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1. Introduction 

1.1 INTRODUCTION 

This Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) has been prepared in accordance with the California 

Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) as amended (Public Resources Code, §§ 21000 et seq.) and CEQA 

Guidelines (14 Cal. Code of  Regs. §§ 15000 et seq.). 

According to the CEQA Guidelines, section 15132, the FEIR shall consist of: 

(a) The Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) or a revision of  the DEIR; 

(b) Comments and recommendations received on the DEIR either verbatim or in summary; 

(c) A list of  persons, organizations, and public agencies that provided comments on the DEIR; 

(d) The responses of  the Lead Agency to significant environmental points raised in the review 

and consultation process;  

(e) Any other information added by the Lead Agency. 

This document contains responses to comments received on the DEIR for the Grant Elementary School 

Campus Master Plan Project Final EIR (Proposed Project) during the public review period, which began 

October 30, 2023, and ended December 13, 2023. This document represents the independent judgment of  

Santa Monica-Malibu Unified School District (SMMUSD or District), who is the Lead Agency for the Proposed 

Project. This document and the circulated DEIR make up the FEIR, in accordance with CEQA Guidelines 

section 15132. 

1.2 FORMAT OF THE FEIR 

This document is organized as follows:  

Section 1, Introduction. This section describes CEQA requirements and content of  this FEIR.  

Section 2, Response to Comments. This section provides a list of  agencies, organizations, and interested 

persons commenting on the DEIR, copies of  comment letters/emails received during the public review period, 

and individual responses to written comments. This section also includes responses to written and verbal 

comments received at a public meeting held by the SMMUSD on November 29, 2023, regarding the DEIR. To 

facilitate review of  the responses, each comment letter and verbal comment has been reproduced and assigned 

a number (A1 and A2 for letters/emails received from agencies; O1 and O2 for a letter/email received from 

organizations; and R1 through R14 for letters/ emails and verbal comments received from residents). Individual 
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comments within each letter have been numbered and the letter is followed by responses with references to the 

corresponding comment number. 

Section 3. Revisions to the DEIR. This section contains revisions to the DEIR text and figures as a result 

of  the comments received as described in Section 2, and/or minor errors and/or  omissions discovered 

subsequent to release of  the DEIR for public review.  

The responses to comments contain revisions that have been added to the text of  the FEIR. District staff  has 

reviewed this material and determined that none of  it constitutes the type of  significant new information that 

requires recirculation of  the DEIR for further public comment under CEQA Guidelines section 15088.5. None 

of  the information provided in the FEIR indicates that the Proposed Project will cause a potentially significant 

new environmental impact not previously disclosed in the DEIR. Additionally, none of  this material indicates 

that there would be a substantial increase in the severity of  a previously identified significant environmental 

impact that will not be mitigated, or that there would be any of  the other circumstances requiring recirculation 

described in CEQA Guidelines section 15088.5. 

1.3 CEQA REQUIREMENTS REGARDING COMMENTS AND RESPONSES 

CEQA Guidelines section 15204(a) outlines parameters for submitting comments and reminds persons and 

public agencies that the focus of  review and comment of  DEIRs should be òon the sufficiency of  the 

document in identifying and analyzing possible impacts on the environment and ways in which significant 

effects of  the project might be avoided or mitigated. Comments are most helpful when they suggest additional 

specific alternatives or mitigation measures that would provide better ways to avoid or mitigate the significant 

environmental effects. At the same time, reviewers should be aware that the adequacy of  an EIR is determined 

in terms of  what is reasonably feasible. CEQA does not require a lead agency to conduct every test or perform 

all research, study, and experimentation recommended or demanded by commenters. When responding to 

comments, lead agencies need only respond to significant environmental issues and do not need to provide all 

information requested by reviewers, as long as a good faith effort at full disclosure is made in the EIR.ó  

CEQA Guidelines section 15204(c) further advises, òReviewers should explain the basis for their comments, 

and should submit data or references offering facts, reasonable assumptions based on facts, or expert opinion 

supported by facts in support of  the comments. Pursuant to section 15064, an effect shall not be considered 

significant in the absence of  substantial evidence.ó Section 15204(d) also states, òEach responsible agency and 

trustee agency shall focus its comments on environmental information germane to that agencyõs statutory 

responsibility.ó Section 15204(e) states, òThis section shall not be used to restrict the ability of  reviewers to 

comment on the general adequacy of  a document or of  the lead agency to reject comments not focused as 

recommended by this section.ó 

In accordance with CEQA, Public Resources Code section 21092.5, copies of  the written responses to public 

agencies have been forwarded to those agencies at least 10 days prior to certifying the EIR. The responses have 

been forwarded with copies of  this FEIR, as permitted by CEQA, and will conform to the legal standards 

established for response to comments on DEIRs. 
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2. Response to Comments 

Section 15088 of  the CEQA Guidelines requires the Lead Agency, SMMUSD, to evaluate comments on 

environmental issues received from public agencies and interested parties who reviewed the DEIR and prepare 

written responses to them. 

This section provides all written responses received on the DEIR and SMMUSDõs responses to each comment. 

Comment letters/emails and specific comments are given letters and numbers for reference purposes. The 

following is a list of  agencies and persons that submitted comments on the DEIR during the public review 

period. 

Number 
Reference Commenting Person/Agency Comment Format Date of Comment Page No. 

Agencies 

A1 Frances Duong, California Department of Transportation Email/Letter December 5, 2023 2-3 

A2 Tamara Purvis, Department of Toxic Substance Control Email/Letter December 12, 2023 2-11 

Organizations 

O1 Boris Suchkov, Santa Monica Families for Safe Schools Email/Letter December 12, 2023 2-19 

O2 Laurene von Klan, Climate Action Santa Monica Email/Letter December 13, 2023 2-47 

Residents/Individuals 

R1 Trace Hom Email/Letter October 31, 2023 2-57 

R2 Mario Melgarejo Comment Card November 29, 2023 2-59 

R3 Commenter #1 Verbal November 29, 2023 2-63 

R4 Commenter #2 Verbal November 29, 2023 2-65 

R5 Commenter #3 Verbal November 29, 2023 2-67 

R6 Diana Williams Email December 9, 2023 2-69 

R7 Jahan Bruce Email December 9, 2023 2-73 

R8 Rowan Sullivan Email December 9, 2023 2-81 

R9 Brian Sweeney Email December 10, 2023 2-85 

R10 Jacob Wasserman Email December 11, 2023 2-87 

R11 Sam Shapiro-Kline Email December 12, 2023 2-89 

R12 Connor Webb Email December 13, 2023 2-91 

R13 Allon Percus Email December 13, 2023 2-93 

R14 Catherine Kollros Email December 13, 2023 2-97 
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Comment A1. Frances Duong, California Department of Transportation  
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A1. Response to Comments from Frances Duong, California Department of Transportation, 
provided via email on December 5, 2023 

A1-1 This comment contains introductory information and a summary description of  the 

Proposed Project as contained in the DEIR. The comment neither identifies a deficiency 

in the DEIRõs analysis nor a new potential or exacerbated significant environmental 

impact; therefore, no further response is required. 

A1-2 This comment states that the design of  the Proposed Project could lead to an overall net 

increase of  32 parking spaces at Grant ES and recommends adopting the proposed 

improvements described in Section 5.10, Transportation, of  the DEIR that were developed 

as part of  the City of  Santa Monicaõs Safe Routes to School (SRTS) Walk Audit 

Recommendations for Grant ES.  

It should be noted that following public comments, the District has provided a minor 

modification to Phase 3 of  the Proposed Project (see Section 3, Revisions to the DEIR), 

which provides an option during final design for the District to remove the existing 14-

space parking lot at the corner of  Pearl Street and 24th Court, thereby reducing the 

number of proposed parking spaces. The area would serve as a pedestrian plaza for 

student access. This would result in an overall increase in parking of  18 spaces (compared 

to the 62 that are existing). The reduction in parking would not change the environmental 

impact analysis contained in the DEIR as the parking demand factors (i.e., school capacity 

and staffing) would not change.  

Proposed SRTS improvements that are described on Page 5.10-6 of  the DEIR are being 

undertaken separately by the City of  Santa Monica, and are not in the jurisdiction of  the 

SMMUSD. They involve sidewalk improvements, curb extensions, and pedestrian 

markings that are within the public right-of-way of  the City of  Santa Monica, and outside 

of  SMMUSD property. While the District is in support of  these improvements and in 

close coordination with the City, the District does not have the authority or responsibility 

to advance these projects that would be undertaken by the City.  

Although the surrounding sidewalks/streets are outside of the Districtõs jurisdiction 

(within the jurisdiction of  the City of  Santa Monica) the Proposed Project would not 

conflict with the goals and objectives the Cityõs SRTS program, and the ability of  these 

improvements to proceed as planned by the City. As described on page 5.10-16 of  the 

DEIR, implementation of  the Proposed Project includes numerous improvements to 

vehicular and pedestrian safety access points that meet the intent of  SRTS strategies 

identified in the Southern California Association of Governmentõs (SCAGõs) Active 

Transportation Technical Report: 

Á New bike racks that would accommodate at least 10 percent of  regular building 

occupants with a goal to reach 20 percent capacity by 2030, consistent with the 

Districtwide Plan for Sustainability. 
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Á High-visibility striping on crosswalks would be provided at the Pearl Street sidewalk 

as it crosses the existing Pearl Street driveway entrance. 

Á Signage that promotes clear messages to drivers, pedestrians, and bicyclists entering 

and exiting the campus would be provided for any new pedestrian paths that would 

cross along Pearl Street. 

These proposed improvements would serve to further reduce conflicts, improve safety, 

and enhance micro-mobility use, and are consistent with the best practices identified in 

the òStreet Design/Engineering Strategiesó section of the 2021 Safe Routes Partnership 

Guidelines.  

Additionally, in response to comments received during the public review period, the 

District may implement the design option, to repurpose the existing visitor and 

administrative parking into a community plaza, reducing overall parking on the campus 

from 94 to 80 parking spaces. 

Therefore, implementation of  above-referenced features would meet the intent of  the 

Cityõs SRTS program and reduce impacts to pedestrians and bicyclists that would result 

from the proposed Project. The DEIR adequately analyzes all pedestrian impacts of  the 

Proposed Project. The proposed design option referenced above does not require 

recirculation of  the EIR because it does not provide significant new information that 

would give rise to a new significant environmental impact; a substantial increase in the 

severity of  an environmental impact; or suggest a project alternative or mitigation measure 

considerably different from others previously analyzed that would clearly lessen the 

environmental impacts of  the Proposed Project.  

A1-3 The commenter encourages the adoption of  improvements discussed in Table 5.10-1, 

Walk Audit Recommendations for Grant ES, to facilitate the provision of  non-motorized travel 

options. As discussed in comment A1-2, proposed improvements that are described on 

Page 5.10-6 of  the DEIR are being undertaken by the City of  Santa Monica, and are not 

in the jurisdiction of  the SMMUSD. However, the Proposed Project would not conflict 

with the goals and objectives the Cityõs SRTS program, and would implement 

improvements to vehicular and pedestrian safety access points that meet the intent of  

SRTS strategies identified in SCAGõs Active Transportation Technical Report.  

 Therefore, the DEIR adequately analyzes all pedestrian impacts of  the Proposed Project, 

and no revisions are necessary.  

A1-4 This comment references a previous comment provided by Caltrans on February 3, 2023, 

for the Proposed Projectõs Notice of Preparation (NOP), which contended that the 

proposed  new off-street lane for drop-off/pick-up along Pearl Street at the front of  the 

campus would have impacted the safety conditions for interactions between bicyclists 

commuting from Santa Monica College, drivers, and students during peak arrival and 
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drop-off  hours in the morning and afternoon. During preparation of  the DEIR and 

further refinement of  the Proposed Projectõs details, the above-referenced drop-off/pick-

up lane mentioned in the NOP has been removed from the Proposed Project.  

 The commenter also states that the Proposed Project should consider safety and 

accessibility options for pedestrians and bicyclists impacted by the vehicular traffic during 

school hours. As stated in comment A1-3, the Proposed Project would include 

improvements that are compatible with SRTS objectives and would serve to further reduce 

conflicts, improve safety, and enhance micro-mobility use. 

 The DEIR adequately analyzes all pedestrian impacts of  the Proposed Project, and no 

revisions are necessary. The SMMUSD Board of  Education will consider all comments 

prior to the finalization of  this Project. 

A1-5 This comment states that any transportation of  heavy construction equipment and/or 

materials which requires use of  oversized-transport vehicles on State highways will need 

a Caltrans transportation permit. It is recommended that large size truck trips be limited 

to off-peak commute periods. 

 As stated on page 5.10-18 of  the DEIR, during construction of  the Proposed Project, 

implementation of  Mitigation Measure T-1 would require the construction contractor to 

prepare and implement a Construction Management Plan that will include a Temporary 

Traffic Control Plan (TTCP) to address anticipated impacts to or closures of  public rights-

of-way, demonstrate appropriate traffic handling during construction activities for all work 

that could impact the traveling public (e.g., the transport of  equipment and materials to 

the campus area), and minimize hazards through industry-accepted traffic control 

practices. The first bullet item in Mitigation Measure T-1 requires the District to obtain 

transportation permits necessary for oversize and overweight load haul routes and follow 

regulations of  the applicable jurisdiction for transportation of  oversized and overweight 

loads. Therefore, this comment is adequately addressed in the DEIR and no revisions are 

necessary.  

Additionally, the District would request an After-Hours Work permit to allow for 

construction outside of  the allowed hours identified in the SMMC (from 8:00 am to 6:00 

pm on weekdays) to allow Proposed Project construction to begin at 7:00 a.m. The earlier 

arrival of  construction workers would allow them to be in the work area prior to student 

arrival/drop-off, thereby improving pedestrian safety and reducing traffic congestion 

during construction activities. 

Therefore, implementation of  above-reference mitigation measure would reduce impacts 

from construction vehicles that would result from the Proposed Project. The DEIR 

adequately analyzes construction transportation impacts of  the Proposed Project, and no 

revisions are necessary.  
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A1-6 This comment provides general contact information. The comment neither identifies a 

deficiency in the DEIRõs analysis nor a new potential or exacerbated significant 

environmental impact; therefore, no further response is required. 
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Comment A2. Tamara Purvis, Department of Toxic Substance Control 
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A2. Response to Comments from Tamara Purvis, Department of Toxic Substance Control, 
provided via email on December 12, 2023.  

A2-1 This comment contains introductory information and a summary description of  the 

proposed Project. The comment neither identifies a deficiency in the DEIRõs analysis nor 

a new potential or exacerbated significant environmental impact; therefore, no further 

response is required. 

A2-2 This comment acknowledges that DTSC has reviewed the Phase I Environmental Site 

Assessment (ESA) that is included as Appendix I to the DEIR, and have determined that 

a Preliminary Environmental Assessment (PEA) is needed to address identified 

Recognized Environmental Conditions (RECs). In response to DTSCõs December 19, 

2022 letter regarding the review of  the Phase I Environmental Site Assessment (ESA), 

NV5 responded on behalf  of  the District on January 16, 2023, and stated that SMMUSD 

would not be requesting further DTSC review or oversight for the Proposed Project. 

However, the District would adhere to DTSCõs policies and guidelines concerning the 

identification and quantification of  contaminants within the ground and any remediation 

needed, as determined to DTSCõs health risk assessment practices. 

 As stated on page 5.7-11 of  the DEIR, a Phase I ESA for Grant Elementary School was 

prepared in April 2022. No evidence of  RECs were identified during the assessment.  

 Therefore, the DEIR adequately analyzes all hazardous materials impacts of  the Proposed 

Project, and no revisions are necessary. The SMMUSD Board of  Education will consider 

all comments prior to the finalization of  this Project. 

A2-3 This comment states that the District should comply with the requirements of  the 

Education Code if  funding from the California Department of  Education (CDE) will be 

required for the Proposed Project. 

The Proposed Project does not require State funding and is therefore exempt from the 

requirements of  the Education Code sections 17210, 17213.1 and 17213.2. All 

contaminated waste encountered would be required to be collected and disposed of  at an 

appropriately licensed disposal or treatment facility. All materials would be handled, 

transported, used, and disposed of  in accordance with all federal, state, and local laws 

regulating the management and use of  hazardous materials. Compliance with these 

regulations would reduce the potential for hazardous materials to be released to the 

environment during construction. Additionally, the District has a School Safety Plan that 

outlines procedures to address evacuation, clean up, and communication protocols to 

protect students and staff  in the event of  a hazardous materials spill (SMMUSD 2018), 

and Grant ES provides Safety Guidelines and Emergency Information to prepare staff, 

caregivers, and students in case of  an emergency. 
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Therefore, the DEIR adequately analyzes all hazardous materials impacts of  the Proposed 

Project, and no revisions are necessary.  

A2-4 The comment states that if  buildings or other structures are to be demolished, surveys 

should be conducted for the presence of  lead-based paints or products, mercury, asbestos 

containing materials, and polychlorinated biphenyl caulk. 

 As stated on page 5.7-14 of  the DEIR, demolition, remediation, and renovation of  

existing buildings and earth-moving activities at the campus could result in the release of  

hazardous building materials and soil contaminants such as asbestos-containing material 

(ACMs), lead-based paint (LBP), and polychlorinated biphenyl (PCBs). Mitigation 

Measure HAZ-1 requires that any existing buildings proposed for demolition or 

renovation be inspected by a qualified environmental specialist for the presence of  

hazardous building materials, including ACM, LBP, and PCB, prior to demolition or 

renovation activities. If  hazardous building materials are detected, abatement and removal 

of  these materials will be conducted in accordance with applicable federal, state, and local 

regulations, policies, and guidelines, including DTSCõs 2006 Interim Guidance Evaluation 

of  School Sites with Potential Contamination from Lead Based Paint, Termiticides, and 

Electrical Transformers. 

 Mitigation Measures HAZ-1 and HAZ-2 would ensure proper handling of  hazardous 

building materials (e.g., ACMs and LBPs) and potentially contaminated soils during 

construction to ensure the safety of  humans and the environment. 

 Therefore, the DEIR adequately analyzes all hazardous materials impacts of  the Proposed 

Project, and no revisions are necessary.  

A2-5 The comment states that DTSC recommends that all imported soil and fill material should 

be tested to ensure any contaminants of  concern are within approved screening levels for 

the intended land use.  

As stated on page 3-37 of  the DEIR, no imported soils would be necessary for the 

Proposed Project. Additionally, Mitigation Measure HAZ-2 requires the District to retain 

a licensed Professional Geologist, Professional Engineering Geologist, or Professional 

Engineer to conduct soil sampling prior to any disturbance of  the areas suspected of  

potential contamination. If  the soil sampling identifies the presence of  contaminated soils, 

the contractor shall prepare and implement a contaminated soils removal action workplan 

for removal of  affected soils on-site. Treatment of  contaminated soils shall be conducted 

in a manner consistent with recommendations in the removal action work plan and the 

campus shall be cleaned to an acceptable level per DTSC requirements. The District has 

included a minor revision to the mitigation, as show in Chapter 3, Revisions to the DEIR, 

of  this FEIR, to allow for flexibility of  remedial action consistent with the 

recommendations of  the removal action workplan.  
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The minor modification to Section 5.7, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, regarding the 

consistency with the removal action work plan if  contaminated soils are identified, does 

not require recirculation of  the DEIR because it does not provide significant new 

information that would give rise to a new significant environmental impact; a substantial 

increase in the severity of  an environmental impact; or suggest a project alternative or 

mitigation measure considerably different from others previously analyzed that would 

clearly lessen the environmental impacts of  the Proposed Project. 

A2-6 This comment states appreciation from the DTSC to the District for the notice provided 

regarding the Proposed Project, and the Districtõs assistance in protecting Californiaõs 

people and environment from the harmful effects of  toxic substances. 

The comment neither identifies a deficiency in the DEIRõs analysis nor a new potential or 

exacerbated significant environmental impact. However, the statement is acknowledged 

for the record. The SMMUSD Board of  Education will consider all comments prior to 

the finalization of  this Proposed Project. 
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Comment O1. Boris Suchkov, Santa Monica Families for Safe Streets 
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