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BoARD oF SUPERVISORS 
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BRIAN K. VEERKAMP 
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RON BRIGGS 
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NORMA SANTIAGO 
District V 

Re: Comment from El Dorado County ::::;:~~==~- "=~{::~:::, 
':::.::::;:;:;~ ";;:::;;;::~. 

Revised Mather Airport Master Plan Draft EriY.JJ-.Qnment.:ll:~mpact RepO'rth .. 
~~ ..... ~.·=--~ ·.·.·.·.·.·.·:::-. ~ .. ·.·.·.· .. 

Control Number: 2002-0325; s~~~=~--~learingholi~~j~~I~mg~t-:2007102040 ~} 

:::.~:::::: ~~,~;;~~~lt:!,l;::~tt~@; . 
The DEIR states the. "9. NOIS~ :.JY:Q.lild me.mt9j~ct: Result in exposure of persons 
to, or generation of, nm . of stan~W.9t~stablishe.if1Jy the local general plan, noise 
ordinance or applicable agenciest\~: 

The DEIR the'ri]~W~ilii~·s ·-that ':~1ii~ificant or No Impact" with the comment "No 
land curr~~i1y:ih. resid~~fi~jjj~~~ · ·.· Airport's CNEL 65 dB through 75 dB noise 
contours Wij~~~]:le proposed "[5t~J:¥ft." ·. 

''\:=t& ··:::::%:.. . .. 

ElDorado Co~it1J;J,isagrees witffiifi.~ DEIK because of known evening and nighttime 
flights that contin~tt~~disturb and~~iW.~en residents. The Mather STAR has reduced some of these 
occurrences, but the s~~}s optiq.~N and may be overridden by TRACOM due to traffic or other 
safety/weather factors. T~~IT{EU~t~~buld identify the impact as potentially significant without 
mitigation. A feasible mitig1W9!W#teasure is to control arrivals and departures to reasonable 
timeframes, such as 6 am to 9pfu. To ignore this significant impact, as well as feasible mitigation 
measures, is in conflict with CEQA. It is also illogical and un-neighborly. Sacramento County has 
existing capacity and facilities at Sacramento International. The project and its end result of creating a 
major cargo hub for Mather is merely a scheme to attract income for Sacramento County Government 
at the expense of Folsom and ElDorado County residents. 
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The DEIR explains away the impact/mitigation by this paragraph from page 9-72: 

"As a result of the Airport Noise and Capacity Act (ANCA) and the grant assurances associated with 
accepting federal funds, Airport proprietors have very limited ability to limit or restrict aircraft 
operations at their facilities particularly as it relates to curfews or single event noise level limits. 
Hence, it would be very difficult for an airport operator to enforc~dn_itigation measures involving noise 
limits or curfews resulting from the exceedance of significan<;,~~;AA~m;_olds in a CEQA document when 
the FAA does not concur that their established thresholds havW&~~n surpassed. One of the main 
objectives of establishing a CEQA threshold is to offer a t~}~ifl6t~visions or mitigation measures. 
The Sacramento County Board of Supervisors may ~8:~~!§~t" the s~]f~t:ent noise analysis when 
deciding to approve or not approve the project or R-:.Qrt.$118 of the proj cl:t~@;~.wever, it is not practical to 
use it for identifying mitigation measures pursuari:l~&"?:CEQA, since mitigafr~,must be enforceable and 
regulation of aircraft operations is outside their j rirl~~iS}ion . " ··=;{{)} .. 

":;@}:::-. ,,,~#t:· '=~th~ 
ElDorado County feels that this state~¢J)tls absurd. Tff~fur.<i~~~~d project is the':N{?ther Airport 
Master Plan which is subject to approvatV,f~~~,~acramentt>1@.~9:~ty Board of Supervisors. It is up to 
the Sacramento County Board of SuperVi'~=~~s't(;jJ-a.~t!ofrrnine the:=~igQ.ificance criteria, impacts 
conclusion, and feasible mitigation measui~li::~.wii~Itl~t9.f not tiiMf~ concurs is irrelevant. El 
Dorado clearly understands.Jl;l,Y.::sUfficulty foi~~i).;:.fiirporf~P.~r~tor to 'ef[~J;,ce mitigation measures 
involving noise limits. J!i~{if).=EiR@J:t9Jild identf~~th~.-:P:~f¢}iii~~W.:r.aa{tsing better significance 
criteria, as potentially stgfi.~ficant an~th~n identf~b?-;9:\~iffial miHg~tion measures. It is not El Dorado 
County's responsibility i(q~~~yide pot~f:t~ial mitig~t~P.P' measures; that is what the DEIR is supposed to 

,• ·.~·.·.·. ...~ .. ""''"""'· '"-;;•.•.\, .. ~ 
do. CEQA intends DEIR's t6l~~R,!:QVig~~W~·:P~blic and~~~~cision makers the information by which to 
make good d~_Qj~J~»1m::%he DEtif~~irlfly~iijJ.~h~P.oril~g~ding noise impact and mitigation. Whether 

.-x~·.· .. ·.-.·.·.·.~.·.-.·.· ...... -.·:-:.- .~. . ·.·.·.-....... ,. ... ·.·.·.·.-.... -.;..._ . .., ·.·..,.·.·. 
or not the .. gQ.f.~P.'t'iarsigmij§!mt inipa;~t.~~-are the'if:·ll?.it~g~te(Fare subject to the Sacramento County Board .... :-..-:· • .--x .. ···-· ............. .:: .... ·.· ·.· .. ·.·~~ ... ·.. . ...... ..,.. .... ·.· .. ·.· 
of Supel'Vi'Sor's considerati:Offf:.. '·=::;::::::::.. · ·.::::~::=·· 

''{~~b::.. -~=:::~*t\ · ·:·::::~tb::: .. 
Mather N oise''=t\~~Jysis STAR -~(~~:V.mption~~~~h: 

''\@b.. ::l~~t · ·,~:-· 

The DEIR (page 9-J8~~~~tates that of:@pfthe noise analysis assumption is that "use of the AMRVR ... x.... .. .... :-:.~ 
ONE STAR was assume~~Jqr 50 p.~t~:ent of calendar year 2012 and 100 percent of the time in the 

future scenarios." ···~t{t1tf~)~J~~?· 
The STAR reduces noise impa~ts as stated in the DEIR. However, to use the reduced noise 
configuration for 100 percent of the analysis for future scenarios skews the results. A more realistic (or 
even worst case) assumption should have been made. To have a current year assumption at 50 percent 
using the STAR and future years using the approach 1 00 percent of the time is incredible at best, 
inappropriate at worst. The data does not clearly identify the potential impact that ElDorado County 
claims is a potentially significant impact. The DEIR should have identified the impact as significant, 
addressed any potential mitigation measures, for which the Sacramento County Board of Supervisors 
could make findings of overriding consideration, if appropriate. 
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ElDorado County finds the DEIR has erroneously identified Noise as a less than significant impact. 
ElDorado County requests that the DEIR be revised, once again, andre-released with new 
significance criteria, the proper significance conclusion and an adequate discussion of potential 
mitigation measures. 

Instead the DEIR erroneously states that because there is no -'-""'" "-l,"~-~,::~ou•u5." .. ,J .. (or effective 
enforcement of mitigation) that the impact is less than is not how CEQA works. 

Mather Airport Nighttime Awakenings Analysis 
.. ;:;::::... 

The Mather Airport Nighttime Awakenings Anal~~!~l~~~1sA, .._.,...,..., ....... v,.,.._:.:..:~v l3, provides some factual 
information, but not enough, then erroneously co!}pjjl"des that the change · awakenings is 
minimal. The conclusion is erroneous because: ~::%;:::: .. 

··=tt~k*. ..::Jib 
1. The data used apparently only ip.:9~\19es a small pti;~i9.fu"t5f·Westem El . . The 

.• .., ..... ..._ ••• .._.;-.., •.·.·X· .... ·.·.·.·? 
primary way points for arrivals -f!iQJ.)tfuy,~ast are dire~t!Y. over Placerville (HNW), as well as 
Cameron Park (CAMRR). Noise::}wpl~~~~.gm air carg~~!_nighttime affects residents in 

"······ «..:..;.~~......... ··::;- .... 
central El Dorado County including&;9_lloc:R:Witl~~. Camihqt J?.Jacerville, Diamond Springs, El 
Dorado, Shingle SpJ.:iJ1g$.;·~Rescue, an~l~@.;nneroil~W~:·:-. Somif $"f::t!lese areas are higher in 

•'•'•''.-. .. · .. ·.·.• ... "\,•..... ~............ .·.·.·.•.·._ .. ,............ ·.·.•.·.·-.· .. 
ele~~tion ~2ooo _.Wi{J.or~P1~~~R:ille, 400.~$:e~:JQi~~&U~~f§¥:~.~esYand are poten~ially closer to 
arr1vmg a1rcraft~~~~i):is shoultl@.&ye been P.~;~f~the anafysi~Vfhere are approximately 180,000 
residents of El D<mt1;1Q,Count)it.~t1ost are Ul11't~fthe flight path of Mather. Even if the analysis 
suggests a 1 percendij~t_~as~.jj{fug4gime a~@~nings, which could result in over 1,000 
indivi,9.-'!t~f~;P,$.\J;J,g._affec"f~~t::$&.lk1:~;r&E:9~~-ntiaity;~$jgnificant impact . .... ...................... ·.·.·.·~·-·.· .·.·-.. .;_....... . ............... :...;. ,.· .. ·.·.·.···=--- ·.·.·::.:··· 

2. Th~'oata'use·a·'ao~s~:not adafess._the inci'ease::in_p.opulation in ElDorado County. The County 
G~A~i~l Plan anti6i~*i¢.& .. moJt Bb _he growtJtfb::be in the very area affected by the Mather 
Air]MfuMaster Plan. xr~~:~ons~H~~*#ye, straight-line, 1 percent growth rate, by 2035 another 

•.·.·.·~?.· ~..::-.• ·.".''.. ·~·.·.·.·.·.· 

36,000"·r~W:9:~nts will pote:ij!~:~lly be:~~~cted in ElDorado County. The Mather Airport Master 
Plan will "in~tx~se nighttin*{~}Vakenings for future population ofEl Dorado County. That is a 
potentially s'fgmlkant impi¢£:~~ 

3. The analysis p;b\tJ~~d no r.~~thunendations (mitigation) for the impacts, other than a quip on 
page 7 that "a wi~i.Ww~.~:~tg§fci scenario would reduce the potential awakenings." 

'\~j;pr:-

CEQA baseline: 

From page 16-7, Areas of Known Controversy: "Mather' s CNEL contours have become significantly 
smaller as compared to those generated by the military aircraft previously based at Mather." 

Although ElDorado County appreciates that the military no longer flies B-52's into and out of Mather 
Field, it may be noted that nearly all these flights were conducted during daylight hours and did not 
awaken residents of the County in the middle of the night. At least the military appreciated the notion 
of being a good neighbor. 
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In CEQA terms, the baseline of the environmental analysis for a DEIR is the existing condition vs the 
proposed project. The DEIR generally maintains this approach, but this particular section is 
misleading in that it compares the noise impacts of the military use of the facility to the proposed 
project. This statement is not substantiated by facts contained in the DEIR. Can the DEIR identify the 
data, noise analysis, or flight records (such as evening and nighttlm~@ights) for the military use in the 
1980's? .. ::::=:::;:::::;:..-

CC: Sacramento Co 
District 1 Phil Serna-:>:-'·:::~:-> .. 

D~str~ct 2 Jirnn:~}7:$JN~~9~i~h 
Dtstnct 3 Susan:::Reters ·:;:~~=::~ 

District 4 RobeJ~~~M~wGlash1~1 
District 5 Don Nott"dtil:~. .lH~~~-:-:-.-.. 




