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and "A" weighting as determined with the noise source at issue silent, and in the same location as the 
measurement of the noise level of the source or sources at issue. However, in no case shall the local 
ambient be considered or determined to be less than (1) 30 dba for interior noise in Section 9.32.040; 
(2) 40 dba in all other sections.2  
 
Pasadena's ambient level is defined as a 15-minute Leq, and the project may not exceed the ambient 
noise level at the property line by more than 5 dB.3 
 
The ambient isn't properly established per this code, and average hourly measurements were used as the 
ambient rather than the lowest repeated sound during two minutes. However, MD will use the hourly 
measurements as a comparison as it's the information available. Note that the proper establishment of the 
ambient noise level would result in an even lower ambient level. 
 
At about 5PM on 3/1/22, the 15-minute Leq noise levels on Wilson Street were 17-20 dB louder than the 
ambient hourly average noise level provided in the previous reports. The same exceedance was 3-9 dB 
louder than the ambient levels on Grandview Ave and 4-9 dB louder than the average ambient levels on 
Michilinda. On 3/3/22 at about 4:30PM, the 15-minute Leq noise levels on Highland Street were 6-16 dB 
louder than the average ambient levels established in the previous reports. In all cases, the after-school 
activities exceeded the average hourly ambient noise levels measured from 4-5PM in 2010 by more than 6 
dB, and for half the receptors, the after-school activities exceeded the hourly ambient noise levels measured 
from 4-5PM in 2021 by more than 6 dB. If the reports had used the "local ambient" as defined in Section 
9.32.020 of the Sierra Madre Municipal code, the increase in noise level would have been greater. 
 
Measurements were not taken within 25 ft of the source, and therefore the statement that noise levels are 
less than 80 dBA during the after-school outdoor activities is invalid. 
 
Therefore, contrary to the memo, the reports indicate that the levels from the school exceed the Sierra 
Madre and Pasadena noise limits. 
 
2.0 Barrier Calculations 
The memo includes three options, a chain link fence with a 1 psf. sound blanket, a plywood fence on 4" 
metal posts with 1 psf. sound blankets, and a sound barrier of prefabricated panels with steel columns. All 
Walls are proposed to be 10' tall. The chain link fence proposes a 20 dBA reduction, the plywood fence 
proposes a 20-30 dBA reduction, and the prefabricated panel fence proposes a 35 dBA reduction. These 
reduction calculations are very overstated per the relevant International Organization for Standardization 
specification. 
 
The June 30, 2021 Alverno Heights Master Plan Update – Noise Analysis cites International Organization for 
Standardization, 9613-2:1996 "Acoustics – Attenuation of Sound during Propagation Outdoor-2" as the 
method of propagation calculation. Barrier reduction calculations must be calculated in line with the 
referenced methodology. 

 

 
2 https://library.municode.com/ca/sierra madre/codes/code of ordinances?nodeId=TIT9PUPEMOWE CH9.32NO 9.32.020DE 
3https://library.municode.com/ca/pasadena/codes/code of ordinances?nodeId=TIT9PUPEMOWE ARTIVOFAGPUPE CH9.36NORE 
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ISO 9613-2:1996 states: "The barrier attenuation, in any octave band, should not be taken to be greater 
than 20 dB in the case of single diffraction (i.e. thin barriers)". All proposed barriers are thin barriers per the 
specification. The barriers, therefore, cannot be estimated to provide more than a 20 dB reduction. 
 
The specification also outlines that the surface density of the barrier must be at least 10 kg/m2, which is 2 
psf. Option 1 does not meet this requirement and is, therefore, not a suitable noise barrier. The FHWA Noise 
Barrier Design Handbook has a rule of thumb of 4 psf. for noise barriers, which is only met by option 3. The 
FHWA also states that the maximum noise reduction that can be achieved by a barrier is 20 dBA for thin 
barriers.4 
 
Per the HUD Exchange Barrier Performance Module, a calculator that uses the ISO spec, the maximum 
expected reduction from the barrier is 10 dB from the center of the court to the edge of the northern 
residential property line for barrier options 2 and 3.5 To the receptor directly west of the project, the wall 
provides a maximum of 4 dB. However, the receptors to the southwest will still have a direct line of sight to 
the area. 
 
2.0 Communications 
The review team had no communications with the project applicant or the preparer of the noise study. 
 
3.0 Conclusion 
Alverno Heights Academy is currently not conforming to the noise limits during after-school activities. The 
wall will provide a maximum reduction of 10 dB to the receptors to the north and up to 4 dB to the receptor 
directly west of the site. Many receptors to the west will still have a direct line of sight, and the project will 
continue to exceed the Pasadena noise ordinance at those locations. The reviewer's qualifications are 
provided in Appendix A. If you have any questions regarding this analysis, please don't hesitate to call us at 
(805) 426-4477. 
 
Sincerely, 
MD Acoustics, LLC 
 
 
 
Claire Pincock, INCE-USA 
Consultant      

 
4 https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/noise/noise barriers/design construction/design/design03.cfm#sec3.4.2 
5 https://www.hudexchange.info/programs/environmental-review/bpm-calculator/#desc 
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Joseph Nosrat

Subject: FW: Item #2 12/1 Agenda Alverno

From: cecirogers@roadrunner.com [mailto:cecirogers@roadrunner.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, November 30, 2022 8:21 PM 
To: PlanningCommission <PlanningCommission@cityofsierramadre.com> 
Subject: Item #2 12/1 Agenda Alverno 

 

Dear Commissioners,  
 
Thank you for all the attention you have been giving this project. My family is tired and want it over. Of course, 
we don't if it means that we haven't solved the problems with the traffic on GrandView or Michillinda. We get 
all of the high school students and staff driving back and forth. We also seem to witnessing a lot of cars coming 
and going to the other parking lot. My sister and I have had to change our morning walking schedule. The 
traffic and the build up is awful. The waiting for pick up clogs Grandview.  
 
The pa systems need to be turned down.  
 
There has been a lot of noise coming from various activities. I can't quite tell you what they are but it's just very 
noisy. I understand the needs are different when it comes to a K-8 school. I am concerned that there has not 
been enough studies or maybe one of those environmental studies on how this impacts my home and 
neighborhood. 
 
I am extremely concerned that the changes in noise will mean my neighborhood will cease to be peaceful. What 
is the city doing about this?  
 
Thank you for allowing the coalition for Gurhardy Heights to submit my concerns over the last year. 
 
Cecilia Rogers 
657 W Grandview Ave. 

 CAUTION: This message is from an EXTERNAL SENDER - be CAUTIOUS, particularly with links and 
attachments.  
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Joseph Nosrat

Subject: FW: Thursday Dec 1 Planning Meeting for agenda item 2: Alverno application

From: merckspost@icloud.com [mailto:merckspost@icloud.com]  
Sent: Thursday, December 1, 2022 12:20 AM 
To: PlanningCommission <PlanningCommission@cityofsierramadre.com> 
Subject: Thursday Dec 1 Planning Meeting for agenda item 2: Alverno application 

 

Dear Planning Commission; 
 
 
Please delete my last submission. I accidentally hit send when I was trying to edit. 
 
I think allowing the applicant to set up a sports venue in the parking lot without permits or neighbor input is 
setting a dangerous precedent. It tells others in the city that all anyone has to do is build what they want and 
then the city will help them look for ways to make it permanent.  Genius.  
 
No entity should build out their property, then ask for approval of that use and be given it. Yes, I am talking 
about the Michillinda parking lot. The applicant should not be allowed to ruin this neighborhood with more 
building. The noise starts in the morning and gets louder by late afternoon to early evening in the summer with 
games.  
 
I rent but that doesn’t make me less able to put in my two cents. My neighbors all complain about the noise. I 
realize it does nothing if we don’t put it in writing. We all agree that we never experienced this level of noise or 
traffic before the elementary school was started. I regret that I did not find the time to speak against the Villa. 6-
7 parties in two months! They have been too loud! 
 
An environmental review has never been done on key areas of dispute like using the parking lot. These studies 
should have been done from the get go. Willfully ignoring what needs to be done is like lying by omission. The 
applicant did not include the parking lot for sports in the application. The applicant’s own documentation 
admits this new expansion will bring higher levels of unacceptable noise to the neighborhood. Levels of noise 
that are not OK by residential noise codes or what I see in Sierra Madre's general plan. There isn’t another build 
in this city that would be allowed to disrupt a neighborhood like this applicant has for two years. The applicant 
should look for a more appropriate location for their school(s). This temporary expansion has already raised the 
ambient levels of the surrounding neighborhoods for traffic and noise. Do not let this continue.  
 
 It’s time to deny this whole expansion. Yes, deny. It’s been over a year for this application by the applicants 
Alverno Heights Academy. It should be tossed. On page 178 of the 12/1/22 agenda it reads: 
 
A condition of approval also required a Master Plan Update, Conditional Use Permit, and environmental review 
to be submitted to the City within one year from the date of authorization to proceed. The applicant has had a 
year to do all of the environmental reviews they should have. They have not. They cannot just say they did it in 
back in 2010. Those studies were for different buildings and different uses by an all girls high school.  
 

 CAUTION: This message is from an EXTERNAL SENDER - be CAUTIOUS, particularly with links and 
attachments.  
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 This applicant is sneaking in components and misleading the citizens of Sierra Madre and Pasadena. The 
applicant has been caught in several mistruths. This applicant and their advisor will stand before the planning 
commission acting as if they can’t even answer basic questions about their school calendar, operations and 
sporting events. It’s easier to see when watched on youtube. They have been purposefully misconstruing the 
facts and hoping no one will call them on it.  
 
They tell the neighbors one thing in a meeting, and another to the city, and another story to their parents. 
Meanwhile the Sierra Madre staff is just giving their rubber stamp of approval. They are a public servant and 
should stop their bias for this applicant. Gabe Englund approved the temporary school. We have been stuck 
with a noisy (temporary) elementary school and all their crazy traffic ever since.  There is a clear bias on the 
part of staff advising the commission to approve this school. Someone should be making a request for 
disclosure of this person’s business connections and financial reports. This continual approval is suspicious 
after the residents have repeatedly ferreted out the problems with this application. 
 
The city of Sierra Madre doesn’t have to approve this application so please deny it. 
 
Yours, 
Martin E. 
West Grand View Ave 
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Upper Hastings Ranch neighbor 
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PUBLIC COMMENT 

 

Leesa A. Puleo 

 

 

Planning Commission Meeting 

December 1, 2022 

 
Merriam-Webster, America's oldest dictionary publisher, has just chosen "gaslighting" as its word of the year.  
 
Agenda Item # 2. CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT AMENDMENT 21-19, AN 
ADDENDUM TO THE MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION TO UPDATE THE 
ALVERNO HEIGHTS ACADEMY MASTER PLAN  
 

I believe the Planning Commission should continue considering AHA’s Conditional Use Permit 
(CUP) Amendment 21-19 and Addendum to the Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) to Update 
the Alverno Heights Academy Master Plan. I believe AHA has not provided adequate evidence that 
they can fulfill the conditions of approval set forth by the Planning Commission on October 6, 
2022. 
 

Condition: Prioritize the installation of the sports court and playgrounds within the phasing plan. 

AHA has NOT prioritized the installation of the sports court and playgrounds within the phasing 
plan. In fact, the sport court and playgrounds will be the LAST phase of construction. AHA states 
on at least ten(10) separate occasions throughout AHA’s CUP Amendment and MND that “the 
2021 refined project element would be implemented in three phases: the construction of the Lower 
School, Faculty Parking Lot, and Sports Courts.” Additionally, construction schedules are 
“dependent upon available funding from major capital campaigns”. Historically Alverno has had 
little success with capital campaigns as evidenced in their publicized tax returns. They do not secure 
donor funding to support their programs and Villa maintenance, and, therefore, must rely on rental 
income to continue their programs and services to children and families. With 70 years’ worth of 
alumni, many of which have provided support letters and made presentations to the Planning 
Commission and City Council, AHA should have significant endowment funding but they do not. 
Mr. Farfsing specifically told the Planning Commission that AHA “does not have a major 
endowment fund like many private schools.”. That is very telling of Alverno’s reputation and/or 
outreach activities.  
 

I believe AHA’s non-compliance of this condition alone is a DEALBREAKER and prevents 

the planning commission from approving AHA’s CUP Amendment and MND tonight! 

Although I am obsessively compelled to explain in detail the reasons why the Commission cannot 

approve AHA’s CUP Amendment and MND in the following 2,000+ words, I believe I could 

reasonably stop right here. I am interested in finding out how AHA will justify their failure to 

comply with this condition at tonight’s meeting.  
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numerous occasions and spoken directly with the Sierra Madre Chief of Police. They have also met 
with our neighbor group to discuss our challenges and have signed petitions.  
 
I believe the traffic study, provided by W.G. Zimmerman Engineering, Supplemental Traffic Study 
dated April 27, 2022, is not comprehensive enough to reflect the complex traffic problems that are 
currently happening on the streets surrounding AHA. When you compare it to the noise study, it 
seems like AHA made no effort to identify and discuss traffic challenges and make 
recommendations to make our streets safer, in fact, there weren’t any significant traffic issues 
identified. Unlike noise, traffic and pedestrian/bicycle safety has life or death consequences for 
adults and children alike. Traffic challenges affect more than just our little neighborhood, they affect 
so many other Sierra Madre residents, visitors, AHA staff and constituents, and the 400 enrolled 
children/young women and their families. It seems like a lot of people are talking about it; 
significant discussion of AHA’s traffic problems has occurred on Facebook and Nextdoor.com and 
folks are spilling the tea over it daily. 
 
I’m certainly no traffic expert, but I have written a dissertation, and I’m just not buying the data 
contained in the report. In the February 2022 comparison with November 2021 the numbers 
decreased so evenly across the board. AHA did very little to change drop off and pick up 
procedures, or they created a lot of rules but the parents weren’t following them. There’s no way 
traffic could have decreased. To be perfectly honest, I don’t feel it is a traffic study at all; it’s simply a 
four-page, double spaced memo that says there are no real traffic impacts. The tables were copied 
and pasted from the Federal Highway Administration and 2015 Sierra Madre General Plan Update, 
and some projected numbers were STILL being included. 
 
I attended the AHA neighbor traffic workshop on April 4, 2022. There were 5 neighbors in 
attendance included myself, Mr. and Mr. Stevens who attend all meetings, Chui Chow, the 
Michillinda resident who filed the lawsuit against AHA in 1998 and Helen Gronquist, a Wilson 
resident who says she’s “near deaf and can’t hear Alverno from inside her house”. There were 
several AHA staff, board members, and a couple of parents. We were clearly outnumbered and one 
AHA board member sneered at us and said, “oh just sue us already”. We talked very little about the 
traffic study and more about expansion. It was hard for me to hear that no significant traffic impacts 
were recorded, in fact, traffic was less than was projected. It was shocking really, especially since the 
afternoon queue is backed up all the way to Sierra Madre Boulevard and I can barely back out of my 
driveway in the morning. I absolutely believe there will come a day when an emergency vehicle 
won’t be able to get through the crowd of parents idling in crossovers. Ms. Stevens said the 
crosswalk was removed by the bus stop at Michillinda and Grandview and she feared for the safety 
of pedestrians and nobody seemed phased. I felt the entire meeting was offensive and we were being 
treated like we were making up all of the challenges we have had with Alverno over the years and 
then these people tell me I’m not impacted!  
 
Condition: Stagger pick-up and drop-off times of lower, middle, and high school. 

In May of 2022, AHA sent a letter to residents, within a 300-mile radius of the campus, informing 

them that they would be “adding a transitional kindergarten (TK) through 8th (lower school) 

program starting with the 2020-2021”(see attached Alverno Letter - Staggered Drop Off). I did not receive 

this letter; it was given to me by my neighbor. Gabriel Engeland and Vincent Gonzalez from the 

City of Sierra Madre also received a copy of this letter. Residents, including myself, were blindsided 

by the news and had absolutely no input in the planning and approval of the elementary school 
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(lower campus). We were at the very beginning of the COVID-19 pandemic and had been sheltering 

in place for 2 months. The Mayor of California mandated that all schools be closed to in-person 

instruction in March of 2020. The letter indicated that AHA would be “mindful” of our concerns 

and “spreading out the traffic”. They told us that “the traffic would be further spread out since the 

upper school with start at 7:55 am and end at 2:48 (Monday through Thursday), while the lower 

school will start at 8:15 am”. AHA obviously knew that staggering start times would, perhaps, 

alleviate anticipated traffic challenges. AHA confirmed start and ending times in a Zoom meeting 

with residents on June 11, 2022. Despite the state-wide mandated school closure, AHA began 

providing in-person instruction to some of the lower school grades beginning, as planned, in 

September of 2020. Beginning and ending times were not a concern because the upper school 

program was closed. When the upper school reopened in the fall, pick-up and drop-off times of the 

lower and upper schools were staggered. After a short time, both programs started and ended at the 

same time. Residents were not made aware of the reason for the change in the schedule. This is 

when people witnessed the AHA pickup line extending all of the way to Sierra Madre Boulevard. 

Lower and upper school hours have been the same since then; 8:00 am – 3:00 pm M, T, TH, F and 

8:00 am – 2:00 pm W. 

 

During the October 6, 2022 meeting, the Planning Commission suggested that AHA stagger “pick-

up and drop-off times of lower, middle, and high school”. Ms. Fanara and Ms. Bertolini told the 

Commission that this would be impossible and gave no further explanation. NOWHERE in AHA’s 

CUP Amendment and MND does AHA agree to stagger program hours; in fact, I believe they have 

purposely omitted program hours for the upper and lower campus because they are unable to 

comply with this condition. I believe they have no intention of ever staggering program hours.  

 

AHA currently has 2 sandwich boards on the corner of W. Highland and Michillinda that say “don’t 

block the intersection”. I had to walk over there to see what they said because the queued cars 

blocked the signs. I don’t believe these constitute effective traffic control. 
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Condition: Incorporate Grey water recycling at new campus buildings. 

I cannot ascertain if AHA will incorporate grey water recycling at new campus buildings, but a plan 

is included in AHA’s CUP Amendment and MND. I would hope that they could easily fulfill this 

condition, but I regularly see water running off of the AHA field and flowing down the half block 

wall that surrounds their property in front of my house. AHA has also not figured out how the turn 

off their sprinklers and drip irrigation system when it rains. Here are some pictures I took of AHA’s 

current drip irrigation system. I am unsure if they have the commitment to incorporate grey water 

recycling if they can’t maintain these.  
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AHA keeps the decorative lights on outside of the Villa all night long and all year long even when 

there isn’t a rental event. Although this doesn’t have a lot to do with grey water recycling, I can’t 

image AHA has any commitment to conservation and don’t set a good example to others in the 

community. It’s hard for me to believe they aren’t on a timer. I can see their lights from my porch 

because there are so many and they are so bright. On October 12, 2022, I noticed the villa lights 

were on in the morning, so on October 13, 2022, I went over there at 3:00 am and took pictures. It 

looks like the place is on fire. 
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Condition: Incorporate sound attenuation measures of playgrounds and sport court. 

As a condition of approval of the CUP Amendment and MND, AHA is required to “install sound 

dampening measures, including but not limited to, additional vegetation, rubberized asphalt in 

Michillinda parking lot play area, and synthetic surfacing at the lower school playground and sport 

court”. AHA has again indicated that the referenced installations “depend upon capital campaign 

fundraising efforts”. I don’t believe any of the items requested by the Planning Commission, as a 

condition of CUP approval, should be based on the success of a capital campaign. AHA has 

absolutely no track record of successful fundraising and won’t be motivated to follow through on 

any of their promises, if allowed to add this caveat to their CUP and MND. Sound barriers will be 

the first thing that AHA will cut, due to lack of funding, because they won’t add significant value to 

their facilities, which is really sad! I feel this does not show a good faith effort on AHA’s part and 

they are not interested in having positive relationships with neighbors or willing to be a good 

neighbor.  

 
AHA provided a Review of Michillinda Playground Noise Mitigation, dated November 22, 2020, 
that includes three sound dampening options for the Michillinda parking lot. Unfortunately, it looks 
like a desperate, last-minute attempt to get approval for their CUP Amendment; but we’ll take 
whatever we can get to give us some relief from the noise. Obviously, AHA didn’t take the 
complaints of their Grandview neighbors seriously and has never considered implementing 
significant and effective sound abatement measures. They only did something when they were 
required to do so by the Planning Commission, even though Mr. and Mrs. Stevens have been having 
challenges with noise for well over a decade. I think it’s too little, too late. In the review, AHA still 
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refuses to accept culpability for the negative impacts its noise has on its neighbors, in fact, they deny 
that our challenges even exist.  
 
AHA provides no specific plan or cost analyses for the installation of rubberized asphalt and 
synthetic surfacing; they indicate that they will explore the use of these surfaces in the sport court, 
Michillinda parking lot, and playground. This is very typical verbiage that AHA uses to potentially 
default on requirements. 
 
There is an additional condition that indicates “supplemental plant material shall be planted along 
the perimeter of private property on West Highland Avenue and Wilson Street to enhance visual 
aesthetics and to minimize visibility of the property”. AHA has been promising its Wilson and W. 
Highland neighbors additional vegetation for at least three years, but always say they don’t have the 
funding. Only after Wilson residents circulated a petition, and AHA was interested in getting their 
CUP Amendment approved, did they attempt the placate the neighbors. AHA indicated that they 
“met with Wilson Street neighbors who circulated a petition requesting additional plant materials to 
screen the athletic field from their front yard view”. I believe they did this to look like they were 
making a good faith effort to create positive relationships with neighbors. When I read this in the 
CUP, I found it suspect that I didn’t know about the meeting and AHA did not include a meeting 
date, meeting notices and minutes, which is customary for them to do. AHA neighbors have grown 
very close while dealing with AHA challenges and working through their CUP process, and nobody 
said anything about a meeting. I questioned the validity of the statement and Ms. Stevens offered to 
walk the neighborhood last night and speak with Wilson neighbors to ascertain if there was a 
meeting. Nobody she spoke with seemed to know what she was talking about. When she returned 
home, she sent an email to our Wilson neighbors and asked about the meeting. It was determined 
that Harry Hudick, who developed the petition and secured signatures, met with AHA privately. 
Wilson neighbors were disappointed that they were not aware of the meeting. Harry was the only 
person in attendance, so it isn’t really accurate for AHA to say that they met with Wilson neighbors 
(plural). Neighbors indicated that they did not ask Harry to speak for them nor did he represent 
their views on the matter. I’m not really sure what to make of the whole thing, but it doesn’t really 
set well with me. We found it odd that Harry was very involved in getting our voices heard back in 
December of 2020 and then he dropped off the face of the earth. The meeting occurred several 
months ago and vegetation has still not been planted. It can’t be assumed that AHA will not fulfill 
this condition in the future if not held responsible to do so.  
 
AHA indicated that they developed an “updated planting plan”, after meeting with Harry and 
discussing with staff. This is the most ridiculous thing I’ve seen prepared by AHA so far. It’s an old 
architectural map of the campus from 2010, has green circles drawn on it, and a piece of paper stuck 
to it with the names of trees. I think I would have at least pasted in something that looked like a 
bush. 
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There is NO mention anywhere in the CUP Amendment and MND that AHA will plant vegetation 
on W. Highland, which doesn’t come as a surprise to me. Alverno tends to ignore the needs of its 
Highland neighbors because we aren’t outspoken and don’t enjoy public speaking, although I have 
my moments. 
 
AHA stated that “during after school athletic events, the total noise level at receivers along Wilson 
Street and Highland Avenue may increase by approximately 10 dBA, respectively due to 
instantaneous noise events at the athletic (e.g. intense sport plays with a lot of cheering)”. Alverno is 
well aware of the noise emanating from the athletic field onto W. Highland, and has listened to me 
complain for the last three years, yet failed to include our street in their mitigation efforts. 
Additionally, there has been no reference made to the potential noise impact from the proposed 
Highland sport court, aside from stating “there will be less than significant impact”. I have already 
expressed my concerns over the existing athletic field and the Commission has validated these 
claims, so why is AHA ignoring W. Highland? AHA has proposed a sport court located as close to 
my home as the Michillinda parking lot/playground is to the Stevens’ home on Grandview. The 
Stevens have a 10-foot hedge in front of their home and there is a 4.5-foot block wall surrounding 
the AHA property on Grandview, while I have 3-foot shrubs in front of mine and a half block 
wall/5 ft chain-link fence surrounding the AHA property on W. Highland. I feel we are just as much 
entitled to a sound blanket or modular sound barrier as Grandview residents are, although I’d gladly 
give up mine to have one installed at the Stevens’ house; they are amazing people.  
 
If the properties on W. Highland are approximately the same distance as those on Grandview, then 

why hasn’t there been the same consideration to mitigate the noise, not only from the future sport 

court, but the proposed lower school playground. The residents of W. Highland anticipate an 

increase in sound, which will then be very much like what is going on in the Northwest corner of 

the AHA campus. I want to be excited for these little ones, who are getting these cool new modern 

play areas, instead, I am dreading the whole thing and thinking about how they will affect my own 

personal and work life and that of my children. 
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AHA has never admitted that anything they do significantly impacts the neighbors in a negative way. 
In fact, they will go to great lengths to deny culpability. The behavior is really bizarre to me, 
especially as a Catholic institution. They honestly think we are crazy and have told their staff and 
families that or concerns and challenges aren’t true.  
 
Conditions: Comply with requirements under Conditional Use Permit 22-03 regulating special events and filming. 

I am unsure if the updated Conditional Use Permit 22-30 has gone into effect yet, but if so, AHA 

has not complied with requirements contained in the CUP relating to rental events. AHA has 

weekend rentals that don’t appear anywhere on any calendar. 

 

I have a log of all of the challenges neighbors have had with Alverno since the October Planning 

Commission Meeting. See below 

 

  



13 | P a g e  

 

LP – AHA LOG 

 

October 15: Beerfest, not on calendar, SMPD contacted at 7:07p for excessive noise and reckless 

driving 

 

October 22: Wedding, SMPD contacted 6:50p ongoing loud screaming 

 

October 23 (Sunday): Wedding, sandwich board directing traffic into the Highland exit gate 

 

October 26 (Wednesday): AYSO type event, field rental to teams not affiliated with AHA, St. 

Phillips vs. a team that was not Alverno, cars parked up and down Wilson, no available parking, 

spectators watching from the sidewalk sitting in folding chairs, forgot to take a picture 

 

Oct 30 (Sunday): quinceanera or some other kind of Latin America festival, live mariachi music 

 

November 5: 1p Highland exit gate, not on calendar, dad and I were working on sprinklers, he 

insisted on going over there and asking, they said it was something for school, they took his picture 
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November 5: Wedding, significantly loud event, worst one since August, SMPD contacted 8:45p, K. 

Stevens and I measured approx. 86db, met police outside of my home, they said they definitely felt 

the noise was excessive but it didn’t seem so bad on campus, police said Ms. Bertolini said it was 

within noise code, I called Ms. Bertolini at 9:19 she was curt and said it was within noise code and 

hung up on me 

 

November 9 (Wednesday): 7:50p Dana picketing at AHA gate again, said he received a cease and 

desist letter from AHA but is ignoring it, will be back Fri b/c he doesn’t have a meeting at work, 

A.B. saw me talking to him and gave me the look, needs to work on his signs, SMPD drove by and 

circled the block. 
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November 20 (Sunday): 3:13p, unknown event not on calendar, unknown vehicle parked on 

campus, maybe a party bus or a Humvee limousine 

 

 
 

November 26 (Sunday): 5p, new white Rolls Royce enters AHA, nothing on calendar, hear music 

playing but it isn’t loud 

 

 

 

 

Thank you, 
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Joseph Nosrat

Subject: FW: Violation of Pasadena's Residential Noise Code

From: Carolyn [mailto:halpernc@aol.com]  
Sent: Thursday, December 1, 2022 2:07 PM 
To: PlanningCommission <PlanningCommission@cityofsierramadre.com> 
Cc: mbfleisch123@gmail.com 
Subject: Violation of Pasadena's Residential Noise Code 

 

Dear Sierra Madre Planning Commissioners, 
 
My name is Carolyn Halpern. I have been living in the family home at 1105 N. Michillinda for most of my life since 
September of 1956. I have been emailing you and speaking in front of you for over a year now regarding Alverno, now 
known as AHA. 
I think what everyone needs to remember is that Alverno is not in the guts of Sierra Madre. Rather, it borders on 
Michillinda which is shared by both Sierra Madre and Pasadena. What has been overtly missing from any discussion 
regarding Alverno, it's noise, its expansion, is the city of Pasadena as that school is and has been negatively impacting 
the Upper Hastings Ranch neighbors for decades. 
 
I am writing to ask you to be careful in your decision-making when it comes to the Alverno application for expansion. It’s 
been a little over a year since the public could start commenting on it and it's still their noise and traffic that disturbs our 
home. Where are the new environmental impact studies for the playground that went in across from my home? The 
Portables? The future Highland sport court, the 3 story building and the change in use of the Michillinda parking lot. What 
about this new ingress and egress situation on Michillinda? Cars will be making left turns onto Michillinda from Alverno, 
which is highly dangerous if not illegal. And there has been absolutely no discussion about this with Pasadena. Do you 
know why I know this? Because I have been in contact with my councilperson's office, our Pasadena' transportation 
department. In fact, our Pasadena Department of Transportation came out to have a meeting with Alverno regarding the 
massive traffic issue at Michillinda and Highland starting at 2:35pm each day. Not only do the cars caravan up Michillinda, 
but there is already traffic on Highland (including parents and teachers leaving from SME to go home) and parents from 
Alverno who don't want to wait on Michillinda  so they are waiting to wrap around on Michillinda from Highland. Compact 
that with traffic coming out of Highland making a left or right turn and it's one disaster. I was almost hit a couple of times at 
that intersection. Your public works department, despite numerous requests from Pasadena to meet again regarding this, 
will not respond. Why is that? We definitely need more police presence on Michillinda by both Sierra Madre and 
Pasadena police. 
 
Why is the Planning Commission allowing them to stay with the plans and use them? AHA’s noise consultant 
misrepresented his findings so I ask that you reverse your acceptance of them. The studies concerning school noise and 
noise from traffic should be invalidated and redone. I know I cannot talk too much about the Villa except to say it’s use has 
been horrendously loud. What happened to the complaint portal? Why was there recently a wedding outside under a tent 
in front of my house so that we could hear all of that music and noise? I guess your experiment of giving Alverno one year 
to rethink what you gave them, has obviously failed.  
 
I have been a teacher at Sierra Madre Elementary school for 22 years. We have over 600 students. We do not allow 
screaming. Alverno certainly does. Blood curdling screams from the kids are daily. That means to me that the students 
are not being engaged or that there is monitoring. We have teachers at our school whose children went to Alverno. They 
lead 7 classes on Mondays and Fridays in PE. These teachers even tell our students that there are neighbors and we do 
not scream. The neighbors might think that the kids are in trouble. This is how we teach our kids. Alverno doesn't do that. I 
have written numerous letters to Mrs. Fanara about the intense noise and screaming we hear from their parking lot 
playground. We have lost our peace and quiet during the day and still at night on weekends from Alverno. How much is 
enough already? 
 

 CAUTION: This message is from an EXTERNAL SENDER - be CAUTIOUS, particularly with links and 
attachments.  
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It has come to our attention that AHA has noise data that shows they have been violating the Pasadena residential noise 
code for the last 2 and a half years with their new K-8. I do not doubt that at all. Then there are the party rentals at the 
Villa and the filming we have had to endure. It's beyond tiring to hear all of this. 
 
With this second driveway already approved in 2011, there’s no way AHA can put a sound wall up that would make any 
difference to Michillinda. This is concerning and this should be stopped!!! Alverno doesn't own Michillinda yet they are 
making it an even dangerous street, particularly on the Pasadena side.  Your cops are never anywhere to be seen despite 
the intense traffic that this K-8 school has generated.  
 
 
AHA spent two years building their field. That was just a field. How many years are we getting putting up with construction 
for a three story building sport, courts, playgrounds and then the north East corner demolitions plus construction and their 
teacher parking lot? I lived through the tear down, prep, and installation of the portables. It was incredibly noisy, dusty, 
and because they cut down so many trees, there was extra sunlight reflected on my front landscape, which almost died 
from the heat. I called and wrote to Alverno about any possible mitigation during that Covid period of time and they did 
nothing. I kept asking Alverno for a work schedule - they provided nothing.Workers worked at times that violated your 
city's code. I had to go to their contractors to finally get the schedule. Is this going to be our lives for the next 5 years with 
all of these plans for building, most of which will negatively impact my family and Pasadena neighbors? 
 
And where are all these cars going to go for the families of the students? What’s going to be the temporary parking lot 
while they work on Michillinda? Where is that traffic going to go? Is there a plan for that? Are they going to be parking on 
Michillinda on the Pasadena side? Do we need to put up signs on residential 
 Dear Sierra Madre Planning Commissioners, 
 
I am writing to ask you to be careful in your decision-making when it comes to the Alverno application for expansion. It’s 
been a little over a year since the public could start commenting on it and it's still their noise and traffic that disturbs our 
home. Where are the new environmental impact studies for the playground that went in across from my home? The 
Portables? The future Highland sport court, the 3 story building and the change in use of the Michillinda parking lot. 
 
Why is the Planning Commission allowing them to stay in the plans and use them? AHA’s noise consultant 
misrepresented his findings so I ask that you reverse your acceptance of them. The studies concerning school noise and 
noise from trafficl should be invalidated and redone. I know I cannot talk too much about the Villa except to say it’s use 
has been horrendously loud. What happened to the complaint portal? Have any of your actually done your homework and 
come out to hear how loud Alverno is during the day? Have any of you done your homework and driven by Alverno at 
night to hear their events? Drive by and I invite you to my house for a meal when you do. You will still be hearing the 
reverberations from their music as you eat!!! 
 
It has come to our attention that AHA has noise data that shows they have been violating the Pasadena residential noise 
code for the last 2 and a half years with their new K-8. Then there are the party rentals at the Villa and the filming we have 
had to endure. Enough! 
 
with this second driveway already approved in 2011, there’s no way AHA can put a sound wall up that would make any 
difference to Michillinda. This is concerning. The estimates are making claims their own 
 
AHA spent two years buidling their field. That was just a field. How many years are we getting putting up with construction 
for a three story building sport, courts, playgrounds and then the north East corner demolitions plus construction and their 
teacher parking lot? We also have to deal with the noise of trucks and the cherry picking sound that we heard during the 
portables installment. It was endless especially since it was during Covid and we couldn't go anywhere.  
 
 
 
And where are all these cars going to go for the families of the students? What’s going to be the temporary parking lot 
while they work on Michillinda? Where is that traffic going to go? Are they going to park on the Pasadena side of 
Michillinda?  
 
With all the trees and other vegetation  been taking out cannot be relied on for any type of mitigation noise. AHA recently 
cleared a lot of vegetation for the illegal sport court on Michillinda. 
 
AHA should not be allowed to bring ANOTHER k-8 school to my neighborhood for its ambiance then demand to change it. 
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on the property. I know there are times two events, or practices, have been going on at Alverno. Pasadena already has to 
deal with all of the K-8 traffic. The staff and high school students go by us on their way to Wilson. We also deal with the 
trucks and cars for events, plus filming. 
ro 
With all the trees and other vegetation  been taking out cannot be relied on for any type of mitigation noise. AHA recently 
cleared a lot of vegetation for the illegal sport court on Michillinda. 
 
AHA should not be allowed to bring ANOTHER k-8 school to my neighborhood for its ambiance then demand to change it. 
 
 
Pasadena would like a seat at the table on this. Pasadena provides so much for Sierra Madre so that you can keep your 
little town atmosphere. Pasadena officials are ready to work with Sierra Madre on this. That is what cities need to do. Do 
not let AHA bully their way on having all of these things they want. The impact is great on your Pasadena neighbors. 
Thank you, 
Carolyn Halpern and family 
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Joseph Nosrat

Subject: FW: item #2 planning commission meeting December 1, 2022

From: kchow@charter.net [mailto:kchow@charter.net]  
Sent: Thursday, December 1, 2022 2:53 PM 
To: PlanningCommission <PlanningCommission@cityofsierramadre.com> 
Subject: item #2 planning commission meeting December 1, 2022 
 

 
 
 
To the commissioners and Sierra Madre city staff, 
  
I'm very uncomfortable with speaking in public about Alverno anymore. I am not sure if I can physically even make 
the Thursday Planning Commission meeting because of the vitriol I witnessed towards the neighbors on 10/6 by 
Alverno parents. It was like 2010 all over again. My neighbor and I were not thrilled to have to sue Alverno over 
their noise but we did. We saw no other way to get some relief. 
  
I am writing to ask why has Sierra Madre tried to exclude the impact on Pasadena neighbors, unlike 
2011? I’m not an expert on of all these noise studies but I want to make sure Sierra Madre understands that I 
count. It has become abundantly clear that Alverno schools and their rentals are violating the Pasadena noise 
code. It’s in Alverno’s own studies. I don’t agree with everything their noise person has said and what he failed to 
record. He did FAIL to include Pasadena in his reports but the data is there. Alverno’s application and the city of 
Sierra Madre have not considered Pasadena's jurisdiction. There is no sound wall of any kind that will reduce 
the noise coming from this school to be less than significant. All jurisdictions that will be impacted by a new 
build, or expansion, must be included. I am requesting you do an environmental impact report on this 
playground and use of the parking lot for other than parking. 
  
 My home and family count in this expansion. Alverno’s addition of the K-8 negatively impacts my home. My 
health. My family’s peaceful enjoyment of our home. My family went through this in the 90’s, and again in the 2005 
- 2011. The promises by Alverno administration and board of trustees have fallen flat. Calls to the Alverno monitor 
have been most unhelpful during events or school noise. The noise from the events is the worse it’s ever been. The 
volume of the music is louder, the constant bass is now a pounding noise that vibrates through the house. The after-
event noises from catering trucks and party buses with their reverse beeping can be heard up to 11:45 pm and 
sometimes after midnight. 75% of the vehicles that exit the Michillinda lot scrapes the concrete creating a loud 
horrible sound that I can hear throughout the house and startles my dogs, causing them to bark at the front door. This 
takes place up until midnight, sometimes later, whenever the gates are locked for the night. Every vehicle’s lights 
shine into my front two rooms and we can see it no matter what we are doing inside our home.  
  
I feel the use of the parking lot needs to move to the field by the Villa. Build a sound wall over there. The field does 
not have driveways and other openings like on Michillinda, so the sound wall will be effective over there. Also, this 
would stop the concurrent use on the property. I know there are times two events, or practices, have been going on at 
Alverno. Pasadena already has to deal with all of the K-8 traffic. The staff and high school students go by us on their 
way to Wilson. We also deal with the trucks and cars for events, plus filming. 
 The playground noise is so excessive that we can hear it in every room of the house, with windows closed, and in 
the backyard. It’s too much noise coming over to my home. The teachers are yelling and blowing whistles. They 

  CAUTION: This message is from an EXTERNAL SENDER - be CAUTIOUS, particularly with links and 
attachments.  
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don’t seem to discourage the children from screaming. Since there is no way to mitigate the noise, it has to be moved 
as well. 
  
 I only know what my experience is with in regards to the intrusion of noise upon myself and my family in our home. 
I feel I have been saying the same thing for 30 years meeting with Alverno and many times at the city meetings with 
no improvement. The noise level and traffic has gotten worse. It seems that Alverno is directing all the traffic to 
Michillinda without doing anything to mitigate it, or the noise and lights polluting us on the Pasadena side.  
  
I'm so very frustrated that it is requiring a lot of my time to meet with and canvas with Sierra Madre neighbors only 
to find out that Pasadena has not even been part of the conversation at your meetings. Isn’t that illegal for the city of 
Sierra Madre to exclude the Pasadena side? 
  
I am not the only Pasadena resident that hears the bass from Alverno every time they have an event. How can this be 
allowed? Is the Planning Commission and Alverno really OK with it? At a recent meeting with Pasadena 
Councilman Gene Masuda, several Pasadena Upper Hastings residents had a lot to say about the Alverno traffic and 
school.  
  
I attended the Alverno expansion meetings. They misquoted what I said in their minutes. Of course their experts say 
everything is fine but I know in my gut they are purposefully misleading the neighbors. 
  
This is really affecting my heath. I physically find myself immobilized when these meetings come up. This new K-8 
and constant “weekend nightclub” followed by late night warehouse distribution/trucking environment has made me 
think about moving but why should I leave the house I love? Alverno won't even consider their neighbors and the 
impact they make by plopping a second school in front of my house. At the very least I will have to make changes to 
the front of my house just to try to continue to live with it. No matter what I do, I will not be able to keep the 
Alverno noise out. Who should pay for these alterations? I am trying to find a way to live in peace and I don't see a 
way, with what Alverno has been doing. 
  
It is physically and mentally too traumatizing dealing with Alverno. I appreciate the neighbors who have attended 
the city meetings and tried to represent me and my family at past meetings.  I am writing to ask you to start 
considering Pasadena as a jurisdiction in this build. Remember our noise code when determining what is impactful 
and where Alverno should relocate its sport courts and playground. 
  
  
Sincerely, 
Chui Chow and family. 
  





The 2010 Environmental Analysis also states: 

“The most disruptive of these noise sources would be car alarms and horns, because of 
their high volume.” “As shown in Figure 14, noise from the use of the surface parking 
lots would not exceed the 80 dB noise limit at a distance of 25 feet under its most 
noisy condition of use, as specified under Section 9.32.060.A. 

 This analysis is being used for 2022 projections and is inadequate. Currently the 
MOST noisy condition of use is in the parking lot is for sports and the use of amplification for 
gatherings with students during school, events with amplification on the weekends, as well as 
after school sports use, with student spectators. Sometimes there are visitors but it’s all noise.  

 Where are those measurements? 25ft from the source as used in the 2010 
studies? Sound pressure levels for shouting is 80DBA at 1m. Whistles from a Fox 40 
Caul is 112 at 2 meters. There is a whole range of whistles from the Fox up to the Valkeen 
which outputs at 127.DBA at 2 meters. 

 It was suggested that the staff use different whistles. We can’t be the CUP police of this 
use or ask to see every whistle that is used on the campus.  

 Consider the use of whistles currently being used. THEY ARE VERY DISRUPTIVE. 
Whistles are blown throughout the day - to call attention of students during outside activities and 
constantly used during after school practices and games. 

    We have been subjected to foul language used on the courts (We have recorded the use 
of expletives). We don’t appreciate it being heard in our home. 

The 2010 Environmental analysis further states: 

“However, the majority of time parking lots at the school would be minimally active 
because there is minimal midday and after-hours school-related traffic on a typical 
school day.” 

This is currently no longer true to be JUST traffic. Since 2019/20 the Michillinda parking lot 
has been used much of the day. Only recently do we see one change and that is a few 
pockets of no to less activity. We feel the applicant could be changing their schedule just ahead 
of this meeting in case commissioners go by to observe. 

 The use has totally changed with the K-8 since the 2010 NMD analysis. Now the 
WHOLE SCHOOL STUDENT BODY USES THE PARKING LOT. Even the traffic is not as 
constant as some of the current uses of the parking lot for play and court sports or the 
playground.  

 
 We have purchased a decibel reader and started taking ambient level readings. There is 
a lot of confusion about SM noise code but I recall it being measured in this neighborhood at 45. 
A quick sampling on a Sunday without school 12PM, at a break between school use around 
10:50 AM, after a PE ended 13:33PM shows us the following for ambient levels recorded for 2”. 
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 There needs to be an updated EIR for all new builds and ALL uses be clearly defined in 
this application. The residents should not have to be forensic document specialists in order to 
find the applicants lies by omission.  

 We have no idea how long the applicant intends to use the parking lot that has 
only been analyzed for traffic.  

1. We take issue with the time we have already been subjected to this use in this location 

2. We cannot be expected to be endure this use, (plus the cumulative usage of rentals 
and filming) for an unspecified time. 

3. We do not accept this use as it violates the SM residential noise code AND even more 
so Pasadena’s in this location. 

 Don’t use the parking lot for sports. Go back to renting facilities until the applicant builds 
the multi-purpose building, or move it to the Multi-sport field where the tennis courts were 
approved to build. Why hasn’t the applicant offered this alternative? 

 Thank you for bearing with me as to why the parking lot even with a sound wall is unsound.

Yours,

Kristin Stephens

___________________________________________________________________
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