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1 INTRODUCTION 

1.1 PROJECT SUMMARY 

The following Project is addressed in this Addendum Checklist for consistency with the 2018 Long 
Range Development Plan (LRDP) for the UC San Diego La Jolla Campus and the certified Program 
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) assessing the environmental impacts of implementing the plan 
(SCH No. 2016111019). 

Project name:  Ridge Walk North Living and Learning Neighborhood Project 

Project location:  University of California, San Diego  

Lead agency’s name 
and address:  

The Regents of the University of California 
1111 Franklin Street 
Oakland, CA 94607 

Contact person:  Lauren Lievers, Principal Environmental Planner 
UC San Diego Campus Planning Office 

Project sponsor’s 
name and address:  

UC San Diego  
9500 Gilman Drive, MC 0074 
La Jolla, California 92093-0074 

Location of 
administrative 
record:  

UC San Diego Campus Planning Office 
10280 North Torrey Pines Road, Suite 460 
La Jolla, CA 92093 

Previously Certified 
2018 LRDP Program 
EIR: 

The 2018 LRDP is a comprehensive land use plan that guides physical 
development on campus to accommodate projected population increases 
and new program initiatives. The 2018 LRDP and its EIR are available at the 
following locations: 

• UC San Diego Campus Planning Office in Torrey Pines Center 
South, Suite 460, 10280 North Torrey Pines Road, La Jolla, CA. 

• Online at: https://plandesignbuild.ucsd.edu/planning/lrdp/la-
jolla.html#Environmental-Impact-Report   

 

 

  

https://plandesignbuild.ucsd.edu/planning/lrdp/la-jolla.html#Environmental-Impact-Report
https://plandesignbuild.ucsd.edu/planning/lrdp/la-jolla.html#Environmental-Impact-Report
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1.2 PURPOSE OF CONSISTENCY REVIEW 

This document evaluates whether the Ridge Walk North Living and Learning Neighborhood Project 
(the “Project”) is consistent with the programmed growth identified in the 2018 LRDP and within the 
scope of activities covered in the environmental impact evaluation in the 2018 LRDP EIR. This 
document will also serve as an Addendum Checklist, as described in the CEQA determination below.  

The 2018 LRDP is a comprehensive land use plan that guides physical development on campus to 
accommodate projected population increases and expanded and new program initiatives (UC San 
Diego 2018a). The 2018 LRDP EIR was prepared in accordance with §15168 of the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines and Public Resources Code §21094 and analyzed the 
environmental impacts of the 2018 LRDP (UC San Diego 2018b). The 2018 LRDP EIR (Volume I) 
analyzes full implementation of uses and physical development proposed under the 2018 LRDP and 
identifies measures to mitigate the significant adverse and cumulative impacts associated with that 
growth. 

This Addendum Checklist documents whether or not the site-specific development proposed by the 
Project is consistent with the objectives, land use plans and development and population forecasts 
contained in the 2018 LRDP and is covered by the 2018 LRDP EIR pursuant to §15168(c) of the State 
CEQA Guidelines, which states, “subsequent activities in the program must be examined in the light 
of the program EIR to determine whether an additional environmental document must be 
prepared.” Pursuant to §15168(c)(4), an agency should use “…a written checklist or similar device to 
document the evaluation of the site and the activity to determine whether the environmental effects 
of the operation were covered in the program EIR.” This Addendum Checklist also documents that 
none of the conditions described in CEQA Guidelines Section 15162 calling for the preparation of a 
subsequent EIR have occurred and an addendum to the 2018 LRDP EIR may be prepared (per CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15164).  
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1.3 CEQA DETERMINATION 

UC San Diego previously prepared the 2018 LRDP EIR and on the basis of this evaluation and 
pursuant to the State CEQA Guidelines: 

 The University finds that the Project WOULD NOT have new significant effects on the 
environment that have not already been addressed by the 2018 LRDP EIR, no 
substantial changes have occurred with respect to the circumstances under which 
the Project will be undertaken, and no new information of substantial importance to 
the Project has been identified. However, minor technical changes or additions are 
necessary, and in accordance with §15164 of the State CEQA Guidelines, an 
ADDENDUM has been prepared. 

 The University finds that although the Project WOULD have one or more new 
significant effects on the environment, there will not be a significant effect in this 
case because new project-specific mitigation measures have been identified that 
would reduce the effects to a less than significant level. In accordance with §15162 
of the State CEQA Guidelines, a TIERED MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION has 
been prepared. 

 The University finds that the Project MAY have a new significant effect on the 
environment that was not adequately addressed in the previous EIR or a significant 
effect previously examined will be substantially more severe than shown in the 
previous EIR, and there may not be feasible mitigation which would reduce the new 
significant effect to a less than significant level. In accordance with §15162 of the 
State CEQA Guidelines, a TIERED ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required. 

 
 
 

 
 
  
Signature of Project Sponsor 
 

 
 
February 28, 2023  
Date 
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2 PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

2.1 REGIONAL LOCATION AND SETTING 

The UC San Diego La Jolla campus is located adjacent to the communities of La Jolla and University 
City, within the northwest portion of the City of San Diego (see Figure 2-1 of the 2018 LRDP EIR). UC 
San Diego’s campus is generally composed of three distinct, but contiguous, geographical areas: the 
Scripps Institution of Oceanography (SIO) portion of the campus (178.7 acres), the western area of 
the campus (West Campus, 634.8 acres), and the eastern area of the campus (East Campus, 
265.7 acres). The East and West Campuses are bisected by Interstate 5 (I-5). The La Jolla del Sol 
housing complex (12 acres) is located southeast of these larger geographical areas and not 
contiguous to the campus. Refer to Section 2.2 of the 2018 LRDP EIR for additional description on 
each of the campus areas. Also included in the 2018 LRDP are the beach properties, consisting of 
the Audrey Geisel House and an adjacent coastal canyon and beachfront parcel (25.8 acres), and the 
Torrey Pines Gliderport, Torrey Pines Center and Torrey Pines Court (41.0 acres). The 2018 LRDP 
addresses campus properties that encompass a total of 1,158 acres in La Jolla, California (see 
Figure 2-2 of the 2018 LRDP EIR).  

2.2 PROJECT SITE AND SETTING 

The proposed Project would be located on the West Campus, which is situated between Genesee 
Avenue to the north, La Jolla Village Drive to the south, North Torrey Pines Road to the west, and I-5 
to the east (see Figure 1, Project Location, and Figure 2, Aerial View). The West Campus is the largest 
and most developed of the three areas of the La Jolla Campus with over 12 million gross square feet 
(GSF) of total building space on approximately 635 acres of land. Seven undergraduate colleges and 
four professional schools are located on this portion of the campus. In addition to academic 
instruction and research facilities, the West Campus includes the following uses: libraries, theaters, 
student support, administrative, sports/recreational, student housing, dining, a central utilities plant, 
facilities maintenance services, and parking facilities (UC San Diego 2018a). 

The Project site, inclusive of all construction activity areas, materials staging/contractor parking 
areas, and redevelopment site, is on an approximately 20.9-acre (910,800 square foot [SF]) site 
within the Thurgood Marshall College neighborhood on the western edge of West Campus (see 
Figure 2-6 of the 2018 LRDP Program EIR). Existing uses include a low-density, 250-bed student 
housing complex called Thurgood Marshall College Lower Apartments, student dining and 
recreational facilities, and educational and administrative buildings. The Project site is bound by 
Hopkins Drive to the east; Voigt Drive to the north; Scholars Drive to the west; and the 
Communication Building, Social Sciences Research Building, Cognitive Science Building, and the 
North Torrey Pines Living and Learning Neighborhood to the south. The site is bisected by Ridge 
Walk, a north-south pedestrian thoroughfare through West Campus.  

The land use designations for the Project site in the 2018 LRDP include Housing, Academic, and 
Sports and Recreation (2018 LRDP page 61) with surrounding land uses including Housing to the 
west (Thurgood Marshall Upper Apartments), Academic to the north and south (Social Sciences 
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Building, Communication Building, Solis Hall, Social Sciences Research Building, Cognitive Science 
Building, and the North Torrey Pines Living and Learning Neighborhood (that includes Sixth 
College)), Open Space Preserve (OSP; Historic Grove and Ecological Reserve) to the east, and 
Recreation (Marshall Field) to the west. The existing UC San Diego Extension buildings located 
further west of the Project across Scholars Drive are designated as planned Housing land use (see 
Figure 3-5 in the 2018 LRDP; UC San Diego 2018a).  

2.3 PROJECT BACKGROUND 

At present, UC San Diego has a large demand for on-campus housing that is attributed to both 
unprecedented enrollment growth (more than 13,000 students in the past decade) and the 
affordable housing shortage in San Diego County, which has seen an 8.4 percent increase in the 
average rent over the past year. The campus’s inability to provide an adequate supply of housing to 
meet these high demands negatively affects the student experience and challenges the University’s 
ability to effectively serve its students.  

The shortage of available and affordable housing for UC San Diego’s students is a matter of urgent 
concern. At present, UC San Diego has tremendous demand for on-campus housing, exacerbated by 
its location in one of the highest-priced housing markets in the state.  

Affordable on-campus housing aids in the recruitment and retention of students and supports their 
success by expanding opportunities for integration into the academic and social life of the UC San 
Diego campus. Students living on campus are immersed in the University community with easy 
access (via campus shuttle, bicycle, or on foot) to adjacent academic, research, clinical, recreation, 
and retail facilities, supporting the campus’ Climate Action Plan (UC San Diego 2019).  

Due to limited housing supply, increasing and rapid enrollment growth, and growing demand, the 
UC San Diego La Jolla campus currently cannot guarantee housing all the students that desire to live 
on campus. Due to the high demand for on-campus housing, in the 2022-2023 academic year, the 
campus was only able to offer housing to students using the following priority order: 

1. Students in programs that provide four years of housing guarantee or mandate living on 
campus as a condition of their offer; 

2. New incoming first-year and transfer students, and returning second-year students who 
remained in on-campus housing for the previous academic year  

3. Remaining second-year students (using a lottery system)  

4. Remaining third- and fourth-year students (historically, only a very small amount from this 
priority group are able to be accommodated) 

As a result, many students find themselves in competition with the general population for rental 
housing in the immediate area surrounding campus, which is one of the most expensive areas to 
live in San Diego County. These students face a tremendous challenge when trying to secure 
affordable off-campus housing and/or securing housing that is a significant distance from campus. 
Rates for private, off-campus housing in adjacent communities can be 20 to 30 percent higher than 
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on-campus rates. Since UC San Diego can offer campus housing at significantly lower rental rates 
than private market housing in the surrounding neighborhoods, demand for on-campus housing is 
substantially higher than the number of students the campus can accommodate in on-campus 
housing.  

The results of an August 2018 UC San Diego student survey indicated a majority of students were 
somewhat or very interested in on-campus housing: 60 percent of juniors and 50 percent of seniors 
would want to live on campus if housing were available. Part of the attraction of University-owned 
housing is the community setting that is provided by living on campus, adjacent to the academic, 
research, clinical, recreation, and dining facilities within walking distance of most on-campus 
housing. By living on campus, students can get around campus without a car—by foot, bicycle, and 
campus shuttles. First and second year students living on campus are prohibited from purchasing 
parking passes except under unique circumstances, which further encourages travel even to off 
campus locations by transit or other alternative transportation methods. Reducing the number of 
students commuting to and from campus by car reduces local and regional traffic congestion as well 
as vehicular emissions.  

With the recent increases in undergraduate enrollment (for a total of approximately 33,100 students 
as of fall 2022), the existing colleges are at or over capacity, which poses a significant challenge to 
their ability to provide a quality academic and social support environment. Hence, the 2018 LRDP 
anticipated the development of up to two more residential colleges and approximately 8,900 new 
beds over its planning horizon (2035). The 2018 LRDP also identified a goal to house up to 
65 percent of students on campus (approximately 43 percent are housed today in 18,020 beds 
which includes undergraduate and graduate student housing; for a total student enrollment of 
approximately 42,000 students).  

In May 2019, The UC Board of Regents (“The Regents”) approved establishment of Seventh College, 
which began enrollment of its first cohort of students in fall 2020. The Village at Torrey Pines (The 
Village), which originally opened in 2009 and 2011 as housing for transfer students at the north end 
of the West Campus, is now the permanent home for Seventh College administration and housing 
facilities (no expansion of facilities was needed to accommodate the college). In May 2020, The 
Regents approved the establishment of Eighth College, followed by approval of its future home, the 
Theatre District Living and Learning Neighborhood project (currently under construction at the 
southwest corner of the West Campus) in September 2020. The inaugural first-year cohort for Eighth 
College will be fall 2023 with the opening of approximately 2,050 beds. In January 2022, The Regents 
approved the Pepper Canyon West Housing project, for which construction is underway to 
redevelop a portion of the existing low-density housing currently used to house upper division/ 
transfer students (300 beds). That project will provide approximately 1,310 beds by fall 2024 to serve 
Transfer and Upper Division students. Similar to those projects, the proposed Project would directly 
implement the 2018 LRDP’s objective to increase on-campus housing and further the university’s 
commitment to the student experience, sustainability, and smart growth goals.  

The proposed Project is part of the overall campus development plan presented in the 2018 LRDP 
aimed at addressing the student housing shortage.  

The proposed Project was envisioned and planned for in the 2018 LRDP, for which extensive internal 
and external outreach was conducted. Section 1.5 of the 2018 LRDP EIR includes a summary of the 
community and campus outreach effort conducted for the 2018 LRDP, of which the Project is, in 
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part, implementing. In addition, the university regularly works closely with the local community and 
civic groups to provide updates on campus programs as well as implementation of the 2018 LRDP.  

Information on the Project has been shared with the local community including the La Jolla 
Community Association and the University Community Planning Group, as well as the Chancellor’s 
Community Advisory Board, local elected officials and various other community leaders and external 
facing campus groups. On February 3, 2023, UC San Diego hosted an open house for elected officials 
at the UC San Diego’s Epstein Family Amphitheater during which current and upcoming campus 
development projects, including the proposed Project, were presented to various elected officials 
and public agency staff of the San Diego region. On February 27, 2023, UC San Diego held a public 
Open House event to share the status of the campus’ capital improvements program, including the 
proposed Project. Members of the surrounding communities were invited to come learn about 
current and upcoming projects and discuss with UC San Diego staff. 

2.4 PROJECT OBJECTIVES 

UC San Diego has identified the following objectives for the proposed Project: 

• Provide affordable on-campus housing in the “living-learning community” model. 

• Provide housing for undergraduate students in support of UC San Diego goals of housing up 
to 65 percent of students on campus to provide a four-year housing guarantee. 

• Provide updated space for the Thurgood Marshall College academic program and student 
support services currently housed in aging facilities.  

• Design a mixed-use housing neighborhood that integrates with the surrounding 
development and open space, and provides connections between existing pedestrian and 
bicycle facilities that would facilitate broader connections across the campus. 

• Implement Low Impact Design (LID) opportunities with respect to stormwater management, 
landscape, planting, and hardscape design. 

• Incorporate sustainable design principles to the greatest extent feasible to achieve 
Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design (LEED) Gold Certification, thereby reducing 
energy consumption, conserving nonrenewable resources, and complying with the UC 
Sustainable Practices Policy. 

• Seek to focus new development within existing older/aging, lower density areas on campus 
in addition to developing infill housing sites to optimize land usage. 

These objectives are consistent with the overall objectives of the 2018 LRDP (see Section 2.3 of the 
2018 LRDP Program EIR). 
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2.5 PROJECT FEATURES 

The Project would construct four buildings of varying heights, three of which would include student 
housing. Descriptions of these buildings (Buildings A, B, C, and E) and their amenities are described 
in Section 2.5.1 below. The Project would provide a total of 2,455 new beds (2,394 undergraduate 
student beds, 50 beds for resident student advisors, and 11 beds in 5 apartments for residential 
professional staff) for a total of approximately 933,520 GSF. This includes 757,500 GSF housing and 
dining, 131,750 GSF of academic and student support, and 44,270 GSF of community support. 
Apartments would be constructed in the proposed mix shown in Table 2-1.  

The Project would construct landscape and hardscape improvements throughout the site and would 
integrate the new development with the surrounding campus, including the existing Thurgood 
Marshall College buildings, North Torrey Pines Living and Learning Neighborhood, Eleanor Roosevelt 
College, and the historic eucalyptus grove (Historic Grove) along the Project’s eastern edge. Ridge 
Walk, the primary pedestrian thoroughfare through West Campus, would remain open throughout 
construction but the portion within the project site would be rebuilt and enhanced in phases as part 
of the Project. New pedestrian connections through the Project site would be constructed, which 
would provide new connectivity within the West Campus. These pedestrian pathways would provide 
improved access to connect the northwestern portion of campus (Eleanor Roosevelt College, 
Thurgood Marshall, and Seventh College) to Geisel Library and University Center. Three large open 
gathering areas would be located between the Project buildings, providing seating and recreation 
for residents. These include two large courtyards and Solis Garden.  

Academic amenities include 18 classrooms, one 150-seat lecture hall, a glass blowing craft 
laboratory, and a computer laboratory. Other amenities include new restrooms, conference rooms, 
offices, student café/market, and maintenance facilities (trash rooms, storage rooms, maintenance 
shop, utility rooms, and an information technology room).  

Table 2-1 
Proposed Unit Mix 

Unit Type 
Number of  

Units 
Number of  

Beds 
8-Bedroom Suite 83 664 
10-Bedroom Suite 178 1,780 
Subtotal Student Beds (including RA) - 2,444 
2-Bedroom for Professional Resident Staff 4 8 
3-Bedroom for Professional Resident Staff 1 3 
Total Beds - 2,455 

 

2.5.1 Building Program and Design 

The proposed Project would be notable for its four buildings rising above the adjacent Ridge Walk 
and Historic Grove. The buildings would be located on a site that generally slopes down from Ridge 
Walk in the west toward Hopkins Drive to the east. The buildings would follow this topography, with 
basement levels opening to the east. The residential component of the Project would be located 
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within Buildings A, B, and C. These buildings would also include residential support services. 
Building C would also provide the student café/market, academic facilities, the glass blowing craft 
laboratory, and classrooms. Building E1 would provide academic facilities and student basic needs 
services. Figure 3, Site Plan, displays the project layout and components. Figure 4, Conceptual View, 
and Figure 5, Pre- and Post-Project Views, provide visualizations of the Project buildings and 
surroundings. Figures 6a through 6g, Section Views, provide elevation views of the project buildings. 

Building A 

Building A would be a roughly L-shaped structure located on the northern edge of the Project site 
south of Voigt Drive and Hopkins Parking Structure. Starting at the northwest corner closest to 
Building E, the building would rise 18 stories (including a walk-up basement level) stepping down to 
14 stories as the building angles south away from Voigt Drive.  

Building A would be primarily residential, with 1,078 total beds. Residences would be provided views 
of the Historic Grove and Geisel Library to the east, Building E and Thurgood Marshall College to the 
west, Building B to the south, and the Hopkins Parking Structure to the north. Residences would be 
configured in 8- and 10-bedroom suites, with a mixture of single- and double-occupancy bedrooms 
(one or two beds per room). An outdoor rooftop terrace would be provided, and rooftop equipment 
would include heating, ventilation, and air conditioning (HVAC), exhaust fans, and an elevator 
machine room at the tallest portions of the tower.  

The building would be clad in a mix of fiber cement panels and metal panels, with glazing taking no 
more than 35 percent of the surface. The overall color scheme would be earth tones facing north, 
south, and west, and a muted green shade to match the Historic Grove for the façade facing east. 

Building B 

Building B would be in the center of the Project site, south of Building A, with 930 total beds. Like 
Building A, Building B would be L-shaped with a varied height, and would primarily house 
residences. It would rise 16 stories (including a walk-up basement level) at its northwest corner 
closest to Building E, stepping down to 12 stories in the southern portion. A large opening would be 
provided at ground level at the center of the building, which would provide a corridor for access 
between the northern and southern courtyards.  

Residences would be throughout the building, providing views of the Historic Grove and Geisel 
Library to the east, Building E and Thurgood Marshall College to the west, Building C to the south, 
and Building A to the north. Residences would be configured in 8- and 10-bedroom suites, with a 
mixture of single- and double-occupancy bedrooms (one or two beds per room). An outdoor rooftop 
terrace would be provided. Rooftop equipment would include HVAC, exhaust fans, and an elevator 
machine room at the tallest portions of the tower. Design elements such as glazing, colors, and 
shading would be similar to Building A.  

 
1 Note there is no “Building D”; original planning efforts envisioned a Building D to replace Solis Hall; however, Solis Hall 
continues to meet the University's needs and would instead be preserved. 
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Section View - Building B
Figure 6e

Source: HMC Architects 9/2022
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Section View - Building C
Figure 6f

Source: HMC Architects 9/2022
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Section View - Building C
Figure 6g

Source: HMC Architects 9/2022
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Building C 

Building C would be a roughly L-shaped structure located on the southern half of the Project site 
south of Building B and east Ridge Walk. Building C would provide 436 residential beds and 
academic support space in a 10-story tower (including a walk-up basement level). A large opening 
would be provided at ground level, providing north-south access through the building. 

Residences would be located within the tower portion of the building. Residences would be provided 
with views of the Historic Grove to the east, Ridge Walk and Marshall Field to the west, the 
Communication Building and Solis Hall to the south, and Buildings B and E to the north. The 
residence configuration would be similar to Buildings A and B. An outdoor rooftop terrace would be 
provided, and rooftop equipment would include HVAC, exhaust fans, and an elevator machine room 
at the tallest portions of the tower. Building C would also provide academic and housing support 
within the building’s first three stories. Academic spaces include the Project’s 150-seat lecture hall, 
three 100-seat dividable classrooms, five 40-seat classrooms, and ten 56-seat classrooms.  

Building E 

Building E would be the smallest of the proposed structures. The roughly rectangular structure 
would rise six stories at the northwestern corner of the development site, east of Ridge Walk and 
south of Voigt Drive. The building would contain academic spaces, including two 40-seat classrooms 
and two 56-seat classrooms. Building E would also provide space for the Economics Department and 
Global Policy and Strategy Department, replacing offices and academic spaces previously housed at 
the Economics Building.  

Views of the Buildings 

Direct views of the Project buildings would be visible from surrounding facilities such as Solis Hall, 
Communication Building, Cognitive Science Building, Thurgood Marshall Upper Apartments, the 
Hopkins Parking Structure, Social Sciences Building, North Torrey Pines Living and Learning 
Neighborhood, Geisel Library, and Marshall Field. Due to its location within the center of West 
Campus, direct views of the Project buildings would generally be obscured from off-campus 
locations, but portions may be visible from Genesee Avenue to the northeast and North Torrey 
Pines Road to the west.  

Bird Protection Features 

The Project would incorporate design features in the layout of the buildings’ façades and within the 
site plan to reduce the number of bird strikes. To protect bird safety, trees would be located away 
from buildings to minimize the interaction of birds with the building façades. Corridors between the 
Project buildings would allow for safe pathways which birds can travel. Building façades would be 
minimally glazed to reduce the number of reflective surfaces. Less than 35 percent of the buildings’ 
surfaces would be covered in untreated glass, and the buildings’ edges would be clearly defined with 
architectural features and other non-reflective glass surfaces. The Project would comply with UC San 
Diego’s Lighting Policy, which includes shielded fixtures and downward-facing lighting.  
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2.5.2 Utility and Service System Improvements 

Domestic and Fire Water Infrastructure 

Existing Conditions 

The existing site is currently served by a network of existing water lines that provide both domestic 
and fire water service. An internally looped system has connections to a 12-inch line along the south 
edge of the site, along with connections to a 12-inch line along Ridge Walk. All existing structures 
within the Project area are served by these looped systems.  

Proposed Domestic and Fire Water 

The proposed Project would require demolition of all existing onsite water infrastructure, except for 
the service to the existing Communications Building. Five new connections would be required to 
support the proposed Project. These connections include: 

• 4-inch domestic line from Voigt Drive to serve Building A 

• 8-inch line from Ridge Walk to serve Buildings B, C, and E with domestic water and Building E 
with fire water 

• 8-inch fire lines at Voigt Drive and north of Solis Hall to provide a looped fire system serving 
Buildings A, B, and C 

The proposed Project would include separate domestic and fire water systems. Based on initial 
meetings with the UC San Diego Fire Marshal, the following criteria would be met for the fire water 
system: 

• Fire hydrant spacing at a minimum of 300 feet 

• Two Fire Department Connections (FDC) per building: FDC shall be within 25 feet of 
proposed fire hydrants and 40 feet away from the building being served 

• Two Automatic Fire Hose Connections per building: with 200-foot hose pulls 

Reclaimed Water Infrastructure 

Existing Conditions 

An existing 12-inch PVC reclaimed water line loop runs through the west side of the existing site. The 
12-inch line connects to the reclaimed water system in Voigt Drive and Ridge Walk. The existing 
reclaimed water line is part of the larger infrastructure system that serves the overall campus.  

Proposed Reclaimed Water Infrastructure 

The proposed Project would require partial demolition of the existing reclaimed water 
infrastructure, construction of a new 12-inch main along Ridge Walk, and new connections to the 
existing system. The proposed reclaimed water line would connect to the existing system at 
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Voigt Drive and Ridge Walk. This reclaimed water line through the site would be temporarily taken 
offline during construction while the new, rerouted main is constructed along Ridge Walk. The 
system is back-fed from the north and south, and a loss of service to other campus areas is not 
anticipated. To minimize interruption of service, a detailed phasing plan would be coordinated with 
UC San Diego during the Construction Phase. 

Sanitary Sewer Infrastructure 

Existing Conditions 

The Project site is currently served by a network of existing sewer lines that ultimately flow to an 
8-inch vitrified clay pipe sewer main at the east side of the site. One of the main lines serving the site 
also serves existing buildings to the west of the Project site.  

In addition to the 8-inch sewer that currently serves the site, an existing 8-inch sewer main is located 
at the north edge of the Project site along Voigt Drive. 

Proposed Sanitary Sewer 

The Project site would require demolition of the existing sewer infrastructure within the Project 
limits and would install two new connections to the existing sewer system, including a reroute of the 
existing main that serves the upstream housing. The proposed new sewer lines would be located 
throughout the site to serve the proposed buildings and the connection points would be located 
along the west side of the Historic Grove and along Voigt Drive.  

Other Utilities 

During site demolition, portions of the existing electrical conduit, telecom conduit, gas line, street 
light conduit, transformer, fire water appurtenances, light poles and irrigation lines would be 
removed. Mechanical and electrical systems for the proposed buildings would be housed within the 
project buildings, containing electrical equipment, telecommunications systems, central lighting 
inverters and controls, fire detection and alarm systems, and security systems, as required. 

Electrical power would be supplied to the proposed Project via the existing UC San Diego power grid, 
which provides 100 percent clean energy via the UC Regents Energy Services Unit Direct Access 
Program. Aside from some small-scale use of gas fuels within the glass blowing craft laboratory, the 
Project would not utilize any natural gas Based on review of the Master Utility Plan (MUP) prepared 
for the 2018 LRDP there is sufficient capacity within the existing utility systems to support the 
proposed Project buildings. No major utility upgrades would be required for the proposed Project. 
Three emergency generators at the Project site would provide backup power for all life safety 
equipment, security, telecommunication, egress lighting, and all other safety and security 
monitoring systems. 

Fire Protection 

A fire system, fire alarms, and fire access plan will be prepared in accordance with applicable 
regulations as well as state and nationally recognized standards. The UC San Diego Campus Fire 
Marshal (CFM) and its fire inspectors review all project design plans to ensure adequate continued 
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emergency access at all times during construction and operation of projects and compliance with 
the California Building Code (CBC) Title 14 and 24 building standards and campus fire, life and safety 
protocol. Fire protection systems are regularly inspected, tested, and maintained. 

Similar to existing conditions, emergency access would be provided through the Project site. A new 
driveway would be constructed starting at Voigt Drive to the north, running along the eastern side of 
the Project, between Buildings A, B, and C and the Historic Grove. This would allow for fire access to 
Project buildings and existing buildings to the south. Fire access to Solis Hall, Communication 
Building, and the Cognitive Science Building would be controlled by removable bollards per 
University standards. 

2.5.3 Landscape/Hardscape Improvements 

Courtyard Areas  

The proposed Project would include the development of two primary courtyard areas, which serve 
as gathering spaces between Project buildings. The North Courtyard is formed by the space between 
Buildings A, B, and E. The South Courtyard is formed by the space between Building B, Building C, 
and Ridge Walk. Each courtyard comprises multiple gathering areas, with individual themes and 
designs. All landscape improvements in the courtyard areas would be focused on native and/or 
drought-tolerant species and supplemented by suitable climate adaptive, non-invasive, ornamental 
species. 

Quoteyard 

The Quoteyard would be a public courtyard that would be relatively isolated from the rest of the 
Campus due to its location between three Project buildings. It would be a resident-focused space, 
surrounded by a community garden, barbecue, and fireside lounge. The largest area within the 
courtyard would be a lawn serving as a gathering space for recreational and extracurricular activities 
primarily for resident use. The courtyard would be accessible via a path between Buildings A and E 
leading to Voigt Drive, a path between Buildings A and B leading to the Historic Grove, and paths 
between Building B and E and through an opening within Building B leading to the South Courtyard. 

Kumeyaay Garden, Gavel Green, and the Huddle 

South of the Quoteyard would be a larger hub that would serve as a gathering space for residents 
and a connecting corridor through the Project. This space would be comprised of the Kumeyaay 
Garden, Gavel Green, and the Huddle. The area would open east to Ridge Walk and west to the 
Historic Grove and ultimately toward Geisel Library. Individual areas within the courtyard include the 
Kumeyaay Garden, Gavel Green, the Huddle, and the Glen. The Gavel Green would serve the 
classrooms and academic spaces within Buildings C and E. The Kumeyaay Garden would be a 
transition area between Ridge Walk and would be planted with native and other drought-tolerant 
plants. The Huddle would provide a gathering space and seating. The area would be accessible to 
the surrounding campus and would provide visual and pedestrian connections between the 
University Center and Ridge Walk. Access would be provided to the Communication Building and 
Solis Hall via an opening within Building C.  
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Historic Grove 

The Historic Grove is an existing grove of primarily eucalyptus trees that were planted around 1910 
prior to the founding of the University. The grove is located throughout the campus, and occurs both 
within and outside the project boundary. The Historic Grove is considered a historic landscape and 
is protected under CEQA (see Section 4.1.4 of this document). 

The Project has been designed to preserve the character of the Historic Grove and protect trees to 
the highest extent possible. No buildings or structures would be constructed within the Historic 
Grove; however, some trees would need to be removed to provide for construction access, utilities 
and building improvements with others potentially being impacted due to proximity of construction 
activities. A total of up to 63 eucalyptus (Eucalyptus spp.) trees within the Historic Grove are 
anticipated to be impacted by construction. The Project would replace each removed or failed 
eucalyptus tree at a 2:1 ratio. Therefore, up to 126 Eucalyptus trees would be planted at the Project 
site within the Historic Grove boundaries and not within any other areas of the project site. The final 
number of replacement trees would be determined based on the actual number of trees lost.  

Torrey Pines 

Torrey Pine (Pinus torreyana) is a rare pine species growing only in coastal San Diego County and 
Santa Rosa Island. The species is listed as Category 1B (rare and endangered) by the California 
Native Plant Society. While the West Campus does not support naturally occurring Torrey Pines 
trees, in some locations they have been planted as ornamental trees.  

Sixteen existing planted Torrey Pines trees are located within the Project site. Due to site topography 
and some trees having been planted extremely close to existing buildings to be demolished with the 
project, the trees must be removed to accommodate demolition and construction activities. 
Consistent with guidance from the California Coastal Commission on past UC San Diego projects, all 
removed Torrey Pines would be replaced at a 2:1 ratio with 48-inch box size trees. The replacement 
trees would be planted along the Project’s western edge, near Ridge Walk. 

Solis Garden 

The Solis Garden would be a small courtyard between Building C, the Communication Building and 
Solis Hall. The courtyard would provide vegetation and seating and would connect the project site to 
existing academic buildings to the south. Solis Hall and its associated hardscape and landscaping 
would remain, along with the Stuart Art Collection piece “Something Pacific.”  

A service driveway would be built between the Project buildings and the Historic Grove, providing 
access through the site connecting Voigt Drive to Solis Garden.  

Marshall Field 

Following the completion of the Project’s building construction, Marshall Field and its Stuart Art 
Collection piece “UNDA” would reopen to public use. Damaged irrigation would be repaired or 
replaced, and the field would be reseeded. Access to “UNDA” would not be affected during 
construction. Following demolition of Sequoyah Hall and the Thurgood Marshall Administration 
Building, a flexible use green space would be added adjacent to Marshall Field and Ridge Walk. 
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Ridge Walk 

Ridge Walk would generally remain open throughout construction of the Project. Pedestrian access 
due to movement of construction equipment and materials between the staging area and Project 
buildings may require temporary partial closures over a given day, however these would be 
short-term, lasting a few minutes at a time.  

Demolition of the Economics Building, Sequoyah Hall, and the elevated pedestrian bridge 
connecting them would require a temporary closure of Ridge Walk of approximately one day 
requiring a detour. Part of the construction scope includes demolition and upgrading the current 
Ridge Walk connection sidewalk that is adjacent to the construction site (between Voigt Drive to the 
north and the Communications Building to the south). The process of demolition and refurbishment 
of Ridge Walk would be treated similarly to phasing an active roadway, where the construction 
would only close half of the Ridge Walk at a given time. 

Intra-Project Circulation and Safety 

Buildings B and C would have two ground-level openings which would provide access between the 
courtyards and the Solis Garden. Building entrances would incorporate lighting, signage, and 
security features according to UC San Diego standards. Outdoor bike racks to accommodate 500 
bicycles would be provided throughout the Project. Bike racks would be located along Ridge Walk 
and in the courtyards surrounding the Project buildings.  

This proposed Project would be a short distance to the University’s campus shuttle stops along 
Hopkins Drive and Scholars Drive North, and an approximate five-minute walk to public transit stops 
along North Torrey Pines Road. Because of these transit connections, its proximity adjacent to the 
existing Hopkins Parking Structure, and its primary function as housing for undergraduate students, 
the Project does not include substantial parking. First and second year undergraduate students 
residing on campus are not provided parking passes except under unique circumstances. Therefore, 
the Project is not anticipated to result in increased vehicular traffic or parking demand.  

The Project would remove 111 parking spaces in P308 and would provide 15 spaces throughout the 
new development. Parking Lot P302 (115 spaces) and a portion of parking lot P309 (16 spaces along 
the eastern edge of Hopkins Drive) would be temporarily inaccessible during construction but would 
reopen upon completion of the Project. While the Project would reduce parking supply in the 
immediate vicinity, campus parking supply is monitored and evaluated on a continuous basis to 
ensure parking availability within the overall campus parking system. Per the 2018 LRDP, surface 
parking lots are to be prioritized as redevelopment sites with new parking structures planned to 
accommodate loss of surface lots on an as-needed basis with an emphasis on Traffic Demand 
Management (TDM) to decrease single occupancy vehicle use and associated demand on parking. 
Much of the new space in the Project is meant to accommodate existing campus population and is 
thus not growth inducing. In addition, by expanding the on-site housing by more than 2,000 beds, 
students would have previously commuted to campus would now live on campus, significantly 
reducing commuter parking demands on the campus. 

Mail and package storage rooms within the Project buildings would be accessible from Voigt Drive 
and Project’s internal access road. Delivery parking spaces would be provided within designated 
loading areas to allow delivery trucks to stop and deliver mail and packages via handcart. 
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Central trash and recycling collection access and major deliveries would utilize the loading zone 
along the Project’s service driveway. Trash/recycling from individual building chutes will be moved to 
central locations. 

Safety lighting would be compliant with the UC San Diego Outdoor Lighting Policy. Signage would 
also be provided throughout the Project for internal wayfinding and to nearby Campus amenities 
and destinations. 

2.5.4 Project Construction  

The approximately 910,800 SF (20.9-acre) Project site includes approximately 265,970 SF (6.1 acres) 
of new development, with other areas of the site accommodating construction related staging 
activities. The Project is on an infill location redeveloping an existing low-density site within the 
interior of the campus. Construction activities are anticipated to begin in June 2023, with a phased 
completion of student beds by August 2025 and remainder of Project to be completed by late 2025. 
Construction of the Project is anticipated to take up to 30 months. Construction activities would 
occur Monday through Saturday, between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m. Limited nighttime 
construction may occur to eliminate daytime conflicts or other necessary reasons, with approval 
from the appropriate campus stakeholders.  

Figure 7, Site Logistics Plan, depicts the construction limits, the anticipated area for construction 
staging area locations, anticipated options for site ingress and egress, the location of tower cranes, 
and other construction logistics. 

Staging 

The construction staging area would be located within the Marshall Field, west of Ridge Walk as 
shown within the Project boundaries on Figure 3. Site access would be actively managed during the 
construction period, including the notifications and signage to be employed for detours and publicly 
inaccessible areas. The entire construction site, including staging areas, would be enclosed in 
temporary fencing. 

An approximately 3.7-acre staging area would be dedicated as a construction zone associated with 
the proposed Project. The staging area is currently occupied by Marshall Field and parking lot P302. 
Contactor trailers would be located in the construction staging area. Due to their use for staging, 
Marshall Field and parking lot P302 would not be publicly accessible during construction. They 
would be fully restored to their original conditions following completion of the Project. The Stuart 
Art Collection piece “UNDA” would remain in place within the staging area and would be protected 
from potential construction-related damage by clearly marked construction fencing. 

Access 

For public safety reasons, during the construction period, the public would not have access to the 
Project building site, which includes Marshall Field, Parking Lot P302, and the Historic Grove 
between Voigt Drive and the Cognitive Science Building.  

Ridge Walk would remain open during construction, however access through the site would be 
restricted at times during each construction day to allow for construction equipment to pass 
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between the staging area and main construction site. The entirety of Ridge Walk would be 
resurfaced prior to completion of the Project, at which point portions of Ridge Walk would be closed 
to public access.  

A construction management plan and traffic control plan would be developed and implemented 
during construction to ensure ingress and egress from the Project site would not interfere with 
traffic flows and emergency access for areas surrounding the Project. 

Demolition 

As part of the Project, the majority of existing site buildings, landscape, and hardscape would be 
demolished to accommodate construction of the new Project components. Demolition would 
involve the removal of 152,170 SF of existing structures. Site preparation would begin with 
demolition and clearing, followed by site grading and construction as described in the subsections 
below. As a conservative scenario, this analysis assumes that construction would not occur in 
phases and all components would be constructed concurrently. 

West of Ridge Walk 

The demolition plan west of Ridge Walk would include removal of Sequoyah Hall and the Thurgood 
Marshall College Administration building (currently unoccupied). An elevated pedestrian walkway 
connects Sequoyah Hall with the Economics Building east of Ridge Walk. This bridge would also be 
removed during demolition. The sites formerly occupied by Sequoyah Hall and the Administration 
building would not be developed as part of the project but restored as open space. 

East of Ridge Walk 

Demolition east of Ridge Walk would include the removal of most existing structures within the 
Project site between Hopkins Lane and Ridge Walk. These include the Economics Building, Fireside 
Lounge, Goody’s Place, Eucalyptus Hall, and four one-story trailers (Buildings 101, 102, 103, and 
103A). All buildings associated with Thurgood Marshall College Lower Apartments would be 
removed (six two-story walk-up apartment buildings), as would the Dean’s Residence within the 
Historic Grove. The existing residential buildings were built in the 1970s and currently provide 
undergraduate student housing to approximately 250 students. Prior to demolition, abatement 
would be required for buildings containing asbestos or other harmful materials.  

Additionally, the entirety of the 111-space parking lot P308 would be removed, along with all 
hardscaping, trees, and ornamental landscaping (excluding the Historic Grove).  

Grading Plan 

The existing Project site is situated on a sloping pad east of Ridge Walk that drains to the southeast, 
toward Hopkins Lane, with a generally flat pad west of Ridge Walk that drains to the west.  

To the extent possible, the proposed grading for the Project site would coordinate and incorporate 
the following edge limits and conditions: 
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• East of Ridge Walk: 

o South Edge: Maintain the grading elevations and impact limits to the northern edge of 
the existing hardscape surrounding Solis Hall and Communications Building. 

o West Edge: Maintain the existing grading elevations adjacent to the west side of Ridge 
Walk. 

o North Edge: The northerly limits of grading would end at the southerly pavement edge 
for Voigt Drive.  

o East Edge: The Historic Grove would generally serve as the Project’s easterly edge. 
Pathways through the grove would connect to Hopkins Lane and towards Geisel Library.  

• West of Ridge Walk: Maintain existing grading elevations across the staging area and 
demolished pads of Sequoyah Hall and the Thurgood Marshall College Administration 
Building. 

The proposed Project has been designed to minimize the amount of imported material required 
during grading. Grading would require a total cut of approximately 70,000 cubic yards of dirt and fill 
of approximately 15,000 cubic yards. Thus, approximately 55,000 cubic yards of dirt would be 
exported from the Project site via haul trucks, to a designated location outside of the Coastal Zone. 
Grading is anticipated to involve the following equipment: scrapers, excavators, grader, dozer, and 
forklifts. Grading would take up to five months. 

Construction Methods 

Construction will take place in phases including the following: 

• Abatement and Demolition 

• Grading and Site Utilities 

• Installation of Foundations 

• Construction of Structures 

• Exterior Finishes 

• Landscape/Hardscape 

The proposed Project would also comply with the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 
(NPDES) General Permit for Storm Water Discharges Associated with Construction and Land 
Disturbance Activity (General Permit). Division II of the guidelines also requires stormwater best 
management practices (BMPs) to be implemented in accordance with UC San Diego’s NDPES Phase 
II Small MS4 General Permit (2013 0001-DWQ) and/or Storm Water Management Program. As part of 
the General Permit, campus construction projects managed by outside contractors and disturbing 
more than one acre must implement Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plans (SWPPPs), which 
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specify BMPs to reduce the contribution of sediments, spilled and leaked liquids from construction 
equipment, and other construction-related pollutants to stormwater runoff. 

2.5.5 Sustainability Features 

The UC Sustainable Practices Policy covers nine areas of sustainable practices: green building, clean 
energy, climate protection, sustainable transportation, sustainable operations, recycling and waste 
management, environmentally preferable purchasing, sustainable foodservices, and sustainable 
water systems. The UC Sustainable Practices Policy establishes guidelines and includes climate 
change goals for the campus.  

The proposed Project would embody UC San Diego’s commitment to sustainable design, sustainable 
construction practices, and sustainable living. The Project would meet a rating of LEED Gold. 
Sustainable strategies have been organized around six primary focus areas: 

1. Site and Landscape: The Project would have a robust landscape program, with the 
provision of two large housing courtyards. These zones would be landscaped with native 
and/or adapted plant species that would be low-water use. The program is designed to 
provide ample spaces for the residents, faculty, staff, and visitors to connect with outdoors. 
In addition, existing open space areas including the Historic Grove would be substantially 
preserved, with a 2:1 replacement of any tree removal within the Historic Grove.  

2. Water: Indoor water use would be reduced through low-flow fixtures in kitchens and 
bathrooms. Outdoor water use would be reduced through the selection of native and/or 
adapted plant species. In addition, where irrigation is required, water would be provided via 
the campus recycled water loop. 

3. Energy: Energy use for mechanical cooling would be greatly reduced by the provision of 
natural ventilation at all living units and student lounges and the use of operable windows 
for ventilation and exterior sunshades. Energy use for lighting would be reduced by the 
optimization of daylight at all occupied areas, except for outdoor safety lighting which would 
be the minimum necessary for nighttime safety. A rigorous commissioning process would 
ensure that all building systems are operating at their maximum efficiency. The Project 
would also obtain electricity from clean sources. The Project would also meter energy 
consumption at the end use level to monitor and track energy consumption over time.  

4. Materials: Interior and exterior materials would be carefully evaluated for their health, their 
durability, and their maintenance requirements and selected through a life-cycle decision-
making process. Recycled materials and materials from regional sources would be utilized 
where possible. Materials and products that disclose health related information will also be 
utilized where possible.  

5. Location and Transportation: The Project’s location near the center of campus also 
encourages pedestrian and bicycle transportation modes. As such, building occupants are 
not likely to utilize single-occupancy vehicles. The inclusion of amenities such as an on-site 
café, market, and bike storage for approximately 500 bicycles would further decrease 
reliance on fossil fuel-burning vehicles.  
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6. Construction Methods: Off-site methods of construction would be utilized for some 
building components to decrease construction waste and provide a quieter, safer, less-
congested Project site. Demolition materials would be recycled in accordance with UC San 
Diego policies.  

2.6 PROJECT APPROVAL/SCHEDULE 

The project is anticipated to be constructed and occupied by fall 2025 to late 2025. As a public 
agency principally responsible for approving or carrying out the Project, the University of California 
is considered the Lead Agency under CEQA. The project directly implements the 2018 Long Range 
Development Plan which called for increased density and housing supply in the Thurgood Marshall 
Neighborhood and placed an emphasis on redevelopment of underutilized and lower-density areas. 
The Addendum for this Project would be considered by The Regents or their delegate and the 
Project may be approved at The Regents (or their delegate’s) discretion, and only if The Regents (or 
their delegate) determine that such approval complies with CEQA. 

UC San Diego would also seek approval of a Coastal Development Permit (CDP) from the California 
Coastal Commission. 
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3 CONSISTENCY WITH 2018 LRDP 

To determine whether the Project is covered by the 2018 LRDP and 2018 LRDP EIR, the following key 
questions should be analyzed and addressed: 

• Are the objectives of the Project consistent with the objectives adopted for the 2018 LRDP? 

• Are the changes to campus population associated with the Project included within the scope 
of the 2018 LRDP’s population projections? 

• Is the proposed location of the Project in an area designated for this type of use in the 2018 
LRDP? 

• Is the Project included in the amount of the development projected in the 2018 LRDP? 

• Are the Project activities within the scope of the environmental analysis in the 2018 LRDP 
EIR? 

• Have the conditions described in State CEQA Guidelines Section 15162 calling for the 
preparation of a subsequent EIR occurred? 

Sections 3.1 through 3.4 document the Project’s consistency with the objectives, population 
projections, land use designations, and development projections contained in the 2018 LRDP.  

Section 4 contains a detailed examination of environmental topics with the potential for significant 
impacts addressed in the 2018 LRDP EIR and documents whether or not the Project is consistent 
with and within the scope of the environmental impact analysis of the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

3.1 2018 LRDP OBJECTIVES 

Key objectives of the 2018 LRDP, as outlined in the plan, include accommodate projected growth by 
expanding both academic and non-academic programs in support of the UC mission; establish two 
new undergraduate colleges; locate buildings in accordance with the established character, scale 
and design; co-locate and strengthen campus programs; activate and enliven the campus through 
mixed-use and transit-oriented development; redevelop the University Center into a town center; 
house approximately 65 percent of eligible students; provide faculty/staff affordable housing 
options; expand and enhance facilities for UC Health; expand multi-modal connections and trip 
reduction programs; implement sustainable development practices; and be responsible stewards 
for the campus open space systems. 

The Project would support the following 2018 LRDP objectives:  

Accommodating Projected Growth. The Project would provide 757,500 GSF of space for student 
housing and dining, 131,750 GSF of academic and student support, and 44,270 GSF of community 
support. As described below in Section 3.2, the 2018 LRDP anticipates an increase in total campus 
population. This increased population would require additional on-campus housing, which the 
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Project provides. Furthermore, the Project would provide academic and community services, dining 
facilities, and passive recreation space within the Project area to serve students, staff, faculty, and 
visitors to the campus. 

Mixed-use and Transit-oriented Development. The Project would provide a dense, mixed-use 
development that integrates with the surrounding development and open space, and provides 
connections between existing pedestrian and bicycle facilities that would facilitate broader 
connections across the campus. Furthermore, the Project would provide housing for a largely 
undergraduate population. The Project would therefore encourage the use of campus and regional 
transit networks and reduce the need for automobile commuting for residents and staff. A ground-
level café/market would be provided for ease of use for the Project’s residents and students. The 
Project would be located near Triton Transit shuttle stops along Hopkins Drive and Scholars Drive 
North. The North County Transit District (NCTD) BREEZE bus service runs along North Torrey Pines 
Road, with the nearest stop at Muir College Drive, approximately 1,000 feet west of the Project. 

Additional Campus Housing. The Project would directly support the goal to provide housing for 
65 percent of the eligible student population. The Project would replace the aging low-density 
housing currently located on the site through the construction of a high-density project that 
incorporates the physical site constraints and introduces mixed-uses. The Project proposes 2,455 
beds within three of the four proposed buildings and would be designed to connect to nearby 
campus amenities. 

Sustainable Development Practices. The Project would minimize environmental impacts through 
sustainable development practices related to building siting and design. The Project would be 
certified as LEED Gold, with sustainability measures described in Section 2.5.5 such as water and 
energy-reducing features. Landscaping areas would be planted with native and drought-tolerant 
plants to promote native species and reduce water use. 

Campus Open Space Systems. The Project recognizes the importance of campus open spaces and 
would form a balance between the built environment of the Project’s structures and the adjacent 
Historic Grove. The Project would also provide landscaped courtyards and maintain Marshall Field 
and Ridge Walk. 

3.2 2018 LRDP CAMPUS POPULATION 

The 2018 LRDP anticipates that the total campus population would grow by 16,750 people over the 
2018 LRDP planning period, resulting in a total population of 65,600 by 2035 (Table 3-1). The Project 
would not result in new campus populations related to new academic or research programs but 
would provide housing for student populations, which are anticipated to increase regardless of 
Project implementation. The Project would provide beds for 2,394 students, 50 resident student 
advisors, and 11 professional resident staff (Table 3-2). In addition, approximately 480 full time 
equivalent staff and faculty would work in the proposed facilities. While the majority of these 
employees would already be employed by the University and would be relocated from the buildings 
removed by the project or other campus locations, approximately 80 of these staff members would 
result from program expansion facilitated by the Project.  
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While the Project would increase the number of students residing on campus, it would not cause an 
increase in student enrollment as the Project will serve an existing demand for on-campus housing. 
Student employees are also students already enrolled in academic programs, and therefore student 
employment by itself is not population inducing. In addition, the majority of staff and faculty located 
in the new facilities would be relocated from existing programs. The Project would be associated 
with an expansion of approximately 80 new employees. This growth is consistent with the 
population projections evaluated in 2018 LRDP EIR, and the Project would not cause an exceedance 
of the population growth anticipated by the 2018 LRDP.  

The campus population presented in this table does not represent just those physically present on 
campus in any given day. Rather, it represents total student enrollment and fulltime-equivalent 
employees (e.g., “headcount”). The population figures are not adjusted to reflect the fact that not all 
students, faculty, and staff are on campus simultaneously on any given day due to variations in class 
and working/teaching schedules, vacations, sick leave, and sabbaticals. Additionally, since the onset 
of the COVID-19 pandemic in early 2020, a portion of the total campus population has transitioned 
to remote work schedules which may continue long-term. Based on work arrangement agreements 
completed by all campus and health employees in May 2022, the majority of campus employees 
work at least one day a week from remote locations (e.g., from home) with many working remote 
full time. Roughly half of campus employees are working from a campus location full time. While 
hybrid schedules may shift over time, it is expected that hybrid remote work will continue to the 
foreseeable future. Thus, the actual on-campus population on any given weekday would be 
substantially less than what is presented in this table. 

Table 3-1 
Total Campus Population Growth Projections 

Category 
Fall 2015 

(Baseline)1 Fall 2022 (Actual)2 
Fall 2035 

(LRDP Projected)1 

Students  32,850 42,000 42,400 
Faculty 1,300 1,770* 2,200 
Staff 14,700 18,730* 21,000 
Total Population 48,850 62,500 65,600 

*Fall 2022 population data for faculty and staff were not available at the time this document was completed; 
therefore, fall 2021 data was utilized.  
Sources:  

1 UC San Diego2018a. 
2 Current annual data provided by Campus Planning Office.  

 
Table 3-2 

Residential Population Estimate for Proposed Project 

Category Beds 

Student Residents  2,394 
Resident Student Advisors 50 
Residential Professional Staff 11 
Total Project Population 2,455 
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3.3 2018 LRDP LAND USE 

The Land Use Plan of the 2018 LRDP describes functional land use categories that reflect those 
activities that would be predominant in any given area of campus (Figure 2-3 in the 2018 LRDP EIR). 
Predominant uses are the primary programs, facilities, and activities in a general geographic area. 
Other support or ancillary uses are allowable within any given area defined by a predominant use.  

The 2018 LRDP designates the Project site as Academic, Housing, and Sports and Recreation, 
defined, respectively, as land and structures that provide classrooms with associated academic 
operations facilities, residential areas with supporting facilities, and playing fields or other 
recreational open space. The Project would construct four buildings, which would provide housing, 
dining facilities, academic and student support services, and community support services. Marshall 
Field and Ridge Walk would be maintained while new landscaped open spaces would be created 
within the Project. Therefore, it has been determined that the Project is consistent with the land use 
categories in the 2018 LRDP. 

3.4 2018 LRDP DEVELOPMENT SPACE 

The 2018 LRDP provides capacity for approximately 9 million GSF of additional building space for 
academic, clinical, housing, administrative, and service programs. This projected net increase 
accounts for the potential removal (demolition) of approximately 1 million GSF of buildings that are 
beyond their useful life and/or are located in strategic redevelopment areas. The total new campus 
building space is presented by geographic area on the UC San Diego La Jolla campus and compared 
to the 2018 LRDP Program EIR baseline (2015) and horizon year projection (2035) as shown in 
Table 3-3 below. 

Table 3-3 
Total Campus Space Projections 

Campus 
Location 

Baseline Fall 2015 
GSF1 

Actual 
Fall 2022 GSF 

LRDP Projected 
Fall 2035 GSF 

West Campus 11,099,000 12,551,800 16,046,000 
East Campus 3,075,300 5,011,900 9,358,300 
Scripps Institution of 
Oceanography 

1,018,000 1,018,000 2,011,000 

Nearby Properties 471,000 471,000 471,000 
Total Space 15,663,300 19,052,700 27,886,300 

Sources:   
1 UC San Diego 2018a 
2 Actual GSF provided by Campus Planning Office  

The table above presents the existing, operable building space on campus as of Fall 2022. In 
addition, at the time this document was prepared, approximately 1.5 million GSF of net new building 
space was approved and under construction on the West Campus (i.e., the Theatre District Living 
and Learning Neighborhood, Pepper Canyon West Housing, and the Central Utilities Plant 
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Expansion) and approximately 100,000 GSF of net new building space was approved and pending 
construction on the East Campus (Viterbi Family Vision Research Center). As described in Section 
2.5.4, the Project would demolish the majority of the structures on the site totaling 152,170 GSF. The 
Project would construct 933,520 GSF of building space. Based on this data, it has been determined 
the Project would not exceed the building space projections contemplated in the 2018 LRDP and is 
consistent with the plan. 
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4 CONSISTENCY WITH 2018 LRDP EIR 

The evaluation contained in this consistency review was conducted in accordance with §21094 of the 
California Public Resources Code. Pursuant to §15164 and 15168 of the State CEQA Guidelines, this 
Addendum documents that the Project’s effects have been adequately addressed in a prior (or 
earlier) programmatic analysis. The 2018 LRDP EIR is a Program EIR that comprehensively addressed 
the potential environmental effects of campus growth and development due to implementation of 
future projects and activities proposed under the 2018 LRDP EIR. Therefore, given the consistency of 
the proposed Project with the 2018 LRDP, preparation of an addendum is appropriate. 

In January 2019 and following certification of the 2018 LRDP EIR, amendments and additions to 
Appendix G of the State CEQA Guidelines went into effect. Because the Governor’s Office of Planning 
and Research (OPR) proposed these amendments and additions to Appendix G of the State CEQA 
Guidelines in 2018, UC San Diego was able to anticipate the checklist changes during the 
preparation of the 2018 LRDP EIR and incorporate those concepts into the certified EIR. Therefore, 
while the 2018 LRDP EIR reflects the Appendix G checklist questions that were in effect at the time of 
EIR certification, the analysis contained therein reflect the context of and appropriately address the 
amended Appendix G that was approved in 2019. To address the amendments directly, this 
Addendum Checklist reflects the current Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines and refers to sections 
of the 2018 LRDP EIR where relevant analysis can be found.  

4.1 EVALUATION OF PROJECT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 

Checklist Explanation 

On the basis of the tiering and subsequent review concepts identified in the CEQA Guidelines, the 
University has defined the following column headings in this Addendum Checklist. Both headings 
rely on the relevant analyses in the 2018 LRDP EIR: 

Impacts Adequately Examined in the 2018 LRDP EIR: This column is checked where the potential 
impacts of the Project were adequately examined in the certified 2018 LRDP EIR. Where applicable, 
mitigation measures identified in the 2018 LRDP EIR would mitigate the impacts of the Project. All 
applicable mitigation measures from the 2018 LRDP are incorporated into the Project as noted in 
Section 5 of this Addendum Checklist. The Project is consistent with the analysis evaluated in the 
2018 LRDP EIR. 

Impacts Not Examined in the 2018 LRDP EIR: If a column is checked in this section, this indicates 
potential effects of the Project were not adequately evaluated in the certified 2018 LRDP EIR. 
However, as described in the supporting text, the potential effects of the Project could result in a) no 
impact in the category, b) less-than-significant impact in the category, or c) new potentially 
significant impact. In the instance that a) or b) is checked, no additional CEQA documentation would 
be necessary. In the instance that c) is checked, additional CEQA documentation would be necessary 
to further address the issue. All applicable mitigation measures (LRDP Program and/or project-
specific) would be incorporated into the Project as noted in Section 5 of this Addendum Checklist.  
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Environmental Topics Addressed  

The following environmental resources, if checked below, would be potentially affected by this 
Project and would involve at least one significant impact that substantially exceeds or is otherwise 
outside the scope of activities evaluated for potential environmental effects in the 2018 LRDP EIR, as 
discussed below in Sections 4.1.1 through 4.1.17 of the Addendum Checklist. Agriculture and 
Forestry and Mineral Resources are discussed in Section 4.1 of the 2018 LRDP EIR under Effects Not 
Found to be Significant. As noted in those discussions, no potential for significant impacts to those 
topics would occur due to the lack of such resources on the UC San Diego La Jolla campus. As such, 
those topics are not discussed in this Addendum Checklist. 

If “None” is checked below, this Project is deemed entirely consistent with and covered by the 
environmental analysis contained in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

 Aesthetics  Air Quality  Biological Resources 

 Cultural and Tribal Cultural 
Resources 

 Energy   Geology and Soils  

 Greenhouse Gas Emissions   Hazards and Hazardous 
Materials  

 Hydrology and Water 
Quality  

 Land Use and Planning   Noise   Population and Housing  

 Public Services   Recreation   Transportation/Traffic  

 Utilities and Service Systems  Wildfire  Mandatory Findings of 
Significance 

 None     
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4.1.1 Aesthetics 

Section 3.1 of the 2018 LRDP EIR evaluates the impacts of campus growth under the 2018 LRDP on 
aesthetics. The 2018 LRDP EIR concludes that implementation of future projects under the plan 
would result in potentially significant impacts to scenic vistas, visual character or quality, and light or 
glare (Sections 3.1.3.1 through 3.1.3.3). No potential for significant impacts to scenic resources 
within the viewshed of the state scenic highway is identified (Section 3.1.5). Mitigation Measures 
(MM) Aes-1 (scenic vistas) and Aes-2A and Aes-2B (visual character/quality) and Aes-3 (night lighting) 
are identified in the mitigation framework of the 2018 LRDP EIR for projects that would contribute to 
these impacts. Implementation of the measures would reduce the future aesthetics impacts to less 
than significant levels, consistent with the 2018 LRDP. 

AESTHETICS 
 
Would the Project… 

Impact 
Examined 

in 2018 
LRDP EIR  

Impact Not Examined in 2018 LRDP EIR 

No Impact 
Less-than-
Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic 
vista? 

    

b) Substantially damage scenic resources, 
including, but not limited to, trees, rock 
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a 
state scenic highway? 

    

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

    

d) Create a new source of substantial light or 
glare which would adversely affect day or 
nighttime views in the area? 

    

 
a) As shown in Figure 3.1-2, Campus Visual Resources, of the 2018 LRDP EIR, the Project site is not 

located within the Visual Sensitive Zone, or in the Perimeter Development Zone. Also, the Project 
is not within the viewshed of any Key Vantage Point (KVP) identified in the 2018 LRDP EIR. The 
Project is located in the vicinity of KVP 3 and 4, which is a vantage point of Geisel Library as 
viewed from Voigt Drive. Although KVP 3 and 4 are located within approximately 1,000 feet east 
of the Project boundary, the Project buildings would not obstruct views of Geisel Library or the 
surrounding open space due to the location and orientation of the view point. The Project would 
not have the potential for a significant impact to views because it is not located at a scenic vista 
location. 
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It should be noted that per Senate Bill 743, a project’s aesthetic impacts will not be considered 
significant if the project is a residential, mixed-use residential, or employment center project and 
is located on an infill site within a Transit Priority Area (TPA), which is defined as being within 
0.5-mile of a major transit stop (e.g., the Gilman Transit Center). Because the Project is a mixed-
use residential project and is located within 0.5-mile of a major transit stop, impacts associated 
with aesthetics are considered less than significant. Therefore, the Project would result in less 
than significant impacts consistent with the scenic vistas/views analysis evaluated in the 2018 
LRDP EIR. 

b) Implementation of the Project would not result in substantial damage to scenic resources within 
a state scenic highway because no such resources or roads exist on or adjacent to the UC San 
Diego, La Jolla campus. Therefore, the Project would result in less than significant impacts 
consistent with the scenic resources analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

c) The Project is located within an urbanized area and would comply with the 2018 LRDP land use 
designation and UC San Diego design guidelines. As discussed in Section 2.5.4, the majority of 
existing features and landscaping would be demolished to construct the Project buildings, as 
well as associated landscaping and hardscaping features. While Marshall Field would be utilized 
for construction parking and materials staging, it would be restored to existing conditions, and 
nearby Stuart Collection artwork (“UNDA” and “Something Pacific”) would be protected during 
construction. Furthermore, any removed eucalyptus trees associated with the Historic Grove 
would be replaced within the Grove at a 2:1 ratio. Because the Project would comply with all 
applicable UC regulations governing scenic quality, the Project would not have the potential for a 
significant impact related to degradation of the visual character of the site and its surroundings. 

In addition, the Project is not within the Visual Sensitive Zone or Perimeter Development Zone of 
the campus, (refer to Figure 3.1.2 in the 2018 LRDP EIR). It should be noted that per Senate Bill 
743, a project’s aesthetic impacts will not be considered significant if the project is a residential, 
mixed-use residential, or employment center project and is located on an infill site within a TPA, 
which is defined as being within 0.5-mile of a major transit stop. Furthermore, the Project’s 
design was reviewed by the UC San Diego Design Review Board (DRB) in January and August 
2019 to assess its consistency with the visual landscape and character of the surrounding 
development. Input received on the design included shadows, pedestrian pathways, landscape 
connections, and architectural fenestration and materials. The design incorporated DRB input 
and was endorsed by the DRB in September 2022 as required by 2018 LRDP MM Aes-2A. 
Therefore, the Project would result in less than significant impacts consistent with the visual 
character and quality analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

d) Lighting fixtures, including safety lighting, would be provided on pathways within the Project, 
including Ridge Walk. As with all projects at UC San Diego, the Project has been designed to 
comply with the UC San Diego Design Guidelines which includes an Outdoor Lighting Policy. The 
Outdoor Lighting Policy includes lighting restrictions and standards (such as down-lighting) that 
reduce nighttime light pollution from campus facilities to minimally acceptable levels to 
support and advance local astronomical research, and to limit nuisance light and glare 
impacts to adjacent properties, while ensuring adequate lighting levels for safety and 
security. Building materials would be selected to appropriately reduce glare (e.g., “clear vision” 
glass to minimize glare and reflectivity) as well as light fixtures that would be downcast and 
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would minimize light pollution or spill over. Further, the Project design does not include an 
above-ground parking garage that would result in vehicle headlights affecting nighttime views. 
Therefore, the Project would result in less than significant impacts consistent with the light and 
glare analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

4.1.2 Air Quality 

Section 3.2 of the 2018 LRDP EIR addresses the air quality effects of campus growth under the 2018 
LRDP and concludes that its implementation would result in significant and unavoidable impacts 
from construction and operational activities that would lead to a violation of air quality standards or 
contribute substantially to an existing or projected air quality violation (Section 3.2.3.2). Cumulatively 
significant impacts were identified due to a considerable net increase in criteria pollutants in a 
region that is in non-attainment (Section 3.2.3.3). Construction and operational emissions would 
result in the exposure of on- and off-campus sensitive groups, off-campus residents, and off-campus 
workers to substantial toxic air contaminant (TAC) concentrations resulting in significant and 
unavoidable impacts (Section 3.2.3.5). Less than significant impacts were identified related to 
conflicts with the Regional Air Quality Strategy (RAQS) and State Implementation Plan (SIP). Less than 
significant impacts were identified related to carbon monoxide hot spots (Sections 3.2.3.1 and 
3.2.3.4). No potential for significant odors impacts was identified (Section 3.2.5).  

MM AQ-2A (fugitive dust emissions) and AQ-2B (off-road construction emissions) are required for 
projects that would contribute to these impacts. However, the 2018 LRDP EIR acknowledges that not 
all projects under the plan can feasibly implement MM AQ-2B and certain projects would contribute 
to significant and unavoidable impacts related to criteria pollutants and TACs. 

AIR QUALITY 
 
Would the Project… 

Impact 
Examined 

in 2018 
LRDP EIR  

Impact Not Examined in 2018 LRDP EIR 

No Impact 
Less-than-
Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

a)  Conflict with or obstruct implementation of 
the applicable air quality plan? 

    

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

    

c)  Expose sensitive receptors to substantial 
pollutant concentrations? 

    

d)  Result in other emissions (such as those 
leading to odors) adversely affecting a 
substantial number of people? 
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a) An Air Quality Technical Report was completed for the Project and is attached to this Addendum 
as Appendix A. 

The 2018 LRDP incorporates development strategies identified in the San Diego Association of 
Governments (SANDAG) Regional Transportation Plan and Sustainable Communities Strategy by 
integrating land use, housing, and transportation planning, which is consistent with the goals 
developed by SANDAG and the University land use assumed in the Regional Air Quality Strategy 
(RAQS). Since the 2018 LRDP EIR was certified, the 2020 Ozone Attainment Plan has superseded 
the 2016 RAQS as the applicable air quality plan for the San Diego Air Basin. The strategies and 
control measures in the 2020 Ozone Attainment Plan are similar to the RAQS and projects which 
are consistent with the growth assumptions in local plans would not result in vehicle miles 
traveled (VMT) exceeding the assumption in regional transportation plans and would not conflict 
with the 2020 Ozone Attainment Plan. The Project would be consistent with the land use 
proposed in the 2018 LRDP, would not exceed the building space projections in the 2018 LRDP, 
and would not result in a campus population increase, as described in Section 3 of this 
Addendum Checklist. The Project would result in an increase in the portion of students housed 
on campus compared to the assumptions in the 2018 LRDP; however, students who live on 
campus typically drive less than students living off campus as they no longer need to commute 
to get to school, generating less VMT. In addition, the Project would provide new and enhanced 
connections between existing pedestrian and bicycle facilities that would facilitate broader 
connections across the campus, as described in Section 2.5 of this Addendum Checklist. 
Therefore, the Project would result in less than significant impacts and would be consistent with 
the air quality management plan analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

b) Although the Project’s land use and buildings would be consistent with the projections in the 
2018 LRDP, the intensity of Project construction activity would exceed the assumptions used in 
the 2018 LRDP EIR construction emissions calculations. The 2018 LRDP EIR assumed 25 percent 
of the planned facilities could be built in one year, resulting in demolition of 64,373 SF of existing 
buildings and construction of 513,625 SF of building space. The Project proposes demolition of 
152,170 SF of existing buildings and construction of 933,520 SF of building space over a 
30-month period between 2023 and 2025, and would be concurrent, at times, with other LRDP 
construction projects. Project-specific construction emissions modeling was therefore 
completed to evaluate consistency with the 2018 LRDP EIR air quality impact conclusions and is 
documented in Appendix A.  

The results of the Project construction modeling show that criteria pollutant and precursor 
emissions would not exceed the applicable San Diego Air Pollution Control District (SDAPCD) 
screening thresholds, without consideration of MMs required by the 2018 LRDP EIR. However, 
because Project construction could coincide with other construction projects under the 2018 
LRDP, combined emissions could exceed the maximum daily emissions thresholds for nitrogen 
oxides (NOX), particulate matter less than 10 microns in diameter (PM10), and particulate matter 
less than 2.5 microns in diameter (PM2.5). These findings are consistent with the conclusion in 
the 2018 LRDP EIR analysis (Sections 3.2.3.2 and 3.2.3.3) which disclosed that impacts to these 
three emissions thresholds would occur. Therefore, proposed Project impacts related to 
construction emissions would be consistent with the potentially significant finding of the 2018 
LRDP EIR, resulting in a cumulatively considerable contribution to an existing air quality violation. 
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The Project land use and building development would be consistent with the 2018 LRDP, as 
discussed in Section 3 of this Addendum Checklist. Therefore, the Project’s operational 
emissions related to landscape maintenance, building maintenance, and building energy use 
would be consistent with the analysis in the 2018 LRDP EIR.  

Though the Project would result in an increase in the portion of students housed on the West 
side of campus, Project-related growth would be consistent with the campus population 
projections evaluated in 2018 LRDP EIR. As discussed previously, these students would generate 
less VMT and associated mobile source emissions than if they were housed off campus. Project 
operational mobile source emissions would be consistent with the 2018 LRDP EIR (Sections 
3.2.3.2 and 3.2.3.3), which concluded that mobile source operational emissions of PM10 would 
be potentially significant and cumulatively considerable. Although implementation of the LRDP, 
including the proposed Project, would benefit from UC San Diego’s extensive Transportation 
Demand Management system and would include trip reduction from the San Diego Trolley 
service to the campus as well as increased on-campus housing, no feasible mitigation measures 
are available to further reduce PM10 emissions. Therefore, the impact related to mobile 
operational emissions would be significant, resulting in a cumulatively considerable contribution 
to an existing air quality violation.  

Implementation the Project would contribute to a cumulatively considerable net increase of 
criteria pollutants for which the region is in nonattainment under an applicable federal or state 
ambient air quality standard. MMs AQ-2A (fugitive dust emissions) and AQ-2B (off-road 
construction equipment emissions) would be incorporated into construction specifications to 
minimize Project construction emissions impacts. As described above, the Project would result in 
less than significant impacts related to Project-specific construction emissions. The feasibility of 
implementing MM AQ-2B is not assured as documented in pages 3.2-25 through 3.2-26 in the 
2018 LRDP EIR . Given the potential for simultaneous construction in addition to the Project, 
implementation of the Project would contribute to a cumulatively considerable net increase of 
criteria pollutants for which the region is non-attainment. The Project would be consistent with 
the air quality analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR.  

c) Because Project trip generation and VMT would not exceed the assumptions in the 2018 LRDP 
EIR (as described in Section 4.1.15 of this Addendum checklist), future traffic associated with the 
Project would not result in or contribute to any exceedances of the 1-hour or 8-hour CO 
standards during the AM peak period. Therefore, operation of the Project would not expose 
sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations caused by localized CO impacts. The 
Project would result in less than significant impacts related to localized CO concentrations and 
would be consistent with the air quality analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

For emergency generators, the 2018 LRDP EIR assumed one future generator in the Project area: 
an 850-horsepower diesel generator operating 26 hours per year. Instead, the Project proposes 
three 750-horsepower generators operating up to 30 hours per year each, exceeding the 
assumptions in the 2018 LRDP EIR. However, the proposed Project generators produce even 
lower emissions than USEPA Tier 4 Final emission standards (Toxics Best Available Control 
Technology for diesel powered generators) and would have lower combined annual exhaust 
emissions compared to the single generator assumed in the 2018 LRDP EIR (see complete 
generator analysis in Appendix A). Therefore, the health risks associated with Project emergency 
generators would be lower than calculated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. Because the Project emergency 
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generators would be located near the Project buildings, a health risk assessment (HRA) was 
completed to analyze potential health risks to on-campus residents and on-campus workers 
sited near the Project generators. The methods and complete results of the HRA are included as 
Appendix A to this Addendum Checklist. The results of the HRA show that health risks to future 
on-campus residents and workers sited near the generators would be a maximum incremental 
increased cancer risk of 0.15 in 1 million, less than the 10 in 1 million SDPACD threshold, 
resulting in a less than significant impact.  

TAC emissions would be associated with Project-related construction and operations due to 
diesel PM emissions from construction equipment and motor vehicles. As described in Section 
3.2.3.5 of the 2018 LRDP EIR, TAC emissions from combustion sources, emergency generators, 
laboratories, and high volume roadways, including emissions from the Project, would not result 
in health risks exceeding the SDAPCD thresholds for on-campus residents (students) and 
workers; however, the TAC emissions would result in health risks exceeding the SDAPCD 
thresholds for cancer risks for off-campus residents and workers and on- and off-campus 
sensitive groups. Because construction of the Project would contribute TAC emissions, MM 
AQ-2B would be incorporated into construction specifications to minimize this impact. However, 
the feasibility of implementing MM AQ-2B is not assured as detailed on page 3.2-38 of the 2018 
LRDP EIR. TAC emissions from high volume roadways are the primary driver of health risk, not 
construction equipment emissions. Therefore, the Project would contribute to the significant 
and unavoidable air quality (TAC) impacts associated with implementing the 2018 LRDP, 
consistent with the air quality analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

d) Potential sources that may emit odors during construction of the Project would include exhaust 
from diesel construction equipment. However, because of the temporary nature of these 
emissions and the highly diffusive properties of diesel exhaust, odors from construction 
equipment would not affect a substantial amount of people. The Project would use typical 
construction techniques, and the odors from off-road equipment and on-road vehicles would be 
typical of most construction sites and temporary in nature. Project operation would not include 
different land uses or potential odor sources than presently exist on the campus or are 
anticipated in the 2018 LRDP. Therefore, the Project would not include new sources of odor or 
other pollutants that would adversely affect a substantial number of people. Therefore, the 
Project would result in no odor impacts and would be consistent with the air quality analysis 
evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

4.1.3 Biological Resources 

Section 3.5 of the 2018 LRDP EIR addresses the effects of campus growth under the 2018 LRDP on 
biological resources and concludes that its implementation would result in potentially significant 
impacts to sensitive biological resources, including candidate, sensitive, or special-status plant 
species (Section 3.3.3.1); sensitive animal species (Section 3.3.3.2); and sensitive vegetation 
communities (Section 3.3.3.3) and federally-protected wetlands (Section 3.3.3.4). No potential for 
significant impacts to wildlife corridors or linkages and conflicts with local policies or ordinances, 
including any adopted habitat conservation plans exists (Section 3.3.5). 

The mitigation framework addresses all of the potentially significant impacts identified in Section 
3.3.3 of the 2018 LRDP EIR. If an LRDP project would impact sensitive plants, the site would be 
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surveyed for sensitive plants in accordance with MM Bio-1A and, if applicable, San Diego barrel 
cactus would be relocated in accordance with MM Bio-1B. For impacts to sensitive animal species, 
surveys for the species, construction noise attenuation, and agency consultation is required by MMs 
Bio-2A, 2B, and 2C and avian nest surveys and avoidance measures are required by MMs Bio-2D and 
2E. MMs Bio-3A and 3B require project-level surveys for sensitive vegetation communities, while 
avoidance and compensatory mitigation is required by MMs Bio-3C and Bio-3D. Indirect 
construction impacts are addressed through the implementation of MMs Bio-3E and Bio-3F, and 
indirect operational impacts require compliance with MMs Bio-3G through Bio-3M. Implementation 
of these measures would reduce future project-level impacts to less than significant levels. 

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 
 
Would the Project… 

Impact 
Examined 

in 2018 
LRDP EIR  

Impact Not Examined in 2018 LRDP EIR 

No Impact 
Less-than-
Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

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

    

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

    

c)  Have a substantial adverse effect on state or 
federally protected wetlands as defined by 
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (including, 
but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, 
coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, 
hydrological interruption, or other means? 

    

d)  Interfere substantially with the movement of 
any native resident or migratory fish or 
wildlife species or with established native 
resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or 
impede the use of native wildlife nursery 
sites? 

    

e)  Conflict with any local policies or ordinances 
protecting biological resources, such as a tree 
preservation policy or ordinance? 
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BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 
 
Would the Project… 

Impact 
Examined 

in 2018 
LRDP EIR  

Impact Not Examined in 2018 LRDP EIR 

No Impact 
Less-than-
Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

f)  Conflict with the provisions of an adopted 
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural 
Community Conservation Plan, or other 
approved local, regional, or state habitat 
conservation plan? 

    

 
a) A biological resources evaluation was completed for the Project and is attached to this 

Addendum as Appendix B. The portion of the Project site that would be directly impacted by 
Project implementation is developed and the 2018 LRDP EIR defines it as Urban/Developed Land 
(refer to Figures 3.3-1 and 3.3-2 in the 2018 LRDP EIR). The Project would therefore not result in 
direct impacts to sensitive vegetation communities, as all grading, staging, and other 
construction would occur within the limits of the developed site. No special-status plant or 
animal species were observed within the Project site, though Cooper’s hawk has the potential to 
occur due to the presence of suitable nesting trees within the ornamental landscaping 
throughout the site and the Historic Grove. Monarch butterflies have been documented at an 
overwintering site within the Historic Grove approximately 315 feet south of the Project 
boundary, however the overwintering site would not be impacted by the proposed Project. 

As noted above, the Project site hosts mature trees, including eucalyptus within the Historic 
Grove, which may house Cooper’s hawk while nesting. Construction would require the removal 
of up to 63 eucalyptus trees, which would be replaced at a 2:1 ratio within the Historic Grove. 
Implementation of MMs Bio-2D and Bio-2E from the 2018 LRDP EIR would reduce potential 
impacts to nesting birds and raptors to a less than significant level.  

As shown in Figures 4 and 5 of Appendix B to this Addendum, no native habitat is present within 
the Project site. However, there is native habitat located within the Ecological Reserve to the east 
of Hopkins Drive. The nearest building would be constructed more than 100 feet from the edge 
of the Ecological Reserve, separated by Hopkins Drive and the Historic Grove. While some utility 
connections will occur within Hopkins Drive, the majority of construction will be confined within 
construction fencing to be placed on the west side of Hopkins Drive, limiting the potential for 
unanticipated construction impacts to habitat area. Still, the Project has the potential to result in 
indirect impacts to off-site sensitive lands related to runoff/water quality, non-native plant 
species, construction noise, night lighting, errant construction impacts, and invasive insect pests. 
Implementation of 2018 LRDP EIR MMs Bio-3E(i) through (iv) and Bio-3F during construction and 
Bio-3G(i) through (vi), Bio-3I(i) through (iii), Bio-3J, and Bio-3K(i) and (ii) during operation would 
reduce indirect impacts to a less than significant level.  

Compliance with the 2018 LRDP EIR mitigation framework would ensure the Project would 
reduce its potentially sensitive species impacts to less than significant levels and is consistent 
with the sensitive species analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 



Consistency with 2018 LRDP EIR  

UC San Diego  
Ridge Walk North Living and Learning Neighborhood Project 4-11 

b, c) The Project site is developed, as noted above under item a, and does not contain any aquatic, 
wetland, or riparian habitat. No significant impacts to such resources would occur and the 
Project is consistent with the biological resources analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

d) Development of the Project would not preclude wildlife movement or impact wildlife corridors 
or linkages as none exist on the campus. Therefore, the Project is consistent with the biological 
resources analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

e) UC San Diego is a part of the UC, a constitutionally created unit of the State of California. As a 
state entity, UC is not subject to municipal plans, policies, and regulations, such as County and 
City General Plans or local ordinances. Thus, the Project would not result in any conflicts with 
any local policies protecting biological resources and is consistent with the biological resources 
analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

f) The Project would not directly or indirectly affect resources preserved by the City of San Diego as 
part of its Multiple Species Conservation Plan (MSCP). Therefore, no impacts are anticipated to 
the City’s MSCP or the NCCP Program and is consistent with the biological resources analysis 
evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

4.1.4 Cultural and Tribal Cultural Resources 

Section 3.4 of the 2018 LRDP EIR addresses the effects of campus growth under the 2018 LRDP on 
archaeological and historical resources, including tribal cultural resources, and concludes that its 
implementation would result in potentially significant impacts due to potential alterations of 
historical (built environment) resources that would cause a substantial adverse change in their 
significance (Section 3.4.3.1); land disturbance of recorded archaeological resources and unrecorded 
subsurface archaeological resources (Section 3.4.3.2); disturbance of human remains and of 
potential human remains in unrecorded subsurface sites (Section 3.4.3.4); and disturbance of tribal 
cultural resources (TCRs) (Section 3.4.3.5). Disturbance of geological formations containing 
paleontological (fossil) resources (Section 3.4.3.3) is discussed further in Section 4.1.6, Geology and 
Soils, of this Addendum.  

The mitigation framework addresses all of the potentially significant impacts identified in Section 
3.4.3 of the 2018 LRDP EIR. For impacts to historical resources, MM Cul-1A requires an analysis of 
historical resources and avoidance through compliance with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards 
for Rehabilitation; project redesign is required in accordance with MM Cul-1B; preparation of 
documentation is required by MM Cul-1C; and feasible relocation of historical resources through 
compliance with MM Cul-1D. Supplemental measures are also required for certain projects as 
described in MM Cul-1E through Cul-1G. Demolition would be considered a significant and 
unavoidable impact of the 2018 LRDP implementation. 

The mitigation framework requires the identification of archaeological resources in the Area of 
Potential Effects (APE) and evaluation in accordance with MM Cul-2A; avoidance of impacted 
resources per MM Cul-2B; documentation and treatment is required by MM Cul-2C; unknown 
resources, including human remains, are treated in accordance with MM Cul-2D; and construction 
monitoring to comply with MM Cul-2E. Compliance with California Health and Safety Code Sections 
7050.5 and 7052 and PRC Section 5097.98 is required for inadvertent discoveries of human remains, 
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as noted in MM Cul-2E. Implementation of these measures would reduce future project-level 
impacts to archaeological resources, including human remains, to less than significant levels. 

If campus development would affect TCRs, UC San Diego would initiate tribal consultation and 
identify feasible avoidance and minimization measures in accordance with MM Cul-5A. If avoidance 
is not feasible, TCRs would be treated through construction monitoring in accordance with MM 
Cul-5B; any cultural materials would be returned to the tribe per MM Cul-5C. Implementation of 
these measures would reduce future project-level impacts to TCRs to less than significant levels. 

CULTURAL AND TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES 
 
Would the Project… 

Impact 
Examined 

in 2018 
LRDP EIR  

Impact Not Examined in 2018 LRDP EIR 

No Impact 
Less-than-
Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

a)  Cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of a historical resource as 
pursuant to §15064.5? 

    

b)  Cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of an archaeological resource 
pursuant to Section 15064.5? 

    

c)  Disturb any human remains, including those 
interred outside of formal cemeteries? 

    

d)  Cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of a Tribal Cultural Resource as 
defined in Public Resources Code § 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: 

1) 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), or 

2) 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. 
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a) In addition to the analysis contained in the 2018 LRDP EIR, a cultural and historical resources 
report was completed for the Project and is attached to this Addendum as Appendix C.  

Based on the inventory and analysis contained in the Historic Resources Report prepared for the 
2018 LRDP EIR (Architectural Resources Group 2018), the Project site contains no structures that 
are considered historic resources. However, as identified in Figure 3.4-1b of the 2018 LRDP EIR, a 
portion of the Project site includes a historic landscape, the Historic Grove. A discussion of 
potential impacts to UC San Diego historic vernacular landscapes concludes that, “It is possible 
to remove some trees and landscape features without adversely affecting the overall integrity of 
the landscape, provided that the district’s essential character and significance remain 
unimpaired.” (Architectural Resources Group 2018:35). Therefore, intact concentrations of trees 
within the project site should be preserved so that the landscape would continue to convey its 
historical significance and major features upon Project completion, as described in the 2018 
LRDP EIR (UCSD 2018b: 3.4-51). The removal of individual trees on the periphery of 
concentrations and outside the designated Historical Grove boundary would generally not 
impact the historic integrity of the resource.  

The Project has been designed to minimize impacts to the Historic Grove. Up to 63 eucalyptus 
trees requiring removal would be replaced at a 2:1 ratio, with 126 new trees planted within the 
Historic Grove. Additionally, vernacular landscapes, by definition, have evolved over time, 
generally cover large areas, and often have boundaries that blur into the surrounding 
environment. As such, buildings constructed adjacent to the Grove would not adversely affect 
the overall integrity of the vernacular landscape. Therefore, the Historic Grove would continue to 
convey its historical significance and major features upon Project completion, as described in the 
2018 LRDP EIR.  

Implementation of MM Cul-1A requires that UC San Diego determines whether a project may 
have a substantial adverse impact on a historical resource, and if so, a historic preservation 
professional be provided to ensure the Project meets the Secretary of the Interior Standards for 
the Treatment of Historic Properties. Following initiation of the Project, a historic resources 
report was conducted. The report concluded that with the replacement of eucalyptus trees 
within the Historic Grove, impacts would be less than significant (HELIX 2022b). Compliance with 
the 2018 LRDP EIR mitigation framework would ensure the Project is consistent with the historic 
resources analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR.  

b,c) Based on a review of the Project’s Area of Potential Effects in accordance with MM Cul-2A and 
the inventory and analysis contained in the Archaeological Resources Report prepared for the 
2018 LRDP EIR (AECOM 2018), the Project site contains no known archaeological resources. 
However, there is a prehistoric secondary deposit located approximately 280 feet west of the 
northernmost Project boundary. Because of the presence of known resources in close proximity, 
the potential also exists for unknown resources and/or buried human remains to be 
encountered during Project construction. Construction monitoring by a qualified archaeologist 
would be conducted as required by MM Cul-2E. If human remains are inadvertently discovered, 
the campus would comply with California Health and Safety Code Sections 7050.5 and 7052 and 
PRC Section 5097.98. Compliance with the 2018 LRDP EIR mitigation framework would ensure 
the Project would reduce its potentially significant impacts to less than significant levels and is 
consistent with the cultural resources analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 
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d)  Assembly Bill 52 (AB 52) requires that CEQA lead agencies consult with California Native 
American tribes that have requested such consultation, at initiation of the CEQA process, to 
identify and evaluate the significance of TCRs. The process for identification of TCRs on the UC 
San Diego campus consisted of the formal consultation process mandated by AB 52, as well as a 
Native American consultation and outreach program conducted for the 2018 LRDP EIR.  

In January 2016, UC San Diego proactively contacted California Native American tribes 
traditionally and culturally affiliated with the San Diego region to solicit their interest in being 
notified of proposed campus development projects as part of the planning process pursuant to 
AB 52. UC San Diego did not receive any responses as a result of this outreach attempt. 
However, UC San Diego was contacted independently by the San Luis Rey Band of Mission 
Indians, who expressed interest in receiving formal notifications of proposed projects on 
campus. Accordingly, UC San Diego has been sending out formal consultation request letters to 
the San Luis Rey Band of Mission Indians on a project-by-project basis. Such a letter describing 
the 2018 LRDP and requesting a consultation was sent to the San Luis Rey Band of Mission 
Indians on December 9, 2016. Because no response was received within the requested 30 days, 
UC San Diego assumed that consultation was declined. 

The 2018 LRDP EIR Notice of Preparation (NOP) dated November 3, 2016, was also sent to 13 
Native American tribes and the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) notifying them of 
the preparation of the 2018 LRDP EIR and soliciting input from them regarding potential 
environmental issues associated with implementing the 2018 LRDP. Although an NOP response 
letter was received from the NAHC, no response letters were received from the notified tribes 
(refer to Appendix A to the 2018 LRDP EIR). 

In February 2017, a Sacred Lands File (SLF) search was requested from the NAHC as part of the 
2018 LRDP EIR preparation (see Appendix D to the 2018 LRDP EIR). The NAHC responded that 
sites had been identified within the project area and recommended contacting the Iipay Nation 
of Santa Ysabel for more information. Campus representatives then contacted the tribe, which 
indicated there are several sites in the vicinity of UC San Diego that are considered sacred due to 
the known presence of human remains.  

Additionally, the University regularly consults with the Kumeyaay Nation, the band of tribes 
whose territory includes the land on which UC San Diego is built. Consultation between the 
campus and the Kumeyaay Nation occurs via monthly meetings. The Kumeyaay Cultural 
Repatriation Committee (KCRC) was notified of the proposed Project at their September 1, 2022 
meeting with UC San Diego, and Project details were later presented to the group committee at 
the December 1, 2022 and January 9, 2023 meetings. Consultation on the project would continue 
to occur through detailed design development, construction planning, and construction, 
including mitigation monitoring.  

Because the Project is consistent with the 2018 LRDP and is not located on or near the TCRs 
identified on campus through these prior consultation and communication efforts, less than 
significant impacts to TCRs are anticipated occur. The Project is consistent with the cultural 
resources analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. Though impacts to TCRs are not anticipated, 
MM CUL-5B (Native American construction monitoring) will nonetheless be implemented during 
construction of the proposed Project as requested by the KCRC. Native American monitoring 
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above the minimum requirements of the 2018 LRDP EIR is already standard practice for all 
significant construction efforts on campus, regardless of location or sensitivity. 

4.1.5 Energy 

Since the 2018 LRDP EIR was certified, the CEQA Guidelines were amended to provide new 
requirements to address a project’s impacts on energy. While a separate section on Energy was not 
included in the 2018 LRDP EIR, applicable analyses and discussion to these new CEQA Guidelines 
questions are located in Section 3.15, Utilities, Service Systems, and Energy (specifically Section 
3.15.3.6) of the 2018 LRDP EIR as well as Section 3.6, Greenhouse Gas Emissions. These analyses are 
referenced below as appropriate. No mitigation related to energy was required in the 2018 LRDP 
EIR. 

ENERGY 
 
Would the Project… 

Impact 
Examined 

in 2018 
LRDP EIR  

Impact Not Examined in 2018 LRDP EIR 

No Impact 
Less-than-
Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

a)  Result in potentially significant environmental 
impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or 
unnecessary consumption of energy 
resources, during project construction or 
operation? 

    

b)  Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan 
for renewable energy or energy efficiency? 

    

 
a) During construction, the Project would result in an increase in energy consumption through the 

combustion of fossil fuels in construction vehicles, worker commute vehicles, and construction 
equipment, and the use of electricity for temporary buildings, lighting, and other sources. The 
Project would also consume energy for building heating and cooling, refrigeration, lighting, 
electricity, and commercial equipment. New student, visitor, and faculty vehicle trips and fleet 
vehicle trips associated with the Project would also be a source of energy consumption. 
However, the Project would comply with the energy conservation strategies expressed in the UC 
Sustainable Practices Policy.  

During a short period of time each winter once Building A is complete, a partial shading of 
existing solar panels located on top of the Hopkins Parking Structure would occur. While this 
could lead to a small change in the electricity generation of those panels, the reduction would be 
minor due to the minimal number of panels that would be affected and the time they would be 
shaded. Furthermore, the Project would use electricity purchased from the UC Energy Services 
Unit Direct Access Program (100 percent renewable). Aside from some small-scale use of gas 
fuels within the glass blowing craft laboratory, the Project would not utilize any natural gas. The 
Project would also incorporate the sustainability features listed in Section 2.5.5, including 
achieving LEED Gold certification, using drought-tolerant landscaping, and installing energy-
efficient features.  



 Consistency with 2018 LRDP EIR 

 UC San Diego 
4-16 Ridge Walk North Living and Learning Neighborhood Project 

As noted under the VMT discussion below under item b) of the Transportation/Traffic discussion, 
the campus as a whole, including the Project would produce a VMT that would be measurably 
lower than the regional and City averages, thus reducing energy usage associated with vehicle 
trips. The Project would not result in wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary use of energy and is 
consistent with the energy analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

b) Construction of the Project would implement sustainability measures identified in Section 2.5.5 
of this Addendum Checklist. Conformance with the UC Sustainable Practices Policy and other UC 
requirements related to energy reduction and carbon-free energy use would ensure that the 
Project would not conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable energy or energy 
efficiency. Therefore, the Project would not result in any new significant environmental effects or 
a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects regarding conflict 
with energy plan or policy. 

4.1.6 Geology and Soils 

Section 3.5 of the 2018 LRDP EIR addresses the geology and soils effects of campus growth under 
the 2018 LRDP and concludes that implementation of future projects under the plan that comply 
with the applicable regulations related to geologic and soils hazards and result in less than 
significant impacts related to exposure to seismic-related hazards (Section 3.5.3.1), soil erosion and 
topsoil loss associated with ground disturbance (Section 3.5.3.2); unstable geologic or soil conditions 
(Section 3.5.3.3), and expansive soils (Section 3.5.3.4). The analysis determined there is no potential 
for a significant geology or soils impact related to use of septic tanks or alternative waste water 
disposal systems (Section 3.5.5). 

No geology and soils mitigation is required in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

Section 3.4, Cultural and Tribal Cultural Resources, of the 2018 LRDP EIR addresses the effects of 
campus growth under the 2018 LRDP on paleontological resources and concludes that its 
implementation would result in potentially significant impacts to disturbance of geological 
formations containing paleontological (fossil) resources (Section 3.4.3.3). Paleontological monitoring 
is required in formations of high sensitivity; identification and evaluation; avoidance; documentation 
and treatment; and construction monitoring in accordance with MM Cul-3. Implementation of this 
measure would reduce future project-level impacts to less than significant levels. 



Consistency with 2018 LRDP EIR  

UC San Diego  
Ridge Walk North Living and Learning Neighborhood Project 4-17 

GEOLOGY AND SOILS 
 
Would the Project… 

Impact 
Examined 

in 2018 
LRDP EIR  

Impact Not Examined in 2018 LRDP EIR 

No Impact 
Less-than-
Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

a)  Directly or indirectly cause potential 
substantial adverse effects, including the risk 
of loss, injury, or death involving: 

    

i)  Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as 
delineated on the most recent Alquist-
Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map 
issued by the State Geologist for the area 
or based on other substantial evidence 
of a known fault? Refer to Division of 
Mines and Geology Special Publication 
42. 

    

ii)  Strong seismic ground shaking?     
iii)  Seismic-related ground failure, including 

liquefaction? 
    

iv)  Landslides?     
b)  Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss 

of topsoil? 
    

c)  Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is 
unstable, or that would become unstable as 
a result of the project, and potentially result 
in on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, 
subsidence, liquefaction or collapse? 

    

d)  Be located on expansive soil, as defined in 
Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code 
(1994), creating substantial risks to life or 
property? 

    

e)  Have soils incapable of adequately 
supporting the use of septic tanks or 
alternative wastewater disposal systems 
where sewers are not available for the 
disposal of wastewater? 

    

f) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique 
paleontological resource or site or unique 
geologic feature? 

    

 
a)  Although the campus contains seismic hazards, implementation of the Project would not result 

in significant impacts because the UC San Diego campus and the surrounding area are not 
located within an Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone. The Project site would not be subject to 
surface fault rupture but could be subject to a severe level of seismic ground shaking. In 
addition, portions of the campus could be subject to earthquake-induced landslides; however, 
according to the 2018 LRDP EIR, the Project is in a location considered to be stable.  
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A geotechnical evaluation was prepared in March 2022 for the area including the Project site. 
During the December 2021 and February 2022 surveys, 43 borings were drilled within the 
Project site to depths up to 31.5 feet (Ninyo and Moore 2022). Materials encountered consisted 
of fill and Linda Vista Formation very old paralic deposits. Fill materials were found to depths of 
approximately 11 feet. Very old paralic deposits were found from beneath the fill materials to 
the depths explored. The very old paralic deposits consist of various shades of brown, gray, and 
yellow, moist, weakly to strongly cemented, silty to clayey sandstone and yellow, moiset, 
moderately cemented, sandy siltstone. Groundwater was not encountered in the borings. Based 
on referenced geologic maps, literature, topographic maps, and stereoscopic aerial 
photographs, no landslides or indications of deep-seated landsliding were noted underlying the 
Project site. 

Based on the analysis contained in the 2018 LRDP Program EIR and the results of the Project-
specific geotechnical evaluation, the potential for seismic-related liquefaction at the site is 
considered very low due to the types of soils and depths to groundwater. The Project would 
comply with the California Building Code (CBC) and the UC Policy on Seismic Safety, which 
require independent review of structural seismic design of both new construction and 
remodeling projects. Project compliance with these policies would avoid any potential for 
seismic hazards and the Project is consistent with the geology and soils analysis evaluated in the 
2018 LRDP EIR.  

b) Similar to other campus development, the Project would comply with the UC San Diego Design 
Guidelines, which include the incorporation of low impact development (LID) and erosion and 
sediment control BMPs, and UC San Diego’s Stormwater Management Program and other 
regulatory requirements, as needed to minimize erosion and topsoil loss. Specifically, the Project 
would comply with relevant National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permits, 
including the General Permit for Storm Water Discharges Associated with Construction Activity 
(General Construction Permit) and the General Permit for Storm Water Discharges from Small 
Municipal Separate Storm Sewer Systems (Phase II Small MS4 Permit), which require soil erosion 
control measures. Project compliance with these regulations during construction and operation 
would provide adequate protection against soil erosion during and after site construction. 
Therefore, the Project is consistent with the geology and soils analysis evaluated in the 2018 
LRDP EIR 

c) As described above, the Project site is considered geologically stable. The Project would comply 
with the CBC and the University of California Seismic Safety Policy which would address unstable 
soil and slope conditions, if needed. Project compliance with these regulations during 
construction and operation would provide adequate protection against impacts. The Project is 
consistent with the geology and soils analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR 

d) The Project would be required to comply with the CBC and the University of California Seismic 
Safety Policy. Project compliance with these regulations during construction and operation 
would provide adequate protection against impacts related to expansive soils. The Project is 
consistent with the geology and soils analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

e) UC San Diego is provided sanitary sewer service by the City of San Diego and no septic tanks or 
alternative wastewater systems are used or anticipated to be associated with the 
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implementation of the 2018 LRDP, including the Project. The Project is consistent with the 
geology and soils analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

f) Based on the mapping and analysis contained in the 2018 LRDP EIR, the Project site is not 
located within an area of high potential for paleontological resources. Therefore, 
implementation of the Project would not cause impacts to unique paleontological resources and 
is consistent with the cultural resources analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

4.1.7 Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

Section 3.6 of the 2018 LRDP EIR addresses potential impacts from greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions 
and climate change and determines that implementation of the 2018 LRDP would generate GHG 
emissions that may have a potentially significant cumulative impact on the environment during 
construction and operation (Section 3.6.3.1) even with the implementation of GHG Reduction 
Actions contained in the 2018 LRDP and described in Section 3.6.3.1 of the 2018 LRDP EIR. Despite 
the projected increase in GHG emissions over time, the campus would not conflict with UC policies 
and plans adopted for the purposes of reducing GHG emissions which are consistent with GHG 
reduction targets contained in Assembly Bill (AB) 32 and Senate Bill (SB 32) (Section 3.6.3.2). 

Implementation of programmatic measures identified in the 2018 LRDP EIR mitigation framework 
require the campus to decarbonize the cogeneration plant after 2032 (MM GHG-1A), to install 
electric vehicle charging stations across the campus (MM GHG-1B), and to conduct annual inventory 
updates and determine the need for and purchase of carbon credit purchases (MM GHG-1C) would 
reduce campus-wide contributions to cumulative GHG emissions (and related climate change 
impacts) to less than significance. No project-level mitigation measures are required for cumulative 
GHG emissions impacts. 

GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS  
 
Would the Project… 

Impact 
Examined 

in 2018 
LRDP EIR  

Impact Not Examined in 2018 LRDP EIR 

No Impact 
Less-than-
Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

a)  Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either 
directly or indirectly, that may have a 
significant impact on the environment? 

    

b)  Conflict with an applicable plan, policy, or 
regulation adopted for the purpose or 
reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases? 

    

 
a) Construction and operation of the Project would result in GHG emissions from site preparation, 

construction vehicle trips, construction equipment, building energy use, water treatment/usage, 
solid waste disposal, and mobile sources (air and vehicle travel). However, the Project would 
include multiple design features that would reduce its overall contribution to campus wide GHG 
emissions. These green building design features, as described in the Project description in 
Section 2 of this Addendum Checklist, would help achieve the Project goal of being certified as a 
LEED Gold building and achieve building energy efficiency of 20 percent better than Title 24 
energy performance standard, in accordance with the UC Sustainable Practices Policy. The 
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project would also utilize 100 percent clean electricity and does not include any on-site natural 
gas combustion for space heating. These design elements are reflective of UC San Diego’s 
commitment to the sustainability. 

Although the Project would result in GHG emissions, through the initiatives to reduce campus-
wide GHG emissions, Project-related emissions would likely be reduced or offset over time. The 
Project would also result in lower VMT due to on-campus students driving less than those who 
live off-campus. Furthermore, the Project’s emissions would be included in the annual GHG 
inventory as part of the campus’ implementation of MM GHG-1C. The Project is consistent with 
the GHG analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

b)  The 2018 LRDP contains several GHG Reduction Actions focused as minimizing and reducing 
future GHG emissions across the campus. Implementation of those strategies would support the 
University’s efforts in reaching the UC Sustainable Practices Policy target of climate neutrality for 
Scope 1 and 2 emissions by 2025 and climate neutrality for Scope 3 emissions by 2050, which 
are in line with the UC Carbon Neutrality Initiative and the UC San Diego Climate Action Plan. As 
described above in item a, the Project would not conflict with UC Sustainable Practices Policy. 
Consistent with the overall 2018 LRDP, the Project would not conflict with an applicable plan, 
policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose or reducing the emissions of GHGs and is 
consistent with the GHG analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

4.1.8 Hazards and Hazardous Materials 

Section 3.7 of the 2018 LRDP EIR addresses the hazards and hazardous materials effects of campus 
growth and determined that implementation of the 2018 LRDP would not result in a potentially 
significant impact related to the transport, use, and disposal of hazardous materials (Section 3.7.3.1 
and 3.7.3.2); or pose a health risk to occupants of the school or the campus community (Section 
3.7.3.3). The potential for significant hazards related to listed hazardous materials sites on the UC 
San Diego campus would exist due to the unknown potential for munitions debris or munitions and 
explosives of concern (MEC) associated with historical military training (Section 3.7.3.4). Aircraft 
operations and activities would not pose significant safety hazards (Section 3.7.3.5). Construction-
related road closures or detours on the campus could impair or intervene with emergency response 
and result in potentially significant impacts (Section 3.7.3.6). Based on the analysis of wildfire 
hazards on campus, there would be less than significant potential for large-scale wildland fires 
(Section 3.7.3.7).  

The 2018 LRDP EIR mitigation framework requires the assessment of hazardous materials 
contamination on the Project site and removal or remediation if a public health risk is identified (MM 
Haz-4A and -4B). MM Haz-4C requires construction activities to be halted if unknown contamination 
is encountered and implementation of remedial activities. Implementation of these measures during 
project-level planning and construction would reduce potential hazards from past contamination to 
less than significant levels. Compliance with MM Haz-6 would require contractors to notify Campus 
Fire Marshall and the campus community of any required road closures to reduce emergency 
access/response impacts to less than significant levels. 
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HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 
 
Would the Project… 

Impact 
Examined 

in 2018 
LRDP EIR  

Impact Not Examined in 2018 LRDP EIR 

No Impact 
Less-than-
Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

a)  Create a significant hazard to the public or 
the environment through the routine 
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous 
materials? 

    

b)  Create a significant hazard to the public or 
the environment through reasonably 
foreseeable upset and accident conditions 
involving the release of hazardous materials 
into the environment? 

    

c)  Emit hazardous emissions or handle 
hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, 
substances, or waste within one-quarter mile 
of an existing or proposed school? 

    

d)  Be located on a site which is included on a list 
of hazardous materials sites compiled 
pursuant to Government Code Section 
65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a 
significant hazard to the public or the 
environment? 

    

e)  For a project located within 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 result 
in a safety hazard for people residing or 
working in the project area? 

    

f)  Impair implementation of or physically 
interfere with an adopted emergency 
response plan or emergency evacuation 
plan? 

    

g)  Expose people or structures, either directly or 
indirectly, to a significant risk of loss, injury or 
death involving wildland fires? 

    

 
a, b) Adherence to existing regulations and compliance with campus safety standards mandated 

by applicable federal, state, University, and local laws and regulations, would minimize the risks 
resulting from the routine transportation, use, storage, or disposal of hazardous materials or 
hazardous wastes and from accidental releases during Project construction. The Project is 
consistent with the hazards and hazardous materials analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

c) The Project would involve the use or transport of hazardous materials during construction. 
However, the campus would continue to comply with federal and state regulations pertaining to 
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hazardous wastes and with existing campus programs, practices, and procedures that would 
ensure that risks associated with hazardous emissions or materials to existing or proposed 
primary or secondary schools located within one-quarter mile from the campus would remain 
less that significant through proper handling procedures, disposal practices, and/or cleanup 
procedures. The Project is consistent with the hazards and hazardous materials analysis 
evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

d) The Project site is not located on a contaminated site pursuant to Government Code Section 
65962.5 (2018 LRDP EIR Impact 3.7-4). The Project would not disturb known contamination sites 
associated with the former Camp Matthews training activities. However, due to the Project site’s 
location relative to historic training operations associated with Camp Callan, the potential exists 
for unknown contamination from munitions debris or MEC. The campus would require 
compliance with MM Haz-4A to assess the potential for risk and require remediation in 
accordance with MM Haz-4B, if required. In the event that undocumented areas of 
contamination are encountered during construction, the contractor in collaboration with UC San 
Diego would stop work in compliance with MM Haz-4C to allow for the proper implementation of 
appropriate health and safety procedures, as required by applicable regulations. Compliance 
with the 2018 LRDP EIR mitigation framework would ensure the Project would reduce its 
potentially significant impacts to less than significant levels and is consistent with the hazards 
and hazardous materials analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

e) UC San Diego is not located within any Aircraft Potential Zones (APZs) for MCAS Miramar and, 
thus, implementation of the Project would not result in a significant aircraft safety hazard. With 
regard to the Torrey Pines Gliderport, its short-term use is not a safety hazard to the campus 
and surrounding area because the gliders do not take-off or land over UC San Diego structures. 
The Project is consistent with the hazards and hazardous materials analysis evaluated in the 
2018 LRDP EIR. 

f) Project construction would require the temporary closure of the existing campus roadway 
network but would not interfere with response times of emergency vehicles during its operation. 
As required by MM Haz-6, UC San Diego would require the construction contractor to notify the 
CFM and community to prevent conflicts with emergency access or evacuation routes during 
construction. Compliance with the 2018 LRDP EIR mitigation framework would ensure the 
Project would reduce its potentially significant impacts to less than significant levels and is 
consistent with the hazards and hazardous materials analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

g) The Project is adjacent to an undeveloped canyon that was considered high fire hazard in the 
2018 LRDP EIR. As described in Section 2.5.2, the Project design has been reviewed by the CFM 
and would meet specific criteria for a fire water system. UC San Diego would continue to 
implement brush management around buildings that are adjacent to undeveloped areas of the 
campus, would equip all new on-campus academic, residential, medical, research, and support 
facilities (including the proposed Project) with emergency fire sprinkler systems and would 
continue to retrofit existing buildings with fire sprinklers, in accordance with the CBC. The UC 
San Diego Fire Marshal would be responsible for ensuring that adequate access is maintained 
on campus at all times and would meet regularly with the City of San Diego Deputy Fire Chief to 
maintain a site plan/access plan that would adequately serve the campus. The Project would 
result in less than significant wildfire impacts and is consistent with the hazards and hazardous 
materials analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 
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4.1.9 Hydrology and Water Quality 

Section 3.8 of the 2018 LRDP EIR addresses the hydrology and water quality effects of campus 
growth under the 2018 LRDP and determined it would result in less than significant impacts related 
to the alteration of drainage patterns and potential water quality effects due to project compliance 
with applicable policies and regulations (i.e. UC San Diego’s Design Guidelines, Sustainability Policies, 
Phase II Small MS4 Permit and additional Storm Water Management Program requirements 
(Sections 3.8.3.1 and 3.8.3.2)). No potential for seiches exists on campus, while less than significant 
risk associated with tsunamis would occur (Section 3.8.3.3). No potential exists for significant 
impacts related to the depletion of groundwater supplies and flooding (Section 3.8.5). 

No mitigation is required for hydrology and water quality impacts as described in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY 
 
Would the Project… 

Impact 
Examined 

in 2018 
LRDP EIR  

Impact Not Examined in 2018 LRDP EIR 

No Impact 
Less-than-
Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

a)  Violate any water quality standards or waste 
discharge requirements, or otherwise 
substantially degrade surface or groundwater 
quality? 

    

b)  Substantially decrease groundwater supplies 
or interfere substantially with groundwater 
recharge such that the project may impede 
sustainable groundwater management of the 
basin?  

    

c)  Substantially alter the existing drainage 
pattern of the site or area, including through 
the alteration of the course of a stream or 
river or through the addition of impervious 
surfaces, in a manner which would: 

 (i)result in substantial erosion or siltation on- 
or off-site? 

 (ii) substantially increase the rate or amount 
of surface runoff in a manner which would 
result in flooding on- or offsite; 

 (iii) create or contribute runoff water which 
would exceed the capacity of existing or 
planned storm water drainage systems or 
provide substantial additional sources of 
polluted runoff; or 

 (iv) impede or redirect flood flows? 

    

d)  In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk 
release of pollutants due to project 
inundation?  
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HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY 
 
Would the Project… 

Impact 
Examined 

in 2018 
LRDP EIR  

Impact Not Examined in 2018 LRDP EIR 

No Impact 
Less-than-
Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

e)  Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a 
water quality control plan or sustainable 
groundwater management plan? 

    

 
a,c) Construction of the Project would not contribute substantial loads of sediment or other 

pollutants to stormwater runoff due to compliance with the NPDES state-wide General Permit 
for Stormwater Discharges Associated with Construction and Land Disturbance Activity (General 
Permit). As part of the General Permit, campus construction projects managed by outside 
contractors and disturbing over one acre (including the Project) must implement Stormwater 
Pollution Prevention Plans (SWPPPs), which specify BMPs to reduce the contribution of 
sediments, spilled and leaked liquids from construction equipment, and other construction-
related pollutants to stormwater runoff. Compliance with the regulations would provide 
adequate protection from stormwater contamination and water quality protection from 
construction activities on campus.  

According to the Project’s hydrology study (Coffman Engineers 2022; Appendix D), development 
of the Project would result in an overall increase in impervious surfaces in the Miramar 
Reservoir Hydrologic Area and an overall decrease in impervious surfaces in the Scripps 
Hydrologic Area. These alterations would produce changes to site-specific stormwater 
infrastructure. During the Project’s planning and design phases, it underwent review by UC San 
Diego Campus Planning, Capital Program Management (CPM), and Design and Development 
Services (DDS) staff to ensure utility infrastructure would be appropriately considered. Without 
treatment measures, post-Project runoff in the Miramar Reservoir Hydrologic Area would 
increase by 5.4 cubic feet per second during a 100-year storm event and runoff in the Scripps 
Hydrologic Area would decrease by 2.8 cubic feet per second. However, according to the Project-
specific drainage study, the increased flows to the Miramar Reservoir Hydrologic Area would be 
accommodated by the six biofiltration basins that collect runoff from this area prior to entering 
the UC San Diego storm drain system and would ultimately decrease peak flows from the site. In 
addition, the Project would be required to comply with UC San Diego Design Guidelines and 
Storm Water Management Program and other regulatory requirements related to storm water 
runoff. Campus development, including the Project, is covered under the Phase II Small MS4 
Permit, which requires management of long-term stormwater discharges and implementation of 
pollution protection measures. These management practices are enforced under the campus 
stormwater management program and ensure long-term protection related to stormwater 
pollution.  

Therefore, the Project would result in less than significant water quality impacts and is 
consistent with the hydrology/water quality analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

b) No removal of groundwater is proposed, as the Project, similar to the rest of campus, would use 
potable and recycled water supplied by the City of San Diego Public Utilities Department via 
existing and future lines on UC San Diego's campus. The Project would not result in impacts to 
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groundwater resources and is consistent with the hydrology/water quality analysis evaluated in 
the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

d) The entire UC San Diego campus is outside of the 100-year and 500-year flood hazard areas or 
any County-identified flood hazard areas. In addition, the Project site is not within an area that 
contains risk from seiches because this phenomenon is typically associated with land-locked 
bodies of water. The Project is also not within SIO and therefore not at risk for inundation by 
tsunamis. Thus, the Project would not result in significant impacts related to potential pollutant 
release during floods, tsunamis, and seiches. The Project is consistent with the hydrology/water 
quality analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR.  

e) Construction activities could result in significant short-term water quality impacts from 
uncontrolled sediment and pollutants in storm water runoff that could conflict with the policies 
of the Basin Plan. The proposed Project would be required to comply with the UC San Diego 
Design Guidelines, policies, SWMP and other regulatory requirements related to storm water 
runoff to minimize the potential for pollutants to enter receiving waters. 

Operation of the Project could result in significant long-term water quality impacts from 
uncontrolled pollutants in storm water runoff that could conflict with the policies of the Basin 
Plan. The proposed Project would integrate a number of storm water BMPs, including those 
identified in Sections 3.8.3.1 and 3.8.3.2 of the 2018 LRDP EIR, to promote on-site treatment 
prior to being discharged. Flows would be routed through biofiltration basins or underground 
storage vaults that have been sized to accommodate the proposed Project.  

With the incorporation of the proposed site design, source control, and treatment control BMPs 
and the continued implementation of UC San Diego Design Guidelines, SWMP and other 
regulatory requirements, water quality impacts associated with changes in storm water runoff 
would be minimized and would not conflict with or obstruct implementation of the Basin Plan. In 
addition, the Project is not in an area governed by a sustainable groundwater management plan. 
Therefore, impacts would be less than significant, and the Project is consistent with the 
hydrology and water quality analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

4.1.10 Land Use and Planning 

Section 3.9 of the 2018 LRDP EIR addresses the land use and planning effects of campus growth 
under the 2018 LRDP and determined that its implementation would not result in inconsistencies 
with applicable land use plans, policies, and regulation (Section 3.9.3.1). In addition, as noted in 
Section 3.9.5 of the 2018 LRDP EIR, there is no potential for significant impacts related to physically 
dividing an established community or conflict with a Habitat Conservation Plan or Natural 
Community Conservation Plan (NCCP) Program. 

No mitigation is required for land use and planning impacts as described in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 



 Consistency with 2018 LRDP EIR 

 UC San Diego 
4-26 Ridge Walk North Living and Learning Neighborhood Project 

LAND USE AND PLANNING 
 
Would the Project… 

Impact 
Examined 

in 2018 
LRDP EIR  

Impact Not Examined in 2018 LRDP EIR 

No Impact 
Less-than-
Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

a)  Physically divide an established community?     

b)  Cause a significant environmental impact due 
to a conflict with any land use plan, policy, or 
regulation adopted for the purpose of 
avoiding or mitigating an environmental 
effect? 

    

 
a) The Project does not involve any development outside of established campus properties or 

boundaries, and no incursion into, or division of, the surrounding residential communities would 
occur. The Project would not result in an impact and is consistent with the land use analysis 
evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

b) As described in Section 3 of this document, the Project is consistent with the objectives, 
population forecasts and building space projections in the 2018 LRDP, which is the applicable 
land use plan for the UC San Diego campus. The Project would not result in significant 
environmental impacts due to a conflict with a land use plan, policy, or regulation and is 
consistent with the land use analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

4.1.11 Noise 

Section 3.10 of the 2018 LRDP EIR addresses the noise effects of campus growth under the 2018 
LRDP and concludes there is the potential for significant impacts due to noise-sensitive land uses 
(NSLUs) being exposed to noise levels in excess of applicable standards (Section 3.10.3.1); exposure 
of vibration sensitive land uses to or the generation of excessive groundborne vibration or 
groundborne noise levels (Section 3.10.3.2); permanent increases in ambient noise levels (Section 
3.10.3.3); and temporary increases in ambient noise levels (Section 3.10.3.4). No potential for 
significant impacts from noise produced by a private, public, or public use airport (Section 3.10.5). 

The mitigation framework in the 2018 LRDP addresses these potentially significant impacts by 
evaluating whether screening distances can be observed to avoid the impact; requiring site-specific 
studies based on the type of noise source; and integrating source-specific controls into project 
designs to reduce noise levels at sensitive land uses as required by MM Noi-1A through Noi-1F. MM 
Noi-2A requires new vibration sensitive uses near the San Diego Trolley to prepare a vibration 
mitigation program to identify controls to reduce vibration effects and the incorporation of those 
controls into the project designs. Certain construction projects are required to prepare and 
implement a construction vibration program to comply with MM Noi-2B. Implementation of these 
measures would reduce future project-level impacts from noise and vibration to less than significant 
levels. 
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NOISE 
 
Would the Project… 

Impact 
Examined 

in 2018 
LRDP EIR  

Impact Not Examined in 2018 LRDP EIR 

No Impact 
Less-than-
Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

a)  Generation of a substantial temporary or 
permanent increase in ambient noise levels 
in excess of standards established in the local 
general plan or noise ordinance, or 
applicable standards of other agencies? 

    

b)  Generation of excessive groundborne 
vibration or groundborne noise levels? 

    

c)  For a project located within the vicinity of a 
private airstrip or within 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? 

    

 
a)  Temporary Noise Increases: Construction activities associated with the Project could 

temporarily expose NSLUs to noise levels in excess of standards due to their proximity to the 
Project site or use of certain construction equipment. NSLUs within 150 feet of the Project site 
include the Social Sciences Building to the north; the Thurgood Marshall Upper Apartments to 
the west; and the Sixth College, Cognitive Science, Media Center and Communication, and Social 
Science Research Buildings to the south. No pile driving would be required during Project 
construction; however, the use of other noisy construction equipment could expose the NSLUs 
identified above to noise levels exceeding applicable standards. As described in Section 2.5.4., 
construction would typically occur between 7:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m. from Monday to Sunday, 
with the potential for limited nighttime construction when necessary for unique construction 
scenarios such as large concrete pours or to avoid peak hour roadway impacts. As described in 
Section 2.5.4, if nighttime construction is required to eliminate daytime conflicts or other 
necessary reasons, approval from the appropriate campus stakeholders (e.g., UC San Diego 
Housing, Dining and Hospitality and other departments) would be required prior to construction 
work conducted during nighttime hours. The Project would also be required to comply with MM 
Noi-1F of the 2018 LRDP EIR, which requires the integration of construction noise mitigation 
recommendations into the contractor specifications and its implementation during construction.  

Therefore, incorporation into the contractor’s specifications the construction noise control 
measures as required by the mitigation framework in the 2018 LRDP EIR would ensure that 
construction-related noise impacts would be less than significant, and the Project is consistent 
with the noise analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

Permanent Noise Increase: Implementation of the Project would contribute to projected 
increases in traffic noise along local roadways; however, LRDP-related traffic, including from that 
of the proposed Project, would not result in a substantial noise increase because the overall 
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change in noise levels would be less than 3 decibels (dB) which would be imperceptible to noise-
sensitive land uses adjacent to the roads (as shown in Table 3.10-11 in the 2018 LRDP EIR).  

Noise Compatibility: The Project would not involve the establishment of new noise-sensitive 
land uses near the San Diego Trolley line or in close proximity to existing stationary noise 
sources (i.e., HVAC units, utility plants or parking structure ventilation units). The Hopkins 
Parking Structure contains ventilation units, but they are located within the interior of the 
structure and were designed to limit contribution to the ambient noise environment to a 
maximum of 57 dBA at the nearest façade of the existing Marshall Lower Apartments. Therefore, 
less than significant noise impacts would occur due to Project implementation and the Project is 
consistent with the noise analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

The Project would establish new NSLUs near existing traffic noise sources. However, the Project 
would be outside of the 65 dB noise contours for nearby roadways and therefore would not be 
impacted by road noise (refer to Table 3.10-10 of the 2018 LRDP EIR). 

No new utility plants or ventilated parking structures would be established by the Project. New 
HVAC units could be located within 100 feet of existing and proposed NSLUs. MM NOI-1C from 
the 2018 LRDP EIR requires that major HVAC systems not shielded by a noise-reducing barrier 
be located at least 100 feet from an existing or proposed NSLU. Shielding of new HVAC units 
would be provided such that the new equipment would not adversely impact existing NSLUs. 
With implementation of MM NOI-1C, stationary source-related noise impacts would be less than 
significant and the Project is consistent with the noise analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

b) The Project would construct new campus housing and academic buildings, which would 
establish new vibration-sensitive receptors on campus. As shown in Table 3.10-16 of the 2018 
LRDP EIR, the Project buildings are outside of the vibration screening criteria distances for the 
San Diego Trolley.  

The Project does not propose land uses that would generate substantial operational vibration; 
however, Project construction would require the use of vibratory rollers. Construction activities 
would therefore generate ground-borne vibration. Table 3.10-16 of the 2018 LRDP EIR provides 
screening distances for vibratory sources and associated vibration-sensitive receptors. If 
vibration sources are located within the screening distances for a given receptor, the Project 
may result in a significant impact.  

The screening distances between campus housing and vibratory roller construction is 75 feet. 
Existing residences at Marshall Upper Apartments would be located approximately 50 feet from 
Project construction and would therefore be within the screening distance for a vibratory roller.  

The screening distances between classrooms and vibratory roller construction is 60 feet. Existing 
classrooms in the Communications Building south of the Project site would be approximately 30 
feet from the Building C footprint and would therefore be within the screening distance for a 
vibratory roller.  



Consistency with 2018 LRDP EIR  

UC San Diego  
Ridge Walk North Living and Learning Neighborhood Project 4-29 

Therefore, implementation of the construction vibration mitigation program per MM Noi-2B 
would ensure that vibration impacts resulting from construction of the Project would be less 
than significant and the Project is consistent with the noise analysis evaluated in the 2018 
LRDP EIR. 

c) Because there are no private airstrips within two miles of the UC San Diego campus and the 
campus is not located within the 60 dBA CNEL contour of any airport, including MCAS Miramar 
and the Medical Center heliport operations; there is no potential for significant noise impacts 
from aircraft operations in the Project area. Therefore, the Project is consistent with the noise 
analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

4.1.12 Population and Housing 

Section 3.11 of the 2018 LRDP EIR addresses the population and housing effects of implementing 
the 2018 LRDP and concludes that plan implementation would result in the direct inducement of 
substantial population growth in the area (Section 3.11.3.1). However, the 2018 LRDP would not 
result in indirect inducement of substantial population growth due to the extension of roads or 
other infrastructure (Section 3.11.3.1). Less than significant impacts are identified for the temporary 
displacement of existing on-campus housing and people (Section 3.11.3.2). No feasible mitigation is 
available for direct inducement of substantial population growth in the area; therefore, the 
population-related impacts of the campus growth are unavoidable. 

POPULATION AND HOUSING 
 
Would the Project… 

Impact 
Examined 

in 2018 
LRDP EIR  

Impact Not Examined in 2018 LRDP EIR 

No Impact 
Less-than-
Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

a)  Induce substantial 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)? 

    

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

    

 
a)  The Project would provide housing for the projected increased student population by replacing 

the existing low-density housing at the site. The Project would replace 250 existing beds with 
2,455 beds for residents for a net increase of 2,205 residents. Approximately 480 full time 
equivalent staff and faculty would work in the proposed facilities. Of this, approximately 80 staff 
and faculty would be new employees to support program growth facilitated by the proposed 
project; the remaining 400 staff and faculty would be already employed by the university and 
relocated from the demolished buildings or elsewhere on campus. Any staff growth associated 
with the program was considered and anticipated in the 2018 LRDP, and the Project would not 
cause an exceedance of the 21,000 total staff anticipated by the 2018 LRDP. Although the Project 
would lead to an increase in the number of students, faculty and/or staff on the UC San Diego 
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campus, contributing to a direct population growth in the region, the level of growth is 
consistent with 2018 LRDP population projections, as discussed in Section 3 of this Addendum.  

In addition, because the Project would construct residences and associated amenities on a 
previously developed portion of the West Campus, no new roads would be extended into 
undeveloped areas as part of the Project and any utility upgrades would be sized to 
accommodate projected campus growth as noted in Section 2 of this Addendum. Therefore, the 
Project is consistent with the population and housing analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

b) The Project would demolish the Thurgood Marshall College Lower Apartments and Dean’s 
Residence, resulting in the removal of 250 beds. However, the demolition of housing would 
begin over the summer months after the end of the school year and would not displace existing 
student residents. In addition, the campus would stagger the opening of the new housing 
facilities to correspond with any temporary decreases in housing availability such that the level 
of on-campus housing is maintained or increased year-to-year. Therefore, less than significant 
impacts would occur, consistent with the population and housing analysis evaluated in the 2018 
LRDP EIR. 

4.1.13 Public Services 

Section 3.12 of the 2018 LRDP EIR addresses the physical effects of providing public services to meet 
the needs of the campus growth under the 2018 LRDP and determines that less than significant 
environmental impacts would occur due to the need for additional fire protection facilities (Section 
3.12.3.1), police protection facilities (Section 3.12.3.2), and public school facilities (Section 3.12.3.3). 
No mitigation is required for public services impacts as described in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

PUBLIC SERVICES 
 
Would the Project… 

Impact 
Examined 

in 2018 
LRDP EIR  

Impact Not Examined in 2018 LRDP EIR 

No Impact 
Less-than-
Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

a)  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: 

    

i)  Fire protection?     

ii)  Police protection?     

iii)  Schools?     

iv) Parks?     

v) Other public facilities     
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a) As described in Section 4.1.12, Population and Housing, the Project would support an increase 

of approximately 80 new faculty and staff. Many of the existing faculty and staff occupying 
the proposed buildings would be relocated from existing buildings on campus and/or 
buildings to be demolished as part of the proposed Project. Implementation of the proposed 
Project would contribute to the overall need for new fire protection, police protection, and 
school facilities in the University area, consistent with Section 3.12.3 of the 2018 LRDP EIR. 
However, it would not be at a level that would require new facilities beyond those that exist 
or are already planned by the various service providers, nor would any new facilities result in 
a significant physical impact to the environment. The proposed Project would comply with all 
applicable building and fire code requirements. As a result, the likelihood of a large fire 
exceeding the effective response capability of the San Diego Fire Department (SDFD) at the 
proposed project is extremely low. The proposed Project does not include elements 
susceptible to fire hazards and would be unlikely to generate substantial demand for 
Emergency Management Services.  

UC San Diego provides its own police service for the UC San Diego campus as well as other 
UC San Diego properties. Pursuant to California Education Code §67381, the UC San Diego 
Police Department and the San Diego Police Department (SDPD) have adopted and signed a 
written agreement that clarifies and affixes operational responsibilities for the investigation 
of violent and non-violent crimes occurring on UC San Diego property. Pursuant to the 
agreement UC San Diego Police Department is the primary reporting and investigating law 
enforcement agency for nearly all crimes occurring on campus and over all UC San Diego-
administered properties up to one-mile of campus. Both UC San Diego Police Department 
and SDPD provide mutual aid assistance as appropriate, when requested. As a result, the 
SDPD rarely responds to on-campus calls for police services. The campus’ low demand for 
SDPD police services reduces the need for new off-campus police facilities or expansions of 
existing facilities. The proposed Project is not expected to generate the need for new on-
campus police facilities or expansions of existing facilities as it is consistent with population 
and development projections of the 2018 LRDP. Therefore, the physical impacts of providing 
police protection to the proposed project would be less than significant. 

The demand for kindergarten through 12th grade public education facilities generated by 
the UC San Diego campus population is associated primarily with married students, faculty, 
and staff households. UC San Diego analysis concluded impacts to service ratios for public 
schools associated with implementation of the 2018 LRDP would be considered less than 
significant regarding off-campus grade school facilities. Further, the proposed Project is not 
expected to generate a need for new public educational facilities or an expansion of existing 
facilities as it would only house single undergraduate students and would not include family 
housing. 

Therefore, implementation of the Project would contribute to the overall need for new fire 
and police protection and school, park, and other public facilities in the University area, but 
not at a level that would require new facilities beyond those that exist or are already planned 
by the various service providers nor would any new facilities result in a significant physical 
impact to the environment. Therefore, the Project is consistent with the public services 
analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 
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4.1.14 Recreation 

Section 3.13 of the 2018 LRDP EIR addresses the environmental effects associated with modifying 
recreational facilities to meet the needs of campus growth under the 2018 LRDP and concludes that 
despite the increase in usage of on- and off-campus recreational facilities, less than significant 
impacts would occur (Section 3.13.3.1). Any construction and expansion of recreational facilities 
would be addressed through compliance with the 2018 LRDP EIR mitigation framework and less 
than significant impacts would occur (Section 3.13.3.2). No mitigation is required for recreation 
impacts as described in the 2018 LRDP EIR.  

RECREATION 
 
Would the Project… 

Impact 
Examined 

in 2018 
LRDP EIR  

Impact Not Examined in 2018 LRDP EIR 

No Impact 
Less-than-
Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 
Significant 

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? 

    

 
a) The increase in campus population attributable to the Project (approximately 2,205 residents 

and 80 staff and faculty) would contribute to increased demands for recreational facilities on 
and off campus. The 2018 LRDP anticipates the need for new recreation facilities and the 
campus would continue to manage and maintain its existing recreation facilities. The City of San 
Diego would continue to expand and maintain its off--campus recreational facilities in response 
to its own population growth, whose residents could include the new campus population 
associated with the Project. Substantial physical deterioration in recreational facilities is, 
therefore, not expected to occur as a result of the Project. Therefore, the Project is consistent 
with the recreation analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

b) The Project would provide passive recreation facilities in the form of multiple courtyard areas, 
gardens, and a flexible green space. Although the Project would temporarily use Marshall Field 
for construction staging, it would be returned to pre-existing conditions following construction 
of the Project. The Project would also demolish an existing tennis court; however, this would be 
an insignificant loss to UC San Diego’s recreational facilities, which provides other tennis and 
pickleball court opportunities nearby on campus. Despite the increase in residential population 
attributable to the Project, implementation of the Project would not require the construction or 
expansion of additional recreational facilities on campus or contribute to the campus-wide need 
for new or expanded facilities. Needs for new or expanded recreational needs are continually 
evaluated based on overall campus population and facility usage, independent of development 
projects. The environmental impacts associated with the development of new campus 
recreational facilities would be less than significant or would be mitigated to below a level of 
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significance through the application of the mitigation framework in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 
Therefore, the Project is consistent with the recreation analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

4.1.15 Transportation and Circulation 

Section 3.14 of the 2018 LRDP EIR addresses the transportation and traffic effects of campus growth 
under the 2018 LRDP. The 2018 LRDP EIR concludes that traffic associated with plan implementation 
would result in cumulatively significant impacts due to exceedances of level of service (LOS) criteria 
in the Near-Term (Year 2025) and Long-Term (Year 2035) Scenarios for intersections, street 
segments, freeway mainline segments, and freeway ramp meters in the area (Section 3.14.3.1). 
However, implementation of the 2018 LRDP would not cause substantial additional VMT to exceed 
the regional averages for applicable campus land uses therefore less than significant VMT impacts 
are identified (Section 3.14.3.2). In addition, implementation of the 2018 LRDP would not conflict 
with applicable policies, plans, or programs regarding safety or performance of public transit, 
bicycle, or pedestrian facilities and its impact would be less than significant (Section 3.14.3.3). There 
is no potential for significant impacts to air traffic patterns, conflicts with a congestion management 
plan, safety hazards due to a design feature or incompatible uses, or inadequate emergency access 
(Section 3.14.5). 

The 2018 LRDP mitigation framework includes programmatic mitigation to reduce or minimize the 
LOS impacts of plan implementation, as described in Section 3.14.3.1 of the 2018 LRDP EIR. 
Specifically, the campus would implement MM Tra-1A-OPT2 by funding and installing the needed 
improvements at a subset of impacted intersections, and freeway ramp meters in phases over the 
next five years. UC San Diego would work with the City of San Diego and Caltrans to obtain the 
appropriate agreements and permits. Despite these improvements, impacts would be cumulatively 
significant and unavoidable as described in Section 3.14.3.1 of the 2018 LRDP EIR. No project-level 
mitigation measures are required for cumulative traffic impacts. 

On September 27, 2013, SB 743 was signed into law, which changed the way that transportation 
impacts are analyzed under CEQA. The transportation impact assessment updates to the CEQA 
Guidelines required under SB 743 were approved on December 28, 2018, and were required to be 
implemented statewide by July 1, 2020. Under the new (i.e., current) CEQA transportation guidelines, 
LOS, or vehicle delay, is no longer considered an environmental impact under CEQA; and, VMT has 
been adopted as the most appropriate measure of transportation impacts under CEQA. Therefore, 
this Addendum addresses the Project’s consistency with the Program EIR’s VMT analysis.  
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TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC 
 
Would the Project… 

Impact 
Examined 

in 2018 
LRDP EIR  

Impact Not Examined in 2018 LRDP EIR 

No Impact 
Less-than-
Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

a)  Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance, or 
policy addressing the circulation system, 
including transit, roadway, bicycle, and 
pedestrian facilities? 

    

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

    

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

    

d)  Result in inadequate emergency access?     

 
a) Implementation of the Project would not conflict with applicable policies, plans, or programs 

regarding safety or performance of public transit, roadway, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities. The 
Project proposes on-campus housing, which provides residents with access to on-site amenities 
and alternative transportation options including regional transit, on-campus transit, and bicycle 
facilities. At a less than 15-minute walk to the Central Campus Trolley Station and Gilman Transit 
Center, and less than five minutes’ walk to the nearest Triton Transit shuttle stop, the Project 
would provide housing in a location for residents to make use of the numerous alternative 
transit options on campus that facilitate vehicle trip reduction. Additionally, the Project would 
create new and upgraded pedestrian and bicycle connections through the site, as compared to 
existing conditions. The proposed Project site is designed to provide open connections to the 
adjacent Ridge Walk, a primary north-south pedestrian path through West Campus, and 
maintains existing rustic pathway connections through the Historic Grove that allow for easy 
access beyond, such as to Geisel Library and University Center. The Project would therefore 
provide better connectivity between University Center, Thurgood Marshall College, Eleanor 
Roosevelt College, and RIMAC. This is consistent with Section 3.14.3.2 of the 2018 LRDP EIR, 
which notes that UC San Diego would continue to look for opportunities to close gaps in the 
transit and bicycle/pedestrian network in and adjacent to campus and improve last mile 
connections to campus Trolley stations, whenever feasible. Therefore, less than significant 
impacts would occur, and the Project is consistent with the transportation analysis evaluated in 
the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

b) CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3 pertains to impacts associated with VMT. As part of the 2018 
LRDP EIR, a six-tier analysis of VMT impacts was conducted in accordance with the concepts 
expressed in Senate Bill (SB) 743. As shown in that comprehensive analysis, the 2018 LRDP VMT 
per resident, VMT per employee, and VMT per capita would be measurably lower than the 
regional and City averages. In addition, the campus TDM program combined with its location 
within a TPA would lower automobile dependency and VMT over time. As described above in 
item 4.1.15 a, the Project would increase on-campus housing in the West Campus, which 
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reduces VMT by reducing the number of students commuting to the campus each day for 
school. In addition, the Project would promote the use of existing transit options within the 
region because the project does not provide resident parking, and student residents would not 
be permitted to purchase parking passes (except under limited, unique circumstances). The 
Project would provide connections to the campus’ extensive multimodal path network, which 
lead to multiple transit options including the San Diego Trolley. Therefore, less than significant 
impacts would occur, and the Project is consistent with the transportation analysis evaluated in 
the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

c) The Project would not change the campus circulation system or off-site circulation system nor 
would it substantially increase hazards due to design features or incompatible uses. Therefore, 
no impacts would occur, and the Project is consistent with the transportation analysis evaluated 
in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

d) Upon implementation of the Project, the campus would amend the emergency access route 
map, as necessary, to ensure that adequate fire protection and emergency access is maintained 
on campus at all times, which would be reviewed and approved by the Campus Fire Marshal. 
Therefore, no impacts would occur, and the Project is consistent with the transportation analysis 
evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

4.1.16 Utilities and Service Systems  

Section 3.15 of the 2018 LRDP EIR addresses the physical effects of expanding the utility 
infrastructure and the energy demands associated with campus growth under the 2018 LRDP and 
concludes that less than significant impacts would occur related to wastewater treatment capacity 
(Section 3.15.3.1); new and expanded water and wastewater infrastructure (Section 3.15.3.2); new or 
expanded storm water drainage facilities (Section 3.15.3.3), water supply availability (Section 
3.15.3.4); and compliance with statutes and regulations related to solid waste management (Section 
3.15.3.5). The 2018 LRDP EIR further determines there is no potential for significant impacts related 
to solid waste disposal needs or the capacity of local infrastructure to impact the provision of solid 
waste services or impair the attainment of solid waste reduction goals. No mitigation is required for 
utilities, service systems or energy impacts as described in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 
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UTILITIES, SERVICE SYSTEMS AND ENERGY 
 
Would the Project… 

Impact 
Examined 

in 2018 
LRDP EIR  

Impact Not Examined in 2018 LRDP EIR 

No Impact 
Less-than-
Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

a)  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 or expansion of 
existing facilities, the construction or 
relocation of which could cause significant 
environmental effects? 

    

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

    

c)  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 providers existing 
commitments? 

    

d)  Generate solid waste in excess of State or 
local standards or the capacity of local 
infrastructure or negatively impact the 
provision of solid waste services or impair the 
attainment of solid waste reduction goals? 

    

e) Comply with federal, state, and local 
management and reduction statues and 
regulations related to solid waste? 

    

 
a) During the planning and design phase for the Project, UC San Diego Campus Planning, Capital 

Program Management (CPM), and Design and Development Services (DDS) staff conducted a 
review of the Project’s utility needs to verify that adequate infrastructure would be available to 
serve its domestic water, wastewater, storm water, energy, and telecommunication needs. 
Additionally, as part of the site evaluation process and/or site feasibility study, the Campus 
Planner also consulted the Master Infrastructure Plan (MIP) and CPM/DDS engineers to identify 
any capacity constraints and determine whether system improvements would be required to 
support the Project. 

Following the internal utility infrastructure evaluation process, improvements to utility and 
service systems were implemented into the proposed Project, as described in Section 2.5.2. 
These improvements include the demolition of the existing sewer infrastructure within the 
Project limits and installation of two new connections to the existing sewer system. Similarly, the 
majority of existing water infrastructure (service to the existing Communications Building would 
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remain) would be removed to provide five new connections to support the Project’s domestic 
and fire water needs. The existing reclaimed water infrastructure would be partially demolished 
and construction of a new 12-inch reclaimed water main along Ridge Walk and new connections 
to the existing system would occur. New electrical and telecommunication infrastructure would 
be provided to service the Project site. Existing gas line infrastructure would be removed and 
would not be replaced within the Project site. The utility infrastructure improvements to be 
implemented with the Project would be required to comply with the applicable mitigation 
framework in the 2018 LRDP EIR, as discussed in this Addendum. Therefore, less than significant 
impacts would occur, and the Project is consistent with the utilities and service systems analysis 
evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

b) Implementation of the Project would increase potable water usage on the campus; however, it 
would not beyond the levels anticipated in the City’s Water Supply Assessment Report prepared 
for the 2018 LRDP. The Project would meet a minimum rating of LEED Gold and include 
sustainability strategies to reduce water use. These strategies include installing low-flow fixtures, 
drought-tolerant landscaping, and connections to reclaimed water. Therefore, less than 
significant impacts would occur, and the Project is consistent with the utilities and service 
systems analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

c)  Implementation of the Project would increase the amount of on-campus building space and the 
on-campus residential population. Such increases would result in the generation and discharge 
of additional wastewater from the campus; the additional wastewater would require treatment 
at the Point Loma Wastewater Treatment Plant (PLWTP). However, as described in the 2018 
LRDP EIR, the PLWTP would have more than adequate capacity to receive and treat wastewater 
from UC San Diego’s population projects through the LRDP horizon year of 2035, as well as its 
existing commitments. Additionally, water conservation efforts implemented on campus, 
including the Project, would further reduce flow rates from the campus. Therefore, less than 
significant impacts would occur, and the Project is consistent with the utilities and service 
systems analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

d)  Implementation of the 2018 LRDP would not result in inadequate capacity of solid waste 
facilities in the region such that construction of a new landfill or expansion of an existing landfill 
would be necessary. As noted above under item e), the Project would minimize its waste 
disposal needs and assist the state and local agencies in achieving their applicable solid waste 
management and diversion goals. No impacts would result, and the Project is consistent with 
the utilities and service systems analysis evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 

e) Project implementation would require demolition, clearing/grubbing, and grading activities that 
would produce excavated soils, green waste, asphalt/concrete, and other construction and 
demolition waste. Operations of the Project would contribute additional non-recyclable/non-
reusable waste which would be deposited at Miramar Landfill, after accounting for waste 
reduction and diversion. However, the Project would comply with applicable waste reduction 
and diversion programs as part of the campus-wide effort to meet the UC Sustainable Practices 
Policy’s zero waste goal. This includes the recycling of demolition materials. Therefore, the 
Project would minimize its waste disposal needs and assist the state and local agencies in 
achieving their applicable solid waste management and diversion goals, resulting in less than 
significant impacts. The Project is consistent with the utilities and service systems analysis 
evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 
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4.1.17 Wildfire 

Since the 2018 LRDP EIR was certified, the CEQA Guidelines were amended to provide new 
requirements to address a project’s impacts on wildfire hazards. This section of this Addendum 
Checklist addresses those new questions, which were not explicitly addressed in the 2018 LRDP EIR. 
Relevant information provided in the 2018 LRDP EIR along with new Project-specific information is 
relied upon to make new impact determinations.  

WILDFIRE 
 
Would the Project… 

Impact 
Examined 

in 2018 
LRDP EIR  

Impact Not Examined in 2018 LRDP EIR 

No Impact 
Less-than-
Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

a) Substantially impair an adopted emergency 
response plan or emergency evacuation 
plan? 

    

b) 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) 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) 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? 

    

 
a) UC San Diego has an Emergency Operations Plan, which addresses planned response 

instructions and procedures to various levels of human-made or natural emergency situations 
for all campus staff, students, and visitors. It provides information for building evacuation, 
emergency supplies, and related emergency contacts and information sources. Multiple 
emergency response regions are provided throughout the campus equipped to provide 
necessary supplies and trained personnel in the event of an emergency. Construction of the 
Project would require closure of the Project site, including intermittent closure of a portion of 
Hopkins Lane; however, a construction management plan and traffic control plan would be 
developed and implemented to ensure there would be no obstructions to emergency 
operations. In addition, the portion of Hopkins Lane that would be temporarily closed is the 
southern terminus of the road and would not require any reroute. Consistent with the 2018 
LRDP, the Project would be reviewed by the Campus Fire Marshal to ensure that adequate fire 
protection and emergency access is maintained on campus at all times.  
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As required by MM Haz-6, UC San Diego would require the construction contractor to notify the 
Campus Fire Marshal and community to prevent conflicts with emergency access or evacuation 
routes during construction. Implementation of MM Haz-6, which requires the notification of the 
Campus Fire Marshal and campus community at large prior to the start of construction, would 
reduce impacts to less than significant levels. Therefore, the Project would not result in any new 
significant environmental effects. 

b) Vegetation used for landscaping, vehicles, and small machinery could exacerbate wildfire risk 
and expose project occupants to wildfire pollutants. As described in Section 2.5.2, the Project 
would connect a new fire water system to the existing campus water supply. The fire water 
system would provide fire hydrant spacing at a minimum of 300 feet, two FDC per building, 
within 25 feet of proposed hydrants, and two automatic fire hose connections per building. 
Implementation of these fire protection measures, fuel management regulations, and 
compliance with associated regulations would ensure impacts to project occupants due to 
wildfire pollutants under the proposed project would be less than significant. Therefore, the 
Project would not result in any new significant environmental effects regarding exposure of 
Project occupants to pollutant concentrations from a wildfire. 

c)  Installation and/or maintenance associated with new infrastructure would be necessary for the 
Project. However, this would not exacerbate fire risk due to its location within the campus where 
fire protection measures including fuel management zones and building review by the Campus 
Fire Marshal. Any temporary or ongoing impacts to the environment resulting from the 
installation and maintenance of infrastructure is part of ongoing operations and projected 
future development of the campus and therefore evaluated under the 2018 LRDP EIR. Therefore, 
the Project would not result in any new significant environmental effects regarding installation 
or maintenance of associated infrastructure. 

d)  As described in Geology and Soils, the Project would not be at risk of landslides and would 
therefore not be at a substantial risk of downslope or downstream flooding as a result of runoff, 
or post-fire slope instability. As described in Hydrology and Water Quality, the Project would 
result in a slight increase in peak flows as compared to existing conditions, however it would not 
significantly alter the drainage of the site or off-site drainages.  

In the event that the steep slopes near the Project are burned, unstable soils could occur due to 
the lack of vegetation to anchor the hillside. UC San Diego would implement BMPs to stabilize 
slopes and prevent sediment movement exposure to off-site adjacent occupants. These BMPs 
would include the placement of fiber rolls, straw wattles, or sandbags on the affected slopes, as 
well as erosion control mats, to stabilize and protect the burned areas.  

The Project would implement post-construction BMPs in accordance with the Project’s SWMP to 
prevent impacts related to flooding or runoff. Therefore, the possibility of flooding or landslides 
as a result of running water down the slope would be greatly lessened. In addition, the Project 
would result in the redevelopment of a disturbed area and add additional fire protection 
measures, resulting in a less than significant impact. Therefore, the Project would not result in 
any new significant environmental effects regarding downstream or down slope flooding. 
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4.1.18 Mandatory Findings of Significance 

 Impact 
Examined 

in 2018 
LRDP EIR  

Impact Not Examined in 2018 LRDP EIR 

No Impact 
Less-than-
Significant 

Impact 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

a) Does the project have the potential to 
substantially 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? 

    

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

    

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

    

 
a) All applicable MMs identified in the 2018 LRDP EIR to avoid and reduce impacts are integrated 

into the Project and with the integration of these measures, the Project would not substantially 
degrade the quality of the environment. As described in Section 4.1.3, Biological Resources, of this 
Addendum Checklist, the Project would not significantly affect fish or wildlife habitat or species. 
The site is developed and mostly devoid of sensitive biological resources, except potential nest 
trees for special-status birds, which would be addressed by 2018 LRDP EIR MMs Bio-2D and 
Bio-2E. Indirect impacts to off-site sensitive biological resources would be addressed by LRDP 
EIR MMs Bio-3E(i) through (iv) and Bio-3F during construction and Bio-3G(i) through (vi), Bio-3I(i) 
through (iii), Bio-3J, and Bio-3K(i) and (ii) during operation. 

As described in Section 4.1.4, Cultural and Tribal Cultural Resources, measures integrated into the 
Project would avoid disturbance, disruption, or destruction of inadvertent archaeological 
resource discoveries. Given the presence of the Historic Grove and nearby prehistoric deposits, 
2018 LRDP EIR MMs Cul-1a and Cul-2E would be incorporated into the Project. Therefore, the 
Project would not eliminate any examples of the major periods of California history or 
prehistory.  
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b) The 2018 LRDP EIR identified significant and unavoidable cumulative impacts to air quality 
(construction, operational and toxic air contaminant emissions), cultural resources (historical 
resources and tribal cultural resources), population and housing (physical effects of population 
growth), transportation/traffic (levels of service) and growth inducement (regional growth). As 
part of the 2018 LRDP EIR development program, the Project would contribute to significant and 
unavoidable impacts related to air quality as described in this Addendum Checklist. Measures 
from the 2018 LRDP EIR would work to address these impacts, specifically MMs AQ-2A, AQ-2B 
for air quality. However, the Project is within the scope of campus development and population 
evaluated in the 2018 LRDP EIR as noted in Section 3 of this document.  

These impacts were also addressed in the Findings and Statement of Overriding Considerations 
adopted by The Regents in connection with its approval of the 2018 LRDP. No conditions have 
changed, and no new information has become available since certification of the 2018 LRDP EIR 
that would alter this previous analysis. No additional mitigation is available to reduce the 
Project’s contribution to these previously identified impacts. 

c) As described above, the Project would incrementally contribute to cumulative air quality (toxic 
air contaminants) that were identified as significant and unavoidable as well as cumulatively 
considerable in the 2018 LRDP EIR. The Project’s construction and operation emissions are 
within the scope of impacts examined in the 2018 LRDP EIR. These impacts were also addressed 
in the Findings and Statement of Overriding Considerations adopted by The Regents in 
connection with its approval of the 2018 LRDP.  

Effects of the Project would not result in substantial adverse effects on human beings beyond 
those analyzed in the 2018 LRDP EIR. No conditions have changed, and no new information has 
become available since certification of the 2018 LRDP EIR that would alter this analysis. No 
additional mitigation is available to reduce the Project’s contribution these impacts. Other 
impacts with the potential to affect human beings were determined to be less than significant. 
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5 APPLICABLE MITIGATION MEASURES 

The following mitigation measures from the certified 2018 LRDP EIR Mitigation Monitoring and 
Reporting Program (MMRP) would be applicable to the impacts associated with the Project. No new 
significant impacts or increased severity in impacts that were not analyzed in the 2018 LRDP EIR 
have been identified; therefore, no additional project-specific mitigation is required.  

Air Quality 

AQ-2A: Implement Measures to Control PM Emissions Generated by Construction Activities. UC San 
Diego shall require by contract specification that contractors implement the following measures 
during all phases of construction of individual projects developed under the proposed 2018 LRDP: 

• Water the grading areas a minimum of twice daily to minimize fugitive dust; 

• Stabilize graded areas as quickly as possible to minimize fugitive dust; 

• Apply chemical stabilizer or pave the last 100 feet of internal travel path within the 
construction site prior to public road entry; 

• Install wheel washers adjacent to a paved apron prior to vehicle entry on public roads; 

• Remove any visible track-out into traveled public streets via regular street sweeping; 

• Wet wash the construction access point at the end of each workday if any vehicle travel on 
unpaved surfaces has occurred; 

• Provide sufficient perimeter erosion control to prevent washout of silty material onto public 
roads; 

• Cover haul trucks or maintain at least 12 inches of freeboard to reduce blow-off during 
hauling; 

• Suspend all soil disturbance and travel on unpaved surfaces if winds exceed 25 mph; 

• Cover/water onsite stockpiles of excavated material; 

• Enforce a 15-mph speed limit on unpaved surfaces; 

• On dry days, dirt and debris spilled onto paved surfaces shall be swept up immediately to 
reduce re-suspension of particulate matter caused by vehicle movement. Approach routes 
to construction sites shall be cleaned daily of construction-related dirt in dry weather; 

• Disturbed areas shall be hydroseeded, landscaped, or developed as quickly as possible to 
reduce dust generation; and 

• Limit the daily grading volumes/area to extent feasible. 
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AQ-2B: Minimize Off-Road Construction Equipment Emissions. UC San Diego shall require by 
contract specification that the construction contractor use off-road construction diesel engines that 
meet, at a minimum, the Tier 4 interim California Emissions Standards, unless such an engine is not 
available for a particular item of equipment. Tier 3 engines will be allowed on a project-by-project 
basis when the contractor has documented that no Tier 4 interim equipment or emissions 
equivalent retrofit equipment is available or feasible for the project. 

Biological Resources 

Bio-2D: If project construction is scheduled to commence during the raptor nesting season 
(generally January 15 through July 31), pre-construction surveys for raptor nests shall be performed 
by a qualified biologist within 500 feet of project construction activities no more than seven days 
prior to the initiation of construction. Construction activities within 500 feet of an identified active 
raptor nest shall not commence during the breeding season until a qualified biologist determines 
that the nest is no longer active and any young birds in the area have adequately fledged and are no 
longer reliant on the nest. Trees with inactive nests can be removed outside the breeding season 
without causing an impact. 

Bio-2E: No grubbing, trimming, or clearing of vegetation (including brush management) from project 
sites shall occur during the general avian breeding season (February 15 through August 31). If 
grubbing, trimming, or clearing cannot feasibly occur outside of the general avian breeding season, 
a qualified biologist shall perform a pre-construction nesting bird survey no more than seven days 
prior to the commencement of vegetation clearing or grubbing to determine if active bird nests are 
present in the affected areas. Should an active migratory bird nest be located, the project biologist 
shall direct vegetation clearing away from the nest until it has been determined by the project 
biologist that the young have fledged, or the nest has failed. If there are no nesting birds (includes 
nest building or other breeding/nesting behavior) within the survey area, clearing, grubbing, and 
grading shall be allowed to proceed. 

Bio-3E: Prior to construction, a pre-construction meeting shall be held between the Project Manager, 
qualified Biologist, Environmental Planner, and construction crews to ensure crews are informed of 
the sensitivity of habitats in the Open Space Preserve and adjacent undeveloped lands. 

i. Prior to commencement of clearing or grading activities, fencing (e.g., silt fencing, orange 
construction fencing, and/or chain-link fencing as determined by campus planning) shall be 
installed around the approved limits of disturbance to prevent errant disturbance of 
sensitive biological resources by construction vehicles or personnel. Installation of fencing to 
demarcate the approved limits of disturbance shall be verified by the project biologist prior 
to initiation of clearing or grading activities. All movement of construction contractors, 
including ingress and egress of equipment and personnel, shall be limited to designated 
construction zones. This fencing shall be removed upon completion of all construction 
activities. 

ii. No temporary storage or stockpiling of construction materials shall be allowed within the 
Ecological Reserve or Restoration Lands, and all staging areas for equipment and materials 
shall be located at least 50 feet from the edge of these areas. This prohibition shall not be 
applied to facilities that are planned to traverse Ecological Reserve or Restoration Lands 



Applicable Mitigation Measures  

UC San Diego  
Ridge Walk North Living and Learning Neighborhood Project 5-3 

(e.g., trails and utilities). Staging areas and construction sites in proximity to the Ecological 
Reserve or Restoration Lands shall be kept free of trash, refuse, and other waste; no waste 
dirt, rubble, or trash shall be deposited in these areas. 

iii. Equipment to extinguish small brush fires (e.g., from trucks or other vehicles) shall be 
present on site during all phases of project construction activities, along with personnel 
trained in the use of such equipment. Smoking shall be prohibited in construction areas 
adjacent to flammable vegetation. 

iv. Temporary night lighting shall not be used during construction unless determined to be 
absolutely necessary. If night lighting is necessary, lights shall be directed away from 
sensitive vegetation communities and shielded to minimize temporary lighting of the 
surrounding habitat. 

Bio-3F: During project construction, a biological monitor shall visit the site weekly during site 
preparation and rough grading activities, and monthly following completion of rough grading, until 
construction is completed. During site visits, the monitor shall be responsible for ensuring that the 
construction activities and staging areas are restricted to the approved limits of work, and protective 
fencing is adequately maintained. The monitor shall be responsible for ensuring that the contractor 
adheres to the other provisions described above. The monitor, in cooperation with the on-site 
construction manager, shall have the authority to halt construction activities in the event that these 
provisions are not met. Monitors shall submit regular reports to the UC San Diego Campus Planning 
Office during construction documenting the implementation of construction measures Bio-3E. 

Bio-3G: The following best management practices shall be implemented for each project that would 
remove or install tree species on UC San Diego that may be used as host trees by SHBs: 

i. Trees to be planted on UC San Diego shall be obtained from a reliable source and be free of 
sign of SHB infestation. 

ii. An education program for on-site workers responsible for tree installation shall be 
implemented. The program shall describe the signs of SHB infestation (e.g., sugary exudate 
on trunks or branches, and SHB entry/exit holes [approximately the size of the tip of a 
ballpoint pen]). 

iii. Sign of SHB infestation shall be reported to CDFW and UC Riverside’s Eskalen Lab 
(www.eskalenlab.ucr.edu) by the UC San Diego Project Manager and/or the project biologist. 

iv. Trees with sign of SHB infestation shall be pruned or removed, as appropriate, and potential 
host materials shall be chipped to less than one inch prior to composting on site or transfer 
to a landfill. 

v. Equipment that is used to prune or remove SHB-infected trees shall be disinfected prior to 
additional use. 

vi. Biologists monitoring mitigation sites shall be knowledgeable regarding sign of SHB 
infestation. 
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Bio-3I: Landscaping adjacent to the Open Space Preserve shall comply with the following 
requirements to prevent the introduction of invasive species: 

i. Appropriate landscaping shall be selected based on the vegetation communities within the 
portion of the Open Space Preserve adjacent to the project. In areas supporting native (or 
disturbed native) vegetation communities, revegetation of impacted slopes shall be with 
appropriate native plant materials. In particular, where the Open Space Preserve is 
disturbed by construction of the Campus Meander, installation of native plants such as 
lemonadeberry, toyon, deerweed (Acmispon glaber), monkey flower (Diplacus aurantiacus), 
and sages (Salvia spp.) are recommended to make the Open Space Preserve more 
impenetrable to people while reinforcing the boundaries and edges of the Campus Meander 
(The Harrison Studio 1997).  

ii. Only non-invasive plant species shall be included in the landscape plans for projects (species 
not listed on the California Invasive Plant Inventory prepared by the Cal-IPC [2006]). A 
qualified landscape architect and/or qualified biologist shall review landscape plant palettes 
prior to implementation to ensure that no invasive species are included. 

iii. Any planting stock brought onto a project site adjacent to the Open Space Preserve for 
landscaping or habitat restoration shall be inspected to ensure it is free of pest species that 
could invade natural areas, including but not limited to Argentine ants and South American 
fire ants. Inspections of planting stock for habitat restoration shall be by a qualified biologist, 
and inspections of planting stock for landscaping shall be the responsibility of qualified UC 
San Diego Project Manager or their designated assignee. Any planting stock found to be 
infested with such pests shall be quarantined, treated, or disposed of according to best 
management practices by qualified personnel, in a manner that precludes invasions into 
natural habitats. 

Bio-3J: Permanent lighting within or adjacent to the Ecological Reserve and Restoration Lands shall 
be selectively placed, shielded, and directed to minimize potential impacts to sensitive species. In 
addition, lighting from buildings or parking lots/structures abutting the Ecological Reserve shall be 
shielded and/or screened by vegetation to the extent feasible. 

Bio-3K: The following best management practices shall be implemented by the campus along areas 
that interface with the Open Space Preserve to address runoff/water quality impacts from 
landscaping: 

i. Integrated Pest Management principles (University of California Integrated Pest 
Management Program) shall be implemented to the extent practicable for areas in and 
adjacent to the Open Space Preserve for chemical pesticides, herbicides, and fertilizers. 
Examples of such measures may include, but are not limited to, alternative weed/pest 
control measures (e.g., removal by hand) and proper application techniques 
(e.g., conformance to manufacturer specifications and legal requirements). 

ii. Irrigation for project landscaping shall be minimized and controlled in areas in and adjacent 
to the Open Space Preserve through efforts such as designing irrigation systems to match 
landscaping water needs, using sensor devices to prevent irrigation during and after 
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precipitation, and using automatic flow reducers/shut-off valves that are triggered by a 
decrease in water pressure from broken sprinkler heads or pipes. 

Cultural and Tribal Cultural Resources 

Cul-1A: Compliance with the Standards. When a development project is initiated, UC San Diego shall 
first determine, as early as possible in the planning process, whether the project may have a 
substantial adverse impact on a historical resource (individual resource, district, or landscape) based 
on information contained in this EIR and its appendices. If the project may result in impacts to an 
individual historical resource, then UC San Diego shall retain the services of a qualified historic 
preservation professional. The UC San Diego-retained historic preservation professional shall be 
tasked with determining whether the project meets the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for 
Rehabilitation, as defined in 36 CFR Part 67.7 as described below. 

i. The consultant shall evaluate the project and prepare a memorandum or equivalent level of 
documentation indicating whether the project meets the Standards. If the project meets the 
Standards, then any potential impacts are presumed fully mitigated per the CEQA 
Guidelines, and no additional action is necessary. 

ii. If a project involving historical resources does not meet the Standards, then UC San Diego 
shall attempt to bring the project into compliance with the Standards. UC San Diego shall 
consider means of reducing the impact to a level of less than significant by redesigning or 
modifying the project, or undertaking other measures deemed feasible and prudent to meet 
the Standards. 

Cul-2E: Construction Monitoring. 

i. Prior to beginning any work that requires monitoring: 

a. a preconstruction meeting shall be held that includes the qualified archaeologist, 
Project Manager and/or Grading Contractor, and other appropriate personnel so the 
archaeologist can make comments and/or suggestions concerning the archaeological 
monitoring program to the Project Manager and/or Grading Contractor. 

b. the qualified archaeologist shall (at that meeting or subsequently) submit to the Project 
Manager a copy of the site/grading plan (reduced to 11 x 17 inches) that identifies areas 
to be monitored as well as areas that may require delineation of grading limits. 

c. the archaeologist shall also coordinate with the Project Manager on the construction 
schedule to identify when and where monitoring is to begin and including the start date 
for monitoring. 

ii. The qualified archaeologist shall be present during grading/excavation as detailed in Cul-2D 
and shall document such activity on a standardized form. A record of activity shall be sent to 
the Environmental Planner and Project Manager each month. 
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iii. Discoveries 

a. Discovery Process – In the event of a discovery, and when requested by the qualified 
archaeologist, or the Archaeological Principal Investigator (PI) if the archaeological 
monitor is not qualified as a PI, the Environmental Planner and Project Manager shall be 
contacted and shall divert, direct, or temporarily halt ground-disturbing activities in the 
area of discovery to allow for preliminary evaluation of potentially significant 
archaeological resources. The PI shall also immediately notify Campus Planning of such 
findings at the time of discovery. 

b. Determination of Significance – The significance of the discovered resources shall be 
determined by the PI in consultation with Campus Planning and the Native American 
Community, as appropriate. Campus Planning must concur with the evaluation before 
grading activities will be allowed to resume. For archaeological resources considered 
significant by the PI, a Research Design and Data Recovery Program shall be prepared, 
approved by Campus Planning, and carried out to mitigate impacts before ground-
disturbing activities in the area of discovery will be allowed to resume. 

iv. If human remains are discovered, work shall halt in that area and the procedures detailed in 
the California Health and Safety Code (Section 7050.5) and the California PRC (Section 
5097.98) and will be followed. 

v. Notification of Completion – The qualified archaeologist shall notify Campus Planning, as 
appropriate, in writing of the end date of monitoring. 

vi. Handling and Curation of Significant Artifacts and Letter of Acceptance 

a. The qualified archaeologist shall ensure that all significant cultural remains collected are 
cleaned, catalogued, and permanently curated with an appropriate institution; that a 
letter of acceptance from the curation institution has been submitted to Campus 
Planning; that all artifacts are analyzed to identify function and chronology as they 
relate to the history of the area; that faunal material is identified as to species; and that 
specialty studies are completed, as appropriate. 

b. Curation of artifacts associated with the survey, testing, and/or data recovery for this 
project shall be completed in consultation with Campus Planning and the Native 
American representative, as applicable. 

vii. Final Results Reports (Monitoring and Research Design and Data Recovery Program) – Prior 
to completion of the project, two copies of the Final Results Report (even if no significant 
resources were found) and/or evaluation report, if applicable, which describe the results, 
analysis, and conclusions of the archaeological monitoring program (with appropriate 
graphics) shall be submitted to Campus Planning for approval. For significant archaeological 
resources encountered during monitoring, the Research Design and Data Recovery Program 
shall be included as part of the Final Results Report. 
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viii. Recording Sites with State of California Department of Park and Recreation – The qualified 
archaeologist shall record (on the appropriate State of California Department of Park and 
Recreation forms-DPR 523 A/B) any significant or potentially significant resources 
encountered during the Archaeological Monitoring Program and submit such forms to the 
SCIC with the Final Results Report. 

Cul-5B: Monitoring. 

Activities with the potential to cause a substantial adverse change to the significance of a TCR shall 
be monitored by a Native American tribal representative. Where the TCR is also considered a 
historical resource under CEQA, monitoring by a qualified archaeologist may also be required. 

i. Prior to any work that requires monitoring: 

a. UC San Diego shall enter into a Tribal Monitoring Agreement with the tribe. This 
agreement will specify procedures for the proper treatment of any tribal cultural 
resources and/or Native American human remains discovered during the 
monitoring. The agreement will also specify the roles and authorities of the Native 
American monitors and other participants. 

b. A preconstruction meeting shall be held that includes the tribal representative, 
archaeologist, Construction Manager and/or Grading Contractor, and other 
appropriate personnel so the tribal representative can make comments and/or 
suggestions concerning the Archaeological Monitoring Program to the Construction 
Manager and/or Grading Contractor. 

ii. Discoveries 

a. Discovery Process – In the event of a discovery, the tribal representative, in 
consultation with the Construction Project Manager, may divert, direct, or 
temporarily halt ground-disturbing activities in the area of discovery to allow for 
preliminary evaluation of potentially significant tribal cultural resources. The tribal 
representative shall also immediately notify Campus Planning of such findings at the 
time of discovery. 

b. Determination of Significance – The significance of the discovered resources shall be 
determined by the tribal representative in consultation with Campus Planning and 
the Native American Community, as appropriate. Campus Planning must concur with 
the evaluation before grading activities will be allowed to resume. 

c. If human remains are discovered, work shall halt in that area and the procedures 
detailed in the California Health and Safety Code (Section 7050.5) and the California 
PRC (Section 5097.98) and will be followed. 

iii. Notification of Completion – The tribal representative shall notify Campus Planning, as 
appropriate, in writing of the end date of monitoring. 
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Hazards and Hazardous Materials 

Haz-4A: During project planning, EH&S shall be consulted in order to identify if any past 
contamination, USTs, ASTs, or other contamination could potentially occur in areas to be impacted. 
EH&S will consider the cases on file at the County of San Diego DEH and information on historical 
uses in the area to be impacted such as old maps and photos. If EH&S determines that there is 
limited potential for contamination to occur on site, no additional mitigation is necessary. If it is 
determined that contamination has potential to exist on a project site, Mitigation Measure Haz-4B 
shall be implemented. 

Haz-4B: If contamination exists on a proposed project site and if it poses a risk to human health or 
the environment, actions shall be taken prior to any construction, pursuant to applicable 
regulations, to remove or otherwise remediate the contamination through appropriate measures 
such as natural attenuation, active remediation, and engineering controls. Assessment and 
remediation activities shall incorporate the following conditions: 

i. All assessment and remediation activities shall be conducted in accordance with a work plan 
that is approved by the regulatory agency having oversight of the activities. 

ii. It may be necessary to excavate existing soil within the project site, or to bring fill soils into 
the site from off-site locations. At sites that have been identified as being contaminated or 
where soil contamination is suspected, appropriate sampling and classification are required 
prior to disposal of excavated soil. Contaminated soil shall be properly disposed of at an 
approved off-site facility. Fill soils also shall be sampled to ensure that imported soil 
parameters are within acceptable levels. 

iii. Caution shall be taken during excavation activities near existing groundwater monitoring 
wells, so that they are not damaged. Existing groundwater monitoring wells may have to be 
abandoned and reinstalled if they are located in an area that is undergoing redevelopment. 

Haz-4C: In the event that USTs not identified in consultation with EH&S, or undocumented areas of 
contamination are encountered during construction or redevelopment activities, work shall be 
discontinued until appropriate health and safety procedures are implemented. Either the County of 
San Diego DEH or the San Diego RWQCB, depending on the nature of the contamination, must be 
notified regarding the contamination. Each agency and program within the respective agency has its 
own mechanism for initiating an investigation. The appropriate program (e.g., the DEH Local 
Oversight Program for tank release cases, the County of San Diego DEH Voluntary Assistance 
Program for non-tank release cases, the RWQCB for non-tank cases involving groundwater 
contamination) will be selected based on the nature of the contamination identified. The 
contamination remediation and removal activities will be conducted in accordance with pertinent 
regulatory guidelines, under the oversight of the appropriate regulatory agency. 

Haz-6: In the event that the construction of a project requires a lane or roadway closure on campus, 
prior to construction the contractor and/or Project Manager shall ensure that the UC San Diego Fire 
Marshal and campus community at large are notified. If determined necessary by the UC San Diego 
Fire Marshal, local emergency services will be notified by the Fire Marshal of the closure. 
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Noise 

Noi-1F: If project construction activities resulting from implementation of the 2018 LRDP are 
proposed less than 150 feet of NSLU, or may involve the use of vibratory or impact-type pile drivers, 
impact-type equipment (including but not limited to: clam shovels, hydra break rams, hoe rams, and 
jackhammers), concrete saws, pavement scarifiers, sand blasters, or vibrating hoppers, mitigation 
shall be integrated into the project’s construction specifications to minimize temporary noise caused 
by construction activities to less than significant levels:  

i. Require the construction contractor to work with proper administrative controls on 
equipment operation periods so as not to exceed a 12-hour average sound level of 75 dBA 
Leq at any NSLU between 7:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m. Monday through Saturday. 

ii. Outfit construction equipment with properly maintained, manufacturer-approved or 
recommended sound abatement means on air intakes, combustion exhausts, heat 
dissipation vents, and the interior surfaces of engine hoods and power train enclosures. 

iii. Locate (to the extent practical) steady-state, continuously operating stationary construction 
equipment such as generators, pumps, and air compressors at least 150 feet from nearby 
NSLUs. If this screening distance cannot be achieved in the field, consider deployment of 
temporary noise walls or acoustical blankets/curtains that would block direct sound paths 
between the operating equipment and the receptor(s) of concern. 

iv. Position (to the extent practical) construction laydown and vehicle staging areas as far from 
NSLUs as feasible. 

v. Inform, whenever possible and preferably with at least a two week advanced notice, all 
neighboring NSLUs expected to be exposed to elevated noise levels that a construction 
project would commence. 

vi. Where NSLU are expected to be less than 100 feet away, schedule anticipated loud 
construction activities, which could involve impact-type equipment and processes such as 
pile driving, jackhammering, pavement breaking, compactors, etc., to not coincide with any 
finals week of classes and recognized holidays. Adjust hours or days of the construction 
activity to occur before or after these noise-sensitive periods of the UC San Diego academic 
year. 

Noi-2B: Prior to the commencement of construction of projects that would involve heavy earth-
moving equipment or impact-type pile driving within the applicable screening distance per 
Table 3.10-16, or if the existing receptor involves activities that are vibration-sensitive at a level more 
stringent than VC-A as appearing in Table 3.10-15, UC San Diego shall retain a qualified acoustician 
to prepare a construction vibration mitigation program to be implemented by the construction 
contractor(s). The construction vibration mitigation program shall identify and require measures to 
reduce vibration resulting from construction activities to the maximum extent practicable, as well as 
detail construction activity notification and monitoring processes that include, but are not limited to, 
the following: 
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i. Vibration monitoring shall be performed during construction to establish the level of 
vibration produced by high impact activities. Monitoring shall be conducted when any 
construction activity would occur within the above-described screening distances noted in 
Table 3.10-16. Monitoring shall be conducted using portable vibration-monitoring 
instrumentation that provides a calibrated record of local ground movement/accelerations. 
If construction vibration exceeds the appropriate threshold, work should be stopped and 
resumed when alternative work methods and equipment can be implemented. Baseline 
vibration levels at specified locations shall be established prior to the construction activity. 

ii. Building occupants of vibration-sensitive land uses within the applicable screening distance 
per Table 3.10-16 shall be notified at least two weeks prior to the start of construction. 
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