











4.0 Impact Overview

Based on the environmental evaluation contained in the previous sections of this Draft EIR, the Proposed
Project would result in “no impact” to the following resource areas: agricultural resources, mineral
resources, public services, population and housing, and utilities. Additionally, the Proposed Project is not
subject to the policies outlined within the City of Santa Monica General Plan and Article 9, Planning and
Zoning, of the Municipal Code. As such, the proposed project would not contribute to any potential
cumulative impact for land use and planning. Thus, these resource topics are not considered further in
this analysis.

AESTHETICS
Construction

Construction activities with the Proposed Project in conjunction with related projects may present a
potential visual impact. The residents located along 7th Court Alley and Michigan Avenue, as well as the
students, faculty, and staff that attend school or work on the Proposed Project site are considered to have a
higher sensitivity to the temporary changes in visual character during the construction phase of the
Proposed Project than the Project area patrons, employees, and passing motorists. The Proposed Project
site would be fenced on all sides to reduce the visual intrusion on the surrounding uses. During the
Proposed Project construction, the Proposed Project site would stand out as a memorable or remarkable
feature in the landscape from the perspective of the residents and campus students, faculty, and staff.
However, this impact would be temporary and the Proposed Project site would be fenced and screened
during construction. None of the related project’s construction will be visible in conjunction with the
Proposed Project due to their distance from the Proposed Project site. As such, the cumulative
construction impact on visual character would be less than significant.

Operation

The related projects located within a one-mile radius include various retail/mixed-use, office, commercial,
and residential projects that are currently under construction, approved but not built, or proposed for
development. The Proposed Project would place the new three-story Science and Technology Building in
the northern and eastern portion of the Proposed Project site, directly adjacent to 7th Court Alley. The
new building would be constructed within the Santa Monica High School campus property line and would
not encroach into 7th Court Alley. The building would be set back from the alley lot line approximately
10 feet 8 inches at the north end, and approximately 12 feet at the south end. The scrim or screen material
to be installed on the eastern side of the building would extend approximately three feet four inches into
this setback area. There is no unifying theme or character to the existing development that surrounds the
Proposed Project site and the Proposed Project would not substantially degrade the existing visual
character or quality of the site and its surroundings. In addition, approximately 20 landscape trees on the
Proposed Project site would be removed with the Proposed Project, which would temporarily affect the
visual character of the Proposed Project site. However, the removed trees are not known to be protected
and would be replaced with trees of similar species and maturity with the implementation of the Proposed
Project. None of the related project’s will be visible in conjunction with the Proposed Project due to their
distance from the Proposed Project site. As such, the cumulative impact on visual character would be less
than significant. Proposed Project
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The Proposed Project site is located in an urban area adjacent to Olympic Boulevard and 1-10, an area that
currently has a high level of ambient night lighting. The existing uses on the Proposed Project site include
nighttime building lighting, security lighting, parking lot lighting, and minor softball field lighting. The
Proposed Project would use nighttime building lighting, security lighting, and building entrance lighting
similar to the existing Proposed Project site. No major softball field lighting is proposed with the
Proposed Project. Lighting would also be installed in the proposed plaza area and along the Olympic
Boulevard, 7th Court Alley, and Michigan Avenue facades for security and decorative purposes. Similar
to the related projects, all lighting fixtures proposed for the Proposed Project, including those installed on
the Proposed Project site adjacent to 7th Court Alley, would be installed in accordance with the applicable
specifications and standards, and would be aimed downward as appropriate to ensure that the light does
not spillover onto adjacent residential uses. With the implementation of applicable lighting specifications
and standards, the Proposed Project in conjunction with the related projects would result in less than
significant impacts related to lighting.

The Proposed Project would not include any new major sources of glare, such as softball field lighting. It
is anticipated that the Proposed Project would be constructed of concrete, various scrim or screen
material, and non-reflective glass windows. The exterior of the Proposed Project would not include any
metal or other reflective materials that could result in glare effects on the multi-family residences along
Michigan Avenue and 7th Court Alley, or on the drivers traveling along the various streets surrounding
the Proposed Project site. However, because the characteristics of the exterior building materials used
with the Proposed Project are not yet finalized, mitigation measure AES-A is provided to require the use
of low-reflective building materials in Project construction. Additionally, as with the related projects, the
Proposed Project, would be required to comply with the same standards and similar mitigation measures,
as applicable. Mitigation measure AES-A would be subject to design review by the City to ensure that
project design is consistent with City standards and required to implement similar mitigation measures, as
applicable. Therefore, the Proposed Project’s incremental contribution to cumulative glare impacts would
be less than significant.

The primary visual change that would result from the Proposed Project would be the placement and
height of the new Science and Technology Building as compared to the existing Science and Technology
Buildings. The new building would be located adjacent to 7th Court Alley and the campus’ northeastern
property line, a location on the Proposed Project site where no buildings or structures currently exist. This
building places the new building adjacent to multi-family residential uses, which are located across the
25-foot-wide alley. The Proposed Project would construct a new, modern-looking structure that would be
one-story taller than the existing surrounding development. The Proposed Project would cover adjacent
residential/commercial properties with shadows, particularly in the Winter Solstice. However, no useable
outdoor spaces associated with residential uses would be covered by Proposed Project shadows.
Therefore, the Proposed Project in would result in less than significant impacts related to shadows.
Therefore, the Proposed Project’s incremental contribution to cumulative shade and shadow impacts
would be less than significant.
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AIR QUALITY

Construction

The related projects include the development of hundreds of thousands of square feet of commercial and
residential uses, a number that is many times greater than the Proposed Project. Based on the modeling
conducted, construction-related activities would not result in criteria air pollutant or precursor emissions
that would exceed SCAQMD’s significance thresholds. Thus, the Proposed Project would not result in
regionally significant impacts during the excavation phase relative to NOx, PMy,, and PM,s. Project-
generated construction-related emissions would not violate or contribute substantially to an existing or
projected air quality violation. As a result, cumulative regional construction-generated emissions would
be less than significant.

Localized construction emissions of PMy, and PM,s would remain above the applicable significance
thresholds even with incorporation of SCAQMD-recommended dust control measures. Adjacent
receptors would be exposed to PM emissions that are higher than the local allowable limit. The Proposed
Project would be required to comply with SCAQMD Rule 403 for dust control. However, not all
measures included in the Rule can be quantified in URBEMIS. Additionally, site grading activities would
not occur near the receptors for more than 10 days. Construction activities associated with related projects
occurring within 1,500 feet of the Proposed Project Site during the brief excavation phase of construction
activity may expose adjacent receptors to PM emissions that are higher than the local allowable limit. The
impact is significant and unavoidable. As such, the Proposed Project in conjunction with related projects
would have a significant cumulative localized emissions impact.

Operation

The SCAQMD'’s approach for assessing cumulative operational impacts is based on the Quality
Management Plan forecasts of attainment of ambient air quality standards in accordance with the
requirements of the federal and state Clean Air Act. The SCAQMD has set forth regional significance
thresholds designed to assist in the attainment of ambient air quality thresholds per the State
Implementation Plan. The Proposed Project would not result in a significant VOC, PM,s, PM;o NOx, or
CO impact during operations. Therefore, the Proposed Project would result in a less than significant
regional cumulative operations impact.

GLOBAL CLIMATE CHANGE

Various gases in the Earth’s atmosphere, classified as atmospheric greenhouse gases (GHGSs), play a
critical role in determining the Earth’s surface temperature. Solar radiation enters the Earth’s atmosphere
from space, and a portion of the radiation is absorbed by the Earth's surface. The Earth emits this
radiation back to space, but the properties of the radiation have changed from high-frequency solar
radiation, to lower-frequency infrared radiation. GHGs, which are transparent to solar radiation, are
effective in absorbing infrared radiation. This radiation that would have otherwise escaped back to space
is now “trapped,” resulting in a warming of the atmosphere. This phenomenon, known as the Greenhouse
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Effect, is responsible for maintaining a habitable climate. Without the Greenhouse Effect, Earth would
not be able to support life.

Prominent GHGs contributing to the Greenhouse Effect include carbon dioxide (CO,), methane (CH,),
ozone (Os), water vapor, nitrous oxide (N,O), and chlorofluorocarbons (CFCs). Human-caused emissions
of these GHGs in excess of natural ambient concentrations are considered to be responsible for an
enhancement of the Greenhouse Effect, which have led to a trend of unnatural warming of the Earth’s
climate, known as global warming or global climate change. Emissions of GHGs contributing to global
climate change have been attributed in large part to human activities associated with
industrial/manufacturing, utility, transportation, residential, and agricultural sectors. Emissions of CO,
are byproducts of fossil fuel combustion. Methane, a highly potent GHG, results from off-gassing
associated with agricultural practices and landfills. Processes that absorb CO,, often referred to as sinks,
include uptake by vegetation and dissolution into the ocean.

Carbon dioxide-equivalent (CO.e) is a value used to account for different GHGs having different
potential to retain infrared radiation in the atmosphere and contribute to the Greenhouse Effect. This is
known as the Global Warming Potential of a GHG, and is dependent on the lifetime, or persistence, of the
gas molecule in the atmosphere. For example, as described in Volume Il Appendix B, “Calculation
Referenced,” of the General Reporting Protocol of the California Climate Action Registry, one ton of CH,
has the same contribution to the Greenhouse Effect as approximately 21 tons of CO,. Therefore, CH, is a
much more potent GHG than CO,. Expressing emissions in carbon-dioxide equivalents takes the
Greenhouse Effect contribution of all GHG emissions and converts them to a single unit equivalent to the
effect if all emissions were CO,.

As discussed in Chapter 3.2, Air Quality, an increase in the generation and emission of GHGs is not itself
an adverse environmental effect. Climate change is a global problem, and GHGs are global pollutants,
unlike criteria air pollutants and TACs, which are pollutants of regional and local concern, respectively.
The scientific community generally agrees that global warming will lead to adverse climate change
effects around the globe and that the phenomenon is anthropogenic, i.e., caused by humans. Thus, it is
the increased accumulation of GHGs in the atmosphere that may result in global climate change that
causes adverse environmental effects.

In 2004, California produced 492 million gross metric tons of CO, gases. In California, the transportation
sector is the largest emitter of GHGs, followed by electricity generation. Fossil fuel consumption in the
transportation sector was the single largest source of California’s GHG emissions in 2004, accounting for
40.7 percent of total GHG emissions in the state. This category was followed by the electric power sector
(including both in-state and out-of-state sources) (22.2 percent) and the industrial sector (20.5 percent).

Various local and statewide initiatives to reduce the state’s contribution to GHG emissions have raised
awareness that, even though the various contributors to and consequences of global climate change are
not yet fully understood, global climate change is under way and there is a real potential for severe
adverse environmental, social, and economic effects over the long term. Because every nation is an
emitter of GHGs, and therefore makes an incremental cumulative contribution to global climate change,
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cooperation on a global scale will be required to reduce the rate of GHG emissions to a level that can help
slow or stop human-caused increase in average global temperatures and associated changes in climatic
conditions.

On September 27 2006, Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger signed Assembly Bill 32, which requires the
CARB to monitor and reduce greenhouse gas emissions. Specifically, Assembly Bill 32 requires CARB
to:

o Establish a statewide greenhouse gas emissions cap for 2020, based on 1990 emissions by
January 1, 2008.

e Adopt mandatory reporting rules for significant sources of greenhouse gases by January 1, 2008.

e Adopt a plan by January 1, 2009 indicating how emission reductions will be achieved from
significant greenhouse gas sources via regulations, market mechanisms and other actions.

e Adopt regulations by January 1, 2011 to achieve the maximum technologically feasible and cost-
effective reductions in greenhouse gases, including provisions for using both market mechanisms,
and alternative compliance mechanisms.

o Convene an Environmental Justice Advisory Committee and an Economic and Technology
Advancement Advisory Committee to advise CARB.

o Ensure public notice and opportunity for comment for all CARB actions.

e Prior to imposing any mandates or authorizing market mechanisms, requires CARB to evaluate
several factors, including but not limited to: impacts on California’s economy, the environment,
and public health; equity between regulated entities; electricity reliability, conformance with
other environmental laws, and to ensure that the rules do not disproportionately impact low-
income communities.

o Adopt a list of discrete, early action measures by July 1, 2007 that can be implemented before
January 1, 2010 and adopt such measures.

Senate Bill 97, enacted in 2007, amends CEQA to provide that GHG emissions and the effects of GHG
emissions are appropriate subjects for CEQA analysis. It directs the Office of Planning and Research to
develop draft CEQA Guidelines “for the mitigation of greenhouse gas emissions or the effects of
greenhouse gas emissions by July 1, 2009, and directs the Resources Agency to certify and adopt the
CEQA Guidelines by January 1, 2010. On April 13, 2009, OPR submitted to the Secretary for Natural
Resources its proposed amendments to the state CEQA Guidelines for GHG emissions, as required by SB
97. On February 16, 2010, the Office of Administrative Law (OAL) approved the Amendments, and filed
them with the Secretary of State for inclusion in the California Code of Regulations. The Amendments
became effective on March 18, 2010.
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Short-term construction and long-term operation of the Proposed Project would generate emissions of
GHGs. Construction emissions would be associated with vehicle engine exhaust from construction
equipment, vendor trips, and employee compute trips. Operational emissions would be associated with
area, mobile, and stationary sources. Area-source emissions would be associated with activities such as
natural gas use, maintenance of landscaping and grounds, and other sources. Mobile-source emissions of
GHGs would include Project-generated vehicle trips associated with students, visitors, employees, and
deliveries to the Proposed Project site. In addition, increases in stationary-source emissions could occur at
off-site utility providers associated with electricity generation and water distribution that would supply
the Proposed Project.

GHG emissions generated by the Proposed Project would predominantly consist of CO,. In comparison to
criteria air pollutants, such as ozone and PMy,, CO, emissions persist in the atmosphere for a substantially
longer period of time. While emissions of other GHGs, such as CH,, are important with respect to global
climate change, emission levels of other GHGs are less dependent on the land use and circulation patterns
associated with the proposed land use development project than are levels of CO,.The Proposed Project
would reconfigure approximately 5.2 acres of the existing campus. The Proposed Project consists of the
removal of the existing 88,000 square-feet Science and Technology Buildings, a 253 space parking lot
and softball field and construction of a new 84,000 square-feet Science and Technology Building, a 253
space parking lot and softball field in a reconfigured site layout. As such, the Proposed Project would not
generate new trips onto the roadway system as there would be no additional student enrollment as part of
the Proposed Project.® In general, the number of laboratories would be the same for the existing buildings
and new building. Thus, building operations are anticipated to remain the same and would not represent a
net increase in area source emissions from those that currently exist. Therefore, the Proposed Project
would not lead to a net increase in GHG emissions over existing conditions due to operations.
Construction of the Proposed Project would generate finite quantities of approximately 88, 291, and 304
metric tons of CO, in 2011, 2012, and 2013 respectively over the duration of construction activities
(Table 4-1). Construction would contribute GHG emissions to a much lesser extent than operation of the
Proposed Project for which emissions occur annually over the lifetime of the Proposed Project.

® KOA Corporation Traffic Impact Study for Santa Monica High School Science and Technology Building and Site
Improvement Project. March 2010.
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TABLE 4-1
SUMMARY OF MODELED PROJECT-GENERATED, CONSTRUCTION-RELATED
EMISSIONS OF GREENHOUSE GASES (CARBON DIOXIDE EQUIVALENT)

Estimated Emissions (CO.e)"
Source (Metric Tons)
Direct Construction Emissions’
2011 88
2012 291
2013 304
Total Construction Emissions 683

Notes:

CO,e = carbon dioxide equivalent

1 Emissions were modeled using the URBEMIS 2007 (Version 9.2.4) computer model based on the Project description and
default model assumptions where detailed information was not available. URBEMIS accounts for emissions from vehicles
and natural gas use. URBEMIS output is in units of tons CO,, whereas a standard unit for reporting GHG emissions is in
metric tons CO,e. URBEMIS does not include emission factors for CH, and N,O. Tons were converted to metric tons using
the factor of 0.907 metric tons per ton.

Refer to Volume 11 Appendix B for detailed assumptions and modeling output files.

The design of the Proposed Project has been tailored to comply with SMMUSD sustainability Resolution
07-07 on Green Building Design & Construction for Proposition BB Projects. These design measures
include the following:

o Collection of stormwater runoff in infiltration devices for groundwater recharge;

o Development of a landscape plan to minimize water use and urban heat island effect through
shade and reflective landscape materials;

e Inclusion of permeable surfaces, including porous asphalt, paver blocks or large aggregate
concrete, and trees with a high, dense canopy;

e Configuration of buildings to reduce footprint and take advantage of natural ventilation; and

o Use of reflective roofs, shading devices, renewable recycled building materials, and drip
irrigation and low flow water features.

Additionally, the SMMUSD incorporated standards developed by the Collaborative for High Performance
Schools (CHPS) into the Proposed Project design. CHPS is a green building rating program especially
designed for K-12 schools. The 50-percent construction report for the Proposed Project includes a
sustainability analysis that identifies the CHPS sustainable design components that the Proposed Project
will attempt to achieve. The report includes a CHPS scorecard that indicates that the Proposed Project
would achieve 29 points for modernization projects. Through each phase of the design process, the
sustainable design components will be reassessed to confirm that the Proposed Project will achieve 29
CHPS points, exceeding the minimum required 24 CHPS points for Modernization projects by 15
percent. The Proposed Project shall:
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e Use a roof material with an initial reflectance of 0.71 and initial emissivity of 0.87 for 88 percent
of the roof surface to reduce buildings cooling loads and urban heat island effects by reflecting
the sun’s energy, instead of absorbing, retaining, and radiating it into the occupied spaces below.

e Have a permanent educational display located at the Central Stairwell on the first floor to increase
the school community’s knowledge about the basics of high performance design.

e Specify and install recycled content products in order to reduce the environmental impacts
associated with extraction and processing of virgin materials

e Provide high quality daylighting in classrooms to achieve enhanced occupant productivity,
improved connection to the outdoors, improved health, energy savings, and quality of light.

e Place deciduous trees on south/southwest side of buildings to provide shade.

e Minimize lawn area — use more drought tolerant groundcover where feasible.

e Maximize drought tolerant low-maintenance plantings, both native and "California friendly."”

e Maximize permeable surfaces where feasible.

e Configure the building to reduce the building footprint and to use the existing wind patterns to
assist in ventilating the interior spaces.

e Achieve a 14-percent reduction in total net energy use compared to Title 24-2005 baseline.
Provide 15 percent of the building’s annual source energy use through the use of on-site
renewable energy systems.

o Verify that the buildings energy systems are installed, calibrated and performing as intended
through a commissioning service provider.

e Provide an easily accessible area serving the entire school that is dedicated to the collection and
storage of materials for recycling including (at a minimum) paper, cardboard, glass, plastics,
metals and landscaping waste.

e Recycle, compost, and/or salvage at least 75 percent (by weight) of the non-hazardous
construction and demolition debris.

These measures would reduce the GHG emissions of the Proposed Project by reducing energy
consumption and water consumption, and waste generation. Even though Building operations would be
unchanged as compared to under existing conditions, the Building would be more energy efficient than
the existing one due to incorporation of the above mentioned measures. Also, it will have 4,000 fewer
square feet than the existing Science and Technology Buildings. Thus, GHG emissions attributable to the
new Science and Technology Building would likely be lower than the GHG emissions of the existing
building. Therefore, the Proposed Project would not lead to a net increase in GHG emissions and would
contribute to the State’s goals identified in AB 32. Additionally, the amount of construction emissions
would be minimal and the Proposed Project includes a measure to recycle, compost, and/or salvage at
least 75 percent of the construction waste. Therefore, the GHG emissions associated with the Proposed
Project would not cause a cumulatively considerable incremental contribution to climate change.
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CULTURAL RESOURCES

The Proposed Project would not directly impact or alter Barnum Hall or the amphitheater. Neither the
Science Building nor the Technology Building are mandatory or presumptive historical resources. None
of the other existing facilities at the campus or Proposed Project have been identified as mandatory or
presumptive historical resource. Thus, the Proposed Project would not cause a significant impact on
historical resources. In addition, the implementation of CUL-A would reduce potential historic
archaeological resources impacts from the Proposed Project’s construction to less than significant. Due to
the distance of the related proposed from the Proposed Project, the Proposed Project would not have a
cumulative impact on cultural resources.

HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS
Construction

The related projects captured within the one-mile cumulative project radius adequately captures the past,
present, and probable future projects that would potentially contribute to cumulative hazardous materials
impacts. The Proposed Project has the potential for exposure to hazardous materials during construction
activities. Construction activities for the Proposed Project would be short-term and would involve the
limited transport, storage, use, or disposal of hazardous materials. The construction period for the
Proposed Project is anticipated to start in the third quarter of 2011 and end in the second quarter of 2014.
Some examples of hazardous materials handling include fueling and servicing construction equipment on
site and the transport of fuels, lubricating fluids, and solvents. Although construction of the Proposed
Project may involve the transport, storage, and use of some hazardous materials, such construction-related
activities would be temporary in nature and would not be expected to create a significant hazard to
workers or the community either from routine use of the materials or a reasonably foreseeable accident.
These types of materials, however, are not acutely hazardous, and all storage, handling, and disposal of
these materials are regulated by the DTSC, EPA, CAL/OSHA, the Los Angeles County Fire Department,
and the Los Angeles County Health Department. Due to the age of the existing Science and Technology
Buildings, these buildings may include asbestos-containing material (ACM) and lead-based paint (LBP).
As a result, prior to the demolition of any existing structures at the Proposed Project site, the buildings
would be required to be assessed and abated for ACMs and LBP. All soil would be assessed for potential
LBP residue per the DTSC Interim Guidance for Evaluating Lead-Based Paint and Asbestos Containing
Materials at Proposed School Sites. Demolition of the existing buildings and proposed improvements
could result in exposure and mobilization of ACMs and LBP contaminants, which could potentially create
a significant health hazard to construction workers and the public. The related projects would be subject
to existing regulations for the control and abatement of ACMs and LBP, as well as regulations set forth
by DTSC, EPA, CAL/OSHA, the Los Angeles County Fire Department, and the Los Angeles County
Health Department. Therefore, the Proposed Project, in conjunction with the listed projects, would not
have a cumulative hazardous materials impact.

* LFR, Inc. Phase I Environmental Site Assessment: Santa Monica Science and Technology Building and Site Improvements
Project. January 20, 2009.
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Operation

The Proposed Project would not emit substantial hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely
hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school. The
Proposed Project operations would involve the limited use of hazardous materials and is not anticipated to
emit hazardous emissions. No new uses beyond those which currently exist within the classrooms,
laboratories, and auto shop of the existing Science and Technology Buildings would occur. The Proposed
Project would be required to comply with existing regulations for the control and abatement of ACMs and
LBP and regulations regarding handling and disposal of hazardous materials contamination. Operation of
the Proposed Project, in conjunction with related projects, would result in less than significant impacts
related to emitting hazardous emissions within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school.

The Proposed Project would be located on a site that is included on a list of hazardous materials sites
compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65965.5. The gas station sites Chevron #9-9266 and
World Qil #16 have had gasoline releases that have impacted non-potable groundwater that flows towards
and beneath the Proposed Project site. However, both facilities are undergoing remediation and quarterly
groundwater monitoring. Chevron #9-9266, which is nearest to the Proposed Project site, also has a vapor
extraction system in place. The soil samples from the Proposed Project site indicated that no toxic
contaminants were detected in the soil vapor samples. A No Further action determination by the DTSC
would be supported for the Chevron #9-9266 and World Oil #16 sites specifically related to soil gas.’ In
addition, the Proposed Project would be required to comply with existing regulations regarding handling
and disposal of hazardous materials contamination. The related projects, as with the Proposed Project,
would be required to assess the potential for hazardous materials onsite and comply with DTSC standards
for the cleanup of any hazards. Therefore, the Proposed Project, in conjunction with the listed projects,
would not have a cumulative hazardous materials impact.

NOISE
Construction

The potential for cumulative noise effects is limited to temporary construction operations. Construction
noise levels in the Proposed Project vicinity would fluctuate depending on the particular type, number,
and duration of usage for the varying equipment. The nearest off-site noise-sensitive land uses in the
Proposed Project vicinity are multi-family residences located approximately 25 feet northeast of the
Proposed Project boundary, or approximately 100 feet northeast of the acoustical center of the site. On-
site noise-sensitive receptors include students in classrooms located 130 feet from the acoustical center of
the Proposed Project site. Typical construction activities would generate noise levels ranging from 74 to
101 dB at a distance of 50 feet. Continuous combined noise levels generated by the simultaneous
operation of the loudest pieces of equipment would result in noise levels of 97 dB at 50 feet. Construction
activities would result in a substantial (i.e., exceeding 3 dB to 5 dB) temporary increase in ambient noise
levels at nearby noise-sensitive land uses.

® Kroner Environmental Services, Inc. Limited Phase | Addendum Environmental Site Assessment — Onsite Sources. April 2009.
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Due to the localized nature of noise impacts, the analysis of cumulative noise impacts focuses on the
related projects located within a quarter-mile radius of the Proposed Project Site. There are approximately
four related projects located less than a quarter-mile from the Proposed Project Site. Given the distance
of the related projects from the Proposed Project Site, the presence of physical barriers (buildings, etc.)
between the site, and the decrease in noise levels with distance, construction activities associated with the
related projects when considered together with the Proposed Project would not be cumulatively
significant. Simultaneous construction noise from related projects would not be discernable to sensitive
receptors. The Proposed Project and related projects would include attenuation measures to reduce noise
levels generated during construction. As described in Section 3.6, mitigation measures NOISE-A through
NOISE-O would be required to reduce significant short-term impacts related to construction-generated
noise. Further, the Proposed Project and related projects would be required to comply with the City of
Santa Monica noise standards. Based upon this assessment a combined cumulative noise effect would not
occur.

Vibration impacts associated with construction activities are extremely localized because they are
groundborne. Ground vibration generated by construction equipment spreads through the ground and
diminishes greatly in magnitude with increases in distance. Predicted groundborne noise and vibration
levels would range from 43 and 78 VdB and .0001 and 0.024 in/sec PPV. As a result, vibration-induced
construction activities would not exceed recommended Caltrans standard of 0.2 in/sec PPV regarding the
prevention of structural damage for normal buildings, FTA’s maximum acceptable vibration standard of
78 VdB regarding human response (i.e., annoyance) at nearby vibration-sensitive land uses (i.e., school),
or the City of Santa Monica Municipal Code vibration standard, nor expose persons to or generate
excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels. As such, the Proposed Project and related
projects would not have cumulative impacts from vibration would result.

Operations

Long-term operation of the Proposed Project would result in an increase in ADT volumes on the local
roadway network and, consequently, an increase in noise levels from traffic sources along affected
segments. When calculating future traffic impacts, the traffic consultant considered 80 additional projects
(see Chapter 3.8). Thus, the future traffic results without and with the Proposed Project already account
for the cumulative affects from these other projects. Since the noise impacts are generated directly from
the traffic analysis results, the Future Without Project and Future With Proposed Project noise impacts
described in this report already reflect cumulative impacts. Table 4-2 summarizes the modeled traffic
noise levels at 100 feet from the centerline of affected roadway segments in the Proposed Project area.

Implementation of the Proposed Project in addition to cumulative conditions would result in a net change
in traffic noise levels ranging from -44 dB to +5 dB L4, compared to noise levels without the Proposed
Project. Traffic noise levels at the proposed new Science and Technology Building would be 67 dB Ly, at
first floor receptors. Second floor receptors would be exposed to higher traffic noise levels emanating
from 1-10 due to increased line of site and accepted noise-modeling practices of an additional 2-3 dB
noise level increase for second and third floor receptors. Decreases in traffic noise levels are due to
ingress and egress changes or elimination of roadway access in the future site design. The future parking
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lot would only be accessible from Olympic Boulevard. A 5 dB increase is expected for the 6th Street
school access road; however, noise levels are still below exterior noise level criterion for school uses.
Therefore, long-term noise levels from Project-generated traffic sources would result in a substantial
permanent increase in ambient noise levels (3-5 dB or greater) under cumulative conditions on any
roadway segments, however the increase would not exceed exterior noise level standards for a school use.
Therefore, operational activities would result in a less than significant cumulative mobile noise impact.

TABLE 4-2

PREDICTED TRAFFIC NOISE LEVELS, FUTURE 2014

Segment Ly at 100 Feet, dB
Roadway
From To No Project | Plus Project | Net | Significant
Interstate 10 Highway 1 Lincoln Boulevard 72 72 0 No
Olympic Boulevard 4th Street To West 59 59 0 No
Olympic Boulevard 4th Street 6th Street 63 63 0 No
Olympic Boulevard 6th Street 7th Court 51 52 +1 No
Olympic Boulevard 7th Court Lincoln Boulevard 56 56 0 No
Olympic Boulevard Lincoln Boulevard To East 62 61 -1 No
Michigan Avenue 7th Court 7th Street 49 48 -1 No
Michigan Avenue Lincoln Boulevard 7th Court 49 49 -1 No
Michigan Avenue Lincoln Boulevard To East 52 52 0 No
Pico Boulevard 4th Street Main Street 63 63 0 No
Pico Boulevard 4th Street 7th Street 61 62 0 No
Pico Boulevard Lincoln Boulevard 7th Street 61 61 0 No
Pico Boulevard Lincoln Boulevard To East 61 61 0 No
4th Street Olympic Boulevard Pico Boulevard 62 62 0 No
4th Street Pico Boulevard Bay Street 60 60 0 No
6th Street Olympic Boulevard School Center 45 49 +5 Yes
7th Street Pico Boulevard Michigan Avenue 47 46 -1 No
7th Court Olympic Boulevard Michigan Avenue 44 -- -44* No
7th Court Michigan Avenue Pico Boulevard 43 39 -4 No
Lincoln Boulevard Olympic Boulevard Michigan Avenue 65 65 0 No
Lincoln Boulevard Michigan Avenue Pico Boulevard 65 65 0 No
Lincoln Boulevard Pico Boulevard Pico Place 65 65 0 No

Source: Data modeled by EDAW in 2009.
Notes: dB = A-weighted decibels; L4, = day-night average noise level; SR = State Route.
*Traffic noise levels are predicted at a standard distance of 100 feet from the roadway centerline and do not account for shielding from existing noise
barriers or intervening structures. Traffic noise levels may vary depending on actual setback distances and localized shielding.
"Traffic would no longer travel along this segment in the future due to site design change and the resultant impact would be less than significant.
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RECREATION AND PARKS
Construction

The Proposed Project would increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other
recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be
accelerated. During the demolition of the existing Science and Technology Buildings, and the
construction of the new Science and Technology Building, softball field, and reconfigured parking lot, the
existing softball field on the Proposed Project site would be removed and no softball field facilities would
be available for use on the Proposed Project site from the third quarter of 2011 to the end in the second
quarter of 2014 (approximately three years). During the Proposed Project construction phase, the existing
softball activities on the Proposed Project site would be temporarily relocated to Memorial Park and John
Adams Middle School. As such, the Proposed Project would result in a temporary increase in the use of
the John Adams Middle School softball field during the construction phase; however substantial physical
deterioration of the facility would not be expected. A significant impact is anticipated related to the
temporary increase in demand and use of the John Adams Middle School softball field facilities.
Mitigation measure REC-A and REC-B are provided to ensure that temporary impacts are reduced to less
than significant levels. Related projects would also include similar mitigation measures that would reduce
the impact to less than significant levels. Based upon this assessment a combined cumulative effect
related to recreation and parks would not occur.

Operation

After the completion of the construction phase, the Proposed Project site would operate similar to existing
conditions. The Santa Monica High School softball teams would use the new softball field on the
Proposed Project site, as well as Memorial Park, the same as existing conditions. Therefore, the
operations of the Proposed Project would not result in an increase in the use of existing neighborhood and
regional parks or other recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility
would occur or be accelerated. No cumulative impacts to recreation and parks would occur.

TRANSPORTATION AND TRAFFIC
Construction

There is the potential for short-term adverse traffic impacts in the project vicinity during construction of
the project. The additional trips generated by the truck deliveries and construction workers could affect
traffic flow within the study area, as well as pedestrian traffic flow near the project site. The construction
period is anticipated to start in the third quarter of 2011 and end in the second quarter of 2014. As such,
TRANS-C requires the construction contractor through SMMUSD is required to prepare and submit a
Construction Staging and Traffic Management Plan to City for approval. The plans are designed to
mitigate construction impacts during the three-year period. Related projects would also include similar
mitigation measures that would reduce the impact to less than significant levels. Based upon this
assessment a combined cumulative effect related to recreation and parks would not occur.
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The proposed project would result in inadequate parking supply. The existing parking lot located adjacent
to the Science and Technology Buildings would be reconfigured and result in the loss of parking during
construction. During the construction phase of the Proposed Project, on-campus parking would be
unavailable to students, faculty, and staff. Student parking would be provided by the SMMUSD or Santa
Monica High School during the construction period. The SMMUSD is exploring a number of options to
and will accommodate the temporary loss of parking for faculty and staff members, including leasing
spaces at an off-site location, such as City parking lots at the beach-combined with a shuttle service;
leasing private parking in the surrounding area; or establishing vanpools and other transit options.
However, the loss of parking during construction and the temporary displacement of student parking
would be a significant and unavoidable impact. Therefore, the potential for a cumulative impact
associated with parking would occur.

Operation

As discussed in Chapter 3.9, Transportation and Traffic, the future traffic conditions take into account a
total of 80 related projects in Santa Monica (see Table 4-1) as potentially affecting traffic circulation
through the study area. The related projects list takes into account all projects currently approved, under
construction, or pending approval. The Proposed Project would potentially result in individual and
cumulative traffic impacts to vicinity intersections in the long-term. Under Future (2014) With and
Without the Proposed Project Conditions, all the nine study intersections are projected to operate at LOS
D or better during the AM and PM peak hours except for: 1) 4th Street and Olympic Boulevard (LOS E -
AM peak hour); and 2) Lincoln Boulevard and Pico Boulevard (LOS E — PM peak hour). However, based
on the traffic forecasts, LOS analysis and significant impact thresholds set forth by the City of Santa
Monica, it was determined that the Proposed Project would create a significant traffic impact at the
intersection of 4th Street and Olympic Boulevard during the AM peak hour. In order to reduce
intersection impacts at 4th Street and Olympic Boulevard during the AM peak hour, implementation of
mitigation measures TRANS-A and TRANS-B would be required. Further, the related projects would be
required to include similar mitigation measures, which would reduce the impacts to less than significant.
As such, the Proposed Project in conjunction with related projects would not contribute to a significant
cumulative impact on transportation and traffic during operation.

4.4 SIGNIFICANT IRREVERSIBLE ENVIRONMENTAL CHANGES

Public Resources Code section 21100(b)(2)(B) and Section 15126.2(c) of the CEQA Guidelines require
that an EIR analyze the extent to which the Proposed Project’s primary and secondary effects would
impact the environment and commit nonrenewable resources to uses that future generations will not be
able to reverse.

Construction and operation of the Proposed Project would result in the use of nonrenewable resources
during construction, including fossil fuels, natural gas, and water and building materials, such as concrete
and steel. In addition, the Proposed Project would be designed to incorporate energy and water efficiency
features in accordance with Title 24 standards and CHPS requirements. The Proposed Project is not
anticipated to consume substantial amounts of energy in a wasteful manner, and it would not result in
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significant impacts from consumption of utilities. Although irreversible environmental changes would
result from the Proposed Project, such changes would not be considered significant.

45 GROWTH-INDUCING IMPACTS

According to Section 15126.2 (d) of the CEQA Guidelines, growth-inducing impacts of the Proposed
Project shall be discussed in the EIR. Growth-inducing impacts are those effects of the Proposed Project
that might foster economic or population growth or the construction of new housing, either directly or
indirectly, in the surrounding environment. According to CEQA, increases in the population may tax
existing community service facilities, requiring construction of new facilities that could cause significant
environmental effects.

Induced growth is any growth that exceeds planned growth and results from new development that would
not have taken place without the implementation of the Proposed Project. Typically, the growth-inducing
potential of a project would be considered significant if it results in growth or population concentration
that exceeds those assumptions included in pertinent master plans, land use plans, or projections made by
regional planning authorities. However, the creation of growth-inducing potential does not automatically
lead to growth, whether it would be below or in exceedance of a projected level.

The goal of the Proposed Project is to provide an upgraded Science and Technology Building and the
Project would not include additional students. Other existing buildings on the campus would be upgraded
as well; however no additional classrooms would be constructed. The square footage of the new building
would be approximately 4,000 square feet less than the existing buildings combined. The number of
classrooms provided with the Proposed Project would be similar to the amount currently provided.
Therefore, the Proposed Project would not be expected to induce growth in the Project area.
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CEQA requires that an EIR objectively evaluate a “reasonable” range of alternatives. According to the
CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.6(a), “an EIR shall describe a range of reasonable alternatives to the
Proposed Project, or to the location of the Proposed Project, which would feasibly attain most of the basic
objectives of the Proposed Project, but would avoid or substantially lessen any of the significant effects of
the Proposed Project, and evaluate the comparative merits of the alternatives.” The CEQA Guidelines
also state that an EIR need not consider every conceivable alternative nor consider alternatives that are
infeasible. Under CEQA, the factors that can determine feasibility are site suitability, economic
limitations, availability of infrastructure, General Plan consistency, other plan or regulatory limitations,
and jurisdictional boundaries. An EIR need not consider an alternative whose effects cannot be
reasonably ascertained and whose implementation is remote and speculative.

The alternatives analysis must also include a comparative evaluation of the No Project Alternative per
Section 15126.6(e) of the CEQA Guidelines. Through comparison of the alternatives, the advantages and
disadvantages of each alternative compared with the Proposed Project can be weighed and analyzed.
Consequently, the No Project Alternative is described below.

5.1 PROJECT OBJECTIVES

In 2006, Santa Monica and Malibu voters passed the local general obligation Measure BB Bond, a $268-
million bond to construct and renovate schools within the SMMUSD. The SMMUSD requires all of its
schools to improve health, safety, and class instruction. The Proposed Project has been designed to
adhere to these goals and requirements. The main objectives of the Proposed Project are to:

o Eliminate asbestos, lead and other hazardous substances from the existing Science and
Technology Buildings;

e Provide state-of-the-art science and technical classrooms;
o Establish a public “front door” at the Michigan Avenue entrance to the campus;
e Develop open spaces that would unify and enhance the northern portion of the campus;

o Maximize student safety by locating buildings along the perimeter of the campus and outdoor
spaces in the interior of the campus, thereby retaining students within the campus during school
hours and providing separation from the general public;

¢ Improve vehicular, bicycle and pedestrian access to campus;

e Reconfigure the existing 253-space parking lot, which currently contributes to vehicular traffic on
7th Court Alley;

e Create a sustainable and maintainable building consistent with SMMUSD Resolution No. 07-07
on Green Building Design and Construction; and

e Provide existing campus classrooms with infrastructure upgrades in preparation for future District
Standard technology upgrades.
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5.2 ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED BUT ELIMINATED

Section 15126.6(c) of the CEQA Guidelines requires that an EIR identify any alternatives that were
considered by the lead agency, but were rejected as infeasible during the scoping process and briefly
explain the reasons underlying the lead agency’s determination. Among factors that may be used to
eliminate alternatives from detailed consideration in the EIR are: (1) failure to meet most of the basic
project objectives, (2) infeasibility, and (3) inability to avoid significant environmental impacts.

5.2.1 ALTERNATIVE SITES

Section 15126.6(f)(2) of the CEQA Guidelines requires that an EIR consider alternative locations to the
Proposed Project site. In accordance with the provisions of the Measure BB Bond, one of the purposes of
the Proposed Project is to improve the existing 26-acre Santa Monica High School campus by providing a
new Science and Technology Building, and updating existing buildings and facilities on the campus. The
City of Santa Monica is almost entirely built out and there are few remaining vacant parcels left in the
City. In addition, none of the existing vacant parcels are of a comparable size to the Proposed Project site
and none are located near the existing campus. If a vacant parcel of adequate size was available to the
SMMUSD for the location of the new Science and Technology Building, most of the objectives of the
Proposed Project would not be accomplished. Student safety would not be maximized by locating
buildings along the perimeter of the campus and outdoor spaces in the interior of the campus, and modern
science and technology classrooms would be provided, but at an alternative site at distance from the
existing campus and students who would utilize the new classrooms. Shuttling students to and from an
alternative site to the existing campus would not be feasible due to the number of students and various
class scheduling issues. In addition, a public “front door” to the campus would not be provided at
Michigan Avenue, open spaces would not be developed, asbestos and other hazardous substances would
not be removed from the existing Science and Technology Buildings, access to and traffic surrounding the
campus would not be improved, and existing campus classrooms would not be upgraded. As such, this
alternative would achieve only one of the nine objectives of the Proposed Project.

5.2.2 CONCEPTUAL ALTERNATIVES

Following the passing of the Measure BB Bond in 2006, the SMMUSD considered several different
concepts for the redevelopment and reorganization of the Santa Monica High School campus. The
concepts were considered and eliminated based on the attainment of the various goals associated with the
implementation of the Measure BB Bond. These various conceptual alternatives were formulated and
eliminated during the process of preparing the Santa Monica High School Siting Study from
approximately 2006 to 2008. As previously discussed in Chapter 3.5 Land Use and Planning, the Santa
Monica High School Siting Study included design concepts for the campus that were focused on
reorganizing the campus to meet its functional and programmatic needs; to expand the shared public use
of its facilities; to link the campus with the Civic Auditorium Campus development located to the
southwest; and to confirm the defined Measure BB Bond project scope. The design concepts also
considered the need for the redevelopment or reorganization of the campus to accommodate multiple
facilities, to achieve and adhere to the numerous facility requirements, and to include natural and
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mechanical ventilation systems in new buildings, particularly within those that would include
laboratories.

Originally, the existing Business Building on the campus was considered for demolition and replacement,
instead of the existing Science and Technology Buildings. The one- to three-story Business Building is
located directly southeast of the landscaped quad and the existing Science and Technology Buildings.
However, the Santa Monica High School Siting Study determined that the existing Science and
Technology Buildings should be demolished and replaced, instead of the Business Building, so that a
more comprehensive high school program could be implemented.

Another concept that was previously considered would reorganize the existing campus by placing taller
buildings near the center of the campus. This concept would involve the demolition of several existing
campus buildings, including the Science and Technology Buildings. One or several multilevel buildings
would be constructed to house the science, technology, and other classroom and laboratory spaces that
were originally within the demolished buildings. This concept was eventually determined to be infeasible
primarily because the multilevel buildings would require the use of several elevators. Due to the large
number of students that would attend classes in these buildings and would require use of the elevators,
this concept would require major changes to typical class durations and schedules to accommodate the
increased passing periods between classes needed as a result of many students waiting for elevators.

An additional concept that was considered included reorganizing the campus by constructing the athletic
facilities above surface parking areas, or stacking various uses on the campus to provide additional
campus space for future development or expansion of uses. This concept was eliminated because there
would be a major disruption of classes and the functioning of the campus. One of SMMUSD’s goals was
to create a project that could be constructed without an extensive disruption of classes or the functioning
of the campus. In addition, constructing athletic facilities, such as the football field/track, above surface
parking may have impacted the ability for a California Interscholastic Federation (CIF) conforming
football field/track to be constructed. Also, it was determined that the athletic facilities on the campus
should be placed in one distinct zone of the campus. Constructing athletic facilities above surface parking
areas would not achieve this goal.

Previously, a concept was considered that would demolish the existing Science and Technology Buildings
and construct the new buildings on the northeastern portion of the campus, adjacent to the Olympic
Boulevard property line. Similar to existing conditions, this concept would leave much of the
northeastern portion of the campus open including the existing softball field, adjacent to 7th Court Alley.
One of the objectives of the Project is to place buildings on the edge of the campus property, so that the
buildings would become similar to a fence, increasing safety for students and decreasing the likelihood of
students congregating off-campus and near the alley. In addition, increased open space was needed
internally within the campus. This concept would result in a large area of open space (i.e., parking lot and
softball field) adjacent to 7th Court Alley, resulting in similar safety issues as currently exists on the
campus. Currently, when students leave the existing Science and Technology Buildings, they walk
straight into the parking lot and congregate. Also, under this concept, the new building would be placed
directly adjacent to Olympic Boulevard, a major thoroughfare in the City, as well as 1-10 directly north of
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Olympic Boulevard, which would likely increase noise, decrease air quality, and increase health risk
effects on students attending classes in the new building. For these reasons, this concept was eliminated
from further consideration.

In addition, a concept was considered that would demolish the existing Science and Technology
Buildings and place the new building at the same general location as with the Proposed Project, adjacent
to 7th Court Alley. Also, similar to the Proposed Project, this concept would include a new building with
both two-story and three-story sections. However, the two-story portion would include a majority of the
building at the southeastern portion of the Proposed Project site, near the intersection of Michigan Avenue
and 7th Court Alley. Because this concept would include a larger two-story portion, the building
footprint would be larger to accommodate the number of classrooms and laboratories that were required
to be constructed. However, one of the goals of the Project was to decrease the building footprint,
achieving sustainability requirements under Collaborative for High Performance Schools (CHPS). For
these reasons, this concept was eliminated from further consideration. In addition, subterranean parking
was considered as an alternative to surface parking. However, due to the extensive construction phase
disruption to students, classes, and residences along 7th Court Alley and Michigan Avenue that would be
attributed to the excavation needed, this concept was also eliminated for the Proposed Project. The
concepts that were considered generally did not meet the Proposed Project objectives.

During the initial stages of the CEQA process for the Proposed Project, a vehicle turnout was under
consideration to be located along Olympic Boulevard, just west of 7th Court Alley. With the turnout,
vehicles traveling along Olympic Boulevard would be able to drop-off and pick-up students at the turnout,
which would be adjacent to the new building. Also, the turnout would be useful as a drop-off and pick-up
area for disabled students as it would be designed to be Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA)
accessible. However, the City’s Transportation Management Division stated that the proposed turnout
would likely reduce the effectiveness of the drop-off and pick-up activity." It was determined that the
turnout would encourage longer vehicle queuing times and possibly enable double parking along Olympic
Boulevard, a major thoroughfare in the City. For these reasons, this concept was eliminated from further
consideration.

5.3 ALTERNATIVES CARRIED FORWARD FOR DETAILED
ANALYSIS

Three alternatives have been carried forward for detailed analysis in this EIR, including the “No Project”
alternative as required by CEQA. Based on the environmental analysis conducted for the Proposed
Project, significant impacts requiring mitigation have been identified regarding Aesthetics, Noise,
Recreation and Parks, and Transportation and Traffic. The EIR identifies less than significant impacts for
Cultural Resources, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, and Land Use and Planning. A significant and
unavoidable impact was identified for Air Quality.

The alternatives carried forward for detailed analysis in this section include:

! Correspondence from Beth Rolandson, City of Santa Monica, Transportation Management Division. May 28, 2009.
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e No Project Alternative
e Increased Setback Alternative

e No Reconfiguration Alternative

5.3.1 OVERVIEW OF ALTERNATIVES AND IMPACTS

The table at the end of this chapter provides a comparison of the impacts of the alternatives to the
Proposed Project. In accordance with the CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.6(d), each alternative was
evaluated in sufficient detail to determine whether the overall environmental impacts would be less,
similar, or greater than the corresponding impacts of the Proposed Project. A discussion of each
alternative is provided below.

5.3.2 NO PROJECT ALTERNATIVE

According to the CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.6(¢)(3)(b), the No Project Alternative is defined as the
“circumstance under which the Proposed Project does not proceed.” The impacts of the No Project
Alternative shall be analyzed “by projecting what would reasonably be expected to occur in the
foreseeable future if the Proposed Project were not approved, based on current plans and consistent with
available infrastructure and community services.” The purpose of describing and analyzing the No
Project Alternative is “to allow decision makers to compare the impacts of approving the Proposed
Project with the impacts of not approving the Proposed Project.” Under the No Project Alternative, the
proposed new Science and Technology Building, softball field, and reconfigured parking lot would not be
constructed. In addition, the proposed campus-wide building updates would not be completed. The
existing Science and Technology Buildings, softball field, and parking lot would remain onsite and
continue to operate as under existing conditions. No new structures would be constructed. The
environmental characteristics would be the same as those described in the environmental setting sections
of Chapter 3.

Construction phase impacts associated with the Proposed Project would be avoided because no
development would occur on the Proposed Project site under the No Project Alternative. The existing
Science and Technology Buildings would not be demolished, the new Science and Technology Building
would not be constructed adjacent to 7th Court Alley, and the proposed ramp would not be constructed.
In addition, the existing softball field would not be demolished and campus softball activities would not
be required to temporarily use the softball field at John Adams Middle School. No buildings would be
constructed adjacent to the northeastern property line of the campus (7th Court Alley) and, therefore, no
temporary aesthetic impacts would result for the nearby multi-family residences. The existing Proposed
Project site uses would continue to operate in their current capacity and function. Maintenance activities
would occur as needed to maintain the existing facilities. There would be no change to cultural resources
and the potential for uncovering previously unknown archaeological or paleontological resources would
be avoided because excavation would not take place.

Similar to the Proposed Project, a majority of the operational impacts would be avoided because no
changes to the operation of the Proposed Project site would occur. The number of vehicles trips to/from
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the Proposed Project site would not be expected to change because the same uses would be operating at
the Proposed Project site. Thus, no increase in mobile emissions or vehicular noise would be expected to
occur. No land use changes would occur because the site would continue to operate as a high school, as
under existing conditions. Under the No Project Alternative, the visual setting of the Proposed Project
site would continue to be two, two-story institutional buildings that are not remarkable in style, color, or
bulk, and the Proposed Project site would not stand out as particularly memorable or remarkable feature
in the landscape. As such, the visual improvements associated with redevelopment of the Proposed
Project site would not occur under this alternative. Further, this alternative would not achieve any of the
objectives of the Proposed Project.

However, as previously mentioned in Chapter 3.5 Land Use and Planning, SMMUSD prepared the Santa
Monica High School Siting Study in 2008. This study developed long-term design concepts for the
redevelopment of various portions of the Santa Monica High School campus. Since these design
concepts included the redevelopment of buildings other than the existing Science and Technology
Buildings, under the No Project Alternative, there is a potential for SMMUSD make a decision to
redevelop some other portion of the Santa Monica High School Campus. In addition, the Civic Center
Joint-Use Project is currently under early consideration, which would allow the City of Santa Monica to
utilize the new parking facilities that may be constructed within other portions of the campus. In that
case, both construction and operational impacts under the No Project Alternative would be expected to
increase as compared to the Proposed Project.

5.3.3 INCREASED SETBACK ALTERNATIVE

Similar to the Proposed Project, the Increased Setback Alternative would reconfigure the approximately
5.2-acre Proposed Project site within the northeastern portion of the Santa Monica High School campus.
This alternative would consist of the demolition of the existing 88,000-square-foot Science and
Technology Buildings, parking lot, and softball field and the construction of a new three-story, 84,000-
square-foot Science and Technology Building, and softball field in a reconfigured site layout and a
reconfigured parking lot. Similar to the Proposed Project, this alternative would place the new Science
and Technology Building in the northern and eastern portion of the Proposed Project site, directly
adjacent to 7th Court Alley.

The new building would be constructed within the Santa Monica High School campus property line and
would not encroach into 7th Court Alley. The building setback from the 7th Court Alley property line
would be 22 feet, an approximately 10-foot increase over the Proposed Project in order to reduce shadow
coverage on the multi-family residences on the northeastern side of 7th Court Alley. As a result of the
increased building setback length, the proposed landscaped plaza area on the southwestern side of the new
building would be reduced, limiting the amount and size of landscape features that would be installed
within the plaza. The scrim or screen material included with the Proposed Project that would extend
approximately three feet four inches into this setback area, would be eliminated with this alternative. The
softball field would be relocated to the southern corner of the Proposed Project site, while the proposed L-
shaped parking lot would be located in between the new building and softball field, extending to the west
just south of along Olympic Boulevard, and east of 6th Street. As a result of the increased setback of the
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proposed building, the configuration of the parking lot may require adjustments, but a reduction in
parking spaces as compared to the Proposed Project is not expected. As a result of the proposed
reconfiguration, approximately 20 landscape trees may be removed within the Proposed Project site. A
few of the trees in the northeastern portion of the landscaped quad area would be removed with the
Proposed Project. However, these removed landscape trees would be replaced in excess of the number of
trees removed and the existing trees are not known to be protected. In addition, the construction phase
would be identical to the Proposed Project.

Similar to the Proposed Project, this alternative would reconfigure existing land uses and would not result
in an increase in student enrollment or capacity of the school. In addition, no new land uses would be
introduced to the campus.

AESTHETICS

Under the Increased Setback Alternative, visual character impacts during the construction phase would be
reduced as the new building construction would occur an additional 10 feet southwest from the nearest
visually sensitive land use. As with the Proposed Project, this alternative would not substantially conflict
with the existing visual character of the Proposed Project site or the surrounding area during the
operational phase. Shadows cast onto adjacent uses as a result of the Increased Setback Alternative
would be shorter in duration than with the Proposed Project because the building would be set back an
additional 10 feet from the 7th Court Alley property line. Thus, the shadows cast onto the adjacent
commercial/residential buildings, on the northeastern side of 7th Court Alley, would be shorter than the
Proposed Project during the Winter Solstice. As with the Proposed Project, this alternative would not
create substantial lighting impacts with the implementation of applicable City lighting standards and
specifications. Similar to the Proposed Project, glare impacts would be reduced with the implementation
of the mitigation measures, which require the use of non-reflective building materials. The Increased
Setback Alternative would result in reduced impacts on aesthetics, due to the reduced shadow coverage of
adjacent uses as compared to the Proposed Project.

AIR QUALITY

The Increased Setback Alternative would require similar construction activity as was assumed for the
Proposed Project because there would be approximately the same amount of total development. Pollutant
emissions during the entire Increased Setback Alternative construction phase would be similar to the
amount of pollutants emitted during the entire Proposed Project construction phase. In addition, the daily
construction intensity (e.g., construction equipment hours) for the Increased Setback Alternative would be
similar to the daily construction intensity assumed for the Proposed Project. Accordingly, the Increased
Setback Alternative daily regional construction emissions of VOC, NOy, CO, PM;s, and PMy, would be
similar to the emissions presented for the Proposed Project and would not violate or contribute
substantially to an existing or projected air quality violation. Similar to the Proposed Project, the
Increased Setback Alternative would result in a less than significant impact related to daily regional
construction emissions.
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Localized PM,5s and PM,y construction emissions were calculated based on the amount of acres to be
disturbed per day. The size of the Proposed Project site would not change under the Increased Setback
Alternative and the acres of land graded per day would be similar to that analyzed for the Proposed
Project. This would result in fugitive dust emissions similar to the Proposed Project, which would exceed
the SCAQMD localized significance thresholds for PMyy and PM, s with implementation of SCAQMD’s
Rule 403 for dust control. Similar to the Proposed Project, the Increased Setback Alternative would result
in a significant and unavoidable impact related to localized PM, s and PM, construction emissions.

The Increased Setback Alternative would not alter the existing land uses on the Proposed Project site and
would not result in increased student enrollment. As such, similar to the Proposed Project, this alternative
would not generate any additional traffic trips in addition to existing conditions. Therefore, regional
emissions associated with this alternative would not exceed the SCAQMD operational significance
thresholds for VOC, NO,, CO, PMy, or PM,s. Similar to the Proposed Project, the Increased Setback
Alternative would result in a less than significant impact related to daily regional operational emissions.

Mobile source emissions associated with the Increased Setback Alternative would not increase localized
VOC, NO,, CO, PMy or PM, 5 emissions as no additional traffic trips would occur in addition to existing
conditions. Similar to the Proposed Project, the daily emissions of these pollutants would not exceed
SCAQMD’s LST thresholds. Also similar, vehicles traveling on 1-10 would not produce pollutant
concentrations that would exceed the significance thresholds for PMyo, PM,s, CO, NO,, or SO, and,
therefore, would not impact students, faculty, or staff on the Proposed Project site.

Maximum Proposed Project-related one- and eight-hour CO concentrations were estimated to be 4.3 and
3.0 ppm, respectively. These concentrations are well below the state one- and eight-hour standards of 9.0
and 20 ppm, respectively. Traffic associated with the Increased Setback Alternative would not change the
CO concentrations estimated for the Proposed Project as no new traffic trips would be generated. Similar
to the Proposed Project, the Increased Setback Alternative would result in a less than significant localized
CO impact.

Similar to the Proposed Project, the Increased Setback Alternative would not expose sensitive receptors to
substantial emissions of TACs during the construction phase because construction emissions would be
temporary and would rapidly dissipate with distance from the source. Operation of the proposed
laboratory facilities would not expose sensitive receptors to substantial concentrations of TACs, as the
number of laboratory facilities would be similar to existing conditions. In addition, this alternative would
not expose students, faculty, or staff to carcinogenic and non-carcinogenic risks that exceed SCAQMD’s
thresholds. Similar to the Proposed Project, the Increased Setback Alternative would result in a less than
significant impact related to TAC emissions, and carcinogenic and non-carcinogenic risks.

Similar to the Proposed Project, this alternative would not introduce new, permanent sources of
substantial objectionable odors or locate sensitive receptors significantly closer to existing permanent
sources of odors. Odors generated during construction would be intermittent and would dissipate quickly.
Similar to the Proposed Project, the Increased Setback Alternative would have a less than significant
impact related to odors.
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The Increased Setback Alternative would generate a similar amount of GHG emissions as estimated for
the Proposed Project as this alternative would not alter the operations of the Proposed Project site and
would not generate additional traffic trips. Similar to the Proposed Project, the Increased Setback
Alternative would not lead to a net increase in GHG emissions over existing conditions due to operations.
Similar to the Proposed Project, the Increased Setback Alternative would have a less than significant
impact related to global climate change.

CULTURAL RESOURCES

Under the Increased Setback Alternative, impacts to cultural resources would be similar to the Proposed
Project because the Proposed Project would not impact Barnum Hall or the amphitheater. In addition, the
existing Science and Technology Buildings are not mandatory or presumptive historical resources.

HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

As discussed in Chapter 3.4 Hazards and Hazardous Materials, due to the age of the existing Science and
Technology Buildings, these buildings may include ACMs and LBP. In addition, soil investigations
conducted on the Proposed Project site have indicated that elevated levels of certain pesticides were
detected in the soil directly adjacent to the existing buildings. Elevated lead (a Title 22 metal)
concentrations were detected in the soil from the planter areas around the existing Science and
Technology Buildings. Additionally, an abandoned UST was identified directly northwest of the existing
buildings. Four State and Tribal Leaking Underground Storage Tank Database sites (Chevron #9 9266,
World Oil #16, Arco Realty Property, and the Former Mobil Service Station) may have potentially
contributed to the possible contamination of groundwater and soil beneath the Proposed Project site. The
Proposed Project site is also listed on two hazardous materials databases.

Similar to the Proposed Project, under the Increased Setback Alternative, a No Further Action
determination by the DTSC would be supported for the Chevron #9-9266 and World Oil #16 sites
specifically related to soil gas. In addition, this alternative would be required to comply with DTSC
regulations and requirements regarding handling, transport, and disposal of hazardous materials and any
contaminated soils. Similar to the Proposed Project, this alternative would be required to implement
applicable measures in accordance with the DTSC, EPA, CAL/OSHA, Los Angeles County Fire
Department, and Los Angeles County Health Department. In addition, the preparation of a Preliminary
Environmental Assessment Workplan would be required under this alternative. Similar to the Proposed
Project, the Increased Setback Alternative would have a less than significant impact related to hazards and
hazardous materials.

LAND USE AND PLANNING

Similar to the Proposed Project, the construction and operation of the Increased Setback Alternative
would not be subject to the policies outlined within the City of Santa Monica General Plan and Article 9,
Planning and Zoning, of the City’s Municipal Code. In July 2009, the SMMUSD Board of Education
adopted a resolution that exempted the Proposed Project site from being subject to the requirements of the
General Plan and Article 9 of the Municipal Code. Since neither of these land use and planning
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regulations apply to the Proposed Project site, no significant impact to land use and planning could occur.
Similar to the Proposed Project, the Increased Setback Alternative would have a less than significant
impact related to land use and planning.

NOISE

Construction activity associated with the Increased Setback Alternative would generally result in reduced
noise levels as compared to the Proposed Project, since the building construction would take place an
additional 10 feet to the southwest of the residences located along 7th Court Alley. However,
construction noise impacts to on-site sensitive receptors (i.e., students and faculty within the existing
Science and Technology Buildings) may increase because the new building construction would occur 10
feet nearer to the existing buildings where classes would continue during new building construction.
Similar to the Proposed Project, construction vibration impacts would be less than significant under this
alternative as vibration levels would not exceed Caltrans standards. Daily noise and vibration levels
would be similar to the noise levels presented for the Proposed Project because this alternative would not
alter the operation of the Proposed Project site from existing conditions. Therefore, the Increased Setback
Alternative would not expose persons to noise levels in excess of City standards and the impact would be
less than significant. Stationary noise sources associated with the Increased Setback Alternative would be
similar to those sources identified for the Proposed Project. Stationary noise under the Increased Setback
Alternative would result in a less than significant impact. Overall, the Increased Setback Alternative
would result in similar noise and vibration impacts as the Proposed Project.

RECREATION AND PARKS

Similar to the Proposed Project, the Increased Setback Alternative would require the use of the existing
softball facility at John Adams Middle School and Memorial Park during the construction phase. The use
of Memorial Park by the Santa Monica High School softball teams, during the construction phase, would
not increase from existing conditions. However, similar to the Proposed Project, this alternative would
significantly increase the use of John Adams Middle School recreational facilities during the construction
phase. The implementation of mitigation measures REC-A and REC-B would reduce construction
impacts to John Adams Middle School recreational facilities. Similar to the Proposed Project, the
Increased Setback Alternative would result in less than significant impacts related to recreation and parks.

TRANSPORTATION AND TRAFFIC

Similar to the Proposed Project, the Increased Setback Alternative would not alter the existing land uses
on the Proposed Project site and would not generate additional student enrollment. However, the
reconfiguration of the Proposed Project site would affect traffic circulation and potentially result in the
shift of traffic patterns. Since this alternative would include the same land uses and building space as the
Proposed Project, all the study intersections would be projected to be operating at LOS C or better during
both the morning and evening peak hours. Based on the traffic forecasts, LOS analysis and significant
impact thresholds set forth by the City of Santa Monica, the intersection of 4th Street and Olympic
Boulevard would be significantly impacted from traffic generated by the shift of traffic patterns resulting
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in LOS E during the AM peak hour. Similar to the Proposed Project, in order to reduce intersection
impacts at 4th Street and Olympic Boulevard during the AM peak hour, implementation of mitigation
measures would be required. The recommended improvement includes re-striping the northbound
approach to provide an exclusive left-turn lane, a shared through/right-turn lane, and an exclusive right-
turn lane.

Similar to the Proposed Project, the Increased Setback Alternative would not be expected to affect traffic
on a regional basis. In addition, this alternative would not on increase demand at nearby CMP-designated
facilities through the redistribution of vehicle trips to the new access via 6th Street from Olympic
Boulevard.

Similar to the Proposed Project, with the Increased Setback Alternative there is the potential for short-
term adverse traffic impacts in the Proposed Project site vicinity during construction. The additional trips
generated by the truck deliveries and construction workers may affect traffic flow within the vicinity, as
well as pedestrian traffic flow near the Proposed Project site. As such, mitigation requires the
construction contractor through SMMUSD be required to prepare and submit a Construction Staging and
Traffic Management Plan to the City of Santa Monica for approval. The reconfiguration of on-site
facilities and relocating parking access is not expected to affect current drop-off and pick-up activities on
both Olympic Boulevard and Michigan Street/7th Street. Therefore, this alternative would not
substantially increase hazards due to design features or incompatible uses.

Similar to the Proposed Project, the temporary loss of student parking would be a significant and
unavoidable impact under the Increased Setback Alternative. The SMMUSD is exploring a number of
options to accommodate the temporary loss of faculty and staff parking including leasing spaces at an off-
site location including City parking lots at the beach, combined with a shuttle service, leasing private
parking in the surrounding area, establishing vanpools and other transit options. Similar to the Proposed
Project, the loss of faculty and staff parking during the construction phase would be addressed by one of
these options to reduce the impact to less than significant. Also similar, the temporary loss of student
parking on the Proposed Project site during construction would remain significant and unavoidable.
During the operation of this alternative, it is expected that all 253 parking spaces would be accommodated
in the reconfigured parking lot. Under the Increased Setback Alternative, impacts to parking would be
similar to the Proposed Project.

CONCLUSION

The Increased Setback Alternative would develop a reconfigured Proposed Project site nearly identical to
the Proposed Project. However, the new building would be set back an additional 10 feet from the 7th
Court Alley property line in order to reduce shadow coverage of adjacent uses. The construction phase
would be identical in duration and process to that of the Proposed Project. Under this alternative, the new
building would be the same size and height as with the Proposed Project and no new land uses would be
introduced to the Proposed Project site. Compared to the Proposed Project, this alternative would have
reduced impacts in the area of aesthetics. This alternative would have similar impacts in the areas of
construction and operational air quality, cultural resources, hazards and hazardous materials, land use and
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planning, construction and operational noise and vibration, recreation and parks, and transportation and
traffic. This alternative would reduce the amount of proposed open space on the Proposed Project site;
however, this alternative would meet all of the Project objectives.

5.3.4 NO RECONFIGURATION ALTERNATIVE

The No Reconfiguration Alternative would not reconfigure the approximately 5.2-acre Proposed Project
site within the northeastern portion of the Santa Monica High School campus. This alternative would
consist of the demolition of the existing 88,000-square-foot Science and Technology Buildings, and the
construction of a new three-story, 84,000-square-foot Science and Technology Building. The softball
field and parking lot would remain in place. This alternative would place the new Science and
Technology Building in the location of the existing Science and Technology Buildings to be demolished.

Due to the placement of the new building, the size of the proposed landscaped plaza area may be reduced
as compared to the Proposed Project. The scrim or screen material included with the Proposed Project
would be included with this alternative. This alternative may result in the removal of trees, but it is
expected to be less than with the Proposed Project. These removed landscape trees would be replaced in
excess of the number of trees removed and the existing trees are not known to be protected. Similar to the
Proposed Project, this alternative would replace an existing land use and would not result in an increase in
student enrollment or capacity of the school. In addition, no new land uses would be introduced to the
campus.

The construction phase associated with the No Reconfiguration Alternative would be shorter in duration
as compared to the Proposed Project. The existing buildings would be demolished and replaced with the
new building, and no changes to the existing softball field and parking lot are expected. As a result, the
building could not be used for classes at any time during construction. Temporary classrooms would
have to be brought on-site (i.e., trailers, portables, or other type of temporary structures), and/or these
classes would temporarily take place in other existing buildings on the campus. Any temporary structures
brought on-site during construction would be placed within the existing parking lot on the Proposed
Project site. Therefore, parking would be limited during the construction phase, but not completely
eliminated as with the Proposed Project.

AESTHETICS

Under the No Reconfiguration Alternative, visual character impacts during the construction phase would
be reduced as the new building construction would not occur adjacent to visually sensitive off-site uses.
Visual character impacts to students, faculty, and staff during the construction phase would be similar to
the Proposed Project. As with the Proposed Project, this alternative would not substantially conflict with
the existing visual character of the Proposed Project site or the surrounding area during the operational
phase. No shadows would be cast onto adjacent uses as a result of the No Reconfiguration Alternative.
As with the Proposed Project, this alternative would not create substantial night lighting impacts with the
implementation of applicable City lighting standards and specifications. Similar to the Proposed Project,
glare impacts would be reduced with the implementation of the mitigation measures, which require the
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use of non-reflective building materials. Because this alternative would not cast shadows on shadow-
sensitive uses, the No Reconfiguration Alternative would result in reduced impacts related to aesthetics.

AIR QUALITY

The No Reconfiguration Alternative would require reduced construction activity as compared to the
Proposed Project because there would be no reconfiguration of the existing softball field and parking lot.
Pollutant emissions during the entire No Reconfiguration Alternative construction phase would be similar
to the amount of pollutants emitted during the entire Proposed Project construction phase. However,
these pollutants would be emitted for a shorter duration. In addition, the daily construction intensity (e.qg.,
construction equipment hours) for the No Reconfiguration Alternative would be similar to the daily
construction intensity assumed for the Proposed Project, assuming that construction trucks would be
required to deliver temporary classroom trailers on-site. Accordingly, the No Reconfiguration Alternative
daily regional construction emissions of VOC, NOyx, CO, PM,s, and PMy, would be similar to the
emissions presented for the Proposed Project and would not violate or contribute substantially to an
existing or projected air quality violation. The No Reconfiguration Alternative would result in similar
impacts related to regional construction air quality emissions.

Localized PM,5s and PM;o construction emissions were calculated based on the amount of acres to be
disturbed per day. The size of the Proposed Project site would not change under the No Reconfiguration
Alternative; however, the acres of land graded per day would be less than that analyzed for the Proposed
Project. This would result in reduced fugitive dust emissions as compared to the Proposed Project, which
would exceed the SCAQMD localized significance thresholds for PMy, and PM, s with implementation of
SCAQMD’s Rule 403 for dust control. The No Reconfiguration Alternative would result in reduced
impacts related to localized PM, s and PMy, construction emissions.

The No Reconfiguration Alternative would not alter the existing land uses on the Proposed Project site
and would not result in increased student enrollment. As such, similar to the Proposed Project, this
alternative would not generate any additional traffic trips in addition to existing conditions. Therefore,
regional emissions associated with this alternative would not exceed the SCAQMD operational
significance thresholds for VOC, NO,, CO, PMy, or PM,s. Similar to the Proposed Project, the No
Reconfiguration Alternative would result in a less than significant impact related to daily regional
operational emissions.

Mobile source emissions associated with the No Reconfiguration Alternative would not increase localized
VOC, NO,, CO, PMy or PM, 5 emissions as no additional traffic trips would occur in addition to existing
conditions. Similar to the Proposed Project, the daily emissions of these pollutants would not exceed
SCAQMD’s LST thresholds. Also similar, vehicles traveling on 1-10 would not produce pollutant
concentrations that would exceed the significance thresholds for PMyo, PM,s, CO, NO,, or SO, and,
therefore, would not impact students, faculty, or staff on the Proposed Project site.

Maximum Proposed Project-related one- and eight-hour CO concentrations were estimated to be 4.3 and
3.0 ppm, respectively. These concentrations are well below the state one- and eight-hour standards of 9.0
and 20 ppm, respectively. Traffic associated with the No Reconfiguration Alternative would not change
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the CO concentrations estimated for the Proposed Project as no new traffic trips would be generated.
Similar to the Proposed Project, the No Reconfiguration Alternative would result in a less than significant
localized CO impact.

Similar to the Proposed Project, the No Reconfiguration Alternative would not expose sensitive receptors
to substantial emissions of TACs during the construction phase because construction emissions would be
temporary and would rapidly dissipate with distance from the source. Operation of the proposed
laboratory facilities would not expose sensitive receptors to substantial concentrations of TACs, as the
number of laboratory facilities would be similar to existing conditions. In addition, this alternative would
not expose students, faculty, or staff to carcinogenic and non-carcinogenic risks that exceed SCAQMD’s
thresholds. Similar to the Proposed Project, the No Reconfiguration Alternative would result in a less
than significant impact related to TAC emissions, and carcinogenic and non-carcinogenic risks.

Similar to the Proposed Project, this alternative would not introduce new, permanent sources of
substantial objectionable odors or locate sensitive receptors significantly closer to existing permanent
sources of odors. Odors generated during construction would be intermittent and would dissipate quickly.
Similar to the Proposed Project, the No Reconfiguration Alternative would have a less than significant
impact related to odors.

The No Reconfiguration Alternative would generate a similar amount of GHG emissions as estimated for
the Proposed Project as this alternative would not alter the operations of the Proposed Project site and
would not generate additional traffic trips. Similar to the Proposed Project, the No Reconfiguration
Alternative would not lead to a net increase in GHG emissions over existing conditions due to operations.
Similar to the Proposed Project, the No Reconfiguration Alternative would have a less than significant
impact related to global climate change.

CULTURAL RESOURCES

Under the No Reconfiguration Alternative, impacts to cultural resources would be similar to the Proposed
Project because the Proposed Project would not impact Barnum Hall or the amphitheater. In addition, the
existing Science and Technology Buildings are not mandatory or presumptive historical resources.

HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

As discussed in Chapter 3.4 Hazards and Hazardous Materials, due to the age of the existing Science and
Technology Buildings, these buildings may include ACMs and LBP. In addition, soil investigations
conducted on the Proposed Project site have indicated that elevated levels of certain pesticides were
detected in the soil directly adjacent to the existing buildings. Elevated lead (a Title 22 metal)
concentrations were detected in the soil from the planter areas around the existing Science and
Technology Buildings. Additionally, an abandoned UST was identified directly northwest of the existing
buildings. Four State and Tribal Leaking Underground Storage Tank Database sites (Chevron #9 9266,
World Oil #16, Arco Realty Property, and the Former Mobil Service Station) may have potentially
contributed to the possible contamination of groundwater and soil beneath the Proposed Project site. The
Proposed Project site is also listed on two hazardous materials databases.
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Similar to the Proposed Project, under the No Reconfiguration Alternative, a No Further Action
determination by the DTSC would be supported for the Chevron #9-9266 and World Oil #16 sites
specifically related to soil gas. In addition, this alternative would be required to comply with DTSC
regulations and requirements regarding handling, transport, and disposal of hazardous materials and any
contaminated soils. Similar to the Proposed Project, this alternative would be required to implement
applicable measures in accordance with the DTSC, EPA, CAL/OSHA, Los Angeles County Fire
Department, and Los Angeles County Health Department. In addition, the preparation of a Preliminary
Environmental Assessment Workplan would be required under this alternative. Similar to the Proposed
Project, the No Reconfiguration Alternative would have a less than significant impact related to hazards
and hazardous materials.

LAND USE AND PLANNING

Similar to the Proposed Project, the construction and operation of the No Reconfiguration Alternative
would not be subject to the policies outlined within the City of Santa Monica General Plan and Article 9,
Planning and Zoning, of the City’s Municipal Code. In July 2009, the SMMUSD Board of Education
adopted a resolution that exempted the Proposed Project site from being subject to the requirements of the
General Plan and Article 9 of the Municipal Code. Since neither of these land use and planning
regulations apply to the Proposed Project site, no significant impact to land use and planning could occur.
Similar to the Proposed Project, the No Reconfiguration Alternative would have a less than significant
impact related to land use and planning.

NOISE

Construction activity associated with the No Reconfiguration Alternative would generally result in
reduced noise impacts as compared to the Proposed Project, since the building construction would not
take place directly adjacent to sensitive receptors along 7th Court Alley. However, construction noise
impacts to on-site sensitive receptors (i.e., students and faculty within the surrounding campus buildings)
may increase because the new building construction would occur at a central location on the campus.
Similar to the Proposed Project, construction vibration impacts would be less than significant under this
alternative as vibration levels would not likely exceed Caltrans standards. Daily noise and vibration
levels would be similar to the noise levels presented for the Proposed Project because this alternative
would not alter the operation of the Proposed Project site from existing conditions. Therefore, the No
Reconfiguration Alternative would not expose persons to noise levels in excess of City standards and the
impact would be less than significant. Stationary noise sources associated with the No Reconfiguration
Alternative would be similar to those sources identified for the Proposed Project. Stationary noise under
the No Reconfiguration Alternative would result in a less than significant impact. Overall, the No
Reconfiguration Alternative would result in similar noise and vibration impacts as the Proposed Project.

RECREATION AND PARKS

The No Reconfiguration Alternative would not require the use of the existing softball facility at John
Adams Middle School during the construction phase, as the existing on-site softball field would be
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available. The use of Memorial Park by the Santa Monica High School softball teams, during the
construction and operational phase, would not change from existing conditions. This alternative would
not significantly increase the use of John Adams Middle School recreational facilities during the
construction phase and implementation of mitigation measures would not be required. The No
Reconfiguration Alternative would result reduced recreation and parks impacts as compared to the
Proposed Project.

TRANSPORTATION AND TRAFFIC

Similar to the Proposed Project, the No Reconfiguration Alternative would not alter the existing land uses
on the Proposed Project site and would not generate additional student enrollment. However, under this
alternative, the Proposed Project site would not be reconfigured, and the potential shift of traffic patterns
assumed with the Proposed Project would not occur. Since this alternative would include the same land
uses and building space as the Proposed Project, all the study intersections would be projected to be
operating at LOS C or better during both the morning and evening peak hours. However, because this
alternative would not result in shifts in traffic patterns, the impact to the intersection of 4th Street and
Olympic Boulevard would be reduced as compared to the Proposed Project.

Similar to the Proposed Project, the No Reconfiguration Alternative would not be expected to affect
traffic on a regional basis. In addition, this alternative would not on increase demand at nearby CMP-
designated facilities through the redistribution of vehicle trips to the new access via 6th Street from
Olympic Boulevard.

Similar to the Proposed Project, with the No Reconfiguration Alternative there is the potential for short-
term adverse traffic impacts in the Proposed Project site vicinity during construction. The additional trips
generated by the truck deliveries and construction workers may affect traffic flow within the vicinity, as
well as pedestrian traffic flow near the Proposed Project site. As such, mitigation requires the
construction contractor through SMMUSD be required to prepare and submit a Construction Staging and
Traffic Management Plan to the City of Santa Monica for approval. This alternative is not expected to
affect current drop-off and pick-up activities on both Olympic Boulevard and Michigan Street/7th Street.
Therefore, this alternative would not substantially increase hazards due to design features or incompatible
uses.

Under the No Reconfiguration Alternative, the temporary loss of some parking due to the placement of
temporary classroom trailers within the existing parking lot would be reduced as compared to the
Proposed Project. The SMMUSD is exploring a number of options to accommodate the temporary loss of
faculty and staff parking including leasing spaces at an off-site location including City parking lots at the
beach, combined with a shuttle service, leasing private parking in the surrounding area, establishing
vanpools and other transit options. Similar to the Proposed Project, the loss of any faculty and staff
parking during the construction phase would be addressed by one of these options to reduce the impact to
less than significant. Also, the loss of student parking under this alternative would be less than with the
Proposed Project because some of the 253 parking spaces on-site would be unavailable for use during
construction. During the operation of this alternative, it is expected that all 253 parking spaces would be
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accommodated in the existing parking lot to remain. Parking impacts under the No Reconfiguration
Alternative would be reduced as compared to the Proposed Project.

CONCLUSION

The No Reconfiguration Alternative would not reconfigure the Proposed Project site. The existing
Science and Technology Buildings would be replaced with the proposed building of a similar design, size,
and height as with the Proposed Project. The existing softball field and parking lot would not be
reconfigured and would be available for use during the construction phase. However, classes that
currently occur in the existing Science and Technology Buildings would have to be relocated into other
campus buildings and/or take place in temporary classroom trailers that could be brought onto the
Proposed Project site. If temporary trailers are installed, they may be placed within the existing parking
lot, which would remove some parking spaces from use during the construction phase. The construction
phase would be shorter as compared to that of the Proposed Project. Similar to the Proposed Project, no
new land uses would be introduced to the Proposed Project site. Compared to the Proposed Project, this
alternative would have reduced impacts in the areas of aesthetics, construction air quality, recreation and
parks, and transportation and traffic. This alternative would have similar impacts in the areas of
operational air quality, cultural resources, hazards and hazardous materials, land use and planning, and
construction and operational noise and vibration. This alternative would reduce the amount of proposed
open space on the Proposed Project site, would leave the northeastern portion of the campus open as with
existing conditions, and would not reconfigure the parking lot. The No Reconfiguration Alternative
would meet seven of the nine Project objectives.

5.4 ENVIRONMENTALLY SUPERIOR ALTERNATIVE

The “No Project” alternative would be the environmentally superior alternative if it is assumed that the
Civic Center Joint-Use Project would not occur. This would not be the case if the Civic Center Joint-Use
Project does occur. It is reasonably foreseeable that this project would occur due to the fact that
preliminary descriptions of this effort are available to the public and the SMMUSD Board of Education
has had hearings and meetings on this potential project. In accordance with Section 15126.6(¢) (2) of the
CEQA Guidelines, if the environmentally superior alternative is the No Project Alternative, then the EIR
shall also identify an environmentally superior alternative among the other alternatives. Table 5-1
provides a comparison of the impacts of the alternatives to the Proposed Project. The No Reconfiguration
Alternative would result in the reduction of shadow coverage on adjacent uses, the elimination of the use
of the John Adams Middle School softball field during construction, and the availability of parking spaces
on-site during construction. In addition, this alternative would result is a disruption of the functioning of
the campus during construction, as compared to the Proposed Project. The Increased Setback Alternative
would result in a reduction in the open space provided with the Project and could result in the insufficient
space to accommodate all existing parking spaces after construction. As such, the Proposed Project
would be the environmentally superior alternative.
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TABLE 5-1 COMPARISON OF IMPACTS FOR THE PROPOSED PROJECT AND THE ALTERNATIVES

Impact Area Proposed Project No Project Alternative Increased Sgtback No Reconflggratlon
Alternative Alternative
Aesthetics 1 11 (Mixed) 111 (Less) 11 (Less)
Air Quality:  Construction | I (Similar) I (Similar) Il (Less)
Operation 11l Il (Greater) 111 (Similar) 111 (Similar)
Cultural Resources 11l 111 (Similar) 111 (Similar) 111 (Similar
Hazards and Hazardous Materials 1] Il (Greater) 111 (Similar) 111 (Less)
Land Use and Planning 11l 111 (Similar) 111 (Similar) 111 (Similar)
Noise/Vibration: Construction 1l | (Greater) Il (Similar) Il (Similar)
Operation 1l 11 (Greater) I (Similar) 11 (Similar)
Recreation and Parks i Il (Similar) Il (Similar) 11 (Less)
Transportation and Traffic | I (Mixed) I (Similar) Il (Less)

Notes:
I: Significant Unavoidable Impact

Il: Potentially Significant Impact Unless Mitigated

I11: Less Than Significant Impact
IV: No Impact

Less:

Similar:
Greater:

Mixed:

Impact is lower in magnitude than impacts of the Proposed Project
Impact is similar in magnitude to impacts of the Proposed Project
Impact is greater in magnitude than impacts of the Proposed Project
Some impacts are less than, similar to, and/or greater in magnitude
than impacts of the Proposed Project
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ACM
ADA
ASA

bgs
Caltrans
CARB
California Register
CEQA
CFCs
CH,4
CHPS
City
CMP
CNEL
(6{0)

CO;
CO.e

dB

dBA
diesel PM

DTSC

All Appropriate Inquiry Rule
ashestos-containing material

Americans with Disabilities Act
Acoustical Society of America

below ground surface

California Department of Transportation
California Air Resources Board
California Register of Historic Resources
California Environmental Quality Act
chlorofluorocarbons

methane

Collaborative for High Performance Schools
City of Santa Monica

Congestion Management Program
community noise equivalent level
carbon monoxide

carbon dioxide

carbon dioxide-equivalent

decibel

A-weighted decibel

diesel particulate emissions

Department of Toxic Substance Control
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EIR Environmental Impact Report

EPA U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

FTA Federal Transit Administration

°F degrees Fahrenheit

GHGs greenhouse gases

1-10 Interstate 10, Santa Monica Freeway

1-405 Interstate 405, San Diego Freeway

LBP lead-based paint

Lan day-night average sound level

LEED Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design
Leg equivalent noise level

LOS level of service

LST Localized Significance Threshold

Metro Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
mg/I milligrams per liter

pg/m® micrograms per cubic meter

NPDES National Pollution Discharge Elimination System
N,O nitrous oxide

NO nitric oxide

NO, nitrogen dioxide

NOy nitrogen oxides

O3 ozone

OPR Office of Planning and Research

Pb lead
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PCE
PM:s
PMio

ppm

proposed Project

R3
Sanitation Districts
SMMUSD
SCAQMD
SO,

SOx

SR-1
SWPPP
TAC

TCE

TDM

VIC

Vdb
VOCs

Workplan

perchloroethylene
fine particulate matter
inhalable particulate matter

parts per million

Santa Monica High School Science and Technology Building and Site

Improvements Project

Medium Density Multiple Family Residential
Los Angeles County Sanitation Districts
Santa Monica-Malibu Unified School District
South Coast Air Quality Management District
sulfur dioxide

sulfur oxides

State Route 1, Pacific Coast Highway
Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan

toxic air contaminants

trichloroethylene

Transportation Demand Management
volume-to-capacity

vibration decibels

volatile organic compounds
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6.0 Acronyms and Abbreviations
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