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CEQA Overview

* History
* Process
 Recent changes
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“It's from the gover
environmental-impact statement before we can evolve.”

CEQA
Overview
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Public Agency determines whether
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Projectim mimislons) e—

Public Agency No possible significant effect

determines If the s " .
project is exempt Statutory exemption
Categorical sxamption
l Not Exempt

Public agency evaluates project
to determine If there Is a possibllity
that the project may have a
significant effect on environment

Possible significant effect v v v
Determination of lead agency where Notice of Exemption No turther action
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] Lead agency prepares final

EIR including responses 1o

Decision-making body comments on draft EIR
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CEQA Overview - Process

* |s project ministerial or discretionary?
e project exempt from CEQA?
ere a “significant” impact? (checklist)
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CEQA Overview — EIR Process

* Public Review Required

e Alternatives Analysis

 Must reduce impacts to greatest exte
feasible, or adopt findings of infeasibi
or “overriding considerations”

* Legal action a key factor
 Recent changes—SB375, VMT
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CEQA Overview — Thresholds of
Significance

* Traffic/Transportation
 (Cultural Resources

* Noise

e Hazardous Materials




Downtown Development

e UCB-City Settlement

e Dow
e Dow
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Area Plan
high rise projects



Downtown Development
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Development




Downtown Development
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For special
height provision
see LU-6.2
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Southside
Plan Area

R4 to R-3
(Downzone)
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Downtown D
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