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PREFACE 

This document, in its entirety (Volumes 1, la, 2, 3, and 3a), constitutes the Final Environmental Impact 

Report (Final EIR) for the 2002 Long Range Deve lopment Plan (LRDP) and Northwest Housing Infill 

Project (NHIP). A Final EIR is defined by Section 15362(b) of the California Environmental Quality Act 

(CEQA) Guidelines as " ... containing the information contained in the Draft EIR; comments, either 

verbatim or in summary, received in the review process; a list of persons commenting; and the response 

of the Lead Agency to the comments received." 

This 2002 LRDP Final EIR is composed of five volumes . They are as follows: 

Volumes 1 and la 2002 LRDP Draft EIR and Technical Appendices- These volumes describe 

the existing environm ental setting on the UCLA campus and in the vicinity of the 

campus; analyze potential impacts on that setting due to implementation of the 

2002 LRDP; identify mitigation measures that could avoid or reduce the 

magnitude of significant impacts; evaluate cumulative impacts that would be 

caused by the project in combination with other future projects or growth that 

could occur in the region; analyze growth-inducing impacts; and provide a full 

evaluation of the alternatives to the proposed project that could eliminate, reduce, 

or avoid project-related impacts . Refer to the Contents of Volume 1 for a 

complete list of appendices. Any text revisions due to corrections of errors, or 

r esulting from comments received on the Draft EIR, are included in Volume 3. 

Volume 2 2002 LRDP /NHIP Draft EIR and Technical Appendices- This volume 

provides project-specific analysis of the NHIP, a component of the 2002 LRDP. 

This volume describes the existing environmental setting on the NHIP project site 

and in the vicinity of the project site; analyzes potential impacts on that setting due 

to construction and operation of the NHIP; identifies mitigation m easures that 

could avoid or reduce the magnitude of significant impacts; and provides a full 

evaluation of the alternatives to the proposed project that could e liminate, reduce, 

or avoid project-related impacts. Refer to the Contents of Volume 2 for a 

complete list of appendix titles. Any text revisions due to corrections of errors, 

or resulting from commen ts received on the Draft EIR, are included in Volume 3. 

Volumes 3 and 3a Draft EIR Text Changes, Responses to Comments, and Mitigation 

Monitoring and Reporting Programs- This volume contains an explanation 

of the format and content of the Final EIR; all Draft EIR text changes; a complete 

UCLA 2002 LRDP/NHIP Final EIR v 
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list of all persons, organizations , and public agencies that commented on the Draft 

EIR; copies of the actual comment letters; the transcript from the public hearing; 

the Lead Agency' s responses to all comments; and the Mitigation Monitoring and 

Reporting Programs (MMRPs) . 

REVIEW PROCESS 

The Draft LRDP and EIR for the 2002 LRDP, including the NHIP, was issued on October 31, 2002, and 

initially circulated for public review and comment for a 46-day period scheduled to end on December 

16, 2002. In response to a request from the community, the public review and comment period was 

extended an additional 4 days to December 20, 2002. During the public review period, copies of the 

Draft EIR were distributed to public agencies through the State of California, Office of Planning and 

Research. UCLA also directly distributed the document to over eighty individuals, agencies, and 

organizations. Copies of the Draft EIR were available for review at two on-campus libraries and nine off­

campus libraries. In addition, the Draft EIR was available on UCLA's website and at the UCLA Capital 

Programs Facility, which is located at 1060 Veteran Avenue, Third Floor , on the UCLA campus. 

Although not required by CEQA or the CEQ£1 Guidelines, a Community Information and EIR Scoping 

Meeting for the proposed project was also held on April 6, 2002, to solicit input from interested 

agencies, individuals, and organizations regarding the range of actions, alternatives, mitigation measures, 

and significant effects to be analyzed in this EIR. A public hearing was also held on November 20 , 2002, 

on the UCLA campus during which the public was given the opportunity to provide comments on the 

Draft EIR. Nine persons presented verbal comments on the proposed project and the Draft EIR during 

the public hearing. 

REVISIONS TO THE DRAFT EIR 

Revisions to the text of the Draft EIR have been made in Volume 3 of this Final EIR, with striketh~ottgh 

text for deletions and double underline text for additions. 

MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAMS 

An MMRP will be adopted by The Board of Regents of the Univer sity of California (The Regents) for 

both the 2002 LRDP and the NHIP, as required for compliance with Sections 21081(a) and 21081.6 of 

the Public Resources Code. The proposed MMRPs are included in their entirety in Volume 3a (Chapter 

IV and Chapter V) of this Final EIR. All 2002 LRDP and NHIP mitigation measures included in the 2002 

LRDP Final EIR for this project would be monitored by the appropriate campus entity, and reported on 

an annual basis. 

vi U niversity of California, Los A ngeles 
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Federal Express 

June 13, 2001 

State of California 
Office of Planning and Research 
1400 Tenth Street, Room 222 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

----- ---------

NOTICE OF PREPARATION 

DRAFT SUBSEQUENT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT 

Project Title: Long Range Development Plan Update 

Project Number: 948365 

Lead Agency: University of California 

Project Location: University of California, Los Angeles campus 

County: Los Angeles 

Project Description: The University of California, Los Angeles proposes to update the campus' 
Long Range Development Plan, previously adopted by The Regents of the University of 
California in November 1990. The Long Range Development Plan Update ("LRDP Update" or 
"Plan Update") will be undertaken to address anticipated growth in student enrollment. 

The State of California Department of Finance and the California Public Postsecondary 
Education Commission anticipate substantial population growth in the State of California over 
the next decade. The University proposes to accommodate this increase in order to meet the 
State's needs and sustain its commitment to ensure access to public higher education under the 
Master Plan for Higher Education in California. It is anticipated that UCLA could experience an 
increase in enrollment of approximately 4,000 full time equivalent students by the year 2010. 
This potential increase would exceed the student enrollment assumptions in the adopted LRDP. 
Accordingly, UCLA will update the LRDP and prepare a Subsequent Environmental Impact 
Report in accordance with Section 21080.09 of the California Environmental Quality Act ("the 
LRDP SEIR "). 

The LRDP SEIR will incorporate relevant information and analyses from the Final EIR on the 
LRDP (SCH#89072618), certified by The Regents of the University of California in November, 

LRDP UPDATE NOP - FINAL DRAPT.DOC [W97) 
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1990 ("1990 LRDP FEIR"). The 1990 LRDP FEIR previously analyzed the environmental 
consequences of a proposed 3.71 million square feet of new development between 1990 and 
2005. The LRDP SEIR will evaluate the anticipated enrollme-nt increase and the completion, by 
approximately 2010, of the previously analyzed development program, of which approximately 
1.9 million gross square feet remains. Furthermore, the LRDP SEIR will incorporate the existing 
LRDP mitigation measures as appropriate, including the limits on the campus' overall vehicular 
trip generation. By so doing, the LRDP Update will extend the efficacy of the 1990 LRDP from 
the original 2005 horizon year to 2010 by maintaining the overall development square footage 
and trip generation limits of the Plan while accommodating an increased level of enrollment 
growth. 

The LRDP SEIR will consider the potential environmental effects of the development of 
approximately 1.9 million square feet of space for academic, research, housing and other uses on 
campus. In addition, the LRDP SEIR will serve as a program EIR for the consideration of 
subsequent actions consistent with the LRDP Update. As part of the environmental analysis for 
the LRDP Update, the University will evaluate all of the mitigation measures identified in the 
1990 LRDP FEIR to determine whether new or modified mitigation measures are necessary to 
reduce the potential significant impacts of campus development through 2010. 

In compliance with the State and University of California guidelines for implementation of the 
California Environmental Quality Act, this Notice of Preparation is hereby sent to inform you 
that the University of California, Los Angeles is preparing a Draft Subsequent Environmental 
Impact Report on the above-named project. Potential environmental effects of the proposed 
LRDP Update for which detailed analyses will be conducted include: aesthetics, air quality, 
biological resources, cultural resources, geology and soils, hazards and hazardous materials, 
hydrology and water quality, land use and planning, noise, population and housing, public 
services, recreation, transportation and traffic, utilities and service systems. Elaboration of the 
potential environmental issues to be considered in each area are summarized in an Attachment to 
this NOP. The Draft LRDP SEIR will also include analysis of project alternatives and 
cumulative effects. 

As Lead Agency we need to know the views of your agency as to the scope and content of the 
environmental information which is germane to your agency's statutory responsibilities in 
connection with the proposed project. 

Due to the time limits mandated by State law, your response must be sent at the earliest possible 
date, but not later than 30 days after receipt of this Notice. A public information and EIR 
scoping meeting will be scheduled at UCLA in the near future and will be advertised in local 
newspapers and by direct mailing to notify interested individuals and agencies. Please designate 
a contact person in your agency and send your response to me at the address below. 

Sincerely, 

TovaLelah 
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Assistant Director 
Environmental Planning 
UCLA Capital Programs 
1060 Veteran Avenue 
Los Angeles, CA 90095-1365 
(310) 206-5482 

Attachment 1: 
Attachment 2: 
Attachment 3: 

cc: 

Potential Environmental Issues 
Document Transmittal Form 
Regional and campus location maps 

General Manager Frankie Bannerjee, Los Angeles Department of Transportation 
Mr. Stephen Buswell, California Department of Transportation 
Mr. Dennis Dickerson, California Regional Water Quality Control Board 
Ms. Viviane Doche, Southern California Association of Governments 
Councilmember Michael Feuer, 5th District 
Ms. Kathryn Higgins, SCAQMD 
Honorable Paul Koretz, State Assembly, 42"d District 
Honorable Sheila James Kuehl, State Senate, 23rd District 
Councilmember Cindy Miscikowski, 11th District 
Superintendent Roy Romer, Los Angeles Unified School District 
Honorable Henry Waxman, U.S. Congress, California, 29th District 
Honorable Zev Yaroslavsky, County Supervisor, 3rd District 
State of California, Department of Fish and Game 

Citv Planning Departments 

Community Planning and Development, City of Santa Monica 
Planning Department, City of Los Angeles 
Planning Department, City of Beverly Hills 
Planning Department, Culver City 

Countv Agencies 

County of Los Angeles, Regional Planning, Environmental Section 
Los Angeles County Clerk 
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University of California 

Assistant Vice Chancellor Max Benavidez 
Administrative Vice Chancellor Peter W. Blackman 
Assistant Vice President Michael Bocchicchio 
Executive Director Diana Brueggemann 
Assistant Vice Chancellor Glyn Davies 
Vice Chancellor Winston C. Doby 
Campus Architect Marc Fisher 
Vice President and General Counsel James Holst 
Executive Vice Chancellor Wyatt R. Hume 
Director Cynthia Ingham Bachman 
Associate Vice Chancellor Paula Lutomirski 
Vice Chancellor Joseph D. Mandel 
Associate Vice Chancellor Sam Morabito 
Assistant Vice Chancellor Michael O'Donnell 
Senior Planner Mary O'Keefe 
Assistant Vice Chancellor Sue Santon 
Director Mark Stocki 
University Counsel Alan Waltner 
Director Jack Zimmermann 
UCLA Academic Senate, Council on Planning and Budget 
President, Graduate Students Association 
President, Undergraduate Student's Association Council 

Local Associations and Individuals 

Mr. Richard Agay, Westside Community Planning Council 
Ms. Sandy Brown, The Holmby-Westwood Property Owners Association, Inc. 
Ms. Elaine Gerdau, Bel-Air Association 
Ms. Laura Lake, Friends of Westwood 
Ms. Mary Leslie, Interim President, Los Angeles Business Council 
Travis Longcore, Ph.D., The Urban Wildlands Group 
Ms. Carole Magnuson 
Mr. Mike Metcalf, Save Westwood Village 
Alvin Milder, Esq., UCLA Watch 
Mrs. Harriet Miller, Westwood Hills Property Owners Association 
Mr. Robert Ringler, President, Residents of Beverly Glen, Inc. 
Ms. Shelley Taylor, North Village Association 
Mr. Philip Thomas, CEO, V.A. of Greater Los Angeles Healthcare System 
Mr. Stephen Twining, President 

Roscomare Valley & Hillside Homeowners Association 
Executive Director Bob Walsh, Westwood Community Alliance 
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Aesthetics 

UCLA Long Range Development Plan Update 
Notice of Preparation Attachment #1 

Potential Environmental Issues 

Potential effects on scenic resources and campus view corridors 
Potential alteration in visual characteristics 
Potential changes in sources of light or glare 

Agricultural Resources 
Not applicable on the UCLA campus and vicinity 

Air quality 
Consistency with adopted air quality plans 
Long-term operational emissions from mobile and stationary sources 
Short-term construction emissions 
Potential air quality effects to sensitive receptors on and off campus 

Biological resources 
Removal and replacement of specimen trees and landscaping 
Potential effects on potential migratory bird habitat 

Cultural Resources 
Potential effects to the historic and architectural qualities of potentially historic campus buildings 
Potential effects on archaeologic or paleolithic resources during excavation 

Geology and Soils 
Seismic considerations in the siting and design of future development 
Suitability of soils for future development 
Extent of grading and export of earth materials 

Hazards and Hazardous Materials 
Use, transport and disposal of hazardous materials from research and patient care activities 
Potential toxic emissions or wastes from operational and construction activities 
Potential risks to people or structures 

Hydrology and Water Quality 
Potential change in amount and quality of storm water runoff and effect on drainage systems 
Potential alteration of drainage patterns 
Consistency with adopted water quality standards or waste discharge requirements 

Land Use and Planning 
Compatibility with adjacent land uses on and off campus 
Intensification of land use in the campus housing and core zone 
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Consistency with adopted LRDP planning principles 

Mineral Resources 
Not applicable on the UCLA campus 

Noise 
Potential for long term increases in ambient noise 
Short-term construction related noise and vibration 

Population and Housing 
Impact on campus population, including students, faculty, staff and visitors 
Potential impact on housing demand, on and off campus 

Public Services 
Potential impact of increased population on police and fire protection services 
Potential impact of increased population on demand for schools, parks and other public services 

Recreation 
Potential impact of increased demand for on and off campus recreational facilities 

Transportation and Traffic 
Short-term construction effects on access, parking and circulation 
Long-term operational effects on access, parking and circulation 
Impacts from vehicle trips on local intersections and the regional highway network 
Consistency with adopted congestion management plans 
Potential effects on the demand for parking 
Potential effects on the provision of transportation demand management alternatives 

Utilities and Service Systems 
Potential effects on utility conveyance systems including: water, wastewater and natural gas 
Adequacy of electrical , steam and chilled water capacity of the Campus Energy Systems Facility 
Consistency with adopted regulations related to solid waste generation 
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Governor 's Office of Planning and Research 

State Clearinghouse 
G ray L)a,·is 
GO\'ER~OR 

Ste,·e Nisse n 
I >IK I CIOK 

Notice of Preparation 

June 13, 2001 

To: Reviewing Agencies 

Re: UCLA Long Range Development Plan Update 
SCH# 1989072618 

Attached for your review and comment is the Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the UCLA Long Range Development 
Plan Update draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR). 

Responsible agencies must transmit their comments on the scope and content of the NOP, focusing on specific 
information related to their own statutory responsibility, within 30 days of receipt of the NOP from the Lead Agency. 
This is a courtesy notice provided by the State Clearinghouse with a reminder for you to comment in a timely 
manner. We encourage other agencies to also respond to this notice and express their concerns early in the 
environmental review process. 

Please direct your comments to: 

Tova Lelah 
Regents of the University of California 
1060 Veteran Avenue, CPB 3rd Floor 
Los Angeles, CA 90095 

with a copy to the State Clearinghouse in the Office of Planning and Research. Please refer to the SCH number 
noted above in all correspondence concerning this project. 

If you have any questions about the environmental document review process, please call the State Clearinghouse at 
(916) 445-0613. 

7~ 
Scott Morgan V 

Sincerely, 

~~~~ 
<:::::__--/ 

Project Analyst, State Clearinghouse 

Attachments 
cc: Lead Agency 

1400 T ENTH STREET P.O. BOX 3044 SACRAME NTO, C ALIFORN IA 95812-3044 

916- 445- 0613 FAX 916 - 323- 3018 WWW.OPR.CA.GOV/C LEA RING HO USE. HTML 

~) 



SCH# 
Project Title 

Lead Agency 

1989072618 

Document uetaus Kepon 
State Clearinghouse Data Base 

UCLA Long Range Development Plan Update 
University of California, Regents of the 

NOP Notice of Preparation Type 

Description The University of California, Los Angeles proposes to update the campus' Long Range Development 
Plan , previously adopted by the Regents of the University of California in November 1990. The Long 
Range Development Plan Update ("LRDP Update" or "Plan Update") will be undertaken to address 
anticipated growth in student enrollment. 

Lead Agency Contact 
Tova Lelah Name 

Agency 
Phone 
email 

Address 
City 

Regents of the University of California 
310/206-5482 

1060 Veteran Avenue, CPS 3rd Floor 
Los Angeles 

Project Location 
County Los Angeles 

City Los Angeles, City of 
Region 

Cross Streets Westwood Boulevard/LeConte Avenue 
Parcel No. 
Township 

Proximity to: 
Highways 1-405 

Airports 
RaJ/ways 

Waterways 
Schools 

Land Use Campus 

Range 

Fax 

State CA Zip 90095 

Section Base 

Project Issues Aesthetic/Visual; Air Quality; Archaeologic-Historic; Drainage/Absorption; Geologic/Seismic; Noise; 
Population/Housing Balance; Public Services; Recreation/Parks; Sewer Capacity; Soil 
Erosion/Compaction/Grading; Solid Waste; Toxic/Hazardous; Traffic/Circulation; Vegetation; Water 
Quality; Water Supply; Growth Inducing; Landuse; Cumulative Effects 

Reviewing Resources Agency; Department of Conservation; Office of Historic Preservation; Department of Parks 
Agencies and Recreation; Department of Health Services; Department of Fish and Game, Region 5; Native 

American Heritage Commission; Public Utiliti~s Commission; State Lands Commission; Caltrans, 
District 7; Department of Housing and Community Development; California Highway Patrol; Caltrans, 
Division of Transportation Planning; Department of Toxic Substances Control; Regional Water Quality 

Control Board, Region 4 

Date Received 06/13/2001 Start of Review 06/13/2001 End of Review 07/12/2001 

Note: Blanks in data fields result from insufficient information provided by lead agency. 
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NOP Distribution List 

Resources Agency 

II Resources Agency 
Nadell Gayou 

D Dept-. of Boating & Waterways 
Bill Curry 

D California Coastal 
Commission 
Elizabeth A. Fuchs 

fa Dept. of Conservation 
Ken Trott 

0 Dept. of Forestry & Fire 
Protection 
Allen Robertson 

IJD Office of Historic 
Preservation 
Hans Kreutzberg 

II Dept of Parks & Recreation 
Resource Mgmt. Division 

D Reclamation Board 
Pam Bruner 

D S.F. Bay Conservation & 
Dev't. Comm. 
Steve McAdam 

0 Resources Agency 
Nadell Gayou 
Dept. of Water Resources 

Health & Welfare 

m Health & Welfare 
Wayne Hubbard 
Dept. of HealthJDrlnklng Water 

Food & Agriculture 

0 Food & Agriculture 
Tad Bell 
Dept. of Food and Agriculture 

- - - -

Fish and Game 

D Dept. of Fish & Game 
Scott Flint 
Environmental Services Division 

CJ Dept. of Flah & Game 
Donald Koch 
Region 1 

CJ Dept. of Flah & Game 
Banky Curtis 
Region 2· 

D Dept. of Fish & Game 
Robert Floerke 
Region 3 

D Dept. of Fish & Game 
William Laudennllk 

· Reglon4 

,lj Dept. of Fish & Game 
Sandy Peterson 
Region 5, Habitat Conservation 
Program 

D Dept. of Fish & Game 
Gabrina Gatchel 
Region 6, Habitat Conservation 
Program 

0 Dept. of Flah & Game 
Tammy Allen 
Region 6, lnyo/Mono, Habitat 
Conservation Program 

0 Dept. of Fish & Game 
Tom Napoli 
Marine Region 

Independent Commissions · 

0 California Energy Commission 
Environmental Office 

• Native American Heritage 
Comm. 
Debbie Treadway 

II Public Utllltlea Commlaalon 
Andrew Bamsdale 

• State Landa Commission . 
Betty Silva 

0 Governor's Office of Planning 
· & Research 

State Clearinghouse Planner 

0 Colorado River Board 
Gerald R. Zimmerman 

0 Tahoe Regional Plannln~ 
Agency (TRPA) 
Lyn Bamett 

D Office of Emergency Servlcu 
John Rowden, Manager 

0 Delta Protection Commission 
Debby Eddy 

0 Santa Monica Mountains 
Conservancy 
Paul Edelman 

Dept. of Transportation 

0 Dept. of Transportation 
· IGR/Piannlng 

District 1 

0 Dept. of Transportation 
VIcki Roe 
Local, Development Review, 
District 2 . 

0 Dept. of Transpo~tlon 
Jeff Pulverman 
District 3 

0 Dept. of Transportation 
Jean Finney 
Dlstrlct.4 

0 Dept of Transportation 
Lawrence Newland 
Dlstrlct5 

0 Dept of Transportation 
Marc Birnbaum · 
District 6 

• Dept. of Transportation 
Stephen J. Buswell 
District 7 

0 Dept. of Transportation 
Mike Slm 
District 8 

0 Dep~~ of Transportation 
Caroline Vee for Kate Walton 
Dlstrlct 9 

- ·- - - - -·-
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C1 Dept of Transportation. 
Chris Sayre · 
District 10 

0 Dept of Transportation 
Lou Salazar 
District 11 

0 Dept of Transportation 
Aileen Kennedy 
District 12 

Business. Trans & Housing 

II Housing & Community Development 
Cathy Creswell 
Housing Polley Division ·o: 

0 c;altrana • Division of Aeronautics 
Sandy Heanard 

PJ· California Highway Patrol 
Lt. Dennis Brunette 
Office of Special Projects 

8 Dept. of Transportation 
Ron Helgeson 
Caltrans - Planning 

. 0 Dept of General Services 
Robert Sleppy 
Environmental Services Section 

Air Ruourc:ea Board 

0 Airport Projects 
Jim Lerner 

0 Transportation Projects 
· Ann Geraghty 

0 lndustrlal Projects 
Mike Tollstr\Jp 

CJ Callfor.nla Integrated Waste 
Management Board 
Sue O'Leary 

0 State Water Resources Control 
Board 
Diane Edwards 
Division of Clean Water Programs 

0 State Water Resources Cdntrol 
Board 
Greg Frantz 
Division of Water Quality . ' 

0 State Water Resoucea Control 
Board 
Mike Falkenstein 
Division of Water Rights 

II Dept. of Toxic Substances Cont 
· CEQA Tracking Center 

Regional Water Quality Control 
Board (RWQCB) 

CJ RWQCB 
Cathleen Hudson 
North Coast Region (1) 

(J RWQCB 
Environmental Document 
Coordinator 
San Francisco Bay Region (2) 

D RWQCB 
Central Coast Region (3) 

• RWQCB 
Jonathan Bishop 
Los Angeles Region (4) 

[) RWQCB 
Central Valley Region (5) 

0 RWQCB 
Central Valley Region (5) 
Fresno Branch Office 

0 RWQCB 
Central Valley Region (5) 
Redding Branch Office 

0 RWQCB 
Lahontan Region (6) 

0 RWQCB 
Lahontan Reglo!l (6) 
VIctorville Branch Office 

0 RWQCB 
Colorado River Basin Region (7) 

0 RWQCB . 
Santa Ana Region (8) 

0 RWQCB 
San Diego Region (9) 

- - -··- - - - -
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SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA 

ASSOCIATION of 
GOVERNMENTS 

Main Office 

818 West Seventh Street 

12th Floor 

los Angeles, California 

90017-3435 

t (213) 236-1800 

r (213) 236-1825 

www.scag.ca.gov 

omctn: Pnskknt: Supervisor Jon Mikels. County 
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June 25, 2001 

Ms. Tova Lelah 
Assistant Director 
Environmental Planning 
UCLA Capital Programs 
1060 Veteran Avenue 
Los Angeles, CA 90095-1365 

RE: Comments on the Notice of Preparation for a Draft Subsequent 
Environmental Impact Report for the UCLA Long Range Development Plan 
Update - SCAG No. I 2001 0325 

Dear Ms. Lelah: 

Thank you for submitting the Notice of Preparation for a Draft Subsequent 
Environmental Impact Report for the UCLA Long Range Development Plan Update 
to SCAG for review and comment. As areawide clearinghouse for regionally 
significant projects, SCAG reviews the consistency of local plans, projects, and 
programs with regional plans. This activity is based on SCAG's responsibilities as a 
regional planning organization pursuant to state and federal laws and regulations . 
Guidance provided by these reviews is intended to assist local agencies and project 
sponsors to take actions that contribute to the attainment of regional goals and 
policies. 

In addition, The California Environmental Quality Act requires that EIRs discuss any 
inconsistencies between the proposed project and the applicable general plans and 
regional plans (Section 15125 [d]). If there are inconsistencies, an explanation and 
rationalization for such inconsistencies should be provided. 

Policies of SCAG's Regional Comprehensive Plan and Guide that may be applicable to 
your project are outlined in the attachment. We expect the DSEIR to specifically cite 
the appropriate SCAG policies and address the manner in which the Project is 
consistent with applicable core policies or supportive of applicable ancillary 
policies. Please use our policy numbers to refer to them in your DSEIR. Also, we 
would encourage you to use a side-by-side comparison of SCAG policies with a 
discussion of the consistent or support of the policy with the Proposed Project. 

Please provide a minimum of 45 days for SCAG to review the DSEIR when this document 
is available. If you have any questions regarding the attached comments, please contact 
me at (213) 236-1867. 

Sincerely, 

Intergovernmental Review 
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COMMENTS ON THE PROPOSAL TO DEVELOP A 
DRAFT SUBSEQUENT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT 

FOR THE 
UCLA LONG RANGE DEVELOPMENT PLAN UPDATE 

SCAG NO. I 20010325 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The proposed Project considers the update of the University of California, Los Angeles's 
Long Range Development Plan. The plan is being updated to address anticipated growth 
in student enrollment. The Long Range Development Plan will consider the potential 
environmental effects of the development of the remaining approximately 1.9 million 
square feet of space under the 1990 LRDP, for academic, research, housing and other 
uses on campus. 

CONSISTENCY WITH REGIONAL COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AND GUIDE POLICIES 

The Growth Management Chapter (GMC) of the Regional Comprehensive Plan and 
Guide (RCPG) contains the following policies that are particularly applicable and should 
be addressed in the Draft SEIR for the Long Range Development Plan Update (LRDP). 

3.01 The population, housing, and jobs forecasts, which are adopted by SCAG's 
Regional Council and that reflect local plans and policies, shall be used by SCAG 
in all phases of implementation and review 

Regional Growth Forecasts 

The Draft EIR should reflect the most current SCAG forecasts which are the 2001 RTP 
(April 2001) Population, Households and Employment forecasts for the City of Los 
Angeles Subregion. This forecast is as follows: 

City of 
Los Angeles 
Subregion 
Forecasts 
Population 
Households 
Employment 

2000 
3,823,062 
1,276,318 
1,782,153 

2005 
4,030,730 
1,323,238 
1,855,350 

2010 
4,210,853 
1,417,670 
1,931,000 

2015 
4,387,980 
1,513,052 
1,975,730 

2020 
4,628,339 
1,632,598 
2,016,625 

3. 03 The timing, financing, and location of public facilities, utility systems, and 
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transportation systems shall be used by SCAG to implement the region's growth 
policies. 

The Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) also has goals, objectives, policies and 
actions pertinent to this proposed project. This RTP links the goal of sustaining mobility 
with the goals of fostering economic development, enhancing the environment, reducing 
energy consumption, promoting transportation-friendly development patterns, and 
encouraging fair and equitable access to residents affected by socio-economic, 
geographic and commercial limitations. Among the relevant goals, objectives, policies and 
actions of the RTP are the following: 

Core Regional Transportation Plan Policies 

4.01 Transportation investments shall be based on SCAG's adopted Regional 
Performance Indicators: 

Mobility - Transportation Systems should meet the public need for improved 
access, and for safe, comfortable, convenient, faster and economical movements 
of people and goods. 
• Average Work Trip Travel Time in Minutes- 25 minutes (Auto) 
• PM Peak Freeway Travel Speed- 45 minutes (Transit) 
• PM Peak Non-Freeway Travel Speed 
• Percent of PM Peak Travel in Delay (Fwy) 
• Percent of PM Peak Travel in Delay (Non-Fwy) 

Accessibility - Transportation system should ensure the ease with which 
opportunities are reached. Transportation and land use measures should be 
employed to ensure minimal time and cost. 
• Work Opportunities within 45 Minutes door to door travel time (Mode Neutral) 
• Average transit access time 

Environment - Transportation system should sustain development and 
preservation of the existing system and the environment. (All Trips) 
• CO, ROG, NOx, PM10, PM2.5- Meet the applicable SIP Emission Budget and 

the Transportation Confonnity requirements 

Reliability- Transportation system should have reasonable and dependable levels 
of service by mode. (All Trips) 
• Transit - 63% 
• Highway- 76% 
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Safety- Transportation systems should provide minimal accident, death and injury. 
(All Trips) 
• Fatalities Per Million Passenger Miles - 0 
• Injury Accidents - 0 

Equity/Environmental Justice - The benefits of transportation investments should 
be equitably distributed among all ethnic, age and income groups. (All trips) 
• By Income Groups Share of Net Benefits - Equitable Distribution of Benefits 

among all Income Quintiles 

Cost-Effectiveness- Maximize return on transportation investment (All Trips). Air 
Quality, Mobility, Accessibility and Safety 
• Return on Total Investment- Optimize return on Transportation Investments 

4. 02 Transportation investments shall mitigate environmental impacts to an acceptable 
level. 

4.04 Transportation Control Measures shall be a priority. 

4. 16 Maintaining and operating the existing transportation system will be a priority over 
expanding capacity. 

GMC POLICIES RELATED TO THE RCPG GOAL TO IMPROVE THE REGIONAL 
STANDARD OF LIVING 

The Growth Management goals to develop urban forms that enable individuals to spend 
less income on housing cost, that minimize public and private development costs, and 
that enable firms to be more competitive, strengthen the regional strategic goal to 
stimulate the regional economy. The evaluation of the proposed project in relation to the 
following policies would be intended to guide efforts toward achievement of such goals 
and does not infer regional interference with local land use powers. 

3. 05 Encourage patterns of urban development and land use, which reduce costs on 
infrastructure construction and make better use of existing facilities. 

3.09 Support local jurisdictions' efforts to minimize the cost of infrastructure and public 
service delivery, and efforts to seek new sources of funding for development and 
the provision of services. 

3. 10 Support local jurisdictions' actions to minimize red tape and expedite the permitting 
process to maintain economic vitality and competitiveness. 
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GMC POLICIES RELATED TO THE RCPG GOAL TO IMPROVE THE REGIONAL 
QUALITY OF LIFE 

The Growth Management goals to attain mobility and clean air goals and to develop 
urban forms that enhance quality of life, that accommodate a diversity of life styles, that 
preserve open space and natural resources, and that are aesthetically pleasing and 
preserve the character of communities, enhance the regional strategic goal of maintaining 
the regional quality of life. The evaluation of the proposed project in relation to the 
following policies would be intended to provide direction for plan implementation, and 
does not allude to regional mandates. 

3. 12 Encourage existing or proposed local jurisdictions' programs aimed at designing 
land uses which encourage the use of transit and thus reduce the need for 
roadway expansion, reduce the number of auto trips and vehicle miles traveled, 
and create opportunities for residents to walk and bike. 

3. 14 Support local plans to increase density of future development located at strategic 
points along the regional commuter rail, transit systems, and activity centers. 

3. 18 Encourage planned development in locations least likely to cause environmental 
impact. 

3.20 Support the protection of vital resources such as wetlands, groundwater recharge 
areas, woodlands, production lands, and land containing unique and endangered 
plants and animals. 

3.21 Encourage the implementation of measures aimed at the preservation and 
protection of recorded and unrecorded cultural resources and archaeological sites. 

3.22 Discourage development, or encourage the use of special design requirements, in 
areas with steep slopes, high fire, flood, and seismic hazards. 

3. 23 Encourage mitigation measures that reduce noise in certain locations, measures 
aimed at preservation of biological and ecological resource, measures that would 
reduce exposure to seismic hazards, minimize earthquake damage, and to 
develop emergency response and recovery plans. 
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GMC POLICIES RELATED TO THE RCPG GOAL TO PROVIDE SOCIAL, POLITICAL, 
AND CULTURAL EQUITY 

The Growth Management Goal to develop urban forms that avoid economic and social 
polarization promotes the regional strategic goal of minimizing social and geographic 
disparities and of reaching equity among all segments of society. The evaluation of the 
proposed project in relation to the policy stated below is intended guide direction for the 
accomplishment of this goal, and does not infer regional mandates and interference with 
local land use powers. 

3.27 Support local jurisdictions and other service providers in their efforts to develop 
sustainable communities and provide, equally to all members of society, 
accessible and effective services such as: public education, housing, health care, 
social services, recreational facilities, law enforcement, and fire protection. 

AIR QUALITY CHAPTER CORE ACTIONS 

The Air Quality Chapter core actions related to the proposed project includes: 

5.07 Determine specific programs and associated actions needed (e.g., indirect source 
roles, enhanced use of telecommunications, provision of community based shuttle 
services, provision of demand management based programs, or vehicle-miles­
traveled/emission fees) so that options to command and control regulations can be 
assessed. 

5. 11 Through the environmental document review process, ensure that plans at all 
levels of government (regional, air basin, county, subregional and local) consider 
air quality, land use, transportation and economic relationships to ensure 
consistency and minimize conflicts. 

WATER QUALITY CHAPTER RECOMMENDATIONS AND POLICY OPTIONS 

The Water Quality Chapter core recommendations and policy options relate to the two 
water quality goals: to restore and maintain the chemical, physical and biological integrity 
of the nation's water; and, to achieve and maintain water quality objectives that are 
necessary to protect all beneficial uses of all waters. 

11.07 Encourage water reclamation throughout the region where it is cost-effective, 
feasible, and appropriate to reduce reliance on imported water and wastewater 
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discharges. Current administrative impediments to increased use of wastewater 
should be addressed. 

CONCLUSIONS 

All feasible measures needed to mitigate any potentially negative regional impacts 
associated with the proposed project should be implemented and monitored, as required 
by CEQA. 
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ENDNOTE 

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS 

Roles and Authorities 

SCAG is a Joint Powers Agency established under California Government Code Section 6502 et seq. Under federal 
and state law, SCAG is designated as a Council of Governments (COG), a Regional Transportation Planning Agency 
(RTPA), and a Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO). SCAG's mandated roles and responsibilities include the 
following: 

SCAG is designated by the federal government as the Region's Metropolitan Planning Organization and mandated to 
maintain a continuing, cooperative, and comprehensive transportation planning process resulting in a Regional 
Transportation Plan and a Regional Transportation Improvement Program pursuant to 23 U.S.C. '134(g)-(h), 49 U.S.C. 
'1607(f)-(g) et seq., 23 C.F.R. '450, and 49 C.F.R. '613. SCAG is also the designated Regional Transportation 
Planning Agency, and as such is responsible for both preparation of the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and 
Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP) under California Government Code Section 65080. 

SCAG is responsible for developing the demographic projections and the integrated land use, housing, employment, 
and transportation programs, measures, and strategies portions of the South Coast Air Quality Management Plan, 
pursuant to California Health and Safety Code Section 40460(b)-(c). SCAG is also designated under 42 U.S.C. '7504(a) 
as a Co-Lead Agency for air quality planning for the Central Coast and Southeast Desert Air Basin District. 

SCAG is responsible under the Federal Clean Air Act for determining Conformity of Projects, Plans and Programs to 
the Air Plan, pursuant to 42 U.S.C. '7506. 

Pursuant to California Government Code Section 65089.2, SCAG is responsible for reviewing all Congestion 
Management Plans (CMPs) for consistency with regional transportation plans required by Section 65080 of the 
Government Code. SCAG must also evaluate the consistency and compatibility of such programs within the region. 

SCAG is the authorized regional agency for Inter-Governmental Review of Programs proposed for federal financial 
assistance and direct development activities, pursuant to Presidential Executive Order 12,372 (replacing A-95 Review). 

SCAG reviews, pursuant to Public Resources Code Sections 21083 and 21087, Environmental Impact Reports of 
projects of regional significance for consistency with regional plans [California Environmental Quality Act Guidelines 
Sections 15206 and 15125(b)]. 

Pursuant to 33 U.S.C. '1288(a)(2) (Section 208 of the Federal Water Pollution Control Act), SCAG is the authorized 
Areawide Waste Treatment Management Planning Agency. 

SCAG is responsible for preparation of the Regional Housing Needs Assessment, pursuant to California Government 
Code Section 65584(a). 

SCAG is responsible (with the San Diego Association of Governments and the Santa Barbara County/Cities Area 
Planning Council) for preparing the Southern California Hazardous Waste Management Plan pursuant to California 
Health and Safety Code Section 25135.3. 



STATE OF CALIFORNIA Gray Davis Governor 

NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION 
915 CAPITOL MALL, ROOM 364 

SACRAMENTO, CA 95814 

(916) 653-4082 

(916) 657-5390 - Fax 

July 5, 2001 

Tova Lelah 
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c Regents of the University of California 
1060 Veteran Avenue, CPB 3rd Floor 
los Angeles, CA 9005 

- ·· r_"") 
.... :-

_, _!). 

RE: SCH# 1989072618 - UCLA long Range Development Plan Update - . -«::l ~ 

Dear Ms. Lelah: 

The Native American Heritage Commission has reviewed the above mentioned NOP. To adequately 
assess the project-related impact on archaeological resources, the Commission recommends the following actions 
be required: 

., Contact the appropriate Information Center for a records search. The record search will determine: 
• Whether a part or all of the project area has been previously surveyed for cultural resources. 
• Whether any known cultural resources have already been recorded on or adjacent to the project area. 
• Whether the probability is low, moderate, or high that cultural resources are located within the project 

area. 
• Whether a survey is required to deterrnne whether previously unrecorded cultural resources are 

present. 
., If an archaeological inventory survey is required, the final stage is the preparation of a professional report 

detailing the findings and recommendations of the records search and field survey. 
• The report containing site significance and mitigation measurers should be submitted immediately to 

the planning department. 
• The site forms and final written report should be submitted within 3 months after work has been 

completed to the Information Center. 
" Contact the Native American Heritage Cormission for: 

• A Sacred lands File Check. 
• A list of appropriate Native American Contacts for consultation concerning the project site and assist in 

the rntigation measures. 
" Provisions for accidental discovery of archeological resources: 

• lack of surface evidence of archeological resources does not preclude the existence of archeological 
resources. lead agencies should include provisions for accidentally discovered archeological 
resources during construction per California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) §15064.5 (f) . 

., Provisions for discovery of Native American human remains 
• Health and Safety Code §7050.5, CEQA §15064.5 (e), and PubHc Resources Code §5097.98 

mandates the process to be followed in the event of an accidental discovery of any human remains in a 
location other than a dedicated cemetery and should be included in all environmental documents. 

If you have any questions, please contact me at (916) 653-4040. 

Sincerely, 

Rob Wood 
Associate Governmental Program Analyst 

CC: State Clearinghouse 
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA-THE RESOURCES AGENCY 
DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME 
South Coast Region 

GRAY DAVIS. Governor ~ . ¥ 
4949 Viewridge Avenue 
San Diego, California 92123 
(858} 467-4201 
FAX (858) 467-4239 

July 9, 2001 

Ms. Tova Lelah 
Regents of the University of California 
1060 Veteran Avenue, CPB 3rt1 Floor 
Los Angeles, CA 90095 

Dear Ms. Lelah: 

Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report for 
UCLA Long Range Development Plan Update 
SCH# 1989072618, Los Angeles County 

The Department of Fish and Game (Department) appreciates this opportunity to 
comment on the above-referenced project, relative to impacts to biological resources. The 
proposed project consists of updating the campus' Long Range Development Plan to address 
anticipated growth in student enrollment. The UCLA campus is located in the City of Los 
Angeles at Westwood Boulevard and LeConte Avenue. 

To enable Department staff to adequately review and comment on the proposed 
environmental document, we recommend the following information, where applicable, be 
evaluated and included in the document: 

1. A complete, recent assessment of flora and fauna within and adjacent to the project 
area, with particular emphasis upon identifying endangered, threatened, and locally 
unique species. 

a . 

b. 

A thorough recent assessment of rare plants and rare natural communities, 
following the Department's May 1984 Guidelines for Assessing Impacts to Rare 
Plants and Rare Natural Communities (Attachment 1 ). 

A complete recent assessment of sensitive fish, wildlife, reptile, and amphibian 
species. Seasonal variations in use of the project area should also be 
addressed. Recent, focused, species-specific surveys, conducted at the 
appropriate time of year and time of day when the sensitive species are active 
or otherwise identifiable, are required. Acceptable species-specific survey 
procedures should be developed in consultation with the Department and U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service. 
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2. 

c. Rare, threatened, and endangered species to be addressed should include all 
those which meet the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) definition 
(see CEQA Guidelines, § 15380). The EIR should address avoidance and 
mitigation measures to reduce significant direct and indirect adverse project 
impacts to sensitive species. 

d. The Department's California Natural Diversity Data Base in Sacramento should 
be contacted at (916) 324-3812 to obtain current infonnation on any previously 
reported sensitive species and habitats, including Significant Natural Areas 
identified under Chapter 12 of the Fish and Game Code. Also, any Significant 
Ecological Areas (SEAs) or environmentally Sensitive Habitat Area (ESHAs} that 
have been identified by the County of Los Angeles or any areas that are 
considered sensitive by the local jurisdiction that are located in or adjacent to 
the project area must be addressed. 

A thorough discussion of direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts expected to adversely 
affect biological resources, with specific measures to offset such impacts. 

a. 

b. 

c. 

d. 

CEQA Guidelines,§ 15125(a), direct that knowledge of the regional setting is 
critical to an assessment of environmental impacts and that special emphasis 
should be placed on resources that are rare or unique to the region. 

Project impacts should also be analyzed relative to their effects on off-site 
habitats and populations. Specifically, this should include nearby public lands, 
open space, adjacent natural habitats, and riparian ecosystems. 

A cumulative effects analysis should be developed as described under CEQA 
Guidelines,§ 15130. General and specific plans, as well as past, present, and 
anticipated future projects, should be analyZed relative to their impacts on 
similar plant communities and wildlife habitats. 

Migratory nongame native bird species are protected by international treaty 
under the Federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) of 1918 (50 C.F.R. Section 
10.13). Sections 3503,3503.5 and 3513 of the California Fish and Game Code 
prohibit take of all birds and their active nests including raptors and other 
migratory nongame birds (as listed under the Federal MBTA). Take means to 
hunt, pursue, catch, capture, or kill, or attempt to hunt, pursue, catch, capture of 
kill (Fish and Game Code Section 86}. 

1. Proposed project activities (including disturbances to native and non­
native vegetation} should take place outside of the breeding bird 
season which generally runs from March 1- September 1 (as early as 
February 1 for raptors} to avoid take (including disturbances which 
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STATE OF TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING AGENCY OJlA Y OA VIS, Oowr1t0r 

DEPARTMENT OF ftANSPOilTATION 
OFFICE OF REGIONAL PLANNING 
DISTRICT 7, JGR Off1CE 1-JOC 
120 S()lTJlj SPRJNG S'J'REET 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 
lEL: (213) 1197-6696 FAX: (213) 897-6117 

.. 
July II, 2001 

Ms. Tova Lelah 
Assistant Director 
Environmental Planning UCLA CapiiBl Programs 
1060 Veteran Avenue, CPB 3'• floor 
Los Angeles. CA 90095 

Dear Ms. Lelah: 

RE: IGRICEQA No. 010640/EA 
UCLA. Loac Range Developmeat Plu Update 
Supplemental Draft EIR 
Vic. LA /405/31.54 - 33.00 
SCHNo. 1989072618 

Thank you for including the California Department of Transponation (CaJtrans) in the 
environmental review process for the proposed update of the UCLA's Long Range Development 
Plan (LRDP). The LRDP SEIR. will consider the potential environmental effects of the 
dcvelopmcot of the remaining apJWoximately 1.9 million square-feet of space uodor the 1990 
LRDP. In addition, the LRDP SEIR will serve as a program EIR for tbe consideration of 
subsequent actions consistent with tbe LRDP Update. 

To assist us in our efforts to evaluate the impactS of this project on state tran5p0rtation facilities, a 
traffic study in advance of the DEIR should be prepared to analyze the followinc information. 

1. Assumptions and ·methods used to develop trip generation/distribution percanases and 
usipments. 

2. An analysis of ADT, AM, and PM peak-hour volumes for both the existing and future 
(expected project build-out) conditions. This should include l-405 and J-10, affected ramps, 
streets. CI"'S5roads, and controlling intersections (i.e. Wilshin BoulevardNetcnn Avenue). 
This analysis should include project traffic, cumulative traffic generated for all approved 
developments in the area, Interchange Utilization (l.C.U.) and Level of Service (LOS) of 
affected freeway ramp intersections on the State Highway. 

3. Discussion of mitigation measures appropriate to alleviate anticipated traffic impacts. 
These mitigation discussions should include, but not be limited to, the following: 

ofmancing 
o tcheduling considerations 

'--F 
o implementation responsibilities 
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o monitoring plan 
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4. Any assessment fees for mitigation dtould be of such proportion as to cover mainline 
highway dcfteieneies that occur as a result of the additional traffic generated by tbc project. 

It is acknowledged in previous environmental documents prepared by UCLA (Luck 'Research 
Center FEIR, ete.) that there an: mitigation programs being considered to addRss cumulative 
traffic impacts in the area and that they have DOt yet being approved nor funded. We ask that 
UCLA participate in fair share contributions towards traffic improvements to off-campus sites 
identified by the 1990 Lon&-Range Development Plan. Implementation of reeional plans to 
improve b'affic mobility in the campus vicinity should also be within the jurisdiction of The 
Board of Regents. 

We look forward to ~iewing the traffic impact study. We expect to receive a eopy from the 
State CJeariraghouse when the DEIR is completed. However, to expedite the review process and 
clarify any misunderstimdings, you may send a copy in advance to the undersigned. 

If you have any q~ions regarding this response, you can reach me at (213) 897-4429 and refer 
to IGRICEQA No. 010640/EA 

Sincerely, 

STEPHEN J. BUSWELL 
IGRICEQA Program Manager 
Transponation Planning Office 
Caltrans, District 7 

cc: Scott Morgan, State Clearinghouse 
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Jul 11 01 09:16p 

THE URBAN WILDLANDS GROUP, INC. 
P.O . Sox 24020. LOS ANGELES. CALIFORNIA 90024-0020. TEL (31 0) 276-2306 

July 11, 2001 

Tova Lelah, Assistant Director 
EnvironmentaJ Planning 
UCLA Capital Progrd.ffis 
1060 Veteran Avenue, Box 951365 
Los Angeles, CA 90095-1365 

Re: LRDP Updale Draft Subsequent Environmental Impact Report 

Dear Ms. Lelah: 

The Urban Wildlands Group is dedicated to the conservation and enhancement of natural 
habitats on the urban-wildland interface, seeking to protect and restore biodiversity through 
restoration, research, and education. 

In response to the Notice of Preparation for the DSEIR for the LRDP Update, we note that 
although loss of vegetation and the Migratory Bird Treaty Act are listed as issues to be covered 
in the document. the checkbox for .. wildlife" is not checked on the "Notice of Completion­
Form A." Please check "wildlife" on this form and ensure that the DSEIR adequately evaluates 
impacts to resident and migratory birds and other wildlife. 

!>incerely, 

~ (e,a--
Travis Longcore, Ph.D. 

p. l 
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Appendix 2 March 20, 2002, Revised NOP/IS 
and Comment Letters 




















































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































