INLAND APPEAL FORM

SAN Luls OBISPO COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND BUILDING
976 Os0Ss STREET *+ ROOM 200 + SAN Luis OBISPO ¢ CALIFORNIA 93408 ¢+ (805) 781-5600

Promoting the Wise Use of Land + Helping to Build Great Communities

Please Note: An appeal should be filed by an aggrieved person or the applicant at each stage in the process if they
are still unsatisfied by the last action.

PROJECT INFORMATION  Name: ko Pl idns Rosaurcos, LLC File Number: DRC 7604 - (X025

Type of permit being appealed: _
O PlotPlan QSite Plan QMinor Use Permit BDevelopment Plan/Conditional Use Permit

QVariance ULand Division QLot Line Adjustment Other: M%

" . The decision was made by:
QPlanning Director (Staff) QBuilding Official QPlanning Department Hearing Officer
Q Subdivision Review Board MPlanning Commission QOther

Date the application was acted on: & Ouani A5 20\S

The decision is appealed to:

QBoard of Construction Appeals QBoard of Handicapped Access
QPlanning Commission MBoard of Supervisors
BASIS FOR APPEAL

State the basis of the appeal. Clearly state the reasons for the appeal. In the case of a Construction Code Appeal,
note specific code name and sections disputed).  (Attach additional sheets if necessary)
om.

List any conditions that are being appealed and give reasons why you think it should be modified or removed.

Condition Number Reason for appeal (attach additional sheets if necessary) o
s 0 [
& zu
APPELLANT INFORMATION 3 gEC
Print name: \i LLC - :3%;:
Address: Y.0O. Box 8‘4’5— Senta M(‘L/‘QCLV&“‘O\ CA 434 ;.g: .%:;
Phone Number (daytime): (€65 (o0 - - R on ;-?
curately and declare all statements made here are true.
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Attachment to Inland Appeal Form
Las Pilitas Resources, LLC; DRC2009-00025
Basis For Appeal

The Denial Findings adopted by the Planning Commission are not supported by substantial

- evidence, and in fact are contradicted in many cases by the evidence in the record. Many of
the findings amount to unsubstantiated conjecture, and are based on inaccuracies and
misunderstandings about the project that were presented by Staff and others. In addition, the
Planning Commission erred by not considering the importance of this aggregate resource to
the region as a whole as required by state law, as well as other considerations that are specific

to mineral resources and which alter the traditional CUP findings for projects such as this.

Further details regarding each of these points will be submitted directly to the Supervisors

for their consideration in the course of this appeal.




