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PLanNING GRoOUP

P.O. Box 16391, San Diego CA 92176
September 14, 2015

Martha Blake

Environmental Planner

Development Services Center, MS 501
City of San Diego

1222 First Avenue, MS 501

San Diego, CA 92101

Dear Ms Blake:

At its September 9™ meeting, the Kensington Talmadge Planning Group voted to offer the
following comments on the draft EIR for the Stadium Reconstruction Project. We have focused
our comments on issues which we believe may impact our neighborhoods.

Noise

While potential noise levels are predicted for a number of areas around the stadium (Fig. 4.11-4),
no predictions are indicated for Kensington or Talmadge, although the broken noise level
contours would naturally continue into Kensington, were the figure to include that region. What
would be the possible noise impacts on Kensington, and hypothetically Talmadge if noise level
contours were continued into these neighborhoods?

Under ‘Operational Noise’ (pg. 4.11-35), the noise levels are assumed to be experienced closer to
the north and northwest of Qualcomm, rather than to the south. Has consideration been given to
the way the new stadium is likely to be designed, with the ‘open’ section in the southeast portion
of the structure, pointing towards Kensington?

In Appendix K, Noise Technical Report, the only Noise Measurement Data reported was the
ambient noise for the existing stadium, with no predicted data for the new location (Table 7, pg.
29). In fact, Appendix K charts no experienced noise from either a game or concert. Would the
inclusion of all potential noise levels provide more useful data?

The 49ers-Santa Clara Stadium used for the calibration of noise data is not located in a valley
with residential areas located around two sides of the site, at a height of approximately 400 feet
about the stadium. Is such a stadium an adequate subject for making a comparison?



Glare

While glare is briefly discussed (pg 4.15-16 through 18), no discussion of projected glare from
the new stadium appears to have been considered as a potential problem for Kensington.
Neighborhoods to the south may experience potential glare from around the top of the stadium.
Has this issue been properly reviewed as it may be experienced from that perspective?

There is some discussion (pg. 4.15-24) regarding retrofitting the new stadium with solar
collectors. While there is little description of the actual solar system, the statement “...sloped
roof surfaces ideally should be located facing the south and at an angle that can accommodate
later retrofitting for solar energy” leads to concern on the part of the planning group that serious
glare from these collectors could be experienced in Kensington. Is there a mechanism to ensure
that any design decisions are made with due consideration for potential glare impacts?

As discussed by the planning group, another potential problem with the Draft EIR for the
Stadium Reconstruction is the lack of clarity regarding the overall height of the stadium
structure. While the stadium is repeatedly described as having a maximum height of 200 feet
(just 80 feet taller than the existing stadium), in various portions of the EIR it is further described
as being approximately 140 feet taller than the existing stadium. This would present a serious
impact upon both Kensington and Talmadge with respect to both glare and noise. It should also
be mentioned that in the potential view of both stadiums, existing and proposed (pg. 4.15-43), the
fact that the new stadium would be on a higher section of the site is ignored, along with the
possibly much taller proposed stadium. This could have a potential impact on Kensington, since
Kensington is described as being 1,800 feet to the south with a direct line-of-sight at an elevation
of 400 feet (pg. 4.11-5). Potentially, could there be the emission of glare at a height little more
than 100 feet below the level of Kensington?

Sincerely,

David K. Moty
Chair, Kensington Talmadge Planning Group



