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STAFF REPORT Agenda Item #__

Project Title: Modification to the Conditions of Approval of County File
#LP95-2020 for the Diablo MX Ranch Motocross Park

County File: #LP15-2040

Applicant/Owner: John & Lori Ramirez / James & Dorothy Schmidt

General Plan/Zoning: Agricultural Lands (AL) / Heavy Agricultural District (A-3)
Site Address/Location: 50 Camino Diablo Road, Brentwood/Assessor Parcel Number

(APN) 003-020-048

California Environmental Exempt under a Class I exemption pursuant to Section
Quality Act (CEQA) Status: 15301 (See Section V(3) on Page 4 for CEQA discussion.)

Project Planner: Gary Kupp, (925) 674-7799

Staff Recommendation: Approve the Proposed Modifications (See Section II on Page 2
for full recommendations.)

I.  PROJECT SUMMARY

This is a request to modify County File #LP95-2020 for the following reasons:
1. Submittal of a revised site plan to supersede the current approved site plan.

2. Relocation of the central oval racetrack to its approved location. The track was
moved to its current location by the previous property owners without review
or approval by the Department of Conservation and Development.

3. Grading for 15,000 cubic yards of dirt for abatement of non-permitted
motorcycle tracks constructed by the previous property owners, and to move
the oval track to the approved location, and for overall general site
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maintenance and track grooming that is required in order to reopen the park to
the public.

4. Modification of the Conditions of Approval (“COA”) for County File #LP95-2020
(See Section VII(3) on Page 11 for a discussion of the proposed modifications).

5. To open the park to the public and operate it in a manner consistent with the
existing entitlement with no expansion or intensification of the use.

RECOMMENDATIONS

Staff recommends that the County Planning Commission:

1. FIND the applicant to be exempt from the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA);

2. APPROVE the revised site plan received on October 8, 2015, and the proposed
modifications to the Conditions of Approval for County File #LP95-2020, and
approve County File #LP15-2040 subject to the attached findings and
conditions of approval; and

3. DIRECT staff to file a CEQA Notice of Exemption with the County Clerk.

BACKGROUND

This is a request to modify County File #LP95-2020 in order to continue the
operation of an off-road motorcycle recreational park. LP95-2020 was approved on
November 2, 1998, which was the latest entitlement of the site’s approved land use
that has been in operation more or less continuously since 1973 (see Section V(6)
on Page 6 “Previous Applications”). The property was purchased on March 28, 2014
by the current owners, James and Dorothy Schmidt and John and Lori Ramirez. The
property owners intend to operate the park as a family business open to
customers, as allowed by the current land use entitlement.

COA #1 of the approved Land Use Permit LP95-2020 (Exhibit #1) states that “..the
applicant [is] to initiate and fund 5-year reviews for compliance by the Zoning
Administrator in a public hearing....” The required compliance review was applied
for on August 7, 2013, and was approved by the Zoning Administrator on
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December 15, 2014. Compliance reviews were also approved in 2003 and 2009,
which indicate that the park has been deemed compliant with the land use
entitlement that was approved in 1998.

Nonetheless, since the compliance reviews are required to be approved at a public
hearing under LP95-2020, they are therefore subject to appeal. On December 24,
2014, an appeal of the compliance review approval to the County Planning
Commission was filed by the law firm of Bowles & Verna LLP, representing twenty-
three residents living on Camino Diablo Road and Walnut Avenue in Brentwood.
Accordingly, on May 12, 2015, the Planning Commission held an appeal hearing,
during which they voted to uphold the Zoning Administrator's approval, and deny
the appeal. On May 22, 2015, an appeal to the Board of Supervisors was filed by
the law firm of Bowles & Verna LLP for the reasons set forth in their letter of appeal
(Exhibit #2).

Prior to proceeding with the appeal hearing before the Board of Supervisors, the
applicants submitted this application to modify the conditions of approval for
LP95-2020 for the purpose of addressing the concerns of the appellants and to
present a more accurate site plan (Exhibit 3) for approval that is consistent with the
current approved site plan that is on file (Exhibit 4).

PROPOSED PROJECT

The applicants propose to modify County File #LP95-2020 for the continued
operation of an off-road recreational motorcycle facility and seek approval of (1) a
revised site plan (Exhibit 3) for LP95-2020, (2) the relocation of the central oval
racetrack to an area on the property consistent with the location approved by
LP95-2020, (3) a grading permit for 15,000 cubic yards of dirt for the abatement of
non-permitted motorcycle tracks constructed by the previous property owners, for
the relocation of the oval track, and for general site maintenance and track
grooming, (4) to modify the conditions of approval for County File #LP95-2020,
and (5) to operate the park in a manner consistent with the existing entitlement
with no expansion or intensification of the use.

GENERAL INFORMATION

1. General Plan: The subject property has a General Plan designation of
Agricultural Lands (AL).
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2. Zoning: The parcel is zoned Heavy Agricultural District (A-3).

3. Environmental Review: The project is categorically exempt from the provisions
of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) under a Class I exemption
pursuant to Section 15301 for existing facilities where “negligible or no
expansion of an existing use”is proposed.

The applicants propose to operate the facility in a manner consistent with the
approved current entitlement. No expansion of, or intensification of the use is
proposed. The motorcycle activities will be conducted entirely within existing
disturbed areas that have already been approved for and used for motorcycle
riding since approximately 1973.

The environmental impacts of the motocross park were analyzed in accordance
with CEQA during the review and approval process for the existing entitlement,
during which an Initial Study was conducted that analyzed the motocross
activities in terms of their effect on various environmental categories, including
biological resources, wildlife, air quality, soil/geology, water quality, noise,
cultural resources, and traffic. As a result, a Negative Declaration was issued
indicating that the land use would not have a significant effect on the
environment (Exhibit #5).

It is noted here that the project opponents have argued that because the
subject parcel is smaller than it was when the entitlement was approved in
1998, that the project should now be subject to CEQA. In fact, the property is
roughly half the size it was when it was originally approved for motorcycle
activities in the early 1970s. The property size was first reduced by a lot line
adjustment that created the abutting Harrison parcel APN #003-020-042 that
was recorded on September 22, 1999 (Exhibit #6). Subsequently, the subject
parcel was further reduced by County File #LP03-2067, which approved Lot Line
Adjustment #LL03-0049 that established the current configuration of the
property (Exhibit #7). County File #LP03-2067 was approved at a public hearing
on January 5, 2004 and found to be exempt from CEQA. Lot Line Adjustment
#11L03-0049 was recorded on March 16, 2004; thus, legally creating the subject
parcel in its current configuration after appropriate consideration under CEQA.

This modification application does not propose any expansion to the existing
facility, nor does it propose to intensify the land use beyond what was
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previously approved. In fact, the proposal includes a reduction of the hours of
operation of the park. By proposing to reduce the hours of operation and to
reduce the days open from 7 days to 5 days per week, the intensity of the land
use is considered to be lessened. Therefore, the proposed modification
application is categorically exempt, since it does not expand the current
approved land use, and thereby would not increase any environmental impacts,
no further CEQA review is required.

. Lot Creation: The subject property was created in its current configuration by
Lot Line Adjustment #LL03-0049.

. Other Regulatory Concerns:

(1) 60 dB Noise Contour: The northern frontage of the subject property is
situated within the Camino Diablo 60 decibel noise contour. The noise
contour alerts the Department of Conservation and Development that
Camino Diablo Road generates high noise levels. The 60 decibel noise
contour is generally taken into account when considering projects
proposing new residential development. The noise contour was established
to identify residential projects that could potentially be impacted by noise.
The proposed project is not a residential project, nor is the project site
located in a residential zoning district. The noise-generating activities of the
motorcycle park will take place entirely outside the boundary of the Camino
Diablo noise contour.

The existing conditions of approval for the facility require a sound study for
the “first scheduled racing event”. The property owners have not scheduled
a racing event, so no sound study has previously been required based on
the wording of the existing condition. Even though no racing event is
currently scheduled, the applicants agreed to provide a sound study at the
request of the County for the purposes of this modification application. The
requested sound study was conducted and the results are discussed in
Section VII(1) starting on Page 7 of this staff report.

(2) Active Fault Zone: The site is not within an active fault zone as designated
by the Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Act.

(3) Flood Hazard Area: The motocross activities are located in an area on the




VL.

CPC - July 26, 2016
County File #LP15-2040
Page 6 of 17

property designated as Flood Zone X, which is an area of little or no
flooding.

6. Pertinent Previous Applications:

(1) LP341-73: Approved to establish a motorcycle recreational facility.
Approved June 13, 1974.

(2) LP2146-74: Approved to amend LP341-73 to allow daily use and night
events at the park. Approved June 11, 1975.

(3) LP2108-83: Approved for the continued operation of a motorcycle
recreation park. Approved March 23, 1984.

(4) LP2026-89: Approved to renew LP2108-83 with modified COAs. Approved
March 16, 1990.

(5) LP95-2020: Subject permit is approved for the continued operation of a
motorcycle race track with modified COAs and the requirement for a
compliance review and a hearing every five years. Approved November 12,
1998.

(6) LP03-2067: Modification to allow lot line adjustment to reduce the size of
the subject parcel. Approved January 16, 2004.

(7) LLO3-0049: Lot line adjustment, as approved by LP03-2067, to reduce the
size of the subject parcel. Approved February 23, 2004.

(8) PC12-0014: Six month extension for the continued operation of an off-road
motorcycle recreation park. Approved March 5, 2013.

(9) LP13-2095: Five year compliance review for the operation of an off-road
motorcycle recreation park. Currently under appeal, as of May 22, 2015.

SITE/AREA DESCRIPTION

The subject property is an approximately 43-acre agricultural property in the
unincorporated Brentwood area, located approximately 1,000 feet east of the
intersection of Camino Diablo Road and Walnut Boulevard. The property fronts for
approximately 1,000 feet on the south side of Camino Diablo Road, and is
addressed as 50 Camino Diablo Road in Brentwood. All of the surrounding parcels
share the same A-3 (Heavy Agricultural District) zoning designation. A sand quarry
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operated by G3 Enterprises is located directly across Camino Diablo Road from the
subject parcel to the north.

VII. STAFF ANALYSIS/DISCUSSION

1. General Plan Consistency: The subject parcel has the General Plan land use
designation Agricultural Lands (AL). The purpose of the AL designation is to
preserve and protect lands capable of, and generally used for the production of
food, fiber, and plant materials. The AL designation is intended to be descriptive
of the predominant agricultural uses that take place in such areas, and the
General Plan emphasizes that this description shall not be used to exclude or
limit other types of non-urban uses, such as the existing subject outdoor
motorcycle recreational facility. The General Plan further states that “extensive
recreational facilities” may be allowed in agricultural areas that are designated
AL by issuance of a land use permit.

Table 3-5 of the General Plan identifies consistency among the various General
Plan land use designations and the Zoning Ordinance. The property on which
the motocross facility is located is zoned Heavy Agricultural District (A-3). Table
3-5 establishes that any of the uses allowed with or without a land use permit
by the A-3 district are consistent with the AL designation of the General Plan,
including the operation of a commercial recreational facility.

Noise Study

The Noise Element of the General Plan establishes an acceptable community
noise exposure level of 75 decibels in agricultural areas of the county (Exhibit
#8). In order to verify that the project noise levels would be consistent with this
standard, and because the existing conditions of approval for the motorcycle
park intended the requirement of a sound study, a sound study was therefore
required for this modification permit application.

The project noise study, dated March 8, 2016 (Exhibit #9), was prepared by
Wilson Irhig, an acoustical and noise consulting firm. The purpose of the study
was to determine the typical noise levels to be expected from dirt bike activity
at the facility and evaluate them against the 75 decibel noise exposure level
cited in the General Plan for agricultural areas. The study addressed four
different scenarios for motorcycle activity: weekend race days, weekend non-
race practice/recreational riding, weekday practice/recreational riding, and an
occasional riding event called “Friday (or Saturday) Night Under the Lights”.
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These four activities were determined to have the potential to produce the
most intensive noise levels.

The applicant’s sound study was peer-reviewed by an independent third party
acoustical consultant retained by the county (Exhibit #10). The peer-review
concluded that the appropriate methodology was used for project sound study
and that the calculated noise levels presented in the report are reasonable.

Noise Study Overview

Simulated race day and practice/recreational riding were conducted with the
participation of approximately 50 volunteer riders over a four-hour period on
January 28, 2016, and the sound levels of these activities were measured by
Wilson Irhig personnel. The project opponents were solicited for permission to
place noise measuring devices on their properties, but permission was not
granted. Therefore, the noise levels were measured at the property lines of the
subject property, which in actuality provides a more conservative measurement
of the noise, since it can be reasonably assumed that any noise measurements
taken farther out from the subject property boundaries would have been lower.
Five measurement locations were setup around the property lines, with
measurement Location 4 generally receiving the highest sound levels (see
Exhibit #11 for measurement locations).

Noise Study Results

Weekend Race Day Noise Levels: The noise study indicated that a weekend
race day event would generate the loudest noise with a maximum level of 73
decibels, measured at Location 4. The other measurement locations measured
noise levels between 60 to 69 decibels for a weekend race day event.

Weekend Recreational/Practice Noise Levels: The results of the analysis for a
typical non-race weekend indicates that the maximum noise level at Location 4
would be 68 decibels, and the results at the other four measurement locations
indicate that noise levels would range from 58 to 64 decibels.

Weekday Recreational/Practice Noise Levels: The results of the analysis for a
typical weekday recreational/practice riding day indicated lower noise levels
due to shorter hours of activity, with a noise level at Location 4 of 64 decibels.
The noise levels at the other four measurement locations ranged from 54 to 60
decibels.
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Friday Night Under the Lights Noise Levels: The results of the analysis for a
“Friday (or Saturday) Night Under the Lights” event indicated a noise level of 60
decibels at Locations 1 and 5. The results at the other three measurement
locations indicate expected noise levels to range from 52 to 57 decibels.

Estimated Noise Levels at Nearby Residences (see Exhibit #12 for residence
locations)

The neighboring residences are located farther out from the measurement
locations, so the noise levels would therefore be lower at the residence
locations. The noise levels were estimated to range from 58 to 61 decibels at
Residence 2 for a typical weekend race day event; the noise level estimated for
the other residences would range from 55 to 60 decibels. For weekend and
weekday recreational/practice riding, the levels would be lower. For the “Friday
(or Saturday) Night Under the Lights” event, the highest noise level is estimated
to be 60 decibels at Residences 1 and 4 and even lower at the other residences.
General Plan Figure 11-6 (Exhibit #8) establishes community noise levels
ranging from 60 to 65 decibels as “normally acceptable” for residential land use
categories. The results of the noise study demonstrate that the project noise
impacts to the neighboring residences can be expected to range from 55 to 61
decibels for the most noise-intensive racing events, and even lower for non-
race activity. Based on this data, the project conforms to noise standards of the
General Plan for both agricultural and residential land uses.

Noise Study Conclusion

The results of the sound study show that the maximum noise levels would occur
during a weekend race day scenario, due to a higher number of riders and a
longer duration of riding activities than that of a typical non-race
recreational/practice riding day. The predicted noise levels at all the modeled
property line locations for the neighboring residences is below the Noise
Element guideline of 75 decibels, which is considered “normally acceptable” for
areas with a General Plan designation of Agricultural Lands; therefore, no
mitigation measures for noise were recommended by the acoustical engineer.

It should also be noted that the project opponents submitted a sound report
dated October 20, 2015, prepared by Charles M. Salter Associates (Exhibit #13),
that presented ambient noise measurements. The opponents’ sound report was
also peer-reviewed (see again Exhibit #10) by the county-retained acoustical
consultant who concluded that the report assumes the project is subject to the
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General Plan Noise Element's 60 decibel noise exposure level for residential
land uses. Based on this assumption, the project opponents assert that the
motorcycle park cannot comply with the General Plan due to sound levels in
excess of 60 decibels. As discussed previously, the project is not a residential
project, nor is the project site located in a residential zoning district, but rather
the project site is located in an agricultural zoning district and has an
agricultural General Plan designation, and therefore, the 75 decibel General
Plan noise exposure level for agricultural areas is the appropriate standard for
the project. The proposal also includes a reduction of the hours of operation of
the park. By proposing to reduce the hours of operation and reducing the days
open from 7 days to 5 days per week, the intensity of the land use is lessened.
Thus, the results of the sound study along with the reduced hours of operation
of the park clearly demonstrate that the noise levels generated by the facility
are consistent with the General Plan.

. Zoning Consistency: The subject parcel is zoned Heavy Agricultural District (A-
3). The proposed modifications are consistent with Section 84-38.404(20) of the
of the Zoning Ordinance, which allows outdoor commercial recreational
facilities in the A-3 zoning district with approval of a land use permit. The
outdoor motorcycle racing/riding facility is proposed to take place on existing
outdoor motorcycle tracks, and the other aspects of the existing facility do not
conflict with the intent and standards of the A-3 zoning district.

During the compliance review that took place prior to this modification request,
it was contended by neighbors of the subject property that pursuant to Section
26-2.2016 of the Zoning Code that the permit had expired due to inactivity and
the lack of use at the facility by the prior property owners. Section 26-2.2016
states:

“If a use is established according to the terms and conditions of a
permit and the use is discontinued for any reason for a period of six
months, the permit shall become void and the use will not be
resumed. Upon application during the six months period by the owner
and upon a showing of good cause the director of planning may grant
an extension not to exceed a total of six months.”

Strict application of Section 26-2.2016 is not appropriate in the case of the park
not being open to the public or in use, since this is not what would constitute
the use being discontinued. It has generally been the practice of the
Department of Conservation and Development to also take into consideration
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whether or not there is a clear intent to continue the use in the immediate
future, as well as any proposed change in use when applying this section of the
code. Thus, inactivity is not the sole consideration. For instance, it is very
common for gas stations to close for indefinite periods of time and reopen after
the property is sold at a later date. In these cases, the County does not
terminate the land use permit or require a new one in order to reopen if the
intent to continue to use the property as a gas station is still apparent. If the gas
station’s infrastructure, such as buildings, canopies, pumps, etc,, is still available,
then the use is still valid. In the case of the subject property, the intent to
continue to use the property as a motocross park has never been in question;
the tracks and other aspects of the motocross park have remained in place.

Even though the park has not been open to the public since being purchased
by the applicants, the County deems the land use to be valid since the
applicants have been actively pursuing compliance with the conditions of
approval for land use permit #LP95-2020. By virtue of the applicants’ consistent
good-faith efforts to comply with the conditions of approval, which has been
demonstrated by the payment of all required County fees and the hiring of
various consultants, engineers, and contractors to help them bring the property
into compliance with the permit, irrespective of the park not being open to the
public, the existing entitlement is considered valid.

Furthermore, it is a moot point to argue these interpretations, because even by
the project opponents’ strict application of Section 26-2.2016, a timely
extension was granted on March 5, 2013 to the previous property owners within
the six-month time frame stated by Section 26-2.2016. Therefore, the existing
entitlement is fully in force and may be exercised upon approval of this
application.

. Maodification to Conditions of Approval: The modification proposal includes
changes to the conditions of approval for LP95-2020. The following discussions
highlight the significant changes to the conditions of approval for LP95-2020.
There will also be deletions of conditions that no longer apply, and minor edits
and updates to several of the other conditions for the sake of clarity and
consistency with the original entitlement. The complete list of proposed revised
conditions for LP15-2040 is attached at the end of this staff report (See
Attachment A).

COA #1: This condition will now refer to the new proposed site plan submitted
on October 8, 2015 for the motorcycle and go-cart activities. Staff also
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recommends that the expiration date of November 16, 2028 be eliminated,
since land use permits are intended to run with the land in perpetuity and are

not subject to expiration.

ORIGINAL CONDITION #1
LP95-2020

MODIFIED COA
LP15-2040

COA #1 This permit is issued for mechanical
(motorcycle) recreation and related activities
(motorcycle and go-cart racing and practice)
subject to the revised site plan submitted
dated received October 21, 1996. The only
vehicles allowed on this site for commercial
recreation use are motorcycles and go-carts.
Mini-sprint vehicles are allowed if they are
motor cycle powered, chain driven only as long
as the noise level standards are not exceeded.
This permit will not be exercised until the
following conditions of approval are met within
the time specified. Furthermore, failure to
comply with all of the conditions of approval in
a timely manner may lead to the revocation of
this permit. Any expansion or change in hours
of operation, additional types of racing or
other uses will require the approval of a new
Land Use Permit. This use is approved for 25
years with the applicant to initiate and fund
five (5) year reviews for the compliance by the
Zoning Administrator in a public hearing with
appropriate notice to property owners within
300 feet of site and individuals expressing
interest in the project. Before the end of each
5-year review period the applicant shall submit
a report detailing the steps taken to comply
with the approval dictates. The first such
submittal shall be made prior to November 1,
2003. This permit shall expire November 16,
2028. The applicant is responsible for costs
associated with the 5-year reviews.

COA #1 A Land Use Permit is APPROVED for

the operation of an off-road motorcycle

recreation park based on the following

documents:

e Application and materials submitted to the
Department of Conservation and
Development, dated October 8, 2015

e Site plan received October 8, 2015

o Noise Study prepared by Wilson Ihrig
Consultants, dated March 8, 2016

This permit and conditions of approval
supersede County File #LP95-2020 and is
approved for mechanical recreation and
related activities (i.e. motorcycle and go-cart
racing, recreational riding, and practice). The
only vehicles allowed on this site for
commercial recreation use are motorcycles
and go-carts. Mini-sprint vehicles are allowed
if they are motorcycle powered (i.e. chain
driven) only as long as the noise levels
referenced in the March 8, 2016 project noise
study are not exceeded. Any expansion,
intensification of the use, change in hours of
operation, or additional types of racing or
other uses will require the approval of a new
Land Use Permit. All activities approved by
this permit shall be restricted to the tracks and
motocross areas as indicated on the October
8, 2015 site plan. The location of the main
track as shown on the October 8, 2015 site
plan should be interpreted as the general
location of riding activities for that track, and
is not to be strictly enforced as the required
configuration of the track. Periodic routine
minor changes to the configuration of the
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main track are allowed under this permit, as
long as the changes occur in the general
location shown on the approved site plan.

COA #5 This addresses the park’s hours of operation. The condition has been
broken down into two new conditions of approval, and has been modified to
reduce the hours of operation for use of the facility from 7 days a week to 5
days, with 2 days of non-operation or “quiet days” where no riding activity is
allowed, including private use by the property owners. The hours of operation
will also be modified to end all activities on the lighted oval track by 10:00 P.M.
with the requirement that the park be emptied by 11:00 P.M. Riding hours on
the main back track will be from 8:00 am to 7:00 P.M. or sundown, whichever
comes first. Based upon review of the hours of operation for other motocross
parks in the region (Attachment E), the proposed reduction in the number of
days that the park can be open and the reduced hours of operation are
reasonable modifications to the land use permit.

ORIGINAL CONDITION #5
LP95-2020

MODIFIED COAs for
LP15-2040

COA #5 All activities approved by this permit
shall be restricted to the existing track and
motocross area as indicated on the plan
submitted with the application except for
minor changes subject to Zoning Administrator
review and approval. Motorcycle activity is
permitted 7 days a week but limited to the
hours of 8:00 A.M. to 7:00 P.M. or sundown
whichever comes first, except that the lighted
racetrack may be used on Friday or Saturday
nights from 7:00 P.M. to 11:00 P.M.
Motorcycle racing shall be limited to Saturday
and Sunday and holidays except that no racing
or motorcycle activity shall be allowed on
Thanksgiving or Christmas. Motorcycle activity
shall be confined to the tracks.

COA #6 Recreational and Practice Riding
Activities [“Friday or Saturday Night Under
The Lights” is considered a recreational riding
activity.]

Recreational and practice riding activities on
the main track and the lighted oval track is
permitted 5 days a week (Thursday through
Monday) and shall be limited to the hours of
8:00 A.M. to 7:00 P.M. or sundown, whichever
comes first.

The lighted oval track may be used for late
night recreational riding until 10:00 P.M., but
not more than two (2) days per each calendar
month on a Friday or Saturday if no racing
events are scheduled in the same month, and
the park shall be emptied by 11:00 P.M.

Tuesdays and Wednesdays shall be “quiet
days” with no riding activities allowed by
customers, or for the property owners’ private
use or otherwise.
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COA #7 Formalized Racing Events /A racing
event is one that has registered contestants
who have paid entry fees to compete in
official competitive races on the site.]

All motorcycle racing events on the main
track and the lighted oval track shall be
allowed on one night per weekend (Saturday
or Sunday) and on holidays, but not to
exceed two (2) racing events per calendar
month. No motorcycle activity or racing shall
be allowed on Thanksgiving or Christmas.
Racing hours shall be limited from 8:00 A.M.
to 7:00 P.M. or sundown, whichever comes
first, except that the lighted oval track may be
used until 10:00 P.M., and the site shall be
emptied by 11:00 P.M. There shall be no late
night recreational riding on the lighted oval
track allowed during any month with a
scheduled racing event.

COA #6:

COA #7:

COA #14:

COA #17:

COA #18:

This condition will be deleted, since the proposed new site plan will
supersede this requirement.

This condition will be deleted, since the required plantings have been
implemented and changes to the property’s boundary configuration
have made the requirement unnecessary.

This condition will be deleted, since the Water District's easement is
no longer located on the subject property.

This condition will be deleted since the required sound study has
been conducted and the conclusions have been reviewed and
accepted by the county.

This condition will be deleted since the required deed restriction has
been recorded. This deed restriction notifies future property owners
of the existing land use permit and conditions of approval for the
operation of a motorcycle recreation park.

In addition to re-numbering, deletions, and modifications made to the existing
conditions of approval, the permit will have new conditions added, specifically
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COAs #2, #3, #4, #5, #8, #9, #15, #16, #17, and #18 (See Attachment A). The
Public Works conditions will remain essentially as written with no changes.

VII. AGENCY COMMENTS

1. Byron Municipal Advisory Committee (Byron MAC): On October 21, 2015,
the project was reviewed by the Byron MAC. The MAC Chair stated that she was
impressed with the work the applicants have done on the property, and a
motion to accept the modification to the land use permit was passed by a vote
of four (4) Ayes to one (1) Abstention.

2. California Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS): On October
26, 2015, CHRIS submitted a comment letter stating that based on cultural
resource studies conducted in 1986 and in 1990, that they recommend a
professional survey of the project area be conducted for portions of the
property not covered by these studies. Chris also recommended that a formal
CEQA evaluation be conducted for any building or structure on the subject
property that is older than 45 years in order to assess historical value.

As detailed above in Section V(3) on Page 4 of this staff report, a CEQA
evaluation was conducted in 1996 under County File #LP95-2020 which found
that the off-road motorcycle activities would not have a significant impact on
cultural resources; therefore, the professional surveys recommended by CHRIS
are not necessary and the recommended formal CEQA evaluation is considered
complete by the 1996 environmental document. Furthermore, since the
motorcycle activities will be conducted entirely within approved, already-
disturbed areas and because the requested modification to LP95-2020 does not
propose any expansion to the existing facility, and because it does not propose
to intensify the existing land use beyond what was previously approved, this
application is categorically exempt from any further CEQA review.

3. Contra Costa Environmental Health Division (CCEHD): On October 23, 2015,
CCEHD submitted a standard comment addressing the procedures required for
the drilling of wells and soil borings, and the abandonment of wells and septic
tanks.

4. Contra Costa County Fire Protection District: On November 17, 2015, the Fire
District submitted an e-mail comment requiring a permit from their office for
any temporary tent that is greater than 400 square feet.
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Building Inspection Division: On November 6, 2015, the Building Inspection
Division submitted a comment requiring that “all construction shall be per
current codes.”

Flood Plain Technician: On November 4, 2015, the Flood Plain Technician
submitted a comment stating that the project plans indicate that “there are no
proposed changes/construction within the FZA” (flood zone area).

Building Inspection Division, Grading Section: On January 5, 2015, the
Grading Section submitted a comment requiring a civil engineer’s plan showing
existing contours and the amount of grading required in cubic yards.

Habitat Conservation Program/Natural Community Conservation Planning
(HCP/NCCP): No comments were received from the HCP/NCCP program.

Public Works Department, Traffic Division: No comments were received
from the Traffic Division.

10. Save Mount Diablo: No comments were received from Save Mount Diablo.

11. California Department of Fish & Wildlife (CDFW): No comments were
received from the CDFW.

CONCLUSION

Staff recommends that the Planning Commission approve County File #LP15-2040,

subject to the attached findings and conditions of approval.

ATTACHMENTS

A. Findings & COAs for LP15-2040

B. Maps and Plans

C. Agency Comments

D. Site Photographs Dated March 23, 2016

E. Regional Survey of Motocross Park Hours of Operation

EXHIBITS

1. Conditions of Approval for LP95-2020

2. May 22, 2015 Letter of Appeal of CPC's Decision of May 12, 2015

3. Proposed New Site Plan, Dated October 8, 2015

4. Approved Site Plan for LP95-2020

5. CEQA Notice of Determination and Initial Study for LP95-2020

6. Grant Deed Creating Harrison Parcel (APN: 003-020-042), Dated Sept. 22, 1999
7. Approved Site Plan for LP03-2067 and Approved Lot Line Adjustment LL03-0049
8. General Plan Figure 11-6 Land Use/Noise Compatibility

9. Project Noise Study, Dated March 8, 2016, Prepared by Wilson Ihrig Associates
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10. Peer Review of Noise Study, Dated April 12, 2016
11. Noise Measurement Locations

12. Locations of Nearby Residences Identified in Project Noise Study

13. Project Opponents’ Ambient Noise Measurements, Dated October 20, 2015, Prepared by
Charles M. Saiter Associates



ATTACHMENT A

FINDINGS
&
CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL
FOR
LP15-2040



GROWTH MANAGEMENT PERFORMANCE STANDARDS, FINDINGS, AND

CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL FOR COUNTY FILE #LP15-2040

A

Growth Management Performance Standards

1. Traffic: The Growth Management Element of the County General Plan requires

consideration of permanent traffic increases related to population growth.
Growth is influenced by development that increases population by attracting
new residents to the county. New residential and commercial developments are
the primary causes of growth that can increase traffic in an area on a
permanent basis. No residential or commercial development is proposed as
part of this project that would require implementation of the requirements of
the Growth Management Element. The project is a modification to an existing
entitlement for the continued operation of an existing off-road motorcycle
recreational park. The subject motorcycle recreational park has been in
operation since 1973. The project will continue the operation of the facility in a
manner consistent with the existing entitlements. No expansion or
intensification of the use is approved; therefore, no changes in existing traffic
levels associated with the operation of the facility are proposed.

. Water: The subject property currently receives water from an existing onsite

water well. No new residential or commercial construction is proposed that
would require additional water service to the site.

. Sewage Disposal: The subject property is serviced by an existing septic system.

No new residential or commercial development is proposed that would require
additional sewage facilities; therefore, the project will not impact water-quality
standards or waste-discharge requirements.

Fire Protection: The site is currently served by the East Contra Costa Fire
Protection District. The District has reviewed the project and provided their
comments and conditions relating to the proposed project, and no new or
increased fire protection services were required.

. Public Protection: The Growth Management Element, Section 4.4 of the

County General Plan requires 155 square feet of Sheriff's station area and
support facilities for every 1,000 members of the population. Since there is no
residential or commercial development proposed, which could induce
population growth, the project would not increase the population up to or
within this threshold, and therefore, the project would not increase the demand
for police service facilities or require the construction of, or the need for new
police substations within the area.
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. Parks and Recreation: The County General Plan requires that three acres of
neighborhood parks be available for every 1,000 members of the population.
The proposed project will not result in an increase in the County population.
There will not be an impact on the demand for parks within the County, nor will
there be an associated increase in the population as a result of the project. The
project proposes no residential or commercial development that could induce
population growth in the area.

. Flood Control and Drainage: The project does not propose any drainage
improvements or significant changes in existing grades or contours on the
subject property that could affect existing drainage patterns. The subject site is
not located within a 100-year flood hazard zone as determined by the Federal
Emergency Management Agency. Therefore, the proposed project will not
adversely impact or alter flood control or drainage patterns.

Land Use Permit Findings

1. The proposed project will not be detrimental to health, safety, and the

general welfare of the County.

Project Finding: The proposed Land Use Permit modification for the existing
off-road motocross recreation park as conditioned will not pose a threat to the
health, safety, or welfare of the County. All of the requirements of the
Community Development Division, the Building Inspection Division, the Health
Services Department, and the Fire District must be adhered to at all times. The
continued operation of an existing motorcycle recreational facility will not
impact the health, welfare, and safety of the County.

The proposed project will not adversely affect the orderly development of
property within the County.

Project Finding: The project does not propose any development, but rather to
continue the operation of an existing off-road motocross recreation park. The
land use is consistent with both the General Plan and Zoning designations for
the subject agricultural property, and thus it will not adversely affect the orderly
development of property within the County.
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3. The project as conditioned will not adversely affect the preservation of
property values and the protection of the tax base within the County.

Project Finding: Typically, illegal land uses that are established in a manner
inconsistent with the General Plan and the zoning code have the potential to
degrade property values. Also, homes, properties, and buildings that are
allowed to decline into a condition of disrepair can contribute to negative
property values. The proposed Land Use Permit modification for the existing
off-road motocross recreation park is consistent with both the General Plan and
Zoning designations for the subject agricultural property, and the facility and
property has been maintained in good condition by the current property
owners. Once the facility is open to the public, its operation will contribute to
the tax base of the County with taxes generated from revenue received by
operation of the park. Therefore, it will not have a detrimental effect on
property values or the County tax base.

4. The project as conditioned will not adversely affect the policy and goals as
set by the General Plan.

Project Finding: The subject property has a General Plan designation of
“Agricultural Lands” (AL), which states that extensive recreational facilities may
be allowed in agricultural areas that are designated AL by issuance of a land use
permit. The continued operation of the existing off-road motocross recreation
park is consistent with the goals and policies of the General Plan.

5. The project as conditioned will not create a nuisance and/or enforcement
problem within the neighborhood or community.

Project Finding: The primary potential nuisance that could be associated with
this land use would be posed by loud noise generated from running
motorcycles. The sound study prepared for the project predicted that noise
levels at all the modeled property line locations is below the Noise Element
guideline of 75 decibels, which is considered “normally acceptable” for areas
with a General Plan designation of Agricultural Lands. As conditioned, and with
the reduced hours of operation and by reducing the days open from 7 days to
5 days per week, the project will not create a nuisance and/or enforcement
problem within the neighborhood or community.
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6. The proposed project will not encourage marginal development within the
community.

Project Finding: Development. is controlled by zoning, the General Plan, and
physical constraints. The existing motorcycle recreation park has been in
operation since 1973 and has not contributed to marginal development in the
surrounding community. In fact, the project proposes no new development,
and therefore will not encourage or set precedence for marginal development
within the community.

7. That special conditions or unique characteristics of the subject property
and its location or surroundings are established.

Project Finding: The subject property is unique in that it has been the location
of the only permitted off-road motorcycle recreational facility in the county
since 1973. The property has unique and varied topography that makes it ideal
for motorcycle sports. These characteristics, along with the proper zoning and
General Plan designations, and the isolated location, make the subject property
ideal for this kind of land use.

CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL FOR COUNTY FILE #LP15-2040

Land Use Permit Approval

1. A Land Use Permit is APPROVED for the operation of an off-road motorcycle
recreation park based on the following documents:

e Application and materials submitted to the Department of Conservation
and Development, dated October 8, 2015

e Site plan received on October 8, 2015
e Noise Study prepared by Wilson Ihrig Consultants, dated March 8, 2016

This permit and conditions of approval supersede County File #LP95-2020 and
is approved for mechanical recreation and related activities (i.e. motorcycle and
go-cart racing, recreational riding, and practice). The only vehicles allowed on
this site for commercial recreation use are motorcycles and go-carts. Mini-
sprint vehicles are allowed if they are motorcycle powered (i.e. chain driven)
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only as long as the noise levels referenced in the March 8, 2016 project noise
study are not exceeded. Any expansion, intensification of the use, change in
hours of operation, or additional types of racing or other uses will require the
approval of a new Land Use Permit.

All activities approved by this permit shall be restricted to the tracks and
motocross areas as indicated on the October 8, 2015 site plan. The location of
the main track as shown on the October 8, 2015 site plan should be interpreted
as the general location of riding activities for that track, and is not to be strictly
enforced as the required configuration of the track. Periodic routine minor
changes to the configuration of the main track are allowed under this permit, as
long as the changes occur in the general location shown on the approved site
plan.

Application Costs

2. This application is subject to an initial application deposit of $2,700.00, which
was paid with the application submittal, plus time and material costs if the
application review expenses exceed 100% of the initial deposit. Any additional
costs due must be paid within 60 days of the permit effective date or prior to
use of the permit, whichever occurs first. The applicant may obtain current costs
by contacting the project planner. If you owe additional fees, a bill will be sent
to you shortly after permit issuance.

Compliance Reviews

3. The park operator and/or property owners shall submit an application for a
compliance review annually for three (3) years, then every five (5) years
thereafter. A report detailing the steps taken to comply with the conditions of
approval shall accompany the application. The applicant is responsible for costs
associated with the compliance reviews. A deposit/fee in the amount of
$1000.00 (subject to time and materials) will be filed with the compliance review
application to allow for review of the conditions of approval. Compliance shall
be determined by the Zoning Administrator in a public hearing with
appropriate notice to property owners within 300 feet of the site and to any
individuals or parties expressing interest in the project.
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Prior to First Formalized Competitive Racing Event

4.

Upon reconstruction of the oval track to the east-central portion of the
property, notify the Community Development Division a minimum of 30 days in
advance of the opening of the oval track for the first formalized weekend racing
event and/or the first “Friday (or Saturday) Night Under The Lights” event.

At least 30 days prior to the first racing event, provide documentation to the
Community Development Division that all Health Services Department
requirements have been satisfied for that use.

Hours of Operation

6. Recreational and Practice Riding Activities /“Friday or Saturday Night Under The

Lights” is considered a recreational riding activity.]

Recreational and practice riding activities on the main track and the lighted oval
track is permitted 5 days a week (Thursday through Monday) and shall be
limited to the hours of 8:00 AM. to 7:00 P.M. or sundown, whichever comes
first.

The lighted oval track may be used for late night recreational riding until 10:00
P.M., but not more than two (2) days per each calendar month on a Friday or
Saturday if no racing events are scheduled in the same month, and the park
shall be emptied by 11:00 P.M.

Tuesdays and Wednesdays shall be “quiet days” with no riding activities allowed
by customers, or for the property owners' private use or otherwise.

Formalized Racing Events /A racing event is one that has registered contestants
who have paid entry fees to compete in official competitive races on the site.]
All motorcycle racing events on the main track and the lighted oval track shall
be allowed on one night per weekend (Saturday or Sunday) and on holidays,
but not to exceed two (2) racing events per calendar month. No motorcycle
activity or racing shall be allowed on Thanksgiving or Christmas. Racing hours
shall be limited from 8:00 A.M. to 7:00 P.M. or sundown, whichever comes first,
except that the lighted oval track may be used until 10:00 P.M., and the site
shall be emptied by 11:00 P.M. There shall be no late night recreational riding
on the lighted oval track allowed during any month with a scheduled racing
event.
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Noise Emissions

8. Average noise levels generated motorcycle/go-cart riding and racing activities

shall not exceed the community noise exposure level of 75 decibels specified by
the General Plan for agricultural areas, and shall not exceed those specified in
the analysis of the March 8, 2016 project noise study. For formalized racing
events, no more than 25 riders will be allowed on the main track at a time, and
no more than 13 riders will be allowed on the oval track. The park operator shall
maintain a log of riders for all formalized racing events. Race heats shall be
conducted on one track at a time to avoid simultaneous heats on both tracks in
order to reduce noise levels.

All individual motorcycles and/or go-carts using the park shall be required to
meet a noise standard of not more than 96 decibels when measured from a
distance of 20 inches using test procedures established by the Society of
Automotive Engineers under Standard J-1287. Noise measurements shall be
taken on a daily basis prior to admission and use of the park for all motorcycles
and/or go-carts seeking to use the park. Any measured vehicles not meeting
this standard shall not be allowed admission and use of the park.

Lighting for Oval Track

10.

Exterior lights for the oval racetrack shall be deflected so that lights shine onto
the applicant’'s property and not toward adjacent properties. Lighting shall be
reviewed for approval by the Community Development Division and the
Building Inspection Division prior to installation and operation. If deemed
necessary by the Building Inspection Division, a building permit must be issued
prior to installation and operation of lighting.

Signage

11.

All signs shall be subject to the review and approval of the Community
Development Division prior to installation. The hours of operation shall be
clearly posted in a visible location at the park entrance.

Dust Control

12.

The off-street parking area shall be sprayed with water to prevent the creation
of dust. This shall be done as needed to keep dust from causing nuisances to
neighboring residences. On those days when there are 25 or more people
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present at one time on the site to either run or observe recreational vehicles,

the applicant will apply water as necessary to avoid fugitive dust impacts on

nearby properties. The application of water will include motorcycle and go-cart
track areas, parking lot, and driveways.

Health and Safety Requirements for All Racing Events and for
Practice/Recreational Riding Activities

13. The following regulations for the operation of the motocross facility shall be
enforced by the park operator and/or property owners and made part of this
permit as follows:

A. All riders shall wear helmets and boots.

B. Ambulance service, first aid, and fire-fighting equipment shall be provided
at all racing events, or as required by the fire district or Health Services
Department.

C. Posted speed limits shall be obeyed.

D. Smoking shall be allowed only in designated areas or parking lots.

E. All vehicles shall display current day’s admission sticker.

F. All persons under the age of 18 shall have a signed release from a parent or
legal guardian.

G. All guest vehicles shall be cleared from the grounds by closing time.

H. All trash shall be put in receptacles, including all trash and debris around the
perimeter of the park resulting from the use.

I All children under the age of 12 shall be accompanied by an adult at all
times.

J. No open fires are allowed.

K. No wheel stands, spinning donuts, or racing in parking lots is allowed.
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L. No riding on graded or filled banks around parking lots or main roads is
allowed.

M. Anyone behaving in @ manner dangerous to other persons or property shall
be asked to leave and not come back.

N. No riding in or near Kellogg Creek is allowed.

O. All motorcycles shall have spark arrestors and silencers.

Concerts/Live Music Prohibited

14.

Musical concerts and dances are prohibited.

Overnight Camping Prohibited

15.

No overnight camping or sleeping by patrons of the park, race participants, or
spectators is allowed on the property. The park premises must be cleared of
visitors at the end of each day.

Grading/Track Maintenance and Grooming

16.

Grading for routine track maintenance and grooming associated with the
motorcycle park land use is exempt from the permit requirements of the
grading ordinance. Extensive track reconfiguration will require the review and
approval of the Community Development Division, and may require a grading
permit.

Buffer Planting

17.

Within 30 days of approval of this permit, a row of mature Leyland Cypress
trees shall be planted in a spacing pattern of no less than six feet apart along
the fenceline adjacent to the arena and corral of APN 003-020-042 to serve as a
physical buffer between the subject property and APN 003-020-042.
Verification shall be provided to the Community Development Division once
the planting is completed and prior to the first formalized racing event.
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Indemnification

18. The property owners shall deliver an executed indemnification agreement

between the property owners and Contra Costa County requiring the property
owners to defend, indemnify, and hold harmless Contra Costa County against
any expenses arising from or related to claims or litigating regarding the
County’s actions in reviewing or approving this Land Use Permit application
(County File No. LP15-2040). The Director of the Department of Conservation
and Development is authorized to execute the indemnification agreement on
behalf of the County.

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL FOR LP15-2040

General Requirements

19.

20.

This development shall conform to the requirements of Division 914 (Drainage)
and the remainder of Title 9 and Title 10 of the Subdivision Ordinance. Any
exceptions therefrom must be specifically listed in this conditional approval
statement.

Improvement plans prepared by a registered civil engineer shall be submitted
to the Public Works Department, Engineering Services Division, along with the
review and inspection fees, and security for all improvements required by the
Ordinance Code or the conditions of approval for this project.

Roadway Improvements (Frontage/On-site/Off-site)

21.

The applicant shall be permitted an exception from construction of full frontage
improvements along the Camino Diablo Frontage of this property, at this time,
provided that he improves the Camino Diablo entrance to this development to
include at least a 6.1 meter (20-foot) wide paved driveway constructed to
County private road standards from the edge of pavement to the proposed
right-of-way line. The entrance shall also include paved tapers and flares
designed and constructed in accordance with Figure 405.7 from the Caltrans
Highway Design Manual from the edge of pavement along Camino Diablo to
the right-of-way line (based on the basic 6.1 meter [20-feet] driveway width).
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Access to Adjoining Property

22. Proof of Access/Acquisition
Applicant shall furnish proof to the Public Works Department, Engineering
Services Division, of the acquisition of all necessary rights-of-way, rights-of-
entry, permits and/or easements for the construction of off-site, temporary or
permanent, road or drainage improvements.

23. Encroachment Permit
Obtain an encroachment permit from the Application & Permit Center for
construction of driveways, or other improvements within the right-of-way of
Camino Diablo.

24. Restrict Access
Restrict access along Camino Diablo, with the exception of the proposed access.

Road Dedication

25. Applicant shall convey to the County, by Offer of Dedication, additional right-
of-way on Camino Diablo as required for the planned future width of 33.5
meters (110 feet) with at least a 457 meter (1,500 feet) centerline radius.

Intersection Design/Sight Distance

26. Provide a sight distance analysis, subject to the review of the Public Works
Department, which analyzes the proposed Camino Diablo entrance to this
development. Provide sight distance based on a design speed of 104
kilometers per hour (65 miles per hour) along Camino Diablo.

Drainage Improvements/Collect and Convey

27. Division 914 of the Ordinance Code requires that all storm waters entering or
originating within the subject property shall be conveyed, without diversion and
within an adequate storm drainage facility, to a natural watercourse having
definable bed and banks, or to an existing adequate public storm drainage
facility which conveys the storm waters to a natural watercourse.

28. Discharging concentrated storm water into roadside ditches is prohibited by
the Ordinance Code. However, as roadside ditches are characteristic of the
area, an exception from this requirement is granted provided the applicant



CPC - July 26, 2016
COA - LP15-2040
Page 12 of 14

verifies the adequacy of the downstream ditch system or constructs any
necessary improvements to make this system adequate.

Miscellaneous Drainage Requirements

29. The applicant shall install within a dedicated drainage easement any portion of
the drainage system which conveys run-off from public streets.
Utilities/Undergrounding

30. An exception is permitted from undergrounding utility distribution facilities due
to the rural nature of this area.

Traffic Control

31. The applicant shall provide special traffic control personnel at the Camino
Diablo access to this property for events involving more than 500 vehicles,
unless the Zoning Administrator approves the special event without traffic
control. Traffic Control may also be required for smaller events if significant
traffic complaints substantiate a need.

Creek Structure Setbacks

32. The applicant shall be required to observe the creek structure setback line in
accordance with Section 914-14.012, “Structures Setback Lines for Unimproved
Earth Channels” for any new structures on this property.

National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (in addition to NPDES permit)

33. Within 30 days of the effective date of this (1998) modified permit, the
applicant shall ensure that he has complied with all components of this
condition of approval.

A. Hazardous wastes, including but not limited to used motor oil, battery acid
or antifreeze shall not be discharged onto the ground.

B. All hazardous wastes shall be stored in appropriate containers on a covered
concrete slab in an area which is not subject to inundation and shall be
removed from the facility at least one each 90 days.
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C. The applicant shall pave, cover and contain the various vehicle repair pit
areas to prevent contaminants from these areas from reaching the creek.
The applicant shall obtain a Hazardous Waste Generator’'s Permit from the
County Health Department to assure adequate maintenance of the vehicle
repair pit areas and disposal of the hazardous wastes.

D. The applicant shall provide an erosion control plan showing how the
quantity of silt entering the creek from this property will be reduced. The
erosion control plan shall be subject to the review of the Public Works.

NOTE: In the event that the improvements required by the Public Works
Department have been constructed, the applicant shall provide the Public
Works Department with evidence that these improvements have been
completed.

ADVISORY NOTES
ADVISORY NOTES ARE NOT CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL; THEY ARE PROVIDED
TO ALERT THE APPLICANT TO ADDITIONAL ORDINANCES, STATUTES, AND
LEGAL REQUIREMENTS OF THE COUNTY AND OTHER PUBLIC AGENCIES THAT
MAY BE APPLICABLE TO THIS PROJECT.

A. NOTICE OF OPPORTUNITY TO PROTEST FEES, ASSESSMENTS, DEDICATIONS,
RESERVATIONS OR OTHER EXACTIONS PERTAINING TO THE APPROVAL OF
THIS PERMIT.

Pursuant to California Government Code Section 66000, et seq., the applicant
has the opportunity to protest fees, dedications, reservations or exactions
required as part of this project approval. To be valid, a protest must be in
writing pursuant to Government Code Section 66020 and must be delivered to
the Community Development Division within a 90-day period that begins on
the date that this project is approved. If the 90th day falls on a day that the
Community Development Division is closed, then the protest must be
submitted by the end of the next business day.

B. Additional requirements may be imposed by the East Contra Costa Fire
Protection District. The Applicant is strongly encouraged to review this agency’s
requirements prior to continuing with the project.
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C. Additional requirements may be imposed by the Contra Costa Health Services,
Environmental Health Division. The Applicant is strongly encouraged to review
this agency’s requirements prior to continuing with the project.

D. Additional requirements may be imposed by the Building Inspection Division.
The Applicant is strongly encouraged to review this agency’s requirements prior
to continuing with the project.

E. Additional requirements may be imposed by the Public Works Department. The
Applicant is strongly encouraged to review this agency’s requirements prior to
continuing with the project.
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ATTACHMENT C
AGENCY COMMENTS



Office of Supervisor Mary N. Piepho
Contact: Alicia Nuchols

Byron

. 1c1 3361 Walnut Blvd. Suite 140
Mulfl‘:lp al Brentwood, CA 94513
Advisory 925-252-4500

C OunCil Respectfully submitted by:

DRAFT

The Byron Municipal Advisory Council serves as an advisory body to the
Contra Costa County Board of Supervisors and the County Planning Agency.

Record of Actions
Meeting start time: 6:00 p.m.
Wednesday, October 21, 2015

1. Meeting called to order by Chair Juarez at 6:00 p.m. All members present.

2. Public Comment: None

3. Review Record of Actions from 7-15-15 and 9-16-15 meetings: Record of actions from 7-15-15. and 9-16-15 were
reviewed and approved as presented.

4. Agency Reports
a) East Contra Costa Fire Protection District: No Report

b) Contra Costa County Sheriff’s Department: Officer Fontenot provided a report for activity for the month of
September 2015. LT Hobbs was also in attendance.

¢) California Highway Patrol: No Report or attendance

d) Office of Supervisor Mary N, Piepho: New date for BOS Hearing Nov 10™: Weight restrictions for both Camino
Diablo and Holway. All-MAC Meeting: We are working on scheduling the date/time for January. Supervisor
Piepho’s Annual Holiday Open House is Monday, December 14% 4-6pm. Marsh Creek Road update, letter to Caltrans
& State Legislators is being worked on. Public works items being worked on: *No outlet sign pulling out of the
airport turning left. *Radar enforced underneath the speed limit signs on Camino Diablo and across from the church
down by McCabe. *Ryan Hernandez from County will be at the November 18 meeting to discuss water and well
issues in Byron/County.

5. Items for Discussion and/or Action
2) Discuss update on Camino Diablo: :
Truck/weight restriction — New Hearing Notices for November 10th @ BOS
Flashing Beacon — This item is still under review for direction — looking for possible solar options
Our Traffic Section discussed the flashing beacon on Camino Diablo at Holway Drive with our Signal Shop. The existing
wire from the beacon to the Fire Station will need to be replaced
b) Discuss Upcoming meeting schedule (November/December): Meeting schedule was discussed and approved combine
November/December meeting.
¢) Discuss 2015 Overview and 2016 Workplan: Overview was reviewed and approved. Work Plan for 2016 was reviewed
and a clarification was added to move illegal dumping under Code Enforcement Priorities. Item 8 was added for Office of
Emergency Services (OES) — Chair Juarez to attend meetings. Correction to spelling of St Anne’s. Request was made to move
the Byron MAC meetings to the 4® Tuesday of every month beginning January 2016. Field representative Alicia Nuchols is to
check with the BUSD, to confirm he room is available on those days.
d) Discuss Agency Comment Request for County File #L.P15-2040: This file was reviewed and discussed by the Board.
Applicants attorney, Ronald Mullin was present for any questions. Chair Juarez stated she was impressed with the work they
have done on the property. A few questions on the operating hours, attorney advised they will be operating less than what the
current land use permit states they can. Motion to accept the modification to the land use permit by Vice Chair Larsen, second
by Councilmemeber Schmit. AYES: 4-1. Councilmember Lopez abstained.

6. Correspondence Key: R= Received S= Sent
7. R-9/18/15 Contra Costa County Planning Commission Agenda for September 29, 2015
8. R-9/28/15 Contra Costa County Zoning Administrator Agenda for October 5, 2015
9. R-9/28/15 Noiice of Public Hearing Before the Board of Supervisors October 6, 2015

This meeting record is provided pursuant to Better Government Ordinance 95-6, Article 25-2.205 (d) of the Contra Costa
County Ordinance Code.



CALH‘“ ORNIA Northwest Information Center

: ALAMEJ_)A JTEUMBOLDT SAN 'FRASCISCO Sonoma State Uhiversity
HistoricaL CONTRACOSTA MARIN  SANTaCLata 150 Professional CenterDrive Suite E
: : DEL NORTE MENDOCING SANTA CRUZ Rohnert Park, California 94928-3609
REsources MONTEREY. ~ SOLANG Tel: 707.588.8455
NAPA SONOMA, et
INFORMATION SANBENITO YOLO Twic@sonomaedy .
: hitp://www .sonoma.edu/nwic
SystEM

‘October 26, 2015 File No.: p5-0592
Gary Kupp, Project Planner CONTRﬁECCEI\_’ED
Contra Costa County ' OSTA COUNTY
Department of Conservation and Development
Community Development Division OCT 2 8 2015
30 Muir Road
Martinez, CA 94553-4601 Dept of Conservation & Developaest

re: LP15-2040-/ 50 Camino Diablo Rd.; APN: 003-020-048 / John and Lori Ramirez
Dear Gary Kupp,

Records at this office were reviewed to determine if this project could adversely affect cultural resources.
Please note that use of the term cultural resources includes both archaeological sites and historical buildings

and/or structures. The review for possible historic-era building/structures, however, was limited to
references currently in our office and sheuld not be considered comprehensive.

Previous Studies:

XX Study # 7987 (Orlins 1986) and Study # 12800 (Bramlette 1990), covering approximately 20% of the
proposed project area, identified one or more cultural resources see recommendation below).

Archaeological and Native American Resources Recommerndations:

XX The proposed project area contains an archaeological site informally known as H169 (Bramlette 1990: 23,
59, Maps 4 and 6). This site consists of the remains of the extant Sand Hill Ranch farm complex (Bramlette:
23). Bramlette recommends that a qualified professional assess the status of this resource by recording the
site area, conducting historical research and an oral history, test excavations, and preparing a building
evaluation form (1990:59). In addition, it is recommended that a professional survey the project area not
covered by Bramlette (1990) and provide specific recommendations.

XX We recommend you contact the local Native American tribe(s) regarding traditional, cultural, and religious
heritage values. For a complete listing of tribes in the vicinity of the project, please contact the Native
American Heritage Commission at 916/373-3710.

Built Environment Recommendations:

XX- The Byron USGS (1943) 15’ quad depicts a building, and a quarry or open pit mine in the proposed project
area. The Office of Historic Preservation has determined that any building or structure 45 years or older
may be of historical value. If any of these buildings or structures are still extant, it is recommended that

. prior to commencement of project activities, a qualified professional familiar with the architecture and
history of Contra Costa County conduct a formal CEQA evaluation.




Due to processing delays and other factors, not all of the historical resource reports and resource records that
have been submitted to the Office of Historic Preservation are available via this records search. Additional
information may be available through the federal, state, and local agencies that produced or paid for historical
resource management work in the search area. Additionally, Native American tribes have historical resource
information not in the California Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS) Inventory, and you should
contact the California Native American Heritage Commission for information on local/regional tribal contacts.

The California Office of Historic Preservation (OHP) contracts with the California Historical Resources
Information System’s (CHRIS) regional Information Centers (ICs) to maintain information in the CHRIS inventory
and make it available to local, state, and federal agencies, cultural resource professionals, Native American
tribes, researchers, and the public. Recommendations made by IC coordinators or their staff regarding the
interpretation and application of this information are advisory only. Such recommendations do not necessarily
represent the evaluation or opinion of the State Historic Preservation Officer in carrying out the OHP’s
regulatory authority under federal and state law.

For your reference, a list of qualified professionals in California that meet the Secretary of the Interior's
Standards can be found at http://www.chrisinfo.org. If archaeological resources are encountered during the
project, work in the immediate vicinity of the finds should be halted until a qualified archaeologist has evaluated
the situation. If you have any questions please give us a call (707) 588-8455.

Sincerely,

Charles Hutcheson
Researcher
For Bryan Much, Coordinator

cc: John and Lori Ramirez, diablomxranch@yahoo.com



WILLIAM B. WALKER, M.D.

HeaitH Services DIRECTOR

RANDALL L. SAWYER

CHier ENVIRONMENTAL HEaLTH & HazMaT OFFicer

MARILYN C. UNDERWOOD, PHD. REHS
DIRECTOR OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH

CONTRA COSTA
v, - ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH

2120 Diamond Blvd., Suite 200

Concord, California 94520

STFTA COURTY ‘ Ph (925) 692-2500

Fax (925) 692-2502

H E ALT H S E RM?I.@ E‘_S w51 www.cchealth.org/eh/
SERAION
N

October 23, 2015

Gary Kupp

Department of Conservation and Development
Community Development Division

30 Muir Road

Martinez, CA 94553-4601

RE: LP13-2095 and LP15-2040 (Review of LUP for motorcycle racetrack)
50 Camino Diablo, Byron
APN 003-020-048

Dear Mr. Kupp:

Contra Costa Environmental Health Division (CCEHD) has received a request for agency comments
for the above referenced project. The following are our comments if there is no food/beverage
service and the property is served by public sewer and public water:

1. A permit from CCEHD is required for any well or soil boring prior to commencing drilling
activities, including those associated with water supply, environmental investigation and
cleanup, or geotechnical investigation.

2L Any abandoned wells (water, environmental, or geotechnical) and septic tanks must be
destroyed under permit from CCEHD. If the existence of such wells or septic tanks are
known in advance or discovered during construction or other activities, these must be clearly
marked, kept secure, and destroyed pursuant to CCEHD requirements.

These comments do not limit an applicant’s obligation to comply with all applicable laws and
regulations. If you should have any questions, please do not hesitate to call me at (925) 692-2535.

Sincerely, -
Joseph G. Doser, REHS
Supervising Environmental Health Specialist

cc: Salvador Ruiz, Contra Costa Environmental Health Specialist

JGD:tf

¢ Contra Costa Behavioral Health Services ¢ Contra Costa Emergency Medical Services ¢« Contra Costa Environmental Health ¢
¢ Contra Costa Hazardous Materials * Contra Costa Health Plan e Contra Costa Public Health e Contra Costa Regional Medical Center and Health Centers o




Gam KuEE

From: Leach, Ted <TlLeac@cccfpd.org>

Sent: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 8:49 AM

To: Gary Kupp

Subject: LP15-2040; 50 Camino Diablo Road, Brentwood
Hi Gary,

Our only comment is that if they ever propose to erect temporary tents on site, that a permit is required for any
temporary tent that is greater than 400 square feet.

Regards,

Ted Leach ~ Fire Inspector
Contra Costa County

Fire Protection District
2010 Geary Road
Pleasant Hill, CA 94523
(925) 941-3539

"CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This electronic mail t ission may contain privileged and/or confidential information only for use by the intended recipients. Unless you are the
addressee (or anthorized to receive messages for the addressee), you may not use, copy, disclose, or distribute this message (or any information contained in or attached to it) to

anyone. You may be subject to civil action and/or criminal penalties for violation of this restriction. If you received this transmission in error, please notify the sender by reply e-mail or
by telephone and delete the transmission. Thank you."



_.i*A COSTA COUNTY

. DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION AND DEVELOPMENT
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DIVISION

30 Muir Road

Martinez, CA 94553-4601

Phone: 925-674-7205

Fax: 925-674-7258

AGENCY COMMENT REQUEST
Date
We request your comments regarding the attached application currently under review.
DISTRIBUTION Please submit your comments to:

internal Project Planner__ (S any - R
i_Building Inspection é_ Grading Inspection | Phone #{ 9.25) '(;"]‘1" a1 9 ‘ﬂ_/ ]
___Advance Planning ____Housing Programs E-mail_G dcd.cccounty.us
__ Trans. Planning ____Telecom Planner County File#__L Pi5. Ro40

ALUC Staff  _HCP/NCCP Staff \
X Arc Fioodplain Tech tCounty Geologist | Prior to /4 Cupds U, 2015

% % % % %

Health Services Department

] ] We have found the following special programs apply
_XEnwronmental Health __ Hazardous Materials |- 5 this application: . '

Public Works Department

__Engineering Services (Full-size) LTrafﬂc z é Flood Hazard Area, Panel #
____Fiood Control (Full-size) ___ Special Districts

“ X %60-dBA Noise Control
Local - Cowsole Ao el fire@ccctpd.org

¥ = C Om C.)cj\ﬂ a __y\_ CA EPA Hazardous Waste Site
Fire District

%%k %k kK

5( Active Fault Zone (Alquist-Priolo)

____Sanitary District
o AGENCIES: Please indicate the applicable code
—Water District : section for any recommendation required by law or
City of ' ‘ordinance. Please send copies of your response to
1,5 . ' the Applicant and Owner.
___School District(s)

__LAFCO Comments: ___ None “ Below Attached
___Reclamation District # ,

___East Bay Regional Park District [ Wit S CAYPYCf oD SHAU
___Diablo/Discovery Bay/Crockett CSD B PR coppasl coDEX .

K MACITAC ENLC K\

___Improvement/Community Association

Others/Non-iocal

iCHRIS - Sonoma State

_iCA Fish and Wildlife, Region 3 — Bay Delta
Addltlonal Recipients

Print Name W
ﬂ‘w@;{ i1/efis

Signature DATE

Agency phone #
REVISED 07/01/2013. TO PRINT MORE COPIES: GA\Current Planning\APC\APC Forms\CURRENT FORMS\Agency Comment Request.doc




CONTRA COSTA COUNTY '
‘D EPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION AND DEVELOPMENT

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DIVISION

30 Muir Road
Martinez, CA 94553-4601
Phone: 925-674-7205 RACOSTA COUNTS

Fax: 925-674-7258
AGENCY COMMENDP REQUEST

We request your comments regarding the attached appiication &0ty under review.
" Pisase sibmit your comments to:

Date

DISTRIBUTION
Internal Pro ect Planner (3 any H ,445,4@ .
iBuilding inspection é Grading Inspection—{@Phone #[ 925) (4. A0 A 1
___Advance Planning ___Housing E-mail dcd.cccounty.us

CountyFile# L FPI15. 2040

S HCP/NCCP Staff
%APC Floodplain Tech ist | Priorto Movpm o A, 20ib5
* % % % %

| Health Services Department
N . We have found the followmg special programs apply
i KLEEL- 1 _Hazardous Materlals ‘to thls apphcatlon

___Trans. Planning
|

Public Works Department 5( Active Fault Zone (Alquist-Priolo)
___Engineering Services (Full-size) ﬁTraﬁc X (é Flood Hazard Area, Panel# © 525 F

__ Flood Control (Full-size) ___ Special Districts 'Y "Y60-dBA Noise Co
! - ntrol
L. Ao ol fire@cecipd.org X .
Caiive X_CA EPA Hazardous Waste Site

Local
" Fire District © COWH’D\ CJ%#Q *k ok wk

____Sanitary District____ . )
o | ‘ "AGENCIES: Please indicate the applicable code
— Water District | section for any recommendation required by law or
City of ' | ordinance. Please send copies of your response to
- . the Applicant and Owner.
__School District(s)
___LAFCO Comments: X None Below Attached

___Reclamation District #
___East Bay Regional Park District
___Diablo/Discovery Bay/Crockett CSD

K MACITAC E)\{C N\

TUEpE APE Np PROGSED CHAANGES)
Lovstepcriens ity FZ A

___Improvement/Community Association = ;,;
Others/Non-local ":' 2
_,‘&CHRIS - Sonoma State e
_CA Fish and Wildiife, Region 3 — Bay Delta T =
=

Additional Recipients . = =
1 -~

N -

M'_fﬂ%

/‘3
Print Napfe’ oéEE.Tlég %L’D&QY (T
Dl 5= 10/

6%

i ; ; DATE
Agency phone #_4 il A 4

REVISED 07/01/2013. TO PRINT MORE COPIES: G:\Current Planning\APCIAPC Forms\CURRENT FORMS\Agency Comment Request.doc



CONTRA COSTA COUNTY

s DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION AND DEVELCOPMENT

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DIVISION

30 Muir Road

Martinez, CA 94553-4601
Phone: 925-674-7205
Fax: 925-674-7258

AGENCY COMMENT REQUEST

We request your comments regarding the attached application currently under review.

Date

Internal

DISTRIBUTION

lBuilding Inspection _é Grading Inspection

___Advance Planning ___Housing Programs
___Trans. Planning __ Telecom Planner
__ ALUC Staff >L_HCP/NCCP Staff

_X_APC Fioodplain Tech ___County Geologist
Health Services Department

_XEnvironmental Health __ Hazardous Materials
Public Works Department

___Engineering Services (Full-size) LTrafﬁc

___Flood Control (Full-size) ___ Special Districts
Local Conrots Aodl ol fire@ccctpd.org

¥ Fire District = COVVH(Z\ QJ%“C&

___Cityof

___Sanitary District
__ Water District

__ LAFCO
___Reclamation

K MAC/TAC

____School District(s)

District #

___East Bay Regional Park District
___Diablo/Discovery Bay/Crockett CSD

Others/Non-local
iCHRIS - Sonoma State
iCA Fish and Wildlife, Region 3 — Bay Delta
Additional Recipients

oN[cen

Improvement/Community Association

a&/nAUM P,ua»wﬁm < 92,},”:;

Please submit your comments to: ,
Project Planner ('—_1 any H 4ﬁ€gﬁ

Phone #( 925) (b]4- 11 A4

E-mail Gany. K st @dcd.cccounty.us
County File#_ L P 15_. Qo040

Prior to MUt 9 Lo i5

* % % % %

We have found the followmg special programs apply
to this application:

_'S_(__ Active Fault Zone (Alquist-Priolo)
m Flood Hazard Area, Panel #
~ X %60-dBA Noise Control

_X CA EPA Hazardous Waste Site

% ok % %k %

‘AGENCIES: Piease indicate the applicable code
“section for any recommendation required by law or

ordinance. Please send copies of I_response to
the Appli : ﬂu\
Comments: None Below Attache

lis t\\,u,‘ﬁ b @ w’-‘ Ensay rreane

Print Name

Signature

Agency phone #

REVISED 07/01/2013. TO PRINT MORE COPIES: G:\Current Planning\APC\APC Forms\CURRENT FORMS\Agency Comment Request.doc



ATTACHMENT D

SITE PHOTOGRAPHS
MARCH 23, 2016









ATTACHMENT E

REGIONAL SURVEY OF MOTOCROSS PARK
HOURS OF OPERATION



Regional Survey of Motocross Park Hours of Operation

Carnegie State Vehicular Recreation Area
Tracy, California

8am-8pm — Summer
8am-7pm — Spring/Fall
8am-6pm — Winter

7 days a week

Club Moto
Livermore, California

Wednesday, 3pm-dark

Saturday, 9am-2pm

Sunday, 9am-3pm

Days open for practice are split as needed.
Open Saturdays and Sundays for races.

Prairie City MX
Rancho Cordova, California

1pm- 5pm (Nov thru Feb)

2pm-6pm (Mar & Oct)

3pm-7pm (Apr & Sept)

4pm-8pm (May thru Aug)

Saturdays & Sundays 9am-2pm (Year Round)
Open from 7am to 10pm on race days.

Argyll MX
Dixon, California

Saturday 9am-2pm

Sunday 9am-3pm

Thursday 3pm to Dark

Open Saturdays and Sundays for races.




EXHIBIT 1
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PERMIT BINDER
'CONTRA COSTA COUNT Y
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
: APPROVED PERMIT
APPLICANT: Tom Anderson APPLICATION NO. 1LP952020
50 Camino Diablo Road
Brentwood, CA 94513 ASSESSOR'S PARCEL NO. 003-020-039
OWNER: Same ZONING DISTRICT: A-3 -
APPROVED DATE: 11/2/98
EFFECTIVE DATE: 11/12/98

This matter not having been appealed within the time prescribed by law, 2 LAND USE PERMIT TO
CONTINUE OPERATION OF A.MOTORCYCLE RACETRACK is hereby GRANTED, subject to the
atached conditions.

DENNIS M. BARRY, AICP
Community Development Director

e

By: C( b :ﬁb
CATHERINE KUTSURIS
Deputy Zoning Administrator

Unless otherwise provided, THIS PERMIT WILL EXPIRE ONE YEAR from the effective date if the use
allowed by this permit is not established within that time.

PLEASE NOTE THE EFFECTIVE DATE, as no further notification will be sent by this office.

DM/sc
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CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL FOR L. SE PERMIT 2020-95 AS OVEDBY THE

OF SUPERVIS ON FEBRUARY 4, 1997. AS MODIFIED BY THE EAST

COUNTY REGIONAT. PLANNING COMMISSION ON NOVEMBER 2. 1998

1.

This permit is issued for mechanical (motorcycle) recreation and related activities
(motorcycle and go cart racing and practice) subject to the revised site plan submitted
dated received October 21, 1996. The only vehicles allowed on this site for commercial
Tecreation use are motorcycles and go-carts. Mini-sprint vehicles are allowed if they are
motor cycle powered, chain driven only as long as the noise level ‘standards are not
exceeded. This permit will not be exercised until the foliowing conditions of approval

-are met within the time specified. Furthermore, failure to comply with all of the

conditions of approval in a timely manner may lead to the revocation of this permit. Any
expansion or change in hours of operation, additional types of racing or other uses will
require the approval of 2 new Land Use Permit. -

The use is approved for 25 years with the applicant to initiate and fund five (5) year
reviews for compliance by the Zoning Administrator ina public hearing with appropriate
notice to property owners within 300 feet of site and individuals expressing interest in
the project. Before the end of each 5-year review period the applicant shall submit a
report detailing the steps taken to comply with the approval dictates. The first such
submittal shall be made prior to November 1, 2003. This permit shall expire November
16, 2028. The applicant is responsible for costs associated with the 5-year reviews.

Upon reconstruction of the oval to the east-central portion of the property, notify the
Community Development Department a2 minimum of 30 days in advance of the opening
of the oval for any racing event.

At least 30 days prior to the initial racing event on the oval, provide documentation to
the Zoning Administrator that all Health Services Department requirements have been
satisfied for that use. Health Services Department requirements that pertain to the moto-
cross trails use shall be satisfied by December 31, 1998 or the moto-cross trails use shall
cease after that date until the requirements have been met.

Please note that failure to comply with their requirements within the time period
specified may result in the revocation of this permit.

Within 30 days of the effective date of this (1998) modified permit, the applicant shall
provide evidence to the Zoning Administrator that building permits have been obtained
for all structures related to motorcycle activities (i.e., the racetrack, restroom facility,
concession stand, announcement booths).

All activities approved by this permit shall be restricted to the cx:stmg track and
motocross area as indicated on the plan submitted with the application except for minor




2

changes subject to Zoning Administrator review and approval.

Motorcycle activity is permitted 7 days a week but limited to the hours of 8:00 A.M. to
7:00 P.M. or sundown whichever comes first, except that the lighted racetrack may be
used on Friday or Saturday nights from 7:00 P.M. to 11:00 P.M. Motorcycle racing shall
be limited to Saturday and Sunday and holidays except that no racing or motorcycle
activity shall be allowed on Thanksgiving or Christmas. Motorcycle activity shall be
confined to the tracks.

Within 45 days of the effective date of this (1998) modified permit, the applicant shall
submit a revised site plan drawn to scale for the review and approval of the Zoning
Administrator that reflects the following:

2

C.

D.

Removal of the "proposed firture motorcycle use/sand quarry" label from the site
plan. -

A clear delineation of an 8 acre parking area set up to provide space for vehicles
towing trailers drawn to scale shall be submitted for the review and approval of
the Zoning Administrator. Clear location of racetrack, buildings-landscaped
areas, planned trees, fences, signs, entrance road and parking areas, and a clear
statement of how many vehicles are to be parked on site for any event. The site
plan shal] delineate the location of quarry locations and reclaimed quarry areas.

No motorcycle activity shall be permitted in either the quarry or reclaimed areas
which shall be so stipulated on the revised site plan,

Modified hours of operation to reflect the tenure of this permit.

A topographic map that delineates the location of the use restriction easement
held by the Contra Costa Water District.

Within 30 days of the effective date of this permit, complete the following:

A

Submit a Final Landscape/Irrigation Plan addressing the following concerns or
meeting the following criteria. Landscaping shall be installed within 180 days
of the effective date of this permit.

1) Submit a landscape/irrigation plan prepared by a licensed landscape
architect, to the Community Development Department for the review and
approval of the Zoning Administrator.

2) Landscaping shall conform to the County Water Conservation Ordinance
82-26 and the licensed landscape architect shall certify that the plans

.
.




3)

3

comply with the ordinance improvement standards and reporting
requirements.

The plan shall provide a minimum 10 foot strip of grass and vegetation
(bushes/trees) either around the outer rim of the entire racetrack or the
northern half of the track; and a minimum 15 foot strip of grass or
vegetation along the entire southern and eastern boundary of Kellogg
Creek on the subject property. Refer to staff’s delineation of these
vegetation areas on the attached Staff Study Map dated January 16, 1996.
A row of trees shall be planted and maintained adjacent to the east
boundary of the Davis property to screen views of the LP952020 site as
viewed from the existing residence on the Davis property. The screen
should emphasize use of evergreen trees and oleander. The spacing of
trees and size of trees shall be subject to review and approval of the
Zoning Administrator. The SWIPP shall specify the type of vegetation
that is planned, and make provision for monitoring the success of growth.
The plants shall be hardy, drought tolerant, and effective for the purposes
of trapping sediment, heavy metals and other contaminants (e.g.
petroleum products).

Provide Security in the Event of Landscape Failure

1)

2)

The landscaping/irrigation plan shall be accompanied by a cost estimate
from the landscape architect to incjude the materials and labor for the
proposed landscape improvements. These landscape improvements shall
be designed to minimize landscape maintenance costs; and

The applicant shall (&) enter into a landscape improvement agreement and
(b) either post a cash performance bond or cash deposit with the County.
This agreement and security shall ensure the replacement of
landscaping/irrigation in the event that the approved
landscaping/irrigation fails within 24 months following installation.

Prior to the exercising of an approved land use permit for a motorcycle racefrack,
including issuance of any ministerial permits, the landscape architect shall make
an on-site inspection of the landscape/irrigation improvements and submit a
written report tc the Zoning Administrator that cover the following:

D

Acceptance of Landscape Improvements:

a. Certifies the completion of the landscape/irrigation plan including
consideration of plant species, size and location; and

pes—




10.

11.

2.

13,

b. Requests the Zoning Administrator to accept the
landscape/irrigation improvements.

D. The property owner shall maintain the approved landscaping in good condition
at all times.

Ambulance service, first aid, and fire fighting equipment shall be provided at all races.

Exterior lights for the racetrack shall be deflected so that lights shine onto thc applicant’s
property and not toward adjacent properties.

All signs shall be subject to the review and approval of the County Zoning Administrator
prior to installation. The existing sign at the site’s entrance is acceptable except that the
hours of operation shall be clearly shown on the sign.

The off-street parking area shall be periodically sprayed with water to prevent the
creation of dust. This shall be done on a weekly basis.

On those days when there are 25 or more people present at on time on the site to either
Tun or observe recreational vehicles, the applicant will apply water as necessary to avoid
fugitive dust impacts on nearby properties. The application of water will include
motorcycle and go-cart track area, parking lot and driveways.

The application is subject to an initial application fee of $2,700.00 which was paid with

‘the application submittal, plus time and material costs if the application review expenses

exceed 120% of the initia] fee. Any additional fee due must be paid within 60 days of
the permit effective date or prior to use of the permit, whichever occurs first; or other
arrangement for payment of fees agreed to by County staff. The fee$ include costs
through permit issuance plus 5 working days for file preparation. You may obtain
current costs by contacting the project planner. If you owe additional fees, a bill will be
sent to you shortly after permit issnance.

The regulations submitted with the applii:aﬁon #341-73 for the operation of .the
recreation facilities shall be enforced by the applicant and made part of this permit as
follows:

A All riders to wear helmets and boots.

B. Posted speed limits to be obeyed.

C. Smoking allowed only in designated areas or parking lots.




14.

15.

D. All vehicles to display current day’s admission sticker.

E: All persons under the age of 18 to have a signed release from a parent or
guardian.

F. All vehicles to leave ground by closing time.

G. All trash to be put in receptacles, including all trash and debris - around the
perimeter of the park resulting from the use:

H. All children under the age of 12 to be accompanied by an adult at all times.
L No open fires.

L ‘No wheel stands, spinning donuts, or racing in parking lots.

K No riding on graded or filled banks around parking lots or main roads.

Anyone behaving in a manner dangerous to other persons or property will be
asked to leave and not come back. ‘

M.  No riding in or near Kellogg Creek.
N. All Motorcycles shall have spark arrectors and silencers.

The applicant shall allow the Contra Costa Water District access to survey the boundaries
of the District’s easement on the applicant’s property. Moreover, the District may post
signs on the property to advise motorcycle operators of the use restrictions that apply to
the area within the District’s casement under the terms of the easement or this use permit.
The location, content and design of the signs shall be subject to the prior review and
approval of the Zoning Administrator following opportunity for comment by the
applicant. :

Prior to this permit being exercised, the applicant will make a cash-deposit with the
County of $250. The County will place these funds in a special account for this project.
The County may expend these funds to cover staff time and material costs in responding
to neighborhood complaints and investigation of this operation for non-compliance with
this permit and the ordinance code. If at any time, the residual amount in the accounts
falls below $50, then County staff will inform the applicant and request payment of an
additional $250, or additional payment on additional expended staff costs not to exceed
$2,000. Said payment will be delivered by the applicant to the Community Development
Department within 30-days of the dat of the letter.
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18.

Mausical concerts including dances are prohibited. Any proposal to allow & musical
concert shall be considered with a new land use permit application to modify this permit.
Submit a noise impact study performed by a qualified acoustical engineer. The study
should be based on noise levels generated by the first scheduled racing event on the oval.
The study shall measure noise levels along the east boundary of the Davis property
(Parcel #003-020-033). If noise levels exceed the land use compatibility standards
prescribed by the Noise Element, mitigation measures shall be provided to reduce the
sound levels to within appropriate levels at the Davis property line. The report is subject
to review and approval of the Zoning Administrator, and the applicant is responsible for

the cost of any technical review given to the report. Mitigation measures to be

considered include possible redesign of oval or grandstand. After the initial racing event
on the oval, the oval shall not be utilized until the Zoning Administrator gives specific
approval to he acoustical study and any required mitigation measures are implemented.

Proof of a recording of the following disclosure of deed restrictions shall be submitted
to the Community Development Department prior to the issuance of any building or
grading permits.

"You are purchasing a property with a permit for a moto-cross trails park. This permit
carries with it certain conditions that must be met by the owner of the property. The
permit (LP95202) is available from the current owner or from the Contra Costa County
Community Development Department. A new owner is required to meet with the
Zoning Administrator within 30 days of purchasing the property to discuss the terms of
the permit and County requirements and expectations.”

Public Works Department Conditions

19.

20.

General Requirements:

A This development shall conform to the requirements of Division 914 (Drainage)
and the remainder of Title 9 and Title 10 of the Subdivision Ordinance. Any

exceptions therefrom must be specifically listed in this conditional approval .

siatement. Drainage, road and utfility requirements are based on the plan
submitted February 28, 1995, and shall be subject to the review and approval of
Public Works.

B. Improvement plans prepared by a registered civil engineer shall be submitted to
the Public Works Department, Engineering Services Division, along with the
review and inspection fees, and security for all improvements required by the
Ordinance Code or the conditions of approval for this project.

Roadway Improvements (Frontage/On-site/Off-site):
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22,

24.

The applicant shall be permitted an exception from construction of full frontage
improvements along the Camino Diablo frontage of this property, at this time, provided
that he improves the Camino Diablo entrance to this development to include atleasta 6.1
meter (20-foot) wide paved driveway constructed to County private road standards from
the edge of pavement to the proposed right of way line. The entrance shall also include
paved tapers and flares designed and constructed in accordance with Figure 405.7 from
the Caltrans Highway Design Manual from the edge of pavement along Camino Diablo
to the right of way line (based on the basic 6.1 meter [20-foot] driveway width).

Access to Adjoining Property:

Proof of Access/Acquisition

A. Applicant shall furnish proof to the Public Works Department, Engineering
Services Division, of the acquisition of all necessary rights of way, rights of

entry, permits and/or easements for the construction of off-site, temporary. or
permanent, road or drainage improvements.

Encroachment Permit

B. Obtain an encroachment permit from the application & Permit Center for
construction of driveways, or other improvements within the right of way of
Camino Diablo.

Restrict Access

C. Restrict Access along Camino Diablo, with the exception of the proposed access.

Road Dedication:

Applicant shall convey to the County, by Offer of Dedication, additional right of way on

Camino Diablo as required for the planned future width of 33.5 meters (110 feet) with

at least a 457 meter (1,500-foot) denterline radius.

Intersection Design/Sight Distance:

Provide a sight distance analysis, subject to the review of the Public Works, which

analyzes the proposed Camino Diablo entrance to this development. Provide sight

distance based on a design speed of 104 kllometers per hour (65 miles per hour) along
Camino Diablo.

Drainage Improvements:
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26.

27.

28.

2.

Collect and Convev

Al Division 914 of the ordinance Code requires that all storm waters entering or
originating within the subject property shall be conveyed, without diversion and
within an adequaté storm drainage facility, to a natural watercourse having
definable bed and banks, or to an existing adequate public storm drainage facility
which conveys the storm waters to a natural watercourse.

B. Discharging concentrated storm water into roadside ditches is prohibited by the
Ordinance Code. However, as roadside ditches are characteristic of the area, an
exception from this requirement is granted provided the applicant verifies the
adequacy of the downstream ditch system or constructs any necessary
improvements to make this system adeéquate.

Miscellaneous Drainage Requirements:

The applicant shall install within a dedicated drainage easement any portion of the
drainage system which conveys run-off from public streets.

Utilities/Undergrounding:

An exception is permitted from undergrounding utility distribution facilities due to the
rural nature of this area. '

Traffic Control:

"The applicant shall provide special traffic control personnel at the Camino Diablo access

to this property for events involving more than 500 vehicles, unless the Zoning
Administrator approves the special event without traffic control. Traffic control may
also be required for smaller events if significant traffic complaints substantiate a need.
Creek Structure Setbacks:

The applicant shall be required to observe the creek structure setback line in accordance
with Section 914-14.012, " Structures Setback Lines for Unimproved Earth Channels” for
any new structures on this property.

National Pollutant Disckarge Elimination System (in addition to NPDES permif):

Within 30 days of the effective date of this (1998) modified permit, the applicant shall
insure that he has complied with all components of this condition of approval.

A, Hazardous wastes, including but not limited to used motor oil, battery acid or
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antifreeze shall not be discharged onto the ground.

B. All hazardous wastes shall be stored ‘in appropriate containers on a covered
concrete slab in an area which is ot subject to inundation and shall be removed
from the facility at least once each 90 days.

C. The applicant shall pave, cover and contain the various vehicle repair pit areas
to prevent contaminants from these areas from reaching the creek. The applicant
shall obtain a Hazardous Waste Generator’s Permit from the County Health
Department to assure adequate maintenance of the vehicle repair pit areas and
disposal of the hazardous wastes.

D. The applicant shall provide an erosion control plan showing how the quantity of
silt entering the creek from this property will be reduced. The erosion control
plan shall be subject to the review of the Public Works.,

NOTE: In the event that the improvements required by the Public Works
Department have been constructed, the 2pplicant shall provide Steve Wright of the
Public Works Department with evidence that these improvements have been
completed.

ADVISORY NOTES

PLEASE NOTE ADVISORY NOTES ARE ATTACHED TO THE CONDITIONS OF
APPROVAL BUT ARENOT A PART OF THE CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL, ADVISORY
NOTES ARE PROVIDED FOR THE PURPOSE OF INFORMING THE APPLICANT OF
ADDITIONAL ORDINANCE REQUIREMENTS THAT MUST BE MET IN ORDER TO
PROCEED WITH DEVELOPMENT.

Al

The applicant will be required to comply with the requirements of the
Bridge/Thoroughfare Fee Ordinance for the Eastern Contra Costa County Subregional
Transportation Mitigation Fee Area of Benefit as adopted by the Board of Supervisors.

The applicant shall be required to comply with the drainage fee requirements for
Drainage Area 109 as adopted by the Board of Supervisors.

The applicant shall be required to comply with all rules, regulations and procedures of
the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit for municipal,
construction and industrial activities as promulgated by the California State Water
Resources Control Board or any of it’s Regional Water Quality Control Boards (San
Francisco Bay-Regional II or Central Valley-Region V).
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D. The Project Lies within 100-year flood boundary as designed on the Federal Emergency
Flood Rate Maps. The applicant shall be aware of the requirements of the Federal Flood
Insurance Program and the County Flood Plain Management Ordinance (Ordinance No.
90-118) as they pertain to future construction of any structures on this property.

E. This project may be subject to the requirements of the Department of Fish & Game. It
is the applicant’s responsibility to notify the Department of Fish & Game, P.O. Box 47,
Yountville, California 94599, of any proposed construction within this development that
may affect any fish and wildlife resources, per the Fish & Game Code.

I This project may be subject to the requirements of the Army Corps of Engineers. Itis
the applicant’s responsibility to notify the appropriate district of the Corps of Engineers
to determine if a permit is required, and if it can be obtained.

G. Comply with the requirements of the East Diablo Fire Protection District, including
safety requirements for operation of the track.

ELZ/aa
LPV/2020-95¢.ELZ
2/13/96

9/3/%6

9/23/96 Z.A. Rev. (v)
12/2/96 - EC (a)
2/4/97 - BS (a)
2/24/98 - ZA (rd)
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May 22, 2015

BAND-DELIVERED

Community Development Division
Contra Costa County Department of
Conservation and Development

30 Muir Road

Martinez, California 94553

Attn: Aruna Bhat, Deputy Director

Re: John and Lori Ramirez (Apphcants)/.lames and Dorothy Schmidt (Owners),
County File No. LP13-2095
Site Address/Location: 50 Camino Diablo Road, Unincorporated
Brentwood, CA (APN 003-020-048)

Appeal By Twenty-Three Camino Diablo and Walnut Avenue Homeowners
and Residents to the Contra Costa County Board of Supervisors of the
County Planning Commission’s May 12, 2015 Decision Allowing Off-Road
Motocross Operations, Finding Applicant to be in Compliance with Land

Use Permit No. LP95-2020 Conditions of Appreval, and Approving Revised
Site Plans dated October 31,2014

Dear Ms. Bhat:

This appeal letter is submitted on behalf of our clients, who include Linda and Gary
Thuman; Ron, Tracy and Cassidy Harrison; Cole, Linda and Chuck Harrison; Rick and Donna
Kendrick; Rick and Diana Klinger; Christina Morain and Steve Glennon; Howard Bowles;

Dave, Brenda and Elione Chapman; Harvey and Gail Webb; Cliff Chatteron; Jerry Glenn; and
Ernie Moore (collectively, “Appellants™).

Appellants hereby appeal from the above-referenced decision of the County Planning
Commission, resulting from a 5-2 vote of the Commission members at the conclusion of the
Commission’s May 12, 2015 Five-Year Compliance Review hearing for the proposed Diablo
MX Ranch Motocross Park located at 50 Camino Diablo (the “project”). Appellants’ homes and

California Plaza ¢ 2121 N. California Blvd. ¢ Suite 875 ¢ P.O.Box 8180 ¢ Walnut Creek, CA 94596-8180
Phone (925) 935-3300 ¢ Fax (925) 935-0371 ¢ www.bowlesverna.com
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residential properties are located nearby, and in some cases immediately adjacent to, the west,
northwest, east and south sides of the proposed motocross site.

Enclosed herewith please find a $125.00 check covering the required appeal filing fee.

A statement of the specific grounds and reasons for this appeal is set forth in the
remainder of this letter. Appellants have not seen or received any written confirmation of the
Planning Commission’s decision from the County. Accordingly, Appellants reserve the right to
further augment the presentation of grounds and reasons for their appeal before and at the
hearing before the County Board of Supervisors. Appellants appeal from the Planning
Commission’s decision on the following grounds:

1. The 1998 use permit has terminated by operation of law. If the Applicant
and Owner now wish to operate a motocross park on the property, then under the terms of
the Contra Costa County Code they must apply for and obtain a new use permit — which

they have not done.

This issue is governed by County Code Section 26-2.2016, which provides:

“If a use is established according to the terms and conditions of a permit and the use is
discontinued for any reason for a period of six months, the permit shall become void
and the use shall not be resumed. Upon application during the six months period by
the owner and upon a showing of good cause the director of planning may grant an
extension not to exceed a total of six months” (emphasis added).

The County issued Land Use Permit dated November 2, 1998 to Tom Anderson (Application
LP95-2020) to operate a motorcycle racetrack on Assessor’s Parcel No. 003-020-039.
According to the May 12, 2015 Staff Report (hereinafter, “Staff Report™), “[t]he property was
sold in 2013, at which time the motorcycle park use ceased operation for six months, during
which time a six-month extension of the land use was approved and the use was resumed.” See
Staff Report, p. 2.

There are a number of factual errors and concerns here. First, Anderson was forced to
sell the property during the summer of 2012 — not in 2013, as represented in the Staff Report.
Any statement or suggestion that the use of the property for a motorcycle racetrack or park
ceased in 2013 is in error.
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In other documents, County staff have taken the position that the “last date of operation”
of the motocross park was August 6, 2012. To Appellants’ knowledge, the only evidence in the
County’s files supporting this determination is a reference on the former owner’s (i.e.,
Anderson’s) Facebook page. See Staff Report, Ex. 4. It also now appears that the subsequent
owner, the law firm of Glynn & Finley LLP, requested a six-month extension of the use permit
by letter dated December 3, 2012, which the County granted on March 5, 2013. See Staff
Report, Ex. 5. Assuming that this extension was timely and proper, to avoid having the use
permit lapse, operations of the motorcycle park had to resume by no later than August 6, 2013.

Significantly, this is also what the County told Appellants. In the summer of 2013,
Appellants began contacting the County planning staff to ask questions about the status of the

1998 land use permit. On July 10, 2013, County Planner Gary Kupp sent the following e-mail to
Appellant Linda Thuman:

“It was determined that the motocross land use ceased on Aug. 6, 2012. They are
allowed by code 6 months of inactivity, in this case until Feb. 6, 2013. Since they made
a timely extension request, they were granted the 6 month extension until Aug. 6, 2013.
So with the extension, they are allowed a year of inactivity” (emphasis added).

(A true and correct copy of Mr. Kupp’s July 10, 2013 e-mail is attached as Exhibit 1 hereto.)
Mr. Kupp’s e-mail is entirely consistent with the clear and unambiguous text of Section 26-
2.2016. The applicant was entitled to a single year of inactivity, not more than that.

The Staff Report states (at p. 2) that “the use was resumed.” Again, however, no
evidence in support of this statement has been provided by the County. Photographs taken by
Ms. Thuman in August 2013, and previously submitted to the County, include a “Sand Hill
Motorcycle Park Closed” sign, a “For Sale” sign and other obvious evidence of inactivity. In
the absence of any evidence that the motorcycle park had resumed operations prior to
August 6, 2013, the 1998 land use permit expired and became “void” as a matter of law
under County Code Section 26-2.2016.

The Staff Report tries to get around this by asserting — contrary to the plain language of
Section 26-2.2016 — that “discontinued” as used in that section refers to a “change in use, not the
inactivity of an approved land use.” See Staff Report, p. 4.

However, the notion that “discontinued use” means a “change in use” is a complete
distortion of the English language. It is also inconsistent with Mr. Kupp’s July 10, 2013 e-mail
to Linda Thuman, which specifically states that the property owner was to be allowed only “a
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year of inactivity.” Mr. Kupp’s e-mail appears to be supported by a clear and straightforward
interpretation of the ordinance. By contrast, the position now articulated in the current Staff
Report is not supported by the text of the County’s ordinance, which makes clear that if the use
is discontinued “for any reason” the permit is deemed to be void.

Under the staff’s logic, operations under a use permit could end for a period of years, yet
the use permit would remain valid as long as the empty buildings and structures on the property
were not removed. But that is not what the County Code says. In granting and enforcing the use
permit at issue here, the County (including its planning staff) “is bound by the terms of the
ordinance until the ordinance is amended through proper legislative procedure.” (Johnston v.
Board of Supervisors (1947) 31 Cal.2d 66, 74; City and County of San Francisco v. Superior
Court (1959) 53 Cal.2d 236, 250-251 (same).) Put another way, the County cannot place an
interpretative “gloss” on the language of Section 26-2.2016, as suggested in the Staff Report,
when it is so clearly erroneous and contradicted by the language itself.

At the May 12, 2015 Planning Commission hearing, County staff also suggested that the
1998 use permit remains valid because the Community Development Department had not
previously taken action to formally revoke the permit. But this argument ignores the well-settled
rule that a public entity, such as the County, lacks the power to waive or consent to a violation of
its zoning laws. (See, e.g., City of Fontana v. Atkinson (1963) 212 Cal.App.2d 499, 507-508;
Western Surgical Supply Co. v. Affleck (1952) 110 Cal.App.2d 388, 392-393.) Indeed, the
failure of the County staff to properly enforce Section 26-2.2016 according to its terms does not
preclude the people of this State — Appellants herein included — from seeking to enforce the
County Code now, or in the future. (See, e.g., Caminetti v. State Mut. Life Ins. Co. (1942) 52
Cal.App.2d 321, 326, accord, Western Surgical, supra, 110 Cal.App.2d at 392-393.)

Finally, the Staff Report states (at p. 4) that on March 28, 2014, the property was
purchased by the current Applicants and Owners who now intend to operate a motocross facility.
The Staff Report goes on to state that: “Even though the park has not been open to the public
since being purchased by the Schmidts and Ramirezes, the land use is still valid since the
applicants have been actively pursuing compliance with the conditions of the permit.” This
statement is contrary to the record, and the plain language of Section 26-2.2016. In any
event, the 1998 land use permit expired and became void no later than August 6, 2013.
Nothing that the Schmidts and Ramirezes did, or could have done in March 2014, after they
purchased the property, operated to revive the 1998 land use permit. Nor was the County free to
grant yet another “extension” of the land use permit to the Applicants. County Code Section
26.2-2016 makes crystal clear that the “director of planning™ may only grant a single, one-time
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extension “not to exceed a total of six months.” The Applicants are out of time and have no
rights under the now void 1998 permit. '

There are, moreover, sound public policy reasons to apply Section 26.2-2016 according
to its terms. The process by which a use permit was approved in 1998 was less than rigorous.
The motocross project was approved based on an Initial Study which concluded that the
proposed project would result in “insignificant” increases in existing noise levels and
“insignificant” exposure of people to severe noise levels. See Staff Report, Ex. 6. That was a
dubious conclusion in 1998, and it remains seriously flawed today.

It 1s also worth noting that in processing the current application for a five-year
compliance review, County staff has found that the County’s 60 dBA Noise Control” special
program applies to this application. (See Exhibit 21 to the Staff Report, a true and correct copy
of which is attached as Exhibit 2 to this appeal letter.) 60 dBA is generated by typical speech or
a conversation between friends. See County General Plan, Noise Element, Figure 11-3, at p. 11-
6. (Pertinent excerpts from the County’s Noise Element are attached as Exhibit 3 hereto.)
Prior motocross park nuisance litigation and other published scientific reports indicate it is
extremely doubtful that the operation of a motocross park at this location has ever met, or can
meet, a 60 dBA standard. Both the Planning Commission, and the Zoning Administrator at the
previous December 15, 2014 public hearing, heard testimony from the Appellants that operation

of the motocross park has routinely interfered with efforts to carry on a conversation both inside
and outside of their homes.

2, The Diablo MX motocross project is subject to, and not exempt from, the
requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”), Public Resources
Code § 21000, ef seq.

Appellants made the same legal and factual arguments in their December 24, 2014 letter
appealing from the Zoning Administrator’s decision. At the outset, it should be noted that the
Staff Report failed to address the CEQA case law and arguments directly or on their legal merits
— a point which Appellants made before the Planning Commission. For the benefit of the Board
of Supervisors, Appellants’ position is again briefly restated below.

First: CEQA applies to the current proceedings before the County because the 1998 land
use permit is no longer valid. Any consideration of the Applicant’s proposal to resume
motocross operations at the property requires the filing of a new application for a use permit, and
constitutes a new “project” within the meaning of CEQA. At a minimum, the County is required
to prepare an Initial Study and Environmental Checklist (see Public Resources Code §
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21080(c)(2), and CEQA Guidelines, §§ 15063 and 15365). Indeed, CEQA and case law
interpreting it require the County to prepare a full Environmental Impact Report (“EIR”) where,
as here, there is substantial evidence supporting a “fair argument” that the project has potentially
significant environmental impacts. (See Public Resources Code § 21151; Laurel Heights
Improvement Association of San Francisco, Inc. v. Regents of the University of California (1993)
6 Cal.a® 1112, 1123.) It is well settled that the “fair argument” standard sets a “low threshold”
for requiring the preparation of an EIR. (See, e.g., Citizens Action 10 Serve All Students v.
Thornley (1990) 222 Cal.App.3d 748, 754.)

Second: Even if one assumes that the 1998 permit is effective (i.e., not void under
County Code Section 26.2-2016 despite all evidence to the contrary), the County’s recent action
on the proposed Diablo MX motocross facility is still a “project” that is subject to CEQA today.

CEQA generally applies to “discretionary projects proposed to be carried out or approved

by public agencies.” Public Resources Code § 21080(a). CEQA specifically applies to an

activity for issuance of a permit or entitlement for use of the project involving an exercise of
discretion by the agency. (See Public Resources Code § 21065, defining “project”, and CEQA
Guidelines, § 15352(b), defining “gpproval”.) Section 15378(a) of the CEQA Guidelines
amplifies this point, with a broad definition of “project” as meaning “the whole of an action,
which has a potential for resulting in either a direct physical change in the environment, or a
reasonably foreseeable indirect change in the environment” (emphasis added). The term
“project” is “given a broad interpretation in order to maximize protection of the environment.”
(McQueen v. Board of Directors of the Midpeninsula Regional Open Space District (1988) 202
Cal.App.3d 1136, 1143.) Put another way, an agency must fully analyze each “project” in a
single environmental review document. It cannot segment or divide the project, and not analyze
all of its impacts, without running afoul of CEQA. (Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport
Authority v. Hensler (1991) 233 Cal.App.3d 577, 592.)

Does the Applicant seek the issuance of a new permit by the County? Yes, absolutely.
The noticed Agenda for the December 15, 2014 Zoning Administrator hearing described the
project as including “a request for a grading permit to grade 12,800 cubic yards for track
renovations” — i.e., roughly the equivalent of 1,280 truckloads of dirt. The Staff Report
presented to the Planning Commission glossed over this fact, but it remains unchallenged. Has
the County analyzed the potential environmental impacts of those grading operations?
Apparently not, since the County is taking the position that the project is “exempt” from CEQA
and that the requested grading permit is “ministerial.” But the Staff Report does not address the
potential environmental impacts of moving and off-hauling that much dirt. This is contrary to
CEQA principles.
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Leaving aside the grading permit, the County has expressly reserved the power to
exercise its discretion and impose other “discretionary conditions” in the future with respect to
the Diablo MX project. This is something that the Staff Report completely failed to
acknowledge. Again, this is a significant flaw in the staff analysis of the CEQA issue.

The fact that the County has retained planning “discretion” really cannot credibly be
denied. The Staff Report (at p. 12) states that under Condition of Approval No 17, the applicant
cannot use the oval track “until the Community Development Division has a chance to review
the [required noise impact] study and implement any neise mitigation measures that may be
required based on the results of the study” (emphasis added). Put another way, the County is

retaining its full planning discretion to impose further necessary and appropriate conditions on
this project.

The existence of that discretion is yet another reason why CEQA applies to the current
Diablo MX motocross project. The statements by the Zoning Administrator at the December 13,
2014 hearing in announcing her decision, to the effect that the “County has no discretion”, are

disingenuous. They cannot be squared with the presentation in the Staff Report, or the express
language of Condition of Approval No. 17.

The Staff Report asserts (at p. 7) that requiring this project or the current applicant to
comply with CEQA “would essentially be a form of double jeopardy.” But this is not a criminal
proceeding. The applicant is subject to the use permit conditions and all applicable laws,
including CEQA. Rather than “double jeopardy”, the core issue is what CEQA requires with
respect to projects where, as here, the County clearly has retained planning discretion to
impose further conditions and mitigation measures by virtue of Condition of Approval No. 17,
and the applicant has in fact applied for additional permits. If the former owner of the property
had done the required noise-study previously or completed the necessary grading shortly after the
1998 use permit was approved, perhaps CEQA would not be triggered here. But that was not the
situation before the Planning Commission, or before the Board of Supervisors now.

Third: The requirement under CEQA that agencies analyze the potential environmental
impacts of the “whole of an action” is a critical element of CEQA compliance. It is one which
the County unfortunately has not met in this case. The County may or may not have complied
with CEQA prior to approval of the 1998 land use permit, but that is not germane here. What is
relevant is that the Diablo MX project circa 2014-2-15 is not the same as the project
approved by the County back in 1998.
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Again, the Staff Report (at p. 2) confirms this fact. It recommends that the Zoning
Administrator “APPROVE the revised site plans, received on October 31, 2014” (emphasis
added). Clearly, the current project description has changed since 1998, including among other
things the following project modifications: (1) “relocation of the oval track”, acknowledged at
page 2 of the Staff Report; (2) changes in track layout; (3) changes in the pit parking area; (4) the
project site has been reduced by 50 percent, from approximately 80 to approximately 40 acres,
significantly reducing the extent of previous buffer zones between the motorcycle tracks and
adjacent homes; (5) additional grading is now required, requiring a grading permit as previously
discussed; (6) the very noisy motorcycle park operations are now in closer proximity to adjacent
single family homes and properties, which impacts must be analyzed; and (6) the elevations on
site have been changed, including the cutting down of hilly terrain and removal of trees. Those
changes and their potential environmental impacts were not analyzed in 1998. They must be
properly analyzed now in accordance with CEQA standards.

At the May 12 Planning Commission hearing, County staff tried to characterize the
changes in the location of the oval track as “consistent” with the 1998 use permit approvals. But
such statements are belied by the record in this case, and specifically by a comparison of the
1996 site plan (Staff Report, Ex. 10) with the October 2014 proposed site plan (Staff Report, Ex.
11). (Copies of the 1996 and 2014 site plans clearly depicting the changed location and
reconfiguration of the newly proposed oval track are attached as Exhibit 4 and Exhibit § hereto,
respectively.) The changes in the project description mandate further environmental review
under CEQA.

Final point on the CEQA issue: The Staff Report states that Appellants submitted “no
evidence of data that demonstrate that the approved land use is adversely impacting the
environment.” This is contrary to the record.

Appellants presented evidence and testimony at the December 15, 2014 Zoning
Administrator hearing, and again before the Planning Commission, that these and other changes
to the project raised a number of potentially significant environmental impacts. This included
testimony regarding impacts with respect to (1) noise, first and foremost; (2) air quality and
pollution impacts from motorcycle exhaust; (3) noxious fumes and odors permeating and
invading adjacent residential properties and homes; (4) threats to wildlife species of special
concern including eagles, woodpecker and other birds, San Joaquin kit fox, bobcats and badgers
which have returned to the property and populated the surrounding area since the shutdown of
motocross operations in 2012; (5) impacts of groundwater pumping and the use of up to 40,000
gallons per day by the project, for dust control and other purposes, on Appellants’ groundwater
use and rights to extract water from the same aquifer, and other potential hydrologic impacts; (6)
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erosion of soil on the project’s barren slopes and potential impacts of such erosion on Kellogg
Creek; and (7) potential safety hazards on Camino Diablo from the tracking of mud from
motorcycles and other vehicles involved in racing and other motocross activities on the property.

None of these impacts resulting from changes in the project have been adequately addressed by
the County in a CEQA compliant manner.

3. The applicant is not in compliance with all of the conditions of approval
imposed by the County in connection with the 1998 use permit issuance (File No. LP95-
2020). The Planning Commission’s findings of such compliance are contrary to the
evidence.

This appeal point specifically applies to Conditions of Approval Nos. 1, 2, 4, 5,6, 11, 13,
17, 18 and 20. The reasons why the applicant is not in compliance with the conditions of
approval are set forth in further detail in Appellant Linda Thuman’s December 5, 2014 letter to

the Zoning Administrator (see Exhibit 6 enclosed herewith), which is incorporated by reference
herein.

4. The proposed motocross project imposes severe and unmitigated noise
impacts on adjacent residents, including Appellants, which are contrary to, and
inconsistent with the County’s General Plan, including the Noise Element.

County staff have made a number of questionable assertions. First, the May 12 Staff
Report states (at p. 13) that “[n]oise was analyzed in the Initial Study.” However, there is no
evidence that a noise study or analysis was actually conducted back in the late 1990°s. Given the

inherently noisy nature of the proposed motorcycle park use, this statement by staff must be
viewed with some considerable skepticism.

Also on page 13, the Staff Report states that the Appellants have provided “no data or
evidence that the [motorcycle) park activities are in violation of the General Plan . . ..”
However, Appellants have previously provided the County with video evidence, documents, and
oral testimony regarding the significant and unavoidable impacts that operation of a motocross
park and racing events would have on their quality of life and property rights.

For example, the Harrison family — whose property is right next door to motorcycle trails
that run within a few feet of their property line — testified eloquently at the December 15, 2014
hearing about the impacts of the motocross facility on their quiet enjoyment of their property.
They also testified about the safety risks of nearby, high-volume motorcycle noise on horses and
equestrians (including Cassidy Harrison) who cannot use the corral for calf-roping activities
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because motorcycles on the adjacent track have startled horses and raised fears that horses will
“holt” and buck them off, resulting in potentially serious injuries to both horse and rider.

And Appellants Rick and Donna Kendrick provided testimony that a star-gazing party in
their backyard was thoroughly disrupted by nighttime racing activity on the motocross property.
It was so noisy that the astronomer who had been invited to speak about the stars could not be
heard by those in the Kendrick backyard over the motorcycle noise emanating from 50 Camino
Diablo — despite his use of a microphone.

The Zoning Administrator ignored that evidence in issuing her December 15, 2014
decision; and ultimately, the Planning Commission’s 5-2 majority failed to rectify the situation in
upholding the Zoning Administrator’s decision. The Planning Commission’s decision is
inconsistent with, and contrary to, the Noise Element of the County General Plan.

The County is required by California law to have a Noise Element as part of its General
Plan. See Gov. Code § 65302(f). This statute requires the County to “identify and work toward
mitigation of noise problems in the community.” See Ex. 3 (County General Plan at p. 11-1).
Moreover, the Noise Element recognizes the obvious fact that “residential areas™ are particularly
“noise-sensitive” (id. at p. 11-2), and that “noise can affect adversely the enjoyment of quiet
activities in open space” (id. at p. 11-3). The Planning Commission’s decision ignored that there
will be severe “noise problems” associated with the project, and did nothing to address or
mitigate those impacts.

The Noise Element recognizes that the effects of noise on people include nuisance and
annoyance; interference with activities such as speech, sleep and learning; and physiological
effects such as anxiety or hearing loss (id. at p. 11-5). Appellants provided substantial testimony
and evidence that the motocross park will subject them to these adverse impacts. In her haste to
find the Applicant to be “in compliance”, this evidence was disregarded by the Zoning
Administrator. So did the Planning Commission majority.

Finally, the Noise Element includes a discussion of noise exposure that includes a 51010
dBA “penalty” (i.e., a required reduction in noise levels) applicable to noisy nighttime activities
after 7:00 p.m. and before 7:00 a.m. (id. at pp. 11-5 and 11-6). However, the County has
sanctioned use of the lighted racetrack for motorcycle racing until 11:00 p.m. on Friday and
Saturday nights! (See Condition of Approval No. 5.) Appellants have repeatedly and
vociferously complained that the project will routinely exceed accepted land use compatibility
and community standards during evening and nighttime hours, in violation of the Noise Element
and general principles of nuisance law.
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The Planning Commission, Zoning Administrator and County planning staff have failed
to address and respond to these concerns, and to impose necessary and appropriate mitigation
measures to protect the health and welfare of the public and homeowners living in close
proximity to the project site. Appellants respectfully submit that the Board of Supervisors has
the authority and the duty to ensure that this project is not allowed to operate in a manner that
will be inconsistent with California law and the General Plan.

s. The Planning Commission’s decision fails to provide any rational direction
or process guidance, or technical criteria to be followed in connection with the “noise
impact study” required by Condition of Approval Ne. 17.

The May 12 Staff Report appears to miss the point being raised by Appellants here. The
County staff apparently feel they are “bound” by the language of Condition of Approval No. 17
(see Staff Report, p. 14). However, this condition is less than clear; and for that reason, the
Planning Commission could and should have appropriately interpreted that condition and

provided explicit direction to staff, the applicant and Appellants regarding how the noise impact
study should be carried out.

Such direction would have been particularly appropriate, given the fact that the applicant
expects that the County will be “hir[ing] the necessary acoustical consultant to complete the
sound study.” See Applicant’s Staff Report, Ex. 12, atp. 1. Since County staff apparently will
be responsible for oversight of the required noise impact study, it is appropriate for the Board of
Supervisors to provide such direction now. The Planning Commission discussed this issue
during their deliberations. However, the Commission majority ultimately declined to come to
grips with this issue and to “leave it up to the Board.”

In any event, appropriate direction from the Board of Supervisors would include, at a
minimum, the following:

(a) The taking of ambient noise measurements.

Unless ambient noise measurements while racing activities are not taking place are
required as part of the “impact study”, the County will not have any baseline data for purposes of
comparison. The Staff Report indicates (at p. 13) that the operation of the motorcycle park must
comply with the “land use compatibility standards prescribed by the Noise Element.” Requiring

the collection of ambient baseline data would be entirely consistent with the County’s Noise
Element.
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(b) Direction regarding applicable noise standards.

The Staff Report remains unclear as to the applicable noise standards which are to be
adhered to in this case. For example, it is not clear that the noise impact study must account for
the required noise penalty [i.e., reduction in noise levels] set forth in the Noise Element
applicable to nighttime noise levels. But clearly, that study should meet the Noise Element
standard, given Condition of Approval No. 5’s authorization of nighttime racing until 11:00 p.m.
on Friday and Saturday nights.

(¢) Fair and open process, including prior notice to Appellants.

Moreover, there is a need for beiter direction regarding a fair process to govern the noise
impact study activities going forward. As a matter of due process, it is important — and just plain
fair — for prior notice to be given to Appellants of the date of the first race, open communication,
and cooperation with Appellants to ensure that proper noise measurement protocols are followed
and reliable data is collected in the field by acoustical experts under a fair and scientific process
that is not skewed in favor of the applicants.

Such advance notice is particularly appropriate given the applicant’s assurances to the
County that they will “notify the Community Development Department a minimum of 30 days in
advance of the opening of the oval for any racing events.” See their March 28, 2014 letter to
Gary Kupp (Staff Report, Ex. 12); see also, Use Permit Condition of Approval No. 2. If the
applicant is going to be giving notice to the County, this Commission can reasonably direct staff
to provide notice to the Appellants at the same time.

It should be noted that the County fostered such an open and fair process when it
conducted noise studies in connection with the proposed Brentwood Rod and Gun Club project
back in 2001 and 2002 — a project that impacted many of the same properties owned by
Appellants here.

Finally, we note that it may also be appropriate for the County to permit the first race to
be conducted during the pendency of any future appeal to the Board of Supervisors in this
matter. As a matter of good public policy, it would better to have the results of any noise impact
study in hand before final action is taken on this project, rather than after.

Appellants reserve the right to raise other grounds and reasons for its appeal in future
submissions to the County Board of Supervisors, and/or staff at the Community Development
Division.
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On behalf of Appellants, we appreciate the Board of Supervisors’ thoughtful
reconsideration of this matter, and the issues raised by this appeal.

Very truly yours,

<
mﬁs o volke
AVID W. TROTTER
Enclosures

cc:  -Supervisor Mary Piepho (w/encls.) — via U.S. mail
Appellants (w/encls.) — via e-mail and U.S. mail
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To: Gary Kupp
~ Subject: Re: Sand Hill

thanks Gary. Son'y to be such a pain, appreciate your patience! Linda

From: MWW@
To: Linds Thumen <ithuman?]51@sbcglobal.net>
Sent: Wednesday, July 10,2013 18:20 AM
Subject: RE: Send Hill

Linda:

Tt was determined that the motorcross land use ceased on Aug 6, 2012, They are allowed by code 6
months of inactivity, in this case until Feb 6, 2013. Since they made a timely extension request, they

were granted the 6 month extension unil Aug 6, 2013. So with‘the extension; they are. allowed a year of
inactivity. Hope this helps. Don’t know if the property was sold or not.

Gary Kupp, Planner
CONTRA COSTA CCUNTY
Conservation and Development
30 Muir Road

‘Marfinez, CA 94553

(925) 674-779%—Direct

(925) 674-T205—Main

{925) €74-7258—Fax

From: Linda Thuman [mailto:lthuman?7151@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Wednesday, July 10, 2013 9:04 AM

To: Gary Kupp
Subject: Re: Sand Hill

thanks Gary, sorry about that, I thought it went out in December. do you know how I can find out if it
has been sold?

Linda
From: Gary Kupp <Garv.Kupp@dcd cccounty.ns>
To: Linda Thuman <lthuman7151 @sbcglobal.net>

Seat: Mondsy, July 8, 2013 12:55 PM
Subject: RE: Send Hill

February 6, 2013 to August 6, 2013= six months

Gary Kupp, Planner
CONTRA COSTA COUNTY
Conservstion 2nd Development
30 Muir Road

EXHIBIT 4
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From: Linda Thnmar [meilto:ithuman7151@sbceiobal.net] '
Seat: Monday, July 08, 2013 11:11 AM

To: Gary Kupp
Suobject: Re: Send Hill

Hi Gary,
1 thought it was a 6 month extension, what did I miss? Has it sold?

thanks
Linda

From: Gary Kupp

To: Linda 'Ihumnn <lthuman7151 Mobal.nep
Sent: Monday, July 8, 2013 8:30 AM

Subject: RE: Sand Hill

Linds, the extension was granted until August 6, 2013. Beyond that, they would need a néw use permit.

Gary Kupp, Planner
CONTRA COSTA COUNTY
Conservation and Development
30 Muir Road

Martinez, CA 94553

(925) 674-T199—Direct

(925) 674-T205—Main

(925) 674-7258—Frx

Sent: Friday, July 05, 201310'02AM ‘

To: Gery Kupp
Subject: Sand Hill

Hi Gary,

Hope you had a nice 4th! I think the last time we talked was just before Christmas and you said you
were planning on issuing the 6 month extension letter to the owners of Sand Hill on December 26. So it
has been 6 months & I just wanted to check on the status so I can update the neighbors. i is my

understanding that if Sand Hill was not operating during that 6 month period that they would have to go
throughﬂxeentxreapphcadmnprocessagmn. Sowearehopmgﬂntzswhzre Sand Hill is now, no

motocross unless they go through the entire application process again.

thank you
Linda Thumean

http:/fus-mg205 .mail.yahoo.com/neo/launch?.partner=sbc& rand=070pd3h2c555f 8/15/2013
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Fax: 825-674-7258

AGENCY COMMENT REQUEST

: _ Date
ication currently under review.

We request your comments regarding the attached appl

DISTRIBUTION
Intema|
— Buiiding Inspection
——Advance Planning

—Grading inspection
—Housing Programs

—Trans. Planning . Jelecom Planner
__ALUC Staff — _HCP/NCCP Staff
—_APC Floodplain Tech —County Geologist

Health Services Department
_Y Environmental Health

—_Hazardous Materials

'%bﬂc Works Department .
Y_Enginesting Services (Full-size) ___ Traffic

—_Fiood Control (Full-size) —Special Districts

Local _
_Vrire District ERST () uiem Goet e

_janitary District
- Water Distridw
—Cltyof_
—School District(s)
—LAFCO

—Reclamation Distrigt #

—East Bay Regional Park District

Diablo/Discovery Baylc)r:rkeﬁ CcsD

___,lmproverhenthommunlty Association

Others/Non-locai

CHRIS ~ Sonoma State
— . ,
GA FER an@ﬂdﬁfe, Region 3 ~ Bay Delta

e v

*Comments:

Please submit your comments fo: |
Project Planner_%f\_/ Klﬁb
Phone # (@ (7‘1"‘ 1%

E-mall . dcd.cogoum .uUs

CountyFlle #_ | l’b";O‘fS
3. 200z

LA R B X

Prior to

| We-have found the following special programs apply

to this application;

— Active Fault Zone (Alquist-Prioio)
— Flood Hazard Area, Panel #
V7 60-dBA Noise Gonrs|

—— CA EPA Hazardous Waste Site

Tk ok ok

Please indicate the applicable code
section for any recommendation required by law or
ordinance. Plsase send copies of your response to
the Applicant and Owner.

Below Attached

None

Agency phbne # [‘le’)‘f’t?’ﬂ AY
REVISED 07/01/2013. TO PRINT MORE COFIES: G:\Current Planning\APC\APC Forms\CURRENT FORMS\Agency Comment Regquest.tdoc

Pl bbb Nl ri 00w @

EXHIBIT 2



il1l. NOISE ELEMENT

11.1 INTRODUCTION

Section 65302 (f) of the California Government Code requires that a noise element be prepared
as a part of all city and county general plans. This State law requires that a jurisdiction's noise
element identify and work toward mitigation of noise probiems in the community. This Noise

Element analyzes and quantifies, to the extent practical as determined by the legislative body,
current and projected noise levels for all of the following sources:

o Highways and freeways;
o Primary arterials and major local streets; °
o Passenger and freight on-line railroad operations and ground rapid transit systems;

o Commercial and general aviation, heliport, helistop, and military airport operatibns;
aircraft flyovers, jet engine test stands, and all other ground facilities and
maintenance functions related to airport operation;

o Local industrial plants including, but not limited to, railroad dassification (switching) yards; and

o Other ground stationary noise sources identified by local agencies as contributing to
the community noise environment.

Noise contours are shown for many of these sources and stated in terms of the
day/night average sound level (DNL or Lg,). The noise contouts are to be used to
guide land uses, as specified in the Land Use Element, so that the exposure of
community residences to excessive noise is minimized.

According to the Code, noise elements shall also include implementation measures and
possible solutions that address any existing and perceivable noise problems. The
adopted Noise Element shall serve as a guideline for compliance with the State Noise
Insulation Standards. (Title 24, Part II, CCR.)

This Noise Element follows the guidelines established by the California Department of
Health Services entitled, "Guidelines for the Preparation and Content of the Noise Element
of the General Plan." The State Guidelines define noise metrics, discuss the process of
Noise Element development, and present land use compatibility guidelines based on
various noise levels. The contents of the State's guidelines document were reviewed in
preparation of this Element and the relevant portions are incorporated into this document.

11.2 RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER GENERAL PLAN ELEMENTS

The General Plan E}':lements are important tools used by elected officials to provide policy
guidance and assist in decision making. All of the elements of the General Plan are
related and interdependent to some degree. However, the Noise Element is most closely
related to the Land Use, Housing, Circulation, and Open Space Elements, as shown in

i EXHIBIT =



11. Noise Element

TABLE 11-1 RELATIONSHIP OF NCISE ELEMENT TO OTHER GENERAL PLAN
ELEMENTS

LAND USE HOUSING
Guidelines for accepting land Decisions regard design, location
uses in relation to existing and and attenuation measures for
projected noise contours. | noise sensitive areas.

/I\ , N\

NOISE R

N

CIRCULATION OPEN SPACE
Location, capacity, and design determine Through separation and extensive
the extent of noise impact. landscaping noise can be mitigated.

The major objective of a noise element is to provide guidelines to achieve noise land
use compatibility. The Land Use and Noise Elements, therefore, are related closely. By
identifying noise-sensitive land uses and establishing compatibility guidelines for land
use and noise, the Noise Element will influence the general distribution, location, and
intensity of future land use. Effective land use planning can alieviate noise problems.

Residential areas are one of the noise-sensitive land uses. Therefore, the Housing Element is
directly affected by the Noise Element. The Housing Element policies and programs should
indude safeguards against noise intrusion. The implementation of Land Use/Noise
Compatibility Guidelines can reduce noise impacts in residential locations. In addition, proper
noise mitigation measures during housing construction can guard against adverse noise impact.

A city's circulation system is one of the major sources of continuous noise. Therefore, the
existing and future circulation system identified in the Circulation Element will influence
greatly the Noise Element. Circulation routes such as freeways, highways, and truck
routes should be located to minimize the noise impact on noise-sensitive land uses. The
location and design of transportation facilities and possible mitigation of noise from
existing and planned facilities will greatly influence the overall noise environment within
the City.

Since noise can affect adversely the enjoyment of quiet activities in open space, the
Noise Element is also related closely to the Open Space Element. Inversely, open
space can be used as a noise buffer between incompatible land uses. This technique
can reduce community noise levels and also provide usable open space for recreation.

The goals, policies and implementation measures contained in this Element are
intended to guide planning for public and private projects that are subject either to
approval of the County Planning Agency or to review by County staff, although they
may be under the jurisdiction of other public agencies operating in the County. Such
goals, policies and implementation measures are further intended to be in accordance
with the other elements of the General Plan, as well as with other planning documents.
This Element completely supersedes the 1975 Noise Element.

11.3 ACOUSTICAL STANDARDS

Many governmental agencies have promuligated noise standards for various types of
projects. In general, these standards are intended to protect persons from excessive

11-2



11. Noise Element

exterior and interior noise. Most of these standards address vehicular traffic noise
while others address rail, aircraft, or fixed sources.

The Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) has developed noise
policies for Federal housing projects. These HUD policies are contained in The Noise
Guidebook. The policies contained in the guidebook discuss various outdoor. noise
environments and recommend acceptable interior and exterior noise level goals.

The State of California has adopted Title 21 and Title 24, Part 2, of the California Code
of Regulations. Title 21 limits airport noise near residential communities to minimize
existing and future land use conflicts. Title 24, Part 2, is concerned with transportation
and industrial noise sources and specifically regulates the maximum allowable interior
noise level for hotels, motels, and. multi-family housing. Title 24, Part 2, also
establishes standards for sound isolation of party walls, corridor walls, and floor/ceiling
assemblies in multi-family residential construction.

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and California Department of
Transportation (Caltrans) have similar policies for new roadway construction and
roadway expansion. These policies contain maximum acceptable noise levels in areas
adjacent to vehicular traffic. These policies also have guidelines for determining when
noise barriers should be constructed.

The County's Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC) oversees development near airports.
The ALUC has a plan which contains goals and policies. These policies are considered
when a project is proposed near an airport or heliport in the County. In addition to a
noise element, counties and cities can also adopt noise ordinances. A noise ordinance is

intended to regulate sources such as amplified music, construction and mechanical
equipment.

11.4 NOISE ELEMENT ORGANIZATION

The Noise Element is divided into six remaining sections. These sections define noise

problems; quantify the noise problems; set up goals and policies; and, finally, provide
implementation measures to minimize or eliminate the noise problems.

11.5 FUNDAMENTAL CONCEPTS OF ENVIRONMENTAL NOISE
BACKGROUND

Three aspects of community noise are important in determining subjective response:

o The level of the sound (i.e., magnitude or loudness);
o The frequency composition or spectrum of the sound; and
o The variation in sound level with time.

Airborne sound is a rapid fluctuation of air pressure and local air velocity. Sound levels

are measured and expressed in decibels (dB) with 0 dB roughly equal to the threshold
of hearing.

The frequency of a sound is a measure of the pressure fluctuations per second,
measured in Hertz (Hz). Most sounds do not consist of a single frequency, but are
comprised of a broad band of frequencies differing in level. The characterization of sound
level magnitude with respect to frequency is the sound spectrum. A sound spectrum is
often described in octave bands that divide the audible human frequency range (i.e.,
from 20 to 20,000 Hz) into ten segments. Figure 11-1 shows a range of sound spectra
for various types of sound over the audible hearing range.

11-3
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11. Noise Element
FREQUENCY WEIGHTING

Many rating methods exist to analyze sound of different spectra. Generally, the simplest
method is used so that measurements may be made and noise impacts readily assessed
using basic acoustical instrumentation. This method evaluates all frequencies by using a
single weighting filter that progressively de-emphasizes frequency components below 1000
Hz and above 5000 Hz. This frequency weighting, shown in Figure 11-2, refiects the
relative decreased sensitivity of humans to both low and extremely high frequencies. This
weighting is called A-weighting and is applied by an electrical filter in all U.S. and
international standard sound level meters. Some typical A-weighted sound levels are
presented in Figure 11-3. '

NOISE EXPOSURE

Noise exposure is a measure of noise over a period of time, whereas the noise level is at
an instant in time. Although a single sound level may describe adequately community
noise at any moment, community noise levels vary continuously. Most community noise
is produced by many distant noise sources that produce a relatively steady background
noise having no identifiable source. These distant sources change gradually throughout
the day and include traffic, wind in trees, and distant industrial activities. Superimposed
on this slowly varying background is a succession of identifiable noise events of brief

duration. These include nearby activities, such as single vehicle passbys or aircraft
flyovers.

A single number called the equivalent sound level (Leg) is used to describe the average
noise level over a period of time (i.e., the total sound energy divided by the duration).
Thus, the Lg, is the constant sound level that would contain the same acoustic energy
as the varying sound level, during the same time period.

In determining the daily measure of community noise, it is important to account for the
~ difference in-human response to daytime and nighttime noise. Nighttime exterior
~ background and household noise levels are generally lower than in the daytime.
People are more sensitive to noise at night than during other periods of the day and
exterior noise intrusions become more noticeable.

To account for human sensitivity to nighttime noise, the DNL (Lg4,) descriptor was
adopted by the Environmental Protection Agency to describe community noise
exposure from all sources. The DNL is called the day-night sound level and represents
the 24-hour A-weighted equivalent sound ievel with a 10-dB penalty added to the
"nighttime" hourly noise levels (HNL) between 10:00 PM to 7:00 AM.

DNL and CNEL levels are typically computed by energy summation of HNL values, with the
proper adjustment applied for the period of evening or night. The CNEL is computed
identically to the DNL but with the addition of a 5-dB penalty to the evening HNL (i.e., 7:00
PM to 10:00 PM). The CNEL value is typically less than 1 dB above the DNL value. Figure
11-4 shows the adjustments applied for the DNL and CNEL measures. Noise exposure

measures such as Le;, HNL, DNL, and CNEL are ail A-weighted, with units expressed in
decibels.

SUBJECTIVE RESPONSE TC NOISE

The effects of noise on people can be classified into three general categories:

o Subjective effects of annoyance, nuisance, dissatisfaction;
o Interference with activities such as speech, sleep, and learning; and
o Physiological effects such as anxiety or hearing loss.

11-5



Figure 11-3  Typical Sound Levels Measured in the Environment and Industry
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LFigure 11-4  Hourly Noise Levels and Annual Metrics
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11i. Noise Element

The scund levels associated with community noise usually produce effects only in the first
two categories. No universal measure for the subjective effects of noise has been
developed, nor does a measure exist for the corresponding human reactions from noise
annoyance. This is primarily due to the wide variation in individual attitudes regarding the
noise source(s).

An important factor in assessing a person's subjective reaction is to compare the new
noise environment to the existing noise environment. In general, the more a new noise
level exceeds the prior existing level, the less acceptable it'is. Therefore, a new noise
source will be judged more annoying in a quiet area than it would be in a noisier location.

Knowledge of the following relationships is helpful in understanding how changes in
noise and noise exposure are perceived.

o Except under special conditions, a change in sound level of 1 dB cannot be
perceived;

o Outside of the laboratory, a 3 dB change is considered a just-noticeable difference;

[ A change in level of at least 5 dB is required before any noticeable change in

community response would be expected; and

o A 10 dB change is subjectively heard as an approximate doubling in loudness
and almost always causes an adverse community response.

COMBINATION OF SOUND LEVELS

Because we perceive both the level and frequency of sound in a non-linear way, the
logarithmic decibel scale is used to describe sound levels. The frequency scale is also
measured in logarithmic increments. Decibels, measuring sound energy, combine
logarithmically. A doubling of sound energy (for instance, from two identical automo-
biles passing simultaneously) creates a 3-dB increase (i.e., the resultant sound level is
the sound level from a single passing automobile plus 3 dB). The rules for decibel
addition used in community noise prediction are:

o If two sound levels are within 1 dB of each other, their sum is the highest value
plus 3 dB;
o If two sound levels are within 2 to 4 dB of each other, their sum is the highest

value plus 2 dB;

o If two sound levels are within 5 to 9 dB of each other, their sum is the highest
value plus 1 dB; and

o If two sound levels are greater than 9 dB apart, the contribution of the lower
value is negligible and the sum is simply the higher value.

11.6 NOISE IN CONTRA COSTA COUNTY
OVERVIEW

In Contra Costa County, traffic along freeways (e.g., Interstate 80, Interstate 680,
State Route 24, and State Route 4), and major arterials (e.g., Willow Pass Road and
Ygnacio Valley Road) are the primary sources of vehicular traffic noise.

Rail operations also contribute to the noise environment in the County. The Atchison
Topeka and Santa Fe (ATSF) and Southern Pacific (SP) railroad corridors in the County are
primarily freight lines. These lines generate high noise levels during passbys and their
trains are required to sound their whistles when crossing roadways at-grade. The Bay
Area Rapid Transit (BART) system is an electrically driven passenger line. BART passbys
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11. Noise Element

are typically less noisy than the freight trains. BART trains do not have at-grade
crossings.

Existing air traffic activity also contributes to the noise in Contra Costa County.
Buchanan Field, near Concord, is the primary source of aircraft noise. Other sources of
aircraft noise are local emergenéy airports and military helicopter activity.

The remaining noise sources are industrial plants such as oil refineries and materials
processing plants. The Camp Parks Reserve Forces Training Area (RFTA) near San
Ramon also is a noise source. Typical operations at Parks RFTA include small caliber
weapons training, helicopter overflights, and vehicular- activity.

ONGOING PROBLEMS

There are many areas within the County that have existing noise problems. Buchanan
Field is a constant source of noise complaints. According to the County, it generated
375 complaints in 2003. Interstate 80, 680 and Route 4 also generate complaints.
However, these complaints typically are handied by the California Department of
Transportation. Rail switching yards in Martinez and Richmond are also noisy and have
generated complaints. Industrial noise generation continues to be a concern.

Loud music, parties, sporting events at high schools, outdoors music at nightclubs,
and, in the past, livestock, has also been the source of complaints to the County.

FORESEEABLE FUTURE PROBLEMS

Potential foreseeable future problems will be similar to many current problems. For
example, residential land uses still will remain in relatively close proximity to some
industrial noise sources. Currently, residential development is being built or proposed
near Camp Parks RFTA. Although adequate setbacks and noise mitigation are usually
incorporated into these projects, occasional complaints can be expected. Similarly,
-loud parties, outdoor music, and other industrial sources will continue to generate
sporadic complaints. Activities at Buchanan Field are not anticipated to decrease in the
future and may even increase. This activity would be expected to generate future
complaints. Gas wells located in East County may be-a source of future complaints.
These wells generate a high-frequency hissing sound.

In preparing this Noise Element, all the existing noise complaints and potential future
ones were considered in the development of goals and policies. The purpose of these
goals and policies is to protect future residents from the negative impact of noise and,
if possible, minimize and reduce the number of complaints the County receives.

11.7 NOISE CONTOURS
METHODOLOGY

Existing and future traffic noise levels are based on calculations using the Federal
Highway Administration Traffic Noise Prediction Model (FHWA RD-77-108), continuous
24-hour noise measurements, and short-term 15-minute measurements along
freeways and major arterials in the County. The FHWA method predicts the average

hourly noise level along a roadway based on the number of vehicles, the speed of the
vehicies, and the percentage of medium and heavy trucks.

The 24-hour average noise level (DNL) along a roadway, was calculated from the
continuous 24-hour noise measurements. Along some roadways, however, only a 15-
minute noise measurement was made. To calculate the DNL, the 15-minute
measurement results were compared to the noise level measured during the same time
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11. Noise Element

period at a 24-hour noise measurement location on a nearby or similar roadway. The
difference between the measured hourly noise levels and the DNL then was calculated
for the 24-hour measurement location and the same offset was applied for the
15-minute measurement location. '

To determine the 24-hour noise level where no measurements were taken, the peak
hour Leq was calculated using the FHWA method and traffic volumes prowded by the
County - The DNL was determined in a manner similar to that of the short-term
measured roadways. By comparing the peak-hour noise level (Le) and the DNL from
24-hour noise measurements made in the vicinity of the roadway, a peak hour Leq to
DNL offset was determined. This offset was applied to the calculated peak hour level to
determine the DNL at the non-measured location.

NOISE CONTOUR MAPS/TABLES
Roadways/Rail Lines

Existing and future DNL noise contours have been prepared for freeways, major
arterials, and railways in the County. The contours were prepared on USGS quad
maps. A reduced set of the future contours are provided in this document (see Figures
11-5A through 11-5V). Table 11-2 summarizes the information contained in the future
noise contours. A complete set of full size existing and future noise contours is
available for public review at the Community Development Department offices.

Airports/Heliports

Existing and future CNEL noise contours are provided for Buchanan Field and Byron
Airport. These contours were taken from the Airport Land Use Compatability Plan
adopted by the Contra Costa County Airport Land Use Commission in December of 2000.

USE OF MAPS/TABLES

Noise contours are typically used for planning purposes in conjunction _with new
residential development. Since the actual full-size contour maps for roadways and rail
lines are not contained in the Noise Element, Table 11-2 has been prepared. These
tables and maps are designed to help planners, developers, and consultants identify a
parcel or proposed residential project that is potentlally impacted by noise. The table
is intended to be used as follows:

Step 1. Determine distance of the project site from a major ncise source such as a
roadway, airport, or rail line.

Step 2. If the noise source is a roadway or rail line: from Table 11-2, determine the
distance from the rail line or roadway centerline to the future 60 DNL contour.

If the noise source is an airport, determine if the project is within the 60 CNEL contour.

Step 3. If the project is within the future 60 DNL or CNEL contour, an acoustical
study shouid be initiated.

Noise contours do not always account for the acoustical shielding provided by site
geometry or terrain. Therefore, these contours may overestimate the noise exposure
of a particular site. However, noise contours should only be used as a screening tool.
Site-specific noise levels and other acoustical issues should be addressed in the
acoustical study for the project.
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PROPORED SITE PLAN
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December 5, 2014
Dear Zoning Administrator,

We are the neighbors of 50 Camino-Diablo in Brentwood California. That property has been known
historically as Sand Hill Motocross Ranch and currently as Diablo MX Ranch. For purposes of this
document we will identify it as Sand Hill/Diablo MX.

We have had an opportunity to read the Staﬁchortpreparedbythe Department ofConservanon and
Development and disagree with many of the items, most of which are identified as “In Compliance.”

The items are as follows:

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA.) Status: It states “Exempt” and we would like to
know know why. We have asked before and have not received a response. (See attached letter to
Tomi Riley dated October 6, 2014)

Under “Recommendation 1” It states that the applicants are in compliance. They are not in

compliance and have never been in compliance. These non-comphant Conditions of Approval
(COA's) will be identified below.

‘Under “Recommendation 2™ It states, “Approve revised site plan submitted October 31, 2014...”
On the original pennit, COA #1, it states “subject to revised site plan dated/received

October 21, 1996. On the original permit COA #5 states, “All activities approved by this
permit shall be restricted to the existing track and motocross areas as indicated on the plan
submitted with the application with the exception of minor changes subject to Zoning
Administrator review and approval.” A revised site plan submitted 16 years later is not a minor
change. We have been told in person by Senior Planner Will Nelson that they had to adhere to
the site plan dated October 21, 1996. Through Public Document Request we asked for the
original application and any changes, addendum’s or revisions. Suddenly we are presented with
a map dated 1998 that is being presented as a site plan. No received date stamps from county on
this previously unknown document. Again this is not a minor change. (See attached Request
for Public Document)

Under “Recommendation 3” It states “Grant planning clearance for issuance of a business
license...” As we brought up in the meeting in your presence on December 1, it is our opinion
that Sand Hill has been closed for over two years. During that time there was occasional, very
quiet motorcycle classes that took place. During that time we advised the county that the site
was not in compliance and now we are asking if they had a business license to operate during
that time at that location. (During that time we were told that constituted being open for
business. For over six months there has been no training. Now we are told that pursuing
compliance ((cleaning up property)) fulfills that requirement. If that is the case why did they
have to conduct training classes in the first place?) (See attached emails & pictures)

Under “Background™ It state that compliance reviews were conducted in 2003 and 2009. We
asked for proof that the property was in compliance during those reviews and did not receive
and proof that it was in compliance. (See attached letter to Tomi Riley dated Oct 26, 2014)

Under “Background” it also states that the land use permit is still valid even though the
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applicants have ot been operating it as a business because they have been pursuing
compliance. COA #1 specifically states that the COA's are to be met in a timely manner, not 16
years later.

Under “Background™ paragraph two it states, “‘since there is no evidence of the (sound) study
being conducted in the past...” Again, out of compliance as stated on COA #1 which
specifically states that the COA's are to be met in a timely manner, not 16 years later. Also
under “Background” it states there is no official record of complaints made to Code
Enforcement... While we didn't want to bring up old history. there is a significant history -
regarding complaints against Sand Hill as documented in the lawsuit of Carol Davis vs. Tommy
Anderson and Thomas Smith (C98-03060). That lawsuit specifically states, “Contentious public
hearings occurred before the County Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors in 1996
and early 1997. These hearings received extensive press coverage.” It also states that because
of concems of plaintiff and neighbors certain limiting conditions were imposed...As newer
residents moved in it appeared that Sand Hill had reduced their hours and ridership was
declining and since Tom Anderson was here first no complaints were made that we are aware of
at the 5 year review hearings. (See attached Davis v Anderson lawsuit)

Also under “Background” paragraph three it states that we question the validity of the permit
originally approved as a 80 plus acre site now reduced to an approximate 40 acre site. The
county states this reduction was praperly noticed and approved at public hearing in 2004. It may
have been approved as a lot line adjustment but not properly investigated as the
sound/safety/liability buffer for 2 motocross race track. Was this specifically noticed as
reduction in the size of a motocross race course?

It appears this may not have been carefully investigated prior to approval or someone should
have realized the liability that was created by losing what was in effect a buffer for the
motocross tracks. Per the staff report this was noticed and approved on January 5, 2004. Paul
Bergstrom rode off a Sand Hill course on March 11, 2004, onto what is now the Harrison
property, received significant injuries and successfully sued both Sand Hill for over two million
dollars and received a settlement from what is currently the Harrison property for about
$750,000. At that time the Harrison property belonged to the Brentwood Rod and Gun Club.
(See attached Paul Bergstrom vs. Sand Hill Ranch lawsuit) A perfect example of why a buffer
is essential to this property not only for noise but for safety. We have attached a proposal from a
motocross course that includes buffer information. The course is 75 acres, the property is 437
acres. The proposed buffer is, “at least 25 feet high by 70 feet wide..” that is around the course
area. “A perimeter vegetated buffer area with an average width of 1,000 feet and minimum
width of 500 feet...” That appears to be for the actual perimeter of the property. (See attached
proposal from Snohomish County and lawsuit article re motorcyclist)

Now we get to the actual COA's:

COA #1: The staff report states they are in compliance. We disagree. County states they are in
compliance but they have to remove two unapproved tracks to conform to original site plan
dated October 21, 1996. The county also states, “In order to get the site into better conformance
with the approved site plan, the applicants were required to submit new site plans that better
reflect the original approval.” How do they know what the original approval is supposed to
reflect, where they involved in the original? It appears from the lawsuit between Davis and
Anderson the original approval reflected concerns of the neighbors. “Because of concerns of



Plaintiff and her neighbors expressed to the county, and in compromise of the conditions sought
in the original applications of Anderson and Smith, certain limiting conditions were imposed...”
‘We do not believe the intent of the permit was to expose neighbors to even more noise from the
motocross tracks. (See attached lawsuit of Davis and Anderson)

COA#1: This COA also talks about the new owner/applicants applying for a grading permit to
move the oval track, which was never in compliance with the 1996 site plan. There is no permit
for the track which is a condition of COA#4. These new owner/applicants have already done
significant grading, tree removal, course modification, retaining wall construction and building
remodeling without a permit. All of these issues have been reported and/or asked about. (See
attached Req for Public Doc's, emails and citizen access documents)

COA#2: The staff report says they are in compliance. They are not in compliance. Talks about
reconstruction of (unpermitted) oval track and notification to Community Development 30 days
prior to any racing event. The track is not permitted, the track never conformed to Ociober 21,
1996 site plan and had this process occurred 16 years ago or been investigated at any of the

compliance reviews we would not be bringing it up at this time. (Refer to attachments from
COA#1)

COA#3:Staff report states they are in compliance. We agree that they were in compliance as of
2012. After two requests for public documents we received satisfactory documentation.

COA#4:Staff report states they are in compliance. They are not in compliance. States the
applicants shall have permits for all structures related to motorcycle activities. On the permit it
specifically states “the racetrack.” A request for public documents resulted in nothing on file.
(attachment on COA#1) This racetrack has never been permitted and never been in compliance.
There is also no pond indicated on the original site plan. The applicant/owner did a huge
amount of grading, fencing and construction to build the current very large pond. There is no
permit for the pond we are aware of.

COAG#S5: Staff report states they are in compliance. They are not in compliance. They have never
been in compliance. If they were in compliance why is there a need for a new site plan? The
new site plan includes things that were not on the original site plan such as the pond. The new
site plan shows the track much closer to the Harrison property line. COA #5 states that minor
changes are to be approved by the Zoning Administrator. This is a major change(s).

COA#6: Staff report states they are in compliance. They are not in compliance. Our public
document requests specifically asked for the original application, site plen and any changes or
addendum’s. We were never given what they identify here as Exhibit 4. This is also the only
document that is not date stamped as to when it was received and/or approved by the county.
We specifically asked for a 1998 map but were told the 1996 map was the site map. On the
county staff report under COA#S5 it specifically states, “conform to the approved October 21,
1996 site plan...” Exhibit 4 also states hours start at 7am. COA#] states *“Any expansion or
CHANGE in hours of operation, additional types of racing or other uses WILL require the
approval of 2 new Land Use Permit.” The hours on the approved permit start at 8am. (See
emails.)

COA#7: Staff report states they are in compliance. We state they are not in compliance and have
not been for 16 years. Again there is NO timeliness to this, again & violation of COA#1. (See



request for public document.)

COA#8: Staff report states they are in compLﬂnce ‘We can agree to this although we have asked
about a designated helo landing area to minimize sound, dust and debris as medical helicopters
land on a routine basis. We have been told by fire department staff that when Sand Hill was

up and running it was their number one response location.

COA#9: Staff report states they are in compliance. Not in compliance, have not been in
compliance for 16 years. Again there is NO timeliness to this, again a violation of COA#1.
There has never been a permit for lights on the racetrack, should have been addressed 16 years

ago.

COA#10: Staff report states they are in comphancc They do not have any signs up, how could
they be in compliance? They did put up signs without approval and had to take them down. If
they had met with the county as directed on CQA #18 perhaps they would not have again
violated the permit.

COA#11: Staff'report states they are in compliance/ongoing. However on the staff report it
states dust contro] for parking area. On the permit it states when there are 25 ormorepresentthe
dust control will include the entire site to avoid dust impacts on nearby properties. We want to
ensure proper dust control.

COA#12: Staff report states they are in compliance. As this has to do with fee's to Contra Costa
County we are fairly confident the county has made certain of their compliance.

COA#13: Staff report states they are in compliance. As this has to do with safety helmets
releases, minors accompanied by adult, etc they cannot be in compliance until they are open.
We have had historic problems with motorcycles from Sand Hill riding on Camino Diablo and
Walnut Bivd. The applicant was told of those concerns and said that would not be a problem.
Since that time on more then one occasion unlicensed bikes from Sand Hill/Diablo MX have
been seen on Camino Diablo and Walnut Bivd.

COA#14: Staff report states they are in compliance. This is regarding Contra Costa County
Water (CCW) easement access. We can only assume they would have access.

COA#15: Staff report states they are in compliance. As this has to due with fee's to Contra
Costa County we are fairly confident the county has made certain of their compliance.

COA#16: Staff report states they are i in compliance. This is & historical problem s it relates to
musical concerts and dances. There used to be Rave parties held at Sand Hill. Traffic on Camino
Diablo would be completely blocked by these parties which would also impact traffic on -

Vasco Rd. While they may not allow concerts or dancing, the loud music played by customers
was/is not enjoyed by the neighbors.

COA#17: Staff report states they are in compliance. They are not in compliance and have never
been in compliance. THIS IS A HUGE ISSUE. There is no evidence a sound study was ever
done. How are we supposed to know what is an acceptable noise level? When we are in our
homes with double paned windows with all windows and doors closed we still have to turp up
the volume on whatever we are listening to try and drown out the dirt bikes. That to us is



UNACCEPTABLE. We cannot enjoy being outside with friends and family when the motocross
is running. Where are our rights to peace and quiet? We believe Sand Hill/Diablo MX is a
“Nuisance™ property. There is also case law supporting our position. (See attached letter to
Supervisor Piepho for details on Nuisance Property and previous case law.)

COA#18: Staff report states they are in compliance. They are not in compliance, the previous
owners (attorneys) were not in compliance and according to the county Tom Anderson was not

“in compliance. The staff report says they are in compliance because they “notified” the county
in a tirhely manner. Nowhere is COA#18 does it say “notify” it specifically states the new
owner is to “meet” with the Zoning Administrator(ZA). This same violation was brought up
when the attorneys owned the property as they did not meet with the ZA either. We were told at
that time the condition was met through a letter. What is the point of having COA's when things
like this happen repeatedly? The “disclosure of deed restrictions,” COA #18 also states,” You
are purchasing a property. with a permit for a motocross trails park. This permit carries with it
certain conditions that must be met by the owner of the property. The permit (LP95202) is
available from the current owner or from Contra Costa County Community Development
Department. A new owner is required to meet with the Zoning Administrator within 30 days of
purchasing the property to discuss thctcrmsofthepemtandemtyreqmrementsand '
expectations.” If the attorney's did not disclose this then the current owners should follow-up
with them. If it was disclosed it appears that the current owners decided they did not need to
follow the Conditions of Approval as they did not meet with the county and did significant
work, grading, construction of a pond, concrete work, signage, fencing, tree removal, retaining
walls and remodeling without obtaining permits. If there is a concern of detrimental reliance on
the part of the county we believe that is not the case. Previous potential buyers were well aware
of the conditions attached to this property. They talked to the neighbors and the county prior to
attempting to buy the property and as a result did not buy the property. (John Taylor)

COA#19: Staff report states they are in compliance. We do not believe they are in compliance.
As a result of unpermitted grading there are drainage problems on adjoining parcels,
specifically the Harrison & Alamillo properties.

COA#20: Staff report states they are in compliance. They are not in compliance. The driveway
into the motocross is not in compliance. This was brought up previously and nothing was done.
The driveway is not 20 foot wide paved with tapers and flares....in accordance with Caltrans
Highway Design....(See Coa#20)

‘COA's 20 through 29: Staff report states they are in compliance. Without consulting with a
specialist in this area we are in general agreement. We still have questions as to which driveway
is for the development, if it meets criteria and how many driveways there are supposed to be for
that property.

We have attached copies of several letters of concerns:

Letter to Supervisor Piepho delivered in person during meeting on May 7, 2014
Letter to Chief of Staff Tomi Riley, dated Oct 6, 2014
Letter to neighbors at 50 Camino Diablo, dated November 20, 2014

In closing we would like to reiterate that our concerns have not changed. We have stated since 2012
that we do not believe this property has ever been in compliance with the Conditions of Approval on
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the Land Use Permit. As stated in COA#1, failure to comply in a timely manner may lead to
revocation. Any change in hours will require a new land use permit. It has been closed for over two
years. That is a significant change in hours.
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PROPOSED SITE PLAN
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NOTICE GF DETERMIN

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY COMMUNITY DEVELOP! DEPARTMENT
651 PINE STREET ~ 4TH FLOOR NORTH WING ~ MARTINEZ, CAUFORNIA MAR30&4997

Telephone: (510) 646-2091 - Contact Personi EDY ZW!| 9

Project Description, Common Name (if any) and Location:

. .

BY

CONTRALOSTA COUNTY
DEPUTY

JOM ANDERSON (Applicant & Owner), County File #LP952020: The applicant requests aproval of a Iaﬁﬁ use

permit to allow for the continued use of a motorcycle racetrack, with site plan modifications, on a permanent
basis. Subject property is an 82.86 acre property fronting approximately 1,350 feet on the south side of

“Camino Diablo Road, immediately opposite Lon

#50 Camino Diablo. . (A-3) (ZA: Q-26) (CT 3040.00) (Parcel #003-020-020)

The project was approved on 2~ 4 _7 7

Pursuant to the provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act:

D An Environmental Impact Report was prepared and certified (SCH # ).

[: The Project w

enc Envi ental | t Report previousl
prepared for - o ompassed by an a8 nta mpact Report previously

z/ A Negative Declaration was issued indicating that preparation of an Environmental Impact

Report was not required.

gwell Road, in the Byron area. Subject property is addressed

Copies of the record of project approval and the'Negative Declaration or the final EIR may be examined at the office of the
Contra Costa County Community Development Department.

Date: Z‘ 5— QZZ By:

.

The Project will not have a significant environmental effect.

:I The Project will have a significant environmental effect.

Mitigation measures were made a condition of approval of the project.

A statement of overriding considerations was adopted.

Findings were adopted pursuant to Section 15091 of the State CEQA Guidelines.

Community Developmént Department Representative

AFFIDAVIT OF FILING' AND POSTING

| declere that on 3 D - Q? I received and posted this notice as required by California
Public %Fgmmﬁide Section 21152(c). Said notice will remain posted for 30 days from the filing date.
\. IHAMES DEPUTY COUNTY CLERK
Signature Title
Receipt #100562
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CONTRA COSTA COUNTY

II.

ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM
(INITIAL STUDY)

Background .
1. Name of Proponent: Tom Anderson '
2.

Address and Phone Number of Proponents: 50 Camino Diablo

Brentwood, CaA 94513.
510-634-3328

3. Date Checklist Submitted: January 16, 1996

4. Name of Proposal, if applicable: Motorcycle Racetrack
LP#952020 ’

S. Copies of this proposal for viewing/purchase are available at:

Contra Costa County
Community Development Department

651 Pine Street, North Wing - Second Floor
Martinez, CA 94553-1229
(510) 646-2071

Environmental Impacts

Quad Sheet Byron Hot Springs
Parcel # 003-020-020

Date of Site Visit November 1995

Note: Panel numbers indicated below refer to 7.5 minute U.S.G.S.
guadrangle map sheets located in the Community Development

Department offices at 651 Pine Street, North Wing -2nd Floor,
Martinez, California 94553.

S I
1. Earth. Could the proposal result in:

a. Unstable earth conditions or in changes in geologic
substructures? X
Project Description/Site Visit
Geology Report Dated:

b. Disruptions, displacements, compaction or over-covering
of the soil? X

Project Description/Site Visit
Same as l.a.

REFER TO MITIGATION MEASURE REQUIRED UNDER SECTION 3,
WATER.
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2. Air.

S=Significant
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Change in topography or ground surface

relj
features? elief

S X

Project Description/Site Visit
Same as 1l.a.

The destruction, covering or modification of

any uni
geologic or physical features? y -

X

Project Description/Site Visit

Any increase in wind or water erosion of soils, elther on
or off the site? X

Project Description/Site Visit
Same as 1 a.

REFER TO MITIGATION MEASURE REQUIRED UNDER SECTION 3,
WATER. '

Changes in deposition or erosion of beach sands,
or changes in siltation, deposition or erosion
which may modify the channel of a river or stream
or the bed of the ocean or any bay, inlet or lake?

Project Description/Site Visit
Same as l.a. L

Exposure of people or property to geologic hazards
such as earthquakes, landslides, mudslides, ground
failure, or similar hazards? X

Project Description/Site Visit
Same as l.a.

U.S8.G.S. Quad Overlay System Nos. 1, 2 & 3

Could the proposal result in:

Substantial air emissions or deterioration of
ambient air guality? X

Project Description/éite Visit

The creation of objectionable odors? X

BAAQMD letter dated:_N/A
Project Description/Site Visit
Same as 2.a.

Alteration of air movement, moisture, or

temperature, or any change in climate, either
locally or regionally? X

I=Insignificant Ervironmental Checklist - Page "“C of 10
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Project Description/Site Visit

3. Water. Could the proposal result in:

a.

S=Significant

Changes in currents, or the course of direction of
water movements, in either marine or fresh waters.

—X _
Project Description/Site Visit
Changes in absorption rates, drainage patterns,
or the rate and amount of surface runoff? X

Project Description/Site Visit
Same as 3.a.

Alterations to the course or flow of flood waters?

F.E.M.A. Flood Map - Panel #0250
Flood Zones A _& C

Change in the amount of surface water in any water
body? X

Project Description/Site Visit
Same as 3.a.

Discharge intc surface waters, or in any alteration
of surface water quality, including but not limited
to temperature, dissolved oxygen or turbidity?

X

Project Description/Site Visit
Same as 3.a.

Alteration of the direction or rate of flow of
ground waters? X

Project Description/Site Visit
Same as 3.a.

Change in the guantity of ground waters, either
through direct additions or withdrawals, or through
interception of an aguifer by cuts or excavations?

X
Project Description/Site Visit
Same as 3.a.
Substantial reduction in the amount of water
otherwise available for public water supply?
X

I=Insignificant Ernvironmental Checklist - Page "“C of 10
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Project Description/Site Visit
Same as 3.a.

i Exposure of people or property to water related
hazards such as flooding or tidal waves?

F.E.M.A. Flood Map - Panel #0250
Flood Zones A_& C

FLOOD PLATNS

The 100-year flood plain (Flood Zone A) covers only the
area immediately surrounding Kellogg Creek within the
northwestern corner of the subject property.  The
remainder of the site, including the area of the
motorcycle racetrack, parking, and other facilities
associated with the project, are located within Flood
Zone C. As a result, the project proposal is not likely

to cause people or property to be exposed to water
related hazards, such'as flooding.

STORM WATER RUNOFF TO ADJACENT CREEK

The project proposal has the potential to significantly
increase the amount of contaminants (including, but not
limited to motor oil, battery acid) being discharged into
Kellogg Creek on the north end of the site via stormwater
runoff, due to the erosion activities caused by the

movement of motorcycles across the property and within
the racetrack.

Mitigation Measures

s Prior to the exercizing of an approved land use
permit for a motorcycle racetrack, including
“issuance of any ministerial permits (such as, but
not limited to, obtaining a small public water
system permit from the Contra Costa County Health
Services Department or a building permit.- for
permanent toilet facilities), the applicant shall
complete the following:

A. Submit a Final Landscape/ Irrigation Plan

(1) Submit a landscape/ irrigation plan
prepared by a licensed landscape
architect, to the Community Development
Department for the review and approval of
the Zoning Administrator;

(2) Landscaping shall conform to the County
Water Conservation Ordinance 82-26 and
the licensed landscape architect shall
certify that the plans comply with the
ordinance improvement standards and

S=Significant I=Insignificant Environmental Checklist - Page "C of 10
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reporting requirements;

(3) The plan shall provide a minimum 10 foot
strip of grass or vegetation either
around the outer rim of the entire
racetrack or the northern half of the
track; and a minimum 15 foot strip of
grass or vegetation along the entire
southern and eastern boundary of Kellogg
Creek on the subject property. Refer to
staff’s delineation of these vegetation
areas on the attached Staff Study Map
dated January 16, 1996.

(4) The plan shall address the need for
delivering soil, including the type and
amount, to the subject property, if
applicable.

B. Provide Security in the Event of Landscape
Failure

(1) The landscape/ irrigation plan shall be
accompanied by a cost estimate from the
landscape architect to include the
materials and labor for the proposed
landscape improvements. These landscape
improvements shall be designed to
minimize landscape maintenance costs; and

(2) The applicant shall (1) enter into a
landscape improvement agreement and (2)
either post a cash performance bond or
cast deposit with the County. This
agreement and security shall ensure the
replacement of landscaping/ irrigation in
the event that the approved landscaping/
irrigation  fails within 24 months
following installation.

T 2. Prior to the exercizing of an approved land use
permit for a motorcycle racetrack, including
issuance of any ministerial permits, the landscape
architect shall make an on-site inspection of the
landscape/ irrigation improvements and submit a
written report to the 2Zoning Administrator that

covers the following:
n. Acceptance of Landscape Improvements
(1) Certifies the completion of the
landscape/ irrigation plan including

consideration of plant species, size and
location; and

(2} Reguests the Zoning Administrator to

S=Significant I=Insiconificant Environmental Checklist - Page “C of 10
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accept the landscape/ irrigation
improvements.

31, The property owner shall maintain the approved

landscaping in good condition at all times.

4. Plant Life. Could the proposal result in:

a.

Change in the diversity of species, or number of
any species of plants (including trees, shrubs,
grass, crops, and aguatic plants)? X

Project Description/Site Visit

b. Reduction of the numbers of any unique, rare or
endangered species of plants? ' X
Project Description/Site Visit
Same as 4.a.

U.S.G.8. Quad Overlay System No. 5

Cs Introduction of new species of plants into an area, or in
a barrier to the normal replenishment of existing
species? : ) X
Project Description/Site Visit
Same as 4.a.

U.S.G.S. Quad Overlay System No. 5
d. Reduction in acreage of any agricultural crop?
X
Project Description/Site Visit
Same as 4.a.
S. Animal Life. Could the proposal result in:
a.

S=8ignificant

Change in the diversity of species, or numbers of any
species of animals (birds, 1land animals including

reptiles, €fish and shellfish, benthic organisms or
insects)? ; X

Project Description/Site Visit

U.8.G.S. Quad Overlay System No. 5

I=Insignificant Environmental Checklist - Page “C of 10
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b. Reduction of the numbers of any unique, rare or

endangered species of animals? X

Project Description/Site Visit

Same as 5.a.

U.S.G.S. Quad Overlay System No. S
c. Introduction of new species of animals into an area,

or result in a barrier to the migration or movement

of animals? X
d. Deterioration to existing fish or wildlife

habitat? X

Project Description/Site Visit

Same as 5.a.

6. Noise. Could the proposal result in:

a. . Increases in existing noise levels? X
Project Description/Site Visit
b. Exposure of people to severe noise levels?
X
U.S.G.S. Quad Overlay No._16
Project Description/Site Visit
Same as 6.a.

7. Light and Glare. Could the proposal produce new light or
glare? ) X
Project Description/Site Visit

8. Land Use.

a. Could the proposal result in substantial alteration of
the present or planned land use of an area?
: X
General Plan Land Use Designation:
Agricultural lands
b. Will the proposal be consistent with existing zoning
plans and other applicable land use controls?
X
The proposal lies within the A-3 Zorning District.

9. Natural Resource. Could the proposal resuit in an increase in

the rate of use of any natural resources? X

S=Significant I=Insignificant Environmental Check:ist - Page “C of 10
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10. Risk of Upset. Could the proposal involve:

a. A risk of an explosion or the release of hazardous
substances (including, but not limited to oil,
pesticides, chemicals or radiation) in the event
of an accident or upset conditions? X
Project Description/Site Visit

b. Possible interference with an emergency response
plan or an emergency evacuation plan? X

Project Description/Site Visit
Same as 10.a.

LE HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

There is a significant potential for stormwater flowing
over the site to carry oil and gas contaminants to the
Kellogg Creek on the northern portion of the subject
property. The Mitigation Measures regquired under Section
3 titled *"Water" above, is required to reduce or
eliminate the potential for stormwater runoff to carry
oil, gas, and other contaminants into this creek.

11. Population. Could the proposal alter the location,
distribution, density, or growth rate of the human population
of an area? X
Project Description/Site Visit
12. Housing. Could the proposal affect existing housing, or
create a demand for additional housing? b4
Project Description/Site Visit
13. Transportation/Circulation. Could the proposal result in:
a. Generation of substantial additional vehicular
movement? ) X
Project Description/Site Visit
b. Effects on existing parking facilities, or demand for
new parking? X
Project Description/Site Visit
Same as 13.a.
c. Substantial impact upon existing transportation
systems? X

U.S.G.S. Quad Overlay No. _17

S=Significant I=Insignificant Environmental Checklist - Page “C of 10
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Alterations to present patterns of circulation or
movement of people and/or goods?

U.S.G.S. Quad Overlay No. _17

Alterations to waterborne, rail or air traffic?

Project Description/Site Visit
Same as 13.a.

Increase in traffic hazards to motor vehicles, bicyclists
or pedestrians? X

- U.8.G.S8. Quad Overlay No. _15

14. pPublic Services. Could the proposal have an effect upon, or
result in a need for new or altered governmental services in
any of the following areas:

a. -

Fire protection? X

Fire District Memo dated 3/7/95

The referenced Fire District Memo provided no comments.

Police protection? X

Project Description/Site Visit

Schools? X

Project Description/Site Visit
Same as 14.Db.

Parks or other recreational facilities? X

Project Description/Site Visit
Same as 14.b.

Maintenance of public facilities, including roads?
i . X

Project Description/Site Visit
Same as 14.Db.

Other governmental services? X

Project Description/Site Visit
Same as 14.Db.

' 15. Energy. Could the proposal result in:

a.

S=Significant

Use of substantial amounts of fuel or energy? .
' X

I-Insignificant Ervironmental Checklist - Page "C of 1
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17.

18.

19.

20.

S=Significant
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Project Description/Site Visit

b. Substantial increase in demand upon existing sources

: or energy, or require the development of new sourceg
of energy? X
Project Description/Site Visit
Same as 15.a.

Utilities. Could the proposal result in a need for new

systems, or substantial alterations to the followipg utilitiesX

Project Description/Site Visit

Human Health. Could the proposal result in:

a. Creation of any health hazard or potential health
hazard (excluding mental health)? X

Project Description/Site Visit

b. Exposure of people to potential health
hazards?

Project Description/Site Visit
Same as 17.a.

Mitigation Measures

Some activities associated with the motor cycle racetrack
currently exist on-site which have potentially significant
health impacts. The applicant shall comply with the
requirements of the Contra Costa County Health Services
Department according to the attached letters dated April 4,
1995 and December 21, 1995, to mitigate these health impacts.

Aesthetics. Could the proposal result in the obstruction of
any scenic vista or view open to the public, or will the

proposal result in the creation of an aesthetically offensive
site open to public view? X

U.S.G.8. Quad Overlay No. _14

Recreation:' Could the proposal result in an impact upon the
guality or quantity of existing recreational opportunities?

X

Project Description/Site Visit

Cultural Resources.

a. Could the proposal result in the alteration of or the

I=Insignificant Environmental Checklist - Page “C of 10
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destruction of a prehistoric or historic archaeoclogical
site?

X

Sonoma State Notification dated: 25 April 1995
Project Description/Site Visit

According to a letter dated April 25, 1995, The North
West Information Center (Sonoma State University)
considers the subject property to be archaeologically
sensitive and recommends that a field study be conducted.

The motorcycle racetrack project shall not significantly
alter the site since the motorcycle racetrack and related
facilities have already been built on the subject
property. The Community Development Department will be
requiring that the applicant comply with a condition of
approval to construct a limited number of permanent
restroom facilities (for men and women), however, the
construction of such facilities are unlikely to cause the
destruction of a prehistoric site.

Could the proposal zresult in adverse physical or
aesthetic effects to a prehistoric or historic building,
structure, or object? X

Project Description/Site Visit
Same as 20.a.

Does the proposal have the potential to cause a physical
change which would affect unique ethnic cultural values?

X

Project Description/Site Visit
Same as 20.a.

Will the proposal restrict existing religious or sacred
uses within the potential impact area? X

Project Description/Site Visit
Same as 20.a.

21. Mandatory Findings of Significance.

a.

S=Significant

Does the project have the potential to degrade the
guality of the environment, substantially reduce the
habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or
wildlife population to drop below self sustaining levels,
threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce
the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered
plant or animal or eliminate important examples of the
major periods of California history or prehistory?

X

Project Descripticn/Site Visit

I=Insignificant Exvironmental Checklist - Page "C of 10
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Does the project have the potential to achieve short-
term, to the disadvantage of long-term, environmental
goals? (A short-term impact on the environment is one
which occurs in a relatively brief, definitive period of

time while long-term impacts will endure well into the
future.) X

Project Description/Site Visit
Same as 2l1.a.

c. Does the project have potential impacts which are
individually limited, but cumulatively considerable? (a
project may impact on two or more separate resources
where the impact on each resource is relatively small,

but where the effect of the total of these impacts on the
environment is significant.) X

Project Description/Site Visit
Same as 21.a.

Does the project have environmental effects which could

cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, either
" directly or indirectly? X

Project Description/Site Visit
Same as 21.a.

Discussion of Environmental Evaluation

Based on the foregoing review, the project will not result in any
potentially significant environmental impacts.

Determination

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

... 1 find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant

effect on the environment, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be
prepared.

1
I find that although the proposed project could have a significant
effect on the environment, there will not be a significant effect
in this case because the mitigation measures described on an
attached sheet have been added to the project.

A NEGATIVE
DECLARATION WILL BE PREPARED. X

I find the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the
environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

Date

S=Significant I=Insignificant Environmental Checklis
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Republic Title
7 amass-acs ° llllllllllll!l IlllllllI\IIlMlllIllllIlIlllll
¢y 003- 023%3,};0;‘;5‘322 7020-03 1 CONTRR COSTA Co Recorder Office D)
STEPHEN L. UEIR, Clerk-Recorder . )
—
e DOC- 1898-0253211-00
Hanig Brentwood Rod & Gun CLub Check Number
Suet ¢/o Field,Richardson & Wilhelmy W, SEP 22, 1999 10:33:00 -
B 2033 No. Main St., ste 900 céc $533.50 SUR s;: :: :‘I; :;-::
N if. MOD  $3.02 REC .
S Walnut Creek,Calif. 94596 el Pd . 4555.50 """‘W::Is;:frza
n o
— = SPACE ABOVE THIS LINE FOR RECORDER'S USE
Grant Deed
The undersigned grantor(s) declare(s):
Documentary transfer tax is $_533.50
( X) computed on full value of property conveyed, or
( ) computed on full valuc less value of liens and encumbrances remaining at time of sale.
( X) Unincorporated arca: () City of
{ ) Realty notsold.
FOR A VALUABLE CONSIDERATION, rcceipt of which is hercby acknowledged,
Tommy M. Anderson, an unmarried man
hercby GRANT(S) 10 BXARKNAHRXIRINKX AR K X HEXRAN XK X CAO0RMMN K KX BB KX TR X XKAXKAX X KOXRXAX
Y
CEXFSRAKXREHX
~ BRENTIWOOD ROD AND GUN CLUB, A CALIFORNIA CORPORATION
that property in Contra Costa County, State of California, described as:
for legal description see exhibit "A" attached hereto and made a part hereof
Mail Tax Statements to Grantee at address above -
Date__Septenber 13, 1999 ( 9,_‘
| \%nmum/
' Tommy M. Andeyson .
STATE OF CAUEORNIA
COUNTY OF anﬂ/a Costae
On é EL7. / 3 / chci belore me, the
undersigged, a Notary Pl;Zl?un ang for said State, personally appeared
/0mm s/ ol 0L O
personatly known to me (or proved 1o me on the basis of satisliclory
cvidénce) to be the person(s) whose name(s) is/are subscribed 1o the within -
instrument and acknowlcdged to me that he/she/they cxecuted the same in
his/her/their authorized capacity(ics), and that by his/her/their signature(s) on
nei t th ), or the entit behall of wiich the person(s >,
:’ ;‘::]‘,s:::‘ﬁ:d ‘ :cg::‘:on(sé)n:r 1t entity upon behail of wilich the person(s) :" i " ; *Jr‘ c%g:ﬂ% % ‘;\z oé.gﬁgo :
: A= FINOTARY PUBLIC.C, ]
WITNESS myn 0 xj[ O/g = ‘,; o CONTRA ALIFORNIA
4 “ c CosTA county O
Signature ; SZ/ oA, EXP. JAN. 11,2003 2
Rt Cecrlin A Serwe
FIGIS-140 894 (typedor prlnlcd) (This arca for official notarial scal)

MAIL TAX STATEMENTS AS DIRECTED ABOVE
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- = Exhibit “A” =
‘Legal Description -
Lot Line Adjustment - Area “A”

(Brentwaod Gun Club) 15351\

All that real property situate in the unincorporated area of the County of Contra Costa, State of
California, described as follows: ' :

All of PARCEL “A” and a portion of PARCEL “B” as shown on that certain map entitled PARCEL
MAP , M.S. 141-74, filed July 9, 1975, in Book 38 of Parcel Maps, at Page 41, Contra Costa County
Records, further described as follows:

Commencing at the most Southwesterly corner of said PARCEL “B”, said corner being the common
section corner of Sections 1 and 12, T.1 S.,R. 2 E, and Sections.6and 7, T.1S.,R.3E,M.D.B. &
M.; thence from said point of commencement along the Westerly boundary line of said PARCEL “B”
North 00°42'39" East 400.00 feet to the notthwesterly corner of that certain Fee Parcel of land acquired
by Contra Costa Water District, Series No. 94-304479, also being the point of beginning; thence from
said point of beginning along the Westerly boundary line of said PARCEL “B” and along the boundary
line of that certain Slope Easement acquired by Contra Costa Water District, Series No. 94-304479,
North 00°42'39" East 537.00 feet to the northwesterly corner of said Slope Easement; thence along said
Slope Easement line South 64°14'54" East 257.03 feet; thence leaving last said line the following
courses:

South 66°06'13" East, 502.56 feet,
North 79°26'25" East, 122.58 feet,
North 29°58'40" East, 166.53 feet,
North 00°47'31" East, 248.87 feet,
South §7°28'10" East, 485.71 feet,

to a point on the Westerly boundary linc of said PARCEL “A”; thence along the boundary line of last
said parcel the following five courses: North 00°47'31" East 1,338.02 feet to a point on the Southerly
right of way line of Camino Diablo Road as shown on said MS 141-74 also being the beginning of a
non-tangent curve concave {o the southwest having a radius of 945.00 feet and to which beginning a
radial line bears North 38°46'53" East; thence southeasterly 142.72 feet along said Southerly right of
way line and along said curve through a central angle of 08°39'12"; thence South 42°33'55" East 380.62
feet; thence leaving said Southerly right of way line South 00°48'22" West, 2,001 .74; thence North
89°09'34" West 366.25 feet to the southwesterly corner of said PARCEL “A” also being the easterly
corner of said Contra Costa Water District Fee Parcel (94-304479); thence along last said line North
73°00'51" West 1,438.46 feet to the point of beginning. :

Containing an area of 39.34 Acres more or less.
Assessors Parcel Numbers 003-020-017 and 003-020-039 (portion).

The bearings shown for the above description are based on the California Coordinate System, Zone IIL
All distances are ground level distances.

F:\WPBDOCS\99007A. WPD
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BELLECCI & ASSOCIATES, INC.
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FILE NO.: Lopit (99007) |SHEET 1 OF 1

CIVIL ENGINEERING®LAND PLANNING®LAND SURVEYING

PHONE (925) 685-4569
2290 DIAMOND BLVD., SUITE 100 CONCORD CA. 94520

® FAX (925) 685-4838

LOT LINE ADJUSTMENT
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Department

County Administration Building
651 Pine Street

4th Floor, North Wing
Martinez, California 94553-0095

[X

Phone:
(925) 335-1214

February 23, 2004

Fidel Aiamillo
772 Avio Court
Pleasanton, CA 94566

Dear Fidel:

Re:  Approval of Proposed Lot Line Adjustment to
Sandhill Motorcycle Ranch Park
Assessor’s Parcel! Number 003-020-035, -036, & -041;
Caminc Ramon, Byron area

County File #1.1.030049

We have reviewed your application for lot line adjustment proposing to reconfigure the above
three listed parcels. Your requested lot line adjustment does not constitute a subdivision of land,
and is consistent with the zoning and building ordinances. The proposed adjustment also
conforms to the general plan. Therefore, this is to advise you that the request is administratively
approved as shown on the proposed plot plan subject to the following requirements: .

1. This approval is valid for a period of six mentks frem the date of this letter.
2. Grant deeds must be recorded to implement the property exchange. -

8l The property being transferred shall be combined with the receiving parcel to form one
parcel for tax assessment purposes. '

4. A copy of the recorded grant deeds providing evidence of the performance of Items #2
and #3 shall be forwarded to the Community Development Department within seven

nonths from the date of this letter. The Department file number shown at the top of this
letter shall be noted on all documents.

Office Hours Monday - Friday: 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.
Office is closed the 1st, 3rd & 5th Fridays of each month
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If you have any further questions regarding this matter, please contact me at 925-335-1214.

Sincerely,

DENNIS M. BARRY, AICP
Community Development Director

By Z/ﬁiué—

Bob Drake
Principal Planner

cc: Tom Anderson & Tom Smith, Sandhill Ranch
Darwin Myers
File #L1.030049

\fs-cd\users$\bdrake\Personal\LL030049.tr.doc
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'GRANT DEED
THE UNDERSIGNED GRANTOR(s) DECLARE(s) ‘Documentary Transfer Tax 15 $0.00
City of Unincorporated B computed on full value of mterest or property conveyed, or
Conveyance Tax is $0.00 O full value less vaiue of liens or enciygg remaining at
Parcel No 003-020-044 me of sale wm
éaml or ﬁem Determuring Tax

FOR A VALUABLE CONSIDERATION, receipt of which 1s hereby acknowledged,

Fidel Alamillo, a married man, as his sole & separate Property and Jessica Alamilio, an unmarried woman, as
joint tenants

hereby GRANT(s) to THOMAS SMITH, A MARRIED MAN, AS HIS SOLE AND SEPARATE PROPERTY

the following real property in the city of UNINCORPORATED

county of Contra Costa, state of California:
See Exhibit A attached hereto and made a part hereof.

THIS GRANT DEED IS BEING EXECUTED TO IMPLEMENT THE LOT LINE ADJUSTMENTS PURSUANT TO
LLA #30049, DATED FEBRUARY 23, 2004

+

Dated' March B, 2004 . M 1 Z %
é‘gﬁf&eFogALlFORNlA ' } 4’@6

Conira Costs 8.57 FID AMILLO .
onlproh &, 200F wionme >

A A Aoreno G
a Notary ‘Publlc in and for said County and State, personally appeared

o a) s ems Vo
sTessica Lham. o

personally known 1o me {or proved to me on the basis of satistactory
evidence) to be the person(s) whose nama{S)+sfare subscribed to the

v ™ R. M. MORENO 2
wathin mstrument and acknowiedged to me thatvershefthey executed . ) Y e COMM. £ 1301732
the same in -wsfewther authorized capacity@@S) and that by i i FINOTARY PUBLIC-CALFORNIA &)
hieAvesliher signature on the nstrument the parson(®). or the entity SEZEY) CONTRA COSTA COUNTY O
upon behalf of wi rson(S) acled, executed the instrument 2

g COMM. EXP. APRIL 21, 2005 ¢
WITNESS fd officzal seal ’

{This area for official notonal seal)

GDEEDPKG
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Exhibit A

Al that certain real property situate in the Unincorporated Area, County of Contra Costa, State of
California, described as follows*

Being a portion of Parcel “A” and Parcel “B” as shown on that Parcel Map recorded in Book 89 of Parcel
Maps, Page 34 (88 P 34), Contra Costa County Records, more particularly described as follows'

Beginning at a point which 1s South 00° 42' 39" West, 30.00 feet from the Northeast corner of Parcel “B”
of said 89 PM 34, thence along a line which is parallel to and 30.00 feet Southerly of the North line of said
Parcel "B” North 89° 16’ 35" West, 361.54 feet to the West line of said Parce! “B"; thence North 89° 16'
35" West, 24.39 feet, thence paraliel to the West line of said Parcel “B" South 00° 42' 39" West, 446 58
feet to the Northerly line of the Contra Costa County Water District Easement as described in Series No,
2003-0180792, Contra Costa County Records; thence along said Northerly iine South 68° 47° 02" East,
26 04 feet to the Southeast corner of said 2003-0190792, thence along the South fine of thatland
described as Parcel One of Series No 94-291866, Contra Costa County Records South 00° 42° 38"
West, 275 32 feet; thence along said South line South 42° 33’ 10" East, 527.52 feet to the East line of

sad 94-291866, thence along said East ine North 00° 42' 39" East, 1115.08 feet to the point of
beginning '
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Figure 11-6  Land Use Compatibility for Community Noise Environments
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Executive Summary

Asrequired for a County Land Use Permit, this report presents a noise study prepared for the existing
Diablo Motocross Ranch (DMXR) facility at 50 Camino Diablo in Contra Costa County, California. The
DMXR facility will host dirt bike races on several weekends a year and allow dirt bike riders to
practice on the motocross track and flat oval track on weekends and practice on the motocross track
on weekdays.

The purpose of this noise study is to determine the typical noise levels to be expected from dirt bike
activity at the DMXR facility. The projected noise levels are compared to the noise guidelines
contained in the Noise Element of the Contra Costa County General Plan. This report provides a
description of the noise study methodology, the noise measurements conducted during simulated
dirt bike race and practice events, ambient noise measured over the course of a few days without
bike activity, a discussion of Noise Element noise guidelines, and DMXR activity noise level
projections at several points along the DMXR property line. Estimates of noise levels at nearby
residences are also provided for a day when races are held.

This study addressed three different event scenarios for dirt bike activity at DMXR:

1. Weekend race day

2. Weekend practice day

3. Weekday practice

4. Friday or Saturday Night Under the Lights event

The analysis to assess these scenarios incorporates noise levels measured at the property line from
simulated race and practice activities and existing ambient noise with no bike activity. Based on
noise measurements of simulated races and practice activity and ambient noise data, the Day-Night
Noise Level (Lan) for each of the four scenarios was calculated based on race and practice activity
levels provided by the applicants (John and Lori Ramirez). The noise levels presented herein are
intended to represent a typical condition for each of the DMXR activity scenarios evaluated.

It is our understanding that the DMXR property and surrounding land parcels are all zoned as A-3
(Heavy Agricultural District). The Contra Costa General Plan Noise Element indicates that noise
levels up to 75 Lan are “Normally Acceptable” for land zoned for agriculture. Based on the model
calculations performed for the four activity scenarios, 73 Lax is the highest noise level projected at
the DMXR property line due to dirt bike activity on a typical weekend race day. Therefore, the DMXR
activity is within the “Normally Acceptable” noise guidelines at the property line.

The highest noise level at an adjacent residence is estimated to be 61 Lqs for a typical race day. Noise
levels at the other residences are projected to be less for a race day. For weekend and weekday
practice the noise levels will be even lower than those occurring on a race day. For Friday or Saturday
Night Under the Lights, the highest Lan at two residences is estimated to be 60.

1 Project Description

The DMXR facility is located at 50 Camino Diablo, near the intersection of Camino Diablo and Walnut
Boulevard, in Contra Costa County (CCC). The nearest city is Brentwood. The facility has two race
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tracks for dirt bike riding, a motocross (MX) track which is the main track and an oval track. The flat
oval track that will be used but see less activity compared to the main track. The flat oval track will
be used on events referred to as Friday or Saturday Night Under the Lights. The purpose of this noise
study is to determine the typical noise levels to be expected from dirt bike activity at the DMXR
facility. Four different scenarios for dirt bike activity were evaluated: a weekend race day, a weekend
practice day, a weekday practice, and flat track only activity (Friday or Saturday Night Under the
Lights event). Figure 1 is an aerial view of the DMXR facility. The oval track visible in this aerial view
will be relocated 150 feet to the west of the existing oval track as noted.

Approximate
location of
relocated oval track

Figure 1: Aerial View of DMXR Facility Showing Noise Measurement Locations
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The hours of operation of the DMXR (i.e., hours during which the facility will be open to the public)
are contained in the Land Use Permit. Figure 2 is a photo of the MX track looking to the southeast
from a position near measurement Location 4.

Figure 2: Diablo MX Ranch MX Track

2 Applicable Noise Guidelines

The applicable noise guidelines are contained in the Noise Element of the CCC General Plan (2005 -
2020). The noise guidelines are contained Figure 11-6 (Land Use Compatibility for Community Noise
Environments) of the Noise Element, which is replicated herein in Figure 3. CCC Land Use
Compatibility noise guidelines are based on the Day-Night Level (L) metric. The Lqn is the equivalent
noise exposure level for a 24-hour period. Noise occurring during the nighttime hours of 10:00 pm
to 7:00 am are weighted by adding 10 decibels (dB) to the measured noise levels. The 10 dB
weighting accounts for the greater sensitivity of people to noise during nighttime hours compared to
noise occurring during the daytime.

Environmental noise levels are measured in terms of A-weighted decibels (dBA), which are closely
correlated with the auditory response of the human ear. A-weighting is implicit in noise levels
reported in terms of L4y and normally not included when reporting Lan levels. Environmental noise
levels fluctuate over time. The term Equivalent Continuous Sound Exposure Level (Leq) refers to a

3
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noise level that is equivalent to a level of a steady noise containing the same total sound energy as
the fluctuating noise level for a given period of time (typically one hour). The Lan is determined from
the hourly Leq over a 24-hour period with the 10 dB weighting for nighttime hours. Figure 2 below
presents the Land Use Compatibility noise guidelines as indicated in Figure 11-6 of the CCC Noise
Element. It is our understanding that the land parcels adjacent to DMXR property are zoned
agriculture and therefore noise levels up to 75 Lq, are considered “Normally Acceptable.”

COMMUNITY NOISE EXPOSURE
LAND USE CATEGORY Ly, OR CNEL, 0B
© & T ®

RESIDENTIAL - LOW DENSITY oo s5o s
SINGLE FAMILY, DUPLEX, 7 -
MOBILE HOMES
RESIDENTIAL - MULTI FAMILY AL
TRANSIENT LODGING - ~ Tz
MOTELS, HOTELS

e L
SCHOOLS, LIBRARIES, I
CHURGHES, HOSPITALS,
NURSING HOMES .

AUNTORIUMS, CONCGFRT ALLLIAA LA AL
HALLS, AMPHITHEATRES T

25221?&‘ ggbms 7T 7,

PLAYGROUNDS, R
NEICHBOURHOOD PARKS

COLF COUNSES, MDING AR

STABLES, WATER
RECREATION, CEMETARIES

OFFICE BUILDINGS, BUSINESS, [TT8E S Ay
COMMERCIAL AND
PROFESSIONAL

-5

INDUSTRIAL, MANUFACTURING JL air i i T o)
|UTIITIES, AGRICULTURE

EE

NORMALLY ACCEPTABLE NORMALLY UNACGEPTABLE

Specified land use is salistactory, based upon the New conatruction or development should )
assumption that any buildings. involvod are of normal generaly be discouraged. it now construstion or
conventional construction, withaut any special noise davel doos ¢ ¢, adotatiod ansh

insulgtion requiremants. of the naise ion requiremen! lsn:uslb:s
made and necded avise msulstion Ratures

m inciudad in the design.

CONDITIONALLY ACCEPTABLE m

New construciion of devesopmant should ba CLEARLY UNACCEPTABLE

ungdertaken only after & deteiled analysis of the noise ca
priraimptinlcluardhin andnonded il t&wb:onm?tdemm arly should
insulation leatures included in the design.

Figure 3: Land Use Compatibility Guidelines for Community Noise Environments (as provided in Figure
11-6 of the Noise Element of the Contra Costa County General Plan)
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3 Noise Study Methodology

The noise measurements conducted for this study consisted of both short-term noise recordings and
long-term noise measurement at five (5) locations along the DMXR property line. Table 1 summarizes
the noise measurement locations and the types of measurements performed at each. Figure 1 shows
the position of measurement locations for this noise study on an aerial image of the facility.

Long-Term Measurements

Hourly Leq noise levels were measured along the property line of the site using five Type I logging
sound level meters with windscreens. All measurements were calibrated. The noise loggers were
left unattended for four full days, two weekdays and a weekend. The long-term loggers were placed
at the locations indicated in Table 1and Figure 1 (Loc. 1 to Loc. 5), where they were secured to the
fence or tree support post with extension poles. Microphone height for the long-term loggers was
approximately 8 feet above the ground. All long-term meter microphones were provided with a 7 in.
weatherproof windscreen to minimize noise created by turbulence at the microphone from wind.
The sound meters logged noise levels continuously for several 24-hour periods, providing hourly Leq
throughout the measurement duration. The hourly L.q logged were subsequently used to calculate
the daily Day-Night Levels (Lan) and typical hourly ambient Leq at each location. Loc. 4 and Loc. 5 only
logged data for three complete days due to a loss of battery power.

Short-Term Sound Recordings

Calibrated, digital recordings were made at all five locations to provide representative samples of
dirt bike noise and its frequency content for a four-hour period during the simulated race and
practice activity conducted on a weekday (Thursday, January 28%). Digital recordings were obtained
with microphones at a height of 5 feet above the ground. Microphone windscreens were employed.
The locations and descriptions of the measurements are indicated in Figure 1 and Table 1.

Table 1: Environmental and Dirt Bike Noise Measurement Locations

Label | Measurement Type Location Description
) Sul sl East property line fence on extension pole, 250’ north
Loc. 1 gﬁgxg'tTFe(al;r:]n _Ssﬁﬁr?:lgch}fgh;t from north edge of neighbor’s barn. On a hillside
& overlooking the flat track and much of the MX track.
Southeast property line at row of new cedar trees on
Loc. 2 Long Term - 9.5 ft mic height | extension pole, secured to tree support post. Near the MX
"™ | Short Term - 5 ft mic height | track and in-line with the eastern edge of the water
retention pond on site.
N o South-southeast property line fence, on extension pole,
Loc. 3 - ;‘g;‘ft’%:; _%itﬂmﬁ%];flg?t on MX track hill. Near the section of the MX track where
g the riders start the final decent off the hill.
_ e West-northwest property line fence, at corner of fence
Loc. 4 rongiiesm=g.> f“?"c h.elght line, on extension pole. Near the start line for the MX
Short Term - 5 ft mic height track
) S West property line fence on extension pole, in-line with
Loc.5 g ML = helght adjacent residence south facade. Farthest from both
Short Term - 5 ft mic height .
tracks, and near closest residence,
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3.1 Dirt Bike Activity Noise Recordings

Simulated race day and practice activity were conducted with volunteers on 28 January 2016.
Approximately fifty riders, with a mix of 2-stroke and 4-stroke bikes, were present over a four-hour
period and ridden to simulate motocross (MX) races and practice activity on the MX track and the
oval track. Two Wilson Ihrig personnel circulated between measurement Locations 1, 2, 4, and 5
during this four-hour period to observe the noise levels at each location in real time during the dirt
bike activity. Loc. 3 was not accessible during the dirt bike activity for safety reasons.

Three race simulations were conducted on the MX track. Each race consisted of 10 laps, the first two
races had 20 riders and the third race had 22 riders. Each of these three races had a typical duration
of approximately 25 minutes. The bikes ridden during these simulations were a mix of 2 and 4-stroke
engines, with a majority of 4-stroke engines. One race simulation, which consisted of 13 riders and
10 laps, was conducted on the flat oval track.

Following the four races the two tracks were opened for bike practice activity for the next 2.5 hours.
The number of riders on the track varied throughout the practice time, with the highest number being
25 riders on the MX track and 10 riders on the oval track at the beginning of the practice simulation.
A head count of riders was taken roughly every 30 minutes during the practice simulation, with the
number of riders on the MX track decreasing by an approximately 5 riders with each 30-minute head
count. At the end of the practice simulation there were five riders on the motocross track. The oval
track was empty by the end of the first hour of practice time.

The data recorded from these simulated race and practice events were used to establish hourly Leq
and Lqy levels for the four scenarios for DMXR race and practice functions that were assessed: (1) a
weekend race day, (2) a weekend practice day, (3) a weekday practice and (4) Friday or Saturday
Night Under the Lights event.

3.2 Ambient Noise Measurement Resulis

The results of the ambient noise survey without bike activity reveal that the existing noise levels
around the DMXR property line range from 47 to 56 Lan. The logged hourly ambient noise levels were
used to establish the typical ambient noise levels during the three DMXR function scenarios indicated
above, outside the hours when the facility is open and bike activity occurs. The Lq, levels measured
at each location are presented in Table 2 below.

Takle 2: Measured Exnstmg Ambient Ldn without DMIXR Activity

Day-nght N0|se Level (Ld,,)

Day . Lloc.1 Loc.2 Loc. 3 loc.4 | Llocs
Friday, January29 48 49 47 56 . 47
Saturday,lanuary30 | 50 50 . 47 55 . 47
Sunday,janvary3’ 53 56 56 | 53 . 48
‘Monday, Februaryl | 54 54 52 - 5 ="

* There appeared to be a least one dirt bike rider at the DMXR facnhty on Sunday, January 30 /2016
during the 3 pm hour
** No data was logged at these locations on this day due to a loss of battery power

6
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3.3 Analysis of Measured and Recorded Noise Data

The results of the simulated race and practice events are summarized in Table 3 below. Sample Leg's
at each site were taken during each of the simulated events. Sample L.;’s obtained from the
recordings during the simulated races ranged between 10-15 minutes. Samples obtained during the
simulated practices were 30 minutes in duration. Typical weekend and weekday ambient levels for each
hour are presented in the Appendix. At each site, the measured ambient hourly Ley's collected during
Saturday and Sunday were averaged to calculate typical weekend ambient levels. Measured ambient
hourly Leg's collected during weekdays were averaged to calculate typical weekday ambient levels.

Table 3: Measured Equivalent Noise Levels (Leg) During Simulated DMXR Activity

!
i

Equivalent Noise Level (Leg)

L Cp—— TN

’ Simulated Events ; loc. 1 Loc. 2 Loc. 3 Loc. 4 Loc.5
| Simulated Race on ' f , ' i
MXTrack® e * ®

“Simulated Race on
Oval' Track**

1}
L]

~
o
U1
%
-
i 9
o
N
~
o

 Simulated MX and Oval _ | : ;
' Track Practice (10/5 Q 65 72 i 68 1‘ 75 i 65

| riders)*** il o L ' —] R T
: Simulated MX Practice | | ' |
Sridersres S o7t & e
Slmulated Oval Track 64 59 | 60 56 : 64

Practlce (3 riders)**** |
* Samples taken durlng simulated race events on MX track ranged between 10 - 15 minutes.
** Samples taken during simulated race events on oval track were 10 minutes.

*** Samples taken during simulated practice events were 30 minutes.

**%x Adjusted from 10 minute samples taken during simulated race events on oval track.

4 Noise Models for DMXR for Property Line Locations

The results of the ambient noise measurements (typical hourly Le;) were combined with the
calculated hourly L, for racing and practice events to arrive at typical L4, values at the measurement
locations. Four different scenarios were modeled based on how the facility will typically operate,
including: a weekend race day, a weekend practice day, a weekday practice day, and a Friday or
Saturday Night Under the Lights event.

The results of the ambient noise measurements during each hour of the day were averaged for a
weekend day and for a weekday. This provided typical hourly Leq during, for example, the 1:00 to
2:00 PM hour on a weekend and on a weekday. The typical ambient levels throughout the day were
then combined with the dirt bike noise level for the racing, practice and special event scenarios to
project Lan values for these events.
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4.1 Weekend MX Race Day

A weekend race day scenario was modeled at each of the five measurement locations. The maximum
measured Leq sample taken during the simulated racing events at each location was used as the
reference sound level for this scenario. A typical weekend race day was assumed to consist of a total
of seven hours of races and a one-hour break for lunch. It was assumed that a total of 33 races each
lasting approximately 12.5 minutes would take place on the MX track during a typical weekend race
day. Each race was assumed to have on average 15 riders. The noise exposure generated by dirt bike
activity is determined by the amount of time riders spend riding and the number of riders doing so.
Based on the parameters indicated the level of activity for a race day corresponds to a total of 105
bike rider hours (BRHs) on the MX track.

The model combined the measured racing Leq obtained at each measurement location during the
hours of the day when racing would occur with the measured weekend ambient levels during non-
racing hours. The measured racing Leq used in the model corresponds to the L.q measured during the
racing simulations even though the number of riders were in some cases more than number of riders
the model assumes. During typical race days, it was also assumed that a public announcement (PA)
system would be utilized. Typical sound levels from similar PA speakers were used to model sound
levels at each location. See below for a discussion of the PA sound level and duration assumptions.
The PA was assumed to be used during weekend race days once in the morning to play the national
anthem and eight times per hour for announcements during the hours when there was racing. The
hourly Leq’s during racing hours and non-racing hours were combined to calculate the Ls at each
measurement location.

4.2 Weekend Practice Day

A typical weekend practice day scenario was modeled at each of the five measurement locations. The
number of riders on the track at any one time during a practice day would be expected to vary. The
noise recordings for simulated practice conditions included a number of different riders at different
times in order to record a range of rider activity. The modeled noise level for a typical weekend
practice day scenario assumes that there are on average 10 riders on the MX track at a time. The
duration of a typical weekend practice event is 15 minutes, with a total of 4 hours of bike noise. A
total of 40 BRHs would occur on the MX track. The oval track is expected to get much less use. A
typical usage would be 5 riders on the oval track for 2 hours of riding. This corresponds to 10 BRHs
on the oval track. No PA use is planned during weekend practice days. The maximum measured Leq
during simulated weekend practice was combined with the measured weekend ambient levels to
calculate the L4n at each measurement location.

4.3 Weekday Practice

A typical weekday practice was assumed to consist a total of 1.5 hours of bike noise based the typical
number of riders expected and the average amount of time a rider would spend riding. Weekday
afternoon practice consisted of 5 riders on average. This corresponds to 7.5 BRHs on the MX track.
The oval track usage is expected to be 3 riders on average for 1 hour of riding on a typical weekday
practice. This corresponds to 3 BRHs on the oval track. The computed Leq from recorded samples
were combined with the measured weekday ambient levels to calculate the Lq, at each measurement

8
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location. No PA use is planned during practice days, so it was not included in the weekday practice
scenario.

4.4 Friday or Saturday Night Under the Lights Event

DMXR will occasionally hold these special events in which the public will be able to use only the oval
track and not the MX track. For this type of event a maximum usage would be 7 riders on average on
the oval track riding for 4 hours. This corresponds to 28 BRHs on the oval track.

4.5 Public Address Loudspeaker Sound Levels

The applicant intends to use a PA system on race days. The existing PA system is not operable, but
there is an existing loudspeaker mounted to a telephone pole in the parking lot in front of the MX
track as show in Figure 4. Races that are promoted may employ their own PA system, but the
loudspeaker(s) will be located next to the existing loudspeaker pole. Typical sound levels for the PA
loudspeaker were assumed to be 90 dBA at 50 feet from the loudspeaker. This level is generally
consistent with PA sound levels measured by Wilson Ihrig at another MX facility.

Figure 4: Existing PA Loudspeaker on Pole at SW Corner of Parking Lot
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Announcements were assumed to occur before and after each race and create 15 seconds of sound
each time. It is also anticipated that the national anthem will most likely be played at the beginning
of race day. Although the anthem fluctuates in sound level and lasts about 200 seconds, for the
purpose of analysis it was assumed that the sound level was constant at 90 dBA. These PA sound
levels were factored into the calculation of Lan levels, based on the parameters stated.

5 Noise Model for Adjacent Residences

There are five residences located on the adjacent agricultural land adjacent to DMXR as shown in
Figure 5. To model noise levels at the adjacent residences is more complicated than modeling noise
levels at the measurement locations, because it requires accounting for attenuation with distance
from multiple sources that are distributed over a large area and are constantly moving. Consequently,
it was decided to construct a simplified model that assumed an aggregate noise sources concentrated
at the approximate centers of the MX track and the oval track.

. !.‘

Residence 2

]
a

Figure 5: Location of Residences Adjacent to DMXR

Sound from a single source attenuates at a rate of 6 dB/doubling of distance, not accounting for excess
attenuation due to ground effects. Excess attenuation would mean lower noise levels at the residences.

10



"

ACOQUSTICS. NOISE & VIBRATION

2 WILSON IHRIG
N

DIABLO MX RANCH
NOISE STUDY

Using the calculated Lg, for the measurement locations (Loc. 1 through 5), the distance from the MX track
center to each measurement location and the oval track to each measurement location, and this simple
model, the Lg, for each of the five residences was calculated. The Lq, for the measurement location(s) in
the general direction of each residence was used as a reference from which to project to the residence.
For Residences 2, 3 4 and 5, there are two measurement locations that can be used for each residence.
For these four residences the data for more than one measurement location were used to estimate the
Lan at those residences with emphasis on the measurement location that was more representative.

6 Noise Study Results for DMXR Property Line

The results of the noise modeling are included in Table 4 below. The modeled Lq, at all five
measurement locations are indicated.

Table 4: Modeled Property Line Ldn Durmg DMXR Typlcal Operating Scenarios

S SIS N ——

i

N

Day-nght Noise Level (L)

L;c. 1 Loc. 2

| Operating Scenario loc.3 | loc.4 Locs |
D o R S S SRS R S
bessngon o = iR : IR, SHLIEES i I e
i Weekday Practice i 56 z 61 i 58 t 64 i 56 |
: Friday or Saturday g i Z ! "
| Night Under the Lights | = | >2 o | > i 60 7

* Weekend race day Ievels include PA u: usage

6.1 Race Day

The results of the analysis for a typical weekend race day scenario indicate that the maximum Laq of
73 dBA would occur at Location 4. The predicted Lan at the other locations range between 60 to 69.

6.2 Weekend Practice Day

The results of the analysis for the typical weekend practice day scenario indicate that the maximum
Lan of 68 would occur at Location 4. The results at the other four measurement locations indicate Lqn

ranging from 58 to 64.
6.3 Weekday Practice

The results of the analysis for the typical weekday afternoon practice were lower due to shorter
hours of activity. The maximum Lq, of 64 is projected to occur at Location 4, with the levels at the
other four locations ranging from 54 to 60.

6.4 Friday or Saturday Night Under the Lights Events

The results of the analysis for this special event activity indicate that the maximum Lay of 60 would
occur at Locations 1 and 5. The results at the other three measurement locations indicate Lqg, ranging

from 52 to 57.

11
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7 Estimate of Noise Levels at Adjacent Residences

At the nearby residences, the noise level is estimated to be in the range of Lan 58 to 61 at Residence 2
on a typical weekend race day. The Lq at the other residences (Residence 1, 3, 4, and 5) are estimated
to be in range of 55 to 60. On weekend and weekday practices, the Lan at residences would be lower
than on a typical weekend race day. For a Friday or Saturday Night Under the Lights event the highest
Lan is estimated to be 60 for Residences 1 and 4. For this particular type of event the Las for the other
residences would be less than 60. The Lq, are expected to be lower than these estimates due to excess
attenuation from ground effects, and for Residences 2 and 3 they are expected to be lower due to
acoustic shielding by the terrain.

8 Conclusions and Recommendations

The results of the analysis indicate that the maximum day-night noise level would occur during a
typical weekend race day scenario. This is to be suspected due to the high number of riders and
duration of racing compared to a typical practice day scenario. The predicted levels at all modeled
property line locations is below the Noise Element guideline of 75 Lan, which is considered Normally
Acceptable for agriculture land. The highest noise level (73 Lan) is projected to occur at Location 4 on
the DMXR property line.

Based on the results of this noise study, no mitigation measures are recommended for the DMXR
facility other than to implement a noise measurement program for weekend race and practice day
bikes following the State of California procedure for controlling individual bike noise emission levels.
That procedure requires noise levels measured 20 inches from the exhaust pipe of a stationary bike
not exceed 96 dBA when the bike is operated at a specified RPM based on the year, make and model
of the bike (i.e., half the manufacturer’s rated maximum RPM).

12
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APPENDIX—AMBIENT NOISE DATA
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Table A-1: Typical Measured Weekend Ambient Hourly Leq

o L Typicalleg(dBA)
| Hour of Day Loc.1 | Loc.2 Loc.3 | Loc.4 ‘ Loc.5 |

0:00 42 & 38 49 | 39 |
1:00 s 39 44 a8 | 36

] 36 | 37 35 43 . 35
- 38 | 36 3 39 . 38
41 | 41 40 40 41
44 50 41 40 | 43 |
| 47 45 43 | 44 | 45
, 45 | 45 43 42 47
|46 45 a4 a4 | 47
46 | 44 43 | 44 | 46
| ) 47 52 47 45 | 47
| ) . 47 | 47 47 | 46 | 47
i .l 4 | 50 45 49 | 46
o | 51 | 55 87 | 55 | 50
49 | 50 49 49 | 49
7 44 | 49 42 45 | 43
49 ' 46 45 48 | 45
i S 7 AT S
L 49 | 45 43 50 . 45 |
| . 50 | 47 42 49 44
) ) 48 46 42 | 48 | 41 |

a7 | 47 a2 47 | 39

14



Ty

| S—. |

< ACDUSTICS. NOISE & VIBRATION

Table A-2: Typical Measured Weekday Ambient Hourly Leq

DIABLO MX RANCH
NOISE STUDY

Hour of

Day | loc.1

Loc. 2

Typical Leq (dBA)

Loc. 3

000 44
I . . )

42

2:00 41

f 3:00 | 40

4:00 41

37

39

e s s

40

5:00 ; 45

44

. 600 46 46 44 45 5
. 7:00 46 ; 46 | 53 , 47 |
8:00 - 46 49 43 | 45 |
900 4 | 46 | 43 | L4
1000 | 46 | 43 e a3
11:00 | 46 46 45 j 43
1200 46 50 46 ' 23

13:00 46

a7 L

TTia00 Tm

| R A

15:00 44

44

16:00 42

42

_17:00 43

41

1800 46
19:00 46

42

44

T M

20:00 45

42

4

37
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Announcements were assumed to occur before and after each race and create 15 seconds of sound
each time. Itis also anticipated that the national anthem will most likely be played at the beginning
of race day. Although the anthem fluctuates in sound level and lasts about 200 seconds, for the
purpose of analysis it was assumed that the sound level was constant at 90 dBA. These PA sound
levels were factored into the calculation of La, levels, based on the parameters stated.

5 Noise Model for Adjacent Residences

There are five residences located on the adjacent agricultural land adjacent to DMXR as shown in
Figure 5. To model noise levels at the adjacent residences is more complicated than modeling noise
levels at the measurement locations, because it requires accounting for attenuation with distance
from multiple sources that are distributed over a large area and are constantly moving. Consequently,
it was decided to construct a simplified model that assumed an aggregate noise sources concentrated
at the approximate centers of the MX track and the oval track.

-

B =
,j_
Residence3 |

Figure 5: Location of Residences Adjacent to DMXR

Sound from a single source attenuates at a rate of 6 dB/doubling of distance, not accounting for excess
attenuation due to ground effects. Excess attenuation would mean lower noise levels at the residences.
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tracks for dirt bike riding, a motocross (MX) track which is the main track and an oval track. The flat
oval track that will be used but see less activity compared to the main track. The flat oval track will
be used on events referred to as Friday or Saturday Night Under the Lights. The purpose of this noise
study is to determine the typical noise levels to be expected from dirt bike activity at the DMXR
facility. Four different scenarios for dirt bike activity were evaluated: a weekend race day, a weekend
practice day, a weekday practice, and flat track only activity (Friday or Saturday Night Under the
Lights event). Figure 1 is an aerial view of the DMXR facility. The oval track visible in this aerial view
will be relocated 150 feet to the west of the existing oval track as noted.

Approximate
location of
relocated oval track

Figure 1: Aerial View of DMXR Facility Showing Noise Measurement Locations
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Gary Kupp OSTA COUSTY
Planner IT \
Contra Costa County APR 12 2016
Conservation & Development
30 Muir Road Dept of Conservation & Development
Martinez, California 94553

VIA E-MAIL: Gary.Kupp@dcd.cccounty.us

SUBJECT: Review of Diablo MX Ranch Noise Studies

Dear Gary:

At your request, we have reviewed two noise studies prepared for the Diablo MX Ranch project
proposed in Contra Costa County, California. The first study was prepared by the appellant’s
acoustical consultant, Charles M. Salter Associates, Inc. (Salter), in October 2015, and the second
study was prepared by the applicant’s acoustical consultant, Wilson IThrig (WIA), in March 2016. The
Salter study documented ambient noise levels through a comprehensive noise monitoring survey at
several locations surrounding the motocross facility and provided a list of questions that the
consultant thought should be addressed in the noise evaluation of the project. The WIA study
similarly included a comprehensive ambient noise monitoring survey. The WIA study also included
noise measurements of simulated race and practice events and predictions of noise levels under
several operating scenarios. The WIA study concluded that the project, as proposed, would produce
noise levels that would comply with the Contra Costa County General Plan.

Our peer review of these reports included an assessment of the two separate noise monitoring
surveys, an assessment of the predictive methods utilized in the WIA analysis, and an assessment of
the conclusions reached by WIA relative to applicable standards. The key issues are that the correct
significance criteria have been used and that project-generated noise has been properly evaluated.

Charles M. Salter Associates, Inc. Study

The Salter study first references project standards and then summarizes the results of a
comprehensive noise monitoring survey made to document ambient noise conditions near the Diablo
MX Ranch project site. Ambient day-night average noise levels (L4, or DNL), in the absence of
motocross-related noise, were generally 50 to 60 dBA. Daytime hourly average noise levels typically
ranged from approximately 40 to 45 dBA L.,. These data were reviewed and demonstrate that the site
and vicinity are subject to relatively low levels of ambient noise. The study then asks several
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questions relating o the project’s potential to generate noise levels exceeding allowable limits and
whether or not the project would result in a substantial increase in noise above ambient conditions.
These questions are not answered in the Salter report. It is our understanding that the questions posed
by Salter relating to the project’s potential to generate noise levels exceeding allowable limits and
whether or not the project would result in a substantial increase in noise above ambient conditions
would only be applicable if the project were undergoing CEQA review. We understand that the
proposed project is not subject to CEQA; therefore the questions posed by Salter are not applicable in
the assessment of project-generated noise.

Wilson Ihrig Study

The WIA study presents a description of the proposed project, a summary of Contra Costa County’s
noise guidelines, and noise measurement data collected to establish ambient noise conditions and
noise levels produced by simulated race and practice events. The ambient noise levels documented
by WIA were reviewed and found to be similar to those documented by Salter. The noise survey of
simulated practices and events also appeared to be reasonable. Predictions of noise levels under
several operating scenarios are then made and noise levels are compared to the General Plan’s 75
dBA L4, “Normally Acceptable” standard for land zoned for agriculture. Our review indicates that
the methodology used in the noise analysis was appropriate, and the calculated noise levels were
reasonable based on assumptions detailed in the noise study. The study concludes that the project
would not exceed the noise limit established for parcels zoned for agriculture as described in the
Contra Costa County General Plan.

Comments

The primary difference between the two studies is the noise level threshold that should be used to
evaluate project generated noise. The Salter study references a “60-dBA Noise Control” standard
which is assumed to apply at the property line. The Salter study also references the General Plan’s 60
dBA Ly “Normally Acceptable” standard, and the State of California Model Community Noise
. Ordinance standards, which are normally applied to residential land uses. In contrast, the WIA study
cites the County General Plan’s 75 dBA Lg “Normally Acceptable” standard for land zoned for
agriculture and evaluates noise produced by the project with respect to this standard. It is our
understanding that the County supports the 75 dBA L, threshold used in the WIA study because the
subject property and surrounding parcels are zoned for agriculture and the proposed use would be
consistent with the uses allowed in the agricultural zoning district.

4 L4 L4

This concludes our comments. Please feel free to contact us, should you have any questions.

Sincerely,

PEE g gt

Michael S. Thill

Principal Consultant
ILLINGWORTH & RODKIN, INC.
(16-067)
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Approximate
location of
relocated oval track

Figure 1: Aerial View of DMXR Facility Showing Noise Measurement Locations
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Residence 5

Figure 5: Location of Residences Adjacent to DMXR
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Richard T. Bowles Lawrence D. Goldberg
Michael B Verna Cathleen S. Ruang
Robert 1. Westerfield Bthan K. Friedman
Richard A. Ergo William T. Nagle

K.F. Dean Harper Michael P. Connolly
Bradley R. Bowles Nathaniel B. Duncan
Kenneth B. McKenzie Cheryl A. Noll

David W. Trotter Michael T. Krueger
Jason J. Granskog Mallory L. Homewood

' Bruce C. Paltenghi

October 22, 2015 RECEIVED
. CONTRA COSTA COUNTY
VIA EMAIL AND U.S. MAIL ‘ ‘
OCT 22 2015
Community Development Division :
Contra Costa County Department of of Couservation & Development
Conservation and Development: s = ‘

30 Muir Road A
Mariinez, California 94553
Atin: Aruna Bhat, Deputy Director

Re:  John and Lori Ramirez (Applicants)/James and Derothy Schmidt (Qwners),
County File No. LP13-2095
Site Address/Locatior: 50 Camino Diablo Road, Unincorporated
Brentweod, CA (APN 003-020-048)

Appeal By Twenty-Three Camino Diablo and Walnut Avenue Homeowners
and Residents to the Contra Costa County Board of Supervisors of the
County Planning Commission’s May 12, 2015 Decision Allowing Off-Road
Motocross Operations, Finding Applicant to be in Compliance with Land
Use Permit No. LP95-2020 Cenditions of Approval, and Approving Revised
Site Plans dated October 31,2014

Dear Ms. Bhat:

This letter is submitted on behalf of the Appellants in the above-referenced land use
appeal which is currently pending before the County Board of Supervisors. I am writing as a
follow-up to Appellants’ August 20, 2015 meeting in Brentwood with Supervisor Mary Piepho,
her staff and representatives from County Community Development Division Director Kopchik
and yourself. Speaking for my clients who attended, we very much appreciated having the
opportunity to meet with you and Supervisor Piepho on August 20 to express our concerns
regarding the serious adverse impacts of the proposed motocross park on the Appellants’ quality
of life and quiet enjoyment of their homes and property.

During the course of the August 20 meeting, we briefly discussed the preliminary results
of the ambient noise measurements that had been taken a few weeks earlier in the vicinity of the
motocross project by Charles M. Salter Associates, Inc. (“Salter”), and I had promised to send a
copy of Salter’s finai report to the County so that it can be included in the administrative record
with respect to the pending appeal. ,

_California Plaza ¢ 2121 N. California Blvd. ¢ Suite 875 ¢ P.O.Box §180 ¢ Walnut Creek, CA 94596-5180

Phone (925) 935-3300 ¢  Fax (925)935-0371 ¢ www.bowlesverna.com
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Community Development Division
Contra Costa County

Attention: Arunta Bhat, Deputy Director
October 22, 2015

Page 2

With that in mind, a copy of the Salter ambieat noise measurements report dated October
20, 2015 is enclosed. Consistent with what the parties discussed at the August 20 meeting in
Supervisor Piepho’s office, the baseline ambient noise levels in the vicinity of Appellants’
homes in the sbsence in the motocross park are very low. Salter found that “[i]n genersl,
tike mesnsured daytime ambient noise levels were between 4€ snd 45 dB (LS0).” See Salter
report at p. 6 (emphasis added). This is a very quiet rural residential setting.

That said, the record should be clear that Salter also measured very high noise levels on
the afternoon of August 2, 2015, when three motorcycies were observed using the Diablo MX
site. At that time, the “typical meximum noise levels” from these “motocross motorcycles
were measured to be approximately 80 dB to 85 dB.” See Salter report at p. 7 (emphasis
added). These data indicate that the applicant will not, and cannot, comply with the County’s
stated “60-dBA noise control” standard for this project.

. - Please include this letter and the Salter report in the administrative record and make them
available to the full Board of Supervisors. Appellants appreciate your continuing attention to
this metter, and please do not hesitate to contact me should there be any questions. Thank you.

Very truly yours,
<. (__
,@m&i LOS \vo U(a(

DAVID W. TROTTER
DWT:te
Enclosure
cc:  The Hon. Mary N. Piepho (W/encl.) — via e-maii and U.S. mail

Supervisor, District III

Ms. Linda Thuman (w/encl.) — via e-mail and U.S. mail
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130 Sutter Street

Floar 5

Son Fr cA
David Trotter aon
Bowles & Verna, LLP 1415397.0442
2121 North California Boulevard, Suite 875 oliipal
Walnut Cregk, CA 94596
Email: dtrotter@bowlesverna.com
Subject: Proposed Diablo MX Motocross Feacility

50 Camino Piablo, Road, Byron, CA
Ambient Noise Measurements
CSA Project: 15-0428

Dear David:

This letter summarizes our environmental noise study of ambient nolse levels around the Diablo MX
motocross facllity located at 50 Camino Diablo Road in Byron, CA. The purpase of the study is to
measure baseline ambient noise levels at the site to be later compared with noise levels during
motocross events.

SUMMARY

The noise levels measured varied by location and day, with typical day-night average noise levels
(DNL') of approximately 50 dB to 60 dB’. Typical daytime hourly percentile (Ls) noise levels were
between 40 dB and 45 dB (approximately). Noise sources measured at the site induded the following:

Distant traffic

Wind noise

Motorcycles at the motocross facility (on one day)

Trucking activities induding grading and rock/gravel dumping (at times)

Additional details and noise levels are provided below.

DNL (Day-Night Average Sound Level) - A descriptor for a 24-hour A-welighted average noise level. DNL accounts for the
increased acoustical sensitivity of people to noise during the nighttime hours. DNL penalizes sound levels by 10 dB during

the hours from 10 PM to 7 AM. For practical purposes, the DNL and CNEL are usually interchangeable. DNL is sometimes
written as Ly,

dB (Decibet) - A unit that describes the magnitude of a sound with respect to a reference sound leve! near the threshold of
hearing. Decibels are based on a logarithmic scale and therefore cannot be added arithmetically. All sound levels in this
report are A-welghted. A-welighting is a standard weighting that accounts for the sensitivity of human hearing to the range
of audible frequencies,
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Diable MX Motocross Facility, Byron, CA Ambient Noise Analysls
20 October 2015 Page 2

PROJECT STANDARDS
Contra Costa County Community Development

Based on county records that you provided, we understand that the current compliance review
indicates that the Diablo MX project is subject to a “60-dBA Noise Control” standard. We assume that
this 60 dB noise limit addresses noise generated on the Diablo MX property and transmitted to the
boundaries of neighboring properties and applies at the property boundary. This standard is found on
the “Agency Comment Request” form of the Contra Costa County Department of Conservation and
Development — Community Development Division (see Exhibit 2 of the Bowles & Verna LLP appeal
letter dated 22 May 2015).

Contra Costa County General Plan

The Noise Element of the Contra Costa County General Plan (2005-2020) contains guidelines for Land
use Compatibility for Community Noise Environments. These guidelines assign appropriate noise levels
for indoor and outdoor activities at various land use categories. According to.the Noise Element, it is
*normally acceptable” for low density residential lands to be exposed to a day-night average sound
level (DNL) of 60 dB or less.

The County’s Noise Element contains the following goals, palicies, and implementation measures that
apply to the issue of equipment noise from the project.

Goal 11-A: To improve the averall environment in the County by reducing annaying and physically
harmiful levels of noise far existing and future residents and for all land uses.

Goal 11-B: To maintain appropriate noise conditions in all areas of the County.

Goal 11-C: To ensure that new developments will be constructed so as to limit the effects of
exterior noise on the resigents.

Goal 11-D: To recognize the econamic impacts of noise contrel and encourage an equitable
distribution of these costs.

Goal 11-E: To recognize citizen concerns regarding excessive noise levels, and to utilize measures
through which the concerns can be identified and mitigated.

Policy 11-2: The standard for outdoor noise levels In residential areas Is a DNL of 60 dB. However,
a DNL of 60 dB or less may not be achievable in all residential areas due to economic or aesthetic

constraints...

Policy 11-6: If an area is currently below the maximum “normally acceptable” noise level, an
Increase in noise up to the maximum should not be allowed necessarily.

Implemenitation Measure 11-a: Continue to require a review and analysis of noise-related impacts
as part of the existing project development review procedures of the County.

Charies M Salter
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Implementation Measure 11-b. Evaluate the noise impacts of a proposed project upon existing
land uses in terms of the applicable Federal, State, and local codes, and the potential for adverse
community response, based on a significant increase in existing noise levels.

Implementation Measure 11-d: Noise mitigation shall be incorporated into the design and
construction of new projects or be required as conditions of project approval,

The Noise Element also discusses how noise increases are perceived by people, as listed below:

An important factor in assessing a person’s subjective reaction is to compare the new noise
environment to the existing noise environment. In general, the more a new noise level exceeds the
prior existing level, the less acceptable it is. Therefore, a new noise source will be judged moare
annoying in a quiet area than it would be in a noisier location. Knowledge of the following
relationships is heipful in understanding how changes in noise and noise exposure are perceived.

»  Except under special conditions, a change in sound level of 1 dB cannot be perceived;
o Outside of the laboratory, a 3 dB change is considered a just-noticeable difference;

o A cdhange in level of at least ¥ dB is required before any noticeable change in community
response would be expected, and

» A 10 dB change is subjectively heard as an approximate doubling in loudness and almost
always causes an adverse community response.

State of California — Model Community Noise Control Ordinance

The guidelines established In the State of California Model Community Noise Control Ordinance? are
also provided for consideration to address noise intrusion to residential areas, This document was
published by the State of California to provide guidance for communities to develop their own noise
ordinances. It is considered a reasonably protective limit and is discussed in this report to provide
guidance to the County in reviewing potential noise impacts.

The exterior noise level limits in the Model Community Noise Control Ordinance are shown in the table

below and correspond to the median percentile noise level (Ls)*. These limits are not to be exceeded

at the receiving land use for more than 30 minutes in an hour. The limits are te be adjusted based on

the duration of the source, the level of the ambient noise, and the character of the sound. For brevity,

Acousiics these adjustments are not excerpted in this report.

Avdiovisu |
Telecommunications
Security

?  “Model Community Noise Control Ordinance.” Office of Naise Control, California Department of Health, Berkeley, 1977,
130 Sutter Streat * Lp=The sound leve! exceeded for a stated percentage (n) of a specified measurement period as described In ASTM E1686.

fioor § Lyor Lgp, and Lgg are the levels exceeded 10, 50, and 20 percent of the time, respectively.
Son Francisco TA :

94104
T 415397.0442
F 415397.0454

www.cmsaiter.con
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Model Community Noise Control Ordinance
Exterior Noise Limits (Ls, Noise Level)
Recelving Land Use Category Time Period Noise Level (dBA)
Noise Zone Classification
Rural Suburban | Urban
Suburban
One & Two Family Residential | 10 pm -7 am 40 45 50
7 am - 10 pm 50 55 60
Muitiple Dwelling Residential 10 pm—7 am 45 50 35
Public Space 7 am — 10 pm 50 55 60
Limited Commercial 10 pm -7 am 25
Some Multiple Dwellings 7 am - 10 pm 60
Commerdial 10 pm — 7 am 60
7 am - 10 pm 65
 Light Industrial Anytime 70
Heavy Industrial Anytime 75

The noise zone applicable to the subject residential properties would be the ‘rural suburban’ zone, as
highlighted in the table above.

SETTING

Diablo MX Ranch, formerly Sandhill Ranch, is located at 50 Camino Diablo Road near Byron, CA. Itis
surrounded by residential property to the west, northwest, south, and southeast. The Unimin quarry is
located across Camino Diablo Road to the north.

NOISE MEASUREMENTS

In order to quantify the amblent noise levels around the Diablo MX site, long-term noise measurements
were conducted at five locations from 27 July to 3 August 2015 and at two other locations from 12 to

19 August 2015,
Sound level meters were placed at the locations described below and also shown on Figure 1,
enclosed.
Aroustice 1. Location 1: On a fence post extension, approximately six feet above grade
Alideniscal 2. Location 2: On a fence post extension, approximately ten feet above grade
Telecommunications 3. Location 3: On a canopy post, approximately eight feet above grade
Secunty 4, Location 4: On a canopy post, approximately twelve feet above grade
5. Location 5: On a portable light tower, approximately ten feet above grade
6. Location 6: On a ladder, approximately four feet above grade
130 Sutter Street 7. Location 7: On a post of a gazebo, approximately six feet above grade
Hoor S
Scn Francsco CA
94104

T 4153970442
F 4153970454
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Table 1 lists the measured DNL for each full day at each meter location.

Ambient Noise Analysis
Page S

Table 1: Day-Night Average Sound Levels (DNL) Measured at Locations 1 thru 7

Meter Location Meter Location
Day 2 3 4 5 6 Day 1 7
28 July 58 59 57 61 50 13 August 56 49
29 July 58 60 54 63 - 51 14 August 58 53
30 July 59 63 53 63 49 15August | 53 56
31 July 58 57 55 62 50 16 August 55 65
1 August 59 56 54 63 48 17 August 62 53
2 August 59 58 57 63 50 18 August 57 51

In general, the measured amblent noise levels were in-line with or quieter than the County land-use
compatibility standard of DNL 60 dB. Therefore, future Diablo MX Motocross Fadility noise should be
evaluated by answering both of the following questions:

1. Would motocross noise exceed the County community noise standard of DNL 60 dB at neighboring
residential properties?

2. Would motocross noise significantly increase day-night average ambient noise levels at the
adjacent residential properties?

T

Charles M. Salter
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Table 2 below lists the Lso noise level for each hour, averaged (arithmetically) over seven days, for
each of the seven meter locations. More detailed results are provided in Appendix A,

Table 2: Hourly Percentile Noise Levels (Ls;) Measured &t Locations 1 thru 7

Meter Location
Time 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
0:00 43 47 47 43 51 37 39
1:00 43 45 46 42 . 53 37 39
2:00 45 48 45 40 54 36 38
3:00 44 51 46 41 56 36 36
4:00 44 - 54 50 41 58 37 38
5:00 46 13 47 42 58 39 41
6:00 49 45 44 43 47 42 41
7:00] 48 43 | 43 | 43 | 45 | 40 42
8:00 44 41 44 42 44 40 40
9:00 a2 41 43 43 44 40 39
10:00 41 41 44 42 43 40 40
11:00 41 40 - 43 43 43 40 38
12:00 42 47 45 44 45 42 39
13:00 43 44 46 43 45 42 40
14:00 45 41 46 43 44 41 41
15:00 48 41 a5 43 43 40 a4
16:00 47 40 44 42 45 39 41
17:00 46 42 47 45 47 41 40
18:00 46 41 47 46 47 40 39
19:00 42 37 42 42 42 35 36
20:00 42 37 42 43 42 35 39
21:00 43 45 45 43 48 36 42
22:00 41 43 46 43 50 36 41
23:00 43 a4 48 a4 52 38 A0

In general, the measured daytime ambient noise levels were between 40 and 45 dB (Lsp). These levels
are quieter than the California Model Community Noise Ordinance standard of 50 dB for daytime but
Acoustics in-line with the nighttime standard of 40 dB. Therefore, future Diablo MX Motocross Facllity noise
Avdiovisual should be evaluated by answering the following questions as well:
Telecommunications
Security 3, Would motocross noise exceed the California Model Noise Ordinance standards of 40 dB
(nighttime) and 50 dB (daytime) at neighboring residential properties?

130 Sutter Streel 4. Would motocross noise significantly increase hourly ambient noise levels at the adjacent residential
Fioo & properties?

Son Francsco CA
<4104

T 4753970447

F4°53970454

www cmsailer.com
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COMMENTS

A log of noise events was created by a residential neighbor between 27 July and 3 August during our
measurements. This log is enclosed as Appendix B. During the measurements, there were some single-
event noises such as motorcycles, trucks, and emergency vehides on the local roadway, However,
these were fairly infrequent. Other noise sources measured throughout the week included wind noise
and crickets.

On 2 August 2015 in the afternoon, the resident log indicates that three motorcycles used the Diablo
MX site sporadically. At Locations 3, 4, and 6, typical maximum noise levels (Lawx)® from motacross
motorcycles were measured to be approximately 80 dB to 85 dB. These levels and the source were
identified using audio recordings created by the noise monitors when the naise level exceeded a preset
threshold. The log also records rock dumping by trucks and related grading equipment activities at the
Diablo MX site during the ambient noise measurement period, At Locations 3, 4, and 6, typical
maximum noise levels (Lyax) from trucking activities were measured between 55 dB and 70 dB.

* * *
This concludes our comments on the subject project. Should you have any questions please call.
Sincerely,
CHARLES M. SALTER ASSOCIATES

2L

Jeremy L. Decker, PE
Principal Consultant

B Lmax (Maximum Sound Level) = The maximum sound level for a specified measurement period of time as defined in ASTM

E1686.

Charles M Salter
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Long-term nolse measurement data at Locations 1 thru 7 are summarized in the tables below.

Location 1
Date Time leq L1 L10 L33 L50 190 Lmax
12-Aug  17:00 52 61 S5 51 48 40 69
12-Aug  18:00 52 61 56 52 50 41 70
12-Aug  19:00 49 59 54 48 a4 34 66
12-Aug  20:00 46 56 49 a4 a1 37 65
12-Aug ~ 21:00 45 56 a7 43 a1 39 60
12-Aug  22:00 a5 56 47 44 42 39 64
12-Aug  23:00 47 55 50 47 a5 39 60
13-Aug  0:00 48 56 51 47 4s 40 64
13-Aug 1:00 45 54 a7 45 43 40 61
13-Aug  2:00 47 53 50 48 46 41 60
13-Aug  3:00 48 56 50 a9 48 41 61
13-Aug  4:00 48 56 50 48 47 42 63
13-Aug  5:00 52 60 56 51 49 44 67
13-Aug  6:00 53 62 57 53 50 42 68
13-Aug  7:00 53 61 56 52 50 41 71
13-Aug  8:00 50 60 55 49 46 36 66
13-Aug  9:00 a8 58 52 a4 39 32 63
13-Aug  10:00 46 56 50 42 38 31 62
13-Aug  11:00 a6 57 49 42 39 32 67
13-Aug  12:00 50 61 53 46 43 36 74
13-Aug  13:00 52 62 56 50 47 a1 67
13-Aug  14:00 57 66 61 54 51 45 69
13-Aug  15:00 57 68 61 54 51 44 74
13-Aug  16:00 54 63 57 53 50 44 68
13-Aug  17:00 53 63 56 52 50 43 66
13-Aug  18:00 53 63 56 52 49 41 70
13-Aug  19:00 50 60 53 a8 45 38 72
13-Aug  20:00 43 57 52 46 43 38 61
13-Aug  21:00 46 56 48 43 41 39 65
13-Aug  22:00 44 53 46 43 42 40 58
13-Aug  23:00 48 57 51 47 45 40 60
14-Aug  0:00 50 60 53 48 45 41 63
14-Aug 100 49 60 51 46 44 4 65
14-Aug  2:00 56 66 60 53 50 a1 70
14-Aug  3:00 45 55 47 43 42 40 60
Charles M. Salter
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Date Time Leg L1 L10 L33 L50 L90 Lmax
14-Aug  4:00 46 59 48 41 40 38 69
14-Aug  5:00 52 63 57 48 43 38 66
14-Aug  6:00 55 64 60 53 50 40 70
14-Aug  7:00 54 63 58 53 49 39 70
14-Aug  8:00 49 59 54 46 42 35 69
14-Aug  9:00 52 60 53 47 43 34 79
14-Aug  10:00 48 58 51 44 41 34 70
14-Aug  11:00 48 58 52 44 41 34 69
14-Aug  12:00 49 60 53 46 43 36 67
14-Aug  13:00 51 62 54 48 45 39 68
14-Aug  14:00 53 63 57 51 48 42 69
14-Aug  15:00 54 63 58 53 51 44 72
14-Aug  16:00 54 63 57 52 49 40 69
14-Aug  17:00 54 64 58 53 49 38 69
14-Aug  18:00 56 65 59 54 51 44 78
14-Aug  19:00 51 61 54 47 43 35 77
14-Aug  20:00 47 58 50 44 42 38 72
14-Aug  21:00 51 61 51 44 42 40 77
14-Aug  22:00 48 S7 51 46 a4 41 69
14-Aug  23:00 S0 64 51 44 42 39 71
15-Aug  0:00 50 60 51 a4 42 39 72
15-Aug  1:00 44 54 43 41 40 38 64
15-Aug  2:00 43 51 43 41 40 38 64
15-Aug  3:00 43 54 46 41 40 38 60
15-Aug  4:00 43 51 45 43 42 39 58
15-Aug  5:00 45 55 47 44 43 39 61
15-Aug  6:00 49 60 52 46 a4 40 66
15-Aug  7:00 50 62 53 47 45 41 69
15-Aug  8:00 50 59 S2 47 45 41 74
15-Aug  9:00 50 60 53 49 47 43 65
15-Aug  10:00 50 60 53 47 45 41 71
15-Aug  11:00 54 61 53 47 44 39 83
15-Aug  12:00 49 59 52 47 45 41 66
15-Aug  13:00 48 58 51 46 A4 40 63
15-Aug  14:00 49 59 53 47 44 37 64
15-Aug  15:00 50 62 53 47 45 38 65
15-Aug  16:00 50 59 53 46 43 37 70
15-Aug  17:00 50 61 53 45 42 36 68
15-Aug  18:00 49 61 53 43 39 35 65
15-Aug  19:00 50 61 54 41 37 a3 75

" —
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Date Time Leq & L10 L33 L50 L90 Lmax
i5-Aug  20:00 51 61 52 a4 41 36 80
15-Aug  21:00 45 57 47 42 41 39 60
15-Aug  22:00 47 57 49 43 a2 41 68
15-Aug  23:00 43 54 43 41 41 39 61
16-Aug  0:00 49 62 47 42 42 40 70
16-Aug  1:00 44 55 44 42 41 39 60
16-Aug  2:00 52 59 58 51 43 41 61
16-Aug  3:00 48 59 54 42 42 40 61
16-Aug  4:00 44 54 44 43 42 a1 64
16-Aug  5:00 44 54 45 a2 41 39 59
16-Aug  6:00 a5 56 47 42 40 37 61
i6-Aug  7:00 47 56 50 46 a4 4 63
16-Aug  8:00 47 57 50 44 42 39 65
16-Aug  9:00 48 58 51 46 45 42 65
16-Aug  10:00 49 58 52 47 45 42 66
16-Aug  11:00 51 60 53 46 a4 38 76
16-Aug  12:00 47 57 52 45 43 37 63
16-Aug  13:00 50 60 52 46 43 36 74
16-Aug  14:00 49 59 53 a7 43 36 64
16-Aug  15:00 47 57 51 44 42 34 64
16-Aug  16:00 47 58 51 43 41 35 64
16-Aug  17:00 48 59 53 a4 40 35 64
16-Aug  18:00 49 60 53 a5 42 32 65
16-Aug  19:00 49 60 53 42 37 31 73
16-Aug  20:00 48 58 52 45 a3 38 64
16-Aug  21:00 57 63 61 58 56 41 67
16-Aug  22:00 47 57 51 4 40 38 72
16-Aug  23:00 52 60 58 53 47 38 62
17-Aug  0:00 45 54 49 44 42 39 60
17-Aug  1:00 58 64 63 59 55 38 65
17-Aug  2:00 58 62 61 59 58 39 64
17-Aug  3:00 58 64 61 59 57 42 65
17-Aug  4:00 58 65 62 59 57 43 69
17-Aug  5:00 59 66 62 59 57 46 69
17-Aug  6:00 58 65 61 57 56 48 68
17-Aug  7:00 55 64 59 54 51 45 76
17-Aug  8:00 52 60 56 50 46 38 70
17-Aug  9:00 50 60 54 46 40 33 66
17-Aug  10:00 49 60 52 43 40 35 69
17-Aug  11:00 48 58 50 43 a1 36 71

Charles M. Salter
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Date Time Leg 11 L10 - 133 LS50 L90 Lmax
17-Aug 12:00 48 59 52 45 43 38 70
17-Aug 13:00 48 59 51 45 43 38 64
17-Aug 14:00 48 58 51 44 42 36 68
17-Aug 15:00 50 60 55 49 46 40 64
17-Aug 16:00 54 64 57 51 48 42 72
17-Aug 17:00 53 62 56 51 47 38 77
17-Aug 18:00 50 59 53 48 45 37 69
17-Aug  15:00 47 58 51 45 42 35 64
17-Aug 20:00 53 63 59 a7 42 37 68
17-Aug  21:00 53 63 59 46 41 39 68
17-Aug’  22:00 44 57 44 40 39 37 63
17-Aug  23:00 42 54 42 40 40 38 60
18-Aug 0:00 42 50 43 41 40 39 56
18-Aug 1:00 41 50 43 40 39 37 56
18-Aug 2:00 45 55 48 44 42 39 61
18-Aug 3:00 42 53 42 41 40 39 60
18-Aug 4:00 48 59 49 43 42 41 64
18-Aug 5:00 54 65 59 51 46 42 71
18-Aug 6:00 56 64 61 56 53 44 70
18-Aug 7:00 53 62 58 52 48 40 65
18-Aug 8:00 52 61 57 50 45 37 68
18-Aug 9:00 S0 60 54 45 41 34 69
18-Aug  10:00 51 60 53 45 40 33 76
18-Aug 11:00 47 58 51 44 41 33 67
18-Aug 12:00 46 56 50 42 39 34 63
18-Aug  13:00 49 60 51 44 40 34 69
18-Aug  14:00 48 61 52 45 41 33 66
18-Aug  15:00 56 65 60 5S4 51 44 68
18-Aug 16:0G 55 64 59 54 51 43 74
18-Aug 17:00 52 61 55 51 48 39 67
18-Aug  18:00 53 61 55 50 47 37 79
18-Aug  19:00 49 58 53 46 42 32 67
i8-Aug  20:00 48 59 51 42 40 36 66
18-Aug  21:00 46 57 47 41 40 39 61
18-Aug  22:00 46 57 44 43 40 39 69
18-Aug  23:00 44 56 43 41 41 39 65
18-Aug 0:00 42 48 43 42 41 40 54
19-Aug 1:00 42 50 43 42 42 40 57
19-Aug 2:00 40 45 42 41 40 39 50
19-Aug 3:00 42 54 42 40 39 38 61
Charles M. Salter
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Date Time Leq 11 L10 133 150 Le0 Lmax

19-Aug  4:00 48 61 51 41 40 38 64
19-Aug  5:00 54 63 58 49 45 40 71
19-Aug  6:00 57 65 61 56 54 a4 67
1S-Aug 7:00 55 64 59 53 49 40 68
19-Aug  8:00 51 61 56 47 42 35 63
19-Aug  9:00 50 60 54 47 42 35 73
19-Aug  10:00 49 59 53 46 a1 33 64
19-Aug  11:00 46 57 49 41 39 33 66
19-Aug  12:00 47 57 50 44 41 33 66
19-Aug  13:00 46 56 50 43 39 32 63
19-Aug  14:00 56 61 53 47 43 35 87
19-Aug  15:00 54 64 58 52 48 38 72

Charles M. Salter
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Location 2
Date Time Leq L1 L10 133 LS50 L90 Lmax
27-4ul 16:00 44 52 45 41 39 34 69
27-5ul 17:00 45 55 47 44 42 36 67
27-Jul 18:00 52 62 56 51 47 40 68
27-jul 19:00 49 60 53 43 38 31 65
27-4ul 20:00 41 51 44 38 36 30 62
27-ul 21:00 48 56 53 48 46 36 59
27-Jul 22:00 43 52 47 42 41 37 58
27-Jul 23:00 45 56 49 44 41 37 59
28-Jul 0:00 49 57 53 48 47 36 59
28-Jul 1:00 45 52 50 42 40 36 53
28-Jul 2:00 49 58 52 45 42 38 59
28-jul 3:00 52 59 57 51 49 41 59
28-Jul 4:00 54 5% S8 55 53 49 61
28-Jul 5:00 56 61 60 57 54 51 62
28-Jul 6:00 50 54 51 48 46 43 77
28-Jul 7:00 49 59 52 48 46 41 65
28-Jul 8:00 51 61 54 50 48 42 70
28-jul 9:00 55 63 60 55 51 44 66
28-Jul 10:00 50 60 53 48 46 41 66
28-jul 11:00 45 56 48 42 41 36 60
28-Jul 12:00 49 58 52 48 47 43 62
28-Jul 13:00 49 59 52 47 44 40 65
28-Jul 14:00 46 58 49 44 42 36 62
28-Jul 15:00 46 55 49 46 44 39 60
28-Jul 16:00 44 52 48 44 42 37 60
28-Jul 17:00 44 53 46 43 41 36 66
28-jul 18:00 43 53 45 41 39 32 66
28-Jul 19:00 44 54 48 43 40 32 61
28-Jul 20:00 45 sS4 47 40 37 31 68
28-Jul 21:00 50 60 56 45 43 39 62
28-Jul 22:00 49 60 49 43 42 38 62
28-Jul 23:00 48 56 52 47 45 40 65
29-Jul 0:00 50 56 53 51 50 43 65
29-jul 1:00 47 54 52 46 44 39 S8
29-jul 2:00 17 56 51 46 44 39 61
29-Jul 3:00 51 58 55 51 48 42 59
29-Jul 4:00 55 61 59 56 54 46 62
29-jul 5:00 57 62 60 57 55 52 63
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Date Time Lleq L1 L10 L33 L50 L90 Lmax

29-Jul 6:00 49 57 52 49 48 44 62
29-Jul 7:00 45 52 a7 45 44 42 64
29-Jul 8:00 a5 55 47 43 41 37 60
29-Jul 9:00 51 60 54 49 47 43 66
29-jul  10:00 48 56 51 47 46 40 59
29-Jul  11:00 47 57 50 46 44 39 61
29-ul  12:00 45 53 48 45 43 39 58
29-Jul  13:00 47 55 51 46 44 39 59
29-lul  14:00 a5 55 48 44 42 38 59
29-ul  15:00 44 51 47 a4 42 36 63
29-Jul  16:00 43 51 46 42 40 35 65
29-jul  17:00 46 S4 49 45 43 37 64
29-Jul  18:00 49 58 52 47 45 39 63
29-jul  19:00 42 54 45 40 37 31 60
29-jul  20:00 38 46 41 37 35 30 56
29-ul  21:00 53 59 58 54 49 39 60
29-lul  22:00 46 55 51 45 43 37 60
29-lul  23:00 48 59 52 47 a4 40 63
30-jul 0:00 55 65 59 54 48 40 67
30-Jul 1:00 50 62 50 45 44 36 65
30-Jul 2:00 a7 55 53 44 42 38 57
30-Jul 3:00 52 59 56 51 49 46 60
30-jul 4:00 55 60 59 57 53 46 60
30-Jul 5:00 59 63 62 60 59 51 64
30-Jul 6:00 51 56 55 52 49 43 58
30-jul 7:00 45 53 43 45 43 40 59
30-Jul 8:00 42 50 45 41 40 37 56
30-Jul 9:00 42 54 a4 39 37 33 61
30-ul  10:00 44 54 44 38 36 31 67
30-ul  11:00 as 57 48 44 42 34 61
30-ul  12:00 45 55 49 43 40 34 65
30-ui  13:00 46 57 49 a4 41 35 63
30-ul  14:00 43 53 48 41 39 33 56
30-jul  15:00 45 55 48 43 41 34 60
30-jul  16:00 48 61 50 a3 40 32 68
30-ul  17:00 42 51 45 40 38 31 59
30-ul  18:00 41 51 44 39 37 31 56
30-Jul  19:00 40 50 44 39 36 31 55

© 30-jul  20:00 43 51 47 42 39 34 58
30-Jul  21:00 50 58 52 49 48 42 65
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Date Time Leq L1 L10 123 L50 L9 Lmax
30-Jul  22:00 48 58 53 43 39 32 60
30-ful  23:00 46 54 52 43 41 36 59
31-Jul 0:00 49 56 55 47 43 38 59
31-Jul 1:00 50 55 53 50 49 40 61
31-ul 2:00 54 59 58 56 53 43 60
31-Jul 3:00 51 59 56 51 47 42 60
31-Jul 4:00 53 58 56 55 53 45 60
31-Jul 5:00 56 60 59 57 56 50 64
31-Jul 6:00 46 52 48 46 45 43 58
31-Jul 7:00 48 57 51 47 45 42 59
31-Jul 8:00 46 55 50 45 43 38 85
31-Jul 9:00 a4 55 48 42 39 31 58
31Jul  10:00 47 55 51 46 A4 37 63
31Jul 11:00 46 57 50 42 39 32 61
31ul  12:00 48 60 51 45 42 34 66
31-ul 13:00 50 61 52 48 47 41 70
31-jul  14:00 44 55 a7 42 39 34 65
31Jul  15:00 a3 53 a6 41 39 33 62
31-ul  16:00 43 52 46 41 39 34 60
31-Jul  17:00 47 58 50 45 42 35 66
31-Jul  18:00 42 53 44 38 35 31 58
31Jul  19:00 42 52 45 38 36 29 66
31Jul  20:00 42 50 47 41 38 29 63
31Jul  21:00 53 64 55 49 46 40 76
31-ul  22:00 51 58 53 52 50 41 67
31Jul  23:00 51 58 54 52 51 41 61
1-Aug 0:00 50 56 54 51 50 40 65
1-Aug 1:00 50 58 55 51 45 37 63
1-Aug 2:00 53 58 56 54 51 a7 63
1-Aug 3:00 57 62 59 58 57 45 62
1-Aug 4:00 56 61 59 58 57 47 61
1-Aug 5:00 54 59 56 55 53 42 61
1-Aug 6:00 45 54 49 43 41 37 55
1-Aug 7:00 a8 52 42 38 37 33 78
1-Aug 8:00 41 51 a4 39 37 32 55
1-Aug 9:00 41 51 a4 39 36 33 58
1-Aug  10:00 a3 52 46 42 40 36 55
1-Aug  11:00 46 56 49 45 42 37 64
1-Aug  12:00 45 52 48 44 42 37 56
i-Aug  13:00 46 54 50 46 44 39 60
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Date Time Leq L1 L10 133 L50 L90 Lmax
1-Aug  14:00 44 54 a7 43 41 35 62
1-Aug  15:00 44 54 48 42 40 34 61
1-Aug  16:00 45 56 49 43 40 34 63
1-Aug  17:00 49 60 53 47 a4 38 66
1-Aug  18:00 49 59 52 47 44 37 65
1-Aug  19:00 a4 56 47 39 37 31 61
1-Aug  20:00 42 52 46 40 37 31 60
1-Aug  21:00 48 57 51 a4 42 38 69
1-Aug  22:00 a7 56 50 46 45 41 62
1-Aug  23:00 a6 54 49 46 44 40 60
2-Aug 0:00 a7 55 50 46 43 38 63
2-Aug 1:00 49 58 53 47 45 39 67
2-Aug 2:00 54 60 58 55 53 39 61
2-Aug 3:00 54 61 57 52 51 45 62
2-Aug 4:00 55 61 58 55 53 46 62
2-Aug 5:00 57 62 60 57 56 46 63
2-Aug 6:00 50 61 58 39 36 32 63
2-Aug 7:00 38 49 41 36 34 30 54
2-Aug 8:00 39 50 41 36 34 30 57
2-Aug 9:00 38 47 a1 37 35 31 54
2-Aug  10:00 4 54 45 38 36 32 58
2-Aug  11:00 40 50 41 37 34 30 60
2-Aug  12:00 as 57 48 a1 37 31 64
2-Aug  13:00 59 72 60 50 45 34 81
2-Aug  14:00 46 57 48 43 40 34 56
2-Aug  15:00 53 66 53 44 40 32 74
2-Aug  16:00 48 60 51 46 42 34 67
2-Aug  17:00 52 62 56 49 46 39 66
2-Aug 18:00 49 60 52 44 40 31 64
2-Aug  19:00 a1 49 40 3s5 32 27 69
2-Aug  20:00 47 58 49 37 35 29 61
2-Aug  21:00 52 62 56 50 a4 36 62
2-Aug  22:00 45 55 50 42 39 36 56
2-Aug  23:00 48 59 52 46 42 35 66
3-Aug 0:00 50 59 52 49 47 39 68
3-Aug 1:00 51 58 55 50 48 46 69
3-Aug 2:00 55 63 58 54 52 45 70
3-Aug  3:00 55 65 57 55 53 46 72
3-Aug 4:00 58 63 61 59 57 52 66
3-Aug 5:00 56 62 60 55 53 50 62
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3-Aug 6:00 49 85 52 50 49 41 59
3-Aug 7:00 49 54 51 50 49 46 65
3-Aug 8:00 47 54 50 48 47 36 64
3-Aug 9:00 43 50 48 43 41 35 57
3-Aug 10:00 42 53 45 38 36 32 62
3-Aug 11:00 42 51 45 41 38 32 60
3-Aug 12:00 48 58 49 43 41 37 70
3-Aug 13:00 49 61 52 46 43 37 69
3-Aug 14:00 49 61 52 46 43 38 68
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Date Time leg L1 L10 L33 L50. L90 Lmax
27-Jul 16:00 46 56 49 44 42 36 62
27-Jul 17:00 44 52 47 43 41 36 63
27-Jul 18:00 54 65 58 50 47 41 71
27-Jul 19:00 52 63 56 49 46 39 74
27-Jul 20:00 S0 57 49 44 42 38 76
27-bul 21:00 49 58 53 48 46 40 64
27-)ul 22:00 47 56 51 A6 44 39 62
27-Jul 23:00 51 61 54 48 46 39 64
28-jul 0:00 45 53 48 44 40 34 66
28-Jul 1:00 45 55 47 42 38 34 62
28-Jul 2:00 54 59 58 56 49 39 60
28-Jul 3:00 52 57 56 53 52 37 60
28-Jul 4:00 55 58 57 56 55 48 60
28-Jul 5:00 56 61 60 57 52 44 64
28-jul 6:00 54 63 60 51 49 44 68
28-Jul 7:00 49 58 50 47 45 42 71
28-jul 8:00 56 66 62 52 49 45 71
28-Jul 9:00 51 62 54 S0 48 44 67
28-Jul 10:00 52 62 54 49 47 43 65
28-Jul 11:00 48 57 49 45 43 38 76
28-jul 12:00 55 63 61 51 A8 43 67
28-jul 13:00 53 63 58 50 48 42 74
28-Jul 14:00 51 62 53 48 46 40 66
28-Jul 15:00 49 58 52 48 46 41 62
28-Jul 16:00 50 61 54 48 45 38 66
28-Jul 17:00 49 62 52 46 44 38 63
28-Jul 18:00 45 54 438 44 41 35 69
28-jul 19:00 46 58 49 43 41 34 64
28-Jul 20:00 48 61 48 43 41 35 68
28-Jul 21:00 47 56 51 46 44 40 62
28-Jui 22:00 52 60 55 51 49 44 65
28-Jul 23:00 52 60 56 52 50 44, 66
29-jul 0:00 51 S9 54 50 48 43 64
29-jul 1:00 52 60 56 52 50 44 64
29-Jul 2:00 50 58 £4 50 48 41 67
29-Jul 3:00 54 60 57 55 53 45 65
29-Jul 4:00 53 57 57 55 51 43 59
29-Jul 5:00 55 - 61 59 56 49 45 68
Charles M. Salter

ASSOCIATES INC



-Acoustics
Avdiovisual
Telecommunications

Security

130 Sutter Stree!
Floar 5
Son Francisco CA
94104
T 4153970442
F 415.397.0454

www.cmsaller.com

Diablo MX Motocross Facility, Byron, CA

Ambient Noise Analysis

20 October 2015 Page 19
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29-Jul 6:00 56 66 54 50 48 43 78
29-Jul 7:00 51 62 52 48 47 43 70
29-Jul 8:00 47 56 50 46 45 40 61
29-Jul 9:00 56 63 56 48 46 42 86
29-Jul 10:00 48 55 50 48 47 43 62
29-Jul 11:00 50 57 53 50 49 45 63
29-jul 12:00 55 63 59 52 49 44 82
29-Jul 13:00 52 62 53 48 47 43 78
29-Jul 14:00 52 62 57 48 46 42 64
29-Jul 15:00 46 53 48 46 44 39 63
29-Jul 16:00 46 55 49 44 43 38 63
29-Jul 17:00 46 53 48 45 43 39 75
29-Jul 18:00 52 61 55 50 47 42 72
29-jul 19:00 44 55 47 42 40 35 59
29-jul 20:00 49 56 47 43 41 37 78
29-Jul 21:00 49 58 51 48 46 41 71
29-Jul 22:00 50 60 54 49 46 40 66
29-Jul 23:00 57 65 60 56 54 47 69
30-Jul 0:00 54 63 58 53 50 43 66
30-Jul 1:.00 49 58 52 48 46 40 63
30-Jul 2:00 55 66 54 46 43 38 67
30-Jul 3:00 59 66 64 59 50 43 67
30-Jul 4:00 62 67 66 62 61 47 68
30-Jul 5:00 59 63 62 62 61 45 64
30-jul 6:00 49 59 50 47 46 42 66
30-jul 7:00 47 56 49 46 44 41 74
30-Jul 8:00 45 54 48 44 42 39 63
30-Jul 9:00 45 57 47 42 40 37 69
30-Jul 10:00 45 56 45 41 39 36 67
30-Jul 11:00 44 55 46 42 40 36 63
30-Jul 12:00 45 53 47 44 42 36 65
30-Jul 13:00 49 56 48 44 42 35 &0
30-Jul 14:00 45 55 48 44 41 35 62
30-Jul 15:00 45 55 49 44 41 35 62
30-Jul 16:00 43 51 45 39 37 33 69
30-Jul 17:00 50 59 54 48 44 36 64
30-Jul 18:00 48 55 50 46 43 36 76
30-Jul 19:00 48 53 47 42 40 35 78
30-Jul 20:00 48 57 51 47 44 38 64
30-Jul 21:00 48 57 51 46 44 39 64
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30-0ul  22:00 44 53 48 42 40 35 62
30-jul  23:00 51 60 55 49 47 40 66
31-jul 0:00 52 62 56 51 48 43 68
31-jul 1:00 54 63 58 53 51 a5 67
31-jul 2:00 46 58 49 43 42 38 64
31-jul 3:00 41 47 45 40 40 38 53
31-Jul 4:00 43 47 44 43 42 40 56
31-Jul 5:00 a6 56 49 44 43 40 62
31-ful 6:00 52 63 54 46 45 42 69
31-Jul 7:00 51 62 51 47 46 42 64
31-Jul 8:00 51 ‘62 53 47 45 a1 74
31-Jul 9:00 46 55 49 44 42 39 62
31l 10:00 51 62 50 46 44 38 64
31-ul  11:00 48 62 48 a4 42 37 63
31-jul  12:00 51 60 55 46 44 38 77
31-ul  13:00 49 59 52 47 45 40 65
31-Jul  14:00 53 62 57 49 48 43 78
31-ul  15:00 50 60 53 a8 a5 40 66
31-Jul 16:00 47 55 49 45 43 39 71
31-ul  17:00 50 58 51 a6 43 39 81
31-jul  18:00 43 52 46 42 40 36 60
31-jul  19:00 47 56 49 44 42 36 76
31-Jul  20:00 45 57 47 41 39 35 71
31-ul  21:00 58 69 61 55 51 43 76
31Jul  22:00 55 66 58 51 47 40 75
31-Jul  23:00 48 58 52 - 47 44 38 62
1-Aug 0:00 48 59 52 45 43 38 65
1-Aug 1:00 47 57 51 a4 42 38 62
1-Aug 2:00 49 56 53 48 43 3 61
1-Aug 3:00 43 54 43 41 40 38 55
1-Aug 4:00 43 49 45 a2 41 39 67
1-Aug 5:00 45 52 48 43 42 40 59
1-Aug 6:00 a9 62 49 a3 41 38 67
1-Aug 7:00 43 51 46 42 40 37 66
1-Aug 8:00 42 51 45 41 40 37 64
1-Aug 9:00 a3 51 46 42 40 37 63
1-Aug  10:00 56 64 61 52 49 42 82
1-Aug  11:00 48 57 52 46 45 a1 70
1-Aug  12:00 48 56 52 46 44 40 70
1-Aug  13:00 52 62 56 47 a3 38 66
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1-Aug 14:00 50 58 53 49 47 42 69
1-Aug 15:00 S5 60 56 50 47 41 80
1-Aug 16:00 56 64 60 56 53 46 68
1-Aug 17:00 60 68 64 60 57 50 72
1-Aug 18:00 60 68 63 59 57 50 70
1-Aug 19:00 51 61 55 49 46 37 67
1-Aug 20:00 50 60 54 48 44 36 65
1-Aug 21:00 48 58 51 47 45 40 62
1-Aug 22:00 51 59 54 52 50 42 65
1-Aug 23:00 52 61 55 51 50 45 68
2-Aug 0:00 54 61 58 53 50 44 65
2-Aug 1:00 52 61 55 S0 48 41 69
2-Aug 2:00 42 50 44 41 39 35 64
2-Aug 3:00 47 60 48 43 42 38 66
2-Aug 4:00 49 58 52 48 46 42 65
2-Aug 5:00 43 50 45 44 42 34 55
2-Aug 6:00 47 58 50 41 37 32 69
2-Aug 7:00 44 54 47 42 39 33 60
2-Aug 8:00 51 64 51 42 39 33 69
2-Aug 9:00 51 63 46 41 40 36 76
2-Aug 10:00 58 72 47 41 39 36 82
2-Aug 11:00 41 S0 43 39 37 34 59
2-Aug 12:00 54 54 46 41 38 34 86
2-Aug 13:00 60 73 60 49 45 36 84
2-Aug 14:00 61 70 56 48 44 36 90
2-Aug 15:00 61 75 59 48 44 35 82
2-Aug 16:00 51 62 53 46 43 35 74
2-Aug 17:00 62 71 66 61 59 51 75
2-Aug 18:00 59 69 63 57 52 36 79
2-Aug 19:00 45 58 45 40 37 31 65
2-Aug 20:00 50 61 53 46 43 36 68
2-Aug 21:00 46 56 49 44 40 35 61
2-Aug 22:00 50 61 53 47 44 38 67
2-Aug 23:00 54 64 58 53 50 42 70
3-Aug 0:00 54 64 58 53 50 43 69
3-Aug 1:00 55 66 59 53 51 44 70
3-Aug 2:00 56 66 60 54 51 43 74
3-Aug 3:00 54 65 58 52 49 42 70
3-Aug 4:00 53 61 57 53 51 40 67
3-Aug 5:00 46 55 49 45 42 39 64
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3-Aug  6:00 49 59 51 47 45 39 68
3-Aug  7:00 50 62 51 46 a4 3 63
3-Aug  8:00 55 65 62 51 48 4 69
3-Aug 9:00 51 61 54 50 49 43 66
3-Aug  10:00 50 53 48 45 42 37 81
3-Aug  11:00 60 67 62 52 48 38 91
3-Aug  12:00 56 63 60 55 53 48 81
3-Aug  13:00 58 64 61 56 53 49 82
3-Aug  14:00 55 63 59 54 52 47 66
3-Aug _ 15:00 50 58 53 50 48 a4 72
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Date Time ieg L1 110 L33 L50 L90 Lmax
27-Jul 16:00 45 S6 48 42 40 35 62
27-Jul 17:00 44 54 47 43 41 36 62
27-bul 18:00 55 65 59 52 48 39 70
27-)ul 19:00 54 64 57 51 49 43 69
27-Jul 20:00 48 57 50 46 45 41 72
27-ul  21:00 48 57 50 46 44 40 73
27-ul  22:00 46 54 48 44 42 39 69
27-jul  23:00 45 54 46 42 41 38 72
28-Jul 0:00 42 49 43 41 39 37 62
28-Jul 1:00 39 46 41 39 38 35 57
28-jul 2:00 41 a7 43 40 40 38 51
28-jul 3:00 40 46 42 40 40 38 57
28-Jul 4:00 42 49 43 a1 41 39 55
28-jul 5:00 48 56 S0 46 45 42 64
28-jul 6:00 59 70 63 52 48 43 77
28-jul 7:00 54 65 51 47 45 40 76
28-Jul 8:00 (1] 64 60 52 50 44 66
28-Jul 9:00 53 64 56 51 48 42 70
28-Jul 10:00 53 63 57 50 47 42 68
28-Jul 11:00 49 59 51 46 44 38 74
28-Jul 12:00 53 63 59 48 45 40 71
28-Jul 13:00 51 62 55 45 43 38 64
28-Jul 14:00 47 59 48 42 41 36 67
28-Jul 15:00 46 57 49 44 43 38 65
28-Jul 16:00 47 60 49 43 41 37 66
28-Jul 17:00 47 61 45 40 38 34 69
28-Jul 18:00 44 57 a4 38 36 32 65
28-Jul 19:00 49 58 50 44 a2 35 78
28-Jul 20:00 48 60 50 42 39 33 66
28-Jul 21:00 48 57 46 42 40 35 78
28-ul 22:00 44 53 47 43 42 38 59
28-Jul 23:00 45 54 48 44 42 38 62
29-jul 0:00 43 52 46 42 40 37 58
29-jul 1:00 44 53 48 a4 42 38 60
29-Jul 2:00 43 52 46 42 40 37 57
29-Jul 3:00 46 56 50 45 43 39 61
29-Jul 4:00 43 53 43 41 41 38 58
29-Jul 5:00 46 54 48 45 45 42 61
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29-Jul 6:00 49 59 51 48 46 42 69
29-Jul 7:00 51 62 53 46 44 40 66
29-Jul 8:00 51 63 50 45 43 38 72
29-Jul 9:00 53 63 58 51 47 40 70
29-ul  10:00 49 59 52 46 44 40 69
29-ul  11:00 47 54 49 46 44 42 69
29-Jul  12:00 51 62 56 45 43 39 70
29-Jul  13:00 49 61 52 44 42 37 64
29-jul  14:00 50 61 55 43 a1 37 68
29-lul  15:00 43 53 45 4 39 35 64
29-ul  16:00 43 53 45 41 39 34 63
29-Jul  17:00 a6 56 49 44 42 37 63
29-jul  18:00 51 60 55 50 47 41 65
29-jul  19:00 47 57 49 46 . 44 40 63
29-Jul  20:00 47 56 49 46 a4 40 70
29-Jul  21:00 47 55 48 43 42 39 76
29-jul  22:00 47 58 49 44 42 39 67
29-Jul  23:00 51 61 55 50 47 41 67
30-Jul 0:00 47 57 51 46 43 39 63
30-Jul 1:00 46 55 50 45 43 38 63
30-Jul 2:00 44 54 47 43 41 37 60
30-Jul 3:00 46 54 49 44 43 40 62
30-Jul 4:00 44 49 45 44 43 42 56
30-Jul 5:00 45 54 47 45 44 43 62
30-Jul 6:00 47 59 47 44 43 40 67
30-Jul 7:00 50 57 46 42 41 39 76
30-Jul 8:00 48 59 51 a4 41 38 72
30-Jul 9:00 S5 60 52 47 44 36 86
30-jul  10:00 46 59 46 39 37 33 66
30-ul  11:00 47 56 50 46 a4 40 69
30-ul  12:00 47 58 50 45 43 38 66
30-Jul  13:00 46 56 50 a3 40 36 64
30-Jul  14:00 47 57 51 45 41 35 66
30-jul  15:00 43 S5 46 40 37 32 62
30-jul  16:00 43 54 46 40 37 31 61
30-ul  17:00 48 57 53 47 42 33 65
30-Jul  18:00 45 55 49 44 42 35 59
30l 19:00 47 57 50 42 40 35 64
30-Jul  20:00 47 57 50 46 43 37 67
30-Jul  21:00 46 56 49 a4 42 39 65
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30-ul  22:00 44 54 46 41 39 36 66
30-Jul  23:00 48 60 51 45 42 37 66
31-jul 0:00 48 60 52 45 42 36 67
31-Jul 1:00 51 61 55 48 45 38 67
31-Jul 2:00 46 57 48 42 40 36 66
31-Jul 3:00 42 51 43 40 40 38 61
31-Jul 4:00 43 49 a4 43 42 40 58
31-jul 5:00 45 54 45 43 43 a1 69
31-Jul 6:00 48 58 51 a4 43 40 69
31-Jul 7:00 51 63 51 a4 42 39 66
31-Jul 8:00 49 61 52 a5 43 38 71
31-Jul 9:00 46 56 49 44 41 37 68
31-ul  10:00 50 61 54 46 43 38 67
31-ul 11:00 48 60 51 46 44 38 65
31Jul 12:00 49 58 53 47 45 39 68
314ul  13:00 48 61 49 43 41 36 70
31-lul  14:00 50 60 54 46 43 38 62
31-ul 15:00 50 60 53 48 45 39 68
31Jul  16:00 47 58 50 44 42 37 66
31Jul 17:00 46 57 a8 43 41 36 66
31Jul  18:00 43 52 44 39 37 34 66
31-Jul  19:00 47 57 50 45 42 36 67
31-Jul  20:00 a5 54 a7 43 41 37 68
31-ul  21:00 56 67 59 52 50 43 71
31-Jul  22:00 52 62 55 49 47 42 69
31-Jul - 23:00 49 57 52 48 46 42 65
1-Aug  0:00 48 59 50 47 45 41 70
1-Aug 1:00 45 55 48 43 41 38 64
1-Aug 2:00 43 54 45 41 40 38 61
1-Aug 3:00 40 45 41 40 39 38 52
1-Aug 4:00 41 47" 42 a1 40 39 56
1-Aug 5:00 44 55 45 42 41 39 63
1-Aug 6:00 47 57 49 44 a2 38 69
1-Aug - 7:00 44 53 a7 42 4 36 69
1-Aug 8:00 42 51 45 40 38 33 58
1-Aug 9:00 47 59 50 43 39 34 67
1-Aug  10:00 53 63 59 46 42 37 66
1-Aug  11:00 49 57 51 47 43 36 76
1-Aug  12:00 48 57 52 46 44 38 63
1-Aug  13:00 49 59 54 46 42 37 65
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1-Aug  14:00 48 58 52 47 44 39 64
1-Aug  15:00 50 60 54 48 45 39 64
1-Aug  16:00 54 63 58 54 51 42 66
1-Aug  17:00 59 67 63 58 56 46 70
1-Aug  18:00 59 67 63 59 56 43 69
1-Aug  19:00 52 63 57 49 43 34 70
1-Aug  20:00 52 62 55 50 a7 42 69
1-Aug  21:00 49 62 50 44 43 40 69
1-Aug  22:00 47 56 50 45 43 40 64
1-Aug  23:00 46 55 49 45 43 40 63
2-Aug 0:00 46 56 50 45 43 39 64
2-Aug 1:00 47 57 51 45 43 38 66
2-Aug 2:00 40 48 40 38 a7 36 64
2-Aug 3:00 44 56 45 40 39 37 63
2-Aug 4:00 47 58 50 44 42 39 64
2-Aug 5:00 42 50 44 a1 40 36 61
2-Aug 6:00 45 56 48 42 40 35 65
2-Aug 7:00 47 58 50 44 41 34 64
2-Aug 8:00 51 63 51 42 40 34 68
2-Aug 9:00 46 57 49 41 39 34 72
2-Aug  10:00 a5 56 50 a1 38 34 60
2-Aug  11:00 45 54 48 a3 40 34 65
2-Aug  12:00 46 58 48 43 41 37 65
2-Aug  13:00 52 65 53 47 43 37 74
2-Aug  14:00 67 70 54 47 43 38 93
2-Aug  15:00 63 71 56 48 45 36 89
2-Aug  16:00 49 61 53 46 43 38 66
2-Aug  17:00 60 68 64 60 58 50 70
2-Aug  18:00 59 68 63 s7 52 34 71
2-Aug  19:00 41 52 a3 3 36 31 67
2-Aug  20:00 48 59 51 46 44 36 69
2-Aug  21:00 47 56 50 45 43 39 70
2-Aug  22:00 47 58 50 45 43 39 66
2-Aug  23:00 52 62 55 50 47 40 67
3-Aug 0:00 52 63 55 49 47 40 68
3-Aug 1:00 52 63 56 49 45 38 69
3-Aug 2:00 52 64 56 49 45 39 70
3-Aug 3:00 51 62 .54 47 44 39 70
3-Aug 4:00 45 55 48 43 41 37 61
3-Aug 5:00 46 56 46 40 39 37 73
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Date Time Leq L1 L10 L33 150 LS0 Lmax
3-Aug 6:00 47 59 49 44 42 37 68
3-Aug 7:00 54 64 56 53 48 39 71
3-Aug 8:00 55 66 58 46 43 38 74
3-Aug 9:00 47 60 45 42 40 38 69
3-Aug 10:00 49 57 49 44 42 38 80
3-Aug 11:00 52 62 57 47 44 39 67
3-Aug 12:00 52 61 55 50 47 42 71
3-Aug 13:00 52 60 55 50 47 41 78
3-Aug 14:00 53 60 54 50 47 41 81
3-Aug 15:00 66 61 52 47 45 40 98
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Location 5

Date Time Leg L1 L10 L33 L50 L90 Lmax

27-Jul 16:00 48 57 51 47 45 39 61
27-ul 17:00 50 60 54 48 46 38 64
27-bul 18:00 58 66 62 58 56 49 70
27-Jul 19:00 54 62 57 52 50 44 72
27-Jul  20:00 47 54 49 46 44 41 69
27-)sl  21:00 51 61 53 49 48 45 70
27-Jul 22:00 51 62 53 50 48 45 67
27-Jul  23:00 52 61 55 52 50 45 68
28-Jul 0:00 50 58 53 49 48 45 62
28-Jul 1:00 52 56 54 53 51 46 59
28-4ul 2:00 53 59 55 54 53 50 64
28-Jul 3:00 56 60 57 56 S5 52 75
28-Jul 4:00 58 62 60 58 57 S5 69
28-Jul 5:00 60 64 63 61 60 53 72
28-Jul 6:00 51 58 54 51 50 46 63
28-Jul 7:00 54 61 57 53 52 46 69
28-Jul 8:00 58 67 62 58 56 50 70
28-Jul 9:00 60 68 63 59 57 51 71
28-jul  10:00 55 63 59 55 S3 47 67
28-jul 11:00 52 61 55 50 48 42 66
28-Jul  12:00 53 61 56 53 50 43 66
28-Jul  13:00 50 59 53 49 47 42 68
28-jul  14:00 48 57 52 47 45 39 61
28-Jul 15:00 49 59 53 48 45 40 62
28-lul  16:00 50 59 54 49 47 40 62
28-Jul 17:00 46 54 49 46 43 38 59
28-Jul  18:00 44 52 a6 42 40 36 69
28-Jul  19:00 51 60 55 50 47 37 63
28-Jul  20:00 44 52 49 42 39 34 64
28-jul  21:00 49 58 52 48 47 a4 67
28-Jul  22:00 53 60 55 52 51 47 71
28-ul  23:00 53 60 55 52 50 46 80
29-Jul 0:00 53 61 55 52 50 44 69
29-Jul 1:00 54 61 57 53 52 47 81
29-Jul 2:00 54 60 57 55 53 49 69
29-Jul 3:00 57 62 59 57 56 54 68
29-jul 4:00 59 63 62 60 59 56 73
29-Jul 5:00 61 64 63 62 61 58 64
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Date Time Leq L1 L10 133 L50 LSO Lmax
29-Jul 6:00 52 57 55 52 50 46 62
29-Jul 7:00 47 54 51 47 46 43 63
29-Jul 8:00 47 56 50 47 45 42 62
29-jul 9:00 49 57 53 49 47 41 60
29-Jul 10:00 48 54 51 48 47 42 60
29-}ul 11:00 50 56 52 50 49 45 61
29-jul 12:00 50 56 53 50 48 44 61
29-Jul 13:00 52 62 54 49 47 42 76
29-Jul 14:00 47 55 50 46 44 38 59
29-Jul 15:00 44 52 48 44 42 38 54
29-jul 16:00 46 55 50 45 43 37 61
29-Jul 17:00 53 61 56 52 49 43 65
29-jul 18:00 56 63 60 56 54 438 68
29-Jul 19:00 46 55 49 44 42 34 63
29-Jul 20:00 42 50 45 42 40 36 58
29-Jul 21:00 52 61 57 49 46 42 70
29-jul 22:00 55 64 57 53 51 47 74
29-Jul 23:00 56 65 59 56 53 46 75
30-Jul 0:00 56 62 59 55 52 47 80
30-Sul 1:00 56 63 59 57 53 46 72
30-Jul 2:00 58 63 62 59 57 52 74
30-Jul 3:00 58 65 60 58 57 51 72
30-Jul 4:00 60 64 62 60 59 56 65
30-Jul 5:00 60 63 62 61 60 55 64
30-Jul 6:00 50 56 53 50 49 45 61
30-Jul 7:00 50 - 58 53 50 48 a3 70
30-Jul 8:00 45 53 48 45 43 39 60
30-Jul 9:00 46 56 49 44 42 36 62
30-Jul 10:00 45 55 47 411 39 35 70
30-Jul 11:00 45 54 48 43 42 36 69
30-Jul 12:00 46 54 49 46 44 36 68
30-Jul 13:00 44 53 48 43 40 35 62
30-Jul 14:00 46 53 50 46 43 35 58
30-Jul 15:00 43 51 46 42 39 34 59
30-Jul 16:00 47 58 50 44 40 33 70
30-Jul 17:00 48 58 51 46 44 36 65
30-Jul 18:00 46 55 49 44 42 36 66
30-Jul 19:00 40 48 43 38 37 33 57
30-jul 20:00 47 54 50 46 44 37 72
30-Jul 21:00 51 58 53 50 49 45 67
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30-ul 22:00 53 60 59 50 47 43 69
30-Jul  23:00 56 65 60 55 52 46 72
31-Jul 0:00 56 63 58 54 51 a4 80
31-Jul 1:00 55 63 58 53 51 46 75
31-Jul 2:00 52 60 56 50 49 a4 75
31-Jul 3:00 55 60 58 58 54 50 61
31-bul 4:00 59 64 61 60 58 55 65
31-Jul 5:00 59 63 61 60 59 54 68
31-Jul 6:00 52 59 57 52 49 46 62
31-jul 7:00 51 59 56 50 47 a3 61
31-Jul 8:00 a9 59 50 45 43 39 71
31-Jui 9:00 46 57 48 44 42 38 66
31-ul  10:00 45 54 48 44 42 37 62
31-ul 11:00 44 55 46 a1 39 35 60
31-jul  12:00 46 54 49 45 43 37 70
31-ul  13:00 46 55 49 45 43 37 64
31l 14:00 48 58 51 46 44 40 70
31-jul  15:00 A8 57 52 47 a4 37 70
31Jul  16:00 53 64 57 51 47 38 72
31-ul 17:00 52 61 55 49 45 39 76
31-Jul  18:00 48 58 52 44 41 36 69
31-Jul  19:00 45 56 48 a2 40 34 67
31l 20:00 a9 59 52 4s a1 34 70
31-jul  21:00 59 68 61 56 53 47 86
31-ul  22:00 58 67 60 57 54 46 83
31-ul 23:00 56 67 58 53 52 43 75
1-Aug 0:00 54 65 57 52 48 43 77
1-Aug 1:00 59 69 60 57 57 49 76
1-Aug 2:00 58 66 60 57 55 51 81
1-Aug 3:00 57 61 59 57 56 52 71
1-Aug 4:00 58 62 60 59 58 56 63
1-Aug 5:00 56 60 59 57 56 52 64
1-Aug  6:00 44 51 a7 44 42 39 55
i-Aug 7:00 44 55 48 41 39 36 60
1-Aug 8:00 43 54 47 41 39 35 59
1-Aug 9:00 43 52 46 41 40 36 58
1-Aug  10:00 49 59 53 47 45 39 64
1-Aug  11:00 45 52 48 45 43 39 58
1-Aug  12:00 44 52 46 43 4 37 59
1-Aug  13:00 46 55 50 43 40 36 59
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1-Aug 14:00 48 57 50 45 43 38 68
1-Aug 15:00 49 60 52 47 44 37 69
1-Aug 16:00 51 61 54 50 47 41 70
1-Aug 17:00 55 64 59 54 52 44 70
1-Aug 18:00 54 62 58 54 52 46 66
1-Aug 19:00 50 60 53 48 45 40 67
1-Aug 20:00 48 56 51 47 45 39 69
1-Aug 21:00 52 62 55 51 49 44 69
1-Aug 22:00 56 67 58 52 50 45 75
1-Aug 23:00 58 68 60 56 54 49 77
2-Aug 0:00 58 69 60 55 54 48 78
2-Aug 1:00 56 66 59 54 52 45 76
2-Aug 2:00 56 60 59 58 55 47 61
2-Aug 3:00 58 68 59 58 S7 53 77
2-Aug 4:00 60 71 60 58 57 53 83
2-Aug 5:00 58 62 61 59 58 54 64
2-Aug 6:00 52 58 57 44 39 34 69
2-Aug 7:00 45 55 45 40 38 34 70
2-Aug 8:00 46 58 48 41 39 34 61
2-Aug 9:00 42 52 45 39 37 33 58
2-Aug 10:00 43 54 46 40 38 34 59
2-Aug 11:00 41 52 44 39 37 33 62
2-Aug 12:00 51 62 55 49 45 37 70
2-Aug 13:00 55 65 58 53 49 40 70
2-Aug 14:00 49 60 54 47 43 35 66
2-Aug 15:00 53 66 53 45 43 36 72
2-Aug 16:00 53 64 57 48 44 36 68
2-Aug 17:00 55 65 58 53 S0 39 72
2-Aug 18:00 53 64 58 50 43 32 69
2-Aug 19:00 40 49 41 36 35 31 64
2-Aug 20:00 49 60 51 47 43 36 74
2-Aug 21:00 50 59 54 47 46 41 67
2-Aug 22:00 55 66 58 52 49 42 73
2-Aug  23:00 58 70 59 55 53 46 79
3-Aug 0:00 59 71 59 55 53 45 82
3-Aug 1:00 60 72 62 56 54 49 81
3-Aug 2:00 61 73 63 57 55 50 81
3-Aug 3:00 61 72 62 58 56 53 87
3-Aug 4:00 58 68 60 57 56 51 81
3-Aug 5:00 55 60 57 55 54 51 62
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3-Aug  6:00 a9 54 52 50 49 a5 60
3-Aug  7:00 a8 58 51 46 44 39 63
3-Aug  8:00 50 59 54 a7 a4 39 66
3-Aug  9:00 43 51 46 43 a1 37 57
3-Aug  10:00 a4 54 46 43 a 38 62
3-Aug  11:00 47 57 51 a4 a1 36 70
3-Aug  12:00 49 59 53 43 a5 39 68
3-Aug  13:00 54 63 58 52 a9 a1 77
3-Aug  14:00 54 64 57 52 49 41 77
3-Aug __ 15:00 S0 60 54 48 45 39 70
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Date Time Leq 1 L10 133 L50 L90 Lmax
27-Jul 17:00 43 52 46 41 39 33 57
27-Jul 18:00 50 60 54 48 45 37 66
27-4ul 19:00 46 56 50 43 40 32 60
27-ul 20:00 39 49 42 36 34 30 57
27-l 21:00 42 53 44 39 37 33 59
27-ul 22:00 41 52 43 39 38 34 60
27-Jul 23:00 42 51 45 40 38 34 63
28-Jul 0:00 39 47 42 38 36 31 53
28-jul 1:00 39 48 43 38 36 32 54
28-jul 2:00 42 49 45 42 40 36 51
28-jul 3:00 38 45 41 38 36 33 52
28-jul 4:00 42 48 44 42 40 37 55
28-Jul 5:00 46 54 48 45 43 40 62
28-Jul 6:00 46 52 48 46 44 41 57
28-Jul 7:00 46 55 49 45 a4 40 63
28-jul 8:00 50 59 54 50 48 43 62
28-Jul 9:00 52 61 56 51 49 42 67
28-Jul 10:00 49 58 53 48 46 39 63
28-Jul 11:00 46 56 49 43 41 35 60
28-Jul 12:00 48 57 52 47 44 38 60
28-Jul 13:00 47 56 51 47 45 36 65
28-jul 14:00 45 52 48 44 42 36 57
28-Jul 15:00 45 53 48 a4 43 39 61
28-jul 16:00 45 55 49 44 42 36 60
28-Jul 17:00 43 53 45 41 39 34 64
28-Jul 18:00 39 48 41 38 36 32 58
28-Jul 19:00 44 54 48 42 39 31 58
28-Jul 20:00 37 46 40 35 33 29 58
28-Jul 21:00 39 47 42 37 36 32 54
28-Jul 22:00 43 52 46 41 39 35 59
28-jul 23:00 44 54 48 43 40 35 60
29-jul 0:00 42 52 46 40 38 33 57
29-Jul 1:00 43 53 47 41 39 34 56
29-jul 2:00 42 50 46 41 38 33 55
29-Jul 3:00 44 54 48 43 41 34 57
29-Jul 4:00 38 48 41 37 35 32 52
29-Jul 5:00 46 50 48 46 45 41 56
29-jul 6:00 46 52 49 47 45 42 57
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29-jul 7:00 45 52 47 44 43 40 56
29-jul 8:00 44 53 46 43 42 39 59
29-Jul 9:00 45 53 48 44 42 38 58
29-jul 10:00 45 53 48 45 44 39 57
29-Jul 11:00 48 53 50 48 47 43 55
29-Jul 12:00 48 55 51 47 46 41 59
29-Jul 13:00 46 53 49 46 44 40 56
29-Jul 14:00 45 52 49 45 44 39 55
29-Jul 15:00 42 50 45 42 41 35 55
29-Jul 16:00 42 51 44 40 38 33 64
29-Jul 17:00 46 56 50 44 42 35 61
29-Jul 18:00 - 48 57 52 47 44 38 62
29-hul 19:00 42 55 43 38 35 29 60
29-Jul 20:00 39 47 42 38 36 31 55
29-Jul 21:00 39 49 42 37 36 33 55
29-jul 22:00 43 53 46 39 37 34 68
29-jul 23:00 48 58 52 46 42 35 70
30-Jul 0:00 43 52 47 42 39 34 57
30-Jul 1:00 41 51 45 40 37 31 56
30-Jul 2:00 40 51 43 37 34 30 57
30-Jul 3:00 41 51 45 39 36 33 61
30-jul 4:00 40 47 44 40 38 34 52
30-jul 5:00 43 48 45 43 42 39 55
30-Jul 6:00 45 49 47 45 44 42 52
30-Jul 7:00 45 53 46 44 42 40 63
30-Jul 8:00 43 52 44 41 39 37 62
30-jul 9:00 43 55 44 39 38 34 61
30-Jul 10:00 44 53 43 38 36 33 70
30-Jut 11:00 41 S50 44 39 37 33 58
30-Jul 12:00 41 50 45 41 39 34 57
30-Jul 13:00 42 51 45 411 38 32 60
30-Jul 14:00 43 52 47 41 39 32 57
30-Jul 15:00 40 49 43 39 37 32 54
30-Jul 16:00 43 54 46 40 37 31 61
30-Jul 17:00 42 53 46 40 37 31 59
30-Jul 18:00 40 51 44 38 35 29 56
30-Jul 19:00 38 49 42 35 33 28 54
30-Jul 20:00 41 52 44 39 37 33 59
30-jul 21:00 40 52 42 37 35 32 60
30-Jul 22:00 36 47 38 33 31 28 55
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30-Jul 23:00 45 56 48 39 36 31 63
31-Jul 0:00 44 55 47 40 36 32 60
31-Jul 1:00 47 58 50 43 40 33 62
31-ul 2:00 38 50 40 34 33 31 56
31-Jul 3:00 35 43 36 35 34 32 52
31-jul 4:00 41 45 43 41 40 37 52
31-Jul 5:00 39 45 41 39 38 37 58
31-Jul 6:00 44 49 47 44 43 40 56
31-Jul 7:00 45 53 48 44 43 40 55
31-Jul 8:00 44 54 48 43 40 37 59
31-ul 9:00 42 53 44 39 37 32 58
31-Jul 10:00 43 51 47 42 39 34 55
31-Jul 11:00 41 52 43 39 37 32 55
31-jul 12:00 43 51 47 42 40 33 57
31-Jul 13:00 44 55 45 41 39 33 64
31-Jui 14:00 45 54 47 43 41 36 63
31-Jul 15:00 42 52 46 40 38 33 58
31-Jul 16:00 46 56 49 42 39 33 63
31-Jul 17:00 45 56 48 42 39 34 62
31-jul 18:00 40 51 43 37 35 32 55
31-Jul 19:00 41 53 45 38 35 30 62
31-Jul 20:00 39 50 41 36 35 31 56
31-Jul 21:00 51 63 53 46 42 35 71
31-Jul 22:00 47 58 49 41 38 34 65
31-Jul 23:00 41 53 44 38 35 32 58
1-Aug 0:00 41 52 43 36 34 31 61
1-Aug 1:00 41 52 43 35 33 31 62
1-Aug 2:00 38 51 39 34 33 31 57
1-Aug 3:00 34 40 36 34 33 31 47
1-Aug 4:00 36 41 38 36 35 33 45
1-Aug 5:00 37 43 40 37 36 34 50
1-Aug 6:00 42 48 45 42 40 36 52
1-Aug 7:00 40 51 42 38 36 33 55
1-Aug 8:00 40 52 43 37 35 33 56
1-Aug 9:00 40 50 42 37 36 33 58
1-Aug 10:00 46 54 51 44 41 38 57
1-Aug 11:00 44 54 47 43 41 38 60
1-Aug 12:00 44 53 46 43 41 37 58
1-Aug 13:00 44 53 48 43 40 35 58
1-Aug 14:00 44 54 47 42 40 36 60
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1-Aug  15:00 45 56 48 43 40 34 62
1-Aug  16:00 47 58 50 45 42 35 67
1-Aug  17:00 52 62 56 49 46 37 65
1-Aug  18:00 51 61 56 50 47 36 67
1-Aug  19:00 45 S6 49 39 36 30 65
1-Aug  20:00 a1 52 a4 38 35 31 58
1-Aug  21:00 40 50 42 38 36 34 56
1-Aug  22:00 a4 55 46 40 39 36 64
1-Aug  23:00 a3 53 a7 41 39 36 58
2-Aug 0:00 44 55 47 40 38 34 65
2-Aug 1:00 a4 55 47 40 37 3 62
2-Aug 2:00 34 41 35 33 32 30 49
2-Aug 3:00 39 52 40 34 33 32 59
2-Aug 400 44 56 45 37 35 31 65
2-Aug 5:00 36 46 37 33 32 30 59
2-Aug 6:00 36 45 38 34 33 31 53
2-Aug 7:00 37 48 40 35 33 3 55
2-Aug 8:00 41 52 43 37 35 32 56
2-Aug 9:00 38 46 41 37 36 33 55
2-Aug  10:00 42 56 44 38 36 33 60
2-Aug  11:00 38 48 40 36 34 31 59
2-Aug  12:00 47 59 50 42 38 32 64
2-Aug  13:00 52 64 55 48 a5 35 71
2-Aug  14:00 45 58 47 a1 38 32 63
2-Aug  15:00 56 68 56 a4 41 31 80
2-Aug  16:00 46 58 49 42 38 32 64
2-Aug  17:00 52 63 56 50 47 36 67
2-Aug  18:00 50 61 54 45 39 28 68
2-Aug  19:00 36 46 37 33 31 27 59
2-Aug  20:00 40 50 42 a7 35 30 58
2-Aug  21:00 39 50 42 36 33 30 58
2-Aug  22:00 4 52 44 36 34 3 64
2-Aug  23:00 46 58 50 42 38 33 61
3-Aug  0:00 48 59 51 44 40 33 67
3-Aug 1:00 47 59 50 41 37 33 65
3-Aug 2:00 49 61 52 43 39 34 68
3-Aug 3:00 48 60 52 43 39 35 68
3-Aug 4:00 46 56 46 39 37 34 70
3-Aug 5:00 EL ] 47 43 39 37 34 52
3-Aug 6:00 43 50 46 43 41 37 53
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3-Aug 7:00 43 52 46 42 40 36 55
3-Aug 8:00 44 53 49 43 41 36 57
3-Aug 9:00 42 48 44 42 40 37 54
3-Aug 10:00 42 53 45 41 39 35 57
3-Aug 11:00 44 52 49 43 39 33 58
3-Aug 12:00 46 56 49 44 43 38 59
3-Aug 13:00 49 60 52 46 44 38 65
3-Aug 14:00 49 59 53 47 44 38 64
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Date Time Legq L1 110 133 L50 Loe Lmax
12-Aug  17:00 42 52 46 41 38 32 55
12-Aug  18:00 41 50 43 40 38 33 62
12-Aug  19:00 39 47 43 39 37 32 51
12-Aug  20:00 37 a4 39 37 36 33 53
12-Aug  21:00 39 45 40 38 38 36 50
12-Aug  22:00 53 69 41 38 37 35 74
12-Aug  23:00 54 71 40 38 37 34 75
13-Aug  0:00 45 44 38 37 36 33 72
13-Aug  1:00 37 43 38 37 36 34 46
13-Aug  2:00 37 40 39 38 37 34 46
13-Aug  3:00 37 a4 40 38 37 33 a5
13-Aug  4:00 39 42 41 40 39 36 46
13-Aug  5:00 42 47 a4 42 42 40 52
13-Aug  6:00 43 50 44 42 41 40 64
13-Aug  7:00 43 49 a4 a1 40 37 69
13-Aug  8:00 43 56 42 38 37 35 65
13-Aug  9:00 a4 51 42 38 37 35 73
13-Aug  10:00 48 51 42 38 37 35 76
13-Aug  11:00 41 50 44 40 38 34 65
13-Aug  12:00 42 50 44 41 39 36 61
13-Aug  13:00 a6 53 47 42 41 37 72
13-Aug 14:00 47 56 50 46 44 40 65
13-Aug  15:00 50 57 53 50 48 42 63
13-Aug  16:00 47 56 50 46 44 38 61
13-Aug  17:00 50 59 54 48 45 39 65
13-Aug  18:00 50 61 53 46 43 38 70
13-Aug  19:00 41 49 44 41 39 34 53
13-Aug  20:00 40 47 43 40 39 36 52
13-Aug  21:00 a1 47 46 41 40 37 54
13-Aug  22:00 38 43 40 38 38 36 51
13-Aug  23:00 41 46 43 41 40 38 55
14-Aug  0:00 50 55 47 45 44 41 71
14-Aug  1:00 a8 55 52 48 47 39 58
14-Aug  2:00 50 60 52 47 43 37 71
14-Aug  3:00 37 42 39 37 36 34 46
14-Aug  4:00 38 43 41 39 38 35 47
14-Aug  5:00 40 47 42 39 39 37 51
14-Aug  6:00 42 a9 45 a1 40 36 63
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14-Aug  7:00 42 51 45 42 41 37 56
14-Aug  8:00 53 65 a4 39 37 35 77
14-Aug  9:00 42 52 45 39 37 34 57
14-Aug  10:00 43 53 44 39 37 35 67
14-Aug  11:00 42 52 45 39 37 a3 59
14-Aug  12:00 44 53 46 41 39 35 62
14-Aug  13:00 45 55 46 42 40 37 65
14-Aug 14:00 47 56 50 46 43 38 60
14-Aug  i5:00 53 62 57 52 48 41 65
14-Aug  16:00 50 63 50 42 40 36 69
14-Aug  17:00 45 56 47 43 41 35 68
14-Aug  18:00 54 68 55 48 45 40 72
14-Aug  19:00 47 52 a3 38 36 32 71
14-Aug  20:00 S5 71 41 39 38 33 75
14-Aug  21:00 40 46 42 39 38 37 53
14-Aug  22:00 46 51 48 46 45 42 54
14-Aug  23:00 a5 52 47 44 43 40 57
15-Aug 0:00 a4 52 47 44 43 39 57
15-Aug  1:00 57 72 44 41 40 38 74
15-Aug  2:00 54 71 46 42 40 37 73
15-Aug 3:00 38 43 40 38 37 35 47
15-Aug  4:00 39 a4 41 39 38 37 50
15-Aug  5:00 40 46 42 40 40 38 51
15-Aug  6:00 45 51 44 41 40 38 68
1S-Aug  7:00 49 62 46 a3 42 40 73
15-Aug  8:00 43 52 45 42 41 39 58
15-Aug  9:00 48 60 51 45 43 38 66
15-Aug  10:00 45 55 49 44 42 37 61
15-Aug  11:00 41 50 45 41 39 35 56
15-Aug  12:00 a7 59 48 43 40 35 69
1S-Aug  13:00 45 54 48 44. 41 36 59
15-Aug  14:00 51 57 50 45 43 37 78
15-Aug  15:00 48 57 51 46 44 38 67
15-Aug  16:00 44 54 48 43 41 36 59
15-Aug  17:00 43 51 46 42 40 36 56
15-Aug  18:00 40 48 43 40 38 35 55
15-Aug  19:00 40 48 42 39 38 35 54
15-Aug  20:00 39 46 41 39 38 34 57
15-Aug  21:00 39 44 42 40 39 37 49
15-Aug  22:00 39 44 41 39 39 36 48
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15-Aug  23:00 39 a4 41 40 39 36 50
16-Aug  0:00 38 45 40 38 38 36 51
16-Aug  1:00 39 43 41 39 38 36 54
16-Aug  2:00 50 50 40 38 37 35 73
16-Aug  3:00 4 a2 38 36 35 33 71
16-Aug  4:00 38 42 40 38 37 33 46
16-Aug  5:00 40 a7 41 39 39 37 55
16-Aug  6:00 41 a7 43 41 40 38 55
16-Aug  7:00 a4 51 46 a3 42 39 69
16-Aug  8:00 43 50 45 42 40 37 60
16-Aug  9:00 43 52 46 41 40 36 60
i6-Aug  10:00 45 53 a9 44 42 38 62
16-Aug  11:00 56 64 50 43 41 36 82
16-Aug  12:00 45 57 a7 43 40 34 63
16-Aug  13:00 47 59 a7 42 39 35 71
16-Aug  14:00 53 65 46 41 39 34 78
16-Aug  15:00 a3 52 45 40 38 33 69
16-Aug  16:00 a1 51 45 40 38 33 57
16-Aug  17:00 a1 50 45 40 38 34 57
16-Aug  18:00 37 45 40 36 35 32. 50
16-Aug  19:00 38 a8 39 35 34 31 56
16-Aug  20:00 46 57 a2 38 37 34 75
16-Aug  21:00 61 73 67 39 37 35 75
16-Aug  22:00 66 75 71 66 a3 35 79
16-Aug  23:00 64 74 69 39 36 33 78
17-Aug  0:00 51 64 a1 3s 34 32 70
17-Aug  1:00 52 66 49 36 35 33 71
17-Aug  2:00 37 a4 39 36 35 33 50
17-Aug  3:00 36 40 38 36 35 33 42
17-Aug  4:00 40 44 42 40 40 34 46
17-Aug  5:00 42 48 44 42 4 38 62
17-Aug  6:00 a4 54 as 42 a 39 67
17-Aug  7:00 46 53 48 45 a4 a1 61
17-Aug  8:00 43 49 45 a3 41 37 61
17-Aug  9:00 40 48 42 39 37 35 53
17-Aug  10:00 43 53 a4 39 37 34 63
17-Aug  11:00 42 52 44 40 38 34 61
17-Aug  12:00 a4 53 47 43 a1 36 60
17-Aug  13:00 a4 52 48 a4 42 37 55
17-Aug  14:00 a4 54 47 42 40 35 65
A e
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17-Aug  15:00 47 56 51 46 44 38 61
17-Aug  16:00 45 54 49 45 43 38 61
17-Aug  17:00 43 51 46 42 40 34 59
17-Aug  18:00 39 47 42 37 35 31 59
17-Aug  19:00 37 48 39 35 34 30 57
17-Aug  20:00 56 68 60 46 36 29 77
17-Aug  21:00 47 49 47 47 47 46 51
17-Aug  22:00 47 49 a7 a7 47 46 55
17-Aug  23:00 47 57 48 47 47 41 59
i8-Aug  0:00 43 49 46 44 42 37 54
18-Aug  1:00 42 46 45 43 42 39 48
18-Aug  2:00 38 45 42 38 36 34 47
18-Aug  3:00 48 51 37 36 35 34 74
18-Aug 4:00 40 45 - 42 40 39 36 67
18-Aug  5:00 45 52 47 45 44 41 58
18-Aug  6:00 45 .51 48 45 44 41 59
18-Aug  7:00 45 50 46 43 42 40 69
18-Aug  8:00 47 58 46 43 41 38 71
18-Aug  9:00 52 67 47 42 a1 38 75
18-Aug  10:00 52 67 47 42 40 37 74
18-Aug  11:00 46 55 46 41 40 37 77
18-Aug  12:00 39 46 4 38 37 34 58
18-Aug  13:00 39 46 42 39 37 35 51
18-Aug  14:00 41 51 44 40 38 33 56
18-Aug  15:00 46 54 49 45 44 40 61
18-Aug  16:00 44 52 48 44 42 38 60
18-Aug  17:00 43 50 46 42 40 37 60
18-Aug  18:00 43 S5 44 40 39 35 62
18-Aug  19:00 39 50 40 37 36 30 62
18-Aug  20:00 49 56 52 52 50 33 63
18-Aug  21:00 52 55 54 54 53 39 61
18-Aug  22:00 39 44 41 39 37 35 51
18-Aug  23:00 46 59 39 38 38 36 67
19-Aug  0:00 47 45 40 39 38 36 71
19-Aug  1:00 40 44 41 40 39 38 51
19-Aug  2:00 38 42 40 39 38 35 43
19-Aug  3:00 39 42 40 39 39 37 49
19-Aug  4:00 39 44 41 39 39 37 S5
19-Aug  5:00 43 50 46 43 42 40 53
19-Aug  6:00 46 52 49 46 44 40 63

Charles M. Salter
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Date Time Leq 11 110 L33 L50 L90 Lmax
19-Aug  7:00 45 52 48 44 43 39 62
19-Aug 8:00 41 50 43 40 38 35 57
19-Aug. 9:00 44 54 48 42 40 36 61
19-Aug 10:00 46 87 48 43 41 37 64
19-Aug 11:00 42 51 44 39 38 34 68
19-Ayg  12:00 42 53 45 39 38 34 56
19-Aug 13:00 44 53 47 43 41 35 59
19-Aug 14:00 44 52 46 42 40 36 65
19-Aug  15:00 45 54 49 44 42 36 58
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APPENDIX B
Homeowner Noise Log
07/27/15: About 5pm loud motorcyde on Camino Diablo. Had some evening wind

07/28/15: Fairly quiet, minimat wind, 100 degree heat. Sand Hill/Diablo MX has semi trucks with single
trailers dumping rock initially next to Morain property. Per Cliff Chatterton (130 Walnut)they have been
dumping since last Friday, 072415, some days starting as early as 7:00am, with at least two semi's. No
semi truck activity over weekend.

07/29/15: Per Cliff he thinks the semi's were dumping all day. Tracy Harrison (280 Camino Diablo) also
confirmed they were dumping all day. Per Tracy Harrison, about 10:15am a business, Scwhmms (?)
with no permit at 350 Camino Diablo started doing tractor work at temporary buildings dose to
Harrison property line, Same business also had a bobcat or forkiift type vehide moving paliets with a
loud beeper. They also had a pressure washer operating. This occurred from about 10:00am-2:00pm.
Some late afternoon early evening wind.

07/30/15: 9:00am Oversize equipment, man lift, on a semi with a loud beeper was parked on Longwell
at Camino Diabio for a couple of minutes before turning left on Camino Diablo and then left into the
oid Unimen Quarry. About 11:25am fire vehides with sirens went by traveling east on Camino Diablo
towards Vasco Rd, possibly to a fire on Vasco Rd. About the same time two semi's with single trallers

pulled into Sand Hill/Diablo MX. Cliff confirmed the semi's were there at 12:00 noon, 1:45pm and
3:17pm.

07/31/15: Semi's running most of the day to Sand Hili/Diablo MX. At one point during the day 1
counted four semi's. 1:15pm white cab with a black traller dumped a load at Sand Hill/Diablo MX, At
1:22pm a white semi (AR Enterprises, Fairfield) with a white trailer left Sand Hill/Diablo MX. At
1:24pm a blue semi with a sleeper and a white trailer left Sand Hill/Diablo MX. At 1:25pm a white semi
with a blue trailer left Sand Hill/Diablo MX and went to 2111 Hillcrest in Antioch, PG&E Service Center,
Late afternoon, early evening wind. 8:00pm a loud motorcycle drove by on Camino Diablo.

08/01/15: There was a lot of grading at Sand Hill/Diablo MX in the n/e area of the old bmx and oval
area. Grading equipment and water truck,

08/02/15: Quiet merning. 1:05pm 1 motorcycle out at Sand Hill/Diablo MX, very quiet, low speed low
rpm'’s only out for a few minutes. About 1:40pm until about 4:00pm 3 motorcycles out at Sand
Hill/Dlablo MX, much louder and faster.

08/03/15: About 8:40am continued grading around the n/e area, grading equipment and water truck.
About 10:00am semi's coming in with what looks like gravel for possible parking area. 12:00 noon,
Schwmm's, 350 Camino Diablo, using commercial equlpment with loud beepers.

During this week we generally had commute traffic in the weekday momings and evenings and a late
afternoon breeze that usually died down by 8:00pm-9:00pm.

Charles M. Salter
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