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D.  Project Alternatives 
D.1  Introduction 
The certified 2006 FEIR analyzed a reasonable range of alternatives to the proposed project. Section 
4.1 of the 2005 DEIR provides extensive information on the development and screening of those project 
alternatives. Preparation of an SEIR does not require revisiting the prior alternatives analysis; rather, 
the purpose of this Draft SEIR is to consider whether the proposed changes to the project and changed 
project circumstances result in new or substantially more severe significant impacts. This section considers 
whether the new or modified project components analyzed in this SEIR alter any conclusions regarding 
either the comparison of the proposed project to the alternatives analyzed in the prior EIR or the identi-
fication of the proposed project as the environmentally superior alternative. 

It should be noted that an EIR is not required to consider alternatives to a component of the project, such 
as the addition of weekend service. Rather, the alternatives analysis in the prior EIR appropriately con-
sidered alternatives to the project as a whole. The use of an alternative vehicle or the addition of week-
end service is a potential modification of the proposed project and does not require that an alternative 
be developed that specifically addresses that particular modification. With respect to weekend service, the 
2006 certified FEIR already considered a bus service alternative and determined that the proposed SMART 
passenger rail project offered net environmental advantages over the bus alternative. 

D.2  Comparison of Revised Project to Other Alternatives 
Three alternatives to the SMART project were identified and analyzed in the 2005 DEIR and 2006 FEIR: 
No-Project, Express Bus, and Minimum Operable Segment (MOS). The previous analysis discussed the trade-
offs associated with each alternative, compared the alternative to future baseline conditions and compared 
the alternative to the proposed SMART project, as required by CEQA. The conclusions reached in the 
2006 FEIR are not changed by the analysis in this SEIR. 

No-Project Alternative 
The No-Project Alternative is defined and analyzed in Section 4.3 of the 2005 DEIR. The SMART project 
was found to offer environmental advantages over the No-Project Alternative in the issue areas of trans-
portation, air quality, energy, land use and recreation. Adding weekend passenger rail service and/or using 
light DMUs instead of heavy DMUs for the SMART project would not change the conclusions of the 2006 
FEIR (see SEIR Sections C.3 and C.4 regarding impacts of adding weekend service and light DMUs). 
As shown in Table C.3-8, the SMART project would result in a net reduction in energy use compared to 
No-Project. The SMART project’s slight increase in emissions on the weekend would be offset by weekday 
reductions in all pollutants except NOx. Utilizing light DMUs would further reduce impacts in energy and 
air quality. 

Express Bus Alternative 
The Express Bus Alternative is defined and analyzed in Section 4.4 of the 2005 DEIR. The findings of the 
previous environmental analysis are not changed by the analysis presented in this SEIR for the revised 
SMART project. The primary environmental advantages of the SMART project over the Express Bus Alter-
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native noted in the 2006 FEIR included transportation, air quality, energy, land use and recreation. The 
only difference is the SMART project’s addition of weekend service and potential use of light DMUs and 
these changes would not change the conclusions in the previous environmental analysis. With the addition of 
weekend service, passenger rail service would continue to offer environmental advantages over bus service 
in these same issue areas, given faster travel times, lower overall levels of energy use and emissions and 
continued benefits from the bicycle/pedestrian pathway. Utilizing light DMUs would further increase envi-
ronmental advantages due to better fuel efficiency, fewer emissions, and reduced greenhouse gases. 

Minimum Operable Segment (MOS) 
The differences between the Minimum Operable Segment (MOS) and the proposed SMART project would 
remain the same as identified in the 2005 DEIR and 2006 FEIR. The same project revisions described 
in this SEIR (weekend service and light DMUs) would be applied to the MOS alternative. 

D.3  Environmentally Superior Alternative 
As noted in the 2005 DEIR Section 4.6, there are tradeoffs in impacts associated with the various alterna-
tives and some issue areas may bear more importance than others in the decision-making process (e.g., short-
term effects versus long-term conditions). The 2005 DEIR identified the proposed SMART project as the 
environmentally superior alternative due to environmental advantages in the issue areas of transporta-
tion, air quality, energy use and recreation. 

Based on information in this SEIR, this conclusion remains unchanged. Compared to other alternatives 
(No-Project, Express Bus and Minimum Operable Segment Alternatives), the proposed SMART project, 
with the addition of weekend service and/or use of light DMUs, would continue to provide net overall envi-
ronmental benefits in transportation, air quality, energy use and recreation. One of the most substantial 
advantages is that it would result in a net reduction of greenhouse gas emissions in the region through reduc-
tions in VMT. 
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