
2651-2653 Octavia Street
Case No. 2018-011022ENV

Categorical Exemption Appeal

1

• Renovate 2-unit building for a multi-
generational family home

• No significant impact on the adjacent
Golden Gate Valley Library

• Uphold the CEQA Categorical 
exemption



Library staff has no concerns about the project 2



California Supreme Court 
Berkeley Hillside V. City of Berkeley

It is not enough for a party challenging an exemption 
to merely show a project may have a significant effect 
on the environment. The party challenging a 
categorical exemption has the burden to show a 
project will have a significant effect on the 
environment. 
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CEQA Guideline Section 15064

• A significant effect to a historical resource is one that 
substantially and materially alters a “character 
defining” feature.

• Light is never been classified as a character defining 
feature in a historical building
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Golden Gate Valley Library
Renovation 2012
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• All 5 south facing windows 
were upgraded to Lo-E 
windows – reduced Natural 
light by up to 18%

• Dark grey shades installed -
filters 90% of natural light 
on bottom half of 5 
windows



Four Daylighting Studies - Independent 
Bioclimatic Consultant - Symphysis
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Analysis for 2,400 unique points in the library

Three sky conditions (Clear, Partly Cloudy, Overcast)

Three times of the year (December, September, June)

Three times of the day (9am, 12pm, 3pm)



Normal Library Environment – Open Hours 7

• Library consistently 
uses electrical 
illumination

• Dark grey window 
shades intentionally 
block light



Daylighting Studies - % Impact of project

Overcast Partly Cloudy Clear Sky

Natural Light Only -4.0% -11.0% -1.8%

Natural + Electric Light
(Normal Condition)

-1.0% -4.2% -2.0%

No significant Impact 
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Daylighting Studies

Overcast Partly Cloudy Clear Sky

Dark Grey Shade 
Device – Natural light

-13.6% -24.5% -14.2%

Natural + Electric Light
(Normal Condition)

-1.0% -4.2% -2.0%

Dark Grey shades have MUCH greater impact on 
Natural Light in the Library than project
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Solar Shade Analysis
10

• Board already moved that Solar Panels met the  
requirements of CEQA

• Appellants do not have a legally cognizable claim

• No local or state laws protecting solar access or shading 
from another structure.



Solar Shade Analysis 11



Conclusion
12

• Project adheres to all laws, codes 
and design guidelines

• No significant impact on Library

• CEQA Exemption should be upheld
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