2.1.6 Determination of Significance

The determination of whether a project may have a Sgnificant effect on the environment isa critica step
in the CEQA process, and one that requires professona knowledge and judgment, as described in
CEQA Guidelines Section 15064 http://ceres.ca.gov/topic/env_|aw/cegalquiddines/arts.html. The
determination should be based on information in the record and, to the extent feasible, on scientific and
factud data. Generdly, an environmentd professond with specific training in a particular area of
environmenta review can make this determination. This determination is made prior to and separate
from the development of mitigation measures for the project.

The CEQA Guidelines Section 15382 http://ceres.ca.gov/topic/env _|aw/cegal/guideines/art20.html,
sets forth the following definition for sgnificant effect:

“Significant effect on the environment” means a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse
changein any of the physical conditions within the area affected by the project, including land, air,
water, minerals, flora, fauna, ambient noise, and objects of historic or aesthetic significance.

The CEQA Guidelines Section 15064(b) http://ceres.cagov/topic/env_law/ceqal/guidelines/arts.html,
dso indicate that:

Anironclad definition of significant effect is not possible because the significance of an activity
may vary with the setting.

According to CEQA Statutes Section 21083 http://ceres.ca.gov/cegalstat/chap2 6.html , (Significance
Guiddines) and CEQA Guidelines Section 15065
http://ceres.cagov/topic/env_law/cega/quiddines/artS.html (Mandatory Findings of Significance), if any
of the following impacts would result from a proposed project, the project is considered to have a
ggnificant effect on the environment:

The project has the potentid to substantially degrade the qudity of the environment, substantialy
reduce the habitat of fish or wildlife population, cause afish or wildlife species to drop below
sf-sugdaning leves, thregten to diminate aplant or anima community, significantly reduce the
number or restrict the range of an endangered, rare, or threatened species, or diminate
important examples of the mgor periods of Cdifornia history or prehistory.

The project has the potentid to achieve short-term environmenta goas to the disadvantage of
long-term environmenta goals.

The project has possble environmentd effects which areindividudly limited but cumuletively
consderable. “Cumulatively consderable’” means that the incrementa effects of an individua
project are considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the effects
of other current projects and the effects of reasonably foreseeable probable future projects (as
defined in CEQA Guidelines Section 15130
http://ceres.cagov/topic/env_law/cega/quiddines/art9.html ).

The environmenta effects of a project will cause substantia adverse effects on human beings,
ether directly or indirectly.
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CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5 http://ceres.ca.govitopic/env law/cegalquiddines/art5.html |
addresses archaeologica and historica resources and notes that physical changes that would demolish
or materidly ater in an adverse manner those characterigtics that convey the historical significance of the
resource and judtify itslisting on inventories of historical resources are typicaly considered sgnificant
impacts. Generdly, aproject that follows the pertinent U.S. Secretary of the Interior? sguiddineswill
be consdered as mitigated to a less-than-9gnificant levd.

For an effect to be sgnificant, the projected physical change need not be immediady forthcoming. This
condderation is particularly rlevant in determining impacts of projects such as LRDPs.

Public opinion is another factor to consder in the process of determining whether a project would have
an adverse or beneficid effect on the environment. The lead agency shdl consider the views held by
members of the public in dl areas affected as expressed in the whole record before the lead agency.
Before requiring an EIR, the lead agency must il determine whether the environmental change itsalf
might be substantid (CEQA Guidelines Section 15064(c)
http://ceres.cagov/topic/env_law/cega/quiddines/arts.html ).

The Environmenta Checklist form hitp://ww.ucop.edu/facil/pd/uc_cega.pdf and Section 3.3 of this
Handbook provide additiona examples and information on determining the leve of significance of
project impacts.

When using a Program EIR as the basis for identifying project-level impacts, refer to the discusson on
tiering environmenta documentsin Section 3.5 of this Handbook.

Responsesto the environmental checklist:
Potentialy Significant Impact is appropriate where there is substantial evidence that an effect

may be sgnificant. If there are one or more “Potentidly Sgnificant Impact” entriesan EIR is
required.

Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated gpplies where the incorporation of mitigation
measures has reduced an effect from “ Potentidly Sgnificant Impact” to a“Less Than Sgnificant
Impact.” The lead agency must describe the mitigation measures, and briefly explain how they
reduce the effect to aless-than-sgnificant leve (mitigation measures from earlier anayses may
be cross-referenced).

Impact for which LRDP/Program EIR is Sufficient applies where the impacts of the project
were adequately addressed and mitigated in a certified Long Range Development Plan EIR or in
aProgram EIR. (See dso Tiering section below.)

Less Than Sgnificant Impact applies where the project creates no sgnificant impacts, only less
than significant impacts.

No Impact applies where a project does not creste an impact in that category. “No Impact”
answers need to be adequately supported by information which shows that the impact Smply
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does not gpply to projects like the one involved (e.g., the project fals outside a fault rupture
zone). A “No Impact” answer should be explained where it is based on project- specific factors
aswdll as generd standards (e.g., the project will not expose senditive receptors to pollutants,
based on a project specific screening anadyss).

CEQA does not require mitigation of “less-than-ggnificant impacts’; however, campuses may choose to
identify mitigation measures to further reduce the level of impact.

During the preliminary stages of environmentd review, it is difficult to distinguish between “sgnificant”
and “ggnificant and unavoidable’ impacts. These impacts should be designated “ sgnificant” initidly until
athorough investigation of feasble mitigation measures indicates that the impacts are unavoidable. It
may aso be helpful to check each of the technica sections of Section 3.3 of the UC CEQA Handbook
for the appropriate standards for determining significance of project impacts. Other factors to consder
indude:

= Examining the sandards of sgnificance in the Long Range Development Plan EIR;

= Consdering any locd conditions, including public opinions, that may affect the determination of
ggnificance; and

= |dentifying impacts that may not be sgnificant by themsalves but when added together produce
asgnificant adverse affect.
Tiering

Earlier analyss may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA process, an
effect has been adequately andyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration. (CEQA Guidelines
Section 15063 (¢)(3)(D) http://ceres.cagov/topic/env law/cegalquiddines/artS.html ) Inthiscasea
brief discussion should identify the following:

1. Ealier AndyssUsed. Identify and state where the previous document is available for review.

2. Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the checklist were within the scope
of, and adequately andlyzed in, an earlier document pursuant to the earlier andyss.

3. Mitigation Measures. For effectstha are “Less than Significant with Mitigation Measures
Incorporated,” describe the mitigation measures that were incorporated or refined from the
earlier document and the extent to which they address site-specific conditions for the project.

4. The column labeed “Impact for which LRDP/Program EIR is Sufficient” is meant to be used
in the following Stuations:

a) TheLRDP EIR found theimpact to be less than sgnificant for dl projects, including this
project, assuming implementation of gpplicable LRDP EIR mitigation measures,
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b) The LRDP EIR concluded that the impact would be significant for some projects, but
would not be significant for the project under review,

¢) Theimpact issgnificant on acumulative but not aproject level, and the LRDP EIR fully
addressed the cumulative impact, or

d) Theimpact is 9gnificant and unavoidable on a project leve, but the LRDP EIR
contained an adequate project-leve andysisfor theimpact. This concluson may aso
be appropriate where the particular impact and associated mitigation measures are
aufficiently generic so that no further andysisis necessary or appropriate (i.e. the LRDP
EIR contains dl of the andyss that reasonably could be included on the topic with
respect to dl projects generaly, including the specific project under andysis), and
where no additiond mitigation isfeasible.

The guidance st forth in CEQA Guidelines Section 15152
http://ceres.ca.gov/topic/env_|law/cega/quidedines/art10.html (Tiering), should aso be consdered in
making this determination. Where this column of the checklist is selected, an explanation of the basis for
doing s0 should be included in the discussion. The discussion should aso State briefly why the criteria
for supplementd environmenta review under CEQA Statutes Section 21166
http://ceres.ca.gov/ceqalstat/chap6.html (project changes, changed circumstances and/or new
information) have not been triggered.
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