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SUNSET CANYON RECREATION REPLACEMENT BUILDING PROJECT
UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, LOS ANGELES
Project No. 940679.01
Initial Study and Environmental Checklist Form
. PROJECT INFORMATION
1.1. Project Title
Sunset Canyon Recreation Replacement Building Project
1.2. Lead Agency Name and Address
University of California
1111 Franklin Street
Oakland, California 94607
1.3. Contact Person and Phone Number
Ashley Rogers, Assistant Director, Environmental Planning
University of California, Los Angeles
UCLA Capital Programs, Capital Planning and Finance
1060 Veteran Avenue
Los Angeles, California 90095-1365
arogers@capnet.ucla.edu
(310) 923-6747
1.4. Project Location
University of California, Los Angeles
111 Easton Drive
Los Angeles, California 90095
(Refer to Figures 1 and 2)
1.5. Project Sponsor’'s Name and Address
UCLA Capital Programs, Capital Planning and Finance
1060 Veteran Avenue
Los Angeles, California 90095-1365
1.6. Custodian of the Administrative Record For This Project
Same as listed under No. 3 above.
1.7. Identification and Location of Environmental Impact Report(s) Being Relied on for

Tiering

The UCLA Long Range Development Plan Amendment (2017) and Student Housing Projects
Final Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (referred to herein as the “LRDP Final SEIR”)
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(State Clearinghouse [SCH] No. 2017051024) was certified by the University of California Board
of Regents (The Regents) in January 2018.! The LRDP Final SEIR analyzed the impacts of
several student housing projects and was tiered from the UCLA 2008 Northwest Housing Infill
Project and Long Range Development Plan Amendment Final Environmental Impact Report
(referred to herein as the “2009 LRDP EIR”) [SCH No. 2008051121]), which was certified by The
Regents in March 2009 and evaluated construction and operation of the Northwest Housing Infill
Project, as well as the remaining buildout of the LRDP. As the LRDP Final SEIR incorporates the
2009 Final EIR by reference, they collectively serve as the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) documentation for construction and operation of development on campus and are
referred to herein as the “LRDP EIRs.” The LRDP EIRs are available for inspection at the address
listed under No. 3 above and available online at:

http://www.capitalprograms.ucla.edu/Planning/LongRangeDevelopmentPlan

It is noted that the current LRDP was originally approved in 2002 and has been amended several
times, most recently for the aforementioned student housing and housing infill projects.
Collectively, the 2002 LRDP and subsequent amendments comprise the documentation guiding
growth and development on campus. These documents are also available at the web address
listed above.

Introduction

The LRDP EIRs are Program EIRs prepared in accordance with CEQA (Public Resources Code,
[PRC] Sections 21000, et seq., specifically, Section 21094), the CEQA Guidelines (14, California
Code of Regulations [CCR], Sections 15000 et seq.), and the University of California Procedures
for the Implementation of CEQA. It has been determined that a Supplemental EIR tiered from the
LRDP EIRs is the appropriate environmental document for the proposed Sunset Canyon
Recreation Replacement Building Project (proposed Project). This IS has been prepared to
determine whether topics analyzed in the LRDP EIRs adequately address the potential
environmental effects of the proposed Project or whether further analysis is required. In summary,
Section 15162 of the CEQA Guidelines provides that a Subsequent EIR is required if:

1. Substantial changes are proposed in the project requiring major revisions to the
previous EIR because of new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase
in the severity of previously identified significant effects;

2. Substantial changes have occurred with respect to the circumstances under which the
project is undertaken, which will require major revisions to the previous EIR due to the
involvement of new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the
severity of previously identified significant effects; or

3. New information of substantial importance which was not known and could not have been
known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the previous EIR was certified
as complete shows any of the following: (a) the project will have one or more significant
effects not discussed in the previous EIR; (b) significant effects previously examined will

I January 2018 Regents Action: Approval of Amendment #6 to the UCLA 2002 Long Range Development Plan for
Additional On-Campus Student Housing Following Action Pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act,
Los Angeles Campus, which is available at https://regents.universityofcalifornia.edu/minutes/2018/fin1.pdf. It
should be noted that the LRDP was subsequently amended (LRDP Amendment #7) following approval by the
Executive Vice President and Chief Financial Officer in October 2018 to transfer 12,000 gross square feet (gsf) of
remaining development allocation from the Core zone to the Health Sciences zone.

2
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be substantially more severe than shown in the previous EIR; (c) mitigation measures or
alternatives previously found not to be feasible would in fact be feasible, and would
substantially reduce one or more significant effects of the project, but the project
proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or alternative; or (d) mitigation
measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those analyzed in the Final
EIR would substantially reduce one or more significant effects on the environment, but
the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or alternative.

Section 15163 of the CEQA Guidelines indicates that the Lead Agency may choose to prepare a
Supplement to an EIR rather than a Subsequent EIR if: (1) any of the conditions described in
Section 15162 would require the preparation of a Subsequent EIR; and (2) only minor additions
or changes would be necessary to make the previous EIR adequately apply to the project in the
changed situation.

With respect to tiering, Section 15152 of the CEQA Guidelines states: “Tiering refers to using the
analysis of general matters contained in a broader EIR (such as one prepared for a general plan
or policy statement) with later EIRs and negative declarations on narrower projects; incorporating
by reference the general discussions from the broader EIR; and concentrating the later EIR or
negative declaration solely on issues specific to the later project.” CEQA and the CEQA
Guidelines encourage the use of tiered environmental documents to eliminate repetitive
discussions of the same issues. Therefore, this IS is hereby tiered from the LRDP EIRs.

Section 15152(f) of the CEQA Guidelines instructs that when tiering, a later EIR or Negative
Declaration shall be prepared only when, in the basis of an Initial Study, the later project may
cause significant effects on the environment that were not adequately addressed in the prior EIR
or Negative Declaration. Significant environmental effects are considered to have been
“adequately addressed” if the lead agency determines that:

(A) they have been mitigated or avoided as a result of the prior environmental impact
report and findings adopted in connection with that prior environmental report; or

(B) they have been examined at a sufficient level of detail in the prior environmental
impact report to enable those effects to be mitigated or avoided by site specific
revisions, the imposition of conditions, or by other means in connection with the
approval of the later project.

In conjunction with certification of the LRDP EIRs, The Regents adopted a Mitigation Monitoring
and Reporting Program (LRDP MMRP). The LRDP MMRP ensures that campus programs,
practices, and procedures (PPs) and mitigation measures (MMs) that are the responsibility of the
University of California are implemented in a timely manner. As individual projects, such as the
proposed Project, are designed and implemented, the projects include features necessary to
implement relevant PPs and MMs from the LRDP MMRP (LRDP PPs and MMs). All relevant
LRDP PPs and MMs are incorporated into and would be implemented as a part of the proposed
Project and monitored through a Project-specific MMRP. The LRDP PPs and MMs that are
relevant to the analysis presented in this IS are listed in the introduction to the analysis for each
topical issue in Section V, Evaluation of Environmental Impacts.

Following review of the current LRDP and the analysis presented in the LRDP EIRs, it has been
determined that the proposed Sunset Canyon Recreation Center Replacement Building Project
is a “project” under CEQA that was not fully addressed in the LRDP EIRs. As such, this IS has
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been prepared to: (1) identify the environmental topics that were adequately addressed for the
proposed Project within the LRDP EIRs based on the incorporation of applicable LRDP PPs and
MMs; (2) identify those topics for which the proposed Project would have no impact or a less than
significant impact based on Project-specific analysis provided herein, for which no further
evaluation is required; and (3) identify those topics, if any, for which the proposed Project would
have a new or more severe impact that was not previously identified in the LRDP EIRs, thus
requiring further analysis in an EIR. Additionally, this IS provides information regarding the
regulatory framework for topics where new regulations have been adopted or regulations have
been updated since preparation of the LRDP EIRs, and/or when the regulatory framework
discussion provides important context for the environmental analysis that follows. As
demonstrated throughout the analysis presented herein, with the exception of a potentially
significant impact to historic resources (Cultural Resources Threshold [a]), the proposed Project
would not result in any significant impacts with the incorporation of applicable, previously adopted
LRDP PPs and MMs and no further evaluation in the Draft Supplemental EIR is required.
However, as the buildings proposed for demolition as part of the proposed Project are considered
eligible historic resources pursuant to CEQA, and the LRDP EIRs did not identify a significant
impact to historic resources, additional environmental Project-level analysis of impacts to historic
resources in a Supplemental EIR is required.

Il PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The proposed Project involves the development of a new two-story (plus rooftop deck), student-
oriented, multi-purpose building at Sunset Canyon Recreation Center (referred to herein as
“Sunset Rec”) within the UCLA campus, which would provide approximately 11,500 gross square
feet (gsf) of recreational floor area plus approximately 6,500 gsf of exterior space that is covered
but unenclosed. Additionally, associated utility, landscape, and hardscape improvements would
be installed. The new building would replace a series of seven existing buildings/facilities at
Sunset Rec, which comprise approximately 6,982 gsf of floor area plus 5,807 gsf of covered,
unenclosed space. These existing buildings at Sunset Rec are eligible for listing in the California
Register of Historic Resources (California Register) and are therefore considered historic
resources under CEQA. As further discussed below, collectively the buildings to be demolished
are seismically deficient, substantially damaged/deteriorated (and therefore some of which are no
longer habitable), non-compliant with current Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) requirements,
otherwise constrained from a programming perspective, or, in some cases, inextricably physically,
structurally, or programmatically dependent upon the deficient structures. More detailed
information regarding the proposed Project Description is provided in Section 1.5, Proposed
Project Components, below.

I.1.  Project Location

The proposed Project is located at 111 Easton Drive, within the Northwest zone of the UCLA main
campus, located in the community of Westwood in the City of Los Angeles, approximately
10.6 miles west of downtown Los Angeles and 4.8 miles northeast of the Pacific Ocean (refer to
Figure 1, which depicts the regional location and local vicinity). The main campus is generally
bound by Le Conte Avenue to the south, Gayley Avenue and Veteran Avenue to the west, Sunset
Boulevard to the north, and Hilgard Avenue to the east. Figure 2 provides a map of the UCLA
campus and specifically shows the location of the proposed Project.
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For purposes of description in this IS, the “Project site” includes the proposed new building site,
the associated area that would be improved with new landscape and hardscape, and the
immediately surrounding area that would be disturbed during demolition and construction. The
Project site encompasses approximately 37,460 square feet (0.86 acre).

I.2. Environmental Setting

As shown on Figure 2, the proposed Project is located at Sunset Rec in the Northwest zone,
which encompasses approximately 90.5 acres of the approximately 419-acre UCLA campus. The
Northwest zone primarily includes residential and recreational uses and other functions that
support housing and the greater academic community, such as the Southern Regional Library
and the Krieger Child Care Center. The elevations in the Northwest zone range from 320 feet
above mean sea level (amsl) to approximately 560 feet amsl, with a general downward slope from
northwest to southeast.

There is a dense mix of urban development in this zone, and the adjacent areas of the City of Los
Angeles, with varied architectural styles, building massing, and building heights. Due to the
density of urban development, height of surrounding buildings, variations in topography, and
mature vegetation, views of Sunset Rec are limited to vantage points either within Sunset Rec or
in immediately adjacent areas. The visual character of the Project site and surrounding areas is
shown in the photographs presented in Section V.I, Aesthetics, of this IS.

As shown on the aerial photograph provided on Figure 3, Sunset Rec is bordered by De Neve
Drive to the north and west; the Sunset Recreation (SR) parking structure, Spieker Aquatic Center
and Sunset Tennis Courts to the east; and student dormitories to the south. The Easton Softball
Stadium and a campus maintenance facility are located north of Sunset Rec and north of De Neve
Drive. The nearest off-campus uses include the residential neighborhood of Bel-Air to the north,
north of Sunset Boulevard.

Sunset Rec encompasses approximately 9.0 acres and opened in 1966. Sunset Rec is operated
by UCLA Recreation and provides various indoor/outdoor activity spaces for use by students,
staff, and UCLA camps, including several multi-purpose rooms, offices, a small kitchen, and
storage areas; two swimming pools and associated locker rooms; an expansive lawn, garden,
outdoor amphitheater, picnic areas, sand volleyball courts, a Challenge Course, and other
amenities; as well as an entry kiosk and a modular building with office space and a multi-purpose
room (refer to Figure 4). The main entrance to Sunset Rec is located on Easton Drive at De Neve
Drive. Sunset Rec has a unique rustic setting, due in part to the hillside topography, undeveloped
open space areas, the numerous mature trees within and surrounding the area, and the older
wood-framed buildings. Sunset Rec shares the three-story SR Parking Structure with the adjacent
Spieker Aquatics Center. A summary of the various areas that span Sunset Rec’s variable
topography is provided for geographic context in Table 1 below.

With the exception of two modular buildings, construction of the existing buildings within Sunset
Rec was completed in 1966, and the buildings were likely designed to the 1964 edition of the
Uniform Building Code (UBC). The existing buildings along with their respective floor areas, uses,
and seismic ratings are summarized in Table 2 below.
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Table 1
Summary of Sunset Rec Site Levels
Sunset Rec Area or Level Location and Facilities
Lower (Pool) Level A flat terrace at the southeast where primary access to the site is

located, along with the Park Pool, associated locker room and pool
equipment building, and a recreation lawn where a portable building
was added in 2020-2021.

Middle Level A narrow continuous slope that bridges the elevation change between
the Lower and Upper Levels via a series of concrete stairways,
perimeter circulation paths, and Sunset Rec's core recreation
buildings.

Upper (Pool) Level A large sloping bowl to the northwest with a smaller pool (called Unit L
originally, and now known as the Family Pool), a large lawn, an
amphitheater area with a tiered seating area, a wooded sloped picnic
area on the northeast side of the large lawn, and beach volleyball
courts installed in 2020 at the southwest side of the large lawn.

Upper Plateau A flat terraced area with an open lawn at the north edge of the Upper
Level above the wooded picnic zone, developed after the center first
opened. The plateau now contains the modular Mesa Building, a
student garden, a small lawn area, and an obstacle course known as
the Challenge Course.

10
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Table 2
Summary of Existing Buildings at Sunset Canyon Recreation Center
Covered 2021
Unenclos Seismi
Floor ed Area c
Building Area (gsf) Rating
ID Building Name (gsf) Use(s) U
Buildings to be Demolished
Level 1 — Office
A Vista Room? 2,984 Level 2 — Multi-purpose room Vil
and catering kitchen
A1 Buenos Aires Room 2,445 Multi-purpose room and storage [\
5,273 Level 1 and Level 2 —
Stair Tower/ Restrooms )
A2 Restroom/Office? 307 Level 3 — Office Vi
Stairs surrounding the building
core
C Santa Fe Room? 684 534 Multi-purpose room VII
tﬁi;ﬁirﬂ ' Station 112 0 Lifeguard/first aid station Vi
E Office Center® 213 0 Office uses \i
Medium voltage primary switch,
F Electric Vault 237 0 transformer, and secondary NA
switchboard
Subtotal Buildings to be
Demolished 6,982 5,807
Buildings to be Relocated
K | Entry Kiosk (Modular) 143 0 Office | NA*
Subtotal Buildings to be
Relocated 143 0
Buildings to be Retained
G Family Pool Restrooms 1,044 0 Family Pool locker rooms Il
H/H.A Park Pool _Locker Rooms 4.980 0 Park Popl Iocke_r rooms and Vv
& Mechanical Room mechanical equipment room
J Modular Building® 3,679 0 Classroom, office, storage NA*
4480 Mesa Building (Modular) 2,248 0 Classroom, office, storage NA*
Subtotal Buildings t9 be 11,951 0
Retained
TOTAL | 19,076 5,807

1. Seismic evaluations of the buildings at Sunset Canyon Recreation Center were conducted by Nabih Youssef Associates
Structural Engineers in 2021 based on the UC Seismic Program Guidelines. The buildings were assigned seismic
performance ratings in accordance with UC-defined performance levels. It is noted that Level VIl is defined as “posing an
immediate life-safety hazard to [the building’s] occupants under gravity loads. The building should be evacuated and posted
as dangerous until remedial actions are taken to assure the building can support [California Building Code] prescribed dead
and live loads.”

2. These buildings were red-tagged by the Campus Building Official and vacated in 2020.

3. This building was vacated in 2021 due to water intrusion and mold, and the uses were relocated to the Modular Building
(Building J).

4. Per Section 3.2.4.B of the UC Seismic Program Guidelines, a campus may elect not to rate modular units provided certain
criteria are met.

5. This modular building was installed and occupied in 2019/2020 to house uses and operations previously accommodated in
the Vista Room, Santa Fe Room, Stair Tower Office, and later the Office Center.

11
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The topography within Sunset Rec is configured in a bowl shape, sloping from north to south with
an approximately 70-foot change in topography. The topography, along with the various program
elements, create specialized program areas within Sunset Rec. Quieter areas are located at the
northeastern end (e.g., picnic areas and a garden) along with the Challenge Course. The
amphitheater at the most northern end steps down to a large recreational lawn/plateau, which is
heavily utilized. This level area also includes sand volleyball courts used by the UCLA Women'’s
Volleyball Team, the Family Pool and associated locker room and pool storage structures, along
with picnic areas on the east side of the lawn. The Family Pool and locker room are sited at the
southern end of the lawn. From the upper pool level, the site steps down to a mid-level, and the
transition between levels is structured with a series concrete steps, retaining walls, and various
buildings that serve multiple functions. The Project site is located at this middle level, and the
buildings are designed to bridge the upper level and the lower level where the Park Pool,
associated locker rooms, and modular building are located.

Given the sloping topography of Sunset Rec, the existing buildings in the proposed Project area
are sited at various elevations ranging from 495 feet amsl to 515 feet amsl. Buildings A, A1, A2,
and C are interconnected by a series of stairways and wraparound decks, which collectively
create a terraced arrangement of spaces that result in a treehouse effect. Building E sits at a
middle elevation between the upper and lower pool levels that can only be accessed via stairs.
The maximum elevation of the existing rooflines is approximately 536 feet amsl. ADA access to
several of the spaces within the buildings is not available given the multiple levels, stairways, and
lack of an elevator. Additionally, modifications such as the installation of latticework across railings
have been installed for safety purposes, as the buildings do not meet many current Code
requirements.

Most of the existing buildings include exposed wood framing and large wood canopies. While the
buildings have undergone various structural repairs over the years, the exposed wood shows
visible signs of deterioration, including dry rot and lightning strike damage, throughout the site.
The condition of the wood in a structure has a direct relationship to its performance in a seismic
event. Wood that is damaged, cracked, and has dry rot or insect damage can have a substantially
lower capacity to resist the loads imposed by earthquakes. Due to their structurally unsound and
deteriorated conditions, the Vista Room (Building A), Stair Tower/Restroom/Office (Building A1),
and Santa Fe Room (Building C) were “red-tagged” (meaning that the buildings are considered
unsafe and should not be entered) and were subsequently vacated and fenced-off in 2020. The
Office Center (Building E) was also vacated in 2021 due to water intrusion and mold. Some of the
multi-purpose space, administrative offices, youth camp offices, and front desk operations that
were housed in the Vista Room, Santa Fe Room, and Office Center were relocated to a nearby
modaular building beginning in 2019/2020.

A formal historic resources evaluation is being prepared for the Sunset Rec complex. The
complex will be evaluated under applicable criteria, including those for the National Register of
Historic Places (National Register) and the California Register. The historic resources evaluation
will include an assessment of Sunset Rec and its significance as well as the impact of changes
that have been performed throughout the years for maintenance, safety, and usability purposes.
The preliminary results of the evaluation indicate that Sunset Rec appears to be eligible for listing
in the California Register under Criterion 3 as a significant work of Smith and Williams Architects,
who are widely acknowledged as local masters of post war modernism. It may also qualify for
listing in the National Register under Criterion C as a representation of the work of a master[s] if
returned to an earlier appearance. The completed historic resources evaluation will be included
in the Draft Supplemental EIR.

12
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As further discussed in Section V1.4, Biological Resources, of this IS, there are approximately 20
mature trees within the Project site; only one tree is a protected species as defined in the LRDP,
specifically western sycamore (Platanus racemose).” There are also approximately 21 mature
trees immediately surrounding the Project site, none of which are protected species. There are
no naturalized areas, stream channels, or otherwise sensitive hydrologic or biological resources
within the Project site.

As further discussed in Section V1.7, Geology and Soils, of this IS, based on the Geotechnical
Investigation conducted for the proposed Project, the Project site is underlain by artificial fill
placed over Pleistocene age alluvial fan deposits that generally consist of interbedded silt, sand,
and gravel, with lesser amounts of clay. The alluvial deposits are underlain by sedimentary
bedrock of the Miocene age Monterey Formation (Geocon, 2023). Regionally, the UCLA campus
lies in a seismically active area bound by two important faults in the Santa Monica Fault Zone:
the active Malibu Coast/Santa Monica/Raymond/Sierra Madre/Cucamonga Fault and the active
Newport-Inglewood Fault. However, there are no known active or potentially active faults that
underlie the campus.

Groundwater was not encountered up to the maximum depth of 48 feet below the ground surface
(bgs) explored for the proposed Project. The historic high groundwater in the site vicinity is greater
than approximately 40 feet bgs. Surface water drainage currently sheet flows from the Project site
to the adjacent roadways (Geocon, 2023).

Existing utility infrastructure is located within and surrounding the Project site and is shown on the
site survey included on Figure 5.

I.3. Background and Need For The Proposed Project

In 2014 and again in 2021, structural evaluations were conducted to provide seismic ratings for
the existing buildings located in the Sunset Rec complex based on the UC Seismic Safety Policy.
The 2014 evaluation determined that the Santa Fe Room (Building C), Lookout/Lifeguard Station
(Building D), and the Office Center (Building E), had a Seismic Performance Rating (SPR) of V,
which was considered to have a “poor” seismic performance based on the UC Seismic Safety
Policy in effect at that time. Further, the associated visual assessment identified several structural
features with severe distress and loss of structural integrity.

After the 2014 seismic evaluation was conducted, the buildings suffered further deterioration and
loss of structural integrity involving dry rot, cracked/deteriorated beams and handrails, insect
damage, and a lightning strike. In 2017, the Vista Room (Building A) required exterior bracing to
support the second story deck. In April 2018, a portion of the ftrellis on the Stair
Tower/Restroom/Office (Building A2) failed, causing damage to the Santa Fe Room (Building C)
and offices below. Additionally, lightning struck the Vista Room (Building A) in January 2019. As
shown in Table 2, based on a second seismic evaluation completed in 2021, the existing buildings
have seismic ratings ranging from lll to VII. As identified previously, in 2020, the Vista Room
(Building A), Stair Tower/Restroom/Office (Building A1), and Santa Fe Room (Building C) were
red-tagged, vacated, and fenced-off due to unsafe conditions.

2 The LRDP Final SEIR identifies “mature” trees as those with a trunk diameter at breast height (dbh) measuring at
least 12 inches, and also identifies various protected tree species (coast live oak, valley oak, western sycamore,
Southern California black walnut, and California bay laurel).

13



Sunset Canyon Recreation Replacement Building Project

Initial Study
S ) o5t et
4 495.7816 &Z\“G“
/ A ‘
BGCL
Lo LEGEND
_— Il
\ BOCL 495.80cE— [~495.85CE .
\ / | 495.71CE ® BOLLARD LANDSCAPE LIGHT
= ¥ 5 |/, S agseace
o+ /”m | oo W 8 e  BULDING COLUMN LIGHT POLE:
_49§0TC TG o Bt B
! 'f/? e 5 E&  DRAIN INLETS POOL SKIMMER
2 ELECTRICAL MANHOLE SANITARY SEWER CLEANOUT
L
7%
~ ELECTRICAL PEDESTAL SANITARY SEWER MANHOLE
506.307C
/Vf’ A ELECTRICAL PULLBOX —~ ] SIGN
. WP
: 0075 ELECTRICAL RISER STORM DRAIN MANHOLE
| ;"}‘ iy
) \\ ELECTRICAL TRANSFORMER STORM DRAIN VAULT
Clg ELECTRICAL VAULT LIGHT POLE
JL FIRE HYDRANT e—————o HAND RAIL
) GAS METER ———X—— CHAIN LINK FENCE
496.080E A GASRISER IRON FENCE
' i [e]  TELEPHONE PULLBOX WOOD FENCE
S o “e A
513.23IE (4"NW) <
228/ TELEPHONE VAULT —— ——— BULDING DECK
e i R 4 WATER BACKFLOW ASSEMBLY B
/,/ PIE \‘ SHED
NX orr e R ® WATER RISER ——X—— CHAIN LINK FENCE
X 4974+7£[ ; '
j . * £ o WATER VAL IRON FENCE
/ ¢ 2\ -
UCLA FAMILY POOL | a IRRIGATION BOX
") H 201 WOOD FENCE
513,32 (4°5¥) /| @ IRRIGATION VALVE —— ——— BUILDING DECK
IRRIGATION PULLBOX e Wi
WITH ELECTRICAL
OUTLET
SDSL
T v DL s 1974876 s GAS MAIN
\mom PHATO '4_97-@”3\
NOT A SURVEY SHOT g8 SD STORM DRAIN
E ELECTRICAL
s SEWER MAIN
— — — W— — ——  WATER MAIN
|
J |
Lyl e B —— ——  IRRIGATION MAIN
e
k) e e f e FIRE MAIN
_ — — T — — —  TELECOM
Source(s): Latitude 33 Planning & Engineering (04-10-2023) Fig ure 5

(R EAE
"4 to

Site Survey
14




Sunset Canyon Recreation Replacement Building Project
Initial Study

Further, because the existing buildings were constructed before 1966, they do not meet current
requirements for energy efficiency, accessibility, or general safety. As previously discussed, full
ADA access to several of the spaces within the buildings is not available given the multiple levels,
stairways, and lack of an elevator. Additionally, modifications such as the installation of latticework
across railings have been installed for safety purposes. Leaks and mold have also affected some
of the spaces. Moreover, the existing electrical equipment within the electrical vault (Building F)
is nearing the end of its service life.

Due to the inability to use the Vista Room, Santa Fe Room, Stair Tower/Restroom/Office, and
Office Center, combined with access constraints associated with the current design, and the
resulting limitations in space available for recreational programming, the existing main building
complex for Sunset Rec is not meeting the needs of the campus population. Prior to the building
closures, the three main multi-purpose rooms were used on a daily basis for a wide variety of
recreational classes for students and staff, gatherings and meetings for campus groups, and as
activity spaces for UCLA’s summer youth camps. Many of these activities can no longer occur or
can only take place on a limited basis in the remaining multi-purpose spaces (i.e., the Buenos
Aires Room and a classroom in the modular building). Furthermore, given the access constraints
of the Project site, the mobility-impaired population is unable to utilize the maijority of these
facilities, resulting in continued inequities that violate UCLA policy.

I.4. Project Description

Replacement Building

The proposed Project involves the demolition of seven existing buildings totaling 6,982 gsf and
5,807 gsf of covered unenclosed space (refer to Table 2), and construction of an approximately
11,500 gsf replacement building with approximately 6,500 gsf of covered unenclosed space, as
described further below. The proposed replacement building would provide flexible, student-
oriented multi-purpose spaces on two levels plus a rooftop deck. Similar to the existing buildings,
the new building would nestle into the adjacent hillside and create strong connections between
indoor and outdoor spaces, with terraces and outdoor amenity areas, to capitalize on the
surrounding natural setting. The conceptual site plan for the proposed Project is provided on
Figure 6.

Conceptual building elevations are provided on Figures 7a and 7b, building sections are provided
on Figure 8, and conceptual renderings are provided on Figure 9a and 9b. As shown, the
proposed building would have a maximum height of 41 feet above ground level at the southeast
and east sides of the building, with a maximum building elevation of 539.25 feet amsl at the top
of the canopy. The architecture of the proposed replacement building would consist of a hybrid
concrete and steel building designed to respect and provide recognizable visual and material
connections to the existing structures at Sunset Rec, including the structures to be demolished.
There would concrete shear walls at the ground level and exposed steel beams at all levels. The
steel would be intentionally exposed in a similar way to the existing glue-lam beams of the original
structure, and the proposed exterior facade would reflect the existing vertical siding. Building
materials would include, but not be limited to: aluminum wood-look battens/siding, board-formed
concrete walls, mesh cable guard rails, a steel shade structure with a solar photovoltaic (PV)
canopy, and a composite metal roof deck over the exposed steel structure (refer to Figure 10).
Approximately 46 percent of the building facade would consist of window systems. The glazing
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system would include 10-foot-tall multi-panel glass sliding doors tied to a central building
management system (BMS) to facilitate natural ventilation and system shut-off when the doors
are open.

Conceptual floor plans for each level of the new building are provided on Figures 11 through 14.
As shown, the proposed building includes three multi-purpose rooms plus a teaching kitchen and
a rooftop deck. The multi-purpose rooms would feature expansive floor-to-ceiling windows that
could slide open to the surrounding terraces and decks, creating a seamless transition between
the indoor and outdoor spaces. Also included are staff offices with a small conference room,
gender inclusive restrooms and a family restroom, a lactation room, storage areas,
custodial/mechanical space, a telecommunications/IT room, an ADA-accessible elevator, and
circulation areas. Additionally, approximately 6,500 gsf of exterior covered, unenclosed space
would be provided, including a reception area between the two ground floor multi-purpose rooms
and approximately 4,000 gsf on the roof, covered with a canopy of photovoltaic panels. The
rooftop deck would include a small storage room and a bar area to support programs and
gatherings.

The proposed building would be designed and constructed in compliance with applicable
requirements of the California Building Code and California Health and Safety Code pertaining to
fire protection systems. Specifically, fire sprinklers, fire alarm systems, emergency lighting,
emergency response notification systems, and illuminated signage would be installed.

Circulation and Parking

Vehicular access to the proposed building would be the same as under existing conditions (from
Easton Drive), and the existing vehicular turnaround adjacent to the main entrance to Sunset Rec
would be unchanged. Parking would continue to be provided at the SR parking structure, with
sidewalk access to the entry kiosk. The existing entry kiosk, which is a 143 gsf modular building,
would be relocated slightly to provide improve the flow of pedestrian traffic from the parking
structure to the various uses within Sunset Rec.

Pedestrian access between the lower and upper pools would be enhanced by new stairways to
the south of the proposed building, with bench seating and terraces incorporated into the design.
Primary ADA access between the two pool levels would be provided via the building elevator, and
the existing wheelchair ramp behind the building would remain in place as well.

Landscape and Exterior Lighting

The proposed landscape plan would build upon the existing landscape at Sunset Rec to maintain
a wooded and natural setting. As shown on the conceptual landscape plan provided on Figure
15, landscaped areas would be located around the perimeter of the new building and would
include trees, shrubs and ground cover, as well as bench seating, thus creating a series of
intimate gathering areas. The proposed hex pavers represent a modern, modular variation on the
existing hexagonal brick floor pattern. The slope between the lower and upper pools would also
feature terraced landscaping to mimic the existing setting. Proposed species would include native
and/or drought-tolerant species. Much of the existing vegetation within the Project site would be
removed, including an estimated 12 existing mature trees (refer to the discussion of Biological
Resources in Section V.4 of this IS), one of which is considered a protected species (western
sycamore [Platanus racemosa]). However, many of the trees surrounding the proposed building,
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including a large existing Canary Island pine (Pinus canariensis) to the south, would be protected
in place, as feasible. The proposed Project would provide one new tree for every one mature tree
removed, and the western sycamore would be replaced at a 4:1 ratio, in excess of current UCLA
requirements.’

Exterior lighting would be provided for pedestrian safety and site security. Energy efficient LED
signs would be provided at exits, stairwells, along the paths of egress on every floor and where
required by code.

Utilities

The proposed Project would include the removal of existing utility infrastructure systems that
serve the existing buildings as shown on Figure 16. New utility infrastructure (water, sewer, storm
drain, electric and telecommunications) would be installed and would connect to existing utility
infrastructure within or adjacent to the Project site. Natural gas would not be used, and the existing
natural gas connection would be capped. Following is a description of proposed utility systems to
be installed, which are shown on Figure 17:

o Water — Domestic and fire water needs of the proposed Project would be served via an
existing six-inch water main that runs in Easton Drive. New lateral water lines would be
installed on the northeast side of the proposed building to connect to the existing water
main (two-inch line for domestic water service and six-inch line for fire service). Domestic
hot water would be provided by electric storage water heaters and delivered to plumbing
fixtures in the restroom and kitchen areas.

o Sewer — The proposed Project would involve the installation of 4-inch sanitary sewer
lateral and main lines to connect the proposed building to an existing sewer line at the
southeast corner of the proposed building. A new sewer manhole and associated
components would also be installed.

e Drainage and Water Quality — A new 6-inch storm drain, roof drains and associated
storm drain facilities would be installed and would be routed to a proposed modular
wetland system (MWS) unit that would connect to the existing 8-inch storm drain main that
extends northwest to southeast across the Project site.

As further discussed in Section V.9, Hydrology and Water Quality, of this IS, Phase Il of
the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) program regulates storm
water discharges from small Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System Permits (MS4s)
(such as schools and universities), and UCLA is approved for coverage under the Phase
Il Small MS4 General Permit. The proposed Project is required to meet Low Impact
Development (LID) requirements. Permeable pavers would be installed to decrease the
amount of impervious surface on-site, and a MWS unit would be installed to treat the site
runoff and for stormwater capture and retention, as needed to comply with applicable
regulations. In addition to structural best management practices (BMPs), the proposed
Project would implement non-structural BMPs at the Project site related to education and
training; landscaping; and monitoring and maintenance of structural BMPs.

3 LRDP MM 4.3-4 requires the replacement of protected trees at a 2:1 ratio.
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o Electricity — The existing lower pool concrete electric vault (Building F) would be
removed, and the existing electric service equipment (primary and secondary switchboard
and transformer) would be disconnected and decommissioned. A new NEMA 3R Stainless
Steel primary 12.47kV-480/277V 1000kVA Substation would be located on-grade at the
service yard, exterior to the proposed building. A new secondary switchboard would be
located within the proposed building’s main electrical room and stepped down to
480/277V. The existing panelboards, fire alarm panel, and lighting controls within the
existing lower electrical vault would be relocated and refed from the proposed building’s
secondary switchboard. Other existing electric load branch circuits fed from the existing
service (i.e., the locker room and mechanical room) would also be refed to their respective
panelboard that is being relocated. New conduit and wire in underground trenching would
be provided to extend the existing medium voltage feeder to the final location of the
medium voltage substation. In addition, two 4”C spares would be trenched from the upper
to lower electrical vault and between the lower electrical vault and the new recreational
center building service yard.

Sustainable Building Features

The proposed Project would comply with the University of California Policy on Sustainable
Practices and Guidelines and would adopt the principles of energy efficiency and sustainability to
the fullest extent possible, consistent with budgetary constraints and regulatory and programmatic
requirements. Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design (LEED™) is a green building
rating system that contains prerequisites and credits in five areas: (1) environmentally sensitive
site planning; (2) water conservation; (3) energy efficiency; (4) conservation of materials and
resources; and (5) indoor air quality. A minimum standard of a LEED Gold BD+C rating has been
established for the proposed Project, and the proposed Project design would strive to achieve a
LEED Platinum BD+C rating. To achieve this rating, the proposed Project incorporates a series
of green building strategies including, but not limited to, the following:

o Outperforming Title 24 standards by 20 percent; striving to outperform the standards by
30 percent where possible.

¢ Optimizing the energy efficiency of systems not addressed by the CBC energy-efficiency
standards.

¢ Installing rooftop PV panels (total area of approximately 3,000 sf) to offset the electricity
demand for the proposed building.

¢ Providing an all-electric building (no use of natural gas).

e Incorporating a high-efficiency irrigation system and native/drought-tolerant species to
reduce landscape irrigation demands.

o Selecting water fixtures (e.g., taps, toilets, and other fixtures) to achieve a 36 percent
reduction in per capita water demand (compared to the Fiscal Year 2005-2008 average
baseline) and increase water efficiency.

Construction Activities

For purposes of analysis, it is estimated that construction of the proposed Project would begin in
May 2024 and be completed in January 2026. Construction of the proposed Project would be
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sequenced with overlapping phases, which are generalized as follow: demolition/crushing, site
preparation, grading, building construction, architectural coating, paving/landscaping, and building
commissioning (concurrent with paving). Depending on the construction phase, implementation of
the proposed Project would require common equipment, including, but not limited to:
concrete/industrial saws, excavators, dozers, tractors, graders, loaders, backhoes, forklifts,
compressors, cranes, generator sets, welders, pavers, and rollers.

The entirety of the Project site, which is shown on the aerial photograph provided on Figure 3
(approximately 37,460 sf or 0.86 acre), would be directly impacted by construction, as analyzed
herein. Site demolition would involve the existing buildings, landscaping, and hardscape within
the Project site as shown on Figure 18; other areas of Sunset Rec would not be affected. During
the demolition phase of construction (estimated to last 66 days or approximately three months),
demolition and site preparation debris would be exported from the Project site with 14-cy trucks
to a landfill conservatively assumed to be located 36 miles from the Project site. It is estimated
that demolition of the existing buildings and related site preparation activities, including removal
of existing hardscape, would require an average of three round truck trips (approximately six
inbound and outbound trips) per day.

The conceptual grading plan for the proposed Project is provided on Figure 19. Grading activities
would involve approximately 7,500 cubic yards of cut, which would be exported from the Project
site over an approximately 22-day period with 14-cy trucks to a landfill conservatively assumed to
be 35 miles from the Project site. The soil export would require an average of approximately 24
round truck trips (approximately 49 inbound and outbound truck trips) per day for 22 days.

Grading activities would also include excavation to a depth of approximately 20 feet beneath the
proposed building footprint (at the northern section in the existing slope), and to a depth of
approximately 25 feet for installation of a new storm drain line around the proposed building (with
the deepest location measured from the upper pool landing).

The proposed erosion control plan is provided on Figure 20. As required by existing regulations,
soil erosion from the Project site during construction would be controlled through the use of BMPs,
including, but not limited to: installation of gravel bags/inlet protection, silt fencing, and stabilized
driveways at construction entrances and exits. Dust and waste management and materials
pollution control BMPs would also be employed.

In addition to the identified construction area, a staging area would be needed to receive, lay
down, and prepare materials for use during construction. The construction staging area would be
located within Sunset Rec in a location that would not conflict with ongoing activities. Construction
workers would park at the SR Parking Structure adjacent to the Project site.

Vehicular and Pedestrian Circulation During Construction
A construction traffic route has been designated to efficiently move construction vehicles to avoid

traffic from any other on- and off-campus projects under construction at the same time, to the
extent feasible.* Pursuant to LRDP PP 4.13-2, the construction of these major projects would be

4 Major UCLA construction projects on campus or in close proximity that may be under construction at the same
time as the proposed Project are identified on Figure 2, UCLA Campus Map, of this IS, and include Gayley Towers
(565 Gayley Avenue), Wooden Center Seismic Improvements, and Co-Generation Plant Equipment Replacement.
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coordinated to adjust construction schedules, work hours, and access routes to the extent feasible
in order to reduce construction-related traffic congestion. It is expected that the construction route
for the proposed Project would include Interstate 405 (1-405), Wilshire Boulevard, Gayley Avenue,
Strathmore Place, Charles E. Young Drive West, De Neve Drive, and Easton Drive.

During construction, the SR parking structure would remain available for Sunset Rec users, and
safe pedestrian access from the parking area and the adjacent drop-off roundabout would be
maintained. Additionally, pedestrian circulation within Sunset Rec would be maintained to provide
access to uses that would remain operational during construction. To maintain access between
the upper and lower pools, a protected pedestrian path would be provided; this path would also
serve students needing access between the lower pool and nearby Hedrick Summit residence
hall. Activities located on the upper lawn would continue to be accessed from De Neve Drive,
adjacent to the amphitheater.

I.L5. Relationship to The 2002 Long Range Development Plan, As Amended

The proposed Project would involve demolition of seven existing buildings at Sunset Rec that total
approximately 6,982 gsf. Therefore, construction of the approximately 11,500 gsf replacement
building would result in a net increase of 4,518 gsf of development within Sunset Rec in the
Northwest zone.’ This amount of development is within the total remaining development allocation
consistent with the LRDP. Currently, the Northwest zone has 130,682 gsf remaining in the
allocation identified in the LRDP.

The proposed Project would involve a replacement recreation building and would not change the
overall recreational programming at Sunset Rec. Similar to existing conditions, the new building
would offer several multi-use spaces that could be used on a daily basis for a variety of
recreational classes for students and staff, gatherings and meetings for campus groups, and as
activity spaces for UCLA’s summer youth camps. The typical hours of operation are also expected
to remain the same (6:00 AM to 8:00 PM Monday through Friday, 8:00 AM to 8:00 PM on
Saturday, and 9:00 AM to 8:00 PM on Sundays). Thus, upon Project completion, Sunset Rec
would continue to be fully available to UCLA students, faculty and staff, as well as for other related
UCLA programs. The proposed Project would not generate an increase in the campus population.

1.L6. Anticipated Discretionary Approvals

Under the delegated-authority process, The Regents delegate approval authority to the
Chancellor for projects that meet certain criteria. The proposed Project and forthcoming
Supplemental EIR would be considered by The Regents or its designee for approval. The
University of California and the responsible agencies identified below are expected to use the
information contained in this IS and the forthcoming Supplemental EIR for consideration of
approvals related to and involved in the implementation of the proposed Sunset Canyon
Recreation Replacement Building Project. This IS and the forthcoming Supplemental EIR would
inform all state, regional, and local government approvals needed for construction and/or
operation of the proposed Project, whether or not such actions are known or are explicitly listed.
Anticipated approvals required to implement the proposed Project include, but are not limited to,
those listed below.

5> Consistent with the LRDP EIR, development on the campus does not include gross square footage related to
covered unenclosed space.
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University of California

o Certification of the Final Supplemental EIR and adoption of the MMRP and CEQA Findings

e Approval of the Sunset Canyon Recreation Replacement Project, including the design and
funding

Responsible Agencies

o State Water Resources Control Board. UCLA, or its designee, shall comply with
requirements of the applicable NPDES Phase |l Small MS4 General Permit.

o South Coast Air Quality Management District. UCLA, or its designee, shall obtain
permits to construct and/or permits to operate new stationary sources of equipment that
emit or control air contaminants (e.g., heating, ventilation, and air conditioning units and
diesel generators).
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M. ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving

at least one impact that is a “Potentially Significant Impact” as indicated by the checklist on the
following pages.

[] Aesthetics [] Agriculture Resources ] Air Quality

[] Biological Resources X] Cultural Resources [] Energy

[] Geology/Soils [] Greenhouse Gas [] Hazards & Hazardous

Emissions Materials

[ ] Hydrology/Water Quality [ ] Land Use/Planning [] Mineral Resources

[] Noise [] Population/Housing [] Public Services

[] Recreation [] Transportation [] Tribal Cultural
Resources

[] Utilities/Service Systems [] Wildfire [ ] Mandatory Findings of
Significance

IV. DETERMINATION (TO BE COMPLETED BY THE LEAD AGENCY)

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

The University of California finds that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect
on the environment, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

The University of California finds that although the proposed project could have a significant effect
on the environment, there will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project
have been made by or agreed to by the project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE
DECLARATION will be prepared.

The University of California finds that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the
environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

The University of California finds that the proposed project MAY have a "potentially significant
impact" or "potentially significant unless mitigated" impact on the environment, but at least one
effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal
standards, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as
described on attached sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must
analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed.

The University of California finds that although the proposed project could have a significant effect | []
on the environment, because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately
in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have
been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including
revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further is
required.

O

O

[

D

Ay oy Eo(zvi Hiz(z>
Ashley Rogers j Date
Assistant Director, Envuronmental Planning
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V. EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

The University has defined the column headings in the Initial Study checklist as follows:

A) “Additional Project-level Impact Analysis Required” applies where the project may result
in an environmental impact that was not considered in an earlier document, or not considered
in sufficient detail, and/or substantial project changes, changed circumstances, or new
information of substantial importance triggering CEQA Section 15162 has occurred since
certification of the earlier document.

B) “Project Impact Adequately Addressed in the LRDP EIR” applies where the potential
impacts of the proposed project were adequately addressed in the 2009 Final EIR and either
no changes or no substantial changes to the project are proposed, and no new information of
substantial importance has been identified.

C) “Less Than Significant Impact” applies where the project will not result in any significant
effects. The project impact is less than significant without the incorporation of project-level
mitigation.

D) “No Impact” applies where a project would not result in any impact in the category or the
category does not apply. “No Impact” answers need to be adequately supported by the
information sources cited, which show that the impact does not apply to projects like the one
involved (e.g., the project falls outside a fault rupture zone). A “No Impact” answer should be
explained where it is based on project-specific factors as well as general standards (e.g., the
project will not expose sensitive receptors to pollutants, based on a project-specific screening
analysis).

V.1. Aesthetics

As described previously in Section Il, Project Description, of this IS, relevant elements of the
proposed Project related to aesthetics/visual character include the demolition of seven existing
buildings totaling 6,982 gsf and 5,807 gsf of covered unenclosed space, and construction of an
approximately 11,500 gsf replacement building with approximately 6,500 gsf of covered
unenclosed space in generally the same location. As described in Section 1.4, Project
Description, of this IS, the proposed architectural style for the proposed replacement building
would consist of a hybrid concrete and steel building designed to respect and provide
recognizable visual and material connections to the existing structures at Sunset Rec, including
the structures to be demolished. There would concrete shear walls at the ground level and
exposed steel beams at all levels. The steel would be intentionally exposed in a similar way to
the existing glue-lam beams of the original structure, and the proposed exterior facade would
reflect the existing vertical siding. Building materials would include, but not be limited to: aluminum
wood-look battens/siding, board-formed concrete walls, mesh cable guard rails, a steel shade
structure with a solar PV canopy, and a composite metal roof deck over the exposed steel
structure. Approximately 46 percent of the building facade would be a unitized window system
(refer to the building elevations shown on Figures 7a and 7b).

As discussed in Section V.4, Biological Resources of the IS, much of the existing landscaping
within the Project site would be removed, including an estimated 11 existing mature trees plus
one protected tree species. Mature and protected tree species to be removed would be replaced
as required by the LRDP MMs presented below. Additionally, the proposed landscape plan would
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build upon the existing landscape at Sunset Rec to maintain a wooded and natural setting. The
slope between the lower and upper pools would feature terraced landscaping to mimic the existing
setting. As with existing conditions, exterior lighting would be provided for pedestrian safety and
site security at the Project site.

The following adopted PPs and MMs from the LRDP MMRP have been incorporated into the
proposed Project and are assumed in the analysis presented in this section. Changes in the text
from the LRDP Final SEIR are signified by bold and underline (bold and underline) where text
has been added. Changes have been made to reflect that that the 2002 LRDP has been amended
since that time.

PP 4.1-1(a) The design process shall evaluate and incorporate, where appropriate, factors
including, but not necessarily limited to, building mass and form, building
proportion, roof profile, architectural detail and fenestration, the texture, color, and
quality of building materials, focal views, pedestrian and vehicular circulation and
access, and the landscape setting to ensure preservation and enhancement of the
visual character and quality of the campus and the surrounding area. Landscaped
open space (including plazas, courts, gardens, walkways, and recreational areas)
shall be integrated with development to encourage use through placement and
design.

PP 4.1-2(b) The architectural and landscape traditions that give the campus its unique
character shall be respected and reinforced.

PP 4.1-2(c)  Projects proposed under the 2002 LRDP as amended shall include landscaping.

MM 4.1-3(a) Design for specific projects shall provide for the use of textured non-reflective
exterior surfaces and non-reflective glass.

MM 4.1-3(b) All outdoor lighting shall be directed to the specific location intended for illumination
(e.g., roads, walkways, or recreation fields) to limit stray light spillover onto
adjacent residential areas. In addition, all lighting shall be shielded to minimize the
production of glare and light spill onto adjacent uses.

MM 4.1-3(c) Ingress and egress from parking areas shall be designed and situated so the
vehicle headlights are shielded from adjacent uses. If necessary, walls or other
light barriers will be provided.
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Project Impact Analysis
Additional Project Impact
Project-level Adequately Less Than
Impact Analysis Addressed in Significant
Threshold(s) Required the LRDP EIR Impact No Impact
a) Would the project have a substantial adverse O X O O

effect on a scenic vista?

Discussion

The LRDP EIRs concluded that with continued implementation of LRDP PPs, the remaining
development allocation contemplated by the LRDP would result in a less than significant impact
to scenic vistas. As described in the LRDP EIRs, views of scenic vistas may be generally
described in two ways: panoramic views (visual access to a large geographic area for which the
field of view can be wide and extend into the distance) and focal views (visual access to a
particular object, scene, setting, or feature of interest).

Examples of panoramic views include urban skylines, valleys, mountain ranges, or large bodies
of water. Due to the height of surrounding urban development, mature trees and other vegetation,
as well as the change in elevation across the site and in the surrounding area, views of the Project
site are limited to vantage points within the site or from immediately adjacent vantage points. More
specifically, panoramic views that include the existing Project buildings are only available from
locations within Sunset Rec (e.g., from the amphitheater to the north) or from certain dorm rooms
within the nearby residence halls. Panoramic views of the existing buildings on-site are not
available from public, off-campus vantage points. The proposed Project would involve demolition
of existing buildings at Sunset Rec and construction of one new building in generally the same
location. The proposed Project would not have impacts on panoramic views, consistent with the
finding of the LRDP EIRs.

Focal views include views of natural landforms, public art/signs and visually important structures,
such as historic buildings. Focal views on campus include views of outdoor public art spaces
(including the Franklin D. Murphy Sculpture Garden and the Rolfe Sculpture Courtyard) and iconic
buildings (such as Royce Hall, Powell Library, Haines Hall, Kinsey Hall, and other structures
located in the historic core of the Core Campus zone). There are no significant natural landforms
on campus, including within the Project site. The closest public art space to the Project site is the
Rolfe Sculpture Courtyard, which is located on campus and approximately 0.5 mile to the east
and is not in the same viewshed as the Project site. Additionally, while the proposed Project would
result in demolition of existing buildings at Sunset Rec that contribute to a historic district, this
area is not within or near the campus historic core and not part of a publicly available focal view,
as defined in the LRDP EIRs. Therefore, the proposed Project would not have an adverse effect
on a focal view, consistent with the finding in the LRDP EIRs. Impacts to historic resources are
addressed below in Section V.5, Cultural Resources, of this IS.

The proposed Project would not have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista, and no
mitigation is required. No further evaluation of this issue is required in the Draft Supplemental
EIR.
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Additional Project Impact
Project-level Adequately Less Than
Impact Analysis Addressed in Significant
Threshold(s) Required the LRDP EIR Impact No Impact

b) Would the project substantially damage scenic
resources, including, but not limited to, trees,
rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a [ X [ [
state scenic highway?

Discussion

As discussed in the LRDP EIRs, the UCLA campus is located in the City of Los Angeles in an
area that is predominantly urban in character, and there are no State-designated scenic highways
located near the UCLA campus (Caltrans, 2023). Therefore, the proposed Project would not
damage a scenic resource within a State scenic highway.

While there are no State scenic highways in proximity to the Project site, the City of Los Angeles
does identify scenic corridors within its City limits. As a constitutional entity, the University of
California is not subject to municipal regulations or guidelines; however, information regarding the
City’s scenic corridors in the vicinity of the UCLA campus is provided herein for informational
purposes. Sunset Boulevard is identified as a scenic highway in the Mobility Plan 2035, an
Element of the Los Angeles Citywide General Plan. The City has not adopted a Corridor Plan for
Sunset Boulevard, but does have Scenic Highways Guidelines to guide future development that
may affect a designated scenic highway without an adopted Corridor Plan (City of Los Angeles,
2016). The Project area is located approximately 390 feet southwest of Sunset Boulevard at the
nearest point. However, the Project site is not visible from Sunset Boulevard due to intervening
mature trees/vegetation and buildings, as well as the elevation changes across the site.

There would be no impact to scenic resources within a State scenic highway resulting from
implementation of the proposed Project, consistent with the finding in the LRDP EIRs, and no
mitigation is required. No further evaluation of this issue is required in the Draft Supplemental
EIR.

Additional Project Impact

Project-level Adequately Less Than
Impact Analysis Addressed in Significant
Threshold(s) Required the LRDP EIR Impact No Impact

c) In non-urbanized areas, would the project
substantially degrade the existing Vvisual
character or quality of public views of the site
and its surroundings? (Public views are those
that are experienced from publicly accessible | X | |
vantage points). If the project is in an urbanized
area, would the project conflict with applicable
zoning and other regulations governing scenic
quality?

Discussion

The LRDP EIRs concluded that, with implementation of LRDP PPs 4.1-1(a), 4.1-1(b), and 4.1-
2(a) through 4.1-2(c) and LRDP MM 4.3-1(c), the remaining development allocation contemplated
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by the LRDP would result in a less than significant impact to the visual character or quality of the
campus and the immediately surrounding area.

Primary views of the Project site are from adjacent vantage points, including locations within
Sunset Rec (e.g., from the amphitheater to the north) or from certain dorm rooms within the nearby
residence halls. Intermittent views are also available to pedestrians and motorists along portions
of De Neve Drive and Easton Drive within the campus, but are largely obscured by existing
landscaping, trees, and screened fencing. Views from more distant vantage points are obstructed
by intervening buildings and landscaping, and in general, public views of the existing buildings
on-site are not available from off-campus locations.

The existing visual character of the Project site and immediately surrounding area as viewed from
vantage points surrounding Sunset Rec is depicted in the site photographs provided in Figure 21a
and 21b. As shown, views of the Project site are largely obstructed by mature vegetation. Views
of the existing buildings from vantage points within or adjacent to the Project site, including the
buildings that are fenced off and no longer accessible, are provided on Figure 22.

Because the proposed Project is in an urbanized area, potential impacts under this threshold are
assessed based on whether the proposed Project would conflict with applicable zoning and other
regulations governing scenic quality. With respect to City of Los Angeles zoning and regulations
governing scenic quality, as previously indicated, the University of California is not subject to
municipal regulations, such as the City of Los Angeles General Plan and the Westwood
Community Plan. However, as with other projects on campus, the proposed Project is subject to
the UCLA Physical Design Framework (Framework), prepared in July 2009, which describes the
approach for development of buildings, infrastructure, and landscape on the campus (UCLA,
2009a). The Framework also defines Physical Design Standards that guide new development to
enhance the unique campus aesthetic within the constraints of a fully developed urban
environment. The Framework describes the design review process, which ensures that the LRDP
objectives and Physical Design Standards are embodied in all new projects. The Framework is
used to ensure compatibility of new development with the existing built environment while
continuing to strengthen the vibrant identity and design vernacular of the UCLA campus.
Additional regulations associated with development of the Project site that are relevant to scenic
quality are the LRDP PPs related to design, as identified above. The proposed Project’s
consistency with the Framework and LRDP PPs is evaluated below.

Physical Design Framework

Following is a list of the Physical Design Standards included in the Physical Design Framework,
along with an explanation as to how the proposed Project would be consistent with these
standards.

o Sustainability and Green Buildings. Consistent with the UC Sustainability Policy and as
outlined in Section Il, Project Description, of this IS, the proposed Project would achieve
a minimum rating of LEED Gold BD+C and would strive to meet a LEED Platinum BD+C
rating. To accomplish this, the design, construction, and operation of the proposed Project
incorporates a series of green building strategies, as described in Section Il of this IS.
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Building Materials and Architectural Implementation. The primary materials of new
construction on campus typically include UCLA’s iconic blend of brick and buff stone,
terracotta, or concrete. However, the architecture and setting at Sunset Rec is unique to
the campus, and the use of traditional UCLA materials is not applicable. Furthermore, the
Framework acknowledges that design choices may be informed by the more immediate
context of a site for a proposed project, as reflected in the historic approach to design and
architecture at Sunset Rec. Sunset Rec was originally designed with consideration of its
natural setting and the way the space would be used. Given the topography of the area,
there is a multi-level placement of buildings, pavilions, and associated pools and gardens
that respond to the contours of the land. Historically, the integration of interior and exterior
spaces was key, and design elements, such as a hexagonal motif and the use of exposed
beams, were repeated in both the buildings and landscape. The use of natural wood was
juxtaposed against glass, concrete, and stucco-covered surfaces.

As described in Section 1.4, Project Description, of this IS, the architecture of the proposed
replacement building would consist of a hybrid concrete and steel building designed to
respect and provide recognizable visual and material connections to the existing
structures at Sunset Rec, including the structures to be demolished. There would be
concrete shear walls at the ground level and exposed steel beams at all levels. The steel
would be intentionally exposed in a similar way to the existing glue-lam beams of the
original structures, and the proposed exterior facade would reflect the existing vertical
siding. Similar to the design of the original buildings, strong vertical and horizontal
elements would continue to create rhythmic patterns of light and shade, and roof canopies
would continue to be used as unifying visual elements. Also similar to the existing
buildings, the new building would nestle into the adjacent hillside, and expansive floor-to-
ceiling windows and sliding doors would create strong connections between the indoor
and outdoor spaces, with terraces and outdoor amenity areas, to capitalize on the
surrounding natural setting.

Pedestrian Circulation and Campus Hardscape. There are existing pedestrian facilities
throughout Sunset Rec that provide access to the various recreational facilities and
buildings; however, Sunset Rec is not part of the primary circulation system for the
campus. Notwithstanding, as shown on the conceptual site plan provided on Figure 6,
pedestrian access between the upper and lower pools would be enhanced by new
stairways to the southwest of the proposed building, with bench seating and terraces
incorporated into the design. Primary ADA access between the two pool levels would be
provided via the building elevator, and the existing wheelchair ramp behind the building
would remain in place as well. Additionally, the existing entry kiosk (a 143 gsf modular
building), would be relocated slightly to provide improve the flow of pedestrian traffic from
the parking structure to the various uses within Sunset Rec. The proposed pedestrian
improvements and hardscape have been designed to enhance physical and visual
connectivity between the upper and lower pool levels and to provide a new accessible
path of travel within the proposed structure and throughout Sunset Rec. Additionally, the
proposed hex pavers represent a modern, modular variation on the existing hexagonal
brick floor pattern.

Open Space and Landscape. The Physical Design Framework classifies Sunset Rec as
a recreational open space area, and the site would continue to be used in this manner
under the Project. The replacement building would expand the available floor area for
Sunset Rec programs (with a smaller overall building footprint) and improve accessibility.
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The proposed Project has been designed to minimize the number of trees to be removed;
as discussed in Section V.4, Biological Resources, 12 trees would be removed to
accommodate the new building. As identified in the Framework and required by LRDP
PPs and MMs, the proposed Project would include the planting of replacement trees and
installation of new landscaping, as shown on the conceptual landscape plan provided on
Figure 15.

Campus Furniture and Signage. Project signage would be implemented in compliance
with the campus signage guidelines. Furniture and other accessories would be compatible
with campus standards, as applicable.

Site Character and Context. As with the LRDP, the Framework acknowledges that
campus development opportunities will primarily involve infill, reconstruction, and
replacement of existing buildings. New projects shall be integrated into the campus
context by following these strategies:

o Recognize major organizing axes in the campus plan
o Maintain orthogonal orientation as an orienting device

o Respect and reinforce the open space and edges

The Project site is located in the northern portion of the Northwest zone and, more
specifically, in the central portion of Sunset Rec. The site is not on or near a major axis or
campus edge. The Framework indicates that projects in the Northwest zone should utilize
the UCLA blend brick in pedestrian accessible areas, and buildings should primarily
incorporate buff color tones with some variety of earth tones to accent or highlight building
entrances or special function areas. However, as discussed above, the architecture and
setting at Sunset Rec is unique to the campus, and the use of traditional UCLA materials
is not applicable. Furthermore, the Framework acknowledges that design choices may be
informed by the more immediate context of a site for a proposed project, as reflected in
the historic approach to design and architecture at Sunset Rec. The proposed Project has
been designed to provide recognizable and familiar visual and material connections to the
existing Sunset Rec structures without direct replication of the existing architecture, as
well as to maintain the indoor/outdoor connections that current exist.

Integrated Larger Scale and Imagery. As demonstrated by the aerial photograph
provided on Figure 3 and the site photographs provided on Figure 21, the Project site is
surrounding by mature vegetation and is in an area with varying topography. Due to these
site conditions, like the existing buildings on-site, the proposed building would not be
visible from distant vantage points. These conditions, combined with the Project’s modern
interpretation of Sunset Rec’s original architectural design, would ensure that the
proposed Project would not alter the integrated image of the campus.

LRDP PPs

As required and previously identified, the proposed Project incorporates the following PPs, which
would ensure that aesthetic impacts are less than significant.

PP 4.1-1(a) The design process shall evaluate and incorporate, where appropriate, factors

including, but not necessarily limited to, building mass and form, building
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proportion, roof profile, architectural detail and fenestration, the texture, color, and
quality of building materials, focal views, pedestrian and vehicular circulation and
access, and the landscape setting to ensure preservation and enhancement of the
visual character and quality of the campus and the surrounding area. Landscaped
open space (including plazas, courts, gardens, walkways, and recreational areas)
shall be integrated with development to encourage use through placement and
design.

PP 4.1-2(b) The architectural and landscape fraditions that give the campus its unique
character shall be respected and reinforced.

PP 4.1-2(c)  Projects proposed under the 2002 LRDP as amended shall include landscaping.

To address visual changes associated with implementation of the proposed Project, the proposed
replacement building has been designed to ensure that the height and massing is visually
compatible with surrounding development within and adjacent to Sunset Rec. As described
above, the proposed architectural style for the replacement building would consist of a hybrid
concrete and steel building designed to respect and provide recognizable visual and material
connections to the existing structures at Sunset Rec. The proposed Project would also include
the selective demolition and replacement of surrounding landscape areas, hardscape areas,
trees, and utilities as well as a revised entry sequence and perimeter fencing. Consistent with
LRDP PP 4.1-2(c), and as shown on the conceptual landscape plan provided on Figure 15,
landscaped areas would be located around the perimeter of the new building and would include
trees, shrubs and ground cover, as well as bench seating, thus creating a series of intimate
gathering areas. The slope between the lower and upper pools would also feature terraced
landscaping to mimic the existing setting. Proposed species would include native and/or drought-
tolerant species. As discussed in Section V.4, Biological Resources, of this IS, up to 12 trees may
be removed but would be replaced at the required ratio with implementation of the proposed
Project.

Additionally, consistent with LRDP PP 4.1-1(a), the proposed Project incorporates pedestrian
circulation and access improvements to ensure that pedestrian movement in and around the
Project site is accommodated safely and in a pleasant visual setting.

In summary, while there would be a visual change as a result of the proposed Project, the
proposed Project would not conflict with regulations governing scenic quality at the UCLA
campus. Therefore, this impact would be less than significant, consistent with the findings of the
LRDP EIRs, and no additional mitigation would be required. No further evaluation of this issue is
required in the Draft Supplemental EIR.
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Additional Project Impact
Project-level Adequately Less Than
Impact Analysis Addressed in Significant
Threshold(s) Required the LRDP EIR Impact No Impact

d) Would the project create a new source of
substantial light or glare which would adversely O X O O
affect day or nighttime views in the area?

Discussion

As previously discussed in the LRDP EIRs, future development could create new sources of light
from exterior building illumination, lighted recreation/athletic facilities, and parking lots or
structures; as well as glare from reflective building surfaces and/or the headlights of vehicular
traffic. It was concluded that these new sources of light or glare could affect day or nighttime views
of adjacent sensitive land uses on campus or in the immediate vicinity, resulting in a potentially
significant impact. However, with implementation of LRDP MMs 4.1-3(a) through MM 4.1-3(b),
these impacts were determined to be less than significant.

The proposed demolition activities include the removal of existing sources of lighting, and new
lighting would be installed as part of the new building and site improvements. As required by
LRDP MM 4.1-3(b), any new lighting would be designed to limit spillover onto adjacent land uses
by focusing light on the surfaces to be illuminated. Additionally, with incorporation of energy
conservation measures and exterior lighting fixtures with full cutoff features (which is part of the
Green Building Design component of the UC Policy on Sustainable Practices and Guidelines),
light and glare impacts would be further reduced. The proposed building, which would include
low- and/or non-reflecting building materials, would not introduce materials or uses that have the
potential to result in substantial glare. Therefore, consistent with the conclusion of the LRDP EIRs,
the proposed Project would not result in a substantial new source of light or glare and there would
be less than significant impacts related to daytime or nighttime light and glare. No additional
mitigation is required. No further evaluation of this issue is required in the Draft Supplemental
EIR.

Conclusion

With respect to Section 15162 of the CEQA Guidelines, no substantial changes are proposed with
the proposed Project, or the circumstances under which the proposed Project is being
implemented that will require major revisions to the LRDP EIRs due to new or substantially more
severe significant effects related to aesthetics. Additionally, no new information of substantial
importance shows the proposed Project will have one or more significant effects not discussed in
the LRDP EIRs, or that significant effects previously examined would be more severe. For these
reasons, there are no major revisions required to the analysis provided in the LRDP EIRs related
to aesthetics. Further evaluation of this environmental issue is not required in the Draft
Supplemental EIR.

V.2. Agriculture and Forestry Resources

There are no relevant elements of the proposed Project related to agricultural resources. There
are no relevant PPs or MMs adopted as part of the Final EIR.
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Project Impact Analysis
Additional Project Impact
Project-level Adequately Less Than
Impact Analysis Addressed in  Significant
Threshold(s) Required the LRDP EIR Impact No Impact

a) Would the project convert Prime Farmland,
Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide
Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps
prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping O X O O
and Monitoring Program of the California
Resources Agency, to nonagricultural use?

b) Would the project conflict with existing zoning
for agricultural use, or a Wiliamson Act O X O O
contract?

c) Would the project conflict with existing zoning
for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as
defined in Public Resources Code section
12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public O X O O
Resources Code section 4526), or timberland
zoned Timberland Production (as defined by
Government Code section 51104(g))?

d) Would the project result in the loss of forest
land or conversion of forest land to non-forest | X | |
use?

e) Would the project involve other changes in the
existing environment, which, due to their
location or nature, could result in conversion of O X O O
Farmland, to nonagricultural use?

Discussion

The LRDP EIRs determined that no farmland, agricultural activity, forest land, or timberland exist
on the campus; no portion of the campus is zoned for agricultural, forest land, or timberland; and
it is not under a Williamson Act Contract. The Project site is within an area that is not mapped as
part of the California Department of Conservation’s (DOC) Farmland Mapping and Monitoring
Program (FMMP), as confirmed by review of the most recent 2018 FMMP Important Farmland
Map for Los Angeles County (DOC, 2023). Additionally, as identified in the LRDP EIRs, no
agricultural or forestry resources occur at Sunset Rec under existing conditions. Therefore, the
proposed Project would not convert or result in the conversion of agricultural uses to non-
agricultural uses, conflict with a Williamson Act Contract, nor would it result in the loss or
conversion of forest land. No impact to agricultural or forestry resources would result, consistent
with the findings of the LRDP EIRs, and no mitigation is required. No further evaluation of this
issue is required in the Draft Supplemental EIR.

Conclusion

With respect to Section 15162 of the CEQA Guidelines, no substantial changes are proposed with
the proposed Project, or the circumstances under which the proposed Project is being
implemented that will require major revisions to the LRDP EIRs due to new or substantially more
severe significant effects related to agriculture and forestry resources. Additionally, no new
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information of substantial importance shows the proposed Project will have one or more
significant effects not discussed in the LRDP EIRs, or that significant effects previously examined
would be more severe. For these reasons, there are no major revisions required to the analysis
provided in the LRDP EIRs related to agriculture and forestry resources. Further evaluation of this
environmental issue is not required in the Draft Supplemental EIR.

V.3.  Air Quality

Relevant elements of the proposed Project related to air quality include the demolition of seven
existing buildings/facilities at Sunset Rec (approximately 6,982 gsf of floor area plus 5,807 gsf of
covered but enclosed space) and associated site preparation (including removal of existing
hardscape). The existing buildings would be replaced with one new building with approximately
11,500 gsf of recreational floor area plus approximately 6,500 gsf of exterior space that is covered
but unenclosed. An estimated approximately 31,150 gsf of debris from demolition and site
preparation activities would be exported from the Project site (approximately three round truck
trips per day for 66 days), and approximately 7,500 cubic yards of soil would be exported from
the Project site (approximately 24 round truck trips per day for 22 days). It is conservatively
estimated that demolition and site preparation debris would be hauled approximately 36 miles to
a landfill, and the soil would be hauled approximately 35 miles. The use of diesel-powered
construction equipment would contribute to local and regional emissions (refer to discussion of
“Construction Activities” in Section 1.5, Proposed Project Components, of this IS).

The proposed Project would accommodate existing programs at Sunset Rec that would serve the
existing campus population and thus would not generate new enrollment or staff, related traffic,
or associated motor vehicle emissions. Additionally, per the University of California requirements,
the proposed Project would not use natural gas for operations. A rooftop PV array would be
installed and would offset the electric demand for the proposed Project.

The following adopted PPs and MMs from the LRDP MMRP have been incorporated into the
proposed Project, and are assumed in the analysis presented in this section.

PP 4.2-2(a) The campus shall continue to implement dust control measures consistent with
SCAQMD Rule 403—Fugitive Dust during the construction phases of new project
development. The following actions are currently recommended to implement Rule
403 and may be quantified in the CalEEMod program:

e Minimize land disturbance to the extent feasible.

e Apply water and/or approved nontoxic chemical soil stabilizers according
to manufacturer’s specification to all inactive construction areas (previously
graded areas that have been inactive for 10 or more days).

e Apply water three times daily to all active disturbed areas.
* Replace ground cover in disturbed areas as quickly as possible.

e Enclose, cover, water twice daily, or apply approved chemical soil binders
to exposed piles with 5 percent or greater silt content.

e Water active grading sites at least twice daily.

e Suspend all excavating and grading operations when wind speeds
(as instantaneous gusts) exceed 25 miles per hour over a 30-minute
period.
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PP 4.2-2(b)

PP 4.2-2(c)

PP 4.2-2(d)

MM 4.2-2(a)

MM 4.2-2(b)

MM 4.2-2(c)

e Alltrucks hauling dirt, sand, soil, or other loose materials are to be covered
or should maintain at least two feet of freeboard (i.e., minimum vertical
distance between top of the load and the top of the trailer), in accordance
with Section 23114 of the California Vehicle Code.

e Sweep streets at the end of the day if visible soil material is carried over to
adjacent roads.

* [nstall wheel washers where vehicles enter and exit unpaved roads onto
paved roads, or wash off trucks and any equipment leaving the site each
trip.

e Apply water three times daily or chemical soil stabilizers according to
manufacturers’ specifications to all unpaved parking or staging areas or
unpaved road surfaces.

e Post and enforce traffic speed limits of 15 miles per hour or less on all
unpaved roads.

The campus shall continue to require by contract specifications that construction
equipment engines will be maintained in good condition and in proper tune per
manufacturer’s specification for the duration of construction.

The campus shall continue to require by contract specifications that construction
operations rely on the campus’ existing electricity infrastructure rather than
electrical generators powered by internal combustion engines to the extent
feasible.

The campus shall purchase and apply ultra-low VOC architectural coatings with
reactivity-adjusted VOC content that meets or exceeds the requirements of
SCAQMD Rule 1113, thereby ensuring the limitation of VOCs during construction.

The campus shall require by contract specifications that construction-related
equipment, including heavy-duty equipment, motor vehicles, and portable
equipment, shall be turned off when not in use for more than five minutes.

The campus shall encourage contractors to utilize alternative fuel construction
equipment (i.e., compressed natural gas, liquid petroleum gas, and low-NOx fuel)
to the extent that the equipment is reasonably commercially available and cost
effective.

The campus shall require by contract specifications that construction-related
equipment used on site and for on-road export of soil meet USEPA Tier Il
certification requirements, as feasible.

In addition, LRDP PP 4.15-1 included under the Greenhouse Gas Emissions analysis (Section
V.8 of this IS) requires UCLA to continue to implement provisions of the UC Policy on
Sustainability Practices, including, but not limited to, Green Building Design; Clean Energy
Standards; Climate Protection Practices; Sustainable Transportation Practices; Sustainable

Operations;

Recycling and Waste Management; Environmentally Preferable Purchasing

Practices; and provisions of the applicable UCLA Climate Action Plan (CAP), which would also
reduce associated air pollutant emissions.
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Air Quality Background

As discussed in the Air Quality sections of the LRDP EIRs, the Project site is located within the
South Coast Air Basin (SCAB), which has historically been characterized by relatively poor air
quality. The South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) has jurisdiction over an
approximately 10,743 square-mile area consisting of portions of Los Angeles, Riverside, and San
Bernardino Counties, and all of Orange County, and the Los Angeles County and Riverside
County portions of what use to be referred to as the Southeast Desert Air Basin. The SCAQMD
is responsible for bringing air quality in areas under its jurisdiction into conformity with federal and
state air quality standards.

Air pollutant emissions within the SCAB are generated by stationary and mobile sources.
Stationary sources can be divided into two major subcategories: point sources and area sources.
Point sources are usually subject to a permit to operate from the SCAQMD, occur or operate at a
specific identified location, and are usually associated with manufacturing and industrial land
uses. Area sources are widely distributed, produce many small emissions, and do not require
permits from the SCAQMD to operate. Examples of area sources include residential water
heaters, painting operations, lawn mowers, and consumer products such as cleaning solutions
and hair spray. Mobile sources refer to emissions from motor vehicles, including tailpipe and
evaporative emissions, and are classified as either on-road or off-road sources. On-road sources
are those that are legally operated on roadways and highways. Off-road sources include aircraft,
ships, trains, racecars, and construction vehicles and equipment. Mobile sources account for the
majority of the air pollutant emissions within the SCAB. Air pollutants can also be generated by
the natural environment, such as when fine dust particles are pulled off the ground surface and
suspended in the air during high winds.

Requlatory Framework

A discussion of the regulatory framework for assessing air quality impacts is provided in the Air
Quality sections of the LRDP EIRs and is incorporated by reference. Regulations addressed in
the LRDP EIRs include, but are not limited to, the following, which have been updated since
preparation of the LRDP EIRs and/or provide context for the environmental analysis below.

The federal Clean Air Act (CAA) (42 U.S.C. Section 7401) requires the adoption of National
Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) to protect the public health, safety, and welfare from
known or anticipated effects of air pollution. These pollutants are called criteria pollutants. The
State of California Air Resources Board (CARB) has established California Ambient Air Quality
Standards (CAAQS) for the federal criteria pollutants that are generally more restrictive than the
NAAQS and additional standards for atmospheric sulfates, vinyl chloride, hydrogen sulfide, and
visibility. Specific geographic areas are classified as either “attainment” or “nonattainment” areas
for each pollutant based on the comparison of measured data with federal and state standards.
NAAQS and CAAQS currently in effect and the associated attainment status for the SCAB are
presented in Appendix A of this IS and summarized below (CARB, 2022). The criteria pollutants
for which federal standards have been promulgated and that are most relevant to this air quality
impact analysis are discussed below and include: ozone (O3), carbon monoxide (CO), nitrogen
dioxide (NO3), and particulate matter (PM1o and PM.s), and sulfur oxides (SOx). Oz is a gas that
is formed when volatile organic compounds (VOCs) and nitrogen oxides (NOx)—both byproducts
of internal combustion engine exhaust—undergo slow photochemical reactions in the presence
of sunlight. Thus, VOCs and NOx are O3 precursors.
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As part of its enforcement responsibilities, the United States Environmental Protection Agency
(USEPA) requires each state with federal nonattainment areas to prepare and submit a State
Implementation Plan (SIP) that demonstrates the means to attain and maintain the federal
standards. The California Clean Air Act (CCAA) also requires that each local air district prepare
and maintain an Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP) to achieve compliance with the CAAQS.
The AQMPs from each district are compiled into the California SIP. AQMPs are updated regularly
in order to more effectively reduce emissions, accommodate growth, and to minimize any
negative fiscal impacts of air pollution control on the economy.

The SCAQMD is principally responsible for air pollution control in the SCAB and works directly
with the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG), county transportation
commissions, local governments, as well as state and federal agencies to reduce emissions from
stationary, mobile, and indirect sources to meet state and federal ambient air quality standards.
Currently, these state and federal air quality standards are exceeded in most parts of the SCAB.
In response, the SCAQMD has adopted a series of AQMPs to meet the state and federal ambient
air quality standards.

In December 2022, the SCAQMD released the Final 2022 AQMP (2022 AQMP) (SCAQMD,
2022). The 2022 AQMP continues to evaluate current integrated strategies and control measures
to meet the NAAQS, as well as explore new and innovative methods to reach its goals. Some of
these approaches include utilizing incentive programs, recognizing existing co-benefit programs
from other sectors, and developing a strategy with fair-share reductions at the federal, state, and
local levels. Similar to the 2016 AQMP, the 2022 AQMP incorporates scientific and technological
information and planning assumptions, including the SCAG 2020-2045 Regional Transportation
Plan/Sustainable Community Strategy (Connect SoCal), a planning document that supports the
integration of land use and transportation to help the region meet the federal CAA requirements
(SCAG, 2020).

Criteria Pollutants and Health Effects

As identified above, the criteria pollutants for which air quality standards have been promulgated
and that are most relevant to this air quality impact analysis are the following:

o O3 is a highly reactive and unstable gas that is formed when VOCs) and NOx undergo
slow photochemical reactions in the presence of sunlight. Ozone concentrations are
generally highest during the summer months when direct sunlight, light wind, and warm
temperature conditions are favorable to the formation of this pollutant. Short-term
exposure (lasting for a few hours) to ozone at levels typically observed in Southern
California can result in breathing pattern changes, reduction of breathing capacity,
increased susceptibility to infections, inflammation of the lung tissue, and some
immunological changes. Individuals exercising outdoors, children, and people with
preexisting lung disease, such as asthma and chronic pulmonary lung disease, are
considered to be the most susceptible sub-groups for ozone effects.

o PMy, consists of tiny solid or liquid particles of soot, dust, smoke, fumes, and aerosols.
The size of the particles, about 0.0004 inches or less, allows them to easily enter the lungs
where they may be deposited, resulting in adverse health effects. Particulate matter
pollution is a major cause of reduce visibility (haze) which is caused by the scattering of
light and consequently the significant reduction air clarity.
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PM. 5 is a subgroup of PM1o that consists of smaller particles that have an aerodynamic
diameter of 2.5 micrometers or less. PM_ s is also formed in the atmosphere from gaseous
emissions from power plants, industrial facilities, automobiles and other combustion
sources. A consistent correlation between elevated ambient fine particulate matter (PM1o
and PMz5) levels and an increase in mortality rates, respiratory infections, number and
severity of asthma attacks and the number of hospital admissions has been observed in
different parts of the United States and various areas around the world. Daily fluctuations
in PM2s concentration levels have also been related to hospital admissions for acute
respiratory conditions in children and to school and kindergarten absences.

NO:; is typically created during combustion processes and is a major contributor to smog
formation and acid deposition. NO; absorbs blue light, resulting in a brownish-red cast to
the atmosphere and reduced visibility. The strongest health evidence, and the health basis
for the ambient air quality standard for NOg, is results from controlled human exposure
studies that show that NO, exposure can intensify responses to allergens in allergic
asthmatics. In addition, a number of epidemiological studies have demonstrated
associations between NO; exposure and premature death, cardiopulmonary effects,
decreased lung function growth in children, respiratory symptoms, emergency room visits
for asthma, and intensified allergic responses.

CO is a colorless, odorless gas produced by the incomplete combustion of carbon-
containing fuels, such as gasoline or in wildfires. Because CO is emitted directly from
internal combustion engines, motor vehicles operating at slow speeds are the primary
source of CO in the urban environment. The highest ambient CO concentrations are
generally found near congested transportation corridors and intersections. The most
common effects of CO exposure are fatigue, headaches, confusion, and dizziness due to
inadequate oxygen delivery to the brain. For people with cardiovascular disease, short-
term CO exposure can further reduce their body’s already compromised ability to respond
to the increased oxygen demands of exercise, exertion, or stress. Unborn babies whose
mothers experience high levels of CO exposure during pregnancy are at risk of adverse
developmental effects.

Related Pollutants

VOCs are Hydrocarbon compounds (any compound containing various combinations of
hydrogen and carbon atoms) that exist in the ambient air. VOCs contribute to the
formation of smog through atmospheric photochemical reactions and/or may be toxic.
Compounds of carbon (also known as organic compounds) have different levels of
reactivity; that is, they do not react at the same speed or do not form ozone to the same
extent when exposed to photochemical processes. VOCs often have an odor, and some
examples include gasoline, alcohol, and the solvents used in paints. Exceptions to the
VOC designation include carbon monoxide, carbon dioxide, carbonic acid, metallic
carbides or carbonates, and ammonium carbonate. VOCs are a criteria pollutant since
they are a precursor to Oz, which is a criteria pollutant. The SCAQMD uses the terms
VOC and Reactive Organic Gases (ROG) interchangeably.

NOx includes nitric oxide (NO), nitrogen dioxide (NO_) and nitrous oxide (N2O), which are
formed when nitrogen (N2) combines with oxygen (Oz). Their lifespan in the atmosphere
ranges from one to seven days for NO and NO,, to 170 years for N>O. Nitrogen oxides
are typically created during combustion processes and are major contributors to smog
formation and acid deposition.
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Existing Air Quality Setting

As previously indicated, specific geographic areas are classified as either “attainment” or
“nonattainment” areas for each pollutant based on the comparison of measured data with federal
and state standards. The USEPA and CalEPA have established NAAQS and CAAQS,
respectively, for six of the most common criteria air pollutants: CO, Pb, Os, particulate matter
(PM1o and PMzs), NO2, and SO,. The attainment designations for the SCAB are presented in
Table 3 (CARB, 2022).

The Project site is currently developed with seven buildings and associated unenclosed space.
Estimated air pollutant emissions generated by operations at the existing buildings (area and
energy source emissions) are presented in Table 4. Emissions associated with mobile sources
are not estimated as the proposed Project does not include any features that would increase
vehicle trips or mobile source emissions at Sunset Rec, so mobile source emissions would be the
same under existing and proposed conditions. As shown, the criteria pollutant emissions from the
existing buildings to be demolished range between 0.00 and 0.64 pounds per day (Ibs/day).

Table 3
Attainment Status of Criteria Pollutants in the SCAB
Criteria Pollutant State Designation Federal Designation
Os — 1-hour standard Nonattainment -1
Os — 8-hour standard Nonattainment Nonattainment
PMio Nonattainment Attainment
PMzs Nonattainment Nonattainment
CO Attainment Unclassifiable/Attainment
NO2 Attainment Unclassifiable/Attainment
SOz Attainment Unclassifiable/Attainment
Pb2 Attainment Unclassifiable/Attainment

Source: (CARB, 2022)

1- That National 1-hour O3 standard was revoked effective June 15, 2005.
2. The Federal nonattainment designation for lead is only applicable towards the Los Angeles County portion of the
SCAB

¢ In May 2022 California Air Pollution Control Officers Association (CAPCOA) in conjunction with other California air
districts, including SCAQMD, released the latest version of California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod version
2022.1). The purpose of this model is to calculate construction-source and operational-source criteria pollutant (VOCs,
NOx, SOx, CO, PM1o, and PM2:5) and GHG emissions from direct and indirect sources; and quantify applicable air
quality and GHG reductions achieved from mitigation measures. Accordingly, the latest version of CalEEMod has
been used for this Project to determine construction and operational air quality emissions. Output from the model runs
for both construction and operational activity are provided in the Air Quality and GHG Analysis included in Appendix
A of this IS. It should be noted that Osis a byproduct/chemical reaction in the atmosphere and there are no directly
emitted ozone emissions from any project that are quantifiable. Pb emissions are not calculated as most projects
would result in a negligible amount of Pb. This is underscored by the fact that CalEEMod does not calculate any Pb
emissions from construction or operational activities.
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Table 4
Existing Building Regional Operational Emissions
Emissions (Ibs/day)
Source
voc | Nox | co | sOx | PMw | PMas
Summer
Area Source 0.37 < 0.005 0.54 < 0.005 <0.005 | <0.005
Energy Source 0.01 0.12 0.10 < 0.005 0.01 0.01
Total Maximum Daily Emissions 0.38 0.12 0.64 0.00 0.01 0.01
Winter
Area Source 0.28 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Energy Source 0.01 0.12 0.10 < 0.005 0.01 0.01
Total Maximum Daily Emissions 0.29 0.12 0.10 0.00 0.01 0.01
Source: (Urban Crossroads, 2023)
Project Impact Analysis
Additional Project Impact
Project-level Adequately Less Than
Impact Analysis Addressed in  Significant
Threshold(s) Required the LRDP EIR Impact No Impact
a) Would the project conflict with or obstruct
implementation of the applicable air quality O X | O
plan?
Discussion

The LRDP EIRs determined that implementation of the remaining development allocation
contemplated under the LRDP would not obstruct implementation of any SCAQMD AQMPs and
there would be a less than significant impact. As identified above, the applicable AQMP for the
proposed Project is the SCAQMD 2022 AQMP, which was adopted after preparation of the LRDP
EIRs. For a specific project to be consistent with the AQMP, the pollutants emitted from the
proposed Project should not:

(1)  Resultin an increase in the frequency or severity of existing air quality violations or
cause or contribute to new violations, or delay the timely attainment of air quality
standards or the interim emissions reductions specified in the AQMP.

(2)  Conflict with or exceed the assumptions in the AQMP.

Consistency Criterion No. 1 refers to violations of the CAAQS and NAAQS. CAAQS and NAAQS
violations would occur if SCAQMD localized significance thresholds (LSTs) or regional
significance thresholds were exceeded. As evaluated under Threshold b and Threshold c, below,
the proposed Project’s regional and localized construction-source emissions would not exceed
applicable regional significance thresholds or LST thresholds, and impacts would be less than
significant. Therefore, the proposed Project is determined to be consistent with Criterion No. 1.
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With respect to Criterion No. 2, the 2022 AQMP demonstrates that the applicable ambient air
quality standards can be achieved within the timeframes required under federal law. Growth
projections from local general plans adopted by cities in the SCAQMD are provided to the SCAG,
which develops regional growth forecasts, which are then used to develop future air quality
forecasts for the AQMP. Development consistent with the growth projections for the City of Los
Angeles is considered consistent with the AQMP. The proposed Project would involve the
replacement of existing buildings at Sunset Rec with a new building to continue the recreational
programs currently offered at this recreational facility on campus. The proposed Project would not
result in new students, faculty, or staff at UCLA. As further discussed in Section V.14, Population
and Housing, of this IS, the proposed Project would not conflict with the local or regional growth
assumptions, including growth assumptions in Connect SoCal, which are consistent with the 2022
AQMP. Therefore, the proposed Project is determined to be consistent with Criterion No. 2.

The proposed Project would not conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air
quality plan, consistent with the findings of the LRDP EIRs, and no mitigation is required. No
further evaluation of this issue is required in the Draft Supplemental EIR.

Additional Project Impact
Project-level Adequately Less Than
Impact Analysis Addressed in  Significant
Threshold(s) Required the LRDP EIR Impact No Impact

b) Would the project result in a cumulatively
considerable net increase of any criteria
pollutant for which the project region is non- O | X O
attainment under an applicable federal or
state ambient air quality standard?

Discussion

The analysis in the LRDP EIRs determined that, even with application of the identified LRDP PPs,
implementation of the remaining development allocation on campus would result in significant
and unavoidable impacts related to a cumulatively considerable net increase of certain pollutants
(specifically, Os, PM1o, and PM25) for which the region is in nonattainment. Land uses such as the
proposed Project affect air quality through construction-source and operational-source emissions,
and as identified in the LRDP EIRs, individual proposed development projects on campus are
subject to project-specific air quality impact analyses.

The proposed Project would generate PM1, PM25, and O3 precursors (NOx and VOC) during
short-term construction and long-term operations. As such, the proposed Project would have an
incremental, cumulative contribution to Os, PM1g, and PMas levels in the region. SCAQMD’s policy
with respect to cumulative impacts associated with criteria pollutants and their precursors is that
project-specific impacts which are less than significant would also be cumulatively less than
significant (SCAQMD, 2003).

The SCAQMD recommends that projects under their jurisdiction be evaluated in terms of their
quantitative thresholds, which have been established to assess both the regional and localized
impacts of project-related air pollutant emissions. The significance thresholds are updated, as
needed, to appropriately represent current ambient air quality standards and attainment statuses.
As identified in the LRDP EIRs, UCLA utilizes the SCAQMD-recommended thresholds that are in
place at the time development projects are proposed to assess the significance of quantifiable
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emissions. The current SCAQMD thresholds for regional emissions have not changed since
preparation of the LRDP EIRs and are presented in the emission tables presented in this section.
Following is the required analysis of the short-term construction-related and long-term operational
emissions resulting from implementation of the proposed Project.

Regional Construction Impacts

Air pollutant emissions during construction activities would primarily occur from construction
equipment exhaust; fugitive dust from demolition and site grading; exhaust and particulate
emissions from trucks hauling soil and building materials to and from the Project site and from
vehicles driven to and from the Project site by construction workers; and VOCs from painting and
asphalt paving operations. The CalEEMod input for construction emissions was based on the
proposed Project’s construction parameters and default assumptions from CalEEMod, as further
identified in the Air Quality and GHG Analysis included in Appendix A of this IS.

Table 5 presents the estimated maximum daily emissions during construction of the proposed
Project and compares the estimated emissions with the SCAQMD’s daily regional emission
thresholds. The emission estimates include reductions associated with adherence to SCAQMD
Rule 403 (refer to LRDP PP 4.2-2[a]). Compliance with LRDP PPs 4.2-2(b), 4.2-2(c), 4.2-2(d),
and LRDP MMs 4.2-2(a), 4.2-2(b), and 4.2-2(c) would further reduce construction-related
emissions; however, these reductions are not quantified, thus providing a conservative analysis.
As shown, emissions resulting from construction of the proposed Project would not exceed the
thresholds established by the SCAQMD for emissions of any criteria pollutant, including emissions
of criteria pollutants for which the region is non-attainment, and no additional mitigation is
required.

Table 5
Estimated Maximum Daily Regional Construction Emissions

Source Emissions (lbs/day)
VOC | NOx | €O | SOx | PMw | PMas
Summer
2024 2.07 22.01 20.81 0.06 4.41 2.08
2025 1.19 7.41 9.29 0.02 0.37 0.30
Winter

2024 0.82 8.07 9.33 0.02 0.41 0.34
2025 1.19 7.41 9.26 0.02 0.39 0.30
2026 0.65 5.14 6.95 0.01 0.37 0.23
Maximum Daily Emissions 2.07 22.01 20.81 0.06 4.41 2.08
SCAQMD Regional Threshold 75 100 550 150 150 55
Threshold Exceeded? NO NO NO NO NO NO

PM1o and PM, s source emissions reflect 3x daily watering per SCAQMD Rule 403 for fugitive dust.
Detailed construction model outputs are presented in Attachment A of the Air Quality and GHG Assessment.
Source: (Urban Crossroads, 2023)

Operations

The LRDP EIRs conclude that operational activities associated with remaining buildout of the
LRDP would result in project-generated emissions of VOC and NOx that exceed SCAQMD’s
applicable thresholds. As a result, long-term operational emissions associated with buildout of the
LRDP would be significant. The exceedance of the VOC threshold would be principally due to:
(1) additional vehicle trips resulting from increased students, staff, and visitors; and (2) increased
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on-campus residents using consumer products containing VOC. The NOx exceedance is almost
entirely due to the additional vehicle trips.

Operational-related emissions from the proposed Project are expected primarily from area source
emissions, which are the result of consumer products, architectural coatings (maintenance
repainting), and landscape maintenance equipment. As previously identified, new operational
related mobile source emissions are not expected as no additional vehicle trips would be
generated by the proposed Project. Additionally, there would be negligible energy source
emissions because no natural gas would be used during operation of the proposed Project, and
the planned PV system would offset 100 percent of the electric demand for the proposed Project.

The estimated operational-source emissions from the proposed Project compared to the
emissions from operation of the existing buildings are summarized on Table 6. Detailed
operational model outputs are presented in Attachment A. As shown on Table 6, operational-
source emissions from the proposed Project would not exceed the applicable SCAQMD regional
thresholds for emissions of any criteria pollutant. When taking into consideration the emissions
from operation of the existing buildings, there would be either a net decrease in emissions or the
same emissions for each of the criteria pollutants, including emissions of criteria pollutants for
which the region is non-attainment. Therefore, regional operational emissions would be less than
significant, and no mitigation is required.

SCAQMD’s policy with respect to cumulative impacts associated with criteria pollutants and their
precursors is that project-specific impacts that are less than significant would also be cumulatively
less than significant (SCAQMD, 2003). Therefore, consistent with SCAQMD policy, the
cumulative construction and operational impacts of the proposed Project would also be less than
significant.

Table 6
Estimated Project Net New Maximum Daily Regional Operational Emissions
Source Emissions (Ibs/day)
vVoC [ NOx | co SOx | PMiwo | PMs

Summer
Proposed Project 0.34 <0.005 0.50 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005
Existing Building 0.38 0.12 0.64 0.00 0.01 0.01
Net Emissions (Proposed — Existing) -0.04 -0.12 -0.14 0.00 -0.01 -0.01
SCAQMD Regional Threshold 55 55 550 150 150 55
Threshold Exceeded? NO NO NO NO NO NO

Winter
Proposed Project 0.26 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Existing Building 0.29 0.12 0.10 0.00 0.01 0.01
Net Emissions (Proposed — Existing) -0.03 -0.12 -0.10 0.00 -0.01 -0.01
SCAQMD Regional Threshold 55 55 550 150 150 55
Threshold Exceeded? NO NO NO NO NO NO

Source: (Urban Crossroads, 2023)

Construction and operation of the proposed Project would result in a less than significant
cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which the proposed Project
region is in nonattainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard.
Nonetheless, the LRDP concluded that air quality impacts resulting from construction and
operational air pollutant emissions associated with development pursuant to the LRDP would be
significant and unavoidable. No additional mitigation beyond that adopted as part of the LRDP

62



Sunset Canyon Recreation Replacement Building Project
Initial Study

and presented previously is required. No further evaluation of this issue is required in the Draft
Supplemental EIR.

Additional Project Impact
Project-level Adequately Less Than
Impact Analysis Addressed in  Significant
Threshold(s) Required the LRDP EIR Impact No Impact
c) Would the project expose sensitive receptors to [ X [ [

substantial pollutant concentrations?

Discussion

The LRDP EIRs evaluate the exposure of local sensitive receptors to CO hotspots and substantial
criteria pollutant concentrations based on the SCAQMD’s Localized Significance Thresholds
(LST), as well as pollutant emissions from campus-generated toxic air emissions.” Potential
impacts were determined to be less than significant.

CO Hotspots

An adverse CO concentration, known as a “hot spot,” can occur when an exceedance of the state
one-hour standard of 20 parts per million (ppm) or the eight-hour standard of 9 ppm occurs. It has
long been recognized that CO hotspots are caused by vehicular emissions, primarily when idling
at congested intersections. In response, vehicle emissions standards have become increasingly
stringent in the last 20 years. Currently, the allowable CO emissions standard in California is a
maximum of 3.4 grams/mile for passenger cars (with requirements for certain other vehicle types
that are more stringent). With the turnover of older vehicles, introduction of cleaner fuels, and
implementation of increasingly sophisticated and efficient emissions control technologies, the CO
concentration in the SCAB is now designated as attainment. As indicated above and further
discussed in Section V.17, Transportation, of this IS, the proposed Project would not increase
daily vehicle trips. Therefore, the proposed Project would not increase vehicular delays at any
intersections and there would be no potential for a CO hotspot resulting from the proposed Project
consistent with the findings of the LRDP EIRs. No mitigation is required.

Localized Emissions

As discussed in the LRDP EIRs, as part of the SCAQMD’s environmental justice program,
attention has focused on local air quality impacts from nearby sources. The SCAQMD has
promulgated exposure standards and a conservative, simple Localized Significance Thresholds
(LST) screening method for construction sites less than five acres in area (SCAQMD, 2008a).
The LST method provides tables of emissions limits based on the location of a project in the
SCAB, the area of the Project site, and distance to the sensitive receptors. The LSTs used in this
analysis are specific to SCAQMD Source Receptor Area (SRA) 2, Northwest Coastal Los Angeles
County, in which the Project site is located. The nearest land use in proximity to the Project site
where an individual could remain for 24 consecutive hours (in this case the nearest residential
land use) is the Hedrick Summit student housing hall, which is approximately 63 feet (19 meters)

7 Some people are especially sensitive to air pollution and are given special consideration when evaluating air quality impacts from
projects. These groups of people include children, the elderly, individuals with pre-existing respiratory or cardiovascular iliness, and
athletes and others who engage in frequent exercise. Structures that house these persons or places where they gather to exercise
are defined as “sensitive receptors.” These structures typically include residences, hotels, hospitals, etc. as they are also known to be
locations where an individual can remain for 24 consecutive hours.
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to the southwest (refer to Figure 23). Emissions at other receptors located at a further distance
would be less than at this location due to natural dispersion.

LST emissions and thresholds for the proposed Project’s construction activities and operations
are shown in Tables 7 and 8.% Outputs from the model runs for construction LSTs are provided in
Attachment A of the Air Quality and GHG Analysis, and outputs from the model runs for
operational LSTs are provided in Attachment C. As shown in Tables 7 and 8, the proposed
Project’s estimated construction and operational emissions would not exceed the SCAQMD’s
LSTs, and the impact from exposure to these emissions at the nearest sensitive receptors would
be less than significant, consistent with the findings of the LRDP EIRs. No additional mitigation is
required.

Table 7
Project Localized Construction Impacts

Emissions (lbs/day)

On-Site Emissions

NOx | Cco | PM1o | PMz2.5
Demolition & Site Preparation
Maximum Daily Emissions 18.98 19.67 1.33 0.86
SCAQMD Localized Threshold 103 562 4 3
Threshold Exceeded? NO NO NO NO
Grading

Maximum Daily Emissions 14.98 13.98 2.69 1.55
SCAQMD Localized Threshold 125 695 5 4
Threshold Exceeded? NO NO NO NO

Building Construction (Includes Infrastructure Improvements)

Maximum Daily Emissions 7.99 9.08 0.36 0.33
SCAQMD Localized Threshold 103 562 4 3
Threshold Exceeded? NO NO NO NO
Paving, Landscaping, Building Commissioning (Interior
Maximum Daily Emissions 5.24 6.25 0.23 0.21
SCAQMD Localized Threshold 103 562 4 3
Threshold Exceeded? NO NO NO NO
Architectural Coating’
Maximum Daily Emissions 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
SCAQMD Localized Threshold 103 562 4 3
Threshold Exceeded? NO NO NO NO
- On-site equipment used during this phase would be electric; therefore, no emissions would result.
Source: (Urban Crossroads, 2023)
Table 8
Project Localized Operational Impacts
. . Emissions (Ibs/day)

On-Site Emissions NOx co PM1o PMVas
Maximum Daily Emissions 0.00 0.50 <0.005 <0.005
SCAQMD Localized Threshold 221 1,531 3 2
Threshold Exceeded? NO NO NO NO

Source: (Urban Crossroads, 2023)

8 Thresholds are specific to the Northwest Los Angeles Coastal County Source Receptor Area (SRA) 2.
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Toxic Air Contaminant Emissions

Toxic Air Contaminants (TACs) are airborne substances that are capable of causing chronic (i.e.,
of long duration) and acute (i.e., severe but of short duration) adverse effects on human health.
CARB identified particulate exhaust emissions from diesel-fueled engines (diesel particulate
matter [PM]) as TACs in 1998. Proposed Project construction would result in short-term diesel
exhaust emissions from on-site heavy-duty equipment. The proposed Project would result in the
generation of diesel PM emissions from the use of off-road diesel equipment required for
construction activities and from on-road diesel equipment used to transport materials to and from
the Project site. Exposure is a function of both the emissions rate and the duration of exposure.
The total Project construction period is anticipated to last approximately 21 months; however, the
construction activities that would involve the use of heavy diesel equipment (e.g., demolition, site
preparation, grading) would last approximately four months. Additionally, as identified above local
emissions during construction would be less than significant.

Given the relatively limited duration of diesel-intensive equipment use, and the minimal number
of pieces of equipment that would be used at any given time, occupants of the nearby on-campus
residences and nearby buildings would not be exposed to substantial toxic air pollutants from
construction equipment exhaust. The proposed Project involves the replacement of existing
buildings for recreational purposes and does not involve any uses or activities that would generate
TACs during operations. Therefore, implementation of the proposed Project would not result in
exposure of sensitive receptors to substantial concentrations of TACs. There would be a less than
significant impact and no mitigation is required. No further evaluation of this issue is required in
the Draft Supplemental EIR.

Additional Project Impact
Project-level Adequately Less Than
Impact Analysis Addressed in Significant
Threshold(s) Required the LRDP EIR Impact No Impact

d) Would the project result in other emissions (such
as those leading to odors) affecting a substantial | X | |
number of people?

Discussion

The LRDP EIRs concluded that implementation of the remaining development allocation on
campus would result in a significant impact related to odor emissions. The Project’s construction
activities may generate some odors, such as diesel exhaust associated with the operation of
construction vehicles. These odors are typical of construction projects and would be subject to
construction and air quality regulations and best practices, including proper maintenance of
machinery to minimize engine emissions. These emissions would occur during daytime hours and
would be isolated to the immediate vicinity of construction activities. The odors would not be
considered objectionable because any odors that occur would quickly disperse into the
atmosphere. Thus, there would be a less than significant impact, and no mitigation would be
required, consistent with the findings of the LRDP EIRs.

The proposed Project does not propose an odor-generating use identified by the SCAQMD (e.g.,
wastewater treatment plants, agricultural operations, landfills, composting, food processing
plants, chemical plants, refineries) and would not create an odor nuisance pursuant to SCAQMD
Rule 402. Furthermore, none of these odor-generating land uses are located in the vicinity of the
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site. Long-term operations may involve minor odor-generating activities such as landscape
maintenance equipment exhaust, the use of fertilizers for landscape purposes, and cooking
activities within the on-site kitchen. These types and concentrations of odors currently occur at or
near the Project site. Therefore, construction and operation of the proposed Project would result
in less than significant impacts related to odors and no mitigation would be required, consistent
with the findings of the LRDP EIRs.

No further evaluation of this issue is required in the Draft Supplemental EIR.
Conclusion

With respect to Section 15162 of the CEQA Guidelines, no substantial changes are proposed with
the proposed Project, or the circumstances under which the proposed Project is being
implemented that will require major revisions to the LRDP EIRs due to new or substantially more
severe significant effects related to air quality. Additionally, no new information of substantial
importance shows the proposed Project will have one or more significant effects not discussed in
the LRDP EIRs, or that significant effects previously examined would be more severe. For these
reasons, there are no major revisions required to the analysis provided in the LRDP EIRs related
to air quality. Further evaluation of this environmental issue is not required in the Draft
Supplemental EIR.

V.4. Biological Resources

Relevant elements of the proposed Project related to biological resources include removal of
existing vegetation within the Project site, including up to 12 mature trees, including one protected
tree, and ornamental vegetation. Any mature or protected trees would be replaced, as described
below.

The following adopted PPs and MMs from the LRDP MMRP have been incorporated into the
proposed Project, and are assumed in the analysis presented in this section.

PP 4.3-1(a) Mature trees to be retained and protected in place during construction, shall be
fenced at the drip-line, and maintained by the contractor in accordance with
landscape specifications contained in the construction contract.

PP 4.3-1(b) Trees shall be examined by an arborist and trimmed, if appropriate, prior to the
start of construction.

PP 4.3-1(c) Construction contract specifications shall include the provision for temporary
irrigation/watering and feeding of these trees during construction, as
recommended by the designated arborist.

PP 4.3-1(d)  Construction contract specifications shall require that no building material, parked
equipment, or vehicles shall be stored within the fence line of any tree.

PP 4.3-1(e) Examination of these trees by an arborist shall be performed monthly during
construction to ensure that they are being adequately maintained.

MM 4.3-1(a) Prior to the onset of construction activities that occur between March and mid-
August (February 1 through June 30 for raptors), surveys for nesting special status
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avian species and raptors shall be conducted on the affected portion of the campus
following USFWS and/or CDFW guidelines. If no active avian nests are identified
on or within 250 feet of the construction site, no further mitigation is necessary.

MM 4.3-1(b) If active nests for avian species of concern or raptor nests are found within the
construction footprint or within a 250-foot buffer zone around the construction site,
exterior construction activities shall be delayed within the construction footprint and
buffer zone until the young have fledged or appropriate mitigation measures
responding to the specific situation have been developed and implemented in
consultation with CDFW.

MM 4.3-1(c) In conjunction with CEQA documentation required for each project proposal under
the 2002 LRDP, as amended, that would result in the removal of one or more
mature trees, the project will include a tree replacement plan with a 1:1 tree
replacement ratio at the development site where feasible and/or elsewhere within
the campus boundaries where feasible. If it is not feasible to plant replacement
trees at a 1:1 ratio within the campus boundaries, the tree replacement plan will
include the planting of native shrubs in ecologically appropriate areas within the
campus boundaries that would provide nesting, foraging or roosting habitat for
birds so that the replacement number of trees and shrubs will result in a
1:1 replacement ratio.

MM 4.3-4 UCLA shall replace protected trees removed for construction of projects under the
2002 LRDP, as amended, with protected trees of the same species at a 2:1 ratio
as presented in the City of Los Angeles Protected Tree Ordinance (Ordinance
Number 177404). Protected trees are defined as coast live oak, valley oak,
western sycamore, Southern California black walnut, and California bay laurel.

Requlatory Framework

As previously discussed, the Project site is located within an urban area and is developed with
existing recreational buildings and facilities. The LRDP Final SEIR, which has been incorporated
by reference, includes a detailed discussion of the federal, state, and local regulatory framework
for biological resources, as relevant to an urban campus setting. While the regulations applicable
to the proposed Project generally have not changed since certification of the LRDP Final SEIR,
certain regulations that provide context for the environmental analysis that follows are
summarized below.

Biological resource regulations that are most relevant to the proposed Project include the federal
Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) and the provisions of the California Fish and Game Code
regarding the protection of birds of prey and migratory birds.

Pursuant to the MBTA of 1918, as amended in 1972, federal law prohibits the taking of migratory
birds, their nests, or their eggs (16 United States Code [U.S.C.] Section 703), except as allowed
by permit (pursuant to 50 CFR Section 21). Also, Section 3503.5 of the California Fish and Game
Code specifically protects birds of prey and states:

It is unlawful to take, possess, or destroy any birds in the orders Falconiformes or
Strigiformes (birds-of-prey) or to take, possess, or destroy the nest or eggs of any
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such bird except as otherwise provided by this code or any regulation adopted
pursuant thereto.

Section 3513 of the California Fish and Game Code duplicates the federal protection of migratory
birds (i.e., the MBTA) and states:

It is unlawful to take or possess any migratory nongame bird as designated in the Migratory
Bird Treaty Act or any part of such migratory hongame bird except as provided by rules
and regulations adopted by the Secretary of the Interior under provisions of the Migratory
Treaty Act.

Project Impact Analysis

Additional Project Impact

Project-level Adequately Less Than
Impact Analysis Addressed in Significant
Threshold(s) Required the LRDP EIR Impact No Impact

a) Would the project have a substantial adverse
effect, either directly or through habitat
modifications, on any species identified as a
candidate, sensitive, or special status species in | X | |
local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or
by the California Department of Fish and Game
or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

Discussion

The analysis in the LRDP EIRs concluded that, with implementation of LRDP MMs 4.3-2(a)
through MM 4.3-2(e), implementation of the remaining development allocation on campus would
result in less than significant impacts on special status plant and wildlife species.

As identified in the LRDP EIRs, the majority of on-campus vegetation consists of non-native
ornamental species. Only two limited areas of natural open space occur on the UCLA campus:
(1) the “four-acre parcel” between Veteran Avenue and Parking Lot 11 (Northwest zone); and (2)
the aboveground portion of Stone Canyon Creek in the northeastern portion of the campus (Core
zone) that flows from Sunset Boulevard/Royce Drive (adjacent to the Corinne A. Seeds University
Elementary School) to the Andersen School, Collins Executive Education Center.

As identified in the LRDP EIRs, with the exception of the four-acre parcel, vegetation within the
Northwest zone, including the Project site, consists primarily of non-native ornamental species.
While the proposed Project is located in the Northwest zone, it is not located in or adjacent to the
four-acre parcel between Veteran Avenue and Parking Lot 11. The Project site is approximately
750 to the east, and there is intervening development and substantial landscape buffers.
Moreover, the proposed Project is not located near Stone Canyon Creek. The Project site does
not include any natural habitat that supports special status plants or wildlife species, and no
sensitive plant or wildlife species are known or suspected to exist on-site. Therefore, the proposed
Project does not have the potential to impact special status plant or wildlife species. Therefore,
the proposed Project would have no impact, and no mitigation would be required. No further
evaluation of this issue is required in the Draft Supplemental EIR.
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Additional Project Impact
Project-level Adequately Less Than
Impact Analysis Addressed in Significant
Threshold(s) Required the LRDP EIR Impact  No Impact

b) Would the project have a substantial adverse
effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive
natural community identified in local or regional
plans, policies, regulations or by the California O X O O
Department of Fish and Game or US Fish and
Wildlife Service?

c) Would the project have a substantial adverse
effect on state or federally protected wetlands
(including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, | X | |
coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling,
hydrological interruption, or other means?

Discussion

The analysis in the LRDP EIRs concluded there would be less than significant impacts to riparian
or other sensitive natural communities in the area along Stone Canyon Creek or to coastal sage
scrub within the four-acre parcel with implementation of LRDP MMs 4.3-2(a) through 4.3-2(c),
MM 4.3-5(a), and MM 4.3-5(b).

As previously discussed, the proposed Project does not involve any development within the
four-acre parcel in the Northwest zone or along Stone Canyon Creek in the Core zone; therefore,
the proposed Project does not have the potential to impact riparian habitat, wetlands, or other
sensitive natural communities that may occur in these areas. Further, the Project site does not
support riparian habitat, sensitive natural communities, or wetlands. The proposed Project would
have no impact and no mitigation would be required. No further evaluation of this issue is required
in the Draft Supplemental EIR.

Additional Project Impact
Project-level Adequately Less Than
Impact Analysis Addressed in  Significant
Threshold(s) Required the LRDP EIR Impact No Impact

d) Would the project interfere substantially with the
movement of any native resident or migratory
fish or wildlife species or with established native | X | |
resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or
impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites?

Discussion

As identified in the Biological Resources sections of the LRDP EIRs, the UCLA campus consists
primarily of developed and ornamental landscaped areas that are surrounded primarily by
developed and ornamental landscaped areas. The campus does not provide a connection
between any open space areas, does not contain suitable habitat that could be used as a wildlife
corridor, and does not facilitate regional connectivity to core wildlife habitat. There are no
established wildlife corridors on campus. The campus also does not include any marshes,
wetlands, or tidal zones that could function as wildlife nursery sites.
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The analysis in the LRDP EIRs concluded that, with implementation of RLDP PPs 4.3-1(a)
through 4.3-1(e) and LRDP MMs 4.3-1(a) through 4.3-1(c), implementation of the remaining
development allocation on campus would result in less than significant impacts on nesting birds,
including nesting raptors, if trees are removed during the breeding season.

As identified in the LRDP EIRs, future development on campus would require the removal and/or
disturbance of trees and shrubs located within project-specific impact areas. Refer to the
discussion provided below under Threshold (e) below regarding the loss of trees resulting from
the proposed Project. Common species of birds and raptors that occur on campus may nest in
trees and shrubs within the Project vicinity. Nesting birds and raptors are protected by the MBTA,;
raptors are also protected by the California Fish and Game Code. As concluded in the LRDP
EIRs, the removal or pruning of trees and shrubs to allow for construction of projects on campus,
such as the proposed Project, could have the potential to directly impact nesting birds, including
nesting raptors. In addition, the dust, noise, and/or increased human presence associated with
proposed Project construction could indirectly impact nesting birds, including nesting raptors.

The loss of an occupied nest as a result of construction or demolition activities would constitute a
substantial adverse effect (such as “take” or “destruction” under Section 3513 of the California
Fish and Game Code) and, in the case of raptors, would constitute the “take” or “destruction” of
the nest or egg (under Section 3503.5 of the California Fish and Game Code). Therefore, the
proposed Project incorporates LRDP MM 4.3-1(a), which requires a pre-construction survey
during the breeding season to determine whether birds or raptor species are nesting within a
construction site, and LRDP MM 4.3-1(b), which prohibits construction within a specific buffer
zone if occupied nests are found; incorporation of these LRDP MMs would ensure that potential
impacts would be less than significant, consist with the findings of the LRDP EIRs. No additional
mitigation is required.

Additionally, as identified in the LRDP EIRs, the loss of vegetation (including trees and shrubs)
as a result of construction activities on campus could result in a reduction in potential foraging
habitat, roosting, and nesting opportunities for birds (including raptors). Construction activities for
the proposed Project would remove 12 trees, as discussed under Threshold (e) below. The
removal of these trees would result in the loss of habitat. However, pursuant to LRDP MM 4.3-
1(c) and MM 4.3-4, mature and protected trees to be removed would be replaced in accordance
with prescribed ratios (a total of 15 replacement trees would be needed to mitigate the proposed
Project’s impact to trees), resulting in a less than significant impact, consist with the findings of
the LRDP EIRs. No additional mitigation is required.

Because the proposed Project incorporates mitigation measures from the LRDP EIRs, impacts
on nesting birds and raptors would be less than significant, consistent with the findings of the
LRDP EIRs, and no additional mitigation is required. No further evaluation of this issue is required
in the Draft Supplemental EIR.
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Additional Project Impact
Project-level Adequately Less Than
Impact Analysis Addressed in  Significant
Threshold(s) Required the LRDP EIR Impact  No Impact

e) Would the project conflict with any applicable
policies protecting biological resources, such as | X | |
tree preservation policy or ordinance?

Discussion

The analysis in the LRDP EIRs concluded that with implementation of LRDP PPs 4.3-1(a) through
4.3-1(e), and LRDP MMs 4.3-1(c) and 4.3-4, the removal of mature and protected trees would
result in a less than significant impact. As noted in the LRDP EIRs, the University of California is
not subject to local zoning and planning ordinances, including the City of Los Angeles Native Tree
Protection Ordinance (LANTPO, Ordinance No. 186873).° Therefore, UCLA mitigates the loss of
trees at its own discretion. However, UCLA’s currently adopted tree replacement mitigation is
consistent with the City’s requirements at the time the LRDP Final SEIR was certified.'
Furthermore, although not required, UCLA has historically met or exceeded the City of Los
Angeles tree replacement requirements.

A tree survey was conducted at the Project site by Certified Arborist Trevor Bristle (International
Society of Arboriculture Certificate No. WE-10233A; Registered Consulting Arborist #746) on
January 18, 2023. Trees documented during the field survey included all mature and protected
trees located within the proposed Project work limits, as well as those immediately adjacent to
the work limits to account for any potential indirect impacts. The LRDP EIRs identifies “mature”
trees as those with a trunk diameter at breast height (dbh) measuring at least 12 inches and
requires the replacement of any removed mature trees at a 1:1 ratio (refer to LRDP MM 4.2-1[c]).
The LRDP also identifies several “protected tree” species (coast live oak, valley oak, western
sycamore, Southern California black walnut, and California bay laurel), which must be replaced
at a 2:1 ratio (refer to LRDP M 4.3-4). Accordingly, all trees whose trunk measures at least 12
inches dbh were included in the survey, as well as any protected species greater than four inches
dbh (for consistency with the LANTPO). The field survey assessed the size, height, canopy width,
aesthetic value, and overall health of each tree, and their locations were mapped using a hand-
held Geographic Positioning System unit. Tree data is provided in Appendix B of this IS.

Mature trees occur within the proposed Project work limits and in the immediate surrounding
vicinity. Forty-one (41) mature trees, as defined in the LRDP, were documented in the site
inventory. These consist of 1 African fern pine (Afrocarpus falcatus), 2 strawberry trees (Arbutus
unedo), 2 weeping bottlebrush trees (Callistemon viminalis), 1 South African coral tree (Erythrina
caffra), 2 white ironbarks (Eucalyptus leucoxylon), 1 Chinese flame tree (Koelreuteria bipinnata),
2 American sweetgums (Liquidambar styracfilua), 18 Canary Island pines (Pinus canariensis), 1

° The current LANTPO requires the replacement of “protected species,” defined as any tree of the oak genus (Quercus
spp., excluding the scrub oak [Quercus berberidifolia]), Southern California black walnut (Juglans californica),
western sycamore (Platanus racemosa), California bay laurel (Umbellularia californica), toyon (Heteromeles
