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Lead agencies may include 15 hardcopies of this document when submitting electronic copies of Environmental Impact
Reports, Negative Declarations, Mitigated Negative Declarations, or Notices of Preparation to the State Clearinghouse
(SCH). The SCH also accepts other summaries, such as EIR Executive Summaries prepared pursuant to CEQA Guidelines
Section 15123. Please include one copy of the Notice of Completion Form (NOC) with your submission and attach the
summary to each electronic copy of the document.
SCH #:

2007061092

Project Title:

Peterson Hall 1 Replacement Building Project

Lead Agency: The Board of Trustees of the California State University
Contact Name:
Email:

Melissa Soto

Melissa.Soto@csulb.edu

Phone Number:

562-985-5127

Project Location: Long Beach, Los Angeles County
City

County

Project Description (Proposed actions, location, and/or consequences).
The 2008 Campus Master Plan Environmental Impact Report (2008 EIR) (approved project) analyzed impacts
associated with the Peterson Hall 1 (PH1) and Peterson Hall 2 (PH2) Replacement project, which anticipated the
demolition of PH1, PH2, and Faculty Office 5 (FO5), and in their place, construction of two new buildings totaling 150,500
gross square feet (GSF) in the same locations. In the time since the 2008 EIR, PH2 has undergone a renovation, rather
than the originally contemplated replacement of the PH2 building. As such, the current proposed project instead involves
demolition of the existing PH1 building and temporary FO5 building as well as construction of one new 137,072-GSF,
three-story building; it and would include uses not originally contemplated in the 2008 EIR, including a public clinic, and
would require demolition of the existing Faculty Office 4 (FO4) temporary building to accommodate a surface parking lot
to serve the clinic. The project site is generally bound by the Shakarian Student Success Center building to the north,
pedestrian pathways to west, the Fine Arts 3 and Fine Arts 4 buildings to the south, and surface parking lots E7 and G15
to the east, on the California State University Long Beach (CSULB) campus in the City of Long Beach, California.
Identify the project’s significant or potentially significant effects and briefly describe any proposed mitigation measures that
would reduce or avoid that effect.
The proposed project would have a Less Than Significant Impact With Mitigation Incorporated on:
- Cultural Resources (Checklist thresholds a, b, and c): Archaeological Resources Mitigation Measures 1-5 included in
the 2008 EIR would be applicable to the proposed project, in addition to the project-specific Mitigation Measure CR1 that
will provide a protocol to be followed in the event of an unanticipated find and ensure controlled grading for Surge Area 3
and FO4, specifically.
- Geology and Soils (Checklist threshold f): Archaeological Resources Mitigation Measure 6 included in the 2008 EIR
would be applicable to the proposed project.
- Noise (Checklist threshold a): Construction Equipment Noise Mitigation Measures 1-3 and 5 included in the 2008 EIR
would be applicable to the proposed project, in addition to project-specific Mitigation Measure N1 requiring the erection of
construction barriers.
- Transportation (Checklist thresholds a, c, and d): Construction Traffic and Parking Mitigation Measures 1-5 included in
the 2008 EIR would be applicable to the proposed project.
- Tribal Cultural Resources (Checklist thresholds a and b): See Cultural Resources above.
- Utilities and Service Systems (Checklist thresholds b and d): Water Use Mitigation Measures 1-3, and Solid Waste
Mitigation Measures 1 and 2 included in the 2008 EIR would be applicable to the proposed project.
Mandatory Findings of Significance (Checklist thresholds a-c): See all above impacts/Mitigation Measures.
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continued
If applicable, describe any of the project’s areas of controversy known to the Lead Agency, including issues raised by
agencies and the public.

As required by AB52, CSULB contacted representatives of tribes with a letter invitation for consultation mailed on
December 14, 2021. CSULB has received four responses from three of the Native American groups regarding
consultation.

Provide a list of the responsible or trustee agencies for the project.
Not applicable

