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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 Development 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 summar y, 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 environmental 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 

resulting 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 NH IP; identifies mitigation measures that 

could avoid or reduce the magnitude of significant impacts; and provides 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 2 for a 

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

or resulting from comments received on the Draft ElR, 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 



Preface 

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 CECM 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 striket:hrettgh 

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 University of California (The Regents) for 

both the 2002 LRDP and the NHIP, as required for compliance with Sections 2108 1 (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 University of California, Los Angeles 
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EnvPin 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Patlan, Richard 
Wednesday, December 18,2002 9:25AM 
EnvPin 
Mills, Stephen 
New comment on EIR website: 

Datetime: Dec 17 2002 1 0:22PM 
Name: Ho, Melanie 

Address: 1030 Tiverton Avenue, #203 
City: Los Angeles 

State: CA 
ZIP: 90024 

Organization: UCLA Engli 
Phone: 3102~3429 
Email: melanieh@ucla.edu 

Date Register: Dec 17 2002 1 0:22PM 
Comment: December 18, 2002 

Dear Mr. Zacuto: 

Comment Letter I 00 

I am writing regarding the Draft Environmental Impact Report for UCLA's 2002 Long Range Development Plan. As a 
recent alumna (2001) and current graduate student, I am worried about the EIR's recommendation to not continue 
BruinGO. The 
UCLA's Institute of Transportation Studies has found that faculty/staff transit ridership for commuting to campus increased 
by 134 percent, and solo driving decreased by 9 percent during Bruin GO's first year. Students' transit ridership for I 00-1 
commuting to campus increased by 43 percent, and solo driving decreased by 33 percent. This is sure to expand in the 
years to come, thereby having a positive environmental effect, relieving parking problems on campus, and providing a 
cost-effective mode of transportation to faculty, staff, and students living in this expensive city. I am a regular user of 
BruinGO; the same can be said for numerous members of my department who find it to be an essential resource at UCLA. 
I hope to see the continuation of BruinGO in the years to come. Thank you for ~ur time. 

Best, 
Melanie Ho 
Doctoral Student 
UCLA Department of English 

1 



Chapter Ill Responses to Comments 

Response to Comment Letter I 00 

E-mail from Melanie Ho, dated December 17, 2002 

Response to Comment I 00-1 

Refer to Topical Response A (BruinGo Program) for a discussion of the BruinGo program. 
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EnvPin 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Patlan, Richard 
Tuesday, December 17, 2002 5:33PM 
EnvPin 
Mills, Stephen 
New comment on EIR website: 

Datetime: Dec 17 2002 11 :30AM 
Name: Hoffman, Kathleen 

Address: 1831 Camden Ave #2 
City: Los Angeles 

State: CA 
ZIP: 90025 

Organization: 
Phone: 
Email: kmjh@ucla.edu 

Date Register: Dec 17 2002 11 :29AM 

Comment Letter I 0 I 

Comment: I understand that the Environmental Impact Report for UCLA's proposed Long Range Development Plan 
does not recommend that the BruinGO transit program should be continued. I want to recommend that BruinGo be made 
a permanent program. Many students, like me, own cars but do not drive them to or park on campus because of the 
convenience and savings of the BruinGo program. Continuing BruinGo would be a positive choice for UCLA, both 
financially and environmentally. 

1 
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Chapter Ill Responses to Comments 

Response to Comment Letter I 0 I 

E-mailjrom Kathleen H?!fman, dated December 17, 2002 

Response to Comment I 0 1-1 

Refer to Topical Response A (Bruin Go Program) for a discussion of the Bruin Go program. 

111-554 University of California, Los Ange les 
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EnvPin 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Patlan, Richard 
Tuesday, December 17, 2002 5:33 PM 
EnvPin 
Mills, Stephen 
New comment on EIR website: 

Datetime: Dec 17 2002 11 :27 AM 
Name: Holliday, Kevin 

Address: 8455 Fountain Ave #611 
City: West Hollywood 

State: CA 
ZIP: 90069 

Organization: UCLA Stude 
Phone: 323822-9104 
Email: khollida@ucla.edu 

Date Register: Dec 17 2002 11 :26AM 

Comment Letter I 02 

Comment: Please make BruinGo permanent. It works. There is too much parking already at UCLA, and too little 

I classroom space. You should not be killing BruinGo you should be working to expand the program to more systems, like 
Culver City and the MT A. 

I 
I am sure that you have heard the saying, •It will be a wonderful day when our schools have all the money they need and 
the military has to hold a bake sale to buy a bomber: Well, I would amend it, to say that it will be a wonderful day when 
UCLA has all the state of the art, wired, classroom space it needs and the parking department has to hold a bake sale to 
build a new garage. 

I Keep BruinGo! 
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Chapter Ill Responses to Comments 

Response to Comment Letter I 02 

E-mail from Kevin Holliday, dated December 17, 2002 

Response to Comment I 02-1 

This comment is acknowledged . Pursuant to CEQA, the purpose of the 2002 LRDP EIR is to evaluate 

the significance of physical changes in the environment resulting from approval of the 2002 LRDP. See, 

for example, CEQ!! Guidelines Section 15064(d). See also CE@ Guidelines Section 15358(b) (impacts 

analyzed in an EIR must be "related to a physical change" in the environment) . Because this comment 

does not address a physical change in the environment that could result from approval of the 2002 

LRDP, it docs not relate to the subject matter of the 2002 LRDP Draft EIR and thus no response is 

required . Sec CEQ!! Guidelines Section 15088 (lead agency shall prepare responses to comments on 

"environmental issues"). Refer also to Topical Response A (BruinGo Program) for a discussion of the 
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BruinGo program. I 
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EnvPin 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Patlan, Richard 
Tuesday, December 17, 2002 5:31PM 
EnvP!n 
Mills, Stephen 
New comment on EIR website: 

Datetime: Dec 17 2002 12:29AM 
Name: Holtgrewe, Vanessa 

Address: 3852 Wasatch Ave. 
City: Los Angeles 
State: CA 
ZIP: 90066 

Organization: 
Phone:3103903345 
Email: gravy@ucla.edu 

Date Register: Dec 17 2002 12:28AM 
Comment To Whom It May Concern, 

Comment Letter I 03 

Really, do we as Angelinos need to destroy any hope of affordable (i.e. attractive) public transportation? I have ridden free 
as part of the BruinGo program for the past two years and have watched the number of students on my bus route increase 
each year - and I can only guess that there are such increases on all the bus routes. The program decreases drive-ons to 
campus. This is obvious even to me. 

Really, what does it take to make common sense seem, well, common? UCLA is known as being a vampire when it 
comes to parking -ticketing students at every tum, charging 25 cents for eight minutes of parking (near my building), and 
$7 for the parking garages. and in general making it clear that parking is in demand and the school is going to make as 
much of a business out of this shortage as possible. 

Now, in keeping with the idea of students as commodities, don't you think that providing them with a viable transportation 
option is a good idea; a good moral idea? Is bleeding them for every cent they're worth by limiting their options and then 
charging them outrageous rates for campus parking a healthy alternative? No,it !s not. 

For the students and the environment, please keep BruinGo in place. It helped me and (our air quality) while I was poor 
and trying to live frugally. 

Please keep the BruinGo program; it has such long-range benefits built in. It simply makes sense when UCLA has such a 
shortage of parking and so many students and our city has so many cars, a growing population, and only so much 
pavement. It simply makes sense. 

Thank you, 
Vanessa Holtgrewe _ 
Department of Fihn and TV. Fourth Year 

1 
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Chapter Ill Responses to Comments 

Response to Comment Letter I 03 

E-mailjrom Vanessa Holtorewe, dated December 17, 2002 

Response to Comment I 03- 1 

The suggestion that discontinuation of the Bruin Go program would eliminate "affordable (i.e . , attractive) 

public transportation" is not supported by any evidence. As discussed in Response to Comment 41 -1 , 

the cost of commuting via public transit is substantially less expensive than a single-occupant vehicle, 

even without BruinGo. The cost of parking annual, quarterly, and daily parking permits is intended to 

fully cover the costs of the parking system, including alternative transportation programs, which provide 

alternatives to solo-occupant vehicles . 

Refer to Topical Response A (BruinGo Program) for additional discussion of the BruinGo program and 

Topical Response D (Bicycle Commuting Conditions and Facilities) for a discussion of other alternative 

modes of transportation. 

111-558 Unive rsity of California, Los Angeles 
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EnvPin 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Patlan, Richard 
Wednesday, December 18, 2002 9:26AM 
EnvPin 
Mills, Stephen 
New comment on EIR website: 

Datetime: Dec 18 2002 8:13AM 
Name: Ibarra, Teresa 

Address: 4134 commonwealth ave 
City: Culver City 

State: CA 
ZIP: 90232 

Organization: UCLA Exter 
Phone: 310794-3479 
Email: tibarra@support.ucla.edu 

Date Register: Dec 18 2002 8:13AM 

Comment Letter I 04 

Comment BruinGo should be a permanent program for all faculty, staff and students. Many of our UCLA students 
depend on public transportation, we raise their fees every year, why are taking this benefrt from them ? BruinGo should 
also be extended to the Culver City Bus Line, many students come from Inglewood and Mar Vista Area and transfer to I 04-1 
Blue Buses. Why Make them pay an additional dollar daily ? In these times of budgetary constraints, the University should 
consider the students, the faculty and Staff, which makes UCLA an institution. 

1 



Chapter Ill Responses to Comments 

Response to Comment Letter I 04 

E-mailjrom Teresa Ibarra, dated December 18, 2002 

Response to Comment I 04-1 

Refer to Topical Response A (Bruin Go Program) for a discussion of the Bruin Go program. 

111-560 University of California, Los Angeles 
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EnvPin 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Patlan, Richard 
Wednesday, December 18, 2002 9:25AM 
EnvPin 
Mills, Stephen 
New comment on EIR website: 

Datetime: Dec 17 2002 9:26PM 
Name: Jackson, Ric 

Address: 1432 Brockton Ave. #9 
City: LA 

State: CA 
ZIP: 90025 

Organization: 
Phone: 3104789483 

Comment Letter I OS 

Email: jacksonric@hotmail.com 
Date Register: Dec 17 2002 9:25PM 

Comment: Keep BruinGo. It is a great program and has motivated many drivers like myself to get out of the car andl1 05• 1 
ride the bus a few times a week. __j 
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Chapter Ill Responses to Comments 

Response to Comment Letter I 05 

E-mail from Ric Jackson, dated December 17, 2002 

Response to Comment I 05-1 

Refer to Topical Response A (BruinGo Program) for a discussion of the BruinGo program. 
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EnvPin 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Patlan. Richard 
Wednesday, December 18, 2002 9:23AM 
EnvPin 
Mills, Stephen 
New comment on EIR website: 

Datetime: Dec 17 2002 6:07PM 
Name: jamal, zainab 

Address: 3603 Vinton Av,apt 205 
City: LA 

State: CA 
ZIP: 90034 

Organization: 
Phone: 
Email: zainab.jamal@anderson.ucla.edu 

Comment Letter I 06 

Date Register: Dec 17 2002 6:07PM _ 
Comment: 1 think bruinGo is a great program and i know a lot of my fellow students use the blue bus as it is convenient I 

and cost efefctive than bringing a car to school...i think the program should continue for students as it will encourage I 06-1 
students to use public transport 

1 



Chapter Ill Responses to Comments 

Response to Comment Letter I 06 

E-mail f rom Zainab Jamal, dated December 17, 2002 

Response to Comment 106-1 

Refer to Topical Response A (BruinGo Program) for a discussion of the Bruin Go program. 

111-564 University of California, Los Angeles 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 



I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

EnvPin 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

. Patlan. Richard 
Wednesday, December 18,2002 9:23AM 
EnvPin 
Mills, Stephen 
New comment on EIR website: 

Datetime: Dec 17 2002 6 :46PM 
Name: James, Matthew 

Address: Silveira 
City: Venice 

State: CA 
ZIP: 90291 

Organization: UCLA Law S 
Phone: 
Email: silveira2005@studenllaw.ucla.edu 

Date Register: Dec 17 2002 6:46PM 
Comment: To whom it may concern: 

Comment Letter I 07 

I was greatly concerned to read that the Long Range Development Plan fails to see the utility of the BruinGO plan for the 
students and faculty of our university. Upon my entry to UCLA Law School I had planned to drive to the campus. The 
reputation of Los Angeles as a city dependent on the car made a search for public transportation daunting. N:. I searched 
for alternative transportation arrangements I came upon the BruinGO plan. I was pleasantly surprised to find not only that 
there were bus routes leading from Venice to UCLA, but that UCLA was progressive enough to provide free fares for its 
students and faculty as an incentive to cut down on the parking problems at the campus. Indeed, the economic incentive 
of the plan convinced me to halt my fight with the parking office and accept the inconveniences of riding the bus in LA. 
Please be aware that if BruinGO is cancelled I (and many of my fellow riders) will again apply for parking and add to the 
glut of cars parked at or near UCLA It is in the best interest of both the University and our environment to engender mass 
transportation use here in LA, where the car is king. It is also the mission of a leading university to promote a cause that 
will become increasingly important in the coming years and decades. Finally, as BruinGO ridership increases, the 
University's expenditures for the BruinGO program will be offset by the money s~ved when the University can shelve plans 
to build new parking garages for those former and future users of the BruinGo program. I would advise you not to stymie 
these efforts by canceling the worthy initiative that is BruinGO. 

Sincerely, 
Matthew J Silveira 
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Chapter Ill Responses to Comments 

Response to Comment Letter I 07 

E-mailjrom Matthew James, dated December 17, 2002 

Response to Comme nt 107-1 

Refer to Topical Response A (Bruin Go Program) for a discussion of the Bruin Go program. 

The suggestion that savings from Bruin Go will offset costs associated with future construction of parking 

structures implies that construction of parking structures will continue for the foreseeable future. As 
i 

noted in the Draft LRDP and 2002 LRDP Draft EIR, the University plans to maintain the parking cap 

established in the 1990 LRDP at 25,169 spaces over the planning horizon of the 2002 LRDP. As 

discussed in the 2002 LRDP Draft EIR (Volume 1, page 4.13-89): 

UCLA currently maintains an on-campus parking space inventory of 22,330 spaces (including I ,310 
stack spaces). Upon the completion of the Westwood Replacement Hospital, the Southwest Campus 
Housing and Parking, and the Intramural Field Parking Structure projects (which have been previously 
approved and / or are under construction and would add approximately 3,552 spaces), and the 
reduction of stack parking to approximately 597 spaces, the inventory would be maintained at or 

below the 25, 169-space limit adopted in the 1990 LRDP. As required by PP 4.13-1(b), the parking 
space cap would be maintained under the 2002 LRDP. 

When the Westwood Replacement Hospital, the Southwest Campus Housing and Parking, and the 

Intramural Field Parking Structure projects are completed, the supply of on-campus parking would be 

approximately 24,572 physical spaces, 597 spaces below the on-campus parking cap. During the 

planning horizon of the 2002 LRDP, the University could propose construction of up to additional 597 

on-campus spaces (to replace stack parking spaces) or to construct additional replacement parking spaces 

(if existing physical spaces are removed as a result of construction). Because the amount of parking that 

can be provided on campus is limited, the suggestion that dispensing with such plans would result in 

significant cost savings that can be applied to support continuation of the BruinGo program is not 

supported by any evidence. 
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Chapter Ill Responses to Comments 

Response to Comment Letter 119 

E-mail from Mark Kleiman, dated December 17, 2002 

Response to Comment I 19-1 

Refer to Topical Response A (BntinGo Program) for a discussion of the BruinGo program. 

111-590 University of California, Los Angeles 
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EnvPin 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Patlan, Richard 
Wednesday, December 18, 2002 9:23AM 
EnvPin 
Mills, Stephen 
New comment on EIR website: 

Datetime: Dec 17 2002 9:28PM 
Name: Ko, Yu-Fu 

Address: 1440 Veteran Ave.#268 
City: Los Angeles 

State: CA 
ZIP: 90024 

Organization: 
Phone: 3104777635 
Email: paulko@ucla.edu 

Date Register. Dec 17 2002 9:28PM 
Comment: Bruin Go is very important and vital for 

lots of students. in UCLA and for me. I commute 

Comment Letter 120 

to school by it everyday; otherwise I might consider to buy a car instead of taking buses. Plese continue Bruin Go. 
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Chapter Ill Responses to Commenu 

Response to Comment Letter 120 

E-mail from Yu-Fu Ko, dated December I 7, 2002 

Response to Comment 120-1 

Refer to Topical Response A (BruinGo Program) for a discussion of the BruinGo program. 

111-592 University of California, Los Angeles 
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I From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Patlan, Richard 
Tuesday, December 17, 2002 5 :34 PM 
EnvPin 

Cc: I Subject: 
Mills, Stephen 
New comment on EIR website: 

I 
I 
I 

Datetime: Dec 17 2002 12:28PM 
Name: Kolozsvari, Douglas 

Address: 409 East Meadow Drive 
City: Palo Alto 
State: CA 
ZIP: 94306 

Organization: 
Phone: 310529-8076 
Email: litlblue@hotmail.com 

Date Register. Dec 17 2002 12:28PM 

Comment Letter 121 

Comment: I believe that BruinGO should be used as a mitigation measure for UCLA's overall trip generation. There is 

I 
extensive documentation that BruinGO benefits UCLA and its surrounding area by reducing the number of vehicles 
commuting to and from campus. It also lowers the number of trips made during the day for shopping trips in the nearby 
area. This mitigation measure should contribute funding to the BruinGO program in the amount of vehicle trips (current 
and projected) that are reduced by this measure. This is a program that is proven and already lowering the trip rates. I Guaranteed funding for BruinGO will ensure that UCLA conforms with its Trip Cap agreements. 

Sincerely, 

I Douglas Kolozsvari 
Alumnus, Class of 2001 
409 East Meadow Drive 
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I 

Palo Alto, CA 94306 

1 
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Chapter Ill Responses to Comments 

Response to Comment Letter 121 

E-mail from Douglas Kolozsvari, dated December 17, 2002 

Response to Comment 121-1 

Refer to Topical Response A (BruinGo Program) for a discussion of the BruinGo program. 

111-594 Unive rsity of California. Los Ange les 
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EnvPin 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Patlan, Richard 
Tuesday, December 17, 2002 5:31 PM 
EnvPin 
Mills, Stephen 
New comment on EIR website: 

Datetime: Dec 17 2002 8:25AM 
Name: Kudo, Lili 

Address: 11511 Ohio Ave. #2 
City: Los Angeles 

State: CA 
ZIP: 90025 

Organization: none 
Phone: 310794-7537 
Email: lckudo@ucla.edu 

Comment Letter 122 

Date Register: Dec 17 2002 8:25AM 
Comment: 1 would like to comment on the continuation of BruinGO. By cancelling the program altogether, not only will I 

the parking and-commuting situation worsen, but affordability of being a student at UCLA will be affected. At least for me, 122_1 
a graduate student, BruinGO has not only saved me money, but time, as well. I also work with a number of UCLA 
emplyees that take· the Big Blue Bus. It would be of great concern to all of us if BruinGO will be terminated. 

1 



Chapter Ill Responses to Comments 

Response to Comment Letter 122 

E-mailjrom Li/i Kudo, dated December 17, 2002 

Response to Comment 122-1 

Refer to Topical Response A (BruinGo Program) for a discussion of the BruinGo program. 

111-596 University of California, Los Angeles 
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EnvPin 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Patlan, Richard 
Tuesday, December 17, 2002 5:35PM 
EnvPin 
Mills, Stephen 
New comment on EIR website: 

Datetime: Dec 17 2002 1 :56PM 
Name: Kumin, Elizabeth 

Address: 1516 Purdue Ave. 
City: Los Angeles 
State: CA 
ZIP: 90025 

Organization: 
Phone: 
Email: ekumin@ucla.edu 

Comment Letter 123 

Date Register: Dec 17 2002 1:56PM __ 
Comment: I just wanted to say that Bruin GO is probably the program I use most at UCLA I rely exclusively on the buJ 

to get to school. -1 could have gotten a parking permit, but decided against that when I realized that I could ride the bus for 
free. I don't know rt I would have made that decision at the time. I also know of many of my fellow students who are in a 123- 1 
similar situation. · 

I hope that you will continue this truly wonderful program. 
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Chapter Ill Responses to Comments 

Response to Comment Letter I 23 

E-mailjrom Elizabeth Kumin, dated December 17, 2002 

Response to Comment 123-1 

Refer to Topical Response A (Bruin Go Program) for a discussion of the Bruin Go program. 

111-598 University of California, Los Angeles 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Patlan, Richard 
Tuesday, December 17, 2002 5:31 PM 
EnvPin 
Mills, Stephen 
New comment on EIR website: 

Datetime: Dec 17 2002 1:54PM 
Name: lancero, hope 

Address: 650 charles e young drive 
City: los angeles 

State: CA 
ZIP: 90095 

Organization: 
Phone: 
Email: hopeful@ucla.edu 

Comment Letter 124 

Date Register: Dec 17 2002 1:53PM 
Comment: BruinGo needs to stay PERMANENT. this debating over the necessity of BruinGo is useless and just 

a lot of redtape.· obviously taking the bus reduces air pollution, congestion. 

NO MORE DEBATE. MAKE BRUINGO PERMANENT PERIOD!! 

1 



Chapter Ill Responses to Comments 

Response to Comment Letter I 24 

E-mailjrom Hope Lancero, dated December 17, 2002 

Response to Comment 124- 1 

Refer to Topical Response A (BruinGo Program) for a discussion of the BruinGo program. 

111-600 University of California, Los Angeles 
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EnvPin 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Patlan, Richard 
Wednesday, December 18,2002 9:25AM 
EnvPin 
Mills, Stephen 
New comment on EIR website: 

Datetime: Dec 17 2002 10:21 PM 
Name: Le, Thuong 

Address: 350 De Neve Drive #435 
City: Los Angeles 

State: CA 
ZIP: 90024 

Organization: 
Phone: 
Email: terryte@ucla.edu 

Comment Letter 125 

Date Register: Dec 17 2002 10:21 PM . 
Comment: KEEP BRUINGO and MAKE IT PERMANENT! It is very convenient for students who live on campus and] 

need to get to destinations off campus (airports, train stations, shopping, religious affiliations, etc.) 125- 1 
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Chapter Ill Responses to Comments 

Response to Comment Letter 125 

E-mailjrom Thuong Le, dated December 17, 2002 

Response to Comment 125-1 

Refer to Topical Response A (BruinGo Program) for a discussion of the BruinGo program. 

111-602 University of California, Los Angeles 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Patlan, Richard 
Tuesday, December 17,2002 5:34PM 
EnvPin 
Mills, Stephen 
New comment on EIR website: 

Datetime: Dec 17 2002 11 :48AM 
Name: Ieahy, Mo 

Address: 308 westwood plaza 
City: los angeles 

. State: CA 
ZIP: 90024 

Organization: UCLA STORE 
Phone: 310206HD814 
Email: mleahy@asucla.ucla.edu 

Date Register: Dec 17 200211 :47AM 

Comment Letter 126 

Comment When the City of Santa Monica's Big Blue Bus department saw the tremendous success of the BruinGo 
program- buses packed with UCLA bound riders- they added an additional line that picked up and dropped off at the 
Ackerman Loop. 

Consultants to the UCLA's Institute of Transportation Studies showed that with the program there was a decrease in the 
amount of single car commuters into campus. 

So the thought that the university will accept the EIR's statement that the program has no impact makes no sense. 

Simple put, if the program ends, many current bus riders will drive and look to park on campus instead of parking off 
campus and taking the bus in. This will create a bigger demand for parking spaces and increase the traffic in and around 
the UCLA/Westwood area. 

I Please keep the BruinGo! Program it is a valuable service to the students, staff, and the environment! 

I 
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Chapter Ill Responses to Comments 

Response to Comment Letter I 26 

E-mail from Mo Leahy, dated December 17, 2002 

Response to Comment 126-1 

Refer to Topical Response A (BruinGo Program) for a discussion of the BruinGo program. 

111-604 University of California, Los Angeles 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Patlan, Richard 
Wednesday, December 18, 2002 9:24AM 
EnvPin 
Mills, Stephen 
New comment on EIR website: 

Datetime: Dec 17 2002 7:53PM 
Name: Lee, Jennifer 

Address: 10737 La Grange Ave. 8 
City: Los Angeles 

State: CA 
ZIP: 90025 

Organization: 
Phone: 
Email: jlee2005@student.law.ucla.edu 

Date Register: Dec 17 2002 7:53PM 

Comment Letter 127 

Comment: The BruinGo program at UCLA is the ONLY reason I do NOT drive. As a student, I have to watch my 
spending carefully, and balance my financial considerations against the long hours I spend on campus. If the program 
were abandoned, I would definitely purchase a parking space in a private Jot on campus, or move to a different 
neighborhood further away that is cheaper and would qualify me for on-campus parking. I know I am not alone in this. If 
the program is abandoned, I will stop taking the bus to school and drive. 
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127-1 



Chapter Ill Responses to Comments 

Response to Comment Letter 127 

E-mail from jennifer Lee, dated December 17, 2002 

Response to Comment 127-1 

Refer to Topical Response A (Bruin Go Program) for a discussion of the Bruin Go program. 

111-606 University of California, Los Angeles 
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