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RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ON THE 
CIRCULATED INITIAL STUDY/MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION 

The comment letters received by the University for the Cal Poly I Field Improvements Project Initial Study and 
Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) are provided below, with the responses following the individual 
letters. Comment letters are reproduced in total, and numerical annotation has been added as appropriate to 
delineate and reference the responses to those comments. 

With the exception of the letter from the State of California Governor’s Office of Planning and Research State 
Clearinghouse and Planning Unit, all comment letters are listed chronologically in the order of receipt. 
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1. Response to: State of California Governor’s Office of Planning and Research 
State Clearinghouse and Planning Unit (MND Received January 12, 2017) 

1.1 The University notes the State Clearinghouse and Planning Unit’s receipt of the Initial Study/Mitigated 
Negative Declaration. 
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2. Response to: Sherry Lewis (Letter dated January 29, 2017) 

2.1 The IS/MND identified a potentially significant impact associated with use of the field until midnight. 
Therefore, mitigation measure NOI-3 was included and requires all onsite recreational and intramural 
sporting events to be limited to the hours of 7:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. and all onsite Intercollegiate 
Athletics activities to be limited to the hours of 6:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. No use of the field after 10:00 
p.m. would be allowed. 

2.2 The project would include six 70-foot tall field lights with full cut-off light shielding. The shielding will 
help prevent any light trespass or spillover off campus. The photometric diagrams provided by the 
lighting manufacturer for the field lights indicate that the proposed field lighting would result in no 
spillover or glare into the surrounding residential properties. The IS/MND also includes a measure that 
requires the University to independently verify the results of the photometric diagrams. If off-campus 
light trespass or point-source visibility is identified, the University would be required to implement 
certain actions to eliminate the trespass or visibility, including repositioning the lights, lowering heights, 
increasing sizes of cut-off shields, altering types of luminaires or wattage, or modifying operational 
procedures. Therefore, the lights will not be pointed at the residential areas adjacent to the field and 
measures are in place to ensure no light spills over into the residential areas.  
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3. Response to: Sharon Whitney (Letter dated January 29, 2017) 

3.1 This information introduces the commenter and her experience living adjacent to the University since 
1963. It introduces the comments on the IS/MND; no further response is necessary. 

3.2 The IS/MND describes the project site as “within the southern portion of the campus instructional 
core” and states that a concrete pathway adjacent to the I Field leads into the “central instructional core”. 
The campus instructional core is defined in the 2001 Cal Poly Master Plan, which states: “The 155-acre 
Instructional Core is the area bounded on the south by the property line on the edge of the City of San 
Luis Obispo, on the west by the Union Pacific Railroad tracks, on the north by Highland Drive and the 
extension of Highland Drive easterly to a point due north of the present Building 70, and on the east by a 
portion of Perimeter Road and Grand Avenue.” 

The delineated boundary of the campus instructional core is shown in Figure 2, Project Location – 
Overview, of the IS/MND. The IS/MND accurately describes the project site as being within the 
southern portion of this area. The IS/MND also recognizes that the project is not located in the central 
instructional core.  

The IS/MND recognizes that offsite and cumulative impacts that could potentially affect surrounding 
neighborhoods as a result of the project include those associated with aesthetics, light trespass and 
spillover, and ambient noise. These issues are analyzed in the IS/MND and potential impacts were found 
to be less than significant with implementation of identified mitigation measures.  

3.3 The IS/MND and Visual Impact Assessment prepared for the project analyzed the potential change in 
existing visual quality and character as a result of the intensified recreational use of the site, including the 
6-8 foot retaining walls and fencing that would surround the site. The Visual Impact Assessment 
determined that the visual context of the project site is mostly influenced by the uses and buildings of 
University development. Although bordered to the south, southeast and southwest by predominantly 
residential neighborhoods, the project location is clearly within the campus boundary. Accordingly, 
viewer expectations related to the project site would consider campus-style development appropriate, 
including scale, usage, and patterns consistent with the rest of the University. The project would maintain 
the current recreational use of the site. This recreational use would be intensified, and the degree of 
associated development would increase, however these changes would be in keeping with the density of 
recreational uses seen in the surrounding athletic facilities in this portion of the campus.  The proposed 
elements of the project including fencing, lights, goal posts, filming towers, nets, and perimeter 
landscaping would all be considered consistent with the visual character of the site and its surroundings. 
The project proposes a recreational use on an existing recreational site, adjacent to an area of campus that 
currently has multiple highly visible recreational facilities. Although the project would intensify the use, it 
would remain consistent with the visual character of the site and surroundings.  From the surrounding 
community the project would also be seen as a logical use for site, and an expected campus function and 
visual condition. Therefore, impacts related to visual quality and character, including roadway views from 
Slack Street and Longview Lane, were found to be less than significant. 

The photometric diagrams provided by the lighting manufacturer for the field lights indicate that the 
proposed field lighting would result in no spillover or glare into the surrounding residential properties, 
though glare and light spillover would extend across an approximately 250-foot portion of Slack Street. 
The IS/MND also includes a measure that requires the University to independently verify the results of 
the photometric diagrams. If off-campus light trespass or point-source visibility is identified, the 
University would be required to implement certain actions to eliminate the trespass or visibility, including 
repositioning the lights, lowering heights, increasing sizes of cut-off shields, altering types of luminaires 
or wattage, or modifying operational procedures. With implementation of this measure, significant 
impacts related to offsite glare and light trespass will be avoided. If light spillover is limited to on-campus 
areas, potential impacts on adjacent residential areas would be less than significant.  



Mitigation measure AES 1 requires the University to confirm that no light trespass would occur beyond 
the campus boundary and that no point-source light would be visible from beyond the campus boundary. 
This measure ensures impacts beyond the campus boundary associated with light trespass and spillover 
would be avoided and reduced to less than significant.  

3.4 Under CEQA, the University is required to consider the project’s potential impacts when compared to 
existing conditions (the environmental baseline). The areas surrounding the I Field are currently fairly 
noisy for most of the day, due to bustling campus activity and traffic. The potential increase in ambient 
noise levels as a result of long-term operation of the site were evaluated in the IS/MND and a Noise 
Impact Assessment, which found that the project would increase existing noise levels during the relatively 
quieter evening hours and during any time amplified sound would be used. Therefore, use of the field 
during the quieter evening hours and use of an amplified PA system were prohibited by Mitigation 
Measures NOI-3 and NOI-4.  

Use of the field at 6:00 a.m. is important for Intercollegiate Athletics activities. The Noise Impact 
Assessment determined that no significant or noticeable increase in noise would occur after 
implementation of Mitigation Measure NOI-4 since there are already high ambient noise levels in the 
area. 

3.5 Mitigation Measure NOI-4 prohibits any use of amplified PA sound systems at the field at any time.  

3.6 This comment summarizes what the commenter believes would be the most disruptive significant 
negative effects to residences surrounding the I Field, as discussed in Responses to Comments 3.2 
through 3.5, above. The commenter recognizes the detailed evaluation of potential issues related to light 
pollution and noise and the University’s efforts in minimizing those impacts where possible. No further 
response is necessary.  
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4. Response to: Jeff Eidelman (Letter dated February 1, 2017) 

4.1 The comment identifies potential impacts related to noise, the proposed hours of operation, and lights 
shining into adjacent residences. The IS/MND evaluated existing noise in the area surrounding the I 
Field and prohibited use of the field during those times when noise from operational use of the field 
would result in an increase in ambient noise levels over existing conditions. Therefore, use of the field 
after 10:00 p.m. was prohibited and use of any amplified PA sound systems at any time was prohibited.  

The project would not result in lights shining into adjacent residences. The project proposes the use of 
full cut-off light shielding, which would prevent the lights from shining off campus. The photometric 
diagrams provided by the lighting manufacturer show that no light spillover, trespass, or glare would 
extend into adjacent residential areas. The light spillover would extend off campus over an approximately 
250-foot segment of Slack Street. The amount of spillover anticipated would be visually similar to an 
automobile low beam headlight. Mitigation Measure AES-1 would require the University to 
independently verify the results of the photometric diagrams and ensure that no light trespass would 
occur beyond the campus boundary and that no point-source light would be visible from beyond the 
campus boundary by implementing specific recommendations to the extent necessary to eliminate any 
off-site trespass or visibility, including repositioning the lights, lowering heights, increasing sizes of cut-
off shields, altering types of luminaires or wattage, or modifying operational procedures. The lighting 
manufacturer’s data shows no light from the field lights would reach adjacent residences; implementation 
of additional measures identified in the IS/MND will ensure these results will be achieved and no 
significant lighting impacts on adjacent residences will occur.  

4.2 This comment does not include comments specific to the IS/MND; no further response is necessary.  

4.3 This comment represents public outreach and communication conducted by the University during the 
30-day public review period for the IS/MND. The information does not include comments related to the 
IS/MND; therefore, no further response is necessary.  
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5. Response to: Marti Lindholm (Letter dated February 2, 2017) 

5.1 The drawing referred to in this comment is an schematic architectural drawing and is not intended to be 
an accurate photo simulation of the proposed project. Accurate photo simulations of the project have 
been prepared and are included in the Visual Impact Assessment prepared for the project. Existing views 
of the new Student Housing South housing project, currently under construction, are shown in these 
simulations.  

5.2 This comment represents public outreach and communication conducted by the University during the 
30-day public review period for the IS/MND. The information does not include comments related to the 
IS/MND; therefore, no further response is necessary.  
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6. Response to: Native American Heritage Commission (Letter dated February 2, 
2017) 

6.1 Only one Native American tribe has provided notice to the University requesting consultation under AB 
52. The University complied with AB 52 for the I Field project by sending a Notice of Opportunity to 
Consult to the Torres Martinez Desert Cahuilla Indians on February 7, 2017. The University did not 
receive any response from the Torres Martinez Desert Cahuilla Indians or any other request for 
consultation per AB 52. 

The project site is not considered highly sensitive for cultural resources, based on records searches 
performed for the Cal Poly Master Plan and EIR (Cal Poly 2001) and the extent of existing disturbance. 
Mitigation measures were included to minimize impacts associated with inadvertent discoveries. No 
potential impacts on tribal cultural resources were identified and no mitigation is necessary. The results of 
the University’s consultation efforts under AB 52 have been summarized in the Final IS/MND. The 
University is also in the process of updating its CEQA checklist to add a separate section specific to tribal 
cultural resources.  

6.2 The project is not subject to SB 18, as it does not proposed adoption or amendment of a general plan or 
specific plan or the designation of open space. The project does not include any federal nexus and is not 
subject to NEPA.  

6.3 The University complied with AB 52 as described above. The University understands NAHC is 
recommending that the University consult with all tribes that are traditionally and culturally affiliated with 
its jurisdiction under AB 52. The University has taken this approach on projects with a heightened 
potential to affect historic resources or tribal cultural resources. The University is currently coordinating 
with all tribes geographically affiliated with its jurisdiction during preparation of its new Master Plan and 
in correlation to several other projects with the potential to disturb cultural resources. The University 
appreciates the cooperation and information that can come out of tribal consultation efforts and will 
continue to engage local tribes as required by law and as best determined necessary based on the 
circumstances of a particular project.  

6.4 This comment includes information provided by the NAHC related to AB 52 and SB 18 and does not 
include any comments specific to the IS/MND. The University appreciates the information; no further 
response is necessary.  
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7. Response to: San Luis Obispo County Air Pollution Control District (Letter dated 
February 8, 2017) 

7.1 This general comment introduces the scope of APCD’s review of the IS/MND and does not include any 
comments specific to the IS/MND; no further response is necessary. 

7.2 This comment states that the APCD is not requiring additional construction phase mitigation measures 
based on the IS/MND’s determination that construction-related emissions would be within acceptable 
thresholds. No further response is necessary. 

7.3 The project site is within an area with the potential to contain Naturally Occurring Asbestos. Therefore, 
the IS/MND included mitigation measures to ensure compliance with the CARB Air Toxics Control 
Measure (ATCM) for Construction, Grading, Quarrying, and Surface Mining Operations (see Mitigation 
Measures AQ-4 and AQ-5). These measures require that prior to any construction activities at the site, a 
geologic evaluation will be conducted to determine if the area disturbed is exempt from the ATCM. If 
exempt, the measures require the University to file an exemption request with the APCD. If not excempt, 
the measures require compliance with the requirements outlined in the ATCM. 

7.4 No developmental burning is proposed; the APCD’s prohibition of developmental burning of vegetative 
materials within San Luis Obispo County is noted in Mitigation Measure AQ-1.  

7.5 This comment identifies APCD’s standard dust mitigation measures to reduce construction dust and 
minimize nuisance impacts on proximate sensitive receptors. The IS/MND included these measures in 
Mitigation Measure AQ-1. Non-substantive edits to this measure have been added to the Final IS/MND 
to match the language provided by the APCD.  

7.6 This comment states that portable construction equipment used for project construction may require 
California statewide portable equipment registration or an APCD permit. Mitigation Measure AQ-6 
requires that prior to ground disturbance and construction, the Construction Contractor shall obtain all 
required permits for the use of portable equipment, 50 horsepower or greater, from the San Luis Obispo 
APCD.  

7.7 This comment identifies APCD’s standard diesel idling control measures to reduce construction 
emissions and reduce potential public health impacts on proximate sensitive receptors. The IS/MND 
included these measures in Mitigation Measure AQ-2. Non-substantive edits to this measure have been 
added to the Final IS/MND to match the language provided by the APCD. 

7.8 The project does not propose hauling/truck trips as a routine activity. Although no significant impact is 
expected to occur as a result of hauling/truck trips, the evaluation of proposed truck routes during 
construction has been added to Mitigation Measure AQ-2 to further reduce the potential effects of the 
project.  
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8. Response to: Central Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board (Letter dated 
February 8, 2017) 

8.1 Revisions have been made to the Final IS/MND to clarify that the turf field will be permeable on the 
surface, but impermeable at a certain depth.  

8.2 The University has implemented design changes to achieve compliance with the State Water Resources 
Control Board Water Quality Order No. 2013-0001-DWQ, National Pollutant Discharge Elimination 
System General Permit No. Cas000004, Waste Discharge Requirements for Storm Water Discharges 
From Small Municipal Separate Storm Sewer Systems (2013 General Permit) as implemented by Cal Poly. 
The University will meet the flow based criteria of the 2013 General Permit by reconfiguring the 
proposed stormwater pipe and control orifice sizes and elevations. No significant impacts related to 
increased stormwater flows would occur.   
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9. Response to: Linda White (Letter dated February 9, 2017) 

9.1 Due to routine maintenance, the email address for receiving comments was temporarily unavailable for 
approximately 2 hours one evening during the comment period. This comment letter was forwarded to 
the email address after maintenance activities were completed. No other comment letters were submitted 
during this time.  

9.2 The project proposes the use of full cut-off light shielding, which would prevent the lights from shining 
off campus. The photometric diagrams provided by the lighting manufacturer show that no light 
spillover, trespass, or glare would extend into adjacent residential areas. The light spillover would extend 
off campus over an approximately 250-foot segment of Slack Street. The amount of spillover anticipated 
would be visually similar to an automobile low beam headlight. Mitigation Measure AES-1 would require 
the University to independently verify the results of the photometric diagrams and ensure that no light 
trespass would occur beyond the campus boundary and that no point-source light would be visible from 
beyond the campus boundary by implementing specific recommendations to the extent necessary to 
eliminate any off-site trespass or visibility, including repositioning the lights, lowering heights, increasing 
sizes of cut-off shields, altering types of luminaires or wattage, or modifying operational procedures. The 
lighting manufacturer’s data shows no light from the field lights would reach adjacent residences; 
implementation of additional measures identified in the IS/MND will ensure these results will be 
achieved and no significant lighting impacts on adjacent residences will occur. 

9.3 The IS/MND evaluated existing noise in the area surrounding the I Field and prohibited use of the field 
during those times when noise from operational use of the field would result in an increase in ambient 
noise levels over existing conditions. Therefore, use of the field after 10:00 p.m. was prohibited and use 
of any amplified PA sound systems at any time was prohibited. Since existing noise levels at 6:00 a.m. are 
louder than those that would occur as a result of the project, no noticeable increase in overall ambient 
noise would occur.  

9.4 The Noise Impact Assessment determined that no significant or noticeable increase in noise would occur 
after implementation of Mitigation Measure NOI-4, since there are already the high ambient noise levels 
in the area. Since use of the field would not increase existing noise levels during the proposed hours of 
operation (as mitigated), no additional mitigation (including buffers) is necessary.  

9.5 The project includes a scoreboard and perimeter fencing, with green windscreen and Cal Poly logo 
branding. These features were determined to be consistent with the existing visual context of the area, 
which is clearly within the campus boundary and surrounded by intense recreational and athletic uses 
within campus. With implementation of identified mitigation measures, visual impacts related to the 
project would be less than significant.  

9.6 This comment reflects the delivery status of the comment letter, as described in Response to Comment 
9.1, above. No further response is necessary.  
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10. Response to: Alta Vista Neighborhood Association (Letter dated February 12, 
2017) 

10.1 Field use on Sundays is critical to intramural activities and events. As mitigated (see Mitigation Measures 
NOI-3 and NOI-4) no significant increase in ambient noise levels over existing noise levels would occur 
on these days during the proposed hours of operation (as mitigated).  

10.2 Field use at 6:00 a.m. is critical to Intercollegiate Athletics football practices. As mitigated (see Mitigation 
Measures NOI-3 and NOI-4), no significant increase in ambient noise levels over existing noise levels 
would occur at this time and noise from field use would be largely unnoticeable due to existing noise 
levels. 

10.3 The project proposes the use of full cut-off light shielding, which would prevent the lights from shining 
off campus. The photometric diagrams provided by the lighting manufacturer show that no light 
spillover, trespass, or glare would extend into adjacent residential areas. The light spillover would extend 
off campus over an approximately 250-foot segment of Slack Street. The amount of spillover anticipated 
would be visually similar to an automobile low beam headlight. Mitigation Measure AES-1 would require 
the University to independently verify the results of the photometric diagrams and ensure that no light 
trespass would occur beyond the campus boundary and that no point-source light would be visible from 
beyond the campus boundary by implementing specific recommendations to the extent necessary to 
eliminate any off-site trespass or visibility, including repositioning the lights, lowering heights, increasing 
sizes of cut-off shields, altering types of luminaires or wattage, or modifying operational procedures. The 
lighting manufacturer’s data shows no light from the field lights would reach adjacent residences; 
implementation of additional measures identified in the IS/MND will ensure these results will be 
achieved and no significant lighting impacts on adjacent residences will occur. 

10.4 The University understands that permanent residents live in the Alta Vista Neighborhood and has 
evaluated the impacts of the project with an emphasis on potential effects to surrounding neighborhoods. 
All comments received regarding the project will be responded to and provided to the Cal Poly Facilities 
Planning and Capital Projects Department and the California State University Chancellor’s Office for its 
consideration.  
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11. Response to: Camille Small (Letter dated February 12, 2017) 

11.1 The City of San Luis Obispo does not have jurisdiction over the University and the City’s Noise 
Ordinance and other regulations are not enforceable on University projects. Nevertheless, the IS/MND 
and Noise Impact Assessment prepared for the project identified that the residential neighborhoods 
adjacent to I Field were within the City of San Luis Obispo and subject to City noise standards. Ambient 
noise levels in the project area currently exceed City thresholds; therefore, the noise analysis 
conservatively assumed any audible increase in noise over existing levels would be a potentially significant 
impact. As mitigated (see Mitigation Measures NOI-3 and NOI-4) no significant increase in ambient 
noise levels over existing noise levels would occur during the allowed hours of operation and noise from 
field use would be largely masked by existing noise levels. Therefore, City noise standards were 
considered in the analysis and the project was mitigated to ensure no increase in existing ambient noise 
levels would occur.  

11.2 As described in Mitigation Measure AQ-1: “The contractor or builder shall designate a person or persons 
to monitor the fugitive dust emissions and enhance the implementation of the measures as necessary to 
minimize dust complaints and reduce visible emissions below the SLOAPCD’s limit of 20 percent 
opacity for greater than 3 minutes in any 60 minute period. Their duties shall include holidays and 
weekend periods when work may not be in progress. The name and telephone number of such person(s) 
shall be provided to the SLOAPCD Compliance Division prior to the start of any grading, earthwork or 
demolition.” Implementation of this measure and other standard dust control measures will ensure 
potential impacts related to construction dust will be minimized. In addition, the Cal Poly Facilities 
Planning and Capital Projects Project Manager, Colin Princi, will be the University’s primary point of 
contact. Colin can be reached at (805) 756-6590. Complaints regarding campus operations can also be 
made to the University Police Department at (805) 756-2281. A copy of these comments and responses 
will be provided to any individual who commented on the IS/MND to inform them of the University’s 
responses.  

11.3 As described in Mitigation Measure NOI-2, the IS/MND requires that: “Lay-down and vehicle staging 
areas shall be located at the furthest practical distance from nearby residential land uses.” No 
construction staging on residential streets would occur. 

11.4 The comment accurately points out that construction noise would be prohibited prior to 7:00 a.m., after 
7:00 p.m., and at any time on Sunday. No further response is necessary.  

11.5 The project proposes the use of full cut-off light shielding, which would prevent the lights from shining 
off campus. The photometric diagrams provided by the lighting manufacturer show that no light 
spillover, trespass, or glare would extend into adjacent residential areas. The light spillover would extend 
off campus over an approximately 250-foot segment of Slack Street. The amount of spillover anticipated 
would be visually similar to an automobile low beam headlight. Mitigation Measure AES-1 would require 
the University to independently verify the results of the photometric diagrams and ensure that no light 
trespass would occur beyond the campus boundary and that no point-source light would be visible from 
beyond the campus boundary by implementing specific recommendations to the extent necessary to 
eliminate any off-site trespass or visibility, including repositioning the lights, lowering heights, increasing 
sizes of cut-off shields, altering types of luminaires or wattage, or modifying operational procedures. The 
lighting manufacturer’s data shows no light from the field lights would reach adjacent residences; 
implementation of additional measures identified in the IS/MND will ensure these results will be 
achieved and no significant lighting impacts on adjacent residences will occur. The Mitigation Monitoring 
and Reporting Program (MMRP) identifies inspection requirements of the University to ensure 
mitigation is complied with.  

11.6 With implementation of identified mitigation measures (see NOI-3 and NOI-4), the noise analysis 
determined that the proposed use of the field would not increase existing ambient noise levels in the 
project area. The City of San Luis Obispo does not have jurisdiction over the University and the City’s 
Noise Ordinance and other regulations are not enforceable on University projects. No field use would be 
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allowed after 10:00 p.m.; however, field use at 6:00 a.m. Monday through Friday is critical to 
Intercollegiate Athletics football practices. As mitigated (see Mitigation Measures NOI-3 and NOI-4) no 
significant increase in ambient noise levels over existing noise levels would occur at this time and noise 
from field use would be largely masked by existing noise levels. For purposes of the IS/MND analysis, a 
potentially significant impact was defined as any audible increase in existing noise levels when existing 
levels currently exceed applicable thresholds (as they do in the adjacent residential areas). Therefore, the 
“less than significant” determination was made where the project would not increase existing noise levels 
to an extent audible to the human ear.  

11.7 The City of San Luis Obispo does not have jurisdiction over the University and the City’s Noise 
Ordinance and other regulations are not enforceable on University projects. Nevertheless, the IS/MND 
and Noise Impact Assessment prepared for the project identified that the residential neighborhoods 
adjacent to I Field were within the City of San Luis Obispo and subject to City noise standards. Ambient 
noise levels in the project area currently exceed City thresholds; therefore, the noise analysis 
conservatively assumed any audible increase in noise over existing levels would be a potentially significant 
impact. As mitigated (see Mitigation Measures NOI-3 and NOI-4) no significant increase in ambient 
noise levels over existing noise levels would occur during the allowed hours of operation and noise from 
field use would be largely masked by existing noise levels.  

To ensure no increase in existing noise levels would occur over exiting conditions, the IS/MND 
identified mitigation measures that limited the proposed hours of operation and prohibited the use of 
amplified PA sound systems at the field. Per Mitigation Measure NOI-3, weekday use would be limited to 
the hours of 6:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. and weekend use would be limited to the hours of 8:00 a.m. to 10:00 
p.m. Per Mitigation Measure NOI-4, the use of amplified PA sound systems at the field is prohibited. 
Noise modeling completed for the project indicated that the proposed field use would increase existing 
noise levels after 10:00 p.m. and any time amplified sound was used; therefore, these activities have been 
prohibited through project mitigation. Field use at 6:00 a.m. Monday through Friday is critical to 
Intercollegiate Athletics football practices. As mitigated (see Mitigation Measures NOI-3 and NOI-4) no 
significant increase in ambient noise levels over existing noise levels would occur at this time and noise 
from field use would be largely masked by existing noise levels. Field use on Sundays is critical to 
intramural activities and events. As mitigated (see Mitigation Measures NOI-3 and NOI-4) no significant 
increase in ambient noise levels over existing noise levels would occur on these days during the proposed 
hours of operation (as mitigated). 

11.8 The University understands that permanent residents live in the City residential areas surrounding 
campus and has evaluated the impacts of the project with an emphasis on potential effects to 
surrounding neighborhoods. All comments received regarding the project will be responded to and 
provided to the Cal Poly Facilities Planning and Capital Projects Department and the California State 
University Chancellor’s Office for its consideration. 
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12. Response to: City of San Luis Obispo (Letter dated February 13, 2017) 

12.1 Mitigation Measure NOI-3 has been revised to clarify that practice/event setup and closing activities 
would be prohibited outside of the allowable hours of field use and that and any other additional use of 
the field beyond those uses already existing and included in the environmental baseline would be 
prohibited. There are limited existing uses of the field (i.e., limited band practices) that currently occur at 
I Field. These uses are part of the environmental baseline and NOI-3 has been revised to prohibit any 
increase in these other uses. Therefore, no increased use or noise associated with these uses would occur.  

Cal Poly Facilities Planning and Capital Projects has consulted with the Cal Poly Associate Director of 
Bands regarding the Mustang Band’s potential future use of the I Field. The band typically practices at 
the adjacent track field. The Associate Director of Bands confirmed that preparation on the adjacent 
track field is critical to the performance and success of fall Mustang Band. The track field most closely 
resembles where the students perform for football and the new I Field will not be ideal for Mustang 
Band purposes since it will be flat (no crown) and turf requires the students use a different marching 
technique than what they use in Spanos Stadium. Therefore, no increased use of the I Field by the 
Mustang Band would occur, and use will potentially decrease due to the addition of artificial turf.  

Use of the field as mitigated (see Mitigation Measures NOI-3 and NOI-4) is not expected to increase 
ambient noise levels in surrounding areas. To ensure no increase in existing noise levels would occur over 
exiting conditions, the IS/MND identified mitigation measures that limited the proposed hours of 
operation and prohibited the use of amplified PA sound systems at the field. The Cal Poly Facilities 
Planning and Capital Projects Project Manager, Colin Princi, will be the University’s primary point of 
contact for the project. Colin can be reached at (805) 756-6590. Complaints regarding campus operations 
can also be made to the University Police Department at (805) 756-2281. A copy of these comments and 
responses will be provided to any individual who commented on the IS/MND. Complaints regarding 
noise (if any) during operation of the field can be made to these individuals. The University will then 
determine whether additional action is necessary to further minimize noise. Because there is currently no 
information that indicates noise levels at the site would increase, no additional mitigation is required at 
this time.  

12.2 Mitigation Measure AES-1 has been revised to clarify that field verification will be required to ensure the 
recommendations of the independent lighting evaluation have adequately eliminated light trespass beyond 
the campus boundary. The field lighting will be shut off immediately at the conclusion of field events and 
when the field is not in use. The facility will be staffed with a supervisor in the evenings who will be in 
charge of the facility for intramural sports and other recreational activities. The field supervisor will be 
responsible for turning off the lights and locking the field at the end of the night.   

12.3 Cal Poly’s Facilities Planning and Capital Projects Department will be the responsible party for ensuring 
the proper implementation of mitigation measures. The Facilities Planning and Capital Projects Project 
Manager, Colin Princi, will be the University’s primary point of contact for the project. Colin can be 
reached at (805) 756-6590.   

12.4 The University will notify the City of any further project reviews, modifications, or hearings.  
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13. Response to: Russell Hall (Letter dated February 13, 2017) 

13.1 Yes, the photometric diagrams provided by the lighting manufacturer for the field lights consider site 
contours (as reflected in the images) and indicate that the proposed field lighting would result in no 
spillover or glare into the surrounding residential properties. The IS/MND also includes a measure that 
requires the University to independently verify the results of the photometric diagrams. If off-campus 
light trespass or point-source visibility is identified, the University would be required to implement 
certain actions to eliminate the trespass or visibility, including repositioning the lights, lowering heights, 
increasing sizes of cut-off shields, altering types of luminaires or wattage, or modifying operational 
procedures. Therefore, measures are in place to ensure no light spills over into the residential areas. 

13.2 The University has conducted an extensive noise study to evaluate the project’s potential noise-related 
impacts on adjacent residences. The noise measurement surveys were used for purposes of determining 
ambient noise conditions (pre-project), which were used for determining the noise standard to be applied 
and evaluation of increases in ambient noise levels. To be conservative, the analysis relied upon the 
lowest measured noise levels. Predicted noise levels for the project were modeled based on the worst case 
meteorological conditions, which were then compared to the ambient noise levels. Use of the field as 
mitigated (see Mitigation Measures NOI-3 and NOI-4) is not expected to increase ambient noise levels in 
surrounding areas. To ensure no increase in existing noise levels would occur over exiting conditions, the 
IS/MND identified mitigation measures that limited the proposed hours of operation and prohibited the 
use of amplified PA sound systems at the field. This would be the case when windows are open or when 
they are closed.  

The Cal Poly Facilities Planning and Capital Projects Project Manager, Colin Princi, will be the 
University’s primary point of contact for the project. Colin can be reached at (805) 756-6590. Complaints 
regarding campus operations can also be made to the University Police Department at (805) 756-2281. A 
copy of these comments and responses will be provided to any individual who commented on the 
IS/MND. Complaints regarding noise (if any) during operation of the field can be made to these 
individuals. The University will then determine whether additional action is necessary to further minimize 
noise. Because there is currently no information that indicates noise levels at the site would result in 
significant impacts, no additional mitigation is required at this time. 

13.3 Increases of 3 decibels in ambient noise levels is typically considered the minimum level audible to the 
human ear. A doubling of traffic trips is generally required to achieve a 3 dBA increase in average-daily 
traffic noise levels. The project would not result in a doubling of traffic trips; therefore, no audible 
change in traffic related noise would occur. In fact, the project would reduce trips over existing 
conditions, resulting in a reduction in traffic-generated noise. Most players/participants at the field are 
expected to park in the Grand Avenue parking structure next to Mott Gym and/or walk from other areas 
of campus. Although some use of the parking lot would occur after field events, this use is not expected 
to be a substantial noise source. The perimeter of the field would be landscaped, providing sound 
absorptive materials adjacent to the parking lot. In addition, existing use of the field currently results in 
use of this parking lot and is not limited in hours of duration like the proposed project would be. This 
impact is considered less than significant, particularly when considered in the context of existing ambient 
noise levels.  
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14. Response to: Residents for Quality Neighborhoods (Letter dated February 13, 
2017) 

14.1 This comment introduces the comments from Residents for Quality Neighborhoods. No further 
response is necessary. 

14.2 The IS/MND has identified mitigation to ensure noise and lighting impacts are reduced to less than 
significant. The University has conducted an extensive noise study to evaluate the project’s potential 
noise-related impacts on adjacent residences. Use of the field as mitigated (see Mitigation Measures NOI-
3 and NOI-4) is not expected to increase ambient noise levels in surrounding areas. To ensure no 
increase in existing noise levels would occur over exiting conditions, the IS/MND identified mitigation 
measures that limited the proposed hours of operation and prohibited the use of amplified PA sound 
systems at the field. The Cal Poly Facilities Planning and Capital Projects Project Manager, Colin Princi, 
will be the University’s primary point of contact for the project. Colin can be reached at (805) 756-6590. 
Complaints regarding campus operations can also be made to the University Police Department at (805) 
756-2281. A copy of these comments and responses will be provided to any individual who commented 
on the IS/MND. Complaints regarding noise (if any) during operation of the field can be made to these 
individuals. The University will then determine whether additional action is necessary to further minimize 
noise. Because there is currently no information that indicates noise levels at the site would result in 
significant impacts, no additional mitigation is required at this time. 

The photometric diagrams provided by the lighting manufacturer for the field lights indicate that the 
proposed field lighting would result in no spillover or glare into the surrounding residential properties, 
though glare and light spillover would extend across an approximately 250-foot portion of Slack Street. 
The IS/MND also includes a measure that requires the University to independently verify the results of 
the photometric diagrams. If off-campus light trespass or point-source visibility is identified, the 
University would be required to implement certain actions to eliminate the trespass or visibility, including 
repositioning the lights, lowering heights, increasing sizes of cut-off shields, altering types of luminaires 
or wattage, or modifying operational procedures. With implementation of this measure, significant 
impacts related to offsite glare and light trespass will be avoided. If light spillover is limited to on-campus 
areas, potential impacts on adjacent residential areas would be less than significant. Mitigation Measure 
AES-1 has been revised to clarify that field verification will be required to ensure the recommendations 
of the independent lighting evaluation have adequately eliminated light trespass beyond the campus 
boundary. 

14.3 CEQA does not protect or consider private views and the existing field within the Cal Poly campus 
instructional core does not qualify as open space. The IS/MND and Visual Impact Assessment prepared 
for the project analyzed the potential change in existing visual quality and character as a result of the 
intensified recreational use of the site. The Visual Impact Assessment determined that the visual context 
of the project site is mostly influenced by the uses and buildings of University development. Although 
bordered to the south, southeast and southwest by predominantly residential neighborhoods, the project 
location is clearly within the campus boundary. Accordingly, viewer expectations related to the project 
site would consider campus-style development appropriate, including scale, usage, and patterns consistent 
with the rest of the University. The project would maintain the current recreational use of the site. This 
recreational use would be intensified, and the degree of associated development would increase, however 
these changes would be in keeping with the density of recreational uses seen in the surrounding athletic 
facilities in this portion of the campus.  The proposed elements of the project including fencing, lights, 
goal posts, filming towers, nets, and perimeter landscaping would all be considered consistent with the 
visual character of the site and its surroundings. The project proposes a recreational use on an existing 
recreational site, adjacent to an area of campus that currently has multiple highly visible recreational 
facilities. Although the project would intensify the use, it would remain consistent with the visual 
character of the site and surroundings.  From the surrounding community the project would also be seen 
as a logical use for site, and an expected campus function and visual condition. Therefore, impacts related 
to visual quality and character, including roadway views from Slack Street and Longview Lane, were 
found to be less than significant. 
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Field use on Sundays is critical to intramural activities and events and field use at 6:00 a.m. is critical to 
Intercollegiate Athletics football practices. As mitigated, the IS/MND found that no significant impacts 
would occur on these days during the proposed hours of operation (as mitigated).  

14.4 As described in Mitigation Measure AQ-1: “The contractor or builder shall designate a person or persons 
to monitor the fugitive dust emissions and enhance the implementation of the measures as necessary to 
minimize dust complaints and reduce visible emissions below the SLOAPCD’s limit of 20 percent 
opacity for greater than 3 minutes in any 60 minute period. Their duties shall include holidays and 
weekend periods when work may not be in progress. The name and telephone number of such person(s) 
shall be provided to the SLOAPCD Compliance Division prior to the start of any grading, earthwork or 
demolition.” Implementation of this measure and other standard dust control measures will ensure 
potential impacts related to construction dust will be minimized. In addition, the Cal Poly Facilities 
Planning and Capital Projects Project Manager, Colin Princi, will be the University’s primary point of 
contact. Colin can be reached at (805) 756-6590. Complaints regarding campus operations can also be 
made to the University Police Department at (805) 756-2281. A copy of these comments and responses 
will be provided to any individual who commented on the IS/MND to inform them of the University’s 
responses. 

14.5 As described in Mitigation Measure NOI-2, the IS/MND requires that: “Lay-down and vehicle staging 
areas shall be located at the furthest practical distance from nearby residential land uses.” No 
construction staging on residential streets would occur.  

14.6 The comment recognizes and provides appreciation for implementation of the City’s construction noise 
standards. No further response is necessary. 

14.7 The photometric diagrams provided by the lighting manufacturer for the field lights indicate that the 
proposed field lighting would result in no spillover or glare into the surrounding residential properties, 
though glare and light spillover would extend across an approximately 250-foot portion of Slack Street. 
The IS/MND also includes a measure that requires the University to independently verify the results of 
the photometric diagrams. If off-campus light trespass or point-source visibility is identified, the 
University would be required to implement certain actions to eliminate the trespass or visibility, including 
repositioning the lights, lowering heights, increasing sizes of cut-off shields, altering types of luminaires 
or wattage, or modifying operational procedures. With implementation of this measure, significant 
impacts related to offsite glare and light trespass will be avoided. If light spillover is limited to on-campus 
areas, potential impacts on adjacent residential areas would be less than significant. Mitigation Measure 
AES-1 has been revised to clarify that field verification will be required to ensure the recommendations 
of the independent lighting evaluation have adequately eliminated light trespass beyond the campus 
boundary. 

14.8 Field use on Sundays is critical to intramural activities and events and field use at 6:00 a.m. is critical to 
Intercollegiate Athletics football practices. As mitigated, the IS/MND found that no significant impacts 
would occur on these days during the proposed hours of operation (as mitigated). Additionally, 
Mitigation Measure NOI-3 has been revised to clarify that practice/event setup and closing activities 
would be prohibited outside of the allowable hours of field use and that and any other use of the field not 
described in the IS/MND (e.g., band practice, concerts, ceremonies) would be prohibited. 

14.9 The City of San Luis Obispo does not have jurisdiction over the University and the City’s Noise 
Ordinance and other regulations are not enforceable on University projects. Nevertheless, the IS/MND 
and Noise Impact Assessment prepared for the project identified that the residential neighborhoods 
adjacent to I Field were within the City of San Luis Obispo and subject to City noise standards. Ambient 
noise levels in the project area currently exceed City thresholds; therefore, the noise analysis 
conservatively assumed any audible increase in noise over existing levels would be a potentially significant 
impact. As mitigated (see Mitigation Measures NOI-3 and NOI-4) no significant increase in ambient 
noise levels over existing noise levels would occur during the allowed hours of operation and noise from 
field use would be largely masked by existing noise levels. Therefore, City noise standards were 



considered in the analysis and the project was mitigated to ensure no audible increase in existing ambient 
noise levels would occur. For purposes of the IS/MND analysis, a potentially significant impact was 
defined as any audible increase in existing noise levels when existing levels currently exceed applicable 
thresholds (as they do in the adjacent residential areas). Therefore, the “less than significant” 
determination was made where the project would not increase existing noise levels to an extent audible to 
the human ear. 

14.10 Field use on Sundays is critical to intramural activities and events and field use at 6:00 a.m. is critical to 
Intercollegiate Athletics football practices. As mitigated, the IS/MND found that no significant impacts 
would occur on these days during the proposed hours of operation (as mitigated). Additionally, 
Mitigation Measure NOI-3 has been revised to clarify that practice/event setup and closing activities 
would be prohibited outside of the allowable hours of field use and that and any other use of the field not 
described in the IS/MND (e.g., band practice, concerts, ceremonies) would be prohibited. 

14.11 The Cal Poly Facilities Planning and Capital Projects Project Manager, Colin Princi, will be the 
University’s primary point of contact. Colin can be reached at (805) 756-6590. Complaints regarding 
campus operations can also be made to the University Police Department at (805) 756-2281. Complaints 
regarding noise (if any) during operation of the field can be made to these individuals. The University will 
then determine whether additional action is necessary to further minimize noise. Because there is 
currently no information that indicates noise levels at the site would result in significant impacts, no 
additional mitigation is required at this time. 
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15. Response to: Darrell Voss (Letter dated February 13, 2017) 

15.1 This comment introduces the commenter’s comments. No further response is necessary. 

15.2 This comment describes the existing noise environment in the Alta Vista neighborhood area. The 
IS/MND provided consistent information regarding the high ambient noise levels that currently exist in 
the area. No further response is necessary.  

15.3 This comment generally identifies air quality, aesthetics, and increased traffic and noise as concerns 
related to the project, in addition to cumulative impacts associated with the proximate Student Housing 
South project. The IS/MND considered each of these potential impacts and determined that potentially 
significant impacts related to air quality, aesthetics, and noise could be reduced to less than significant 
with implementation of identified mitigation measures, which limit the allowable hours of operation of 
the field, prohibit the use of amplified PA sound systems, require verification of the light spillover 
analysis that shows no spillover into adjacent residential areas, and standard dust and emission control 
measures. Each of these impacts would be reduced to less than significant with the adoption of identified 
mitigation requirements.  

15.4 The IS/MND evaluated potential noise-related impacts of the project. Ambient noise levels in the project 
area currently exceed City thresholds; therefore, the noise analysis conservatively assumed any audible 
increase in noise over existing levels would be a potentially significant impact. As mitigated (see 
Mitigation Measures NOI-3 and NOI-4) no significant increase in ambient noise levels over existing 
noise levels would occur during the allowed hours of operation and noise from field use would be largely 
masked by existing noise levels. To ensure no increase in existing noise levels would occur over exiting 
conditions, the IS/MND identified mitigation measures that limited the proposed hours of operation and 
prohibited the use of amplified PA sound systems at the field. Per Mitigation Measure NOI-3, weekday 
use would be limited to the hours of 6:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. and weekend use would be limited to the 
hours of 8:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. Per Mitigation Measure NOI-4, the use of amplified PA sound systems 
at the field is prohibited. Noise modeling completed for the project indicated that the proposed field use 
would increase existing noise levels after 10:00 p.m. and any time amplified sound was used; therefore, 
these activities have been prohibited through project mitigation. In addition, Mitigation Measure NOI-3 
has been revised to clarify that practice/event setup and closing activities would be prohibited outside of 
the allowable hours of field use and that and any other use of the field not described in the IS/MND 
(e.g., band practice, concerts, ceremonies) would be prohibited. 

The project would include six 70-foot tall field lights with full cut-off light shielding. The shielding will 
help prevent any light trespass or spillover off campus. The photometric diagrams provided by the 
lighting manufacturer for the field lights indicate that the proposed field lighting would result in no 
spillover or glare into the surrounding residential properties. The IS/MND also includes a measure that 
requires the University to independently verify the results of the photometric diagrams. If off-campus 
light trespass or point-source visibility is identified, the University would be required to implement 
certain actions to eliminate the trespass or visibility, including repositioning the lights, lowering heights, 
increasing sizes of cut-off shields, altering types of luminaires or wattage, or modifying operational 
procedures. In addition, Mitigation Measure AES-1 has been revised to clarify that field verification will 
be required to ensure the recommendations of the independent lighting evaluation have adequately 
eliminated light trespass beyond the campus boundary. 

No bleachers are proposed at the field, and no large spectator events are anticipated. The project would 
reduce traffic trips over existing conditions due to the more proximate location of the I Field to other 
associated sports and recreational facilities on campus. The Cal Poly Facilities Planning and Capital 
Projects Project Manager, Colin Princi, will be the University’s primary point of contact. Colin can be 
reached at (805) 756-6590. Complaints regarding campus operations can also be made to the University 
Police Department at (805) 756-2281. 
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