File No. 110760 | Committee Item No.
: Board Item No.

COMMITTEEIBOARD OF SUPERVISORS
AGENDA PACKET CONTENTS LIST

Committee . | ‘ Date

‘Board of Supervisors Meeting ‘Date August 2, 2011

@)

3

=3

(47)
W
o]

QO

=

Q.

Motion
Resolution
Ordinance
Legislative Digest
Budget Analyst Report
Legislative Analyst Report
Introduction Form (for hearings)
DepartmentlAgency Cover Letter and/or Report
MOU -

- Grant Information Form
Grant Budget
Subcontract Budget
Contract/Agreement
Award Letter
Application-
Public Correspondence

o o O
DDDDDDDDDDDDDDDx'

OTHER '(Use back side if additional space is need_ed)

O O

I

1 O

Completed by: Joy Lamug Date___ July 28, 2011

Completed by: _ : Date_

An asterisked item represents the cover sheet to a document that exceeds 20
pages. The complete document is in the file.

Packet Contents Checklist 5/16/01

1139



-—

N
>

FILE NO. 110760 | MOTION NO.

[Affirming the Exemption Determination - 1945 Hyde Street] :
Motion affirming' the determination by the Planningf Departmevnt that a project located at

1945 Hyde Street is exempt from environmental review.

WHEREAS, the Planning Department has determined that a project located at 1945
Hyde Street is‘exempt frdm environm_entai review under the California Environmental Quality
Act ("CEQA")' the CEQA Guidelines, and San Francisco Administrative Code Chapter 31. The

proposed work involves conversion of a 19,739-square- foot two-story over. basement parking

Il garage constructed in 1920 into a three-story over basement seven- unit residential building

and one approximately 860 square—foot commercial space. The Appeilant, prowded acopy.a
Certificate of Determinatlon Exemptlon From Envrronmental Rewew |ssued by the Planning
Department on January 27, 2011, finding the proposed proiect exempt from environmental
review under CEQA Gwdellnes Section 15332 (Class 32) By Ietter to the Clerk of the Board,
Jamie Cherry, on behalf of the Russian Hill Community Association, received by the Clerk'
Office on February 17, 2011, appealed the exemption determination; and

WHEREAS On August 2, 2011, this: Board held a duly noticed public heanng to
consrder the appeal of the exemption determination filed by Appellant, and following the public :
hearing affirmed the exemption determination; and

WHEREAS, In reviewing the appeal of the exemption determination, this Board

reviewed and considered the exemption determination, the appe'ai letters, the responses to

|l concerns document that the Planning Department prepared, the dther written records before

the Board of Supervisors and all of the public testimony made in support of and opposed to

‘the exemption determination appeal. Following the conclusion of the public hearing, the Board

_|| of Supervisors affirmed ,the,je_x,emptio_h_de_ter_mjna_tion for the project based on the written ___

Clerk of the Board
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record before the Board of Supervisors as well as all of the testimony at the 'public': hearing in

.|| support of and opposed to the appeal. The written record and oral testlmony in support of and

opposed to the appeal and deliberation of the oral and written testlmony at the public hearing
before the Board of Supervnsors by all parties and the pUbllC in support of and opposed to the
appeal of the exemption determination is in the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors. File No.
110759 and is incorporated in-this motion as though set torth in its entirety; now therefore be it-

MOVED, That the'Board of Supen)isors of the City and County of San Francisco
hereby adopts as its own and |ncorporates by reference in this motion, as though fully set
forth, the exemptlon determination; and be it v

FURTHER MOVED, That the Board of Supervisors finds that based on the whole

record before it there are no substantial prOJect changes, no substantlal changes in prOJect

\ cwcumstances and no new information of substantlal lmportance that would change the

| conclusions set forth i in the exemption determination by the Planning Department that the

proposed prOJect at its various locatlons is exempt from enV|ronmentaI review; and be it

FURTHER MOVED That after carefully conSIderlng the appeal of the exemptlon

i determination, including the written information submltted to the Board of Supervisors and the

‘public testlmony presented to the Board of Supervisors at the hearlng on the exemption

determination, this Board concludes that the project qualifies for a exemption determination

| under CEQA.

Clerk of the‘Board . . . .
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