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FILENO. 110042 = '~ MOTIONNO.

[Affirming the Exemptlon Determlnatron 795 Foerster Street, 203 Los Palmos Drive, 207 Los
' Palmos Drive, and 213 Los Palmos Drive] ‘

Motion' affirming the determination by the Planning Department and Comrnissio'n that
the pro;ect located at 795 Foerster Street 203 Los Palmos Drlve 207 Los Palmos Drive,

and 213 Los Palmos Drive is exempt from envrronmental review.

. WHEREAS, Plannrng Department has determined that a prOJect located at 795

' Foerster Street, 203 Los Palmos Drive, 207 Los Palmos Drive, and 213 Los Palmos Drrve

("Pro;eo "yis. exempt from envrronmental review under the California Envrronmental Qualrty

Act ("CEQA")- The proposed Project involves the subdivision of two eXIStrng lots into four and
| the construction of three new srngle—famrly homes frontlng on Los Palmos Drive. On August

5, 2010 followrng a noticed publlc heanng the Planning Commrssron heard a request for

discretionary review of the proposed new construction at 203 Los Palmos Drive and declrned

to take drscretronary review and instead approved the new. constructlon The Plannrng

Department approved the other site permits’ for the proposed pro;ect and drscretronary review
was erther not requested or was’ requested and withdrawn for those addresses In declrnrng
o take discretionary review, the Commlssron affirmed the Department‘s decrsron that the
Pl’OjeCt was exempt from envrronmental revrew under CEQA, the CEQA Gurdelrnes and San .
Francisco Admlnlstratrve Code Chapter 31 (the "exemptron determlnatron") By letter to the :
Clerk of the Board, Stephen erlrams on behalf of the Miraloma Park lmprovement Club
("Appellant") received by the Clerk's Oft' ce onor around January 7, 2011, appealed the |

exemption determination; and

WHEREAS On. February 15, 2011 this Board held a duly noticed publlc heanng to

' oonsrder the appeal of the exemptlon determrnatron filed by Appellant and followrng the publrc

heanng affi rmed the exemptlon determrnatron and

Clerk‘ of the Board _ R . . - ,
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WHEREAS In reviewing the appeal of the exemptron determination, this Board

revrewed and considered the exemptron determrnatron the appeal letters, the responses to

‘ concerns document that the Piannrng_Department prepa_red, the other written records before

the Board of Supervisors and:_all' ofthe'pubiic testimony made in Sup’p_ortiof and opposed to

“the eXemption determination appeal. Following the conclusion of the public hearing, the

Board of SuperviSors affirmed the exemption determination for the Project based on the

wrrtten record before the Board of Supervrsors as well asall of the testrmony at the publrc

; hearrng in support of and opposed to the appeal. The wrrtten record and oral testrmony in

support of and opposed to the appeal and delrberation of the oral and written testimony at the

- public hearing before the Board of Supervrsors by all parties and the publrc in support of and

A opposed to the appeal of the exemption determrnatron is in the Clerk of the Board of

Supervrsors File No ﬂQCﬂ and is rncorporated in this motron as though set forth in rts
entirety; now therefore beit . , ’ |
MOVED That the Board of Supervisors of the Crty and County of San Francisco
hereby adopts as its own and rncorporates by reference in this motion, as. though fully set
forth, the exemption determrnatron and be rt -

FURTHER MOVED That the Board of Supervrsors finds that based on the whole

‘record before it there are no substantial Project changes, no substantral changes in Proiect
| ICircumstances, and no new information of substantial importance that would change the -

. concl'usions set forth in the exemption determination by the Planning Department and

Commission that_ the proposed Project is exempt from environmental review; and be it'
FURTHER MOVED, That after carefully considering the appeal of the exemption

determination, including the written information submitted to the Board of Supervisors and the

“public testimony presented to the Board of Supervisors at the hearing on the exemption .

determination, this Board concludes that the Project qualifies for an exemption determination.

Clerk of the Board , : : , ‘
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