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SCH #:
Project Title:

Stratford School - San Bruno City Park Campus

Lead Agency: City of San Bruno
Contact Name:
Email:

Pamela Wu

pwu@sanbruno.ca.gov

Phone Number:

650-616-7053

Project Location: 201 Balboa Way, San Bruno San Mateo County
City

County

Project Description (Proposed actions, location, and/or consequences).
Stratford School, Inc. proposes to remodel the former El Crystal Elementary School as a private preschool and
kindergarten, consisting of 11 preschool and two kindergarten classes (“San Bruno City Park Campus”). The campus
would have a maximum enrollment of 348 students (288 Pre-K and 60 Kindergarten). The San Bruno City Park Campus
would operate in tandem with the Stratford School’s existing Crestmoor Canyon Campus, located at 2322 Crestmoor
Drive in San Bruno. Once the San Bruno City Park Campus is operational, some students and faculty from the existing
StratfordSchool would transfer to the new campus.

Identify the project’s significant or potentially significant effects and briefly describe any proposed mitigation measures that
would reduce or avoid that effect.
As discussed in Section 4.3, Air Quality of the Initial Study, implementation of BAAQMD Best Management Practices and
Mitigation Measure AIR-3.1, would reduce potentially significant impacts from fugitive dust and toxic air contaminants to
a less than significant level. As discussed in Section 4.4, Biological Resources, implementing the recommendations of
the arborist report and mitigation measures BIO-1.1 through BIO-1.3 would reduce impacts to biological resources to a
less than significant level. As discussed in Section 4.5, Cultural Resources, with implementation of the mitigation
measures (CUL-2.1 and CUL-3.1), the project would result in a less than significant impact on cultural and tribal cultural
resources would be. As discussed in Section 4.6, Geology and Soils, the project’s potential effects on geology and soils
would be reduced to less than significant with implementation of conditions of approval and mitigation measures
GEO-6.1. As described in Section 4.9, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, impacts associated with exposure of
construction workers and sensitive receptors to asbestos-containingmaterials and lead-based paint would be reduced to
a less than significant level with implementation of mitigation measure HAZ-2.1. Temporary water quality impacts and
post-construction water quality impacts would be reduced to less than significant with adherence to conditions of
approval identified in Section 4.10, Hydrology and Water Quality. Groundborne vibration generated by construction
equipment would be reduced to a less than significant level with implementation of mitigation measure NOI-2.1. All
significant project-level impacts can be mitigated
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continued
If applicable, describe any of the project’s areas of controversy known to the Lead Agency, including issues raised by
agencies and the public.

There are no known areas of controversy.

Provide a list of the responsible or trustee agencies for the project.
Not applicable.

