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The Coastal Act was amended January 1, 1995 to provide for a more streamlined method 
to review amendments to local coastal programs.  Section 30514(d) allows the Executive 
Director to make a determination that a proposed LCP amendment is de minimis in 
nature.  The Executive Director must determine that the proposed amendment: 1) has no 
impact, either individually or cumulatively, on coastal resources; 2) is consistent with the 
policies of Chapter 3; and 3) does not propose any change in land use or water use or any 
change in the allowable use of property.  Section 30514(d) requires the local government 
to notice the proposed de minimis LCP amendment 21 days prior to submitting it to the 
Executive Director either through: 1) publication in a newspaper of general circulation; 2) 
posting onsite and offsite the area affected by the amendment; or 3) direct mailing to 
owners of contiguous property.  If the Executive Director makes the determination that 
the proposed amendment qualifies as a “de minimis” amendment and finds the public 
notice measures have been satisfied, such determination is then reported to the 
Commission for its concurrence. 
 
PROPOSED AMENDMENT 
 
The proposed amendment only involves revisions to the City’s certified Implementation 
Plan, specifically, the Land Development Code (LDC).  No changes are proposed to any 
land use plan component. Specifically, the amendment will modify the decision processes 
for the review and approval of the City’s Capital Improvements Program (CIP), which 
typically are public works or community enhancement projects.  Currently, CIP proposals 
are subject to the permitting requirements for a Site Development Permit (SDP) and a 
Coastal Development Permit (CDP).  Site Development Permits for environmentally 
sensitive lands or historic resources and CDPs represent the majority of permits required 
for the construction of CIP projects.  The decision process for a Site Development Permit 
for most CIP projects is Process Three; only those related to historical resources or those 
that deviate from the environmentally sensitive lands regulations are subject to Process 
Four.  The decision processes for a coastal development permit for CIP projects are 
Process Two in the non-appealable area of the Coastal Zone and Process Three in the 
appeals areas.  Specifically, the proposed amendment will establish two new decision 
processes, entitled Process CIP-Two and Process CIP-Five, for the entitlement of capital 
improvement projects.  The proposed amendment only modifies the decision maker for 
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the discretionary actions and will designate the City Council as the final decision maker 
on all CIP projects.  
 
DISCUSSION 
 
For the City of San Diego, the certified LDC contains five formal decisionmaking 
processes.  Process One is a ministerial action where staff is the decisionmaker.  
Processes Two through Five are discretionary actions where the decisionmakers are 
respectively:  Staff, Hearing Officer, Planning Commission and City Council.  The 
current decision process for a SDP for most CIP projects is Process Three; only those 
related to historical resources and those that deviate from the environmentally sensitive 
lands regulations are subject to Process Four.  The current decision processes for a CDP 
for CIP projects are Process Two in the non-appealable areas of the Coastal Zone and 
Process Three in the appeals areas.   
 
The proposal is to streamline the entitlement process for these projects by changing the 
decisionmaking authority.  The City Council makes the decision to allocate funding in the 
Capital Improvement Program before the permitting process begins but it does not 
currently have the final decisionmaking determination in all cases.  Currently, the 
decisionmaking processes would have either a Staff/Hearing Officer (Processes Two and 
Three) or Planning Commission (Process Four) with appeals to be heard by the Planning 
Commission (Process Three) or the City Council (Processes Four and Five).  The 
proposed amendment will streamline the review process by establishing the City Council 
as the final decisionmaker for all capital improvement projects and eliminate the Planning 
Commission as another review body.  The City estimates this will shorten the decision 
process by 1.5 to 2.5 months overall, resulting in savings due to reduced processing time 
and the elimination of some administrative costs. 
 
City staff initially looked into ways to exempt capital improvement projects from the 
discretionary reviews for a site development permit when the project would comply with 
all of the regulations for environmentally sensitive lands.  However, this proposal would 
not have provided the needed assurances for environmental compliance or allowed for 
same level of public notice and involvement.  The City therefore pursued the subject 
amendment which retains the discretionary review process but provides for a substantial 
savings in time and costs by streamlining the decisionmaking review process.  This 
approach maintains environmental protections and public participation and the 
Commission concurs.   
 
The proposed amendment does not include any change in land or water uses.  Other than 
the procedural changes relating to the final decisionmaker and the incorporation of the 
new review processes for capital improvement projects, there are no changes proposed to 
any of the regulations and/or required findings for projects within or affecting 
environmentally sensitive lands or historical resources.  Any proposal requiring a coastal 
development permit will still require the same discretionary review.  No development 
standards are being modified with the proposed amendment.  The current environmental 
review process is maintained.  Public noticing and opportunities for public participation 
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are also assured.  Therefore, the proposed amendment can be approved as submitted and 
deemed de minimis.     
 
CONSISTENCY WITH THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
ACT (CEQA) 
 
Section 21080.5 of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) exempts local 
government from the requirement of preparing an environmental impact report (EIR) in 
connection with its local coastal program.  The Commission's LCP review and approval 
program has been found by the Resources Agency to be functionally equivalent to the 
EIR process.  Thus, under CEQA Section 21080.5, the Commission is relieved of the 
responsibility to prepare an EIR for each LCP. 
 
Nevertheless, the Commission is required in an LCP submittal or, as in this case, an LCP 
amendment submittal, to find that the LCP, or LCP, as amended, does conform with  
CEQA provisions.  In the case of the subject LCP amendment request, the Commission 
finds that approval of the de minimis LCP amendment, as submitted, would not result in 
any significant adverse environmental impacts under the meaning of the California 
Environmental Quality Act.  
 
DETERMINATION 
 
The Executive Director determines that the City of San Diego LCP amendment is de 
minimis.  Based on the information submitted by the City, the proposed LCP amendment 
will have no impact, either individually or cumulatively, on coastal resources.  It is 
consistent with the policies of Chapter 3 of the Coastal Act.  The amendment does not 
propose any change in land use or any change in the allowable use of property.  The City 
has properly noticed the proposed amendment.  As such, the amendment is de minimis 
pursuant to Section 30514(d).  
 
 
MOTION: I move that the Commission concur with the Executive 

Director’s determination that the LCP amendment, as 
submitted, is de minimis. 

 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The Executive Director recommends that the Commission concur in this determination.  
Unless three or more members of the Commission object to this determination, the 
amendment shall become effective and part of the certified LCP ten (10) days after the 
date of the Commission meeting. 
 
       
(G:\San Diego\Reports\LCPs\City of San Diego\SD LCPA No. LCP-6-SAN-14-0016-1 (Capital Improvements Processing) stf 
rpt.doc) 
 






























































	The proposed amendment only involves revisions to the City’s certified Implementation Plan, specifically, the Land Development Code (LDC).  No changes are proposed to any land use plan component. Specifically, the amendment will modify the decision pr...
	DISCUSSION
	DETERMINATION

