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I. INTRODUCTION 

In accordance with Section 15088 of the State of California Environmental Quality act (CEQA) 
Guidelines, the Town of Atherton (Town), as the lead agency, has evaluated the comments received on 
the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) (State Clearinghouse No. 2009112052) for the Sacred 
Heart Schools Master Plan and has prepared responses to the comments received.  The responses to the 
comments, which are included in this volume of the DEIR, together with the DEIR, comprise the Final 
EIR for use by the Town in their review of the e Sacred Heart Schools Master Plan. 

The Draft EIR was distributed for a 45-day public review period by the Town on April 13th, 2010.  The 
comment period on the Draft EIR ended on June 2nd, 2010. A Draft EIR Public Review Meeting was held 
on May 26th, 2010 at the Town of Atherton Planning Commission for the purpose of soliciting comments. 

This Response to Comments document is organized into four sections: 

• Section I – Introduction 

• Section II – List of Commentors:  Provides a list of the agencies, organizations, and individuals 
that commented on the Draft EIR. 

• Section III – Responses to Comments:  Includes a copy of all letters received and provides 
responses to comments included in those letters.  These explain the Draft EIR analysis, support 
the Draft EIR conclusions, or provide information or corrections, as appropriate.  For reading 
ease, this section is organized with the responses to each letter immediately following the letter. 

• Section IV – Revisions to the Draft EIR:  Includes an addendum listing refinements and 
clarifications, which have been incorporated into the text of the Draft EIR.   
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II. LIST OF COMMENTERS 

WRITTEN COMMENTS 

The Draft EIR comment period extended from April 13th, 2010 to June 2nd, 2010.  Written comments 
were received from the following agencies and private parties: 

Table II-1 
Comments Received on the Sacred Heart Schools Park Master Plan Draft EIR 

Author Code 
Date of 

Correspondence Commenter 
Public Agencies 

MP May 28, 2010 City of Menlo Park 

SCH May 28, 2010 Governor’s Office of Planning and Research, State 
Clearinghouse and Planning Unit 

Private Parties 
SHS-Memo April 26, 2010 Sacred Heart Schools 

SHS-BT May 25, 2010 Sacred Heart Schools, Board of Trustees 
SHS-SD May 25, 2010 Sacred Heart Schools, Sandy Dubinsky 

 

ORAL COMMENTS 

A Draft EIR Public Review Meeting was held on May 26th, 2010 at the Town of Atherton Planning 
Commission for the purpose of soliciting comments.  No oral comments were received regarding the 
analysis in the Draft EIR.  
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III. RESPONSES TO COMMENTS 

A. INTRODUCTION 

This section contains responses to all written comments received on the Draft EIR. The Lead Agency 
received a total of five comment letters on the Draft EIR during the 45-day public comment period. Each 
comment letter has been assigned an author code, and individual comments within the letter have been 
bracketed and numbered.  

The Draft EIR was distributed for a 45-day public review period by the Town of Atherton on April 13th, 
2010. The comment period on the Draft EIR ended on June 2nd, 2010. The Town provided the Draft EIR 
on its website and in hardcopy format at the following places: 
 
Town of Atherton 
91 Ashfield Road 
Atherton, CA 94027 

Town of Atherton Permit Center 
83 Dinkelspiel (Station) Lane 
Atherton, CA 94027 
 
Atherton Library  
2 Dinkelspiel (Station) Lane 
Atherton, CA 94027 
 
The Town used several methods to elicit comments on the Draft EIR including sending copies of the 
Draft EIR to the State Clearinghouse for distribution to State agencies and posting of a Notice of 
Availability for the Draft EIR at the San Mateo County Clerk’s Office with information on where to view 
the Draft EIR and submit comments. Additionally, a Draft EIR Public Review Meeting was held on May 
26th, 2010 at a Town of Atherton Planning Commission meeting for the purpose of soliciting comments. 

B. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES 

The comment letters, oral comments, and responses are provided on the following pages.   
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STATE CLEARINGHOUSE (SCH) 

Response to SCH-1 

The comment letter acknowledges receipt and distribution of the Draft EIR and the Town’s compliance 
with State Clearinghouse review requirements for the Project. 
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CITY OF MENLO PARK (MP) 

Response to MP-1 

This introductory comment relates to support of schools and a request for dialogue on the Sacred Heart 
Schools Master Plan and future projects associated with it.  The comment does not contain any comments 
relevant to the Draft EIR and no further response is required.  

Response to MP-2 

All mitigation measures listed in the Draft EIR are feasible measures. The Town of Atherton has 
requested a meeting with the City of Menlo Park to discuss the proposed mitigation measures located 
within Menlo Park boundaries, including their feasibility and desirability.   

Response to MP-3 

The Town of Atherton would apply for all permits required by the City of Menlo Park for implementation 
of mitigation measures. The comment does not contain any comments relevant to the Draft EIR and no 
further response is required. 
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Sacred Heart Schools submits the following minor clarifications and technical revisions regarding the 
Project Description contained in the Sacred Heart Schools Master Plan Project Draft Environmental 
Impacts Report (“Draft EIR”).  We respectfully request that the Town incorporate these minor 
clarifications into the Final EIR. 

1. Summary Revisions 
a. Pg II-3- executive summary; states 3 alternatives then lists 4. 

2. Project Description Revisions 
a. Figure III-8 view 10 states Sigall Hall, but the building should be referenced as the 

“Morey Building” 
b. Pg III-11  identifies the relocation of Prep athletic fields as part of IS/MND.  The EIR 

should be revised to clarify that the IS/MND did not cover the relocation of the Prep 
athletic fields. 

c. Pg III-12 states 99,000 sq. ft added to SJSH.  The Draft EIR correctly identifies the project 
components, however we note that the Draft EIR project description also included all  
new construction on campus not just SJSH.  Accordingly, the 99,000 square foot 
reference overstates the amount of actual proposed building construction and should 
be replaced with 80,555 square feet. 

d. Pg III-14 there is a typo “33 areas” should read “33 acres” 
e. Pg III-17 We note that the Draft EIR contains several minor inaccuracies in the proposed 

building square footages when compared to the proposed Master Plan Update attached 
as Appendix A to the Draft EIR. Table III-1 indicates that the Demolished SF is 64,394 
square feet. The total square footage for building demolition would be 92,234 not 
64394.  Additionally, the sq footage of Sigall- should read 21,000 in both columns; The 
Castle under demolished column should be 1,000; new construction (SF) should read 
127, 055.   

f. Pg III-18  Phase two includes restroom/concession stand- this was moved to Phase one 
g. PG IV.G-5  Alejandra is mistakenly called Alexandra Avenue 
h. Pg IV.G-31 and 32.   The Draft EIR correctly notes that the number of new students 

associated with the proposed buildings would be 116 students.  Nonetheless, it is 
important to clarify that SHS has agreed to cap the number of new students at 114 
students.  The 114 student increase is referenced correctly throughout the Draft EIR.  

i. Table II-1, pg II-13- states 5 olives to be transplanted- only 3 are indicated. 
j. Table IVG-8 pg IV G-32 the total of new students is incorrect it should read 114. [see 

comment revision above.] 
k. APPENDIX 

i. Table C1.2- Nibbi Brothers should read Pfau Architecture 

 

 

Comment Letter SHS-Memo

SHS-Memo-1

SHS-Memo-2

SHS-Memo-3

SHS-Memo-4

SHS-Memo-5

SHS-Memo-6

SHS-Memo-7

SHS-Memo-8
SHS-Memo-9

SHS-Memo-10

SHS-Memo-11

SHS-Memo-12

SHS-Memo-13
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SACRED HEART SCHOOLS MEMO (SHS-MEMO) 

Response to SHS-MEMO-1 

This introductory comment requests that the Town incorporate minor clarifications into the Final EIR. 
The comment does not contain any comments relevant to the Draft EIR and no further response is 
required. 

Response to SHS-MEMO-2 

The comment notes that page II-3 incorrectly states that three alternatives to the Project were analyzed. 
Therefore, page II-3 is revised as follows: 

Three Four alternatives were analyzed that would feasibly attain most of the basic project objectives, but 
would avoid or substantially lessen some of the significant effects of the Project.  These alternatives 
include the following: 

Response to SHS-MEMO-3 

Figure III-8 has been revised to as follows: 

View 10: View of Sigall Hall Morey Building from Elena Avenue Parking Area. 

Response to SHS-MEMO-4 

The comment states that the January 2, 2008 Science and Student Life Building Project Initial 
Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND) included the relocation of the Preparatory School 
Athletic Field.  The IS/MND included the removal of the existing softball field, not the Preparatory 
School Athletic Field. Therefore, page III-12 has been revised as follows:  

An Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND) was certified for the Science and Student Life 
Building Project on January 2, 2008.  The IS/MND also analyzed the impacts of the demolition of the 
Morey Building; Quadrangle landscaping improvements; renovations to the Sigall Building and 
McGanney Sports Center; relocation of the Preparatory School Athletic Field existing softball field; and 
new and updated sewer, water, and other utility lines.     

Response to SHS-MEMO-5 

The comment is correct. Building construction would be 80,555 sf for the St. Joseph’s campus. 

Page III-12 is revised as follows: 

Building Construction.  The Project proposes the construction of an approximately 21,400 square-foot 
two-story Lower School and an approximately 30,850 square-foot two-story Middle School (including a 
one-story addition for administrative offices and Chapel) for the St. Joseph’s campus.  The St. Joseph’s 
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campus would be relocated from its existing location along Emilie Avenue and moved closer to Park 
Lane and closer to the middle of the campus.  A new approximately6,360 square-foot Library, 21,900 
square-foot St. Joseph’s Assembly Hall and Performing Arts classrooms, Graduation Court, and Entry 
Court would be constructed as part of this complex.  These buildings would all be one story.  Building 
square footage constructed on the St. Joseph’s campus would total approximately 99,000 80,555 square 
feet. 

Response to SHS-MEMO-6 

The comment points out a typographic error on page III-14, where 33 areas is states instead of 33 acres. 

Page III-14 is revised as follows: 

Stormwater retention devices, including the use of bioswales and underground retention tanks, would be 
installed throughout the campus.  Impervious surfaces on the site currently total 33 areas acres or 
approximately 46 percent of the Project site.   

Response to SHS-MEMO-7 

The comment notes some inaccuracies in Table III-1 on page III-17.  The comment notes that Demolished 
SF should be shown as a total of 92,234.  However, although the square footage of Morey was listed in 
the table under Demolished SF, its demolition was covered in the 2008 IS/MND and was the square 
footage was not included in the calculations of demolition that would occur under the Project.  Additional 
text has been added to the Footnote 2 to clarify.  Additionally, Table III-1 does include other errors that 
are corrected below. 

Page III-17, Table III-1 is revised as follows: 

Table III-1 
Sacred Heart Schools Campus  

Existing and Proposed Square Footage 
 

Building 

Existing  

(SF) 

Demolished  

(SF) 

New 
Construction  

(SF)) 

Proposed  

(SF) 

Main  68,008 —  68,008 
Gym - McGanney 27,840 27,840 40,0001 40,000 
Sigall  21,000 —  21,000 
Morey  17,950 17,9502  — 
Gate House 2,600 2,600 3,5003 3,500 
The Castle 1,000 1,000  — 
Maintenance  1,000 —  1,000 
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Table III-1 
Sacred Heart Schools Campus  

Existing and Proposed Square Footage 
 
Barn–Grounds Shop 2,400 —  2,400 
Montessori 7,480 —  7,480 
Foley Center 5,840 5,840  — 
St. Joseph’s #400 4,225 4,225  — 
St. Joseph’s #300 7,796 7,796  — 
St. Joseph’s #100 17,028 17,028  — 
St. Joseph’s #200 7,955 7,955  — 
Speiker Pavilion 31,465 —  31,465 
Campbell Center 28,000 —  28,000 
Aquatic Center 2,000 —  2,000 
Field House 7,700 —  7,700 
Science & Student Life 44,100 —  44,100 
St. Joseph’s Lower — — 21,424 21,424 
St. Joseph’s Middle — — 30,853 30,853 
Library — — 6,363 6,363 
St. Joseph’s Lower Assembly 
Hall/Performing Arts 

— — 21,915 21,915 

Concession/Restrooms — — 3,000 3,000 
Total 305,387 64,394 284 99,215 340,208 
a Footnote:  

112,610 square feet of new constructino. 
2 Morey Hall demolition previously analyzed in Science and Student Life Building IS/MND, January 2, 2008 and 
therefore the square footage is not considered as part of the demolition totals. 
3 900 square feet of new construction. 

Source:  Sacred Heart Schools, 2010. 

 

Response to SHS-MEMO-8 

The comment states that the restroom and concession stand component was moved from Phase One to 
Phase Two. 

Page III-18 is revised as follows: 

The Project would be constructed in two phases.  Phase One would occur from 2010 through 2012 and 
would include the St. Joseph’s campus improvements, realignment of sports fields, roadway and entry 
improvements, parking facilities, the changing areas/restrooms/concession stand and storage, and 
landscaping and pedestrian improvements.  The St. Joseph’s campus improvements would be constructed 
in a single phase over approximately 15 to 18 months.  Buildings 300 and 400 and Foley Center would be 
demolished at the start of the St. Joseph’s phase of the Project.  The 100 and 200 building will be 



Town of Atherton  June 2010 

 

 

Sacred Heart Schools Master Plan  III. Responses to Comments 
Final Environmental Impact Report  Page III-16 
 

demolished once the new Lower School building is completed.  Temporary classrooms will be used 
during the building phase.   

Phase Two would occur from 2012 to 2014 and would include the construction of the McGanney Sports 
Center replacement (including a Practice Gym), the changing areas/restrooms/concession stand and 
storage, and renovations to the maintenance shop area.  Renovations to the maintenance shop area would 
be to create a new central delivery point and would include a new access roadway. 

Response to SHS-MEMO-9 

The comment points out a typographic error on page IV.G-5 where Alejandra Avenue is mistakenly 
called Alexandra Avenue. 

Page IV.G-5 is revised as follows: 

Emilie Avenue is a two-lane north-south street extending between Valparaiso Avenue and Alexandra 
Alejandra Avenue. 

Response to SHS-MEMO-10 

Comment noted.  A total student cap of 1,196 students has been utilized for analysis purposes. 

Response to SHS-MEMO-11 

The commenter notes a discrepancy in Table II-1, pg II-13 that states 5 olives are to be transplanted but 
that only three are indicated on the plan. 

Three olives have been evaluated for their potential to be trans-located during project implementation.  It 
is the intent of the Landscape Architect to transplant at least 2 more mature olives on site during project 
implementation.  There are several mature olives on site that may be impacted during project build out but 
not all of them have been evaluated for their potential to be relocated.  As indicated in the response to Bio 
Comment -2 above, the disposition of all site trees will be submitted to the Town prior to commencement 
of project implementation. 

No modifications to the EIR are necessary. 

Response to SHS-MEMO-12 

Comment noted.  A total student cap of 1,196 students has been utilized for analysis purposes. 

Response to SHS-MEMO-13 

Appendix Table C1.2 incorrectly states that the architect for the Field House is Nibbi Brothers and should 
be revised as Pfau Architecture. 
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Appendix Table C1.2 is revised as follows: 

Field House 7700 2007 Nibbi Brothers 
Pfau Architecture 

Locker rooms, bathrooms, bleachers on top 
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SACRED HEART SCHOOLS, BOARD OF TRUSTEES (SHS-BT) 

Response to SHS-BT-1 

This letter was submitted by the Sacred Heart Schools Board of Trustees describing their support of the 
project, commitment to implementing the mitigation measures, and commitment to sustainable 
operations. The comment does not contain any comments relevant to the Draft EIR and no further 
response is required. 
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SACRED HEART SCHOOLS, SANDY DUBINSKY (SHS-SD) 

Response to SHS-SD-1 

This introductory comment acknowledges the thorough analysis prepared for the Project and refers to a 
previous memorandum submitted by SHS on the Draft EIR. The comment does not contain any 
comments relevant to the Draft EIR and no further response is required. 

Response to SHS-SD-2 

Table II-1, Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures will be revised to reflect any changes made to 
mitigation measures in response to comments.  

Response to SHS-SD-3 

The comment states that some approvals listed in Table III-3, Project Approvals are not in fact 
discretionary, but could be considered ministerial and handled as a matter of compliance.   

In addition to discretionary approvals by the Town for the Project, the Project may rely on other agency 
approvals and/or permits as listed in Table III-3, Project Approvals. To clarify the intent of Table III-3, 
page III-20 of the EIR is revised as follows: 

A list of the required approvals, permits, and discretionary actions permits and approvals that may be 
required is shown in Table III-3.    

Response to SHS-SD-4 

Future structures that would require a Geotechnical Report include structures suitable for human 
occupation or use and would not include the installation of fences, signs, or other installations that 
common sense would dictate do not pose a hazard to humans from underlying geological conditions 
requiring engineering. 

Response to SHS-SD-5 

The comment expresses concern over the extent of the required 300 ft. buffer around nesting raptors and 
seeks clarification of Mitigation Measure BIO-1 found on Page IV.D.-24.  

The Migratory Bird Treaty Act protects all breeding bird and it is illegal to disrupt a nesting bird, nest or 
egg.  The buffers from nests are designated by CDFG and are typically 100’ for most birds and 300’ for 
raptors.  If work is to be done during the breeding season, pre-construction nesting bird surveys are 
required within 300 feet of disturbance areas.  Surveys are done with binoculars and generally do not 
entail trespassing on neighboring properties.  If active nests are found on or within 300 feet of proposed 
disturbance, all activities in the vicinity of the nest must be delayed until the young have fledged.  No 
work can be done within the designated buffer zone of any active nest (e.g. 100’ or 300’ or as designated 
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by CDFG for certain species).  The applicant may hire any qualified biologist with experience performing 
pre-construction nesting bird surveys and regulatory agency consultation. 

The mitigation measure stands as submitted, pursuant to the Migratory Bird Treaty Act and the laws of 
the State of California, regulated by CDFG.  No modifications to the EIR are necessary. 

Response to SHS-SD-6 

The comment requests that the tree impact estimates reflect those of the Master Plan and requests changes 
to the document. 

As requested, the tree impact estimates on Page IV.D.-25 have been changed to reflect the Master Plan.  It 
should be noted that tree impacts may change as project planning advances.  The applicant is required to 
submit a final report to the Town reflecting any changes in tree impacts due to project implementation. 

Page IV.D-25 has been revised as follows: 

The development of the site would involve impacts to heritage trees on site which are protected under the 
Town of Atherton Heritage Tree Ordinance (Chapter 8.10) including Valley oaks (Quercus lobata) which 
are components of Valley Oak Woodland, a protected Sensitive Community.  The removal of and or 
encroachment on 21 16 Heritage trees, 6 of these trees are oaks, and 101 94 ornamentals site wide would 
constitute a potentially significant impact.  In addition, buildout of the Master Plan would involve the 
removal of and/or encroachment on additional trees including Heritage trees.  This would be a significant 
impact. 

Response to SHS-SD-7 

The comment requests that the DEIR clarify that both near-term and long-term impacts to trees are 
addressed in the Mitigation Planting Program. In addition, the comment requests modification of the 
number of trees to be replaced in each project area. 

As requested, the language on Page IV.D.-28 has been modified to reflect the intent of the Mitigation 
Planting Program.  Tree replacement numbers have been modified to reflect the requested changes. 

Page IV.D-28 has been revised as follows: 

Mitigation Planting Program 

In addition to the above listed mitigations, Project landscape architects have developed a Mitigation 
Planting Program to mitigate the near-term and long-term loss of site trees due to implementation of the 
Project as follows: 

The St. Joseph’s portion of the Project is proposing 47 45 replacement trees for impacts to 21 16 Heritage 
trees.  All Heritage oaks shall be replaced with 48” boxed coast live oak (Quercus agrifolia) at a 1:1 
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replacement ratio.  All other species of Heritage trees shall be replaced with 15 gallon Q. agrifolia at a 3:1 
replacement ratio in accordance with the Town of Atherton Heritage Tree Ordinance (Chapter 8.10).  For 
the 41 additional ornamental trees that shall be impacted, 101111 replacement plantings are planned (see 
Planting plans for sizes, species and locations). 

The West Fields portion of the Project is proposing no impacts to Heritage trees.  For the 58 ornamental 
trees that will be impacted, 17 19 24” box California sycamore (Platanus racemosa) and 2 valley oak 
(Quercus lobata) replacement plantings are planned.  In addition, 5 mature fruiting olive (Olea europaea) 
would be relocated (see Planting plans for sized, species and locations).  

As discussed above, prior to mitigation, the proposed impact to as many as 2116 Heritage trees and 101 
94 ornamentals site wide would constitute a potentially significant impact.   

Response to SHS-SD-8 

Page IV.G-14.  Appendix Table B was incorrectly referenced.  It should be Appendix J.  The reference 
has been changed.  This appendix sheet is attached. 

Page IV.G-14 is revised as follows: 

3. There were significant vehicle queues on both the Emilie and Elena avenue approaches to 
Valparaiso Avenue (see Appendix Table BJ). 

Response to SHS-SD-9 

Figure IV.G-15.  It is noted that the entrance from Park Lane is a one-way inbound driveway.  All 
outbound traffic shown at this driveway would be added to the outbound only driveway. This would not 
produce any change in findings.  Figure IV.G-15 has been revised. 

Response to SHS-SD-10 

Page IV.G-16.  Appendix X was incorrectly referenced.  It should be Appendix J.  The reference has 
been changed in the text and the appendix sheet is attached. 

Page IV.G-16 is revised as follows: 

Please see Appendix BJ for the warrant criteria chart. 

Response to SHS-SD-11 

Page IV.G-19.  At Town of Atherton request, both a near and long term horizon were evaluated for 
traffic purposes.  The near term horizon of 2014 was selected because it would be the first year after 
project completion.  The long term horizon selected for cumulative analysis was 2030, as this is the year 
of available traffic modeling projections from the San Mateo City/County Association of Governments. 
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Response to SHS-SD-12 

Page IV.G-20.  The 1 percent per year growth was applied to year 2009 volumes to a year 2014 horizon.  
There is no two-year period of overestimation of future traffic growth. 

Response to SHS-SD-13 

Page IV.G-24.  Long term horizon (year 2030) C/CAG traffic modeling projections have been developed 
for all major streets in Atherton and Menlo Park, but only a representative sampling of minor streets.  The 
projected traffic for a minor street (included in the model) is reflective of not only the traffic on that one 
street, but also of the traffic that would be expected on all other nearby parallel streets that are not 
included in the model.  The phrase “the reality of the local street system” is in reference to the fact that 
there are many more local streets than just those included in the traffic model. 

Response to SHS-SD-14 

Pages IV.G-31 and 32.  Comment noted.  A total student cap of 1,196 students has been utilized for 
analysis purposes. 

Response to SHS-SD-15 

Pages IV.G-31 through 34.  The term “travel mode” refers to the form of transport to/from the campus 
(i.e. auto, school bus, walk, bike, etc.).  The master plan is not proposing any changes that would 
significantly shift the percentage of students being driven by parents to increased school bus service, 
walking or biking.  Travel mode does not refer to the regional or subregional distribution or redistribution 
of parent traffic from old driveways to new driveways. 

Response to SHS-SD-16 

Page IV.G-33, Table IV.G-8.  SHS staff was asked at the beginning of the project whether there would 
be any significant change in travel mode for new students or for the campus in general due to the 
proposed project (i.e. more busing, carpools, etc.).  The response was that there would be no significant 
change.  Therefore, the net increase in students was projected to generate traffic at the same rate as the 
existing student body.  This was the same assumption and approach utilized in several recent traffic 
studies conducted directly for Sacred Heart Schools.  A maximum enrollment of 1,196 students was 
utilized for all evaluation. 

Response to SHS-SD-17 

Pages IV.G-46 through IV.G-61.  While the mitigation measures described as Alternative A designated 
for each location represents the mitigation measure necessary to mitigate to a less-than-significant level 
the Project's significant impact to that intersection, it may be in the applicant's and/or Town's interest to 
choose another alternative or combination of alternatives.  Further, it may be in the applicant's or Town's 
interest to choose alternatives that may result sharing the cost of implementing the selected alternative(s). 
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Response to SHS-SD-18 

Page IV.G-33, Table IV.G-11, Page IV.G.-51.  No peer review has been conducted of the DKS analysis 
showing no new impacts at the Valparaiso/Emilie intersection if a signal is provided at the Elena 
intersection. 

A signalized Valparaiso Avenue/Elena Avenue intersection will operate with much greater safety for 
drivers (and school children) making left turn movements from Valparaiso Avenue to Elena Avenue if a 
left turn lane is provided on the Valparaiso Avenue intersection approach.  Without a left turn 
deceleration lane, there will be a greater probability for rear end accidents as well as greater danger for 
bike riders in the bike lane adjacent to the travel lane.  Some through traffic will (illegally) pull into the 
bike lane to pass (on the right) a vehicle waiting to make a left turn.  While the level of service analysis 
provided by the applicant’s traffic engineer does show the intersection operating at an acceptable level 
without a left turn deceleration lane on the Valparaiso approach, this simplified analysis does not take into 
account the realities of increased safety factors due to the exclusion of the left turn lane.  The primary 
beneficiary of the left turn deceleration lane would be the Sacred Heart Schools’ parents and students. 

Response to SHS-SD-19 

Page IV.G-62 Impact Traf-7.  If the school can guarantee that there will be no construction-related 
traffic on the local roadway system during the AM and mid afternoon peak hours of school traffic, the 
requested change would be acceptable.  However, the school will need to do more than just “advise” their 
contractors when construction traffic should not be on the local system.  A firm traffic management plan 
with precise timeframes when no construction traffic is permitted on the local system should be prepared 
and submitted to the Town for approval. 

Response to SHS-SD-20 

Page IV.G-63 Impact Traf-7.  Comment noted.  This change would not result in any additional impacts 
or needed mitigations. 

Response to SHS-SD-21 

This comment correctly states that an EIR shall describe a range of reasonable alternatives to the project, 
or to the location of the project, which would feasibly attain most of the basic objectives of the project but 
would avoid or substantially lessen any of the significant effects of the project. Because an EIR must 
identify ways to mitigate or avoid the significant effects that a project may have on the environment 
(Public Resources Code Section 21002.1), the discussion of alternatives focuses on alternatives to the 
project or its location which are capable of avoiding or substantially lessening any significant effects of 
the project, even if these alternatives would impede to some degree the attainment of the project 
objectives, or would be more costly.  



Town of Atherton  June 2010 

 

 

Sacred Heart Schools Master Plan  III. Responses to Comments 
Final Environmental Impact Report  Page III-66 
 

The alternatives analyzed in the Draft EIR were chosen for their ability to reduce or avoid impacts 
resulting from the Project to trees, noise, and traffic. However, as noted in the Draft EIR, none of the 
alternatives would reduce or eliminate all of the significant impacts of the Project. Alternative 2, the No 
Project/No Build Alternative would result in incrementally fewer impacts to aesthetics, biological 
resources, and noise. However, it would also allow a maximum enrollment of 1,250 students as proposed 
by the April 2008 SHS Master Plan, which would result in increased impacts to air quality and traffic. 
Alternative 4, the Reduced Enrollment Alternative would have similar impacts to aesthetics, biological 
resources, and noise as the Project, but would reduce vehicle trips, which would incrementally reduce 
impacts to air quality and traffic due to the reduction in students. However, even this incremental 
reduction in trips would result in similar impacts to traffic as under the Project and require 
implementation of similar mitigation measures. All of the Projects impacts would be reduced to a level of 
less than significance and there are no significant and unavoidable impacts resulting from the Project that 
an alternative would eliminate. 

CEQA requires that a public agency must use its available powers to require mitigation measure to reduce 
impacts from a project. The Town of Atherton will require that mitigation measures as recommended in 
the Draft EIR be adopted for the Project. In addition, the Town will make findings in accordance with 
CEQA that all feasible mitigation measures have been incorporated into the Project. Therefore, the 
actions of the Town would be consistent with CEQA in approving and adopting the Project.     
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IV. REVISIONS TO THE DRAFT EIR 

This section presents corrections and clarifications that have been made to the text of the Draft EIR.  
These changes include revisions resulting from specific responses to comments and staff-initiated text 
changes to correct non-substantive errors.  The text revisions are organized by section and page number 
as they appear in the Draft EIR.  Text deleted from the Draft EIR is shown in strikethrough, and new text 
is underlined. 

Executive Summary 

Page II-3 of the Draft EIR is revised as follows: 

Three Four alternatives were analyzed that would feasibly attain most of the basic project objectives, but 
would avoid or substantially lessen some of the significant effects of the Project.  These alternatives 
include the following: 

Page II-13 of the Draft EIR is revised as follows: 

Mitigation Planting Program 

In addition to the above listed mitigations, Project landscape architects have developed a Mitigation 
Planting Program to mitigate the near-term and long-term loss of site trees due to implementation of the 
Project as follows: 

The St. Joseph’s portion of the Project is proposing 47 45 replacement trees for impacts to 21 16 Heritage 
trees.  All Heritage oaks shall be replaced with 48” boxed coast live oak (Quercus agrifolia) at a 1:1 
replacement ratio.  All other species of Heritage trees shall be replaced with 15 gallon Q. agrifolia at a 3:1 
replacement ratio in accordance with the Town of Atherton Heritage Tree Ordinance (Chapter 8.10).  For 
the 41 additional ornamental trees that shall be impacted, 101 111 replacement plantings are planned (see 
Planting plans for sizes, species and locations). 

The West Fields portion of the Project is proposing no impacts to Heritage trees.  For the 58 ornamental 
trees that will be impacted, 17 19 24” box California sycamore (Platanus racemosa) and 2 valley oak 
(Quercus lobata) replacement plantings are planned.  In addition, 5 mature fruiting olive (Olea europaea) 
would be relocated (see Planting plans for sized, species and locations).  

As discussed above, prior to mitigation, the proposed impact to as many as 2116 Heritage trees and 101 
94 ornamentals site wide would constitute a potentially significant impact. 

Project Description 

Figure III-8 has been revised to as: 

View 10: View of Sigall Hall Morey Building from Elena Avenue Parking Area. 
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Page III-20 of the Draft EIR is revised as follows: 

A list of the required approvals, permits, and discretionary actions permits and approvals that may be 
required is shown in Table III-3. 

Page III-12 has been revised as follows:  

An Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND) was certified for the Science and Student Life 
Building Project on January 2, 2008.  The IS/MND also analyzed the impacts of the demolition of the 
Morey Building; Quadrangle landscaping improvements; renovations to the Sigall Building and 
McGanney Sports Center; relocation of the Preparatory School Athletic Field existing softball field; and 
new and updated sewer, water, and other utility lines. 

Page III-12 is revised as follows: 

Building Construction.  The Project proposes the construction of an approximately 21,400 square-foot 
two-story Lower School and an approximately 30,850 square-foot two-story Middle School (including a 
one-story addition for administrative offices and Chapel) for the St. Joseph’s campus.  The St. Joseph’s 
campus would be relocated from its existing location along Emilie Avenue and moved closer to Park 
Lane and closer to the middle of the campus.  A new approximately6,360 square-foot Library, 21,900 
square-foot St. Joseph’s Assembly Hall and Performing Arts classrooms, Graduation Court, and Entry 
Court would be constructed as part of this complex.  These buildings would all be one story.  Building 
square footage constructed on the St. Joseph’s campus would total approximately 99,000 80,555 square 
feet. 

Page III-14 is revised as follows: 

Stormwater retention devices, including the use of bioswales and underground retention tanks, would be 
installed throughout the campus.  Impervious surfaces on the site currently total 33 areas acres or 
approximately 46 percent of the Project site.   

Page III-17, Table III-1 is revised as follows: 
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Table III-1 
Sacred Heart Schools Campus  

Existing and Proposed Square Footage 
 

Building 

Existing  

(SF) 

Demolished  

(SF) 

New 
Construction  

(SF)) 

Proposed  

(SF) 

Main  68,008 —  68,008 
Gym - McGanney 27,840 27,840 40,0001 40,000 
Sigall  21,000 —  21,000 
Morey  17,950 17,9502  — 
Gate House 2,600 2,600 3,5003 3,500 
The Castle 1,000 1,000  — 
Maintenance  1,000 —  1,000 
Barn–Grounds Shop 2,400 —  2,400 
Montessori 7,480 —  7,480 
Foley Center 5,840 5,840  — 
St. Joseph’s #400 4,225 4,225  — 
St. Joseph’s #300 7,796 7,796  — 
St. Joseph’s #100 17,028 17,028  — 
St. Joseph’s #200 7,955 7,955  — 
Speiker Pavilion 31,465 —  31,465 
Campbell Center 28,000 —  28,000 
Aquatic Center 2,000 —  2,000 
Field House 7,700 —  7,700 
Science & Student Life 44,100 —  44,100 
St. Joseph’s Lower — — 21,424 21,424 
St. Joseph’s Middle — — 30,853 30,853 
Library — — 6,363 6,363 
St. Joseph’s Lower Assembly 
Hall/Performing Arts 

— — 21,915 21,915 

Concession/Restrooms — — 3,000 3,000 
Total 305,387 64,394 284 99,215 340,208 
a Footnote:  

112,610 square feet of new constructino. 
2 Morey Hall demolition previously analyzed in Science and Student Life Building IS/MND, January 2, 2008 and 
therefore the square footage is not considered as part of the demolition totals. 
3 900 square feet of new construction. 

Source:  Sacred Heart Schools, 2010. 
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Page III-18 is revised as follows: 

The Project would be constructed in two phases.  Phase One would occur from 2010 through 2012 and 
would include the St. Joseph’s campus improvements, realignment of sports fields, roadway and entry 
improvements, parking facilities, the changing areas/restrooms/concession stand and storage, and 
landscaping and pedestrian improvements.  The St. Joseph’s campus improvements would be constructed 
in a single phase over approximately 15 to 18 months.  Buildings 300 and 400 and Foley Center would be 
demolished at the start of the St. Joseph’s phase of the Project.  The 100 and 200 building will be 
demolished once the new Lower School building is completed.  Temporary classrooms will be used 
during the building phase.   

Phase Two would occur from 2012 to 2014 and would include the construction of the McGanney Sports 
Center replacement (including a Practice Gym), the changing areas/restrooms/concession stand and 
storage, and renovations to the maintenance shop area.  Renovations to the maintenance shop area would 
be to create a new central delivery point and would include a new access roadway. 

Section IV.D, Biological Resources 

Page IV.D-25 has been revised as follows: 

The development of the site would involve impacts to heritage trees on site which are protected under the 
Town of Atherton Heritage Tree Ordinance (Chapter 8.10) including Valley oaks (Quercus lobata) which 
are components of Valley Oak Woodland, a protected Sensitive Community.  The removal of and or 
encroachment on 21 16 Heritage trees, 6 of these trees are oaks, and 101 94 ornamentals site wide would 
constitute a potentially significant impact.  In addition, buildout of the Master Plan would involve the 
removal of and/or encroachment on additional trees including Heritage trees.  This would be a significant 
impact. 

Page IV.D-28 has been revised as follows: 

Mitigation Planting Program 

In addition to the above listed mitigations, Project landscape architects have developed a Mitigation 
Planting Program to mitigate the near-term and long-term loss of site trees due to implementation of the 
Project as follows: 

The St. Joseph’s portion of the Project is proposing 47 45 replacement trees for impacts to 21 16 Heritage 
trees.  All Heritage oaks shall be replaced with 48” boxed coast live oak (Quercus agrifolia) at a 1:1 
replacement ratio.  All other species of Heritage trees shall be replaced with 15 gallon Q. agrifolia at a 3:1 
replacement ratio in accordance with the Town of Atherton Heritage Tree Ordinance (Chapter 8.10).  For 
the 41 additional ornamental trees that shall be impacted, 101 111 replacement plantings are planned (see 
Planting plans for sizes, species and locations). 
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The West Fields portion of the Project is proposing no impacts to Heritage trees.  For the 58 ornamental 
trees that will be impacted, 17 19 24” box California sycamore (Platanus racemosa) and 2 valley oak 
(Quercus lobata) replacement plantings are planned.  In addition, 5 mature fruiting olive (Olea europaea) 
would be relocated (see Planting plans for sized, species and locations).  

As discussed above, prior to mitigation, the proposed impact to as many as 2116 Heritage trees and 101 
94 ornamentals site wide would constitute a potentially significant impact. 

Section IV.G, Traffic 

Page IV.G-5 is revised as follows: 

Emilie Avenue is a two-lane north-south street extending between Valparaiso Avenue and Alexandra 
Alejandra Avenue. 

Page IV.G-14 is revised as follows: 

3. There were significant vehicle queues on both the Emilie and Elena avenue approaches to 
Valparaiso Avenue (see Appendix Table BJ). 

Page IV.G-16 is revised as follows: 

Please see Appendix BJ for the warrant criteria chart. 

Appendix 

Appendix Table C1.2 is revised as follows: 

Field House 7700 2007 Nibbi Brothers 
Pfau Architecture 

Locker rooms, bathrooms, bleachers on top 

 



View 9: Cemetery, Near Center of Campus Looking Northwest.

View 10: View of Sigall Hall Morey Building from Elena Avenue Parking Area. 

 

Source: Christopher A. Joseph & Associates, 2010.

Figure III-8
Views 9 and 10
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Figure IV.G-15
Year 2014 AM Peak Hour

Base Case + Project Driveway Volumes
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Figure IV.G-16
Year 2014 Mid Afternoon (Post School) Peak Hour

Base Case + Project Driveway Volumes
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Figure IV.G-19
Year 2030 AM Peak Hour

Base Case + Project Driveway Volumes
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Figure IV.G-20
Year 2030 Mid Afternoon (Post School) Peak Hour

Base Case + Project Driveway Volumes




