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 California Home Thursday, June 7, 2012  

  OPR Home > CEQAnet Home > CEQAnet Query > Search Results > Document Description 

Bob Jones Path - SLO to Ontario Road 
  

SCH Number:   2010031121 

Document Type:   NOP - Notice of Preparation 

Project Lead Agency:   San Luis Obispo County 

Project Description 

The project proposes an approximate 4.4 mile bicycle path and pedestrian corridor roughly paralleling San Luis Obispo Creek, from the Octagon Barn 
located just south of the City of San Luis Obispo to the existing Bob Jones Path Ontario Road staging area located east of Avila Beach. Most of the 
proposed path would be dedicated Class 1 with some portions of Class 2 or 3 (shared use) for limited segments. The project also includes several 
bridges over San Luis Creek and a proposed pedestrian bridge over Highway 101. 

Contact Information 

Primary Contact:  
Steven McMasters  
San Luis Obispo County  
(805) 781-5600  
976 Osos Street, Room 300  
San Luis Obispo,   CA   93408-2040 

Project Location 

County:   San Luis Obispo  
City:   San Luis Obispo  
Region:    
Cross Streets:   South Higuera/San Luis Bay Dr./Ontarior Road  
Latitude/Longitude:   35° 14' 10.94"  /  120° 40' 4 8.15"   Map  
Parcel No:  
Township: 31S  
Range: 12E  
Section:  
Base:  
Other Location Info:    

Proximity To 

Highways:   Hwy 101  
Airports:   San Luis Obispo  
Railways:    
Waterways:    
Schools: San Luis Coastal Unified School District  
Land Use: Agriculture/Rural Lands 

Development Type 

Recreational (4.4 mile multi use trail/) 

Local Action 

Other Action (Path Project) 

Project Issues 

Aesthetic/Visual, Agricultural Land, Archaeologic-Historic, Biological Resources, Noise, Recreation/Parks, Soil Erosion/Compaction/Grading, 
Traffic/Circulation, Vegetation, Wetland/Riparian, Landuse 

Reviewing Agencies (Agencies in Bold Type submitted comment letters to the State Clearinghouse) 

California Highway Patrol; Office of Historic Preservation; Native American Heritage Commission; Department of Parks and Recreation; Resources 
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Agency; Department of Water Resources; Caltrans, District 5; Regional Water Quality Control Board, Region 3; Department of Toxic Substances 
Control; Department of Fish and Game, Region 4; Air Resources Board, Transportation Projects   

Date Received: 3/29/2010   Start of Review: 3/29/2010       End of Review: 4/27/2010 
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NOTICE OF PREPARATION PAGE 1 OF 2 
SAN LUIS OBISPO COUNTY PLANNING & BUILDING  
SLOPLANNING.ORG PLANNING@CO.SLO.CA.US 
 

 

 

NOTICE OF PREPARATION –  
DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT 
SAN LUIS OBISPO COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND BUILDING 
976 OSOS STREET     ROOM 200    SAN LUIS OBISPO    CALIFORNIA  93408    (805) 781-5600 

Promoting the Wise Use of Land    Helping to Build Great Communities 
 
DATE:  

 

TO:  FROM: Department of Planning and Building 

  976 Osos Street, Room 300 

  San Luis Obispo, CA  93408-2040 

 

PROJECT TITLE: Bob Jones Pathway EIR  

 

PROJECT APPLICANT: County of San Luis Obispo, County Parks 

 

RESPONSES DUE BY:  

 

The County of San Luis Obispo is the lead agency for the Bob Jones Pathway project and will 

prepare an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the project described in the attached project 

description.  We need to know the views of your agency as to the scope and content of the 

environmental information which is germane to your agency's statutory responsibilities in 

connection with the proposed project.  Your agency will need to use the Environmental Impact 
Report prepared by our agency when considering your permit or other approval for the project. If you 

are not a government agency, the following is for your informational purposes only.  Your comments 

are welcome but not required. 

 

PLEASE provide us the following information at your earliest convenience, but not later than the 

30-day comment period, which began with your agency's receipt of the Notice of Preparation 

(NOP). 

1. NAME OF CONTACT PERSON.  (Please include address, e-mail and telephone number) 

2. PERMIT(S) or APPROVAL(S) AUTHORITY.  Please provide a summary description of 

these and send a copy of the relevant sections of legislation, regulatory guidance, etc. 

3. ENVIRONMENTAL INFORMATION.  What environmental information must be 

addressed in the Environmental Impact Report to enable your agency to use this 

documentation as a basis for your permit issuance or approval? 

4. PERMIT STIPULATIONS/CONDITIONS.  Please provide a list and description of 

standard stipulations (conditions) that your agency will apply to features of this project.  Are 

there other conditions that have a high likelihood of application to a permit or approval for 

this project?  If so, please list and describe. 
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5. ALTERNATIVES.  What alternatives does your agency recommend be analyzed in 

equivalent level of detail with those listed above? 

6. REASONABLY FORESEEABLE PROJECTS, PROGRAMS or PLANS.  Please name any 

future project, programs or plans that you think may have an overlapping influence with the 

project as proposed. 

7. RELEVANT INFORMATION.  Please provide references for any available, appropriate 

documentation you believe may be useful to the county in preparing the Environmental 

Impact Report.  Reference to and/or inclusion of such documents in an electronic format 

would be appreciated. 

8. FURTHER COMMENTS.  Please provide any further comments or information that will 

help the county to scope the document and determine the appropriate level of environmental 

assessment. 

The project description, location, and the probable environmental effects are contained in the 

attached materials. 

Due to the time limits mandated by State law, your response must be sent at the earliest possible 

date, but not later than 30 days after receipt of this notice. 

Please send your response to Mr. Steve McMasters at the address shown above.  As requested above, 

we will need the name for a contact person in your agency.  If you have any questions regarding the 

NOP or the proposed project, please contact Mr. Steve McMasters at smcmasters@co.slo.ca.us or (805) 

781-5096. 
 

In addition, a notice will be sent out regarding an EIR scoping meeting, which will be held on April 5th, 

2010 at the PG&E Energy Education Center (formerly known as the PG&E Community Center) 

conference room located at 6588 Ontario Road, San Luis Obispo, San Luis Obispo County, California.  

The EIR scoping meeting will begin at 7:00 pm and end at 8:30 pm and will be open to all interested 

parties and provide an opportunity for input relating to the scope and content of the EIR.  

 
  Signature 

 _______________________________ 

Ellen Carroll 

County of San Luis Obispo 

Department of Planning and Building 

 

 

 

 

Reference: California Administrative Code, Title 14, Section 15082 

 

 

Attachments  
 Project Description 

 CEQA Summary 
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Comments received during public scoping meeting (4/5/10) 
 

1. John Salisbury   

• Asked about Highway 101 bridge specifics (i.e., the length of the bridge, 
ramp lengths, bridge height, and retaining wall size).  Hoetker and Di Leo 
indicated (after reviewing the plans) the bridge over Highway 101 would 
be 240 feet long, the ramp on the east side of Highway 101 would be 
500 feet long, and the ramp from the bridge down to the Ontario Road 
Staging area would be 200 feet long.  The bridge would be 19 feet over 
Highway 101. 

2. Terry Eberhart   

• Noted the Parks and Recreation Commission (PRC) had reviewed the 
proposed alignment and had supported it.  He mentioned the 
deliberation the Commission had gone through.  Di Leo noted once the 
EIR is complete, staff will take the EIR and the alignment back to Avila 
Valley Advisory Council (AVAC) and the PRC for input and a 
recommendation.  Eventually the Board will review and make a decision 
on the EIR and the project with the input received from the public, 
AVAC, and the PRC. 

3. Ann Bernhardt (spelling?)   

• She drives on Monte Road frequently.  She is concerned that flooding 
along Monte Road and San Luis Bay Drive, near their intersection, is 
significant.  She also believes safety concerns are significant in the 
portion of the project where bicyclists and motorists will share Monte 
Road due to the existing width of Monte Road.   

4. Julie Harzard (spelling?)   

• She noted the county has a view shed ordinance and that consistency 
with the view shed ordinance was not mentioned in the presentation. 
McMasters indicated this will be reviewed in the land use planning 
section and aesthetics is a key reason for completing an EIR for the 
project. 

5. ?  

• Noted the NOP is vague and only indicates a “potential” impact.  
McMasters indicated the CEQA Summary document is identifying 
potential impacts.  The purpose of the EIR is to provide the data and then 
address whether the impact occurs. 
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6. Karla Bittner (?)  

• She asked if the COSE had been adopted yet.  Kinison indicated “no”, 
there is another hearing at the Board tomorrow (04/06/10).  She noted the 
area where the pathway is proposed is pristine, the proposed bridge is a 
major concern, could change the character of the area.  She indicated the 
EIR should address the number of users of the proposed project, the 
number of people served, and project costs. 

7. John Salisbury   

• Asked about available project funding.  Di Leo indicated Parks has 
divided the project into three buildable segments.  Parks feels they have 
enough grant funds currently to build one of the segments.  Parks will 
continue applying for grant funds in order to complete the project. 

 

8. Ray Bunnell   

• Wanted to know why the path was not proposed down Ontario Road.  
He also wanted to know what the County would do if a property owner 
was unwilling to grant an easement.  Di Leo indicated Ontario Road was 
explored early in the process and because of the difficulty of locating a 
class I bike path in this area, it was dismissed.  She also indicated, per the 
Parks & Recreation Element, County Parks does not use eminent domain.  
As a result, if a property owner is unwilling to grant an easement, County 
Parks would look at other options or simply not build that section of bike 
path until an easement could be negotiated.  Bunnell indicated he 
thought Ontario Road was a better location for the proposed project. Di 
Leo encouraged him to include this in his comments. 

9. ?  

• Asked if the County had obtained easements for the bike path.  Di Leo 
indicated legally she cannot negotiate with property owners until the 
environmental documents are complete.  So – no easements have not 
been obtained. 

 

10.  John Salisbury   

• Suggested that the project should not include the Highway 101 
pedestrian/bike bridge and should instead go under Highway 101 near 
San Luis Obispo Creek or go down San Luis Bay Drive to Ontario Road.  
The bridge is too expensive and there are better alternatives. 

11. Dave Barnhardt? (Comment Card) 

• Flooding is a concern. 
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• Using entry area for Baron Canyon Ranch as a staging area for 
walker/cyclists is a concern. 

• Running trail on Monte Road presents a clear safety concern. The road is 
currently narrow and feels unsafe right now.  At the very least a traffic 
safety study should be done.   

• Fire concerns from cigarette use during the summer. 
 

Comments received during Public Review Period (3/29/10-4/27/10) 

1. John Salisbury, Received April 5, 2010 

• Concerned about the funding of the project,  
• Expressed an interest in the height, length, retaining wall size, and ramp 

lengths associated with the Highway 101 bridge,  
• Suggested the Highway 101 pedestrian/bike bridge might be too 

expensive as there are less expensive alternatives (e.g. Pedestrians/bikes 
should instead go under Highway 101 near San Luis Obispo Creek or go 
down San Luis Bay Drive to Ontario Road). 

2. Terry Eberhart, Received April 5, 2010 

• Commented the Parks and Recreation Commission had reviewed and 
supported the proposed alignment,  

• Concerned with the approval process of the project and associated EIR. 

3. Ann Bernhardt, Received April 5, 2010 

• States she frequently drives on Monte Road, 
• States flooding near the intersection of Monte Road and San Luis Bay 

Drive is significant,  
• Also states safety concerns are significant in the portion of the project 

where bicyclists and motorists will share Monte Road due to the existing 
width of Monte Road.  

4. Julie Harzard , Received April 5, 2010 

• Commented consistency with the county viewshed ordinance was not 
mentioned during the presentation and would like for impacts to 
viewsheds be analyzed. 

5. Ray Bunnell, Received April 5, 2010 

• Indicated Ontario Road was a better location for the proposed project,  
• Concerned about the possibility a property owner was unwilling to grant 

an easement for the project.  

6. Jim Woolf, Received April 5, 2010 
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• Commented the NOP was vague and only indicated “potential impacts,”  
• Also inquired about whether or not the county had obtained easements 

for the bike path.  

7. Karla Bittner, Avila Valley Advisory Council, Received on April 5, 2010 

• Inquired about whether the COSE had been adopted yet, 
• Noted the area where the pathway is proposed is pristine and the 

proposed bridge would be a major concern because the bridge could 
cause a change in the character of the area, 

• Also suggests the EIR should address the number of users the proposed 
project, the number of people served, and the anticipated costs of the 
project.  

8. Jim Woolf, Bicycle Advisory Committee Received April 6, 2010 

 In an additional comment received by email on April 6:  

• Suggested the EIR analyze the entire trail being built by the county, 
• Pointed to a short section of trail to the north of the Octagon Barn to SLO 

city limit that was omitted by the NOP.  

9. Karla Bittner, Avila Valley Advisory Council, Received on April 12, 2010 

In an additional comment received by handout delivered on April 12, 2010,  

• Recommends the SLO County Parks consider the COSE goals in the 
development of the EIR regarding the pedestrian bridge over Highway 
101 in order to protect the scenic corridor of Highway 101 and views to 
the historic Avila Valley school house. 

10. Katy Sanchez, Native American Heritage Commission, Received April 16, 
2010 

• Listed the procedure for conducting the required Native American 
consultation.  

11. Michell Matson, Transportation Engineer; Department of Public Works 
County of San Luis Obispo, Received April 16, 2010 

• Commented on the preliminary site plans of the BJBP and makes 
recommendations for revisions and inclusions to the plans. Revisions and 
inclusions are technical in nature.  

12. Paul Lee, Cal Fire, San Luis Obispo, Received April 15, 2010 

Lists concerns and recommendations that should be considered by the EIR, 
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• Include landmarks or other location aids to allow an injured or ill party to 
convey location to emergency responders for party locating,  

• Emergency access to the trail capable of holding a 20 ton fire engine to 
portions of the trail that are not near an existing roadway (in particular 
Segment 3) would help mitigate emergency access to remote areas of the 
trail,  

• During flood emergencies control of access to the path via informational 
signs, gate control and weather monitoring with alerting would avoid 
death or injury.  

13. Sherri Danoff, Received April 17, 2010 

• Comments that she would like to see access for persons having mobility 
disabilities evaluated for each project option. 

14. Lynn Walter, Avila Valley Advisory Council, Received April 19, 2010 

• Expressed concerned that a delay in issuing the SLO County COSE may 
negate consideration of key conservation goals during the EIR analysis, 

• Requests the SLO County Parks consider the COSE goals in the 
development of the EIR regarding the pedestrian bridge over Highway 
101 in order to protect the scenic corridor of Highway 101 and views to 
the historic Avila Valley school house.  

• Also requests the alternative strategy of a Highway 101 undercrossing be 
explored.  

15. Ray Bunnell, Bunnell Construction Inc., Received April 22, 2010 

In an additional comment received by letter on April 22, 2010, 

• States he is not a willing property owner as suggested by the county and 
has only allowed the county to study a path through his property with no 
obligation to agree to an easement or acquisition, 

• Suggests the EIR include within its analysis an alternate route along 
Ontario Road where a route currently exists because it appears to be a 
less expensive, most practical, and only real option available to the 
county, 

• Further states a route through his property presents numerous serious 
environmental and safety problems and lists specific concerns, 

• Comments that placing the trail in the street (Cloverridge Lane) would 
create unnecessary traffic hazards and congestion and there is plenty of 
ROW to place the trail off the street on the highway side of Cloverridge 
Lane,  

• Further comments that he believes a cross walk at the entrance of the 
Bunnell and Maino properties is unnecessary and creates a safety hazard 
and can be placed on the other side of Cloverridge Lane,  
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• States parking on Cloverridge Lane is unnecessary and unacceptable 
because there is adequate parking at the Octagon Barn and at the 
Johnson Ranch property,  

• Expressed concerns over liability associated with hazards presented by 
the trail location and his belief that the trail will devalue his property, 
promote trespassing, and potentially cause damage to his property.  

16. James Kilmer, CalTrans District 5, Received April 22, 2010 

• States much of the path alignment is outside of the Caltrans ROW, 
however, the San Luis Bay Drive Bike/Pedestrian Crossing is within 
CalTrans ROW, 

• Comments the EIR must include engineered drawing for drainage 
improvements needed for CalTrans facilities which may include replacing 
drop inlets and culverts and should also analysis and clearance for any 
storm water/hydraulics mitigation required in CalTrans ROW as an 
encroachment permit will be needed, 

• States CalTrans will consider the “Crossing” project to be an “Oversight 
Project” and provides contact information for the project manager to be 
assigned,  

• The remaining comments provided are required plan inclusions and are 
technical in nature.  

17. Melissa Guise, San Luis Obispo County Air Pollution Control District, 
Received April 26, 2010 

• Ms. Guise identifies herself as the contact person at the APCD 
• Provided detail regarding permits of approval(s) authority prior to and 

during construction of the project, 
• Provided detail regarding evaluation of short and long term impacts, 

specific information to included that are consistent with current 
legislation, CEQA requirements, and APCD guidance, 

• Suggested consultation with APCD, 
• Referred to CEQA Air Quality Handbook for permit 

Stipulations/Conditions, 
• Stated alternatives described in the EIR should involve the same level of 

air quality analysis as described in Section 3 of the EIR, 
• Refers to APCD CEQA Air Quality Handbook for guidance on text of 

reasonably foreseeable projects, 
• APCD’s CEQA Air Quality Handbook should be referenced in the EIR for 

determining the significance of impacts and level of mitigation 
recommended. 
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18. Michael Isensee, Agricultural Resource Specialist, San Luis Obispo County 
Department of Agriculture / Weights and Measures, Received April 26, 2010 

• States in an email that he would be interested in discussing the 
appropriate type of fencing at various locations and the location of the 
proposed trailhead parking and trail on APN 076-121-030 (Bunnell 
property),  

• Comments the Bob Jones Bike Path plans cross sections note that farm 
fields are located within a minimum of 20 feet and questions whether the 
trail will require the removal of orchard trees nearby,  

• Suggests the trail should be designed to accommodate farm traffic or 
create a parallel dirt track for farm equipment to spare the trail from farm 
equipment damage along trail sections in the access easements, 

• Further states he is interested in reviewing the Form AD-1006 Farmland 
Conversion Impact Rating Form that was submitted to NRCS, 

• Comments that the plans do not identify a sizeable box culvert south of 
Venado Lane and that the mail [box] at the corner of Venado Lane and 
Cloveridge may need to be moved.  

19. Michael Isensee, Agricultural Resource Specialist, San Luis Obispo County 
Department of Agricultural / Weights and Measures, Received April 27, 2010 

In an additional comment received by letter on April 27, 2010, 

• Presents permit conditions and mitigation issues related to development 
of the trail. Permit conditions and mitigation issues discussed include: 

o  Farmland conversion impacts associated with parking located on 
private lands designated as Agriculture, 

o Minimization of fragmentation of farmland by locating trails on or 
adjacent to road ROWs, 

o Incorporation of fencing and education measures to minimize or 
avoid trespass and liability concerns, 

o Addressing appropriate apiary locations along the proposed trail 
path, 

o Incorporation of measures to address shared trail use with 
agricultural equipment, 

o Addressing adequate height and width to move farm equipment 
under the Highway 101 overcrossing, 

o Incorporation of measures to address food safety concerns 
associated with public trail access along farm fields,  

o Ongoing implementation measures to address litter generated by 
trail users.  

•  Additional permit conditions and mitigation issues discussed include: 
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o Measures to control or preclude trail access during pesticide 
applications, 

o Measures to address potential spread of noxious weeds, 
o Avoidance of relocating any agricultural infrastructure impacted by 

the trial or trailhead construction,  
o Avoidance or minimization of impacts such as soil compaction or 

incorporation of based material into adjoining farmland, 
o Coordination of trail construction timing with agricultural 

activities,  
o Addressing trail drainage or concentration of drainage through 

culverts. 
• Suggests mitigation measures should be developed as part of the EIR 

process rather than prior to pathway construction as suggested in the 
mitigation summary table of the initial study prepared.  

20. Glenn Marshall, Development Services Engineer, Department of Public 
Works San Luis Obispo County, Received April 28, 2010 

• Mr. Marshall identifies himself as a contact person, 
• States the County Public Works department will review required public 

improvements including streets and utilities as well as drainage and flood 
hazard; also will review encroachments within the Public ROW, 

• States for the use of the department, the EIR must address project 
anticipated impacts to traffic and circulation, drainage and flood hazard. 
Mr. Marshall lists items that may require further analysis in the EIR which 
include:  

o Traffic evaluation of the proposed Octagon Barn trailhead parking 
facilities (e.g. left and right turn lane warrants on Higuera Street) 
and shoulder parking along Higuera Street and sight distance, 

o Traffic evaluation of the proposed two project site access 
driveways off Higuera street with respect to operation based on 
proximity to each other, 

o Two Higuera Street “Mid-block” pathway crossing can not be 
permitted on high volume, high speed roads such as Higuera 
Street in the vicinity of the project; EIR must evaluate each 
proposed mid block crossing based on public safety, 

o Alternative alignments not requiring mid block crossing on a 
public road should be evaluated; an alternative that places a 
portion of the path on the easterly side of the roadway  (rather 
than westerly side) may need to compare impacts to the adjacent 
creek, Ag land, and public safety of users, 

o Traffic warrant analysis of the proposed 3-way stop at intersection 
of Monte Road and San Luis Bay drive, 
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o Discussion of State Encroachment Permit process for project work 
proposed in state ROW (CalTrans bridge crossings), 

o Evaluate impacts to the creek, public safety, and traffic associated 
with merging a Class 1 bike path with Monte Road (Class 3 bike 
path). Impacts ought to be compared with widening of Monte 
Road to accommodate a Class 2 bike path or continuing the path 
as a Class 1 on a separate alignment; heavy bike and ped use 
seems incompatible with low volume but high speed traffic on 
Monte Road, 

o Majority of the project is located in a flood hazard area, Zone A of 
the Aug 28, 2008 Firm Map No. 06079C1331F. Construction of 
the pathway which includes grading and bridges shall be subject 
to drainage plan approvals. 

• States a list of “Standard Conditions” is available from our office and 
available upon request. Minimum conditions include road, circulation, 
drainage, utility improvements, and maintenance requirements of the 
new improvements, 

• Comments the department does not have any alternative projects to 
suggest for evaluation aside from regularly scheduled infrastructure 
maintenance , 

• Provide information potentially relevant for EIR consideration 
o San Luis Obispo County Public Improvements Standards, 
o County Traffic Impact Study Policies (revised 3/26/2007), 
o County of San Luis Obispo National Pollutant Discharge 

Elimination System, Phase II, Stormwater Management Program 
(County Code Section 8.68), 

o County Code (title 22) sections 22.52 Grading and Drainage, and 
22.14.060-flood hazard area, 

o Flood Hazard Rate Maps (FIRM), August 2008 
• Requests to be provided notification that the DEIR is available for review 

via the web and related address where the document may be viewed, 
• States he is available to respond to any questions or comments. 

Comments received after Public Review Period (3/29/10-4/27/10) 

21. Darell Farrer, Received May 13, 2010 

• States horses should not be allowed on the pathway as it is difficult to 
keep the trail clear 

• States a sign that indicates “All dogs must be on leash” should be 
included along the pathway 

• States a sing that indicates pedestrians should “Keep Right” at short 
intervals is also suggested 
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• Comments that the configuration of the curb and adjacent slope as shown 
in detail 9 of Appendix D should be reconsidered as upon first rain the 
trail will be covered with mud. The slope should terminate at the curb 
wall below the top of the curb. 
 

22. Glenn Marshall, Development Services Engineer, Department of Public 
Works San Luis Obispo County, Received May 19, 2010 

• Comments received clarified comments received in the April 15th and 
April 28th letter comment letters. 

Clarification of the April 15th letter includes: 

o Disregard Comment 3, it is more applicable to construction plan 
review 

o Comment 4, public works cannot support the two proposed mid 
block at grade trail crossing and understands their position may result 
in a significant unavoidable impact; also states there is no certainty to 
when  Buckley Rd. will connect to South Higurea. 

o Disregard Comment 6, it is more applicable to construction plan 
review 

o Disregard Comment 7, it is more applicable to construction plan 
review 

o Comment 8, trail transition from South Higuera to Cloverridge Lane 
does not adequately consider safety with respect to US 101 
northbound off ramp. 

o Disregard Comment 9, it is more applicable to construction plan 
review 

o Comment 10, a cross walk is not appropriate control for the driveway 
located off Cloverridge Lane 

Clarification of the April 28th letter includes: 

o Comment 3a, Traffic analysis is would not be required if the applicant 
agrees to construct a center left turn lane into the parking lot in 
accordance with County standards, widening improvements to South 
Higuera St. would be a minimum of 6 ft each side not including cut 
and fill shoulder slopes, EIR should identify any impacts associated 
with offsite work. 

o Comment 3b, Traffic analysis would not be required if the applicant 
agrees to limit the number of driveways onto South Higuera St. to 
one. There is a safety concern with respect to circulation of multiple 
driveways in close proximity to each other when located on a high 
speed, high volume roadway 

o Disregard Comment 3d, the crosswalk and stop control are acceptable 
mitigations for this intersection 
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23. Jeff Hook, City of San Luis Obispo, Received May 20, 2010 

• States the DEIR should be directed to Kim Murry (kmurry@slocity.org) 
and she will forward to other departments for review 

• Comments the project description should refer to the project as a segment 
of the Bob Jones Trial, the Octogon Barn is not the terminus, and will 
continue north to the City of San Luis Obispo. Additionally, City 
approved route travels south of Los Osos Valley Road between Highway 
101 and the Los Verdes II residential development to South Higuera 
Street somewhere near the Octagon Barn.  

• Peggy Mandeville, Principal Transportation Planner, City of San Luis 
Obispo commented the EIR should address how southbound bicyclists on 
the west side of South Higuera Street will safely access the trail on the 
east side of the street.  

• Neil Havlik, Natural Resources Manager, City of San Luis Obispo 
recommends the trail should continue on the west side and cross under 
Higuera at the San Luis Obispo Creek Bridge because it will allow a 
separated grade crossing, can be designed to withstand occasional 
stormflows . After that point south of Filipponi Ecological Area, Neil 
concurs the trail route proposed 

• Jeff comments that he will not be able to review the DEIR for the City of 
San Luis Obispo as he is moving to the City of San Clemente. 
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BOB JONES BIKE PATHWAY ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT 
NOTICE OF PREPARATION – COMMENTS RECEIVED 

 
 
List of Comment Letters Received 

1. John Salisbury, Received April 5, 2010 

2. Terry Eberhart, Received April 5, 2010 

3. Ann Bernhardt, Received April 5, 2010 

4. Julie Harzard , Received April 5, 2010 

5. Ray Bunnell, Received April 5, 2010 

6. Jim Woolf, Received April 5, 2010  

7. Jim Woolf, Received April 6, 2010 

8. Karla Bittner, Avila Valley Advisory Council, Received  on April 5, 2010 

9. Karla Bittner, Avila Valley Advisory Council, Received on April 12, 2010 

10. Katy Sanchez, Native American Heritage Commission, Received on April 16, 
2010 

11. Michelle Matson, Transportation Engineer, San Louis Obispo County 
Department of Public Works Received April 16, 2010 

12. Paul Lee, Cal Fire, San Luis Obispo, Received April 15, 2010 

13. Sherri Danoff, Received April 17, 2010 

14. Lynn Walter, Avila Valley Advisory Council, Received April 19, 2010 

15. Ray Bunnel, Received April 22, 2010 

16. James Kilmer, CalTrans District 5, Received April 22, 2010 

17. Melissa Guise, San Louis Obispo County Air Pollution Control District, 
Received April 22, 2010 

18. Michael Isensee, Agricultural Resource Specialist, San Louis Obispo County 
Department of Agriculture / Weights and Measures, Received April 26, 2010 

19. Michael Isensee, Agricultural Resource Specialist, San Louis Obispo County 
Department of Agriculture / Weights and Measures, Received April 27, 2010 

20. Glenn Marshall, Development Services Engineer, San Louis Obispo County 
Department of Public Works, Received April 28, 2010 

Comments Received after Comment Review Period (3/29/10-4/27/10) 

21. Darell Farrer, Received May 13, 2010 

22. Glenn Marshall, Development Services Engineer, San Louis Obispo County 
Department of Public Works, Received May 19, 2010  

23. Jeff Hook, Received May 20, 2010 



Comment # 1 
 

Comment below was presented at the Bob Jones bike Pathway EIR Scoping 
Meeting held on April 5, 2010 
 
John Salisbury   
 
Asked about H ighway 101 br idge specifics (i.e., t he length of t he br idge, r amp 
lengths, br idge hei ght, and r etaining wall s ize).  Hoetker and D i L eo i ndicated 
(after reviewing the plans) the bridge over Highway 101 would be 240 feet long, 
the ramp on the east side of Highway 101 would be 500 feet long, and the ramp 
from the bridge down to the Ontario Road Staging area would be 200 feet long.  
The bridge would be 19 feet over Highway 101. 
 
Asked about available project funding.  D i Leo indicated Parks has divided the 
project into three buildable segments.  Parks feels they have enough grant funds 
currently t o bui ld on e o f t he s egments.  Parks w ill c ontinue a pplying f or g rant 
funds in order to complete the project. 
 
Suggested that the project should not  include the Highway 101 p edestrian/bike 
bridge and should instead go under Highway 101 near San Luis Obispo Creek or 
go down San Luis Bay Drive to Ontario Road.  The bridge is too expensive and 
there are better alternatives. 



Comment # 10  

 

 
 



Comment # 11  
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Comment # 12 
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Comment # 13 

To: <smcmasters@co.slo.ca.us> 
From: "Sherri Danoff" <sherri39@charter.net> 
Date: 04/17/2010 09:46AM 
cc: "'Jan Taylor'" <jktayloredd@yahoo.com> 
Subject: Bob Jones Trail 

Steve,  

I would like to see access for persons having mobility disabilities carefully evaluated for 
each option.  

 

Thanks,  

 

Sherri Danoff  

 

mailto:smcmasters@co.slo.ca.us�
mailto:sherri39@charter.net�
mailto:jktayloredd@yahoo.com�


Comment #14 

 
From: 

 
"Walter, Lynn E" <LRW6@PGE.COM> 

 
To: 

 
<ahill@co.slo.ca.us> 

 
Cc: 

 
<rhostetter@co.slo.ca.us>, <sdevine@co.slo.ca.us>, <rhostetter@co.slo.ca.us>, 
<jdileo@co.slo.ca.us>, <cblack@co.slo.ca.us> 

 
Date: 

 
04/19/2010 07:38 AM 

 
Subject: 

 
Avila Valley Advisory Council - Bob Jones EIR 

 
 
 
To Mr. Adam Hill, County Supervisor District 3; 
    
The Avila Valley Advisory Council would like to reiterate that we are extremely 
supportive of the Bob Jones Bike Trail. This trail is an important showcase 
feature for our county and can, when completed, be an embodiment of Avila 
Valley citizen values of public access, environmental sensitivity, and support of 
agriculture and business. Some of us attended the April 5, 2010 EIR scoping 
meeting and became concerned about the possible direction of the project 
deviating from these basic values.  

First, we are concerned that a delay in issuing the SLO County General Plan 
Conservation Element (as required by the state of California) may negate 
consideration of key conservation goals during the EIR development. Specifically 
AVAC requests SLO County Parks consider the Conservation Element Goals in 
developing the EIR in reference to the pedestrian bridge over Highway 101. The 
goal is to protect the scenic corridor of Highway 101 between Avila Beach Drive 
and San Luis Bay Drive, as well as to protect the visual corridor that includes 
views of the historic Avila Valley school house.  

Second, we are concerned that the alternative of passing the trail below Highway 
101 will not be fully considered. Specifically, AVAC requests that SLO County 
Parks include the alternative implementation strategy of a Highway 101 
undercrossing for the Bob Jones Bike Trail within the EIR.  

In short though we support the Bob Jones bike trail, we do not support 
completing it at the expense of our picturesque valley.  We believe the 
Conservation Element Goals and the inclusion of an undercrossing alternative 
during the EIR development is crucial to ensuring the best solution.  

Respectfully,  

Lynn Walter    
Avila Valley Advisory Council - Chair   

mailto:LRW6@PGE.COM�
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Comment # 18 

To: Steve McMasters/Planning/COSLO@Wings 
From: Mike Isensee/AgComm/COSLO 
Date: 04/26/2010 12:17PM 
Subject: Re: Bob Jones NOP 
 
Thanks Steve. 
 
Here is our NOP response. I will send a signed letterhead copy. 
 
 
When the time is right (and possibly on site) I would be interested in talking about:  

• the appropriate type of fencing at various locations,  
• the location of the proposed trailhead parking and trail on APN 076-121-030 

(Bunnell) - the parking appears to be partially located on the farmland rather 
than ROW, although this may be a mapping issue...  

• the cross sections which note that farm fields are located a minimum of 20 
feet from the trail ROW. It would appear that the resulting path will be 
immediately adjacent to existing orchard trees. Will this note require their 
removal?  

• the joint use of the "farm road easement" in the southern segments and on 
other farmland owned by Land Conservancy (APN 076-241-018). The trail 
should be designed appropriate to accommodate farm traffic (either a parallel 
dirt track for farm equipment or possibly greater amount of base/concrete so 
farm equipment does not damage the trail located in the access easements. 

 
I would also be interested in reviewing the Form AD-1006 Farmland Conversion 
Impact Rating Form that was submitted to NRCS. Back when the project was 
discussed as avoiding farm field where possible, locating the trail at the edge of farm 
fields (along Monte and Cloveridge), and placing all trailhead parking in public ROW, 
we verbally stated there would be no significant conversion call from our 
Department. It appears that the project has changed in some important ways that 
will be converting more farmland than previously discussed. 
 
Something to look at  regarding trails in ag areas: 
http://www.agf.gov.bc.ca/resmgmt/sf/trails/index.htm 
Not all is relevant here but there are many suggestions relevant to compatibility. 
 
Not ag issues, but when I was out I noticed the plans do not identify a sizeable box 
culvert just south of Venado Lane (Sheet 5 appendix A). Not sure if it needs any 
improvement or modifications for the planned trail.  I also watched two cars pick up 
mail at the corner of Venado Lane/Cloveridge. The mail may need to be moved so it 
is not on the far side of the bike lane in this area... 
 
Michael Isensee, Agricultural Resource Specialist 
San Luis Obispo County Department of Agriculture 
2156 Sierra Way, Suite A  San Luis Obispo, CA 93401 
805.781.5753 (ph) 805.781.1035 (fax) 
misensee@co.slo.ca.us 
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Comment # 2 
 

Comment below was presented at the Bob Jones bike Pathway EIR Scoping 
Meeting held on April 5, 2010 
 
Terry Eberhart 
 
Noted the Parks and Recreation Commission (PRC) had reviewed the proposed 
alignment and had supported it.  He mentioned the deliberation the Commission 
had gone through.  Di Leo noted once the EIR is complete, staff will take the EIR 
and the alignment back to Avila Valley Advisory Council (AVAC) and the PRC for 
input a nd a r ecommendation.  E ventually t he B oard w ill r eview and make a 
decision on  t he E IR and t he pr oject w ith t he i nput r eceived from t he pu blic, 
AVAC, and the PRC. 
 



Comment # 20 
 
 

 

SAN LUIS OBISPO COUNTY 
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS 

 

Paavo Ogren, Director 
 

County Government Center,  Room 207 •  San Luis Obispo CA 93408 • (805) 781-5252 
Fax (805) 781-1229                                           email address:  pwd@co.slo.ca.us     

   
 

MEMORANDUM 
 
Date: April 28, 2010 
 

To: Mr. Steve McMasters, Project Manager 
 

From: Glenn Marshall, Development Services Engineer 
 

Subject: Notice of Preparation – County of San Luis Obispo Parks, Bob Jones Pathway Project 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide information on the Notice of Preparation of an Environmental 
Impact Report (EIR) for the subject project.  It has been reviewed by several divisions of Public Works, and 
this represents our consolidated response. 
 

1. Contact person: Glenn Marshall, County Government Center Room 207, San Luis Obispo California 
93408.  (805) 781-1596, gdmarshall@co.slo.ca.us. 

 

2. County Public Works will review required public improvements including streets and utilities, as well 
as drainage and flood hazard, under the provisions of the Real Property Division Ordinance and the 
Land Use Ordinance.  We also review encroachments within the Public Right-of-Way in accordance 
with Title 13 of the County Code and in accordance with the provisions of Chapter 5.5 (commencing 
with Section 1450) of Division 2 of the Streets and Highways Code. 

 

3. For our use, the report must address project anticipated impacts to traffic and circulation, drainage 
and flood hazard.  The following items may require further analysis in the EIR: 

a. Traffic evaluation of the proposed Octagon Barn trailhead parking facilities with respect to 
left and right turn lane warrants on Higuera Street, shoulder parking along Higuera Street 
and sight distance. 

b. Traffic evaluation of the proposed two project site access driveways off Higuera Street with 
respect to operation based on their proximity to each other. 

c. The two Higuera Street “mid-block” pathway crossings can not be permitted on high-volume, 
high-speed roads such as Higuera Street in the project vicinity.  The EIR must evaluate each 
proposed mid-block crossing based on public safety.  Additionally, alternative alignments not 
requiring mid-block crossings on a public road should be evaluated.  An alternative 
alignment that places that portion of the pathway on the easterly side of the roadway (rather 
than the westerly side) may need to compare impacts to the adjacent creek, the adjacent ag 
land, and public safety of the users. 

d. Traffic warrant analysis of the proposed 3-way stop at the intersection of Monte Road and 
San Luis Bay Drive. 

e. Discussion of the State Encroachment Permit process for project work proposed in the state 
right-of-way (Caltrans bridge crossings). 

f. Evaluate impacts to the creek, to public safety and to traffic associated with merging a Class 
1 pathway with Monte Road (Class 3 pathway).  These impacts ought also to be compared 
with widening Monte Road to accommodate a Class 2 pathway or continuing the pathway as 
a Class 1 on a separate alignment.  The heavy bike and ped use seems incompatible with 



Comment # 20 cont’d 
 

the low volume but high speed traffic on Monte Road.   
g. The majority of the project is located in a flood hazard area, Zone A of the Aug 28, 2008 

FIRM Map No. 06079C1331F.  Construction of the pathway which includes grading and 
bridges shall be subject to drainage plan approval as defined in 22.14.060 of the County 
Code.  

 

4. A list of “Standard Conditions” is available from our office and available upon request.  Minimum 
conditions would include road improvements, circulation improvements, drainage improvements, 
utility improvements, and maintenance requirements of the new improvements. 

 

5. We do not have any alternative projects to suggest for evaluation. 
 

6. Aside from regularly scheduled infrastructure maintenance this department does not have any 
reasonably foreseeable projects, programs or plans in the area of this proposed development. 

 
7. The following information may be relevant for consideration in the EIR: 

a. San Luis Obispo County Public Improvement Standards. 
b. County Traffic Impact Study Policies (revised 3/26/07) 
c. County of San Luis Obispo National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System Phase II, 

Stormwater Management Program (County Code Section 8.68) 
d. County Code (Title 22) Sections 22.52-Grading & Drainage, and 22.14.060-Flood Hazard 

Area 
e. Flood Insurance Rate Maps (FIRM), August 2008. 

 

8. Public Works has no further comments on the Notice of Preparation. 
 

Please provide us notification that the Draft EIR is available for review via the web and the related web 
address where the document may be viewed.  If you have any questions or comments I can be contacted 
by phone at 805/781-1596, by email at (gdmarshall@co.slo.ca.us), or at the above address. 
 
Cc: Frank Honeycutt, Transportation and Roads Division Manager 
 
V:\_DEVSERV Referrals\_Referral Responses\Land Use Permits\Bob Jones Trail\NOP\20100329 NOP Response.doc 
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Comment # 21 

To: <smcmasters@co.slo.ca.us> 
From: "Farrer, Darell" <DLF1@pge.com> 
Date: 05/13/2010 10:58AM 
Subject: Bob Jones Pathway 
 
 
Steven,  
I have reviewed the plans for the Bob Jones Pathway for the section from San Luis Obispo to Ontario Road.  
The extracts below are from the plans developed by The Morro group and dated 1/28/2010. Appendix D 
shows details. On page 3 of 6 the proposed signage is displayed.  
 
Detail 6 implies that horses will be allowed. Horses should not be allowed. The difficulty of keeping the trail 
clean would be greatly compounded with the presence of horses.  
 
DETAILS Page 3 of 6       

 
DETAIL 6  
 
One proposed sign states "ALL DOGS MUST BE ON LEASH."  I ride the trail from San Luis Bay Drive to 
Avila Beach every day. Some leashes are long enough to preclude control of the dog. The sign should 
require dogs to be on a short leash with short being 3 feet or less.  
 
Lacking in the signage is one directing users to KEEP RIGHT. I would suggest one such as  
 

 
These signs should be installed at very short intervals. The majority of events on the trail is caused by people 
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not keeping right.  
 
DETAILS Page 4 of 6 shows a detail of the curb and adjacent slope. With this configuration the first rain 
will cover the trail in mud. The slope should terminate at the curb well below the top of the curb.  
 

 
AC Curb    Detail 9  
 
Darell Farrer  
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Comment # 23 
 

 

From:  "Hook, Jeff" <jhook@slocity.org>  
To:  <smcmasters@co.slo.ca.us>  
Cc:  "Murry, Kim" <kmurry@slocity.org>, "Mandeville, Peggy" <pmandevi@slocity.org>, "Havlik, Neil" <nhavlik@slocity.org>  
Date:  05/20/2010 04:47 PM  
Subject:  NOP Comments - Bob Jones Path EIR; ED09-129 
 

 
 
 
 
Hi Steve,  
   
I was pleased to see this project is moving forward.  The City looks forward to reviewing the draft EIR.  Please direct 
the draft to Kim Murry (kmurry@slocity.org), and she will forward it to other City departments for review.  I received 
these preliminary comments on the scope/IES from Public Works and Administration staff:  
   
1.  The project description should refer to this project as a segment of the Bob Jones Trail.  The Octagon Barn is not 
the terminus.  The proposed trail will continue north to the City of San Luis Obispo.  The City approved route travels 
south of Los Osos Valley Road between Highway 101 and the Los Verdes II residential development to South Higuera 
Street somewhere near the Octagon Barn.  
   
2.  The EIR should address how southbound bicyclists on the west side of South Higuera Street will safely access the 
Bob Jones Trail on the east side of the street.  
   
Peggy Mandeville  
Principal Transportation Planner  
City of San Luis Obispo  
805-781-7590  
   
3.  I see where the plan DOES cross over onto the west side of Higuera about 300 feet south of the Octagon Barn, 
where some day Buckley Road will come through.  But it crosses back over Higuera near the current entryway into the 
Filipponi Ecological Area instead of continuing on the west side and crossing under Higuera at the San Luis Obispo 
Creek Bridge there.  I recommend doing the latter as it will allow a separated grade crossing, and can be designed to 
withstand occasional stormflows which will undoubtedly occur there.  From that point south on the Filipponi Ecological 
Area I concur with the proposed location.  
   
Neil Havlik  
Natural Resources Manager  
805-781-7211  
____________________  
   
Unfortunately, I won’t be reviewing the DEIR for the City of SLO, but I look forward to some day seeing the finished 
product.  I’ve accepted a job with the City of San Clemente and Paula and I will be moving this summer.  Let’s keep in 
touch.  It would be great to see you up in Bend or on your next trip to San Diego.  Best regards,  
   
Jeff  
jwh4231@yahoo.com  
805.466.5538  
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Comment # 3 
 

Comment below was presented at the Bob Jones bike Pathway EIR Scoping 
Meeting held on April 5, 2010 
 
Ann Bernhardt 
 
She drives on Monte Road frequently.  She is concerned that flooding along 
Monte Road and San Luis Bay Drive, near their intersection, is significant.  She 
also believes safety concerns are significant in the portion of the project where 
bicyclists and motorists will share Monte Road due to the existing width of Monte 
Road.   



Comment # 4 

Comment below was presented at the Bob Jones bike Pathway EIR Scoping 
Meeting held on April 5, 2010 
 
Julie Harzard  
 
She noted the county has a v iew shed ordinance and that consistency with the 
view s hed or dinance w as not  m entioned i n t he pr esentation. McMasters 
indicated this will be reviewed in the land use planning section and aesthetics is 
a key reason for completing an EIR for the project. 



Comment # 5 
 

Comment below was presented at the Bob Jones bike Pathway EIR Scoping 
Meeting held on April 5, 2010 
 
Ray Bunnell  
 
Wanted to know why the path was not  proposed down Ontario Road.  H e also 
wanted to know what the County would do i f a property owner was unwilling to 
grant an e asement.  Di Leo i ndicated O ntario R oad w as ex plored ear ly i n t he 
process and because of the difficulty of locating a class I bike path in this area, it 
was dismissed.  She also indicated, per the Parks & Recreation Element, County 
Parks does not use eminent domain.  As a result, if a property owner is unwilling 
to g rant an e asement, County P arks would look at  other op tions or s imply not  
build that section of bike pa th until an  easement could be negotiated.  Bunnell 
indicated he thought Ontario Road was a better location for the proposed project. 
Di Leo encouraged him to include this in his comments. 



Comment # 6 
 
Comment below was presented at the Bob Jones bike Pathway EIR Scoping 
Meeting held on April 5, 2010 
 
Jim Woolf 
 
He noted the NOP is vague and only indicates a “potential” impact.  McMasters 
indicated the CEQA Summary document is identifying potential impacts.  The 
purpose of the EIR is to provide the data and then address whether the impact 
occurs. 
 
 
Asked if the County had obtained easements for the bike path.  Di Leo indicated 
legally she cannot negotiate with property owners until the environmental 
ocuments are complete.  So – no easements have not been obtained. 
 



Comment # 7 

Comment below was presented at the Bob Jones bike Pathway EIR Scoping 
Meeting held on April 5, 2010 
 
 
Karla Bittner 
 
She asked if the COSE had been adopted yet.  Kinison indicated “no”, there is 
another hearing at the Board tomorrow (04/06/10).  She noted the area where 
the pathway is proposed is pristine, the proposed bridge is a major concern, 
could change the character of the area.  She indicated the EIR should address 
the number of users of the proposed project, the number of people served, and 
project costs. 
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Comment # 8 

 
 
Jan Di Leo, 
 
I attended the scoping meeting last night at the PG&E Education Center 
and had only one additional comment: 
 
I suggest the EIR cover the entire trail being built by the county. 
The analysis in the document omits the short section of trail on 
county land running north of the Octagon Barn to the SLO City line 
where it will connect with the city's section of the trail. I can see 
no reason why the environmental impacts of that section of trail are 
not analyzed in this document, too. Doing the study now will avoid 
delays later. 
 
I am a member of the SLO Bicycle Advisory Committee. 
 
Thanks, 
 
Jim Woolf 
1077 Ella Street 
San Luis Obispo, CA 
93401 

From:  Jim Woolf <slowoolf@gmail.com>  
To:  jdileo@co.slo.ca.us  
Date:  04/06/2010 07:10 AM  
Subject:  Bob Jones NOP 
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