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Threshold(s) 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant With 

Project-Level 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

b) Would the project result in generation of excessive 
groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels? 

   

Discussion 

Construction activities associated with large grading equipment; pile drilling for the shoring 
system; and heavy, loaded trucks and similar equipment could generate and expose users or 
residents of the adjacent buildings to excessive groundborne vibration levels, as analyzed below. 
As previously discussed, the proposed Project would not introduce any groundborne noise 
sources (e.g., railroads), and no further analysis of groundborne noise is required.  

UCLA has not established specific vibration level limits; however, as identified previously, in the 
absence of established thresholds of significance, UCLA may elect to utilize relevant thresholds 
of significance established by other agencies. Therefore, for analysis purposes, the Caltrans 
Transportation and Construction Vibration Guidance Manual (Caltrans, 2020) is used to assess 
potential temporary construction-related impacts at adjacent building locations. This is also 
consistent with the City of Los Angeles vibration thresholds for building damage (City of Los 
Angeles, 2024b). As previously identified, the existing buildings adjacent to the Project site can 
best be described as “new residential structures” with a maximum acceptable continuous vibration 
threshold of 0.5 PPV in/sec (refer to Table 12).  

Construction activities that could produce measurable vibration would be associated with the 
demolition and site preparation/grading phases at the Project site. On-site construction-related 
vibration sources include the operation of excavation and grading equipment and installation of 
soldier piles. The potential vibration impact associated with excavation and grading equipment 
would be reduced to a level considered less than significant with implementation of LRDP MM 
4.9-2, which requires the use of medium-sized or smaller equipment. This impact would be further 
reduced with implementation of MM 901 Levering NSE-1, which implements recommendations 
from the Project-specific Geotechnical Investigation (included in Appendix E of this Initial Study) 
related to construction activities, and requires a structural survey of adjacent structures before 
and during construction for signs of distress or settlement and corrective action be taken to 
address any distress or settlement identified during construction that could result in building 
damage.  

While impact pile driving, which is an activity that generates substantial vibration levels, would not 
occur during Project construction, the Project-specific Geotechnical Investigation notes that 
soldier piles would be necessary, and these piles would be drilled or vibrated into place to limit 
potential vibration levels. Even with incorporation of these techniques for installation of soldier 
piles, vibration levels at adjacent properties could potentially exceed the building damage 
vibration criteria identified in Table 12 for new residential structures resulting in a potentially 
significant impact. The Geotechnical Investigation recommends mitigation for potential vibration 
impacts to adjacent structures, including continuous observation of pile installation while vibration 
levels are continuously monitored and recorded with seismographs to detect the magnitude of 
vibration and oscillation experienced by adjacent structures. MM 901 Levering GEO-1 presented 
in Section V.7, Geology and Soils, requires that the recommendations from the final Project-
specific Geotechnical Investigation be incorporated into the Project, including recommendations 
related to vibration during the installation of steel soldier piles for shoring. MM 901 Levering NSE-
1, which implements the recommendations in the Geotechnical Investigation related to vibration 
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from construction activities, requires that if the vibrations exceed the acceptable level for adjacent 
structures during installation, all pile installation activities should cease until the shoring contractor 
provides a plan to modify the installation procedure to reduce the values to within the acceptable 
range. Further, a structural survey of adjacent structures before and during construction for signs 
of distress or settlement would be required and corrective action would be taken to address any 
distress or settlement identified during construction. With incorporation of MM 901 Levering GEO-
1 and MM 901 Levering NSE-1, potential vibration impacts to adjacent buildings during installation 
of soldier piles would be less than significant. Vibration during the installation of piles may also 
exceed the established human perception thresholds for building occupants, as identified in Table 
13 (0.25 PPV in/sec). However, implementation of MM 901 Levering NSE-1 would reduce this 
impact to a less than significant level. 

Heavy trucks would transport debris from the Project site during the site demolition and site 
preparation/grading stages of construction, with an average of approximately 104 one-way truck 
trips per day over the total period of 117 days. The access route for haul trucks and most 
construction vehicles would include I-405, Wilshire Boulevard, Veteran Avenue, Weyburn 
Avenue, Weyburn Place, Gayley Avenue, Le Conte Avenue, and Levering Avenue. These are all 
paved, generally smooth roads, and, as previously noted, groundborne vibration from traffic on 
smooth roadways is rarely perceptible. Haul trucks typically generate groundborne vibration 
velocity levels of 0.036 PPV (in/sec) at 50 feet; this level of vibration may be perceptible but would 
not be a strong or annoying vibration and would be well below the 0.25 PPV (in/sec) threshold for 
distinctly perceptive. As such, the use of heavy trucks during construction would not expose 
buildings adjacent to haul truck routes to excessive groundborne vibration levels that could cause 
annoyance to nearby residents, and this impact would be less than significant. No additional 
mitigation would be required.  

Project-Level Mitigation Measures 

The following Project-specific mitigation measure is required to reduce construction-related noise 
levels at adjacent sensitive receptors. This measure expands on similar requirements in the LRDP 
Final SEIR MMs and PPs identified previously.  

MM 901 Levering NSE-1 The campus shall require by contractor specifications that the 
following measures identified in the final Project-specific 
Geotechnical Investigation be implemented to reduce construction-
related vibration impacts: 

 Vibrations shall be monitored and recorded with seismographs 
during pile installation to detect the magnitude of vibration and 
oscillation experienced by adjacent structures. If the vibrations 
exceed the acceptable range during installation, the shoring 
contractor shall modify the installation procedure to reduce the 
values to within the acceptable range. 

 Prior to excavation, the existing improvements on adjacent 
properties shall be inspected to document the present condition. 
For documentation purposes, photographs shall be taken of 
preconstruction distress conditions, and level surveys of 
adjacent grade and pavement shall be considered. During 
excavation activities, the adjacent structures and pavement 
shall be periodically inspected for signs of distress. In the event 
that distress or settlement is noted, an investigation shall be 
performed and corrective measures taken so that continued or 
worsened distress or settlement is minimized.  

• 

• 
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Level of Significance  

With implementation of LRDP MMs and MM 901 Levering NSE-1, the proposed Project would 
have a less than significant impact related to generation of excessive groundborne vibration or 
groundborne noise levels.  

Threshold(s) 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant With 

Project-Level 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

c) For a project located within the vicinity of a private 
airstrip or an airport land use plan or, where such a 
plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a 
public airport or public use airport, would the project 
expose people residing or working in the Project area 
to excessive noise levels? 

   

Discussion 

The Project site is neither within an airport land use plan nor within two miles of a public airport 
or public use airport; therefore, no impact related to noise from public airport operations would 
occur. The proposed Project is located approximately 0.2 mile southwest of the Ronald Regan 
UCLA Medical Center (RRUMC), which operates a helistop (with two helipads) under a Caltrans 
Aeronautics Heliport Permit. The helistop is located on top of the 10-story facility and generates 
a limited number of flights, with emergency helicopter operations occurring approximately twice 
per day. Additionally, the permitted flight paths extend northeast and northwest from RRUMC, 
away from the Project site. Implementation of the proposed Project would not increase the 
frequency of or otherwise affect helicopter operations at RRUMC. The Project site is located 
outside the 65-dBA helicopter noise level contour that defines the area for aircraft noise impacts 
to noise-sensitive land uses (UCLA, 2009). Accordingly, the helicopter noise levels experienced 
by proposed Project residents and visitors would not be excessive. Therefore, the proposed 
Project would not expose people in the Project area to excessive noise levels from RRUMC 
helistop operations. There would be a less than significant impact, and no mitigation measures 
would be required. 

Project-Level Mitigation Measures 

No mitigation measures are required. 

Level of Significance  

There would be no impact related to noise exposure from public use airports and a less than 
significant impact related to RRUMC helistop operations.  

14. POPULATION AND HOUSING 

Relevant elements of the proposed Project related to population and housing include the 
redevelopment of the Project site with additional student housing for undergraduate students. 
When compared to existing conditions, the proposed Project would result in a net increase of up 
to 1,098 beds (residents) on the Project site. The proposed Project would not involve an increase 
in UCLA student enrollment or faculty; however, there would be a net increase of seven UCLA 
staff members.  

□ □ □ 
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Project Impact Analysis 

Threshold(s)

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact

Less Than 
Significant With 

Project-Level 
Mitigation 

Incorporated

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact
No 

Impact

a) Would the project induce substantial unplanned 
population growth in an area, either directly (for 
example, by proposing new homes and businesses) 
or indirectly (for example, through extension of roads 
or other infrastructure)? 

   

Discussion 

Demand for UCLA student housing is consistently high and exceeds the available supply. The 
proposed Project would accommodate up to 1,150 undergraduate students (residents), which 
represents an increase of up to 1,098 residents housed on the Project site compared to the 
existing apartment buildings (52 residents). The proposed Project is intended to accommodate 
existing high demand for housing on and near the UCLA campus; it would not directly generate 
student enrollment growth. Also, the proposed Project would not increase the number of UCLA 
faculty but would result in a net increase of seven UCLA staff members. The proposed Project 
would be served by existing roadways and utility infrastructure adjacent to the Project site. 
Therefore, the proposed Project would not result in notable population growth, either directly or 
indirectly, and would be consistent with area growth projections. There would be virtually no 
impact, and no mitigation is required.  

Project-Level Mitigation Measures 

No mitigation measures are required. 

Level of Significance  

The proposed Project would have a less than significant impact related to inducing substantial 
unplanned population growth in an area, either directly or indirectly. 

Threshold(s) 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant With 

Project-Level 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

b) Would the project displace substantial numbers of 
existing people or housing, necessitating the 
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

   

Discussion 

The Project site is currently developed with five residential apartment buildings owned and 
operated by UCLA, which include 42 units with 52 beds (residents). As of October 2025, the 
existing apartments have two remaining tenants. The existing tenants are currently on month-to-
month leases and would be transitioned out of the existing apartments in 2026 prior to 
construction of the proposed Project. If any of the remaining residents are eligible, UCLA will 
provide relocation assistance under the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property 
Acquisition Policies Act of 1970, as amended (California Government Code Section 7260, et 
seq.). Therefore, the proposed Project would not result in permanent displacement of existing 

□ □ □ 
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people that would necessitate the construction of replacement housing elsewhere. After 
completion of the proposed Project, there would be additional housing available to students 
compared to existing conditions and there would be no impact.  

Project-Level Mitigation Measures 

No mitigation measures are required.

Level of Significance  

The proposed Project would have no impact related to displacement of substantial numbers of 
existing people or housing that would necessitate the construction of replacement housing. 

15. PUBLIC SERVICES  

Relevant elements of the proposed Project related to public services include the redevelopment 
of the Project site with a new 19-story residential building for UCLA undergraduate students. The 
new building would consist of up to 1,150 beds. When compared to existing conditions (52 beds), 
the proposed Project would result in a net increase of up to 1,098 beds. The proposed Project 
would not involve an increase in UCLA student enrollment or faculty; however, there would be a 
net increase of seven UCLA staff members. The proposed new building would be designed and 
constructed in compliance with applicable requirements pertaining to fire protection systems. An 
electronic key card security system would provide secure access to the building’s entries. 

While the proposed Project is located off campus and therefore outside of the scope of the LRDP 
and SEIR (see the Introduction section of this Initial Study), 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 EIRs are signified by 
strikeouts (strikeouts) where non-applicable text has been removed and by bold and underline 
(bold and underline) where text has been added.  

PP 4.11-1  Fire alarm connections to the University Police Command Center shall continue to 
be provided in all new and renovated buildings to provide immediate location 
information to the Los Angeles Fire Department to reduce response times in 
emergency situations. 

PP 4.11-2(a) Police staffing levels and equipment needs shall continue to be assessed on an 
ongoing basis as individual development projects are proposed and on an annual 
basis during the campus University budgeting process to ensure that the 
appropriate service levels will be maintained to protect an increased campus 
population and an increased level of development. 

PP 4.11-2(b) Annual meetings shall continue to be attended by the Director of UCLA Housing 
and the UCPD to evaluate the adequacy of police protection service for 
University-owned housing, assess institutional priorities and budgetary 
requirements, and identify and implement appropriate actions to ensure the 
continued adequacy of police protection services for students. 

In addition, LRDP PPs 4.12-1(a) and 4.12-1(b), discussed under the Recreation analysis (Section 
V.16 of this Initial Study), have been incorporated into the proposed Project and require the 
University to continue to provide recreational facilities for students, faculty, and staff and 
to continue to integrate landscaped open space with development. 
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Project Impact Analysis 

Threshold(s)

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact

Less Than 
Significant With 

Project-Level 
Mitigation 

Incorporated

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact
No 

Impact

Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new or physically 
altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which 
could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other 
performance objectives for any of the public services:

a) Fire protection?     

Discussion 

The proposed Project involves the redevelopment of the Project site with a new student housing 
building that would accommodate up to 1,150 beds, an increase of 1,098 beds compared to the 
existing apartment buildings on-site. The types of service calls are anticipated to be similar to 
those associated with the existing use and surrounding residential uses in the Project area, 
including, but not limited to, structural fires and emergency medical and rescue services. 

The Los Angeles Fire Department (LAFD) provides fire suppression and rescue operations for 
the UCLA campus and the surrounding area, including the Project site. Fire alarm calls on campus 
are received by the UCLA Police Department (UCPD) command center staff members, who 
screen calls, determine the call location, and then alert the LAFD. Fire Station No. 37 is located 
at 1090 Veteran Avenue, approximately 0.2-mile south of the Project site, and would have primary 
responsibility for a first alarm call to the Project site. In cases where there is a need for backup 
support, additional LAFD fire stations would provide the necessary assistance. Fire Station No. 
37 includes a task force consisting of an Assessment Light Force (a truck and engine with a 
paramedic on duty) and an accompanying engine; Basic Life Support (BLS) and Advanced Life 
Support (ALS) ambulances staffed 24 hours per day, 7 days per week); and a Fire Chief command 
car. The station is staffed daily by 16 fire personnel at any given time, including a battalion 
command with battalion chief, staff assistant and 3 paramedics, including 2 for ALS rescue and 
one for the Assessment Light Force. On a community-wide (Westwood Community) basis from 
January to December 2024, Fire Station No. 37 had operational response times of 8 minutes for 
emergency medical services (EMS) calls; 7 minutes and 55 seconds for non-EMS calls; 6 minutes 
and 46 seconds for critical ALS calls; and 5 minutes and 42 seconds for structure fires (LAFD, 
2025). In addition to LAFD paramedics, UCLA paramedics and ambulances from the RRUMC 
respond to emergency calls both on and off campus.  

Additionally, UCLA Fire, a California state fire agency, has authority over all UCLA-owned and 
occupied interests on campus. UCLA Fire sworn peace officers respond to calls for emergency 
service (i.e., 911 calls), mitigate threats/hazards to the University, prepare the public to manage 
emergencies, partner with stakeholders to respond to and recover from emergencies and 
disasters, investigate fire and explosion incidents, and enforce California fire and explosion law. 
UCLA Fire takes primary responsibility as first responder to UCLA fire alarm calls, and upon 
assessment of the situation, they request Fire Station No. 37 to provide response for actual fire 
situations. In general, LAFD is the first responder to off-campus emergencies. 

State fire regulations are set forth in Sections 13000 et seq. of the California Health and Safety 
Code, which include regulations concerning building standards (as also set forth in the CBC); fire 
protection and notification systems; fire protection devices, such as extinguishers and smoke 
alarms; building access; high-rise building and childcare facility standards; emergency response 
notification systems; and fire suppression training. The State Fire Marshal enforces these 
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regulations and building standards in all state-owned buildings, state-occupied buildings, and 
state institutions throughout California, including at UCLA. 

Consistent with the University’s standard procedures, the Campus Fire Marshal would review and 
approve the proposed Project to ensure that: (1) adequate fire flows are maintained; (2) an 
adequate number of fire hydrants is provided in the appropriate locations; and (3) circulation and 
design features allow adequate emergency vehicle access in compliance with the City of Los 
Angeles Municipal Code. The Campus Fire Marshal also inspects buildings during and after 
construction, and UCLA buildings can only be occupied with the approval of the Fire Marshal. In 
addition, the proposed Project would comply with all regulations of the California Health and 
Safety Code (Sections 13000 et seq.) pertaining to fire protection systems, including provision of 
state-mandated smoke alarms, fire extinguishers, appropriate building access, and emergency 
response notification systems.  

The proposed Project incorporates LRDP PP 4.11-1, which requires direct fire alarm connection 
to the University Police command center to facilitate emergency response by providing immediate 
location information. UCLA Fire would be the first responder to all fire alarms initiated from the 
proposed new building and would request backup support from LAFD only as needed. Given that 
the proposed Project involves redevelopment of existing housing with new student housing, as 
well as compliance with updated Fire Code requirements and safety measures and the proximity 
of Fire Station No. 37 to the Project site, the proposed Project would not increase the demand for 
fire protection services to the extent that new or physically altered fire protection facilities would 
be required to serve the proposed Project or to maintain acceptable response times and fire flows. 
No physical environmental impacts related to the provision of fire protection services would result, 
and impacts related to maintaining acceptable performance metrics would be less than significant. 

Project-Level Mitigation Measures 

No mitigation measures are required. 

Level of Significance  

The proposed Project would not require new or altered fire protection services, and no associated 
physical impacts would occur. 

Threshold(s) 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant With 

Project-Level 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new or physically 
altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which 
could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other 
performance objectives for any of the public services: 

b) Police protection?     

Discussion 

The proposed Project involves the redevelopment of the Project site with a new student housing 
building that would accommodate up to 1,150 beds, an increase of 1,098 beds compared to the 
existing apartment buildings on-site. The types of service calls are anticipated to be similar to 
those associated with existing residential uses on-site and surrounding the Project site. The types 
of crimes typically associated with residential uses are “crimes against persons,” such as assault 
and robberies.  

□ □ □ 
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According to Section 92600 of the California Education Code, the University of California Police 
Department (UCPD) has concurrent jurisdiction with the Los Angeles Police Department (LAPD) 
within a one-mile radius of University-owned property. The UCPD is often the first responder at 
properties around the campus and may take primary responsibility for events off campus. The 
UCPD is comprised of duly sworn police officers under 830.2(b) of the California Penal Code, and 
its jurisdictional responsibilities are articulated in the California Education Code. The UCPD 
station is located on campus, at the northwestern corner of the intersection of Charles E. Young 
Drive South and Westwood Plaza (601 Westwood Plaza), approximately 0.3-mile northeast of the 
Project site. 

As the Project site, which is owned by UCLA, is adjacent to campus, it falls within the zone in 
which UCPD and LAPD concurrently provide police protection. UCPD personnel are used in crime 
prevention, investigations, and administration. In addition, UCPD personnel are instrumental in 
providing training to staff and faculty on leadership in emergency situations, observation tactics, 
active shooter scenarios, and use of safety equipment and technology. All sworn officers are 
available on an on-call basis to respond in emergency situations. On a part-time basis, students 
are employed as Community Service Officers (CSOs) to provide escort services, equipment 
security services, and patrol assistance. UCPD currently employs 65 sworn officers, 41 non-sworn 
personnel, and 130 students employed as CSOs (UCPD, 2025). The University evaluates police 
protection needs on an ongoing basis and considers the need to augment UCPD and CSO staffing 
levels as institutional priorities. Consistent with LRDP PP 4.11-2(a) and PP 4.11-2(b), which have 
been incorporated into the proposed Project, the University would continue to assess police 
staffing levels as individual development projects are proposed. 

Additionally, to ensure adequate response to life-safety issues and as required by LRDP PP 4.11-
1, the proposed building would have direct fire alarm connections to the UCPD command center 
to facilitate emergency response by providing immediate location information. In addition, the 
UCPD would continue its current practice of cooperating with the LAPD, the Santa Monica Police 
Department, and the California Highway Patrol to help ensure the adequacy of police protection 
services across the campus and surrounding area. 

The proposed Project, which would involve the development of additional student housing in an 
existing residential area, would not substantially increase the demand for police protection 
services provided by the UCPD and/or LAPD such that new or physically altered police protection 
facilities would be required to serve the proposed Project or to maintain acceptable response 
times. No physical environmental impacts related to the provision of police protection services 
would result, and impacts related to maintaining acceptable performance metrics would be less 
than significant. 

Project-Level Mitigation Measures 

No mitigation measures are required. 

Level of Significance  

The proposed Project would not require new or altered police protection services, and no physical 
impact would occur.  
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Threshold(s) 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant With 

Project-Level 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new or physically 
altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which 
could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other 
performance objectives for any of the public services: 

c) Schools?    

Discussion 

The proposed Project involves the redevelopment of the Project site to provide additional housing 
for undergraduate students (an increase of up to 1,098 beds compared to the existing buildings). 
The proposed Project would not include new student family, faculty, or staff housing. Additionally, 
there would be no increase in student enrollment at UCLA and no increase in UCLA faculty as a 
result of the proposed Project; however, there would be a net increase of seven UCLA staff. The 
proposed Project would not result in direct elementary, middle, or high school student generation. 
Therefore, there would be no increase in demand for Los Angeles Unified School District (LAUSD) 
services and facilities. The proposed Project would not result in a need for the construction of new 
or altered school facilities, and no physical environmental impacts would occur as a result.  

Project-Level Mitigation Measures 

No mitigation measures are required. 

Level of Significance  

The proposed Project would not require new or altered school facilities, and no physical impact 
would occur. 

Threshold(s) 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact

Less Than 
Significant With 

Project-Level 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact

Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new or physically 
altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which 
could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other 
performance objectives for any of the public services: 

d) Parks?     

Discussion 

The analysis of the proposed Project’s impacts related to park facilities is provided in 
Section V.16, Recreation, of this Initial Study. 

Project-Level Mitigation Measures 

No mitigation measures are required. 

□ □ □ 
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Level of Significance  

The proposed Project would not require new or altered park facilities, and no physical impact 
would occur.

Threshold(s)

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact

Less Than 
Significant With 

Project-Level 
Mitigation 

Incorporated

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact
No 

Impact

Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new or physically 
altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which 
could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other 
performance objectives for any of the public services: 

e) Other public facilities?     

Discussion 

The proposed Project involves the redevelopment of the Project site to provide additional housing 
for undergraduate students (an increase of up to 1,098 beds compared to the existing buildings). 
The proposed Project would not include new married student, faculty, or staff housing. 
Additionally, there would be no increase in student enrollment at UCLA and no increase in UCLA 
faculty as a result of the proposed Project; however, there would be a net increase of seven UCLA 
staff. Therefore, the proposed Project would not result in an increased demand for on- or off-
campus library services or other public services, nor would new or expanded library facilities or 
other public facilities be required, and no physical environmental impacts would occur as a result.  

Project-Level Mitigation Measures 

No mitigation measures are required. 

Level of Significance  

The proposed Project would not require new or altered libraries or other public services, and no 
physical impacts would result.  

16. RECREATION  

Relevant elements of the proposed Project related to recreation include the redevelopment of the 
Project site with a new residential building for UCLA undergraduate students (up to 1,150 beds). 
When compared to existing conditions, the proposed Project would result in a net increase of 
1,098 beds (residents). The proposed Project would not involve an increase in UCLA student 
enrollment or faculty; however, there would be a net increase of seven UCLA staff members. The 
proposed Project would include external courtyards and amenity spaces for use by students and 
guests.  

While the proposed Project is located off campus and therefore outside of the scope of the LRDP 
and SEIR (see the Introduction section of this Initial Study), 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 EIRs are signified by 
strikeouts (strikeouts) where non-applicable text has been removed and by bold and underline 
(bold and underline) where text has been added.  

□ □ □ 
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PP 4.12-1(a) The campus University shall continue to provide, operate, and maintain 
recreational facilities for students, faculty, and staff on campus.

PP 4.12-1(b) The campus University shall continue to integrate landscaped open space 
(including plazas, courts, gardens, walkways, and recreational areas) with 
development to encourage use through placement and design. 

Project Impact Analysis 

Threshold(s) 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant With 

Project-Level 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

a) Would the project increase the use of existing 
neighborhood and regional parks or other 
recreational facilities such that substantial physical 
deterioration of the facility would occur or be 
accelerated? 

   

b) Does the project include recreational facilities or 
require the construction or expansion of recreational 
facilities, which might have an adverse physical effect 
on the environment? 

   

Discussion 

The proposed Project would accommodate up to 1,150 beds (residents). The proposed Project 
would not increase student admissions at UCLA but rather would accommodate the existing 
student population.  

Although Project residents may utilize a variety of recreational facilities and programs offered by 
the University and/or the City of Los Angeles, the majority of the campus population (students, 
faculty, and staff) utilizes on-campus recreational facilities. These facilities would continue to be 
provided and maintained for students, including Project residents, as required by LRDP PP 4.12-
1(a). The UCLA Cultural Recreational Affairs Department continuously monitors the demand for 
recreational facilities on campus and adjusts operating hours and other program-operating 
procedures to ensure that the existing facilities are used as efficiently as possible. Continued 
review of the demand for facilities and adjustments to operating procedures and facility design 
(e.g., extending hours of operation) ensures that the on-campus demands are met. Additionally, 
LRDP PP 4.12-1(b) is incorporated into the proposed Project and requires the inclusion of open 
space areas at the Project site; this would be accomplished primarily through the provision of two 
courtyards on the ground level and a terrace on the second level. Specifically, the proposed 
Project would include an approximately 2,150-sf landscaped entry courtyard with custom seating 
in the northern corner of the Project site, and an approximately 3,050-sf rear courtyard with a 
covered fitness area, bike parking, and landscape planters in the southern corner of the Project 
site. An approximately 3,150-sf outdoor terrace would be provided at the eastern corner of Level 
2, which would include landscaped planters as well as tables, chairs, and other seating elements. 
These courtyards would provide opportunities for formal and informal interaction, socialization, 
and study activities. Additionally, recreation and fitness facilities at adjacent student housing 
developments, including at Southwest Campus Housing to the west and Gayley Heights to the 
north, would be available to proposed Project residents. 

Therefore, the proposed Project would not substantially increase the demand for park and 
recreational facilities and would not result in a substantial deterioration of existing facilities, nor 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 
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would it accelerate such deterioration, thus resulting in a less than significant impact. As such, 
the proposed Project would not result in a need for the construction of new or altered park or 
recreational facilities. Additionally, the physical impacts resulting from construction of the on-site 
courtyards and terrace have been evaluated throughout this Initial Study and would be less than 
significant. No additional physical impacts would occur with implementation of the proposed 
Project. 

Project-Level Mitigation Measures 

No mitigation measures are required. 

Level of Significance  

The proposed Project would have a less than significant impact related to an increase in the use 
of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational facilities such that substantial 
physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be accelerated.  

The proposed Project would include exterior courtyards and a terrace; the physical environmental 
impacts of this proposed Project component are addressed throughout this Initial Study, and 
impacts would be less than significant.  

17. TRANSPORTATION 

Relevant elements of the proposed Project related to transportation include development of the 
Project site with housing for UCLA undergraduate students. The proposed Project would include 
up to 1,150 beds (residents), which is a net increase of 1,098 beds (residents) compared to the 
existing apartment buildings. The Project site is adjacent to the UCLA campus, and within walking 
distance of the campus entry at the intersection of Le Conte Avenue and Westwood Boulevard 
(approximately 0.2 mile east of the Project site). There is also pedestrian access from the Project 
site to the main campus along Gayley Avenue and to the Southwest zone via Weyburn Place. 
Project residents would have access to a full range of existing University TDM programs. 
Additionally, bicycle parking facilities would be provided on-site. 

Construction activities would involve heavy trucks on the identified construction routes, 
as described in Section II.5, Proposed Project Components, under “Construction Activities,” of 
this Initial Study.  

While the proposed Project is located off campus and therefore outside of the scope of the LRDP 
and SEIR (see the Introduction section of this Initial Study), 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 EIRs are signified by 
strikeouts (strikeouts) where non-applicable text has been removed; and by bold and underline 
(bold and underline) where text has been added. Changes have been made so the stated 
requirement better applies to the proposed Project. 

PP 4.13-1(d) The campus University shall continue to implement a TDM program that meets or 
exceeds all trip reduction and AVR requirements of the SCAQMD. The TDM 
program may be subject to modification as new technologies are developed or 
alternate program elements are found to be more effective.  

PP 4.13-2 UCLA Capital Programs will assess construction schedules of major projects to 
determine the potential for overlapping construction activities to result in periods 
of heavy construction vehicle traffic on individual roadway segments, and adjust 
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construction schedules, work hours, or access routes to the extent feasible to
reduce construction-related traffic congestion.

PP 4.13-5 To the extent feasible, The campus contractor shall maintain at least one 
unobstructed lane in both directions on campus roadways. At any time only a 
single lane is available, the campus contractor shall provide a temporary traffic 
signal, signal carriers (i.e., flagpersons), or other appropriate traffic controls to 
allow travel in both directions. If construction activities require the complete closure 
of a roadway segment, the campus contractor shall provide appropriate signage 
indicating alternative routes. 

PP 4.13-6 For any construction-related closure of pedestrian routes, the campus contractor
shall provide appropriate signage indicating alternative route and provide curb cuts 
and street crossings to assure alternate routes are accessible. 

PP 4.13-8 To ensure adequate access for emergency vehicles when construction projects 
would result in temporary lane or roadway closures, UCLA shall consult with the 
UCPD, EH&S, and the LAFD to disclose temporary lane or roadway closures and 
alternative travel routes.  

Project Impact Analysis 

As previously discussed in Section V.11, Land Use and Planning, of this Initial Study, UCLA is 
part of the University of California, a constitutionally created entity of the State of California, and 
is not subject to municipal regulations. Although there is no formal mechanism for joint planning 
or the exchange of ideas, UCLA may consider aspects of local plans, ordinances, and policies for 
the communities surrounding the campus for coordination purposes but is not bound by those 
plans and policies in its planning efforts. The following discussion analyzes the proposed Project’s 
vehicular and non-vehicular transportation impacts with regard to UCLA and local transportation 
plans and policies, as appropriate.  

The 901 Levering Avenue Student Housing VMT Screening Assessment (VMT Assessment) was 
prepared by Fehr & Peers (Fehr & Peers, 2025) to evaluate potential transportation impacts 
resulting from operation of the proposed Project and is included in Appendix H of this Initial Study.  
 

Threshold(s) 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant With 

Project-Level 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact
No 

Impact 

a) Would the project conflict with a program, plan, 
ordinance, or policy addressing the circulation 
system, including transit, roadway, bicycle and 
pedestrian facilities? 

    

Discussion 

Transit 

As discussed in Section V.8, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, of this Initial Study, the UC Policy on 
Sustainable Practices and UCLA CAP address the reduction of dependency on use of single 
occupancy vehicles to reduce emissions from mobile sources. The proposed Project is located in 
a TPA, which is defined as an area that is within 0.5-mile of a major transit stop that is existing or 
planned. An extensive transit network serves the UCLA campus and Westwood area. The 

□ □ □ 
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roadways in the vicinity of the Project site are served by multiple bus lines managed by the Los 
Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro), Santa Monica Big Blue Bus (BBB), 
Antelope Valley Transit Authority (AVTA), City of Santa Clarita Transit, Amtrak, and Los Angeles 
Department of Transportation (LADOT). These bus lines provide a variety of bus services and, 
when transfer opportunities are considered, provide access to Metro rail services, Metrolink, and 
numerous other bus routes served by Metro, LADOT, and other municipal bus operators.  

In support of the VMT Assessment for the proposed Project, the LA Metro bus routes and stops 
within one-half mile of the Project site were reviewed to determine if the service frequencies were 
15 minutes or less during peak travel hours (refer to Table 17 and Figure 18). 

TABLE 17 LA METRO TRANSIT SERVICE IN THE PROJECT VICINITY 

Bus Stops Closest to 
Project Site 

LA Metro Bus 
Routes 

Headway at 
Weekday Peak 

(minutes)

Distance from 
Project Site 

(miles)

Le Conte / Gayley 
2 8 

0.06 
602 30 

Westwood / Le Conte 

2 8 

0.21 
233 NA1 

602 30 

761 15 

Wilshire / Veteran 
20 10 

0.35 
720 5 

1 Overnight service in Westwood. 
Source: (Fehr & Peers, 2025)

Additionally, UCLA runs its own bus network, branded as BruinBus, providing complimentary 
service between the UCLA campus and Westwood Village. The U1 Weyburn route serves the 
southwest campus with a stop on Le Conte Avenue just east of the Project site and service is 
provided approximately every 10 to 20 minutes. Other bus lines that use the bus stops at Gayley 
Avenue and Le Conte Avenue include LADOT Commuter Express Line 573, BBB Line 18, Santa 
Clara Transit Lines 792 and 797.  

Los Angeles World Airports and Amtrak also operate bus services near the UCLA campus, which 
connect to air and rail facilities, respectively. The Expo/Sepulveda Light Rail Station is located 
approximately 2.1 miles southeast of the Project site and provides additional transfer opportunities 
to other regional destinations. Additionally, Metro is currently constructing the Purple Line (D Line) 
extension which will be adding two new stations, Westwood/UCLA and Westwood/VA Hospital, 
which will connect the Westside to downtown Los Angeles. The anticipated opening of these 
stations is in 2027 (Metro, 2025). The Westwood/UCLA station will be located on the northwest 
corner of the intersection of Wilshire Boulevard and Gayley Avenue, approximately 0.3-mile from 
the Project site. Once this transit project is completed, the rail line will provide increased access 
and connectivity throughout the local area and region, as well as decrease vehicular travel on 
area roadways. The Westwood/UCLA station would be easily accessible to Project residents, 
reducing the need to drive.  

Therefore, as described above, the Project site and surrounding area are well-served by public 
transit. Further, the UCLA TDM program is a comprehensive program that offers a broad range 
of services to encourage and assist UCLA commuters in utilizing alternatives to a single-
occupancy vehicle.   
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Roadways 

The Project site and surrounding uses in Westwood are well-served by freeways, avenues, and 
local streets. Freeways are located west and south of the Project site (I-405 and I-10, respectively) 
and provide convenient access to the larger, regional roadway network. Within the vicinity of the 
Project site, the primary roadways and roadway classifications according to the City of Los 
Angeles Mobility Plan 2035 include Gayley Avenue and Le Conte Avenue, which carry an Avenue 
II designation, and Levering Avenue, which is designated as a Local/Other Street (City of Los 
Angeles, 2016).  

Construction Activities 

For purposes of analysis in this Initial Study, construction of the proposed Project is expected to 
begin in 2026 and be completed in 2030. Construction traffic resulting from the proposed Project 
would primarily be associated with construction workers commuting to and from the Project site; 
removal of demolition materials associated with removal of the existing buildings and hardscape 
features; delivery of building materials; transport of construction equipment (including large 
equipment); and export of soil. Construction workers do not typically commute during peak hours 
as they generally arrive prior to morning (AM) peak hour and leave prior to the evening (PM) peak 
hour. The use of heavy trucks for the transport and disposal of building materials, equipment, and 
soil would occur periodically throughout the workday but largely outside of peak hours. For the 
proposed Project, the peak days for construction-related heavy truck traffic would occur when 
haul trucks transport soil being exported from the Project site.  

As discussed in Section II, Project Description, of this Initial Study, it is conservatively estimated 
that on peak days there would be up to 52 round truck trips per day during the grading period. 
These trips would be spread out over a typical eight-hour construction day. Therefore, 
approximately seven round trips would be generated during an average hour. With a typical 
construction day starting at 7:00 AM, approximately seven round trips would be generated during 
the AM peak hour during the period of heaviest construction activity. Construction would typically 
be completed each day prior to the PM peak hour; therefore, no PM peak hour impacts are 
anticipated.  

The proposed Project incorporates LRDP PP 4.13-5, which requires one travel lane in each 
direction and actions to take when lane closures are needed, and LRDP PP 4.13-6, which requires 
signage for alternate pedestrian routes when closure of a pedestrian route during construction is 
required. Implementation of these PPs would reduce potential circulation impacts during 
construction to a less than significant level. 

Construction of the proposed Project is anticipated to overlap with several other major UCLA 
construction projects, including the following: Co-Generation Plant Equipment Replacement, 
Infrastructure Upgrades, and Regulatory Compliance and Unforeseen Conditions Projects; 
Sunset Canyon Recreation Replacement Building Project; Gayley Towers Redevelopment 
Project; Phase 2 of the Big Ten Network Projects; Wooden Center Seismic Improvements Project; 
MP200 2nd Floor Oncology Improvements and Emergency Equipment Replacement Projects; 
and RRUMC 4th Floor Patient Care Reconfiguration and Nurse Call Replacement Projects. Refer 
to the Campus Map presented in Figure 2, which identifies the location of these projects. Although 
heavy truck trips generated by construction activities associated with the proposed Project may 
coincide with on- and off-campus construction activities, most of these projects would have 
distinct haul routes with minimal overlap, different construction sequencing with separate peak 
periods of truck trips, and/or be subject to City of Los Angeles permitting requirements intended 
to reduce overlapping haul routes. Additionally, UCLA would continue to monitor the construction 
schedules of major projects as they proceed and would adjust construction schedules, work 
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hours, or access routes as needed to reduce construction-related traffic congestion. Therefore, 
concurrent heavy truck traffic associated with the proposed Project and other major projects in 
the area would be minimized to the extent possible to avoid substantial traffic congestion on local 
roadways.  

Operation 

The proposed Project would not involve the construction of any new roadways. The existing 
parking garages on-site are accessed via Weyburn Place. The proposed Project would provide 
off-campus student housing located adjacent to the UCLA campus and would include two 
automobile parking spaces for maintenance purposes only accessed from one driveway along 
Levering Avenue. Therefore, the number of vehicles accessing the Project site would be reduced 
compared to the 14 vehicular parking spaces present under existing conditions, for a net reduction 
of 12 vehicular parking spaces.  

Project residents would have access to a full range of existing UCLA TDM programs required by 
LRDP PP 4.13-1(d) to reduce vehicle trips, including, but not limited to, free campus transit; 
accommodations for the use of other modes of transportation, including walking, bicycles, 
motorcycles, and scooters; an on-campus car share program; and public transit incentives.  
 
Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities 

The County of Los Angeles identifies Class II bike lanes (on-street striped) in the vicinity of the 
proposed Project along Gayley Avenue between S. Sepulveda Boulevard and Wellworth Avenue; 
along Le Conte Avenue between Gayley Avenue and Hilgard Avenue; along Weyburn Avenue 
between Gayley Avenue and Tiverton Avenue; and along Westwood Boulevard on campus, which 
connects to a Class II bike lane along Charles E. Young Drive (County of Los Angeles, 2025). 
Additionally, adjacent to the Project site, there are sidewalks along both sides of Levering Avenue 
and along the west side of Weyburn Place. The proposed Project would align with the City’s Vision 
Zero Los Angeles Initiative. Vision Zero was launched by Executive Order Number 10 in August 
2015 with the goals of reducing traffic fatalities by 20 percent by 2017 and eliminating all traffic 
fatalities citywide by 2025. Vision Zero specifically seeks to implement traffic safety treatments at 
intersections and along roadway segments to improve safety for pedestrians, bicyclists, and other 
vulnerable road users. Under Vision Zero, development projects proposed on a roadway identified 
as part of the City’s High Injury Network (HIN) should be designed to enhance safety. The 
proposed Project is not located on a HIN roadway (LADOT, 2025). 

Although the proposed Project is not located within the HIN, the proposed Project would 
incorporate measures to align with Vision Zero policies. Specifically, the proposed Project would 
not provide automobile parking for residents and would provide a maximum of two automobile 
parking spaces for maintenance purposes only accessed from one driveway along Levering 
Avenue, thus reducing the potential for conflicts between vehicles entering/exiting the site. 
Additionally, the proposed Project would include 16 bicycle spaces, thus incentivizing Project 
residents and visitors to travel via bicycle to/from the Project site. Further, the proposed Project’s 
location would provide strong pedestrian connectivity to the adjacent UCLA campus. 

In summary, the proposed Project would incorporate LRDP PP 4.13-19(d), PP 4.13-2, PP 4.13-
5, and PP 4.13-6, which require implementation of TDM programs to reduce reliance upon single 
vehicle occupancy trips and measures to minimize impacts to the circulation system during 
construction. Further, the Project site is located within a TPA with access to multiple transit 
facilities. The proposed Project would not conflict with a program, plan, ordinance, or policy 
addressing the circulation system, including transit, roadway, bicycle, and pedestrian facilities.  
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Project-Level Mitigation Measures 

No mitigation measures are required. 

Level of Significance  

The proposed Project would have no impact due to Project conflict with a program, plan, 
ordinance, or policy addressing the circulation system, including transit, roadway, bicycle, and 
pedestrian facilities.  

Threshold(s) 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant With 

Project-Level 
Mitigation 

Incorporated

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

b) Would the project conflict or be inconsistent with 
CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3, subdivision (b)?    

Discussion  

SB 743, codified in PRC Section 21099, directed the State to adopt new guidelines for evaluating 
transportation impacts. In response to SB 743, the 2019 updates to the CEQA Guidelines included 
the addition of CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3(b). Section 15064.3(b) establishes criteria for 
evaluating a project’s transportation impacts based on project type, using automobile VMT as the 
metric. With respect to transportation, PRC Section 21099(d) provides that the parking impacts 
of a residential, mixed-used residential, or employment center project located on an infill site 
within a TPA shall not be considered significant impacts on the environment. As discussed in 
response to Threshold (d) in Section V.1, Aesthetics, of this Initial Study, the Project site is an 
infill site located in a TPA. Therefore, the proposed Project, which would not provide automobile 
parking for residents and would include a maximum of two parking spaces for 
maintenance/service purposes only, would not result in significant transportation impacts related 
to parking. 

To help lead agencies with SB 743 implementation, the Governor’s Office of Planning and 
Research, now referred to as the Office of Land Use and Climate Innovation (LCI), produced a 
Technical Advisory on Evaluating Impacts in California Environmental Quality Act (December 
2018).33 LCI’s Technical Advisory provides recommendations on VMT impact thresholds and 
considerations on the level of VMT analysis that is required based on project characteristics, and 
was used as a guide for the VMT Study for the proposed Project that is included in Appendix H 
of this Initial Study. 

LCI’s Technical Advisory identifies three screening criteria that agencies can use to identify if a 
proposed project is expected to cause a less than significant impact without conducting a detailed 
study: project size, project accessibility to transit, and project location in a low VMT area. The 
latter two criteria are applicable to the proposed Project as discussed below. 

Transit Priority Area Screening 

Projects located in proximity to a major transit stop or along a high-quality transit corridor may be 
screened out from conducting a VMT analysis due to their location in a TPA because they are 

 
33 Effective July 1, 2024, the Governor’s Office of Planning and Research was renamed the Governor’s Office of Land 

Use and Climate Innovation (LCI). 

□ □ □ 
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presumed to have a less than significant impact absent substantial evidence to the contrary. The 
PRC defines these two terms as follows: 

 Major transit stop (PRC Section 21064.3)  

o An existing rail or bus rapid transit station. 

o A ferry terminal served by either a bus or rail transit service. 

o The intersection of two or more major bus routes with a frequency of service interval 
of 20 minutes or less during the morning and afternoon peak commute periods. (This 
definition was amended from 15 minutes to 20 minutes as of January 2025.) 

 High-quality transit corridor (PRC Section 21155) 

o A corridor with fixed route bus service with service intervals no longer than 15 minutes 
during peak commute hours.  

LCI’s Technical Advisory states that a project can be presumed to have a less than significant 
impact near transit stations if it satisfies CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3(b)(1) of being located 
within one-half mile of a major transit stop or an existing stop along a high-quality transit corridor. 
As discussed under Threshold (a) above, multiple transit agencies provide transit service in the 
Project vicinity. As shown in Table 17 and Figure 18, multiple Metro bus stops are located within 
one-half mile of the Project site with service by six Metro bus routes. There are several major 
transit stops located within one-half mile of the Project site, including Westwood Boulevard and 
Le Conte Avenue with the intersection of Metro Bus Routes 2 and 761, with a frequency of service 
interval of 20 minutes or less during the peak commute periods. Additionally, the Project site is in 
proximity (less than one-half mile) to several bus stops on high-quality transit corridors such as 
Westwood Boulevard, Wilshire Boulevard, and Le Conte Avenue. 

The Project-specific characteristics that the LCI Technical Advisory recommends for 
consideration for transit proximity screening are documented in Table 18. As shown, the 
characteristics of the Project site meet the guidance provided by LCI for a project to be screened 
from further VMT analysis if it is located in a TPA. Accordingly, the Project site qualifies as being 
located in a TPA. Therefore, the proposed Project would have a less than significant VMT impact 
and can be screened out from further VMT analysis. 
 

TABLE 18 ADDITIONAL CONSIDERATIONS FOR TRANSIT PROXIMITY SCREENING 

LCI Considerations Project Site Characteristics LCI Guidance Met?

Floor Area Ratio (FAR) above 0.75? FAR of 9.61 Yes 

More parking than required by the 
jurisdiction? 

Project is not providing student parking. Yes 

Consistent with the applicable 
Sustainable Communities Strategy?

SCAG’s Connect SoCal 2024 plan 
encourages new housing and transit-
oriented development. The proposed 
housing would be constructed within a 
TPA, with surrounding mixed-uses to 
limit vehicle trips and encourage 
walking, biking, and transit. 

Yes 

Replaces affordable residential units? 
The proposed Project is not removing 
any affordable housing as none exists 
on-site. 

Yes 

1 FAR calculated based on a 0.74-acre site and 310,000 sf building.  
Source: (Fehr & Peers, 2025) 

• 

• 
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Low VMT Area Screening 

Although the proposed Project is located in a TPA and screens out from requiring further VMT 
analysis, further analysis was nonetheless conducted as part of the proposed Project VMT 
Assessment to determine if the Project site is located in a low VMT generating area. The LCI 
Technical Advisory states that projects located within a low VMT generating area may be 
presumed to have a less than significant impact absent substantial evidence to the contrary. A 
low VMT generating area generally has higher density, a mix of land uses, and provides 
opportunities for people to walk to nearby uses instead of driving. Low VMT areas are defined as 
areas that are currently generating VMT below the VMT threshold. Based on the VMT impact 
threshold recommended by LCI, low VMT is defined as an area that generates VMT on a per 
capita basis that is 15 percent or more below the baseline VMT.  

To determine if the Project site is located in a low VMT area, VMT data from the 2024 SCAG 
Regional Travel Demand Forecasting Model was obtained for the Project site and for the SCAG 
region. Given that the proposed Project involves the development of student housing, Home-
Based VMT per capita is the appropriate VMT metric and was obtained from the SCAG model. 
For residential land uses, home-based vehicle trips are traced back to the residence of the trip-
maker (non-home-based trips are excluded) and then divided by the residential population within 
the geographic area to produce Home-Based VMT per capita.  

In the SCAG region, a low VMT area for residential uses generates no more than 14.92 Home-
Based VMT per capita. For residential uses in the SCAG traffic analysis zone that represents the 
Project site, the Home-Based VMT per capita is 11.44 VMT per capita, which is 23 percent below 
the baseline VMT (see Attachment A of the VMT Assessment for the SCAG model TAZ 
boundary). Therefore, the Project site qualifies as within a low VMT area, which means that the 
proposed Project would also have a less than significant VMT impact under this criterion and can 
be screened out from further VMT analysis.  

As the proposed Project screens out under both the TPA and low-VMT generating area LCI 
screening criteria, the proposed Project would have a less than significant impact related to VMT 
and no further quantitative analysis of VMT is required.  

Project-Level Mitigation Measures 

No mitigation measures are required. 

Level of Significance  

The proposed Project would have no impact with regard to its potential to conflict with or be 
inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3, subdivision (b).  

Threshold(s) 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant With 

Project-Level 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

c) Would the project substantially increase hazards due 
to a geometric design feature (e.g., sharp curves or 
dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., 
farm equipment)? 

   □ □ □ 
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Discussion 

Vehicular and Bicycle Hazards During Construction 

As described in Section II.5, Proposed Project Components, of this Initial Study, access to the 
Project site would be provided from I-405, Wilshire Boulevard, Veteran Avenue, Weyburn Avenue, 
Gayley Avenue, Le Conte Avenue, Levering Avenue, and Weyburn Place. Segments of Gayley 
Avenue and Le Conte Avenue that would be used as construction routes include bicycle lanes. 
There are no designated bicycle lanes along Levering Avenue or Weyburn Place; however, 
bicyclists may still use these roadways. Construction activities associated with the proposed 
Project could result in the temporary closure of travel lanes along Levering Avenue and/or 
Weyburn Place during various construction activities, including, but not limited to, accommodating 
the delivery of construction supplies, providing adequate site access for construction vehicles and 
equipment, and the installation of utility infrastructure. Additionally, construction staging, 
construction of a new driveway, and curb modifications and repairs would occur along Levering 
Avenue.  

The reduction of roadway capacity, the narrowing of traffic lanes, and the occasional interruption 
of traffic flow on streets associated with proposed Project-related construction activities could 
pose hazards to vehicular traffic and bicyclists due to localized traffic congestion, decreased 
turning radii, or the condition of roadway surfaces. To minimize traffic disruption and congestion, 
the proposed Project’s construction traffic would be routed to minimize impacts upon affected 
roadways and efficiently move traffic through the Project area.  

In addition, implementation of LRDP PP 4.13-5, which requires maintenance of one travel lane in 
each direction and/or the provision of signal carriers (i.e., flagpersons) when only a single lane 
can be maintained, would ensure that impacts associated with a construction-related traffic lane 
or roadway closures remain less than significant.  

Pedestrian Hazards During Construction 

There are existing sidewalks located along each side of Levering Avenue and along the west side 
of Weyburn Place adjacent to the Project site. To avoid conflicts/potential hazards to pedestrians 
during construction, the section of sidewalk on Levering Avenue adjacent to the Project site may 
be closed to pedestrians during portions of the construction period. Pedestrians would be directed 
to the sidewalk on the opposite side of the street. Safe pedestrian movement within and around 
the Project area and access to the nearby uses would be maintained with the maximum efficiency 
feasible. With incorporation of LRDP PP 4.13-6, which requires appropriate signage of alternate 
pedestrian routes around the proposed Project, there would be less than significant impacts 
related to pedestrian hazards during construction.  

Hazards During Operation 

The proposed Project does not include permanent modifications to City of Los Angeles travel 
lanes along Levering Avenue; however, a new driveway would be constructed to accommodate 
access to the loading/parking area in the eastern portion of the proposed Project, which would 
also include limited parking: a maximum of two spaces for services vehicles and deliveries (e.g., 
food deliveries and mail/package deliveries). The driveway would be constructed in accordance 
with City requirements, including sight distance. Along Weyburn Place, there would be no 
vehicular access to the Project site and the existing garages would be removed. Fire and other 
emergency vehicular access would continue to be provided from Levering Avenue and Weyburn 
Place. Therefore, implementation of the proposed Project would not increase hazards due to 
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design features or incompatible uses. Operation of the proposed Project would result in a less 
than significant impact related to vehicular hazards. 

Project-Level Mitigation Measures 

No mitigation measures are required. 

Level of Significance  

The proposed Project would have a less than significant impact related to a substantial increase 
in hazards due to a design feature or incompatible uses. 

Threshold(s)

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant With 

Project-Level 
Mitigation 

Incorporated

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

d) Would the project result in inadequate emergency 
access? 

   

Discussion  

Emergency Access During Construction 

Construction activities along Levering Avenue and Weyburn Place may result in temporary 
closure of travel lanes along these roadways to permit the delivery of construction materials; to 
transport soil; to accommodate the installation of utility infrastructure and/or other construction 
activities in the public right-of-way; or to provide adequate site access. The reduction of roadway 
capacity, the narrowing of traffic lanes, and the occasional interruption of traffic flow could impair 
emergency access. Construction activities would be planned so that access for emergency 
vehicles is maintained at all times. Additionally, implementation of LRDP PP 4.13-8 as part of the 
proposed Project would require consultation with emergency service providers in the event of lane 
or street closures. Therefore, there would be less than significant impacts related to emergency 
access during construction of the proposed Project.  

Emergency Access During Operation 

With implementation of the proposed Project, emergency access to the proposed Project would 
be provided from Levering Avenue and Weyburn Place. Consistent with UCLA standard 
procedures, the Campus Fire Marshal would review and approve the proposed Project to ensure 
that circulation and design features allow adequate emergency vehicle access in compliance with 
the CBC. Therefore, there would be less than significant impacts related to emergency access 
during operation of the proposed Project. 

Project-Level Mitigation Measures 

No mitigation measures are required. 

Level of Significance  

The proposed Project would have a less than significant impact related to emergency access. 

□ □ □ 
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18. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES 

Relevant elements of the proposed Project related to tribal cultural resources include excavation 
of approximately 60,900 cy of soil to a depth of approximately 52.5 feet bgs that would extend 
into native soils. In addition, LRDP PP 4.4-5 and LRDP MMs 4.4-2(a) through (c) presented in 
Section V.5, Cultural Resources, of this Initial Study, are considered part of the proposed Project 
and are assumed in the analysis presented in this section.  
 

Threshold(s) 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant With 

Project-Level 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource, defined in 
Public Resources Code section 21074 as either a site, feature, place, cultural landscape that is geographically 
defined in terms of the size and scope of the landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural value to a California 
Native American tribe, and that is: 

a) Listed or eligible for listing in the California Register 
of Historical Resources, or in a local register of 
historical resources as defined in Public Resources 
Code section 5020.1(k)? 

   

Discussion 

As discussed in Section V.5, Cultural Resources, the results of the SCCIC records search show 
that seven built-environment resources have been recorded within the Project site, and 37 are 
recorded within 0.5 mile. The records search notes that there are no historic resources within the 
Project site and nine built environment historic resources within 0.25 mile of the Project site that 
are either listed or eligible for listing at the state and/or local level. No tribal cultural resources 
either listed or eligible for listing at the state or local level were identified in the SCCIC records 
search or during the required Native American consultation conducted for the proposed Project, 
which is discussed under Threshold (b), below. Therefore, no impact would occur. 

Project-Level Mitigation Measures 

No mitigation measures are required.  

Level of Significance  

The proposed Project would have no impact to a tribal cultural resource listed or eligible for listing 
in the California Register of Historical Resources, or in a local register of historical resources as 
defined in Public Resources Code Section 5020.1(k). 

□ □ □ 
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Threshold(s) 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant With 

Project-Level 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource, defined in 
Public Resources Code section 21074 as either a site, feature, place, cultural landscape that is geographically 
defined in terms of the size and scope of the landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural value to a California 
Native American tribe, and that is: 

b) A resource determined by the lead agency, in its 
discretion and supported by substantial evidence, to 
be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in 
subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code Section 
5024.1? (In applying the criteria set forth in 
subdivision (c) of Public Resource Code Section 
5024.1, the lead agency shall consider the 
significance of the resource to a California Native 
American tribe.) 

   

Discussion 

Assembly Bill 52 (Chapter 532, Statutes of 2014), known as the Native American Historic 
Resource Protection Act, became effective on July 1, 2015, and created a new category of 
environmental resources that must be considered under CEQA: tribal cultural resources. AB 52 
defines a tribal cultural resource as a site, feature, place, defined cultural landscape, sacred place, 
or object with cultural value to a California Native American tribe that is either included or eligible 
for inclusion in the California Register of Historical Resources or included in a local register of 
historical resources, or that the lead agency chooses at its discretion to treat as a tribal cultural 
resource. When a lead agency chooses to treat a resource as a tribal cultural resource, that 
determination shall be supported with substantial evidence, applying the criteria in the historical 
register and considering the significance of the resource to a California tribe. A project that may 
cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource is one that 
may have a significant effect on the environment. 

AB 52 establishes requirements related to consultation with California Native American tribes 
regarding projects that may potentially affect a tribal cultural resource; emphasizes a broad 
definition of what may be considered a tribal cultural resource; and includes a list of recommended 
mitigation measures. Recognizing that local tribes may have expertise regarding their tribal history 
and practices, AB 52 requires lead agencies to provide notice to tribes that are traditionally and 
culturally affiliated with the geographic area of a proposed project if they have requested notice 
regarding projects proposed within that area. Specifically, AB 52 requires that the lead agency 
provide project notification to tribes that request such notification in writing prior to the lead 
agency’s release of a notice for an EIR, an MND, or a Negative Declaration (ND). Once Native 
American tribes receive a project notification, they have 30 days to respond as to whether they 
wish to initiate consultation regarding the project and specifically regarding mitigation for any 
potential project impacts. Mitigation measures agreed upon during consultation must be 
recommended for inclusion in the environmental document. Consultation is considered concluded 
when the parties agree to measures to avoid or reduce a significant impact on a tribal cultural 
resource, or when a party concludes that mutual agreement cannot be reached. If no formal 
agreement on the appropriate mitigation is established, mitigation measures that avoid or 
substantially lessen potentially significant impacts should be implemented, as feasible. 

The following summarizes the AB 52 consultation process conducted to date regarding the 
proposed Project: 

□ □ □ 
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Following extensive outreach to local tribes between September 2024 and July 2025 to develop 
an AB 52 notification list, on September 25, 2025, UCLA mailed notification of the proposed 
Project pursuant to AB 52 to the following tribes that have ancestral ties to areas within Los 
Angeles County: 

 Gabrieleno Band of Mission Indians—Kizh Nation 

 Yuhaaviatam of San Manuel Nation 

 Fernandeño Tataviam Band of Mission Indians 

 Gabrieleno/Tongva San Gabriel Band of Mission Indians 

 Gabrielino Tongva Indians of California Tribal Council (two separate addresses) 

 Gabrielino/Tongva Tribe 

On October 1, 2025, UCLA received a request for consultation via email from the Gabrielino 
Tongva Indians of California Tribal Council (Gabrielino Tongva Council). On October 3, 2025, 
UCLA received a request for consultation via email from the Gabrieleno Band of Mission Indians 
–Kizh Nation (Kizh Nation). No other requests for consultation were received. 

On October 22, 2025, UCLA hosted a virtual meeting with a Tribal Representative for the 
Gabrielino Tongva Council, during which a brief Project presentation was given. Among the topics 
of discussion were UCLA’s initial proposed Project-specific mitigation measures regarding the 
retention of a tribal monitor during earthwork and the treatment of any unanticipated discovery of 
tribal cultural resources, as well as UCLA’s previously adopted LRDP measures regarding 
archaeological resources and human remains, which would be implemented for this off-campus 
Project. As two tribes have requested to consult on the Project, a rotation among tribal monitors 
was also discussed. The Tribal Representative confirmed the adequacy of the proposed and 
previously adopted measures.  

UCLA also scheduled a consultation meeting with Kizh Nation via telephone on October 28, 2025. 
Due to a scheduling conflict, on October 27 the Tribe cancelled the call and requested to conduct 
consultation via email. That same day, UCLA emailed the Tribe a Project presentation that 
included an overview of the Project, the initially proposed Project-specific mitigation measures 
regarding tribal cultural resources, and the previously adopted relevant LRDP measures. UCLA 
received a response from Kizh Nation on November 3, 2025, which documented the Tribe’s 
ancestral and cultural affiliation to the Project area and requested that a tribal monitor from or 
approved by Kizh Nation be present during all ground-disturbing activities. Also included in the 
documents received were Kizh Nation’s own proposed mitigation measures regarding: (1) the 
retention of a tribal monitor; (2) procedures in the event of an unanticipated discovery of a tribal 
cultural resource; and (3) procedures in the event of an unanticipated discovery of human 
remains.  

Additionally, a records search of the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) Sacred 
Lands File (SLF) was completed, and the results were positive (NAHC, 2025). The NAHC SLF 
records search is included in Appendix I of this Initial Study. The Gabrieleno/Tongva San Gabriel 
Band of Mission Indians was identified in the records search, and the NAHC also provided a 
recommended list of tribes to be contacted regarding tribal cultural resources in the area.34  

 
34 Each of the tribes included on the NAHC list were contacted by UCLA and invited to request to be included on 

UCLA’s list of tribes for Native American consultation pursuant to AB 52. The Gabrieleno/Tongva San Gabriel Band 
of Mission Indians in particular declined to consult on the proposed Project. 

• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
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In light of the importance of the Project area to local tribes, the potential sensitivity of the Project 
site, and the extent of earthwork proposed as part of the Project, any unanticipated discovery of 
a tribal cultural resource could result in a substantial adverse change in the significance of the 
resource, which would be considered a potentially significant impact. Such impacts would be 
reduced to a less-than-significant level with mitigation, described below. 

Based on the information received to date during consultation, UCLA proposes Project-specific 
mitigation measures adapted from those provided by the Kizh Nation. Of note is the addition of 
language that specifies the need to rotate monitoring responsibilities among the two consulting 
tribes, as well as shared tribal responsibilities in the event of any unanticipated discoveries. 
Additional mitigation regarding the unanticipated discovery of human remains is also provided 
and expands on the requirements identified in LRDP PP 4.4-5 included in Section V.5, Cultural 
Resources, of this Initial Study. Consultation with both tribes is ongoing in order to finalize the 
proposed mitigation. 

Project-Level Mitigation Measures 

The following Project-specific mitigation measures are proposed to reduce potential impacts to 
tribal cultural resources. These measures expand on similar requirements related to 
archaeological resources established in the LRDP Final SEIR MMs and PPs identified previously.  

MM 901 Levering TCR -1 Retain Native American Monitors Prior to Commencement of Ground-
Disturbing Activities: 

A. With the cooperation of and participation by each Tribe, the 
University shall retain and compensate for the reasonable and 
documented services of a Native American Monitor from the 
Gabrielino Tongva Indians of California Tribal Council and a 
Native American Monitor from the Gabrieleño Band of Mission 
Indians—Kizh Nation. The monitors shall be retained prior to the 
commencement of any ground-disturbing activity for the 
proposed Project at all affected locations (i.e., both on-site and 
any off-site locations where Project-related work will occur such 
as utility connections or public improvements). Ground-
disturbing activity shall include, but is not limited to, demolition 
of the on-site swimming pool, pavement removal, potholing, 
auguring, grubbing, tree removal, boring, grading, excavation, 
drilling, and trenching.  

B. A copy of the executed monitoring agreements shall be 
submitted to the Environmental Planning section of UCLA 
Capital Programs prior to the earlier of the commencement of 
any ground-disturbing activity, or the issuance of any permit 
necessary to commence a ground-disturbing activity.  

C. An alternating monthly schedule for monitoring activities by 
each monitor shall be established by the University and such 
schedule shall be provided in writing to each monitor. 

D. The assigned monitor shall complete daily monitoring logs that 
provide descriptions of the relevant ground-disturbing activities, 
the type of construction activities performed, locations of 
ground-disturbing activities, soil types, cultural-related 
materials, and any other facts, conditions, materials, or 
discoveries of significance to each Tribe, if any. Monitoring logs 
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shall identify and describe any discovered tribal cultural 
resources, including but not limited to, Native American cultural 
and historical artifacts, remains, places of significance, etc., as 
well as any discovered Native American (ancestral) human 
remains and burial goods. Copies of monitoring logs shall be 
provided to the Environmental Planning section of UCLA Capital 
Programs upon completion of monitoring activities.  

E. On-site tribal monitoring shall conclude upon one of the 
following: (1) written notification to both Tribes from the 
University that all Project-related ground-disturbing activities 
are complete; or (2) a determination and written notification by 
both Tribes to the Environmental Planning section of UCLA 
Capital Programs that no future, planned construction-related 
activity at the Project site possesses the potential to impact 
tribal cultural resources.  

MM 901 Levering TCR-2 Unanticipated Discovery of Tribal Cultural Resource Objects (Non-
Funerary/Non-Ceremonial):  

Upon discovery of any tribal cultural resource, all ground-disturbing 
activities in the immediate vicinity of the discovery shall cease (i.e., 
within an approximately 50-foot radius, as determined in 
consultation with the monitor and the University’s qualified 
Archaeologist) and shall not resume until the discovered resource 
has been fully assessed by the assigned monitor and the 
University’s qualified Archaeologist. The University shall promptly 
notify the alternate tribal monitor of the discovery to allow 
opportunity to assess the find.  The University shall coordinate with 
both Tribes regarding treatment and curation of the resource, with 
reburial or preservation in place preferred, as agreed to by all 
parties. Work may continue on other non-impacted parts of the 
Project site while evaluation and, if necessary, treatment occurs.  

MM 901 Levering TCR-3 Unanticipated Discovery of Human Remains and Associated 
Funerary or Ceremonial Objects:  

A. Native American human remains are defined in Public 
Resources Code (PRC) Section 5097.98(d)(1) as an 
inhumation or cremation in any state of decomposition or 
skeletal completeness. Funerary objects, called associated 
grave goods in PRC Section 5097.98, are also to be treated 
according to this statute.  

B. If Native American human remains and/or grave goods are 
discovered or recognized on the Project site, PRC Section 5097.9 
as well as Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5 shall be 
followed.  

C. Human remains and grave/burial goods shall be treated alike per 
PRC Section 5097.98(d)(1) and (2).  

D. Preservation in place (i.e., avoidance) is the preferred manner of 
treatment for discovered human remains and/or grave goods. 
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E. Any discovery of human remains/grave goods shall be kept 
confidential to prevent further disturbance. 

Level of Significance 

With implementation of MM 901 Levering TCR-1, MM 901 Levering TCR-2, and MM 901 Levering 
TCR-3, the proposed Project would have a less than significant impact related to a substantial 
adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource. 

19. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS 

Relevant elements of the proposed Project related to utilities and service systems include the 
redevelopment of the Project site with approximately 310,000 sf of student housing space to 
accommodate 148 apartment units (up to 1,150 beds) with exterior landscaped courtyards and a 
second-level terrace. The proposed Project would be designed to achieve a minimum LEED Gold 
rating. The proposed Project would also comply with all current CALGreen mandatory 
requirements. The design, construction, and operation of the proposed Project would include a 
series of green building strategies, including exceedance of Title 24 energy efficiency 
requirements by 20 percent, as required by the UC Policy on Sustainable Practices.  

While the proposed Project is located off campus and therefore outside of the scope of the LRDP 
and SEIR (see the Introduction section of this Initial Study), 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 EIRs are signified by 
strikeouts (strikeouts) where non-applicable text has been removed and by bold and underline 
(bold and underline) where text has been added. Changes have been made so the stated 
requirement better applies to the proposed Project. 

PP 4.14-2(a) New facilities and renovations (except for patient care facilities in the Medical 
Center) shall be equipped with low-flow showers, toilets, and urinals. 

PP 4.14-2(b) Measures to reduce landscaping irrigation needs shall be used, such as automatic 
timing systems to apply irrigation water during times of the day when evaporation 
rates are low, installing drip irrigation systems, using mulch for landscaping, 
subscribing to the California Irrigation Management Information System Network 
for current information on weather and evaporation rates, and incorporating 
drought-resistant plants as appropriate. 

PP 4.14-2(c) The campus University shall promptly detect and repair leaks in water and 
irrigation pipes. 

PP 4.14-2(d) The campus University shall minimize the use of water to clean sidewalks, 
walkways, driveways and parking areas. 

PP 4.4-2(g) The campus University shall educate the campus community on the importantce 
of water conservation measures. 

PP 4.14-3 The campus University shall continue to implement a solid waste reduction and 
recycling program designed to limit the total quantity of campus Project solid 
waste that is disposed of in landfills during the LRDP horizon. 

PP 4.14-9 The campus University shall continue to implement energy conservation 
measures (such as energy-efficient lighting and microprocessor-controlled HVAC 
equipment) to reduce the demand for electricity and natural gas. The energy 
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conservation measures may be subject to modification as new technologies are 
developed or if current technologies become obsolete through replacement. 

In addition, LRDP PP 4.15-1, discussed in Section V.8, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, of this Initial 
Study, requires implementation of the provisions of the UC Policy on Sustainability Practices; and 
LRDP PP 4.7-1, PP 4.7-5, and MM 4.7-1, discussed in Section V.10, Hydrology and Water 
Quality, of this Initial Study, require the development and implementation of Best Management 
Practices to manage runoff, all of which are also incorporated into the proposed Project. 

Project Impact Analysis 

Threshold(s)

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant With 

Project-Level 
Mitigation 

Incorporated

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

a) Would the project require or result in the relocation or 
construction of new or expanded water, wastewater 
treatment or storm water drainage, electric power, 
natural gas, or telecommunications facilities the 
construction or relocation of which could cause 
significant environmental effects? 

   

Discussion 

As previously described in Section II.5, Project Components, of this Initial Study, under the 
discussion of Utilities, and as shown on Figure 12, the utility infrastructure necessary to serve the 
proposed Project currently exists adjacent to the Project site, primarily in Levering Avenue. The 
proposed Project would involve the removal of existing utility laterals on-site and the installation 
of new utility infrastructure that would connect to existing water, sewer, electricity, and 
telecommunications facilities in Levering Avenue and electricity and telecommunication facilities 
at the UCLA Levering Terrace site to the northwest. Conduit would also be installed to allow for a 
future connection to the telecommunication manhole within Weyburn Place. The existing utilities 
have sufficient capacity to serve the proposed Project, and the construction of new or expanded 
facilities off-site would not be required beyond that necessary to accommodate connections to 
the new development. Notably, as previously discussed, the SCAR approved by the City BOE 
and included in Appendix J of this Initial Study concluded that a maximum wastewater discharge 
of 80,500 gpd estimated for the proposed Project could be accommodated in the downstream 
sewer lines, and no off-site improvements would be necessary (City of LA BOE, 2025). Further, 
based on a hydrant flow test, the results of which are included in Appendix K of this Initial Study 
(LADWP, 2025), the water supply has sufficient capacity to support the required fire flow (2,219 
gallons per minute [gpm], which exceeds the required 1,500 gpm) (Cosentini, 2025).  

No storm drains exist in Levering Avenue; the existing buildings outlet stormwater through curb 
drains along Levering Avenue. Implementation of the proposed Project would not result in an 
increase in runoff entering the City of Los Angeles drainage system compared to existing 
conditions due to the inclusion of Permavoid planters on-site, which would both treat and reduce 
the overall volume of runoff leaving the site. Additionally, through compliance with the Phase II 
MS4 requirements, storm water drainage would be controlled such that the construction of new 
or expanded City of Los Angeles storm drainage facilities would not be necessary. Storm water 
management and water treatment facilities required for the proposed Project would be located 
within the construction impact footprint for the proposed Project. 

□ □ □ 
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The physical impacts that would result from the installation of utility infrastructure have been 
addressed in the analysis presented throughout this Initial Study and would be less than 
significant. No additional impacts would occur, and no additional mitigation is required. 

Project-Level Mitigation Measures 

No additional mitigation measures are required.

Level of Significance  

Less than significant impacts related to the relocation or construction of water, wastewater 
conveyance and treatment, storm drain, and dry utility (i.e., electricity and telecommunications) 
infrastructure would occur. 

Threshold(s) 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant With 

Project-Level 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

b) Would the project have sufficient water supplies 
available to serve the project and reasonably 
foreseeable future development during normal, dry 
and multiple dry years?

   

Discussion 

The LADWP supplies domestic water to properties within the City of Los Angeles, including the 
Project site, and ensures that the water meets all applicable state water quality standards. The 
LRDP EIRs, which are incorporated by reference, include a discussion of domestic water service 
provided by LADWP. The Los Angeles Aqueducts (LAA), local groundwater, purchased imported 
water from the Metropolitan Water District of Southern California, and recycled water are the 
primary sources of water supplies for the City. In their 2020 Urban Water Management Plan 
(UWMP), LADWP developed a water demand forecast through the year 2045 with passive 
conservation including codes, ordinances, and conservation phases for each of the major 
categories of demand. LADWP is projected to have sufficient water supply to meet all demands 
for normal year, single-dry year, and multiple-dry year conditions through the planning period of 
2025 to 2045 (LADWP, 2021). 

The projected water demand for the proposed Project has been calculated at 26,745 gpd (9.76 
million gallons per year [mgy]) based on per-student demand rates derived from 2024 billing 
records for UCLA’s Gayley Heights.35 This is a conservative estimate as it does not take into 
consideration the water demand generated by the existing buildings at the Project site. The 
proposed Project’s estimated water demand includes water demand reduction associated with 
the following water conservation measures that would be implemented as required by LRDP PP 
4.14-2(9): incorporating a high-efficiency irrigation system and native/drought-tolerant species to 
reduce landscape irrigation demands; and selecting water fixtures (e.g., taps, toilets, shower 
heads, and other fixtures) to achieve a reduction in water demand and increase water efficiency 
(consistent with and using recycled/reclaimed storm water for irrigation). Further, LRDP PPs 4.14-
2(b) through 4.14-(d) from the LRDP EIRs are incorporated into the proposed Project and require 

 
35 To calculate a realistic estimate of Project water demand, billing data from 2024 associated with recently constructed 

UCLA housing facilities were used. This resident hall is assumed to approximate the proposed Project in terms of 
utility efficiency and resource conservation. Total water demand also accounts for the proposed Project’s estimated 
Maximum Applied Water Allowance (MAWA) for irrigation, as provided by Mithun, 2025. 

□ □ □ 
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reducing irrigation needs; promptly detecting and repairing water and irrigation pipe leaks; and 
minimizing the use of water to clean walkways and other hardscape, respectively. 

The proposed Project estimated water demand of approximately 9.76 mgy (equivalent to 
approximately 29.96 acre-feet per year [afy]), which includes water used for irrigation, would 
represent approximately 0.004 percent of the City’s 746,000 afy total projected water demand 
without planned additional City water conservation measures, as presented in the 2020 UWMP.36

Therefore, water usage for the proposed Project would be within the established demand 
projections of the LADWP as outlined in the current 2020 UWMP. There would be sufficient water 
supplies for implementation of the proposed Project and particularly in light of improved water 
conservation and efficiency with implementation of the proposed Project, a less than significant 
impact related to water supply would occur. 

Project-Level Mitigation Measures 

No additional mitigation measures are required. 

Level of Significance  

The proposed Project would have a less than significant impact related to the availability of 
sufficient water supplies to serve the proposed Project and reasonably foreseeable future 
development during normal, dry, and multiple dry years. 

Threshold(s) 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant With 

Project-Level 
Mitigation 

Incorporated

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

c) Would the project result in a determination by the 
wastewater treatment provider which serves or may 
serve the project that it has adequate capacity to 
serve the project’s projected demand in addition to 
the provider’s existing commitments? 

   

Discussion 

The City of Los Angeles provides wastewater (or sewer) conveyance facilities from the Project 
area to the City’s Hyperion Water Reclamation Plan (HWRP) located in Playa del Rey directly 
west of the Los Angeles World Airport. HWRP treats wastewater from most of the City of Los 
Angeles and various contracting cities and agencies. Wastewater generated by the proposed 
Project would be treated by the HWRP, consistent with the existing buildings at the Project site.  

Because the amount of wastewater entering HWRP can double on rainy days, the HWRP was 
designed to accommodate both dry and wet weather days with a maximum daily flow of 450 
million gallons of water per day (mgd) and peak wet weather flow of 800 mgd. On average, 275 
million gallons of wastewater enters the HWRP on a dry weather day (LASAN, 2025). Therefore, 
HWRP currently operates at approximately 61 percent of its capacity, with approximately 175 mgd 
of available dry weather capacity. Conservatively assuming that water used at the Project site, 
not including water used for irrigation, would ultimately flow into the local sewer system, the 
proposed Project’s estimated wastewater generation of 26,585 gpd would represent a negligible 
amount (0.02 percent) of the HWRP’s remaining daily capacity. This estimate is conservative in 
that it does not account for the wastewater generation from the existing uses that would be 

 
36 (9,761,700 gallons per year / 325,851 = 29.96 acre-feet per year) 

□ □ □ 
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removed. There would be a less than significant impact related to adequate wastewater treatment 
capacity to serve the proposed Project’s projected demand in addition to the provider’s existing 
commitments. 

Project-Level Mitigation Measures 

No mitigation measures are required.

Level of Significance  

The proposed Project would have a less than significant impact related to the adequacy of 
wastewater treatment capacity to serve the proposed Project’s projected demand in addition to 
the provider’s existing commitments. 

Threshold(s) 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant With 

Project-Level 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

d) Would the project generate solid waste in excess of 
State or local standards, or in excess of the capacity 
of local infrastructure, or otherwise impair the 
attainment of solid waste reduction goals? 

   

e) Would the project comply with applicable federal, 
State, and local management and reduction statutes 
and regulations related to solid waste? 

   

Discussion 

UCLA contracts with a private waste disposal company (Athens Services) to collect, recycle, and 
dispose of solid waste generated by UCLA facilities located both on and off campus. Following 
waste separation, sorting, and recycling activities, trash is transported to the Mid-Valley Sanitary 
Landfill, located in San Bernardino County in the city of Rialto. The maximum daily capacity and 
remaining permitted capacity of Mid-Valley Sanitary Landfill is approximately 7,500 tons per day 
and, as of December 31, 2023, approximately 54.22 million tons, respectively (CalRecycle, 
2025a). UCLA’s recyclable materials are anticipated to be transported to Athens Material 
Recovery Facility in Sun Valley located in the San Fernando Valley, and compostable organics 
are sent to Recology Blossom Valley Organics in Lamont, Kern County.  

Section 4.14, Utilities and Service Systems, of the LRDP Final SEIR, which is incorporated by 
reference, provides a discussion of the regulatory framework for solid waste management 
relevant to UCLA projects. While state and University regulations relative to solid waste 
management are addressed in the LRDP Final SEIR, a summary of applicable regulations is 
provided here to identify updates, as appropriate, or to provide context for this analysis. AB 939 
required that local jurisdictions divert at least 50 percent of all solid waste generated by January 
1, 2000. The diversion goal was later increased to 75 percent by 2020 per SB 341. Further, the 
Solid Waste Disposal Measurement Act of 2008 (SB 1016) was established to make the process 
of goal measurement (as established by AB 939) simpler, timelier, and more accurate. SB 1016 
builds on AB 939 compliance requirements by implementing a simplified measure of jurisdictions’ 
performance. SB 1016 accomplishes this by changing to a disposal-based indicator, the per 
capita disposal rate, which uses only two factors: (1) a jurisdiction’s population (or in some cases 
employment); and (2) its disposal, as reported by disposal facilities. Additionally, CALGreen 
requires all new developments to divert 65 percent of non-hazardous construction and demolition 
(C&D) debris. 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 
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Notwithstanding the State’s requirements, the UC Policy on Sustainable Practices, previously 
discussed in Section V.8, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, of this Initial Study, establishes goals 
addressing waste reduction and recycling, which exceeds the established state requirements. 
Notably, the Policy for Zero Waste indicates that the University is committed to achieving a 50 
percent reduction of waste per person from FY 2015/2016 by 2030 and a total 90 percent solid 
waste diversion rate from the landfill. This requirement exceeds those established by AB 341 and 
CALGreen.  

According to the most current data available from the UCLA 2019-2021 FY Waste Report (UCLA, 
2022), the UCLA campus achieved a solid waste diversion rate of 89 percent for construction 
waste, and UCLA’s student housing collectively accounts for about 18 percent of the campus’ 
solid waste generation. Operational waste diversion is calculated to be 83 percent for compost, 
100 percent for recycling and green waste, and zero percent for landfill (trash), meaning that of 
the waste disposed of as trash (as opposed to disposal as compost or recycling), all of it is 
ultimately received at a landfill. UCLA’s extensive multi-stream waste diversion is accomplished 
through various recycling and waste management programs, including but not limited to programs 
for food and beverage containers, plastics, paper, metals, green waste, food waste, construction 
waste, and electronics. UCLA also operates a SAFE Collection Center at an EH&S facility that 
accepts off-campus residential hazardous and electronic waste for recycling at no charge. UCLA 
is able to monitor and enforce compliance with established diversion requirements through review 
of waste hauler receipts. 

As further discussed below, the proposed Project would generate solid waste during construction 
activities and during operation.  

 Construction. Based on the USEPA new construction waste generation rate of 4.38 lbs/sf 
for residential structures (USEPA, 2009), the proposed approximately 310,000 sf of new 
construction would generate a total of approximately 678.9 tons (1,357,800 lbs) of solid 
waste. As discussed in Section II.5, Proposed Project Components, because the Project 
site is currently developed with 5 residential buildings totaling approximately 23,952 sf, the 
proposed Project’s construction activities would include demolition. Demolition of the 
existing buildings and hardscape would be necessary to implement the proposed Project. 
Based on the USEPA demolition waste generation rate of 150 lbs/sf for residential 
structures, demolition of the existing buildings is calculated to generate approximately 
1,796.4 tons (approximately 3.6 million lbs) of demolition waste. As such, the total 
construction waste generated by the proposed Project would be approximately 2,475.3 
tons. 

A minimum LEED Gold rating for the proposed Project has been established, consistent 
with the UC Sustainable Practices Policy. The UCLA campus is committed to ultimately 
achieving approximately 90 percent waste diversion, which includes demolition and other 
construction waste. This would reduce the proposed Project’s total amount of construction 
waste to be disposed to approximately 247.5 tons, with a 90 percent waste diversion. If 
the FY 2019-2022 construction diversion rate of 89 percent is assumed, the proposed 
Project would require the disposal of approximately 272.3 tons. 

Inert wastes, such as construction waste, yard trimmings, and soils, are typically disposed 
of at inert waste landfills.37 One inert waste landfill, Simi Valley Landfill and Recycling 
Center in Simi Valley, has a full solid waste facility permit, although several other inert 
debris facilities operate in the region. As of February 3, 2020, the Simi Valley Landfill and 

 
37  Inert waste is neither chemically or biologically reactive and will not decompose. Examples include sand and 

concrete. 
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Recycling Center has a remaining permitted capacity of approximately 79.8 million tons 
with a permitted weekly capacity of 64,750 tons and its current permit will expire in 2063. 
Combined with the other inert debris facilities in the region, adequate long-term capacity 
is expected to remain available. (CalRecycle, 2025b) 

The proposed Project’s construction waste stream would be disposed of at appropriate 
disposal facilities periodically over the construction period, rather than all in one day. 
Therefore, construction of the proposed Project, which incorporates LRDP PP 4.14-3 and 
PP 4.15-1, would result in a less than significant impact to landfill space. 

 Operation. Based on per-student waste disposal information provided by UCLA Housing 
for UCLA’s Gayley Heights, the proposed Project is estimated to require the disposal of 
57.5 tons of trash per year, in addition to the generation of 11.5 tons of recyclable waste. 
Additionally, UCLA Housing estimates that 69.0 tons of organic materials (compost) would 
be generated annually. These estimates are considered conservative in that they do not 
account for the removal of the existing uses, which exhibit a lower level of diversion and 
do not receive composting services. As noted above, the proposed Project, although off 
campus, would be served by the same private waste disposal company as on-campus 
facilities and, therefore, would be provided with the same collection, diversion, and 
disposal programs and facilities as on-campus development.  

Continued waste diversion exceeding AB 939 requirements would be accomplished 
through UCLA’s waste reduction and minimization efforts, as required by LRDP PP 4.14-
3. This includes, but is not limited to, recycling and composting. The proposed Project 
would include three-stream receptacles to facilitate these efforts. Further, compliance with 
the UC Policy on Sustainable Practices is required (refer to LRDP PP 4.15-1), including 
provisions related to waste management practices. Specifically, UCLA is committed to 
achieving a 90 percent solid waste diversion rate from the landfill.  

To determine the proposed Project’s operational impact on solid waste facilities, the 
projected solid waste disposal need was compared to the total remaining capacity at the 
anticipated receiving landfill, Mid-Valley Sanitary Landfill. This landfill has a daily 
maximum permitted capacity of 7,500 tons (yearly equivalent of 2.7 million tons) and has 
a permit expiration date of 2045 (CalRecycle, 2025a). Based on an estimated disposal 
need of 57.50 tons per year, the proposed Project’s trash stream would represent 
approximately 0.002 percent of the landfill’s remaining annual capacity. Thus, Mid-Valley 
Sanitary Landfill would have sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate the proposed 
Project. Therefore, with incorporation of LRDP PPs 4.14-3 and PPs 4.15-1 into the 
proposed Project, there would be a less than significant impact related to solid waste 
disposal, and no mitigation would be required. 

Project-Level Mitigation Measures 

No additional mitigation measures are required. 

Level of Significance  

The proposed Project would have less than significant impacts related to: (1) solid waste 
generation in excess of landfill capacity; and (2) compliance with applicable federal, state, and 
local management and reduction statutes and regulations related to solid waste. 
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20. WILDFIRE 

There are no relevant elements of the proposed Project related to wildfires. Additionally, there are 
no relevant PPs or MMs adopted as part of the Final SEIR. 

Project Impact Analysis 

Threshold(s) 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant With 

Project-Level 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity zones: 

a) Would the project substantially impair an adopted 
emergency response plan or emergency evacuation 
plan? 

   

b) Would the project due to slope, prevailing winds, and 
other factors, exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby 
expose project occupants to, pollutant concentrations 
from a wildfire or the uncontrolled spread of a 
wildfire?

   

c) Would the project require the installation or 
maintenance of associated infrastructure (such as 
roads, fuel breaks, emergency water sources, power 
lines or other utilities) that may exacerbate fire risk or 
that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the 
environment? 

   

d) Would the project expose people or structures to 
significant risks, including downslope or downstream 
flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire 
slope instability, or drainage changes?

   

Discussion 

The Project site is located within the limits of the City of Los Angeles and is, therefore, not within 
a State Responsibility Area where the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection 
(CalFire) is responsible for fire suppression. According to CalFire, the Project site is not located 
within a VHFHSZ (CAL FIRE, 2025). Additionally, the Project site is not located in a Wildfire 
Severity Zone as shown in Figure 18-7 of the City of Los Angeles LHMP (City of Los Angeles, 
2024a). The nearest wildland area is in the Santa Monica Mountains and associated foothills, 
located approximately 1.5 miles to the northwest of the Project site, with intervening urban 
development. Therefore, the proposed Project would have no impacts related to wildfires or the 
associated issues identified in Threshold (a) through Threshold (d), above. No impact would 
occur. 

Project-Level Mitigation Measures 

No mitigation measures are required. 

Level of Significance  

The proposed Project would have no impact related to wildfires. 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 

□ □ □ 
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21. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

Project Impact Analysis 

Threshold(s) 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant With 

Project-Level 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE – The lead agency shall find that a project may have a significant 
effect on the environment and thereby require an EIR to be prepared for the project where there is substantial 
evidence, in light of the whole record, that any of the following conditions may occur. Where prior to commencement 
of the environmental analysis a project proponent agrees to mitigation measures or project modifications that would 
avoid any significant effect on the environment or would mitigate the significant environmental effect, a lead agency 
need not prepare an EIR solely because without mitigation the environmental effects would have been significant 
(per Section 15065 of the CEQA Guidelines): 

a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the 
quality of the environment, substantially reduce the 
habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or 
wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining 
levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal 
community, substantially reduce the number or 
restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or 
animal or eliminate important examples of the major 
periods of California history or prehistory? 

   

Discussion 

As discussed in Section V.4, Biological Resources, of this Initial Study, the proposed Project, 
which is in a developed urban area, would not impact special status plant and wildlife species, 
sensitive habitats, or wildlife corridors. The proposed Project incorporates LRDP MM 4.3-1(a) and 
MM 4.3-1(b) from the LRDP EIRs and, as a result, would have a less than significant impact on 
nesting birds. Therefore, the potential for the proposed Project to degrade the quality of the 
environment related to biological resources would be less than significant.  

As discussed under Section V.5, Cultural Resources, of this Initial Study, the proposed Project 
would have no impact on historic resources. The proposed Project would involve excavation in 
native sediments and, although unlikely, there is a potential for previously unknown 
archaeological or paleontological resources to be encountered. Incorporation of LRDP PP 4.4-5, 
MM 4.4-2(a) through MM 4.4-2(c), MM 4.4-3(a), and MM 4.4-3(b) into the proposed Project would 
ensure that potential impacts would be reduced to a less than significant level.  

Project-Level Mitigation Measures 

No additional mitigation measures are required. 

Level of Significance  

The proposed Project would have a less than significant impact related to the potential to degrade 
the quality of the environment; substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species; cause 
a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels; threaten to eliminate a plant or 
animal community; or substantially reduce the number or restrict the range of a Rare or 
Endangered plant or animal. The proposed Project would have a less than significant impact 
related to the potential to eliminate important examples of the major periods of California history 
or prehistory. 

□ □ □ 
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Threshold(s) 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant With 

Project-Level 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE – The lead agency shall find that a project may have a significant 
effect on the environment and thereby require an EIR to be prepared for the project where there is substantial 
evidence, in light of the whole record, that any of the following conditions may occur. Where prior to commencement 
of the environmental analysis a project proponent agrees to mitigation measures or project modifications that would 
avoid any significant effect on the environment or would mitigate the significant environmental effect, a lead agency 
need not prepare an EIR solely because without mitigation the environmental effects would have been significant 
(per Section 15065 of the CEQA Guidelines): 

b) Does the project have impacts that are individually 
limited, but cumulatively considerable? 
(“Cumulatively considerable” means that the 
incremental effects of a project are significant when 
viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, 
the effects of other current projects, and the effects of 
past, present and probable future projects)? 

   

Discussion 

As defined in CEQA Guidelines Section 15355, cumulative impacts refer to two or more individual 
effects, which, when considered together, are considerable or which compound or increase other 
environmental impacts. Per CEQA Guidelines Section 15130(b)(1), the analysis of cumulative 
impacts may be based on a list of past, present, and probable future projects producing related 
or cumulative impacts including, if necessary, those projects outside the control of the agency. 
The following known projects are proposed, approved, and/or under construction either on the 
UCLA campus or within the residential area surrounding the Project site. Refer to the Campus 
Map presented in Figure 2, which identifies the location of these projects. 

 Cogeneration Plant Equipment Replacement, Infrastructure Upgrades, and 
Regulatory Compliance and Unforeseen Conditions Projects – UCLA’s on-campus 
Co-generation Plant is an 86,000-sf building that provides electric power, chilled water, 
and steam to the campus. The projects involve the replacement, upgrade, and 
modernization of equipment and related infrastructure within and associated with the 
UCLA Cogeneration Plant. The projects include the replacement of the gas turbine 
generators and parts for the existing heat recovery steam generators; the addition of a 
Continuous Emissions Monitoring System to monitor emissions output in compliance with 
SCAQMD requirements and two purge air systems; equipment upgrades at the 
Cogeneration Plant’s LADWP substation; and de-rating of the new turbine generators to 
meet SCAQMD requirements. These activities are projected to last until December 2025. 

 Sunset Canyon Recreation Replacement Building Project – This project is located in 
the northwest corner of the UCLA campus and involves the replacement of a series of 
recreational buildings totaling approximately 7,000 sf (plus 5,800 sf of covered unenclosed 
space), several of which were red-tagged and no longer occupiable due to seismic and 
structural deficiencies, with a single approximately 11,500-sf building (plus 6,500 sf of 
covered unenclosed space). Similar recreational programming would be provided. 
Construction is estimated to end in December 2026. 

 Gayley Towers Redevelopment Project – This project is located off campus at 565 
Gayley Avenue and involves the construction of an eight story, 109,520 sf co-living style 
residential building. Approximately 79,900 sf of residential space and 29,962 sf of common 
space will be provided. The project will provide up to 545 beds in double and triple-

□ □ □ 
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occupancy rooms. Residential support space will include housekeeping, maintenance, 
communications, and trash and recyclable collections functions. In addition to the common 
spaces typical of each floor, the ground floor will also provide a lobby, laundry room, mail 
facilities, and vending space. In addition, a bike storage room on the ground level would 
accommodate approximately 26 bikes. Construction is estimated to end in February 2027. 

 Phase 2 of the Big Ten Network Projects – The UCLA Department of Intercollegiate 
Athletics is implementing National Collegiate Athletic Association (NCAA) sports facility 
broadcast improvements and upgrades at multiple on-campus athletic venues, including 
Spieker Aquatics Center (swimming, diving, water polo), Mapes Beach at Sunset Canyon 
Recreation Center (beach volleyball), and the John Wooden Center (volleyball) as Phase 
2 of the project. More specifically, the project involves the upgrade and installation of 
broadcast communication equipment and infrastructure, including new camera stations 
(with both dedicated broadcast cameras and replay cameras), television reception panels 
and input/output panels, waterproof enclosures or junction boxes, and associated 
broadcast cabling and electrical conduit at each of the venues. These activities are 
projected to last until March 2027. 

As a separate but related project (Acosta Operations Center), the UCLA Department of 
Intercollegiate Athletics will be implementing interior renovations within the Acosta 
Training Center located adjacent to Pauley Pavilion to create an approximately 3,000-sf 
central control room/production facility. Construction for this project is estimated to start in 
August 2026 and end in September 2027. 

 Wooden Center Seismic Improvements Project – The project involves the renovation 
of portions of the on-campus John Wooden Center in order to improve the building’s Level 
VI seismic rating to Level IV; install a new roofing membrane; enclose an exterior loggia 
in the southeast corner of the Joh Wooden Center to provide 2,600 sf of additional 
programmable floor area; extend the utility and exterior wall systems to accommodate the 
new loggia enclosure; perform required building upgrades related to ADA accessibility and 
current CBC requirements; and reconstruct architectural finishes as needed. During 
construction, one or more temporary structures will be provided to house some of the 
displaced uses. Ground disturbance will be limited and temporary, no healthy mature trees 
will be removed, and the temporary staging site(s) will be restored to their existing 
condition following completion of construction. Construction is estimated to last from 
October 2026 until July 2027. 

 MP200 2nd Floor Oncology Improvements Project– This UCLA Health Department of 
Oncology project involves interior renovation of the majority of the second floor of the Peter 
Morton Medical Building (known as MP200), located on campus at 200 Medical Plaza 
Driveway within the RRUMC. This project includes renovation of approximately 10,240 sf 
of space to expand oncology services in order to meet the demand for care. The existing 
Bowyer Oncology Center, currently located on the first floor of MP200, will be relocated to 
a newly renovated second floor space. Construction is estimated to end in July 2027. 

 MP200 Emergency Equipment Replacement Project – This project involves the 
replacement of two existing rooftop emergency generators and all associated components 
necessary for a complete and code-compliant emergency power system for MP200. 
Construction is estimated to start in June 2026 and end in October 2027. 

 RRUMC 4th Floor Patient Care Reconfiguration Project – UCLA Health will convert the 
west, east, and north units of the fourth floor of the on-campus RRUMC from “Behavioral 
Health” to “General Medical and General Surgical Acute Care” spaces to better meet 
current demands for acute medical care by expanding inpatient bed capacity. This project 

• 

• 

• 

• 
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will accommodate approximately 103 beds in 90 rooms, representing a net increase of 29 
beds or six percent, to alleviate ongoing over-capacity conditions along with taking a 
substantially similar number of behavioral health beds off-line. Construction is anticipated 
to last from March 2026 until February 2028. 

 RRUMC Nurse Call Replacement Project – This project involves the replacement of the 
existing nurse call system in the RRUMC. The scope of work includes decommissioning 
of the existing nurse call system; installation of new nurse call system components in 
patient rooms, bathrooms, hallways, and nurse stations; integration with other hospital 
systems; upgrades to communication consoles within individual distribution frame rooms; 
testing and commissioning; and related modification of the existing electrical system, 
including new receptacles, network cabling, conduits, and nurse call stations. Construction 
is anticipated to start in September 2026 and end in January 2030. 

As discussed in Section V.3, Air Quality, of this Initial Study, the proposed Project’s construction 
and operational emissions would be less than significant. Therefore, consistent with SCAQMD 
policy, the cumulative construction and operational impacts of the proposed Project would also 
be less than significant. The cumulative projects identified above are located at a sufficient 
distance from the Project site that noise and vibration from construction activities would not be 
perceptible to the same receptors.  

With respect to historic resources, as identified in the Historic Resource Assessment Report 
provided in Appendix D of this Initial Study (TGHP, 2025), there are no historic resources in the 
vicinity of the Project site; therefore, there would be no cumulative impact to historic resources.  

With respect to other topical issues, the proposed Project would have no impact, a less than 
significant impact, or a less than significant impact with continued implementation of applicable 
PPs and MMs from the LRDP EIRs and/or implementation of Project-specific mitigation 
measures. Therefore, the proposed Project would not result in a cumulatively considerable 
contribution to any potential cumulative impacts, and no additional mitigation would be required. 

Project-Level Mitigation Measures 

No additional mitigation measures are required.  

Level of Significance  

The proposed Project would have a less than significant impact related to impacts that are 
individually limited, but cumulatively considerable. 

Threshold(s) 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant With 

Project-Level 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE – The lead agency shall find that a project may have a significant 
effect on the environment and thereby require an EIR to be prepared for the project where there is substantial 
evidence, in light of the whole record, that any of the following conditions may occur. Where prior to commencement 
of the environmental analysis a project proponent agrees to mitigation measures or project modifications that would 
avoid any significant effect on the environment or would mitigate the significant environmental effect, a lead agency 
need not prepare an EIR solely because without mitigation the environmental effects would have been significant 
(per Section 15065 of the CEQA Guidelines): 

c) Does the project have environmental effects which 
will cause substantial adverse effects on human 
beings, either directly or indirectly? 

   

• 
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Discussion 

As described in the analysis presented in Sections V.1 through V.20 of this Initial Study, potential 
impacts of the proposed Project would be less than significant in part due to the incorporation of 
relevant LRDP PPs and MMs, as well as implementation of new Project-specific MMs intended 
to address geology/soils impacts and noise. No significant and unavoidable adverse 
environmental effects to human beings would occur as a result of the proposed Project.  

Project-Level Mitigation Measures 

No additional mitigation measures beyond those presented in the respective sections of this Initial 
Study are required. 

Level of Significance  

The proposed Project would have a less than significant impact related to environmental effects 
that could cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly.  

 
Fish and Wildlife Determination 
 
Based on consultation with the California Department of Fish and Wildlife, there is no 
evidence that the Project has a potential for a change that would adversely affect wildlife 
resources or the habitat upon which the wildlife depends.  
 
___ Yes (No Effect) 
 
_x_ No (Pay fee) 
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