ldn for Speedwagrations is contained within the
Speedway and does not impact any adjacent land use.

¢ No_new infrastructure systems, utility lines, and pulfiacilities are necessary to support the
proposed-heise-standapioject Thus, no change in demand for public servicesitiities
would occur_beyond that which was previously contieted and approved by the Countyith
therevision-of the-neise-standard.

¢ No changes in trip generation, traffic patterngesas, or on-site circulation is expected with the
proposed noise standard. Traffic impacts, as desgrin the 1994 The California Speedway
Traffic Impact Study prepared by O'Rourke Enginagriand as updated in the 2003 Addendum
traffic study prepared by LSA Associatesould remain significant with ongoing Speedway
operations.

¢ No increase in vehicle emissions would occur. uPafit emissions would continue to be
significant.

¢ No change in on-site employment would occur with tévised noise standard.
¢ No change in hazardous material use would occtirtivé proposed noise standard.

¢ The visual quality of the project site would notinge with the proposed noise standard. No new
light sources would be introduced.

¢ No construction noise impacts are expected witlptbposed noise standards.

Noise impacts would occur with proposed modificasido the Speedway PD noise standard, General
Plan Amendment, removal of prohibition of racingities in parking lots 3 through 18nd permanent
operation of the drag strip in its location northtlee oval track. These are discussed in Section 4.0,
Environmental Analysis, of this SEIR. However, these impacts would notitbeversible. Thus, no
irreversible environmental changa® expected from the proposed projestised-hoise-standard
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Section 5.0

Significant Irreversible Environmental Changes and Unavoidable Adverse Impacts (continued)

52 UNAVOIDABLE ADVERSE IMPACTS

Unavoidable adverse impacts are expected becawogdiad of the proposed revisions to the Speedway
PD noise standards would result in noise in thee8way vicinity in excess of current County
Development Code noise standards andrthisance-based noise levels considered accepiaithe
1995 Statement-of Overriding-Considiiensby the Board of Supervisors for Speedway operatigmen

it adopted the 1995 Statement of Overriding Conasaiilens and approved the speedway facility in
recognition that its operations would exceed cowidg, nuisance-based noise standards.
Implementation of Mitigation Measurds2-1 (installation of a sound attenuation waiuld-reduce-the
frequency-of-this-increased-noig®uld provide 9 to 10 dBA of attenuatioout would_notfully reduce
noise levels below a level of significance. Additab mitigation measures were considered to reduce
noise to below a level of significance, but nondhise measures would be effective at reducingenois
and/or would be-financiallfeasible. Therefore, unavoidable adverse noisadtspare expected with the
proposed revision to the Speedway PD noise standard
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SECTION 6.0: CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

Section 15355 of the State CEQA Guidelines desemloenulative impactss two or more individual
effects which, when considered together, are censlidle or which compound or increase other
environmental impacts. These individual effectsyrba changes resulting from a single project or a
number of separate projects. The cumulative imgemin several projects is the change in the
environment resulting from the incremental impdahe project when added to other closely relatest,p
present, and reasonably foreseeable probable fymojects. Cumulative impacts can result from
individually minor but collectively significant pyects taking place over a period of time.

The significance of a cumulative noise impact ifirdgl by the amount of noise exposure over a long
period of time in which some permanent effect witicur. The time period is usually taken to be the
exposure over at least one year and noise |levelgalculated based on the average noise level. The
generally accepted level at which changes in nlesels become "barely perceptible" typically ocatir
values of greater than 3 dBA. Changes of 5 dBAdmfned as "readily perceptible” and 10 dBA is
considered twice as loud. To be considered a aitimaly significant impact, revised noise standaatls
the Speedway must result in an average annual fmiskincrease in the area adjacent to the Speedwa
greater than 3 dBA. See Summary of Technical Naisaysis (Appendix E).

6.1 RELATED PROJECTS

Section 15130(b) of the State CEQA Guidelines dlessran adequate discussion of cumulative impacts
as one which includes either of the following eletse

a) List Method - A list of past, present, and probdhlkeire projects producing related or cumulative
impacts, including, if necessary, those projectsida the control of the agency; or

b) Regional Growth Projections Method - A summary objgctions contained in an adopted
general plan or related planning document, or pmi@ environmental document which has been
adopted or certified, which described or evaluatsgional or area-wide conditions contributing
to the cumulative impact.

The proposed noise standard for the Speedway wuatldnvolve the development of dwelling units,
commercial, industrial or institutional uses of @tlstructures. Thus, it would not necessarily adthée
environmental impacts of development projects endrea or growth projections for the region.

However, it should be acknowledged that there aweral other developments proposed or under
construction near the site which are considereatedlprojects in terms of the cumulative environtalen
impacts of the project. These related projectslavéend to environmental changes in the projech,are
including the addition of new noise sources, suelvehicle noise along area roadways and freeways,
temporary construction/demolition noise on indiatiyproject sites, and new stationary noise sources
from exterior equipment and outdoor activities.

For the purpose of the cumulative effects analyd@és)ned developments in the project area and mabio
foreseeable future developments in the surrounalieg have been considered. These related prbpats
been developed in consultation with County of SamnBrdino staff. The related projects are confitzed
those located in the unincorporated area of thentgooorth of the I-10 Freeway and east of the I-15
Freeway. These are presented in TableRelated Projectsand their general location shownHigure 6-1,
Location ofRelated Projects
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Section 6.0

Cumulative Impacts (continued)

Figure 6-1

Location of Related Projects
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Section 6.0

Cumulative Impacts (continued)

As shown, over 65 acres of land, with a total giragimately 405,000 square feet of commercial, hause
and industrial floor area (assuming a floor ar¢ia k&AR) of 0.25 for those without floor area infieation),
and outdoor storage yards are expected to be ¢g@eklnd constructed in the project area, as pagtehtly
approved and proposed developments.

TABLE 6-1
RELATED PROJECTS

Project Name

Location

Description

Project Status

1. Englhard, Matt
P200701068/RMC

7.43 acres west of Beech
Avenue, approximately 585 feet
north of Whittram Avenue

8 industrial buildings

Building
Permit Issued

2. Pacific Coast
Recycling, LLC
P200800136/CF

8.79 acres east of Lime Avenus
approximately 305 feet south of
Arrow Route

2 Addition of a 3,000 sf and 700 g

building

f Permit Proces

3. Jose Camilo Rodrigue
Ibanez
0235-041-27-0000

Z1.75 acres north of Valley
Boulevard approximately 200
feet west of Hemlock Avenue

27,500 sf metal building as a
recycling center, a 952 sf
cashier's office, an existing 792
sf office building, and a 3,324 si
storage building

Permit Proces

4. Cortez Pallets Service
Inc.

,4.40 acres south of Slover
Avenue, approximately 250 feet

Pallet yard with a 946 sf office
and a 1,118 sf storage building

Permit Process

P200700664/CF west of Banana Avenue
5. Continental Pallets | 4.90 acres east of Lime Avenug,Wood pallet manufacturing Permit Process
P200800217/CUP approximately 50 feet south of | business.

Foothill Boulevard

6. Hottel, Harry J. &
Sharon Marie
0230-121-07-0000

2.40 Acres East of Banana
Avenue, approximately 304 Feeg
North of Whittram Avenue

Contractor's Storage Yard with
t1,520 sf Caretaker's Residence
and conversion of 350 sf
residence to an office

Permit Process

7. Fontana Banana LLC
P200800194/CUP

2.21 acres west of Banana
Avenue, approximately 450 feet
north of Whittram Avenue

52,266 sf, 9 unit industrial
building with 9 offices

Permit Process

8. Riley, Bruce L
P200700888/CF

2.27 acres located on the south
side of Rose Avenue,
approximately 175 feet west of
Banana Avenue

14,500-sf cast concrete rock
manufacturing/distribution
business

Permit Process

9. Renteria, Joe & Nora
P200800149/MUP-CF

0.54 acres located on the
northeast corner of Calabash
Avenue and Whittram Avenue

Backhoe rental facility with
proposed 1,686 sf office buildin

Permit Process
J

10. Toro Towing
0235-071-06-0000

2.5 Acres Northwest of
Fontana Avenue, approximately
300 Feet from Intersection of
Valley Boulevard, Fontana

Avenue and Hemlock Avenue

Tractor Sales, Storage and Tow
Facility with 4 existing storage
buildings (4848 sf) and 1 existin
2,040 sf office building

Permit Process

g

11. Alamo Recycling
0235-041-20-0000

2.48 Acres North of Valley
Boulevard, approximately 175
Feet East of Live Oak Avenue

Recycling Collection Facility

12. Ranco Pipeline
0230-141-13-0000

0.59 Acres North of Whittram
Avenue, approximately 330 Feeg
West of Redwood
Avenue

Contractor's Construction
tStorage Yard, including
conversion of an existing 1,252
sf. Residence to an office

Permit Process

13. Mercury Recycling
Inc
P200800364/CF

1.12 acres on the west side of
Sultana Avenue, approximately
422 feet north of Arrow Route

11,160-sf recycling center, to
include a two-story office
building and a one-story

processing center.

Permit Process

Permit Proces
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Section 6.0
Cumulative Impacts (continued)

TABLE 6-1
RELATED PROJECTS

Project Name Location Description Project Status
14. Jaamco Investment | 9.41 acres located at the 2 truck storage and repair yardg,Permit Process
Inc southeast corner of Mulberry | with a maximum 15,000 sf
P200800392/CUP Avenue and Slover Avenue structure.
14. Cardenas, Sam and| 2.27 acres on the west side of | Contractor’s construction storagePermit Process
Blanca Cherry Avenue, approximately | yard, to include a 4,200 sf
P200800557/MUP 650 feet south of Arrow Route | building.
16. Lord Constructors, | 2.89 acres located on the north| 34,000 sf of Permit Process
Inc side of Ceres Avenue, warehouse/distribution buildings,
P200800588/CF approximately 120 feet east of | including two 1,200 sf offices.

Redwood Avenue
17. Advanced Steel 1.12 acres located at the Add truck and container staging Permit Process
Recovery southwest corner of Whittram | area to an existing business.
P200800573/RMC Avenue and Cherry Avenue
18. Speedway Promenade 7.8 acres located at ttieeast | 110,000 square foot retail center  Approved

corner of Randall and Cherry | with nine buildings, including a November

Avenue three-story, 100-room hotel, a 2008

gas station/carwash/convenienge
store complex and restaurants.

Nos. before Project Name refer to location in FégHl.
Sources: San Bernardino County Land Use Servicparibeent, Planning and Building and Safety Appiiced, retrieved 12/31/08

These related projects, together with the proposéske standard, would lead to environmental chaimges
the project area.

6.2 QUMULATIVE |IMPACT ANALYSIS

While the projects above could generate impactsted! to land use, daytime population, vehicle trip
generation, pollutant emissions, noise, publicisessand utilities demand, ground disturbance, gaan
in local hydrology and water quality, visual qualiind aesthetics, recreation, biological and caltur
resources, agricultural and mineral resourceshazdrds and human health, the proposed revisitheto
PD noise standard and associated actions (permaperstion of the drag strip in its location nooftthe
oval track, elimination of the PD prohibition agstimace activities in parking lots 3-10, and a Gahe
Plan Amendment to add Speedway-related Ldn nois&ouos to the noise elememtjpuld not lead to
impacts or would have less than significant impawismost of these environmental issues with the
exception of noise. The Initial Study in Appendixand Section 8.0mpacts Found To Be Either Not
Significant or Less than Significardf this SEIR, address these less than signifizapacts. Thus, the
proposed-RPb-neise-standgnbjectis also expected to have no cumulative contributiohave less than
significant cumulative impacts related to the issweas identified in Section 8.0. The analysishef
potential cumulative environmental impacts of tleéated projects, together with the impacts of the
proposed_permanent operation of the drag strip ramsednoise standard for the Speedway PD, is
confined to cumulative noise impacts, as discubsdaiv.

6.2.1 Noise

The proposed PD noise standard would not contritautkemolition and/or construction noise impacts of
the related projects. Noise impacts associated tnaffic would lead to an increase in noise leating
area roadways and freeways. However, the propoeess standard is not expected to generate new
vehicle trips. Stationary noise would be generditgdhe proposed noise standard and related psoject
with respect to exterior equipment, large crowdsl an-site outdoor activities.
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Section 6.0
Cumulative Impacts (continued)

The analysis of the cumulative noise level in thgjgxt area was based on the average daily opesadio
the Speedway, on the assumption that the averaige fevels occur each day over a year. For the
purpose of direct comparison, noise levels were someal daily over the course of a year. The
365 individual readings were then summed and diviole 365 to calculate the annualized average daily
noise level. Drag strip noise levels were theresumgposed on the existing ambient noise levels.

For purposes of this cumulative analysis, the egsambient condition is defined as noise produmgd
the existing Speedway oval track and existing npeefway (e.g., traffic noise) related ambient
conditions exclusive of the related projects listed able 6-1Related Projects The related projects are
commercial and industrial; and thus, not considererde-sensitive. These projects may contribute to
higher ambient noise conditions because industparations tend to generate truck trips and/or have
outdoor activities that generate noise (i.e., ffirkberation, backup alarms, etc.). However, dgrtinajor
race events at the Speedway oval, traffic is roatednd the Speedway. Therefore, there would nainbe
anticipated increase in cumulative noise during ents.

Ambient conditions will vary depending on locatioBecause the nearest sensitive receptor is located
the north side of Whittram Avenue, ambient noidewdations were based on existing noise levelait t
location. Table 6-2Existing (2007)Ambient Noise Level 550 Feet North of the Speedsiayws the
ambient noise levelfrom the Speedway and the surrounding area, withatibient noise levels
estimated at 7213dBA Ldn.

The drag strip is anticipated to operate-for 93671 hours per year. Of that, the actual noiselyxing
time at the drag strip is—209255.8 hours. If every event at the drag strip resultedhoise levels of
100 dBA Lmax (measured 550 feet from the Speedwaggnty line),the average daily level would be
62 71.4dBA Ldn. However, the actual levels as measure20ii7 for several hundred runs on the drag
strip averaged far less than 100 dBA (Gordon BrickeAssociates). Additionally, the Speedway would
only be permitted to run drag vehicles exceedingBB Lmax at 550 feet from the Speedway perimeter
for 35 days per year between the hours of 10anvVandfor no more than a cumulative total of one hour
per day for each of these day4us, in practice, the actual annual Ldn level frdrag strip operations
would beless-thag258 dBA Ldn.-Assuming-that-thworst casecenarids62-dBA-Ldn; The combined
levels of the drag strip and the ambient noiseltew®uld be 72.3 dBA Ldn. As set forth in Table 6-2
below, the existing ambient noise level north ¢f Bpeedway is assumed to be the worst-case off-site
noise levels and is calculated at 72.1 dBA L@inerefore, the Speedway would result in a noisesase

of 84 0.2 dBA greater than the ambient conditions alonesTihcrease would not be perceptible and
would not be considered cumulatively significant.

TABLE 6-2
| EXISTING (2007)AMBIENT NOISE L EVEL 550FEET NORTH OF THE SPEEDWAY

Source Annual Noise Hours Leg/Ldn/Hour
Oval Group 1 298 49.3
Oval Group 2 85 38.8
Oval Group 3 104 31.7
Oval Group 4 121 35.4
Oval Group 5 136 41.9
NASCAR 42 55.8
Sub-total 788 56.9
Whittram Ave. 24-hr Measurement 72.0
Total 72.1
Source: Source: Gordon Bricken & Associates, March 20T
Notes: Ldn= Day Night Level
A. Speedway Oval and NASCAR Ldn calculations argeldzon field measurements of
individual event average noise levels. Assumesrag strip.
B. Whittram Ave. is based on actual 24 hour measar#s for a single day.
C. The annual hours were provided by the Speedway
D. Trains were not included in these calculations

Revised Noise Standards for Auto Club Speedway SCH 2008081077
Recirculated Draft Subsequent Environmental Impact Report Page 6-5



Section 6.0
Cumulative Impacts (continued)

If the proposed noise standard is adopted, thed®@ewill schedule approximately 35 days per year
with top performing drag vehicles. Based on thesneements conducted at five (5) drag events ii7,200
which included street legal cars, gas powered t@esslegal cars, alcohol funny cars, alcohol diergs
and A-Fuel Dragsters, the majority of the even®®4y were measured below 85 dBA Lmax. Further, if
non-gasoline powered vehicles with the potentiaktch 100 dBA Lmax at 550 feet from the Speedway
facility were permitted to run at the drag strip, the dcamaount of noise reaching 100 dBA per day
would be minimal. This understanditig) because the highest noise levels are generatingdhe first
five (5) seconds of a race. In a typical race dhg, total amount of noise exceeding 85 dBA and
potentially reaching 100 dBA would be approximateige hour (personal communication, Gordon
Bricken, May 4, 2009)Therefore, Speedway noise levels would only ex@&sedBA at 550 feet from the
Speedway facility fom cumulative total of 35 hours per year.

There may be occasions when the drag strip is tipgrat the same time as a club event on the oval
track. The drag strip will not operate during thextel Cup and similar NASCAR events because tlsere
not enough parking to accommodate both operatibins.drag strip can operate when club events, such
as the Sports Car Club of America (SCCA) event,taking place on the oval track because the club
events do not draw as many spectators.

RevisedFigures 6-2Noise Contours — Oval Track SCCA Event and 85 dB#gfler,and 6-3,Noise
Contours — Oval Track SCCA Event and 100 dBA Deagdepict the range of noise contours that occur
when the track and drag strip are operating coratlyr during the SCCA event (one of the six premier
event weekendsyith two (2) different vehicle types. Revis€ture 6-2 shows the noise contours that
result when the SCCA event takes place on the avdla vehicle generating 85 dBA Lmax (at 550 feet
form the Speedwayjaces on the drag strip. As shown, under theseitimmsl residential uses to the
north and east would experience noise levels béfmacurrently allowable 85 dBA Lmax (80 dBA or
less to the north, and 70 dBA or less to the e&yisedFigure 6-3 depicts the cumulative noise that
could be generated by the Speedway when an SCCAt ¢akes place at the oval and a vehicle
generating @00 dBA Lmaxis permitted to race on the drag strip withoubansl wall. As shown, the
northern extent of the contours into the residémiiaas for the SCCA event plus 100 dBA dragster is
virtually identical to the northern extent of thentours produced when just the 100 dBA dragstes hyn
itself on the drag strip. (Figure 4.2-Wnder these conditions, residences to the nertheastwould
experience noise levels in excess of the currgmhnitted 85 dBA Lmax, without mitigation. Mitigath
Measure 4.2-1 would provide an additional approxétya9 to 10 dBA of attenuation from drag strip
activities and areas zoned for residential use evbel below the 85 dBA Lmax. Figure 4.2-9 shows the
effects of the sound wall on the contours that Wwaakult when the A-dragster (capable of produdidg
dBA Lmax) is run at the drag strip. The resultitgge of the contours to the north would be the dame
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Section 6.0
Cumulative Impacts (continued)

the cumulative scenario when the SCCA event and-dragster run occur at the same tirklwever,
As shown, no residences would-expperience sound levels above 100 dBA, the noisd t&alculated to
comply with theEPA standard for protecting the community fromrivealoss. This scenario would be
possible under the proposed revisions to the raisedards. These figures also show that the ti¥ee (
neighboring schools, Redwood Elementary, Live Cialesnentary, and Sequoia Middle School (and all
nearby churchesgre beyond the 75 a@b dBA noise contour.

Although noise levels would not be considered cativgly significant in terms of an overall annual
increase in noise levels, the proposed revisiorth@éoSpeedway PD noise standards could result in an
increase in nuisance noise levels at nearby resédein excess of the current County DevelopmeneCod
noise limits andevels currently determined to be acceptable byGbunty Board of Supervisors for the
six_premiere event weekendsTherefore, a cumulatively significant impactidentified for nuisance
noise. Mitigation Measure 4.2-1 would reduce tlegjiency of events at the Speedway that may nesult
an Lmax of 100 dBA measured at 550 from the Spegdgwaperty line Mitigation Measure 4.2-1 would
reduce noise levels to approximately 90 dBA Lmaxhat closest receptor, which is a non-conforming
residence in a Community Industrial zonehis measure would reduce cumulative noise impacisnot

to below a level of significance.

Additionally, noise levels are expected to incregiseughout the project area over time, due to neise
sources other than the Speedway. The County reqineg new development not generate noise levels in
excess of established standards. Measures toeregigiificant adverse noise impacts on adjacertt lan
uses and/or measures to prevent noise impactsopog®d noise-sensitive land uses would be required.
Thus, noise control measures associated with iddali project mitigation would minimize or reduce
cumulative noise impacts. However, new truck tcaffind rail traffic would likely contribute to amipie
noise conditions in excess of the County Develognizre noise standards as well as the Speedway PD
noise standards for the six premier event week88diBA-Lmax and would contribute to a cumulative
nuisance noise impact. Therefore, unavoidable adveoise impacts associated with the proposed noise
standards could contribute to cumulative noise ttgpén the project area. Therefore, the County wil
need to adopt a Statement of Overriding Consideratfor cumulative noise impacts from the proposed

project
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Section 6.0
Cumulative Impacts (continued)
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Section 6.0
Cumulative Impacts (continued)
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SECTION 7.0: GROWTH-INDUCING IMPACTS

CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.2(d) requires thaEH include a discussion of the ways in which a
proposal could foster economic or population growaththe construction of additional housing, either
directly or indirectly. Projects that remove ole#¢s to population growth or tax existing community
service facilities to the extent that new infrastwie (that could cause significant environmentidats)

is needed, are also considered to have growth-Hngumpacts. CEQA requires that it.must not be
assumed that growth in any area is necessarily beneficial, detrimental, or of little significance to the
environment”. Induced growth is considered a significant imipanly if it can be demonstrated that the
potential for growth, in some other way, resultsignificantly adverse effects to the environment.

Premature Growth

Generally, growth-inducing impacts refer to impadtem development projects that possess such
characteristics as being located in isolated, uveldped or under developed areas, necessitating the
extension of major infrastructure (e.g., roadwagsyer and water lines and facilities, etc.) or ofagvices

or infrastructure that encourage “premature” orlamped growth (i.e., “leap frog” development). In
addition, projects that induce new developmentearby areas resulting from the availability of majo
infrastructure, proximity to employment centergesidential communities, may also have growth-imayic
impacts.

The project site is located in an urbanized arebisuwsurrently developed with the infrastructureahed to
support various racing activities. The proposedenstandard, permanent operation of the dragistits
location north of the oval track, and General Aamendment to the noise element to add Ldn contimurs
Speedwayoperations would not lead to new development g@ravements at the Speedway other than
construction of a sound attenuation wall at theydtaip. Thus, the project would not contribute to leap-
frog development nor is it expected to encouragenpture or unplanned growth in parcels surrounttiag
site. The proposal would not induce the develograéhousing units or a residential community timaty
lead to an increase in the area’s population.

Development of Vacant Lands

There are a number of vacant parcels near the §pgedrhese include a large vacant lot at the eath
corner of Cherry Avenue and Randall Avenue, vatainston Randall Avenue, and scattered vacant lots
farther east, vacant land at the northwest corhédttianda Avenue and"6Street, a vacant lot at the
northwest corner of Etiwanda and San Bernardinondgs, and vacant land on Napa Street to the west,
vacant lot on Whittram Avenue, a vacant lot neap@eRoad, and another on Calabash Avenue to the
north.

New development is influenced by a wide range ofdes including property owner preference, economic
conditions, market demand, financing, cost, regwatcontrols, and other market forces. Whether
development on parcels surrounding the site wilirtskiced by the activities related to the Speedisay
speculative; however, development has not occuoredhese nearby vacant parcels to date. Thus,
Speedway activities are unlikely to influence fetutevelopment. Further, the proposed noise standar
would only be applicable to Speedway operations w&odld not provide any advantage or benefit to
adjacent vacant lands. Thus, the proposal wilbgatself induce development on adjacent propertie

As discussed in Section 6 Oumulative Impacts, a number of new developments are under consbrycti
or are planned or proposed in the unincorporated af the County of San Bernardino near the
Speedway. Thus, they cannot be attributed to appuad the proposed action.
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Section 7.0

Growth-Inducing Impacts (continued)

Redevelopment of Underutilized L ots

Redevelopment often involves a replacement of forareexisting land uses with other uses that are
more commercially viable at the time of redeveloptne Redevelopment that may occur near the
Speedway would involve parcels currently developéth commercial and industrial structures and

highly disturbed site conditions. Redevelopmenthia project area is being promoted by the Coufty o
San Bernardino under its San Sevaine RedevelopRiantand has been ongoing. Thus, underutilized
lots near the Speedway may be redeveloped in thesfu

While factors that lead to redevelopment cannoballaccounted for, as indicated earlier, the preghos
noise standard would only be applicable to Speedwayations and would not provide any advantage or
benefit to adjacent land uses. Thus, the propesat likely to induce the redevelopment of adjadands.

Roadway and Utility Improvements

The proposal does not involve the constructionmprovement of roadways or utility infrastructuretioe
extension of utilities and infrastructure to an eveloped area. Thus, no increase in roadway itapaat
could relieve congestion and improve traffic flaeixpected. No access to previously inaccessibées ar
development of a shorter route to reach major rketbins or the freeways would occur. The propdeeak

not include new utility connections or upgradegxibting utility lines. No service to parcels motrently
served or the redevelopment of adjacent land usdsigher intensities or densities is expected. The
proposed noise standard would not induce growthhan area, as it relates to roadway and utility
improvements.

Public Services

The proposed noise standard would not requiredhstruction or improvement of existing public féais,
such as fire stations, police stations, schodisallies, parks, or other governmental facilitig#fie proposal
would have no effect on police protection, firetpation, school, library, park, and medical sersicéNo
growth-inducing impacts associated with new pukdio/zices and facilities would occur with the prados

Employees and Patrons

Visitors or employees of the Speedway are not d@gdeto relocate near the site because of the rbvise
noise standard, permanent operation of the drgmreirth of the oval track, and General Plan Amegdim

to the noise element to add Ldn contours for Spagdwerations While a household’s choice of location
is dependent on a number of factors, the proposisgé standard is not expected to be an influerfeicigr
with respect to people relocating to the area.

The_General Plan Amendment to the noise elemerddtb Ldn contours for Speedway operations,
permanent operation of the drag strip north ofdhal track, theproposed noise standard and the use of
other vehicles at the drag strip would not increhsenumber employees at the site. Thus, no enmanoy
generation or increase in the daytime populatie@xfected with the proposal. No impacts associattd

an increase in demand for housing Speedway empdgaexpected.

Economic Growth

People come to the Speedway to participate in #étehchthe various events. In addition, visitors and
employees may visit adjacent businesses. Sonteealémand created by the Speedway’'s employees for
commercial goods and services could be providechégrby commercial developments (restaurants,
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Section 7.0

Growth-Inducing Impacts (continued)

entertainment, professional services, etc.). Spagdiisitors may also visit adjacent commercial and
industrial businesses for other needs. Thus, esiangrowth on the site could result in some sp#loof
economic growth into adjacent areas.

However, the proposed projectoise—standardis not expected to influence the development,
redevelopment or expansion of adjacent land usdsanges in the vehicles raced at the drag strip and
increases in maximum noise levels are not expettede the driving force for development,
redevelopment or expansion. Since the Speedwagdirhosts (and has for over a decade) large (over
100,000 attendees) NASCAR and Indy car events tlamadedevelopment agency has been in place for
many years, the growth inducing impacts of the Spew facility have already occurred. Having a few
enhanced drag racing events (10,000 attendeeskmlihnce revenues and sales taxes, but will have
nowhere near the growth inducing effect that magae events on the oval have had on the surrounding
area. The proposed project would not increasentimber of events on the oval as the oval has never
had more than the six major events originally p#edi Therefore, no growth-inducing impacts are
expected from the proposed project.

No growth-inducing impacts are expected from theppsed-revisionto-the PD-noise-standamgject

Also, all future development or redevelopment ie fbroject area would be subject to review and
approval by the County. Public utility and servipeoviders would also need to determine if the
additional growth associated with individual pragcan be accommodated based on the capacities of
existing (or planned) infrastructure improvementsd apublic services and the utility agencies’
capabilities to provide adequate services. Thigeve and approval of future projects would ensina t
adequate services and infrastructure are avaitabderve individual developments and that no lasel u
conflicts are created. New development and redeveént would also be subject to the CEQA review
process to ensure that significant adverse imaetseduced or avoided to the extent possible.

Finally, a revision to the Speedway PD noise stahdsould not result in the County or other
communities changing their noise standards. The@gpay is proposing a revision to the noise standard
in its PD, which is not a community noise standdite Speedway PD noise standards were approved by
the County Board of Supervisors on May 2, 1995 &Bdyears later, noise ordinances from other
communities have not been modified in a similar nean A major auto racing event center is a unique
venue that the County determined in 1995 requing@sigue noise standard.
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SECTION 8.0: IMPACTS FOUND TO BE EITHER NOT

SIGNIFICANT OR LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT

Pursuant to Section 15128 of the CEQA Guideline&® must contain a statement briefly indicating t
reasons why possible significant effects of a @togee determined not to be significant; and tlaws,not
discussed in detail in the EIR.

The Initial Study prepared for the proposed revismthe PD noise standard determined that theogsebp
would not have the potential to cause signific@ivease effects on the following environmental issue

¢ Aesthetics

There are no scenic highways/corridors or scerstasion or near the Speedway. Revising the noise
standard for the Speedway, permanently operatiagdthg strip north of the oval track, and amending
the General Plan Noise Element to include Speedefayed noise contours woulwt involve physical
development that could affect views and the visugllity of the site or create a new source of |@hd
glare. Mitigation Measure 4.2-1 requires constauttof a 20-foot sound attenuation wall along the
guarter mile length of the drag strip. As requinedhe mitigation, the sound attenuation wall wobkl
constructed wittappropriate aesthetic qualities as approved byCinenty. Further, becausee
sound attenuation wall would be located in an afebeavy industrial use without high quality scenic
views, construction of the sound attenuation waluild not obstruct scenic views. Therefore, neither
proposed project, nor proposed mitigation, wouklilein a significant aesthetic impact.

¢ Agricultural Resources

There are no designated farmlands, agriculturadldaor farming operations on or near the site which
may be affected by the proposed projeetised-roise-standhr

¢ Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Air quality impacts from the Speedway were analyzedthe 1995 Final EIR for the California
Speedway. The Final EIR concluded that significatyerse air quality impacts are expected from
construction and operation of the facility. Mitigen would be implemented to reduce the significant
adverse impacts but air quality impacts would corgito exceed SCAQMD thresholds.

The revised noise standard for the Speedway, tiragreent operation of the drag strip north of thalov
track, and amending the General Plan Noise Elemeuld not directly generate new pollutant emissions
from operations at the Speedway. No increaseprggneration or construction would occur which doul
generate new pollutant emissions. Changes in the ahivehicles operating at the site would not
substantially change the number of race eventsaasdciated emissions. Impacts would be less than
significant, as they relate to the revised nois@dard, the permanent operation of the drag stithrof

the oval track, and the General Plan Amendmerttiéabise element to include Speedway-related noise
contours.

It is important to note that the South Coast Airaliiy Management District (SCAQMD) received
several complaints between February 2007 and Oc@®@8_and again in 200@garding possible air
quality and odor impacts from Speedway operatiol®CAQMD investigated these complaints and
conducted air quality testing to determine Speedeaypliance with air quality regulations. No notce
of violation were issued to the Speedway by SCAQMDesponse to these complaints and follow up
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Section 8.0

Impacts Found to Be Either Not Significant or Less than Significant (continued)

testing.

An_atmospheric_dispersion _modeling of toxic air tsoninants was conducted in 2009 by Yorke
Engineering to analyze potential localized ambiaimtquality impacts associated with the proposed
project (Appendix F). The predicted ground leveheentrations (GLC) at four sensitive receptors
(existing residential locations) were calculatedd@monstrate worst-case modeling impact. Using the
highest one-hour GLC and highest annual average &Li/o nearby receptors locations, a heath risk
assessment was prepared to determine the maximgimidunal cancer risk, cancer burden, and non-
cancer acute and chronic hazard indices. The mawimdividual cancer risk (MICR), associated with
carcinogenic impacts, was determined to be 0.4%hemillion. The level of concern associated with
environmental significance is a level at or excegdi MICR of 1.0 in one million. With regards tom
carcinogenic impacts, the highest Acute HazardAr{tA) for short-term exposure and Chronic Hazard
Index (HIC) for long-term exposure at these neambsidences was calculated as 0.051 and 0.011,
respectively, which is less than the level of canassociated with environmental significance 6ffor
both HIA and HIC. Therefore, the proposed projeapacts are less than significant for potential air

toxics exposure.

Since the certification of the 1995 Final EIR fbetSpeedway and its 2003 Addendum, including the
prior approval of the number of race events assediwith the drag strip (when it was located sanfth
the oval track)the topic of greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions asid ithhpacts to global climate change
has emerged as an important issue for environmeevéw documents. As stated above, the revised
noise standard for the Speedway, General Plan Amentdto include Speedway-related noise contours
to the noise element, and the permanent operafidheodrag strip north of the oval traekould not
directly generate new pollutant emissions from apens at the Speedway. Changes in the mix of
vehicles operating at the site would not substiytehange the number of vehicles racing or thee
events and associated emissions. FurthermoreCdumty is in the process of preparing a GHG
Emissions Reduction Plan and all new actions amgardy the County after approval of the Plan would
be required to comply with the requirements of {ien. The proposed noise standards, General Plan
Amendmentand the permanent operation of the drag strighnafrthe oval trackvould not change GHG
emissions from the facility nor result in a sigo&nt impact related to global climate change.

As discussed in _Section 4.2.5, Mitigation Measur-¥4 requires construction of a 20 foot sound
attenuation wall along the quarter mile length bé tdrag strip.Ground disturbing activities for
construction of the sound attenuation wall wouldibgted to removal of existing paving materialsdan
trenching to create a footing along the lengthhefwall. Because of the limited area involved riound
disturbing activities and the required compliandesioch activities with all South Coast Air Quality
Management District (SCAQMD) rules and regulatiosegarding fugitive dust control to minimize air
quality impacts, construction of a sound attenumti@ll would not be anticipated to exceed SCAQOMD
emissions thresholds. Use of some constructionpetgmt is anticipated with construction of the sound
attenuation wall that is unlikely to emit critergpllutants above regulatory thresholds. Due to the
limited nature and duration of activity, constrocti of the sound attenuation wall would generate
emissions of air toxic emissions or greenhousdhgtsare less than significant.

¢ Biological Resources

The site of the Speedway is highly disturbed anddaaped with ornamental plant species. No seasiti
plant and animal species, natural communities,amef, or wildlife corridors would be affected by th
revised noise standard, the permanent relocatigheofirag strip north of the oval track and ameadin
the General Plan Noise Element to include Speedefayed noise contours.

Revised Noise Standards for Auto Club Speedway SCH 2008081077
Recirculated Draft Subsequent Environmental Impact Report Page 8-2



Section 8.0

Impacts Found to Be Either Not Significant or Less than Significant (continued)

4 Cultural Resources

The site of the Speedway is highly disturbed amgelg paved over. No cultural resources are pitesen
on the site and the Kaiser Steel Mill that was ib@-svas not considered historically significant,
according to the original 1995 Speedway EIRo further ground disturbance is expected taipdcthe
proposed noise standard, the permanent operatitireafrag strip north of the oval track and amemdin
the General Plan Noise Element &s@pproved. Thus, no archaeological or cultural uesss would be
affected by the proposed project. The findingshef cultural resource analysis in the previous iR
the Speedway remain valid. It is noted that MitigatMeasure 4.2-1 requires construction of a sound
attenuation wall, which would require ground dibtamce. However, the 1995 EIR considered ground
disturbing activities over the entirety of the pedly. Also the entirety of the property had been
developed as part of the steel mill. Further noidaliresources were encountered during any of the
activities undertaken to construction the Speedvamility. Therefore, construction of the sound
attenuation wall would not result in potentiallgsificant impacts to cultural resources.

¢ Geology and Soils

The revised-neise-standaploposed projecivould not involve any physical modifications or gna
disturbance, which may affect or change the geotwgseismicity of the site and the surrounding area
As discussed above under Cultural Resources nibtisd that construction of the sound attenuatiolh wa
would entail ground disturbance. However, the 1889 considered ground disturbing activities over th
entirety of the property. Therefore, no new pothti significant impacts are anticipated with
construction of the sound attenuation wall.

¢ Hazardsand Hazardous Materials

The revised noise standard, the permanent operafiaihe drag strip north of the oval track and
amending the General Plan Noise Element to incpeedway-related noise contowsuld not involve

the use of hazardous materials or the generatidrazdrdous wastes which may affect human health or
create public hazards.

¢ Hydrology and Water Quality

The revised noise standard, the permanent operafiaimne drag strip north of the oval track and
amending the General Plan Noise Element to incpeedway-related noise contowsuld not involve
any physical modifications or ground disturbanceclwhmay affect or change the hydrology of the site
lead to changes in stormwater or groundwater guatithe site and the surrounding area. Constmictio
of the sound attenuation wall would not affect siverology because the wall is proposed to thehnofrt
the drag strip where there is already a slope la@ditag strip drains to the south.

¢ Land Useand Planning

The revised noise standard for the Speedway thegreant operation of the drag strip north of thel ova
track and amending the General Plan Noise Eleneeimctude Speedway-related noise contouosild

not involve a change in the existing land use @ndite or in the surrounding area and would noddiv
established communities. No changes to the larddasignations or zoning are proposed or expected
with the revised noise standard or the permaneetation of the drag strip north of the oval tradko
habitat conservation plan or natural community eovestion plan is applicable to the site.

Pursuant to California Government Code section96%88seq., the County has prepared and adopted a
General Plan in order to plan land use and zon{dge of the mandatory elements of the General Plan
considers noise. A requirement of the noise elé¢nweto identify and appraise existing and potédntia
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Section 8.0
Impacts Found to Be Either Not Significant or Less than Significant (continued)

noise problems in the community. The County Depglent Code at Chapter 82.18 sets forth a Noise
Hazard Overlay, which is to be applied to thosesrghere the average noise level, measured asid dn,
65 dBA or greater. The Noise Hazard Overlay ignded to guide development within the overlay by
providing standards that apply to proposed devetorinn addition to the standards and regulations of
the primary land use zoning district, where impottacommunity, site, environmental, safety,
compatibility, or design issues require particid#tention in project planning. Residences, if othge
allowed in the primary land use zoning and lyindhivi the 65 dBA Ldn Noise Hazard Overlay, are
provided additional consideratiotsee County Development Code Sections 82.01.030(d)82nt8.030.

Operations at the Speedway for an entire year weatyzed. Operational hours and hours of actual us
are set forth at Tables 2-2. This was a conseevanalysis assuming that every vehicle reached
100 dBA Lmax at some time during its operation, akhis unrealistic. The Ldn contours for Speedway
operations that are proposed to be included irCinenty General Plan Noise Element are presented as
Figure 3-2. As shown, the 65 dBA Ldn contour igaied almost entirely within the Speedway
boundaries with the exception of a small area oeclpy the adjoining railroad tracks. No sensitive
uses, including residences, are located withinthelBA Ldn contour. At 550 feet from the Speedway
facility, the Ldn value is less than 60 dBA. THere, the project is consistent with The GenerainPI
and its noise element. Impacts related to thegweg project and the Speedway’s land use as tesela
to the General Plan Noise Element are less thauifisiant.

¢ Mineral Resources

There are no mineral resources or mining operatingr near the site which may be affected by the
revised noise standard, the permanent operatitimeofirag strip north of the oval track or amendimg
General Plan Noise Element to include Speedwayelaoise contours.

¢ Population and Housing

The revised noise standard, the permanent operaficime drag strip north of the oval track and
amending the General Plan Noise Element to incBmsedway-related noise contowsuld not lead to
an increase in the resident population or houdiogksn the area, nor will it increase employmetntha
Speedway. No housing or household displacementdaamcur.

¢ Public Services

The revised noise standard, the permanent operafiaime draqg strip north of the oval track and
amending the General Plan Noise Element to incl8deedway-related noise contous®uld not
generate a demand or increase the demand for mdsliices associated with Speedway operation.

¢ Recreation

The revised noise standard, the permanent operafiaimne drag strip north of the oval track and
amending the General Plan Noise Element to incl8deedway-related noise contous®uld not
generate a demand for parks or recreational fasildn or near the site.

¢ Transportation and Traffic

No changes to the trip generation, access, aifidrphtterns, alternative transportation, parkiagd
emergency access are anticipated with the proposaiffic impacts from the Speedway have been
analyzed in the EIR for the California Speedway98)9and the Addendum (2003nd the analysis
indicated that traffic impacts are expected on angersections and freeways during the weekdays,
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Section 8.0

Impacts Found to Be Either Not Significant or Less than Significant (continued)

Fridays, and weekends. Roadway improvements andaeary traffic controls would be implemented,;
however, some impacts remain significant and urtalge.

The revised noise standard, the permanent operafiaihe drag strip north of the oval track and
amending the General Plan Noise Element to incBeedway-related noise contours womslchot be
expected to generate new vehicle trips that magcatraffic flow and congestion at area roadways an
intersections above what has already been evaludédnges in the mix of vehicle classes racetieat t
Speedway drag strip would not substantially chaithgenumber of races. The permanent operation of
the drag strip north of the oval track does natrghoints of entry into, or exit from, the facility evels

of service and traffic volumes on area roadways iatetsections would not increase substantiallyr ove
existing conditions.

The proposed noise standard, the permanent operatithe drag strip north of the oval track and
amending the General Plan Noise Elemewnuld not cause any increase in traffic in relatio the
existing traffic load and capacity of the streestsyn. No physical or programmatic improvements are
proposed that might affect traffic patterns. The&jway will continue to implement traffic procedsire
as required by the Speedway PD and previous EIRAddéndum.

¢ Utilitiesand Service Systems

The revised noise standard, the permanent operafiaime draqg strip north of the oval track and
amending the General Plan Noise Element to incl8deedway-related noise contous®uld not
generate demand or increase demand for utilitiescésted with Speedway operation.

The environmental issues referenced above areulpédc to detailed analysis in this SEIR, since the
proposal only involves modifications to PD noisanstards, the operation relocation of the drag strip
north of the oval track and amending the Generah Rloise Element to include Speedway-related noise
contours Rather, the impacts of the Speedway operatiarth@se environmental issues remain the same
as found in the EIR prepared for the Callfornla atmay (SCH 94082080)_artde Addendum to the
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SECTION 9.0: ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS

The identification and analysis of alternatives as fundamental concept under the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The role of ahatives in the environmental analysis within an
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) is set forth clgaand forthrightly within the CEQA statutes.
Specifically, CEQA Section 21002.1(a) states:

“The purpose of an environmental impact reportasdentify the significant effects on
the environment of a project, to identify alternas to the project, and to indicate the
manner in which those significant effects can biggatied or avoided.”

In accordance with Section 15126.6 of the CEQA €Elirids, an EIR must contaim ‘fange of reasonable
alternatives to the project, or the location of theject, which could feasibly attain most of thesio
objectives of the projettas well as an evaluation of thedmparative merits of the alternatiVvesThe
discussion of alternatives shall focus on altemeatithat vould avoid or substantially lessen any of the
significant effects of the project, even if theberaatives would impede to some degree the ateinrof
project objectives, or would be more costly

The range of alternatives required within an EIRjéserned by the “rule of reason”, which requiras a
EIR to include only those alternatives necessarypéomit a reasoned choice. The discussion of
alternatives need not be exhaustive. FurthermaneEIR need not consider an alternative whose
implementation is remote and speculative, or wiedfexts cannot be reasonably ascertained.

Alternatives that were considered but were rejeetgednfeasible during the scoping process should be
identified along with a reasonably detailed discus®f the reasons and facts supporting the coimius
that such alternatives were infeasible.

Based on the alternatives analysis, an environrgstaperior alternative must be designated ambeg t
alternatives. Th&€EQA GuidelinesSection 15126.6(e)(2)) states that if the envirentally superior
alternative is the No Project Alternative, then #I® shall identify another environmentally superio
alternative among the other alternatives.

91 SUMMARY OF PROJECT AND OBJECTIVES

This recirculatedSEIR analyzes the potential environmental impastsociated with the revision of the
noise standard for the Speedway PD and associatehs (permanent operation of the drag strip sn it
location north of the oval track, elimination o&tRD prohibition against race activities in parkotg 3-10,
and a General Plan Amendment to add Speedwayddlalie noise contours to the noise elementhe
proposed noise standard would allow the maximureent@vel-at-56-feetiromthe (Lmax) generated by
the Speedway-prepertyp increase:

¢ From 85 dBA for six premier event weekends per ypaasured at the nearest residential use to
the Speedwayo 100_dBA for 35 days of Speedway Event Centerajons (the maximum noise
level would be permitted to exceed 85 dBA betwdenhours of 10 AM and 7 PM for no more
than a cumulative total of one hour during eackhete 35 days) measured at 550 feet from the
Speedway property; and

¢+ From 75 dBA at all permitted operating times otlilean the six premier event weekends
measured at the nearest residential use to thed@pgeproperty to 85 dBA at all permitted
operating times other than when a 100 dBA Lmaxnigffect measured at 550 feet from the
Speedway property.
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Section 9.0
Alternatives Analysis (continued)

The intermediate L-level @, L.s, Ls, and L) noise standards would also be eliminated under th
proposed noisstandards The proposed project also includes permanermatipa of the drag strip on

the north side of the oval track in parking lotsatd 8 and a General Plan Amendment to include
Speedway-related Ldn noise contours in the noisme&ht. The main objectives of the proposed-revision

to-the-Speedway-PD-noise-standgdged are:

¢ To provide for health-based noise standards fore®pay operations that will permit
exhibitions, performances (including concerts), aacing with a full range of NASCAR, Indy
car, and drag racing vehicles in a manner congistih protecting public health.

¢ To provide for an easily enforceable and consisteathod of noise measurement to ensure
consistent, reliable, and documented applicatiathefstandard (e.g., a protocol for measurement
and reporting of field measurement).

¢ To provide a venue allowing a greater range of alekithat will increase the revenue drawing
capability of the drag strip and expand its fan atidndance base.

¢ To permanently operate the drag strip at its mogshemically viable location while maintaining
the Midway’s current location and additional retagportunities at the south side of the oval
track.

¢ Bring the County of San Bernardino General PlansBdilement into compliance with state law
(Section 65302(f) of the Government Code) by ad@pgedway-related Ldn noise contours.

9.2 SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS

The impact evaluation in Section 4Bnvironmental Analysisyf this SEIR concludes that the proposed
noise standard would result in significant, adversise impacts. The recommended mitigation measure
would not reduce project impacts to less than Bagmit levels.

9.3 ALTERNATIVESELIMINATED FROM DETAILED CONSIDERATION

In addition to specifying that the EIR evaluate range of reasonable alternatives” to the project,
Section 15126.6(c) of the CEQA Guidelines requitteet an EIR identify any alternatives that were
considered, but were rejected as infeasible. BHewing alternatives were considered for analysis
the RecirculatedDraft SEIR, but were eliminated from further ewlion. These alternatives are
described below, along with a discussion of why tiwere rejected from further consideration.

No General Plan Amendment Alternative

The County’s General Plan Noise Element does ndude all criteria required by the California
Government Code in relation to the Speedway Evemtd®. Section 65302(f) of the Government Code
states that a General Plan must include “(1) A en@kement that shall identify and appraise noise
problems in the community. The noise element giealbgnize the guidelines established by the Offfce
Noise Control and shall analyze and quantify, ® eéktent practicable, as determined by the legislat
body, current and projected noise levels for athef following sources:

(A) Highways and freeways.

(B) Primary arterials and major local streets.

(C) Passenger and freight on-line railroad openatEnd ground rapid transit systems.
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Section 9.0
Alternatives Analysis (continued)

(D) Commercial, general aviation, heliport, heljgtoand military airport operations, aircraft
overflights, jet engine test stands, and all otheyund facilities and maintenance functions
related to airport operation.

(E) Local industrial plants, including, but not lted to, railroad classification yards.

(F) Other ground stationary noise sources, includibput not limited to, military installations,
identified by local agencies as contributing to ¢henmunity noise environment.

(2) Noise contours shall be shown for all of theserces and stated in terms of community noise
equivalent level (CNEL) or day-night average leflaln). The noise contours shall be prepared
on the basis of noise monitoring or following geallsr accepted noise modeling technigues for
the various sources identified in paragraphs (Ib}pinclusive.”

According to the Government Code, the Noise Elensmuld include Ldn noise contours for the
Speedway Event Center. The proposed project insladéeneral Plan Amendment to add the required
Speedway-related Ldn noise contours to the NoiseEiht.

This alternative assumes that the County wouldmove forward with adoption of the General Plan
Amendment to adopt Speedway-related Ldn noise costim the Noise Element. This alternative was
eliminated because the issuance of discretionaprogpl for a development project is beyond the
authority of a public agency if that agency’s Gehd?lan is deficient in its treatment of mandatory
elements that are involved in the uses sought &éylibcretionary approval. (Neighborhood Action Grou
v. County of Calveras (1985) 156 Cal.App.3d 1178401 Without the proposed General Plan
Amendment, the County’s Noise Element would corgito be inadequate and projects related to the
Speedway could not be approved. Further, the Codogs not have the discretion to not be in
compliance with state law. Therefore, this altersaivas rejected from further consideration.

Unlimited Noise for 35 Days each Year Alternative

Under this Alternative, the Speedway could opefateup to 35 days per year with no maximum noise
limits or intermediate L-level standards. The cotr8peedway PD noise standards for six premierteven
weekendq200 85 dBA Lmax and 65 dBA L) would apply throughout the remainder of the y&dnis
alternative was considered as a way to allow dteg svents to include the racing of non-gasoline-
powered drag cars, such as alcohol, nitromethartejed engine-powered drag cars. These special car
typically result in higher noise levels than ushbigcket car events. Noise levels for these vehadea be

20 dBA or higher than a typical gasoline-powered Eaents with non-gasoline powered cars comprise
less than five (5) percent of events at the drag,dbut are the most popular vehicles at dragnigci
events. Other race tracks across the country have adettegm-gasoline-powered cars by setting aside a
set number of days or events that the cars are@dldo exceed the standard noise limit withoutirsgt
noise standard for those racing days.

The ambient noise and noise from Speedway opegtiemen without non-gasoline-powered cars
operating on the drag strip, sometimes exceed muRB noise limits. Therefore, this alternative \abu
need to include those days when drag strip and exatts currently exceed the standards as pahieof t
35 day annual total.

This alternative was rejected from further consatien because without limiting the noise levels dbr
events, noise could reach levels in excess of B® ldnax or the EPA’s hearing loss threshold. Also,
the County would be unable to verify that Speedwpgrations meet noise standards on other days,
unless specific event days are set in advance.thémanore, this alternative would not reduce the
proposed project’s noise impact because operatibnise Speedway would generate levels of noise in
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Section 9.0
Alternatives Analysis (continued)

excess of the—nuisandevels currentlyfound-by-the Board-of Supervistysbeacceptabl¢hat the

proposed project proposes 86 days per year, nor would it limit the amounttiofie during each of
those 35 days that noise could exceed 85 dB80, because the L-level limitations would remédime
Speedway oval will possiblyweuld continue teappearto operate out of compliance with the PD.
Therefore, because this alternative would not reéber of the project’s noisebjectives—anaould not
reduce the Speedway’s noise impact to below a lefssignificance, and could result in greater noise
impacts than the proposed projedhis alternative was rejected from further coesidion and
evaluation.

Alternative Sites

Where consideration of alternate sites is warrafiaed proposed project, CEQA requires that thdyaita
first consider if any of the significant effectstbk project would be avoided or substantiallydess if the
project was located at another site. Only thetiooa that avoid or substantially lessen signiftogfifiects
need to be considered. If no alternative sitedemgble, reasons for this conclusion must beidedd in the
EIR. The EIR need not discuss sites which arasilde, remote, or speculative.

The proposed noise standard for the Speedway PIiwotibe applicable to an alternative site. Tl
no other racing tracks in the County that coulddfiefrom the revised noise standard. Further,impthe
Speedway to another location would not necessertyce noise levels. However, sites that areds le
urbanized areas may impact fewer residents. Altemn sites for the Speedway were considered aopar
the previous EIR for the Speedway. Sites in Paprin§s, Glen Helen, Alberhill, Prado Basin, and
Victorville would create adverse impacts on biotadiresources and/or would not serve the targekehar
area for the Speedway. An alternative site in Mealliey would create traffic and noise impacts with
adjacent residential neighborhoods. Relocatingstieedway to a different county or into a city witBan
Bernardino County is not considered a feasiblaratéave since the County has no jurisdiction.

This alternative also considers relocation of useshe site to reduce noise levels at sensitivpasties.
Relocation of the drag strip from its present lamain Parking Lot Numbers 6 and 8 on the nortte i€l
the Speedway was considered to reduce noise lewelssidences on Whittram Avenue. However,
relocating the drag strip anywhere else on theheont portion of the parking lot would not resultan
substantial change in noise levels.

Consideration was given to relocating the drag i the southern end of the parking lot as the dra
strip was formerly located south of the oval. TEhare no feasible alternative locations south ef th
Speedway oval that would not conflict with the ¢ixig Midway (Fan Zone). The Speedway expanded
the Midway in 2006, nearly doubling the footprimbrh 12.2 acres to 23.8 acres. With this expansion,
there-iswasno longerroom for the drag strip to be located south ofdfel race track. Therefore, this
option was rejected from further consideration.

Relocating the drag strip off-site to the amauth of the Speedway facility was also considefdu
Speedway is surrounded on all sides by a variegpofmercial and industrial uses. The Speedway does
not own any of the land in the vicinity of the Sgemy outside of the Speedway’s boundaries and there
are no known properties available for purchaserthieu, vacant sites near the Speedway are not large
enough to accommodate the drag strip and develapiserond racing facility off-site could potentall
create additional environmental impacts. Becaheeetis no feasible off-site location for the dsap,

this option was rejected from further consideration

Additionally, there are no suitable sites that dooé used for the relocation of the Speedway oVale
Midway is at the southern edge of the site boundad/relocation of the oval several hundred fe¢hé¢o
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Section 9.0
Alternatives Analysis (continued)

south would not make a noticeable difference innthisse levels. This option was also rejected from
further consideration.

Alternative sites would not reduce the current @dmspacts of the Speedway and would not meet grojec
objectives related to using a full range of rachisle classes at the Speedway. Relocation of noise
sources would also lead to construction impactadjacent land uses. The noise impacts of Alteraati
Sites could be greater than the impacts of theqseg noise standard. Therefore, this alternative wa
rejected from further consideration.

94 ALTERNATIVESANALYSIS

This section considers several alternatives tgpthposed noise standard. These alternatives scasdied
below.

[ ] No Project Alternative. The No Project Alternative means that the naedards in the
Speedway PD would remain the same, and existingdsyey operations would continue under
these standards. This alternative also assumethéhaxisting noise standards would be subject to
enforcement actions. The drag strip would remaithatlocation originally permitted under its
Temporary Use Permit but would not be permanembrated. Racing activities would continue to
be prohibited in parking lots 3-10.

[ ] 85 dBA Lmax With a Sound Wall Alternative. This alternative would eliminate the
intermediate L-level noise standards, but keeplitmax standard at 85 dBA measured at the
nearest residential use. The prohibition on racaatjvities in parking lots 3-10 would be
eliminated and the drag strip would be permanespligrated at its current location north of the
oval track pursuant to the 85 Lmax standard medsatethe nearest residential use. This
alternative would include mitigation requiring ctmstion of a sound attenuation wall along the
north side of the drag strip to provide approxirhat®-10 dBA of sound attenuation. This
alternative would remove the prohibition on racigtivities in parking lots 3-10 and would
include the General Plan Amendment to add Speed®lated Ldn contours to the noise
element.

[ ] 85 dBA Lmax Without a Sound Wall Alternative. This alternative would eliminate the
intermediate L-level noise standards, but keeplimax standard at 85 dBfneasured at the
nearest residential use. The prohibition on racaatjvities in parking lots 3-10 would be
eliminated and the drag strip would be permanesplgrated at its current location north of the
oval track pursuant to the 85 Lmax standard medsatethe nearest residential use. This
alternative would not include sound wall mitigatifor the drag strip. This alternative would
remove the prohibition on racing activities in garcklots 3-10 and would include the General
Plan Amendment to add Speedway-related Ldn contoutse noise element.

[ ] 86 to 99 dBA Lmax Alternative. This alternative considers a revision to the PB@aitandard
that is higher than the current 85 dBA Lmax but dowhan the proposed 100 dBA Lmax for
35 days per yearUnder this alternativéhe new noise standard may range anywhere frora 88 t
dBA Lmax measured at 550 feet from the Speedwandiemy for 35 days per year for a cumulative
total of one hour between 10 AM and 7 PM for edcthose days and 85 dBA Lmax the rest of the
days The intermediate L-level standards would be elated under this alternative. The
prohibition on racing activities in parking lotsl8would be eliminated and the drag strip would
be permanently operated at its current locatiorthnof the oval track pursuant to the revised
standard. This alternative would include mitigatiequiring construction of a sound attenuation
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Section 9.0
Alternatives Analysis (continued)

wall along the north side of the drag strip to pdevapproximately 9-10 dBA of sound
attenuation. This alternative would remove the fiiblon on racing activities in parking
lots 3-10 and would include the General Plan Amesminto add Speedway-related Ldn contours
to the noise element.

B Pemanent Operation of Drag Strip in its Location North of the Oval Track while

Maintaining Current Maximum Noise Levels. This alternative would provide for permanent
operation of the drag strip at its location northtlee oval track, but would maintain the
Speedway'’s existing noise standards. The only @dmitm noise standards would be to eliminate
intermediate standards and provide for maximument@sels being measured at 550 feet from
the Speedway’s boundary. This alternative wouidaee the prohibition on racing activities in
parking lots 3-10 and would include the GenerahPAmendment to add Speedway-related Ldn
contours to the noise element.

941 No Project Alternative

The No Project Alternative is included pursuan€®QA and the CEQA Guidelines. Under the No Project
Alternative, it is assumed that the proposed nsiaadard would not be approved and existing Speedwa
PD noise standards would remain. Thus, the Speedwald continue to operate under the currently

approved PD noise standards. The No Project Adtera would leave intermediate noise standards in
place and would not provide for permanently opacathe drag strip on the north side of the Speedway
property and its oval track.

As a result of the Court's October 2009 tentativing, the current PD noise standard states that th
exterior noise levels for residential land uses matyexceed 65 dBA for a cumulative period of more
than 30 minutes in any hourgd= 65 dBA) during premier event weekends (maximuaanually) and

55 dBA (Lsq = 55 dBA) the rest of the yedn addition, the current PBoise standard also states that the
noise levelafor residential land uses for any period of time i tivise standard for the receiving use
plus 20 dBA (Lmax = 85 dBA) during premier eventekends (maximum six annually) and Lmax
=75 dBA during the rest of the yedfor the Speedway, that means the maximum nois fer any
period of time at a residential receiver is peredtto be 85 dBA or less during premier event wedgen
and 75 dBA or less during non-premier event weegemitluding drag strip event$he County would
still adopt a General Plan Amendment to add Spegdelated Ldn noise contours based on existing
noise levels at the Speedway Event Center to hegseneral Plan Noise Element into compliance with
state law.

Environmental Analysis

As shown in Section 4.2, ambiembise levels were measured prior to developmetii®Speedway and
under current conditions without and with Speedwesl track and drag strip operations in years after
development of the Speedwayhe monitoring results indicate that noise fréne Speedway oval
currently appears to exceed the existing 65 dB£standard for premier weekend everust this cannot
be adequately confirmed due to ambient noise levwerference_from other noise sources (e.qg., rail
operations and roadway trafficyhe oval operations meet the existing 85 dBA Lnstandard_for
premier weekend event§/hen the drag strip operated under the Temporaey Rermitrunning only
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Section 9.0

Alternatives Analysis (continued)

gasoline-powered vehicles,-it-msatet what the County and Speedway both believdukbtthe current
noise standard based on Revision 4 of the SpeeBWayspecifically they believed the applicable noise
standard for the drag strip was Lmax = 85 dBA, bggE 65 dBA Lmax. However, the Court’s October
2009 tentative ruling found that the standard fam-premier weekend events and for the drag stripeis
countywide standard of Lmax=75dBA ang#55 dBA. As the monitoring data showed, both gassli
and non-gasoline-powered vehicles currently ex¢eed5 dBA Lmax standaréeth-thebmaxstandard
and-al-ntermediaté-level standarddt-isnoted-that there-was-an-exeception September 28, 2006,
whenthe drag strip appeared ¢éxceededhe 75 dBA anB5 dBA Lmax standargd$iowever, excessive
ambient noise conditions during noise monitoringiwet day, from area rail operations and truckfitraf
not related to the Speedwaygntaminated monitoring results, making it impokesiio isolate Speedway
noise from other noise sources and thereby deterthi specific noise levels generated at the Speedw
facility. Under the No Project Alternative, the drag swipuld continue to be located north of the oval
track but would not operate unless the Speedwaleaband received a new Temporary Use Permit. The
oval track activities would continue to operate emdonditions that, when monitoredpéiertheNo
Project-Alternativethe-Speedway-operatiomsmuld result in noise levels that appear to bexicess of
the levels allowed by the current PD noise starslétg=65) during premier weekend events; a potential
violation of the existing PD.

This alternative would not meet the fundamentaéotiyes of the project; i.e., to permanently opethe
drag strip at its current location north of theldvack; to generate increased sales tax reveratentuld

be created from running the most popular vehictethe drag strip at its location north of the olvatk

by expanding the fan and attendance base of tlgestii@ and by maintaining the retail opportunitits
the expanded Midway located south of the otalset a noisstandard that would bring the oval and
drag stripinto compliance; to operate the Speedway withllarfunge of racing activities in a manner
consistent with protecting public health; and tm@dan easily measureable and reliable enforceable
standard to ensure compliance. Because this alteznasould not allow-nemgaseline-powerethe most
popular drag racgehicles to run at the drag strip located to tbgmof the oval trackmaximum noise
levels would be lower than with the proposed projgader this alternative, the County would stdbat

a General Plan Amendment adding Ldn contours ferdkisting operations at the Speedway Event
Center to bring the General Plan Noise Elementéotopliance with state law, so that objective wioul
be met.

94.2 85dBA Lmax Alternative With Sound Wall

Under this alternative, the PD noise standards avbalrevised to eliminate the intermediate L-ld\g},

Los, Lg, and L) noise standards, but the Lmax standard of 85 dfg@Asured at the nearest residential use
would be establishedemain for all Speedway Event Center operations. In &oldit under this
alternative, the drag strip would be permanentlgrated to the north of the oval track pursuanh&85
dBA Lmax standard. This alternative would includmstruction of a sound attenuation wall along the
quarter mile length north of the drag strip. Theu@ty would still adopt a General Plan Amendment to
add Speedway-related Ldn noise contours basedistingxnoise levels at the Speedway Event Center to
bring the General Plan Noise Element into compkanith state law.

Environmental Analysis

Based on the monitoring results, the Speedway awpéared to exceed theylcomponent of the current
standard but would continue to meet the 85 dBA Lmsandard proposed under this alternative. This
alternative eliminates the ambiguity of oval openmed under the intermediate L-level standards.
Monitoring results for the drag strip have demcatstl that depending on the type of vehicle radwes, t
drag strip produces Lmax levels from 81 to 100 d&Aa point 550 feet north of the drag strip. This
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alternative would prevent the racing of any vehigige that generates noise levels in excess o885 d
Lmax at_the nearest residential Us80-feetfrom-the-Speedway-bounddgcause 85 dBA Lmax for all
events would result in higher noise levels thamantty permitted, these noise levels would be highe
than what the County Board of Supervisors deemeaxkmable as evidenced in the Statement of
Overriding Considerations for the 1995 Speedway. HIfts alternative would include construction of a
sound attenuation wall along the north side ofdheg strip as mitigation. This sound attenuatiofi wa
would provide approximately 9-10 dBA of noise retioie. With construction of the sound attenuation
wall, the drag strip could run vehicles capablepofducing up to 95 dBA Lmax at 550 feet, since
attenuation of 10 dBA would result in a noise |lesethe nearest off-site residence of 85 dBA Lmax.

This alternative would reduce peak noise levelsnwtmmpared to the proposed project and would meet
the objective for an easily enforceable and coestsinethod of noise measurement to ensure consisten
reliable, and documented application of the stashd&nis alternative would also meet the County’algo
of permanently operating the drag strip at its ne@sinomically viable location north of the ovalcka
while maintaining the Midway’s current location aadditional retail opportunities on the south side
the oval track.However, this alternative would not permit a fudnge of drag racing vehicles,
eliminating the most popular drag race vehiclesnfaperating at the Speedway. This alternative would
thus be inconsistent with project objectives aimteaperating a full range of vehicles and incregsin
revenues for the Speedway and County from fanaditig drag racing eventelnder this alternative, the
County would still adopt a General Plan Amendmeidirag Ldn contours for the existing operations at
the Speedway Event Center to bring the General Rase Element into compliance with state law, so
that objective would be met.

9.4.3 85dBA Lmax Alternative Without Sound Wall

Under this alternative, the PD noise standards dvbalrevised to eliminate the intermediate L-lé\zg),

L.s, Lg, and L) noise standards, but the Lmax standard of 85 dfg#Asured at the nearest residential use
would be establishedemain for all Speedway Event Center operations. In &oldit under this
alternative, the drag strip would be permanentlgrafied north of the oval track pursuant to the BA d
Lmax standard. This alternative would not includastruction of a sound attenuation wall along the
quarter mile length north of the drag strip. Theu@ty would still adopt a General Plan Amendment to
add Speedway-related Ldn noise contours basedistingxnoise levels at the Speedway Event Center to
bring the General Plan Noise Element into compkanith state law.

Environmental Analysis

Based on the monitoring results, the Speedway awpéared to exceed theylcomponent of the current
standard but would continue to meet the 85 dBA Lmsandard proposed under this alternative. This
alternative eliminates the ambiquity of oval opemad under the intermediate L-level standards.
Monitoring results for the drag strip have demaatstl that depending on the type of vehicle radwes, t
drag strip produces Lmax levels from 81 to 100 d&Aa point 550 feet north of the drag strip. This
alternative would prevent the racing of any vehigige that generates noise levels in excess o885 d
Lmax at_the nearest residential uBecause this alternative does not include construof a sound
attenuation wall, the drag strip would be limitedthe vehicle types that currently operate at tieey d
strip. No additional vehicle types that generatghbri noise levels would be permitted.

This alternative would reduce peak noise levelswtmmpared to the proposed project and would meet
the objective for an easily enforceable and coestsinethod of noise measurement to ensure conisisten
reliable, and documented application of the stashd&nis alternative would also meet the County’algo
of permanently operating the drag strip at its nemsinomically viable location north of the ovalcka
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while maintaining the Midway’s current location aadditional retail opportunities at the south side
the oval trackHowever, this alternative would permit only a shwadtpermitafullrange of drag racing
vehicles,_eliminating the most popular drag radaicles from operating at the Speedway since thé lim
would only be 85 dBA Lmax at the nearest residef¢gs alternative would thus be inconsistent with
project objectives aimed at operating a full ranf@ehicles and increasing revenues for the Spegdwa
and County from fans attending drag racing evemid would produce even less revenue than the
alternative set forth at 9.4.2)nder this alternative, the County would still atlca General Plan
Amendment adding Ldn contours for the existing apens at the Speedway Event Center to bring the
General Plan Noise Element into compliance witkes&w, so that objective would be met.

944 86to099 dBA Lmax Alternative

The 86 to 99 dBA Lmax Alternative considers a nevido the PD noise standard that is higher than th
current 85 dBA Lmax for premier eventsut lower than the proposed 100 dBA Lmax for 8gdper year
The noise standard may range anywhere from 86 wB%9Lmax measured 550 feet from the Speedway
boundary and would apply during all permitted SpesadEvent Center operationdnder this alternative, a
20-foot sound attenuation wall would be construatedh of the quarter mile drag strig-his alternative
would also eliminate the intermediate L-leve}{LL,s, Lg, and L) noise standards. In addition, under this
alternative, the drag strip would be permanentlgraped at its location north of the oval track. The
County would still adopt a General Plan Amendmerdadd Speedway-related Ldn noise contours based
on existing noise levels at the Speedway Event €2t bring the General Plan Noise Element into
compliance with state law.

Environmental Analysis

The 86 to 99 dBA Lmax Alternative would increaseximaum allowable noise levels at the nearest noise-
sensitive receptor. This alternative would allope&dway operations to generate noise levels froon 1
124 dBA higher than under current conditions. Mitigatrequiring construction of a sound attenuation
wall would still apply to this alternative reducimgsultant noise levels by approximately 9 to 1RAdB
This alternative would make noise monitoring easaéd the standard more enforceable as the
intermediate L-level standards would be eliminatéthis alternative eliminates the ambiguity of oval
operations under the intermediate L-level standards

Since noise levels would be restricted to less thad dBA Lmax,—essoise impacts would-ecdoe
reducedunder this alternative-thdaring times thathe proposed 100-dBA Lmax standard would permit
noise levels in excess of 85 dBA Lmax (35 daysyeer for a cumulative total of one hour per day for
each of those days)This alternative would reduce noise impacts; h@reit—would depending on the
specific standard that was set, this alternativghbmiot allow a full range of drag racing vehiclesute the
drag strip, potentially eliminating some of the inpgpular vehicle types from running at the dragpst
However, a noise limit reduction to 95 dBA Lmax wabwstill meet the project objectives. Should a
limitation occur that is less than 90 dBA Lmax,sthilternative would not meet project objectives for
running a full range of vehicles and increasing ritenue drawing capability of the drag stiimder
this alternative, the County would still adopt an€el Plan Amendment adding Ldn contours for the
existing operations at the Speedway Event Centebriog the General Plan Noise Element into
compliance with state law, so that objective wduddmet.
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Section 9.0

Alternatives Analysis (continued)
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Section 9.0
Alternatives Analysis (continued)

9.45 Permanent Operation of Drag Strip in its Location North of the Oval Track, while Maintaining
Current Maximum Noise Level Standards

This alternative would provide for permanent operabf the drag strip at its location north of theal
track, but would maintain the Speedway’s existinga standards as determined by the Court’s October
2009 tentative ruling. According to that ruling,isiiig noise standards limit maximum noise levels t
85 dBA Lmax during a maximum of six premier evergekends annually and 75 dBA for all other
operations measured at the nearest residential Tike. only changes to noise standards would be to
eliminate intermediate standards and provide feirtheing measured at 550 feet from the Speedway’s
boundary pursuant to the protocol included as phrhe proposed project (see Appendix E for the
measurement protocol). This alternative would reenthe prohibition on racing activities in parking
lots 3-10 and would include the General Plan Amesminto add Speedway-related Ldn contours to the
Noise Element.

Environmental Analysis

Because activities at the drag strip are not cemsitl premier events, the drag strip would be lightte
running events for drag vehicles that produce 7B dBnax measured at the nearest residential use
which is 570 feet from the Speedway property ‘linelonitoring results for the drag strip _have
demonstrated that depending on the type of vehaaled, the drag strip produces Lmax levels fromo81
100 dBA at a point 550 feet north of the drag sffiperefore, this alternative would effectivelyngilhate

the types of vehicles that would normally racehat strip unless the drag strip were to be consdlar
premier event or unless a sound wall were consdudf considered one of the six premier events, th
drag strip would be subject to the 85 dBA Lmaxhet hearest residential use, which again would limit
the types of vehicles that would be allowed to aperAlso, this alternative could allow drag vebscl
that produce Lmax levels of 84-85 dBA at the ndaresidential use with construction of a sound
attenuation wall providing 9-10 dBA of attenuatiwasulting in a 75 dBA Lmax). This alternative wdul
not increase noise levels above 75 dBA Lmax atndwrest residential use for non-premier events, or
85 dBA Lmax at the nearest residential use if abgrsid a premier event, at any time, so overallenois
production would be less than with the proposegegto

This alternative would meet the project’s objedivid demonstrating the oval track’s compliance with
applicable noise standards because of the remdvahtermediate L-level standards, as well as
permanently operating the drag strip in its mosinecnically viable location north of the oval track,
while protecting the retail opportunities provideg the Midway by maintaining its current location a
the south side of the oval track. However, withwdthout a sound attenuation wall, and regardless of
whether drag racing is considered a premier evenbj this alternative would not meet the objegsiv
of allowing a full range of drag racing vehiclesuge the drag strip and, by eliminating the mogtiar
vehicles from racing at the drag strip, would nobvide for increasing fan interest and County and
Speedway revenues that would result from racingrthst popular drag vehicles. Under this alternative
the County would still adopt a General Plan Amenainaelding Ldn contours for the existing operations
at the Speedway Event Center to bring the Gendaal [Roise Element into compliance with state law,
so that objective would be met.

! The nearest residential use is a legally non-aamifig use located within an industrially zoned afBae closest residences
located in areas zoned for residential uses tmdnth are located just south of Arrow Highway apimmately 1,700 feet directly
north of the Speedway and 1,350 northeast of tiee@pay.
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Section 9.0
Alternatives Analysis (continued)

9.5 ENVIRONMENTALLY SUPERIOR ALTERNATIVE

Table 9-1 Alternatives and Implications for Speedway Operatiand Resulting Noise Levedsimmarizes
the effects that each alternative would have orratipms and noise levels of the Speedway. Table 9-2
Comparison of Alternativesummarizes the potential environmental impacth®@project and alternatives.

CEQA requires that the EIR identify the environnadlgt superior alternative among all of the
alternatives considered, including the proposedepto If the No Project Alternative is selected as
environmentally superior, then the EIR shall aldeniify another environmentally superior alternativ
among the other alternatives.

The environmental analysis above indicates thabutih a comparison of potential impacts from edch o
the alternatives and the proposed project, the Ngeét Alternative would be considered superior
because no new environmental impacts would bedntted. However, this alternative would not meet
any of the project objectives. Aside from the Noject Alternative, the 86 to 99 dBA Lmailxe 85-dBA

bmax Alternative would be considered the environmemtaliperior alternative if the standard is set at
95 dBA Lmaxsince it would reduce the level of potential noisgact that could be generated by the
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Section 9.0

Alternatives Analysis (continued)

ALTERNATIVESAND IMPLICATIONS FOR SPEEDWAY OPERATIONSAND RESULTING NOISE LEVELS

TAB

LEO-1

Operations

Noise Char acteristics

Oval

Drag Strip

Oval

Drag Strip

Alternative Noise Standards

Proposed Project: 100

No change othe

rDrag strip would be permanent

dBA Lmax for 35 days pdthan removal of

operated in its current location

year for a cumulative totakix premier race

north of the oval track.

of one hour between 10ajweekend event

and 7pm for each of thosgimitation.
35 days and would be 85
dBA Lmax for the balanc
of the day. The standard
would apply to all
Speedway events. Also
includes permanent
operation of the drag stri
in its location north of the
oval track. Intermediate
L-levels are eliminated

D

=)

Additional vehicles may be
permitted to run at the drag stri
if they meet the new standard.

Because of removal ofsh.standard, the
oval would demonstrateompliance. N
additional noise from the oval would
result. The oval could run more than
mremier weekend events that exceed
dBA Lmax. However, the oval has
never run more than 4 premier weeke
events so would not be anticipated to
experience any changes in its operat

2\With additional vehicle types potential

spould increase at the drag strip up to

on.

permitted to run at the permanently

operatedirag strip, peak noise levels
the
gBrmitted level.

nd

No Project (Current
standaré Ls= 65dBA,
Lmax= 100 dBA for six
premier event weekends
per year and 4=55 dBA,
Lmax=75 dBA for non-
premier activities.)

No change

—M-changel he drag strip would

not be permanently operated in
its locationnorth of the oval trac

Because of the retention of the
intermediate L-level standards, the o
trackwoeuld demonstrat@mon

unless a new Temporary Use
Permit was issued or drag strip

compliance with the dgstandard would

Bb-permitted-to-run,-no-additional-noise

drag strip would continue to be

be uncertainNo additional noise from

activities are considered a
premier event.

the oval would result.

physically located north of the oval
track but would not operate unless the
Speedway applied and received a new
Temporary Use Permit or activities at|
the drag strip were considered to be
premier events.

1]

85 dBA Lmax With No change otheThe crag strip would by
Soundwall. 85 dBA Lmaxthan removal of| permanently operated in its

Because of removal ofsh.standard, theBecause-no-additional-vehicleswo
oval would demonstrateompliance. N{be-permitted-to-na-no-additional-noise
at 550 feet from the six premier racellocation north of the oval track.|additional noise from the oval would i With

Speedway boundary for aleekend event |With construction of a sound |result. The oval could run more than sbonstruction of the sound attenuation
Speedway operations andimitation. attenuation wall, vehicles capabéents that exceed 85 dBA Lmax. wall, additional vehicle types could run
permanent operation of the of producing noise levels 20 dBAowever, the oval has never run morgt the drag strip than run currently and
drag strip in its location higher than currently prohibited|than 4 premier weekend events so |still result in 85 dBA Lmax at the
north of the oval track. would be permitted to run. would not be anticipated to experiengeearest residence. However, Lmax noise
However, the fulrange of any changes in its operation. levels at the nearest residence woult

2 Per the Court’s October 2009 tentative ruling.
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Section 9.0

Alternatives Analysis (continued)

TAB

LEO-1

ALTERNATIVESAND IMPLICATIONS FOR SPEEDWAY OPERATIONSAND RESULTING NOISE LEVELS

Operations Noise Characteristics
Oval Drag Strip Oval Drag Strip
vehicle types would not be the same as under current conditions
permitted Ne-change-to due to attenuation of the sound wall.
operations-would-oceur-as no
additional-vehicles-would-be

85 dBA Lmax Without
Soundwall. 85 dBA Lmax

No change othe

IThe drag strip would be

than removal of

permanently operated in its

at 550 feet from the

SixX premier race

location north of the oval track.

Speedway boundary for aleekend event

Speedway operations an

dimitation.

permanent operation of t
drag strip in its location
north of the oval track.

ne

No change to operations would
occur as no additional vehicles
would be permitted.

Because of removal ofs} standard, the
oval would demonstrate compliance.
additional noise from the oval would

events that exceed 85 dBA Lmax.
However, the oval has never run mor,
than 4 premier weekend events so
would not be anticipated to experiend
any changes in its operation.

result. The oval could run more than s

2Because no additional vehicles would
be permitted to rumo additional noise
from the drag strip would result.

z
X

e

e

86 to 99 Lmax at 550 fee]
from the Speedway
boundary during all

tNo change othe

IThe drag strip would be

than removal of

permanently operated in its

SiX premier race

location north of the oval track.

Because of removal ofs} standard, the
oval would demonstrateompliance. N
additional noise from the oval would

2\With additional vehicle types potealiy
permitted to run at the permanently
operatedirag strip, peak noise levels

Speedway Event Center |weekend event |Additional vehicles may be result. The oval could run more than spould increase up to the permitted leyel
operations and permanenlimitation. permitted to run at the drag strigevents that exceed 85 dBA Lmax. |at the drag strip.
operation of the drag strip if they meet the new standard. |However, the oval has never run morg
in its location north of the| than 4 premier weekend events so
oval track. would not be anticipated to experienge
any changes in its operation.

Dual-Standard {100-dBA | No-change Additionalvehicles-may-be Because-of removal-of;l-standard,-theWith-additional vehicle-types-potentia
Lmaxfor35-daysper permitted-to-run-at the-dg-strip |ovalwould-bedemonstrateompliance.| permitted-to-run-at the dg-strip,peak
year) ithey-meet-the-new-standard fdo-additional-noise-from-the-oval- wol noise-levels-could-increase-up-to the

35-days-per-year. result. permitted-level-at the-drag-strip-for 33

days-peryear.

Permanent Operation of |No change The drag strip would be Because of the retention of the The drag strip would be permanently
Drag Strip in its Location permanently operated in its intermediate L-level standards, the oyaperated in its location north of the oval
North of the Oval Track, location north of the oval track |track compliance with thesh standard |track but limited to vehicle types
while Maintaining Curren but would be limited to vehicle |would be uncertain. No additional |producing 75 dBA Lmax at the nearest
Maximum Noise Level types producing 75 dBA Lmax atoise from the oval would result. residential use unless drag strip events
Standards (85 dBA Lmax the nearest residential use unlgss were considered as premier events of
and 65 dBA s, for six drag strip events were considered unless a sound wall was constructed.|No
premier event weekends as premier events or unless a new vehicle types would be permitted.
and 75 dBA Lmax and sound wall was constructed. Therefore, noise from the drag strip
55 dBA Ly, for all other Fewer vehicles would operate would be the same or less than
days) than were previously used and jno previously experienced.
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Section 9.0

Alternatives Analysis (continued)

TABLE 9-1

ALTERNATIVESAND IMPLICATIONS FOR SPEEDWAY OPERATIONSAND RESULTING NOISE LEVELS

Operations

Noise Char acteristics

Oval

Drag Strip

Oval

Drag Strip

new vehicle types would be

permitted that would exceed this

standard.
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Section 9.0

Alternatives Analysis (continued)

TABLE 9-2

COMPARISON OF ALTERNATIVES

Per manent Oper ation of
Drag Strip in its L ocation
North of the Oval Track,

Proposed 85 dBA With 85 dBA Without Bual while M aintaining
Project: No Project Sound Wall Sound Wall L max 86t0 99 dBA Standard | Current Maximum Noise
100-dBA-Lmax | Alternative |Lmax Alternative Alternative L max Alternative | Alternative L evel Standards
Noise Impacts |_Permanent |No new noise |Ne-new-noise Unless activities at theExceed nuisance |Exceed Noise impacts related to
operation of the|impacts wmpaetdUnless  |drag strip were noise levels pdisance  |permanent operation of the
drag strip and activities at the |considered as a currently found by neise-levels drag strip but would be held
the proposed drag strip were |premier event, the County Board|eurrently  [to 75 dBA Lmax at the
noise standard considered as a |permanent operation obf Supervisors to |feund-by |nearest residential use
exceed nuisance premier event, |the drag strip and the |be acceptable. (8%the-Ceunty |unless drag strip activities
noise levels permanent revised noise standar¢idBA Lmax for Boardof |were considered premier
currently found operation of the |would exceed nuisandg@remier events anédupervisergevents. Therefore, more
by the County drag strip and the|noise levels currently |75 dBA Lmax for |te-be events creating some nois
Board of revised noise found by the County |non-premier aceeptable.|at residential uses would
Supervisors to standards would |Board of Supervisors |events). occur; however, existing
be acceptable exceed nuisance [to be acceptablé35 noise standards would not
(85 dBA Lmax noise levels dBA Lmax for premier| be exceeded.
for premier currently found bylevents and 75 dBA
events and 75 the County Board|Lmax for non-premier
dBA Lmax for of Supervisors to |events).
non-premier be acceptablé35
events measured dBA Lmax for
at the nearest premier events and
residential use). 75 dBA Lmax for
non-premier
events).
Significance Significant and|Existing oval Less-than Significant and Significant and  |Significant |Less than significant
it non-compliance |significant unavoidable impact. |unmitigated and
unavoidable  |would remain |Significant and impact unmitigated
impact unavoidable mpact
impact.
Comparison to -- Less impact Less impact Less impact Less impact |Less-impactLess impact

Proposed
Project
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Section 9.0

Alternatives Analysis (continued)

TABLE 9-2

COMPARISON OF ALTERNATIVES

Per manent Oper ation of
Drag Strip in its L ocation
North of the Oval Track,

U7

Provide for a

venue allowing

a greater range
of vehicles that

range (eg., 95 dB
Lmax), a full range

selected within the

D

of racing vehicles

Proposed 85 dBA With 85 dBA Without Bual while M aintaining
Project: No Project Sound Wall Sound Wall L max 86t0 99 dBA Standard | Current Maximum Noise
100-dBA-Lmax Alternative |Lmax Alternative Alternative L max Alternative | Alternative L evel Standards

Meet-Project Yes Would-not-alow |Would-not-allow Would-allow someWould-limit
Objectives new-class-of new-class-of butrmtiullrange fullrange-of

vehiele&a%d;ag vehiele&a%d;ag ef—vehrelesratrmagfehrelesat

strip strip strip drag-strip-tg

35-days-per
year.

Meet Project Yes No. Would No. Would No. Would protect |Maybe. No. Would protect public
Objective 1: protect public  |protect public public health but woullDepending on the| health but would not permi
Provide for health but would | health but would |not permit full range ofstandard selected full range of racing vehicle
health-based not permit full not permit full racing vehicles. within the range
noise standards range of racing |range of racing (e.q., 95 dBA
that permit full vehicles. vehicles. Lmax), a full range
range of racing of racing vehicles
vehicles in a would be
manner permitted. Would
consistent with protect public
protecting health.
| public health.
Meet Project Yes No, because |- Yes Yes Yes No, because L-level
Objective 2: level limitations limitations would be
Provide for would be retained.
easily retained.
enforceable and
consistent
method of nois¢
measurement
Meet Project Yes No No No Maybe.Depending No
Objective 3: on the standard
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Section 9.0

Alternatives Analysis (continued)

TABLE 9-2

COMPARISON OF ALTERNATIVES

Proposed
Project:

No Project
Alternative

85 dBA With
Sound Wall

85 dBA Without

Sound Wall L max

L max Alternative

Alternative

86t0 99 dBA
L max Alter native

Per manent Oper ation of

Drag Strip in its L ocation

North of the Oval Track,
while Maintaining

Current Maximum Noise
L evel Standards

will increase the

would be

revenue
drawing

capability of the
drag strip.

permitted.

Meet Project Yes No Yes Yes Yes Yes
Objective 4: To
permanently

operate the drag
strip at its most

economically
viable location

while
maintaining the
Midway's
current location
and additional
retail
opportunities at
the south side
of the oval
track.

Meet Project Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

Objective 5:
Bring Noise
Element into

compliance
with state law
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Section 9.0
Alternatives Analysis (continued)

drag strip_from 100 dBA to 95 dBA during 35 daygear for a cumulative total of one hour between
10 AM and 7 PM for each of those 35 days and 85 dBWax the rest of the daydJnder this
Alternative, the Speedway oval would demonstratepi@nce because the intermediatevel, noise
standardsvould no longer be in place. With constructionaoound wall providing 9 to 10 dBA of
attenuation, this alternative could allow for véditypes capable of producing noise levels up tdRA
higher than the 75 dBA that is currently permitt8chis alternative would provide for an easily
enforceable and consistent method for noise measunteand would include a General Plan Amendment
adding Speedway-related Ldn contours to bring teaeEal Plan Noise Element into compliante
meet this standard, the drag strip would hate to limit vehicle types unless the Lmax limire set
below 90 dBA Eliminating vehicle types from drag strip opevas would result in the prohibition of
many drag strip racing opportunitigbe most popular race vehicles)d would not meet the project's
objective of allowing a full range of racing acties if the limit were set too low. Setting the iirat

95 dBA Lmax falls within the range of this Alterhat. Permitting a full range of racing vehicles on
limited days and hours per year at the drag stopley permit the drag strip to host events with fie
dragsters and other non-gasoline powered cargydrarate the most attendance, publicity, and revenu
for the Speedway. While these dragsters would oohstitute 5% of the races, it is these vehidies t
are the most popular, bring in the most attendamcerevenue (both County and Speedway), raising the
public profile of the overall operation.
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SECTION 10.0: MITIGATION MONITORING AND

REPORTING PROGRAM

The analysis of noise impacts in Section Zbyvironmental Impact Analysiof this recirculatedSEIR
indicates that potentially significant adverse emwimental impacts may occur with the proposed iavito the
PD noise standards. Adoption of the revised nsiaadard would lead to inconsistencies with @winty’s
noise standards, as well as the adopted noiseastintbr the Speedway PD. Increases in ambiestrievels
and noise levels generated during Speedway evenexpected assuming operation of the vehiclesvalioby
the proposed noise standard. A mitigation measurecommended in Section 4.2 to minimize significa
adverse impacts, through construction of a soutehaation wall The mitigation measure would be adopted
by the County of San Bernardino in conjunction witlke certification of the Final SEIR for the prdjetn
addition, mitigation measures included in the oddiSpeedway EIR pertaining to construction noisald/apply

to construction of the sound attenuation wall.

Section 21081.6 of the Public Resources Code resgjr public agency to adopt a monitoring and ramprt
program for assessing and ensuring the implementadf required mitigation measures applied to mtsje
Specific reporting and/or monitoring requirementfoeced during project implementation shall be addp
coincidental to final approval of the project by ttesponsible decision maker(s). In addition, yamsto Section
21081(a) of the Public Resources Code, findings meisdopted by the decision-maker regarding thetamh of
the monitoring program as part of the EIR certifima process.

In accordance with Public Resources Code (PRC)id@e2tL081.6, this Mitigation Monitoring and Repaodi
Program (MMRP) has been developed for the proppseigct. revision-to-the-Speedway-PD-neise-standards.
The purpose of the MMRP is to ensure that the Spagdcomplies with all applicable environmental
mitigation and permit requirements. The MMRP foe throposed projecheise—standardiesignates the
applicant as responsible for the implementatiothefmitigation measure and the County of San Bdinaras
responsible for verification of mitigation compl@® review of all monitoring reports, enforcemeantians,
and document disposition.

This mitigation monitoring program shall be consateby the County of San Bernardino, prior to catiph
of the environmental review process, to enableQbenty of San Bernardino Board of Supervisors t&aran
appropriate decision to the proposed noise standaraddition, the following language shall bednmorated
as part of the Board's findings of fact, and in pbamce with requirements of the Public ResourcedeC

In accordance with the requirements of Section 2{#)8and 21081.6 of the Public Resources CodeCthmty
of San Bernardino makes the following additionadiiings:

| That a mitigation monitoring and reporting prograhall be implemented as part of the approval
of the_proposed projecevised-noise-standard-forthe-Speedway &Dspecified in the SEIR for
the project;

| That through covenant and agreement, prior to #tlewing of higher noise levels at the

Speedway, the County of San Bernardino shall ifyeati appropriate licensed professional to
provide certification that compliance with the régal mitigation measure has been effected;

| Noise measuremengsibmitted for approval by the responsible monirgency, shall include
compliance with the required mitigation measureg an
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Section 10.0:

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (continued)

| That an accountable enforcement agency and mongoagency shall be identified for

verification of compliance with the mitigation meses that is adopted as part of the decision-

maker's final determination.

The mitigation measure that has been recommendetitece or avoid the potentially significant adeensise

impacts of the proposal is listed in Table 10Mitigation Monitoring Program The responsible party,
timeframe for implementation, and the monitoringtpaare also identified for the measure. The ratiign
measure is primarily the responsibility of the apgoht. To determine if the applicant has impleradnthis
measure, the method of verification is also idédif along with the County department or agencpagsible

for monitoring/verifying that the applicant has qarad with the mitigation measure.

TA

BLE 10-1

MITIGATION M ONITORING PROGRAM

Department or Agency

+ Construction activities within 1,000 feet o

project site shall be limited to 7 AM to
7 PM on weekdays and prohibited on
weekends in order to minimize disruption

shall incorporate this requirement in all
construction contracts. Prior to issuance
building permits, the project proponent

evidence that the contract reflects this
requirement.

+ During construction, contractors shall be
required to employ the quietest available

at nearby homes. The project proponent

shall provide the Planning Department with

f

the northerly and easterly boundaries of the

of

Mitigation M easures Responsible | Time Frame_for Responsible for
Party I mplementation .
M onitoring

— o — - - - — - y
b |t_|gat|e| I'. easu el '1' II etentlal |||e||leas|_es_ ing Appheant I;u|||||g y Feld |||spe.et_|ens bd
the-number-of- days-exceeding-the Lmaxt6-35 days operations Safety Department
in-any-calendaryear-Foreach-of those 35-days, [th
. .
bA e.tlnat Roise-levels-exceed 85 dB. E'.('“EBEEQ Eal
FRZXILM 6F100-dBA I=. nashial b.e H meteel o
S |ule|tt|ue' totab .69 A Inutes dunng_ y iod.
Mitigation Measure 4.2-1 Before the first drag ptri  Applicant Prior to the first | Field inspections by
use that includes vehicles that will exceed 85 dBA drag strip use County Building and
Lmax as measured at 550 feet from the Speedway that includes Safety Department
property, the Speedway shall construct a 20-foot vehicles that will
sound attenuation wall along the quarter mile exceed 85 dBA
length of the drag strip. The sound attenuationl wal Lmax.
shall be architecturally treated to prevent resooarn
and echo from the adjacent railroad and shall haye
appropriate aesthetic qualities as approved by the
County.
The following mitigation measures from the original Applicant During Field inspections by
Speedway EIR shall be implemented during construction of | County Building and
construction of the sound attenuation wall: the sound Safety Department

attenuation wall.
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TABLE 10-1

MITIGATION M ONITORING PROGRAM

Department or Agency

building permits, the project proponent
shall provide the Planning Department wi
evidence that the contract reflects this
requirement.

th

Mitigation M easures Responsible | Time Frame _for Responsible for
Party I mplementation I
M onitoring
equipment or to muffle/control construction
noise. The project proponent shall
incorporate this requirement in all
construction contracts. Prior to issuance|of
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SECTION 11.0: REFERENCES AND PREPARERS

11.1 REFERENCES

The following references were used in the prepanadi the SEIR and are available for review byghblic at

the offices of the County of San Bernardino, LanskeServices Department, Advance Planning Division,
located at 385 N. Arrowhead Avenue, First Floom 8&rnardino, California 92415-0182, or at the a#§ of
David Evans and Associates at 4200 Concours, 20ibe Ontario, California 91764 during normal busime
hours.

California Department of Transportation DivisionErivironmental Analysis. Traffic Noise Analysis Rycol.
August 2006.

Chaffey Joint Union High School District. Adopteduhdary Plan---.

County of San Bernardino. County of San Bernar@®@7 General Plam\pril 2007.

County of San Bernardino. 2007 Development Codailf@anded January 15, 2009)

County of San Bernardino. Initial Study for the B&trip RelocationJuly 2007.

County of San Bernardino. Revised Initial Studytfog Drag Strip RelocatiotNovember 2008.

County of San Bernardino. San Sevaine RedevelopAreat & Zoning DistrictsMay 2007.

County of San Bernardino. The California Speedway &proved by the County Board of Supervisors on
May 2, 1995.

County of San Bernardino. Addendum to the EIR falifGrnia Speedway April 2003.

County of San Bernardino Redevelopment Agency.|Reaevelopment Plan for the San Sevaine
Redevelopment ProjedDecember 1995.

County of San Bernardino Redevelopment Agency. Rdppthe San Sevaine Redevelopment Project Area
Economic Plan, Land Use Plan and Implementatioratesty July 2005.

County of San Bernardino Redevelopment Agency.Samine Redevelopment Project Area Amended and
Restated Redevelopment Plan (Amendment No. 1 t8dineSevaine Redevelopment Plagtober
2004.

County of San Bernardino Redevelopment Agency.Sauaine Redevelopment Project Five Year
Implementation Plan (2004-05 through 2008-(89ptember 2004.

EIP Associates. Draft EIR for California Speedwdgnuary 1995.

EIP Associates. Final EIR for California Speedwagril 1995.

Fontana Unified School District . 2008 — 2009 Meldchool Attendance Areaslay 2007
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Section 11.0:

References and Preparers (continued)

Fontana Unified School District. 2007 — 2008 IZrade Attendance AreaSebruary 2007.
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HDR Engineering — Noise Evaluation
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ESA Associates
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Los Angeles, CA 90017
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Gordon Bricken and Associates — Technical Noise Analysis
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