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Summary of 60th Street West/Avenue K Commercial 
Shopping Center Scoping Meeting Comments  
 

Meeting Date:   July 25, 2007 

Meeting Location:  City of Lancaster City Hall 
 
 
EIR Section Topic Public Comment/City Comment 

Project Description • Scoping meeting attendees wanted copies of the new site plan (Jocelyn said 
she would provide a PDF to anyone who contacts her) 

• Several questions concerned the relationship of the project and adjacent 
residential uses (such as “will existing walls come down” and “will our street be 
extended into the shopping center”)  

Aesthetics • EIR should mitigate for lighting pollution  

• Height of building (it will be seen from residences adjacent to center) 

• Resident of two-story home didn’t want view into trash bins 

• Attendees felt that the project has not properly addressed the visual impacts it 
would have on the surrounding area, specifically: 

– Placement of trash bins (they should be hidden and out of sight)  

– Placement of walls to shield views of the loading docs and trash areas 

– Blocking of views from residential homes adjacent to property  

• Elevations of both the front and back-sides of the buildings were requested 

Agriculture Resources No comments raised 

Air Quality • EIR should examine the project’s impact on air quality, including odors, i.e., 
from a fast food restaurant or trash (consideration of wind direction should be 
included) 

• EIR should examine the project’s impact on air quality for both construction 
and operation  

• Pollution from truck delivery traffic specifically mentioned 

• Increase in asthma was mentioned as an impact of increased air pollutants 
from development 

Biological Resources No comments raised 

Cultural Resources • EIR should address and mitigate any cultural resources found  

Geology and Soils No comments raised 

Hazards and Hazardous Materials No comments raised 

Hydrology and Water Quality • EIR should address runoff issues for construction and operational conditions 
(residual flooding” from the pavement and building runoff) 



Land Use and Planning • EIR should examine the proposed project’s inconsistency with the Land Use 
and Zoning Designations 

– Want the commercial development located somewhere else 

• EIR should examine the possibility that  the initial commercial businesses may 
go under and other commercial uses take their place 

• Attendees expressed that they wanted to know specifically the uses proposed 
to go in the center (i.e. Home Depot, Wal-Mart, Burger King, etc.)  

• Attendees expressed that they wanted the City to purchase the land  

Mineral Resources No comments raised 

Noise • EIR should examine the increase in noise pollution from the proposed project  

• Delivery noise mentioned 

Population and Housing No comments raised 

Public Services • Concern expressed regarding the number of children walking to and from the 
surrounding schools and safety  

• Increased police patrol would be necessary 

– Concern about “day workers” loitering around  

• Concerns expressed about increased crime from the center (including people 
loitering, steeling handbags, rapes, etc.) 

• A person asked if the project would include a police sub-station 

• Person asked if the EIR will cite what the typical crime rate is at a Lowe’s or 
other comparable uses proposed (Jocelyn said not by specific tenant – she 
said a letter from the Sheriff is expected and would be appended to the EIR) 

Recreation • No comments raised but one resident asked if a park would be considered on 
the site and others said they did not want a park on the site 

• City Response: Jocelyn said the City can only provide a park on land they own 

Transportation and Traffic • Peak traffic hours needed to be included in the traffic study.  Non-peak hours 
also need be included because most of the professionals in the City travel 
outside the City to their respective places of employment (i.e. large amounts of 
traffic at 5:00 am)  

• Some wrongly assumed that the neighboring streets would  be extended into 
the development from the west (Jocelyn corrected this assumption) 

• Citizens concerned with use of proper baseline numbers for traffic study and 
the time of day (and season) that the study is conducted 

• Concern expressed regarding the routes of delivery trucks 

• Concern expressed regarding “cut through traffic” in residential neighborhood 
streets 

– Want EIR to address residential streets in traffic study  

Utilities and Service Systems  
(see runoff issues, etc. above) 

• Rodents from trash are a concern (solid waste disposal issue) 

Mandatory Findings of Significance • Cumulative impacts of this and the two large commercial developments being 
proposed nearby must be addressed (this came up in particular with regard to 
traffic and crime) 



Other • Concerns expressed that expansion of the commercial shopping center (and 
traffic associated with the expansion) will decrease surrounding property 
values 

• Jocelyn mentioned that in Lancaster, all commercial development must have a 
wall around it (sounds like not necessarily as noise barriers, but in general for 
separation of land uses) 

• Concerns expressed regarding an increase in rodents from the development 

Procedural Issues  

 

• Is the process just a formality (e.g., would the project get approved no matter 
what)? 

• Some said they didn’t get noticed (Jocelyn said she will add addresses to the 
mailing list if she’s informed. The mailing radius was dictated by City policy) 

• Jocelyn said all written comments will be responded to (sent via mail or email) 

• Jocelyn said copies of the EIR will be made available to anyone that wants 
one (later she clarified on CD) 

• Someone asked several times why the developer was allowed to even submit 
an application that was not consistent with the zoning (Jocelyn explained that 
the property owner has a right to file a request for a proposed zone change) 

• Jocelyn said that after release of the Draft EIR, there will be a meeting to 
accept verbal comments and a court reporter will be present  
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