SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Discretionary Review
Abbreviated Analysis

HEARING DATE: MARCH 15, 2012
Date: March 8, 2012
Case No.: 2011.1337D
Project Address: 550 Jersey Street
Permit Application: 2011.09.02.3798
Zoning: RH-2 (Residential House, Two-Family) District
40-X Height and Bulk District
Block/Lot: 6505/019

Project Sponsor: 550 Jersey Street, LLC c/o Damien Quinn
500 Airport Boulevard, Suite 445

Burlingame, CA 94010

Staff Contact: Adprian C. Putra — (415) 575-9079
adrian.putra@sfgov.org
Recommendation: Do not take DR and approve
PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The project is a revision to previously approved Building Permit Application (“BPA”) No.
2011.02.25.0973 to reduce in the height the ridge of a gable roof by approximately 6.5”. The intent is so
that it would not be visible from behind the existing front parapet and revise the interior roof framing of
an existing two-story, single-family building. The project does not propose any enlargement to the
existing building.

BACKGROUND

BPA No. 2011.02.25.0973 was issued by the Department of Building Inspection (“DBI”) on February 25,
2011 to obtain a final inspection for work approved and completed under BPA No. 2000.09.20.1068
(horizontal addition to raise second floor level 2'-0”, replace foundation, and replace/enlarge rear yard
addition). BPA No. 2011.02.25.0973 was not referred to the Planning Department ("Department") for
review and in effect renewed BPA No. 2000.09.20.1068.  BPA No. 2000.09.20.1068 completed the 311
notification process and was approved by the Department on November 20, 2000. Subsequently, this
permit was issued by DBI on March 8, 2001 and expired on March 8, 2002, and no Discretionary Review
requests or appeal were filed on the subject permit.

On July 27, 2011, the Department received a complaint alleging that work was being performed at the
project site without new 311 notification in reference to renewal BPA No. 2011.02.25.0973. By the time
the Department received this complaint, a significant amount work to the property had already been
completed under the renewal permit, which according to the Project Sponsor began in March, 2011.

On August 13, 2011, the renewal permit was revoked and sent to the Department for review. The

Department reviewed the renewal permit, found it to be identical to the originally approved 2000 permit,
and directed the Project Sponsor to match the originally approved permit. Additionally, the Zoning
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Discretionary Review — Abbreviated Analysis CASE NO. 2011.1337D
March 15, 2012 550 Jersey Street

Administrator determined that no new 311 notice was required for the renewal permit, because work had
already been substantially completed with a permit. Per an existing interpretation of Section 311 dated
April 1996, “No notice is required to renew a permit or issue a new permit to complete a job that has
already been substantially completed with permit. ‘Substantially completed’ shall mean that the final
envelope of the structure has already been framed in”. On August 15, 2011, with the Department’s
permission, the renewal permit was re-instated by DBL

On August 29, 2011, Department and DBI staff conducted a site visit and discovered that the ridge of the
gable roof extended above the front parapet and was visible from the street. At the conclusion of the site
visit, the Project Sponsor was informed that they had two options: 1) modify the gable roof ridge and
framing so the envelope of the building is consistent with the proposed height of the roof as approved
under BPA No. 2000.09.20.1068, or 2) file a new permit to legalize the new work. The Project Sponsor
decided to follow the first option which resulted in the filing of BPA No. 2011.09.02.3798, which was
considered a change to the previously approved BPA No. 2011.02.25.0973 thus requiring Planning
review. Work had since been performed to lower gable roof ridge so that the building envelope is
consistent with the proposed height of the roof as approved under BPA No. 2000.09.20.1068. On
September 2, 2011, BPA No. 2011.09.02.3798 was filed to document this changed condition.

On September 7, 2011, DBI staff conducted another site visit to measure the height of the main roof from
the top of the ridge to the garage slab and found this height to be 27’-7”. This height is consistent with
the originally proposed height of the roof line as approved under BPA No. 2000.09.20.1068.

SITE DESCRIPTION AND PRESENT USE

The project site is a 25 foot wide by 114 feet deep lot containing 2,850 square-feet, and located on the
north side of Jersey Street between Diamond and Douglass Streets. The lot contains a two-story, single-
family building which per City records was originally constructed circa 1904.

SURROUNDING PROPERTIES AND NEIGHBORHOOD

The project site is located in the Noe Valley neighborhood. The subject block is located primarily within
an RH-2 Zoning District with the exception of a few lots located on the northwest and northeast corners
of the block that are zoned neighborhood commercial. The immediate area is entirely residential in
character with the subject block-face primarily containing two-story residential buildings. The adjacent
lot to the west (552-554 Jersey Street) contains a two-story, two-unit residential building. The adjacent lot
to the east (546 Jersey Street) contains a two-story, single-family building. Buildings on the opposite
block-face of Jersey Street are a mix of two- to three-story residential buildings.

BUILDING PERMIT NOTIFICATION

TYPE REQUIRED NOTIFICATION DR FILE DATE DR HEARING DATE
PERIOD DATES FILING TO HEARING TIME
November 28,
N/A N/A N/A OVzrgl fr March 15, 2012 109 days

A Discretionary Review application was filed against BPA No. 2011.09.02.3798 while the application was
still under review with the Department.

SAN FRANCISCO 2
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HEARING NOTIFICATION

REQUIRED ACTUAL
TYPE REQUIRED NOTICE DATE ACTUAL NOTICE DATE
PERIOD PERIOD
Posted Notice 10 days March 5, 2012 March 5, 2012 10 days
Mailed Notice 10 days March 2, 2012 March 5, 2012 13 days
PUBLIC COMMENT
SUPPORT OPPOSED NO POSITION
Adjacent neighbor(s)
Other neighbors on the
block or directly across
the street
Neighborhood groups

To date the Department has not received any public correspondence regarding the project.

DR REQUESTOR

F. Joseph Butler, who lives at 327 Chestnut Street, which is located approximately 4.6 miles to the
northeast of the project site.

DR REQUESTOR’S CONCERNS AND PROPOSED ALTERNATIVES

See attached Discretionary Review Application, dated November 28, 2011.

PROJECT SPONSOR'’S RESPONSE TO DR APPLICATION

See attached Response to Discretionary Review, dated January 23, 2012.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

The Department has determined that the proposed project is exempt/excluded from environmental
review, pursuant to CEQA Guideline Section 15301 (Class One - Minor Alteration of Existing Facility, (e)
Additions to existing structures provided that the addition will not result in an increase of more than
10,000 square feet).

RESIDENTIAL DESIGN TEAM REVIEW

The Residential Design Team (RDT) reviewed the project following the filing of the DR application and
found that the project meets the standards of the Residential Design Guidelines (RDGs) and that the
project does not present any exceptional or extraordinary circumstances for the following reasons: DBI
review procedures are not within RDT purview, and the infill below the bay is consistent and more
appropriate with existing neighborhood development pattern. The RDT also added that the front door of
the subject building is a character-defining feature of the building, and therefore the front door must
remain consistent with that of the original approval (BPA No. 2000.09.20.1068).

SAN FRANCISCO 3
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Under the Commission’s pending DR Reform Legislation, this project would not be referred to the
Commission as this project does not contain or create any exceptional or extraordinary circumstances.

RECOMMENDATION: Do not take DR and approve

Attachments:

Block Book Map

Sanborn Map

Zoning Map

Aerial Photographs

Context Photographs

DR Application

Response to DR Application dated October January 23, 2012
Submittal from DR Requestor received March 7, 2012
Reduced Plans

ACP: G:\Documents\DRs\550 Jersey Street\550 Jersey Street - 2011.1337D - DR - Abrreviated Analysis.doc
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Sanborn Map*
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*The Sanborn Maps in San Francisco have not been updated since 1998, and this map may not accurately reflect existing conditions.
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Aerial Photo 1
(taken 3/25/09)
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Aerial Photo 2
(taken 3/25/09)
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Aerial Photo 3
(taken 3/25/09)
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Aerial Photo 4
(taken 3/25/09)
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Zoning Map
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Site Photo

Front of Building (“as built” condition)
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Site Photo

Roof of Building (*as built” condition”)
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CITY 01

APPLICATION FOR ™ emdf SF
Discretionary Review

1. Owner/Applicant Information

Application for Discretionary Review

DR APPLICANT'S NAME:

F Joseph Butle

DR APPLICANT'S ADDRESS: ZIP CODE: TELEPHONE:

2,24 (hestuyt St G413 | S GCE 5D

| PROPERTY OWNER WHO IS DOING THE PROJECT ON WHICH YOU ARE REQUESTING DISCRETIONARY REVIEW NAME:

56‘0 Q.Jév“yéa] St L cC

ADDRESS: 2P CODE: | TELEPHONE:
(NN oW N « )

CONTACT FOR Iyucmom

Same as Above

ADDRESS: ZIP CODE: TELEPHONE:

E-MAIL ADDRESS:

-f/ o%“(’7l‘ butles E bobnail , com

2. Location and Classification

STREET ADDRESS OF PROJECT: ZiP CODE:

550 Jevseq Street

CROSS STREETS:
Nel

ASSESSORS BLOCK/LOT: LOT DIMENSIONS: | LOT AREA (SQFT): | ZONING DISTRICT: HEIGHT/BULK DISTRICT:

6505 1 |9

3. Project Description

Please check all that ap_ply 3 B -
Change of Use il Change of Hours {1 New Construction ]  Alterations ¥ Demolition ]  Other L]

Additions to Building:  Rear y/ Front 8/ Height [] Side Yard [}

Presentor Previous Use: __ M (fe— F M ae’; W

Proposed Use: S oime
Building Permit Application No. Zoll - 4.2 - ?)768 Date Filed: '5.6.,) f Z 2ot




F\ppu ation for Discretionary Review

| GASE NUMBER:
: 4 A /} I

Discretionary Review Request

In the space below and on separate paper, if necessary, please present facts sufficient to answer each question.

1. What are the reasons for requesting Discretionary Review? The project meets the minimum standards of the
Planning Code. What are the exceptional and extraordinary circumstances that justify Discretionary Review of
the project? How does the project conflict with the City’s General Plan or the Planning Code’s Priority Policies or
Residential Design Guidelines? Please be specific and site specific sections of the Residential Design Guidelines.
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delines assume some i s to be reasonable and expected as part of construction.

Please explain how this project would cause unreasonable impacts. If you believe your property, the property of
others or the neighborhood would be adversely affected, please state who would be affected, and how:
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3. What alternatives or changes to the proposed project, beyond the changes (if any) already made would respond to
the exceptional and extraordinary circumstances and reduce the adverse effects noted above in question #1?
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I1.1337p

4. Actions Prior to a Discretionary Review Request

Prior Action YES

Have you discussed this project with the permit applicant?

O

Did you discuss the project with the Planning Department permit review planner?

Did you participate in outside mediation on this case?

O |
X O W=

5. Changes Made 1o the Project as a Result of Medialion

If you have discussed the project with the applicant, planning staff or gone through mediation, please
summarize the result, including any changes there were made to the proposed project.
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Applicant’s Affidavit

Under penalty of perjury the following declarations are made:

a: The undersigned is the owner or authorized agent of the owner of this property.
b: The information presented is true and correct to the best of my knowledge.

c: The other information or applications may be required.

Signature: {; /&)pﬁl% %ﬁﬂ ; H’( A Date: 2K /\/L’)u’ 201

Print name, and indicate whether owner, or authorized agent:

F, JOJ-ZFJL\ 6(./'{'/66’} A»'/.A

Owner / Authorized Agent (circle one)

SAN FRANCISCO PLANNING DEPARTMENT V.11.17.2010



Appiication for Discretionary Review

Discretionary Review Application
Submittal Checklist

Applications submitted to the Planning Department must be accompanied by this checklist and all required
materials. The checklist is to be completed and signed by the applicant or authorized agent.

REQUIRED MATERIALS (please check correct cotumn) DR APPLICATION

Application, with all blanks completed

Address labels (original), if applicable

Address labels (copy of the above), if applicable

Photocopy of this completed application

Photographs that illustrate your concerns

Convenant or Deed Restrictions

Check payable to Planning Dept.

Letter of authorization for agent

Other: Section Plan, Detail drawings (i.e. windows, door entries, trim),
Specifications (for cleaning, repair, etc.) and/or Product cut sheets for new
elements (j.e. windows, doors)

s
e

NOTES:

[ Required Material.

¥ Optional Material.

O Two sets of original labels and one copy of addresses of adjacent property owners and owners of property across street.

For Department Use Only
Application received by Planning Department:

By: Date:
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COMPLAINT DATA SHEET

oy City and County of‘Saﬂ Francisco

Department of Building Inspection

1660 Mission Street
San Francisco, CA 94103

COM:PLAINT NUMBER 201153186 -

OWNER/AGENT: 550 JERSEY STREET LLC ' - DATE FILED: 17-AUG-11
- 550 IERSEY STREET LLC ' : . LOCATION: 550 JERSEY ST
500 AIRPORT BLVD SUITE 445 - BLOCK: 6505 -~ LOT: 019
BURLINGAME CA ' : :
o SITE:
] 94010 - RATING: OCCUPANCY CODE

QW’NER’S PHONE - ' o
CONTACT NAME RECEIVED BY Czarina Ysm IVISION BID
CUF{IPLAINANT! Ruben Hechenanova _ ; ASSIGNED TO DIVISION: BIEDV

SAN FRANCISCO
(’O‘/IPLAINANT'S PHONE --.

DES: CRIPTION Addition is 2 (two feet) too hlgh
INSTRUCTIONS:
INSPECTOR INFORMATION ‘ :
DIVISION INSPECTOR ID DISTRICT- PRIORITY
BID 'POWER 0 e0 a7

REFFERAL INFORMATION - -
DATE. REFERRED BY - - TO COMMENT

L Oz [PLAINT STATUS A]VD COMMENTS
DATE TYPE ‘ DIVISIONINSPECTOR STATUS

COMMENT

i7-4UG-11 CASEOPENED BID RPOWER  CASE RECEIVED

COMPLAINT ACTION BY DIVISION
DIVISION DATE" DESCRIPTION’

ACTION COMMENT

NOV(HIS)  NOV (BID)

PAGEL10F1



J

| Cower i reASeinie B aryowet gtens andd scoscalen bsing kept ol basdiag sia

3
| 5
- 3
8 20 S @
=, AUt WAy
A PPROVE S .
Depl. of Building Insp. 8 ;‘
FEB 25 4Un : F’l AR \;'Mr\ L:_r ;_‘_E% = 3“@
2 RECEPTIO ‘
2 /n,as:-.»-z;r'a /L’"’ : '
VIVIAN L DAY 7 - ‘ .
Dstﬁ:E‘Eugg TIRP: T%YE?LDEHG PERMIT - CITY AMD COUNTY OF S&NM FRANHCISCO
EHDITIONS, RLTERAATIONS OF REPAIRS| . DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING INSPECTION
APFLICATION IS HEREBY MADE TO THE DEPARTMENT OF

PEAMISSION TO BUILD IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE PLANS

Foam 3 ;?}EH AGENCIES REVIEW REQUIRED | BUILDING INSPEGTION OF SAN FRANGISCO FOR
OvE

'
No prostion of muding or otncing o soekiing wead dusltg comsinucion, to bs dozs than 6T 1o
=Ty wke sl mOre than TS0 vois St Bep 285, v Panz! Cocs,

FarEsal b Bea Francs Boddog Coole, e busicing parmi sl ba porisd on the joh. The

Couriy al Sin Frensiacs, snd 10 a3strme e d>1-=- of tva Cy @n Coumty of Szn Frasciecy sgaint o
such cleima, demesds or stioma,

In caricTrhy sdth e proaisiona of Secilen 3300 of the Lebor Cocle of ha Stete of Calliomiy, tha-
oy shal b covera® wwider (1), of i} designzizd beigw or shaf indicsts Rem (), or V). ar (),
whichevsr b sopficeie, Kr—w!\r‘rh_’ﬂ(“)hda:"edl‘r'nﬂvlr‘\x(tan‘t chad 29 el hark the
Coscle bua wa shome on Oeimipn acmevoacyieg Ble gppRoaton s easoresd 0 bs comsel. It eooronrtets mehiod of compienc below,

Fteal gk $e00 Jew el She et S Sivwt [ovadd Crmwiepe ehomring ot gracs e, o2y
ﬁ&m*m&d%mﬂﬂmm—dwﬂh -
Budoadiug U B SACIIESET I AT . [} | | havs and R mantl; 4 cxticals of contert o Stlmurs {or wesha's enTosnealion, &8
MWMTE{F&!‘EPEOHETCD;=;::}YEELFPE@.- . providad by Secton 5700 & tha Lator Code, or the paﬂg—n:,,-shmrxfcrw‘\;ﬁ(m

prnt b2 fesued,
IR 0T TO 85 GOTURED LT CSIFICATE GF FHAL CGMPLETICN'IS POSTED
pl = ity e T sar gy {) I lheve snd ¥R melcan worise’ compeneston Inturancs, umqumdl:y“s::.‘:na‘uodlm
TH THE BLACET OR PSRRI OF COTIRARGY GALHTED, WHEN RErIARIN, o Coda, for e patiormanes of tha wosk for thie parmk i thy

ASTROYAL OF THIS APFLICATISN DOES WOT GOHETITUTE AN APPROVAL FGR THE ELECTRICAL compens=on )!1‘“-""1 i mnd poficy rf\r‘kne' [ A
RS Of PLLASIEE WETALLATAOMS. A RSIAAATE PERMIT FOR THE WIRIRG AND PLLRBING

| horely 88 indar penely of Cady o of tha isEowing declerzlions:

WEIET BE OSTARET. XEPARKTE PERRiTS ADE REGLISED ¥ ANSWER IS 7YET TO ANY OF Gt !

ADCYE CUESTIGNT {10 {19} {12 1) (23) OR (), Policy Mumber

THIS 15 ST ABUILGING PERVTE, RO WORKSHALL EZ STWATED UNTLA BURDING FERMT IS (), TN, The cost ol the work 15 ba dom ls $100 o7 les.
o Y

=D, (1Y . ) cactay i an it of s e v which thi P e s, | st i sesslay

hﬁ»‘é&u}:dkiﬂ.ﬁﬂﬁgm&:m1hﬂi:—rxﬁ:dndhﬂﬁam*‘ﬂ"Mﬂ - By PO i Wy MR 53 36 10 bicomse sl s 12 ¥ie works comp snwsion ews o

S5 20 2ines orEGUICTAL Cadoob | R ackaomiesipe it | Lmcaaand T I e pract Yarl | shioukd bacor

' _ . Bslsn! 0 3 woerkEl CERpERNSon TR OF Y2l Laboy Codl of Cadomiz snd &8 ©

S . . gty R eate s b Pt et Eakon 3500 oF e Lz Costa, ot on e
DBEE 3{%{11 ! he.sns;bdbrtsébwds!mdmmﬂd
DooyRiCIoR D ERmEER v iy 65 $a camer & U agant for e cwmer) Rl in the pecormainey of i work for

‘:,nm\; 5 ' laecad, | el epoicy @ conEasRor wha comnplioe wih ths SodesT'
=0 e o Catomie and wia, £201 10 2 commsncames o ary work, WA B3 8

PLICANTS CERTIFICATION o
| HESEBY GIRTEY M0 ﬁﬁ:_%% 1:};{ Dciﬁg{;‘é‘—!— CONSTRUCTION m]}j&ﬁ of bl farm win g Gantrs! et Brey,
i ‘}J\ 257110
Dz '

DEBCMECD 53 THS APFLUCATCH, AL TRE AlS CF THE PEFRAT AND ALL LAW3
A CRARRCES TRERSTO W rLLE. WPU:J ¥TH.
7

BTS2 FEV. fioe) Sl At of Aganl
' ’ : O:: IG£ COPY
FIG=

AND SPECIFICATIONS SUBMITTED HEREWITH ARD o
FORM 8 | R-THE COUNTE / 2’—"{* {CE ACCORDING TO THE DESCRIFTION AND FOR THE FURPCSE g 1NN
HEREINAFTER SET FORTH. 4
g <
NJHE:R oF FLAN w DO NOT WRITE AEOVE THIS LINE W 2 g
SR LD T30 = BT, {1) STREST ADCRESS OF JO8 oL RERL . i é E
- f- ' =
15 1] 550 epsee,  6508/9/7 g3
FERATHD. SSUSD [2X) ESTHSTED COST BF 408 _?u} EB 9 5]
/ .
; o] O
1232247 72251 F /52,00 L o
'  IHFORMA ATIOH TO BE FURKISHED BY &LL AFPLICANTS T
: 1E341, BESCRIFTION OF EXISTING BURDING ’ . '
#A) P2 CECEETIR. | (S4) RO OF 13 R O¢ (TA} PRESERT LI A (r4) _CLASS - PN RLGF
STERSS &7 EASZRENTS / M . DG?_—? DrElleg /
ﬁ N oCmPASTY: { AR CALES: /—/( ( Lysers:
) EE:Ch(f'—i»’JH C!F BUILDING AFTER PROPOQSED ALTERATION . //f) 71
{9 . of 2.1 (7} PROPESE USE (LR IS ] mmu%cus i< [gEe
STORESF L . LTwELLL:
= aﬂzﬁgﬁ e P = o e e
o1 & EORSTRICTIONT . w & rEmsem w gl PERREm - 7/,/].;;.\-, 5
{14) SOERAL COSTRALTOR ADEES Y c.:-.su: K. EXPEATICH DATE
v
Tk /,f,ro @Yl #m o .mL DL 1/1/7 f’u MW QY p 477z T
REGES mr&mzu@ ADSFESS | FROHEAROR ORI BY BT
oM Z A sen? o ArA & Blup &Le_qu,Aﬂz LA a,z,@ /0 413570 <7335
{12} $ANE ¥ DESCRETION OF ALL FORK TD 26 FenrGroesD URDER THS MRLICKTREN REFFEHCE T0 PURS S HOT SLEHCSHT)
A omamn hndl MspeEtuail
' P PP P
WOTK EppToves uiast
a7t T P NS N VALY v
AT OV AT o D
 rimels te A;realodo -
Tl uv Al IN i AT LTI e e
ABDITIONAL BHcﬂE?i_ATiGH .
CA STORY T0 BIR 357 B pf|  CSTTCR)E IR FACHT FT. aﬁ;smqm B D? vl Hmma SO
P S s e 5 = 0P eesmma & 0| o e s % Q ﬂé”’s—méﬁrﬂ . ws o .
FEPEES 08 ATERET . ofl oS e vo ] CGHALOTPLY : w @l Fostwan W o
(25) ARCEETECT OR EAerch (E5eH 1) ﬁmsmumm o) : ADORESS CALF CERTIFICATE 0.
(25) CLESTRICTGH LE:::‘A (CAITE BANE AHD BRANCH 055 AODRESS
l:TraE’SFJK‘.‘SﬁEHEEETm:ﬁLEﬂE«.ER:
EMPDTM\E‘ HOTICES NOTICE TO APPLICANT
Mo cheng 2had ba mads e chamcie d B2 oomseancy o ve2 wikowe fist uﬂ:l..hg 2 Bullcing HOLD HARILESS CLAUSE. The panrdizs(n] by scoepisnca o the pami, egneaf=} lo fidemnty snd
Pammfl waharziog such caxnga, SseSan Fm.-\-'sm Busging Coda srd §zn Francecs Huuslng heid hanmises the Gy and Counly of S2n Frenclesn fom end zgaing! 3y end @ Ssim, demsands and
Cola, acttons for Cemages reavng from cpaeiors L'nd‘rﬂ‘hmlmdnugdgana cf the Ciy and



=
-
L '%ETQ;’H_?‘-
T Py
-
-
Y
3
.
oo
ED

SPECTION
QUALITY
DUCTION

FE\OﬂT ELJE\_/ ACTLO ‘,\\
C

/__] 50 AE RSEY <.
L—\ N F’(Q\A\JQK%CO CAN :
[j %?PL&QAT\Q\& ) oN.00-62-3198




Rebevt A Shepaut

3 5¢7 Q)e—«-;@{? <t

SE ek g4
6540 /34

C’(/t'ﬁxt"(e*b C. ﬂ'(av"ggm

4145 24 ST

Se A G414

: L@OV\BVC&’ V@“ZV" .
546 Jevsey St

sos/ip

St CN g4 1Y

Joseah . Favw

559 Javsey SE
SE CA T4
The I%Kév"wxavx/ (91
552 Jevzey gt
sECh 4117

G540/ %€

Towst

6505 /20

A

Q&;‘bwf“ J. Helgon L5/ 39
4266 .57 L4t
SF Chk 94114

Richiavd D Mo 2 (9;05'/ 3¢
4159 el 24t Gf,
SE A a4 [ 4

Eliw‘ﬁé{'f\ Fv%\«mzw\ G0 / 7>
SE i T4 114

Gunnz g dwtz Colvins 60 /31
9?7J&s&f%t
SE CA qH I



AN SN ~ 0 pev oN TUE 9o

5\D

n.l‘

APPLICATION FOR BUILDING PERMIT
ADDITIONS, ALTERATIONS OR REPAIRS

“FORM 3 [] OTHER AGENCIE R
FORM 8 [] OVER-THE COUNTER ISSUANCE

L

NUMBER OF PLAN SETS v DO NOT WRITE THIS LINE
DATE LD RUING FEE RECEPT ND. (1) STREET ADORESS OF JOB
TAY L 1obii] | 550 Jrpceq ESTS /614
FERMIT ND. ISSUED (24) ESTIMATED COST OF Jon (28) REVISED COST: )
ﬂ( / ﬂ ﬁéy 8Y: DATE:
INFORMATION TO BE FURNISHED BY ALL APPLICANTS
LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF EXiSTING BUILDING
{4A) TYPE OF CONSTR. {5A) NO. OF (BA) NO. OF (TA) PRESENT USE: ) {BA) OCCUP. CLASS {BA) NO. OF
G |mmes o udem o SED CsVo il
DESCRIPTION OF BUILDING AFTER PROPOSED ALTERATION ~ \I7)
(4) TYPE OF . {5) NO. OF ) {B8) NO. OF mmmsmwmmusn @) OCCUP. CLASS N’ (9IND. OF
T = o] w ol e Ol o
OR ALTERED? - CONSTRLICTION? n M~ w0

A oMJm?Q- ;

& : O AT d
(15) OWNER - LESSEE (CROSS DUT DNE) WELPIe EIADRESS (RCE A E TR LA AT A CaA

Dai| QoL AN > EC AN PordT 2/ 0D Bul o ame 1770 29323
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KEUisier 7o ot Reoga s g sg 0@ 15[ -0~ 2509 7

LEisen TO  Recr FIRAuu 2ING ” /{—Dh (o lemez 77 £ K
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ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

(17) DOES THIS ALTERATION {18)F {17 IS YES, STATE {19) DOES THIS ALTERATION 20) F (19) IS YES, STATE

CREATE ADDMIONAL HEIGHT Ye&s Q HEIGHT AT CREATE DECK OR HORIZ. YES Q" sew crowp

OR STORY TO BUALDING? NO .~ LINE OF FRONT KT, EXTERSI0N TO BLILDING? _no_gj|  ROORAREA S0, FT.
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USer =57 SO w4 ¢ce

SUB-SIDEWALK SPACE BE YES O oo sevown YES Q| oNLOT? oF YES. SHow YES Q1] -  CONSTITUTE A CMANGE YES O
REPARED OR ALTERED? LRVE? no 0N PLOT PLAN) NO OF OCCUPANCY? W
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m : 3 T v
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SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

RESPONSE TO DISCRETIONARY REVIEW 1650 Mission St

; - Sulle 400
CaseNo.. I/ /55 scrmﬁ

“ i 5oL Dy S
Building Permit No.: .1/ (¢ ] 14 3FTE

N < - Reception:

Address: .35 D T&, _;::,:m.«,y T 413.558.6378
Fac

Project Sponsor's Name: L“&AM( v CO RN 415.558.6400
Planning

Telephone No.: 4 /5 7/ ] <x_X____(for Planning Department to contact) Paang

1. Given the concems of the DR requester and other concemned parties, why do you 413.558.6377

feel your proposed project should be approved? (if you are not aware of the
issues of concern to the DR requester, please meet the DR requester in addition

to reviewing the attached DR application.

The permit application is for a structural revision which has no planning impact.It has been engineered,the
work completed and signed off by both our engineer and the city inspector. The requestor is attempting to
DR a permit which has already been issued by using this revision as the platform.Any permit not under
review at planning especially one already issued © Cannot be subject to DR

2. What altematives or changes to the proposed project are you willing to make in
order to address the concems of the DR requester and other concemed parties?
If you have already changed the project to meet neighborhood concems, please
explain those changes. Indicate whether the changes were made before filing
your application with the City or after filing the apptication.

fl”h:ere are no changes possible on a structural revision. The application is a $1000 permit to add collar ties
Inside the roof area. The work has no planning component and has no effect on the neighbours.

The requestors note and complaint thet the building was constructed 2 feet too high has already been
detenmfled to be untrue by both the planning dept and building dept.This is an attemp to attack the
underlying permit through a simple revision.

3. It you ara not willing to change the proposed project or pursue other alternatives,
please state why you feel that your project would not have any adverse effect on
the surrounding properties. Please explain your needs for space or other
personal requirerents that prevent you from making the changes requested by

the DR requester. :
/

\ /
S
/ \

www.sfplanning.org



If you have any additional information that is not covered by this application,
please feel free to attach additional sheets to this form.

4, Please supply the following information about the proposed project and the
existing improvements on the property. '

Number of Existing Proposed
Dwelling units (onty one kitchen per unit —additional
kitchens count as additional units) .....................
Occupied stories (all levels with habitable rooms) ... cz
Basement levels (may include garage or windowless
StOrage rOOMS) ......ccenrmreretnanesesmesssranorasasnanssscons
Parking spaces (Off-Street) ................ reeeeareeeseean g/L
BOOATOOIMS +.cvveeerrerremrcrararasessasrsnatnasnsasnassassnsassans 3
Gross square footage (floor area from exterior wall to
exterior wall), not including basement and parking areas.... 025/ a9
(31217 1| JRORUUUUUUURURTURPRLOPIPTSP S PO PPPPY VIV PRV PR
Building Depth .......oooiiimmmniniieinin e ,
Most recent rent received (if any) ...........cocoeeeiiinnins
Projected rents after completion of project ...............

| attest that the above information is true to the best of my knowledge.

#

% fﬁ:\— Q/Af/ﬁ//b/a bAM—L\iZ}) Q: Ay

Signature Date Name (please print)

SAN FRANCISCO ' 2
PLANNING DEPARTMENT



F. JOSEPH BUTLER
ARCHITECT

324 Chestnut Street
« San Francisco
California 94133

415 533 1048
fiosephbutler@hotmail.com

07 March 2011

Mr. Rodney Fong, President

San Francisco Planning Commission
1650 Mission Street Suite 400

San Francisco, CA 94103

Re: 650 Jersey Street, Original application PA# 200009201068;
NOV correction application PA# 2011.09.02.3798; Revision to
“renewal” PA# 2011.02.25.0973

Dear President Fong:

In 25 years of practicing architecture in San Francisco, this is the
worst case of ‘preference’ our firm has ever witnessed in the
granting of a permit. DBI circumvented Planning Department
Review of the renewal permit for 550 Jersey, by signing (Exhibit
3a, 4a) for Planning!

Even though the original permit had been expired for 9 years,
without any work having begun (Exhibit 2, 2a), the Planning
Department requires that applicants start over with a new
application after the term of expiration exceeds FOUR (4) years.
Thus, the Planning Department missed out on:

» Plan check fees on an alteration permit;

$300,000 valuation =$8,263.00

« CEQA Certificate of Exemption from Environmental Review =
$11,104.00 '

* Planning Code required 311 notice, $74.00 per envelope x 36 +
envelopes = $2,664.00

Estimated total lost fees to the Department = $22,031.00
Introduction

550 Jersey is a 1904 single family cottage, one of a row of nine
similar homes on this block of Jersey Street. The original permit
granted in 2001 was found to be categorically exempt from
environmental review, by Planning Staff and Preservation
Technical Specialist stamp on the back of the application
(Exhibit 1, 1a) and approved by Planning on 11/20/2000. The

MEMBER OF THE AMERICAN INSTITUTE OF ARCHITECTS



drawings called out “RESTORE EXISTING FACADE”, and
‘EXISTING CEILING AND ROOF TO REMAIN". The original
permit holder never started work however, and the permit expired
03/08/2002, ten years ago, nearly to the day.

Change of Owner

This house was sold “with plans” on the 26th of January last
year, 2011. One week later on February third an alteration
application was made, which according to the permit application
(Exhibit 3) was “To obtain final inspection of work approved
under PA# 20009201068 All work is complete”

This deception should have been quickly apparent to any who
saw the progress of inspections on the site or by online permit
tracking, with reinforcing steel inspection in April, and framing
inspections in May of 2011. This project had started from scratch.

DBI finally agreed when a complaint #201151486 (Exhibit 7)
was filed in July 2011, noting the routing to Planning had been
omitted. Chief Building Inspector Daniel Lowrey acknowledged
as much in issuing a Revocation of Permit on August 3, 2011
(Exhibit 8). Christine Haw’ memo back to Mr. Lowrey stated:
“Although the permit was inadvertently not routed to our
Department, we do hot wish to hold up the project further by
requiring 311 notification at this time, presuming that the
project is the same project that the Planning Department
approved previously.”

She was incorrect however on two counts: No mention of the
required environmental review was made, a process which had
changed in the decade since the permit expired. And secondly,
Ms. Haw’s presumption was already incorrect, as the project had
aiready exceeded the scope of the original 2000 permit, so it
was not the same project that the Planning Department had
approved previously (Exhibit 11, 12, 13).

» The roof had been constructed 2 feet taller than the original
approved permit

» Significant features of the historic fabric of the facade had been
removed, that is NOT a restoration: its front door, its door and
window casings, the hood and fretwork over the front door, its



belly band trim, its last pieces of original siding, all were
removed.

HPC Actions

After Ms Haw’s memo was used by DBI to reinstate the permit,
we went to the Historic Preservation Commission (HPC) on
August 17th to ask for a second opinion on whether the omission
of the environmental concerns were justified. They asked Mr. Tim
Frye to report back at the September 7th Hearing on the status
of the permit to alter 550 Jersey.

The DBI had already accepted a permit application ONLY to
reframe the roof back to the height approved in the original
approved permit, awaiting Planning Review and approval
(Exhibit 5a).

According to the September 7 minutes (Exhibit 14) of the HPC:

“SAN FRANCISCO HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION

Meeting Minute
C. STAFF REPORT AND ANNOUNCEMENTS

Preservation Coordinator Tim Frye:

1. 550 Jersey Street - In September 2000, a building permit was
filed to construct a horizontal addition with a raised 2nd floor height by 2 feet
and to replace the foundation. 311 neighborhood notification was sent and
the Planning approved the permit in March 2001. The permit expired in
March 2002 and the new owner in February 2011 renewed the expired
permit with DBI approval. In July 2001 a complaint was filed with Planning
regarding work performed at this site without new neighborhood notification.
The renewed permit was revoke but reissued with no additional
neighborhood notification in August because the Zoning Administrator
determined the project was substantially complete and the project had not
changed in scope. On August 17, 2011 at the HPC hearing, the public
raised concern about the project's construction. In response to HPC
request, Tina Tam from the Planning Department and Joe Duffy, DBI
Inspector, visited the site and confirmed that the roof of the structure had
been constructed 2 feet taller than the original approved permit. Planning
asked the Project Sponsor (PS) to either file a new permit to legalize
the work which would require new neighborhood notification, or to
reduce the project scope based on the original permit. The PS agreed
to file for a revision to comply with the original permit.



NOTE: On 550 Jersey Street, Mr. Frye responded fo Commissioner
Martinez' questions that the facade has a good amount of the original
fabric left at the site that the applicant planned on reinstalling; that the
expanded bay of the structure would be removed; that the moldings
would be either a reproduction of the original or restoration of the materials;
and that Commissioner Martinez' concern about re-noticing would be
passed on to Mr. Sanchez, the Zoning Administrator. *

added to the NOV correction for the additional height, the
Planning Department Staff made it clear to the HPC that their
review would include the requirement for the project sponsor to:

* Reinstall the original fabric of the demolished facade (not in the
original permit) that had been retained on site.

* Remove the expanded bay of the structure, as the
circumvented environmental review in 2011 would have required
that change to the original application.

Conclusions

Members of the public have a right to expect integrity in the
enforcement of the Building and Planning Codes, and that the
requirements of CEQA be followed uniformiy no matter who the
applicant. The integrity of the Planning Department process is in
your hands. While the Planning Department did NOT create this
problem, this request for DR is your chance to send a clear
signal that such ‘preferential’ treatment will NOT be tolerated.

As architects, we are at a competitive disadvantage if certain
project sponsors can circumvent procedures that the rest of us
are held to. As permit applicants to fee based City Departments
we pay increased fees for our projects to make up for the fees
avoided when Planning Depariment review and the attendant
fees are not paid by each applicant. Our clients and our
businesses suffer as a resuit.

We filed a request for Discretionary Review when we realized
that the permit before you might not include the restoration
elements required by Mr. Frye in his report to the HPC. In fact
that has come true. We are told by Staff that they will instruct
the Commission NOT to take Discretionary Review. How can that



comport with the obligations of your Department as a Cert:fled
Local Government?

If you follow the advice of your Staff not to take Discretionary
Review, your Commission may be choosing to forgo permit

application fees of between $11,000.00%, to $22,000.00+ that
should have been paid to your Department in February 2011.

Your Commission should be concerned that DBI which has no
such legal authority, is signing application approvals for the San
Francisco Planning Department! Twice for the same application
(Exhibit 3a, 4a).

We respectfully assert that your Commission has an obligation to
take Discretionary Review, to at a minimum require the
reinstallation of the original fabric of the building that was to be
restored in the original permit application, and to require removal
of the expanded bay in keeping with current practices for projects
receiving Certificates of Exemption from Environmental Review.

Sincerely,

FW 4, Al
. Joseph Butler, AlA

cc. Members of the Planning Commission

David Chiu, President, SF Board of Supervisors

Charles Chase, President, HPC

Courtney Damkroger, Vice President, HPC

Alan Martinez, Commissioner, HPC

Buck Delventhal, Deputy City Attorney

Milford Wayne Donaldson, State Historic Preservation Officer

Encl. Exhibits 1-14
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ADDITIONS, ALTERATIONS OR REPAIRS

FoRm 3 [£] OTHER AGENCIES HEVIEW REQUIRED

APPLICATION IS HEREBY MADE 7O THE DEPARTMENT OF
BUILDING INSPECTION OF SAN FRANCISCO FOR
PEAMISSION TO BUILD IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE
PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS SUBMITTED HEREWITH AND
AGCORDING TOTHE—DESC

PURPOSE HEREI GEF_'SF'II@E CO F)Y l

¥ DONOT WRITE ABOVE THISLINE ¥

FORM B |_| OVER.THE-COUNTER ISSUANCE

.-_L__ NUMBER OF PLAN SETS
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INFORMATION TO BE FURNISHED BY ALL APPLICANTS

LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF EXISTING BUILDING
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PreLlldl
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" ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

'DOES THS ALTERATION W} E T BTES. STATE
) CRATE DO oRA DT YESHJ BEHHEGHT AT
OR3I0AY TO MNDNOT NO ‘&

'Z-SI

YES D Do eevire YES O™ tuterror vea sow "'55 o

116) DOES THL ALTEFATION - - l'.ll!;E.Tis ‘TA"!’ —
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IMPORTANT NOTICES
T e s

Eo portion of buliding of structure o scatiokding wsed during construchion, bo be coser thyn 60° to
any'Mie costatning motethan 750 vehs. Sas Sec. 285, Cakjomia Penat Code.
Pﬂsuanl!oSmFrmoBmdnquda e biding permil shall be posted on the Tha
oWt fer app! .ppl'uuﬂmbemn kel &l bulding gile. bt
Gmh!msnsslmmon J i3 apphcalion aie
gﬂdoﬁmsau nol the arma 81 shawn e\;uddnw showing cortedt prade lines, euls
Z compiela detally of cetaining walls and wal feolings. Jequited musi Se

110 his d-pan.mtnl for appioval
PULATION REQUIRED HEREIN OR DY GODE MAY BE ARPEALED.
BUILDIEG NOT TO BE QCGUPIED UNTIL CERTIFICATE OF FINAL COMPLETION iS POSTED
N THA BYLDING OR PERMIT OF GLCCUPARCY GRANTED. VIHEN REOUIRED,

APPROYAL CF THIS APPLICATION DOES NOT CONSHTUTE AN APPROVAL FDR THE
ELECTRICAL WIRING OR PLUMBING INSTALLATIONS. A SEPARATE PERMIT FOR THE
WIRING AND PLUMBING MUSY BE OBTAINED, SEPARATE PERMITS ARE RECWRED IF
ANSWER 15 *YES® TG ANY OF ABOVE GUESTIONS (Y0} (11}(32)$19) (22) OTt (24)

THIS 15 NOT A BLILDING PERMIY, NO WORK SHALL BE STARIED UNTIL A BULDING
PERINT ISISSYED,

In duefingy a1 insulating matemls yst have A clearance of not 1953 than 1ag inches ficm att
electizal wires or equpmen).

CHEGK APPROPRIATE BOX

UOWKER l;BGHITECT
ULESSEE UAGENT
UCONTRACTOR U ENGINEER

APPLICANT'S CERTIFICATION
i HERERY CERTIFY AND AGREE THAT IF A PERMIT IS ISSUED FOR THE CONSTRUCTION

DESGHIBED IH THIS APPLICATION, ALL THE PROVISIONS OF THE PEALIT AND ALL LAWS
AND ORCiNANCES THERETO WILL BE COIPLIED WiTH

900300 {REV. 198}

NOTICE TO APPLICANT
HOLD MARMLESS CLAUSE: The patiniive] ptance of the t, agi \o Lndem
and held hannless unc.xy mdgmﬁm napem ”ﬂs) nalrclan?u”
damands and aclons dor damages resulting nmnpembomumﬂmhum mrﬂassnl
negigence of tha City and Coﬂﬂ?" of San Francisea, ar 1o assume [he defente of the Gity and
Courdy of San Frandisco against a2t such &laims, dernand.souams.

b confoamily with the pravisions of Seclion 3300 of tha Labor Cexde of tha Stats of Gavfomia, the
applican] shak have covesage uader (1), or (I deagm!ed bolow o+ Shall indicata ttom [H). of (V).
oc (\ﬂ. Whichsver Is appfﬂb?n  howeyer uem (V) ] cbedmd itom (V) must Bo checked as well,

lherehv alfn under penally of perury ohe of the hﬂvwmg declanations:

{ )} L 1| havo and wit malnlan a corificals of consant 1o setbiRsurp for wodors'
compentalion, 35 provided by Seclion 3700 of the Labor Code, for tha perommansa of
e waek for which this perm? [s Isseed,

. [ hava and wil maitaly workers’ compensalion insutance, as required by Section
:mJo of the Labor Ceds, for the performance ol the work for which this patmit Is
sued My wokers' compensalion insurance carder and poficy number ara:

Gartigt

PolicyMumber ____ ...
. Tha cost of the werk 15 be donoiis 5100 or less.

. Deerdy that in the padormanco of tho work fos which ilus pesmil is issued. ) shall not
cmploy any persont i any mzms 30 as lo bocomo Subject [o e wocers'
compensalion lans of Caljamia, | furher acknonfedgs that | undesstand thal In the
even thal | should bocome subjecl ty o workers® compansalion provisians ¢f ho
Labar Coda of Caklomla and fail o comply fodhwilh v.ﬂh the provisions of Scetian
2800 ol the Laber Codu, thal ho permit hevein appfisd K shall b doemed revoked.

. Deertly as the owner for the agank fof tha ownes} thal in the perdoimance of the work
lor which this permit is issupd, | Wil emplay 3 canlraclor who complies with the
workers' compensaiion laws Woinia ond whe, priot lo the commencement ol any
work. will (e 1 completed ooy his form with ths Cenlial Permil Burcau.

Class

Signaturo of Appticant or Adent
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. 1660 Mission Street
COMPLAINT DATA :&HE‘ET o San Franc:sco, CA 94103 -

com NUMBER : 291‘1-53-186.

 DAJE, me- 17AUG-11
LOCA:[’ION 550 .]EKSEY ST
. -BLOCK:SS0S . LOT: 019

B . o N L

OWNER/AGENT;  $50 JERSEY STREETLLC
550 JERSEV-STREET LLC
500 AIRPORT BLVD SUI‘I‘EMS
BURLINGAME o R

94010 - o Rmﬁm» I OCCPRANCY. copE‘

OWNER'S PHONE - T

CONTACTNAME = . S S
CONTACTPHONE - =i . <7 :
COMPLAINANT: ‘Ruben Hechenanov

=i

SAN FRANCISC@
COMPLAINANT'S PHONE. — )

DESCRIPTION: Addition is 2 (two feet} oo high. . L
INSTRUCTIONS: Lo

INSPECTOR INFORMA TION _
DIVISION INSPECTOR | _m

b

DISTRICT PRIORITY

BID  POWER 627Q 17

REFFERAL INFORMATION
DATE REEERRED BY

DATE ’I’Y?E

City and County of San Francisco
Department of Building Inspﬂctmn

CEx, 6

17-AUG-11 CASE;OPENED

COMPLAINT ACTION B¥ DIVAS,
DIVISION .DATE ) .. 'DESG@}_M 0

S

NOV (HIS} .NOV (BID)

e #h i
h f% ( roﬂ'}'f& LGS 1551-@’! O'\ fqlfjﬁq 20
W  ={/‘. ) Q;{\ zﬂs;o,\*fi’f-*ﬂw'}' o!a]’mbw} ;"DF
reCL ; ?’ a;; [)l/!{_ (’_‘,Omé‘l d’:onﬁ o~ ‘ILILQ/
Arc}\r}mjrwai + Strvetiral ch anges .

Q‘%vl_s-mh' 'fi:: é-f?» v—ﬁc} !D\H /armmsny ;




NOTICE OF VIOLATION

of the San Francisco Municipal Codes Regarding Unsafe, g v, 7
Substandard or Noncomplying Structure or Land or Occupancy

wEPARTMENT OF BUILDING INSPECTION  NOTICE: | ' NUMBRBER: 201151486
City and County of San Francisco . " DATE: 27-JUL-11
1660 Mission St. San Francisco, CA 94103

ADDRESS: 550 JERSEY ST :
- OCCUPANCY/USE: 0 BLOCK: 6505 LOT: 019

|:| If checked, this information is based tipons site-observation only. Further research may indicate that legal vse is different. If s0, a revised Notice of Violation
will be issued.

OWNER/AGENT: 550 JERSEY STREET LLC " PHONE #: -

MAILING 550 JERSEY STREET LLC
ADDRESS 500 AIRPORT BLVD SUITE 445
BURLINGAME CA
24010 )
PERSON CONTACTED @ SITE: _ PHONE #; —
VIOLATION DESCRIPTION: CODE/SECTION#
[ WORK WITHOUT PERMIT . . 106.1.1
(| ADDITIONAL WORK-PERMIT REQUIRED 106.4.7
[_J EXPIRED OR[_|CANCELLED PERMIYT PA#: : 106.4.4
[CJUNSAFE BUILDING [ ] SEE ATTACHMENTS 102.1

Application #201102250973 to renew App. #200009201068 for a horizontal and vertical addition was issued in error. Since such a
long period of time had elapsed since the original approval, the renewal should have been routed through City Planning for re-approval
All work is to stop pending approva.

CORRECTIVE ACTION:
ISTOP ALL WORK SFBC 104.2.4 415-558-6008
(]FILE BUILDING PERMIT WITHIN DAYS ] (WITH PLANS) A copy of This Notice Must Accompany the Permit Application

[JOBTAIN PERMIT WITHIN DAYS AND COMPLETE ALL WORK WITHIN DAYS, INCLUDING FINAL INSPECTION AND
SIGNOFF. ‘

' [[JCORRECT VIOLATIONS WITHIN DAYS. (| NO PERMIT REQUIRED
|:| YOU FAILED TO COMPLY WITH THE NOTICE(S) DATED , THEREFORE THIS DEPT. HAS INITIATED ABATEMENT PROCEEDINGS,

® FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH THIS NOTICE WILL CAUSE ABATEMENT PROCEEDINGS TO BEGIN.
SEE ATTACHMENT FOR ADDITIONAL WARNINGS.

Submit drawings with an application for City Planning approval.

INVESTIGATION FEE OR OTHER FEE WILL APPLY

[_] 9x FEE (WORK W/O PERMIT AFTER 9/1/60) [ ] 2x FEE (WORK EXCEEDING SCOPE OF PERMIT)

[] NO PENALTY
[ OTHER: [] REINSPECTION FEE § (WORK W/O PERMIT PRIOR TO 9/1/60)

AFPPROX. DATE OF WORK W/O PERMIT VALUE OF WORK PERFORMED W/O PERMITS $

BY ORDER OF THE DIRECTOR, DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING INSPECTION
CONTACT INSPECTOR: Robert T Power
PHONE # 415-558-6008 DIVISION: BID DISTRICT : 17
By:(Inspectors's Signature) . ' . d




Edwin M. Lee, Mayor
Vivian L. Day, C.B.O.,, Director

Ex. &

City and County of San Francisco
Department of Buillding Inspection

August 3, 2011

’

REVOCATION OF PERMIT -

Damien Quinn ' - Property Address:  *© * 550 Jersey Street 51/
500 Airport Blvd. .- Building Permit Apphcatlon No: 201102250073

. Burllngame CA 94010 Block / Lot - @505/019 @ -
Dear SlrIMadam

Pursuant fo Section 106A.4.5 of the San Francisco Building Code the: Dlrector of Bundmg Inspection may
suspend or revoke a building permlt whenever the permit has been issued in error on the-basis of
incorrect information supplied or in violation of any ordinance or regulation or other pm\nsron of the
Building Code. . .

It has been discovered that PA# 201102250973 was issued in error for the renewal of PA#
200009201068. Our. InSpectlon records show that no work was performed on the prior permit no.
200009201 068. . .

Accordlngly, BUIIdIng Permit-Application No. 201102250973 is hereby revoked; no further construction
‘work shall take place at 550 Jersey Street.

Should you have any further questions regardlng this matter please contact Joe Duffy at
415 558- 6656 ' :

Very truly yours,

Vivian L. Day, C.B.O.
Diregctor

) o2
Daniel Lowrey
Chief BUIIdlng Inspector

VD DL:cw

cc: Vl\nan Day, Director *
Edward Sweeney, Deputy Director T . ’
Joseph Duffy, Sr. Building Ihspector C
Robert Power, District Inspector :
Dan Sider, Assistant Zoning Administrator
Microfilm, BID File

JABID\REVOKE2011\550jerseystreet.doc

Building Inspection Division -
1660 Mission Street— San Francisco CA 94103

Office (415) 558-6096 — FAX (415) 558-6261 — www.sfqov. org!dbi
PIAREVOKEN2011\550jerseystreet.doc



Ex. 9

550 Jersey C !
Christine Haw to: Danilel Lowrey : 08/10/2011 04:02 PM

. Vivian Day, Edward Sweeney, Joseph Duffy Robert Power Scott

" Sanchez, Adrian C Putra

Dear Mr. Lowrey,

Thank you for informing us that the Department of Building Inspection has revoked the BPA
201102250973 for-550 Jersey.

We have reviewed the circumstances of the permit rénewal with Mr. Scott Sanchez, our Zoning
Administrator - Aithough the permlt'was inadvertently not routed to our Department , we do not wish to
hold up thé project further by requiring 311 notification at this time, presuming that the project is the same
project that the Pianning Department approved previously.

‘We do not have any objectlon to reinstatement.of the permit.

Thank you very much. If you have any questions, please call me at 558- 6618.

Chris

. ~ “‘re'—’?(;
y/é 7{) e S F

4



SN

_City and COunty of San Franclsco

Depadmént of Buildmg Inspection

August15,2011

Damien Quinn.

500 Aifport Bivd.

San Francisco Ca 94_010

Dear SlrIMadam

Lx, 1o

Edwin M. L.ee, Mayor
- Vivian L. Day, C.B.0O., Director

PERMIT REINSTATEMENT

Job Address: 550 Jersey Street

Building Permit Application No.: 201102250973
Blockil.ot: 6505/019

The Planning Deparfment has requested that we lift the Revoked of the above—referenced buﬂdmg permit

apphcatlon .

Accordmg, effective |mmed|ate[y, the Building Perrmt Appllcatlon No. 201102250973 for 550 Jersey Street is
reinstated. Work can, now proceed as authorized by the approved building permit.

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact Joe Duffy, Senior Buﬂdmg Inspector at
558-6856. between 8:00'am to 8:30 am or 3:00 pm to 4:00 pm

Very truly yours,

Chief Building Inspéctor

cc:  Vivian Day, Acting Director
Edward Sweeney, Deputy Director
Joe Duffy, Sr. Bldg: Inspector:
Robert Power, District Inspector
Dan Slder Assistant Zoning Administrator
Microfiim, B|D File "~

P:\reinstat\2011\550jerseystrest

Building Inspection Division
1660 Mission Street— San Francisco CA 94103
Office (415) 558.6096 —~ FAX (415) 558-6261 ~ www.sfgov.org/dbi
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SAN FRANCISCO HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
Meeting Minutes

Hearing Room 400
City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
Wednesday, September 7, 2011
12:30 P.M.

HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
Regular Meeting

COMMISSIONERS PRESENT: Chase, Damkroger, Martinez, Matsuda, and Wolfram
COMMISSIONER ABSENT: Hasz and Johns

THE MEETING WAS CALLED TO ORDER BY PRESIDENT CHASE AT 12:32 P.M.
STAFF IN ATTENDANCE: John Rahaim - Planning Director, Pilar LaValley, Sophie Hayward, Tim Frye —

Presarvation Coordinator, and Linda Avery — Commission Secretary

A. CONSIDERATION OF ITEMS PROPOSED FOR CONTINUANCE
No item from this calendar was proposed for continuance.

B. PUBLIC COMMENT

SPEAKERS: Nancy Wuerfel, member of the Little House Committee, stated that there is an ongoing
loss of buildings acknowledge to be of historic value or located in a potential historic districts
through major alteration applications or demolitiocns approved. She urged the Planning
Departiment (Planning) to make a record of collective values of historic buildings and to
require the Department of Building Inspection (DBI) to return each revision of the addenda to
the site plan to the Planning staff {o follow through the entire review process; F. Joseph
Butler, Architect in San Francisco, talked about the flaw in the environmental review process,
particularly categorical exemptions and the HRERs and how they could weaken the integrity
of buildings in potential local districts; Bland Platt couldn’t stay to join the discussion of [tem 9
on the HPC Calendar and requested a red line version of the Articles 10 and 11 amendments;
Katherine Howard, Golden Gate Park Preservation Alliance, brought to the atiention of HFC
that the Recreation Open Space Element which governs open space acquisition will be
brought to the Planning Commission in October. She stated that she had not seen much
about the HPC'’s role in the document and urged the Commission to consider reviewing it; Dr.
Ann Clark urged HPC to protect Golden Gate Park; Mike Buhler, SF Architectural Heritage,
would not be able to join the discussion of the amendments to Articles 10 and 11. He
requested a red lined version and asked the HPC not to take action today because
Supervisor Wiener's proposed changes to Articles 10 & 11 need to be considered.

C. STAFF REPCRT AND ANNOUNCEMENTS
Preservation Cocrdinator Tim Frye:

1. 550 Jersey Street — In September 2000, a building permit was filed to construct a horizontal
addition with a raised 2™ floor height by 2 feet and to replace the foundafion. 311
neighborhood notification was sent and the Planning approved the permit in March 2001.
The permit expired in March 2002 and the new owner in February 2011renewed the expired
permit with DBI approval. In July 2001 a complaint was filed with Planning regarding work
performed at this site without new neighborhood notification. The renewed permit was revoke
but reissued with no additional neighborhood notification in August because the Zoning
Administrator determined the project was substantially complete and the project had not



Ev il

changed in scope. On August 17, 2011 at the HPC hearing, the public raised concern about
the projects construction. In response to HPC request, Tina Tam from the Planning
Department and Joe Duffy, DBI Inspector, visited the site and confirmed that the roof of the
structure had been constructed 2 feet taller than the original approved permit. Planning
asked the Project Sponsor (PS) to either file a new permit to legalize the work which would
require new neighborhood notification, or to reduce the project scope based on the original
permit. The PS agreed to file for a revision to comply with the original permit.

2807 Clay Street — There was a question regarding Planning’s CEQA review of this project
in comparison to another project on Green Street. 2807 Clay Street, a known historic
resource listed in Here Today, proposed a vertical addition with a 13 foot setback that would
be minimally visible from the public right-of-way. After additional study of 3-D renderings
which showed an almost 24 foot setback, Planning felt the project met the requirements of
the checklist and would not require a full Historic Resource Evaluation Report (HRER)
because it sufficiently demonstrated the minimally visible setback requirement and would not
trigger the definition of demolition under Article 10 of the Planning code. The project on
Green Street required a full HRER analysis by preservation staff because it proposed a large
underground parking structure, a 3" building on the site would obscure a critical side yard and
the buitding in the back of the property. The project also proposed raising the building in the
front facade along with other very visible changes. These changes were not “checklistable”
and would require a full analysis according to the requirements of CEQA. [Mr. Frye added
the HRE actually determines: 1) if the project is in fact a historic resource; and 2) if the
changes proposed impacts the resources’ abllity to convey its significance.

SPEAKERS: Nancy Shanahan spoke generally about the use of the checklist and its use
was guestionable to her under the law; Nancy Weurfel spoke in regards
to 550 Jersey Street; Denis [Casey], owner of 740 Green Street - the
building adjacent to 2807 Clay Street, spoke about the hurdles and
limitations he had encountered for developing his site under the HRER
process in comparison te 2807 Clay Street. He asked the HPC to
review 2807 Clay Street's roof deck, pent-house, and light-well; Victoria
Stein, Wife of Denis [Casey], asked that the 2807 Clay Street light-well
be sized match her building's and that the penthouse be relocated
because of firewall issues; Joe Butler, Architect in San Francisco, asked
how could the standard be different for 2807 Clay which after all has
only the word “potential” in front of it or it would be before the HPC for a
C of A

NOTE: On 550 Jersey Street, Mr. Frye responded to Commissioner Martinez’
questions that the facade has a good amount of the original fabric left at
the site that the applicant planned on reinstalling; that the expanded bay
of the structure would be removed; that the moldings would be either a
reproduction of the original or restoration of the materials; and that
Commissioner Martinez' concern about re-noticing would be passed on
to Mr. Sanchez, the Zoning Adminisirator. On 2807 Clay Street, Mr.
Frye would report back to the HPC on the status of the parapet, the light
well, and the stage of construction of the project. Planning confirms
whether the addition would be visible or not from the street by site visit;
request for models; or, check drawings and topography on the site.
Minimally visible is less that half the story. The addition would be visible
but Planning has determined with an almost 24 foot set back, the
historic building would still be the dominate structure on the site and the
addition would be located at the rear of the property.

ACTION: Informational only — no action required.
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