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I. INTRODUCTION 

A. PURPOSE OF THE RESPONSE TO COMMENTS DOCUMENT  

This document has been prepared to respond to comments received on the Initial Study/Mitigated 
Negative Declaration (IS/MND) prepared for the proposed College Park High School Athletic 
Facilities Improvements Project (project). The IS/MND identifies the likely environmental conse-
quences associated with development of the proposed project and recommends mitigation measures to 
reduce potentially significant impacts. This Response to Comments (RTC) Document addresses 
comments on the IS/MND and makes revisions to the IS/MND, as necessary, in response to those 
comments or to make clarifications to material in the IS/MND.  
 
 
B. ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW PROCESS 

According to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), lead agencies are required to consult 
with public agencies having jurisdiction over a proposed project and to provide the general public 
with an opportunity to comment on the IS/MND. 
 
The IS/MND was made available for public review on April 1, 2014. The IS/MND and an announce-
ment of its availability were posted electronically on the District’s website, and hard copies were 
made available for public review at:   

 Mount Diablo Unified School District Office, 1936 Carlotta Drive, Concord, California; 

 College Park High School Campus Office, 201 Viking Drive, Pleasant Hill, California; 

 Measure C 2010 Office, 3333 Ronald Way, Concord, California; and 

 Contra Costa County Library, Pleasant Hill Branch, 1750 Oak Park Blvd, Pleasant Hill, 
California. 

 
The public comment period ended on April 30, 2014. The District held a public meeting on the 
IS/MND on April 17, 2014, at the College Park High School campus. The District received 2 letters 
from State and local agencies and 7 letters from interested members of the public. Copies of all 
written comments received during the comment period, and a summary of the verbal comments 
received at the public hearing, are included in Chapter III of this document. 
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C. DOCUMENT ORGANIZATION 

This RTC Document consists of the following chapters: 

 Chapter I: Introduction. This chapter discusses the purpose and organization of this RTC 
Document and summarizes the environmental review process for the project. 

 Chapter II: List of Commenters. This chapter contains a list of individuals who submitted 
written comments during the public review period. 

 Chapter III: Comments and Responses. This chapter contains reproductions of all comment 
letters received on the IS/MND as well as a summary of verbal comments provided at the 
public hearing. A written response for each CEQA-related comment received during the 
public review period is provided. Each response is keyed to the corresponding comment. 

 Chapter IV: Text Revisions. Corrections to the IS/MND that are necessary in light of the 
comments received and responses provided, or necessary to amplify or clarify material in 
the IS/MND, are contained in this chapter. Underlined text represents language that has 
been added to the IS/MND; text with strikeout has been deleted from the IS/MND. 

 Chapter V: MMRP. This chapter includes the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting 
Program and identifies mitigation monitoring requirements for the mitigation measures 
identified in the IS/MND.  
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II. LIST OF COMMENTERS 

This chapter presents a list of comment letters received on the IS/MND during the public review 
period, as well as a summary of verbal comments provided at the public meeting, and describes the 
organization of the letters and comments that are provided in Chapter III, Comments and Responses, 
of this document. 
 
 
A. ORGANIZATION OF COMMENT LETTERS AND RESPONSES 

Chapter III includes a reproduction of each comment letter received on the IS/MND. Each letter is 
categorized (i.e., A, B) and comments within each letter are numbered consecutively after a hyphen. 
Questions and comments provided verbally at the public hearing have also been enumerated. 
 
 
B. LIST OF INDIVIDUALS COMMENTING ON THE IS/MND 

The following comment letters were received by the District during the public review period: 
 
State, Regional, and Local Agencies 
 
A1 Roderick Wui, Senior Civil Engineer, City of Pleasant Hill (April 30, 2014) 
A2 Scott Morgan, Governor’s Office of Planning and Research, State Clearinghouse Planning Unit,  

State of California (May 1, 2014) 
 
Organizations and Individuals 
 
B1 Paul Fisher (April 4, 2014) 
B2 Thor Scordelis (April 15, 2014) 
B3 Jack Prosek (April 17, 2014) 
B4 Thor Scordelis (April 27, 2014) 
B5 Angelo LaCourt, unsigned (April 28, 2014)  
B6 Mike Scharff (April 29, 2014) 
B7 Angelo LaCourt (April 30, 2014) 
 
Public Meeting  
 
C1 Public Meeting Summary (April 17, 2014) 
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III. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES 

Written responses to questions and comments received on the IS/MND are provided in this chapter. 
All letters received during the public review period on the IS/MND are provided in their entirety. 
Each letter is immediately followed by responses keyed to the specific comments.  
 
Please note that text within individual letters that has not been numbered does not raise environmental 
issues or relate to the adequacy of the information or analysis within the IS/MND, and, therefore, the 
comment is not enumerated and no response is required. 
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A. STATE, REGIONAL, AND LOCAL AGENCIES 
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COMMENTER A1 
Roderick Wui, Senior Civil Engineer, City of Pleasant Hill 
April 30, 2014 
 
 
 
Response A1-1: The District may consider incorporating the use of alternatively fueled 

equipment, engine retrofit technology, after-treatment products and add-on 
devices such as particulate filters during construction activities. However, as 
noted in the analysis, the project would not exceed the significance thresholds 
for construction emissions and would implement all construction best 
management practices required by the BAAQMD. Therefore, implementation 
of the recommended features is not required to reduce any construction-period 
impacts of the proposed project. 

 
Response A1-2: As stated on page 12 of the IS/MND, the new visitor bleachers are intended 

to accommodate existing demand for seating and to provide formal seating 
for visiting spectators. As stated on page 17 of the IS/MND, with the addition 
of the 500-seat visitor bleachers, total formal seating capacity at the sports 
field would be increased to approximately 2,000. However, this level of 
attendance would typically only be reached about four to six times annually.  

 
 The analysis in the IS/MND is based on average attendance at events held at 

the College Park campus, not the maximum attendance expected to occur 
only a few times per year. Therefore, the analysis provided represents the 
average conditions that would be experienced throughout the year, with an 
assumed 10 percent increase with implementation of the project, and is not 
focused on single, infrequent events. As such, it is assumed that average 
attendance at track, lacrosse, soccer, or freshman football competitions 
would increase from about 200 spectators to 220 with implementation of the 
project, which is a minor increase in the context of traffic and parking 
considerations. While attendance at some games may increase due to the 
installation of new field lights and the extension of some events into the 
evening hours (when more spectators can likely attend), the increase is not 
expected to be substantial. 

 
Varsity and Junior Varsity football games, which have a much higher 
average attendance with a total of 10 regular games held each year (therefore 
not the representative average) and about 500 spectators are currently held at 
the DVC campus. Games are currently held at the DVC campus for 
convenience and access to amenities (e.g., permanent field lights, PA system) 
that are not currently available at the College Park campus. These games 
would be transferred back to the College Park campus with implementation 
of the proposed project.  
 
The commenter is correct that there are no existing regulations in effect that 
would prevent DVC from hosting large events at the DVC campus while 
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large events (i.e., Varsity or Junior Varsity football games) are simultane-
ously occurring at the College Park campus. However, it should be noted that 
under existing conditions, Varsity and Junior Varsity games could be held on 
the College Park campus without constructing any improvements to the field, 
providing additional seating, or installing permanent lighting fixtures or a PA 
system. Games could shift to different hours or days to accommodate 
daylight hours. DVC could also presumably schedule new events at their 
campus if Varsity and Junior Varsity games moved back to the College Park 
campus. However, the demand for large events at DVC’s sports field is 
limited, as events of this size are generally limited to high school or college 
football competitions. The District has no other site and is unaware of any 
other area high schools that do not already have their own football facilities 
or other groups that would be interested in hosting large events at the DVC 
campus that might take place in direct conflict with large events at the 
College Park campus. Therefore, as discussed in the Draft IS/MND, transfer 
of Varsity and Junior Varsity games back to the College Park campus would 
not have a significant impact on existing traffic circulation or parking 
conditions as discussed in the Draft IS/MND, and the District has determined 
that it is not appropriate to consider the transfer of games from a location 
across the street from the College Park campus as a generator of new vehicle 
trips to the area. Thus, a preparation of a traffic impact study is not warranted 
for the proposed project. 

 
 Furthermore, sufficient parking is available at the DVC and College Park 

campuses as well as on surrounding public streets to accommodate the 
increase in attendance at some events. It should also be noted that existing 
parking facilities on both campuses currently accommodate the demand at 
events with maximum attendance, which again would be an infrequent 
occurrence compared to average conditions. The assumed 10 percent 
increase in average event attendance can easily be accommodated by existing 
parking facilities, as discussed in the Draft IS/MND.  

 
 The District acknowledges that in rare cases where there is lack of adequate 

parking to serve demand, secondary environmental effects (e.g., on air 
quality, noise and congestion) could result from drivers circling the 
neighborhood as they look for a parking space. However, as discussed above, 
adequate parking is available to serve average parking demands and the 
increase in demand would not be substantial when compared to existing 
conditions. It should also be noted that increased competition for parking, 
apart from these potential physical effects, is not considered an environmen-
tal impact under CEQA.1 

 

                                                      
1 San Franciscans Upholding the Downtown Plan v. the City and County of San Francisco (2002) 102 Cal App. 4th 

656.  
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Response A1-3: In response to this comment, page 84 of the Draft IS/MND is revised as 
follows: 

 
The project is in the TRANSPAC (Transportation Partnership and 
Cooperation) RTCP area which uses the 100500 net new peak our 
trips as the threshold for requiring a traffic impact analysis. Since the 
proposed project is forecast to generate less than 100500 net new 
trips, based on the CMP thresholds, it does not meet the threshold for 
requiring a traffic analysis. 

 
 As stated on page 83 of the Draft IS/MND, it is expected that the proposed 

project could generate an additional 20 vehicle trips due to an approximate 
10 percent increase in average attendance at certain events, which is well 
below the 100 net new peak our trips that would require preparation of a 
traffic impact analysis. In addition, events that have a higher than average 
attendance, such as Varsity and Junior Varsity football games, are already 
held in the immediate vicinity and a substantial increase in attendance at 
these events is not expected with implementation of the proposed project.  

 
Response A1-4: This comment is noted. Please see Response A1-2 and A1-3 for an explana-

tion regarding the assumptions for the traffic and circulation analysis and the 
basis for the District’s position that a traffic impact study is not required.  
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COMMENTER A2 
Scott Morgan, State of California, Governor’s Office of Planning and Research 
State Clearinghouse Planning Unit  
May 1, 2014 
 
 
 
Response A2-1: This letter confirms that the State Clearinghouse did not receive any 

comment letters from other State agencies and acknowledges that the District 
has complied with the State Clearinghouse review requirements for draft 
environmental documents, pursuant to the California Environmental Quality 
Act. 
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B. ORGANIZATIONS AND INDIVIDUALS 
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COMMENTER B1 
Paul Fisher 
April 4, 2014 
 
 
 
Response B1-1: This comment, which expresses concern related to increased activity that 

could occur with the proposed project during the evening hours and 
associated noise at the sports field, is noted. The Draft IS/MND recommends 
mitigation measures to reduce the potential noise impacts associated with use 
of the proposed PA system and, as discussed on pages 73 through 74, with 
implementation of Mitigation Measure NOISE-2, operational noise impacts 
would be less than significant. Also, it should be noted that most practices 
and community events held at the sports field would end by between 7:00 
and 8:00 p.m. Football, soccer, and other games, which occur less frequently 
than practices, would generally end between 9:00 and 10:00 p.m. in most 
cases. 
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COMMENTER B2 
Thor Scordelis 
April 15, 2014 
 
 
 
Response B2-1: Illumination summary output sheets for the proposed project are located in 

Appendix A of the Draft IS/MND. An additional illumination summary, 
which shows the light levels on the field extending out towards the west, is 
reflected in Figure RTC-1. Refer to Response B4-3 for additional discussion 
related to this illumination summary. 
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COMMENTER B3 
Jack Prosek 
April 17, 2014 
 
 
 
Response B3-1: This introductory comment, which expresses general support for the 

proposed improvements and also states that several discrepancies are noted 
throughout the Draft IS/MND, is noted. Specific points raised in subsequent 
comments are responded to below. 

 
Response B3-2: As stated on page 64 of the Draft IS/MND, The City of Pleasant Hill 

Municipal Code restricts amplified sound through section 9.15.050 of the 
Municipal Code, and noncommercial use of sound amplifying equipment is 
permitted only between 9:00 a.m. and 11:00 p.m., Monday through Saturday. 
However, as the Lead Agency, the District has the authority to operate within 
the needs of the school. As noted on page 10, Table 1 of the Initial Study, the 
planned events for the sports field, including games and practices, would 
generally be between the hours of 3:00 p.m. and 10:00 p.m. Therefore, 
morning use of the PA system is not generally anticipated between the hours 
of 7:00 a.m. and 9:00 a.m. and no use is anticipated on Sundays, although it 
may be used during these time periods on occasion at the District’s 
discretion.  

 
Response B3-3: Calculation details related to the noise analysis are provided in Appendix B. 

For purposes of evaluating this project, the analysis assumed the speakers 
would be mounted at approximately 35 feet above the ground and would be 
directionally focused toward the center of the bleachers. Maximum noise 
levels from the speakers were based on analysis using CADP2 for spatially 
modeling specific speaker configurations. Final project details including 
mounting height and model number will be determined by the project 
architect prior to project construction.    

 
Response B3-4: Mitigation Measure NOISE-2 requires that the sound wall be a minimum of 

6 feet tall and that a clear acrylic material be used to preserve existing views; 
the total height could be accomplished through a combination of a solid 
concrete masonry unit (CMU) wall base of 2 to 3 feet in height and partial 
acrylic system of 3 to 4 feet in height. This system would achieve the desired 
outcome which is to reduce the anticipated noise levels to a less-than-
significant level while also providing a good-faith effort to preserve existing 
private views (which are not typically protected under CEQA), to the extent 
feasible. The preservation of views focuses on sitting or standing eye level 
and views do not need to be preserved at the ground level; therefore, only the 

                                                      
2 Complex Array Design Program (CADP) is an electro-acoustic modeling program which allows users to design 

and predict the performance of complex sound systems and acoustical environments in a user-friendly graphical interface. 
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upper portion of the 6-foot tall sound wall is anticipated to be made of a 
material to facilitate continued visibility. 

 
Response B3-5: As stated on page 11 of the Draft IS/MND, proposed improvements at the 

College Park campus are intended to better serve the existing demand for 
athletic facilities at the campus; the purpose of the project is not to increase 
capacity such that a substantial increase in demand is generated.  

 
 Projected use of the sports field is identified in Table 1 on page 10 of the 

IS/MND. As shown in Table 1 and discussed on page 13 of the Draft 
IS/MND, community and youth sporting events would continue at the sports 
field; however, use of the lighting and PA systems is allowed only by special 
permit issued by the District. Currently, such permits are granted for about 
half of the existing events (approximately 116 events for use of temporary 
lighting and PA systems). The District does not anticipate an increase in use 
of the sports field or extension of events into the evening hours (beyond 9:00 
p.m.) by other users as their event times and requirements for lights and PA 
systems are projected to remain similar to current conditions. Even if these 
events were to increase by the assumed 10 percent of average conditions with 
the other amenities proposed by the project (i.e., increased seating capacity, 
restrooms), the additional 20 spectators would result in a minor increase in 
use by these groups. Also refer to Response A1-2 for an overview of the 
anticipated increase in events to be held at the sports field.  

 
 Community use of the proposed lighting and PA systems is incorrectly 

identified on Table 1 as “0” events. As stated elsewhere in the Draft 
IS/MND, community use of these amenities would be by permit only. The 
District expects to grant these permits to about half of all events, Monday 
through Friday only, with no permits granted on Saturdays and Sundays. 
Table 1 on page 10 of the Draft IS/MND is therefore revised as shown on the 
following page. 

 
Response B3-6: In response to this comment, page 72 of the Draft IS/MND is revised to 

clarify the location of sensitive receptors in relation to the nearest noise-
generating uses within the project boundaries, as follows: 

 
The closest off-site sensitive receptors to the project site are the 
residential land uses west of the project site, whose property line is 
located approximately 85 feet from the center of the nearest 
(western) bleachersproject boundaries.  

 
Response B3-7: This comment is noted and may be considered as a separate item by the 

District’s Board. The Draft IS/MND evaluates the potential impacts of the 
proposed improvements to the existing sports field, and the existing pool 
facility at the campus is not within the project boundaries. 
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REVISED Table 1: Existing and Future Uses at the College Park Campus Sports Field and Baseball Diamond  

Type of Use or Event  
Existing  
Events 

Number of 
Events with 

Proposed 
Light Use

Number of 
Events with 

Proposed 
PA System

Approximate 
Number of 
Spectators

Time of Year 
Activities Occur Days of the Week Time Frame a

FOOTBALL  
Football Games  

Varsity b 5 5 5          700c August – November Friday 7:00 p.m. – 10:00 p.m.
Junior Varsity b 5 5 5 300 August – November Friday 4:30 p.m. – 6:30 p.m.
Freshman 5 5 5 200 August – November Thursday 5:00 p.m. – 7:00 p.m.
Total Football Games 15 15 15

Football Practices 70 70 0 5 August – November Monday – Friday 3:00 p.m. – 7:00 p.m.
Football Play-off Games 1 1 1 1,800 Friday 6:00 p.m. – 10:30 p.m.
Total Football Events 86 86 16
SOCCER  
Soccer Games, varsity & junior 
varsity 
(Men and Women) 

12 12 12  100 December – 
February Tuesday & Thursday 5:00 p.m. – 9:00 p.m. 

Soccer Practice (Men and Women) 12 0 0 5 December – 
February Monday – Sat 3:00 p.m. – 7:00 p.m. 

Soccer Play-offs (Men and Women) 2 2 2 100 February Tuesday – Thursday 7:00 p.m. – 9:30 p.m.
Total Soccer Events 26 14 14
LACROSSE AND TRACK & 
FIELD        

Lacrosse Games (Men and Women) 20 0 2 75 February – May Tuesday – Thursday 5:30 p.m. – 7:00 p.m.
Lacrosse, Track & Field Practice 75 0 0 5 February – May Monday – Friday 3:00 p.m. – 7:00 p.m.
Track & Field Meets 3 0 3 100 March – May Friday
Total Lacrosse and Track & Field 
Events 98 0 5     

COMMUNITY AND YOUTH SPORTS 

Community User/Youth Soccer 200 096d 096 200 Year Round Daily 
Monday – Friday: 4:00 p.m. – 8:30 p.m. 
Saturday & Sunday: 8:00 a.m. – 8:00 p.m. 
(no later than sunset)

Community User/Youth Football 20 020d 020 50 August – November Tuesday – Thursday 6:00 p.m. 8:30 p.m.
Total Community Events 220 0116 0116
BASEBALL  
Baseball Games  

Varsity 14 14 14 100 March – May Tuesday & Thursday 3:00 p.m. – 6:00 p.m.
Junior Varsity 12 12 0 35 March – May Tuesday & Thursday 3:00 p.m. – 6:00 p.m.
Freshman 12 12 0 35 March – May Tuesday & Thursday 3:00 p.m. – 6:00 p.m.
Total Baseball Games 38 38 14

Baseball Practices 80 80 0 5 February – May Monday – Friday 3:00 p.m. – 7:00 p.m.
Baseball Play-off Games 1 1 0 200 May TBD 3:00 p.m. – 6:00 p.m.
Total Baseball Events 119 119 14

TOTAL EVENTS 549 219335 49165
a Listed time frames are inclusive of entire events.  
b  Varsity and junior varsity football games are currently held at the DVC campus; however, these events would transfer back to the College Park campus with implementation of the proposed project.  
c   Indicates average attendance totals. Depending on how well the team is doing, attendance can reach as high as 1,500; however, this is not typical. 
d  No use of field lighting would be permitted for community groups on Saturdays or Sundays. Use would be limited to weekdays only. 
Source:  College Park High School, Mount Diablo Unified School District, 2013.  
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Response B3-8: This comment is noted and may be considered by the District’s Board. As 
stated on page 18 of the Draft IS/MND, College Park High School follows 
standard security and safety protocols that are in place at all District school 
sites. 

 
Response B3-9: The assumptions for use of the PA system are detailed on pages 12 and 72 

through 73 of the Draft IS/MND. The District will review the specifications 
of the particular system to be installed to ensure that the assumptions 
outlined in the Draft IS/MND would not change at the time that the system is 
selected. 
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COMMENTER B4 
Thor Scordelis 
April 27, 2014 
 
 
 
Response B4-1: This introductory comment, which generally expresses support for the 

proposed project, is noted. 
 
Response B4-2: This comment is noted. It should also be noted that the Draft IS/MND was 

prepared by LSA Associates, Inc., which specializes in environmental review 
of both public and private development projects. The Draft IS/MND includes 
an evaluation of the proposed impacts related to increased light, glare, sky 
glow on pages 24 through 28 of the Draft IS/MND and noise on pages 61 
through 78 of the Draft IS/MND. This evaluation was based on the project 
information provided by the District and detailed in Chapter I, Project 
Description of the IS/MND. Also, please note that the location of proposed 
light poles is identified on page 13 (Figure 3) and further described on pages 
11 through 12. Appendix A also details the proposed design specifications 
for the proposed light fixtures. The specific points summarized in this 
comment are also addressed below.  

 
Response B4-3: Please refer to Appendix A for lighting specifications and design 

assumptions for the proposed project. Glare from the proposed lighting 
fixtures is addressed in Mitigation Measure AES-1, which requires that the 
light fixtures be directionally focused to direct lighting downward and 
towards the field and that the spill and glare features utilized (including 
shields) be capable of reducing glare. In addition, potential spillover light is 
discussed on pages 26 through 28 of the Draft IS/MND. As discussed in the 
analysis, the maximum values for the residential area would be well below 
the recommended maximum level of 1.0 footcandle. 

 
 In addition, to provide additional support for the analysis, an illumination 

summary was prepared to depict the spill light that would radiate out from 
the proposed lighting fixtures, extending west towards the residential 
neighborhood, as shown in Figure RTC-1on the following page. The 
summary shows that, at the nearest residential property line (which is 
approximately 10 feet west of the nearest light pole), spill light would be 
between 0.1 and 0.4 horizontal footcandles, which is well below the 
recommended maximum level of 1.0 footcandle for the residential area.  

 
Response B4-4: This comment is noted. The District will consider these recommendations as 

the design for the project is further refined.  
 

MDUSD Resolution No. 14/15-01 
Exhibit A



0' 150' 300'

F4
F5

F6

F1 F2 F3

10

10

20

20

30

30

40

40

50

50

40

40

30

30

20

20

10

10

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.1

0.1

0.1

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.1

0.1

0.1

0.1

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.1

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.1

0.1

0.1

0.2

0.5

1.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.1

0.1

0.1

0.2

0.4

1.6

2.7

0.0

0.0

0.1

0.1

0.1

0.1

0.3

1.2

5.1

7.6

0.0

0.0

0.1

0.1

0.1

0.1

0.5

3.0

14.2

26.4

0.0

0.1

0.1

0.1

0.1

0.2

1.0

6.2

28.8

50.1

0.0

0.1

0.1

0.1

0.1

0.3

1.3

9.7

34.3

58.2

0.0

0.1

0.1

0.1

0.1

0.4

1.8

9.7

27.7

48.2

0.0

0.1

0.1

0.1

0.2

0.4

2.1

10.0

26.1

45.1

0.0

0.1

0.1

0.1

0.2

0.4

2.2

14.6

35.9

53.0

0.0

0.1

0.1

0.1

0.2

0.3

2.2

17.3

44.3

61.5

0.0

0.1

0.1

0.1

0.2

0.4

2.2

15.2

37.5

54.2

0.0

0.1

0.1

0.1

0.2

0.4

2.2

10.3

26.6

45.3

0.0

0.1

0.1

0.1

0.2

0.4

1.8

9.6

27.0

47.4

0.0

0.1

0.1

0.1

0.1

0.3

1.4

10.0

33.8

57.4

0.0

0.1

0.1

0.1

0.1

0.2

1.1

6.9

30.1

52.3

0.0

0.0

0.1

0.1

0.1

0.2

0.6

3.2

16.0

29.4

0.0

0.0

0.1

0.1

0.1

0.1

0.3

1.3

5.8

8.8

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.1

0.1

0.1

0.2

0.5

1.8

3.1

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.1

0.1

0.1

0.2

0.5

1.1

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.1

0.1

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.1

0.1

0.1

0.1

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.1

0.1

0.1

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

feet 

2000 150
College Park High School

Athletic Facilities Improvements Project RTC
Illumination Summary for Spill Light,

Horizontal FootcandlesSOURCE:  MUSCO SPORTS LIGHTING, LLC, MAY 2014.

I:\MTD1202 College Park HS\RTC\RTC figures\Fig_RTC1.ai  (6/5/14)

FIGURE RTC-1

Pole loca on(s) dimensions are rela ve
to 0,0 reference point(s)

EQUIPMENT LIST FOR AREAS SHOWN
Pole Luminaires

QTY LOCATION SIZE GRADE
ELEVATION

MOUNTING
HEIGHT

LAMP
TYPE

QTY /
POLE

THIS
GRID

OTHER
GRIDS

3 F1-F3 80' - 80' 1500W MZ 7/3* 10 0
2 F4, F6 80' - 80' 1500W MZ 9 9 0
1 F5 80' - 80' 1500W MZ 9 9 0
6 TOTALS 57 57 0

 * This structure u lizes a back-to-back moun ng con gura on
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Response B4-5: This comment is noted. All environmental analyses are conducted using a set 
of best available assumptions. Noise analyses are conducted using formulas 
to calculate sound intensity. As noted on page 61 of the Draft IS/MND, 
sound levels in decibels (dB) are calculated on a logarithmic basis. The 
effectiveness of clear sound wall system(s) has been documented by and is 
approved for use by the California Department of Transportation for 
reflective noise barriers. A PA and sound wall set up prior to actual 
installation would be cost prohibitive and would not provide additional 
support for the analysis. However, as part of ongoing project operation and 
review, the District may conduct noise monitoring to validate effectiveness 
of the sound barrier once the project is operational. 

 
Response B4-6: Please refer to Response B3-5. 
 
Response B4-7: This comment is noted. The analysis included in the Draft IS/MND identifies 

potential impacts of the project as proposed and mitigation measures are 
recommended that would reduce all environmental impacts of the project to a 
less-than-significant level. 
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COMMENTER B5 
Angelo LaCourt (unsigned) 
April 28, 2014 
 
 
 
Response B5-1: This introductory comment is noted. The more specific points raised in the 

comment letter that are summarized in this comment are responded to below. 
Also refer to Response B4-5.  

 
Response B5-2: This comment relates to the City of Pleasant Hill Noise Ordinance and 

whether the project would meet the requirements of the Noise Ordinance. 
The District strives to meet the requirements of the jurisdictions in which its 
schools reside; however, the District is not under a legal obligation to meet 
the noise ordinance requirements. The City’s Municipal Code, Chapter 9.15, 
NOISE, does not identify any upper noise limits for Amplified Sound, 
particularly when it is related to school use. It states that “The volume of 
sound shall be so controlled that it is not unreasonably loud, raucous, jarring, 
disturbing, or a nuisance to a reasonable person.” The additional modifica-
tions of the Noise Ordinance that the comment is referring to are again, 
indeterminable, since the ordinance is referencing 5 minute and 1 minute 
durations, but refer back to the 24-hour noise standards. A noise standard in 
terms of 24-hour weighted average such as Ldn (Day-Night Sound Average) 
or CNEL (Community Noise Equivalent Level) is determined based on 
sound or noise occurring over a 24-hour period and includes all sound/noise 
events within that 24 hours. It should not be adjusted for any time periods 
during the 24 hours. Therefore, the evaluation of the project is based on the 
24-hour noise standards.   

 
Response B5-3:  The City of Pleasant Hill zoning administrator may require an acoustic study 

of a project within its jurisdiction (which this project is not), which is 
independent of the analysis conducted for this project’s CEQA analysis. All 
environmental analyses are conducted using a set of best available 
assumptions using noise data. Also refer to Response B4-5. 

 
Response B5-4: As noted in Table 1 on page 12 of the Draft IS/MND, average attendance 

would be 700 for Varsity games, and attendance could reach as high as 
1,500; however, this is not typical and may occur only a few times in a year 
during special events. Average attendance was accounted for in the analysis 
to examine the most likely noise exposure on a more regular basis. Also refer 
to Response A1-2. 

 
Response B5-5: As shown in Figure 7 on page 65 of the Draft IS/MND, the long-term noise 

monitoring was conducted approximately 1,000 feet from the parking lot and 
over 1,000 feet from Viking Drive. At this distance, noise from these sources 
would be reduced by more than 40 dBA. Field notes from monitoring at 
location ST2/LT1 indicate that traffic noise on Viking Drive was audible at 
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this location. Other noise sources in the area include wind chimes from the 
surrounding residential yards, airplanes, students on track, chirping birds, and 
creaking from the spectator stand. Therefore, the long-term measurement was 
representative of daily conditions and was used as the baseline condition. As 
shown on page 67, noise sources from proposed activities on the project site 
were calculated to derive baseline conditions during game day. The compre-
hensive inputs and conservative assumptions set forth in the noise analysis of 
the Draft IS/MND lead to potential impact findings that likely overstate the 
actual noise that would be experienced from the project at adjacent 
residential uses.   

 
Response B5-6:  This comment states that the solid bottom bleachers would not contribute to a 

reduction in noise and would “bounce-off” residences. When sound or noise 
hits a surface, a portion of it is reflected back towards the direction it came 
from, a portion of it is absorbed by the surface, and a portion of it penetrates 
through the surface to the other side of the surface. Depending on the 
material the surface consists of, the percentage of sound reflected back 
varies. However, it would be smaller than the sound/noise energy that hits 
the surface originally. If the reflected sound/noise travels a distance of 500 
feet, it loses energy and the sound level would be reduced by 10 dB. When 
the reflected sound is added to the direct sound coming from the source, it 
adds approximately 0.4 dBA to the original sound level, and can hardly be 
recognized. Potential “bounce-back” noise from residents directly behind the 
visitor bleachers has been taken into account and the 6-foot high sound wall 
would serve to block the sound and prevent any “bounce-back.” 

 
Response B5-7: This comment is noted. As previously stated, the project evaluated a typical 

attendance level which would be 700 spectators (or about 500 more than the 
existing average). Because sound/noise would increase during the period of a 
sports event, usually lasting 2 to 3 hours, the noise levels during that time 
period would be higher than the ambient noise level without the sporting 
event. However, during the rest of the 24 hours, ambient noise levels would 
remain as the average noise levels in the neighborhood. When calculated 
over the 24-hour period, the increase in the 24-hour weighted average would 
be much smaller compared to the noise level difference during the event. As 
shown in the Draft IS/MND, calculations indicate that when averaged over 
the 24-hour period (Ldn) noise levels would increase by 1 dBA with the 
addition of the project.  

 
Response B5-8: This comment, which summarizes the more detailed points raised in 

following comments, is noted. Responses to theses specific points are 
provided below. 

 
Response B5-9: The maximum “loud voice” assumptions during events is based on observed 

conditions that the Draft IS/MND authors have observed at other high school 
sporting events for similar projects. The assumptions conservatively assumed 
that the entire spectator crowd would all generate the loudest voice, which is 
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unlikely to occur. It is considered a worst case scenario analysis. In actuality, 
overall sound or noise level would be lower than the assumed level. As a 
rule, when the number of people making the same level of sound/noise 
doubles, the noise level would increase by 3 dBA. Therefore, an attendance 
change from 500 people to 1,000 people would cause an increase the noise 
level by 3 dBA, which is considered barely perceptible to the human ear. In 
addition, the same assumptions were used for both existing conditions and 
project conditions in order to provide a conservative comparison between 
existing and project conditions. Therefore, the change from existing 
conditions to project conditions and ultimate project findings would be 
similar, even if the assumptions proposed by the commenter were used. 

 
Response B5-10:  Please see noise calculations provided in Appendix B. Spectator noise from 

the eastern bleachers was included in the analysis. The distance between the 
proposed visiting team bleachers on the eastern side of the field and the 
residences to the west is approximately 500 feet. With a smaller crowd than 
the spectators on the home team bleachers and a noise reduction of 10 dBA 
when compared to the noise level measured at 50 feet, noise from the visiting 
team bleachers would be more than 10 dBA lower than those from the home 
team bleachers. As discussed in Response B5-6, the contribution from the 
visiting team bleachers crowd would be smaller than 0.5 dBA and would not 
be a significant impact. Additionally, the change in noise levels due to wind 
would not be perceptible to the human ear at such a distance.   

 
Response B5-11: This comment, which does not raise any further specific points related to the 

adequacy of the Draft IS/MND, is noted.  
 
Response B5-12: This comment, which does not raise any further specific points related to the 

adequacy of the Draft IS/MND, is noted. 
 
Response B5-13: This comment and the attachments referred to and reproduced in this 

document are noted. 
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COMMENTER B6 
Mike Scharff  
April 29, 2014 
 
 
 
Response B6-1: This comment, which expresses support for the proposed project and does 

not address the adequacy of the environmental review, is noted. It is 
anticipated that the District will consider adoption of the Final IS/MND at a 
regular meeting scheduled for June 25, 2014. It is currently anticipated that, 
if the project is approved by the District’s Board, the proposed project would 
be operational in 2015, as stated on page 17 of the Draft IS/MND. 
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COMMENTER B7 
Angelo LaCourt  
April 30, 2014 
 
 
 
Response B7-1: As demonstrated in the analysis on page 73 of the Initial Study, Implementa-

tion of Mitigation Measure NOISE-2 would reduce project impacts to a less-
than-significant level. Further, as stated on page 18 of the Draft IS/MND, the 
California Department of General Services, Division of the State Architect 
(DSA) will review the project plans, including plans for the proposed sound 
wall, for structural safety. In addition, Mitigation Measure GEO-1 would 
ensure that a design-level geotechnical report prepared for the proposed 
project (including the proposed sound wall) identifies and addresses any 
slope stability or structural safety issues associated with the sound wall.  
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C. PUBLIC MEETING SUMMARY 

A public meeting to solicit comments and questions about the Draft IS/ MND was convened by 
representatives of the Mount Diablo Unified School District (MDUSD), College Park High School 
(CPHS), and LSA Associates, Inc. on April 17, 2014, at the College Park High School campus. 
 
After a summary presentation by an LSA representative, the floor was opened to questions and 
comments on the IS/MND from the audience of about 100 attendees.   
 
Approximately 19 individuals (some of which represented a group of individuals) provided comments 
on the proposed project. With one exception, these comments related to the merits of the proposed 
project, and not the adequacy or accuracy of the Draft IS/MND; therefore, no responses are necessary 
related to these comments. One commenter, Jack Prosek, offered specific comments that related to the 
adequacy of the Draft IS/MND. These comments are more specifically detailed in Letter B3 and 
responded to in this chapter in Responses B3-1 through B3-9.  
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IV. TEXT REVISIONS 

Chapter IV presents specific changes to the text of the IS/MND that are being made to clarify any 
errors, omissions, or misinterpretation of materials in the IS/MND, in response to comments received 
during the public review period. In no case do these revisions result in a greater number of impacts or 
impacts of a greater severity than those set forth in the IS/MND. Where revisions to the main text are 
called for, the page and paragraph are set forth, followed by the appropriate revision. Added text is 
indicated with underlined text. Text deleted is shown in strikeout. Page numbers correspond to the 
page numbers of the Draft EIR.  
 
Table 1 on page 10 of the Draft IS/MND is hereby revised as shown on the following page. 
 
Page 72 of the Draft IS/MND is hereby revised as follows: 
 

The closest off-site sensitive receptors to the project site are the residential land uses west of 
the project site, whose property line is located approximately 85 feet from the center of the 
nearest (western) bleachersproject boundaries.  

 
Page 84 of the Draft IS/MND is hereby revised as follows:  
 

The project is in the TRANSPAC (Transportation Partnership and Cooperation) RTCP area 
which uses the 100500 net new peak our trips as the threshold for requiring a traffic impact 
analysis. Since the proposed project is forecast to generate less than 100500 net new trips, 
based on the CMP thresholds, it does not meet the threshold for requiring a traffic analysis. 
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REVISED Table 1: Existing and Future Uses at the College Park Campus Sports Field and Baseball Diamond  

Type of Use or Event  
Existing  
Events 

Number of 
Events with 

Proposed 
Light Use

Number of 
Events with 

Proposed 
PA System

Approximate 
Number of 
Spectators

Time of Year 
Activities Occur Days of the Week Time Frame a

FOOTBALL  
Football Games  

Varsity b 5 5 5          700c August – November Friday 7:00 p.m. – 10:00 p.m.
Junior Varsity b 5 5 5 300 August – November Friday 4:30 p.m. – 6:30 p.m.
Freshman 5 5 5 200 August – November Thursday 5:00 p.m. – 7:00 p.m.
Total Football Games 15 15 15

Football Practices 70 70 0 5 August – November Monday – Friday 3:00 p.m. – 7:00 p.m.
Football Play-off Games 1 1 1 1,800 Friday 6:00 p.m. – 10:30 p.m.
Total Football Events 86 86 16
SOCCER  
Soccer Games, varsity & junior 
varsity 
(Men and Women) 

12 12 12  100 December – 
February Tuesday & Thursday 5:00 p.m. – 9:00 p.m. 

Soccer Practice (Men and Women) 12 0 0 5 December – 
February Monday – Sat 3:00 p.m. – 7:00 p.m. 

Soccer Play-offs (Men and Women) 2 2 2 100 February Tuesday – Thursday 7:00 p.m. – 9:30 p.m.
Total Soccer Events 26 14 14
LACROSSE AND TRACK & 
FIELD        

Lacrosse Games (Men and Women) 20 0 2 75 February – May Tuesday – Thursday 5:30 p.m. – 7:00 p.m.
Lacrosse, Track & Field Practice 75 0 0 5 February – May Monday – Friday 3:00 p.m. – 7:00 p.m.
Track & Field Meets 3 0 3 100 March – May Friday
Total Lacrosse and Track & Field 
Events 98 0 5     

COMMUNITY AND YOUTH SPORTS 

Community User/Youth Soccer 200 096d 096 200 Year Round Daily 
Monday – Friday: 4:00 p.m. – 8:30 p.m. 
Saturday & Sunday: 8:00 a.m. – 8:00 p.m. 
(no later than sunset)

Community User/Youth Football 20 020d 020 50 August – November Tuesday – Thursday 6:00 p.m. 8:30 p.m.
Total Community Events 220 0116 0116
BASEBALL  
Baseball Games  

Varsity 14 14 14 100 March – May Tuesday & Thursday 3:00 p.m. – 6:00 p.m.
Junior Varsity 12 12 0 35 March – May Tuesday & Thursday 3:00 p.m. – 6:00 p.m.
Freshman 12 12 0 35 March – May Tuesday & Thursday 3:00 p.m. – 6:00 p.m.
Total Baseball Games 38 38 14

Baseball Practices 80 80 0 5 February – May Monday – Friday 3:00 p.m. – 7:00 p.m.
Baseball Play-off Games 1 1 0 200 May TBD 3:00 p.m. – 6:00 p.m.
Total Baseball Events 119 119 14

TOTAL EVENTS 549 219335 49165
a Listed time frames are inclusive of entire events.  
b  Varsity and junior varsity football games are currently held at the DVC campus; however, these events would transfer back to the College Park campus with implementation of the proposed project.  
c   Indicates average attendance totals. Depending on how well the team is doing, attendance can reach as high as 1,500; however, this is not typical. 
d  No use of field lighting would be permitted for community groups on Saturdays or Sundays. Use would be limited to weekdays only. 
Source:  College Park High School, Mount Diablo Unified School District, 2013.  
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V. MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM 

This Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) was formulated based on the findings 
of the Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared for the proposed College Park High 
School Athletic Facilities Improvements Project. This MMRP is in compliance with Section 15097 of 
the CEQA Guidelines, which requires that the Lead Agency “adopt a program for monitoring or 
reporting on the revisions which it has required in the project and the measures it has imposed to 
mitigate or avoid significant environmental effects.” The MMRP, which has been prepared in tabular 
form (see Table 1), lists mitigation measures recommended in the Draft MND and identifies 
mitigation monitoring requirements.  
 
Table 1 presents the mitigation measures identified for the proposed project. Each mitigation measure 
is numbered with a symbol indicating the topical section to which it pertains, a hyphen, and the 
impact number. For example, Mitigation Measure AES-1 is the first mitigation measure identified in 
the IS/MND. 
 
The first column of Table 1 identifies the mitigation measure. The second column, entitled “Party 
Responsible for Implementing Mitigation,” names the party responsible for carrying out the required 
action. The third column, “Implementation Timing,” identifies the time the mitigation measure should 
be initiated. The fourth column, “Party Responsible for Monitoring,” names the party ultimately 
responsible for ensuring that the mitigation measure is implemented. “Action by Monitor” outlines 
the steps for monitoring the action identified in the mitigation measure. The last column, titled 
“Monitoring Timing,” states the time during which the monitor must ensure that the mitigation 
measure has been implemented. 
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Table 1: Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

Mitigation Measures 

Party 
Responsible for 
Implementing 

Mitigation 
Implementation 

Timing 

Party 
Responsible for 

Monitoring 
Action 

by Monitor 
Monitoring 

Timing 
I. AESTHETICS      
AES-1: The Mount Diablo Unified School District shall implement the 
following measures to reduce potential light spillover: 
• Lighted use of the sports field shall conclude by 10:00 p.m., with pole 

lighting turned off no later than 10:00 p.m. This 10:00 p.m. ending time 
coincides with the required time for end use of the PA system. The only 
exception is for football play-off games, which may extend the use of 
the lighting system until 10:30 p.m. 

• When the sports field is not in use, pole lighting shall be turned off. 
• Sports field lighting shall be designed to minimize visibility of light 

source and glare impacts by directing lighting downward and towards 
the field, and not illuminating areas outside of the College Park 
campus. The spill and glare features utilized (including shields) shall be 
capable of reducing spill, glare, and sky glow from the sports field 
lighting.  

• For concurrent events at the College Park campus that require the use of 
sports field, pool, and/or baseball lighting, the District shall operate the 
field light levels at the lowest acceptable setting for safety depending 
on the type of field use. This includes flexibility of light level settings 
for practices where the full competitive safety light levels may not be 
needed. 

Lighting 
contractor,  
project 
contractor, and 
Mount Diablo 
Unified School 
District 

During the 
operational 
period of the 
project 

Mount Diablo 
Unified School 
District 

Ensure that the 
operational 
practices 
identified in 
Mitigation 
Measure AES-1 
are implemented  
when field 
lighting is in use  

During the 
operational 
period of the 
project 
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Table 1: Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

Mitigation Measures 

Party 
Responsible for 
Implementing 

Mitigation 
Implementation 

Timing 

Party 
Responsible for 

Monitoring 
Action 

by Monitor 
Monitoring 

Timing 
III. AIR QUALITY      
AIR-1: The following construction practices shall be implemented at the 
project site during construction of the project:  
• All exposed surfaces (e.g., parking areas, staging areas, soil piles, 

graded areas, and unpaved access roads) shall be watered two times per 
day. 

• All haul trucks transporting soil, sand, or other loose material off-site 
shall be covered. 

• All visible mud or dirt track-out onto adjacent public roads shall be 
removed using wet power vacuum street sweepers at least once per day. 
The use of dry power sweeping is prohibited. 

• All vehicle speeds on unpaved roads shall be limited to 15 mph. 
• All roadways, driveways, and sidewalks to be paved shall be completed 

as soon as possible. Building pads shall be laid as soon as possible after 
grading unless seeding or soil binders are used. 

• Idling times shall be minimized either by shutting equipment off when 
not in use or reducing the maximum idling time to 2 minutes. Clear 
signage on this measure shall be provided for construction workers at 
all access points. 

• All construction equipment shall be maintained and properly tuned in 
accordance with manufacturer's specifications. All equipment shall be 
checked by a certified mechanic and determined to be running in proper 
condition prior to operation. 

• A publicly visible sign with the telephone number and person to contact 
at Mount Diablo Unified School District regarding dust complaints 
shall be posted at the site. This person shall respond and take corrective 
action in regard to complaints within 48 hours. 

Project  
Contractor with 
oversight by 
Mount Diablo 
Unified School 
District 

During the 
construction 
period 

Mount Diablo 
Unified School 
District 

Ensure that the 
construction 
practices 
identified in 
Mitigation 
Measure AIR-1 
are implemented 
during the 
construction 
phase of the 
project 

During the 
construction 
period 
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Table 1: Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

Mitigation Measures 

Party 
Responsible for 
Implementing 

Mitigation 
Implementation 

Timing 

Party 
Responsible for 

Monitoring 
Action 

by Monitor 
Monitoring 

Timing 
V. CULTURAL RESOURCES      
CULT-1: Should an archaeological resource be encountered during project 
construction activities, the construction contractor shall halt construction 
within 25 feet of the find and immediately notify the Mount Diablo Unified 
School District. Construction activities shall be redirected and a qualified 
archaeologist, in consultation with the District, shall: 1) evaluate the 
archaeological deposit to determine if it meets the CEQA definition of a 
historical or unique archaeological resource and 2) make recommendations 
about the treatment of the deposit, as warranted. If the deposit does meet 
the CEQA definition of a historical or unique archaeological resource, then 
it shall be avoided to the extent feasible by project construction activities. If 
avoidance is not feasible, then adverse effects to the deposit shall be 
mitigated as specified in CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.4(b) (for historic 
resources) or CEQA Section 21083.2 (for unique archaeological resources). 
This mitigation may include, but is not limited to, a thorough recording of 
the resource on Department of Parks and Recreation Form 523 records, or 
archaeological data recovery excavation. If data recovery excavation is 
warranted, CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.4(b)(3)(C), which requires a 
data recovery plan prior to data recovery excavation, shall be followed. If 
the significant identified resources are unique archaeological resources, 
mitigation of these resources shall be subject to the limitations on 
mitigation measures for archaeological resources identified in CEQA 
Sections 21083.2(c) through 21083.2(f). 

Project  
Contractor with 
oversight by 
Mount Diablo 
Unified School 
District 

During 
construction 
period 

Mount Diablo 
Unified School 
District 

Ensure that 
Mitigation 
Measure CULT-
1 is followed in 
the event that the 
construction 
contractor 
identifies a 
cultural resource 
during the con-
struction period 

During the 
construction 
period 
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Table 1: Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

Mitigation Measures 

Party 
Responsible for 
Implementing 

Mitigation 
Implementation 

Timing 

Party 
Responsible for 

Monitoring 
Action 

by Monitor 
Monitoring 

Timing 
CULT-2: If paleontological resources are encountered during site 
preparation or grading activities, all work within 25 feet of the discovery 
shall be redirected until a qualified paleontologist has assessed the 
discoveries and made recommendations. Paleontological resources include 
fossil plants and animals, and evidence of past life such as trace fossils and 
tracks.  
 
If the paleontological resources are found to be significant, adverse effects to 
such resources shall be avoided by project activities to the extent feasible. If 
project activities cannot avoid the resources, the adverse effects shall be 
mitigated in accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.4(b)(3). 
Mitigation may include data recovery and analysis, preparation of a final 
report, and the formal transmission or delivery of any fossil material 
recovered to a paleontological repository, such as the University of 
California Museum of Paleontology (UCMP). Upon completion of project 
activities, the final report shall document methods and findings of the 
mitigation and be submitted to the Mount Diablo Unified School District, 
the City of Pleasant Hill, and a suitable paleontological repository. 

Project  
Contractor with 
oversight by 
Mount Diablo 
Unified School 
District 

During 
construction 
period 

Mount Diablo 
Unified School 
District 

Ensure that 
Mitigation 
Measure CULT-
2 is followed in 
the event that the 
construction 
contractor 
identifies a 
paleontological 
resource during 
the construction 
period 

During the 
construction 
period 

CULT-3: If human remains are encountered during construction activities, 
work within 25 feet of the discovery shall be redirected and the Contra Costa 
County Coroner shall be notified immediately. At the same time, an 
archaeologist shall be contacted to assess the situation and consult with the 
appropriate agencies. If the human remains are of Native American origin, 
the Coroner must notify the Native American Heritage Commission within 
24 hours of this identification. The Native American Heritage Commission 
will identify a Most Likely Descendant (MLD) to inspect the site and 
provide recommendations for the proper treatment of the remains and 
associated grave goods.  
 
Upon completion of the assessment, the archaeologist shall prepare a report 
documenting the methods and results, and provide recommendations for the 
treatment of the human remains and any associated cultural materials, as 
appropriate and in coordination with the recommendations of the MLD. 
MDUSD shall follow the recommendations outlined in the report and the 
report shall be submitted to the Mount Diablo Unified School District, the 
City of Pleasant Hill, and the Northwest Information Center. 

Project  
Contractor with 
oversight by 
Mount Diablo 
Unified School 
District 

During 
construction 
period 

Mount Diablo 
Unified School 
District 

Ensure that 
Mitigation 
Measure CULT-
2 is followed in 
the event that the 
construction 
contractor 
identifies human 
remains during 
the construction 
period 

During the 
construction 
period 
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Table 1: Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

Mitigation Measures 

Party 
Responsible for 
Implementing 

Mitigation 
Implementation 

Timing 

Party 
Responsible for 

Monitoring 
Action 

by Monitor 
Monitoring 

Timing 
VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS      
GEO-1a: Prior to the beginning of grading or construction for the proposed 
project, a design-level geotechnical investigation shall be prepared by a 
licensed professional and submitted to the District and the California 
Division of the State Architect (DSA) for review and approval. The 
geotechnical investigation shall determine the proposed project’s 
geotechnical conditions and geohazards, including seismic shaking, 
subsidence, collapse, soil expansion, and differential settlement. The 
investigation shall identify engineering techniques appropriate to minimize 
potential geohazard damage.  
 
The analysis presented in the geotechnical investigation shall conform to the 
California Division of Mines and Geology recommendations presented in 
the Guidelines for Evaluating Seismic Hazards in California. Briefly, the 
guidelines recommend that the investigation include: a site screening 
evaluation; an evaluation of on- and off-site geologic hazards; a quantitative 
evaluation of hazard potential; a detailed field investigation; an estimation of 
ground-motion parameters; an evaluation of landslide, liquefaction, lateral-
spreading and ground-displacement hazards; and recommendations to 
reduce identified hazards.  
 
The geotechnical investigation report shall include a finding that the 
proposed development fully complies with the California Building Code and 
DSA requirements. The CBC was developed to ensure that compliant 
structures would be “earthquake-resistant,” not “earthquake-proof.” The 
CBC is intended to protect people inside buildings by preventing collapse 
and allowing for safe evacuation. Structures built according to code should 
resist minor earthquakes undamaged, resist moderate earthquakes without 
significant structural damage, and resist severe earthquakes without collapse. 

Project 
Geotechnical 
Analyst and 
Project 
Contractor 

Prior to 
beginning of 
grading and 
excavation  

Mount Diablo 
Unified School 
District 

Preparation of 
design-level 
geotechnical 
investigation as 
described in 
Mitigation 
Measures GEO-
1a, GEO-1b and 
GEO-1c 

Prior to 
beginning of 
grading and 
excavation 

GEO-1b: Design of the proposed project shall include evaluation of fixtures, 
furnishings, and fasteners with the intent of minimizing collateral injuries to 
building occupants from falling fixtures or furnishings during the course of a 
violent seismic event. 

     

GEO-1c: All design measures, recommendations, design criteria, and 
specifications set forth in the design-level geotechnical investigation shall be 
implemented. 

     

MDUSD Resolution No. 14/15-01 
Exhibit A



L S A  A S S O C I A T E S ,  I N C .  
J U N E  2 0 1 4  

C O L L E G E  P A R K  H I G H  S C H O O L  A T H L E T I C  F A C I L I T I E S  I M P R O V E M E N T S  P R O J E C T
R E S P O N S E  T O  C O M M E N T S  D O C U M E N T

V .  M I T I G A T I O N  M O N I T O R I N G  A N D  R E P O R T I N G  P R O G R A M
 

P:\MTD1202 College Park HS\PRODUCTS\RTC\Final\5-MMRP.docx (06/12/14)   57 

Table 1: Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

Mitigation Measures 

Party 
Responsible for 
Implementing 

Mitigation 
Implementation 

Timing 

Party 
Responsible for 

Monitoring 
Action 

by Monitor 
Monitoring 

Timing 
IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY      
HYD-1: Consistent with the requirements of the Statewide Construction 
General Permit, the District shall prepare and implement a Storm Water 
Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) designed to reduce potential adverse 
impacts to surface water quality through the project construction period. The 
SWPPP shall be designed to address the following objectives: 

1.  All pollutants and their sources, including sources of sediment 
associated with construction, construction site erosion and all other 
activities associated with construction activity are controlled; 

2.  Where not otherwise required to be under a Water Board permit, all 
non-storm water discharges are identified and either eliminated, 
controlled, or treated; and 

3.  Site Best Management Practices (BMPs) are effective and result in the 
reduction or elimination of pollutants in stormwater discharges and 
authorized non-stormwater discharges from construction activity to the 
Best Available/Best Conventional Technology (BAT/BCT) standard. 

 
The SWPPP shall be prepared by a Qualified SWPPP Developer. The 
SWPPP shall include the minimum BMPs required for this type of project 
(based on final determination of the project’s Risk Level status, to be 
determined as part of the Notice of Intent for coverage under the 
Construction General Permit). These include: BMPs for erosion and 
sediment control, site management/housekeeping/waste management, 
management of non-stormwater discharges, runon and runoff controls, and 
BMP inspection/maintenance/repair activities. BMP implementation shall 
be consistent with the BMP requirements in the most recent version of the 
California Stormwater Quality Association Stormwater Best Management 
Handbook-Construction. 
 
The SWPPP shall include a construction site monitoring program that 
identifies requirements for dry weather visual observations of pollutants at 
all discharge locations, and as appropriate (depending on the Risk Level), 
sampling of the site effluent and receiving waters. A Qualified SWPPP 
Practitioner shall be responsible for implementing the BMPs at the site and 
performing all required monitoring and inspection/maintenance/repair 
activities. 

Mount Diablo 
Unified School 
District and 
Project 
Contractor 

Prior to and 
during the 
construction 
period 

Mount Diablo 
Unified School 
District 

Ensure that the 
required SWPPP 
measures are 
included in the 
final site plans 
and that the 
construction 
practices 
identified are 
implemented 
upon completion 
of the project  

Prior to and 
during the 
construction 
period 
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Table 1: Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

Mitigation Measures 

Party 
Responsible for 
Implementing 

Mitigation 
Implementation 

Timing 

Party 
Responsible for 

Monitoring 
Action 

by Monitor 
Monitoring 

Timing 
HYD-2: The District shall fully comply with the Water Board stormwater 
permit requirements, including Provision C.3 of the MRP. This will require 
preparation and implementation of a Stormwater Control Plan (SCP) for the 
proposed project. The SCP would act as the overall program document 
designed to provide measures to mitigate potential water quality impacts 
associated with the operation of the proposed project. At a minimum, the 
SCP for the proposed project shall include: 

1.  An inventory and accounting of existing and proposed impervious areas.

2.  Low Impact Development (LID) design details incorporated into the 
project. Specific LID design may include, but is not limited to: using 
pervious pavements and green roofs, dispersing runoff to landscaped 
areas, and/or routing runoff to rain gardens, cisterns, swales, and other 
small-scale facilities distributed throughout the site. 

3.  Measures to address potential stormwater contaminants. These may 
include measures to cover or control potential sources of stormwater 
pollutants at the project site.  

4.  A Draft Stormwater Facility Operation and Maintenance Plan for the 
project site, which will include periodic inspection and maintenance of 
the storm drainage system. Persons responsible for performing and 
funding the requirements of this plan shall be identified. This plan must 
be finalized prior to issuance of construction permits for the project. 

Mount Diablo 
Unified School 
District and 
Project 
Contractor 

Prior to and 
during the 
construction 
period 

Mount Diablo 
Unified School 
District 

Ensure that the 
required SCP 
measures are 
included in the 
final site plans 
and that the 
construction 
practices 
identified are 
implemented 
upon completion 
of the project  

Prior to and 
during the 
construction 
period 
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Table 1: Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

Mitigation Measures 

Party 
Responsible for 
Implementing 

Mitigation 
Implementation 

Timing 

Party 
Responsible for 

Monitoring 
Action 

by Monitor 
Monitoring 

Timing 
XII. NOISE      
NOISE-1a: The construction contractor shall ensure that all construction 
equipment utilize appropriate sound muffling devices, which shall be 
properly maintained and used at all times such equipment is in operation.  

Project  
Contractor with 
oversight by 
Mount Diablo 
Unified School 
District 

During the 
construction 
period 

Mount Diablo 
Unified School 
District 

Verify that all 
aspects of 
Mitigation 
Measure 
NOISE-1a, 
NOISE-1b, 
NOISE-1c, and 
NOISE-1d are 
implemented. 

During the 
construction 
period 

NOISE-1b: Where feasible, the project contractor shall place all stationary 
construction equipment so that emitted noise is directed away from the 
closest off-site sensitive receptors. 
NOISE-1c: The construction contractor shall locate on-site equipment 
staging areas so as to maximize the distance between construction-related 
noise sources and noise-sensitive receptors nearest the project site during 
construction. 
NOISE-1d: The construction contractor shall ensure that all noise 
producing construction activities, including warming-up or servicing 
equipment and any preparation for construction, shall be limited to the 
hours of 7:30 a.m. to 7:00 p.m. on weekdays; and to 9:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. 
on Saturdays and Sundays. No noise producing construction activity is 
permitted on City-recognized holidays. Construction activities that could 
result in noise impacts to a residential land use are not permitted outside of 
these hours unless an exemption is permitted from the City Manager. The 
loudest phases of construction (i.e., excavation and site preparation) shall 
be scheduled, to the extent feasible, to occur during periods when school is 
not in session. 
NOISE-2: Prior to installation of the proposed PA system, the District shall 
incorporate the following measure into the project design. A minimum 6-
foot tall sound wall system shall be installed along the residential property 
line extending 100 feet north and 100 feet south of the end of the western 
(home) bleachers (as shown in Figure 8). This would reduce periodic event 
day noise levels by at least 8 dBA. In order to minimize the visual impact of 
such a sound wall system, it should be constructed utilizing an industry-
recognized “clear sound wall system” made of clear acrylic material. It may 
be constructed so that the lower portion of the wall, 2 to 3 feet in height, is 
constructed of solid material such as CMU block, with 3 to 4 feet of clear 
acrylic glass on top. 

Mount Diablo 
Unified School 
District and 
Project 
Contractor 

Prior to 
operation of the 
proposed PA 
System  

Mount Diablo 
Unified School 
District 

Ensure that the 
project design 
measures are 
implemented as 
specified in 
Mitigation 
Measure 
NOISE-2  

Prior to 
operation of the 
proposed PA 
System 

Source:   LSA Associates, Inc., 2014. 
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