
AGENDA

COMMITTEE ON CAMPUS PLANNING, BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS

Meeting: 8:35 a.m., Wednesday, March 21, 2001
CSULB, University Student Union, Multipurpose Room ABC

Stanley T. Wang, Chair
Ralph R. Pesqueira, Vice Chair
William D. Campbell
Murray L. Galinson
Harold Goldwhite
Frederick W. Pierce, IV
Ali C. Razi

Consent Items

Approval of Minutes of January 24, 2001

1. Amend the 2000/01 Capital Outlay Program, Nonstate Funded, Action
2. Amend the 2000/01 Capital Outlay Program, State Funded, Action

Discussion Items

3. Certify a Final Environmental Impact Report and Approve the Campus Master Plan Revision
for San Diego State University, Action

4. Certify a Final Environmental Impact Report and Approve the Campus Master Plan
Revision for California Polytechnic State University, San Luis Obispo, Action

5. Status Report on the 2001/02 State Funded Capital Outlay Program, Information
6. Preliminary State and Nonstate Funded Five-Year Capital Improvement Program

2002/03 Through 2006/07, Action
7. Approval of Schematic Plans, Action



MINUTES OF MEETING OF
COMMITTEE ON CAMPUS PLANNING, BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS

Trustees of The California State University
Office of the Chancellor

Glenn S. Dumke Conference Center
401 Golden Shore

Long Beach, California

January 24, 2001

Members Present

Stanley T. Wang, Chair
Ralph R. Pesqueira, Vice Chair
William D. Campbell
Harold Goldwhite
Laurence K. Gould, Jr., Chair of Board, ex officio
Frederick W. Pierce IV
Ali C. Razi
Charles B. Reed, Chancellor, ex officio

Members Absent

Murray L. Galinson

Other Trustees Present

Daniel Cartwright
Martha C. Fallgatter
Debra S. Farar
William Hauck
Shailesh J. Mehta
Neel I. Murarka
Dee Dee Myers

Chancellor’s Office Staff

Richard P. West, Executive Vice Chancellor and Chief Financial Officer
Jackie R. McClain, Vice Chancellor, Human Resources
Douglas X. Patiño, Vice Chancellor, University Advancement
Christine Helwick, General Counsel

Chair Wang greeted the audience and called the meeting to order at 8:47 a.m.
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Approval of Minutes

The minutes of November 8, 2000, were approved as submitted.

Annual Report on Completed California State University Capital Outlay Projects

Mr. Drohan, assistant vice chancellor, capital planning, design and construction, indicated that this is the
second annual report to be presented to the Board that includes performance data on all the completed
capital outlay projects between October 1, 1999, and September 30, 2000, regardless of the fund
source.

With the use of a handout and a slide presentation, Mr. Drohan stated this report is a compilation of the
ten state-funded capital outlay projects totalling approximately $92.4 million and eleven nonstate funded
projects totalling approximately $88.3 million. With the exception of the Maritime Academy’s new lab
and library renovation, he noted that all of the state-funded projects involved either renovation or
infrastructure type of work. Historically, these are the most difficult in terms of imposed constraints and
staying within budget and the time frames. Therefore, the report summary must be viewed in this
context. The nonstate funded projects addressed all new building programs.

In reviewing the state-funded projects, Mr. Drohan noted that the errors and omissions change order
performance data was higher than the industry standard of approximately three percent, which was
attributable to one project—the CSU Channel Islands renovation of the existing California mission-style
facilities that was completed in 1999 for the start of fall classes. This project was on a fast track and
much of the normal up-front testing to determine the condition of the facilities could not be
accomplished. This resulted in an inordinate number of change orders that dealt with unforeseen
conditions. He stated that good bids were submitted for the project allowing the campus to stay close to
budget, while showing a particularly high percentage in the errors and omission column of the report.

Another note of interest that Mr. Drohan mentioned was the fact that only one construction claim was
filed for all 21 state and nonstate funded projects. His department’s definition of a construction claim is
one that is initiated by the contractor and goes to at least the Construction Claims Board for review and
possibly beyond that point. There were claims filed with these projects, but the progressive and active
management of the construction process both at the campuses and with the construction managers in the
Department of Capital Planning, Design and Construction, enabled us to settle all of them during and
through the construction closeout period.

In referencing the information on the screen, Trustee Pierce inquired as to whether change orders were
included in the total-cost-of-completed-projects figure shown at the top of the slide.  Mr. Drohan stated
that the top figure is the total budget number that includes design, change-order work, and construction
costs.
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The performance report for nonstate-funded projects showed a higher average of staying within budget.
Mr. Drohan said that the campuses have more flexibility in augmenting and adjusting the budgets on the
nonstate-funded projects, particularly donor-funded projects.

In looking at the state-funded projects slide, the example cited was the seismic upgrade at the California
Maritime Academy. This project was completed below budget due to the active management of the
design process which resulted in a different and more cost-effective design solution, thus allowing the
savings to be used for other projects and extending the use of limited state resources.

In closing, Mr. Drohan mentioned that his staff is now using an automated data base system that will
facilitate the production of the mid-year report to the trustees, will allow for more sophistication in
analysing the various types of delivery methods, and permit an expansion of the data base for next
year’s report in order to provide more information. Mr. Drohan stated that his staff has achieved a lot in
producing this report and acknowledged that the campuses are doing a good job in the management of
the capital outlay process.

Trustee Razi requested that he receive a copy of the detailed version of the report so that he will be able
to study the report more thoroughly on a campus-by-campus basis.

Trustee Pierce stated that he was also wanted a copy of the detailed version and is especially interested
in looking at the contractor performance data.

Executive Vice Chancellor and Chief Business Officer Richard P. West complimented Mr. Drohan, his
staff, and the campuses in the outstanding work they have done in managing the construction of these
projects. The different dynamics in the marketplace and the pressure involved in getting the projects
completed is immense. He said that the state-funded projects are even more difficult because we cannot
expand the scope or the amount of dollars invested, therefore the campuses have to use bid alternates
to stay within budget and scope. This type of accomplishment is due to a strong management team.

Status Report on the 2001/02 State Funded Capital Outlay Program—Governor’s Budget

Mr. Drohan reviewed the item as printed in the handout and stated that all campus projects are the
same as previously agreed to and prioritized. He noted that the CSU’s five-year capital outlay program
exceeds 2½ billion dollars and the proposed funding will fall far short of meeting our

needs. Mr. Drohan emphasized the importance of demonstrating our capital outlay needs in Sacramento
and seeking a reliable source of funding to implement those needs.

Trustee Cartwright inquired if staff anticipates any changes in the budget to deal with the current energy
crisis and the governor’s executive order on green buildings.
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Mr. Drohan replied that Chancellor Reed would be giving an update to the trustees later in the day
regarding the energy issues. Also, he stated that Mr. Bob Schulz, chief of architecture, capital planning,
design and construction, has been very active in working with the Department of the State Architect in
developing some standards on the green building subject. At the same time, Mr. Drohan mentioned that
Ms. Elvyra San Juan, chief of facilities management, and he were discussing with the Department of
Finance the possibility of adjusting our unit costs to take into consideration some of these system that
would exceed Title 24 requirements and provide for enhanced life-cycle operational costs.

Approval of Schematic Plans

This item proposed the approval of the schematic plans for California State University, Channel
Islands—East Campus Residential Development Phase I Faculty and Staff Housing and California State
University, Northridge—Western Center for Adaptive Aquatics.

Mr. Richard West prefaced the presentation of this item by saying that usually when a schematic item is
presented to the Board, the design item is presented to the Committee on Campus Planning, Buildings
and Grounds and the financing package is presented to the Committee on Finance. For the CSU
Channel Islands residential development project, the financing package will be presented to the Finance
Committee at its March 2001 meeting.

Mr. West reminded the committee members that a site authority board governs the non-academic space
at Channel Islands. The board is made up of nominated members of the CSU Board of Trustees, CSU
administrators, and local government representatives and has seen the designs and financial picture of
this proposal. Early in the takeover of the Camarillo State Hospital, Mr. West stated that the CSU
proposed that a major portion of the sale of the residences would be applied to financing the renovation
of the academic space of the facility. The first couple of years have been difficult financially. No income
will be realized until the third or fourth year of operation, which will be 2002 and the opening of the
campus. As faculty and staff are hired, an important element of this campus community will be to have
housing available.

In viewing two slides, Mr. West summarized the projected net present value to be generated over a 40-
year period from various types of income (rental, sales and property taxes) that will amount to
approximately $300 million. The funds will be applied to various debt services, cost of construction and
modification of space, as well as the operating expenses associated with maintaining the rental facilities.
Mr. West pointed out that this projected income does not mean that the campus is not going to need
some investment of capital resources from the state in the
early years of operation. More details on the financial plan will be presented at the March meeting.

Trustee Razi stated that he thought the Channel Islands project was a joint venture that included a
developer as well as the Joint Power Authority.
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Mr. West responded that Trustee Razi is correct. Originally Catellus was the developer, and in the
spring 2000, the CSU assumed responsibility for this part of the venture. Staff hired the firm of
Brookfield to oversee the development on a fee basis, but they are not at risk. The CSU has assumed
the management of the development risk.
 
Trustee Razi inquired if the developer is involved in the design to reduce cost as well as estimating the
cost.

Mr. Drohan answered that Brookfield is currently reviewing the architect’s schematic plans and upon
completion and the inclusion of value engineering, both parties will agree on the cost. This is an ongoing
process.

Trustee Razi expressed his concern for staff to make sure that the cost does not suddenly go up and
absorb all of the funds designated for education.

Trustee Goldwhite applauded staff in the planning of affordable faculty/staff housing. He asked if there is
a plan to provide at least office space, if not housing, for those faculty members who are hired in the
early stages.

Mr. Drohan said that a couple of strategies are being considered to assure that temporary facilities are
available.

With the use of a computerized presentation, Mr. Drohan reviewed the CSU Northridge Western
Center for Adaptive Aquatics project as printed in the agenda. He indicated that the appropriate CEQA
documents have been filed on this project and no adverse comments had been received.

The committee recommended approval by the board of the proposed resolution (RCPBG 01-24-01).

Certify a Mitigated Negative Declaration, Approve the Campus Master Plan Revision,
Amendment to the Nonstate Funded Capital Outlay Program and Schematic Plans for the
Internet Switching Center Phase I at California State University, Hayward

Mr. Drohan stated that this item follows the Finance Committee’s action on the previous day. After a
review of the item, Mr. Drohan noted that the appropriate CEQA documents had been filed and no
adverse comments were received.

The committee recommended approval by the board of the proposed resolution (RCPBG 01-24-02).

Mr. Drohan introduced Mr. Mark Gutheinz, Chief of Plant, Energy and Utilities, as Capital Planning,
Design and Construction’s newest staff member.
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In reference to the state’s energy crisis, Trustee Pesqueira asked that staff prepare for the board a
matrix of how each CSU campus will manage its electrical needs over a long-term period of time.

Mr. Drohan responded that such a report would be presented at the Board’s May 2001 meeting.

Adjournment
The meeting adjourned at 9:25 a.m.
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COMMITTEE ON CAMPUS PLANNING, BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS

Amend the 2000/01 Capital Outlay Program, Nonstate Funded

Presentation By

J. Patrick Drohan
Assistant Vice Chancellor
Capital Planning, Design and Construction

Summary

This agenda item requests approval to add one project to the 2000/01 nonstate funded capital outlay
program.

San Francisco State University
Residence Dining Center Addition PWCE $500,000

Background and Scope

San Francisco State University would like to proceed with the design and construction of an addition to the
residence dining center. The existing 31,083 gross square foot (GSF) dining hall is a rectangular two-level
structure. It consists of approximately 16,658 GSF of dining and conference
area on the ground floor, and approximately 14,425 GSF of basement area. A sunken terrace at the
entrance to the dining center is currently used as an outside eating area and for special events during good
weather. The dining center was designed to serve the 824 dormitory residents in Mary Ward and Mary
Park Halls. The Village at Centennial Square will add 760 beds creating an increased demand to provide
meal service to campus residents. The proposed project will accommodate this demand by enclosing the
sunken terrace and connecting it to the main dining area. Interior work includes ceiling and lighting systems;
wall and floor finishes; and electrical, plumbing, mechanical and telecommunications systems. The addition
will comply with the requirements of the American with Disabilities Act. Other elements of the project
include conference and special events space, exterior site development and landscaping. The proposed
project is on the master plan and will be funded by the Service Provider for the San Francisco State
University Foundation, Inc.

The following resolution is recommended for approval:

RESOLVED, By the Board of Trustees of the California State University that the 2000/01
Nonstate Funded Capital Outlay Program is amended to include $500,000 for preliminary
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plans, working drawings, construction, and equipment for the San Francisco State
University, Residence Dining Center Addition.
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COMMITTEE ON CAMPUS PLANNING, BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS

Amend the 2000/01 Capital Outlay Program, State Funded

Presentation By

J. Patrick Drohan
Assistant Vice Chancellor
Capital Planning, Design and Construction

Summary

This item proposes to amend the 2000/01 state funded capital outlay program to add a new
project as Priority 27 on the trustees’ priority list.

Background and Scope

The 2000/01 support budget included $2 million to fund PWCE for the CSPU Pomona, Center
for Animal and Veterinary Science Education, Phase Ia capital outlay project. Phase Ia consists
of 12,000 gross square feet of space for pathology and necropsy laboratories, lab support space,
and lecture classrooms at an estimated cost of $9 million. The total estimated cost for Phases Ia,
Ib, and II is $47.4 million with components including a clinical and research facility, large
animal production facilities, a waste management facility, a feed mill facility, a meat science and
production laboratory, and site improvements. The multi-building complex will support the
educational and research mission of the College of Agriculture’s Department of Animal and
Veterinary Sciences for 168 full-time equivalent students.

While the $2 million budgeted is insufficient to fund Phase Ia, we are requesting approval to
establish the project in the trustees’ 2000/01 program. Discussions will continue with the
Department of Finance regarding changing the scope of the budget act language to enable the
CSU to expend the $2 million on preliminary plans for the entire project (Phases I and II).

The following resolution is recommended for approval:

RESOLVED, By the Board of Trustees of The California State University, that:

1. The 2000/01 State Funded Capital Outlay Program is amended to include
$9 million for preliminary plans, working drawings, construction, and
equipment for the California State Polytechnic University, Pomona, Center for
Animal and Veterinary Science Education, Phase Ia project as Priority 27.

2. CSPU Pomona will include the balance of funding required for Phase Ia in a
future capital outlay budget request based on campus priorities.
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COMMITTEE ON CAMPUS PLANNING, BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS

Certify a Final Environmental Impact Report and Approve the Campus Master Plan
Revision for San Diego State University

Presentation By

J. Patrick Drohan
Assistant Vice Chancellor
Capital Planning, Design and Construction

Summary

This item requests the following actions by the Board of Trustees for San Diego State
University:

• Certification of a Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR)
• Approval of a Campus Master Plan Revision

Attachment A to the item is the proposed campus master plan dated March 2001 and Attachment
B is the existing campus master plan dated May 1999.

Included in the agenda mailing are the FEIR, an Addendum to the FEIR, and the Findings of
Fact and Statement of Overriding Considerations with the Environmental Mitigation Measures
Monitoring and Reporting Plan.

There are no significant remaining contested issues based on CSU responses to the comments
received in the public review period. San Diego State University (SDSU) and the City
Redevelopment Agency will implement mitigation measures for the College Community
Redevelopment project that will address all potential significant issues identified in the Draft
EIR (DEIR).

Background

The existing SDSU campus master plan provides for 25,000 full-time equivalent students. The
proposed campus master plan revision continues to provide for 25,000 FTES while improving,
enhancing and rehabilitating campus facilities. The primary goal of the proposal is to create a
template of uniform planning for future campus development. The project components have been
designed in a manner that is consistent with the November 1997 SDSU Physical Master Plan,
Phase 1, Existing Conditions, which states a need for new campus facilities and sets forth
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guidelines for campus landscaping, lighting, visual quality, gateways, open areas and other
campus features. The existing master plan focuses on campus boundaries, parking facilities,
athletic facilities, pedestrian malls, and existing and future campus buildings and structures.

Campus Master Plan

The proposed campus master plan revision includes redevelopment of several classroom, office,
research and student facilities, and provides for the development of several new buildings, a
physical plant and corporation/maintenance yard, parking structure and central campus park area.
The project was divided into two groups of "project components" for purposes of the
environmental analysis. One group was identified and analyzed on a program level and the other
was analyzed on a project level. The program level components consist of two academic/research
buildings, a performing arts complex, a science research building, a physical plant, and an
addition to the north life sciences building. The project level components consist of a faculty
office/classroom/gallery building and parking structure, an addition to the communication
building, a new campus childcare center, an addition to the International Student Center and a
central park. As discussed in greater detail below, since completion of the FEIR, a project-level
environmental analysis is provided in an Addendum to the FEIR.

Proposed Project Components

Attachment A identifies each of the proposed new facilities using “PGM” in rectangles for
program components and “PJT” in ovals for the project level components as indicated below:

Program Level Components
PGM-1N: Site for new Academic/Research Building A
PGM-1S: Site for new Academic/Research Building B
PGM-2: Site for new Performing Arts Complex
PGM-3: Site for new Science Research Building (this will require the demolition of the

Industrial Technology Building 9)
PGM-4: Site for new Physical Plant
PGM-5: Site for North Life Sciences Addition (this will add a five-floor addition to the

existing Life Sciences North Building 35 and displace a temporary campus
office facility 817)

Project Level Components

PJT-1: Site for new Faculty Office/Classroom/Gallery/Parking Structure 8 (this will
require the demolition of the existing Family Studies and Consumer Science
Building 7 while relocating the Campus Childcare Center 85 as PJT-3)
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PJT-2: Site for School of Communication Addition
PJT-3: Site for new Campus Childcare Center
PJT-4: Site for International Student Center Addition (this will add 12,000 square feet

to the existing International Student Center 74)
PJT-5: Site for new Central Park (development of this park will include demolition of

the Education Building 6)

Fiscal Impact

Implementation of the proposed campus master plan revision adds state funded improvements
estimated at $127 million and nonstate improvements estimated at approximately $10 million
totaling an estimated $137 million in current dollars.

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Action

A comprehensive FEIR has been prepared pursuant to the requirements of CEQA and the state
CEQA Guidelines. The FEIR is presented to the Board of Trustees for certification as part of this
agenda item. A Notice of Preparation/Initial Study was prepared in May 2000 for the proposed
campus master plan revision and circulated to interested public agencies, organizations,
community groups and individuals for their input. The campus held a public information meeting
on May 18, 2000 to obtain public input on the proposed project and the DEIR. This DEIR review
period began on September 13, 2000 and ended on October 30, 2000. The campus also held a
September 28, 2000 public information meeting for public input on the DEIR. The FEIR
incorporates both the comments received on the DEIR, and the written responses to those
comments. Significant issues derived from those comments are included in this item under issues
identified through public participation.

The DEIR addressed potential impacts associated with the SDSU campus master plan revision.
The DEIR identified the following resources with potentially significant impacts for which
mitigation measures are included in the FEIR:

Geotechnical and Soil Resources
Water Quality/Hydrology
Biological Resources
Visual Quality
Traffic/Access/Parking
Noise
Air Quality
Cultural Resources
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A complete listing and discussion of project impacts and proposed mitigation measures are
included in the FEIR describing the procedures that will be used to implement the mitigation
measures.

Subsequent to completion of the FEIR, a project-level environmental analysis was prepared for
project component PGM-1N, the existing Academic/Research Building with two additional
future buildings. That additional analysis is provided in an Addendum to the FEIR. The
additional analysis warranted some changes to the FEIR to account for the detailed analysis of
the PGM-1N component. However, the analysis did not involve substantial changes to the
proposed campus master plan revision requiring a major revision to the FEIR. Neither did it
result in new information which indicated: (i) the existence of significant effects not discussed in
the FEIR; (ii) that significant effects previously discussed will be substantially more severe than
shown in the FEIR; (iii) that mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be
feasible would be feasible and would substantially reduce one or more significant effects of the
project; or (iv) that mitigations measures or alternatives which are considerably different from
those analyzed in the FEIR would substantially reduce one or more significant effects on the
environment. Therefore, pursuant to CEQA and the state CEQA Guidelines, the project-level
analysis of component PGM-1N was appropriately addressed in the Addendum to the FEIR.

Issues Identified Through Public Participation

Public comments were received from the City of San Diego. Those comments and CSU
responses to the comments are provided in the FEIR. The comment letters raised the following
significant issues:

Traffic and Access
Biological Resource
Water Quality/Hydrology

Responses have been prepared to address the concerns raised and to indicate where and how the
EIR addresses these specific issues. Where appropriate, changes made in the DEIR in response to
these comments are indicated in the response and the actual EIR revisions are contained in the
FEIR. Findings of fact, the specific mitigation measures and the appropriate statement of
overriding consideration for impacts that cannot be mitigated are included in a separate
document in the agenda mailing. A summary of the responses to these comments follows:

1. Traffic and Access. Some comments questioned the traffic impacts caused by increased trips
at the intersection of College Avenue and "Z" Street in terms of intersection capacity. The
comments also suggested that the mitigation proposed to reduce those impacts to a level below
significance must be implemented in conjunction with development of the campus master plan
project.
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CSU Response: Traffic mitigation measures approved for a previously adopted FEIR prepared
for the College Community Redevelopment project, under the Redevelopment Agency of the
City of San Diego, require the widening of College Avenue to six lanes and the installation of a
new traffic signal to permit left turn access to the SDSU parking structure east of College
Avenue. The university's traffic consultant has noted that the city’s traffic engineering design
requirements make it highly unlikely that a traffic signal could be located at this location because
of its proximity to the major intersection of College Avenue and Canyon Crest Drive.
Additionally, the physical constraints on College Avenue preclude widening to permit a turn lane
at this location. This leads to the logical conclusion that the signal would be installed at the “Z”
Street intersection located approximately 300 feet to the south, which is the first intersection that
could be widened to permit left turns. Left turns for the parking structure could also be
accommodated at the "Z" Street intersection. The proposed project does not include a traffic
signal at College Avenue and "Z" Street to accommodate the new inbound left turn trips during
the morning and evening peak hours because the project-related traffic impacts would be
mitigated through the widening of College Avenue and the addition of the new traffic signal in
the vicinity of "Z" Street under the College Community Redevelopment project FEIR mitigation
program. Therefore, with implementation of the mitigation in the FEIR for the College
Community Redevelopment project, the proposed SDSU project's traffic impacts would be
reduced to less than significant levels.

With regard to mitigation of the proposed project's traffic impacts, CEQA requires that a project
include all feasible mitigation measures, which may reduce the project's environmental impacts.
If the lead agency for a given project has no legal authority to fund or otherwise implement,
independent of CEQA, the measures required to mitigate a particular environmental impact, then
the measures are not considered feasible and not required under CEQA. CSU has no authority or
funding to require the construction of off-site traffic improvements. Therefore, the mitigation
measures proposed to reduce the project's traffic impacts at the intersection of College Avenue
and "Z" Street are not feasible under CEQA. Consequently, those measures cannot be
implemented in conjunction with development of the campus master plan revision.

Under CEQA, when mitigation of a significant environmental impact is not feasible, the lead
agency may address such impacts with "overriding considerations." CSU has considered the
possibility that the master plan project may be completed prior to completion of the necessary
traffic improvements in connection with the College Community Redevelopment project. Should
such circumstances occur, CSU has identified numerous overriding considerations, supported by
substantial evidence, which outweigh the project's significant traffic impacts. Those overriding
considerations are set forth in the CEQA Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding
Considerations.

2. Biological Resource. Some comments suggested that the DEIR should have analyzed the
proposed project's impacts on biological resources within certain geographic areas collectively
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designated as a multiple habitat planning area in the City of San Diego's Multiple Species
Conservation Plan.

CSU Response: The DEIR includes measures for avoiding potential impacts to biological
resources in proximity to the project component sites. The DEIR states that the limits of grading
should be staked, fencing should be erected and a qualified biologist should be retained to
monitor construction activities at the component sites with a potential to affect adjacent
biological resources. The DEIR states that, if construction is conducted during breeding season, a
breeding bird survey should be conducted to ensure that there are no state- or federally-listed
endangered species in the vicinity. If a listed bird species is found within 500 feet of the
construction site, the DEIR recommends that construction activities should be deferred until the
end of the breeding season. The DEIR also states that Best Management Practices should be
implemented to control erosion, runoff, dust, noise and any other potentially harmful indirect
biological impacts during construction. Based on the design and location of the project
components, as well as the foregoing mitigation measures and other measures related to noise,
lighting and drainage, the proposed project is consistent with the San Diego County Multiple
Species Conservation Plan Land Use Adjacency Guidelines pertaining to drainage, toxics,
lighting, noise, barriers, invasive and brush management.

3. Water Quality/Hydrology. Some comments suggested that the DEIR should have analyzed
the proposed project's potential to cause water quality impacts on the multiple habitat planning
area.

CSU Response: The DEIR contains measures recommended to mitigate the proposed project
potential water quality impacts. Those measures include: (i) removal of demolition and
excavated material from the project site to prevent potential surface and groundwater
contamination; (ii) elimination of standing water during construction; (iii) proper storage of on-
site hazardous materials; (iv) compliance with National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
permit requirements; (v) control of storm water runoff to prevent erosion; (vi) control of storm
water runoff within the SDSU campus during construction; and (vii) proper disposal of on-site
waste materials. The DEIR also recommends appropriate modification of the existing storm
drain system as necessary to accommodate expected increases in peak runoff quantities. Based
on the design and location of the project components, as well as the foregoing mitigation
measures, the proposed project is consistent with the San Diego County Multiple Species
Conservation Plan Land Use Adjacency Guidelines pertaining to drainage and toxics.

Alternatives

The alternatives section of the FEIR has been prepared in accordance with CEQA and the state
CEQA Guidelines. The preferred alternative is the proposed project. The alternatives shown
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below were analyzed and compared to the proposed project in the FEIR. The ability of each
alternative to reduce impacts was also identified and considered in the FEIR. The alternatives
analyzed in the FEIR included:

Alternative 1: No Project Alternative. This alternative is required by CEQA, and it compares
the present existing condition of the project site against the significant effects that would result
from implementation of the proposed project.

Alternative 2: A-PJT-1 Alternative. This alternative compares the significant effects that
would result from constructing the proposed Faculty Office/Classroom/Gallery/Parking Structure
8 component PJT-1 on the site designated for that facility under the proposed project against the
construction of the facility in Parking Lot W.

Alternative 3: A-PJT-2 Alternative. This alternative compares the significant effects that
would result from constructing the proposed Communication Building Additions component
PJT-2 on the site designated for that facility under the proposed project against the construction
of the facility on the plaza north of the existing Communication Building.

Alternative 4: A-PJT-3a Alternative. This alternative compares the significant effects that
would result from constructing the proposed Campus Childcare Center component PJT-3 on the
site designated for that building under the proposed project against the construction of the
building on the site of campus Parking Lot A.

Alternative 5: A-PJT-3b Alternative. This alternative compares the significant effects that
would result from constructing the proposed Campus Childcare Center component PJT-3 on the
site designated for that building under the proposed project against the construction of the
building on the site of campus Parking Lot G.

Alternative 6: A-PJT-3c Alternative. This alternative compares the significant effects that
would result from constructing the proposed Campus Childcare Center component PJT-3 on the
site designated for that building under the proposed project against the construction of the
building on the site of campus Parking Lot V and the International Student Center.

Alternative 7: A-PJT-4a Alternative. This alternative compares the significant effects that
would result from constructing the proposed International Student Center Addition component
PJT-4 on the site designated for that building under the proposed project against the construction
of the building on the site of campus Parking Lot A.

Alternative 8: A-PJT-4b Alternative. This alternative compares the significant effects that
would result from constructing the proposed International Student Center Addition component
PJT-4 on the site designated for that building under the proposed project against the construction
of the building on the site of campus Parking Lot W.
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Please see the alternatives section of the FEIR for a detailed discussion of the alternatives to the
proposed project. The alternatives were rejected as infeasible, and the proposed project was
found to be preferable to the rejected alternatives. Please see the CEQA Findings of Fact and
Statement of Overriding Considerations for further information regarding the project
alternatives.

The following resolution is recommended for approval:

RESOLVED, By the Board of Trustees of the California State University, that:

1. The FEIR and the Addendum to the FEIR (collectively “the FEIR”) for the
SDSU campus master plan revision was prepared to address the
environmental effects, mitigation measures and project alternatives associated
with approval of that project, and all discretionary actions relating thereto, and
that project consists of the following project components: (1) two
academic/research buildings, a performing arts complex, a science research
building, a physical plant and an addition to the North Life Sciences Building;
and (2) a faculty office/classroom/gallery building and parking structure, an
addition to the communication building, a new campus childcare center, an
addition to the International Student Center and a central park.

2. The FEIR (State Clearinghouse No. 2000051026) was prepared pursuant to
the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the state CEQA
Guidelines.

3. This resolution is adopted pursuant to the requirements of Section 21081 of
the Public Resources Code and Section 15091 of the state CEQA Guidelines,
which require that the Board of Trustees make findings prior to approval of a
project (along with statements of facts supporting each finding).

4. This board hereby adopts the findings of fact and related mitigation measures
provided under separate cover for Agenda Item 3 of the March 20-21, 2001
meeting of the Committee on Campus Planning, Buildings and Grounds,
which identify specific impacts of the proposed project and related mitigation
measures and which are incorporated by reference; and the findings of fact
and the related mitigation measures are incorporated by reference.

5. The board’s findings include specific overriding considerations that outweigh
certain remaining significant impacts.
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6. The FEIR has been prepared to address the environmental impacts, mitigation
measures, project alternatives, comments and responses to comments
associated with the approval of the SDSU campus master plan revision
pursuant to the requirements of CEQA and the state CEQA Guidelines.

7. Prior to certification of the FEIR, the Board of Trustees has reviewed and
considered the above-mentioned FEIR. The board hereby certifies the FEIR
for the SDSU campus master plan revision as complete and adequate in that
the FEIR addresses all environmental impacts of the proposed project and
fully complies with the requirements of CEQA and the state CEQA
Guidelines. For the purpose of CEQA, the record of the proceedings for the
project comprises the following:

A. The DEIR for the SDSU campus master plan revision;

B. The FEIR and Addendum, including comments received on the DEIR and
responses to comments;

C. The proceedings before the Board of Trustees relating to the subject
project, including testimony and documentary evidence introduced prior to
or at the meeting; and

D. All attachments, documents incorporated, and references made in the
documents specified in items (A) through (C) above.

All of the above information is on file with the California State University,
Office of the Chancellor, Capital Planning, Design and Construction, 401
Golden Shore, Long Beach, California, 90802, and San Diego State
University, Office of Facilities Planning and Management, Administration
Building, Room 130, 5500 Campanile Drive, San Diego, California 92182-
1624.

8. The board certifies the FEIR for the SDSU campus master plan revision.

9. The mitigation measures identified in the Mitigation Monitoring Plan are
hereby adopted and shall be monitored and reported in accordance with the
Mitigation Monitoring Plan, which is under separate cover for Agenda Item 3
of the March 20-21, 2001 meeting of the Committee on Campus Planning,
Buildings and Grounds, which meets the requirements of CEQA (Public
Resources Code Section 21081.6).
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10. The SDSU campus master plan revision, dated March 2001, is hereby
approved.

11. The chancellor or his designee is requested under the Delegation of Authority
granted by the Board of Trustees to file the Notice of Determination with
respect SDSU campus master plan revision.


