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displaced human remains or other types of cultural resources. Because construction of the CEQA 
Reduced Height Alternative would include the same ground disturbance and excavation as the CEQA 
Proposed Project, potential impacts related to the disturbance of human remains would be the same 
as under the CEQA Proposed Project. Therefore, the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would have a 
potentially significant impact on human remains and require the same mitigation. Mitigation 
Measure CUL-7, identified in Section 3.5, Cultural Resources, would be implemented to incorporate 
protocols for the discovery of previously unknown human remains in the event that they are 
encountered during construction. Implementation of Mitigation Measure CUL-7 would reduce 
impacts, but, as discussed in Section 3.5, there are differences between the treatment of human 
remains under federal regulations (Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act) 
compared to state regulations and associated mitigation protocols for human remains. NASA, as the 
AHJ, makes the final determination as to all resources within its exclusive federal jurisdiction. 
Therefore, the impact on human remains would remain significant and unavoidable with the 
implementation of mitigation. This would be the same as under the CEQA Proposed Project. 

Energy 

Energy Consumption 

Although the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would yield 335,000 fewer square feet of Research 
and Office Uses and 30,000 fewer square feet of Student/Faculty Housing, as with the CEQA 
Proposed Project, construction of this alternative would result in the temporary usage and 
consumption of energy resources on the Project Site, which could result in a significant impact if 
construction measures or practices are not implemented to improve the energy efficiency of 
construction equipment, as well as subsequent construction activities, and reduce overall energy 
consumption to the greatest extent feasible. 

Once operational, the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would generate approximately the same 
number of vehicle trips as the CEQA Proposed Project; vehicles would consume gasoline, diesel, 
natural gas, and electricity. Both the alternative and the CEQA Proposed Project, either with or 
without the Variant, would incorporate environmentally sustainable features, using the latest 
strategies to improve environmental conditions throughout the site; however, both would result in 
the consumption of electricity and diesel for operational uses (e.g., power, emergency generator 
operations, heating, cooling, R&D uses, life science lab uses, landscaping). Despite these features, as 
demonstrated in Tables 3.6-4 through 3.6-6 of Section 3.6, Energy, energy consumption during 
operation of the CEQA Proposed Project could result in a significant impact if additional measures or 
practices are not implemented to improve the energy efficiency of operational activities and reduce 
overall energy consumption to the greatest extent feasible. Mitigation Measures AQ-1, AQ-2, and AQ-
6, identified in Section 3.2, Air Quality, and Mitigation Measure TRAN-1, identified in Section 3.16, 
Transportation and Traffic, would be implemented to reduce the potential for the wasteful, 
inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources during construction and operations. 
This impact would be less than significant with mitigation. Because it would include the same types 
of facilities as the CEQA Proposed Project, the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would be expected 
to result in a similar, albeit slightly reduced, significant impact and require the same mitigation. 
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Conflicts with Energy Plans 

As discussed under Impact CEQA-ENE-1, the CEQA Proposed Project would incorporate multiple 
sustainability, energy-saving, and TDM features. Because construction and operation of the CEQA 
Reduced Height Alternative would largely be the same as under the CEQA Proposed Project, except 
for a 335,000-square-foot reduction in Research and Office Uses and 30,000-square-foot reduction 
in Student/Faculty Housing space, there would be no discernible difference in the impact or 
conclusion between the CEQA Proposed Project and the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative. The same 
sustainability, energy-saving, and TDM features described for the CEQA Proposed Project, either 
with or without the Variant, would be implemented under the alternative. The CEQA Reduced 
Height Alternative would not conflict with or obstruct a State or local plan for renewable energy or 
energy efficiency. This impact would be the same as for the CEQA Proposed Project, either with or 
without the Variant, and would be less than significant. 

Geology, Soils, and Paleontology 

Geologic Hazards 

Because the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would be constructed and operated within the same 
Limits of Work as the CEQA Proposed Project, it would be subject to the same risks related to 
earthquake fault rupture, ground shaking, liquefaction, and landslides. The impact would be the 
same as under the CEQA Proposed Project and would require the same mitigation. Therefore, 
Mitigation Measure GEO-1, identified in Section 3.7, Geology, Soils, and Paleontological Resources, 
would be implemented to reduce impacts associated with geologic hazards to less-than-significant 
levels, the same as the CEQA Proposed Project. 

Soil Erosion 

Construction of the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would entail the same ground-disturbing 
activities, including excavation and grading, as under the CEQA Proposed Project. Although these 
activities could result in soil erosion or the loss of topsoil, as described for the CEQA Proposed 
Project, the alternative would be required to comply with the State Water Resources Control Board’s 
Construction General Permit; erosion or loss of topsoil during construction would be reduced to a 
less-than-significant impact with the permit’s required stormwater pollution prevention plan. 
Operation of the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would also include landscaped areas, buildings, 
and pavement, which would minimize the potential for post-development erosion. The impact 
would be the same as under the CEQA Proposed Project, less than significant. 

Expansive Soil 

Because the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would occupy the same location as the CEQA 
Proposed Project, it would have the same impacts related to potentially unstable geologic units and 
soils. As with the CEQA Proposed Project, the risk of lateral spreading under this alternative would 
be less than significant. There would be no impact related to risks from a landslide. Impacts from 
other risks related to unstable geologic units, such as settlement, would be reduced to a less-than-
significant level with implementation of Mitigation Measure GEO-1 and Mitigation Measure HAZ-1, 
identified in Section 3.7, Geology, Soils, and Paleontological Resources, and adherence to design-level 
recommendations. The impact would be the same as for the CEQA Proposed Project and would 
require the same mitigation. 
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Paleontological Resources 

As described in Section 3.7, Geology, Soils, and Paleontological Resources, the Project Site is in an area 
underlain by Quaternary alluvium of the Santa Clara Valley (Q), which has yielded scientifically 
important fossil finds, including vertebrate remains. Disturbance of, damage to, or loss of 
paleontological resources with high paleontological potential would constitute a significant impact. 
Because the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would occur in the same Limits of Work and involve 
the same excavation as the CEQA Proposed Project, it is possible that project-related excavation 
could encounter significant paleontological resources. Accordingly, as with the CEQA Proposed 
Project, this alternative could[b.i.] [e.i.]have a significant impact on significant paleontological resources. 
Mitigation Measure GEO-2, identified in Section 3.7, Geology, Soils, and Paleontological Resources, 
would be implemented to reduce impacts on paleontological resources to a less-than-significant 
level. The impact would be the same as under the CEQA Proposed Project and would require the 
same mitigation. 

Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

Generate Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

Like the criteria air pollutant emissions analyzed above under Air Quality, construction and 
operational GHG emissions associated with the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would most likely 
be less than those estimated for the CEQA Proposed Project because of the smaller buildout. The Air 
District has not adopted numeric GHG thresholds; instead, it recommends analyzing the significance 
of GHG emissions, based on project consistency with construction best management practices 
(BMPs) and operational design elements to help achieve the State’s long-term climate goals. The 
CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would have an all-electric design, meet the California Green 
Building Standards Code (CALGreen) Tier 2 nonresidential electric-vehicle voluntary requirement, 
and implement the same sustainability strategies as the CEQA Proposed Project. Given the proposed 
buildout, vehicle miles traveled (VMT) per service population under the CEQA Reduced Height 
Alternative would most likely be slightly less than under the CEQA Proposed Project, either with or 
without the Variant. Because VMT per service population under the CEQA Proposed Project would 
exceed the Air Districts’ design criteria, the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would result in the 
same condition without mitigation. Construction-related GHG emissions under the CEQA Reduced 
Height Alternative would also be uncontrolled.  

Mitigation Measure GHG-1, identified in Section 3.8, Greenhouse Gas Emissions; Mitigation Measures 
AQ-1 and AQ-2, identified in Section 3.3, Air Quality; and Mitigation Measure TRAN-1, identified in 
Section 3.16, Transportation and Circulation, would be implemented to control construction GHGs 
and reduce regional VMT. With implementation of these mitigation measures, construction GHG 
emissions would be less than significant. However, Mitigation Measure TRAN-1 would not reduce 
VMT enough to meet the threshold under the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative, resulting in a 
significant and unavoidable impact (see discussion below under Transportation). This would be the 
same as under the CEQA Reduced Density Alternative, either with or without the Variant. 

Conflict with Greenhouse Gas Plan 

The same sustainability strategies described for the CEQA Proposed Project would be implemented 
under the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative. Like the CEQA Proposed Project, the CEQA Reduced 
Height Alternative would be consistent with the California Air Resources Board’s 2022 Scoping Plan 
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but exceed the regaionl VMT per service population target, thereby conflicting with Plan Bay Area 
and the 2017 Clean Air Plan. Mitigation Measure TRAN-1, identified in Section 3.16, Transportation 
and Circulation, would be implemented to reduce VMT per service population. However, the CEQA 
Reduced Height Alternative would not achieve the per service population VMT target for the Bay 
Area, and would not be consistent with Plan Bay Area or 2017 Clean Air Plan, resulting in a 
significant and unavoidable impact. This would be the same as under the CEQA Reduced Density 
Alternative, either with or without the Variant. 

Hazards and Hazardous Materials 

Routine Transport, Use, or Disposal of Hazardous Materials 

The CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would be conducted within the same Limits of Work as the 
CEQA Proposed Project and include the same land uses but with a 335,000-square-foot reduction in 
Research and Office space and 30,000-square-foot reduction in Student/Faculty Housing space. 
Construction and operation of the alternative would incorporate the basic characteristics of the 
CEQA Proposed Project, with the routine transport, use, and disposal of hazardous materials 
conducted in compliance with applicable federal, State and local regulations, as discussed in 
Section 3.9.3, Plans, Policies, and Regulations, of this joint EIR/EIS. 

Because the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative proposes less Research and Office Uses than the CEQA 
Proposed Project, this alternative may require fewer hazardous materials and produce less hazardous 
waste. However, the impacts associated with handling hazardous materials would be the same as 
analyzed under the CEQA Proposed Project and require the same mitigation. Therefore, Mitigation 
Measure HAZ-1, identified in Section 3.9, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, would be implemented to 
require compliance with the Spring 2026 project-specific EIMP and reduce impacts associated with 
handling hazardous materials to a less-than-significant level. This would be the same as under the CEQA 
Proposed Project, either with or without the Variant. 

Accidental Release of Hazardous Materials 

Although Research and Office Uses would be reduced by 335,000 square feet and Student/Faculty 
Housing would be reduced by 30,000 square feet, the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would not 
change the basic characteristics, Limits of Work, or land uses of the CEQA Proposed Project. As 
described in Section 3.9, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, the Project Site is within the footprints of 
two Superfund sites that are undergoing active remediation efforts. Section 3.9 further notes that 
many of the buildings within the Project Site contain hazardous materials, such as ACM and lead-
based paint, and electrical equipment with PCBs. Like the CEQA Proposed Project, because of 
existing site issues, the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative could have a significant impact related to 
vapor intrusion, active remediation infrastructure, affected soil and groundwater, and hazardous 
building materials. As such, the potential for an accidental release of hazardous materials under this 
alternative would be the same as under the CEQA Proposed Project and would require the same 
mitigation. Mitigation Measure HAZ-1, identified in Section 3.9, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, 
would be implemented to require compliance with the Spring 2026 project-specific EIMP and 
protect human health and the environment. Based on the above, impacts related to creating a hazard 
for the public or the environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions 
involving the release of hazardous materials would be less than significant with mitigation. This 
would be the same as under the CEQA Proposed Project, either with or without the Variant. 
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Hazardous Materials Site 

As described in Section 3.9, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, the Project Site has a long history of 
environmental releases, investigations, and remediation activities, which have resulted in multiple 
environmental listings, including those that meet Cortese List requirements. Because the CEQA 
Reduced Height Alternative would be conducted within the same Limits of Work as the CEQA 
Proposed Project and include the same land uses, impacts associated with an exposure to 
contaminated media as a result of project implementation within a Cortese List site would be the 
same as under the CEQA Proposed Project and would require the same mitigation. Therefore, 
Mitigation Measure HAZ-1, identified in Section 3.9, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, would be 
implemented to address potential short-term and long-term exposure to affected soil, soil vapor (in 
the form of vapor intrusion), and groundwater as a result of project implementation on a 
contaminated site. Impacts associated with an exposure to contaminated media as a result of project 
implementation within a Cortese List site would be less than significant with mitigation. This would 
be the same as under the CEQA Proposed Project, either with or without the Variant. 

Airport Conflict 

As described in Section 3.9, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, due to its proximity to Moffett Federal 
Airfield, the Project Site is within an FAA notification area and a height restriction area. Although the 
CEQA Reduced Height Alternative proposes lower building heights along Westcoat Road, the 
maximum building heights associated with the rest of the Project Site would be the same as under 
the CEQA Proposed Project. Because the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would be conducted 
within the same Limits of Work, would include the same construction activities, and would develop 
the same land uses as the CEQA Proposed Project, the proposed building heights of this alternative, 
like those of the CEQA Proposed Project, would comply with FAA requirements. As such, impacts 
under the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would be the same as under the CEQA Proposed 
Project. Impacts would be less than significant, either with or without the Variant. 

Emergency Response 

Although Research and Office Uses would be reduced by 335,000 square feet and Student/Faculty 
housing would be reduced by 30,000 square feet, the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would not 
change the basic characteristics, Limits of Work, or land uses of the CEQA Proposed Project. Project 
Site development under this alternative would not include any permanent changes to existing public 
roadways that provide emergency access to the Project Site or surrounding area. 

As with the CEQA Proposed Project, this alternative would not modify public streets outside the Project 
Site or involve any permanent features that would impair implementation of, or physically interfere 
with, an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan. Instead, it would include 
street improvements that would enhance vehicular access through the Project Site, thereby improving 
access for police, fire, and emergency medical service vehicles. Therefore, the CEQA Reduced Height 
Alternative is not expected to interfere with the Santa Clara County Operational Area Hazard Mitigation 
Plan or any evacuation route. Rather, access to the Project Site would be improved with the 
incorporation of internal street improvements. As such, the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would 
not impair implementation of or interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or emergency 
evacuation plan. This impact would be the same as under the CEQA Proposed Project, either with or 
without the Variant. The impact would be less than significant. 
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Hydrology and Water Quality 
The CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would result in the same types of land uses as the CEQA 
Proposed Project and at the same locations. The maximum building height and Limits of Work would 
also be the same, except for a lower maximum building height along Westcoat Road. Because the 
alternative’s Limits of Work would be the same as under the CEQA Proposed Project, the impervious 
surface area would also be the same. As with the CEQA Proposed Project, stormwater runoff under 
this alternative would be treated prior to discharge to the bay, using the same methods proposed 
for the CEQA Proposed Project, such as bioretention areas, flow-through planters, green roofs, 
rainwater cisterns, media filters, permeable pavement/pavers, self-treating landscaped areas, 
constructed wetlands, and Silva Cells. Operational impacts would be the same for the CEQA 
Reduced Height Alternative as under the CEQA Proposed Project, either with or without the Variant.  

Construction activities under the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative, including ground-disturbing 
activities and excavation, would be the same as under the CEQA Proposed Project. Temporary 
construction dewatering may be required. Dewatering could result in an exposure to pollutants 
from spills or the mobilization of existing groundwater contaminant plumes. Construction would 
comply with dewatering regulations, ensuring that dewatering activities would be monitored and 
treatment would take place as required. However, due to the presence of groundwater contaminant 
plumes in the area, construction dewatering activities may result in a potentially significant impact 
on groundwater quality. The potential for these types of impacts would be the same as analyzed 
under the CEQA Proposed Project and would require the same mitigation. Therefore, Mitigation 
Measure HAZ-1 identified in Section 3.9, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, would be implemented 
to reduce this impact to less than significant. Potentially significant impacts on groundwater quality 
would be reduced by requiring ongoing monitoring and remediation during dewatering activities. 
Protocols would be in place to address any potential exposure to affected groundwater as a result of 
project implementation. Impacts on groundwater quality during construction would be less than 
significant with mitigation. This would be the same as under the CEQA Proposed Project, either with 
or without the Variant. 

Land Use and Planning 
Impacts under this alternative would be similar to those under the CEQA Proposed Project because 
both would involve similar levels of development, the same land uses, and therefore the same level 
of consistency with existing land use plans, policies, and regulations.  

As with the CEQA Proposed Project, the use of construction equipment (such as cranes) or the 
construction of buildings with heights in excess of 55 feet above ground level under the CEQA 
Reduced Height Alternative could pose a safety hazard for construction workers and future 
residents. With issuance of a determination of no hazard from the FAA, project construction and 
operation would comply with Moffett CLUP safety guidelines and pose no risk to aviation safety. 
Impacts would be the same as those of the CEQA Proposed Project, either with or without the 
Variant. 
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Noise 

Substantial Temporary or Permanent Increase in Noise Levels during Construction 

Under the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative, there would be a slight reduction in the development 
square footage compared to the project. However, the Limits of Work would not change, resulting in 
the same worst-case distances between project construction activities and sensitive receptors. 
Because the amount of new development under this alternative would be slightly reduced, the 
overall construction schedule may also be slightly reduced. However, because the worst-case 
construction noise levels at nearby receptors would be the same, worst-case construction noise 
impacts would be the same as described for the proposed project (with the potential for the 
duration of exposure to be slightly reduced).  

In conclusion, daytime construction noise levels from both on- and off-site (in-street) construction 
for this alternative would be expected to exceed County of Santa Clara construction noise thresholds 
at the nearest noise-sensitive uses. In addition, a 10-decibel (dB) increase (or greater) over the 
existing ambient noise level would be expected to occur at the nearest noise-sensitive uses. Daytime 
construction noise impacts would be considered potentially significant. Similarly, concrete pour 
activities and off-site/in-street construction activities that take place during nighttime hours may 
result in noise levels that exceed the applicable construction noise thresholds and may result in a 10 
dB or greater increase in the ambient nighttime noise level. Nighttime construction noise impacts 
would also be considered potentially significant. Mitigation Measures NOI-1 and NOI-2 have been 
identified to reduce construction noise levels during both daytime and nighttime hours. However, 
even with implementation of all feasible mitigation measures, construction noise impacts during 
daytime and nighttime would be significant and unavoidable under the CEQA Reduced Height 
Alternative. This would be the same as under the CEQA Proposed Project, either with or without the 
Variant. 

Substantial Temporary or Permanent Increase in Noise Levels during Operation 

During operations, this alternative would be expected to generate slightly fewer vehicle trips than 
the CEQA Proposed Project because of its slightly lower development square footage overall. 
Therefore, traffic noise impacts from the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would be reduced 
compared to project-related impacts. Because project-related traffic noise impacts were determined 
to be less than significant, traffic noise impacts from the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would 
also be less than significant. 

The types of mechanical equipment installed under the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative (e.g., 
rooftop heating and cooling equipment, a battery energy storage system (BESS), sewer lift station 
equipment) would most likely be the same as evaluated under the project. Due to the slightly 
reduced development square footage, the potential exists for the amount of rooftop heating and 
cooling equipment installed under this alternative to be slightly reduced. However, the buildings 
that would be reduced in height under this alternative (and therefore may have less equipment) are 
not the buildings closest to off-site sensitive uses (e.g., Westcoat Village residences and the future 
residential development to the south). In conclusion, because the types, locations, and amount of 
mechanical equipment installed under this alternative would very likely be similar to that installed 
under the CEQA Proposed Project, noise levels from mechanical equipment under this alternative 
would be expected to exceed the applicable noise standards at the nearest noise-sensitive land uses. 
Mechanical equipment noise impacts would be considered potentially significant under this 
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alternative, and mitigation would be required. Mitigation Measure NOI-3 has been identified to 
reduce noise levels from mechanical equipment. Although the exact makes and models of project 
mechanical equipment are not currently known, noise-reduction options are available to reduce 
mechanical equipment noise levels to below the significance thresholds used in this assessment, 
including selecting and installing quieter equipment models, upgrading equipment acoustical 
enclosures, orienting or shielding equipment to protect noise-sensitive receptors to the greatest 
extent feasible, increasing the distance between the equipment and noise-sensitive receptors, 
and/or placing noise-attenuating barriers around equipment. For that reason, noise impacts from 
project mechanical equipment under the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would be less than 
significant with mitigation.  

With regard to emergency generator testing, the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would most 
likely include a similar number of on-site emergency generators, or slightly fewer, due to the slightly 
reduced development square footage. Therefore, emergency generator noise impacts would most 
likely be similar to those of the CEQA Proposed Project. As with the project, even though the testing 
of emergency generators would be short term (i.e., 30 to 60 minutes each time) and intermittent 
(i.e., approximately once per month), noise from the testing of emergency generators under this 
alternative would most likely result in noise levels in excess of applicable standards. Mitigation 
Measure NOI-4 has been identified to reduce noise levels from emergency generator testing. Noise 
impacts from emergency generator testing under this alternative would be less than significant with 
mitigation.  

Usage at each project loading dock or loading zone under the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative 
would be similar to usage under the CEQA Proposed Project; overall, total deliveries across the 
Project Site may be somewhat reduced due to the reduction in overall development square footage. 
With this potential decrease, the analysis and findings for the CEQA Proposed Project, either with or 
without the Variant, which concluded that loading activities associated with the project would not 
be expected to result in substantial increases in noise in the project area, can conservatively be 
applied to the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative. Noise impacts associated with loading activities 
under the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would be less than significant. 

Under the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative, a similar number of parking spaces, or slightly fewer, 
would be developed at the Project Site compared to the CEQA Proposed Project. Because modeled 
parking garage noise levels under the CEQA Proposed Project are 15 to 28 dB lower than the 
existing average daytime noise levels at nearby noise-sensitive land uses (resulting in negligible 
increases in ambient noise levels of 0.2 dB or less), and parking garage noise under this alternative 
would very likely be similar to noise under the CEQA Proposed Project, or somewhat reduced, noise 
impacts related to parking garage activity would be less than significant.  

Potential effects related to amplified music or speech would be the same under the CEQA Reduced 
Height Alternative as described for the CEQA Proposed Project. Therefore, the same analysis would 
apply and the same results would occur. Noise levels from sound-amplifying equipment at project-
related programming or events under the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would be below the 
existing average daytime noise levels at the nearest noise-sensitive uses and would not substantially 
increase existing ambient noise levels. In addition, events, including outdoor events with amplified 
sound at the project’s Central Green, would be infrequent (approximately 12 per year). For these 
reasons, noise impacts associated with amplified sound would be less than significant. This would be 
the same as under the CEQA Proposed Project, either with or without the Variant. 
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Groundborne Vibration or Noise 

Potential impacts related to vibration would be the same under the CEQA Reduced Height 
Alternative as those presented for the CEQA Proposed Project because the equipment proposed for 
use and the Limits of Work would be the same. Therefore, as was the case for the CEQA Proposed 
Project, vibration-related annoyance impacts would be considered less than significant, and 
vibration-induced damage impacts and effects on vibration-sensitive research equipment would be 
considered potentially significant. As described for the CEQA Proposed Project, Mitigation Measure 
NOI-5 would be expected to avoid or reduce vibration-related damage impacts (e.g., by returning 
damaged structures to pre-construction conditions). Vibration-related damage impacts would be 
less than significant with mitigation for the CEQA Proposed Project and for this alternative. With 
respect to impacts on vibration-sensitive equipment at nearby laboratory buildings, Mitigation 
Measure NOI-6 has been identified to reduce the impacts. However, even with implementation of all 
feasible mitigation, it may not be possible to fully reduce impacts related to interference with 
vibration-sensitive equipment for nearby sensitive laboratory or research equipment. Construction 
vibration impacts on nearby sensitive research equipment would be significant and unavoidable 
with mitigation under this alternative. This would be the same as under the CEQA Proposed Project. 

Airport Noise 

The aircraft noise analysis and findings for the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative are the same as 
described for the CEQA Proposed Project because the Limits of Work would be the same, and the 
exterior noise levels from aircraft at the Project Site would be the same. As such, impacts related to 
aircraft noise under the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would be less than significant, the same 
as under the CEQA Proposed Project.  

Population and Housing 

Construction 

Construction of the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative is anticipated to require a smaller labor force 
than the CEQA Proposed Project, given the 335,000-square-foot reduction in Research and Office 
space and 33 fewer Student/Faculty Housing units. Therefore, impacts related to population growth 
during construction of the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would be less than under the CEQA 
Proposed Project. The impact would be less than significant. 

Operation 

The CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would have impacts similar to those of the CEQA Proposed 
Project with respect to housing supply and demand. The CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would 
result in additional housing supply and demand, compared with existing conditions, but less than 
under the CEQA Proposed Project. Under this alternative, there would be 827 fewer employees, 
33 fewer Student/Faculty Housing units, and 84 fewer residents than expected under the CEQA 
Proposed Project. Therefore, impacts related to population growth during construction of the CEQA 
Reduced Height Alternative would be less than under the CEQA Proposed Project. The impact would 
be less than significant. 
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Public Services 

Police Services 

The CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would result in 827 fewer employees, 33 fewer 
Student/Faculty Housing units, and 84 fewer residents compared with the CEQA Proposed Project. 
Therefore, as with the CEQA Proposed Project, this alternative would not result in substantial 
adverse physical impacts associated with the need for new or physically altered police facilities, the 
construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts. The impact would be slightly 
less than under the CEQA Proposed Project. The impact would be less than significant. 

Fire Protection Services 

The CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would result in 827 fewer employees and 84 fewer residents 
than the CEQA Proposed Project because fewer Student/Faculty Housing units would be constructed 
on the Project Site. Specifically, this alternative would reduce the number of Student/Faculty 
Housing units by 33 (i.e., 112 units to be provided), and the amount of space dedicated to Research 
and Office Uses would be reduced by 335,000 square feet. However, as with the CEQA Proposed 
Project, this alternative would add to the population on the Project Site and include buildings that 
would be up to 80 feet in height. 

Fire protection and emergency medical services would be provided by the NASA Ames Fire Department 
and the County of Santa Clara Emergency Medical Services Agency. As was the case for the CEQA 
Proposed Project, the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would increase the demand for fire and 
emergency medical services, potentially reducing service levels below existing conditions due to the 
anticipated increase in employees, Short-Term Lodging guests, and on-site residents. Similar to the 
CEQA Proposed Project, the proposed buildings under this alternative would have a maximum 
height of approximately 80 feet, which is comparable to some of the existing tallest buildings at 
ARC. The NASA Ames Fire Department has identified the need for a larger ladder truck to ensure 
safe and effective emergency response to both existing and proposed buildings. To provide effective 
rooftop and upper-floor access for emergency operations, NASA intends to procure a minimum 100-
foot aerial apparatus, which would be funded by the ISP fees. The existing NASA Ames Fire Station 
cannot accommodate the size and operational needs of a larger aerial ladder truck due to limited 
bay dimensions and the outdated design of the existing facility, and would need to be modified (i.e., 
the bay would need to be expanded) to accommodate a larger aerial ladder truck. Although payment 
of the ISP fees by the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would contribute towards new fire service 
equipment and the construction or expansion of fire facilities, any future construction or expansion 
of fire facilities proposed by NASA would not be a direct result of the CEQA Reduced Height 
Alternative, and would be required to undergo a separate environmental review process. As such, 
impacts under the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would be the same as under the CEQA Proposed 
Project. The impact would be less than significant. 

Schools 

As with the CEQA Proposed Project, the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would include 
Student/Faculty Housing, which could directly increase the demand for school services. The CEQA 
Reduced Height Alternative would provide 33 fewer Student/Faculty Housing units, generating 
slightly fewer than the approximately seven new elementary and middle school students and nine 
new high school students anticipated under the CEQA Proposed Project. Because the increase in 
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enrollment across the local school districts resulting from the CEQA Proposed Project is anticipated 
to amount to 1.0 percent or less, and because this alternative would not exceed the number of 
students expected under the CEQA Proposed Project, the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would 
not result in a substantial increase in demand for public school services or require the construction 
or expansion of educational facilities. This impact would be slightly less than that of the CEQA 
Proposed Project. The impact would be less than significant. 

Libraries 

Under the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative, impacts related to the demand for library services 
from the increase in student/faculty housing would be similar to those of the CEQA Proposed 
Project. However, the increased demand for library services from new employees would be 
substantially less than under the CEQA Proposed Project because the CEQA Reduced Height 
Alternative would result in fewer employees and students working at the Project Site. The CEQA 
Reduced Height Alternative would result in approximately 827 fewer employees and 84 fewer 
residents. than the CEQA Proposed Project. 

The anticipated population growth associated with the alternative is not expected to be substantial, 
and the increase in demand for library services is expected to be minimal. Both the NASA ARC 
Library and Mountain View Public Library have adequate capacity and would be able to service the 
project-related increase in demand from new Student/Faculty Housing units and employees. 
Therefore, as with the CEQA Proposed Project, the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would not 
result in a substantial increase in library use or require the construction of new or expanded library 
facilities, which could result in environmental impacts. This impact would be slightly less than that 
of the CEQA Proposed Project. The impact would be less than significant. 

Recreation 
The CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would have the same amount of acreage for publicly 
accessible open space as the CEQA Proposed Project as well as the same square footage for active 
uses (e.g., display or exhibit areas for research, lobbies and seating areas, food and beverage 
facilities, a gym or other amenities, shared maker spaces and fabrication workshops, co-working 
spaces, restaurants, community-serving retail, and personal services). The CEQA Reduced Height 
Alternative would not include recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion of 
recreational facilities that might have an adverse physical effect on the environment. 

The CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would result in 827 fewer employees and 84 fewer residents 
than the CEQA Proposed Project; however, as with the CEQA Proposed Project, this alternative 
would add to the Project Site’s population and the associated demand for recreational resources. As 
such, under the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative, increased use of recreational resources by 
employees, students/faculty, and Short-Term Lodging guests would be slightly lower than under the 
CEQA Proposed Project because there would be fewer employees and student/faculty residents. 
Further, as with the CEQA Proposed Project, this alternative would not increase the use of existing 
park and recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration would occur or be 
accelerated. Impacts would be less than as those of the CEQA Proposed Project. The impact would be 
less than significant. 
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Transportation 

Plan Conflicts 

The CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would have the same multi-modal transportation network 
and infrastructure, the same parking ratios, the same TDM strategies, and a mix of uses similar to 
those under the CEQA Proposed Project. In addition, the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would 
include the same demolition, ground disturbance and excavation, schedule and phasing, haul route, 
construction equipment, and construction hours as the CEQA Proposed Project. Therefore, potential 
impacts related to plan consistency under the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would be the same 
as under the CEQA Proposed Project and less than significant for both full operation and 
construction.  

Vehicle Miles Traveled 

The CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would have the same multi-modal transportation network 
and infrastructure, the same parking ratios, the same TDM strategies, and a mix of uses similar to 
those under the CEQA Proposed Project. However, fewer Student/Faculty Housing units on the 
Project Site, would result in more employees and students driving to and from the site. Therefore, 
the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would result in increased total VMT per service population, 
with a commensurately increased magnitude of the VMT impact compared to the CEQA Proposed 
Project. Even with implementation of Mitigation Measure TRAN-1, identified in Section 3.16, 
Transportation and Traffic, VMT impacts would remain significant and unavoidable. This impact 
would be greater than under the CEQA Proposed Project.  

Hazards 

The CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would have the same multi-modal transportation network and 
infrastructure, the same parking ratios, the same TDM strategies, and a mix of uses similar to those 
under the CEQA Proposed Project. In addition, the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would include the 
same demolition, ground disturbance and excavation, schedule and phasing, haul route, construction 
equipment, and construction hours as the CEQA Proposed Project. Therefore, the potential impacts 
related to transportation hazards under the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would be the same as 
under the CEQA Proposed Project and less than significant for both full operation and construction.  

Emergency Access 

The CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would have the same multi-modal transportation network and 
infrastructure, the same parking ratios, the same TDM strategies, and a mix of uses similar to those 
under the CEQA Proposed Project. In addition, the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would include the 
same demolition, ground disturbance and excavation, schedule and phasing, haul route, construction 
equipment, and construction hours as the CEQA Proposed Project. Therefore, the potential impacts on 
emergency access under the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would be the same as under the CEQA 
Proposed Project and less than significant for both full operation and construction. 

Tribal Cultural Resources 
Through consultation with the tribes, multiple tribes identified the twelve known tribal 
archaeological sites in the APE as potential TCRs. The Tamien Nation also identified a cultural 
landscape and its multiple contributing components as potential TCRs. Under PRC Section 
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21074(a)(1)(2), the CEQA lead agency has determined, in its discretion and supported by 
substantial evidence, the archaeological resources located within the APE/ADI are significant for the 
purpose of CEQA. In addition, the CEQA lead agency has determined that the cultural landscape and 
its contributing components identified by the Tamien Nation that are located within the APE/ADI 
are significant for the purpose of CEQA. The entire ADI also has the potential to contain as yet 
unidentified TCRs. The CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would occur in the same Limits of Work 
and have the same construction methods as the CEQA Proposed Project; thus, the APE/ADI would be 
the same as under the CEQA Proposed Project and the impacts of the CEQA Reduced Height 
Alternative on TCRs would be the same as those of the CEQA Proposed Project. Mitigation Measures 
CUL-4, CUL-5, CUL-6, and CUL-7, identified in Section 3.17, Tribal Cultural Resources, require 
preparation and implementation of a CRTMP, tribal [b.d.]cultual [ e.d.][b.i.]cultural[e.i.] resources monitoring and 
sensitivity training, protocols for inadvertent discoveries of cultural resources, and protocols for the 
discovery of previously unknown human remains, which would reduce the impacts to TCRs. 
However, there is no feasible mitigation beyond these measures to prevent destruction of the 
subsurface deposits, which the tribes have identified as TCRs, or the cultural landscape, which the 
Tamien Nation has identified as a TCR. Therefore, the impact on TCRs would remain significant and 
unavoidable with the implementation of mitigation. This would be the same as the CEQA Proposed 
Project. 

Utilities and Service Systems 

New or Expanded Water Facilities 

Under the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative, space for Research and Office Uses would be reduced by 
335,000 square feet and Student/Faculty Housing would be reduced by 30,000 square feet compared 
with the CEQA Proposed Project. The CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would occur in the same Limits 
of Work as the CEQA Proposed Project, be similar in scale, and require the same construction activities; 
therefore, impacts related to the relocation of existing or construction of new or expanded water 
facilities would be similar to those under the CEQA Proposed Project. Impacts would be less than 
significant. 

Available Water Supplies 

Under the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative, water demand would be lower than under the CEQA 
Proposed Project due to the reduced number of employees and residents on the Project Site. Therefore, 
available water supplies would be adequate and able to serve the Project Site and reasonably 
foreseeable future development during normal years. However, current SFPUC potable water demand 
exceeds available supply in single dry through multiple dry year scenarios, with supply shortfall 
relative to demand ranging from 27 to 37 percent. As with the CEQA Proposed Project, this shortfall 
would occur with or without the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative. Impacts in all water year types 
would be slightly less than those of the CEQA Proposed Project under the same circumstances. As with 
the CEQA Proposed Project, the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would implement Mitigation 
Measures UTIL-1 and UTIL-2, identified in Section 3.18, Utility and Service Systems. The impact 
would remain significant and unavoidable with the implementation of mitigation. Although impacts 
under the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would be less than under the CEQA Proposed Project, 
impacts on water supply would remain significant and unavoidable. 
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New or Expanded Wastewater 

As with the CEQA Proposed Project, this alternative would include sewer lines throughout the 
Project Site to serve the proposed buildings. Wastewater generated on the Project Site would be 
routed off-site through an on-site sewer lift station to the City of Mountain View’s wastewater 
main in RT Jones Road for treatment at the Palo Alto Regional Water Quality Control Plant 
(PARWQCP). Under the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative, wastewater infrastructure impacts 
would be the same as under the CEQA Proposed Project. As with the CEQA Proposed Project, the 
CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would implement Mitigation Measure UTIL-3, identified in Section 
3.18, Utility and Service Systems. The impact would be less than significant. 

Wastewater Capacity 

Because of its slightly lower square footage and occupancy, the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative 
is expected to generate fewer gallons per day of wastewater than the CEQA Proposed Project. As 
discussed for the CEQA Proposed Project, the PARWQCP has the capacity to accommodate the 
increase in wastewater from the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative. As with the CEQA Proposed 
Project, this alternative would not result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider 
that it has inadequate capacity to serve the project’s projected demand in addition to the 
provider’s existing commitments. The impact would be slightly less than that of the CEQA 
Proposed Project. The impact would be less than significant. 

New or Expanded Stormwater 

Both the CEQA Proposed Project and the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would occur within the 
same Limits of Work. Thus, both would increase the impervious surface area on the Project Site 
from 70 percent to approximately 79 percent, or a 9 percent increase from existing conditions, 
and both would meter flows leaving the Project Site so that the peak discharge rate would not 
exceed the combined existing discharge rate of 18.29 cfs. Because the impervious surface area 
under this alternative would be the same as under the CEQA Proposed Project, the impact would 
be the same. The impact would be less than significant. 

Solid Waste 

Under the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative, construction impacts would be the same as under 
the CEQA Proposed Project because the Limits of Work, as well as construction and excavation 
activities, would be the same. Because the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would have fewer 
employees and fewer residents than the CEQA Proposed Project, it would generate less waste than 
the CEQA Proposed Project. As described in Section 3.18, Utility and Service Systems, the CEQA 
Proposed Project would not generate solid waste in excess of State or local standards, or in excess 
of the capacity of local infrastructure, or otherwise impair attainment of solid waste reduction 
goals. Impacts of the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would be slightly less than those of the 
CEQA Proposed Project. The impact would be less than significant.  

Solid Waste Compliance 

As discussed under Impact CEQA-UTIL-7 in Section 3.18, Utility and Service Systems, development 
associated with the CEQA Proposed Project would comply with the requirements of the 2025 
California Green Building Standards Code, Assembly Bill 341, Assembly Bill 1826, and Senate Bill 
1383. Because the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would have fewer employees and fewer 
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residents than the CEQA Proposed Project, it would generate less waste than the CEQA Proposed 
Project. Development associated with the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would comply with all 
applicable federal, State, and local solid waste regulations. Impacts would be the same as those of 
the CEQA Proposed Project. The impact would be less than significant. 

Natural Gas, Electricity, and Telecommunications Facilities 

As with the CEQA Proposed Project, the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would require the 
installation of new connections to the surrounding PG&E grid, relocation of existing gas 
infrastructure and the construction of new gas infrastructure, and the installation of generators, 
photovoltaic systems, and battery storage systems to provide service to future buildings throughout 
the Project Site. Additional telecommunication services to the Project Site would connect to the 
existing subsurface NASA critical telecommunication system. Similar to the CEQA Proposed Project, 
construction of the proposed energy infrastructure improvements and the associated ground-
disturbing activities under the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would have the potential to cause 
significant adverse environmental impacts, such as fugitive dust, noise, sedimentation, and erosion. 
The potential impacts resulting from tie-ins to PG&E’s existing electrical infrastructure, relocation of 
gas and electricity infrastructure, and the installation of generators, photovoltaic systems, and 
battery storage systems are evaluated throughout this joint EIR/EIS. In addition, as required by law, 
utility connections would be constructed in accordance with all applicable building codes and 
standards, ensuring an adequately sized and properly constructed transmission and conveyance 
system. Any necessary connections would be built prior to building occupancy and in a manner that 
would minimize the potential for utility service disruptions for existing users. Impacts would be the 
same as those of the CEQA Proposed Project. The impact would be less than significant. 

5.5.8 Comparison of Impacts of the CEQA Proposed Project 
Alternatives and Variant 

Tables 5-5 through 5-20 summarize and compare the impact determinations for the CEQA Proposed 
Project, CEQA Proposed Project with No Student/Faculty Housing Variant, CEQA Reduced Density 
Alternative, CEQA Reduced Density Alternative with No Student/Faculty Housing Variant, CEQA 
Reduced Height Alternative, and CEQA No-Project Alternative. Each table includes impact 
conclusions by subtopic, along with a comparison of impacts to the CEQA Proposed Project. Impacts 
of the alternatives and Variant are either reduced, the same as, or greater than those of the CEQA 
Proposed Project. These differences are indicated in the tables with a +,  -, or =, where + signifies an 
alternative’s greater impact than the CEQA Proposed Project’s, - signifies less impact of an 
alternative than the CEQA Proposed Project, and = signifies the same level of impact as CEQA 
Proposed Project. 

The CEQA Proposed Project with the No Student/Faculty Housing Variant would replace the 
130,000 square feet of Student/Faculty Housing in Subarea 6 with 130,000 square feet of Research 
and Office Uses, but would otherwise differ from the CEQA Proposed Project in limited ways. The 
Variant would still provide flexibility in the project’s design, would have the same Limits of Work 
as the CEQA Proposed Project and CEQA Reduced Density Alternative, and would have the same 
objectives, purpose and need, background, and development controls, with only specific changes 
related to land use but not the physical characteristics of the project. As shown in the summary 
tables in this section, the impacts of the CEQA Proposed Project with the Variant and without the 
Variant are essentially the same. Because the Variant would not change the basic physical 
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characteristics of the CEQA Proposed Project, impacts related to the following topics would not 
be different from those of the CEQA Proposed Project (i.e., the alternatives analysis does not 
assess impacts of the CEQA Proposed Project with and without the Variant separately):  

• Biological Resources 

• Cultural Resources 

• Geology, Soils, and Paleontological Resources  

• Tribal Cultural Resources 

Impacts related to the topics listed below would vary slightly due to the small differences in land 
use, especially with the decrease in the number of residents and increase in employees. As shown 
in the summary tables in this section, the impacts of the CEQA Proposed Project with the Variant 
and without the Variant would result in the same level of significance.  

• Air Quality  

• Energy  

• Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

• Hazards and Hazardous Materials  

• Hydrology and Water Quality  

• Land Use and Planning  

• Noise  

• Population and Housing  

• Public Services  

• Recreation  

• Transportation and Traffic 

• Utility and Service Systems 
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Table 5-5. Summary Comparison of Air Quality CEQA Impact Findings 

Alternative 

Conflict 
with Air 
Quality 
Plans 

Criteria Pollutants Substantial 
Pollutant 

Concentrations 
Other 

Emissions Construction Operation Combineda 
CEQA Proposed Project SU LTSM SU LTSM SU LTS 
CEQA Proposed Project 
with Variant 

SU LTSM SU LTSM SU LTS 

Compared to CEQA 
Proposed Projecta 

= = = = = = 

CEQA Reduced Density 
Alternative 

SU LTSM SU LTSM SU LTS 

Compared to CEQA 
Proposed Project)b 

= - - - - = 

CEQA Reduced Density 
Alternative with 
Variant 

SU LTSM SU LTSM SU LTS 

Compared to CEQA 
Proposed Project)a 

= - - - - = 

CEQA Reduced Height 
Alternative 

SU LTSM SU LTSM SU LTS 

Compared to CEQA 
Proposed Project) 

= - - - - = 

CEQA No-
Project/Existing 
Conditions Alternative 

SU NI LTS LTS LTS NI 

Compared to CEQA 
Proposed Project) 

= - - - - - 

Notes: 
LTS = less than significant; LTSM = less than significant with mitigation; NI = no impact; SU= significant and unavoidable 
a. Emissions from concurrent construction and partial operational activities. 
b. Compares the magnitude of the impact to the CEQA Proposed Project. The magnitude differences are identified as “-,” 

“=,” or “+,” with “-” indicating the alternative would have a less severe (or lower) impact compared to the CEQA 
Proposed Project and “+” indicating a more severe (or greater) impact. “=” indicates that there would be no material 
difference relative to the CEQA Proposed Project.  
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Table 5-6. Summary Comparison of Biological Resources CEQA Impact Findings 

Alternative 

Special-
Status 

Species 

Sensitive 
Natural 

Communities Wetlands 

Wildlife 
Movement 
or Nursery 

Sites 

Conflict with 
Biological 
Resources 

Plans or 
Ordinances 

Conflict 
with 
HCP/ 
NCCP 

CEQA Proposed 
Project 

LTSM LTSM LTSM LTSM NI LTSM 

CEQA Proposed 
Project with Variant 

LTSM LTSM LTSM LTSM NI LTSM 

Compared to CEQA 
Proposed Projecta 

= = = = = = 

CEQA Reduced 
Density Alternative 

LTSM LTSM LTSM LTSM NI LTSM 

Compared to CEQA 
Proposed Projecta 

= = = = = = 

CEQA Reduced 
Density Alternative 
with Variant 

LTSM LTSM LTSM LTSM NI LTSM 

Compared to CEQA 
Proposed Projecta 

= = = = = = 

CEQA Reduced 
Height Alternative 

LTSM LTSM LTSM LTSM NI LTSM 

Compared to CEQA 
Proposed Project 

= = = = = = 

CEQA No-
Project/Existing 
Conditions 
Alternative 

NI NI NI NI NI NI 

Compared to CEQA 
Proposed Project 

- - - - = - 

Notes: 
LTS = less than significant; LTS/M = less than significant with mitigation; NI = no impact; SU= significant and unavoidable 
a. Compares the magnitude of the impact to the CEQA Proposed Project. The magnitude differences are identified as “-,” 

“=,” or “+,” with “-” indicating the alternative would have a less severe (or lower) impact compared to the CEQA 
Proposed Project and “+” indicating a more severe (or greater) impact. “=” indicates that there would be no material 
difference relative to the CEQA Proposed Project.  
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Table 5-7. Summary Comparison of Cultural Resources CEQA Impact Findings 

Alternative 
Historical 
Resources 

Archaeological 
Resources 

Human 
Remains 

CEQA Proposed Project SU SU SU 
CEQA Proposed Project with Variant SU SU SU 
Compared to CEQA Proposed Projecta = = = 
CEQA Reduced Density Alternative SU SU SU 
Compared to CEQA Proposed Projecta = = = 
CEQA Reduced Density Alternative with Variant SU SU SU 
Compared to CEQA Proposed Projecta = = = 
CEQA Reduced Height Alternative SU SU SU 
Compared to CEQA Proposed Project - = = 
CEQA No-Project/Existing Conditions Alternative NI NI NI 
Compared to CEQA Proposed Project - - - 

Notes: 
LTS = less than significant; LTS/M = less than significant with mitigation; NI = no impact; SU= significant and unavoidable 
a. Compares the magnitude of the impact to the CEQA Proposed Project. The magnitude differences are identified as “-,” 

“=,” or “+,” with “-” indicating the alternative would have a less severe (or lower) impact compared to the CEQA 
Proposed Project and “+” indicating a more severe (or greater) impact. “=” indicates that there would be no material 
difference relative to the CEQA Proposed Project.  

Table 5-8. Summary Comparison of Energy CEQA Impact Findings 

Alternative 
Wasteful Energy Consumption Conflict with 

Energy Plan Construction Operation 
CEQA Proposed Project LTSM LTSM LTS 
CEQA Proposed Project with Variant LTSM LTSM LTS 
Compared to CEQA Proposed Projecta = = = 
CEQA Reduced Density Alternative LTSM LTSM LTS 
Compared to CEQA Proposed Projecta = = = 
CEQA Reduced Density Alternative with 
Variant 

LTSM LTSM LTS 

Compared to CEQA Proposed Projecta = = = 
CEQA Reduced Height Alternative LTSM LTSM LTS 
Compared to CEQA Proposed Project = = = 
CEQA No-Project/Existing Conditions 
Alternative 

LTS LTS SU 

Compared to CEQA Proposed Project - - + 
Notes: 
LTS = less than significant; LTS/M = less than significant with mitigation; NI = no impact; SU= significant and unavoidable 
a. Compares the magnitude of the impact to the CEQA Proposed Project. The magnitude differences are identified as “-,” 

“=,” or “+,” with “-” indicating the alternative would have a less severe (or lower) impact compared to the CEQA 
Proposed Project and “+” indicating a more severe (or greater) impact. “=” indicates that there would be no material 
difference relative to the CEQA Proposed Project.  
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Table 5-9. Summary Comparison of Geology, Soils, and Paleontology CEQA Impact Findings 

Alternative 
Geologic 
Hazards 

Soil 
Erosion 

Unstable 
Geologic 
Unit or 

Soil 
Septic 
Tanks 

Expansive 
Soil 

Paleontological 
Resources 

CEQA Proposed Project LTS LTS LTS NI LTS LTSM 
CEQA Proposed Project 
with Variant 

LTS LTS LTS NI LTS LTSM 

Compared to CEQA 
Proposed Projecta 

= = = = = = 

CEQA Reduced Density 
Alternative 

LTS LTS LTS NI LTS LTSM 

Compared to CEQA 
Proposed Projecta 

= = = = = = 

CEQA Reduced Density 
Alternative with Variant 

LTS LTS LTS NI LTS LTSM 

Compared to CEQA 
Proposed Projecta 

= = = = = = 

CEQA Reduced Height 
Alternative 

LTSM LTS LTSM NI LTS LTSM 

Compared to CEQA 
Proposed Project 

= = = = = = 

CEQA No-Project/Existing 
Conditions Alternative 

NI NI NI NI NI NI 

Compared to CEQA 
Proposed Project 

- - - = - - 

Notes: 
LTS = less than significant; LTS/M = less than significant with mitigation; NI = no impact; SU= significant and unavoidable 
a. Compares the magnitude of the impact to the CEQA Proposed Project. The magnitude differences are identified as “-,” 

“=,” or “+,” with “-” indicating the alternative would have a less severe (or lower) impact compared to the CEQA 
Proposed Project and “+” indicating a more severe (or greater) impact. “=” indicates that there would be no material 
difference relative to the CEQA Proposed Project.  
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Table 5-10. Summary Comparison of Greenhouse Gas Emissions CEQA Impact Findings 

Alternative 
Generate Greenhouse 

Gas Emissions 

Conflict with 
Greenhouse Gas 
Emissions Plan 

CEQA Proposed Project LTSM LTSM 
CEQA Proposed Project with Variant LTSM LTSM 
Compared to CEQA Proposed Projecta = = 
CEQA Reduced Density Alternative SU SU 
Compared to CEQA Proposed Projecta + + 
CEQA Reduced Density Alternative with Variant SU SU 
Compared to CEQA Proposed Projecta + + 
CEQA Reduced Height Alternative SU SU 
Compared to CEQA Proposed Project + + 
CEQA No-Project/Existing Conditions Alternative SU SU 
Compared to CEQA Proposed Project + + 

Notes: 
LTS = less than significant; LTS/M = less than significant with mitigation; NI = no impact; SU= significant and unavoidable 
a. Compares the magnitude of the impact to the CEQA Proposed Project. The magnitude differences are identified as “-,” 

“=,” or “+,” with “-” indicating the alternative would have a less severe (or lower) impact compared to the CEQA 
Proposed Project and “+” indicating a more severe (or greater) impact. “=” indicates that there would be no material 
difference relative to the CEQA Proposed Project.  

Table 5-11. Summary Comparison of Hazards CEQA Impact Findings 

Alternative 

Routine 
Hazardous 
Materials 

Use 

Upset and 
Accident 

Conditions 
Exposure to 

Schools 
Cortese 

List 
Airport 
Hazards 

Emergency 
Response 

Wildland 
Fires 

CEQA Proposed 
Project 

LTSM LTSM NI LTSM LTSM LTS NI 

CEQA Proposed 
Project with 
Variant 

LTSM LTSM NI LTSM LTSM LTS NI 

Compared to CEQA 
Proposed Projecta 

= = = = = = = 

CEQA Reduced 
Density 
Alternative 

LTSM LTSM NI LTSM LTSM LTS NI 

Compared to CEQA 
Proposed Projecta 

= = = = = = = 

CEQA Reduced 
Density 
Alternative with 
Variant 

LTSM LTSM NI LTSM LTSM LTS NI 

Compared to CEQA 
Proposed Projecta 

= = = = = = = 

CEQA Reduced 
Height Alternative 

LTSM LTSM NI LTSM LTSM LTS LTS 
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Alternative 

Routine 
Hazardous 
Materials 

Use 

Upset and 
Accident 

Conditions 
Exposure to 

Schools 
Cortese 

List 
Airport 
Hazards 

Emergency 
Response 

Wildland 
Fires 

Compared to CEQA 
Proposed Project 

= = = = = = = 

CEQA No-
Project/Existing 
Conditions 
Alternative 

NI NI NI NI NI NI NI 

Compared to CEQA 
Proposed Project 

- - = - - - = 

Notes: 
LTS = less than significant; LTS/M = less than significant with mitigation; NI = no impact; SU= significant and unavoidable 
a. Compares the magnitude of the impact to the CEQA Proposed Project. The magnitude differences are identified as “-,” 

“=,” or “+,” with “-” indicating the alternative would have a less severe (or lower) impact compared to the CEQA 
Proposed Project and “+” indicating a more severe (or greater) impact. “=” indicates that there would be no material 
difference relative to the CEQA Proposed Project.  

Table 5-12. Summary Comparison of Hydrology and Water Quality CEQA Impact Findings 

Alternative 
Water 

Quality 

Groundwater 
Supply and 
Recharge 

Drainage 
and 

Flooding 

Risk 
Release of 
Pollutants 

Conflict Water 
Resource 

Management 
Plan 

CEQA Proposed Project LTSM LTS LTS NI LTS 
CEQA Proposed Project with 
Variant 

LTSM LTS LTS NI LTS 

Compared to CEQA Proposed 
Projecta 

= = = = = 

CEQA Reduced Density 
Alternative 

LTSM LTS LTS NI LTS 

Compared to CEQA Proposed 
Projecta 

= = = = = 

CEQA Reduced Density 
Alternative with Variant 

LTSM LTS LTS NI LTS 

Compared to CEQA Proposed 
Projecta 

= = = = = 

CEQA Reduced Height Alternative LTSM LTSM LTSM LTSM LTSM 
Compared to CEQA Proposed 
Project 

= = = = = 

CEQA No-Project/Existing 
Conditions Alternative 

NI NI NI NI NI 

Compared to CEQA Proposed 
Project 

- - - = - 

Notes: 
LTS = less than significant; LTS/M = less than significant with mitigation; NI = no impact; SU= significant and unavoidable 
a. Compares the magnitude of the impact to the CEQA Proposed Project. The magnitude differences are identified as “-,” 

“=,” or “+,” with “-” indicating the alternative would have a less severe (or lower) impact compared to the CEQA 
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Proposed Project and “+” indicating a more severe (or greater) impact. “=” indicates that there would be no material 
difference relative to the CEQA Proposed Project.  

Table 5-13. Summary Comparison of Land Use and Planning CEQA Impact Findings 

Alternative 
Division of Established 

Community 
Conflict with Land Use 

Plans and Policies 
CEQA Proposed Project NI LTSM 
CEQA Proposed Project with Variant NI LTSM 
Compared to CEQA Proposed Projecta = = 
CEQA Reduced Density Alternative NI LTSM 
Compared to CEQA Proposed Projecta = = 
CEQA Reduced Density Alternative with Variant NI LTSM 
Compared to CEQA Proposed Projecta = = 
CEQA Reduced Height Alternative NI LTSM 
Compared to CEQA Proposed Project = = 
CEQA No-Project/Existing Conditions Alternative NI NI 
Compared to CEQA Proposed Project = - 

Notes: 
LTS = less than significant; LTS/M = less than significant with mitigation; NI = no impact; SU= significant and unavoidable 
a. Compares the magnitude of the impact to the CEQA Proposed Project. The magnitude differences are identified as “-,” 

“=,” or “+,” with “-” indicating the alternative would have a less severe (or lower) impact compared to the CEQA 
Proposed Project and “+” indicating a more severe (or greater) impact. “=” indicates that there would be no material 
difference relative to the CEQA Proposed Project.  

Table 5-14. Summary Comparison of Noise CEQA Impact Findings 

Alternative 
Construction 

Noise 
Operational 

Noise 

Ground-
borne 

Vibration or 
Noise 

Airport 
Noise 

CEQA Proposed Project SU SU LTSM LTS 
CEQA Proposed Project with Variant SU SU LTSM LTS 
Compared to CEQA Proposed Projecta = = = = 
CEQA Reduced Density Alternative SU SU LTSM LTS 
Compared to CEQA Proposed Projecta = = = = 
CEQA Reduced Density Alternative with Variant SU SU LTSM LTS 
Compared to CEQA Proposed Projecta = = = = 
CEQA Reduced Height Alternative SU SU LTSM LTS 
Compared to CEQA Proposed Project = = = = 
CEQA No-Project/Existing Conditions Alternative NI NI NI NI 
Compared to CEQA Proposed Project - - - - 

Notes: 
LTS = less than significant; LTS/M = less than significant with mitigation; NI = no impact; SU= significant and unavoidable 
a. Compares the magnitude of the impact to the CEQA Proposed Project. The magnitude differences are identified as 

“-,” “=,” or “+,” with “-” indicating the alternative would have a less severe (or lower) impact compared to the 
CEQA Proposed Project and “+” indicating a more severe (or greater) impact. “=” indicates that there would be no 
material difference relative to the CEQA Proposed Project.  
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Table 5-15. Summary Comparison of Population and Housing CEQA Impact Findings 

Alternative 
Unplanned Population 

Growth 
Displacement of People 

or Housing 
CEQA Proposed Project LTS NI 
CEQA Proposed Project with Variant LTS NI 
Compared to CEQA Proposed Projecta + = 
CEQA Reduced Density Alternative LTS NI 
Compared to CEQA Proposed Projecta - = 
CEQA Reduced Density Alternative with Variant LTS NI 
Compared to CEQA Proposed Projecta - = 
CEQA Reduced Height Alternative LTS NI 
Compared to CEQA Proposed Project - = 
CEQA No-Project/Existing Conditions Alternative LTS NI 
Compared to CEQA Proposed Project - = 

Notes: 
LTS = less than significant; LTS/M = less than significant with mitigation; NI = no impact; SU= significant and unavoidable 
a. Compares the magnitude of the impact to the CEQA Proposed Project. The magnitude differences are identified as “-,” 

“=,” or “+,” with “-” indicating the alternative would have a less severe (or lower) impact compared to the CEQA 
Proposed Project and “+” indicating a more severe (or greater) impact. “=” indicates that there would be no material 
difference relative to the CEQA Proposed Project.  

Table 5-16. Summary Comparison of Public Services CEQA Impact Findings 

Alternative 
Police 

Services 
Fire 

Services 
School 

Services 
Library 
Services 

CEQA Proposed Project LTS LTS LTS LTS 
CEQA Proposed Project with Variant LTS LTS LTS LTS 
Compared to CEQA Proposed Projecta = = = = 
CEQA Reduced Density Alternative LTS LTS LTS LTS 
Compared to CEQA Proposed Projecta - = - - 
CEQA Reduced Density Alternative with Variant LTS LTS LTS LTS 
Compared to CEQA Proposed Projecta - = - - 
CEQA Reduced Height Alternative LTS LTS LTS LTS 
Compared to CEQA Proposed Project - = - - 
CEQA No-Project/Existing Conditions Alternative LTS NI LTS NI 
Compared to CEQA Proposed Project - - - - 

Notes: 
LTS = less than significant; LTS/M = less than significant with mitigation; NI = no impact; SU= significant and unavoidable 
a. Compares the magnitude of the impact to the CEQA Proposed Project. The magnitude differences are identified as “-,” 

“=,” or “+,” with “-” indicating the alternative would have a less severe (or lower) impact compared to the CEQA 
Proposed Project and “+” indicating a more severe (or greater) impact. “=” indicates that there would be no material 
difference relative to the CEQA Proposed Project.  
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Table 5-17. Summary Comparison of Recreation CEQA Impact Findings 

Alternative 

New or 
Physically 

Altered Park 
Facilities 

Deterioration 
of Existing 

Park Facilities 

New Park 
Facilities or 

Construction 
or Expansion 

of Park 
Facilities 

CEQA Proposed Project LTS LTS LTS 
CEQA Proposed Project with Variant LTS LTS LTS 
Compared to CEQA Proposed Projecta - = = 
CEQA Reduced Density Alternative LTS LTS LTS 
Compared to CEQA Proposed Projecta - - = 
CEQA Reduced Density Alternative with Variant LTS LTS LTS 
Compared to CEQA Proposed Projecta - - = 
CEQA Reduced Height Alternative LTS LTS LTS 
Compared to CEQA Proposed Project - - = 
CEQA No-Project/Existing Conditions Alternative NI NI NI 
Compared to CEQA Proposed Project - - - 

Notes: 
LTS = less than significant; LTS/M = less than significant with mitigation; NI = no impact; SU= significant and unavoidable 
a. Compares the magnitude of the impact to the CEQA Proposed Project. The magnitude differences are identified as “-,” 

“=,” or “+,” with “-” indicating the alternative would have a less severe (or lower) impact compared to the CEQA 
Proposed Project and “+” indicating a more severe (or greater) impact. “=” indicates that there would be no material 
difference relative to the CEQA Proposed Project.  

Table 5-18. Summary Comparison of Transportation CEQA Impact Findings 

Alternative 

Conflict with 
Transportation 

Plan VMT 
Increase 
Hazards 

Emergency 
Access 

CEQA Proposed Project LTS LTSM LTS LTS 
CEQA Proposed Project with Variant LTS LTSM LTS LTS 
Compare to CEQA Proposed Projecta = = = = 
CEQA Reduced Density Alternative LTS SU LTS LTS 
Compared to CEQA Proposed Projecta = + = = 
CEQA Reduced Density Alternative with Variant LTS SU LTS LTS 
Compared to CEQA Proposed Projecta = + = = 
CEQA Reduced Height Alternative LTS SU LTS LTS 
Compared to CEQA Proposed Project = + = = 
CEQA No-Project/Existing Conditions Alternative NI NI NI NI 
Compared to CEQA Proposed Project - - - - 

Notes: 
LTS = less than significant; LTS/M = less than significant with mitigation; NI = no impact; SU= significant and unavoidable 
a. Compares the magnitude of the impact to the CEQA Proposed Project. The magnitude differences are identified as “-,” 

“=,” or “+,” with “-” indicating the alternative would have a less severe (or lower) impact compared to the CEQA 
Proposed Project and “+” indicating a more severe (or greater) impact. “=” indicates that there would be no material 
difference relative to the CEQA Proposed Project.  
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Table 5-19. Summary Comparison of Tribal Cultural Resources CEQA Impact Findings 

Alternative Tribal Cultural Resources 
CEQA Proposed Project SU 
CEQA Proposed Project with Variant SU 
Compared to CEQA Proposed Projecta = 
CEQA Reduced Density Alternative SU 
Compared to CEQA Proposed Projecta = 
CEQA Reduced Density Alternative with Variant SU 
Compared to CEQA Proposed Projecta = 
CEQA Reduced Height Alternative SU 
Compared to CEQA Proposed Project = 
CEQA No-Project/Existing Conditions Alternative NI 
Compared to CEQA Proposed Project - 

Notes: 
LTS = less than significant; LTS/M = less than significant with mitigation; NI = no impact; SU= significant and unavoidable 
a. Compares the magnitude of the impact to the CEQA Proposed Project. The magnitude differences are identified as “-,” 

“=,” or “+,” with “-” indicating the alternative would have a less severe (or lower) impact compared to the CEQA 
Proposed Project and “+” indicating a more severe (or greater) impact. “=” indicates that there would be no material 
difference relative to the CEQA Proposed Project.  
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Table 5-20. Summary Comparison of Utilities CEQA Impact Findings 

Alternative 

Construction 
or Relocation 

of Water 
Facilities 

Water 
Supply 

Construction 
or Relocation 

of Wastewater 
Facilities 

Generation of 
Wastewater 

Construction 
or Relocation 
of Stormwater 

Facilities 

Generation 
of Solid 
Waste 

Compliance 
with Solid 

Waste 
Regulations 

Construction 
or Relocation 

of Electric, 
Natural Gas, or 
Telecommunic
ation Facilities 

CEQA Proposed Project LTS SU LTS LTSM LTS LTS LTS LTS 
CEQA Proposed Project 
with Variant 

LTS SU LTS LTSM LTS LTS LTS LTS 

Compared to CEQA 
Proposed Projecta 

= - = - = - = = 

CEQA Reduced Density 
Alternative 

LTS SU LTS LTSM LTS LTS LTS LTS 

Compared to CEQA 
Proposed Projecta 

= - = - = - = = 

CEQA Reduced Density 
Alternative with Variant 

LTS SU LTS LTSM LTS LTS LTS LTS 

Compared to CEQA 
Proposed Projecta 

= - = - = - = = 

CEQA Reduced Height 
Alternative 

LTS SU LTS LTSM LTS LTS LTS LTS 

Compared to CEQA 
Proposed Project 

= - = - = - = = 

CEQA No-
Project/Existing 
Conditions Alternative 

NI LTS NI LTS NI LTS NI NI 

Compared to CEQA 
Proposed Project 

- - - - - - - - 

Notes: 
LTS = less than significant; LTS/M = less than significant with mitigation; NI = no impact; SU= significant and unavoidable 
a. Compares the magnitude of the impact to the CEQA Proposed Project. The magnitude differences are identified as “-,” “=,” or “+,” with “-” indicating the alternative 

would have a less severe (or lower) impact compared to the CEQA Proposed Project and “+” indicating a more severe (or greater) impact. “=” indicates that there 
would be no material difference relative to the CEQA Proposed Project.  
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5.5.9 Environmentally Superior Alternative 

Introduction 
State CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.6 states that an EIR should identify the “environmentally 
superior” alternative. “If the environmentally superior alternative is the ‘no project’ alternative, the 
EIR shall also identify an environmentally superior alternative among the other alternatives.” Based 
on a comparison of impacts between the CEQA Proposed Alternative, the CEQA Reduced Density 
Alternative, the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative, and the CEQA No-Project/Existing Conditions 
Alternative, the CEQA No-Project/Existing Conditions Alternative would have the least 
environmental impact. As required, this analysis identifies another environmentally superior 
alternative from the other alternatives considered. The CEQA Reduced Density Alternative is the 
environmentally superior alternative for the reasons described below.  

Comparison of Alternatives 
Tables 5-5, Summary Comparison of Air Quality CEQA Impact Findings, through Table 5-20, Summary 
Comparison of Utilities CEQA Impact Findings, summarize the comparison of the impact 
determinations for the CEQA Proposed Project, CEQA Proposed Project with Variant, CEQA Reduced 
Density Alternative, CEQA Reduced Density Alternative with Variant, CEQA Reduced Height 
Alternative, and CEQA No-Project/Existing Conditions Alternative.  

No Project Alternative Impacts 

As shown in Tables 5-5 through 5-20, the No-Project/Existing Conditions Alternative would avoid all 
of the CEQA Proposed Project’s significant impacts but would result in increased impacts from 
greenhouse gas emissions beyond those associated with the CEQA Proposed Project and other 
alternatives. This alternative would not meet any of the project objectives.  

CEQA Reduced Density Alternative Compared to Other Alternatives  

The Limits of Work would remain the same for the CEQA Proposed Project and CEQA Reduced 
Density Alternative; thus, impacts associated with ground disturbance would be the same. The 
primary differences between the CEQA Reduced Density Alternative and CEQA Reduced Height 
Alternative compared to the CEQA Proposed Project would be the differences associated with the 
reduction in project square footage (i.e., for Research and Office Uses, Student/Faculty Housing) and 
the associated reduction in Project Site occupancy. Due to the reduction in occupancy, the CEQA 
Reduced Density Alternative and the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would have lesser impacts 
on recreational facilities and public services (e.g., police protection, schools, libraries) than the CEQA 
Proposed Project. Both the CEQA Reduced Density Alternative and CEQA Reduced Height 
Alternative would have slightly less criteria pollutant emissions as well as pollutant concentrations 
during both construction and operations compared to the CEQA Proposed Project; however, the 
CEQA Reduced Density Alternative would result in lower criteria pollutant emissions as well as 
pollutant concentrations during both construction and operations due to its reduced size and 
number of occupants compared to the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative. Although impacts of the 
CEQA Reduced Height Alternative on historical resources would be less than they would be under 
the CEQA Proposed Project and the CEQA Reduced Density Alternative, impacts on historical 
resources would remain significant and unavoidable. The CEQA Reduced Density Alternative would 
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result in less developed space and fewer occupants compared to the CEQA Reduced Height 
Alternative. The reduced number of residents on the Project Site under the CEQA Reduced Density 
Alternative and the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative would result in more travel to and from the 
Project Site, causing significant and unavoidable impacts associated with VMT, compared to the 
CEQA Proposed Project’s VMT impacts that can be mitigated to a less-than-significant level. 

As described in Section 5.5.5, Attainment of Project Objectives under Project Alternatives, the CEQA 
Reduced Density Alternative would meet most of the project objectives, although not to the same 
degree as the CEQA Proposed Project. More specifically, the CEQA Reduced Density Alternative 
would achieve Objectives 1, 2, 4, and 5, partially meet Objectives 3 and 7, and would not achieve 
Objective 6. It should be noted that the CEQA Reduced Density Alternative would advance Plan Bay 
Area 2050 objectives to provide dense, mixed-use development in proximity to transit; however, 
because the CEQA Reduced Density Alternative would provide less density than the CEQA Proposed 
Project, it would meet the Plan Bay Area 2050 objectives to a lesser extent than the CEQA Proposed 
Project. 

Based on the above assessment, the CEQA Reduced Density Alternative is the 
environmentally superior alternative.  
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Chapter 6 
Submitted Alternatives, Information and Analyses, 

Scoping Comments, and Areas of Controversy 
Agency consultation and public participation for the Berkeley Space Center at NASA Research Park 
(proposed project/proposed action) has been accomplished through a variety of formal and 
informal methods. This chapter summarizes the alternatives, comments, and information and 
analyses provided by public agencies, organizations, and the public during the scoping process.  

6.1 Scoping Comments  
The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) public scoping period in response to the Notice of 
Preparation (NOP) was from June 21, 2024, to July 22, 2024. Seven comment letters were received 
from public agencies and local organizations. The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) public 
scoping period in response to the Notice of Intent (NOI) was from June 25, 2024, to July 26, 2024. 
Four comment letters were received from public agencies, local organizations, and individuals. In 
addition, comments for both the NOP and NOI were received during the July 10, 2024, scoping 
meeting, and one comment was received during the July 15, 2024, scoping meeting.  

6.2 Areas of Controversy and Information and 
Analyses Provided 

A summary of comments on CEQA and NEPA topics, and information and analyses received during 
both the CEQA and NEPA scoping periods is provided by topic below. Some topics are relevant to 
both NEPA and CEQA and some topics are relevant only to CEQA or NEPA, as indicated below. 
During the public scoping process for both CEQA and NEPA, no other alternatives to the proposed 
project were suggested. Appendix 1-1 of this joint environmental impact report/environmental 
impact statement (joint EIR/EIS) includes the scoping report, which provides copies of all written 
comment received through mail, email, or the online comment forms, along with comments received 
during the scoping meetings.  

Project Description (CEQA and NEPA) 
• Clarity needed on number of proposed housing units for both Alternative 1 and 2 

• Alternatives should be evaluated at equal level of detail 

• Identify all measures to reduce impacts related to project construction, including recycling, 
salvaging, and re-use 

• Clarify the County of Santa Clara’s jurisdiction, if any, over the Project Site 

• Explain if Santa Clara County would be a responsible agency 

• California Department of Fish and Wildlife is a trustee agency and responsible agency 
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Air Quality (CEQA and NEPA) 
• Identify health/air quality impacts from construction and demolition activities, including 

potential to encounter asbestos, with application of mitigation, if necessary 

• Disclose National Ambient Air Quality Standards and nonattainment status of the Project Site 

• Analyze project-related emissions of particulate matter, carbon dioxide, nitrogen oxides, sulfur 
oxides, and fugitive dust 

• Incorporate mitigation for construction and operational-related emissions 

• Analyze spatial distribution of sensitive receptors around the Project Site and the engagement of 
such receptors throughout project process 

• Disclose strategy to reduce construction-related impacts on sensitive receptors 

• Evaluate and mitigate, as necessary, the impact of construction workers commuting to the 
Project Site 

Biological Resources (CEQA and NEPA) 
• Project should protect biological resources and minimize degradation of wildlife habitats 

• Within environmental setting include full list or table that notes species common name, 
scientific name, state/federal listing status, habitat type preference, and determination on 
presence for all special-status species with potential to occur 

• Recommend baseline habitat assessments 

• Use California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) and previous studies performed in the area 

• Project Site contains special-status species and has the potential to support other special-status 
species, and an Incidental Take Permit (ITP) consultation may be required 

• Recommendations for mitigation for nesting birds 

• Recommendations for mitigation for roosting bats 

• Recommendations for mitigation for Crotch’s bumble bee 

• Recommendations for mitigation for western burrowing owl 

Cultural Resources (CEQA and NEPA), Tribal Cultural Resources 
(CEQA), and Section 106 (NEPA) 
• Section 106 to be completed for the proposed project/proposed action 

• Potential historic impacts and cumulative impacts should be evaluated within the NEPA scope 

• Impacts on historic properties, as well as other cultural resources, which could include 
archaeological and resources of significance to tribes and indigenous people should be 
evaluated  

• Project does not fall within traditional territory of the Confederated Villages of Lisjan Nation 
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• Provided contact for Tamien Nation 

• Requirements for Assembly Bill 52, Senate Bill 18, tribal consultation and cultural resources 
assessment 

Energy (CEQA) 
• Project should be designed to maximize renewable energy use and minimize use of fossil fuels 

Greenhouse Gas Emissions (CEQA and NEPA)/Climate Change 
(CEQA) 
• For CEQA, the project should minimize use of fossil fuels 

• For CEQA, discuss context of climate change impacts on the setting of the project 

• Discuss impacts related to extreme precipitation/storm events, temperature, and sea-level rise 
and project design features or mitigation measures that would be incorporated to address 
impacts 

• Identify project design features and transportation improvements to reduce GHG emissions and 
increase energy efficiency as well as reliance on renewable energy 

• Require zero-emission alternatives to backup when feasible (or require Tier 4 Final generators) 

• Require compliance with Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design (LEED) Version 4 
checklist and California Green Building Standards Code (CALGreen) mandatory measures; 
commit to LEED platinum or equivalent third-party green building certification 

• Identify and quantify sources of carbon dioxide emissions during project construction and 
operation 

• Add low embodied carbon materials 

Hazards and Hazardous Materials (CEQA and NEPA) 
• Describe how construction workers, project employees/visitors/residents, and ecological 

systems would not be adversely affected by potential hazards from Middlefield-Ellis-Whisman 
(MEW) Superfund Site 

• Discuss project construction and operation activities in relation to ongoing cleanup activities 

• Discuss potential contamination/hazmat material that may be encountered during project 
construction 

• Detail any cleanup activities that the project would implement during construction or operation 

• Provided EPA contact for coordination regarding MEW site 

• San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board (SFBRWQCB) maintains oversight 
regarding hazmat sites and should be coordinated with to identify areas where SFBRWQCB 
would provide oversight 



 

University of California, Berkeley and 
National Aeronautics and Space Administration 

  
Submitted Alternatives, Information and Analyses, 

Scoping Comments, and Areas of Controversy 
 

Berkeley Space Center at NASA Research Park 
Final Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement 6-4 August 2026 

ICF 104894.0.001 
 

• Conduct surveys for lead-based paint, mercury, asbestos-containing materials, and 
polychlorinated biphenyl caulk for structures or buildings to be demolished 

• Recommend testing imported soil or fill for contaminants of concern 

• Evaluate direct impact on construction workers as well as indirect costs associated with 
exposure to hazards and hazardous materials 

Hydrology and Water Quality (CEQA and NEPA) 
• Analyze change in stormwater volume and potential changes in contaminants and/or pollutants 

• Provide calculations for impervious/pervious surfaces on the Project Site 

Land Use (CEQA and NEPA) 
• EIR/EIS to describe local land use jurisdictional issues  

• Identify which federal, state, and/or local plans/regulations would apply to the project 

Population and Housing (CEQA)/Socioeconomics (NEPA)  
• Project could add significant pressure to already-imbalanced housing market and provide little 

housing to off-set impacts  

• Project could result in displacement of jobs, forcing workers to live farther away from 
workplaces, and environmental impacts from longer commutes related to traffic, greenhouse 
gas emissions, and socioeconomics  

• Project should provide high-quality service jobs that offer a living wage and job security as a 
mitigation measure 

Public Services (CEQA and NEPA) 
• Clarify if project would request law enforcement services by the Santa Clara County Sherriff 

• Identify any proposed public facilities and which providers would serve the Project Site 

Transportation and Traffic (CEQA and NEPA) 
• Provided city of Sunnyvale contacts for transportation-related questions 

• Request to review the scope of the Transportation Impact Analysis (TIA) and a draft of the TIA 

• Request to review the draft EIR/EIS, specifically analysis related to vehicle miles traveled (VMT) 
and proposed mitigation 

• Request level of service (LOS) be evaluated for intersections located in Sunnyvale using Santa 
Clara Valley Transportation Authority (VTA) TIA guidelines and incorporate full-/pro-rate share 
financial contributions toward any identified improvements 

• Need to consider approved and pending development projects in Sunnyvale as part of baseline 
and cumulative traffic analyses 
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• Need to consider the Valley Transportation Plan, Sunnyvale’s Capital Improvement Program, 
and/or Sunnyvale’s Traffic Impact Feed Study as part of cumulative analysis 

• Evaluate alternative modes of transportation in accordance with VTA Congestion Management 
Program guidelines 

• List potential transportation demand management measures 

• Evaluate construction-related impacts on local and regional corridors 

• EIR/EIS should identify and incorporate traffic-reducing measures for project-generated VMT 

Utilities and Service Systems (CEQA and NEPA) 
• Provided city of Sunnyvale contacts for water-and sewer-related questions 

• Sunnyvale water pollution control plant does not have adequate capacity to serve the project 

• Conduct sanitary sewer analysis for both alternatives 

• Provide clarity on proposed sewer connections 

• Provide flow estimates for both alternatives to evaluate sewer impacts 

• Provide clarity on proposed recycled water connections and use 

• City of Sunnyvale does not provide water or stormwater to the Project Site 

Other1 
• Project should incorporate labor standards and use a general contractor 

• Individual requests to be included on list of interested parties to receive notices for 
environmental documents and hearings  

• Disclose outreach and engagement efforts 

• The joint climate action plan prepared for Santa Clara and San Benito Counties identified low-
income and disadvantaged communities within Mountain View and Sunnyvale 

• Provide detail on any environmental justice consideration incorporated as part of the project 
design, construction, and development 

• Suggest using the EJScreen Tool and the Federal Interagency Working Group on Environmental 
Justice’s Promising Analysis as part of the EJ methodologies in the NEPA analysis 

• Disclose if the project would result in disproportionately high and adverse impacts on any 
communities that may not experience environmental justice 

 
1  The “Other” topic includes comments received during the scoping periods that are not related to the CEQA and 

NEPA analysis, including but not limited to previous resource topics required to be analyzed, such as 
environmental justice.  
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6.3 Submitted Alternatives 
As noted above, no other alternatives were suggested during the public scoping process for both 
CEQA and NEPA.  
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message to ICF regarding BSC Moffett (water demand estimates for all scenarios). 

Lynn Bala, and Jerry Clark, NASA. Desire for Information: Berkeley Space Center at NASA Research 
Park—NASA Ames Fire Department Questionnaire. December 17, 2025. 

Lynn Bala, NASA. Desire for Information: Berkeley Space Center at NASA Research Park—NASA ARC 
Protective Services Questionnaire. May 7, 2025. 

Lynn Bala, NASA. Desire for Information: Berkeley Space Center at NASA Research Park-NASA ARC 
Protective Services Questionnaire. December 17, 2025. 

Michelle [no last name] (employee at Recology), personal communication, March 31, 2026. 

Mike Mathiesen, Associate Superintendent – Business, Mountain View Los Altos High School District. 
Personal Communication. June 2, 2025. 

Rusch, J., Project Architectural Historian & Preservation Planner (2025, June 16). Email regarding 
the appropriate Caltrans vibration criteria to apply to buildings near project construction areas. 

Tan, Valerie. Senior transportation planner, Fehr & Peers. July 19, 2025—email message to ICF 
regarding Berkeley Space Center Moffett (air quality and noise coordination regarding 
transportation data). 

Tim Youngberg, Parks and Open Space Manager, Community Services Department, City of Mountain 
View. Personal Communication. June 3, 2025. 
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Chapter 8 
Preparers List 

8.1 Lead Agencies 

8.1.1 The Regents of the University of California (California 
Environmental Quality Act Lead Agency) 

Darek DeFreece. Lead University Representative for Berkeley Space Center. J.D., Boston College Law 
School; B.A., Political Science, University of California at Berkeley. Contribution: environmental 
document review. 

Brian Harrington. Director of Physical and Environmental Planning. Master’s in City and Regional 
Planning, California Polytechnic State University San Luis Obispo; B.S., Architecture, University of 
Michigan. Contribution: environmental document review. 

Ha Ly. Associate Director of Physical and Environmental Planning. Master of Public Administration, 
California State University at Long Beach; B.A., Geography, University of California at Los Angeles. 
Contribution: environmental document review. 

Shraddha Navalli Patil. Senior Planner. Ph.D., History of Architecture and Urbanism, University of 
California at Berkeley; Master of Planning, University of Southern California at Los Angeles; Diploma 
in Architecture (equivalent to B.Arch.) TVB School of Habitat Studies at Delhi, India. Contribution: 
environmental document review. 

8.1.2 National Aeronautics and Space Administration 
(National Environmental Policy Act Lead Agency) 

Antonio Encarnacion, P.E. Project Manager. M.S., Structural Engineering, San Diego State University; 
B.S., Civil Engineering, University of California at Davis. Contribution: environmental document 
review. 

Andrés Estrada. NEPA Program Manager. Master of Environmental Science and Management, 
Conservation Planning, University of California at Santa Barbara; B.S., Ecology and Evolutionary 
Biology, University of California at Merced. Contribution: environmental document review. 

Trina Meiser. Cultural Resources Manager. MA, Historic Preservation Planning, Cornell University; 
BA, History, Kenyon College. Contribution: environmental document review. 



 
University of California, Berkeley and 
National Aeronautics and Space Administration 

  
Preparers List 

 

Berkeley Space Center at NASA Research Park 
Final Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement 8-2 August 2026 

ICF 104894.0.001 
 

8.2 Lead Agencies’ Consultants 

8.2.1 ICF (Report Preparers) 
Devan Atteberry, Senior Environmental Planner. B.S., Environmental Management and Protection, 
California Polytechnic State University at San Luis Obispo. Contribution: Deputy Project Manager, 
author of Energy section, and co-author of Public Services and Recreation sections.  

Mario Barrera, Hazardous Materials Specialist. B.S., Engineering Technology, California State 
University at Long Beach. Contribution: author of Hazards and Hazardous Materials section.  

Sheri Brown, Senior Landscape Architect. RLA California #4245. B.S., Landscape Architecture, 
University of California, Davis. Contribution: reviewer Aesthetics section. 

Edward Carr, Technical Director of Air Quality and Health Risk. M.S., Atmospheric Science, 
University of Washington, Seattle; B.S., Meteorology, California State University at San Jose. 
Contribution: co-author of Health Risk Assessment. 

Kirsten Chapman, Senior Environmental Planner. B.A., Environmental Studies/Economics, 
University of California at Santa Cruz; B.A., Politics, University of California at Santa Cruz. 
Contribution: author of Aesthetics and Land Use and Planning sections. 

Pauline Fadakaran, Senior Environmental Planner. B.S., Environmental Policy & Planning, University 
of California at Davis. Contribution: co-author of Introduction and Effects Found Not to be Significant 
sections. 

Elizabeth Foley, Senior Noise Manager. M.A., Environmental Studies, University of Southern 
California; B.A., Environmental Studies, University of Southern California. Contribution: author of 
Noise section. 

Rachel Gardiner, Senior Wildlife Biologist. M.S., Wildlife Ecology, Simon Fraser University, Burnaby, 
British Columbia; B.S., Biology, Queen's University, Kingston, Ontario. Contribution: co-author of 
Biological Resources section. 

Teresa Giffen, Graphics Specialist. M.S., Communication and Rhetoric, Rensselaer Polytechnic 
Institute; B.A., English, University of Puget Sound. Contribution: graphics preparation. 

Anthony Ha, Publications Specialist. B.A., English, Saint Mary’s College of California. Contribution: 
environmental document formatting and compiling. 

Susan Lassell, Cultural Resources Team Lead for the Western United States. M.A. Historic 
Preservation Planning, Cornell University. B.S. Environmental Design, University of California at 
Davis. Contribution: senior review of Cultural Resources and Tribal Cultural Resources sections.  

David Lucas, Publications Specialist. B.S., Biological Sciences, University of California, Merced. 
Contribution: document formatting and compilation. 

Patrick Maley, Senior Environmental Planner. Master of Public Administration, San Francisco State 
University; B.A., Humanities, San Francisco State University. Contribution: author of Geology and 
Soils section. 
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John Mathias, Senior Editor. B.A., Communications, California State University at Northridge. 
Contribution: environmental document editing. 

Dave McKenzie, GIS Analyst. Associates, GIS University of Denver; Part 107 UAV Certification, 
Colorado State University; B.A., Geography, University of Northern Colorado. Contribution: 
geographic information system support. 

Jennifer Ostner, Senior Environmental Planner. B.A., Environmental Studies, University of California 
at Santa Barbara; B.A., Political Science, University of California at Santa Barbara. Contribution: 
author of Population and Housing and Socioeconomics sections, and co-author of Utility and Service 
Systems sections. 

Brent Read, Senior GIS Manager. M.S., Watershed Science, Colorado State University; B.S., Forestry, 
Colorado State University. Contribution: geographic information system support. 

David Ryder, Senior Manager, Economics. M.S., Environmental and Natural Resource Economics, 
University of Rhode Island; B.S., Environmental Studies, Gettysburg College. Contribution: 
Socioeconomics Co-Author. 

Katrina Sukola, Water Quality and Hydrologist Specialist. M.S., Chemistry, University of Manitoba; 
B.S., Environmental Chemistry, University of Waterloo. Contribution: author of Hydrology and Water 
Quality section. 

Susan Swift, Senior Environmental Planner. M.A., Planning and Development Studies, University of 
Southern California. B.A., Environmental Psychology, University of California, Berkeley. 
Contribution: author of Other CEQA Alternatives section. 

Darrin Trageser, Air Quality and Climate Change Specialist. M.S., Atmospheric Sciences, University of 
California at Davis; B.S., Atmospheric Sciences, University of Washington, Seattle. Contribution: co-
author of Health Risk Assessment. 

Danika Tsao, Senior Biologist. M.S., Ecology, University of California at Davis; B.S., Wildlife, Fish, and 
Conservation Biology, University of California at Davis. Contribution: co-author of Biological 
Resources section. 

Mehrey Vaghti, Botanist. M.S., Ecology, University of California at Davis; B.S., Environmental Biology 
and Management, University of California at Davis. Contribution: co-author of Biological Resources 
section. 

Jessica Viramontes, Principal. M.S., Environmental Management, University of San Francisco; B.S., 
Environmental Management and Protection, California Polytechnic State University at San Luis 
Obispo. B.A., English, California Polytechnic State University at San Luis Obispo. Contribution: 
Project Manager. 

George Voigt, Senior Economics Analyst. M.S., Resource Economics and Policy, University of Maine; 
B.A., Environmental Policy and Economics, Colby College. Contribution: Socioeconomics Co-Author. 

Laura Yoon, Managing Director, Air Quality and Climate Change. M.S., Environmental Management, 
University of San Francisco. B.A., Environmental Studies (summa cum laude), University of 
Washington. Contribution: author of Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Emissions sections. 
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Sally Zeff, Planning and Environmental Project Director. M.U.P., Urban Planning, University of 
Michigan; B.A., Medieval Studies, Reed College. Contribution: Project Director. 

8.2.2 ICF Subconsultants 

8.2.2.1 Architectural Resources Group (Built-Environment Resources) 
Jon Rusch, Senior Historic Preservation Specialist. M.A., Historic Preservation Planning, Cornell 
University; B.A., Geography and Scandinavian Studies, University of Minnesota. Contribution: author 
of Cultural Resources (built-environment resources) section.  

8.2.2.2 Albion (Tribal Cultural and Archaeological Resources) 
Sarah Peelo, Registered Professional Archaeologist, President and Co-Owner. Ph.D., Anthropology, 
University of California at Santa Cruz; Master’s, Anthropology, Colorado State University; Bachelor’s, 
Combined Sciences, Santa Clara University. Contribution: Contribution: author of Cultural Resources 
(archaeological resources) and Tribal Cultural Resources sections. 

8.2.2.3 Fehr & Peers (Transportation) 
Franziska Church, AICP, Principal. M.U.P, Urban and Regional Planning, San Jose State University; 
B.S., Environmental Studies, University of California at Santa Cruz. Contribution: co-author of 
Transportation section. 

Sam Tabibnia, Senior Market Leader. M.S., Civil Engineering – Transportation, University of 
California at Berkeley. Contribution: co-author of Transportation section. 

Valerie Tan, Senior Transportation Planner. B.A., Data and Urban Studies, University of California at 
Berkeley. Contribution: co-author of Transportation section. 

8.2.3 AECOM (NASA Report Reviewers) 
Wynee Au. Senior Urban Planner. B.S. Architecture and Environmental Design, City and Regional 
Planning, California Polytechnic State University – San Luis Obispo. Contribution: Environmental 
document review. 

Jillian Betro. Environmental Planner. B.S., Environmental Science, Northwestern University. Con 
Contribution: Environmental document review. 

Matthew Bettelheim. Senior Biologist. B.S., Ecology, Behavior, & Evolution, UC San Diego. 
Contribution: Biology document review.  

Nik Carlson. Principal Economist. Master of Public Policy, Public Analysis, Harvard University, M.S., 
Economics, University of Oxford. Contribution: Socio-Economic document review. 

Wendy Copeland. Environmental Specialist. M.S., Plant Pathology, University of Georgia, B.S., Plant 
Science, University of Delaware. Contribution: Hydrology document review. 
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Anne Ferguson. Environmental Planning Manager. M.S., Environmental Sustainability, University of 
Edinburgh; B.S., Natural Resource Recreation and Tourism, Colorado State University. Contribution: 
Environmental document review. 

Samuel Jamison. Acoustician III. B.S., Mechanical Engineering, Washington University in St. Louis; 
B.S., Physics, Rhodes College. Contribution: Noise document review.  

Mary Kaplan. Senior Air Quality Meteorologist. M.S., Environmental Science, University of 
Massachusetts-Lowell, B.S., Meteorology, St. Louis University. Contribution: Air Quality document 
review. 

Anthony Mangonon. Transportation Planner. B.S., Civil Engineering, University of California - 
Berkeley. Contribution: Traffic document review. 

Suzanne McFerran. Environmental Planner. M.S., Environmental Management, University of 
California – Santa Barbara, B.S., Biology, University of California – Berkeley. Contribution: Air Quality 
document review. 

Jay Rehor. Archeologist. M.A., Cultural Resources Management, Sonoma State University, B.A., 
Anthropology and Earth Sciences, University of California – Santa Cruz. Contribution: Cultural 
Resource document review. 

Larry Singer. Principal Urban Planner. B.S. Environmental Design, Architecture, University of 
Colorado - Boulder. Contribution: Environmental document review. 

Christopher Warren. Senior Air Quality Scientist. M.S., Applied Meteorology, Plymouth State 
University, B.S., Meteorology, Millersville University. Contribution: Air Quality document review.  

8.3 Project Proponent and Project Proponent’s 
Consultants 

8.3.1 Moffett Partners, LLC (Project Proponent) 
Timothy Smith. Registered Professional Civil Engineer, Registered Professional Traffic Engineer, 
LEED Accredited Professional (U.S. Green Building Council). Chief Development Officer, SKS Partners 
(Moffett Partners, LLC Development Manager). M.S., Civil Engineering, North Carolina State 
University. Sc.B., Engineering, Brown University. Contribution: environmental document review. 

Kristina Covall. California Licensed Architect, LEED Accredited Professional (U.S. Green Building 
Council). Project Manager, SKS Partners, LLC (Moffett Partners, LLC Development Manager). 
Bachelor of Architecture, California Polytechnic State University San Luis Obispo. Contribution: 
environmental document review. 

8.3.2 Project Proponent’s Consultants 
HOK. Contribution: architecture, master planning, and urban design. 

Field Operations. Contribution: landscape architecture and urban design.  
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Arup. Contribution: planning and engineering. 

Langan. Contribution: engineering. 

BKF. Contribution: civil engineering, utility and infrastructure planning. 

Leddy Maytum Stacy Architects. Contribution: architecture. 

Sherwood Design Engineers. Contribution: engineering. 

Fehr & Peers. Contribution: transportation planning. 

EKI Environment & Water Inc. Contribution: hazardous materials compliance. 
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Chapter 9 
Descriptions of Figures 

9.1 Introduction 
Descriptions of the figures presented in this joint environmental impact report/environmental impact 
statement (EIR/EIS) and associated appendices are provided below. The University of California, 
Berkeley (UC Berkeley) and the National Aeronautics and Space Administration (NASA) are 
committed to making this joint EIR/EIS equally accessible for all reviewers; therefore, this joint 
EIR/EIS was developed to comply with applicable accessibility laws. In furtherance of this objective 
and due to the complexity of certain maps, graphs, and other figures, descriptive text is included in 
this chapter specifically for readers who may benefit from descriptive text of figures but do not use 
assistive devices for screen reading. Descriptive text is not provided for graphs and figures where 
the same information is also provided in data tables. If you have difficulty accessing material in this 
joint EIR/EIS, please contact UC Berkeley at planning@berkeley.edu. This chapter is not required by 
the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) nor by the National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA) and is not used to support the findings in Chapters 3 through 5 of this joint EIR/EIS.  

9.2 Chapter 1 
Figure 
Number Figure Title Description of Figure 
1-1 CEQA and NEPA 

Processes 
Figure 1-1 shows a side-by-side flow chart comparison of the steps 
required under CEQA for preparation of an EIR, and the steps 
required under NEPA for preparation of an EIS. The left side of the 
figure shows the requirements for an EIR under CEQA in teal boxes, 
and the right side of the figure shows the requirements for an EIS 
under NEPA in blue boxes.  

 

9.3 Chapter 2 
Figure 
Number Figure Title Description of Figure 
2-1 Project Location Figure 2-1 shows a map of the location of the proposed project 

within the NASA Ames Research Center. The map also depicts the 
different four different development areas within NASA Ames 
Research Center (i.e., NASA Research Park [where the project site is 
located], Ames Campus, Eastside/Airfield [where Moffett Federal 
Airfield is located], and Bay View). The boundary for the City of 
Mountain View is also shown to the south and west of the Project 
Site, as well as the boundary for the City of Sunnyvale to the east of 
the Project Site.  

2-2 Limits of Work Figure 2-2 shows a map of the Limits of Work which extend as far 
north as the eastern and western diked marsh and as far south as 
U.S. 101. 

mailto:planning@berkeley.edu
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Figure 
Number Figure Title Description of Figure 
2-3 Existing Conditions 

(Project Site) 
Figure 2-3 shows an aerial image of the existing conditions of the 
Project Site at NASA ARC overlayed with the Project Site 
boundaries. The Project Site is bounded by Wescoat Road to the 
north, Cody Road to the east, and an empty lot immediately west of 
Bailey Road. The southern boundary of the Project Site is between 
Edquiba Road and Girard Road.  

2-4 Existing Conditions Site 
Plan (Limits of Work) 

Figure 2-4 shows a site plan of the existing conditions within the 
project’s Limits of Work. The site plan shows that existing 
conditions within the project’s Limits of Work include buildings, 
surface parking lots, roadways, and utility infrastructure.  

2-5 Conceptual Site Plan for 
the CEQA Proposed 
Project and CEQA 
Reduced Density 
Alternative 

Figure 2-5 shows a conceptual site plan for the CEQA Proposed 
Project and CEQA Reduced Density Alternative. The conceptual site 
plan shows that the project would be divided into seven subareas. 
Subareas 1 through 6 would be oriented around Subarea 7, which 
would include the Central Green at the center of the Project Site.  

2-6 Conceptual Land Use 
Plan for the CEQA 
Proposed Project and 
CEQA Reduced Density 
Alternative 

Figure 2-6 shows a conceptual site plan, which identifies the 
anticipated locations of the proposed land uses for the CEQA 
Proposed Project and CEQA Reduced Density Alternative. The 
proposed land uses (i.e., Research and Office, Student/Faculty 
Housing, Conference Uses, Short-Term Lodging, Active Uses, and 
parking) would be oriented around the Central Green in the center 
of the Project Site. The proposed land uses would be located within 
Subarea 1 through Subarea 6. 

2-7 Conceptual Building 
Heights for the CEQA 
Proposed Project and 
CEQA Reduced Density 
Alternative 

Figure 2-7 shows a conceptual site plan depicting the building 
heights of the CEQA Proposed Project and CEQA Reduced Density 
Alternative for each of the subareas. The figure depicts that 
Subareas 1 through 6 would have a maximum building height of 
approximately 80 feet, and Subarea 7 would have a maximum 
building height of approximately 30 feet.  

2-8 Conceptual Elevations 
for the CEQA Proposed 
Project and CEQA 
Reduced Density 
Alternative 

Figure 2-8 shows the conceptual building elevations for the CEQA 
Proposed Project and CEQA Reduced Density Alternative from four 
different roadways or elevations (Girard Connector, Dailey Road, 
Cody Road, and Wescoat Road). The four different elevations depict 
the height of proposed land uses (i.e., Research and Office, 
Student/Faculty Housing, and Active Uses) compared to existing 
buildings, including Hangar One, and the air traffic control tower. 
Dashed lines show the maximum development height parameters 
of approximately 80 feet and 105 feet.   

2-9 Maximum and Minimum 
Development 
Parameters for the 
CEQA Proposed Project 
and CEQA Reduced 
Density Alternative 

Figure 2-9 shows a conceptual layout depicting the horizontal and 
vertical dimensions of the CEQA Proposed Project and CEQA 
Reduced Density Alternative based on the proposed Maximum and 
Minimum Development Parameters for each Subarea. The 
proposed buildings along Wescoat Road and Cody Road would 
include a stepdown zone. The stepdown zone would consist of a 15-
foot stepback (i.e., a recession in the building exterior) for the 
portions of the buildings higher than 35 feet. In addition, 
mechanical screens along Cody Road and Wescoat Road would be 
set back and restricted in height at a 45-degree angle to the 25-foot 
maximum mechanical screen height.  
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Figure 
Number Figure Title Description of Figure 
2-10 Conceptual Construction 

Phasing Plan for the 
CEQA Proposed Project 
and CEQA Reduced 
Density Alternative 

Figure 2-10 shows a conceptual site plan that is overlayed with the 
conceptual construction phasing plan. The conceptual construction 
phasing plan divides construction of the proposed project into four 
phases. There are four smaller inset maps adjacent to the 
construction phasing plan which show what proposed land uses 
(i.e., Research and Office, Conference Uses, Short-Term Lodging, 
Active Uses, and parking) would be constructed in the individual 
phases of construction. 

2-11 Open Campus Figure 2-11 shows a site plan of what access to the Project Site and 
surrounding NASA ARC would look like under open campus 
conditions. The figure shows that free-flowing site entry would be 
provided off of Clark Road and Ellis Street where the existing 
security and visitor checkpoints are currently located. Security 
fencing would still remain along the perimeter of NASA ARC 
property.  

2-12 Conceptual Internal 
Vehicular Circulation 
Plan for the CEQA 
Proposed Project and 
CEQA Reduced Density 
Alternative 

Figure 2-12 shows a conceptual layout of the proposed internal 
vehicle circulation plan for the CEQA Proposed Project and the 
CEQA Reduced Density Alternative. The figure shows that there 
would be streets along the perimeter of the Project Site (Wescoat 
Road, Cody Road, Girard Road, and the Girard Connector) that 
would be accessible to vehicles, as well as through the Project Site 
from Daily Road and Subarea 4. The figure shows that there would 
also be smaller shared-use streets between the proposed buildings.  

2-13 Conceptual Pedestrian 
and Bicycle Circulation 
Plans for the CEQA 
Proposed Project and 
CEQA Reduced Density 
Alternative 

Figure 2-13 shows two side by side maps that depict the conceptual 
pedestrian and bicycle plans for the CEQA Proposed Project and 
CEQA Reduced Density Alternative. The map on the left side depicts 
the pedestrian circulation plan which shows that pedestrian access 
would be provided along the perimeter of the Project Site, as well 
as internally through the subareas and between proposed 
buildings. The map on the right side depicts the bicycle circulation 
plan which shows that bicyclist access would be provided along the 
perimeter of the Project Site, and internally through the subareas.  

2-14 Transit Priority Area 
Map 

Figure 2-14 shows an aerial image of the Project Site and 
surrounding area, overlayed with Transit Priority Areas, one of 
which covers the majority of the Project Site. The Bayshore/NASA 
Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority Light Rail Station is 
located southeast of the Project Site.  

2-15a Conceptual Utilities Plan 
(Water) 

Figure 2-15a shows a conceptual layout of the proposed water plan 
for the CEQA Proposed Project and the CEQA Reduced Density 
Alternative. The proposed water plan would include 10-inch and 
12-inch water mains on-site that would be routed from the 
connection on the southwest side of the Project Site to the 
proposed buildings through a looped system that would extend 
east–west along Girard Road and north of the center of the Project 
Site. 
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Figure 
Number Figure Title Description of Figure 
2-15b Conceptual Utilities Plan 

(Tyrella Feed Water 
Main Connection 
Options 1 and 2) 

Figure 2-15b shows the conceptual layouts of the two proposed 
options to connect to the Tyrella Feed Water Main for the CEQA 
Proposed Project and the CEQA Reduced Density Alternative. The 
figure shows that option 1 would connect to the existing Tyrella 
Feed through a line along Clark Road, Wescoat Road, and the Girard 
Road Connector. The figure shows that option 2 would connect to 
the existing Tyrella Feed through a line along South Perimeter Road 
and east of Bailey Road.  

2-16a Conceptual Utilities Plan 
(Recycled Water) 

Figure 2-16a shows a conceptual layout of the proposed recycled 
water plan for the CEQA Proposed Project and the CEQA Reduced 
Density Alternative. The proposed recycle water plan would 
include 6- to 12-inch recycled water mains on-site that would be 
looped internally with branches throughout the Project Site to 
serve each of the proposed buildings.  

2-16b Conceptual Utilities Plan 
(RT Jones Road Recycled 
Water Main Connection 
Options 1 and 2) 

Figure 2-16b shows the conceptual layouts of the two proposed 
options to connect to the RT Jones Road Recycled Water Main for 
the CEQA Proposed Project and the CEQA Reduced Density 
Alternative. The figure shows that option 1 would connect to the 
existing recycled water main in RT Jones Road through a line along 
Clark Road and Wescoat Road. The figure shows that option 2 
would connect to the existing recycled water main in RT Jones 
Road through a line in the parking lot near the main gate on Clark 
Road, and along South Perimeter Road and east of Bailey Road.  

2-17 Conceptual Utilities Plan 
(Water Reuse Facility 
Option) 

Figure 2-17 shows a conceptual layout of the proposed water reuse 
facility plan for the CEQA Proposed Project. The figure shows that 
the approximately 15,000 square foot water re-use facility would 
be located in Subarea 6 in the parking structure near Girard Road, 
and would include a 300-foot pressurized main along the Girard 
Road Connector that would connect to the recycled water 
distribution infrastructure throughout the rest of the Project Site.  

2-18a Conceptual Utilities Plan 
(Wastewater) 

Figure 2-18a shows a conceptual layout of the proposed 
wastewater plan for the CEQA Proposed Project and the CEQA 
Reduced Density Alternative. The proposed wastewater plan would 
include 8-inch, 10-inch, and 12-inch sewer lines throughout the 
Project Site to each subarea. Wastewater generated by the project 
would be routed off-site through an on-site sewer lift station in the 
southwest corner of the Project Site near Girard Road and the 
Girard Connector.  

2-18b Conceptual Utilities Plan 
(Mountain View 
Wastewater Main 
Connection Options 1 
and 2) 

Figure 2-18b shows the conceptual layouts of the two proposed 
options to connect to the existing Mountain View wastewater main 
in RT Jones Road for the CEQA Proposed Project and the CEQA 
Reduced Density Alternative. The figure shows that option 1 would 
connect to the existing Mountain View wastewater main through a 
line along Clark Road and Wescoat Road. The figure shows that 
option 2 would connect to the existing wastewater main in RT 
Jones Road through a line south of Clark Road and along Wescoat 
Road. Option 2 would cross over Army controlled land.  
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Figure 
Number Figure Title Description of Figure 
2-19a Conceptual Utilities Plan 

(Stormwater) 
Figure 2-19a shows a conceptual layout of the proposed 
stormwater plan for the CEQA Proposed Project and the CEQA 
Reduced Density Alternative. The figure shows that the stormwater 
plan would consist of two subsystems: (1) subsystem 1 would 
make up the interior of the Project Site and would drain to the 
proposed 0.50-acre retention pond in the northeast corner of the 
Project Site and then into the eastern diked marsh trunk main; and 
(2) subsystem 2 would make up the perimeter of the Project Site 
and would discharge to the eastern diked marsh.  

2-19b Conceptual Utilities Plan 
(Stormwater—Eastern 
Diked Marsh Trunk 
Main) 

Figure 2-19b shows a conceptual layout of the proposed 
stormwater plan to connect to the eastern diked marsh for the 
CEQA Proposed Project and the CEQA Reduced Density Alternative. 
The figure shows that the proposed stormwater line would connect 
to the eastern diked marsh through a line from the Project site 
along Cummins Road, Bushnell Road, Zook Road, and de France 
Avenue.  

2-20 Conceptual Utilities Plan 
(Central Utility Plant 
Option) 

Figure 2-20 shows a conceptual site plan for the Central Utility 
Plant (CUP) option for the CEQA Proposed Project. The figure 
shows that the CUP building would be located in Subarea 4 in the 
parking garage. The CUP system would also include thermal energy 
storage tanks adjacent to the building. The figure shows that from 
the CUP building, the distribution system would loop around 
Subarea 7, with larger distribution pipes concentrated along 
Subareas 4,5, and 6.  

2-21 Conceptual Land Use 
Plan (No 
Student/Faculty 
Housing Variant) 

Figure 2-21 shows a conceptual site plan, which identifies the 
anticipated locations of the proposed land uses for the No 
Student/Faculty Housing Variant. The proposed land uses (i.e., 
Research and Office, Conference Uses, Short-Term Lodging, Active 
Uses, and parking) would be oriented around the Central Green in 
the center of the Project Site (i.e., Subarea 7). The proposed land 
uses would be located within Subarea 1 through Subarea 6. 

9.4 Chapter 3 
Figure 
Number Figure Title Description of Figure 
3.1-1 Cumulative Projects Figure 3.1-1 shows an aerial map of the Project Site, immediately 

adjacent surrounding area within NASA ARC, and the locations of 
the cumulative projects identified. The figure shows that there are 
21 cumulative projects. 

3.3-1 Receptor Types in the 
Local Air Quality Study 
Area 

Figure 3.3-1 identifies existing buildings, land uses, and sensitive 
receptors located in the Local Air Quality Study Area (i.e., within 
1,000 feet of the Project Site). The map provides the spatial context 
for evaluating potential localized air quality impacts from 
construction and operation of the project. Surrounding land uses—
including park, residential, educational, and daycare uses —are 
highlighted to show where sensitive receptors are located relative 
to planned project activities. The figure also depicts worker 
receptors. 
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Figure 
Number Figure Title Description of Figure 
3.4-1a Biological Resources in 

the Study Area 
(Overview) 

Figure 3.4-1a is a map of biological resources within and near the 
project site overlaid on an aerial image. The project Limits of Work 
and Biological Study Area (Biological Study Area) boundaries are 
shown for the entire project site. Land cover types within the 
Biological Study area are Developed, Disturbed, Palustrine 
Emergent Wetland, and Ruderal Annual Grassland. Field 
Observations of active western burrowing owl burrows from 2021-
2025 occur outside of the Biological Study Area. Potentially suitable 
burrows, and existing buildings with nesting swallows are shown 
within and adjacent to the Biological Study Area. Four NASA Ames 
Research Center Burrowing Owl Preserves overlap the Biological 
Study Area; three of these preserves also overlap the Limits of 
Work. 

3.4-1b Biological Resources in 
the Study Area (North) 

Figure 3.4-1b is a detailed map of biological resources within and 
near the northern portion of the Limits of Work and Biological 
Study Area overlaid on an aerial image. Land cover types within the 
Biological Study Area are Developed, Disturbed, Palustrine 
Emergent Wetland, and Ruderal Annual Grassland. Field 
Observations of active western burrowing owl burrows from 2021-
2025 occur outside of the Biological Study Area. Four potentially 
suitable burrows occur within the Biological Study Area and five 
occur outside of the Biological Study Area. NASA Ames Research 
Center Burrowing Owl Preserves BV-6 and BV-7 overlap the 
northernmost Limits of Work and Biological Study Area; the ARC-2 
preserve is adjacent and south of the Limits of Work along Zook 
Road but overlaps the Biological Study Area. Inset 1 shows detail of 
Palustrine Emergent Wetland and Ruderal Annual Grassland land 
cover that overlaps with the northern limit of the Biological Study 
Area adjacent to Burrowing Owl Preserve BV-6 and within 250 feet 
of the Limits of Work. 

3.4-1c Biological Resources in 
the Study Area (South) 

Figure 3.4-1c shows a detailed map of biological resources within 
and near the southern portion of the Limits of Work and Biological 
Study Area (Biological Study Area) overlaid on an aerial image. 
Land cover types within the Biological Study Area are Developed, 
Disturbed, and Ruderal Annual Grassland. Nine potentially suitable 
burrows occur within the Biological Study Area and four occur 
outside of the Biological Study Area. NASA Ames Research Center 
Burrowing Owl Preserve NRP-19 overlaps the southernmost Limits 
of Work and Biological Study Area along Cody Road and Macon 
Road. 

3.5-1 APE and ADI Map with 
Depths of Impact 

Figure 3.5-1 shows a map of the Area of Potential Effects, Area of 
Direct Impacts, Built Environment Study Area, and all of the 
proposed ground disturbing activities (e.g., distribution pipes, 
roads, sewer lift station, open space and landscaping, utility work, 
and building foundations) overlayed on an aerial image.  

3.9-1 Locations of MEW and 
Navy Monitoring Wells, 
Recovery Wells, and 
Treatment System 
Piping—Existing Layout 

Figure 3.9-1 shows a map of the existing MEW and NAVY 
monitoring wells, recovery wells, and the treatment facility and 
system piping on and around the Project Site. Locations of 
Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and 
Liability Act (CERCLA) sites as well as sanitary sewer and 
underground fuel lines are also shown throughout the project area.  
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Figure 
Number Figure Title Description of Figure 
3.9-2 Installation Restoration 

Program Site Locations 
and Current and Former 
UST, AST, and/or Sump 
Locations  

Figure 3.9-2 shows a map of the current and former locations of 
UST, AST, tanks, transformers, sump and/or pits on and around the 
Project Site. Locations of CERCLA sites, treatment facility and 
system piping, and sanitary sewer and underground fuel lines are 
also shown throughout the project area. The MEW Vapor Intrusion 
Study Area surrounding the Project Site is also identified in Figure 
3.9-2.  

3.9-3 Navy and MEW 
Companies Allocation 
Areas, Soil, and 
Groundwater 

Figure 3.9-3 shows a conceptual map of the project and identifies 
the boundaries for the areas of responsibility for groundwater soil 
cleanup for the Navy and MEW companies.  

3.9-4 NASA, Navy, and MEW 
Companies Areas of 
Responsibility, Vapor 
Intrusion 

Figure 3.9-4 shows a conceptual map of the project and identifies 
the boundaries for the areas of responsibility for vapor intrusion 
for the Navy and MEW companies. The MEW Vapor Intrusion Study 
Area surrounding the Project Site is also identified.  

3.10-1 FEMA Flood Zones Figure 3.10-1 shows an aerial map of FEMA flood zones in the 
project area. The Project Site and the limits of work and areas north 
of the Project Site are within FEMA Zone D (areas with 
undetermined but possible flood hazard). Areas outside of Moffett 
Field (south and west of the Project Site) are within FEMA Flood 
Zone X (shaded), areas with reduced flood risk due to levees.  
North of Moffett Field is FEMA flood Zone AE, the 100-year 
floodplain where base flood elevations are known. A small area 
northwest of the Project Site is within FEMA Zone X, areas outside 
of the 100- and 500-year floodplain. 

3.10-2 NASA Overall Existing 
Storm Drain System 

Figure 3-10.2 shows an aerial map of the existing storm drain 
system, including storm drain connections, outfalls, and ditches, 
serving the project area. The boundary of the Western Drainage 
System and the Eastern Drainage System are shown as well as the 
location of the existing stormwater retention pond, and the 
Western Diked Marsh and Eastern Diked Marsh. 

3.10-3 Groundwater Plume and 
Groundwater Wells 

Figure 3.10-3 shows a map of the regional groundwater plume on 
and around the Project Site. Locations of groundwater monitoring 
wells, Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, 
and Liability Act (CERCLA) sites and petroleum sites are also 
shown throughout the project area. 

3.12-1 Noise Measurement 
Locations 

Figure 3-12.1 shows an aerial map of the Project Site and 
immediately adjacent surrounding area with the locations of where 
short-term and long-term noise measurements were taken. There 
are three short-term noise measurement locations, and seven long-
term noise measurement locations.  

3.12-2 Conceptual Building 
Locations for the CEQA 
Proposed Project and 
CEQA Reduced Density 
Alternative 

Figure 3.12-2 shows a conceptual site plan, which identifies the 
anticipated locations of the proposed buildings for the CEQA 
Proposed Project and CEQA Reduced Density Alternative. The 
proposed buildings (numbered 1 through 12) would be oriented 
around the Central Green in the center of the Project Site 

3.13-1 Housing Study Area Figure 3.13-1 shows a map of several Bay Area Counties and the 
Project Site. The map depicts the Housing Impact Area for the 
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Figure 
Number Figure Title Description of Figure 

proposed project which covers San Mateo County, Santa Clara 
County, and Alameda County.  

3.16-1 Existing Transit Service Figure 3.16-1 shows the existing transit stations and routes. Transit 
stations include the Mountain View Caltrain station, VTA light rail 
stations, and VTA bus stops around the study area. VTA bus routes 
include routes 21, 40, 51, 52, 53, 523. Additional transit routes 
include VTA Orange Line, Caltrain, and ACE Shuttle Red Line. 

3.16-2 Existing and Proposed 
Bicycle Infrastructure  

Figure 3.16-2 shows existing and proposed Class I Bikeway 
(Shared-Use Path), Class II Bikeways (On-Street Bike Lanes), Class 
III Bikeways (Bike Routes), and Class IV Bikeways (Separated 
Bikeway) bicycle facilities approximately 1-mile around the study 
area. 

 

9.5 Chapter 4 
Figure 
Number Figure Title Description of Figure 
4-1 Project Location Figure 4-1 shows a map of the location of the project within the 

NASA Ames Research Center. The map also depicts the different 
four different development areas within NASA Ames Research 
Center (i.e., NASA Research Park [where the project site is located], 
Ames Campus, Eastside/Airfield [where Moffett Federal Airfield is 
located], and Bay View). The boundary for the City of Mountain 
View is also shown to the south and west of the Project Site, as well 
as the boundary for the City of Sunnyvale to the east of the Project 
Site.  

4-2 Limits of Work Figure 4-2 shows a map of the Limits of Work which extend as far 
north as the eastern and western diked marsh and as far south as 
U.S. 101.  

4-3 Existing Conditions 
(Project Site) 

Figure 4-3 shows an aerial image of the existing conditions of the 
Project Site at NASA ARC overlayed with the Project Site 
boundaries. The Project Site is bounded by Wescoat Road to the 
north, Cody Road to the east, and an empty lot immediately west of 
Bailey Road. The southern boundary of the Project Site is between 
Edquiba Road and Girard Road. 

4-4 Conceptual Land Use 
Plan for the NEPA Build 
Alternatives 

Figure 4-4 shows a conceptual site plan, which identifies the 
anticipated locations of the proposed land uses for the NEPA Build 
Alternatives. The proposed land uses (i.e., Research and Office, 
Student/Faculty Housing, Conference Uses, Short-Term Lodging, 
Active Uses, and parking) would be oriented around the Central 
Green in the center of the Project Site. The proposed land uses 
would be located within Subarea 1 through Subarea 6. 

4-5 Conceptual Land Use 
Plan (No 
Student/Faculty 
Housing Sub-
Alternative) 

Figure 4-5 shows a conceptual site plan, which identifies the 
anticipated locations of the proposed land uses for the No 
Student/Faculty Housing Sub-Alternative. The proposed land uses 
(i.e., Research and Office, Conference Uses, Short-Term Lodging, 
Active Uses, and parking) would be oriented around the Central 
Green in the center of the Project Site (i.e., Subarea 7). The 
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Number Figure Title Description of Figure 

proposed land uses would be located within Subarea 1 through 
Subarea 6. 

4-6 Study Intersections and 
Freeway Segments 

Figure 4-6 shows the 15 study intersections and 12 study freeway 
segments within the study area. The study intersections are along 
Moffett Boulevard, Ellis Street, Middlefield Road, Manila Drive, and 
Mathilda Avenue. The study freeway segments are along US-101, 
SR-85, and SR-237. 

 

9.6 Chapter 5 
Figure 
Number Figure Title Description of Figure 
5-1 Conceptual Land Use 

Plan for the CEQA 
Reduced Height 
Alternative 

Figure 5-1 shows a conceptual site plan, which identifies the 
anticipated locations of the proposed land uses for the CEQA 
Reduced Height Alternative. The proposed land uses (i.e., Research 
and Office, Student/Faculty Housing, Conference Uses, Short-Term 
Lodging, Active Uses, and parking) would be oriented around the 
Central Green in the center of the Project Site. The proposed land 
uses would be located within Subarea 1 through Subarea 6. 

5-2 Conceptual Elevations Figure 5-2 shows the conceptual building elevations for the CEQA 
Reduced Height Alternative from four different roadways or 
elevations (Girard Connector, Dailey Road, Cody Road, and Wescoat 
Road). The four different elevations depict the height of proposed 
land uses (i.e., Research and Office, Student/Faculty Housing, and 
Active Uses) compared to existing buildings, including Hangar One, 
and the air traffic control tower. Dashed lines show the maximum 
development height parameters of approximately 65 feet, 75 feet, 
80 feet and 105 feet. 

5-3 Maximum and Minimum 
Development 
Parameters for the 
CEQA Reduced Height 
Alternative 

Figure 5-3 shows a conceptual layout depicting the horizontal and 
vertical dimensions of the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative based 
on the proposed Maximum and Minimum Development Parameters 
for each Subarea. The proposed buildings along Wescoat Road and 
Cody Road would include a stepdown zone. The stepdown zone 
would consist of a 30-foot stepback (i.e., a recession in the building 
exterior) for the portions of the buildings higher than 35 feet. In 
addition, mechanical screens along Cody Road would be set back 
and restricted in height at a 45-degree angle to the 25-foot 
maximum mechanical screen height.  

5-4 Visual Simulation 
Locations for the CEQA 
Reduced Height 
Alternative 

Figure 5-4 shows an aerial map of the project and surrounding area 
with the locations of the key viewpoint and direction of the view for 
where visual simulations for the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative 
were generated. There are 6 key view locations from which visual 
simulations were prepared for the CEQA Reduced Height 
Alternative.  

5-5 Viewpoint 1a: 
Shenandoah Plaza 
Panorama Facing East 

Figure 5-5 shows two photographs facing east from Shenandoah 
Plaza. The top photograph shows existing conditions. The bottom 
photograph shows a visual simulation of an illustrative rendering 
of representative buildings to convey the overall vision of the CEQA 
Reduced Height Alternative. Figure 5-5 also shows a map of the 
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viewpoint location, as well as a conceptual building height and 
illustrative massing diagram from the edge of Wescoat Road under 
the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative. 

5-6 Viewpoint 1b: 
Shenandoah Plaza 
Panorama Facing East 

Figure 5-6 shows two photographs facing east from Shenandoah 
Plaza. The top photograph shows existing conditions. The bottom 
photograph shows a visual simulation of an illustrative rendering 
of representative buildings to depict what development under the 
CEQA Reduced Height Alternative could look like. Figure 5-6 also 
shows a map of the viewpoint location, as well as a conceptual 
building height and illustrative massing diagram from the edge of 
Wescoat Road under the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative. 

5-7 Viewpoint 3: Wescoat 
Road Facing West 

Figure 5-7 shows two photographs facing west from Wescoat Road. 
The top photograph shows existing conditions. The bottom 
photograph shows a visual simulation of an illustrative rendering 
of representative buildings to depict what development under the 
CEQA Reduced Height Alternative could look like. Figure 5-7 also 
shows a map of the viewpoint location, as well as a conceptual 
building height and illustrative massing diagram from the edge of 
Wescoat Road under the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative. 

5-8 Viewpoint 7: Wescoat 
Road Facing East 

Figure 5-8 shows two photographs facing east from Wescoat Road. 
The top photograph shows existing conditions. The bottom 
photograph shows a visual simulation of an illustrative rendering 
of representative buildings to depict what development under the 
CEQA Reduced Height Alternative could look like. Figure 5-8 also 
shows a map of the viewpoint location, as well as a conceptual 
building height and illustrative massing diagram from the edge of 
Wescoat Road under the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative.  

5-9 Viewpoint 8: 
Shenandoah Plaza 
Facing South 

Figure 5-9 shows two photographs facing south from Shenandoah 
Plaza. The top photograph shows existing conditions. The bottom 
photograph shows a visual simulation of an illustrative rendering 
of representative buildings to depict what development under the 
CEQA Reduced Height Alternative could look like. Figure 5-8 also 
shows a map of the viewpoint location, as well as a conceptual 
building height and illustrative massing diagram from the edge of 
Wescoat Road under the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative.  

5-10 Viewpoint 9: 
Shenandoah Plaza 
Facing South 

Figure 5-10 shows two photographs facing south from Shenandoah 
Plaza. The top photograph shows existing conditions. The bottom 
photograph shows a visual simulation of an illustrative rendering 
of representative buildings to depict what development under the 
CEQA Reduced Height Alternative could look like. Figure 5-10 also 
shows a map of the viewpoint location, as well as a conceptual 
building height and illustrative massing diagram from the edge of 
Wescoat Road under the CEQA Reduced Height Alternative.  
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Chapter 10 
Comments and Responses 

10.1 Introduction 
This chapter includes a list of the agencies, organizations, and individuals who commented on the 
joint draft environmental impact report/environmental impact statement (joint Draft EIR/EIS) 
prepared for the Berkeley Space Center at NASA Research Park (NRP) (proposed project/proposed 
action) during the public review period. In addition, the comments and the responses, including 
common responses, are provided in this chapter.  

10.2 List of Commenters 
Table 10-1 lists the agencies, organizations, and individuals who commented on the joint Draft 
EIR/EIS during the public review period. Written comments on the joint Draft EIR/EIS were 
provided to the University of California, Berkeley (UC Berkeley) and the National Aeronautics and 
Space Administration (NASA) by letter or by email during the 45-day public comment period 
between April 24, 2026, and June 10, 2026. During this review period, the document was reviewed 
by various state, regional, and local agencies as well as interested organizations and individuals. 
Comment letters on the joint draft EIR/EIS were received from nine public agencies, one 
organization, and one individual. No oral comments were provided during the joint public meeting 
held by UC Berkeley and NASA on May 13, 2026. Two comments were received within 24 hours 
after the close of the public comment period. UC Berkeley and NASA have exercised their discretion, 
including UC Berkeley’s choice under California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines Section 
15088(a), to respond to the two late comments in this document.  

The comments, which include letters and emails, have been numbered as shown in Table 10-1. The 
comments are organized and categorized by: 

• A = Public Agencies 

• O = Organizations 

• I = Individuals 

Table 10-1. List of Commenters and Locations of Responses 

Comment 
# Commenter (Date of Comment Submittal) 

Page 
Number for 
Response to 
Comment in 
Chapter 10 

Agencies 
A1 Confederated Villages of Lisjan Nation (April 30, 2026) 10-22 
A2 California Department of Transportation (June 4, 2026) 10-27 
A3 Midpeninsula Regional Open Space District (June 8, 2026) 10-31 
A4 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 9 (June 8, 2026) 10-35 
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Comment 
# Commenter (Date of Comment Submittal) 

Page 
Number for 
Response to 
Comment in 
Chapter 10 

A5 California Department of Fish and Wildlife (June 9, 2026) 10-38 
A6 California Department of Fish and Wildlife (June 10, 2026) 10-51 
A7 City of Sunnyvale (June 10, 2026) 10-70 
A8 Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority (June 10, 2026) 10-76 
A9 City of Mountain View (June 10, 2026) 10-87 

A10 Santa Clara County Central Fire Protection District (June 10, 2026) 10-95 
A11 City of Sunnyvale (June 11, 2026) 10-99 
A12 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 9 (June 11, 2026) 10-102 

Organizations 
O1 Center for Public Environmental Oversight (May 21, 2026) 10-105 
O2 Center for Public Environmental Oversight (May 22, 2026) 10-109 
O3 Center for Public Environmental Oversight (June 9, 2026) 10-115 

Individuals 
I1 Tom Winkle (April 28, 2026) 10-125 
I2 Tom Winkle (May 5, 2026) 10-128 

10.3 Comments and Responses 
This section includes the comments on the joint Draft EIR/EIS and the responses, including common 
responses. Specific comments within each letter or email are denoted in the left margin by a vertical 
line and number. Responses immediately follow each comment letter and are enumerated to 
correspond with the comment number. For example, Response A2-1 refers to the response for the 
first comment in Letter A2. The italicized text in the beginning of each response provides a summary 
of each specific comment. Page number references in the responses refer to the page numbers of the 
joint Draft EIR/EIS published on April 24, 2026 (i.e., not the page numbers in this joint Final 
EIR/EIS).  

This joint Final EIR/EIS includes minor revisions to clarify and amplify the joint Draft EIR/EIS, 
including minor staff-initiated revisions to the joint Draft EIR/EIS and revisions made to the joint 
Draft EIR/EIS in response to certain comments. Minor staff-initiated revisions to the joint Draft 
EIR/EIS are also provided in the applicable chapter of this joint EIR/EIS. Revisions made to the joint 
Draft EIR/EIS in response to certain comments are described in the response; the complete 
revisions are provided in the applicable chapter of this joint EIR/EIS.  
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Please note: 

• The Executive Summary, Chapters 1 through 3, and Chapters 5 through 9 of this joint Final 
EIR/EIS show revisions with underline for additions and strike out for deletions;1 revisions to 
these chapters include minor staff-initiated revisions and revisions in response to certain 
comments, which are discussed qualitatively in the responses to comments in this chapter. 

• Chapter 4 of this joint Final EIR/EIS does not show revisions in underline or strike out; revisions 
to Chapter 4 include minor staff-initiated revisions and revisions in response to certain 
comments, which are discussed qualitatively in the responses to comments in this chapter.  

• The following appendices were revised since the publication of the joint Draft EIR/EIS: the 
temporary traffic control procedures (Appendix 2-3 of this joint EIR/EIS), the detailed analysis 
of proposed tribal alternatives (confidential Appendix 5-1 of this joint EIR/EIS), and the Water 
Supply Evaluation (Appendix 3.18-1 of this joint EIR/EIS); revisions to these appendices are not 
shown in underline or strike out. Revisions to these appendices include minor staff-initiated 
revisions and revisions in response to certain comments, which are discussed qualitatively in 
the responses to comments in this chapter. The following appendices are new appendices that 
were not included with the joint Draft EIR/EIS: the Summary of AB 52 Consultation after 
DEIR/DEIS Publication for the Berkeley Space Center at NASA Research Park Project (Appendix 
3.5-2 of this joint EIR/EIS) and the Response to Public Comments Related to Hazardous Materials 
Conditions for Berkeley Space Center at NASA Research Park (EKI Response to Hazardous 
Materials Comments) (Appendix 10-1 of this joint EIR/EIS); these appendices are not shown in 
underline or strike out. No other revisions to appendices have been made since publication of 
the joint Draft EIR/EIS. 

The responses in this chapter provide clarification and further substantiation for the analysis and 
conclusions presented in the joint Draft EIR/EIS. The purpose of the responses to comments is to 
address concerns raised about the environmental effects of the proposed project and process by 
which UC Berkeley and NASA conducted CEQA and NEPA evaluations, respectively. Comments that 
express an opinion about the merits of the proposed project rather than raise questions about 
environmental impacts or mitigation measures and alternatives, the adequacy of the joint Draft 
EIR/EIS, or compliance with CEQA or NEPA, are not examined in detail in this document. In addition, 
responses are not provided regarding financial concerns or designs of the proposed project that 
would not have a physical environmental impact. CEQA Guidelines Section 15088 stipulates that 
responses should pertain to major or significant environmental issues raised by commenters. 

All text revisions to the joint Draft EIR/EIS are to provide clarification or additional detail; these 
revisions do not alter the conclusions or findings in the joint Draft EIR/EIS. After considering all 
comments received on the joint Draft EIR/EIS, the Lead Agencies have determined that the changes 
do not result in a need to recirculate the joint Draft EIR/EIS. Under the CEQA Guidelines, 
recirculation is required when new significant information identifies at least one of the following: 

• A new significant environmental impact resulting from the project or from a new mitigation 
measure proposed to be implemented. 

 
1 In some instances, the Executive Summary, Chapters 1 through 3, and Chapters 5 through 9 in the joint Draft 

EIR/EIS include underlined text that is a formatting technique and does not indicate revisions made as part of 
the joint Final EIR/EIS. In those instances, a statement has been added to clarify that the underlined text is not a 
revision. 
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10.3.2.17 Response to Comment I2—Tom Winkle 
I2-1 The commenter follows up on previously submitted comments expressing interest in 

providing environmental consulting and remediation services for the proposed project. 
This commenter provided comments on April 28, 2026, and those comments are 
addressed in Response to Comment I1. 
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