SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Discretionary Review

Abbreviated Analysis
HEARING DATE: JULY 25, 2013

Date: July 18, 2013

Case No.: 2012.0395D

Project Address: 2529 - 2533 POST STREET

Permit Application: 2012.0327.6976

Zoning: RH-3 (Residential, House, Three-Family)
40-X Height and Bulk District

Block/Lots: 1081/049-051

Project Sponsor:  Kevin Weil and Christopher Doughtery (owners)
2531 & 2533 Post Street

San Francisco, CA 94115

Andrew Morrall (agent/architect)

Andrew Morrall Architects

2730 Mission Street

San Francisco, CA 94110

Staff Contact: Sharon M. Young — (415) 558-6346
sharon.m.young@sfgov.org
Recommendation: Do Not Take Discretionary Review and approve
PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The proposal is removal and replacement of existing decks and exit stairs at the rear of the three-story,
three-family dwelling. The proposed rear decks will be set back approximately 13’-6” from the east
property line and will abut the west property line with a one hour fire-rated wall with a height of
approximately 28" above grade. The new rear exit stairs will be set back approximately 5" from the east
and south property lines.

This proposal required Rear Yard and Noncomplying Structure Variances because the proposed
replacement rear decks and exit stairs will extend entirely into the required rear yard and expand an
existing building that is a legal noncomplying structure. The public hearing for the Variance (Case No.
2012.0395V) was held on July 25, 2012 and the variance was granted with conditions on November 15,
2012.
considered the appeal in a public hearing on February 20, 2013. The variance decision was upheld by the

The variance decision was appealed to the Board of Appeals (Appeal No. 12-148V) which
Board of Appeals.

SITE DESCRIPTION AND PRESENT USE

The project site is located at 2529 - 2533 Post Street, on the south side of Post Street between Baker and
Lyon Streets; Lots 049 - 051 in Assessor’s Block 1081 in an RH-3 (Residential, House, Three-Family)
Zoning District and a 40-X Height and Bulk District. The subject lot contains approximately 3,025 square
feet and measures 27.50 feet wide and 110 feet deep. The subject building is an approximately 40-foot-
tall, three-story, three-family residential building constructed circa 1890. The existing building is listed in
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Discretionary Review — Abbreviated Analysis CASE NO. 2012.0395D
July 25, 2013 2529 - 2533 Post Street

the Planning Department’s 1976 Architectural Survey (AS survey) but not in the National or California
Registers as having architectural significance.

SURROUNDING PROPERTIES AND NEIGHBORHOOD

The subject property is located in the Western Addition neighborhood. The neighborhood is within a
RH-3 Zoning District with a mix of single and multi-family residential buildings. The subject and
opposite blocks consists of buildings one-to-four stories in height. Some of the buildings on the block
were constructed circa 1900.

BUILDING PERMIT NOTIFICATION

TYPE REQUIRED NOTIFICATION DATES DR FILE DATE PRHEARING
PERIOD DATE FILING TO HEARING TIME
o1 30 days April 2,2013 May 1,2013 | July 25,2013 85 days
Notice

HEARING NOTIFICATION

REQUIRED ACTUAL
TYPE REQUIRED NOTICE DATE ACTUAL NOTICE DATE
PERIOD PERIOD
Posted Notice 10 days July 15, 2013 July 15, 2013 10 days
Mailed Notice 10 days July 15, 2013 July 15, 2013 10 days
PUBLIC COMMENT
SUPPORT OPPOSED NO POSITION
Adjacent neighbor(s) - 1 (DR Requestor) --
Other neighbors on the
block or directly across - - -
the street
Neighborhood groups - -- --
DR REQUESTOR

Alice Lam, owner and resident of 2543 Post Street, directly adjacent and west of the project site.

DR REQUESTOR’S CONCERNS AND PROPOSED ALTERNATIVES

See attached Discretionary Review Application, dated May 1, 2013.

PROJECT SPONSOR’S RESPONSE TO DR APPLICATION

See attached Response to Discretionary Review, dated July 10, 2013.

SAN FRANCISCO 2
PLANNING DEPARTMENT
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July 25, 2013

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

2529 - 2533 Post Street

The Project is exempt from the California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”) as a Class 1 categorical

exemption.

RESIDENTIAL DESIGN TEAM REVIEW

The Residential Design Team (RDT) reviewed the request for Discretionary Review and found that the

project does not create exceptional or extraordinary circumstances. The RDT noted that the horizontal

addition at the rear of the subject building is proposed against the DR Requestor’s blank east wall which

will have no effects on the DR Requestor’s light or privacy, and which is consistent with the Residential

Design Guidelines.

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 Discretionary Review and approve the project

Attachments:

Block Book Map

Sanborn Map

Zoning Map

Aerial Photographs
Context Photographs
Section 311 Notice

DR Application

Response to DR Application
Reduced Plans

Variance Decision

Board of Appeals Decision
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Zoning Map
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Parcel Map
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Sanborn Map*

DR REQUESTOR’S PROPERTY

AT 2543 POST ST ‘ SUBJECT PROPERTY AT
ROPERTY 2529 - 2533 POST ST

AT 2539 POST ST

*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*

*The Aerial Maps reflect existing conditions in May 2012.

DR REQUESTOR’S PROPERTY

SUBJECT PROPERTY AT
2529 - 2533 POST ST
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Aerial Photo
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Aerial Photo
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Aerial Photo
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Site Photo
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2535 San Francisco Bicycle Route 16, San Francisco, United States

Address is approximate:
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ADJACENT 4 STORY BUILDING 25289, 2531,
25633 POST
STREET

(E) 3 STORY
3UMIT
BUILDING
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ADJACENT 4 STORY BUILDING
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Appilcatlon for Dlscretlonary Review

CASE NUMBER!:
H v Seaff Use only

APPLICATION FOR
Discretionary Review

1. Owner/Applicant Information

. DR APPLICANT'S NAME:

Alice Lam
DR APPLICANT'S ADDRESS: . ZIP.CODE: TELEPHONE:
2543 Post Street, #5, San Francisco, Ca 194115 (415 1682-6683

el W8) 676-7032.
PROPERTY:OWNER WHQ 1S DOING THE PROJECT ON WHICH YOU ARE:REQUESTING DISCRETIONARY REVIEW NAME: -
Mr. & Mrs.Benjamin Murphy, Scott Murphy, Mr. & Mrs. Kevin Weil & Mr. & Mrs. Christopher Dougherty

ADDRESS: Z|F CODE: TELEPHONE:
:2529/2531/2533 Post Street : 94115 ( )

-CONTACT:FOR DR APPLICATION:

: Same as Above [:b(

ADDRESS:

| ZIP CODE: | TELEPHONE:;

< )

E-MAIL:ADDBESS:
alice.88.lam@gmail.com

2. Location and Classification
STREET ADDRESS OF PRGJECT:
i2525/2531/2533 Post Street

CROSS STREETS:
Baker

|- ZIP CODE;
194115

ASSESSORS BLOCK/LOT: LOT DIMENSION»S: LOT AREA (SQ FT): i ZONING DISTRICT: HEIGHT/BULK DISTRICT:
1081/ /051 27.5x110 3025 sf RH3 40-X

3. Project Description

Please check all that apply

Change of Use [1  Change of Hours ]  New Construction [.]  Alterations X  Demolition [  Other [

Additions to Building:  Rear [X Front [] Height [] Side Yard []

. 3 units Condo
Present or Previous Use:

Proposed Use: 3 Units Condo

201203276976

Building Permit Application No. Date Filed: 3/ 27/2012 ]




[o I

12.039
,.‘.5M [ S Ax;;ﬁ - s
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? >x 1
Did you participate in outside mediation on this case? O >

5. Changes Made to the Project as a Resuilt 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.

I tried to discuss my concern in writing and drop off the attached letters to the subject property each unit

owners and copy to planning staff Ms. Sharon Young, however | did not get any respond from them.

SAN FRANCISCO PLANNING OEPARTMENT V 08 07 2012



Appllcat;on for Discretionary Revnew

12.03

CASE NUMBER:
For Staff Usa emly

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.

The project basically does not meet the minimum standards of the Planning code due to the proposed new

_stairway and decks will intrude into the required rear set back area. it will only have 5'-0" set back from rear o

property line after the new stairway constructed. Per Planning codes Section 134 for rear yard requirements is a

_minimum of 25% of lot depth, but no less than 15 feet. However, Variance was granted even as | filed for an

appeal. _

2. The Residential Design Guidelines assume some impacts 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:

The rear decks at 2nd and 3rd level are approximate 14'-2" x 13'-10" and it will be built adjacent to my

property with only one hour rated fire wall (42" high above 3rd level deck) for separation. | am very worried

about if there is a BBQ party at the deck,, it will create noise and fire hazard to my property and the nearby

neighbors .

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?

Maintain the existing 2'-2" separation from the property line identical to the present existing deck or extend

the one hour fire rated wall 3'-0" above my property along the property line and the proposed deck at 3rd level.

a9



10

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: / s(_/ /f,%ﬁ Date: f / / / Z
& L A v I

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

Alice Lam
Owner)/ Authorized Agent (circle one)

SAN FRANCISCO PLANNING DEPARTMENT ¥ 08.07 2012



Alice Lam
2543 Post Street, #5
San Francisco, Ca 94115

Mr. & Mrs. Benjamin Murphy
Mr. Scott Murphy

2529 Post Street,

San Francisco, Ca 94115

April 9, 2013

Re: 2529 ~ 2533 Post Street. San Francisco, CA
Permit Application # 2012.03.27.6978

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Murphy, Mr. Murphy,

I am Alice Lam the property owner at 2539 Post Street. | have received a notice of building permit
application (Section 311) for the removal and replacement of the existing deck and exit stairs located at
the rear of 2529 — 2533 Post Street, San Francisco on April 3, 2013.

1 am extremely concerned and worried about the fire safety for the proposed new rear decks which will be
built directly adjacent to my property without any separation. | am aware that there will be a one-hour
rated firewall constructed along the property line, however the wall is only 42” above the top level deck
and continues down to the foundation. 1 am worried that if a fire start at their proposed 3rd level deck
while they are having a barbeque on their deck, it would put my building in danger of being damaged or
destroyed.

1 am sincerely requesting the subject property’s owners reconsider setting back the proposed deck to
maintain the same distance separation to my property as the current existing deck is. If we cannot reach
an agreement, | will file a discretionary review and appeal to deny such building permit if issued.

I hope we can compromise. Please review / accept my suggestion as follow:

1. Maintain the existing 2’-2” separation from the property line identical to the exiting deck, and |
will not file any appeal.

2

in my opinion, the proposed new decks and stairs only benefit the 3" (top) level occupant. The
second level and ground level kitchen will be darkened by the proposed 3rd level deck which
depth is 14°-2" (14’-2"x13’-10"). In addition, the solid fire rated wall and the huge wood stair will
block the natural light to the lower level kitchens especially to the ground level unit. | believe



this will affect the quality of life and satisfaction to the 2™ floor and ground level accupants who
will also anticipate larger energy consumption due to the need to constantly have the lights on.
The current 2'-2" gap is enough to provide natural light to the 2" and ground level units. | am
aware of the shadow study however | do not agree with the resuits. | suggest the present
owners, especially the ground level unit owners, hire a contractor to use a piece of plywood to
simulate the effects of the proposed deck.

3. Extend the one hour fire rated wall 3’-0" above my property along the property line if the
subject property’s owners insisted to have the decks without setback from my property.

Sincerely yours,

Alrc g Larg

Alice Lam

CC: Sharon M. Young
San Francisco Planning Department



Alice Lam
2543 Post Street, #5
San Francisco, Ca 94115

Mr. & Mrs. Kevin Weil
2531 Post Street,
San Francisco, Ca 94115

April 8, 2013

Re: 2529 — 2533 Post Street, San Francisco, CA
Permit Application # 2012.03.27.6976

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Weil,

I am Alice Lam the property owner at 2539 Post Street. | have received a notice of building permit
application (Section 31 1) for the removal and replacement of the existing deck and exit stairs located at
the rear of 2529 ~ 2533 Post Street, San Francisco on April 3, 2013.

I am extremely concerned and worried about the fire safety for the proposed new rear decks which will be
built directly adjacent to my property without any separation. | am aware that there will be a one-hour
rated firewall constructed along the property line, however the wall is only 42" above the top level deck
and continues down to the foundation. I am worried that if a fire start at their proposed 3rd level deck
while they are having a barbeque on their deck, it would put my building in danger of being damaged or
destroyed.

| am sincerely requesting the subject property’s owners reconsider setting back the proposed deck to
maintain the same distance separation to my property as the current existing deck is. If we cannot reach
an agreement, 1 will file a discretionary review and appeal to deny such building permit if issued.

I hope we can compromise. Please review / accept my suggestion as follow:

I. Maintain the existing 2'-2" separation from the property line identical to the exiting deck, and |
will not file any appeal.

2

In my opinion, the proposed new decks and stairs only benefit the 3" (top) level occupant. The
second level and ground level kitchen will be darkened by the proposed 3rd level deck which
depth is 142" (14’-2"x13’-10"). In addition, the solid fire rated wall and the huge wood stair will
block the natural light to the lower level kitchens especially to the ground level unit. | believe



this will affect the quality of life and satisfaction to the 2™ floor and graund level occupants who
will also anticipate larger energy consumption due to the need to constantly have the lights on.
The current 2-2” gap is enough to provide natural light to the 2™ and ground ievel units. | am
aware of the shadow study however | do not agree with the results. | suggest the present
owners, especially the ground level unit owners, hire a contractor to use a piece of plywood to
simulate the effects of the proposed deck.

3. Extend the one hour fire rated wall 3'-0” above my praperty along the property line if the
subject property’s owners insisted to have the decks without setback from my property.

Sincerely yours,

Alice Lam

CC: Sharon M. Young
San Francisco Planning Department



Alice Lam
2543 Post Street, #5
San Francisco, Ca 94115

Mr. & Mrs. Christopher Dougherty
2533 Post Street,
San Francisco, Ca 94115

April 9, 2013

Re: 2529 — 2533 Post Street, San Francisco. CA
Permit Application # 2012.03.27.6976

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Dougherty,

Fam Alice Lam the property owner at 2539 Post Street. | have received a notice of building permit
application (Section 31 1) for the removal and replacement of the existing deck and exit stairs located at
the rear of 2529 — 2533 Post Street, San Francisco on April 3, 2013.

I am extremely concerned and worried about the [ire safety for the proposed new rear decks which will be
built directly adjacent to my property without any separation. | am aware that there will be a one-hour
rated firewall constructed along the property line, however the wall is only 42” above the top level deck
and continues down to the foundation. | am worried that if a fire start at their proposed 3rd level deck
while they are having a barbeque on their deck, it would put my building in danger of being damaged or
destroyed.

1 am sincerely requesting the subject property’s owners reconsider setting back the proposed deck to
maintain the same distance separation to my property as the current existing deck is. If we cannot reach
an agreement, | will file a discretionary review and appeal to deny such building permit if issued.

| hope we can compromise. Please review / accept my suggestion as follow:

I. Maintain the existing 2'-2" separation from the property line identical to the exiting deck, and |
will not file any appeal.

2. In my opinion, the proposed new decks and stairs only benefit the 3 {top) level occupant. The
second level and ground level kitchen will be darkened by the proposed 3rd level deck which
depth is 14'-2” {14’-2"x13’-10"). In addition, the solid fire rated wall and the huge wood stair will
block the natural light to the lower level kitchens especially to the ground level unit. | believe



this will affect the quality of life and satisfaction to the 2" floor and ground level accupants who
will also anticipate larger energy consumption due to the need to constantly have the lights on.
The current 2’-2” gap is enough to provide natural light to the 2™ and ground leve! units. | am
aware of the shadow study however | do not agree with the results. | suggest the present
owners, especially the ground level unit owners, hire a contractor to use a piece of plywood to
simulate the effects of the proposed deck.

3. Extend the one hour fire rated wall 3’-0” above my property along the property line if the
subject property’s owners insisted to have the decks without setback from my property.

Sincerely yours,

b7 (oo

Alice Lam

CC: Sharon M. Young
San Francisco Planning Department



SAN FRANCISCGO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 2012.0395D

RESPONSE TO DISCRETIONARY REVIEW 185_5;02/3;51% St
% D, o uite
CasaNoz /. Z, 0973s. San Francisco,
i . o e e CA 94103-2479
Building Permit No.: Ze/ L O5 /T jéx
— p, -7 o7 o7 7 Vel Reception:
Address: 25°2F -5 2% (057 415.558.6378
Fax:
Project Sponsor's Name: SSIDEEW /7’//0{:/2%—{_, 415.558.6403
Telephone No.: 7//5 282 OL/6 (for Planning Department to contact) mfgrr;lfm
415.558.6377

1. 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.

LA TO ATIBCHED

2. What alternatives or changes to the proposed project are you willing to make in
order 1o 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 application with the City or after filing the application.

LEFEEL., T ATTZ2CHED

3. 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. Please explain your needs for space or other
personal requirements that prevent you from making the changes requested by
the DR requester.

LEFER. 5 AT72oHED

wwwy.sfplanning.org
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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) ..................... i -

" ey . : = —
Occupied stories (all levels with habitable rooms) ... > o
Basement levels (may include garage or windowless
SLOTEGE TOOMS) ..nv s issirs ssssmmmmsnuns snadnss s sommvasd s ssan & P ¢
Parking spaces (Off-Street) ..o 45 /I/)/

/ - -
[ST2%6 | o o) 11 1= JPTE TP PEPPPICY {7 ik

Gross square footage (floor area from exterior wall to ,
e . . ' el ~2
exterior wall), not including basement and parking areas.... CU 27 2 ,{. 6)65

P o i s S’ 3 s 4 4 siminiss SRAES B 2 255 4/% £ ‘/C:){(.//?
BTG TIEUN v s st e o s 747 T

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

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

Current value of Propeny ........ooeeveiimenieeiinineeinne

Projected value (sale price) after completion of project

(I KNOWN) -.eeeieiiieeieniii s et e

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

w )

/ 7 27 7 "
sy 4 /8 ,/{‘// ’// y — ; e

Signature Date Name (please print)

SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT



February 19, 2013

San Francisco Board of Appeals
1650 Mission, Room 3040
San Francisco, CA 94103

Re: Proposed Deck Rebuild: 2529-2531-2533 Post Street, San Francisco, CA
San Francisco Board cof Appeals:

My family owns the property at 2517 Post Street, which is the property one door down
from 2529-2531-2533 Post Street.

I have no problem with their deck rebuild and said rebuild will have no effect on my
privacy, light or air space. We welcome the new addition to the neighborhood and wish
them the best of luck with their efforts.

Sincerely,

Yf«;ﬁ‘v; Y2y

’ 1 “Q.{/-CEVT’{%;‘%;’E_\"

-~



kevin

From: Christopher <crd@madisonstreetpress.com>
Sent: Tuesday, February 05, 2013 6:34 PM

To: kevin@shallwego.net

Cc: laurae@shaliwego.net

Subject: Email from Lisa in back about deck rebuild

-------- Original Message --------

Subject: deck

Date: 2013-02-05 17:05

From: lisa <lisaannika@gmail.com>

To: Christopher <crd@madisonstreetpress.com>

My name is Lisa Nowell and my family owns the property at 1387 Baker Street which borders 2529-2533 Post Street, to

the south. I have no problem with their deck rebuild and said rebuild will have no effect on my privacy, light or air space.
We welcome the new addition to the neighborhood and wish them the best of luck with their efforts.

Regards,
Lisa Nowell

As of this year, Madison Street Press has been in business for 103 years! Referrals from clients like you are a big part of

our success.
Please pass our good name along. Thanks!

Christopher Dougherty
VP, Sales

Madison Street Press - 614 Madison Street - Oakland, CA 94607

T.510.451.4775 F:510.451.5039 www.madisonstreetpress.com



ANDREW MORRALL

282-0616

2730

MISSION ST.

SAN FRANCISC|O
CA 94110

By Hand Delivery July 8, 2013

President Rodney Fong

San Francisco Planning Department
1650 Mission Street, Room 400
San Francisco, CA 94103

Regarding:
2529-2533 Post Street - Discretionary Review Response
permit no. 201203276976

Dear President Fong:

| am the Architect representing the Owners Kevin Weil, Laura Pearson, Chris
Doughtery, Rachel Brown, Benjamin Murphy and Anna Morozovsky at 2529 - 2533
Post Street (The Owners). A Variance was granted by the Zoning Administrator, Mr.
Scott Sanchez after the Owners met with Alice Lam, the adjacent neighbor at 2539
(The neighbor) and offered her a solution to the concerns she voiced at the variance
hearing on July 25, 2012. Please refer to exhibit A. Ms. Lam subsequently filed an
appeal to the Appeals Board for the granting of the variance. The hearing was held on
February 20, 2013. The Board of Appeals voted to deny the appeal and uphold the
variance on the basis that the Zoning Administrator did not err or abuse his discretion.
The project has gone through (2) separate neighborhood notifications. The notification
for the Variance occurred first. The notification for the 311 Site Permit occurred after
the Variance notice and after Ms. Lam’s appeal was denied by the Board of Appeals. It
is our understanding that no additional comments or complaints were filed with the
Planner, other than Ms. Lam’s and a tenant in her building. The Owner’s have several
letters of support for adjacent neighbors for their project.

Currently the property is improved with a 3 unit, 3 story residential building and a
dilapidated rear deck which is the focus of this building permit.

The Owners Chris Doughtery, and his wife Rachel Brown have lived at the 3rd Level
Unit, 2533 for over 20 years, they have 2 children. It is their intent to Live in their home
and raise their 2 children. The 3rd Level Deck as Granted will provide required open
space which is immediately adjacent and accessible to their home . The 3rd Level
Deck as Granted will allow the Doughtery’s children to play while being directly
supervised from the main Family and Kitchen Area and Master Bedroom. Mr.
Doughtery and his wife are full time professionals and the 3rd Level Deck as Granted
will allow both direct supervision and supervision of the children while attending to
household tasks and attending to professional tasks while at home. The 3rd Level



Deck as Granted will also allow for family enjoyment. The Owners, Kevin Weil and
Laura Pearson have lived at the 2nd Level Unit, 2531 for over 9 years. The 2nd Level
Deck as Granted will also provide required open space which is immediately adjacent
and accessible to their home. The Owners, Benjamin Murphy and Anna Morozovsky,
have recently moved in at the Ground Level Unit, 2529. The Deck as Granted will
allow for a large unobstructed area with more light and air for the Ground Level at the
South East corner for their private open space. This direct access to required private
open space is enjoyed by numerous adjacent neighbors. Please refer to Exhibit B.
Without this direct access to the required private open space, Chris Doughtery and
Rachel Brown would not be able to raise their children while living in their home.
Denying the Owner’s direct access to required open space would be a burden of undue
hardship that is not enforced on adjacent neighbors.

The Deck as granted features a reconfigured deck located more towards the West of
the Owner’s property, abutting Ms. Lam’s property which consists of a 30’-0” high solid
blank wall extending 20°-6“ beyond the Owner‘s building, and which will still extend
approximately 6°-6“ past the reconfigured Deck as granted. The Deck as granted
features a terraced design, stepping down towards the Southeast of the Owner’s
property. This terraced Deck design will reduce the impact of Ms. Lam’s tall blank wall,
which casts a significant shadow on the Owner’s property. The reconfigured deck will
significantly increase the usable open space and allow an increase of light and air for
the Owners.

By reconfiguring the Deck and positioning towards the Northwest corner of the Owner*s

Rear Yard, adjacent to Ms. Lam’s blank wall :

1. It will orientate the terraced deck’s towards the Owner’s South East corner. This will
allow additional light and air, provide an unobstructed corner at the Southeast corner
for open space at the ground level and provide for more consolidated and direct
open space for the 2 units above. Please refer to attachment C.

2. It will have no impact on Ms. Lam’s property, the reconfigured deck casts no shadow
on Ms. Lam’s property. Please refer to attachment C and Existing deck photo, last
page of Exhibit A.

3. It will have an improved effect on the adjacent neighbor’'s who would be impacted.
The reconfigured deck will be consolidated towards the Northwest tall blank wall
and terrace downward towards the adjacent Southeast rear yards which the deck
faces. This will improve the mid block open space of the adjacent neighbors to the
South and East.

4. The reconfigured deck has significantly less mass. This will be achieved by using
an open spiral staircase for the upper stair which will have much less mass and
obstruction than the conventional wood framed stair that it will replace and
positioning the lower switchback stair at a 45 degree, making this stair the lowest
mass towards the Southeast corner. Please refer to exhibit C. (Please note the
cylindrical mass represented in the shadow study is an open spiral staircase and will
cast little or no shadow)

5. The current deck has only a 2’-2” space between the deck and Ms. Lam’s blank
wall. This sliver of space proves awkward and useless. In addition if the Owner’s
were to reconfigure and rebuild the deck as Ms. Lam suggests, the deck would
require a 28’-0” tall free standing fire wall with a 2’-2” wide void space between Ms.



Lam’s blank wall. This would prove an undue hardship, creating a cavernous dark
void space that could not be accessed by OSHA standards to build or maintain. The
2’-2” width would not provide the clearance required for the placement of tall ladders
or scaffolding.

A. Neighborhood Outreach and Design Development

As mentioned in the opening statement The Owners have worked hard and in good
faith to consult with the neighbor Ms. Lam.

Ms. Lam’s initial concern, as stated at the Variance Hearing of July 25, 2012, was that
a perceived prowler would gain access to her roof top via the Deck as Granted.

On August 08, 2012 the Owner’s held a meeting with the Ms. Lam and offered the
comprehensive solution of providing a locked steel gate at the second level stair
landing, thus preventing the possibility of a perceived prowler gaining access to the third
level Deck, climbing atop the Decks 42” high firewall and gaining access to her roof.

Ms. Lam flatly rejected this offer. She responded that the only solution she would
accept is the current configuration of the Existing Deck, even though the Existing Deck
has no security gate that would prevent a perceived prowler from gaining access to the
Existing Third Level Deck, climb atop the Existing Deck’s Guardrail positioned only 2’-2”
away from her roof, and gain access to her roof. It would be further added that a
perceived prowler could never gain direct access to the Owner’s back yard, since there
is a solid locked door at the Ground Level passage way that leads to the public way.

Ms. Lam’s current concern as stated in her DR request is for fire safety. Our response
is that the reconfigured deck would offer increased fire safety by providing a 1 hour
rated 28’-0” tall wall abutting her solid blank wall separating the 2 properties and extend
42” above the 3rd level deck. The current deck does not have a fire rated separation
and has an open rail 2‘-2“ away from Ms. Lam'’s solid blank wall. The Owner’s and
myself as the Architect do not agree or understand how the current configuration
provides a safer condition, since there is currently an open rail with no separation as
compared with the 28’-0” high fire wall that will be installed with the new reconfigured
deck.

By Ms. Lam’s unwillingness to consider reasonable and effective solutions offered to
her for her concerns, and insisting the only solution is for the deck to be re-built with the
current side yard setback of 2’-2”, (which as previously stated would require a 28’-0” tall
free standing solid fire wall, please refer to item 5 on the previous page) she is placing
undue and unnecessary hardship on the Owner’s of 2529-2533 Post street. She would
be denying their property rights to use and enjoyment consistent with adjacent
neighbors. She would be denying the Owner’s property rights for what seems to be no
apparent reason.



B. The Reconfigured Deck and Stair as granted complies with the Residential
Design Guidelines.

The position of the reconfigured deck abutting Ms. Lam’s Blank wall is consistent with
the neighborhood context as stated on page 15 of the Design Guidelines for Side
Spacing Between Buildings. Ms. Lams building currently directly abuts the Owner’s
building entire length minus the Owner’s 8'-0” lightwell. This condition of abutting walls
at the property line is prevalent and the norm for the neighborhood.

The reconfigured deck is consistent with the Design Guidelines for Light and Air as
stated on page 16 . The reconfigured Deck is orientated and terraced down towards
the Southeast corner where the greatest opportunity for light occurs. There is less of
an impact on the adjacent neighbors because the reconfigured deck is positioned in the
far Northwest corner, thus casting little or no shadow on the adjacent properties. The
reconfigured deck casts no shadow on Ms. Lam’s property.

The reconfigured deck is consistent with the Design Guidelines for privacy as stated on
page 17. by positioning the reconfigured deck in the far northwest corner, The privacy
for the adjacent neighbors to the South and the East is maintained and enhanced while
maintaining the privacy for Ms. Lam, since the reconfigured deck abuts a blank wall and
is set back 6’-6” behind Ms. Lams rear wall and setback.

The reconfigured deck is consistent with the Design Guidelines for Mid-Block Open
Space as stated on page 25-28. The reconfigured deck maintains and enhances the
Mid-Block Open Space to the South and the East while having no impact on Ms. Lam’s
Open Space.

C. Comparison of Existing Deck and Stair Area to Reconfigured Deck and Stair as
Granted Area

The Existing 2nd Level Deck and Stair area = 202 square feet.

The 2nd Level Deck and Stair as Granted area = 267 square feet.

The Existing 3rd Level Deck and Stair area = 202 square feet.

The 3rd Level Deck and Stair as Granted area = 202 square feet.

The combined footprints of the Existing Deck and Stair area = 404 square feet.
The combined footprints of the Deck as Granted area = 469 square feet.

The Deck as granted is essentially the same size as the existing Deck.



D. Findings for the granting of the Variance

As stated in the variance findings submitted and upheld by the Zoning Administrator,
Mr. Scott Sanchez, the existing building already extends into the required rear yard,
therefore it is required that the Deck as Granted which provides the required private
open space and the required means of egress be located in the required rear yard.
This condition occurs elsewhere on the block and with immediate adjacent neighbors.
Please refer to exhibit B.

E. Improved Fire Safety and Egress, Stairs exit to a Public Way

The Reconfigured Deck and Stairs as Granted provides a spiral staircase within the
dwelling unit 2533 per section 1009.9 of the California Building Code (CBC). At the
level of unit 2531, A stairway serving both dwelling units 2533 and 2531 is provided that
complies with section 1009 of the CBC. The stair discharges at grade. The path of exit
then continues through an existing 3’-0” wide passageway and discharges directly to
the public way. Please refer to Exhibit E. The exit discharge components comply with
section 1027.3 of the CBC. The Deck as Granted provides a continuous 1 hour firewall
per table 720.1(2) at the property line common with the Ms Lam’s building. The
Existing Deck has no firewall and does not provide any fire protection between the
Owner’s and the Ms. Lam’s building. It would not be possible to provide the continuous
1 hour firewall required with the Existing Deck’s configuration and placement. The
Existing Deck is placed 2’-2” away from property line common with the Ms. Lam’s
building. In order for the Existing Deck to be rebuilt in it'’s current location and
configuration and meet current code fire safety requirements, A 20’-0” long 28’-0” high
solid wall would need to be built opposite the 20’-6” long, 30’-0” high solid blank wall of
the Appellant neighbor’s building. This would create a narrow chasm as previously
stated, 2’-2” wide and 28’-0” high between the Appellant neighbor’s building and be
prohibited by OSHA construction and maintenance code requirements. With a space
this narrow and tall it would be impossible, dangerous and unlawful to gain access to
service and maintain the free standing required 28’-0” tall fire wall. In addition, this
would create an unprecedented and undue hardship on the Owner, creating an
unhealthy condition where stagnant water, vermin and garbage could accumulate. No
adjacent neighbor on the block endures such a condition. Based on section 602, table
602, section 705, table 705.8, section 720, table 720.1, section 1009 and section 1027
of the CBC the Deck as Granted is a substantial improvement over the Existing Deck
and is in accordance with the 2010 California Building Code.

F. The Existing Deck is dilapidated

The Existing Deck is dilapidated and would require demolition. It would then need to be
brought up to current Building Code standards and be reconfigured.



Summary of the Project and Request that the Request for Discretionary Review
be denied and the Project move forward

The Reconfigured Deck and Stairs as Granted amounts to a minor reconfiguration to
the Existing Deck and Stairs. The Existing Deck and Stairs is 404 square feet in area.
The Reconfigured Deck and Stairs as Granted is 469 square feet in area. The Deck
and Stairs as Granted provides superior required open space directly accessible to the
Owner’s homes. This direct access to required open space is enjoyed by many
adjacent neighbors. Many adjacent neighbors, including the Appellant neighbor, extend
significantly into their rear yard. (Please refer to Exhibit B and Exhibit C) The Deck and
Stairs as Granted better preserves the mid-block open space than the Existing Deck.
The Deck and Stairs as Granted has less of an impact on the adjacent neighbors and
does more to provide privacy to the adjacent neighbors than the Existing Deck. The
Deck and Stairs as Granted has little or no impact whatsoever to the Ms. Lam’s
adjacent building. (Please refer to Exhibit C) The Deck and Stairs as Granted improves
fire safety for the Owner’s building, the neighbor’s Ms. Lam’s adjacent building, and
surrounding adjacent buildings. The Deck and Stairs as Granted will meet the 2010
California Building Code requirements for Fire, Egress and Life Safety and be built to
current construction and Engineering standards, including seismic safety. We
respectfully request that the Planning Commission Deny the request for Discretionary
Review and allow this project to move forward. Thank You for your consideration.

Sincerely Submitted,

Andrew Morrall, Architect

CC:

Vice President Cindy Wu

Commissioner Michael Antonini

Commissioner Gwen Borden

Commissioner Rich Hillis

Commissioner Kathrin Moore

Commissioner Hisashi Sugaya

Linda Avery - Commissioner Secretary

Sharon Young - Neighborhood Planner

Kevin Weil - Owner and Owner’s representative



SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

1650 Mission St.

Variance Decision Sute 400

San Francisco,
CA 94103-2479

Date: November 15, 2012 Reception:
Case No.: 2012.0395V 415.558.6378
Project Address: 2529 - 2533 POST STREET -
Zoning: RH-3 (Residential, House, Three-Family) 4?5.558.6409
40-X Height and Bulk District

Block/Lot: 1081/049-051 Planning

) ) . Information:
Applicants: Kevin Weil and Christopher Doughtery (owners) 415.558.6377

2531 & 2533 Post Street
San Francisco, CA 94115
Andrew Morrall (agent/architect)
Andrew Morrall Architects
2730 Mission Street
San Francisco, CA 94110

Staff Contact: Sharon M. Young - (415) 558-6346
sharon.m.young@sfgov.org

DESCRIPTION OF VARIANCE - REAR YARD AND NONCOMPLYING STRUCTURE VARIANCES SOUGHT:

The proposal is the removal and replacement of existing decks and exit stairs at the rear of the three-story, three-
family dwelling. The proposed rear decks will be set back approximately 136” from the east property line and will
abut the west property line with a one hour fire-rated wall with a height of approximately 28 above grade. The
new rear exit stairs will be set back approximately 5’ from the north and east property lines.

Section 132 of the Planning Code requires a rear yard in an RH-3 Zoning District to be equivalent to 45 percent of
the total lot depth, or when using averaging, no less than 25 percent of the lot depth or 15 feet, whichever is greater.
The subject property, with a lot depth of approximately 110 feet, has a required rear yard of 276”. The new rear
deck and exit stairs will extend entirely into the required rear yard to within 5 feet of the rear property line.

Section 188 of the Planning Code prohibits the expansion or replacement of a noncomplying structure. Because a
portion of the existing building already encroaches into the required rear yard, it is considered a legal
noncomplying structure. Therefore, the proposed replacement and expansion requires a variance from Section 188
of the Planning Code.

PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND:

1. The Project is exempt from the California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”) as a Class 1(a)-Existing
Facilities categorical exemption.

2. The Zoning Administrator held a public hearing on Variance Application No. 2012.0395V on July 25, 2012,

3. Neighborhood notification, pursuant to Planning Code Section 311 will be done separately under Building
Permit Application No. 2012.03.27.6976.




Variance Decision CASE NO. 2012.0395V
November 15, 2012 2529 - 2533 Post Street

DECISION:

GRANTED, in general conformity with the plans on file with this application, shown as EXHIBIT A, for the
removal and replacement of existing decks and exit stairs at the rear of the three-story, three-family dwelling,

subject to the following conditions:

1.

Any future physical expansion, even in the buildable area, shall be reviewed by the Zoning Administrator
to determine if the expansion is compatible with existing neighborhood character and scale. If the Zoning
Administrator determines that there would be a significant or extraordinary impact, the Zoning
Administrator shall require either notice to adjacent and/or affected property owners or a new Variance
application be sought and justified.

The proposed project must meet these conditions and all applicable City Codes. In case of conflict, the
more restrictive controls apply.

Minor modifications as determined by the Zoning Administrator may be permitted.

The owner of the subject property shall record on the land records of the City and County of San Francisco
the conditions attached to this Variance decision as a Notice of Special Restrictions in a form approved by
the Zoning Administrator.

This Variance Decision and the recorded Notice of Special Restrictions shall be reproduced on the Index
Sheet of the construction plans submitted with the Site or Building Permit Application for the Project. This
Index Sheet of the construction plans shall reference the Variance Case Number.

FINDINGS:

Section 305(c) of the Planning Code states that in order to grant a variance, the Zoning Administrator must

determine that the facts of the case are sufficient to establish the following five findings:

FINDING 1.
That there are exceptional or extraordinary circumstances applying to the property involved or to the intended use

of the property that do not apply generally to other properties or uses in the same class of district.

Requirement Met.

A.

The existing building was constructed circa 1890 prior to the rear yard requirements of the Planning Code
and has a building depth of approximately 70’6” and an existing rear yard of 26'9”. The building is listed
in the Planning Department’s 1976 Architectural Survey, but is not listed in the National or California
Registers as having architectural significance. Because a portion of the existing building is a noncomplying
structure which extends approximately 2’ into the required rear yard, the rearmost portion of the building
cannot be expanded without the granting of the rear yard and noncomplying structure variances.

The proposed new rear decks on the 2" and 3 levels (approximately 14" wide by 14" deep) will be set back
approximately 13’6” from the east property line and will abut the south property line with a one hour fire-
rated wall with a height of approximately 28 above grade. The new rear exit stairs will be set back
approximately 5" from the north and east property lines. According to the project sponsor, the rear decks
cannot be reconstructed with the same footprint as the existing rear decks and exit stairs maintaining a 2’

SAN FRANCISGO
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Variance Decision CASE NO. 2012.0395V
November 15, 2012 2529 - 2533 Post Street

set back from the south property line to meet the current Building Code requirements. The existing decks
are dilapidated and past repair and cannot be replaced “in-kind” because the current Building Code
requirements would not allow an open rail 2" away from the neighbors” property and would require a solid
three-story firewall and the new stairs need to be enlarged since the existing stairs riser height and width
does not meet current Building Code requirements. The replacement rear decks will provide usable open
space for the subject property and the exit stairs will provide access from the 2" and 3 levels of the
building to the rear yard.

FINDING 2.

That owing to such exceptional and extraordinary circumstances the literal enforcement of specified provisions of
this Code would result in a practical difficulty or unnecessary hardship not created by or attributed to the applicant
or the owner of the property.

Requirement Met.

A. Literal enforcement of the Planning Code would preclude the owners from developing their property in
the manner proposed and would result in an unnecessary hardship with no compensating public benefit
without the granting of the rear yard and noncomplying structure variances to reconstruct the rear decks
and exit stairs which provide open space to the three-family dwelling and access to the rear yard. Literal
enforcement of the Planning Code in this case, would preclude the owners from meeting reasonable
development goals.

FINDING 3.
That such variance is necessary for preservation and enjoyment of a substantial property right of the subject
property, possessed by other property in the same class of district.

Requirement Met.

A. Several properties within the immediate neighborhood contain buildings with rear decks and stairs that
encroach into the required rear yards on their lots. The subject property has a shorter lot depth than the
adjacent property to the south which has a lot depth of approximately 137.50 feet and a building depth
which extends beyond the rear building wall of the subject property.

B. The granting of these variances will allow the owners to construct new rear decks providing larger usable
open space at the main living level for each dwelling unit and a second means of egress to the rear of the
property from the second and third levels.

FINDING 4.
That the granting of such variance will not be materially detrimental to the public welfare or materially injurious to
the property or improvements in the vicinity.

Requirement Met.

A. The Planning Department received public comment from adjacent neighbors to the south at 2539 Post
Street (a five-unit apartment building) in opposition to the proposed configuration of the rear decks
abutting the south side property line. Generally, the neighbors are concerned that the replacement decks
will be enlarged, increasing the building’s nonconformity and abutting the south property line.

SAN FRANCISCO
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Variance Decision CASE NO. 2012.0395V
November 15, 2012 2529 - 2533 Post Street

The neighbors in opposition expressed concern that the replacement decks abutting the south property line
could cause water/rain leakage, trap moisture forming mold and mildew between the two buildings, and
atfect their safety by providing easier access for burglars to cross from the new decks and stairs onto their
roof and from building to building within the neighborhood.

In addition, the neighbors in opposition are concerned about potential noise from parties on the deck and
having objects (cigarette butts, beer cans and bottles, leftover fireworks) left on their roof top. The
neighbors expressed concern that the existing decks and stairs do not appear to be depilated beyond repair
and that the granting of the rear yard and noncomplying variances would set a negative precedent for
other properties to follow.

At the July 25" Variance hearing, the Zoning Administrator instructed the project sponsor to schedule a
meeting with the neighbors to hear their concerns. The project sponsor held the meeting on August 8,
2012, and in response to their security concerns, the project sponsor proposed a locked steel gate at the stair
landing of the 2 level flight of stairs which would limit access to the neighbor’s roof from the subject
property. The replacement decks will be configured to be tiered with the upper deck smaller than the
lower deck and positioned abutting the west side property line and the neighbor’s solid property line wall
rather than in the middle of the lot to provide more usable open space for the subject property and to create
less of a shadow effect for the neighboring properties to the south and east. The project sponsor indicated
that the existing and proposed rear decks and stairs are similar in size; the existing decks and stairs total
404 square feet and the proposed decks and stairs will total 469 square feet. As such, granting the rear yard
and noncomplying structure variances would improve the livability of the subject property and will not be
materially detrimental to the public welfare or materially injurious to the neighboring properties.

FINDING 5.

The granting of such variance will be in harmony with the general purpose and intent of this Code and will not
adversely affect the General Plan.

Requirement Met.

A. This development is consistent with the generally stated intent and purpose of the Planning Code to
promote orderly and beneficial development. Planning Code Section 101.1 establishes eight priority-
planning policies and requires review of variance applications for consistency with said policies. The
project meets all relevant policies, including conserving neighborhood character, and maintaining housing
stock.

1. Existing neighborhood retail uses will not be adversely affected by the proposed project.

2. 'The proposed project will be in keeping with the existing housing and neighborhood character. The
proposal will preserve the existing residential building on the property.

3. The proposed project will have no effect on the City’s supply of affordable housing.
4. The proposed project does not adversely affect neighborhood parking or public transit.

5. The project will have no effect on the City's industrial and service sectors.
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Variance Decision CASE NO. 2012.0395V
November 15, 2012 2529 - 2533 Post Street

6. The proposed project will have no effect on the City’s preparedness to protect against injury and loss of
life in an earthquake.

7. The project will have no effect on the City's landmarks or historic buildings.
8. The project would not affect any existing or planned public parks or open spaces.

The effective date of this decision shall be either the date of this decision letter if not appealed or the date of the
Notice of Decision and Order if appealed to the Board of Appeals.

Once any portion of the granted variance is utilized, all specifications and conditions of the variance authorization
became immediately operative.

The authorization and rights vested by virtue of this decision letter shall be deemed void and cancelled if (1) a
Building Permit has not been issued within three years from the effective date of this decision; or (2) a Tentative
Map has not been approved within three years from the effective date of this decision for Subdivision cases; or (3)
neither a Building Permit or Tentative Map is involved but another required City action has not been approved
within three years from the effective date of this decision. However, this authorization may be extended by the
Zoning Administrator when the issuance of a necessary Building Permit or approval of a Tentative Map or other
City action is delayed by a City agency or by appeal of the issuance of such a permit or map or other City action.

APPEAL: Any aggrieved person may appeal this variance decision to the Board of Appeals within ten (10) days
after the date of the issuance of this Variance Decision. For further information, please contact the Board of
Appeals in person at 1650 Mission Street, 3" Floor (Room 304) or call 575-6880.

Very truly yours,

Scott F. Sanchez
Zoning Administrator

THIS IS NOT A PERMIT TO COMMENCE ANY WORK OR CHANGE OCCUPANCY. PERMITS FROM APPROPRIATE
DEPARTMENTS MUST BE SECURED BEFORE WORK IS STARTED OR OCCUPANCY IS CHANGED.
SMY:WP51\Northwest\Variance\2012.0395V — 2529 - 2533 Post Street - Granted

Copy to I\Decision Documents\Variance Decision Letters\2012\2012.0395V — 2529 - 2533 Post Street — Granted
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aRcugEc;, ANDREW MORRALL

February 23, 2012

Addressed to:

Planning Department

City and County of San Francisco

1640 Mission Street, San Francisco, CA 94103

Regarding:
Variance Findings for 32529, 2531, 2533 Post St.

VARIANCE APPLICATION FORM

Variance Findings

1. There are exceptional or extraordinary circumstances applying to the property
involved or the intended use of the property that do not apply generally to other
property or uses in the same class of district.

Specifically:

The existing house was built in 1890 and extends into the Rear Yard
approximately 18’-0". The existing dilapidated deck and stair being replaced
already exists within the Rear Yard.

2. That owing to such exceptional or extraordinary circumstances the literal
enforcement of specified provisions of this Planning Code would result in partial
difficuity or unnecessary hardship not created or attributable to the applicant or
owner of the property.

Specifically:
Therefore it is required to build within the existing Rear Yard in order to update
and replace the existing Rear Deck and Stair.

3. That the variance is necessary for the preservation and enjoyment of a
substantial property right of the subject property, possessed by the other
property in the same class of district.

Specifically:

The Owners currently enjoy the similar privileges of adjacent neighbors, i.e.
Open Space provided by Rear Decks immediately accessible and access to
their Rear Yard from an existing set of Stairs.



That the granting of such variance will not be materially detrimental to the public
welfare or materially injurious to the property or improvements in the vicinity.
Specifically:

The Proposed Improvement will have no adverse effect on the immediate
adjacent properties. The two immediate Adjacent Properties Buildings already
extend into their Rear Yards to the height of 3 stories. Our proposed
Reconfigured Deck and Stair will not adversely effect the Light and Air of the
Adjacent Properties. In fact, it will improve the immediate neighbors access to
light and air by reconfiguring the existing Deck and Stair to be positioned in the
Southwest corner of the Rear Yard adjacent to the existing adjacent building’s 3
story blank wall. The newly reconfigured Deck and Stair then terraces down in
scale and mass towards the Northeast corner of the Rear Yard, allowing more
light and air to the existing adjacent neighbors.

That the granting of such variance will be in harmony with the general purpose
and intent of this Planning Code and will not adversely affect the General Plan.
Specifically:

The intent of the Planning Code is to ensure Rear yard Space and to allow open
space for Residential units while ensuring harmonious development in regard to
adjacent properties. The proposed Deck and Stair achieves all of the criteria and
is an improvement in regard to these criteria in comparison to the existing Deck
and Stair to be demolished. The proposed reconfigured Deck and Stair will be
positioned to allow more open Rear Yard with a larger unimpeded Rear Yard
footprint. (i.e., the existing Deck and Stair was positioned in the middle of the
Rear Yard, making the usable dimensions much smaller and obstructed. By
positioning the proposed reconfigured Rear Deck and Stair towards one corner
of the existing Rear Yard, adjacent to the adjacent Building's 3 story blank wall,
more light and air will be available for the Rear Yard and Adjacent Neighbors.

PRIORITY GENERAL PLAN POLICIES FINDINGS

1.

Does not apply because we are proposing to Demolish and Reconfigure an
existing Stair and Deck in the existing Rear Yard.

The existing housing and neighborhood character will be conserved and
protected by creating more usable Open Space, a more open rear Yard,and
more light and air for adjacent neighbors

Does not apply since the Existing Residential Units are.
market rate.

Does not apply because we are proposing to Demolish and Reconfigure an
existing Stair and Deck in the existing Rear Yard.

Does not apply because we are proposing to Demolish and Reconfigure an
existing Stair and Deck in the existing Rear Yard.



The Proposed Project would Structurally Strengther: and improve the
Existing Deck's Structural integrity. The Proposed Project would Improve Life
Safety by providing a 1 hour wall at the South Property line and Egress Stairs
according to the maost current Building Code.

The proposed Reconfigured Deck and Stair is at the Rear Yard and will not be
visible from the street. The existing Building™ will not be altered.

Does not apply because we are proposing to Demolish and Reconfigure an
existing Stair and Deck in the existing Rear Yard.
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Edwiz M. Lee, Mayor

City and Cousty of San Frarcisco
Tom C. Hui, S.E., Acting Director

Department of Building Inspection

Report of Residential Building Record (3R)
(Housing Code Section 351(a))

BEWARE: This report describes the current legal use of this property as compiled from records of City Departments. There kas
been no physical examination of the property itself. This record contains no history of any plumbing or electrical permits. The
report makes no representation that the property is in compliance with the law. Any occupancy or use of the property other than
that listed as authorized in this report may be illegal and subject to removal or abatement, and should be reviewed with the
Planning Department and the Department of Building Inspection. Errors or omissions in this report shall not bind or stop tke
City from enforcing sny and alt building and zoning codes against the seiler, buyer and any subsequent owner. The preparation
or delivery of this report shall net impcse any lability on the Cﬂ{?gj‘@ @pWions contained in said report. nor shall

tke City bear any liability not otherwise imposed by law.
3R REPORT

Address of Building 2529 POST ST EXPI RE D Block 1081 Lot 649
Other Addresses 2529 -2533 POST ST - B
1. A, Present authorized Occupancy or use: THREE FAMILY DWELLING
B. Is this building classified as a residential condominium? Yes v No
C. Does this building contain any Residential Hotel Guest Rooms as defined in Chap. 41, 8.F. Admin. Code? Yes No v
2. Zoning district in which located: RH-3 3. Building Code Occupancy Classification: R-2
4. Do Records of the Planning Department reveal an expiration date for any non-conforming use of this property? Yes No v
If Yes. what date? The zoning for this property may have changed. Call Planning Department, (415) $58-6377, for the current status.
5. Building Construction Date (Completed Date): UNKNOWN
6. Original Occupancy or Use: UNKNOWN
7. Construction, conversion or alteration permits issued, if any:
Appiication # Permit#  Issue Date Type of Wark Done Stata
— 266428 238645 Jun 19,1962  REPAIR STAIRS c
366310 323531 Ang 23, 1968 REPAIR FIRE DAMAGE C
“9 8508923 536317 Sep 11, 1985 REPAIR REAR STAIRS C
8609707 553862 Sep 05, 1986 REPAIR FIRE DAMAGE TO SIDING, WINDOWS, REPLACE SHEETROCK X
8813044 595291 Aug 31,1988  NEW KITCHEN CABINETS, REPAIR DAMAGED SHEETROCK & MOULDING C
‘) 8818412 601046 Nev 18, 1988 COMPLY WITH PHYSICAL INSPFECTION 3R-REPORT #1535 - CFC3FD C
9015235 649241 Aug 01, 1990 RE-ROOFING X
"> 9019798 654299 Sep 27, 1990 TERMITE CONTROL C
200109269263 949420 Sep 26, 2001 UNIT# 2529 - REPLACE 4 WINDOWS SIZE FOR SIZE C
8. A. Is there an active Franchise Tax Board Referral on file? Yes No v
B. Is this property cwrrently under abatement proceedings for code violations? Yes No v
9. Number of residential structures on property? 1
10. A. Has an energy inspection been completed? Yes v No B. If yes, has a proof of compliance been issued? Yes ¥ No

Records Management Division
1680 Mission Street - San Francisco CA 94103
Office (415) 558-6080 - FAX (415) 558-8402 - www.sfgov.org/dbi




Department of Building Inspection
1660 Mission Street - San Francisco CA 94103 - (415) 558-6080

Report of Residential Record (3R)
Page 2

3R REPORT
EXPIRED

Elock 1081 Lot 049

Address of Building 2529 POST ST

Other Addresses  2529-2533 POST ST

Date of Issuance: 21 OCT 201 ] Patty Herrera, Manager, Reccrds Management Division

Date of Expiration: 2] OCT 2012 P Q(Qi :

By: NOREEN MURPHY

Report No: 201110136472 Pamela J. Levin, Deputy Director
Department of Building Inspection

mmation of the sale or exchange of

Ti{i5 REPORT IS VALID FOR ONE YEAR GNLY. Thzlaw requires that, prior to the consu
this proparty, the seiler must deliver this report 1o the buyer and the buyer

must sign it

(For Explanation of term@g&ugey

Records Management Division
16€0 Mission Street - San Francisco CA 941 03
Office (415) 558-6080 - FAX (41 5) 558-6402 - www.sfgov.org/dbi




6*[:"—%?“—,?’;:»“& ofelid G 3

>

Approved:

Frwe /o-.o.,,{,

f S U FOLT P,
Ahade sy I

%&mesn.sgx

closer than 86"
than 760 volls. Sea Sec. 885

Bureau of Engissering Pennl Code.

: : Viepartment of Publie Health
b m"fa".ﬁ'ém B the socteumen - =
_ Apmored for maimsenence ety .
SN BGQH%‘%
i ment of Cliy Plasning = - )
P : - Tparimant of Blectelety
g pproyed: . Approved:
ABPROVAL OF THIS A mmﬁ
AND ISSUANCE OF THS PERKIT
APPLIES 10 THS SPECIFIED &
‘WOPK_ON Y AND DOES NOT Art Commixcion
CONSTITUTE AN APPROVAL OF A o
rm&égﬂﬂ%ﬁ‘ BYILDING peroved:
i‘;" ) e
i, F '*.m.cxeem‘;:f.:.i.&
o Ld._;{g Bcear of Pire Prevention & Publio Selety i
e s |
ey Approved: '
3 : '.: .3 Redsvelopmmt Ag=sey
'.:-;. fis { Approved:
.::!-_ ,:' :“! ?',;:;; «  Civll Enginoer, Boresn of Bulidlng Inspectios
LR el o —— ——
3;'_-".",_':_'..’ e T Ammeeeods
;"'.,.‘5?" ity : :’ Avproveds Pariing Authorlty:
;4”' No portion of building or structure br scaf~
ivd i folding used during construction to be

toany wire containing more
&x%i{fcmh

St ADOD AVIDIZHO
REFER 1; -y BLDC. PORM 18 ==
ggguhﬁ‘&ubm ..... g 1 3 No. o-{é gc/z,,ﬂ. "‘i;
i.;tn«mm"""' . D o '(«? muc}ﬂon IS\ ~— T
Dept. of Publie Health , . , . . . ‘ M T adite dow - |
Degt. of Blectsiclly . . . . . . f ﬁmwm_‘m;n |
Parking Authortty , . . . . | 0 mmom’x?:'img’é’ EEFAIRS
@“w?m?o followlag conditions sre com- g w.afxi’..ﬁ A0 RET-T
M .“ ’ m won == —V o~
‘”. “f’“f:wf ,'é { ; ,5".".(%’ Y‘y
Roryrov et tar re, % Pied _ ‘ »
"%‘M;r A}«cc. 3 4 ) —
e B oI ""?"-")E APPROVED:
7~ ;4
?
e W sad ‘?
't I Loan X
)L Jzzginz; :z};',",
/(\(5; o
Boliing Inspoctor, Bursas of Bullding Intpeetion
Wl e o *
] z0 Burszus or Departrsnis 2
x ”1
B '} PemitNo... 2)%.@5..,
. -/ 1
s Axtharised Agut fasued é ! - 6




;_;dos IWIOIH10%

5750 F 1 ;,;;:{;.gsco | e
gt “’“ kS g -
. 3 T e
DEPAR 'flfs" "r‘“N e Wikie i
FUILDIIG [ GPECTION , = s 7 e
i . APPIICATIONFDBWG PERMIT i R s
: 3 ADDITIONS, ALTERATIONS OR REPAIRS 2

S S8 Sy

chadtonctsfelian

2 b

g
EL

Wmﬁﬁ -

pplicaiian iz Reyehy made partiient of Pablie Woriks of San Frencisco for petriskion
m‘mwa&:&p@?mm schenittsd herewith and secarding to the ;

ton ind for mhmwntgih:

(8) No. of Stories..>T.—.. (4)Basenent or Callar. =

(&) Preseitt Use of ballding. 2 _FrtesZer foviaZell )___(6) No. of i o
o WU&“WM&W_}W _(8Y Na. of tarnites_ <3 ..
(9) Typo of canstruetion =’ rt'-::;-:r é&-«»(.uu e e

(11) Any other bofiding on lot...... 221’ (moxt be shown on plot plan if srswar I yes)
azy M%dmmhmmﬁ:wmwmmf_%

(13) Does this alteration ereite x horfzontsl extension to the bullding? [ 2t ...

(14) Doss this alteration constftate & changs of ocoupancy e e

Qas) Mﬂwkb&wfmd._lkﬁ._(m) mmmrwkmbimm_izdl...
(17) Antamcbiie runway to be altered or:’.ufdl‘d_.éﬁ..._

(18} &donﬂtomulbddawa&wtobenpdndorm___&_..

7o OF 0
(19) Write in duaipﬁnn of all work to be performed under this tppnntiom'

APFROVAL OF THIS APMICATION DOI! »OT
RATE PERMIY FOR THI WELING AND PLUMBING MUST 3 OSTAYMD.

(Rei’arcncz tophn-knoc E
22100k “’ : )“\,

<

: £

=

2

p—3

; : 5
(20) Suparvision of eonstruction by. . Ll ... Address . =

(21) Gensral Contractar. Californiz License No..._ ... ...

- Address, ) g

(22) Architect or Enginesr. .. N Californin Cartificste No.... =

(for deaign)

Aa £

23 o

(23) Ard:r{&c:cr&g%nw California Certificats No :
Addreas. 2
(24) I hereby certify and agree thnt if a permit is fszued for the construction described in this appi ég
estion, all the Frovisious of the PErelt snd sl laws and ondinamcss sppiiceils therots wil bo & &
cahiplied -with. I firthér agree o save San Francisco and its officlals and employees harmless B 2
&pmﬂmmﬂdlmuwhidtmaymf mmoroecnmqotﬂmddwﬂk.mtorsa

subaldewallk space or from snything else in connection with the work included in the permit, The =2
foregofngy covenant shall be binding upan the owner of sald property, the spplicant, their hairs, 55
successors and assignees. - . . -l = C"'a‘:g

& ot £mﬁmg
Aﬁuss...l.ﬁé.,é... Mszﬁqggdw«r@“ g -
BTW.@: , resn 7. XM.&MM_. =d

nex’s, Authorized aﬂmr
OBTAIN% ’5%( %DIETION OF WOBKNOR AIC’?’%E.ATION D‘QVOLV!NGAZ!?IY ENLARGRF E -
MENT QF THE BUILDING OR I CY PURSUANT TO SEC. 8208

OR A GE OF OCCUPAN:
AND 8089, SAN FRANCISCO BUILDIN% CODE, BEFORE BUILDING 13 OCCUPTIED,

Pursuant_to_Sec. 304, San Francisco' Bullding Code, the building permit shnnbeposmd ab.
mhwawwmvdphmmdawﬁummgmubﬁﬁnzd el

.a‘ Ve -
g . F




Olshm 7P % ‘ -.
i i , 2o
= A
O 3
> 3 ) 72
I - 4 7z ..
Q ’ b - ) IR » :
[, s PP —— o A o
-U - i e 8 "‘;‘-&l— = |
< TN |
MG
g COFTE] DSTRCT NSPECTDR KAKED O FACE 3 J : {
P S ‘“"ﬂ START OF WORM. (FELLPHONE WO ! zd § bl
I N & ARivED WITHQU) SHTE 1 H D R
Y DO KO} (UNSEIUTE A aePROvAL OF TH gu ,}’i
WORn THQRIID WLST BE DONE 1N SIRIGH o |
WITH WL APPLICAR E CODE 3D i X 4
F 1R ' /4
4_”?&'\:{/&’(&1/ [ = E "t "jl
it AT ' CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN RANCISCO | [ 5 )
i o DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS ;
s -‘ J T
K o
- _ﬁ"ﬁ— (-8 AND FOR THE MURPOSE HERETMASTER SET FONTH. gg
: SMINSER OF SAN SETS § (7 i
E ! iy CET :
»
o1 Y lof] - 3¥ s
= O FEas (oY 0
JM” 5 an
INFORMATION TO 3E FURNISHED BY ALL APPUCANTS
DESCASTION OF RXISTING BULDING o g N
[ ) P n 3 r3 T WG i R
S5 S B [ttt Ry B s ||
DISCRIPTION OF SUUDING AFTER PROFDLED ALTERATION [ ] % R
L 3 o aly T [ ¥,
# é:ﬁ_)' IW‘;\a |~¢m.«é——w ZT :’Z‘-l i::‘. ﬁ i / kbt .S Lo
3 ) i ‘
T P S = = |
rY: [T et 3 : -y e
: 7. 269y 9/51 ? :
= o . P e
Delaele . 2 - al St Q. Fus %f-?.ra,é L A
%L«M_L% % /S2S el
UHALA L, e i

e

P
e 4 ADDITIONAL INFORMATION — FORM 3 APPLICANTS ONLY
| Do T duTscnd n:={ ﬁw-mgm uqn‘t.x‘).m".at:& Yis mw;mnm
: 'ﬁmum %_ﬂ SR 39 o ey " Rt 10 Mokt Lol sl wa |
) : THi] | O, A O 123G B0 X8 (] | P4 DOES PR ASTAATION e
=1ty o AT, CLTFCAR ND.
e 1)
wwhmhhrd NS— withov HOLD WARMESS us&mvmm sermpanca
; '™ s $ £ 3 » dhwﬂ,:’oﬁl.
%h"m"”mcm e g S 2 barccs ki oy e o daom ot mh eyt o e
poctive o butng oe ks o o idieg veed o tontbad ey s Sivnse ot oo B ard Co ! S et e ok oy
. #pn GAT 12 my wirs cooicining mry thon FIE) wlin. e Sec 315, Cofifomic SEEL Ay ! ogeiart 58 such dei,
Cadu. ® with £ pruritions. of Sepion 3000 of B tobier Cads o B Siwie o
Burinnd 5 §aa Frascisco Subding Cade, the bulding pesovt ihall be poried oa th Easiarns, 2o apseast il ivres oa (34, 0rFe with g Concl Pt by
m#mam&ﬁewm--&'-quad mh-'-, o 1 :vf{l;)h". Hﬁd‘\y?hwmi!\nwﬁ&ﬂ
. '3 Y et howmees, ima ehachad Pao mm
Grods ket a3 dym = dyowiag aecomponying this applcn lovt aze exmmead 1o be Wﬂ*‘-*’:hwnwﬂ‘«—mg'—s"'
civtrad. ¥ pooel grede Sast Sry 20t the maw gs shinm v hz {1 1
covrmed grpdis hats, colt Ondl iy why cor- tbete Sabed of rotcliag wods
sl rempdred mont be #0 this Dursas for eppeoval ﬁ/ '
' BLR0NO 1T 10 1% OONMED Wik CEMPEATE OF et e aptEnOn i} o dosterns of recser §
s 3 cornfind by
S5 LY POSIED R A DA MENT O OCCUPANCY GRANTED, Whtn KECED tante :?’é’.'u'-m o () sowfod by o Grecae w0 1) 43
AL OF IS APPUCATION DRUES NOT COMSTITUTE AN AMROYAL RO TiE £ ) IV, Thucad of the werd in be parfonsed § $%0 or
HACTIK 3&_0& UMIMO INSTALLATONS. A SEPARATE SERAT FOA ThE {5 V. fcorthyshol 'x th parfarmonc of the work for which thia Rensily
. mmnmﬁwgmm SEPARATE PERAJTE ARE RIGAND Bucsd. | ol not v 2pley any parias s any gt i Iy besweny
] muwmmamummgwuumw G o (243 [ s comoemiction ke ot Cobtemis. |
""!’:’““":"- T, NO WOIK SHALL “M“‘w“g"m Wcmwwmm
o N L P l !
N ) "m Botekol meat hove & 5leoresce of set los Sven tvo laches mcm&dud oy “hwm. 4 ’\eml"‘h:-l-nm
frem ol ol i wlrts or sppipmoat. - :'wfé-u»?%.iww‘ e
o185 " ;
7 &t the oaenat (o -g:' e ﬁb\%
o
'iu'l!m;im-n;nmmcomm
APPLICATION, ALL THE PROVISIONS O THE PERMTT AND ALL
W,
?




IFELN

{ !
T

= &
QD BPARTMENT OF
LBU LDING IMSPECTION

B Do smsailinis R y‘y%wmmm e Sl e Ay P

v‘v }383 §9 I iE

.

l IMVJ

DI LD VR AGD A eell OF FPRUC ' l
B R R R - = . R T

SPIVCATION 13 2ROy o fnda] SHE INSPECTGN AM0

] O0ES MOT OONSTUTHIL 55 APPRCYAL OF Tit BUAGNG ,7
e mmra)umro:mmszmumm( /,\
- 2

| L2 438

Dm

FONNSSI WO OMO'M

NN ALY APFLICASLE 000L

PALA (Y

Dmﬂm
O O™

R >
- \Q"_ - (“-'/< "/Z‘/m

ol

§5757 060

Da e W
" APPLICATION FOR smwm‘e‘pzmr 0 J*@gfggg&%ﬁmﬁg@o
ADDITIONS, ALTERATIONS OR nt'mss .

WEETRH OV XtV

U —

Ml OF
Form 3 [ ] onier acenoes eeview reousen > pei 10 o
rorm 8 B0 over e commer ssuamce ,.J o AFo : S i £
wuunovnmsusicfwﬂ'! gg
brp=a Cres ey S P A6 13 <P 708 Shnse = 3 TR - - 5 E
d/;?/qlp 2—52q 55 POST S/ 1081 - 34 e
feso, 7 ALy (3 Raintd Cow OF e e vz CEAE T P — 0
?Xzz,é J | 9340000 |, . S
INFORMATION TC BE FURNISHED BY ALL APPUCANTS
o = DESCEPTION OF EXSTING BUADING '"'—["_ -
] FITY O CAPGIL o L) [ XL A% {4 03 OF
SN [&osz. 3 . I | THREE UNIT BOLPING | rE l*’..':‘l‘"' 3
DESCRIPTION OF BURDING AFIES PRUPOSID ALTERATION
Fm‘ =2 rad |7 morcut At dbEs We- ]’“&"v?"u"‘ii_ oﬁm’z‘" -
K e Ffosows || THREE  UMIT  pILDING g\ i 3
P e Ctrmio ‘“; P D s el e :‘-a‘.’.",a“u majer :“‘"’-5- =E
= [ = o3y =y ~oeg QA < tmr-a‘_’aﬂ‘_""?é
| LINGEVEN  (es0CipeS  |S55 \{O"?EM!IE A\.r& wed SF Bﬂz 2324 OBCIoS 06U
(I %8 O Coy Pegg AL ech WY BAIG
UKOA 23 mwm_m;mm_
e WS I SRACTUFNOR CF A1 WOMN 0O WU B WPRUCATION AW (8 30 PLE & MOT IENCEw ‘D 2. "D
REMNVE PERRIS EEMERTH STRULIURE AND PAEVATE WOOD BiCCke  YWITH  MPeoyiEM
| b PEE. IA-18. REPMR  Fpullv GREAPES AT FRODT AR BEAE. WALS—
| RG] ZERE CORLET o ALOMNG FLEOWT Whid AT 35| - A3 — Aup REWIE

| FAUTY _CRAVES  MID DAMAGE AL BPAES OF  REMR  sAMIR \Yid. MV fer |

| Pive M PER. QEPCET ¥ 23004 pprerr U 03-40.
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION — FORM 3 APPLICANTS ONLY

|17 OOEY el ALREARDN w0 . FAIE B Mo 16 neuhqmn«vo- I | X e g Aany
. SEW ML AT oty DI OR M= BT
# 'ou 3713 (Dt CF PacHy (48 unvv-'cam- ﬂ:’ P00k adta L Rid
- Sbasciom BN
= WA RO TR 0a (O &Y 0N {SEIWC D0 na 24 DOR) P B REATED
D ﬂ‘m-m L O W= P Y VoW :’ Lo INAY & Crai g ",d
3 we (3 _p_-_m.bu_ o 7] © DLOPat P ~ 7}
[T Cis LTTE% ~a
L300 COPMIRCION (R DR A A 2OV O JAWAA T ¥ aarT. = =T ——

¥ UM & FO Gulatd (OMPRETON WADER, D1 Gy

IMPORTANT NOTICES NOTIYCE TO APPLICANT 2
mmwu—ahumaum vie withaut fine PO HARMLESS CLAUSE The Porecvenis) by otivptonce of the &, grreli)
ab-m Sudding Furns ovbwriting sk chongs, She s:;‘w.w,q mavly and kot hareden ey O, wt:'.«o’ m:r-:- ﬁ""i”
Codr S-'GMMW. oqy-doldmu dreords u‘n- ‘-donqnumlmmmwa

No pastion of Iuideng o rerhre oc %2 bow lonar ,M,,,T“,,.:g;m“n;,‘y,;ﬁm**%“ o
Mb’ﬂ'hqmmmml”ms«k 38, Coliprmrn i s =
Perad t-urlm -hnrm" of S 3200 o {obhor Cole of o Jipy
Provant 3 San Fromace hddng Cade. um-‘.p«-ﬁh-um»—u Caliemo, the 02 wl\hul‘c%cd'*'::vﬂc-# g Lx 100 e Bur :NN‘\:
ﬁ‘h—m- > tor appeoved phors ond bring ket ot canaan-( ) oo Wy desduoutid aolon o7 thph enchcnte #oe 1. o V. 00 (W,

balow, whady rkoﬂ- ¥ toerene, sem (ks shach ol e Sem 1V gt ke
Ceirds Sews 01 Pt 00 & ST biy/yP g Sopreprre mythed of cEmphaniy brie~ i
corrme, ¥ geapnl uﬁbmnm”unuh-nmﬁnwww [ Cuné of Coneve 10 Seif s lsmvred Dirwx 3
Mb’;(nwu‘wwhmﬂc-&ﬂum-ﬂ‘w b ...':.’.f:'n.u.- b " ki orler
woll logings wedred 14 mtererieod v oy For opgravel ' ['3 Jerteore of Wors wan) Compomron Pirems fmend by on
AMY UWWMMHH o l'{w MAV SE L3TEALID admmed
BURDNG 6T 10 8 OCCLMED LN CIRTFICATE OF Frubl COMRETIN B [ 3] " A.-omnmr-dmv.n«no'dvum-1,
mmmn THE BLMDw; OF #1247 OF OCQUPANCT GAANTED, WS 3O 271D arstad by ey
AL OF 183 APPUCATION DO S NOS COMITITYTE AN 2 PPRC. AL {08 Toif Ll ) [ %;wu«wsmu.«'mnbn:ovh
mcvw\ WHRG O PL4NBI5 BOTAUATCNS & SEPLRANE ru.‘ e [ ] v llH'yN. PoIermgria 43 2 2 4rt For whad &% Pesra
iy AMDY ARG MUY 35 CATAIMED SEFARATE PLEM!Y 448 FCPFIED* ], lecﬁb;vrmanm %0 betong
ASWITS TS 10 Ay OF ASOVE OUESTIONS (300 1101 637 413y *27- a0 (38 m:* eyt avmdn o oh Ctlaaft
TIES 15 NOT & BAOSSC FELML 1O WOIC SALL 1 STANIIO UBTH & mDeit R A oA g el e diens o Ty WA ]
Hows 7 neAs Kober Code of Lablormin omg 1o w ¢ Tort vt ouh the
Ullnlag‘!MMuwM-cz@—oduhqu-o«k- ’-'-'—T'wdmm#ﬂawmﬁ’m’m'
from a8 sigciinet wivrs or PeRipEe-e (s “ wlthm-ud.d
£4esRly 20 A0 0= (r g Gpor* of Sy wwni [ tho portaw
X e 00 _ mo’ﬂﬁ-vﬁ-Mﬁ!m-cuu"ﬁ “:—ho
O owwner L axme=CY C &ncratr mw;‘on-& h.;:.-...&m 3ol
perem aod who by 3o 149, o Ao atudivdby
T ussee C AGEXT wATH FOATR OF ATTORNEY b vl e, b Su Lokt 'F';""‘” P IEN z
J{Wllﬁu T ATIOODNEY PO PACY W‘M\Whﬁﬂu iy wwericsd
APPUCANT'S CERTIHCATION
SOMRERY CIATT T AND AGRTE IMAT B A FURM | 0§ B340 FOR Tref COVTT P ICTION
QESCHRID W -85 SFICATON, AL mmnHmmmm 7 7 ?/)
TAWS AND OEUNCELS DEREID WAL B LOMPED W o o A

0343

o . N e
e e 5 e LN TEEEAL il o e Y BB eyt -

S

P




SAM FRANCISCO

a2
3 l! PACTMENT OF,
BUILDING TMSPECTION

L}

: (o

0O | ‘_’\’) ADEHED |

GEPARTVINT OF Q1Y PLERNING

P e e e 3 - . PR . A, Om
Kis CONDITIONS AND STIPULATIONS
e | approveD: DATE;
& ; . i . i REASON
) ¥ "
e o i i
7& -1 » e v (I | PR : PRI
: 3 .o
S
’ NOTIFIED MR,
A BLUDGG WSPECTOR, BUR OF BADC INSP
APPROYED: DAVE

REASON

NOTIFIED MR

b o e [7]
s

lwnwﬁddm-mJ
Suotyverty o uriton o PPhkitens Winth arp de-tby wode @ pot of hy eppheaton

PRt wslpmpay’ Aetyiiemprrey puly mepsater g

3 APPRONE D DATE: ::
REASON: o
o
. wv
O g
3 =
|
|| nOUFIED M5 z
BUREAU OF FR= FIEYINNOM A FUBIC SAIRTY 'E:
m
Z —= == o
APPEOVED DATE ) 2
m
8 (A
REASON 7
z
©
U 2
>
3
n
on
9
i NOTIFIED MR, =
VL ERGINIED W7 OF 6100 SR CIGH =
— N 4L -
APPROVED: DATE é
D REASON. z
z
o
2
i
&
. []
e NOTIFED MR.
| O ot v g
z
——— — ——— o
APPROVED: OATE: . 2
D REASON R 4
m
w
4
- NOTIFIED MR Fd
OEPAZtad 7t OF PUNK HEALTR 2]
APPROVED: DATE
D REASON:
! nOTF£O MR
TEOOVEICAME T AGENCT i
APPROVED: I} pare.
D REASON:
2 NOHHED MR
%
i
¥
HCAING POPIC TION ORSIO™ 1
|

ORI ATPORTID aAT

. wil— .

et e em———ta s fem = a

P
:

e




gy

AN FRAMEISCO

v

=X, |
TR
AL ) g
PARTMENT G .
LDING IISYECTION

= TE = s g e o a2 LR o ) e At e Tl o %
}-',.4.-::\ e i o i g i e i 0+ W A A

BARA s

LINGREN ASSICIATES
TERMITT AD ORY ROT CUNINL

TELEPPE €02-2328 1565 YOSEHITE 54 SAH FRNCISCO, CA. 94124
SIRLTURAL PEST CONTRCL NI ASTHIRIZATIGN COMIRAGH

RERCRT HMBER _ 2og08° DNTE 4.3.00  Price quistion valid ﬁ-#? 7{/{ }Bf 2
FOENTY ATHESS Tre udevsigned herdy suthorizes Lingrus: Assoclates
o parform dmlcei awi imﬁm u% rwal‘rxs%ﬁlm Tecomanded below,

TOTAL FAMENT OUE_ $13,400.00

DO PAMENT Qo000

IUE U OPPLETION ¢y1.800.00

{Untll full payent s recelved, same shail
be & lim won sbove described property. )

nei8
AW
L)

$ 20.00
11,000.00 - 13,000.00
20.00

)
T= prices agread haveln Includes a1l fabor, metorials, Lrasportetion and pewits. Al aployees sre Tully
ooverad by Workmen's Qepensation Insursre. M cperstions are fully covered by Ablic Uiabllity Insurarce,
Repetlrs and cheica) tresbrat pervoswed by Lingruen Assoclates is ?mateed for ge yaar frun dile of corpletion.
b geretees are given on seoodary substardard repalrs or chorics} troatrat.

In the even sult 1s bragit to collect vy sus
sigred further prodises to oay Lingruen Assocla
cout, os well as oot corte.

In the evert payras In full {s not mede within 15 days after completion of work,
balmlrha'wwanlm legp) ammustt vey be sdiad. A charge of 108 of cortrect pri
cancellation.

Hotice: “Under the Hecanics Lien Law Califomits Code of Civil Procedres, Section 118, ef. seq., any Gontractor,
sbootrector, Istorer, supller or other perser W o helps o fprove your W":{.'M 15 not gold for his work
i

due to Ungruen Assoclates pursiert to Uils agresvent, Ue uker-
tes a reasonable attomey's fee {n Ue srant o te fhed by the

a late darge of %% of the wpald
o8 wiil be made In case of

sl

id amlﬂv/

ATE
e

PSR

,;:i

5

9 13,¢00.%

0

Wy oo™

gl St e

anma

. WG

Sert, Lt
Goo.

by Ue

i or agplles, tas a rigt to enforce a clals apinst your property. . This.coes aTter p copt tworing, your
- ' property could be wold by 8 court of floer and the proresds of the.sam wead to satisly Ue Inildedess. Wis cos
) borpmn even §F you have paid your o contrector [n full, If U aboontrector, taborer, or supp!ies remins upsid.
1 If xrey for the stove listed dharges 15 held In escrov, the unerstgd authorizes relesse of sias fus wm
o receipt of Mtice of (wpletion by the escrow corpany.
As s pnwf.lt-n we recowend ali pictures o dellcate cbjects on  interior walls shen we 2re working on adjolinirg
m.\nlls be renoves during the course of repsfrs as Lingrum Assocletes camot gusrontes resporsibiity for
| WVE RECEIVED NG READ OHENICAL 1NFURMATIC NOTICE.
TO ATTHIRIZE MFK, SIRENG FETISH OE OPY,
sum-{f ,;;,? Lo . roes TRA/- Zsibme 7-3/-7 0
oo s EPH SNTocko AeE____Miws 25 thty 5S4 A4
Mewtey2 2 PO - 7072 SH swws JFAL Sapub G
fsormd & 7 31'-%44:(_4‘«. -
Parss: to contact for a00ess to propevty é
Adess g e ;
] This cotrect shall MMWUW uRtl] accarad by its home of fice.
ir Armtat by e o € ) G & e s

e G,

?awm

Cocricr :

At o o

T W e 2 e . s el
3 » o

h‘-—l‘




IAM FRANCISCO
BITIEX, )
ez o) ’ ,

’ 5’;, y 'l .o '\‘ . )

ad - _J By S : l
GECARTMENT OF 0, i N
BIFL MG INSPECTION :

=

(WOOO DESTROYING PESTS O ORGANISMS]
Fhis s an lnypecticn repord only — not & Notica of Complation,
sianar g 4 LEild

S Francisoo 115 = (1
co_covs TP ERG =

Allix 1temp here o Board copy only

t A LICENSED PEST CONTYROLE
OPERATOR IS AN EXPERT IN
HIS FIELD. ANY QUESTIONS
AELATIVE TD THIS REPORY

sBbeRI? O

v BLEN. A8,
FROIENIT IRIFECTRS

| Post, Stret,

PINWD wAWE ANE SRDNESS

LINOAUEN ASSOCIATES
1358 Yoawmnite Avarwe, No. B4
San Francico, CA P4124
Totsahina: ($18) 8222334

fitnsn ms. PR OISK ey 2 |22 o | 3HOULO BE REFERRED To 1w
- laspection Ordered by [Name and Addrens) Frark Sears, Yincent Frifa & Co.. fax/tov
Report Sent to {Nama and Addrens) _ SaTE a5 aloys

Owner's Hame and Address L]
Name and Address of s Party In Intersst

Gugnal Report Z Supplemental Seport D Lirnited Repoit Z Reinspection Rapost D No.of Pages: _i ,:f:
ay l.l'l 156 S1APSAW SALDW ray lc.lj_'ll PIAEGRAM RELIW (7S] SOMT [ 288 Ridsniv 8N VNS 'i}’l_l T80 $ISNA3M BELD S 'l Y
S Subterranasn Yermdias U-Baetia-Oihs: Yiood Fasry T-Dampwaod Teimites E6-Eetoatvi Moitioce Condiion b \ N
- % Oy Wood Termitai FG-faudty Brede Lovels BL-BMcwa=r Laada IA fossiariiils Asray e
¥ ¥ ungw: or Ocy Nay ET Eo/ th wond Contacin €O Lothrors Detuis Fi-Frathar w0 Regom 1 p
1. SUBSTRUCTURE AREA lioil cor:ditions, sccersibitity. eted Dy soi] - s=a 1A ad 18 3
. 2. Wy Seali Showst water iasted?  Yore 036 Hooe covering Indweate laahs? Bath In unit 2543 souryd and oy
3. “OUNDATIONS 1Type, Aslition 1o Grade, atc) Brick - som 3A -
4. PORCHES , . STEPS. . PATIOS Wood - <=o 4A ad
5, VENTILATION (Amount, Relation to Grade, sic) ta
6. ABUTMENTS . .. Stuceo walls, columns, archas, s1¢
3. ATTIC SPACES [Ansasibility, Intalation_ sic.}
8. GARAGES (Type sceensibility, e1c) — o
9. OTHER O
DIAGRAM AND EXPLANATION OF FINDINGS 1Tt teport Is liznlted 1o stiucture of struetures shown on dlsgram) I
Genersl Buscripton T story theee it tullding with wood sderior, orasd space below, no gares 4
+ C— | ion Tag Posted (I 10owveth front stalrs
Othar Inspaction Tag :

TVVI ATFORT @ 5 VUL 2AMCTOn OF amead OF

g o a3 w

131 OB P g TEADY,

L=

" Lows At
ENTSAOW STAL BHCAL RS CVID I S5l O CAL IO FORTE SODPE A0 IRELORAD B 45 DA 1063805 BLm # 59
BOLOLNIOOA ML LOCPIDANAS

105

2P O TENCD N U B S & B se]) $HCF KAVOR DU s
PRl b, AILEST I WIEOF ALY WOIVLO B oy
AND tf ¢

OO ALK SPALA Y BT
Calwat ) mww

(L33
I ATFITG 804 BH KOG Avad ALaS g 29 SPOMAGS

fdfcations of Infasiaiion. Brick appaors sound at this Lime. Ay gestions 4:;:2 foot
peeredtny @G Blor  Asmemselic ILRAM. . Savarus j 2 6"

SV SRS SRT LIS TE OPTAIE LHTIEI OF SLL PRFONTI Bh0 CONPLRIION WOIEES OF 115 POOPESTY Pisln mifn Ing 90,
2420800 VPPN FAVEUATT 4P & §1 04 INARER FEA S S7OUCTIURAL FENY CORTO0: SRARP, 11D w00l AvANUN, Sienawy

¥ QPEAS T+ COUTN £= K02 0 2y R MDA A NP OubL £ 1SN P AN AS & " rOAS L ot
Tk ST By B PSSR Te 4
.
Y LORTASO WA ST P £SO B e COMPAwS FLFAST CONTALY $ ot iy
s
ML AW LA Ot O 73 (O rwid N7 LFDS AV AL B Tr AOCAL R Dias [N PARTMENT 875 (AWl & M0 o, o g »
Lale 20302 1] T3 -y~ s La 1Y 3

COUCT PN B 15
€T AND DALt B P40 PRCR TGO 81 THE TA (W 1o S PAPC tees

S PESSCHOR OF 08 3 TRUCTUAL On L B Y AR ORRALD @ N OUE 170 57w 8 54 (M 17 Teg DATE OF 1o
T 07 S AP TN Siie MG F ERCHID TGOS Lo Teg ORoretd PPt

CAN A MLV RART M=o 3 $ 1=y 6 P e S WL MO PYTI LY S T
FHALANM D Al SR COMTALS & PO ALL GRS CW L ALY ROTHAEW 1D ALY e ataw 3

1es - 3 A a4 (A8

ROt By 1y PSYE e

#9150 PAFSCTI 1O I PoR LUK § D0 A PRGN § (F RLAY 3 IET A9
D WLATEO Arsm Wesa ) Food PAQSY LM § OF 8308 30T B E=XEOT AL

i B £5 A0 80 MELAITD 1O 1o P06 Sow { £ ASAE L0000 O 1ot
£AMUY LG FYAR R AGE LT 10 AE P AW HEAD 1R COMIY &1 AV £ 56 € SO AW AMD B € MAPT U 6rn 3 1o Ao STEDBY A= Pkl AARTS '-‘nmw..w..ﬁ'...
DT SN B AT A4 ML AID TS Pl SRS 09 AR 4OT G Ive P g

1784 1 SBSTRICIRE

1A, wWood debris s scatterad tiroughoyt the sbstructure and has soll comtacts and fungus damege and/or avidance of
infestation by auibtervasan tanmites. W recomed ronoval of all wood detris rakasble size or larger.

18. Wood blodks sipporting gas/etar pipes have soll contacts. 1Ws recowend masowy be (nstalled bermath wood blocks
to elovate aove sofl.

1TEH 3 FONDATIONG

W - . Faulty grades are present at fromt ad roee welis inficstas A, Devege by fugs is prasant dn Ue rigt
roar corner and alosy front valls at 3AY and 3. Evidece of previaus (nfastation by subdarreen terwites §s presant
alay right wells ot 32 and JAJ. Repalrs have bean perforead by ollers beresth bstiveo=, kitde, ad adjscot o
lightwell aroas at Ue lows wnit. Fungus davage fomalns In frendng.

s reaos U folladng: Insulm elevstad corste fortings and/or elevatad cxb vall along front. and row at A,
aAting ot axd replacing dasegd fron balow and reapporting jolst a8 necessary 8 31 and resuporiing the front
glrder at 3A3. Since repains have begi perforred at 342 axd daveoe rerelning s nimel ve reoowend &

SECondary progren
of Jocal chaddcal gpllcetion only In tetl asa. Qur bid Includes o cost of prise paint ovar ner extarior wood only

3 reqalring dlstubed concrete slab 10 satch U existing to the test of o ability. it §s byortat Uet e
tomoeer deck roof Ing/flad:ing bebem te structures porticularly at Ue rigt roor arse 8s nslghboring footings
&9 sbove swood fradng of the struchire and solsture Intrusion betesy Be tulldings will camse dwege In te futur.
That service §s nt Includad with o bid,  Ower s ST113 atop brick fooklings have stalns howmer hers ware o dier
gouid te

fog s0agsuiv.

h’ it s oy

A it s 8 T OB n e S e &

e 3 'r)x(_l 9

e Y
:‘.‘h

"I

 JECSPRE S



. N R w o
r fol o -y # - N 3 = » LR RET - o *

FAM FRANCIGCO. _ ] |

ey Y . |

=/ A ) e s |
CERTMENT OF _

MDIMG INSPECTION

oy
v
2
p—
&

et

R 2 Sl
e SECDND PAE (F TE. STNDND INPECTION REFORT OH-TVE PRCPERTY LOCATED AT:

. 2529-33 POST STREET/SA FRAL 1 S0/ STAMPNZ055 75900, PECRTIZI0A/OATE (F IHSTECTION: 4-3.90
directsd o 2 structral  sgines-,
114 4 POROES, STEPS AD PATICS

4. Faiity grades, fumus daregs, & dovege by Lavmites ts presemt at Um base of Ua reee stalr vl | and fost tase,
W recgmend {nstalling oorcrets to aliminate e deeged wood.  Other pactition toses st Ue front stairs are In dlirect
aortact vith cocrste, Tte recomerdation Is to instal] footings In s srees, homver 3 sxists st Ue
resrwoli only. Perjadic rsingaction is recomendad.  Stales avs prasat Usouch e statrs and bavsth U roof
covering Move U stafrs. Ve racomend a palat ing oontrector by contactad to meldatn stalr mess au 8 viof g oor-
tractor should be cortactad to tnspact afl yeof ares.

4. Te base of Ue rear stalrs Is irbaddad In concrete,  We racgmmnd the Installaticn of & cororete botton slap,

rni?- since ro damage Is preset ro bid has ben sumitted. Perjodic refrepaction s recys-
e A

¥- -y
ITFH 9 CNER

¥ o=
. Ty is evidare of 1sskags through Ue meter box averly.  Tie covertig stould : - —:'
el te paintad or roofed over. Please aotact 3 syarate contrector n thet regard. -3

= '
%. 5 %), Door Jart and trim baves {ndicalaad 98 and 991 are Inbadiad fn coorete. Mo = @
tmgs Is presst at this time, e staxind ragmendstion §s to it off e base \

dg}aﬂsudr&kwld‘sﬂlﬁnﬂwf. Abk!u‘llib!abxﬂtla!mr%
ey,

%, Yolds are grasut In sidig and right roar o trim at the f--
roar of Um strictre,  Thers is svidence of ledkagn trouh dack |

oo windw froes. Al) arass shaurld be kapt proparly patnted snd v
saaled ad Flashi of coney trim and dack svees my b mecessary to
provat futurs l!gaﬁ. W2 redae this savice to & minting antractor,

Winds &ro bracad in Ue o inlt. At lssst om st Us roer of Ue y
steucturs 1s fingus dsvegad and sevaral oliers e wstherad axd in resd
of seintawrs. Tis standwd rscomendstion {5 to rplace fugs damgx
windas ond seintsin obbers, We refr this sarvice to 8 windw con-
tractor, 1o 61d hes been sundtted (n thls regerd. Plaster aafaces
In Uz s thit Dave cracks, * W refer seimeance to 8 palier!
plastaing contractor, ;

THIS INFECTION 1S SPECIFICALLY LIMITED TO TIE COMN AEAS AD NE v
: mmnuuksmgsgmsvrmx SEARS,
[ Xa
»
e 5
k4
7

- (f;-vkwvrmmwi‘:i § e - VF
. . &

tEae -

- S —




=

:

-
AR FH Al C

.;
AT

1520
1 J)

i J'

MENT 0 F

LOTNG 1MLPECTION]

< \ - \L ~ :
- l-l -4 s !
.’ 1 -
- y ) L 7
‘ .
' R
roo” * I
v, :
%
. ! ‘ ;
B ’
\ B
[N
r
’ '
— 2
A\
P
~
3
ADORESS OF JOB uﬁcum 8
2529 POST ST 1081 /034 9019798 %
TGN aE TR e
10SEPH STOUKDALE 921-7536 &E’-,
TERwATID G081 TE G EROnon AR RON OATE AT HO m‘g‘i‘.
$13,400 9/27/90 1SSUED 09/27/90 654299 03/27/91 ‘_
ToRu CONST, WPk CCCUAANCY COUEs TRARS Etomis | el Daowey —'}:{ >
8 5 R-1 0 3 3 BID-INSP 16 ¥
e TCONTAEY NALTY LG lr_ \
I.INGRUEN ASSOCIATES 822-2324 ! i
[~ STANDARD DISLRPTION DG USE OTraF DESCRPTION ; : o
REPAIR TERMITE. i
NPARTMENTS P
sPECus nesrEcTions? NO #1RE ZONE '
SECLU USE OXSTRICT Tor NO !
sy NO B < Tt L TR T S ——
NOYES
PEAMIT INSPECTION RECORD
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS
CITY AND COUNTY Of SAN FAANCISCO
BUILOING INSPECTION JOB CARD
93315
AR T T T S T e A e e R R R TS T T N S SE R L




% . B
it FH;»‘,‘ANCI'JC_() 3
e AN l
; r } ) U &
[ o, -y '-

BUILDING INSPECTORS JOB RECORD

i//é /$C (& ?f, F 2 C_;_/‘hizﬁjc‘:‘:":é L Z‘
//18__5-;..._,\3_\2_(:_ ﬁ_@. {Iﬁ .
/

NS

SIS ININISININS NSNS INISINININD S
\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\.\\\\

WORK COMPLETED. EYVAL CERTIFICATE POSTED.

APP, 0?9 (97 72 7.0:; 7ol

insrECTOR ¢

e e e = PR ey

L e T

7
« 1
H .
i IS g N
‘\
. { ] PN ]
§
oy
1o 1 My
N i~
v
¥ ]
l: e q{ ': 1:\ ‘.\\1 i
LN N \

N s
| QU—— -’
O . N,
~ of 4 A
\ o
'\‘- s
ki
I
r ’
(< .
e,
. s
N
- K
g
e -

"R,

L4



(0o QWANEE OF 253
Fems ice Cht
2629 Pt o1



April 6, 2011

ﬁs_\\

To the owners 2529 - 2533 Post Street:’

L .
-~ . by

| received a phone message at 6:14 PM today from Chris
requesting my permission for your painters to access my

roof at 2539 Post Street tomorrow for their work on your

building .

This is an extreme short notice for me to consider such a
request.

Being a good neighbor, | am willing to cooperate with you
exceptionally this time subject to the below condition:

1. Name , address and contractor license number of your
painters

2. Written proof of liability insurance

3. Written proof of workmen compensation insurance.

4. what is the procedure for the painter to protect my roof
5. make sure the painter to clean up after the work is done.

 Please provide the requested information in written - -

confirmation delivery to my property
tomorrow morning with a follow up phone call to me

Highly appreciate for your cooperation.

Best regards,

Alice Lam

| Owner of 2539 Post Street
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|
| CALIFORNA BUILDING GODE, ELECTRIGAL GODE. PLUMBING CODE, AND MECHANIGAL ANDREW MORRALL| ARCHITECT
CODE.

! ! www.andrewmorrallarchitect.com
PROJECT ADDRESS: 2529, 2531, 25633 POST STREET

ADJACENT 4 STORY BUILDING ZONING: RH3 2730 | MISSION STREET
SAN FRANCISCO CA. 94110
PHONE: 415-282-0616

! ! BLOCK/LOT NO: 1081/049 - 051

OCCUPANCY TYPE: R2

BUILDING TYPE: V-A

EXISTING SQ. FT. : M

! | REVISED 8Q. FT.: M

171.00"

| DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT:
! DEMOLISH EXISTING DILAPIDATED DECK AND STAIR. REPLACE WITH NEW, CODE
COMPLIANT DECK AND STAIR.

OWNER CONTACT:

KEVIN WEIL

! | 2531 POST STREET

SAN FRANCISCO CA. 94115
415-351-1956

ARCHITECT:
| | ANDREW MORRALL
STORY —— 2730 MISSION STREET

2529, 2531, 2533 POST STREET

(E) 3 STORY 3 UNIT BUILDING (€) 3

27.50'

14-7"

) DECK & r ~ SAN FRANCISCO CA. 94110
) STAIR 3 ! . 415.282-0616
— (F) BIRCH TREE IMPROVEMENTS FOR THE RESIDENCE OF:

. ' 2529,2531 & 2533 POST ST.
' SAN FRANCISCO, CA. 94115

72 12"

201 12" SHEET INDEX

27-9" 25% SETBACK !

A-0.1 PROPOSED & EXISTING SITE PLANS

444" 45% SETBACK !

A-1.1 PROPOSED GRADE LEVEL & SECOND LEVEL REAR DECK

ADJACENT 3 STORY BUILDING PLANS

' A-2.1 PROPOSED REAR DECK ELEVATIONS

| A-22 PROPOSED REAR DECK ELEVATIONS AND SECTION

I
|
I
I
I
|
I ' A-1.2 PROPOSED THIRD LEVEL REAR DECK PLAN
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
]

- - - - - - - - - - - - A-3.1 EXISTING GRADE LEVEL & SECOND LEVEL REAR DECK PLANS

EXISTING REAR DECK SITE PLAN 92 EUSTING THND LEVEL REAR DECK PLANS & EXSTING A sweer rme

17/8"=1-0"
A-33 EXISTING REAR DECK ELEVATIONS
. e PROPOSED & EXISTING
| | SITE PLANS
! I
ADJACENT 4 STORY BUILDING I !
! I
- ) | | | |
I I
| | | — SETBACK .
: : | e oae: issuance
: : 3-0"IN HEIGHT !
| | ! | 02.23.12 VARIANCE
2629, 2531, 2533 POST STREET I I
(E) 3 STORY 3 UNIT BUILDING | | ! \ I
™ | | R
| | RN |
| | SN
| | 3 3
| | LR R
| | S .
I I
| | - - - - -
142" 26" |
27-9" 25% SETBACK |
' Ay
444" 45% SETBACK |\
ADJACENT 3 STORY BUILDING ! m
Q)
2 SHEET NUMBER:
| ~
| Q
W
2
Q

PROPOSED REAR DECK SI/TE PLAN

1/8" = 10"
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S H [ UNIT 2529
(E) BEDROOM-1
(E) LIVING (E) DINING ’—? h

T

(E) BEDROOM-2

~

2
I

O

J

(E) BATH

(E) KITCHEN

-

o . iy
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City and County of San Francisco Board of Appeals

AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE

Alice Lam, Appellant
2543 Post Street
San Francisco, CA 94115

I, Victor F. Pacheco,  legal Assistant for the Board of Appeals, hereby certify

that on this 5 day of March, 2013, | served the attached
Notice(s) of Decision & Order for Appeal No(s). [/ (2 — / Vg/ ,
A _ %A’ , subject property at

2SS 7A— 2547 QMSM on the appellant(s) by mailing a

copy via U.S. mail, first class, to the address above.

| declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State pf Califamia that the

foregoing is true/and correct. Executed in San Frangi

;"WZ

Déte /"~ Victor F. P4checo

cc: Dept. of Building Inspection (BID, CPB, PPC), and Planning Dept. (if applicable)

OTHER PARTIES
OR CONCERNED CITIZENS:

Kevin Weil & Christopher Doughtery, Variance Holders
c/o Andrew Morrall, Agent for Variance Holders

2730 Mission Street

San Francisco, CA 94110

(415) 575-6880 Fax (415) 575-6885 1650 Mission Streef, Room 304 San Francisco, CA 94103



BOARD OF APPEALS, CITY & COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

Appeal of Appeal No. V12-148
ALICE LAM,

Appellant(s)
VS,

ZONING ADMINISTRATOR,

Respondent

NOTICE OF APPEAL

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT on Nov. 21, 2012 the above named appellani(s) filed
an appeal with the Board of Appeals of the City and County of San Francisco from the decision or order of the
above named department{s), commission, or officer.

The substance or effect of the decision or order appealed from is the granting on Nov. 15 2012,
to Kevin Weil & Christopher Doughtery, Rear Yard & Non-Complying Structure Variances (removal and replacement of
existing decks and éxit stairs at the rear of the three-story, three-family dwelling) at 2529-2533 Post Street.

VARIANCE CASE NO. 2012.0395V

FOR HEARING ON Jan. 30, 2013
Address & Tel. of Appellant(s): Address & Tel. of Other Parties:
Alice Lam, Appellant Kevin Weil & Christopher Doughtery, Variance Holders
2543 Post Street c/o Andrew Morrall, Agent for Variance Holders
S.F., CAS94115 2730 Mission Street
S.F., CA 94110

NOTICE OF DECISION & ORDER

The aforementioned matter came on regularly for hearing before the Board of Appeals of the City & County of
San Francisco on February 20, 2013.

PURSUANT TO § 4.1068 of the Charter of the City & County of San Francisco and Article 1,
§ 14 of the Business & Tax Regulations Code of the said City & County, and the action above stated,
the Board of Appeals hereby DENIES THE APPEAL AND ORDERS

that the granting of the subject variance(s) by the Zoning Administrator is UPHELD on the basis that the
said Zoning Administrator did not err or abuse his discretion.

BOARD OF APPEALS Last Day to Request Rehearing: March 04, 2013
Cl COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO Request for Rehearing: None
-1 . Rehearing: None
> 7 Notigé) Released: March 05, 2013
Chris Hwang, Presidam= ‘S'Wia G. Goldstein, Executive Director

If this decision is subject to review under Code of Civil Procedure § 1094.5, then the time within which judicial review
must be sought is governed by California Code of Civil Procedure § 1094.6.



SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

1650 Mission Street Suite 400 San Francisco. CA 94103

NOTICE OF BUILDING PERMIT APPLICATION (SECTION 311)

On March 27, 2012, the Applicant named below filed Building Permit Application No. 2012.03.27.6976 (Alteration) with
the City and County of San Francisco.

CONTACT INFORMATION PROJECT SITE INFORMATION
Applicant: Andrew Morrall (agent / architect) Project Address: 2529 - 2533 Post Street
Address: 2730 Mission Street Cross Streets: Baker Street & Lyon Street
City, State: San Francisco, CA 94110 Assessor’s Block /Lot No.: 1081 / 049-051
Telephone: (415) 282-0616 Zoning District: RH-3 / 40-X

Under San Francisco Planning Code Section 311, you, as a property owner or resident within 150 feet of this proposed project,
are being notified of this Building Permit Application. You are not obligated to take any action. For more information
regarding the proposed work, or to express concerns about the project, please contact the Applicant above or the Planner
named below as soon as possible. If you believe that there are exceptional or extraordinary circumstances associated with the
project, you may request the Planning Commission to use its discretionary powers to review this application at a public
hearing. Applications requesting a Discretionary Review hearing must be filed during the 30-day review period, prior to the
close of business on the Expiration Date shown below, or the next business day if that date is on a week-end or a legal holiday.
If no Requests for Discretionary Review are filed, this project will be approved by the Planning Department after the
Expiration Date.

PROJECT SCOPE

[ ] DEMOLITION and/or [ ] NEW CONSTRUCTION or [X] ALTERATION

[ 1T VERTICAL EXTENSION [ ] CHANGE # OF DWELLING UNITS [ ] FACADE ALTERATION(S)

[ ] HORIZ. EXTENSION (FRONT) [ ] HORIZ. EXTENSION (SIDE) [X] HORIZ. EXTENSION (REAR)
PROJECT FEATURES EXISTING CONDITION PROPOSED CONDITION
BUILDING DEPTH ...iuitiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiinininininininininrnininnnnnn. F 706" oo No Change

REAR YARD (to building) ....ccoovviiiiiiiiie e 268" i No Change

REAR YARD (t0 eXit Stairs).......ccccvvvveeeeeiiiiiiiieee e 776" i +5

HEIGHT OF BUILDING ......ouuviuiiiiiniiininininininininimininenenninn. F 406" o No Change

NUMBER OF STORIES .....ooviiiiiiiiiiiiieee e B No Change

NUMBER OF DWELLING UNITS ..o S No Change

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The proposal is removal and replacement of existing decks and exit stairs at the rear of the three-story, three-family
dwelling. The proposed rear decks will be set back approximately 13'6” from the east property line and will abut the
west property line with a one hour fire-rated wall with a height of approximately 28" above grade. The new rear exit
stairs will be set back approximately 5" from the east and south property lines.

This proposal required Rear Yard and Noncomplying Structure Variances because the proposed replacement rear decks
and exit stairs will extend entirely into the required rear yard and expand an existing building that is a legal
noncomplying structure. The public hearing for the Variance (Case No. 2012.0395V) was held on July 25, 2012 and the
variance was granted with conditions on November 15, 2012. The variance decision was appealed to the Board of
Appeals (Appeal No. 12-148V) in a public hearing on February 20, 2013 and the variance decision was upheld by the
Board of Appeals.

PLANNER'S NAME: Sharon M. Young

PHONE NUMBER: (415) 558-6346 DATE OF THIS NOTICE: 04/02/2013
EMAIL: sharon.m.young@sfgov.org EXPIRATION DATE: 05/01/2013



NOTICE OF BUILDING PERMIT APPLICATION
GENERAL INFORMATION ABOUT PROCEDURES

Reduced copies of the site plan and elevations (exterior walls), and floor plans (where applicable) of the proposed project,
including the position of any adjacent buildings, exterior dimensions, and finishes, and a graphic reference scale, have been
included in this mailing for your information. Please discuss any questions with the project Applicant listed on the reverse. You
may wish to discuss the plans with your neighbors and neighborhood association or improvement club, as they may already be
aware of the project. Inmediate neighbors to the project, in particular, are likely to be familiar with it.

Any general questions concerning this application review process may be answered by the Planning Information Center at 1660
Mission Street, 1st Floor (415/ 558-6377) between 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m. Please phone the Planner listed on the reverse of this sheet
with questions specific to this project.

If you determine that the impact on you from this proposed development is significant and you wish to seek to change the proposed
project, there are several procedures you may use. We strongly urge that steps 1 and 2 be taken.

1. Seek a meeting with the project sponsor and the architect to get more information, and to explain the project's impact on you
and to seek changes in the plans.

2. Call the nonprofit organization Community Boards at (415) 920-3820, or online at www.communityboards.org for a
facilitated discussion in a safe and collaborative environment through mediation. Community Boards acts as a neutral third
party and has, on many occasions, helped parties reach mutually agreeable solutions.

3. Where you have attempted, through the use of the above steps, or other means, to address potential problems without
success, call the assigned project planner whose name and phone number are shown at the lower left corner on the reverse
side of this notice, to review your concerns.

If, after exhausting the procedures outlined above, you still believe that exceptional and extraordinary circumstances exist, you have
the option to request that the Planning Commission exercise its discretionary powers to review the project. These powers are
reserved for use in exceptional and extraordinary circumstances for projects, which generally conflict with the City's General Plan
and the Priority Policies of the Planning Code; therefore the Commission exercises its discretion with utmost restraint. This
procedure is called Discretionary Review. If you believe the project warrants Discretionary Review by the Planning Commission
over the permit application, you must make such request within 30 days of this notice, prior to the Expiration Date shown on the
reverse side, by completing an application (available at the Planning Department, 1660 Mission Street, 1st Floor, or on-line at
www.sfplanning.org). You must submit the application to the Planning Information Center (PIC) during the hours between 8:00
a.m. and 5:00 p.m., with all required materials, and a check, for each Discretionary Review request payable to the Planning
Department. To determine the fee for a Discretionary Review, please refer to the Planning Department Fee Schedule available at
www.sfplanning.org or at the PIC located at 1660 Mission Street, First Floor, San Francisco. For questions related to the Fee
Schedule, please call the PIC at (415) 558-6377. If the project includes multi building permits, i.e. demolition and new construction, a
separate request for Discretionary Review must be submitted, with all required materials and fee, for each permit that you feel
will have an impact on you. Incomplete applications will not be accepted.

If no Discretionary Review Applications have been filed within the Notification Period, the Planning Department will approve the
application and forward it to the Department of Building Inspection for its review.

BOARD OF APPEALS

An appeal of the approval (or denial) of the permit application by the Planning Department or Planning Commission may be made
to the Board of Appeals within 15 days after the permit is issued (or denied) by the Superintendent of the Department of Building
Inspection. Submit an application form in person at the Board's office at 1650 Mission Street, 3rd Floor, Room 304. For further
information about appeals to the Board of Appeals, including their current fees, contact the Board of Appeals at (415) 575-6880.


http://www.communityboards.org/
http://www.sfplanning.org/
http://www.sfplanning.org/

PROJECT DATA

ALL WORK HEREIN SHALL BE ACCORDING TO THE MOST CURRENT CODES, THE 2010
CALIFORNIA BUILDING CODE, ELECTRICAL CODE, PLUMBING CODE, AND MECHANICAL
CODE,

PROJECT ADDRESS: 2625, 2631, 2633 POST STREET

ZONING: RHS

BLOCK/LOT NO: 1081/043 - 051

OCCUPANCY TYPE: R2

BUILDING TYPE: V-A

EXISTING S, FT. : NA

REVISED SQ. FT: NA

DESGRIPTION OF PROJECT:

DEMOLISH EXISTING DILAPIBATED DECK AND STAIR. REPLACE WITH NEW, CODE
COMPLIANT DEGK AND STAIR.

OWNER CONTACT:

KEVIN WEIL

2531 POST STREET

SAN FRANCISCO CA. 84116

4153511958
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