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1.

Project Title:

Civic Center Master Plan

2.

Lead Agency Name and Address:

Town of Atherton
Planning Department
91 Ashfield Road
Atherton, CA 94027

3.

Contact Person and Phone Number:

Lisa Costa Sanders, Town Planner
(650) 333-0248

4.

Project Location:

91 Ashfield Road
Atherton, CA 94027

5.

Project Applicant’s Name and Address:

Town of Atherton
Planning Department
91 Ashfield Road
Atherton, CA 94027

6.

General Plan Land Use Designation:

Public Facilities

7.

Zoning:

Public Facilities (PFS)

8.

Description of Project:

See Project Description section below.

9.

Surrounding Land Uses and Setting:

See Location and Setting section below.

10. Other Public Agencies Whose Approval
is Required:

None

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by the Project, involving at least one
impact that is a Potentially Significant Impact, as indicated by the checklist on the following pages.
Aesthetics
Agriculture and Forestry Resources
Air Quality
Biological Resources
Cultural Resources
Geology & Soils
Greenhouse Gas Emissions
Hazards & Hazardous Materials
Hydrology & Water Quality

Land Use & Planning
Mineral Resources
Noise
Population & Housing
Public Services
Recreation
Transportation & Traffic
Utilities & Service Systems
Mandatory Findings of Significance

Determination:
On the basis of this initial evaluation:
I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment and a
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.
I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will
not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made by or agreed to by
the project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.
I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.
I find that the proposed project MAY have a “potentially significant impact” or “potentially significant
unless mitigated” impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in an
earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation
measures based on the earlier analysis as described on attached sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed.
I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, because all
potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE
DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to
that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that are
imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further is required.

Steve Noack, AICP, Principal
PlaceWorks (Consultant)

Date

Approved by:

Lisa Costa Sanders, Deputy Town Planner
Town of Atherton Planning Department

Date

The Project site is located in the Town of Atherton, California, approximately 30 miles south of San Francisco,
as shown in Figure 1. Regional vehicular access to the Project site is provided by Interstate 280 (I-280), State
Route 84 (SR-84), El Camino Real (SR 82), and Highway 101. The Atherton Caltrain station is located within
the Project area and is accessible by several bus lines operated by the San Mateo County Transit District
(SamTrans).

The Project site is bound by the Caltrain rail corridor to the east across Dinkelspiel Station Lane, Maple
Avenue to the south, and Fair Oaks Lane to the north. El Camino Real runs north to south beyond existing
residences located just to the west of the Project site. Surrounding land uses are primarily single-family
residences.

The Project site contains approximately 24,000 square feet of existing facilities, which include the existing
Town administrative building, Council Chambers, Library, Permit Center trailers, and Public Works office
building and Corporation Yard. The Project site is designated by the Town of Atherton General Plan for
Public Facility use, and is zoned Public Facilities (PFS).
The Project site consists of the following 6 Assessor Parcel Numbers (APNs)
 060321130
 060321170
 060321010
 060321160
 060323180
 060323010

The Town of Atherton’s Civic Center currently provides essential services to the community and includes town
administration, police services, public works, building and planning departments, Council Chambers, a post
office, and library services. However, given the age of the existing facilities, the Town of Atherton developed
the Civic Center Master Plan to update and modernize the Civic Center.
As shown in Figure 2, the Project proposes a pedestrian green space, a clear pedestrian and bicycle circulation
system through the Project site, and a vehicular circulation pattern that connects Ashfield Road, Maple Avenue,
and Fair Oaks Lane. City administrative functions would be grouped together in a single two-story building on
the north end of the site, which would be accessible from Fair Oaks Lane and total 25,000 square feet.
The Library would be a one-story building located on the south end of the site accessible from Dinkelspiel
Station Lane, totaling 9,000 square feet. The Town Hall and Public Works buildings would remain in their
existing locations. The Project also proposes open spaces and courtyards defined by existing heritage trees and
new landscaping to be located between the proposed Library and Town Hall.
Approximately 1,200 square feet of police ancillary building area and 33,000 square feet of parking would also
be constructed on-site. New facilities would be a total of 68,200 square feet.
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Regional and Local Location
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Figure 2

Conceptual Site Plan

Parking would be distributed throughout the site to provide convenient access to all buildings and uses on site.
Proposed parking includes 33 spaces for Caltrain, 63 spaces for the Civic Center, 19 secure parking spaces for
police, and 4 parking spaces for the Public Works Corporation Yard. The total number of parking spaces
would be 119 parking spaces. The Project also includes the reconfiguration of Ashfield Road and Dinkelspiel
Station Lane around the new Civic Center.
Approximately 2,000 square feet of exiting storage space in the Public Works Corporation Yard and the 1,696square-foot Council Chambers building would be retained within the Project site. No modifications would
made to structures within the Public Works Corporation yard and the Council Chambers.

Items identified in each section of the environmental checklist below are discussed following that section.
Required mitigation measures are identified, where necessary, to reduce a projected impact to a level that is
determined to be less than significant.
All documents cited in this report and used in its preparation are hereby incorporated by reference into this
Initial Study. Copies of documents referenced herein are available for review at the Town of Atherton Planning
Department, 91 Ashfield Road, Atherton, CA 94027.

































The Project site is currently developed with a Town Administrative building, Council Chambers, Library,
building, Engineering and Planning Permit Center trailers, Public Works office building and Corporation Yard,
Post Office, a surface parking lot, and the Atherton Caltrans station. Buildings on-site are largely one-story.
The Project would include construction of new one- and two-story buildings. Due to the flat topography of the
Project site and surrounding area, the Project site is level with adjacent roadways and surrounding residences.
Mature trees and ornamental shrubs are located within and along the perimeter of the Project site. Trees and
shrub plantings are substantial along the western edge of the site, providing screening from adjacent residential
properties.
According to the Town’s General Plan, it is Town policy to preserve all streets and highways as scenic routes.
Scenic corridors are defined as the visual land area outside the road right-of-way and generally described as the
view from the road. It is within this area that development standards are applied to retain and enhance scenic
qualities and provide sufficient area for landscape. These standards may include site review procedures and
regulations on building height, building setbacks, signs, grading, tree removal, and undergrounding of utility
lines. The General Plan does not identify any specific scenic resources or scenic views outside of this general
designation.

The Atherton General Plan does not identify any specific scenic vistas or public viewpoints from which scenic
vistas are intended to be viewed. The Project site is located in a generally flat area such that there are no
sweeping views from or toward the Project site that could be substantially impacted by the proposed new
buildings. Therefore, the Project would have no impact on a scenic vista, and this issue will not be discussed in
the EIR.

Interstate 280 is the only designated or eligible State Scenic Highway near Atherton. This freeway is
approximately four miles from the Project site at its closest point, and due to surrounding topography and
landscaping, it does not provide substantial views of the Project site. Therefore, the Project would have no
impact on a State scenic highway, and this issue will not be discussed in the EIR.

The Project would change certain views of the site while retaining the same general character as a civic center.
The Project retains the same uses on site as with existing public facilities uses. While portions of the site will
remain the same, the Project would result in additional supporting building space that will result in a site that
looks different than it does today. These changes would not constitute a substantial degradation of the existing
character or quality of the site and its surroundings. The perimeter of the site is substantially covered by
existing screening trees, which limit views onto the site from adjacent roadways and residential properties. The
majority of these trees will remain with implementation of the Project. While some views of the site would be
changed, these factors demonstrate that the changes would not constitute a substantial degradation of the
existing visual character or quality of the site and its surroundings. However, given the change to the Project
site that would result from the development of the Project site, the impact related to degrading the exiting
character would be potentially significant and will be addressed in the EIR.

Some increase in the amount of lighting on the site would occur for increased safety. Given the Project could
potentially create new sources of light and glare, impacts related to light and glare would remain potentially
significant and will be addressed in the EIR.









































The Project site is currently developed with buildings to provide public facilities for the Town of Atherton. The
Project site does not contain any agricultural lands or timberland.

The Project site does not contain any farmland and is classified as Urban and Built-Up Land by the
Department of Conservation’s Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program.1 Therefore, there would be no
impact to important farmlands, and this issue will not be further discussed in the EIR.

The Project site is designated by the Town of Atherton General Plan for Public Facilities use and is zoned
Public Facilities (PFS). The Project site is not within a Williamson Act contract. Therefore, the Project would
have no impact, and this issue will not be further discussed in the EIR.

The Project site is designated by the Town of Atherton General Plan for Public Facilities use and is zoned
Public Facilities (PFS). Therefore, the Project would have no impact, and this issue will not be further discussed
in the EIR.

According to 2006 mapping data from the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection, the Project
site does not contain woodland or forest land cover. 2 Therefore, the Project would have no impact, and this issue
will not be further discussed in the EIR.

1

California Department of Conservation, Division of Land Resource Protection, Farmland Mapping and
Monitoring Program, 2012, San Mateo County Important Farmland, ftp://ftp.consrv.ca.gov/pub/dlrp/FMMP/pdf/
2010/smt10.pdf, accessed October 1, 2013.
2 California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection Fire and Resource Assessment Program, Land Cover map,
http://frap.cdf.ca.gov/webdata/maps/statewide/fvegwhr13_map.pdf, accessed on October 1, 2014.

The Project site does not contain any agricultural or forest lands. Therefore, the Project would have no impact,
and this issue will not be further discussed in the EIR.









































The Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD) is the regional air quality agency for the San
Francisco Bay Area Air Basin (SFBAAB), which comprises Alameda, Contra Costa, Marin, Napa, San
Francisco, San Mateo, and Santa Clara counties; the southern portion of Sonoma County; and the southwestern
portion of Solano County. Air quality in this area is determined by natural factors, such as topography,
meteorology, and climate, in addition to the presence of existing air pollution sources and ambient conditions.3

Operation of the Project could result in generation of air pollutants that could conflict with the BAAQMD’s
2010 Bay Area Clean Air Plan. The impact is potentially significant and will be addressed in the EIR.

The Project would include redevelopment of portions of the Project site, resulting in a net increase of
approximately 15,650 square feet in on-site building area. The BAAQMD air quality monitoring station closest
to Atherton is in San Francisco. The San Francisco monitoring station indicates that the area is an attainment
area for all federal and State ambient air standards, with the exception of particulate matter (PM10 and PM2.5).
Construction and operation of the Project could generate air pollutants that would contribute to air quality

3

Bay Area Air Quality Management District, 2011, California Environmental Quality Act Air Quality Guidelines,
Appendix C: Sample Air Quality Setting.

violations. It is therefore necessary to analyze project air quality impacts. The impact is potentially significant, and
this issue will be addressed in the EIR.

BAAQMD’s 2010 Bay Area Clean Air Plan is the current control strategy to reduce ozone, particulate matter
(PM), air toxics, and greenhouse gases (GHGs) for the Project area. The 2010 Bay Area Clean Air Plan was
based on the Association of Bay Area Governments’ (ABAG) population and employment projections for the
San Francisco Bay Area. The Project would involve the redevelopment of portions of the Project site, resulting
in a net increase of approximately 15,650 square feet in on-site building area. The Project would generate an
increase in criteria air pollutant emissions from transportation sources (vehicles), energy (natural gas), and area
sources (landscape emissions, consumer products) that could exceed pertinent federal and/or regional air
quality standards. It is therefore necessary to analyze Project air quality impacts. The impact is potentially
significant, and this issue will be addressed in the EIR.

The Project is within 50 meters of off-site sensitive land uses to the north, south, and west. Construction
activities would have the potential to expose off-site sensitive receptors to air pollutants. The impact is
potentially significant, and this issue will be addressed in the EIR.

The proposed land uses would not generate substantial odors. Therefore, the Project would have no impact with
regard to objectionable odors, and this issue will not be addressed in the EIR.

















































The Project site is located in an urbanized area that is surrounded by residential development and supports
limited biological resources. Existing development (buildings, maintenance/storage yards, parking lots, and
streets) are set in a heavily wooded area characterized by mature trees and shrubs. Given the developed nature
of the Project site and adjoining areas, sensitive natural communities, jurisdictional wetlands, or suitable habitat
for special-status species are not expected to occur on the site, with the possible exception of nesting birds.

Special-status species are plants and animals that are legally protected under the State and/or federal
Endangered Species Acts or other regulations, as well as other species that are considered rare enough by the
scientific community and trustee agencies to warrant special consideration, particularly with regard to
protection of isolated populations, nesting or denning locations, communal roosts, and other essential habitat.
Although past development in the vicinity has generally eliminated the potential for occurrence of any specialstatus plant species and most special-status animal species from the Project site, there remains a potential for
nesting by one or more species of birds. Nests of birds in active use are protected under the Migratory Bird
Treaty Act and California Department of Fish and Game Code. Further assessment of the potential for adverse
impacts on nesting birds will be conducted as part of the biological resource evaluation. Therefore, this remains
a potentially significant impact that will be addressed in the EIR.

There are no creeks or riparian habitat located on the Project site. Given the absence of any riparian habitat or
other sensitive natural community types, no impacts are anticipated and this issue will not be addressed in the
EIR.

Jurisdictional wetlands and other regulated waters are absent from the Project site, which is developed with
public facilities uses, asphalt parking lots, and landscaping. Typical best management practices would be utilized
to prevent any construction-generated sediments or pollutants from entering the storm drain system and
entering down-gradient regulated waters. Therefore, no impacts on jurisdictional wetlands and waters are
anticipated and this criterion will not be addressed in the EIR.

The Project site is located in an urbanized area, bordered by existing roadways and other urban uses that
preclude the presence of any important wildlife movement corridors across the Project site. The Project site
contains no creeks or aquatic habitat that would support fish. The proposed development would not interfere
substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species, or with established
native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nurseries. Wildlife species
common in urban habitat would continue to move through the area, both during and after construction. Some
species common in suburban habitat would most likely be displaced if the tree plantings on the Project site
were removed, but these are species that are relatively abundant in urban areas. Therefore, their loss or
displacement would not be considered a significant impact. Replacement trees and other landscaping installed
as part of the Project would serve to replace any affected habitat. However, the Project has the potential to
interfere with the movement of native species. Therefore, this remains a potentially significant impact that will be
addressed in the EIR.

Development of the Master Plan buildings and site improvements would involve impacts to Heritage Trees on
the Project site, which are protected under the Town of Atherton Heritage Tree Ordinance (Chapter 8.10).
This would be a potentially significant impact and will be addressed in the EIR.

The Project would not conflict with any adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation
Plan, or other approved conservation plan as no such plans encompassing the vicinity of the Project site have
been adopted. Consequently, no impacts are anticipated, and this issue will not be discussed further in the EIR.

































The Council Chambers was built in 1924 and is identified by the Town as a historic resource.

The Project involves demolition of the existing library, Town Administration building, and Police Department,
all of which were constructed over 45 years ago. Therefore, an evaluation of the potential historic significance
of the structure will be evaluated as a potentially significant impact in the EIR.

It is possible that unknown archaeological resources could be discovered during ground-disturbing activities on
the Project site. Therefore, impacts to archeological resources remain potentially significant and will be addressed
in the EIR.

Due to the developed nature of the Project site, it is not likely that paleontological resources would be
discovered during or disturbed by Project construction. Nevertheless, it is possible that unknown resources
could be discovered during ground-disturbing activities, even in areas with a low likelihood of occurrence.
Therefore, this remains a potentially significant impact and will be addressed in the EIR.

Due to the developed nature of the Project site, it is not likely that human remains would be discovered during
or disturbed by Project construction. Nevertheless, it is possible that unknown cultural resources could be
discovered during ground-disturbing activities, even in areas with a low likelihood of occurrence. Therefore this
remains a potentially significant impact and will be addressed in the EIR.





















































The entire Bay Area is located within the San Andreas Fault Zone, which is comprised of active faults where
moderate to strong earthquakes have been generated. The San Andreas Fault does not run through the Town
of Atherton. The Modified Mercalli Intensity (MMI) Scale describes shaking severity resulting from
earthquakes. An earthquake of magnitude 7.9 on the San Andreas Fault would have a “Very Strong” MMI
shaking severity level on the Project site.4
The Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Act was passed in 1972 to provide a statewide mechanism for
reducing the hazard of surface fault rupture to structures used for human occupancy. The main purpose of this
Act is to prevent the siting of buildings used for human occupancy across the traces of active faults. The
Project site is not located within an Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone.5
Liquefaction is the rapid transformation of saturated, loose, fine-grained sediment to a fluid-like state due to
seismic ground shaking. Liquefaction could damage foundations, disrupt utility service, and cause damage to
roadways. The Project site is mapped as having “Moderate” liquefaction susceptibility.6
A landslide is a mass of rock, soil, or debris displaced down a slope by sliding, flowing, or falling. Landslides
can be a direct result of an earthquake, or can be caused by other natural events, such as heavy rainfall.
Landslides can also be the result of human activities, such as grading or removal of vegetation. The entirety of
the Project site is mapped as being flatland.7

4 Association of Bay Area Governments, San Mateo Earthquake Shaking Scenarios Map, http://gis.abag.ca.gov/
website/Hazards/?hlyr=northSanAndreas&co=6081, accessed on October 1, 2014.
5 State of California Department of Conservation, 1982, Special Studies Zones map, San Francisco South,
http://gmw.consrv.ca.gov/shmp/download/quad/san_francisco_south/maps/sanfrancisco_so.pdf, accessed on October
1, 2014
6 Association of Bay Area Governments, San Mateo Earthquake Hazards Liquefaction Susceptibility Map,
http://gis.abag.ca.gov/website/Hazards/?hlyr=northSanAndreas&co=6081, accessed on October 1, 2014.
7 Association of Bay Area Governments, San Mateo Landslide Hazards Map, accessed October 2, 2014.
http://gis.abag.ca.gov/website/Hazards/?hlyr=northSanAndreas&co=6081

The site is not located within a State-designated Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone.8 However, the site
could be subjected to strong ground shaking during an earthquake on a nearby fault, such as the San Andreas
Fault to the west, or another active fault in the San Francisco Bay Area. The project site is mapped as having
moderate liquefaction potential.9 These geologic and seismic risks constitute a potentially significant impact that
will be addressed in the EIR.

Potential erosion hazards could occur during construction activities. Construction activities, such as excavation,
backfilling, and grading, can remove stabilizing vegetation and expose loose soil that, if not properly stabilized,
can be subject to soil loss and erosion by wind and stormwater runoff. This is a potentially significant impact that
will be addressed in the EIR.

The Project site is mapped as flatland, which is moderately susceptible to landslides. 10 The Project site’s
location will be evaluated for the presence of unstable geologic units or soil in the EIR. As a result, this is a
potentially significant impact that will be addressed in the EIR.

The Project site is not mapped as having shrink-swell potential. However, potential risks associated with
expansive soils could exist within the Project site. These risks from expansive soil constitute a potentially
significant impact that will be addressed in the EIR.

The Project does not include the use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems. Therefore,
there would be no impact, and this will not be further discussed in the EIR.

8 State of California Department of Conservation, 1982, Special Studies Zones map, San Francisco South,
http://gmw.consrv.ca.gov/shmp/download/quad/san_francisco_south/maps/sanfrancisco_so.pdf, accessed on October
2, 2014.
9 Association of Bay Area Governments, Earthquake, and Hazards Program Liquefaction Susceptibility Map,
http://gis.abag.ca.gov/website/Hazards/?hlyr=liqSusceptibility, accessed on October 13, 2014.
10 Association of Bay Area Governments, Earthquake, and Hazards Program Landslide Distribution Map,
http://gis.abag.ca.gov/website/Hazards/?hlyr=liqSusceptibility, accessed on October 13, 2014.

















Scientists have concluded that human activities are contributing to global climate change by adding large
amounts of heat-trapping gases, known as greenhouse gases (GHGs), into the atmosphere. The primary source
of these GHG is fossil fuel use. The Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) has identified four
major GHG—water vapor, carbon dioxide (CO2), methane (CH4), and ozone (O3)—that are the likely cause of
an increase in global average temperatures observed within the 20th and 21st centuries. Other GHG identified
by the IPCC that contribute to global warming to a lesser extent include nitrous oxide (N 2O), sulfur
hexafluoride (SF6), hydrofluorocarbons, perfluorocarbons, and chlorofluorocarbons.11,12 This section analyzes
the Project’s contribution to global climate change impacts in California through an analysis of project-related
GHG emissions.

The Project would involve the redevelopment of portions of the Project site, resulting in a net increase of
approximately 15,650 square feet of building area. Due to an increase in building area within the Project site, an
increase in vehicle trips to and from the Project site, which would generate GHG emissions, could result.
Therefore, the impact is potentially significant, and this issue will be addressed in the EIR.

The Project would involve the redevelopment of portions of the Project site, resulting in a net increase of
approximately 15,650 square feet of building area. As a result of increasing the intensity of uses within the
Project site, the Project could conflict with applicable plans, policies, or regulations adopted for the purpose of
reducing the emissions of GHG’s. The impact is potentially significant, and this issue will be addressed in the EIR.

11 Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, 2001, Third Assessment Report: Climate Change 2001, New York:
Cambridge University Press.
12 Water vapor (H O) is the strongest GHG and the most variable in its phases (vapor, cloud droplets, ice crystals).
2
However, water vapor is not considered a pollutant.

































































Asbestos-containing materials (ACM) are materials that contain asbestos, a naturally-occurring fibrous mineral
that has been mined for its useful thermal properties and tensile strength. When left intact and undisturbed,
ACM does not pose a health risk to building occupants. Potential for human exposure occurs only when ACM
becomes damaged to the extent that asbestos fibers become airborne and are inhaled. These airborne fibers are
carcinogenic and can cause lung disease. The principal federal government agencies regulating asbestos are the
Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA) and the US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA).
The US EPA recommends a proactive in-place management program be implemented wherever undamaged
ACM are found in a building. The US EPA recommends that damaged ACM be removed, repaired,
encapsulated, or enclosed, and that all ACM are removed prior to any demolition or major renovation activities.
The age of a building is directly related to its potential for containing elevated levels of ACM; generally, all
untested materials are presumed to contain asbestos in buildings constructed prior to 1981. Because the Project
site was developed in the 1960s and 1970s, buildings on the Project site may contain ACM.
Lead-based paint (LBP), which can result in lead poisoning when consumed or inhaled, was widely used in the
past to coat and decorate buildings. Lead poisoning can cause anemia and damage to the brain and nervous
system, particularly in children. Like ACM, LBP generally does not pose a health risk to building occupants
when left undisturbed; however, deterioration, damage, or disturbance will result in hazardous exposure. In
1978, the use of LBP was federally banned by the Consumer Product Safety Commission. Therefore, only

buildings built before 1978 are presumed to contain LBP, as well as buildings built shortly thereafter, as the
phase-out of LBP was gradual. Because the Project site was developed in the 1960s and 1970s, buildings on the
Project site may contain LBP.
The US EPA prohibited the use of Polychlorinated Biphenyls (PCBs) in the majority of new electrical
equipment starting in 1979, and initiated a phase-out for much of the existing PCB-containing equipment. The
inclusion of PCBs in electrical equipment and the handling of those PCBs are regulated by the provisions of
the Toxic Substances Control Act, 15 U.S. Code Section 2601 et seq. Relevant regulations include labeling and
periodic inspection requirements for certain types of PCB-containing equipment and outline highly specific
safety procedures for their disposal. The State of California regulates PCB-laden electrical equipment and
materials contaminated above a certain threshold as hazardous waste; these regulations require that such
materials be treated, transported, and disposed of accordingly. At lower concentrations for non-liquids, regional
water quality control boards may exercise discretion over the classification of such wastes. Because the Project
site was developed in the 1960s and 1970s, buildings on the Project site may contain PCBs.

The Project site may contain ACM, LBP, PCBs, or other potentially hazardous building materials that may be
encountered during demolition and renovation of existing structures on the Project site. Additionally, during
the operational phase of the Project, common cleaning substances, building maintenance products, paints, and
solvents, as well as similar items would be stored and used in the buildings on-site. This would result in a
potentially significant impact and will be addressed in the EIR.

Operation of the Project would involve the storage and use of common cleaning substances, building
maintenance products, paints, and solvents. Associated impacts involving the potential release of hazardous
materials into the environment would be a potentially significant impact and will be addressed in the EIR.

The Project site is not located with one-quarter mile of any existing or proposed schools. There are eight
schools located within the Town of Atherton, including Encinal Elementary, Sacred Heart School, Selby
Middle School, Las Lomitas Elementary, Laurel Elementary, Menlo School, Menlo Atherton High School, and
Menlo College. Additionally, the Project would not involve the storage, handling, or disposal of hazardous
materials in sufficient quantities to pose a significant risk to the public. Therefore, the Project would have no
impact, and this issue will not be addressed in the EIR.

According to the Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC)’s EnviroStor database, the Project site does
not contain hazardous material sites that would pose a significant hazard to the public or the environment. 13
However, this remains a potentially significant impact and will be addressed in the EIR.

The public airport nearest to the Project site is the San Carlos Airport which is seven miles to the northwest of
the Project site. Due to the substantial distance, it is unlikely that the Project would result in a safety hazard for
people living or working in the Project area. Therefore, the Project would have no impact in this respect, and this
will not be discussed further in the EIR.

There are no private airstrips located within two miles of the Project site. Therefore, the Project would have no
impact, and this will not be discussed further in the EIR.

The Town of Atherton has adopted ABAG’s Multi-Jurisdictional Local Hazard Mitigation Plan (LHMP)
Taming Natural Disasters, along with a local annex to the plan, as its emergency response plan. ABAG’s MultiJurisdiction LHMP addresses nine hazards affecting the Bay Area: earthquake faulting, earthquake shaking,
earthquake-induced and weather-related landslides, liquefaction, tsunamis, flooding, wildfires, and drought.
The Project would be subject to the Town’s emergency planning and response procedures, as well as standard
plan review and building inspection procedures conducted by the Menlo Park Fire District. The Project would
be required to conform to these procedures and plans; however, given the proposed changes to occur within
the Project site, the impact would be potentially significant and will be addressed in the EIR.

According to the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (CAL FIRE), the Project site is not
located within a fire hazard severity zone. 14 The Project is located in a highly urbanized setting, and the risk of
wildland fire is considered to be low. Therefore the Project would have no impact, and this will not be discussed
further in the EIR.

13 Department of Toxic Substances Control, EnviroStor database, dtsc.ca.gov/public/Default.asp, accessed on
October 8, 2014.
14 California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection, 2008, Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zones in LRA,
http://frap.fire.ca.gov/webdata/maps/san_mateo/fhszl_map.41.pdf, accessed on October 1, 2014.









































































Urban development has two potential impacts to stormwater runoff hydrology. Impervious surfaces, such as
roads, sidewalks, and buildings, prevent the natural infiltration of stormwater into the soil and create higher
runoff volumes. In addition, more rapid transport of runoff over impermeable surfaces, combined with higher
runoff volumes, causes elevated peak flows. This increase in flows may adversely impact stormwater drainage
systems.
The National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit program was established by the federal
Clean Water Act (CWA) to regulate municipal and industrial discharges to surface waters of the United States
from their municipal storm sewer systems (MS4s). In California, the State Water Resources Control Board
(SWRCB) has broad authority over water quality control issues for the State. The SWRCB is responsible for
developing statewide water quality policy and exercises the powers delegated to the State by the federal
government under the CWA. The Town of Atherton is within the jurisdiction of the San Francisco Bay
Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) Region 2. The San Francisco Bay RWQCB adopted a Water
Quality Control Plan for the San Francisco Bay Basin (the Basin Plan) that designates beneficial uses,
establishes water quality objectives, and contains implementation programs and policies to achieve those

objectives for all waters addressed through the Basin Plan. 15 Construction activities that disturb one or more
acres of land that could impact hydrologic resources must comply with the requirements of the SWRCB
Construction General Permit (99-08-DWQ).

During construction, the Town would be required to comply with the NPDES permit and submit Permit
Registration Documents (PRDs) to the SWRCB prior to the start of construction. The PRDs include a Notice
of Intent (NOI) and a site-specific construction Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP), since the
Project would disturb one or more acres. The SWPPP describes the incorporation of Best Management
Practices (BMPs) to control sedimentation, erosion, and hazardous materials contamination of runoff during
construction. The SWRCB also requires the construction SWPPP to include post-construction treatment
measures aimed at minimizing stormwater runoff.
In addition, all new development projects that disturb 10,000 square feet or more of impervious surface (or
5,000 square feet of impervious space for uncovered parking and restaurant uses) are required to incorporate
water quality improvements into the site design, as per the San Mateo Countywide Water Pollution Prevention
Program requirements. Redevelopment projects that replace 50 percent or less of existing impervious surface
need to treat stormwater runoff only from the portion of the site that is redeveloped. Implementation of these
SWPPP measures would minimize post-development impacts to water quality; however, impacts would remain
potentially significant that will be addressed in the EIR.

The Project would be connected to municipal water supplies and does not propose any wells and would not
use any groundwater supplies. However, the Project would include the construction of impervious surfaces on
the site, which could limit groundwater recharge in the area. This is a potentially significant impact that will be
addressed in the EIR.

The Project site currently drains to the Town of Atherton’s storm drain system and does not contain a stream,
river, or other water feature that would be affected by the Project. The Project site currently consists primarily
of impervious surfaces that would be replaced with other impervious surfaces or landscaping. As described
above, the Project would be required to prepare a construction SWPPP and implement Low Impact
Development (LID) measures to handle stormwater runoff. The requirement to prepare and implement a
SWPPP during construction activities would minimize the potential for erosion and siltation to occur; however,
this remains a potentially significant impact that will be addressed in the EIR.

15

San Francisco Bay RWQCB, 2007, Water Quality Control Plan (Basin Plan) for the San Francisco Bay Basin,
http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/rwqcb2/basin_planning.shtml, accessed on October 1, 2014.

The Project involves renovation and reconstruction to an existing civic center that is currently connected to the
Town’s storm drain system via catch basins throughout the property. As a result, there would be no significant
increase in site runoff volumes as compared to existing (pre-development) conditions. Although the existing
storm drain system is expected to be able to handle the stormwater flow from the site, and the impact is
expected to be less than significant, until Project details are known, this is considered a potentially significant
impact that will be addressed in the EIR.

The Project would replace existing impervious surface with new impervious surfaces and landscaping. Some
existing pervious surfaces would be replaced with impervious surface. This is considered a potentially significant
impact that will be addressed in the EIR.

The Project site is not located within a 100-year flood hazard area, as mapped by the Flood Insurance Rate
Map.16 Therefore, there would be no impact, and this topic will not be discussed further in the EIR.

The Project site is not located within a 100-year flood hazard area, as mapped by the Flood Insurance Rate
Map.17 Therefore, there would be no impact, and this topic will not be discussed further in the EIR

No areas in the town are subject to dam inundation. 18 Therefore, there would be no impact, and this topic will
not be discussed further in the EIR.

There are no water bodies in Atherton, so there is no threat of seiches. A tsunami inundation map prepared by
the California Department of Conservation shows that no portions of Atherton located within a tsunami
inundation area.19 The Project site does not contain nor is it located adjacent to sloped hillsides that would
result in the Project site being susceptible to mudflows. Therefore, there would be no impact, and this topic will
not be discussed further in the EIR.

16
National Flood Insurance Program, 2012, https://msc.fema.gov/webapp/wcs/stores/servlet/
FemaWelcomeView?storeId=10001&catalogId=10001&langId=-1, accessed on October 1, 2014.
17
National Flood Insurance Program, 2012, https://msc.fema.gov/webapp/wcs/stores/servlet/
FemaWelcomeView?storeId=10001&catalogId=10001&langId=-1, accessed on October 1, 2014.
18 Association of Bay Area Governments, Dam Failure/Inundation Hazard Map for Menlo Park, Atherton, and
East Palo Alto, http://www.abag.ca.gov/cgi-bin/pickdamx.pl accessed on October 2, 2014.
19 California Department of Conservation, Tsunami Inundation Map, http://www.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/
geologic_hazards/Tsunami/Inundation_Maps/SanMateo/Pages/SanMateo.aspx, accessed on October 2, 2014.

























The Project site consists of a Town administrative building, Council Chambers, library, permit center trailers,
public works office building and corporation yard. The Project site is designated by the Town of Atherton
General Plan for Public Facility (PFS) use and is zoned Public Facility (PFS).

Construction of the Project would have a significant environmental impact if it were sufficiently large or
otherwise configured in such a way as to create a physical barrier or other physical division within an
established community. The Project will remain a civic center with public facility uses. The Project includes
changes to the existing roadway network; however, the changes do not limit access nor divide an existing
community. Therefore no impact would occur, and this will not be discussed further in the EIR.

Construction of the Project would have a significant environmental impact if it would conflict with community
goals as expressed in adopted plans, policies, or regulations. The Project would remain as a civic center with
public facilities uses and would not require amendments to the General Plan or Zoning Ordinance. Therefore
no impact would occur, and this topic will not be discussed further in the EIR.

The Project site is not within the boundary of any local Habitat Conservation Plan. Therefore, there would be
no impact, and will not be discussed further in the EIR.

















The California Department of Conservation, Geological Survey (CGS) classifies lands into Aggregate and
Mineral Resource Zones (MRZs) based on guidelines adopted by the California State Mining and Geology
Board, as mandated by the Surface Mining and Reclamation Act of 1974. These MRZs identify whether known
or inferred significant mineral resources are present in areas. Lead agencies are required to incorporate
identified MRZs resource areas delineated by the State into their General Plans.20 The Town of Atherton has
no General Plan land use designation for mineral resources.

The Project site is not designated by the State or the Town of Atherton General Plan as an area with existing
mineral resources. Therefore, the Project would not result in the loss of availability of a known mineral
resource that would be of value to the region and the residents of the State. Furthermore, as the site is currently
developed, the Project would not alter its status with respect to the availability of mineral resources. Therefore,
implementation of the Project would not result in any impacts related to the availability of a known mineral
resource or a locally-important mineral resource recover site. Therefore there would be no impact, to the loss of
known mineral resources within the Project site, and this issue will not be discussed in the EIR.

The Project site contains no known mineral resources, delineated as a locally important mineral resource site in
the Town General Plan, nor is the Project site within a MRZ as delineated on the California Department of
Conservation.21 Therefore, there would be no impact with regard to the loss of a valuable mineral resource, and
this issue will not be discussed in the EIR.

20

Public Resources Code Section 2762(a)(1).
21 California Department of Conservation, 2006 Update of Mineral Land Classification: Aggregate Materials in
the South San Francisco Bay Production/Consumption Region, page 8.

















































Noise in Atherton is regulated by Chapter 8.16 of the Town of Atherton Municipal Code, which prohibits loud
noises between the hours of 10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m. Construction and delivery activities are exempt from the
basic noise regulation except during those times when prohibited by Chapter 15.40; between the hours of 5:00
p.m. in the evening and 8:00 a.m. of the following day, Monday through Friday as well as on Saturday, Sunday
and any holiday. Certain other activities are also exempt from the sound level limits, including motor vehicles
operated on public streets and power garden equipment during some hours.

Under the Project, the site would remain in public facilities use, and implementation of the Project is not
expected to generate noise impacts that would exceed current levels. Construction activities are planned to
include site preparation work, including grading, demolition, foundation work, renovation of interior and
exterior areas, and erecting of new structures. Construction activities associated with Project development have
the potential to result in significant levels of vibration that may be perceptible to nearby sensitive receptors.
Additionally, the Project would be located in proximity to the Caltrain railway, directly adjacent to the Project
site to the northeast, which would generate noise that could impact building occupants. Therefore, this impact
could be potentially significant and will be addressed in detail in the EIR.

The Project proposes to redevelop portions of the existing Atherton Civic Center. Construction activities are
planned to include site preparation work, including grading, demolition, foundation work, renovation of
interior and exterior areas, and erecting of new structures. Construction activities associated with Project
development have the potential to result in significant levels of vibration that may be perceptible at nearby

sensitive receptors. Therefore, this impact could be potentially significant and will be addressed in detail in the
EIR.

The Project could result in an increase of traffic over existing conditions, which could increase ambient noise
levels near the Project site. Therefore, the impact is considered potentially significant and will be addressed in the
EIR.

Construction activities associated with Project development would have the potential to result in temporary,
but significant, noise levels. The impact is potentially significant and will be addressed in detail in the EIR.

The Project site is not located within two miles of a public use airport. The airport nearest to the Project site is
San Carlos Public Airport, approximately seven miles northwest of the Projects site. Therefore, there would be
no impact and will not be further addressed in the EIR.

The Project site is not located within the vicinity of a private use airport. Therefore, there would be no impact
and will not be further addressed in the EIR.

























The Project consists of expansion and improvements to the Civic Center buildings and surrounding area,
which is consistent with the existing General Plan and zoning designations for the site (Public Facility use, and
Public Facilities (PFS), respectively). The proposed uses do not include any housing; therefore, the Project
would not directly result in any new residential growth. Although the Project would reconfigure and renovate
some of the existing public facility structures, it is not expected to result in a substantial increase to
employment opportunities. Therefore, the Project would have no impact and will not be discussed further in the
EIR.

The Project site does not contain any existing housing units. Therefore, the Project would have no impact
associated with the displacement of existing housing units, and this topic will not be discussed further in the
EIR.

The Project would involve the demolition of existing public facility buildings, which would temporarily displace
workers. However, the Project includes the redevelopment of the Project site to include additional public
facilities buildings, which could increase the number of employment opportunities on the Project site. The
temporary displacement of workers would not require replacement housing. Therefore, the Project would have
no impact, and this topic will not be discussed further in the EIR.

























Atherton is served by the Menlo Park Fire District (MPFD), a Fire District that serves Atherton, Menlo Park,
East Palo Alto, and some unincorporated areas of San Mateo County. The MPFD has seven stations, one of
which is located in Atherton.22 The station is located approximately 1 mile from the Project site on
32 Almendral Avenue.

Police services are provided by the Atherton Police Department, with headquarters located within the Civic
Center area at 83 Ashfield Road.

There are four school districts in Atherton, Las Lomitas Elementary School District, Menlo Park City
Elementary School District, Redwood City Elementary School District, and Sequoia Union High School
District. There are five elementary schools, three middle schools, and three high schools in Atherton. From the
2001-2002 school year to the 2011-2012 school year, enrollment in the Las Lomitas Elementary, Menlo Park
Elementary, Redwood City Elementary, and Sequoia High School Districts has steadily increased.

Holbrook-Palmer Park is the only municipal park and recreational facility in the Town of Atherton, occupying
a total of approximately 22 acres. Additional recreational opportunities are provided by school playgrounds.

The Project would involve the redevelopment of portions of the Project site, resulting in a net increase of
approximately 15,650 square feet in on-site building area. The Project would be required to comply with the
California Fire Code and California Building Code. In addition, development plans would be reviewed by the
Menlo Park Fire District to verify code compliance and adequate fire access. Nevertheless, the expanded public
facilities uses could increase the number of employees and visitors accessing the Project site, which could
increase fire protection demands. This is a potentially significant impact that will be addressed in the EIR.

The Project would involve the demolition and redevelopment of the existing police station within the Town of
Atherton. As a result, this is a potentially significant impact that will be addressed in the EIR.

22

Menlo Park Fire Protection District, http://www.menlofire.org/station7.html, accessed on October 2, 2014.

The Project would involve the redevelopment of portions of the Project site, resulting in expanded public
facilities uses. The Project does not include any residential development. Therefore, the Project would not
directly increase demands for school facilities, and the Project would have no impact. This topic will not be
discussed further in the EIR.

The Project would involve the redevelopment of portions of the Project site, resulting in expanded government
facilities uses. However, the Project does not include any residential development, and demand for parks within
the Town would not increase. Therefore, the Project would have no impact and will not be discussed further in
the EIR.

The Project would involve the redevelopment of portions of the Project site, resulting in expanded government
facilities uses. The Project does not include any residential development, and users of the Project site would be
temporary visitors and employees. However, the Project includes the demolition of the existing Town library.
As a result, this is a potentially significant impact that will be addressed in the EIR.

















Existing parks and recreation conditions are described in Section 14, Public Services.

The Project would involve the redevelopment of portions of the Project site, resulting in expanded public
facilities uses. The Project does not include any residential development, and users of the Project site would be
temporary visitors and employees. Therefore, the Project would not increase use of parks and recreational
facilities, and the Project would have no impact. This issue will not be discussed further in the EIR.

The Project would involve the redevelopment of portions of the Project site, resulting in expanded public
facilities uses. The Project does not include any residential development, and users of the Project site would be
temporary visitors and employees. The Project does not include any recreational features and would not
increase use of existing recreational facilities. Therefore, the Project would have no impact.

























































The Project site is accessible by I-280. The Atherton Caltrain Station is located adjacent to the Project site and
is accessible by several SamTrans bus lines.

The Project would involve the redevelopment of portions of the Project site, resulting in a net increase of
approximately 15,650 square feet in on-site building area. The increase in public facility infrastructure could
increase vehicle and transit trips to and from the site and could increase pedestrian and bicycle activity in the
Project site vicinity. New vehicle trips caused by the Project could result in changes to traffic volumes or levels
of service (LOS) for surrounding roadways and intersections. Such changes in LOS could conflict with
applicable plans, ordinances, or policies establishing measures of effectiveness for the performance of the
circulation system. This is a potentially significant impact that will be addressed in the EIR.

The Project could increase vehicle and transit trips to and from the site, which could result in conflicts with the
applicable congestion management program and policies. This is a potentially significant impact that will be
addressed in the EIR.

The Project is not located within two miles of a public or a private use airport, nor is it within the land use
compatibility plan for any airport. The highest building constructed under the Project would be the two-story
Administration building. Given that the Project would not generate air traffic and would not be located in close
proximity to any facilities used by aircraft and since it would not be of sufficient height to interfere with typical
aircraft operations, it is unlikely that the Project would result in changes to aircraft patterns in terms of location.
Nevertheless, this remains a potentially significant impact and will be addressed in the EIR

The Project includes improvements to existing roadways and infrastructure within the Project site. These
improvements, along with the potential increase in pedestrian, bicycle, transit, and vehicular travel activity in
the Project vicinity due to the Project, would have the potential to create hazardous conditions on the roadways
and entryways along the perimeter of the Project site. This is a potentially significant impact that will be addressed
in the EIR.

The Project does include modifications to the existing layout of the Project site. The Project would be required
to comply with the life safety requirements in the California Fire Code and California Building Code, and

proposed development plans would be reviewed by the Menlo Park Fire District to verify adequate emergency
access. This impact would be potentially significant and addressed in the EIR.

The Project could increase transit trips to and from the site and increase pedestrian and bicycle activity in the
vicinity of the Project site. Such activity could conflict with applicable plans, ordinances, or policies promoting
alternative modes of transportation. This is a potentially significant impact that will be addressed in the EIR.

The Project site currently contains approximately 181 surface parking spaces. The Project would result in a net
decrease of approximately 62 parking spaces, reducing the overall number of parking spaces to 119 spaces. This
is a potentially significant impact that will be addressed in the EIR.

































































Water supplied to the Project site is provided by California Water Service. Wastewater from the Project site is
treated by the Fair Oaks Sanitary District (FOSD) and the West Bay Sanitary District (WBSD). All wastewater
collected in the Town is transported to the WBSD Menlo Pumping Station and from there to the South

Bayside System Authority (SBSA) treatment plant which oversees wastewater treatment responsibility for
southern San Mateo County sewer agencies in Redwood City. The Town is a member of the South Bayside
Waste Management Authority (SBWMA), a jointpowers authority comprised primarily of cities within San
Mateo County. SBWMA contracts with Recology San Mateo, on behalf of its member agencies, including the
Town of Atherton, to provide curbside recycling, garbage, and compost and yard waste services to all
residential and commercial customers in the Town. The Town of Atherton is responsible for stormwater
collection

The Project land use type is public facilities. Wastewater effluent associated with this land use would not
substantially increase pollutant loads, as there is no heavy industrial use nor agricultural processing where
pollutant loads and wastewater volumes are heavy. Therefore, construction of the Project is not expected to
exceed the discharge limits established by the San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board
(RWQCB). Nevertheless, impacts to sanitary wastewater quality would be potentially significant and will be
addressed in the EIR.

The Project would involve the development of new on-site buildings and would result in a net increase of
approximately 15,650 square feet in on-site building area, which would require new on-site water facilities and
increase demand for off-site water treatment and supply facilities. This is a potentially significant impact that will
be addressed in the EIR.

The Project would involve the development of new on-site buildings and would result in a net increase of
approximately 15,650 square feet in on-site building area, which could require new on-site wastewater facilities
and increase demand for off-site wastewater collection and treatment facilities. This is a potentially significant
impact that will be addressed in the EIR.

The Project would be required to comply with C.3 provisions, including LID site design guidelines.
Implementation of LID site design measures would provide both treatment of site runoff and flow control
prior to discharge to the Town’s storm drain system. As a result, there would be no significant increase in site
runoff as compared to existing (pre-development) conditions. Although the existing storm drain system is
expected to be able to handle the stormwater flow from the site and the impact is expected to be less than
significant, until Project details are known, this is considered a potentially significant impact that will be addressed
in the EIR.

The Project would increase the buildout of the Project site, which could increase the site’s water demand. This
is a potentially significant impact that will be addressed in the EIR.

The Project would involve the development of new on-site buildings and would result in a net increase of
approximately 15,650 square feet in on-site building area, which could increase demand for wastewater
treatment facilities. This is a potentially significant impact that will be addressed in the EIR.

The Project would involve the development of new on-site buildings and would result in a net increase of
approximately 15,650 square feet in on-site building area, which could increase solid waste generation on the
Project site. This is a potentially significant impact that will be addressed in the EIR.

The Project could increase solid waste generation on the Project site, which would add to the town’s total
disposal rate. Since 2007, when the State adopted its current disposal rate and goal measurement system, the
Town has been able to meet its per capita disposal rate target of 11.4.23 Given the increase in build-out area
within the Project site resulting from the Project, this is a potentially significant impact that will be addressed in the
EIR.

a)

















b)

23

California Department of Resources Recycling and Recovery (CalRecycle) website http://www.calrecycle.ca.gov/
LGCentral/reports/diversionprogram/JurisdictionDiversionPost2006.aspx, accessed October 6, 2014.
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The Project would redevelop portions of the Project site and could potentially affect biological resources within
the Project site. In combination with other development in the vicinity of the Project site, this would have the
potential to contribute to cumulative impacts. Cumulative impacts are potentially significant and will be addressed
in the EIR.

The Project would redevelop portions of the Project site, resulting in a net increase of approximately 15,650
square feet in on-site building area, which would increase on-site services and employment opportunities as
well as vehicle trips to and from the Project site. In combination with other development in the vicinity of the
Project site, this would have the potential to contribute to cumulative impacts. Cumulative impacts are
potentially significant and will be addressed in the EIR.

The Project would generate an increase in air pollutants and noise. These impacts are potentially significant and
will be addressed in the EIR.
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From: Howard Crittenden [hcrit3@gmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, November 04, 2014 2:29 PM
To: 'George Rodericks, City Manager'
Cc: Lisa Costa Sanders
Subject: RE: Comments on the Civic Center Project Environmental Study...
Comments on the Civic Center Project Environmental Study.
The Administration Building, Council Chambers and a portion of the Library are cultural
resources and significant historic assets in the Town of Atherton.
The Administration Building’s red brick rancher design represents a significant time in
the history of the Town of Atherton. The architectural style is representative of its time.
The architectural design of the Council Chambers and the anterooms, where the
historical room and side meeting room are today, are reminders of the town during its
beginnings. The anterooms were the home of the original Police Department and Town
Hall.
A portion of the Library was once the home of the Chief of Police. Ross Hubbard was the
Chief of Police for many years. As a young resident I remember and appreciate his
presence and manner of dealing with the residents on a personal level, rather than
referring issues to the courts. This house also has many significant historic features such
as a dumb waiter servicing the upper floor, original bathroom tile and tub and faucet
fixtures, and the traditional design of the building with the stucco, iron railings and classic
arches.
It will be disappointing and a significant loss of historic assets to the town if these few
remaining historic buildings, that were the cornerstone of the original Civic Center, are
replaced rather than incorporated into the New Town Center.
Sandy Crittenden
117 Heather Dr.

December 2, 2014
Lisa Costa Sanders, Town Planner
Having attended the November meeting of the Civic Center Project's
Scoping Meeting, I have some concerns regarding the EIR. They are
primarily with the site design and traffic hazards and congestion. Having
lived near the depot and town center for nearly forty years, I am very
familiar with the use of this area of town.
The intersection of Fair Oaks Lane, Lloyden Drive and Station Lane is
often congested and hazardous even now. In the proposed change to the
entry to the Civic Center it would be even more so because of the location of
that new entrance. It would not be visible from the drivers coming from the
east due to the curve of Fair Oaks Lane. Drivers often go much too fast
over the tracks and are surprised by that curve. In the proposed change, they
might encounter people trying to make a left turn into the Center. Rear end
accidents could occur.
In addition, the backup during commute hours between Middlefield and
El Camino caused by red lights on Marsh and Middlefield in the East or El
Camino in the West can cause bumper to bumper traffic for a block long in
either direction which is increased if gate-down time also occurs. This
backup makes access to Fair Oaks Lane very difficult for all side street
traffic trying to access this collector street. Lloyden Park alone, with about
80 residences, must use this already congested intersection for any of its
south or eastbound trips since only northbound exits are available from
Wilburn or Lloyden onto El Camino.
The Civic Center Master Plan Traffic Report was dated November of
2013. The data collected would have to have been collected months prior to
that report. There has been a noticeable increase in commuter traffic since
then so that intersection is even worse now without the proposed, hidden
(from westbound drivers) entry into the entrance off Fair Oaks Lane. I
recommend that this problem with the site design be rectified to avoid traffic
hazards, congestion and the resulting air pollution caused by stalled cars
waiting to access Fair Oaks Lane or the Civic Center.
Another potential problem is the access to the depot, especially if as
promised by Caltrain, weekly service is reinstated with electrification.
1

Residents from the north side of the depot dropping off or picking up
passengers, particularly during commute hours, will want to do so as near to
the building as possible and avoid taking time to drive into the Center. They
are apt to double park in the aforementioned congested intersection causing
yet more traffic and safety issues. Additionally there is no clearly delineated
bicycle or pedestrian paths for depot access from this north side.
Coordination with that Master Plan and this one in regard to depot access is
needed.
Rosemary K. Maulbetsch
90 Lloyden Drive
Atherton, CA 94027
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From: Laurent Mayer [lmayer@gmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, November 04, 2014 11:24 AM
To: Lisa Costa Sanders
Subject: Civic Center Master Plan EIR
Hello,
I was wondering what impact/risk there might be from the high speed train eventually going
forward (which I hope won't happen)?
I noticed on the proposed plan for the new center that the project extends almost right to. Preset
train tracks. Is there a risk of the tracks being widened and encroaching on the project?
Thank you.
Laurent Mayer
65 Wilburn Ave
Atherton, Ca 94027

From: Leigh F. Prince [lfp@jsmf.com]
Sent: Tuesday, November 04, 2014 1:52 PM
To: Lisa Costa Sanders
Cc: Gordon Siebert; Fennell, Chris (CFennell@wsgr.com)
Subject: RE: Civic Center Project
Hi Lisa,
Thanks for the sending the notice of the scoping meeting. I appreciated the opportunity to
participate. To follow up on the comments I made verbally yesterday afternoon, I am submitting
my comments in writing. The EIR should consider the following:
1.
The relocation of the existing cell tower to another location at the civic center, perhaps the
corporation yard. Doing so would be an aesthetic improvement on the visual character/quality of
the site and its surroundings.
2.
The relocation of the roadway on the interior of the project site and the impact that
road/vehicle noise will have on adjacent residences. Specifically, the concern would be the noise
level at the property line that might impact the enjoyment of neighbors’ backyards and potential
mitigations for the increased noise from vehicles (e.g. higher fence). Also, potential changes in
air quality for adjacent sensitive receptors due to an increased number of trips to the project site.
3.
Also with respect to noise, the impact and necessary mitigations for HVAC equipment
during operations and the impact and any possible mitigations above and beyond best practices
to shield neighbors from construction noise (e.g. temporary plywood fencing).
4.
Consider including a discussion of land use and planning to address whether the master
plan as proposed (or alternative) is consistent with
adopted plans, policies, or regulations.
Thank you for your time consideration.
Leigh
________________________________
Leigh F. Prince
Jorgenson, Siegel, McClure & Flegel, LLP
1100 Alma Street, Suite 210
Menlo Park, CA 94025
(650) 324-9300
(650) 324-0227 fax

From: Lisa Costa Sanders [mailto:lcostasanders@ci.atherton.ca.us]
Sent: Monday, October 27, 2014 10:47 AM
To: Leigh F. Prince
Cc: Gordon Siebert
Subject: FW: Civic Center Project
Hi Leigh - attached is the scoping notice for the Civic Center Master Plan EIR. The scoping
period runs through December 1, 2014 to provide comments on the scope of the EIR. You can
email your comments to me directly.
I have added you to the mailing list for the Civic Center Master Plan EIR. You can also fill out a
form to be added to the Town's e-notify list that will include other Civic Center meetings. see
link below:
http://www.ci.atherton.ca.us/list.aspx

let me know if you have any questions or need additional information.
thank you, Lisa

From: Leigh F. Prince [mailto:lfp@jsmf.com]
Sent: Monday, October 27, 2014 10:07 AM
To: George Rodericks
Cc: Ed Flint; Gordon Siebert; Theresa DellaSanta; fortin@smcl.org; Rick DeGolia; Elizabeth
Lewis
Subject: Civic Center Project
Dear Mr. Rodericks,
I am writing on behalf of my clients, the owners of the property located at 76 Fair Oaks
Lane ("Property"). First, I want to thank you and all the folks who have put in so much
time and effort working on the Town's proposed Civic Center ("Project"). My client's
Property is arguably the property most impacted by the proposed Project and in general
they view the Project as a positive improvement. One issue that has consistently been a
concern for my clients is the location of the cell tower and cellular base station 10 feet
from their Property. This Project provides an opportunity for the Town to move the cell
tower and cellular base station to a more appropriate location--one further from
residences; perhaps in the area of the corporation yard, closer to the train tracks. I also
wish to comment on the rerouting of the road in the area that shares a fence with the
Property. This road rerouting may cause additional traffic noise and diminish some of
my client's quiet enjoyment of their Property. Therefore, I respectfully request that you
consider a potential mitigation for the increased noise, such as a higher fence.
By way of this email, I am requesting not only that the Town consider the above
comments, but that I be added to the distribution list relative to information and meeting
notices for the proposed Project. My contact information appears below my signature.
We look forward to working with the Town on this matter.
Thank you for your time and attention.
Regards,
Leigh
________________________________
Leigh F. Prince
Jorgenson, Siegel, McClure & Flegel, LLP
1100 Alma Street, Suite 210
Menlo Park, CA 94025
(650) 324-9300
(650) 324-0227 fax

