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1. Introduction 

1.1 INTRODUCTION 

This Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) has been prepared in accordance with the California 

Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) as amended (Public Resources Code Sections 21000 et seq.) and CEQA 

Guidelines (California Code of  Regulations Sections 15000 et seq.). 

According to the CEQA Guidelines, Section 15132, the FEIR shall consist of: 

(a) The Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) or a revision of  the Draft; 

(b) Comments and recommendations received on the DEIR either verbatim or in summary; 

(c) A list of  persons, organizations, and public agencies comments on the DEIR; 

(d) The responses of  the Lead Agency to significant environmental points raised in the review 

and consultation process;  

(e) Any other information added by the Lead Agency. 

This document contains responses to comments received on the DEIR for the Crescenta Valley High School 

(CVHS) Field Improvement Project (the proposed project) during the public review period, which began 

January 21, 2021, and ended March 8, 2021. This document has been prepared in accordance with CEQA and 

the CEQA Guidelines and represents the independent judgment of  Glendale Unified School District, who is 

the Lead Agency for the proposed project. This document and the circulated DEIR make up the FEIR, in 

accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15132. 

1.2 FORMAT OF THE FEIR 

This document is organized as follows:  

Section 1, Introduction. This section describes CEQA requirements and content of  this FEIR.  

Section 2, Response to Comments. This section provides a list of  agencies and interested persons 

commenting on the DEIR; copies of  comment letters received during the public review period, and individual 

responses to written comments. This section also includes responses to written and verbal comments received 

at a public meeting held by the Glendale Unified School District (District) on February 17, 2021, regarding the 

DEIR. To facilitate review of  the responses, each comment letter and verbal comment has been reproduced 

and assigned a number (A1 and A2 for letters received from agencies and organizations, and R1 through R55 

for letters, emails, and verbal comments received from residents). Individual comments within each letter have 

been numbered and the letter is followed by responses with references to the corresponding comment number. 
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Similarly, individual issues raised in each verbal comment have been numbered and the summary of  the 

comment is followed by responses with references to the corresponding comment number. 

Section 3. Revisions to the Draft EIR. This section contains revisions to the DEIR text and figures as a 

result of  the comments received by agencies and interested persons as described in Section 2, and/or errors 

and omissions discovered subsequent to release of  the DEIR for public review.  

The responses to comments contain material and revisions that will be added to the text of  the FEIR. District 

staff  has reviewed this material and determined that none of  it constitutes the type of  significant new 

information that requires recirculation of  the DEIR for further public comment under CEQA Guidelines 

Section 15088.5. None of  this new material indicates that the project will result in a significant new 

environmental impact not previously disclosed in the DEIR. Additionally, none of  this material indicates that 

there would be a substantial increase in the severity of  a previously identified environmental impact that will 

not be mitigated, or that there would be any of  the other circumstances requiring recirculation described in 

Section 15088.5. 

1.3 CEQA REQUIREMENTS REGARDING COMMENTS AND RESPONSES 

CEQA Guidelines Section 15204(a) outlines parameters for submitting comments and reminds persons and 

public agencies that the focus of  review and comment of  DEIRs should be “on the sufficiency of  the 

document in identifying and analyzing possible impacts on the environment and ways in which significant 

effects of  the project might be avoided or mitigated. Comments are most helpful when they suggest additional 

specific alternatives or mitigation measures that would provide better ways to avoid or mitigate the significant 

environmental effects. At the same time, reviewers should be aware that the adequacy of  an EIR is determined 

in terms of  what is reasonably feasible. …CEQA does not require a lead agency to conduct every test or 

perform all research, study, and experimentation recommended or demanded by commenters. When 

responding to comments, lead agencies need only respond to significant environmental issues and do not need 

to provide all information requested by reviewers, as long as a good faith effort at full disclosure is made in the 

EIR.”  

CEQA Guidelines Section 15204 (c) further advises, “Reviewers should explain the basis for their comments, 

and should submit data or references offering facts, reasonable assumptions based on facts, or expert opinion 

supported by facts in support of  the comments. Pursuant to Section 15064, an effect shall not be considered 

significant in the absence of  substantial evidence.” Section 15204 (d) also states, “Each responsible agency and 

trustee agency shall focus its comments on environmental information germane to that agency’s statutory 

responsibility.” Section 15204 (e) states, “This section shall not be used to restrict the ability of  reviewers to 

comment on the general adequacy of  a document or of  the lead agency to reject comments not focused as 

recommended by this section.” 

In accordance with CEQA, Public Resources Code Section 21092.5, copies of  the written responses to public 

agencies will be forwarded to those agencies at least 10 days prior to certifying the environmental impact report. 

The responses will be forwarded with copies of  this FEIR, as permitted by CEQA, and will conform to the 

legal standards established for response to comments on DEIRs. 
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2. Response to Comments 

Section 15088 of  the CEQA Guidelines requires the Lead Agency (Glendale Unified School District) to 

evaluate comments on environmental issues received from public agencies and interested parties who reviewed 

the DEIR and prepare written responses. 

This section provides all written responses received on the DEIR and the Glendale Unified School District’s 

responses to each comment.  

Comment letters/emails, summary of  verbal comments, and specific comments are given letters and numbers 

for reference purposes. Where sections of  the DEIR are excerpted in this document, the sections are shown 

indented. Changes to the DEIR text are shown in double underlined text for additions and strikeout for 

deletions. 

The following is a list of  agencies and persons that submitted comments on the DEIR during the public review 

period. 

Number 
Reference Commenting Person/Agency Comment Format Date of Comment Page No. 

Agencies and Organizations 

A1 County of Los Angeles Fire Department Letter 03-02-2021 2-3 

A2 Los Angeles County Sheriff Department  Letter 03-04-2021 2-9 

Residents 

R1 Stephen Small Phone Message 01-26-2021 2-15 

R2 Claudia McCollum Email 02-14-2021 2-19 

R3 Michele Morris Email 02-15-2021 2-23 

R4 Michele Morris Phone Message 02-15-2021 2-29 

R5 Unknown Name Phone Message 02-15-2021 2-33 

R6 Alex Stupakis Phone Message 02-15-2021 2-37 

R7 Lindsay Ljungkull Email 02-16-2021 2-41 

R8 Alex Stupakis Email 02-17-2021 2-45 

R9 John Pawlak Email 02-17-2021 2-49 

R10 Michele Morris Phone Message 02-17-2021 2-53 

R11 Monica Pawlak Letter 02-17-2021 2-57 

R12 Philip Moore Email 02-17-2021 2-61 

R13 Shawn Foley Google Form 02-17-2021 2-65 

R14 Mike Allen Google Form 02-17-2021 2-69 

R15 Rosemary Johnston Google Form 02-17-2021 2-73 

R16 Gabriel Pena-Lora Google Form 02-17-2021 2-77 

R17 Monica Pawlak Google Form 02-17-2021 2-81 

R18 Gabriel Pena-Lora Google Form 02-17-2021 2-85 

R19 Jonathan Tinsman Google Form 02-17-2021 2-89 

R20 Alex Stupakis Google Form 02-17-2021 2-93 
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Number 
Reference Commenting Person/Agency Comment Format Date of Comment Page No. 

R21 Shawn Foley Verbal - Public Meeting 02-17-2021 2-97 

R22 Rosemary Johnston Verbal - Public Meeting 02-17-2021 2-101 

R23 Monica Pawlak Verbal - Public Meeting 02-17-2021 2-105 

R24 Ji Suh Verbal - Public Meeting 02-17-2021 2-109 

R25 Alex Stupakis Verbal - Public Meeting 02-17-2021 2-113 

R26 Mike Allen Verbal - Public Meeting 02-17-2021 2-117 

R27 Jonathan Tinsman Verbal - Public Meeting 02-17-2021 2-121 

R28 Dave Warren Email 02-19-2021 2-125 

R29 Alex Stupakis Email 02-19-2021 2-129 

R30 Philip Moore Letter 03-07-2021 2-133 

R31 Luis Granados Email 02-23-2021 2-139 

R32 Rosemary Johnston Email 03-01-2021 2-143 

R33 Dan and Julie Molina Email 03-02-2021 2-147 

R34 Maria [Last Name Missing] Phone Message 03-02-2021 2-151 

R35 Talin Yeganians Email 03-03-2021 a 2-155 

R36 Rob Skinnell Email 03-05-2021 2-159 

R37 Alex Stupakis Email 03-05-2021 2-163 

R38 Tab Artis Email 03-05-2021 2-167 

R39 Hovsep Barseghian Phone Message 03-06-2021 2-171 

R40 Joseph Johnston Email 03-07-2021 2-175 

R41 Bridgit Johnston Email 03-07-2021 2-179 

R42 Matt Tanaka Email 03-07-2021 2-183 

R43 Ali Cooper Email 03-07-2021 2-187 

R44 John Cooper Email 03-07-2021 2-191 

R45 Philip Moore Email 03-07-2021 2-195 

R46 Alec Derhovanessian Phone Message 03-08-2021 2-199 

R47 Peter Roses Email 03-08-2021 2-203 

R48 Emily Johnston  Email 03-08-2021 2-207 

R49 Beth Johnston Email 03-08-2021 2-211 

R50 Richard Denzin Email 03-08-2021 2-215 

R51 Lynda Bayly Email 03-09-2021 2-219 

R52 Brianna Johnston Email 03-08-2021 2-223 

R53 Monserrat De Lira Email 03-09-2021 2-229 

R54 Emily Johnston Email 03-09-2021 2-235 

R55 Christine Rodriguez Email 03-15-2021 2-239 

R56 Claudia McCollum Email 03-31-2021 2-243 

Notes: 
a  Duplicate email received March 27, 2021. 
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LETTER A1 – County of  Los Angeles Fire Department (Page 1 of  3) 
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LETTER A1 – County of  Los Angeles Fire Department (Page 2 of  3) 

  



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

2. Response to Comments 

September 2021 Page 2-5 

LETTER A1 – County of  Los Angeles Fire Department (Page 3 of  3) 
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A1. Response to Comments from County of Los Angeles Fire Department, dated March 2, 2021. 

A1-1 This comment provides an introduction to the comment letter. The commenter indicates 

that the Planning Division has no further comments regarding the DEIR.  

A1-2 The commenter notes that the proposed project is within the jurisdiction of  City of  

Glendale Fire Department. However, the proposed project is within the jurisdiction of  

the LA County Fire Department as noted on page 5.9-3 of  the DEIR and confirmed in 

their response to a service questionnaire (see Appendix E to the DEIR). The commenter 

indicates that the Land Development Unit has no further comments regarding the DEIR. 

A1-3 This comment provides an overview of  the County’s Oak Tree Ordinance and states that 

the Forestry Division has no further comments regarding the DEIR. 

A1-4 The commenter indicates that the Planning Division has no further comments regarding 

the DEIR. 
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LETTER A2 –Los Angeles County Sheriff  Department (Page 1 of  3) 

 



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

2. Response to Comments 

Page 2-10 PlaceWorks 

LETTER A2 –Los Angeles County Sheriff  Department (Page 2 of  3) 
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LETTER A2 –Los Angeles County Sheriff  Department (Page 3 of  3) 
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A2. Response to Comments from Los Angeles County Sheriff Department, dated March 4, 2021. 

A2-1 The commenter provides an accurate summary of  the proposed project as analyzed in the 

DEIR. The District has engaged the Los Angeles County Sheriff  Department during the 

scoping period for the DEIR, and their response has been incorporated into the DEIR 

(see Section 5.9 of  the DEIR). No further response is warranted.  

A2-2 The commenter indicates that the project site is within the service area of  the Crescenta 

Valley Sheriff ’s Station, which is consistent with information found on page 5.9-5 of  the 

DEIR. The commenter indicates they disagree with the DEIR conclusion that the project 

would result in less-than-significant environmental impacts, as the project could result in 

an increase in population from new activities/events that require law enforcement 

services. The commenter references the School Supplemental Law Enforcement Services 

Agreement for Special Events By and Between the County of  Los Angeles and the 

District. They indicate that, in order to mitigate impacts, the District shall contact the 

Station to discuss future event needs.  

 The District notifies the Station for all events as a current best practice and coordinates 

with the Station directly regarding law enforcement needs for events. This coordination 

will continue for all future events to be held at the campus, consistent with ongoing 

practice. The DEIR has been updated to reflect this practice (see Chapter 3, Revisions to the 

DEIR). The proposed text change does not require recirculation of  the EIR because it 

does not provide significant new information that would give rise to a new significant 

environmental impact; a substantial increase in the severity of  an environmental impact; 

or suggest a project alternative or mitigation measure considerably different from others 

previously analyzed that would clearly lessen the environmental impacts of  the project, 

but the project proponents decline to adopt it.  

 The threshold for determining significant environmental effects in the DEIR is as follows 

(as stated on page 5.9-6 of  the DEIR):  

According to Appendix G of  the CEQA Guidelines, a project would normally have a 

significant effect on the environment if  the project would: 

PP-1 Result in a substantial adverse physical impact associated with the provisions of  new 

or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered governmental 

facilities, the construction of  which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to 

maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for police 

protection services. 

The conclusion of  less-than-significant impacts in the DEIR is consistent with the 

requirements of  CEQA. While notification and coordination between the District and 

Station would occur, implementation of  the proposed project would not result in the need 

for additional resources or facilities that require the construction of  new facilities, the 

construction of  which could result in significant effects to the environment. Therefore, 
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this commitment to coordination is reflected in the DEIR, the environmental impact 

determinations are consistent with the requirements of  CEQA. 

A2-3 The commenter recommends security measures to be implemented at the new project 

components, including the concession stand, team room, restrooms, and 

storage/maintenance buildings. All new structures would be equipped with the standard 

security measures as other structures on campus, including security lighting and exterior 

surveillance cameras where appropriate. All new facilities would be within the enclosed 

and secure campus. Additionally, the District provides security guards onsite during events 

and games, including private security and at least one law enforcement officer, and will 

continue to do so as part of  the proposed project.  

The commenter requests a Construction Traffic Management Plan to address traffic-

related congestion and emergency access issues. This issue is addressed in detail on page 

5.10-8 of  the DEIR, as show below. This information remains accurate, and no changes 

are needed. 

Because of  the limited nature of  the proposed improvements, a significant number of  

construction trips to/from the site is not anticipated. Once materials are delivered to the site, 

all construction activities would occur on-site within the existing boundaries of  the school 

campus and would not disrupt off-site traffic flows. Lane closures are not anticipated, and no 

off-site roadway improvements are required or proposed that would have the potential to 

interrupt area circulation or redirect traffic. As such, project construction is not anticipated to 

substantially disrupt area traffic or cause a significant increase in daily traffic on area roadways 

or at local intersections, thereby adversely affecting existing conditions. Per standard 

construction procedures, the construction contractor would prepare and implement a traffic 

control plan to ensure that public safety and emergency access are maintained during the 

construction phase. Implementation of  the traffic control plan would ensure that existing 

conditions are not adversely affected or substantially degraded by project construction. 

A2-4 The commenter notes an error in the average response time that is included on page 5.9-6 

of  the DEIR. The DEIR has been updated to reflect this change (see Chapter 3, Revisions 

to the DEIR). The proposed text change does not require recirculation of  the EIR because 

it does not provide significant new information that would give rise to a new significant 

environmental impact; a substantial increase in the severity of  an environmental impact; 

or suggest a project alternative or mitigation measure considerably different from others 

previously analyzed that would clearly lessen the environmental impacts of  the project, 

but the project proponents decline to adopt it. 

A2-5 The commenter concludes their comments and provides updated contact information for 

future coordination. This information is noted and no further response is warranted. 
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LETTER R1 – Stephen Small (Phone Message Received) (1 page) 

 



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

2. Response to Comments 

Page 2-16 PlaceWorks 

This page intentionally left blank. 

 



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

2. Response to Comments 

September 2021 Page 2-17 

R1. Response to Comments from Stephen Small, received January 26, 2021. 

R1-1 The commenter indicates they live on Mayfield Avenue and that they received the Notice 

of  Availability (NOA) for the DEIR and requested a call back. The District returned the 

phone call and provided information on how to join the public meeting that was held on 

February 17, 2021. As no specific comments are provided, no further response is 

warranted.  
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LETTER R2 – Claudia McCollum (1 page) 
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R2. Response to Comments from Claudia McCollum, dated February 14, 2021. 

R2-1 The commenter expresses opposition to the proposed project, indicating problems with 

safety and traffic. No specific comments regarding the DEIR’s evaluation of  these topics, 

as discussed in detail in Chapter 5.10, Transportation, and the accompanying Appendix D 

Traffic Study, have been provided by the commenter. CEQA Guidelines Section 15204(a) 

outlines parameters for submitting comments and reminds persons and public agencies 

that the focus of  review and comment of  DEIRs should be “on the sufficiency of  the 

document in identifying and analyzing possible impacts on the environment and ways in 

which significant effects of  the project might be avoided or mitigated.” As no specific 

comments are provided, no further response is warranted.  
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LETTER R3 – Michele Morris (1 page) 
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R3. Response to Comments from Michele Morris, dated February 15, 2021. 

R3-1 The commenter indicates they were unable to attend the public meeting held on February 

17, 2021. Please note that the presentation and audio files are available for viewing on the 

District’s website at http://www.gusd.net/CVHSCommunityMeeting. The District 

thanks you for your involvement in the CEQA review process for the proposed project. 

R3-2 The commenter indicates they live on Altura Avenue in close proximity to Crescenta 

Valley HS and that they are regularly impacted by school activities and past projects. They 

express that they were not aware of  DEIRs had been prepared for prior projects and 

activities at the Crescenta Valley HS and the nearby Crescenta Valley Elementary School. 

The proposed project that is the subject of  this DEIR is limited only to the installation 

of  bleachers, a home team room, concession stand, score board, and field lighting, as 

described in detail in Chapter 3, Project Description, of  the DEIR, as modified as part of  the 

FEIR. Other past projects referenced by the commenter underwent their own separate 

approval process, which may or may not have included full preparation of  an EIR (often, 

school projects can be exempt from CEQA). These other activities are considered part of  

the “baseline” existing environmental conditions in the DEIR, where appropriate.  

R3-3 The commenter questions how the District would keep spectators from blocking private 

driveways during events. As a result of  public comments received regarding access, the 

project description has been revised on page 3-9 as part of  this FEIR, as shown below, to 

close pedestrian access at this side of  the campus at the terminus of  Altura Avenue. The 

proposed text change does not require recirculation of  the EIR because it does not 

provide significant new information that would give rise to a new significant 

environmental impact; a substantial increase in the severity of  an environmental impact; 

or suggest a project alternative or mitigation measure considerably different from others 

previously analyzed that would clearly lessen the environmental impacts of  the project, 

but the project proponents decline to adopt it. 

No change in site access or parking would occur. As part of  the project, an 8-foot 

fence would be installed at the northeast end of  the track and field and the existing 

turnstile would be locked and not used. Campus access at this location would be 

limited to an emergency gate for fire/paramedic uses and District vehicle access only. 

This would prohibit pedestrian access to events at the track and field, with the intent 

to limit pedestrian and vehicular activity along Altura Avenue east of  the campus. This 

would discourage use of  that end of  campus for anything except emergencies. Games 

and events would utilize the existing primary Ramsdell Avenue entrance as well as 

other campus entrance points only. 

Given the elimination of  pedestrian access, parking issues would likely be reduced in this 

location. Additionally, parking impacts are addressed under Impact 5.10-4 (page 5.10-9 of  

the DEIR), which includes Altura Avenue specifically (Zone 1). The DEIR requires 

http://www.gusd.net/CVHSCommunityMeeting
http://www.gusd.net/CVHSCommunityMeeting
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Mitigation Measure T-1 prior to large events, where overflow street parking occurs, taking 

place at the field. This would include preparation of  an event traffic control plan. This 

plan would require signage be placed at locations along local streets in the vicinity, which 

would include Altura Avenue. Traffic officers would also be stationed at key 

intersections/locations to assist in alleviating illegal parking. As part of  this plan, 

additional parking areas in the vicinity would be identified by the District, which would 

help reduce overflow of  street parking as well. While these measures would reduce 

parking-related impacts, the DEIR concludes that impacts could still remain significant 

and unavoidable.  

R3-4 The commenter questions who will pick up post-event trash in the neighborhood and 

prevent trespassing, indicating this is an ongoing issue for events that already occur at the 

facility. Related, as this is an ongoing current condition, Appendix A to the DEIR (page 

58) indicates that the proposed project would not generate solid waste in excess of  current 

events. Page 5.9-7 of  the DEIR indicates that the Los Angeles Sheriff ’s Department 

(LASD) has sufficient resources to respond to incidents associated with the proposed 

project. Page 5.7-9 of  the DEIR indicates that trash and waste storage areas would be 

designed to reduce the potential for pollution introduction as it relates to water quality. 

The District provides trash cans all along Ramsdell Avenue, and trash cans would be 

provided within the field viewing area, bleachers, etc. Due to liability reasons, they are not 

included beyond the campus property.  

R3-5 The commenter raises an issue unrelated to the proposed project, regarding a request for 

the removal of  flammable debris from the adjacent easement to the south of  the 

Crescenta Valley HS campus that is owned by the California Department of  

Transportation (Caltrans) and is not on District property. All elements of  the proposed 

project are within the limits of  the school campus. The District is unaware of  any 

relationship of  this easement to the proposed project, and it is not reasonably foreseeable 

to assume that environmental impacts associated with students illegally entering this 

property would occur.  

R3-6 The commenter questions how event attendees would access events at Crescenta Valley 

HS if  they were to park at the nearby La Crescenta Elementary School. If  this facility is 

used as a designated parking facility for events, patrons would walk through the softball 

field and down from the main campus.  

R3-7 The commenter indicates that none of  the issues raised in the enclosed comments were 

addressed within the DEIR. Please see the above-provided responses for more 

information. The commenter also requests that a phone number be available for residents 

if  event lights are left on. Mitigation Measure AE-1 was updated as shown below to 

incorporate the commenter’s suggestion of  providing a phone number for residents to 

report non-emergency incidents. The proposed text change does not require recirculation 

of  the EIR because it does not provide significant new information that would give rise 
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to a new significant environmental impact; a substantial increase in the severity of  an 

environmental impact; or suggest a project alternative or mitigation measure considerably 

different from others previously analyzed that would clearly lessen the environmental 

impacts of  the project, but the project proponents decline to adopt it.  

AE-1 The Glendale Unified School District shall minimize the effects of  new sources 

of  nighttime lighting by incorporating the following measures into project 

design and operation: 

▪ All lighting shall be shielded and directed downward onto the athletic fields 

to minimize potential light escape and/or spillover onto adjacent properties.  

▪ The new athletic field lights shall be shall shut off  automatically at 10:00 

pm. A voicemail phone number and contact information will be posted on 

the school website and made available to neighbors that can be used in the 

rare event lights remain on past 10:00 pm, or to report any (non-emergency) 

incidents related to use of  the field for large events. The District will manage 

and respond to all calls received. 
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R4. Response to Comments Michele Morris, received February 15, 2021. 
 

R4-1 The commenter requests more information from the District and indicates the neighbors 

were not informed. Please see responses to comments provided by this commenter (R3 

and R10). Regarding notification, the District sent the Notice of Availability (NOA) and 

notice of public meeting to a 500-foot mailing radius, which includes residences on Altura 

Avenue in proximity to the campus.  
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R5. Response to Comments Homeowner (unknown name), received February 15, 2021. 

R5-1 The commenter indicated that they would like a copy of  the DEIR. As stated in the Notice 

of  Availability (NOA), the DEIR is available for public review at the Glendale Unified 

School District’s website (https://www.gusd.net/CVHSField). A physical hard copy could 

be obtained upon request. As no specific comments are provided, no further response is 

warranted.  
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R6. Response to Comments Alex Stupakis, received February 15, 2021. 

R6-1 The commenter expresses general support for the proposed project. No comments are 

provided regarding the content or adequacy of  the DEIR and no further response is 

warranted.  
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R7. Response to Comments Lindsay Ljungkull, dated February 16, 2021. 

R7-1 The commenter expresses concern regarding neighborhood street parking as a resident 

who lives in proximity to the field, for current events as well as proposed future larger 

events that would be accommodated by the proposed project. The commenter suggests 

the Mitigation Measure T-1, which requires the District prepare an event traffic control 

plan, apply to all events (not just those expecting full capacity). As indicated in Mitigation 

Measure T-1, the plan shall determine additional parking spaces at nearby vacant or 

underutilized parking lots and require that District safety personnel be available to direct 

event traffic to and from available designated parking areas. Information regarding 

available parking in the vicinity that will be developed as part of  this plan will become 

important information that the District will utilize for events that are already held at the 

field in current conditions. However, there are certain elements of  that plan (traffic control 

personnel) that are not practical (or warranted) for regular practices, smaller games, and 

gatherings that occur at the field in current conditions. Further information regarding 

parking will be considered by the District for all events. Mitigation Measure T-1 was 

updated as shown below to incorporate the commenter’s suggestion of  utilizing shuttles 

between off-site parking lots and the campus. 

T-1 Prior to any ground disturbing activities, the District shall prepare an event traffic 

control plan. The plan shall be implemented during major sporting events held at 

CVHS (e.g., where near-full or full capacity is anticipated, such as at varsity or 

championship football games). The plan shall require that, immediately prior to each 

major sporting event, documentation of  all available off-street parking supplies and 

temporary signage be placed at appropriate, pre-determined locations along local 

streets in the vicinity of  available event parking areas. The plan shall also determine 

additional parking spaces at nearby vacant or underutilized parking lots and require 

that District school safety traffic control personnel be available to direct event traffic 

to and from available designated parking areas. Additionally, the plan shall consider 

the provision of  a shuttle service in the event that off-site parking lots are available 

and used for individual events (this would vary on an event-by-event basis). The traffic 

officers shall be stationed at the intersections to help improve traffic flow and ensure 

public safety during peak travel times to and from major sporting events held at 

CVHS. All temporary directional signage shall be removed by traffic control 

personnel following each major stadium event. 
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R8. Response to Comments from Alex Stupakis, dated February 17, 2021. 

R8-1 The commenter expresses general support for the proposed project, citing benefits to the 

District, the students, and the community. The commenter suggests that parking solutions 

could be provided at the nearby Baptist Church and at existing staff  parking that is 

provided on campus off  Ramsdell Avenue. These are parking suggestions that will be 

considered during preparation of  the event traffic control plan as required by Mitigation 

Measure T-1 in the DEIR.  
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R9. Response to Comments from John Pawlak (February 17, 2021). 

R9-1 The commenter expresses opposition to the proposed project and indicates they live 

within proximity to the project site. They comment the DEIR does not discuss how the 

school will address traffic congestion, which is a current problem. The DEIR includes an 

analysis of  traffic and parking which is presented in Section 5.10, Transportation, and is 

based on a detailed supporting Transportation Assessment (Appendix F to the DEIR). 

The DEIR includes Mitigation Measure T-1, which requires the District to develop an 

event traffic control plan for events at the field. This would include documentation of  all 

available off-street parking supplies, temporary signage, and traffic officers to assist with 

congestion control and management. The DEIR acknowledges that parking-related 

impacts would be significant and unavoidable. The comment does not state specifically 

how the traffic analysis fails to address these issues; therefore, no specific response can be 

provided.  

R9-2 The commenter expresses concern regarding traffic safety, specifically mentioning the 

pedestrian crosswalk at Altura Avenue/Ramsdell Avenue, and requests a stop sign at this 

location. This location contains a user-controlled signalized crosswalk. The 

Transportation Assessment (Appendix F to the DEIR) evaluated this location specifically 

for existing and project conditions. The installation of  a stop sign at this location has not 

been determined to be required to reduce traffic-related environmental impacts. However, 

the District will consider all comments and recommendations as part of  its decision-

making for this project.  

 Additionally, the District will implement an event traffic control plan as part of  planning 

for events at the facility (Mitigation Measure T-1). This will include, among other measures 

to be considered by the District, the potential use of  crossing guards at uncontrolled 

locations, including marked and unmarked crosswalks in the vicinity of  the school site 

without traffic controls such as traffic signals. Physical improvements to pedestrian 

crossing locations are not planned to be implemented by the District as part of  the 

proposed project. 

R9-3 The commenter expresses concern regarding increased trash in the surrounding 

neighborhood as an ongoing issue. Appendix A to the DEIR (page 58) indicates that the 

proposed project would not generate solid waste in excess of  current events. Page 5.9-7 

of  the DEIR indicates there the Los Angeles Sheriff ’s Department (LASD) has sufficient 

resources to respond to incidents associated with the proposed project. Page 5.7-9 of  the 

DEIR indicates that trash and waste storage areas would be designed to reduce the 

potential for pollution introduction as it relates to water quality. The District provides 

trash cans all along Ramsdell Avenue, and trash cans would be provided within the field 

viewing area, bleachers, etc. Due to liability reasons, they are not included beyond the 

campus property. 
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R9-4 The commenter expresses concern that the District does not address community concerns 

regarding the proposed project. All comments received during the public comment period 

have been responded to in this Final EIR and will be provided to the District Board of  

Education for review when considering whether to approve the project. The commenter 

also reiterates concerns regarding the need for additional parking. See response to 

comment R9-1, above, and Mitigation Measure T-1 in the DEIR which addresses parking 

and general event circulation.  
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R10. Response to Comments Michele Morris, received February 17, 2021. 

R10-1 The commenter requests a call back from the District. The District returned the phone 

call and provided information on the purpose of  the meeting and how the commenter 

can join. 
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R11. Response to Comments from Monica Pawlak, dated February 17, 2021. 

R11-1 This comment is the same as comment letter R9. Please refer to response to comment 

R9-1.  

R11-2  This comment is the same as comment letter R9. Please refer to response to comment 

R9-2. 

R11-3  This comment is the same as comment letter R9. Please refer to response to comment 

R9-3. 

R11-4  This comment is the same as comment letter R9. Please refer to response to comment 

R9-4. 
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R12. Response to Comments from Philip Moore, dated February 17, 2021. 

R12-1 The commenter indicates they were unable to attend the community meeting held on 

February 17, 2021, and inquires how they can provide comment. The recording of  the 

presentation can be found on the District’s website at 

http://www.gusd.net/CVHSCommunityMeeting. Additionally, the commenter provided 

a subsequent comment letter, which is responded to in this FEIR (see Comment Letter 

R30, below). 
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R13. Response to Comments from Shawn Foley, dated February 17, 2021. 

R13-1 The commenter requests the installation of  a crosswalk curb extension (bulb-outs) for the 

existing crosswalk at Ramsdell Avenue and Altura Avenue, to slow vehicles and safeguard 

pedestrians. The District will implement an event traffic control plan as part of  planning 

for events at the facility (Mitigation Measure T-1). This will include, among other measures 

to be considered by the District, the potential use of  crossing guards at uncontrolled 

locations, including marked and unmarked crosswalks in the vicinity of  the school site 

without traffic controls such as traffic signals. Physical improvements to pedestrian 

crossing locations are not planned to be implemented by the District as part of  the 

proposed project. No further response is required.  
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R14. Response to Comments from Mike Allen, dated February 17, 2021. 

R14-1 The commenter questions whether people would enter the field and bleachers on east 

Altura Avenue. Primary pedestrian access would be provided through the main campus. 

In response to community feedback, the project description in the FEIR has been revised 

to prohibit general pedestrian access on the east side of  the campus near the terminus of  

Altura Avenue (see Chapter 3, Revisions to the Draft EIR). District will install an 8-foot fence 

at the northeast end of  the track and field and will lock the existing turnstile from use. 

Campus access from this location would be limited to an emergency gate for 

fire/paramedic uses and District vehicles only. This would prohibit pedestrian access to 

events at the track and field, with the intent to limit pedestrian and vehicular activity along 

Altura Avenue east of  the campus. This would discourage use of  that end of  campus for 

anything except emergencies. The DEIR has been updated to reflect pedestrian closure at 

the northeast end of  the track and field (see Chapter 3, Revisions to the DEIR).  
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R15. Response to Comments from Rosemary Johnston, dated February 17, 2021. 

R15-1 The commenter expresses general concerns related to parking, lights, noise, and security. 

There are specific mitigation measures in the DEIR to address these issues. The 

commenter notes the change of  height in the light fixtures between the 80 feet discussed 

in the NOP and the 100-foot light fixtures discussed in the DEIR. Taller poles allow for 

lighting fixtures to be aimed more directly to the sport field and would reduce spill light 

(refer to Illustration AE-1, Light Trespass, on page 5.1-5 of  the DEIR). Each light pole 

would be mounted with 12 light fixtures and utilize Musco lighting lamps and equipped 

with external glare control visors. The lighting proposed is standard for high school sports 

safety. The lighting would be designed to reduce illumination levels to zero at the site 

perimeter and would be controlled to direct the light in a more precise manner compared 

to typical floodlights. The proposed project incorporates Mitigation Measure AE-1 to 

further reduce lighting impacts to adjacent properties. The DEIR evaluated lighting 

impacts of  100-foot light poles and properly discloses potential impacts to adjacent 

residences (see Impact 5.1-2 beginning on page 5.1-9 of  the DEIR).  

The commenter states that there will be unavoidable noise impacts with implementation 

of  the project. This is consistent with the findings of  the DEIR for operational noise 

during full-capacity events. The commenter states that there are no plans for solutions to 

this impact and asks about for sound walls. This is incorrect, as the DEIR includes 

Mitigation Measure N-2, which requires that the District retain an acoustical consultant 

during the final design of  the PA system to reduce noise impacts to the degree feasible 

through measures which may include, but are not limited to, a sound wall along the 

property line to the east and recommendations for the final location of  speakers/light 

poles. Prior to the first sports field event, the PA system contractor will perform a system 

check to verify that spill-over noise is minimized in the adjacent community. 

Public safety is addressed in Chapter 5.9.2, Police Protection, which has been updated as part 

of  this FEIR (see Chapter 3 of  the FEIR).  

No specific comments regarding the DEIR’s evaluation of  these topics have been 

provided by the commenter. CEQA Guidelines Section 15204 (a) outlines parameters for 

submitting comments and reminds persons and public agencies that the focus of  review 

and comment of  DEIRs should be “on the sufficiency of  the document in identifying 

and analyzing possible impacts on the environment and ways in which significant effects 

of  the project might be avoided or mitigated.” As no specific comments are provided, no 

further response is warranted. 
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R16. Response to Comments from Gabriel Pena-Lora, dated February 17, 2021. 

R16-1 The commenter did not provide a comment on the DEIR that can be addressed. Please 

also see response to comment R18, provided by the same commenter. 
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R17. Response to Comments from Monica Pawlak, dated February 17, 2021. 

R17-1 Refer to response to Comment Letter R9, which contains the same comments. 
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R18. Response to Comments from Gabriel Pena-Lora, dated February 17, 2021. 

R18-1 The commenter states the hearing was not noticed correctly and that all stakeholders were 

not notified. The virtual public meeting held on February 17, 2021, was an informational 

public meeting (not a hearing where a decision on the project was to be made). Regardless, 

notification of  the availability of  the DEIR and of  the public meeting (the NOA) was 

distributed to residences (owner and occupant) within a 500-foot radius of  the project 

site. It also was distributed to individuals who participated in the scoping meeting held for 

the project in March 2020 and to responsible local and state agencies that may have an 

interest in the project. Last, the notice was provided to all students and families of  those 

who attend Crescenta Valley HS. The noticing of  the DEIR and the public meeting meets 

the requirements for noticing in CEQA Guidelines Section 15087(a)(3), which requires 

direct mailing to the owners and occupants of  property contiguous to the parcel on which 

the project is located. 
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R19. Response to Comments from Jonathan Tinsman, dated February 17, 2021. 

R19-1 The commenter asks where they can view the DEIR in its entirety, including a traffic 

study, and not just the PowerPoint presentation that was presented during the 

informational community meeting held on February 17, 2021. As indicated throughout 

the presentation, which is located on the project web page at 

http://www.gusd.net/CVHSCommunityMeeting, the presentation was a summary of  the 

content that can be found in the DEIR and associated technical appendices. The DEIR 

and appendices (including Appendix F for the Transportation Assessment), can be found 

at https://www.gusd.net/CVHSField. 
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R20. Response to Comments from Alex Stupakis, dated February 17, 2021. 

R20-1 The commenter indicated he would like to submit a comment during the community 

meeting held on February 17, 2021. Please see response to comments R6 and R8, above, 

for responses to this commenter. 
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R21. Response to Comments from Shawn Foley, received February 17, 2021. 

R21-1 The commenter states the DEIR does not address pedestrian safety and indicates they 

live near Ramsdell Avenue and Altura Avenue, specifically referencing the crosswalk in 

this location and requesting curb extensions (bulb-outs). The District will implement an 

event traffic control plan as part of  planning for events at the facility (Mitigation Measure 

T-1). This will include, among other measures to be considered by the District, the 

potential use of  crossing guards at uncontrolled locations, including marked and 

unmarked crosswalks in the vicinity of  the school site without traffic controls such as 

traffic signals. Physical improvements to pedestrian crossing locations are not planned to 

be implemented by the District as part of  the proposed project. No further response is 

warranted.  
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R22. Response to Comments from Rosemary Johnston, received February 17, 2021. 

R22-1 The commenter states they live on Altura Avenue in proximity to the campus, and is 

concerned about pedestrian safety. Please see page 5.10-7 of  the DEIR regarding 

pedestrian-related impacts. See also response to comment R21, above. No specific 

comments regarding the DEIR’s evaluation of  these topics have been provided by the 

commenter. CEQA Guidelines Section 15204 (a) outlines parameters for submitting 

comments and reminds persons and public agencies that the focus of  review and 

comment of  DEIRs should be “on the sufficiency of  the document in identifying and 

analyzing possible impacts on the environment and ways in which significant effects of  

the project might be avoided or mitigated.” As no specific comments are provided, no 

further response is warranted. 

R22-2 The commenter is concerned about parking supply and indicates more people drive to 

games than typically accounted for. The project parking analysis (contained in Appendix 

F to the DEIR) assumed what was estimated to be typical aspects of  arriving spectators 

of  major events at the facility, including average passengers per vehicle and percentage 

split for automobile trips out of  total trips. The analysis assumed an at-capacity event in 

order to provide a conservative analysis, which is expected to occur only during certain 

varsity games and championship games. The District will implement an event traffic 

control plan (Mitigation Measure T-1), which will include available parking in off-street 

areas that can be secured and/or leased by the District during capacity events. No further 

response is warranted. 

R22-3 The commenter is concerned about a lack of  transparency through the process and states 

that there has been very little communication other than via word of  mouth from other 

neighbors even though they live next door. Notification of  the availability of  the DEIR 

and of  the public meeting (the NOA) was distributed to residences (owner and occupant) 

within a 500-foot radius of  the project site. It also was distributed to individuals who 

participated in the scoping meeting held for the project in March 2020 and to responsible 

local and state agencies that may have an interest in the project. Last, the notice was 

provided to all students and families of  those who attend Crescenta Valley HS. The 

noticing of  the DEIR and the public meeting meets the requirements for noticing in 

CEQA Guidelines Section 15087(a)(3), which requires direct mailing to the owners and 

occupants of  property contiguous to the parcel on which the project is located. 

R22-4 The commenter states that the EIR does not include mitigation for lighting and sound 

problems. Please see Mitigation Measures AE-1 regarding lighting and N-1 regarding 

noise. The comment does not address the adequacy of  the DEIR; therefore, no changes 

to the EIR are warranted. 

R22-5 The commenter states that security was not addressed in the EIR, indicates a rise in crime 

with large events. Public safety is addressed in Chapter 5.9, Public Services, which has been 
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updated as part of  this FEIR. The comment does not address the adequacy of  analysis 

contained the DEIR. Therefore, no changes to the EIR are warranted. 

R22-6 The commenter states that the District is ignoring sound and access regulations. There 

are events going on constantly that start well before the sound on the weekends and go 

through all day on Sunday. Commenter requests to see more addressed to event schedules 

and requests to see who is going to manage and maintain security of  the event. The sports 

fields would be used in accordance with the adopted Board Policy and scheduling 

practices, and a detailed schedule showing planned use is provided in Table 3-2 of  the 

DEIR. As discussed in response A2-3, the District coordinates with LASD and provides 

one law enforcement officer and private security during events and games. The comment 

does not address the adequacy of  the EIR. No changes to the EIR are warranted. 
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R23. Response to Comments from Monica Pawlak, received February 17, 2021. 

R23-1 The commenter expresses concern regarding traffic and parking issues referencing a 

deficiency of  205 parking spaces. The commenter correctly cites the disclosed deficiency 

in parking of  205, which includes street parking. which requires the District to develop an 

event traffic control plan for events to occur at the field. This would include 

documentation of  all available off-street parking supplies, temporary signage, and traffic 

officers to assist with congestion control and management. The DEIR acknowledges that 

parking-related impacts would be significant and unavoidable. The comment does not 

state specifically how the traffic analysis fails to address these issues; therefore, no specific 

response can be provided. The indicate limited communication from the school, which is 

a separate issue from the environmental impacts that are disclosed in the DEIR. 

R23-2 The commenter expresses concern regarding trash from past and current operations. The 

public nuisance described by the comment would be addressed in accordance with 

applicable District practices and policies, and the Los Angeles County Sheriff ’s 

Department would respond to reports of  illegal activities on public rights-of-way. The 

comment does not address the adequacy of  the DEIR, and no changes to the EIR are 

warranted. 

R23-3 The commenter reiterates concerns about traffic safety, trash, and parking. They indicate 

lighting is not as much a concern. No specific comments regarding the DEIR’s evaluation 

of  these topics have been provided by the commenter. CEQA Guidelines Section 

15204(a) outlines parameters for submitting comments and reminds persons and public 

agencies that the focus of  review and comment of  DEIRs should be “on the sufficiency 

of  the document in identifying and analyzing possible impacts on the environment and 

ways in which significant effects of  the project might be avoided or mitigated.” Because 

no specific comments are provided, no further response is warranted. 
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R24. Response to Comments from Ji Suh, received February 17, 2021. 

R24-1 The commenter states that they live just north of  the school and expresses concern 

regarding foot traffic and parking. These issues are addressed specifically in Section 5.10, 

Transportation, of  the DEIR. No specific comments regarding the DEIR’s evaluation of  

these topics have been provided by the commenter; therefore, no further response is 

warranted. The commenter also requests information regarding the use and the frequency 

of  events. Please refer to Table 3-2 in the DEIR for this information. 
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R25. Response to Comments from Alex Stupakis, received February 17, 2021. 

R25-1 The commenter indicates they live in proximity to the project site and already experience 

issues related to events (parking, traffic, trash). They indicate the DEIR should have 

considered the difference (presumed reduction) in lighting impacts from the temporary 

portable lighting fixtures that are used for certain nighttime events. The commenter is 

correct that the DEIR evaluated the increase in lighting impacts from the typical baseline 

condition, which is no lighting. The increase in lighting from no lighting presents a more 

conservative assessment of  impacts. It is correct that the existing lights used, though 

shorter in height, often have more substantial light spill than the proposed modernized 

lights, given their old technology. However, for the purposes of  determining significant 

impacts under CEQA, the baseline was appropriately and more conservatively considered 

to be no lighting. 

R25-2 The commenter states that the EIR failed to mention the savings for the District, given 

the project would eliminate the need to bus students and it would eliminate the Thursday 

games. Although economic and social effect of  the project may be included in the EIR, 

evidence of  social or economic impacts that do not contribute to or are not caused by 

physical impacts on the environment are beyond the scope of  CEQA (CEQA Guidelines 

15131, PRC 21082.2(2)). 

R25-3 The commenter states that the parking opportunities on Community Avenue and 

Ramsdale Avenue and the Baptist Church on La Crescenta Avenue should be considered. 

Mitigation Measure T-1 requires preparation of  an event traffic control plan, which will 

identify additional parking spaces at nearby vacant or underutilized parking lots. This issue 

is adequately addressed in the DEIR, and no changes are warranted. 
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R26. Response to Comments from Mike Allen, received February 17, 2021. 

R26-1 The commenter questions how pedestrians would access the football field on the side of  

Altura Avenue. Primary pedestrian access would be provided through the main campus. 

The project description in the FEIR has been revised to prohibit general pedestrian access 

on the east side of  the campus near the terminus of  Altura Avenue (see Chapter 3, Revisions 

to the Draft EIR). District will install an 8-foot fence at the northeast end of  the track and 

field and will lock the existing turnstile from use. Campus access from this location would 

be limited to an emergency gate for fire/paramedic uses and District vehicles only, which 

would prohibit pedestrian access from this location and limit pedestrian and vehicle 

activity along Altura Avenue east of  the campus. The DEIR has been updated to reflect 

pedestrian closure at the northeast end of  the track and field (see Chapter 3, Revisions to 

the DEIR). If  the neighboring elementary school is used as a designated parking facility 

for events, patrons would access through the softball field and down from the main 

campus.  
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R27. Response to Comments from Jonathan Tinsman, received February 17, 2021. 

R27-1 The commenter expresses concerns regarding parking and suggests parking at the Baptist 

Church as a potential option to develop a parking garage. Mitigation Measure T-1 requires 

preparation of  an event traffic control plan, which will determine additional parking 

spaces at nearby vacant or underutilized parking lots, including the Baptist Church. The 

District is not considering nor has funding for development of  a parking structure at this 

time. 

R27-2 The commenter states that cost savings of  hosting events on campus only benefits the 

district. Although economic and social effects of  the project may be included in the EIR, 

evidence of  social or economic impacts that do not contribute to or are not caused by 

physical impacts on the environment are beyond the scope of  CEQA (CEQA Guidelines 

15131, PRC 21082.2(2)). 
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R28. Response to Comments from Dave Warren, received February 17, 2021. 

R28-1 The commenter expresses general support for the proposed project. No comments are 

provided regarding the content or adequacy of  the DEIR, and no further response is 

warranted. 
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R29. Response to Comments from Alex Stupakis, received February 19, 2021. 

R29-1 The commenter indicates the DEIR should have considered the difference (presumed 

reduction) in lighting impacts from the temporary portable lighting fixtures that are used 

for certain nighttime events. The commenter is correct that the DEIR evaluated the 

increase in lighting impacts from the typical baseline condition, which is no lighting. The 

increase in lighting from no lighting presents a more conservative assessment of  impacts. 

It is correct that the existing lights used, though shorter in height, often have more 

substantial light spill than the proposed modernized lights, given their old technology. 

However, for the purposes of  determining significant impacts under CEQA, the baseline 

was appropriately and more conservatively considered to be no lighting. 

R29-2 The comment indicates the DEIR did not consider that there is existing parking for 

ongoing home games. They identify several lots that could be considered for parking for 

events including staff  parking at Ramsdell Avenue and Community Avenue, Community 

Avenue and Greenwood, and others. Mitigation Measure T-1 requires preparation of  an 

event traffic control plan, which will identify additional parking spaces at nearby vacant or 

underutilized parking lots. This issue is adequately addressed in the DEIR, and no changes 

are warranted. 

R29-3 The commenter indicates the DEIR used negative language with respect to impacts. The 

terminology used in the DEIR (i.e., significant and unavoidable impacts, adverse impacts, 

etc.) are the required terms used in the CEQA Guidelines. The DEIR incorporates 

mitigation measures for lighting, operational noise, and parking, which reduced impacts, 

but impacts were determined to be significant and unavoidable. The commenter does not 

provide recommendations for additional mitigation measures. No further response is 

required. 

R29-4 The commenter expresses that they believe that the proposed project’s lighting would be 

better and more aesthetically pleasing. The commenter states that no comparison between 

the existing lighting and proposed lighting was provided. Refer to response R29-1 for a 

discussion of  the existing lighting and proposed lighting. No further response is needed. 

R29-5 The commenter disagrees with the determination that spectator-related noise would be 

significant and unavoidable. The commenter points out that cheering is not constant and 

would be limited. The commenter states that crowd noise is an attraction. As analyzed and 

discussed under Chapter 5.8, Noise, the proposed project would result in substantial 

periodic, operation-related noise during events. The DEIR determined that operation of  

the proposed project during events and games would exceed the Los Angeles County 

Exterior Noise Standards even with implementation of  Mitigation Measure N-2. This 

impact was determined to be significant and unavoidable. This issue is adequately 

addressed in the DEIR, and no changes are warranted. 
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R30. Response to Comments from Philip Moore, received March 7, 2021. 

R30-1 This comment serves as an introduction to the letter. The commenter expresses their 

opposition to the project and states that the project would ruin the neighborhood. The 

commenter states that there are no lighting restrictions, parking plan, mitigation for sound, 

written security plan, nor a written plan to fund trash pick-up. The commenter states that 

the neighborhood tolerates issues and generally refers issues to school authorities instead 

of  the sheriff ’s department, and this would change if  the project is built. 

The commenter is incorrect in stating that there are no lighting restrictions. Project 

lighting is analyzed in Chapter 5.1, Aesthetics. The DEIR incorporates Mitigation Measure 

AE-1, which requires light shielding and that light be directed downward toward the field. 

Additionally, this mitigation measure requires that lighting be shut off  automatically at 

10:00 pm. Mitigation Measure AE-1 was further modified as part of  this FEIR to require 

a voicemail phone number with information posted on the school website and to 

neighbors which can be used in the rare event lights remain on past 10:00 pm or to report 

any (non-emergency) incidents related to use of  the field for large events (see Chapter 3, 

Revisions to the Draft EIR). The District will manage and respond to all calls received (refer 

to response to comment R3-7). The comment does not address the adequacy of  the DEIR 

and no further response is warranted. Additionally, refer to response A30-4, below. 

The commenter is incorrect in stating that there is no parking plan. Parking, including 

street parking, is analyzed in DEIR Chapter 5.10, Transportation. The DEIR requires 

Mitigation Measure T-1 prior to large events at the field, when overflow street parking 

occurs. This would include preparation of  an event traffic control plan. This plan would 

require signage to be placed at locations along local streets in the vicinity, which would 

include Altura Avenue. Traffic officers would also be stationed at key 

intersections/locations to assist in alleviating illegal parking. As part of  this plan, 

additional parking areas in the vicinity would be identified by the District, which would 

help reduce overflow of  street parking as well. Though these measures would reduce 

parking-related impacts, the DEIR concludes that impacts could still remain significant 

and unavoidable. The comment does not address the adequacy of  the DEIR, and no 

further response is warranted. Additionally, refer to response A30-3, below. 

The commenter is incorrect in stating that there is no mitigation for sound. Noise is 

analyzed in DEIR Chapter 5.8, Noise, which incorporates two mitigation measures to 

address noise from the proposed project. Mitigation Measure N-2 specifically, addresses 

noise during operation of  the proposed project and requires that the District implement 

a number of  measures, including but not limited to, developing a Noise Control Plan prior 

to holding the first spectator event. Refer to page 5.8-19 of  the DEIR for the full list of  

mitigation measures. Also refer to responses R30-5 and R30-6, below. The comment does 

not address the adequacy of  the DEIR, and further response is not warranted. 
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The commenter states that there is no written security plan. Public safety is addressed in 

Chapter 5.9.2, Police Protection, which has been updated as part of  this FEIR (see Chapter 3 

of  this FEIR for revisions). Refer to response R30-7, below. The comment does not 

address the adequacy of  the DEIR, and further response is not warranted. 

The commenter states that there is no written plan to fund trash pick-up. As discussed in 

the Initial Study to the DEIR (see Appendix A), solid waste generated by the proposed 

project would be minimal. The public nuisance described by the comment would be 

addressed in accordance with applicable District practices and policies. The solid waste 

generated by the proposed project would be removed by waste haulers that currently serve 

the CVHS, and no additional funding would be needed. Solid waste generated by the 

proposed project would be disposed of  in accordance with local, state, and federal 

regulations.  

R30-2 The commenter states that La Crescenta is a quiet community and the project would 

change the nature of  the community, converting the area into a busy city. The commenter 

states that unlike Glendale High School, CVHS is in a residential neighborhood. The 

entirety of  the proposed project is situated within the existing District campus and is 

consistent with the existing land uses and activities that already occur on the project site. 

The comment does not address the adequacy of  the DEIR, and further response is not 

warranted. 

R30-3 The commenter expresses their discontent with parking for the proposed project. The 

commenter states that there are not enough parking spaces, including street parking 

spaces, to support the proposed project. The commenter states that the project would 

actually result in more cars. The commenter states that the community has shared this 

information with the school board based on their experience with July 4th celebrations 

and graduations, but states that the information has been ignored. 

The DEIR acknowledges that the proposed project would result in deficient parking 

spaces and incorporates Mitigation Measure T-1. Nevertheless, as discussed in the DEIR, 

the proposed project’s parking impacts remain significant and unavoidable. The District 

will consider all comments and recommendations as part of  its decision-making for this 

project.  

R30-4 The commenter incorrectly states that the proposed project is referred to as a “bleacher 

improvement project.” The commenter states that the project is actually a stadium 

conversion with lights, PA systems, locker rooms. The title of  the proposed project is 

“Crescenta Valley High School Field Improvement Project,” which highlights that the 

project is not limited to bleachers. Additionally, Chapter 3, Project Description, of  the DEIR 

discusses the proposed project’s improvements, including but not limited to, lighting, a PA 

system, and a home team room. Refer to Table 1-1 in the DEIR for a project summary 

of  field improvements. 
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The commenter states that they have a line of  sight of  the football field and states that 

the field lighting will shine at their house until 10:00 pm every night. Lighting impacts to 

nearby sensitive receptors is addressed in Chapter 5.1, Aesthetics. This comment does not 

address the adequacy of  the DEIR, and no further response is warranted. 

R30-5 The commenter states that the proposed project’s PA systems are planned to be pointed 

away from the surrounding houses, and this would only mitigate a small portion of  the 

sound. The commenter states that there will be other sources of  noise associated with 

project operations beyond use of  the PA, such as the drum line. While this is correct, the 

DEIR used a reasonable worst-case scenario of  a full-capacity sports event at the field to 

assess project impacts. As detailed in the DEIR, this included not just use of  the PA 

system but also crowd noise in the bleachers. This represents a reasonable worst-case 

scenario of  project operational noise impacts since amplified use of  the PA system would 

be louder than drum line practice. 

The commenter states that asking people not to stomp their feet is not a solution and is 

not enforceable. However, this is not the only measure prescribed by Mitigation Measure 

N-2. In addition to signs listing prohibited activities, the District would be required to 

retain an acoustical consultant during the final design of  the PA system to reduce noise 

impacts to the degree feasible through measures which may include, but are not limited 

to, a sound wall along the property line to the east and recommendations for the final 

location of  speakers/light poles. Prior to the first sports field event, the PA system 

contractor will perform a system check to verify the spill-over noise is minimized in the 

adjacent community. 

R30-6 The commenter states that in the past the school has used trees to mitigate noise at the 

elementary school and that this is not effective mitigation for project noise impacts. The 

commenter states that only a wall can abate sound waves. As discussed in Response R30-5, 

Mitigation Measure N-2 would require the District to obtain a qualified acoustical 

consultant during final design of  the PA system. This consultant shall prepare a report 

detailing recommended measures to minimize special event and game noise to the degree 

feasible, including but not limited to construction of  a sound wall along the eastern 

property line and/or relocation of  the speakers/poles. Therefore, the possible use of  a 

sound wall is addressed in Mitigation Measure N-2, and no revisions to the DEIR are 

warranted. 

The commenter also states that a wall would reduce property values. Although economic 

and social effects of  the project may be included in the EIR, evidence of  social or 

economic impacts that do not contribute to or are not caused by physical impacts on the 

environment are beyond the scope of  CEQA (CEQA Guidelines 15131, PRC 21082.2(2)). 

This comment does not address the adequacy of  the DEIR, and further response is not 

warranted. 
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R30-7 The commenter states that the proposed project does not have a security plan. Because 

of  this, homeowners would be required to handle security themselves. The commenter 

states that due to traffic and parking, safety issues cannot be responded to quickly. Public 

safety is addressed in DEIR Chapter 5.9.2, Police Protection, which has been updated as part 

of  this FEIR. Public nuisances would be responded to in accordance with applicable 

District practices and policies, and the Los Angeles County Sheriff ’s Department would 

respond to reports of  illegal activities on public rights-of-way. The District currently 

provides security guards onsite during events and games, including private security and at 

least one law enforcement officer, and will continue to do so as part of  the proposed 

project. Additionally, the proposed project would incorporate an event traffic control plan 

(Mitigation Measure T-1) that would require District school safety traffic control 

personnel to be available to direct event traffic to and from available designated parking 

areas and that traffic officers be stationed at the intersections to help improve traffic flow 

and ensure public safety during peak travel times. Incorporation of  this mitigation 

measure would advance the flow of  traffic. This comment does not address the adequacy 

of  the DEIR, and further response is not warranted. 

R30-8 The commenter expresses their opposition to the project and emphasizes that the DEIR 

determined that impacts related to noise, lights, and parking are unavoidable. The 

commenter is correct that the DEIR determined that impacts related to parking, 

operational-related noise, and lighting are significant and unavoidable. This comment does 

not address the adequacy of  the DEIR and further response is not warranted. 

The commenter states that the proposed project is a misuse of  Measure S funds. The 

comment does not address the adequacy of  the DEIR, and further response is not 

warranted.  

R30-9 The commenter states that Measure S funds should go toward building robust education 

facilities instead of  the proposed project. This comment does not address the adequacy 

of  the DEIR, and further response is not warranted. 
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R31. Response to Comments from Luis Granados, received February 23, 2021. 

R31-1 The commenter expresses their concern and opposition to the proposed project and states 

that the proposed project would impact their quality of  life. The commenter states that 

the neighborhood experienced constant vehicle and foot traffic before the pandemic. The 

commenter lists concerns regarding noise, trash, and unknown persons strolling their 

neighborhood. Refer to responses to comment letter R30 for a discussion of  these topics. 

No specific comments regarding the DEIR’s evaluation of  these topics have been 

provided by the commenter. CEQA Guidelines Section 15204 (a) outlines parameters for 

submitting comments and reminds persons and public agencies that the focus of  review 

and comment of  DEIRs should be “on the sufficiency of  the document in identifying 

and analyzing possible impacts on the environment and ways in which significant effects 

of  the project might be avoided or mitigated.” Because no specific comments about the 

adequacy of  the DEIR are provided, no further response is warranted. 

The commenter asks if  persons above Foothill Boulevard are concerned about the 

proposed project. All comments received are included in this FEIR. The commenter asks 

GUSD to reconsider the proposed project. The District will consider all comments and 

recommendations as part of  its decision-making for this project. The comment does not 

address the adequacy of  the DEIR, and further response is not warranted. 
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R32. Response to Comments from Rosemary Johnston, received March 1, 2021. 

R32-1 The commenter states that their opposition to the proposed project. The commenter 

expresses their concerns over the DEIR’s conclusions regarding lighting, parking, and 

noise. The commenter states that the proposed project does not have a safety plan nor a 

traffic plan. The commenter expresses their concerns regarding lighting, noise, parking, 

security, trash and vandalism, and states that these problems will become worse with the 

proposed project.  

The commenter accurately explains that DEIR determined that the proposed project 

would result in a significant and unavoidable impact related to light, spectator-related 

noise, and parking. No specific comments regarding the DEIR’s evaluation of  these topics 

have been provided by the commenter. CEQA Guidelines Section 15204 (a) outlines 

parameters for submitting comments and reminds persons and public agencies that the 

focus of  review and comment of  DEIRs should be “on the sufficiency of  the document 

in identifying and analyzing possible impacts on the environment and ways in which 

significant effects of  the project might be avoided or mitigated.” As no specific comments 

are provided, no further response is warranted. 

The public nuisances related to security, trash, and vandalism would be responded to in 

accordance with applicable District practices and policies, and the Los Angeles County 

Sheriff ’s Department would respond to reports of  illegal activities on public rights-of-

way. Additionally, the District provides security guards onsite during events and games, 

including private security and at least one law enforcement officer, and will continue to do 

so as part of  the proposed project. The comment does not address the adequacy of  the 

DEIR, and no changes to the EIR are warranted. 

R32-2  The commenter states that the proposed project would result in a huge impact to 

surrounding streets, neighborhoods, and businesses, particularly with CVHS facilities 

being rented out. The commenter states that historically the District’s oversight has been 

poor and this has led to violations of  sound ordinances, parking ordinances, and hours of  

operation. The commenter states that the proposed project would be rented out. As 

discussed in Section 3.3.3, Use and Scheduling, of  the DEIR, the proposed project may be 

rented to outside organizations and sporting groups consistent with the rules and 

regulations of  the Civic Center Act through a permitting process and for a fee. Each 

request to use the sports field would be reviewed and approved by the District 

administration. The public nuisance described by the comment would be responded to in 

accordance with applicable District practices and policies, and/or controlled by Los 

Angeles County Sheriff ’s Department. The comment does not address the adequacy of  

the DEIR and no changes to the EIR are warranted. 

R32-3 The commenter explains that CVHS was originally a middle school, and they have lived 

next to the school for 35 years. The commenter states that through past constructions and 
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remodeling efforts their driveway was destroyed by truck traffic, and they dealt with noise 

and disruptions. The commenter states that they have been supportive of  the 

constructions and remodeling efforts in the past. The commenter states that they are 

willing to enter into reasonable conversation about improvements that include 

consideration for light, noise, parking, safety and traffic. The commenter states that 

current plans do not offer responses to real concerns that the neighborhood has. The 

commenter requests that GUSD look at alternative plans and strategies to address the 

impacts of  the proposed project. The commenter expresses their opposition to the 

proposed project. 

  The commenter lists general concerns related to light, noise, parking, safety, and traffic. 

The DEIR evaluated two alternatives to the proposed project that may reduce 

environmental impacts, including a no project alternative and a bleacher and field 

improvements with no lighting alternative (See Chapter 7, Alternatives to the Proposed Project). 

The District will consider all comments and recommendations as part of  its decision-

making for this project. This comment does not address the adequacy of  the DEIR, and 

no further response is warranted. 
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R33. Response to Comments from Dan and Julia Molina, received March 2, 2021. 

R33-1 The commenters state that CVHS should emphasize the planning and relieving of  future 

parking and litter problems caused by the proposed project. The proposed project’s 

impact on parking is analyzed in Chapter 5.10, Transportation. Mitigation Measure T-1 was 

incorporated to reduce the proposed project’s impact on parking; nevertheless, the 

proposed project was found to result in a significant and unavoidable impact after 

implementation of  the mitigation measure. Regarding litter, CVHS currently provides and 

will continue to provide trash cans along Ramsdell Avenue and will provide trash 

receptacles onsite for trash disposal. No specific comments regarding the DEIR’s 

evaluation of  these topics have been provided by the commenter. No further response is 

warranted. 

The commenters state that if  the school lives in harmony with the surrounding 

neighborhood, it would benefit the school in the future. No specific comments regarding 

the DEIR’s evaluation of  these topics have been provided by the commenter. No further 

response is warranted. 
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R34. Response to Comments from Maria [Last Name Missing], received March 2, 2021. 

R34-1 The commenter expresses general concerns related to parking, lights, noise, trash, and 

safety. No specific comments regarding the DEIR’s evaluation of  these topics have been 

provided by the commenter. CEQA Guidelines Section 15204 (a) outlines parameters for 

submitting comments and reminds persons and public agencies that the focus of  review 

and comment of  DEIRs should be “on the sufficiency of  the document in identifying 

and analyzing possible impacts on the environment and ways in which significant effects 

of  the project might be avoided or mitigated.” As no specific comments are provided, no 

further response is warranted. 
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R35. Response to Comments from Talin Yeganians, received March 3, 2021.1 

R35-1 The commenter states that the proposed project is mainly being pushed by people who 

do not live near the school and would not be affected the proposed project. The 

commenter states that the Board of  Education and the District should listen to the people 

who will be affected most. The commenter states that they disagree with the argument 

brought up by parents that they should have been aware of  the consequences of  buying 

a property near a school. The District will consider all comments and recommendations 

as part of  its decision-making for this project, including both comments raised by parents 

and nearby residents. This comment does not address the adequacy of  the DEIR and 

further response is not warranted. 

R35-2 The commenter describes existing parking limitations experienced by residents and 

explains why CVHS should not host games. The commenter asks if  CVHS player parents 

have permission to park at the church. The commenter states that the proposed project 

would create a burden for the neighbors. The proposed project’s impacts on parking is 

analyzed in Chapter 5.10, Transportation, of  the DEIR. The DEIR identified mitigation 

measure T-1, which would require the implementation of  a traffic control plan for large 

events; however, impacts would remain significant and unavoidable. The event traffic 

control plan, which will identify available parking off-street areas that can be secured 

and/or leased by the District during capacity events. If  the securing of  additional off-

street parking supplies such as at the Community Life Church is feasible, as recommended 

in the parking analysis, the parking demand on on-street areas and associated effects—

including vehicles traveling to and from on-street parking areas—could be reduced. The 

DEIR properly discloses the proposed project’s impact on parking, and no changes to the 

DEIR are warranted. 

R35-3 The commenter disagrees with the comparison between CVHS and Glendale High 

School. The commenter states that noise and lighting concerns caused by the proposed 

project are not comparable to Glendale High School. The commenter reiterates that they 

could not have foreseen the proposed project when they bought their house 20 years ago. 

The DEIR states that the proposed project would allow for the relocations of  CVHS 

sporting events, currently held at Glendale High School, to the project site. The DEIR 

does not compare the proposed project to Glendale High School. The DEIR evaluates 

the proposed project’s impacts related to noise and lighting in Chapters 5.8, Noise, and 5.1, 

Aesthetics, respectively. This comment does not address the adequacy of  the DEIR and 

further response is not warranted. 

R35-4 The commenter disagrees with arguments that parents brought up during the scoping 

meeting, including that they do not want to drive to Glendale. The commenter states that 

the proposed project would cause them to suffer to up to 12:00 am. The proposed project 

 
1 Duplicate letter received March 27, 2021.  
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would have hours of  operation to 10:00 pm and would not extend to 12:00 am (refer to 

Chapter 3, Project Description, of  the DEIR). This comment does not address the adequacy 

of  the DEIR and further response is not warranted. 

R35-5 The commenter states that while the proposed project would close at 10:00 pm, event 

goers would hang out in the neighborhood much later. The commenter states that this 

poses a safety concern, including fights and vandalism. The commenter states that this 

would be a burden on the police department. The commenter requests that the project be 

denied. Public safety is addressed in DEIR Chapter 5.9.2, Police Protection, which has been 

updated as part of  this FEIR. Public nuisances would be responded to in accordance with 

applicable District practices and policies, and the Los Angeles County Sheriff ’s 

Department would respond to reports of  illegal activities on public rights-of-way. 

Additionally, the District provides security guards onsite during events and games, 

including private security and at least one law enforcement officer, and will continue to do 

so as part of  the proposed project. This comment does not address the adequacy of  the 

DEIR and further response is not warranted. 

  



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

2. Response to Comments 

September 2021 Page 2-159 

LETTER R36 – Rob Skinnell (1 page) 

 



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

2. Response to Comments 

Page 2-160 PlaceWorks 

This page intentionally left blank. 

  



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

2. Response to Comments 

September 2021 Page 2-161 

R36. Response to Comments from Rob Skinnell, received March 5, 2021 

R36-1 The commenter expresses their disapproval of  the proposed project. The commenter 

states that trash and traffic get worse every year. The commenter states that people have 

parked across their driveway. The commenter states that the proposed project would make 

these problems worse. The public nuisance described by the comment would be 

responded to in accordance with applicable District practices and policies, and the Los 

Angeles County Sheriff ’s Department would respond to reports of  illegal activities on 

public rights-of-way. The District provides security guards onsite during events and games, 

including private security and at least one law enforcement officer, and will continue to do 

so as part of  the proposed project. Additionally, Mitigation Measure T-1 would include an 

event traffic control plan that would assess the need for traffic officers to be stationed at 

key intersections/locations to assist in alleviating illegal parking.  

R36-2 The commenter expresses concerns related to light and noise pollution. The commenter 

states that events would start and end at all hours. The commenter expresses concern 

about vandalism and reduction of  property values.  

The proposed project’s impacts related to light and noise are analyzed and discussed in 

EIR Chapters 5.1, Aesthetics, and 5.8, Noise, respectively. These sections properly disclose 

that the proposed project would result in a significant and unavoidable impact to light and 

spectator-related noise (see Impacts 5.1-2 and 5.8-2, respectively). No specific comments 

regarding the DEIR’s evaluation of  these topics have been provided by the commenter. 

CEQA Guidelines Section 15204 (a) outlines parameters for submitting comments and 

reminds persons and public agencies that the focus of  review and comment of  DEIRs 

should be “on the sufficiency of  the document in identifying and analyzing possible 

impacts on the environment and ways in which significant effects of  the project might be 

avoided or mitigated.” As no specific comments are provided, no further response is 

warranted. 

The proposed project’s hours of  operation are discussed in Chapter 3, Project Description. 

The proposed hours of  operation are 7:00 am to 10:00 pm Monday through Friday, and 

8:00 am to 10:00 pm on Saturday (see page 3-9 of  the DEIR and refer to Section 3.3.3, 

Use and Scheduling). The DEIR adequately discusses the operation and use of  the proposed 

project, and no changes to the EIR are warranted. 

With regard to vandalism, illegal activities would be controlled and responded to in 

accordance with applicable District practices and policies if  occurring on District property 

and the Los Angeles County Sheriff ’s Department if  occurring outside of  District 

property. The comment does not address the adequacy of  the DEIR and no changes to 

the EIR are warranted. The commenter’s concern about property values points to an 

economic-related effect. Although economic and social effect of  the project may be 

included in the EIR, evidence of  social or economic impacts that do not contribute to or 
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are not caused by physical impacts on the environment are beyond the scope of  CEQA 

(CEQA Guidelines 15131, PRC 21082.2(2)). This comment does not address the adequacy 

of  the DEIR and further response is not warranted. 

R36-3 The commenter states that they attended the public meeting about the proposed project 

before the pandemic started. The commenter states that public meeting was a publicity 

stunt and no one in charge were serious about community concerns. The commenter 

expresses their disapproval of  the proposed project. All comments received during the 

scoping meeting held on March 5, 2020, at CVHS and during the public comment period 

were reviewed and considered for the preparation of  the DEIR. The District will consider 

all comments and recommendations as part of  its decision-making for this project. This 

comment does not address the adequacy of  the DEIR, and further response is not 

warranted. 
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R37. Response to Comments from Alex Stupakis, received March 5, 2021. 

R37-1 The commenter expresses their support for the proposed project. The commenter states 

that they disagree with the word usages that put the proposed project in a negative light. 

The terminology to determine the significance of  environmental impacts is consistent 

with the requirements of  CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines.  

R37-2 The commenter states that the project description does not explain the quantity of  

available parking that could be available for events. The commenter states that such an 

explanation could appease concerns raised by neighbors about parking. Chapter 3, Project 

Description, provides an overview of  available parking for the proposed project. Chapter 

5.10, Transportation, provides a thorough discussion of  parking availability, including a 

parking analysis (which is included in the Traffic Study, DEIR Appendix F). Section 

5.10.1.2, Existing Roadway Network, provides the quantity of  available existing parking 

spaces. Mitigation Measure T-1 requires preparation of  an event traffic control plan, which 

shall determine additional parking spaces at nearby vacant or underutilized parking lots 

and require that District school safety traffic control personnel be available to direct event 

traffic to and from available designated parking areas. The DEIR adequately addresses 

existing parking, and no further response is required.  

R37-3 The commenter accurately quotes the last sentence from the “Environmental 

Description” section of  the notice of  availability (NOA), presumably regarding significant 

and unavoidable lighting impacts. The commenter disagrees with this statement and states 

that modern lighting would be more aesthetically pleasing than the existing lighting. See 

response to comment R25-1, provided by the same commenter. The DEIR adequately 

analyses light trespass, and no further response is required. 

R37-4 The commenter disagrees that spectator-related noise would result in a significant and 

unavoidable impact. The commenter states that spectator noise at games is infrequent, 

and games would be lucky to have 1,400 in attendance. The commenter states that loud 

cheering is very rare. Refer to comment R29-5 for a discussion of  spectator noise. This 

issue is adequately addressed in the DEIR, and no changes are warranted. 

R37-5 The commenter states that the NOA was poorly written and was very negative. The NOA 

is a document required by CEQA, and the content of  the NOA is set forth in CEQA 

Guidelines Section 15087(c). The NOA includes the required information and adequately 

discloses and summarizes the project description and main determinations of  the 

proposed project, using the appropriate terminology. The commenter believes that the 

benefits that the proposed project would bring to the school—such as cost reduction, 

better use of  time, and Thursday games—far outweigh its impacts. The commenter states 

that these improvements are long overdue and necessary. Although economic and social 

effect of  the project may be included in the EIR, evidence of  social or economic impacts 

that do not contribute to or are not caused by physical impacts on the environment are 
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beyond the scope of  CEQA (CEQA Guidelines 15131, PRC 21082.2(2)). This comment 

does not address the adequacy of  the DEIR, and further response is not warranted. 
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R38. Response to Comments from Tab Artis, received March 5, 2021. 

R38-1 The commenter describes their relationship with CVHS and states their support for the 

proposed project. The commenter does not raise comments related to the DEIR, and no 

further response is warranted. 
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R39. Response to Comments from Hovsep Barseghian, received March 6, 2021. 

R39-1 The commenter indicates that they have previously given their opinion on the project. 

The commenter is opposed to the project. The commenter does not address the adequacy 

of  the DEIR and further response is not warranted. 
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R40. Response to Comments from Joseph Johnston, received March 7, 2021. 

R40-1 This comment serves as an introduction to the letter and the commenter’s position on the 

proposed project. The commenter does not think that the Glendale School Board cares 

about its neighbors and points to the construction of  La Crescenta Elementary School as 

an example. This comment does not address the adequacy of  the DEIR, and no further 

response is warranted. 

R40-2 The commenter states that the proposed project would affect every aspect of  their homes 

and neighborhood. The commenter states that the proposed project would cause noise 

from football games on Friday and Saturday nights. The commenter states that the School 

Board will rent out the field to every school that needs a field. Noise caused by the 

proposed project, including noise generated by football games, is analyzed in DEIR 

Chapter 5.8, Noise. Additionally, DEIR Chapter 3, Project Description, states that the 

proposed project would be used by the CVHS, outside sporting groups (as permitted by 

CVHS), and the public under the rules and regulations of  the Civic Center Act through a 

permitting process and for a fee. The commenter does not address the adequacy of  the 

DEIR and further response is not warranted. 

R40-3 The commenter expresses their dislike of  the proposed project’s lighting. An analysis of  

impacts related to lighting, including the identification of  mitigation measures, is included 

in Chapter 5.1, Aesthetics. The comment does not address the adequacy of  the DEIR and 

further response is not warranted. 

R40-4 The commenter states that pedestrian traffic would be relentless. The commenter states 

that people walk down the middle of  the street, block driveways, and race up and down 

the street. The commenter states that people litter before and after the games. The public 

nuisance described by the comment would be responded to in accordance with applicable 

District practices and policies, and the Los Angeles County Sheriff ’s Department would 

respond to reports of  illegal activities on public rights-of-way. Additionally, the District 

provides security guards onsite during events and games, including private security and at 

least one law enforcement officer, and will continue to do so as part of  the proposed 

project. The comment does not address the adequacy of  the DEIR, and no changes to 

the EIR are warranted. 

R40-5 The commenter expresses concerns about the lighting staying on past 10:00 pm. As 

discussed in Mitigation Measure AE-1 (as modified as part of  the FEIR), the proposed 

project lighting would automatically shut off  at 10:00 pm. Additionally, the District would 

provide a voicemail phone number to call in the event lights remain on past 10:00 pm, or 

to report any (non-emergency) incidents related to use of  the field for large events. The 

District will manage and respond to all calls received. The proposed project’s impacts 

related to lighting is analyzed in Chapter 5.1, Aesthetics. As disclosed, the proposed project’s 

light-related impacts would result in a significant and unavoidable impact after 
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incorporation of  Mitigation Measure AE-1. The DEIR adequately discloses potential 

impacts to adjacent residences from lighting. No specific comments regarding the DEIR’s 

evaluation of  this topic have been provided by the commenter. No further response is 

required. 

R40-6 The commenter disagrees with the claim that they should have considered the project 

when they purchased their home. This comment does not address the adequacy of  the 

DEIR, and no further response is required. The commenter also states that the proposed 

project would increase public safety concerns and vandalism. The commenter states that 

the LA County Sheriff ’s Department has provided inadequate response in the past. Public 

safety is addressed in DEIR Chapter 5.9, Public Services, which has been updated as part of  

this FEIR. The comment does not address the adequacy of  analysis contained the DEIR. 

Therefore, no changes to the EIR are warranted. 

R40-7 The commenter states that they are a retired Hollywood sound man and know more about 

sound than the EIR experts. The commenter further states that crowd noise will be very 

loud and disruptive. Crowd noise and PA system noise were modeled using the 

SoundPLAN model, as explained in the DEIR, which is an industry-standard software 

program for noise modeling and sound propagation. The DEIR finds that project 

operational noise related to events at the field would remain significant and unavoidable 

even with all feasible mitigation implemented. 

 The commenter requests a 25-foot sound wall at the project eastern boundary. Per 

Mitigation Measure N-2, the District would be required to retain an acoustical consultant 

during the final design of  the PA system to reduce noise impacts to the degree feasible 

through measures that may include but are not limited to a sound wall along the property 

line to the east and recommendations for the final location of  speakers/light poles. Prior 

to the first sports field event, the PA system contractor will perform a system check to 

verify that spill-over noise is minimized in the adjacent community. The comment does 

not address the adequacy of  analysis contained the DEIR. Therefore, no changes to the 

EIR are warranted. 

R40-8 The commenter states that the Glendale School Board knew that there would be 

opposition to the proposed project and pared down the physical dimensions to quell angry 

neighbors. The commenter states that the grandstand capacity will be smaller and would 

not give persons a place to sit, which would lead to more meandering and mischief. As 

discussed in the DEIR, the proposed project would provide a bleacher capacity of  3,442 

seats, which is sufficient capacity to accommodate spectators. The comment expresses 

general opposition to the project and does not address the adequacy of  analysis contained 

the DEIR. Therefore, no changes to the EIR are warranted. 
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R41. Response to Comments from Bridgit Johnston, received March 7, 2021.  

R41-1 The commenter states their opposition to the proposed project. They reference the 100-

foot-tall light poles that are proposed and state no mitigation is possible. However, the 

DEIR includes Mitigation Measure AE-1, which would require shielding and directing of  

lighting, and automatic shutoff  of  lights at 10:00 pm. Even though this mitigation is a 

requirement of  the project, lighting levels would still exceed thresholds, and impacts 

would remain significant. The DEIR adequately discloses the potential impacts and 

mitigation measures. 

R41-2 The commenter states no additional parking structure or transportation is provided, and 

that all parking is street parking. They incorrectly state that no mitigation is included. 

Mitigation Measure T-1 requires preparation of  an event traffic control plan. The plan 

shall determine additional parking spaces at nearby vacant or underutilized parking lots 

and require that District school safety traffic control personnel be available to direct event 

traffic to and from available designated parking areas. The DEIR adequately discloses the 

potential impacts and mitigation measures. 

R41-3 The commenter states there is no safety or security plan, and no plans to mitigate impacts. 

The threshold for determining significant environmental effects in the DEIR is as follows 

(as stated on page 5.9-6 of  the DEIR): 

According to Appendix G of  the CEQA Guidelines, a project would normally have a 

significant effect on the environment if  the project would: 

PP-1 Result in a substantial adverse physical impact associated with the provisions of  new or 

physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered governmental 

facilities, the construction of  which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to 

maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for police 

protection services. 

The DEIR has also been updated to reflect the ongoing coordination with the Los 

Angeles County Sheriff ’s Department (see response to comment A2-2 and Chapter 3, 

Revisions to the DEIR). 

R41-4 The commenter states there is no traffic planning or control. They incorrectly state no 

mitigation is included. Mitigation Measure T-1 requires preparation of  an event traffic 

control plan. The plan shall determine additional parking spaces at nearby vacant or 

underutilized parking lots and require that District school safety traffic control personnel 

be available to direct event traffic to and from available designated parking areas. The 

DEIR adequately discloses the potential impacts and mitigation measures. The comment 

does not address the adequacy of  the DEIR; therefore, no changes to the EIR are 

warranted. 
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R41-5 The commenter states no mitigation is possible for noise. Mitigation Measure N-2 requires 

the District to retain an acoustical consultant during the final design of  the PA system to 

reduce noise to the degree feasible, including but not limited to the construction of  a 

sound wall along the eastern property line and relocation of  the speakers/poles closer to 

the bleachers. This measure would reduce noise-related impacts to the extent feasible. 

However, in order to be conservative, the DEIR concludes that impacts would remain 

significant. CEQA Guidelines Section 15204 (a) outlines parameters for submitting 

comments and reminds persons and public agencies that the focus of  review and 

comment of  DEIRs should be “on the sufficiency of  the document in identifying and 

analyzing possible impacts on the environment and ways in which significant effects of  

the project might be avoided or mitigated.” As no specific comments are provided, no 

further response is warranted. 

R41-6 The commenter states that there is no oversight of  the current track/field usage. This 

comment does not address the project as described in the DEIR or the adequacy of  the 

DEIR. Therefore, no changes to the DEIR are warranted. 

R41-7 The commenter expresses ongoing (pre-project) concerns regarding 

school/neighborhood issues, including trash, noise, parking, and safety. The commenter 

indicates the project site was intended for use as a middle school. These comments have 

been reviewed by the District as part of  the decision-making process for the proposed 

project. The comment does not address the adequacy of  the DEIR; therefore, no changes 

to the EIR are warranted. 

R41-8 The commenter believes the proposed use schedule for the field will not be adhered to 

and reiterates neighborhood concerns about ongoing activities. These comments have 

been reviewed by the District as part of  the decision-making process for the proposed 

project. The comment does not address the adequacy of  the DEIR; therefore, no changes 

to the EIR are warranted. 
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R42. Response to Comments from Matt Tanaka, received March 7, 2021.  

R42-1 The first paragraph serves an introduction to the comment letter. The commenter 

indicates that the proposed project would have a negative impact on their home and 

neighbors’ homes. The commenter raises concerns about parking and states that there is 

no plan to help with parking issues on streets around the high school. The parking analysis 

did not assume more than 236 spaces would be available in off-street parking lots, 

including the main school lot, and therefore provided a conservative effects analysis. The 

project parking analysis (in Appendix F to the DEIR) assumed what was estimated to be 

typical aspects of  arriving spectators of  major events at the facility, including average 

passengers per vehicle and percentage split for automobile trips out of  total trips. The 

analysis assumed an at-capacity event in order to provide a conservative analysis, which is 

expected to occur only during certain varsity games and championship games. The District 

will implement an event traffic control plan (Mitigation Measure T-1), which will include 

available parking off-street areas that can be secured and/or leased by the District during 

capacity events. No further response is warranted. 

R42-2 The commenter states that the traffic study did not examine all of  the immediate streets 

around CVHS, including the width of  those streets, lighting, sidewalks, etc. The 

commenter states that the traffic study occurred during the pandemic and does not 

capture normal traffic. The commenter does not provide suggestion for specific streets 

that should have been included in the study. The parking study assumed that on-street 

parking could occur where it is permitted now under existing parking regulations. Access 

to and from neighborhoods on expected routes to and from the school site and local 

parking areas were examined at the study intersection locations. The traffic and parking 

data was collected in March of  2019, prior to restrictions implemented in March of  2020 

in response to the COVID pandemic. No further response is required. 

R42-3 The commenter states that pedestrians would be at higher risk due to additional traffic 

and jaywalking. Pedestrian routes to and from the campus were reviewed in the 

documentation of  existing conditions, including the presence of  striped and signed 

crosswalks and/or signalized crossing locations at intersections on major roadways. No 

lack of  crosswalks or controlled locations was identified, and no changes to the DEIR are 

warranted. 

R42-4 The commenter states that the study only mentions a “few” home games and that 

additional impacts of  other sporting events and external stadium usage is not completely 

understood. Section 3.3.3, Use and Scheduling, discusses the proposed uses that would occur 

at the proposed project. Refer to Table 3-2 in the DEIR for an outline of  the events, 

number of  events, days of  the week, time, number of  spectators, number of  participants, 

and use of  outdoor lighting. The proposed project would allow football-related events at 

CVHS. All other events currently occur at CVHS, and the proposed project would not 

change these events. No changes to the DEIR and no further response are warranted. 
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R42-5 The commenter lists general concerns regarding light, noise, and trash. Refer to responses 

to Letter R30 for a discussion of  these topics. No specific comments regarding the DEIR’s 

evaluation of  these topics have been provided by the commenter. CEQA Guidelines 

Section 15204 (a) outlines parameters for submitting comments and reminds persons and 

public agencies that the focus of  review and comment of  DEIRs should be “on the 

sufficiency of  the document in identifying and analyzing possible impacts on the 

environment and ways in which significant effects of  the project might be avoided or 

mitigated.” Because no specific comments are provided, no further response is warranted. 

R42-6 The commenter states that there are several gaps in the EIR, including traffic and parking. 

The commenter reiterates that the traffic study is unrealistic and not representative of  

existing conditions; however, no specific lack of  information or incorrect information is 

identified by the commenter (see also response to comment R42-1 and R42-2, above). 

The commenter reiterates that information on usage is lacking; see response to comment 

R42-4, above. The commenter is correct that the CEQA process for the proposed project 

must be complete before the proposed project can be constructed.  

R42-7 This comment serves as a conclusion to the comment letter. The commenter states that 

the issues that they raised need to be addressed prior to the project moving forward. The 

commenter requests a mitigation plan for each of  their concerns. 

As part of  the District’s potential approval of  the project, they would adopt a Mitigation 

Monitoring and Reporting Plan, which requires that all identified mitigation measures be 

implemented and followed. A summary of  identified mitigation measures, including 

mitigation measures related to light, noise, and transportation, is provided in Table 1-2 of  

the DEIR. Additionally, each mitigation measure is discussed in its appropriate section. 

The commenter does not provide specific comments on the identified mitigation 

measures. No further response is warranted. 
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R43. Response to Comments from Ali Cooper, received March 7, 2021.  

R43-1 The commenter forwards Matthew Tanaka’s comment letter (included as letter R42 in this 

FEIR) and states that they agree with the letter. The commenter discusses that Evelyn 

Street is very narrow and when cars park on both sides of  the street, two cars cannot pass. 

This commenter expresses concern with this in regard to safety and accessibility for 

emergency vehicles. 

 As discussed in Chapter 5.10, Transportation, of  the DEIR, the proposed project would 

prepare a traffic control plan (Mitigation Measure T-1). Mitigation measure T-1 would 

require documentation of  off-street parking supplies, placement of  signage of  available 

event parking areas, traffic control personnel, and traffic officers during events to improve 

traffic flow and public safety, which would in turn facilitate the passage of  emergency 

vehicles. Additionally, Mitigation Measure T-1 was updated to include consideration of  

use of  a shuttle service during events if  offsite lots are used, which could reduce local 

street parking concerns. Refer to responses to letter R42 for responses Matthew Tanaka’s 

letter, which was forwarded as part of  this commenter’s letter. No specific comments 

about the DEIR are provided, and no further response is warranted. 
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R44. Response to Comments from John Cooper, received March 7, 2021.  

R44-1 The commenter forwards Matthew Tanaka’s comment letter (included as letter R42 in this 

FEIR) and states that they agree with the comment letter. The commenter states that they 

are concerned about the unanswered questions in the environmental impact report but 

does not elaborate or provide additional comments beyond Matthew Tanaka’s letter. Refer 

to responses to letter R42. No further response is necessary. 
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R45. Response to Comments from Philip Moore, received March 7, 2021.  

R45-1 This letter is a duplicate of  comment letter A30. Refer to responses to letter R30. 
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R46. Response to Comments from Alec Derhonanessian, received March 8, 2021.  

R46-1 The commenter provides opposition to the project, indicating they live in proximity to 

CVHS. They cite general project concerns regarding parking, safety, traffic, trash, and 

noise. These comments have been reviewed by the District as part of  the decision-making 

process for the proposed project. The comment does not address the adequacy of  the 

DEIR; therefore, no changes to the EIR are warranted. 
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R47. Response to Comments from Peter Roses, received March 8, 2021.  

R47-1 The commenter is a longtime resident of  the community and states that they have 

extensive knowledge of  the surrounding area and local environment. The commenter 

express their discontent about the public review process occurring during COVID. A 

public, in-person scoping meeting was held on March 5, 2020, at the CVHS Auditorium. 

Due to COVID restrictions, the subsequent public meeting during the public review 

period were held virtually on February 17, 2021. During the public review period (January 

21, 2021, to March 8, 2021), public comments were accepted in various formats, including 

letters, emails, voicemails, and verbal comments during the public meeting. All comments 

received during the public comment period have been responded to in this Final EIR. No 

specific comments about the DEIR are provided, and no further response is warranted. 

R47-2 The commenter states that the DEIR does not provide a construction schedule nor 

analyze impacts to local streets during construction, which would require heavy machinery 

access and a construction crew. Additionally, the commenter states that the DEIR does 

not address a substantial construction crew needing food, toilets, and security. 

 The construction schedule is discussed in Section 3.3.2, Project Phasing, of  the DEIR. 

Additionally, as stated in DEIR Chapter 5.8, Noise, construction would comply with the 

County of  Los Angeles Municipal Code requirements for construction activities, which 

would limit construction work to the hours of  7:00 am to 7:00 pm weekdays and 

Saturdays. Construction is prohibited on Sundays and holidays. As discussed in DEIR 

Chapter 5.10, Transportation, lane closures are not anticipated, and no off-site roadway 

improvements are required or proposed that would have the potential to interrupt area 

circulation or redirect traffic during construction. Once material is delivered, all 

construction activities would occur on-site and would not disrupt local streets. 

 Additionally, the construction contractor would be required to prepare a construction 

traffic control plan that would ensure that construction activities would not impede with 

on- and off-site access and circulation for emergency vehicles and services during the 

construction phase. Construction of  the proposed project is not anticipated to require a 

substantial number of  workers, since construction workers’ presence on-site would be 

limited to their respective specialty and construction phase. Construction workers would 

be served by existing facilities on-site, including restrooms. Construction workers would 

be required to adhere to District policies regarding security and would be served by the 

Los Angeles Sheriff ’s Department should an emergency situation arise. 

R47-3 The commenter asks if  the intent of  the proposed project is to allow for football games 

at the high school. The commenter requests that the GUSD Board look at Saint Francis 

Football Field lighting to see the level of  lighting the neighborhood would be subject to. 

As discussed in Chapter 3, Project Description, of  the DEIR, objectives of  the proposed 

project include enhancing opportunities for after-school athletic and extracurricular 
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activities and allowing home football games on campus. The DEIR analyzes the proposed 

project’s lighting-related impacts in Chapter 5.1, Aesthetics. The DEIR implements 

Mitigation Measure AE-1 to reduce lighting impacts on the surrounding community; 

however, the DEIR acknowledges that lighting impacts remain significant and 

unavoidable. No specific comments about the DEIR are provided, and no further 

response is warranted. 

R47-4 The commenter discusses their opposition to the proposed project. The commenter states 

that the disclosure of  “significant and unavoidable impacts” are buried under 

Environmental Determination. The environmental conclusions of  significant and 

unavoidable impacts are not buried. The commenter is referring to the “Environmental 

Determination” section in the Notice of  Availability and not the DEIR. Throughout the 

DEIR, including the executive summary and each environmental topic chapter, the 

proposed project’s impacts are clearly stated. 

 The commenter asks how the Board can support a project that would have negative 

impacts on a community already burdened by insufficient parking and illegal parking; 

create spectator noise, trash, and personal and property safety hazards; and flood the 

neighborhood with lighting. The commenter asks how the Board balances the benefits of  

the proposed project with the detriment of  the community. The District will consider all 

comments and recommendations as part of  its decision-making for this project. If  the 

District decides to adopt the EIR and approve the project, it will also be required to adopt 

“Findings” and a “Statement of  Overriding Considerations.” CEQA requires decision-

makers to balance the benefits of  the proposed project against its unavoidable 

environmental risks when determining whether to approve the project. If  the benefits of  

the project outweigh the unavoidable adverse effects, those effects may be considered 

“acceptable” (CEQA Guidelines Section 15093[a]). CEQA requires the agency to support, 

in writing, the specific reasons for considering a project acceptable when significant 

impacts are infeasible to mitigate. Such reasons must be based on substantial evidence in 

the FEIR or elsewhere in the administrative record (CEQA Guidelines Section 15093 [b]).  
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R48. Response to Comments from Emily Johnston, received March 8, 2021.  

R48-1 The commenter states that they are a longtime resident and neighbor in the community. 

The commenter requests that letters received on the project are regarded with attention 

and seriousness. All comments received during the public comment period have been 

responded to in this Final EIR and will be provided to the District Board of  Education 

for review when considering whether to approve the project. 
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R49. Response to Comments from Beth Johnston, received March 8, 2021.  

R49-1 The commenter states that they have concerns about the project as currently proposed. 

The commenter states that there is not possible mitigation for lights, increased foot traffic 

and parking, no security plan, and noise. The commenter requests solutions for these 

impacts. The commenter supports creating a positive environment for students and 

understands the need to compromise. The commenter requests that the District creates a 

plan that considers the school’s neighbors. 

 Lighting is addressed in Chapter 5.1, Aesthetics, of  the DEIR. The DEIR incorporates 

Mitigation Measure AE-1 to reduce lighting impacts (as revised in this FEIR), and the 

proposed project’s lighting impacts are determined to be significant and unavoidable. Foot 

traffic and parking are in Section 5.10, Transportation, of  the DEIR. The DEIR 

incorporates Mitigation Measure T-1 to address parking impacts, and the proposed 

project’s parking impacts are determined to be significant and unavoidable. Public safety 

is addressed in DEIR Chapter 5.9, Public Services, which has been updated as part of  this 

FEIR. Noise is addressed in Chapter 5.8, Noise. The DEIR outlines mitigation measures 

for noise (N-1 and N-2). N-2 includes preparing a noise control plan. With 

implementation of  Mitigation Measure N-2, noise impacts related to the period operation-

related noise would be significant and unavoidable. The commenter does not address 

specific issues within these topic areas, and as shown, these issues are addressed in the 

DEIR, and mitigation measures are incorporated where necessary. Nevertheless, the 

DEIR acknowledges that impacts related to light, parking, and operational noise would 

be significant and unavoidable. The comment does not propose additional mitigation 

measures nor does the comment address the adequacy of  existing mitigation measures. 

Therefore, no changes to the EIR are warranted. 
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R50. Response to Comments from Richard Denzin, received March 8, 2021.  

R50-1 The commenter states their opposition to the proposed project. The commenter states 

that the lighting and public address system would reduce the use and fiscal value of  their 

house. Additionally, the commenter states that the hours of  operations of  the proposed 

project would result in continuous traffic and parking issues for the residents. Although 

economic and social effects of  the project may be included in the EIR, evidence of  social 

or economic impacts that do not contribute to or are not caused by physical impacts on 

the environment are beyond the scope of  CEQA (CEQA Guidelines 15131, PRC 

21082.2(2)). Transportation and parking are addressed in DEIR Chapter 5.10, 

Transportation. No specific comments about the DEIR are provided, and no further 

response is warranted. 

R50-2 The commenter states that they have seen the high school along with the elementary 

school increase in size and student population, which adds more automobile traffic and 

foot traffic. The commenter states that the community needs a break. The commenter 

states that the proposed project’s hours of  operation would make traffic and noise a seven-

day-a-week, all-day reality. The proposed project’s impacts related to transportation are 

addressed in DEIR Chapter 5.10, Transportation, which discusses that the proposed project 

would increase vehicle and pedestrian traffic during athletic events. The proposed project 

would incorporate Mitigation Measure T-1, which addresses traffic management. The 

proposed project’s impacts related to noise are addressed in DEIR Chapter 5.8, Noise. The 

proposed hours of  operation are 7:00 am to 10:00 pm Monday through Friday, and 8:00 

am to 10:00 pm on Saturday, not seven days per week as stated in the comment. No 

specific comments about the DEIR are provided, and no further response is warranted. 

R50-3 The commenter raises concerns about lights shining through his windows and indicates 

that lights rented in the past demonstrate this. The proposed lighting system to be installed 

would use high-efficiency, directed LED lights that can be controlled and reduce spill 

more than current temporary lights that are used. The proposed project would incorporate 

Mitigation Measure AE-1, which reduces light impacts. No specific comments about the 

DEIR are provided, and no further response is warranted. 

R50-4 The commenter states that the PA system will be loud. The commenter asks how often 

the PA system will be used. The PA system may be used during the hours of  operation of  

the sports field, which is presented in Table 3-2 of  the DEIR. Refer to response R50-2, 

which states hours of  operation. The proposed project’s impacts related to noise is 

addressed in DEIR Chapter 5.8, Noise. The DEIR incorporates two mitigation measures 

(N-1 and N-2) that would reduce noise impacts. No specific comments about the DEIR 

are provided, and no further response is warranted. 

R50-5 The commenter incorrectly states that lights will be on every day of  the week. As discussed 

under response R50-2, the proposed project’s lighting would be used as needed up until 
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10:00 pm Monday through Saturday, with frequency of  use depending on the sports in 

season at a particular time. 

R50-6 The commenter raises concerns about availability of  street parking and asks where they 

will park their car. The proposed project’s impacts related to transportation are addressed 

in DEIR Chapter 5.10, Transportation, which acknowledges that parking-related impacts 

would be significant and unavoidable. No specific comments about the adequacy of  the 

DEIR are provided. No further response is warranted. 

R50-7 The commenter raises concerns about trash and wear and tear on the neighborhood and 

states that the neighborhood currently manages the trash in the neighborhood. The public 

nuisance described by the comment would be responded to in accordance with applicable 

District practices and policies, and the Los Angeles County Sheriff ’s Department would 

respond to reports of  illegal activities on public rights-of-way. The comment does not 

address the adequacy of  the DEIR, and no changes to the EIR are warranted. 

R50-8 The commenter raises questions about the need and the cost-effectiveness of  the 

proposed project, and states that money should be allocated to teaching. Although 

economic and social effect of  the project may be included in the EIR, evidence of  social 

or economic impacts that do not contribute to or are not caused by physical impacts on 

the environment are beyond the scope of  CEQA (CEQA Guidelines 15131, PRC 

21082.2(2)). This comment does not address the adequacy of  the DEIR, and further 

response is not warranted. 
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R51. Response to Comments from Lynda Bayly, received March 9, 2021.  

R51-1 The commenter states that they have been a resident of  the area for 40 years and expresses 

an objection to the proposed project. The commenter states that traffic is bad during 

regular school days and requests that parking be addressed. The DEIR analyzes the 

proposed project’s transportation and parking impacts in Chapter 5.10, Transportation. The 

comment does not address the adequacy of  analysis contained the DEIR. Therefore, no 

changes to the EIR are warranted. 
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R52. Response to Comments from Brianna Johnston, received March 8, 2021.  

R52-1 This comment serves as an introduction to the comment letter and states their opposition 

to the proposed project. The commenter states their discontent about the CEQA process 

occurring during COVID. A public, in-person scoping meeting was held on March 5, 2020, 

at the CVHS Auditorium. Due to COVID restrictions, the subsequent public meeting 

during the public review period were held virtually on February 17, 2021. During the 

public review period (January 21, 2021, to March 8, 2021), public comments were accepted 

in various formats, including letters, emails, voicemails, and verbal comments during the 

public meeting. All comments received during the public comment period have been 

responded to in this Final EIR. No specific comments about the DEIR are provided, and 

no further response is warranted. 

R52-2 The commenter states that the proposed project does not benefit the surrounding 

community, including current and future residents. The commenter incorrectly states that 

there are no plans to mitigate issues including safety, noise, cleanup, parking traffic control 

and field usage. These issues are addressed in the DEIR, and mitigation measures are 

added where necessary to reduce impacts to the extent feasible. 

 Public safety is addressed in Chapter 5.9, Public Services, of  the DEIR, which has been 

updated as part of  this FEIR. The DEIR evaluated the impacts of  noise in Chapter 5.8, 

Noise. The DEIR evaluated the impacts of  parking in Chapter 5.10, Transportation. 

Regarding field usage, the DEIR analyzes the operational impacts of  the proposed project 

(which includes field usage) throughout the DEIR. 

 The initial study for the proposed project (DEIR Appendix A) determined that the 

proposed project would generate solid waste typical of  sport fields, and such solid waste 

would be disposed of  in accordance with local, state, and federal regulations. CVHS 

currently provides and will continue to provide trash cans along Ramsdell Avenue and will 

provide trash receptacles on-site for trash disposal. 

 Mitigation measures have been incorporated into the DEIR, where necessary, to mitigate 

the issues raised by commenter. No specific comments regarding the DEIR’s evaluation 

of  these topics have been provided by the commenter. Because no specific comments are 

provided, no further response is warranted. 

R52-3 The commenter states that the proposed project would not benefit the CVHS nor its 

programs. The commenter speculates on the District’s and High School’s financial reasons 

for the proposed project. The commenter states that due to the District’s and school’s 

budgetary strains, the surrounding community would be required to pick up trash 

associated with the project and deal with repercussions of  the project. Economic and 

funding sources are not the subject of  the DEIR. The commenter reiterates that there are 

no plans to address issues facing the neighborhood. Refer to response R52-2, above, for 
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a discussion of  each topic area of  concern raised by the commenter. Because no specific 

comments about the DEIR are provided, no further response is warranted. 

R52-4 The commenter states that they have only seen a group larger than 3,442 people at the 

high school during the Fourth of  July and states that this event has since been relocated 

to the elementary school. The commenter states that the event went over hours, had 

lingering trash, and resulted in vandalism. No specific comments about the DEIR are 

provided, and no further response is warranted. 

R52-5 The commenter expresses concern about the nighttime use of  the proposed project. The 

proposed project would add new football uses at the existing sport field; all other events 

that currently exist on-site would remain unchanged. There is current lighting used on the 

field for nighttime events, and the proposed lighting would upgrade existing lighting to 

allow for more directionality and control that would limit spillover lighting on adjacent 

properties. No specific comments about the DEIR are provided, and no further response 

is warranted. 

R52-6 The commenter states that noise from spectators would not be washed out by the freeway. 

The DEIR determined that spectator-related noise (Impact 5.8-2) would be significant 

and unavoidable after the incorporation of  Mitigation Measure N-2. Consistent with the 

discussion in Chapter 3, Project Description, the proposed project would operate up to 

10:00 pm. No specific comments regarding the DEIR’s evaluation of  this topic have been 

provided by the commenter. CEQA Guidelines Section 15204 (a) outlines parameters for 

submitting comments and reminds persons and public agencies that the focus of  review 

and comment of  DEIRs should be “on the sufficiency of  the document in identifying 

and analyzing possible impacts on the environment and ways in which significant effects 

of  the project might be avoided or mitigated.” No specific comments are provided, and 

no further response is warranted. 

R52-7 The commenter raises concerns about nighttime lighting and asks if  there would be a light 

dimmer. Chapter 5.1, Aesthetics, of  the DEIR analyses the proposed project’s impact to 

light and glare. The proposed project would incorporate Mitigation Measure AE-1, which 

requires that all lighting be shielded and directed downward onto the athletic fields to 

minimize potential light escape and/or spillover onto adjacent properties. Additionally, as 

discussed in response R3-7, above, Mitigation Measure AE-1 has been modified in this 

FEIR to provide a voicemail phone number for neighbors to call in the event lights remain 

on past 10:00 pm or to report any (non-emergency) incidents related to use of  the field 

for large events. The District will manage and respond to all calls received. The DEIR 

acknowledges that the proposed project’s impacts on light and glare would be significant 

and unavoidable. The comment does not address the adequacy of  the DEIR; therefore, 

no changes to the EIR are warranted. 
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R52-8 The commenter expresses concern about existing parking limitations and asks where 

people will park with the proposed project. Parking is analyzed in Chapter 5.10, 

Transportation, of  the DEIR. The proposed project would incorporate Mitigation 

Measure T-1, which would require the implementation of  a traffic control plan, which 

would help identify and manage parking locations. The comment does not address the 

adequacy of  the DEIR; therefore, no changes to the EIR are warranted. 

R52-9 This comment provides a conclusion to the comment letter. The commenter states that 

the concerns about the proposed project require solutions and states that the proposed 

project would cause residents to move away and prevent new people from moving in, 

disrupting the ecosystem of  the community. The commenter emphasizes their disapproval 

for the proposed project, and states that it will be a perpetual problem for the 

neighborhood. No specific comments about the DEIR are provided, and no further 

response is warranted. 
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R53. Response to Comments from Monserrat De Lira, received March 9, 2021.  

R53-1 This comment serves as an introduction to the comment letter. The commenter indicates 

that they live on Altura Avenue and expresses concern about the project. The commenter 

states that they currently experience multiple problems and the proposed project would 

compound the problems. The commenter states that the surrounding residents suffer 

from big events at the school. No specific comments about the DEIR are provided, and 

no further response is warranted. 

R53-2 The commenter indicates that people park on their driveway, blocking their access 

to/from their house. The commenter has called the police and confronted the offenders. 

The public nuisance described by the comment would be responded to in accordance with 

applicable District practices and policies, and the Los Angeles County Sheriff ’s 

Department would respond to reports of  illegal activities on public rights-of-way. The 

project description in the FEIR has been revised to prohibit general pedestrian access on 

the east side of  the campus near the terminus of  Altura Avenue (see Chapter 3, Revisions 

to the Draft EIR). District will install an 8-foot fence at the northeast end of  the track and 

field and will lock the existing turnstile from use. Campus access from this location would 

be limited to an emergency gate for fire/paramedic uses and District vehicles only, which 

would prohibit pedestrian access from this location and limit pedestrian and vehicle 

activity along Altura Avenue east of  the campus. The DEIR has been updated to reflect 

pedestrian closure at the northeast end of  the track and field (see Chapter 3, Revisions to 

the DEIR). The comment does not address the adequacy of  the DEIR, and no changes to 

the EIR are warranted. 

R53-3 The commenter discusses concerns of  pedestrian safety on their street due to vehicles 

speeding down the road. Access points for events at the facility will include Ramsdell 

Avenue, Archway Drive, and Prospect Avenue. Roadway segments with sidewalks and 

without sidewalks on routes to these entrance points will be pedestrian routes for those 

that park farther away and walk to the facility, or for those that walk from home to the 

facility. These roadways are used by pedestrians under existing conditions, and by school 

students as well when school is in session. This use will continue when evening events 

occur at the project facility. The District does not plan on improving the conditions on 

local residential roadways as part of  the proposed project. Additionally, the proposed 

project incorporates Mitigation Measure T-1, which provides for the preparation of  an 

event traffic control plan, which would guide vehicles and pedestrians during sporting 

events at the proposed project and ensure public safety. The comment does not address 

the adequacy of  the DEIR and no changes to the EIR are warranted. 

R53-4 The commenter indicates that their car has been broken into on two occasions and states 

that the increase of  nonlocal persons would increase break-ins to cars and properties. The 

illegal activities on public rights-of-way and with private property would be responded to 
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by the Los Angeles County Sheriff ’s Department. The comment does not address the 

adequacy of  the DEIR, and no changes to the EIR are warranted. 

R53-5 The commenter indicates that there are no trash cans on their block and states that trash 

is frequently littered on the street and private property. The District provides trash cans 

along Ramsdell Avenue fronting the school and on the campus. The commenter expresses 

concern regarding trash from past and current operations. The public nuisance described 

by the comment would be responded to in accordance with applicable District practices 

and policies, and the Los Angeles County Sheriff ’s Department would respond to reports 

of  illegal activities on public rights-of-way. In addition, the District provides security 

guards onsite during events and games, including private security and at least one law 

enforcement officer, and will continue to do so as part of  the proposed project. The 

comment does not address the adequacy of  the DEIR, and no changes to the EIR are 

warranted. 

R53-6 The commenter states that their street does not have crosswalks and that the intersection 

of  La Crescenta and Altura would be hazardous due to the project’s additional pedestrian 

traffic. Additionally, as described above, the closure of  pedestrian access at that end of  

the campus on Altura Avenue would be closed, and therefore pedestrian traffic should be 

reduced. Pedestrian routes to and from the campus were reviewed as part of  the traffic 

study, including the presence of  striped and signed crosswalks and/or signalized crossing 

locations at intersections on major roadways. No lack of  crosswalks or controlled 

locations was identified. 

R53-7 The commenter states that no barrier will eliminate the project operational noise impact 

identified in the DEIR. This is consistent with the findings of  the DEIR for operational 

noise during full-capacity events. The DEIR finds that project operational noise related to 

events at the field would remain significant and unavoidable even with all feasible 

mitigation implemented. Per Mitigation Measure N-2, the District would be required to 

retain an acoustical consultant during the final design of  the PA system to reduce noise 

impacts to the degree feasible through measures that may include but are not limited to a 

sound wall along the property line to the east and recommendations for the final location 

of  speakers/light poles. Prior to the first sports field event, the PA system contractor will 

perform a system check to verify that spill-over noise is minimized in the adjacent 

community. The commenter states that the surrounding residences should have a sound 

transmission loss (STL) of  67 but that the residences are built to STL 34. No evidence is 

provided for this comment, and it is not clear how the commenter determined these 

purported sound ratings. No changes to the EIR are warranted. 

R53-8 The commenter states that Musco Lighting technology would minimize the effect of  light 

spillage and states that it would not reduce light spillage to acceptable levels. The 

commenter requests some other type of  light baffles or shields to mitigate light and glare 

spillage. To clarify, as discussed in Section 3.3, Project Characteristics, the proposed project 
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incorporates 1,430-watt Musco TLC-LED-1500 lamps equipped with external glare 

control visors. Chapter 5.1, Aesthetics, of  the DEIR addressed the proposed project’s light 

and glare impacts and incorporated Mitigation Measure AE-1, which requires that all 

lighting be shielded and directed downward onto the athletic fields to minimize potential 

light escape and/or spillover onto adjacent properties. The mitigation measure 

incorporates shielding; however, as discussed in DEIR Chapter 5.1, Aesthetics, light and 

glare impacts were determined to be significant and unavoidable. This issue is adequately 

addressed in the DEIR, and no changes are warranted. 

R53-9 The commenter states that the parking study did not account for recent regulatory changes 

that allow for accessory dwelling units, which many neighbors have implemented and 

which increases residential parking demand. The commenter states that parking will be a 

larger impact than initially reported. The commenter asks how parking will be handled 

given that mitigation did not reduce its impact. The commenter is correct that the 

proposed project’s impacts on parking were determined to be significant and unavoidable. 

The DEIR identified Mitigation Measure T-1, which would require the implementation 

of  an event traffic control plan for large events; however, impacts would remain significant 

and unavoidable. The event traffic control plan will identify available parking in off-street 

areas that can be secured and/or leased by the District during capacity events. It has also 

been modified as part of  this FEIR to include consideration of  the use of  shuttles if  off-

site lots are employed during events. If  it is feasible to secure additional off-street parking 

supplies, such as at the Community Life Church, as recommended in the parking analysis, 

the on-street parking demand and associated effects, including vehicles traveling to and 

from on-street parking areas, could be reduced. The DEIR properly discloses the 

proposed project’s impact on parking, and no changes to the DEIR are warranted. 

R53-10 This comment serves as a conclusion to the comment letter and reiterates their 

disapproval for the project. Comments received on the DEIR have been reviewed by the 

District as part of  the decision-making process for the proposed project. The comment 

does not address the adequacy of  the DEIR; therefore, no changes to the EIR are 

warranted. 
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LETTER R54 – Emily Johnston (1 page) 
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R54. Response to Comments from Emily Johnston, received March 9, 2021.  

R54-1 The commenter states that they are a longtime resident and attended the public meeting 

for the project. The commenter states that the EIR pushed aside community concerns 

regarding light pollution, noise pollution, parking, security, and trash. These issues are 

addressed in the DEIR, and there are specific mitigation measures that address these 

issues. The DEIR evaluated the impacts of  light and glare in Chapter 5.1, Aesthetics. The 

DEIR evaluated the impacts of  noise in Chapter 5.8, Noise. The DEIR evaluated the 

impacts of  parking in Chapter 5.10, Transportation. Public safety is addressed in Chapter 

5.9, Public Services, which has been updated as part of  this FEIR. The initial study for the 

proposed project (Appendix A to the DEIR) determined that the proposed project would 

generate solid waste typical of  sport fields, and such solid waste would be disposed of  in 

accordance with local, state, and federal regulations. CVHS currently and will continue to 

provide trash cans along Ramsdell Avenue and will provide trash receptacles on-site for 

trash disposal. No specific comments regarding the DEIR’s evaluation of  these topics 

have been provided by the commenter. CEQA Guidelines Section 15204 (a) outlines 

parameters for submitting comments and reminds persons and public agencies that the 

focus of  review and comment of  DEIRs should be “on the sufficiency of  the document 

in identifying and analyzing possible impacts on the environment and ways in which 

significant effects of  the project might be avoided or mitigated.” Because no specific 

comments are provided, no further response is warranted. 

R54-2 The commenter states that the district and high school did not adequately address parking 

and security concerns related to school activity on the field and ignored opposition to the 

project, with no plans for parking and security and no concern for noise and light pollution 

impacts on local residents. As discussed under response A54-1, parking, public safety, 

noise, and lighting have been evaluated in the DEIR. No specific comments regarding the 

DEIR’s evaluation of  these topics have been provided by the commenter. No further 

response is warranted. 

R54-3 The commenter provides concluding remarks about the District not addressing 

community concerns and misusing tax dollars. All comments received during the public 

comment period have been responded to in this Final EIR and will be provided to the 

District Board of  Education for review when considering whether to approve the project. 
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R55. Response to Comments from Christine Rodriguez, received March 15, 2021.  

R55-1 The commenter expresses their support for the proposed project. No further response is 

warranted. 
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R56. Response to Comments from Claudia McCollum, received March 31, 2021.  

R56-1 The commenter provides a general list of  the topics found to be significant and 

unavoidable in the DEIR (light, noise, and parking). The commenter expresses their 

disapproval of  the proposed project’s parking impact. The proposed project’s impact on 

street parking is adequately analyzed and disclosed in the DEIR. The District will 

implement mitigation measure T-1, which would reduce the proposed project’s parking 

impacts. This comment does not address the adequacy of  the DEIR and no further 

response is warranted.  

R56-2 The commenter expresses concern regarding pedestrian safety and states that streets do 

not have streetlights nor sidewalks, which makes it unsafe for players, attendees, and 

neighbors. Access points for events at the facility will include Ramsdell Avenue, Archway 

Drive, and Prospect Avenue. The project description in the FEIR has been revised to 

prohibit general pedestrian access on the east side of  the campus near the terminus of  

Altura Avenue (see Chapter 3, Revisions to the Draft EIR). District will install an 8-foot fence 

at the northeast end of  the track and field and will lock the existing turnstile from use. 

Campus access from this location would be limited to an emergency gate for 

fire/paramedic uses and District vehicles only, which would prohibit pedestrian access 

from this location and limit pedestrian and vehicle activity along Altura Avenue east of  

the campus. The DEIR has been updated to reflect pedestrian closure at the northeast 

end of  the track and field (see Chapter 3, Revisions to the DEIR). 

Roadway segments with sidewalks and without sidewalks on routes to these entrance 

points will be pedestrian routes for those that park farther away and walk to the facility, 

or for those that walk from home to the facility. These roadways are used by pedestrians 

under existing conditions, and by school students as well when school is in session. This 

use will continue when evening events occur at the project facility. The District does not 

plan on improving the conditions on local residential roadways as part of  the proposed 

project. The proposed project incorporates Mitigation Measure T-1, which provides for 

the preparation of  an event traffic control plan, which would guide vehicles and 

pedestrians during sporting events at the proposed project and ensure public safety. The 

comment does not address the adequacy of  the DEIR and no changes to the EIR are 

warranted. 

R56-3 This comment provides a conclusion to the comment letter. The commenter expresses 

their disapproval of  the proposed project and urges the District to vote no. All comments 

received during the public comment period have been responded to in this Final EIR and 

will be provided to the District Board of  Education for review when considering whether 

to approve the project. This comment does not address the adequacy of  the DEIR and 

no further response is warranted. 
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3. Revisions to the Draft EIR 

3.1 INTRODUCTION 

This section contains revisions to the DEIR based upon (1) additional or revised information required to 

prepare a response to a specific comment; (2) applicable updated information that was not available at the time 

of  DEIR publication; and/or (3) typographical errors. This section also includes additional mitigation measures 

to fully respond to commenter concerns as well as provide additional clarification to mitigation requirements 

in the DEIR. The provision of  these additional mitigation measures does not alter any impact significance 

conclusions as disclosed in the DEIR. Changes made to the DEIR are identified here in strikeout text to indicate 

deletions and in double underlined text to signify additions. 

3.2 DEIR REVISIONS IN RESPONSE TO WRITTEN COMMENTS 

The following text has been revised in response to comments received on the DEIR. 

Page 1-4, Section 1-4, Project Summary, is hereby modified based on comments received. 

The proposed project would redevelop the area north of  the existing track and field and south of  the tennis 

courts to install permanent bleachers and new field lighting for the existing track and field. Additional 

improvements would include a restroom and storage/maintenance buildings, a team room, and a concession 

stand. The proposed project includes the development of  new bleachers with 3,442 seats. All 3,442 seats would 

be along the northeastern portion of  the existing field. The bleachers would be aluminum and galvanized steel 

construction with concrete foundations. In addition, the project would include the installation and operation 

of  four 100-foot-tall light poles along the perimeter of  the running track. The project would also include a 540- 

square-foot concession stand along the northern perimeter of  the project site and a 2,254-square-foot home 

team room along the southeastern perimeter of  the project site. The proposed project would make use of  

existing street and on-site parking, as well as utilizing available parking at the La Crescenta Elementary School 

campus. No change in site access or parking would occur. As part of  the project, an 8-foot fence would be 

installed at the northeast end of  the track and field and the existing turnstile would be locked and not used. 

Campus access at this location would be limited to an emergency gate for fire/paramedic uses and District 

vehicle access only. The school’s use of  the proposed field would be from 7:00 am to 10:00 pm Monday through 

Friday, and 8:00 am to 10:00 pm on Saturday. Table 1-1, Proposed Athletic Field Improvements, provides details 

for each component of  the proposed project. 



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

3. Revisions to the Draft EIR 

Page 3-2 PlaceWorks 

Page 3-9, Section 3.3.1, Proposed Field Improvements, is hereby modified based on comments received. 

The proposed project would redevelop the area south of  the tennis courts and north of  the existing track and 

field to install permanent bleachers and new field lighting around the existing track and field. Additional 

improvements would include a restroom and storage/maintenance buildings, a team room, and a concession 

stand. The proposed project would make use of  existing street and on-site parking. No change in site access or 

parking would occur. As part of  the project, an 8-foot fence would be installed at the northeast end of  the 

track and field and the existing turnstile would be locked and not used. Campus access at this location would 

be limited to an emergency gate for fire/paramedic uses and District vehicle access only. This would prohibit 

pedestrian access to events at the track and field, with the intent to limit pedestrian and vehicular activity along 

Altura Avenue east of  the campus. This would discourage use of  that end of  campus for anything except 

emergencies. Games and events would utilize the existing primary Ramsdell Avenue entrance as well as other 

campus entrance points only. The proposed field lighting is necessary for evening use on both weeknights and 

weekends because varsity games are currently held at Glendale High School, approximately seven miles to the 

south of  the project site. The school’s use of  the proposed field would be from 7:00 am to 10:00 pm Monday 

through Friday, and 8:00 am to 10:00 pm on Saturday. 

Mitigation Measure AE-1 is hereby modified based on comments received. This mitigation measure is on DEIR 

page 1-7, Table 1-2, Summary of  Environmental Impacts, Mitigation Measures and Levels of  Significance After Mitigation, 

and page 5.1-30, Section 5.1.6, Mitigation Measures. 

AE-1 The Glendale Unified School District shall minimize the effects of  new sources of  nighttime 

lighting by incorporating the following measures into project design and operation: 

▪ All lighting shall be shielded and directed downward onto the athletic fields to minimize 

potential light escape and/or spillover onto adjacent properties.  

▪ The new athletic field lights shall be shall shut off  automatically at 10:00 p.m. A voicemail 

phone number and contact information will be posted on the school website and made 

available to neighbors that can be used in the event lights remain on past 10:00 pm, or to 

report any (non-emergency) incidents related to use of  the field for large events. The 

District will manage and respond to all calls received. 

Page 5.9-5, Section 5.9.2.1, Environmental Setting, is hereby modified based on comments received. 

Existing Conditions 

Law enforcement service in the unincorporated community of  La Crescenta-Montrose is provided by the Los 

Angeles County Sheriff's Department (LASD). The closest police station to the project site is the Crescenta 

Valley Sheriff's Station at 4554 Briggs Avenue, 0.7-mile northeast of  the project site. The District coordinates 

with LASD for events held on campus through the School Supplemental Law Enforcement Services Agreement 

for Special Events By and Between the County of  Los Angeles and the District. 
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Page 5.9-6, Section 5.9.2.1, Environmental Setting, is hereby modified based on comments received. 

The Crescenta Valley Sheriff's Station currently employs 63 sworn personnel and 28 civilian employees. Sworn 

personnel include 1 captain, 1 operations lieutenant, 3 lieutenants/watch commanders, 1 operations 

sergeant, 14 sergeants, 4 watch deputies, 4 field training officers, and 35 deputies (LASD 2020). LASD has 

established an optimal service response time of  10 minutes or less for emergency response incidents (a crime 

in progress and a life or death situation), 20 minutes or less for priority response incidents (a crime or incident 

in progress but not a life or death situation), and 60 minutes or less for routine response incidents (a crime that 

has already occurred and is not a life or death situation). In 2018-2019, LASD had an average response time of  

3.5 3.2 minutes (Los Angeles 2019). 

Page 5.9-7, Section 5.9.2-3, Environmental Impacts, Impact 5.9-2 is hereby modified based on comments received. 

The proposed project consists of  the redevelopment of  existing track and field at Crescenta Valley HS to install 

permanent bleachers and new field lighting. Additional improvements would include a restroom and 

storage/maintenance buildings, a team room, and a concession stand. The proposed improvements would 

result in additional usage of  the project site during organized events or practices, which are currently held at 

Glendale High School 7 miles south of  the project site. Due to the nature of  the facilities proposed, there is 

potential that such conditions would potentially increase the need for sheriff  protection services, alter response 

times, or adversely affect the department’s ability to provide service to the site using existing equipment and 

personnel. 

LASD has an average response time of  3.5 minutes, and the Crescenta Valley Sheriff  Station currently has 63 

sworn personnel and 28 civilian employees. The proposed project is not anticipated to have a significant impact 

on police services. Currently, there are no existing deficiencies in the level of  police service provided to the area 

including and surrounding the project site. Additionally, as stated in Section 5.10, Transportation, the District will 

implement an event traffic control plan to direct traffic flow and ensure public safety during major sporting 

events. With the implementation of  the management plan, the proposed project would not result in adverse 

road conditions that would interfere with LASD operations during an event of  emergency or disaster. The 

proposed project would not have a significant impact on the ability to maintain adequate level of  police 

protection service to the area.  

Additionally, tThe proposed project would allow for home varsity football games to be held at Crescenta Valley 

HS and during major sporting events, the number of traffic vehicles and pedestrians would increase at the 

project site. However, the District would continue to coordinate with LASD for events held on campus through 

the School Supplemental Law Enforcement Services Agreement for Special Events By and Between the County 

of  Los Angeles and the District, to ensure there is sufficient law enforcement to meet the needs of  individual 

events. Additionally, as stated in Section 5.10, Transportation, the District would implement an event traffic 

control plan with school safety traffic control personnel stationed at the intersections to help improve traffic 

flow and ensure public safety during peak travel times to and from major sporting events held at Crescenta 

Valley HS. Therefore, the proposed project would not adversely affect the LASD’s ability to provide adequate 
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service and would not require new or expanded police facilities that could result in adverse environmental 

impacts. Impacts would be less than significant. 

Level of  Significance Before Mitigation: Less than Significant. 

Mitigation Measure T-1 is hereby modified based on comments received. This mitigation measure appears on 

DEIR page 1-13, Table 1-2, Summary of  Environmental Impacts, Mitigation Measures and Levels of  Significance After 

Mitigation, and page 5.10-17, Section 5.10.6, Mitigation Measures. 

T-1 Prior to any ground disturbing activities, the District shall prepare an event traffic control plan. 

The plan shall be implemented during major sporting events held at CVHS (e.g., where near-

full or full capacity is anticipated, such as at varsity or championship football games). The plan 

shall require that, immediately prior to each major sporting event, documentation of  all 

available off-street parking supplies and temporary signage be placed at appropriate, pre-

determined locations along local streets in the vicinity of  available event parking areas. The 

plan shall also determine additional parking spaces at nearby vacant or underutilized parking 

lots and require that District school safety traffic control personnel be available to direct event 

traffic to and from available designated parking areas. Additionally, the plan shall consider the 

provision of  a shuttle service in the event that off-site parking lots are available and used for 

individual events (this would vary on an event-by-event basis). The traffic officers shall be 

stationed at the intersections to help improve traffic flow and ensure public safety during peak 

travel times to and from major sporting events held at CVHS. All temporary directional 

signage shall be removed by traffic control personnel following each major stadium event. 

 


