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Issue: Should the S.c.R. process, as outlined within Municipal Code Section 126.0112,
be amended?

Staff Recommendation: Make no changes to the current S.c.R. process as outlined
within Municipal Code Section 126.0112.

Community Planners Committee: At their meeting on September 23, 2008, The
Community Planners Committee (CPC) recommended that the S.C.R. process as outlined
within Municipal Code Section 126.0112 be amended to require a Process-Two approval
for all S.C.R. applications (see Attachment 1 - Draft S.C.R. Ordinance Amendment).

CPC also recommended that the City publish specific criteria for detennining if
modifications substantially conform to the approved pennit/project. Please note that this
recommendation has been incorporated and is a component of the Development Services
Department's Information Bulletin 500-Substantial Conformance Review (Attachment 2).

Environmental Review: This action is exempt from CEQA pursuant to State CEQA
Guidelines.

Fiscal Impact Statement: The imposition of a Process-Two decision for all S.C.R. 's
will result in additional financial costs and increased processing times for affected
applicants.
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scaping or some other approved element of a project.

This can be the most difficult of issues to evaluate. It could be possible to reverse the footprint of
an entire shopping center and have no adverse results however doing the same for a single-family
residence would adversely affect adjacent properties and be considered inappropriate without an
amendment to the permit.

Site design changes proposed for an approved project should not significantly alter nor
affect the other issues discussed here. Coordination of SCR review ,vith other departments/di­
visions is generally necessary when there are site design changes proposed. Consultation with the
Community Planning Group is critical in significant site design changes to ensure that the expecta­
tions of the Community during the original approval process are upheld. In many cases the modified
site design is a result of more refined site studies, construction plans or specific tenant needs.

Parking/Circulation - Typically, only minor changes to an approved project's parking and traffic
circulation should be considered or approved under substantial conformity review.

Architecture Review of proposed changes to the architectural style of an approved project should
weigh the significance that the department and/or the decision-maker(s) placed on the appearance!
architectural style of the project when it was approved. Where findings of neighborhood compatibil­
ity were required to be made, even minor changes to architectural elements or materials could be
considered significant. Though the City does not regulate private views, increasing the height of a
fiat roof structure to a gabled roof could affect neighbors and lead to some controversy over why the
design change occurs after the public hearing. The overriding goal should be that the modified plans
result in a project that is "better than or equal to" the conceptual plans that were approved. This is
an aesthetic determination, not an economic one.

Accessorv Uses/Structures Proposed Changes to a project's accessory uses or structures need to
be reviewed within the context of the significance given to them in the course of the project review
and approval process. Applicants cannot propose an Olympic size s,vimming pool and then convert
the area to an open grassy space. However, substituting facilities ofa similar nature and size may be
acceptable. The addition ofaccessory uses/structures needs to consider whether the use or structure
is truly accessory in nature to the approved use and project design and how it physically fits into the
project.

Environmental Documents
No projects can be found to be in substantial conformance if it exceeds the elements described and
analyzed in an environmental document. Increased density, grading, traffic, biological impacts, etc.,
needs to be closely scrutinized and evaluated.

Landscaping
The overriding principle is that wholesale modification in the overall amount oflandscaping should
not be approved. Minor changes may be appropriate but these must be viewed in the context of the
full landscape program for the project. Eliminating significant amounts or types of landscape treat­
ment only because of the cost is not substantial conformance. However, the replacement ofiandscape
materials with drought tolerant plants may be allowed if the resulting landscape complies with the
regulations of the San Diego Municipal Code.

Conditions
Conditions contained within a permit cannot be changed through substantial conformance review.
Substantial conformance review can be used to make minor changes to an approved project or facility
as described in a permit or shown on an Exhibit "A" as long as those changes comply with all condi­
tions ofthe permit. Any changes that are inconsistent with permit conditions are not allowed.




