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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:  Adrian 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 2ʹ‐0”, replace  foundation, and replace/enlarge rear yard 

addition).   BPA No.  2011.02.25.0973 was  not  referred  to  the Planning Department  (ʺDepartmentʺ)  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On August  13,  2011,  the  renewal  permit was  revoked  and  sent  to  the Department  for  review.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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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 DBI. 

 

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 

PERIOD 

NOTIFICATION 

DATES 
DR FILE DATE DR HEARING DATE FILING TO HEARING TIME 

N/A  N/A  N/A 
November 28, 

2011 
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. 
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HEARING NOTIFICATION 
 

TYPE 
REQUIRED 

PERIOD 
REQUIRED NOTICE DATE ACTUAL NOTICE DATE 

ACTUAL 

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).       
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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  

 

  



Parcel Map

Discretionary Review Hearing
Case Number 2011.1337D
Abbreviated Analysis
550 Jersey Street

SUBJECT PROPERTY



*The Sanborn Maps in San Francisco have not been updated since 1998, and  this map may not accurately reflect existing conditions.

Sanborn Map*

SUBJECT PROPERTY
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Aerial Photo 1

(taken 3/25/09)
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Aerial Photo 2

(taken 3/25/09)

SUBJECT PROPERTY
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Aerial Photo 3

(taken 3/25/09)

SUBJECT PROPERTY
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Aerial Photo 4

(taken 3/25/09)
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Discretionary Review Hearing
Case Number 2011.1337D
Abbreviated Analysis
550 Jersey Street



Zoning Map
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Site Photo

Front of Building (“as built” condition)

Discretionary Review Hearing
Case Number 2011.1337D
Abbreviated Analysis
550 Jersey Street



Site Photo

Roof of Building (“as built” condition”)
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RECEIVED 	 __ 

NOV 2 8 2011 
Application for Discretionary Review 

CASE NUMM., 

CITY 

APPLICATION FOR 
PL N Y OF S F 

Discretionary Review 
1 Owner/Applicant Information 

DR APPLICANT’S NAME: 

DR APPLICANT’S ADDRESS: 	 ZIP CODE: 	 i TELEPHONE: 

?y2L4- C&1t t-  t- 	 ’T33 q1qc 5,Cr7 

PROPERTY OWNER Wi-tO IS DOING THE PROJECT OH WHICH YOU ARE REQUESTING DISCRETIONARY REVIEW NAME: 

11AD_D_R_E� SS�: 	 [ ZIP CODE: 	 TELEPHONE: 

CONTACT FOR DR AP ICATION: 

Same as Above 

ADDRESS: 	 ZIP CODE: 	 TELEPHONE: 

E-MAIL ADDRESS: 	 - 

1iQCf,7’ 

2. Location and Classification 

STREET ADDRESS OF PROJECT: 	 ZIP CODE: 

CROSS STREETS: 

H __- ------- 
3 Project Description 

Please check all that apply 	 / 
Change of Use Li change of Hours [II New Construction LII Alterations 	Demolition LI Other LI 

Additions to Building: Rear 41  Front 	Height LI 	Side Yard Li 

Present or Previous Use: 	 _ 	 ---- 

ProposedUse: 

Building Permit Application No. 	iOct, 0 2.573 3 	Date Filed: 	EL2.- 21I 

-4 



W PE 

Ote- 

Appiication 
	
Review 

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. 

’2-f.41 01 O2 	-?q9  

_c&g 	JT4 2oH O 1O73 J411CI 

ILL 
W 4 	 AJjt14QV 	/4 Lp-.- 
Q22’  i 	 rn- ppt c 	, vvi 1)f- ("t-.AiJ ,&, t 

2. The Residential esign Guidelines assume some in1pcts 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: 

AV 

wkctA WZ3 5 …&F & 	4J Li~tj 
4 	+oti (TMA 

 

"PC )2-pOv& Fr; 

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? 

- 	
M1 - 

-.................................................... t IF 	
e 
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cvVve4/Lt ttcM/1c/ ,1JPV 	k- 	 1peMSh()fr1 
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Il! 33" ’ 0  
4. Actions Prior to a Discretionary Review Request 

Prior Action YES NO 

Have you discussed this project with the permit applicant? 

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

Did you participate in outside mediation on this case? 
I 

5, Changes Made to the Project as a Result of Mediation 

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. 

5 

tM 

I OW4 t2 	- 0 	e vvt –L4A fr £ ’J p 2. 

SAN FRANCISCO PLANNING DEPARTMENT Vii 172010 



11 - 1 3 -3 �  0 

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: 	 tQ7 t AIA 	Date: 2- IJOLJ 211 

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

j e1 ,tr. c30 -1-1ev(  A-14 
Owner / Authorized Agent (circle one) 

SAN FRANCISCO PLANNING DEPARTMENT CI 1 17 2010 



Application for Discretionary Review 

CASE NUMBER 

11 - 1 337 , 0 
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 column) 

Application, with all blanks completed 

Address labels (original), if applicable 

Address labels (copy of the above), if applicable 

DR APPLICATION 

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 (i.e. windows, doors) 

NOTES: 

El Required Material. 

A Optional Material. 

0 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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SITE: 
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OWNER’S PHONE -- 

RECEIVED BY: Czarina Ysip DIVISION: BID 
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ASSIGNED TO DIVISION: BID 
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COMPLAINANT’S PHONE --. 
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APPLICATION FOR BUILDING PERMIT 	CITY At 
ADDITIONS, ALTERATIONS OR REPAIRS 	DEPART 

FORM 3 0 OTHER AG  

FORM 8 0 OVER-THE COUNTER 

NUMBER OF PLAN SETS
HERBNAFTER S 

I 
	WRITE ABOW 17115 I.RJET 

DATE FILED 	 9.IR TW1. 	 (1) ST1*DOWSSOFJOB 

if bii / 	 E 
NO. 	 SSL*D 	 (2*) ES1WTED COST (WJDE 	 1OS) IN 

BLOM a LOT 

INFORMATION TO BE FURNISHED BY ALL APPLICANTS 
LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF EXISTING BUILDING 

(4*) TYPE OFCONS75. 	(SA) NO. OF 	(BA) NO. OF 	 (7*) PRESENT USE: 	 (IA) CCCII’. CLASS 	 (BA) ND. OF 
STINVESOF 	IASEMSflS 	- 	 - 
OCCUPAIICY: 	C-. 	JAND CELLARS: . 	 I \_. 	�) 	IRITS 

DESCRIPTION OF BUILDING AFTER PROPOSED ALTERATION 
(4) TYPE(IF1R. 	(5) W. OF 	(5) NO. OF 	(1) PYIOPOSED USE (L*L USE) 	 MCC 	CLASS 	(5)110. OF 

C PORES OF 	2 	easamns 	-7’ 	 < 	 cuiic 
occw*iv: 	- 	AIlOcELlAINS: 	’-’ 	 - 	uiom: 

(10)5 MflOAUIWIAY lI1)WIi. SThEEESPACE 	 I(12)ELEC751CAL 	 (13)PUIG 
10W CONSTRUCTED YES 	01 	USEDouoo 	 01 	w 	10 	 0 	WOMc10IE 	 YES 
OR *115)00? 	 pd 	CCIWTRX1EFI7 	 en 	pyI 	PERFD)0ED? 	 en 	ri 	-PERR1R? 	 en 	r 

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION 

 YES CREATE DECK OR HOW.VEIGHTAT 
OR SICIlY TO 511.0110? NO LII OF FRONT FT. I EX)U310II 10 BUILDING?

ALTERATON  
CREATE A0C(50NALVE1GHT 

(17) DOES THIS ALTERATION STAlE 	 (15)00(5 7)15 

(21)50.1 SSIEW*LK OVER 	 - 	(22) MU. II1tDIT 	 (23)NW OTHER DIETING BLDG. 

	

SUB-SSGHALK SPACE BE 	 YES 0 	EXTOl) 5EYUI) 	 YES 	 (IF YES. 51)0* 

	

AINB)0R ALTERED? 	 LINE? 	 NO ,-1-...01OTPLAN) 

CCIISRIJCJ1CII LENDER MITER NAME AND BRANCH 0(50*1*1100W AMY, 
F1)E 5 NO KNOWN CCIO75LETIW( LOlIBI. ENTER II10101*Ir) 

(2O)F (15) SYSS. STATE 
YES 	0 IEWGRDIJ(0 

FI.00RAREA 	 SO .  FT, 

(24)O1Ow ALTERAtiON 
YES 	0 - 	 COIETITUTTAC$*JE 	 YES 	0 
NO/ 	OFOCCLI’NICYP  

17--  CAUF.CER1!ICAIE NO. 

---- 	 -- 

IMPORTANT NOTICES 
No dien slid be mode mu. di...01v 01 the ocaiincy or  las without Owl obbe*ig a BuUdkig 
Psimli wihoiBRig mi things. Os. Sal Ftaid.i BuedWig Cod. slid Sin Fraica) Houutng 

No �w,n 01 bijig or inaWs or Sod)OIutflg iwid thewi g  imiwucuon, lobs dow thin S to 
aw ide II ç nvorm lt 150 ’obe S.. S.c 3116. CWmft P.nd Cods. 

Pwamt to San FJ. 	51ig Code. Me bing on il .1.1 be poasd on the job. The 
awar JOB-’- 	- 	.vv -- r behig Viol at hs11detg Ulo. 

Qwft me - wmbm in I _.... is. appliondon as owened to to cc . It 
as as Ow 	- 	1 Vs.a amesig as,esl graft loss. We  

NOTICE TO APPLICANT 
1)01.0 HARMLESS CLAUSE. The ,.m.li.(u) by &..0e 01 Ow psnid. egiss(s) to Iolaioft and 
hold liecotids Ifs COy aid Cosaty of Sin Frenthco kcm and igskid iny aId UI dolni. d......4. and 
.Ciolw for Ownegss rasasig then d..o teidur Us. pana, iW 1 Cl thu COy end 
Couoly of Sin Fiunro. and to asiam the dsfoim of the City in CotaWyof Sin Fie 	agslnet UI 
adi dm5. dsnaids or idlora. 

hi ,,,,,dDdlidy with 0. proi01oiw ci Siutlon 3000 ci the Labor Coded On 600 01 CUlfoni.. the 
spgNi did lass coasegs wider (I). or (I) dlgiiUsd bUas or OW hidOwle Ilonfli), or (M. or M.  
whlthsssr is applicable. N hoassur lUni (V) U dasksd han (TV) lied be disdi.d ss s.I. Abet If. 

method 01 Tlpbe bSlow. 



SAN FRANCISCO 0’ PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

RESPONSE TO DISCRETIONARY REVIEW 

Case No 	ii 	iS) 
Building Permit No 	.9l1c (/j,Ii-(2 

Address:f) 

Project Sponsor’s Name: 	 J 	(Lt– 

Telephone No.: I 
	

Planning Department to contact) 

Given the concerns of the DR requester and other concerned parties, why do you 
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 inspectorThe requestor is attempting to 
DR a permit which has already been issued by using this revision as the nlatform.Any permit not under 
review at planning especially one already issued Cannot be subject to DR 

2. 	What alternatives or changes to the proposed project are you willing to make in 
order to address the concerns of the DR requester and other concerned parties? 
If you have already changed the project to meet neighborhood concerns, please 
explain those changes. Indicate whether the changes were made before filing 
your aDplltjonwjUtthe Citypr after filing the application 

There 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 
determined to be untrue by both the planning dept and building dept.This is an attemp to attack the 
underlying permit through a simple revision. 

If you are 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. Pease explain your needs for space or other 
personal requirements that prevent you from making the changes requested by 
. no ran. Urfghr 

www.sfplanning.org  

1650 WON $t 
Sub 400 
San Rxcbm 
CA 94103-2479 

415.558.6378 

Fac 
415.551.6450 

Plum 
In nMln ,  

415.568.6377 



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 (only one kitchen per unit �additional 

kitchens count as additional units) .....................  

Occupied stories (all levels with habitable rooms) 	2 
Basement levels (may include garage or windowless 

storage rooms) .................................... .............  

Parking spaces (Off-Street) .................................  

Bedrooms.......................................................... 3  

Gross square footage (floor area from exterior waft to 

exterior wall), not including basement and parking areas....  

Height..............................................................  

BuildingDepth .................................................... 

Most recent rent received (if any) ...........................  

Projected rents after completion of project ...............  

Current value of property .................................. /?29 

Projected value (sale price) after completion of project 

(it known) .......................................................... 

I attest thM the above information is true to the best of my knowledge. 

a 

Signature 	 Date 	Name (please print) 

SMI F*MclScO 	 2 
M�IN DVMUI? 





















































CUT DOWN PLYWOOD 
& RIDGE BEAM (-6 112") 

I-  0 010 

di I- 
WOSo 

<H 	AZJX 

\ 

Nf ! 
Z F- 

LL0 
’�1CC LL 

c U. LL I,_ 

vo w  

Ir co) CIO 

I 	I- 

Wo 
LC 

w 00  

to 

LL 

Dote: 	 08/30711 
Scale: 

Drown By: 	 R.S .  

Job No: 	 8361 

Sheet 

Si 
Of 1 	Sheets 

[jVED 

SEP02 2011 

DEPT OF BUILDING INSPEWffl IV  

I STA$OAD 
FR ,flffW 

A.  

(E) 46 POST TO 	 I 	k------- 	- 
HEADER BELOW  

(E) 3 112x1 1 7/8 PIM  
HEADER BELOW - 	 I 

(E) 06 POST BELOW \ 	\ 

2xi2@16CC. 	 n ------- y 
@ ROOF  

iL_JL 
II 

II 	1I 	 L 
I - 	 - 

- - -

-L-- - 

2-2x12 

Li  

{E) 2x4STIJD 	 __ 
WALL BELOW, 	 2-2x12 	 ii 	 L TYP., U.O.N. 	 - 

� 	FLAT ROOF /1 
(l2WIDE)J 	I 

cc 

~202GO Rj 

__-- 

L__ j  

L_ 	 r-- 

1LL ’BELOW 

	

1 	WALL  

ISCOPE OF WORK: 
REVISION TO ROOF FRAMING ON 
PERMIT APPLICATION NUMBER 2000/09/20/1068 AND 
PERMIT APPLICATION NUMBER 2011/02/25/0973 

(N) 112 PLYWOOD 
w/ 10d@6"C.C. EDGES 

(F) PLYWOOD 

HT 

- 7(M) 2.12 7COLI :IR 

0 EA 

NOTCH COLLAR @ 
\\\ 

////// 

SKYLIGHT 

42 RAFTERS :16] 

i  BEARING WALL 

0  SCALE: 3/4’ 

20  COLLAR 
S '48C.C. 

2 @24-C.C. 

(E) 4x6 POST 
BELOW 

(E) 2-2x12 AROUND 
OPNG @ ROOF, lye. 

4X6 POST BELOW 

2-2x12 AROUND 
OPNG, 1YP. 

RAFTERS @l6C.C. 

2x CEILING JOISTS 

REVISIONS 

FRONT PARAPET 



REVISIONS 

� 

UJ 
lu 

i3 

Date 

DmW L,A2 

Job 

Sh.ot 

A2 
Of 	Mum 



LJ 	�h 

-i 
-; 

- 

iz 

TL bJt t1fl iu- - 

I 

- 	 I 	 } 

/4 	L 

JT 

\1 	

f 

 

MUM M 

_ 	 _1IRII1R 
ST 

to wA 

ShI � 	 : 	 �- 
 

AG /A 
Of 


	550 Jersey Street - 2011.1337D - DR - Abbreviated Analysis.pdf
	550 Jersey Street - 2011.1337D - Exhibits
	550 Jersey Street - 2011.1337D application
	550 Jersey Street - Response to DR
	550 Jersey Brief
	550 Jersey Street - Reduced Plans

