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~Ordinance amending Administrative Code, Chapter 31, to prowde for appeal to the

“Resources Code Section 21000 et seq.). Said determination is on file with the Clerk of the

| Modification.

exempt project zs not g substantial modzﬁcaﬂon as deﬁned in 31.08(i). an appeal may be fi Zed with z‘he _

‘Supervisors Kim, Chiu, Campos, Avalos, Mar, Yee

' ' AMENDED IN COMMITTEE -
FILE NO. . 130464 72212013 ORUINANCE NO.

[Admmlstratlve Code - Cahforma Env:rohmental Quaﬁty Act-Procedu_res, Appeal of Exempt-
Pro;ect Modmcatlon] : Co C .

Environmental Review Officer to reconSIder a determlnatlon of the Envrronmental
Rewew Officer that an exempt prOject modification does not require a new decision’ |

under the California Environmental Quality Act; and making environmental findings. .

NOTE: Additions to Codes are in single-underline italics Times New Roman font.
' Deletions to Codes are in ]
Board amendment additions are in double- underllned ‘Arial font.

Board amend ment deletlons are in stnke%h;eugh—ﬁrﬂa—fent

Be it ordalned by the F_’eopJe of the City and County of San Francisee:

Sectlon.1 The Plannmg Depas tment has determlred that the actlons conterrpiated in.

this ordinance comply with the Callfornla Envu'onmental Quality-Act (Cahfornla Pubiic

Board of Supervisors-in File No. 130464 and is incorporated herein' by reference. .'
Sectlon 2. The Administrative Code is hereby amended by addlng hew Sectlon

31. 08(k) to read as follows:
 SEC. 31. as8. G@G@H&&EXEMPTIONS

****

(j) Appeal of a Determination That Change in Exempt Project is Not A Substantial

(1) Wzthm 1 0 da'vs of the posting of the notice of a determination that a change in an

Bnvironmental Revzew Officer. who is provided for in Section 31 .05, including subsec’clon (K),

Page 1 v
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requesting that the Envzronmenz‘al Revzew Officer reverse the determznatzon and render anew CEOA

decision for the project Such an appeal 18 not an appeal ofa CEOA deczszon under the California

Envzronmental Oualzz‘v Act and shall not defav or suspend any Dermlt roval or other

(2) - Ifsuch an appeal i is filed when g re,eularlv Scheduled meeting of z‘he Plannzng

Cammzsszon will be held within 20 days of the filing of the appeal, the Envzronmental Revzew Offz‘cer -

shal] hold a noticed public hearing on the day of a Planning Commission meeting held wzz‘hzn such 20

day period, unless the period between the fi Img of the aggeal and the Planning Commission |
meetling is insufficient to notice the public hearing. Ifrno Planning Commission meeting is held '

within the 20 day period, or the period between the: filing of aDDeal and the Planning

Commissmn m.eetmq within 20 davs of the aooeal Is insufficient to notice the public hearing.

the hearing shall z‘ake place on the day of one nf the next two r e,qularlv scheduled Planning

Commz.s*szon meetzngs dfter such 20-day. verzod—

3) Ar the Dublzc hearing, the Envzronmental Revzew Oﬁ‘icer shall reconszder the

prior dez‘ermznatzon in light of all information provided bv all parties uresent including any project

_QOI’ZSOT as well as written information submztted at or before the public hearzn,c:

(4) If afier such reconszderatzon the Envzronmental Revzew Oﬁicer derermznes that

the original determznatzon was in error the Envzronmental Review Oﬁ‘icer shall render a rew CEOA

decision for the Drolecz‘ in accordance with the requirements of CEQA and this Chapter 3J Anv prior

permit approval or other dlsgretlonagé aggrova! authonzmg the change in the project shall be
- - . » k ‘ ) - - . - - y . :

suspended by the decision-

|| accordance with thlS Chagter 31! any susgended aggroval shall be reinstated and valid as of

Supervisors Kim; Chiu, Campos, Avalos, Mar, Yee ) ) _ . _
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS ‘ _ S Page 2
' 7/19/2013
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the date of the originall aggroval. -Howevérgif'the Environmentél Review Ofﬁce\r identifies a

suspended approval as the Approval Action for the modified project. the date of the Approva _

il Action for the modified gfoiect for _gurgog es of thi_s Chapter 31 only, shall be the date the
approval is reinstated.- If_the Environmental Review Officer determines that the modified .

grolect shall be void.

_ ) If aﬁ‘er such reconsideration. the Environmental Review Officer determznes that

the original decision was not in error, the orzgznal a’etermmatzon of z‘he Envzronmental Revzew Officer

shall be final and no further appeal to any body of the City and Cou-ng_ of San Francisco of the

 determination that the change in the project is not a substantial modification shall be granted.-

including without Iimitaﬁoni-the Board of Angal's.
7

(6) The Environmental Review Officer shall issue a written-decision on the appeal

. within 14 days of the public hearing, and an oral report of the decision shall be provided to the

Planning Commission at the next possible mee;-;flw-aﬁerfueh decision.

(7) __To the exterit fzasible, and subject to the budgetary and fiscal provisions of the

Charter, such hearing shall be video-recorded and broadcast by the official z‘elevisfon channel of the

| City and Couhtv of San Francisco. At a minimum, such hearing shall be video-recorded and made

available on the website of the C‘ztv and Coumv of San Franczsco

(8) The Planmnz Devartmem‘ may adopr ada’ztzonal procedures 7‘br such appeals.

- Section 3. Effective Date. This Qr_dmance shall become effective 30 days from the-

| date of passage.

Sectlon 4, Ogeratrve Date. This ordlnance shall become ogeratlve on the later date of

September 1. 2013, or five business days after the Secretary of the Plannin ommission

provides a memorandum to the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors advising that the I5Ia_n_ning

Supervisors Kim, Chiu, Campos, Avalos, Mar, Yee

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS B ~ Page3
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the public about each CEQA exemption determmatlon in a format searchable b Iocatlon

such as through the ‘Active Permlts In My. Nelqhborhood tool now used bv the Planning

Department and the Building Degartment

Sectlon 45. This sectlon is uncodn" ed. [n enactlng this Ordlnance the Board lntends

to amend only those words phrases, paragraphs, subsectlons sections, artlcles numbers,

' punctuatlon charts, dlagrams or any other constituent part of the Admlnlstratlve Code that

are expllmtly shown in this legislation as addrtlons deletions, Board amendment addltrons

and Board amendment deletions in accordance with the "Note”

title of the legislation.’

{ APPROVED AS TO FORM: . .
i DENNIS J. HERRERA, City Attorney

By: | %M %-
ELAINE WARREN
Deputy City Attorney

-n:\legana\as2013\1 300351100861091.doc

Supervisor Kim
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
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- FILE NO. 130464

' REVISED LEGISLATIVE DIGEST
(7/22/12013; Amended in Committee)

'[Admlnlstratlve Code - California Enwronmental Qualrty Act Procedures Appeal. of Exempt
Project Modlﬂcahon] :

Ordinance amendlng Administrative Code, Chapter 31, to provide for appeal to the
Environmental Review Officer to reconsider a determmatuon of the Environmental
Review Officer that an exempt project modifi cation does not require a new decision
under the California Environmental Quality Act; and making environmental findings.

The City of San Francisco, in accordance with the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act, Public Resources Code Section 21000 ef seq. ("CEQA"), and

CEQA Guidelines, Title 14, ‘California Code of Regutations, Section 15000 ef seq has
adopted locai- procedures for administering its responsibilities under CEQA. These _
procedures are codified in San Francisco Administrafive Code Chapter 31. These procedures
tailor the generai provisions of the CEQA Guidelines to the specific operations of the City and '
mcorporate by reference the provisions of CEQA and the CEQA Gu.dellnes

Amendments to Current Law

This I'egislation amends one section of Chapter 31 to provide for a'process fo appeal a '
determination by the Environmental Review Officer (“ERO”) that a change to a project exempt
- from CEQA is not a substantial modification to the project that requires a new CEQA decision.

The appeal process provides for a hearing before the ERO. Project approvals and
‘construction related to the changes in the project may proceed during the appeal process.
The ERO is required to reconsider his or her prior decision in fight of any new information
submitted before or at the hearing. The appeal must be filed within 10 days of the original
decision and the hearing held within 20 days of the appeal, on the same day as a Planning
Commission regularly—scheduled meeting. If no Planning Commission meeting is scheduled -
within the 20-day period, or if the period between the filing of the appeal and the Planning
Commission meeting is insufficient to notice the public hearing, then the hearing must be held
on the day of the one of the next two Planning Commission meetings. The hearing must be

- video-recorded, with the recording posted on the City’s website, and, if feasible, broadcast on

- the City’s official television channel. The ERO mustrender a dec13|on within 14 days of the

heanng

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS - |  Page1
. | , 71912013
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FILE NO. 130464

If the ERO finds that the original determination that the change is the project is not a
substantial modification was in error, the ERO must issue a new CEQA decision. Until a new
CEQA decision is issued, project approvals authorizing the change in the project will be
suspended. If the ERO issues a new exemption determination, the suspended approvals will
be reinstated and valid as of the date of the original approval. But, if the ERO identifies a .
suspended approval as the Approval Action for the modified project, for purposes of Chapter .
31 only, the date of the Approval Action will be the date the approval is reinstated. If the ERO
determines that the modified project is not exempt from CEQA, any prior approval for the
modified project is void. ' L. ' ‘ :

If the ERO finds that the origihal_detemination was not in error, the original decision is final
and not subject to any further administrative appeals. : L '

The ordinance has an operative date that is the same as companion legislation in Board file
121019 that proposes other amendments to Chapter 31. ' '

Background Information

The ordinance amends substitute legislation proposed to revise one aspect of the City’s
existing CEQA implementation proecedures. Supervisor Kim introduced the original legislation
on May 14, 2013, and the substitute legislation-orz July 16, 2013. Under the original_proposal,
one had 30 days to file an appeal to the Planning Commission of-a determination by the ERO
that a change to a project exempt fron CEQA was not a substantial modification to the project
that required a new CEQA decision. The Planning Commission had 60 days-to take action on
the appeal. The City could not take action to approve the project during the pendency of the
appeal. ' S S :

The substitute legislation provided instead for an appeal process before the ERO, with the-
deadlines as stated in this proposed amendment. The amendment clarifies that the City can
approve the changes in the project during the appeal process. The amendments also clarify
the effect on such approvals if the ERO determines as a result of the appeal that a new CEQA -
decision is required.” The amendments also make some technical clarifications in the appeal
process and add an operative date. ' ' '

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS : o Page 2
: - ' s 7/19/2013
n:\legana\as2013\1300351\00861205.doc
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City Hall
Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco 94102-4689
Tel. No. 554-5184 |
Fax No. 554-5163
TDD/TTY Ne. 554-5227

BOARD of SUPERVISORS

May 16, 2013.

File No. 130464

Sarah Jones

Environmental Review Officer
Planning Depariment .
1650 Mission Street, 4™ Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103

Dear Ms. Jones:
On May 14, 2013, Supervnsor K-m mtroduced the follewing proposed leglslatlon
File No. 130464
" Ordinance amending Administrative Code, Chapter 31, io provide for appeal to
the Planning Commissien of a Planning Deparment determination that an
"exempt project modification does not require a new decision under the California

Environmental Quality Act; and making environmental findings.

This legislation is being transmltted to you for enwronmental review, pursuant to
Planning Code Sectlon 306.7(c).

Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board

By: Alisa Miller, Committee Clerk
Land Use & Economic Deve]opment Committee

Attachment

ol .-,vu‘m (AL %mma\l
c: Monica Perelra Environmental Planning
"~ Joy Navarrete, Envnronmental Plannlng W{LWM\H I (fftl,l S\’{OﬂQ\l _

\5 D00 C(X" |
o Sle

M e

118



SAN FRANCISCO | :
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

‘Historic Preservation Commission = - 1660 Hision St
Resolution No. 708 Choii0s 267
Administrative Code Text Change - Reception:
HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION HEARING DATE: JULY 17, 2013 . 415.558.6378 -
S : ‘ Fax
_ : _ : - . 4155586409
Project Name: , California Environmental Quality Act Procedures, Appeal of Exempt
.  qeps e . R Planning
Project Modification : Information:
Case Number; 2013.0911U '[.Sup.ervisor Kim Proposal Board File No. 13-0464] / 415.558.6377
. C [Supervisor Chiu Proposal Board File No. Pending]
Initigted by: . Supervisor Kim / Supervisor Chin ' :
Introduced: . May 14, 2013/pending
* Staff Contact: ~ AnMarie Rodgers, Manager Legislative Affairs
anmarie.rodgers@sfgov.org, 415-558-6395 . .
Reviewed by: Sarah Jones, Acting Environmental Review Officer

sarah.b.jones@sfgov.org, 415-575-9034 - o
Recommendation: - Approval

RECOMMENDING THAT THE. K BOARD OF SUPERVISORS APPROVE THE PROPOSED
ORDINANCE THAT WOULD AMEND THE ADMINISTRATIVE CODE, CHAPTER 31, TO
PROVIDE EOR APPEAL TO THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF A PLANNING BEPARTMENT.
DETERMINATION THAT AN EXEMPT PROJECT MODIFICATION DOES NOT REQUIRE A NEW
DECISION UNDER THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY -ACT; AND MAKING
ENVIRONMENTAL FINDINGS. o o '

PREAMBLE - B : . )
Whereas, on May 14, 2013, Supervisor Kim introduced a proposed Ordinance under Board of Supervisors
(hereinafter “Board”) File Numiber 130464 which would amend the Administrative Code, Chapter 31, to
provide for appeal to the Planning Commission of a Planning Department determination that an exempt.
_project modification does not require a new decision under the California Environmental Quality Act;
and making environmental findings; and

" Whereas, on July 9, 2013, Supervisor Chiu sent a letter to the San Francisco Historic Preservation
Commission and the San Francisco Planning Commission outlining his interest in legislation that would -
amend the Administrative Code, Chapter 31, to provide for appeal to the Environmental Review Officer
of a Planning Dep'arfment determination that an exempt project modification does not require a new
decision under the California Environmental Quality Act; and -

Whereas, on July 17, 2013 the San Francisco Historic Preservation Commission (hereinafter “HPC")
conducted a duly noticed public hearing at a regularly scheduled meeting to consider the proposed
* QOrdinance; and : T S '

www.sfplanning.org
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Resolution No. 708 B . CASE NO. 2013.0911U

Appeal of Exempt Project Modifi catlon 7" . BF No. 130464 | BF Pending
~ Historic Preservation Commission Hearing: July 17, 2013 - ’

‘Whereas, on July 18, 2013‘, the San Francisco Plam\jng Commission (hereinafter “PC") conducted a duly
noticed public hearing at a Iegularly scheduled meeting to consider the proposed Ordinance; and ’

Whereas, this proposed Administrative Code amendments has been determmed to be categonca]ly
exempt from environmental review under the CEQA Section 15060(c)(2) and

Whereas on April 25, 2013, the PC conducted a duly noticed pubhc hearmg at a regularly scheduled
meehng to consider the proposed Ord.mance, and :

. Whereas on May 15, 2013, the HPC conducted a duly no’nced public heanng ata regularly scheduled
meeting to consider the proposed Ordinance; and -

Whereas, the HPC has heard and considered the testimony presented to if at the public hearing and has
further considered written materials and oral testimony presented on behalf of the legislative sponsor,
Department staff, and other interested parties; and

Whereas, the all pertinent documents may be found in the files of the Department, as the custodian of
records at 1650 Mission Street Suite 400, San Francisco; and - :

“Therefore be it resohf - that, the HPC has reviewed the proposed ordmance_ from Supervisor Kim, -
including the amendments she desc_nbed at the hearing which incorporated the proposm as outlined in
SuDervxsur Chiu’s July 9, 2013 letter to revise the Admnustratlve Code and

" Beit fu_rther -MOVED, that this Co_mm.lsswn recommends the proposal be approved.

FINDINGS _

" Having reviewed the materials identified in the i:)reamble above, and having heard all tesﬁﬁony'ahd
“arguments, this Commission finds, concludes, and defermines as follows: that the Commlssmn supports
the concept of public. accountablhty, oversight, and transparency on all matters.

I hereby certhy that the Historic Preservation Commission ADOPT ED the foregomg Resoluhon on July
17, 2013.

Jonas P. Tonin

Acting Commission Secretary
AYES: : Com.tmssmners Hasz, Hyland, ]ohnck, Johns, Matsuda, and Wolfram
- NAYS:  Commissioner Pearlman ' :
ABSENT: . Nene'
ADOPTED: - July 17,2013
SAN ERANGISGO. L : - 2
- PLANNING DEPARTMENT k - i .
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SAN FRANGISCO |
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Planning Commission Resolution: ~ avsins
- No. 18924 | CRBATTR 2670
. Administrative Code Text Change - : Reteption:
PLANNING COMMISSION HEARING DATE: JULY 18,2013 o 415.558.6378
: : ' B Fax:
' : ' S _ 415.558.6409
- Project Name: California Environmental Quality Act Precedures, App eal of Exempt Plaming
' Project Modification i information: -
Case Number: : 2013.0911[_T [Supervisor Kim Proposal Board File No. 13-0464]1/ - £15.558,6377
' S [Supervisor Chiu Proposal Board File No. Pending] :
Initinted by: - Supervisor Kim / Supervisor Chiu
Introduced: May 14, 2013/pending
Staff Contact: - AnMarje Rodgers, Manager Legislative Affairs
: : anmarie.rodgers@sfgov.org, 415-558-6395
Reviewed by: - Sarah Jones, Acting Environmental Review Officer

sarah.b.jones@sfgov.org, 415-575-9034

Recommendation: No Recommendation/Acknowiedgement of Vote

ACKOWLEDGING THAT THE PLANNING COMMISSION MOVED TO APPROVE SUPER"HS.OR
KIM'S PROPOSED LEGISLATION BUT THAT THE MOTION.. FAILED (+3/-2) WITHOUT A
MAJORITY OF COM_IMISS_IONERS. '

PREAMBLE _ _ .
Whereas, on May 14, 2013, Supervisor Kim introduced a proposed Ordinance under Board of Supervisors
(hereinafter “Board”) File Number 130464 which would amend the Administrative Code, Chapter 31, to
prbvide for appeal to the Planning Commission of a Plaiuljng Department determination that an exempt
- project modification does not require a new decision under the California Environmental Quality Act;
and making environmental findings; and ' ' .

Whereas, on July 9, 2013, Supervisor Chiu' sent a letter to the San Francisco Historic Preservation
Commission and the San Francisco Planning Commission outlining his interest in legislation that would
amend the Administrative Code, Chépter 31, to provide for appeal to the Environmental Review Officer :
of a Planning Department determination that an exempt project modification -does not require a new:

- decision under the California Environmental Quality Act; and

. Whereas, on ]uly' 17, 2013 the San Francisco Historic Preservation Commission (hereinafter “HPC™)
conducted a duly noticed public hearing at a regularly scheduled meeting to consider the proposed
Ordinance; and ' : _ .

www.sfpl;énning.org
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Resolution No. 18924 ,' ' S - CASE NO. 2013.0911U
Planning Commission Hearing: July 18, 2013 : BF No.. 130464
. Appeal of Exempt Pro;ecr Modification ' '

Whereas, on July 18, 2013, the San Francisco Planning Comm.lsswn (hereinafter ”PC”) conducted a duly
noticed public hearing at a regularly scheduled meeting to consider the proposed Ord_mance and

“Whereas, this proposed Administrative Code amendments has been determined to be categoncally
exempt from environmental review under the CEQA Section 15060(c) (2); and

Whereas on Aprll 25, 2013 the PC conducted a duly noticed public hearmg at a regularly scheduled
meetlng to consider the proposed Ordinance; and. . S

Whereas on May 15, 2013, the HPC conducted a duly noticed pubhc hearmg at a regularly scheduled
_ meehng to consider the proposed Ordmance, and , o

Whereas, the PC has hea.rd and consuiered the testimony presented to it at the public heanng and has
further considered written materials and oral testimony presented on behalf of -the legislative sponsor,
Department staff, and other interested parﬁes; and :

Whereas, the all peri:ment documents may be found in the files of the Department, as s the CllStOdlaIl of
records, at 1650 Mission Street Suite 400, San Francisco; and :

'I}ierefore be it resolved that, the PC has reviewed the proposed ordinance from Supervisor Kim,
including the amendments she described at the hearing which incorporated the “"oposa_l as outlmed ir:
Supervisor Chiu’s July 9, 2013 letter to revise the Administrative Code; and :

Be it further MOVED, that the Planning Commission acknowledges that the Commission moved to
approve Supervrsor Kim's proposed Iegrslaﬁon but that that motion fa.ﬂed (+3/-2) without a majority
of the- Commissioners voting in support. :

FlNDINGS

Having reviewed the materials identified in the preamble above, and having hea.rd all testimony and
arguments, this Commission finds, condudes and determmes as follows:

ComrrnisSioners Moore, Sugaya, and Wu voted to approve the proposed legislation.

L

2. Commlsmoners Antonini and Fong voted “n

3. The Commission needs a majority of the fu]l comimission (fou.r con’urussroners) to pass a resolution.

4. Without a rna]onty to make a recommendatlon, the Commission wanted to convey the failed vote
count to the Board. R ' . .

SH4 FRANCISGD ' 7 ’ : : 2

LANMING DEPARTMENT B
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Resolution No. 18924 ’ - CASE NO. 2013.0911U
Planning Commission Hearing: July 18, 2013 _ BF No. 130464 - -
Appeal of Exempt Project Modification _

TIhereby certify that the Planning Commission ADOPTED the foregoing Resolution on Iulfr 18, 2013.

Jonas P. Ionin

Acting Commission Secretary
AYES: Fong, W, A.ntonini, Moore, and Sugaya,
NAYS: '
ABSENT: Borden, Hillis
ADOPTED: .

SAH FRANCISCO ) o ’ o . 3
PLANNING DEPANTMENT . ‘ ) .
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.Miller, Alisa

" From: » Calvillo, Angela

Sent: ‘ . Monday, July 22, 2013 10:40 AM
To: © . Miller, Alisa .
Subject: ‘ FW: Urging Amendments to Land Use and Economic Committee Agenda ltem #10 Development

Admlmstratlve Code - California Envnronmental Quality Act Procedures,

Alisa,

Did not see you copled sa forwardmg for the file.
Thank you.

AC

: Angela Calvillo
Clerk of the Board

From: Eileen Boken [mailto:aeboken@gmail.com]
-Sent: Monday, July 22, 2013 02:42

To: Kim, Jane; Chiu, David; Wiener, Scott )
Cc: leo Fukuda Judith Berkowitz; Avalos, John; Calvillo, Angela; Campos, Davnd Cohen, Malia; Mar, Eric (BOS); Farrell

Mark; Tang, Katy, Breed, London; Yee, Norman (BOS)
SubJect. Urging Amendments to Land Use and Economic Committee Agenda Ttem #10 Development Admlnlstratl\le Code -

-California Environmental Quallty Act Procedures, _ S

' Dear Comm1ttee members

Although a number of positive amendmems have been made to tb_lS legislation, there remains one major
amendment which still needs to-be included.

It is my understanding that currently there is no higger for notification When a proj ect modification occurs.

A project can go through a number of modlﬁcauons so it is vital that a notlﬁcatlon be tnggered when each of -
these modlﬁcauons occurs. :

Eileen Boken
District 4 resident

1
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FOUNDED 1892 _ R oy

San Francisco Group . : - - . P
June 20, 2013 = =
Honorable David Chiu - . <
"1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place =
City Hall, Room 244 . SRS
San Francisco, Ca. 94102-4689 { . T8
i ;

- Dear Supervisor Chiu:

Thank you for your hard work with us in the past few months to improve Iocal.
implementation of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The Sierra Club is

- pleased that the proposed legislation makes public notification more robust and that the
full Board of Supervisors retains its role in hearing CEQA appeals of projects, among other
aspects of the legislation that the full Board will consider on June 25, 2013. - '

The Sige_rta, Club endorses the CEQA legislation as,currenﬂy proposed contingent upon-the
introduction of trailing legislation regarding project modifications. That legislation will
Implement a process for the televised appeal of Environmental Review Officer decisions on-

modifications of categorically exempt projects after the appeal period for first approvals
has passed. '

We respectfully request that the trailing legislation, matching the intent expressed by you
at the Jast Land Use and Economic Development Committee meeting; be introduced at the
“full Board on June 25,2013 (or as soon thereafter as possible) and heard at the Planning
Commission and the Historical Preservation Commission in time for the legislation to be
considered by the full Board of Supervisors on July 9, where it could be amended into the

- CEQA implementation legislation - presuming this legislation passes - atits second hearing
atthe Board. .~ '

Sincerely,
Susan Vaughan
Secretary
~ Executive Committee
. San Francisco Group
SF Bay Chapter of the Sierra Club

CC:

Mayor Ed Lee -

Clerk of the Board Angela Calvillo _
District Three Legislative Aide Judson True Judson

District Three Legislative Aide Catherine Rauschuber
_Supervisor Eric Mar
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Legislative Aide Nick Pagoulatos
Supervisor Mark Farrell

Legislative Aide Catherine Stefani ~

Supervisor Katy Tang
Legislative Aide Ashley Summers
- Supervisor London Breed
Legislative Aide Conor Johnston
Supervisor Jane Kim
Legislative Aide April Veneracion
Supervisor Norman Yee
" Legislative Aide Matthias Mormino
Supervisor Scott Wiener
" Legislative Aide Andres Power
Supervisor David Campos
Legislative Aide Hillary Ronen
Supervisor Malia Cohen
Legislative Aide Andrea Bruss
Supervisor John Avalos

- Legislative Aide Raquel Redondlez :
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June 17, 2013

Board of Supervisors — Land Use and Economic Development Committee File No. 130444

City Hall | R | /15 Raceived
~ 1Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 263 : ' ' n Com'm’iﬁlee '
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689 -

Subject: BOS File Nos. 121019, 130248, 130464 — CEQA Procedures Legislation

: Supervisoré Scott Wiener, Jane Kim and David Chiu of the Land Use and Economic
Development Committee: ' | .

- I appreciate your work on incoxpora_ting the reQuestsl of the larger community of stakeholders in
the crafting of this very important piece of legislation on amending Chapter 31 of the
Administrative Code on California Environmental Quality Act’ (CEQA) procedures.

‘Many projects are “Cat Ex’d” (categorically exempt) from CEQA after an initial environmental
review. In the legislation being massaged over these many months, people have said that -
projects can morph and both sides have agreed that after a permit approval, this occurs on many
occasions. The legislation still needs to allow the citizens the right to appeal projects after
changes even if such changes are within the original project description on the permit _
application or within the scope of the project due to the fact that there could be non-findings at
the time of the initial project review but evidence of environmental impact subsequently with
the modifications. | | ' ’

Realistically, people will not appeal windows that move 6 inches to the left or right of a wall
anyway or appeal a change of a staircase banister as were a couple of examples given for not
- allowing appeal of modifications. The request for this additional language is for the greater
purpose for the entire city of San Francisco’s fiture. _ _ _ -

- Itis to protect the right of the public to appeal these modifications that could impact the
environment and to afford the elected and appointed government officials to make responsible
decisions to protect the environment as the public has entrusted them to do so. This committee
1s about land use and not just economic development.

Land use affects the environment.. Economic development may not necessarily care.

- So to ensure that the strongest environmental protections are in place for the future of our city

~ as the greenest model of a city, and to ensure that people are allowed the right to appeal projects
that after modifications can damage our environment, I ask that this be included in the main
body of the legislation rather than as a supplemental piece of legislation as needed for clear and -
 Oopen government process. '

Thark you W@;}m}ch. .

1/
- Rose Hillson ¢
115 Parker Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94118
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“Milier, Alisa

From: ~ - NINERSAM@aol.com
Sent: ) Tuesday, June 11, 2013 3:08 PM
To: T : Chiu, David .
Cc: © Miller, Alisa; True Judson Rauschuber Catherine; Mar, Erlc (BOS) Pagoulatos, Nickolas; Farrell Mark;
. Stefani, Catherine; Tang, Katy; Summers, Ashley; Breed, London; Johnston, Conor; Jane.Kim@sfgov.orgapril;
Veneracion@sfgov.org; Yee, Norman (BOS); Mormino, Matthias; Wiener, Scott; Power, Andres; Campos,
: David; Ronen, Hillary; Cohen, Malia; Bruss Andres; Avalos John; Redondiez, Raquel
" Subject: : CEQA Amendments
Supervisor David Chiu, President : June 11, 2013

Board of Supervisors - _
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place -~ = .
City Hall, Room 244 ' : o
' San Francisco, Ca. . 94102-4689

Dear President Chiu:

The Richmond community Assouatlon (RCA) would like to thank you for your leadership in crafting the -
CEQA amendments that will benefit all San Franciscans. The Richmond Community Association
believes the amendments greatly improve ‘Supervisor Weiner's original CEQA Ieglslatlon which would

have weaken the CEQA protectrons by:

Shortening the Appeal time without adeguate notification
Appeals heard by a committee of three Supervisors .
Replacing fair argument language

Allowing approvals when Appeals being heard at BOS

However, the Richmord-Community Association is concern that the modification of projects originally
determined to be categorically exempt from CEQA can result in projects that by-pass the CEQA
process. .There needs to be language that modifications of projects after the first approval should tngger
new determinations and that those new determinations should be subject to appeal. '

Many projects, if not most projects, change before completion. San Franciscans need a transperent
process for signifi cant modifications to a prOJect Anything less than this will render CEQA essentrally

useless.

Yours truly,
Hiroshi Fukuda, Presrdent
Richmond Community Association

CC: -
Land Use and Economic Development Clerk Alisa:Miller Alisa. Miller@sfgov. orq

District Three Legislative Aide Judson True Judson.True@sfgov.org

District Three Legislative Aide Catherine Rauschuber Catherine. Rauschuber@sfqov orq
Supervisor Eric Mar Eric.L . Mar@sfgov.org

Legislative Aide Nick Pagoulatos Nickolas. Paqoulatos@sfqov.orq

Supervisor Mark Farrell Mark.Farrell@sfgov.org - '

Legislative Aide Catherine Stefani Catherine. Stefani@sfgov.org

Supervisor Katy Tang <Katy. Tang@sfgov.org>

Legislative Aide Ashley Summers Ashley. Summers@sfqov org -

Supervisor London Breed London.Breed@sfgov.org

-1
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Legislative Aide Conor Johnstor * ~onor.Johnston@sfqov.org>
Supervisor Jane Kim Jane.Kim@.o:gov. org
Legislative' Aide April Veneracion April. Veneracnon@sfqov org
‘Supervisor Norman Yee Norman,Yee@sfqov.org .
Legislative Aide Matthias Mormino Matthias. Mormino@sfgov.org
Supervisor Scott Wiener Scott. Wiener@sfgov.org
. Legislative Aide Andres Power Andres. Power@sfgov.org
Supervisor David Campos David.Campos@sfgov.org
Legislative Aide Hillary Ronen <Hillary.Ronen@sfgov.org>
Supervisor Malia Cohen Malia.Cohen@sfgov.org
Legislative Aide Andrea Bruss Andrea.Bruss@sfgov.org -
Supervisor John Avalos John.Avalos@sfgov.org

Legislative Aide Raquel Redondiez Raquel.Redondiez@sfaov.org
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180444

Miller, Alisa

From: - Malana [malana@romagroup net] - - -

Sent: ) Monday, June 10, 2013 9:42 AM

To: S : Chiu, David; Kim, Jane; Wiener, Scoft ... -

Cc: Miller, Alisa; True, Judson; Rauschuber, Cathenne Mar Enc (BOS) Farrell Mark; Tang, Katy, Breed, London;
Yee, Norman (BOS); Cohen, Malia; Avalos, John; Campos David

Subject: ‘ © Save CEO.A

Honorable David Chiu :

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
City Hall, Room 244

San Francisco, Ca. 94102-4689

Dear President Chiu: -

Thank you-for your Ieadershlp on Iocal implementation of the Califomia Environmentat Quality Act (CEQA) Your
amendments have vastly improved Supervisor Scott Wiener's original CEQA legislation. 1 have testified many times at the
Land Use Committee meetings and am very pleased with how closely you and Supervisor Kim and Supervisor Wiener

listened to the many voices from around San Francisco. -

The Preservation'Cpnsortium is especially pleased that the full Bqard of Supervisors has been restored as the electéd body
hearing appeals of EIRs and that fair argument language has been restored to the legislation. '

" However, The Preservation Consortium urges the inclusion of a sub-section regarding the modification of projects originally
determined to be categorically exempt from CEQA. That language should say that modifications of projects after the fi rst
approval should tngger new determlnatlons and that those new determlnatlons should be subject to appeal.

Anything less than this will render uEQA ‘essentially useless,as individuals -and- organlzahons will not be able to ehallenge
projects that change from the first approval to the last. This is so very important fo help-save the many valuable historic
resources contained in the city. ’ '

Sincerely,

Malana Moberg

1
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Miller, Alisa ' - ' ' ‘ . 1304464

From: : ’ ‘M.A. Miller [ma-miller@msn.com)]
Sent: Sunday, June 09, 2013 9:5¢ PM

To: Miller, Alisa; Chiu, David; True, Judson
Subject: Please amend CEQA legislatiion

David Chiu, President.

" Board of Supervisors

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
City Hall, Room 244 '
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689 .

Re: CEQA legislation

Dear President Chiu:.

Thank you for the am'e"ndmehtsvthat you have brought' forward to imprové the CEQA
legislation introduced by Supervisor Weiner. SPEAK (Sunset-Parkside Education and

- Action Committee) are really pleased that the full Board of Supervisors has been restored

as the elected body hearing appeals of EIRs and that fair argument language has been
restored to the legislatior. We thank you for your leadership.

However, we urge the inclusion of several more changes in the form of a sub-section
regarding-the modification of projects originally determined to be. categorically exempt from
CEQA. That language should say that modifications of projects after the first approval

should trigger new determinations and that those new determinations should be subject to
appeal. : o ' L

Otherwise CEQA will-be useless if individuals and organizations are not able to challengé»
projects that change from the first approval to the last. - .

Thank yoU for considering these additional amendments!

Sincerely,

Mary Anne Miller -
 President, SPEAK

Sunset-Parkside E_ddcation and Action Committee
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130404

Miller, Alisa

From: Aaron Goodman [amgodman@yahoo.com]

Sent: Sunday, June 09, 2013 9:51 PM C C :

To: o Miller, Alisa; True, Judson; Rauschuber, Catherine; Mar, Eric (BOS); Pagoulatos, Nickolas; Farrell, Mark; -. - .
Stefani, Catherine; Tang, Katy; Summers, Ashley; Breed, London; Johnston, Conor; Kim, Jane; Veneracion,
April; Yee, Norman (BOS); Mormino, Matthias; Wiener, Scott; Power, Andres; Campos, David; Ronen, Hillary;

' . Cohen, Malia; Bruss, Andrea; Avalos, John; Redondiez, Ragquel :
Subject: . CEQA Legislation Hearing - Memo :

Honorable David Chiu

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place .
City Hall, Room 244 .

San Francisco,.Ca. 94102-4689

Dear President Chiu:

“Thank you for your leadership on local implementation of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). Your
- amendments have vastly improved Supervisor Scott Wiener's original CEQA legislation. -

' However, as a member of the publié who has seen z_‘hé issueé first-hand in legislation on metltiple_ projects citywide, 1
‘strongly urge the inclusion of a.sub-section regarding the modification of projects originally determined to be categorically
- exempt from CEQA. Parkmerced was a prime example of the concern when legislation is interjected without adequate

review. :'

That language should séy that modifications of projects-after the first approval should trigger new determinations and that
those new determinations should be subject to appeal. -

Anything less than this will render CEQA essentially useless, as individuals and organizations will not be able fo challenge
projects that change from the first approval to the last. L :

Asa focal a'rchitect, envirenmentalist, and concemed housing transit and 'dpen' space advocate who has witnessed first-hand
the concerns of adequate-analysis and review of projects and alternatives, | am especially pleased that the full Board of '
Supervisors has been restored as the eiected body hearing appeals of EIRs and that fair argument language has been

restored to the legislation.

- 1 consistently am concerned about the impacts lobbyists and individual organizations supported by the real estate industry-

~have impacted panels and committees from the Planning Commission fo the Historical Preservation Commission, and Ethics
. Commission. and even the California Coastal Commission. The impacts and lack of public input adequate review of

alternatives, and the proper and inclusionary method of open comment and input must be preserved for the public's best

interests. .
Sincerely,

Aaron Goodman
25 Lisbon St
'SF, CA 94112
T. 415.786.6929

CC: . . ) )
Land Use and Economic Development Clerk Alisa MillerAlisa.Miller@sfgov.org
" District Three Legislative Aide Judson True Judson. True@sfgov.org .

District Three Legislative Aide Catherine Rauschuber Catherin_e.Rauschuber@sfqov.drq

Supervisor Eric Mar Eric.L.Mar@sfgov.org
Legislative Aide Nick Pagoulatos Nickolas.Pagoulatos@sfgov.org -

Supenﬁsbr Mark Farrell Mark.Farreil@sfgov.org
Legislative Aide Catherine Stefani Catherine. Stefani@sfgov.org

Supervisor Katy Tang <Katy. Tang@sfgov.org>
' ' 1
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. Legislative Aide Ashley Summers Ash! Summers@sfgov.org

Supervisor London Breed London.Breed@sfqov.orq .
Legislative Aide Conor Johnston <Conor.Johnston@sfgov.org> -

Supervisor Jane Kim Jane.Kim@sfgov.org

‘Legislative Aide April Veneracion April.Veneracion@sfgov.org
Supervisor Norman Yee Norman.Yee@sfgov.org

Legislative Aide Matthias Mormino Matthias.Mormino@sfgov.org

Supervisor Scott Wiener Scott.Wiener@sfgov.org
Legislative Aide Andres Power Andres.Power@sfgov.org

Supervisor David Campos David.Campos@sfqov.orq
Legislative Aide Hillary Ronen <-Hil|arv.Ronen@sfqov_orq?

Supervisor Malia Cohen Malia.Cbhen@sfgov.org

Legislative Aide Andrea Bruss Andrea.Bruss@sfaov.org

Supervisor John Avalos John.Avalos@sfqov.org

. - Legislative Aide Raquel Redondiez Raguel. Redondiez@sfgov.org
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Honorable David Chiu

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
City Hall, Room 244

San Francisco, Ca. 94102-4639

Dear Président Chiun:

1304414

June 5,2013

m you for your léaderéhip on local implementation of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). Your
amendments have vastly improved Supervisor Scott Wiener's original CEQA legislation. )

The Sierra Club is especially pieaséd that the full Board of Supervisors has been restored as the elected body hearing
appeals of EIRs and that fair argument language has been restored to the legislation. _

However, The Sierra Club urges the inclusion of a sub-section Te garding the modification of projects originally
determined to be categorically exempt from CEQA. That language should say that modifications of projects after
the first approval should trigger new determinations and that those new determinations should be subject to appeal.

Anything less than this will substantially weaken the public’s ability to track and influence projects that change over
the course of the issuance of approvals by different departments and commissions.

Sincerely,

Je /%//Za
Kathryn Phillips '

Director

CC:
Land Use and Economic Devel opment Clerk Alisa Miller
District Three Legislative Aide Judson True Judson
District Three Legislative Aide Catherine Rauschuber
Supervisor Eric Mar :
Legislative Aide Nick Pagoxﬂatos
‘Supervisor Mark Farrell
. Legislative Aide Catherine Stefani
Supervisor Katy Tang
" Legislative Aide Ashley Summers
. Supervisor London Breed -
Legislative Aide Conor Johnston
Supervisor Jane Kim '
Legislative Aide April Veneracion
Supervisor Norman Yee . ‘
"Legislative Aide Matthias Mormino
Supervisor Scott Wiener
Legislative Aide Andres Power
Supervisor David Campos
Legislative Aide Hillary Ronen
Supervisor Malia Cohen
Legislative Aide Andrea Bruss
_ Supervisor John Avalos
Legislative Aide Raquel Redondiez

909 12" Street, Suite 202, Sacramento, CA 95814 |
(916) 557-1100 » Fax (916) 557-9669 » www.SierraClubCalifornia.org
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Miller, Alisa . . ' . 'l . _ | . 730‘/04

From: tesw@aol.com

Sent; . Thursday, June 08, 2013 10:04 AM

-To: . Chiu, David ' _ -

Cc: - Miller, Alisa; Mar, Eric (DPH); Farrell, Mark; Chiu, David; Tang, Katy; Breed, London; Kim, Jane; Yee, Norman .
(BOS); Wiener, Scott; Campos, David; Cchen, Malia; Avalos, John S : ) S :

Subject: . : CEQA legislation-.

Honorable David Chiu

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
City'Hall, Room 244 ' o
San Francisco, Ca. 94102-4689
Dear President Chiu: )

- Thank you for your leadership on local‘i.mplen)entation of the California Envirbnmehtal Quality Acf
(CEQA). Your amendments have vastly improved Supervisor Scott Wiener's original CEQA legislation. -

The Haight Ashbury Neighborhood Council |s especially pleased that the full Board of 'Supervisorrs
has been restored as the elected body hearing appeals of EIRs and that fair argument language has
been restored to the legistation. : ' ‘

~ However, HANC Urges the inclusion of a sub-section reg'arding the modification of projects originé_n’lly
determined to be categorically exempt from CEQA. That language should say that modifications of

projects-after the first approval should trigger new determinations and that those new determinations
should be subject to appeal. » - ' o :

Anything less than this will render CEQA e’ssenﬁarlfy us'eless, as individuals and organizations will
_not be able to challenge projects that change from the first approval 1o the last.

- We also urge the inclusion of the noﬁcing requireménts from S-uper-visor Kim's legislation, which

- include noticing residents by email, regular mail, and posting, in addition to listing projects on Planning's
web site.

‘Sincerely,

Kevin Bayuk
President .

by Tes Welbbrn, Treasurer
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130404

~ Miller; Alisa
From: ‘ Cat Bell [bellacatus@yahoo.com] ’ ' e m
Sent: Friday, May 31, 2013 12:29 AM
To: Chiu, David : : - L e .
Cc: © 7 Miller, Alisa; True, Judson; Ralischuber, Catherine; Mar, Eric (BOS); Pagoulatos, Nickolas; Farrell, Mark; -
Tang, Katy; Summers, Ashiey; Breed, London; Johnsten, Conor; Kim, Jane; Veneracion, April; Yee, Norman
(BOS); Mormino, Matthias; Wiener, Scott; Power, Andres; Gampos, David; Ronen, Hillary; Cohen, Malia;
’ ] ’ ) Bruss, Andrea; Avalos, John; Redondiez, Raquel ’
. Subject: : CEQA -
Dear President Chiu: : :

Thank-you for your leadership on local implementation of the-California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).
Your arnendments have vastly improved Supervisor Scott. Wiener’s original CEQA legislation.

I am especially pleased that the full Board of Supervisors has been restored as the elected body hearing appeals of
EIRs and that fair argument language has been restored to the legislation. S ’ :

However, I urge the inclusion of a sub-section regarding the modification of projects originally determined to be
categorically exempt from CEQA. That language should say that modifications of projects after the first approval
should trigger new determinations and that those new determinations should be subject to appeal. '

Anything less than this will render CEQA essentially useless, as individuals and organizations will not be able to

“challenge projects that change from the first approval to'the last. , : :

Sincerely,
Cathy Bellin
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| Miller, Alisa N B ' | 130404

From: NINERSAM@aol.com

Senf: . Thursday, May 30, 2013 10:04 AM
_To: . Chiu, David .

Ce: Kim, Jane; Wiener, Scott; Miller, Alisa

Subject: CEQA Amendments _

Supervisor David Chiu, President
Board of Supervisors

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
City Hall, Room 244

San Francisco, Ca. 94102-4689

Déar President Chiu;

The Richmond community Associatioh.(RCA) would like to thank you for your leadership in crafting the CEQA amendments
that will benefit ail San Franciscans. The Richmond Community Association believes the amendments greatly improve
Supervisor Weiner's original CEQA legislation which would have weaken the CEQA protections by:

Shortening the Appeal time without adequate notification
" Appeals heard by a committée of three Supervisors

Replacing fair argument language : _

Allowing approvals when Appeals being heard at BOS

However, the Richmond Community Association is concern that the modification of projects originally determined to be
categorically exempt from CEQA can resuft in projects that by-pass the CEQA process.. There must be clear criteria for the
Environrnental Review Officer (ERO) to determine if modifications are significant or not significant to allow a CEQA appeal.
Many projects, if not most projects, change before completion. Sarr Franciscans need a transparent process for significant
modifications to a project. Anything less than this will render CEQA essentially useless. : C .

Yours truly, . o
Hiroshi Fukuda, President Richmond Community-Association
: Chair CSFN Land Use and Housing Community

cec: - - P :

Land Use and Economic Development Clerk Alisa Miller Alisa.Miller@sfgov.org

District Three Legislative Aide Judson True Judson. True@sfgov.org . :
District Three Legislative Aide Catherine-Rauschuber Catherine.Rauschuber@sfgov.org
Supervisor Eric Mar Eric.L.Mar@sfgov.org o '
Legislative Aide Nick Pagoulatos Nickolas.Pagoulatos@sfgov.org -

- Supervisor Mark Farrell Mark. Farell@sfgov.org :

Legislative Aide Catherine Stefani Catherine.Stefani@sfgov.org

Supervisor Katy Tang <Katy .Tang@sfgov.org>

Legislative Aide Ashley Summers Ashiey.Summers@sfgov.org
.Supervisor London Breed London.Breed@sfgov.org )
Legislative Aide Conor Johnston <Conor.Johnston@sfgov.org>
Supervisor Jane Kim Jane. Kim@sfgov.org ~ '
Legislative Aide April Veneracion April. Veneracion@sfaov.org
Supervisor Norman Yee Norman.Yee @sfgov.org .
Legislative Aide Matthias Mormino Matthias.Mormino@sfaov.org

Supervisor Scott Wiener Scott. Wiener@sfgov.org
Legislative Aide Andres Power And res.Power@sfgov.org

Supervisor David Campos David.Campos@sfgov.org

Legislative Aide Hillary Ronen <Hillam.Ronen@sfgov.org>
Supervisor Malia Cohen Malia.Cohen@sfgov.org :
Legislative Aide Andrea Bruss Andrea. Bruss@sfgov.org
Supervisor John Avalos John.Avalos@sfgov.org ) ‘

' egislative Aide Raquel Redondiez Raguel.Redondiez@sfgov.org -
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1304064

Miller, Alisa

From: - tesw@aol.com
Sent: ' : Thursday, May 30, 2013 9:50 AM
To: - * Chiu, David C
~ Cc: Miller, Alisa; Rauschuber, Catherine; True, Judson; Breed, Lonpdon; Johnston, Conor
Subject: ' CEQA . : . - .

Henorable David Chiu
1Dr..Carlton B. Goodlett Place
City Hall, Room 244 o
San Francisco, Ca. 94102-4689 .

Dear President Chiu:

Thank you for your leadership on local implementation of the California Envirorime.ntal Quality Act (CEOA). Your
amendments have vastly improved Supervisor Scott Wiener's original CEQA_ legistation. S
I am especially pleased that the full Board of Supervisors has been restored as the elected body hearing appeals of EIRs :
. and that the fair argument language has been restored to the legislation. _

Noticing of all CEQA determina'ﬁon's_, neéds to include much mofe from Kim's'legis!aﬁon, informing the pijlic directly by
emall, letter and poster. Having information on Planning's website for look up puts too much of a burden on ordinary citizens.

I also urge the inclusion of a sub-section regarding the modification of projects originally determined to be categorically -
exempt from CEQA. That language should say that modifications of projects after the first approval should trigger new
determinations and that those new determinations should be subject to appéal. Anything less than this will render CEQA
essentially useless, as individuals and organizations will not be able to challenge projects that thange from the first approval

tothe last. ’
Sincerely,

Tes Welborn '
D5 Action Coordinator
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Millér, Alisa : o ' - S 180 444}

From:. . Rupert Clayton [rupert.clayton@gmail.com]'
Sent: . Thursday, May 30, 2013 1:08 PM
To: . Chiu, David : ) : : ’
Cc: Miller, Alisa; True, Judson; Rauschuber, Catherine; Mar, Eric (BOS); Pagoulatos, Nickolas; Farrell, Mark;
. Stefani, Catherine; Tang, Katy; Summers, Ashley; Breed, London; Johnston, Conor; Kim, Jane; Veneracion, -

April; Yee, Norman (BOS); Monmino, Matthias; Wiener, Scoit: Power, Andres; Campos, David; Ronen, Hillary;
: Cohen, Malia; Bruss, Andrea; Avalos, John; Redondiez, Raquel
Subject: . . CEQA: Modifying approved projects should require new determinations; these should be appealable

Honorable David Chiu :

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place E
City Hall, Room 244 '

San Francisco, Ca. 94102-4689 -

Dear President Chiun-

Thank you for ybur involvement in the review of local implementation of the California Eﬁvironmental Quality
Act (CEQA). Your amendments have much improved Supervisor Scott Wiener’s original CEQA legislation.

I am especially pleased that the full Boérd of Supervisors has been restored as the elected body hearing appeals of
EIRs and that fair argument language has been restored to the legislation.

HoWever, Iurge the'i.nclusion of a sub-section regarding the modification of prhojeéts oriéinally detérmined
to be categorically exempt from CEQA. That language should say that modifications of projects after the
first approval should trigger new determi_nat-ibns and that those new determinations should be subject to

appeal. '

Anything less than this will render CEQA essentially useless, as individuals and érganizaﬁ-ons ‘will not be able to
challenge projects that change from the first approval to the last. ' : o

Sincerely,
Rupert Clayton:

CC: :

Land Use and Economic Development Clerk Alisa Miller A sa.Miller@sfgov.org

- District Three Legislative Aide Judson True Judson. True@sfgov.org R
District Three Legislative Aide Catherine Rauschuber Catherine.Rauschuber@sfgov.org

Supervisor Eric Mar Eric.L Mar@sfgov.org : .

~ Legislative Aide Nick Pagoulatos Nickolas.Pagoulatos@sfpov.org
Supervisor Mark Farrell Mark.Farrell@sfgov.org ' :

Legislative Aide Catherine Stefani Catherine. Stefani@sfgov.org
Supervisor Katy Tang <Katy.Tang@sfoov.ore> -
Legislative Aide Ashley Summers Ashley.Summers@sfgov.org
Supervisor London Breed London.Breed@sfeov.org . -

Legislative Aide Conot Johnston <Conor.Johnston@sfeov.ore>
Supervisor Jane Kim Jane Kim@sfgov.ore S
Legislative Aide April Veneracion Ap ril. Veneracion@sfgov.org
Supervisor Norman Yee Norman. Yee@sfeov.ore .
" Legislative Aide Matthias Mormino Matthias.Mormino@sfgov.org
Supervisor Scott Wiener Scott. Wiener@sfgov.org '
regislative Aide Andres Power Andres Power@sfgov.org

i
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Supervisor David Campos David.Campos@sfeov.org

- Legislative Aide Hillary Ronen <H. y.Ronen@sfeov., orcr>
Supervisor Malia Cohen Malia.Cohen@sfzov.org .
Legislative Aide A_ndrca Bruss Andrea.Bruss@sfgov.org
Supervisor John Avalos John.Avalos@sfeov.org . S
Legislative Aide Raquel Redondiez Raquel Rcdondlez@sfgov org
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SUMMARY OF POSSIBLE CEQA AMENDMENTS s File ”05 121019, 130248

SUPERVISOR DAVID CHIU . and g
June 17, 2013 ’ AL, 30404
. / /73 Distri bu+ecl in
. . . om
Appeal Trigger for Negative Declarations and EIRs 0 Mifee

DISCUSSION ONLY
.~ Amendments o be
Rewew of Whether Project Changes Constitute a Modification - made jn Boa rd

& Specify language around__modlncahons as agreed to by the Planning Depariment and stiputate that
modiﬁcations trigger new environmental review (and hence possibility of new appeal). '

. Malntaln current practice - Approval for Neg Decs, Certlﬁcatlon for Ele

*  Allow for public hearing with Enwronmental Review Officer on day ofa regularly scheduled Planning
Commission meeting to object to decision that a project change is not a modifi cation; shaort time frame
for this process, possibly mocleled on Discretionary Review t|mellnes .

Elec’cromc Posting and Nofification SVStem

.’ Contmue to tie operative date of legislation to searchable, geosoded postlng of CEQA determmatlons

. Requ:re creation of subscnptlon-based email system within 3 months of operatlve date WJth categones
matching geocoded information in Planning’s emstlng database.

Clanfv Requxred Content of Exemption Determinations

. -lnclude pro;ect-descnpt;on—, approval action.
*  No “written determination® separate from exemptton determination.

~ Affordable Housing and Blcveie/Pedestnan Safehl

~* Prioritize these projects in a way workable for the Planning Department and advocates

Document Subrnittals

. Mamtam deadlme for appellant docliments as 11 days before hearing, and 8 days for resppnse from
Planning. ) . :

" Add in allowance for re-rebuital only on new issues by appellants upto 3 days in advance of hearing.

Tmehne for Scheduling Appeals at the Board of Supervisors

e Stipulate that heanngs before the Board of Supervisors will be held a minimum of 21 days subsequent
to the appeal.: o

"Fair Argument” Language

* |dentify additional losaﬁons to add in “fair argument“ language vrhere legally appropriate.

HPC and Planning 'I‘lmelines on Draft EIR Hearings

e . Require7 days between hearings at HPC and the Planning Commission on' Draft EIRs, except where
this requirement would lengthen the DEIR comment penod
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: City Hall
‘Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco 94102-4689
Tel. No. 554-5184
Fax No. 554-5163
TDD/TTY No. 554-5227

BOARD of SUPERVISORS

- July 19, 2013 . -
File No. 130464-2

Sarah Jones

Environmental Review Officer
Planning Department

1650 Mission Street, 4™ Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103

Dear Ms. Jones:
~ On Juiy 16, 2013, Supervisor Kim introduced the following substitute legislation: |
- Eile No. 1304642

Ordmance amendmg Admlmstranve Code Chapter 31, to provide for appeal to
the Environmental Review. Officer to reconsider: a determination of the
- Environmental Review Officer that an exempt project modification does not
" _require a new decision under the California Environmental Quality Act; and'

making envnronmental findings.

A categor_lcal exemptlon stamp was submitted for the previous version of this Iégislat]on'
on May 24, 2013. If you wish to submit additional documentation, please forward it to

me.

Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board

liollilon

By:. Alisa Miller, Committee Clerk
Land Use & Economic Development Committee

Aftachment |

c. Monica Pereira, Environmental Planning
- Joy Navarrete, Environmental Planning
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City Hall
Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
- San Francisco 94102-4689
' Tel. No. 554-5184
‘Fax No. 554-5163
TDD/TTY No. 554-5227

BOARD of SUPERVISORS

July 19, 2013

Planning Commission and
Historic Preservation Commission
Attn: Jonas lonin :
+ 1660 Mission Street, 5™ Fioor
San Francisco, CA 94103

Dear Commissioners:
~ On July 16, 2013, Supervisor Kim introdu,cﬁed‘th'e following substitute 'legislation: .
File No. 130464-2

Ordinance amending Administrative-Code, Chapter 31, to provide for appeal to
the Environmental Review Officer to reconsider a determination of the
Environmental Review Officer that an exempt project modification does not
require a new decision under the California Environmental Quality Act; and
making environmental findings. ' '

The propesed ordinance is being transmitted pursuant to Planning Code Section 302(b)-
for public hearing and recommendation. The ordinance is pending before the Land Use
& Economic Development Committee and will be scheduled for hearing upon receipt of
your response. . : ‘ - : :

Angela Calvillo, Cierk of the Board

bl tlon

-By: Alisa Miller, Committee Clerk
Land Use & Economic Development Commitiee

c ~ John Rahaim, Director of Planning

Scott Sanchez, Zoning Administrator

Sarah Jones, Chief, Major Environmental Analysis
AnMarie Rodgers, Legislative Affairs: '
Monica Pereira, Environmental-Planning

Joy Navarrete, Environmental Planning

|
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' CityHall -
Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
. San Francisco 94102-4689
Tel. No. 554-5184
‘Fax No., 554-5163
TDD/TTY No. 554-5227

BOARD of SUPERVISORS

MEMORANDUM

TO: - Ed Relskm Dlrector Municipal Transportanon Agency
Tom Hui; Director, Department of Building. Inspection

‘Karen Hong Yee, County Clerk
Mohammed Nuru, Director, Department of Public Works
Barbara Garcia, Director, Department of Public Health

. Chief Joanne Hayes-White, Fire Department - o
Fire Marshal Thomas Harvey, Fire Department
Monique Moyer, Executive Director, Port

Edward Byrne, Chief Engineer, Port
Phil Glnsburg, General Manager, Recreation and Park Depal*ment

-FROM: ~ Alisa Miller, Clerk, Land Use and Economic Development Committee .
‘ Board.of Superwsors 4

DATE: July 19,2013
SUBJECT:  LEGISLATION INTRODUCED

The Board of Supervisors”. Land Use and Economic Development Commlttee has received the
following substitute legislation, 1ntroduced by Superwsor Kim on July 16, 2013:

: Flle No. 130464-2

Ordinance amending Administrative Code, Chapter 31, to provide for appeal to the
Environmental Review Officer to reconsider a determination of the Environmental
Review Officer that an exempt project modification does not require a new decision
under the California.Environmental Quality Act; and making environmental findings.

Thls'matter is being forwarded to your department for informational purposes. If yon have any
" comments or reports to be included with the file, please forward them to me -at the Board of'
Supervisors, City’ Hall, Room 244, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, San Francisco,. CA 94102.

c: Elaine Forbes‘, Port

Kate Breen, Municipal Transportation Agency
Janet Martinsen, Municipal Transportation Agency

" William Strawn, Department of Building Inspection

“Carolyn Jayin, Department of Building Inspection
Frank Lee, Department of Public Works '
Greg Wagner, Department of Public Heaith
Kelly Alves, Fire Department
Sarah Ballard, Recreation and Park Department
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' City Hall ,
Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco 94102-4689
Tel. No. 554-5184
" Fax No. 554-5163
TDD/TTY No. 554-5227

BOARD of SUPERVISORS

- May 16,2013

Planning Commission and
Historic Preservation Commission
Attn: Jonas lonin S

_ 1660 Mission Street, 5™ Floor

- San Francisco, CA 94103

Dear Commissioners: .
On May 14, 2013, Subervisor Kim infroduced the following proposed legislation:
File No. 130464 o |

Ordinance amending Administrative Code, Chapter 31, to provide for appeal to
the Planning Commission of g Planning Department determination that an
exempt.project modification does not require a new decision under the Caiiformia
Environmental Quality Act;-and making-envirsnmentat findings.

The proposed ordinance is being transmitted pursuant to Planning Code Section 302(b)-
for public hearing and recommendation. The ordinance is pending before the Land Use
& Economic Development Committee and will be scheduled for hearing upon receipt of
_your response. ' ' ' B o :

Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board

skl il

i By: Alisa Miller, Committee Clerk .
Land Use & Economic Development Committee

c:  John Rahaim, Director of Planning
- Scott Sanchez, Zoning Administrator’
Sarah Jones, Chief, Major Environmental Analysis
AnMarie Rodgers, Legislative Affairs o
Monica Pereira, Environmental Planning
Joy Navarrete, Environmental Planning -
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Clty Hall
" Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco 94102-4689 '
Tel. No. 554-5184
Fax No. 554-5163 -
TDD/TTY No. 554-5227

BOARD of SUPERVISORS

May 16,.2013

File No. 130464

Sarah Jones

- Environmental Review Officer

Planning Department :

1650 Mission Street, 4™ Floor

‘San Francisco, CA 94103

Dear Ms. Jones:

On May 14, 2013, Supenﬁsor Klm introduced the following proposed legislation:
File No. 130464 ‘

Ordinance amending Administrative Code, Chapter 31, to provide for appeal fo
the "Planning Commission of a Plannirg Department determination -that an
exempt project modification does not require a new decision under the California -
: Env1ronmental Quallty Act and making enwronmental fi ndlngs

This legislation is being transmltted to you for environmental review, pursuant to
Planning Code Section 306.7(c).

Angela Calvﬂlo Clerk of the Board

Ol il

. By: Alisa Miller, Committee Clerk
Land Use & Economic Development Committee

Attachment

c. Monica Pereira, Environmental Planning
Joy Navarrete, Environmental Planning
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- | . CityHall
Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco 94102-4689
Tel. No. 554-5184
Fax No. 554-5163
TDD/TTY No. 554-5227 )

BOARD of SUPERVISORS

MEMORANDUM

TO: - | 'Ed Reiskin, Director, Municipal Transportation Agency
' Tom Hui, Director, Department of Building Inspection
Karen Hong Yee, County Clerk
Mohammed Nuru, Director, Department of Public Works
Barbara Garcia, Director, Department of Public Health
Chief Joanne Hayes-White, Fire Department '
Fire Marshal Thomas Harvey, Fire Department’
Monique Moyer, Executive Director, Port.
" Edward Byrne, Chief Engineer, Port . _
Phil Ginsburg, General Manager, Recreation and Park Department

FROM: Alisa Miller, Clerk, Land Use and Economic Development Committee
Board of Supervisors :

-DATE: "~ May 16,2013

SUBJECT: LEGISLATION INTRODUCED

The Board of Supervisors' :and Use and Economic Development Committee has received the
following proposed legislation, introduced by Supervisor Kim on May 1 4,2013: :

File No. 130464

Ordinance amending Administrative Code, Chapter 31, to provide for appeal to the

- Planning Commission of a Planning Department determination that an exempt project
modification does not require a new decision under the California Environmental Quality
Act; and making environmental findings. S : T

This matter is béing forwarded to your department for informational purposes. I you have any
comments or reports to be included with the file, please forward them to me at the Board of
"Supervisors, City Hall, Room 244, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, San Francisco, CA 94102.

c. Elaine Forbes, Port ,
~ Kate Breen, Municipal Transportation Agency :

Janet Martinsen, Municipal Transportation Agency - -
William Strawn, Department of Building Inspection '
Carolyn Jayin, Department of Building Inspection,
Frank Lee, Department of Public Works ~ - '
Greg Wagner, Department of Public Health
Kelly Alves, Fire Department ’
Sarah Ballard, Recreation and Park Department
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_Infroductiﬂn Form

By a Me bef of the Board of Supervisor: the Ma- ro.

Time stam;i

I hereby submit the folloviri’ng item for introduction (select only one): or meeting dafe
‘O 1.For reference to Committee. _
| An ordinance, resolution, mo;clon, or charter amendment.
02 chuest for next prmted agenda w1thout reference to Connmttee
1 3 Request for hcarmg on a subject matter at Comnnttee
[ 4. Request for letter beginning "Supervisor inquires”
0 5. City Attorney request. ‘ _
[0 6. CallFile No. T | from Committee.
[0  7.Budget Analyst request (attach wntten motion).
8. Substitute Legislation File No. M / 30 4/‘ ¢ tf'
I Requcst for Closed Session (attach written motmn)
[7 10.Boardto Sitas A Committee of the Whole.
O 11 Questlon(s) submltted for Mayo al Appearance before the BOS on

Please check the approprlate boxes. The ﬁobesed legislation should be forwarded to the follewmg

O Small Business CQmImssmn, - [0 Youth Commission Ij Ethics Commission

] ‘Planning Commission. ] Building Inspection Commission

Note: For the Imperative Agenda (a resolution not on the printed agenda), use 2 Imperative

Sponsor(s): Chiu

Supervisor Kim lVQ;.m.@d’) Qvodm ,' or, Yee

Subject:

Admmwtratlve Code - Cahforma Env1ronmenta1 Quality Act Procedures, Appeal of Exempt Modlﬁcatlon

The text is listed belovi' or attached:

See attached.

[~

Signature of Sponsoring Supervisor: /)p (7 %

For Clerk's Use Only:

.
: _ Page1of1
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- Introduction Form
- Bya M. ember of th_e Board of Sugervisors or the Mayor

" | Time stamp
or meeting date

I hereby submit the foﬂowing item for introduction (select only one):

X " 1. For reference to Committee. , - :
- An ordinance; resolution, motion, or charter amendment. -
2. Request for next printed agenda without reference to_Committee.

. 3. Request for hearing on a subject matter at Committee.

4. Request for letter begiﬁning "Supervisor ' inquires"

5. City Attorney request.

6. Caﬂ FileNo. | - - ‘ B from Commit_tee;_

7. Budget Analyst request (attach written motion).

8. Substitute Légfslation' File No.

9. Request for Closed Session (attach written motion).

10. Board to Sit as A Committee of the Whole. S o

Do0oooooooo.

11. Question(s) submitted for Mayoral Appearance before the BOS on

Please check ﬁlev,appropria‘ae boxes. The propesed legislation should be forwarded to the following:
{1 Small Business Commission [1 Youth Commission -  [J Ethics Commission

- O - Planning Commission . [[] Building Inspection Comn;issioﬁ
Note: ‘For the Imperative Agenda (a resolution not on the printed agenda), use a Imperative

Sponsof(s);

Supervisor Kim | QQD&,J}“ Dl , T

Subject: ..

Administrative Code - California Quality Act Procedures, Appeal of Exempt Project Modifications

The text is listed below or attached:

Ordinance amending Administrative Code Chapter 31 to provide for appeal to the Planning Commission of a
Planning Department determination that an exempt project medification does not require a new decision under the
California Environmental Quality Act; and making environmental findings. '

Signature of SPOﬁséﬁng SuperViéor: /2 : m
— =
\ZOA A
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or Clerk's Use Only:
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