BOARD OF APPEALS, CITY & COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

Appeal of Appeal No. 14-147
HENRY GO,

Appellant(s)

VS,

e T

DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING INSPECTION,
PLANNING DEPARTMENT APPROVAL  Respondent

NOTICE OF APPEAL

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT on August 21, 2014, the above named appellant(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 ISSUANCE on August 06, 2014 to Clay Go,
Alteration Permit (comply with NOV Nos. 201451831, 201486731; replace 3 windows at front and siding at rear;
replace old garage door with new garage door 7' X 7'-7" wide; demolition of rdoms built inside the garage; replace
3 windows at back of house in-kind) at 147 Hahn Street.

APPLICATION NO. 2014/06/11/8118
FOR HEARING ON October 29, 2014

Address of Appellant(s): Address of Other Parties:
Henry Go, Appellant Clay Go, Permit Holder
c/o Dennis Zaragoza, Attorney for Appellant 147 Hahn Street
PO Box 15128 8an Francisco, CA 94134
San Francisco, CA 94115




Date Filed:

CITY & COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO
BOARD OF APPEALS APPEAL #_{( -/ ¢ 1/

PRELIMINARY STATEMENT OF APPEAL

| / We, Henry Go, hereby appeal the fo]IoWing departmental action: ISSUANCE of Alteration Permit

2014/06/11/8118 by the Department of Building Inspection which was issued or became effective on: August
06, 2014, to: Clay Go, for the property located at: 147 Hahn Street.

BRIEFING SCHEDULE:

The Appellant may, but is not required to, submit a one page (double-spaced) supplementary statement with this
Preliminary Statement of Appeal. No exhibits or other submissions are allowed at this time.

Appellant's Brief is due on or before: October 09, 2014, (no later than three {3) Thursdays prior to the hearing
date), up to 12 pages in length, double-spaced, with unlimited exhibits, with an original and 10 copies delivered to
the Board office by 4:30 p.m., and with agditional copies delivered to the other parties the same day.

= ¢ oV 2V W&\—”
Respondent's and Othes' Briefs are due on or before: October 23, 2014, (no later than one (1) Thursday
prior to hearing date), up to 12 pages in length, doubled-spaced, with unlimited exhibits, with an original and 10
copies delivered to the Board office by 4:30 p.m., and with additional copies delivered to the other parties the same
day.

Only photographs and drawings may be submitted by the parties at hearing.
Hearing Date: Wednesday, October 29, 2014, 5:00 p.m., City Hall, Room 416, One Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Piace.

All parties to this appeal must adhere to the briefing schedule above, however if the hearing date is changed, the
briefing schedule MAY also be changed. Written notice will be provided of any change to the briefing schedule.

In order to have their documents sent to the Board members prior to hearing, members of the public should submit
an original and 10 copies of all documents of support/opposition no later than one (1) Thursday prior to hearing date
by 4:30 p.m. Please note that names and contact information included in submittals from members of the public will
become part of the public record. Submittals from members of the public may be made anonymously. -

Please note that in addition to the parties’ briefs, any materials that the Board receives relevant to this appeal,
including letters of support/opposition from members of the public, are distributed to Board members prior to hearing.
All such materials are available for inspection at the Board's office. You may also request a copy of the packet of
materials that are provided to Board members at a cost of 10 cents per page, per S.F. Admin. Code Ch. 67.28.

If you have any questions please call the Board of Appeals at 415-575-6880

The reasons for this appeal are as follows:

Henry Go is only challenging the demaolition section of the permit. 1. Due process issues. 2. The permit holders, Clay and
Jossie Go have nto been recognized as the owners of the property by Assessor's office. 3. If it is reasonably feasible to legalize
the unit, the permit holder should do so rather than demolish it. Henry Go is concerned that the permit holder will demolish his

unit to evict him, and then install another illegal unit.
Appeliant or Agent (Circle One):
Signature';zﬁﬁséb
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Dennis Zaragoza, Esq. (SBN 084217)
LAW OFFICES OF DENNIS ZARAGOZA
P.O. Box 15128

San Francisco, CA 94115

Telephone: (510) 375-7238

Attorney for Appellant Henry Go

BOARD OF APPEALS
CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

HENRY GO, Permit No. 2014/06/11/8118
Appellant, APPELLANT HENRY GO’S BRIEF IN
SUPPORT OF REVOVATION OF
PERMIT
VS.
DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING
INSPECTIONS,
Respondent.
CLAY GO and JOSSIE GO,
Real Parties in Interest.

Summary
On August 6, 2014, Real Parties in Interest CLAY GO and JOSSIE GO (“Real Parties”)

obtained a permit allowing them to demolish an illegal unit behind the garage at 147 Hahn Street,
San Francisco, California. The permit was issued at the counter without notice to the residents of the
illegal unit, HENRY GO and GRACE P. GONZALEZ. (Sometimes collectively referred to as
“Tenants” or “Henry Go.”)

The following day, Real Parties appeared at a settlement conference in an unlawful detainer
action brought against Henry Go. In an effort to reinforce their demands that Henry Go must move

from the premises, Real Parties disclosed that a demolition permit had been issued the previous day

Henrv (30’ Rrief an Anneal Pace 1
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for his unit. After the settlement conference ended, counsel for Henry Go went to the Department
of Building Inspections and confirmed that a demolition permit had been issued for Henry Go’s
unit.

Issues on Appeal

In this appeal, Henry Go seeks the revocation of the demolition permit allowing Real
Parties to demolish the illegal residence located in and past the garage area. The issues on appeal

arc:

1. Under California law, Henry Go had rights as a tenant even after the Notice of
Violation were issued by the Department of Building Inspection. By issuing a
demolition permit without notice or hearing, Henry Go’s rights to procedural due
process were violated as protected by the Sth Amendment to the U.S. Constitution, as
imposed on the States through the 14™ Amendment and as protected by Article I,
Section 7, of the California Constitution.

2. A question arises whether the local procedures allowing a demolition permit to be
issued for an illegal unit, without notice or hearing, conflicts with California state law
provisions on housing policy as well as the rights afforded to tenants living in
substandard housing to seek an injunction requiring the landlord to upgrade the unit.

3. Finally, because the San Francisco Assessor’s Office did not recognize the Real
Parties as the owners of 147 Hahn (due to a cloud on title), the Department of
Building Inspections issued the Notice of Violations to one of the past owners of
record, Frederico Parangan. Nevertheless, the Department of Building Inspections
issued the demolition permit to Real Parties despite knowledge of this apparent
problem.

Facts on Appeal

Henry Go (the individual) is 58 years old. While he has been disabled for some years, the
State of California formally acknowledged his disability in January of 2014. (Please see Declaration
of Henry Go, 9 1.) Henry Go began living at 147 Hahn Street in or around 2004. Frederico Parangan
was his landlord. At that time, he was living in the upper (legal) portion of the house. (Please see
Declaration of Henry Go, 92.)

In or around November 2011, Henry Go was told that Real Parties would be purchasing 147
Hahn, and that they could no longer stay in the main house. The storage area and garage below the

house was modified so that it would how contain their new living unit. (Henry Go Declaration, ¥ 3.)

Henrv (30’ Rrief an Anneal Pace ?
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In or around December 2011, the Tenants moved into the downstairs unit. (/d., J4.) As of May
2014, approximately one-half of Henry Go’s income was paid for rent.

At the time that they moved in and up to the present, this new unit had no heater. There is no
kitchen sink. The only sink for washing dishes is in the bathroom. There are no smoke detectors.
The lighting is poor. The bathroom ventilation is poor resulting in mold. Electrical wiring hangs
from the walls and ceilings. At one point, the bedroom window and the bathroom window were
covered by plywood. In late 2013, the landlord installed a double bolt lock for the back door leading
to the backyard, resulting in the Tenants having no fire escape other than the front door near the
garage door. (Henry Go Declaration, 99 4-5.)

Due to a complaint, the Department of Building Inspections began examining work
performed at the house without permit, including an exterior deck at the back of the house. (Please
see Ex. A, page 1 of the Complaint Data Sheet, dated January 27, 2014, and the Notice of Violation,
dated January 30, 2014, to Request for Judicial Notice.) Eventually, the Department of Building
Inspections determined that the lower unit was illegal. (Feb. 18, 2014, Complaint Data Sheet,
Request for Judicial Notice, Ex. B and further described in a May 21, 2014, Notice of Violation,
attached as Ex. C to the Request for Judicial Notice.) Additional inspections, including the
respective Notices of Violation requiring certain repairs to the property have been attached to the
Request for Judicial Notice as Exhibits E and F.

On August 7, 2014, a mandatory settlement conference was held in an unlawful detainer
action brought by the Real Parties against Henry Go. After this conference ended, Tenants’
attorney was able to confirm that a permit had been issued to Real Parties on August 6, 2014,
allowing the demolition of their unit without prior notice or hearing. (Please see Declaration of
Dennis Zaragoza, § 3 and Henry Go Declaration, 9 6-7.)

Analysis of Facts and Law

1. The Violation of Procedural Due Process

In Arrieta v. Mahon (1982) 31 Cal.3d 381, the California Supreme Court held that the
eviction procedures used by the Los Angeles County Marshal’s Department violated the right to

procedural due process as protected by the 5™ Amendment to the U.S. Constitution as applied to the

Henrv (3n’c Rrief an Anneal Paoe 2
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states through the 14™ Amendment and Article I, section 7, of the California Constitution. As
explained by the California High Court, the Los Angeles County Marshal’s Department’s procedure
allowed them to evict all tenant, including those living there before the unlawful detainer action
started, irrespective of whether they had notice of the unlawful detainer proceedings. (At p. 384.)

The tenants brought a taxpayer’s action as authorized by Code of Civil Procedure section
5264, seeking declaratory relief and an injunction based upon the due process violations. (Arrieta v.
Mahon, supra, 31 Cal.3d 381, 385.) Even though a nonstatutory remedy was available to tenants,
the California High Court found that this remedy was “not an acceptable substitute for a regular
process assuring notice and a hearing.” (At p. 391.)

The situation at hand is similar to the situation in Arrieta because a tenant in possession has
no right to notice before the demolition permit is issued, and, due to a lack of notice, the time to
appeal its issuance can run before a tenant has the right to a hearing challenging whether the permit
should be issued.

Does the fact that this unit was illegal diminish or eliminate the tenant’s rights? The answer

to this question is “no.” In the recent case of Erlach v. Sierra Asset Servicing (2014) 226
Cal.App.4th 1281, 1296, the appellate court explained how tenants living in an illegal unit or in
substandard housing continue to have rights in the premises.

As a general rule, California law recognizes that the courts will not enforce an illegal bargain
or help a party to an illegal act. (Erlach v. Sierra Asset, supra, 226 Cal.App.4th 1281, 1295.) Rental
agreements involving units without a certificate of occupancy are generally considered as unlawful
and void. (/d.)

"Nonetheless, the rule barring the enforcement of unlawful contracts is not
absolute. Because the rationale for the rule is founded on deterrence, the Supreme
Court has made clear that courts "'should not ... blindly extend the rule to every case
where illegality appears somewhere in the transaction. The fundamental purpose of
the rule must always be kept in mind, and the realities of the situation must be
considered. Where, by applying the rule, the public cannot be protected because the
transaction has been completed, where no serious moral turpitude is involved, where
the defendant is the one guilty of the greatest moral fault, and where to apply the rule
will be to permit the defendant to be unjustly enriched at the expense of the plaintiff,
the rule should not be applied." [Citation.]" (/d., at p. 1295, quoting Carter v. Cohen,
supra, 188 Cal.App.4th 1038, 1048.)

Henrv (30’ Rrief an Anneal Pace 4
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“Courts have thus permitted parties to obtain benefits under a law enacted for their
protection, despite their participation in transactions that contravened the law
[citation]. Similarly, courts have permitted parties to enforce contracts that
contravene statutes enacted for the parties' benefit [citation.]" (/d., quoting Carter v.
Cohen, supra, 188 Cal.App.4th at p. 1048.)

As explained in Erlach, the California Legislature has recognized that a tenant continues to have
rights in the premises even if the building has been red tagged. Here, the landlord should not benefit
by his or her illegal conduct by accepting rent for an illegal unit and then demolishing the unit to
avoid the legal consequences of his or her misconduct.

In Erlach, the new owner of a foreclosed building argued that the tenancy ended when the
building was red tagged. (The previous owner shut off the utilities to the building.) (Erlach v.
Sierra Asset, supra, 226 Cal.App.4th 1281, 1291-1292.) Construing various state statutes, the
Erlach court held:

Throughout much of its argument Sierra conflates the right to occupy with the
right to maintain a tenancy. A tenancy is not terminated when a building inspector
orders the tenants to vacate the property due to unsafe conditions. Rather, pursuant to
Civil Code section 1941, with exceptions not relevant here, and Health and Safety
Code section 17980.6, the landlord must put the property into a condition fit for
occupation and repair all subsequent dilapidations. (Erlach v. Sierra Asset Servicing,
supra, 226 Cal. App.4™ 1281, 1292.)

California law thus supports the preservation of adequate housing by generally requiring that the
landlord make an untenable unit habitable.

The Erlach court then explained how Health and Safety Code sections 17980.6 and 17980.7
create a statutory scheme providing certain remedies to address substandard housing that is unsafe.
(Erlach v. Sierra Asset Servicing, supra, 226 Cal.App.4™ 1281, 1293.) The Erlach court went on to
explain the remedies available to the agency if a landowner fails to comply with a notice of violation
within a reasonable time. (/d.) Because this statutory scheme consistently refers to tenants living in
substandard housing as tenants, even if the building is found to be untenable, the Erlach court
concluded that the tenant continues to have all of the statutory legal rights and remedies, including
the right of injunctive relief requiring that the landlord bring the unit up to code. (/d., at p. 1294.)

In footnote 7 of the Erlach opinion, the court quoted Health & Safety Code section 17980,

Henrv (30’ Rrief an Anneal Paoce S
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subd. (¢)(2), for the following requirement:

However, "[i]n deciding whether to require vacation of the building or to
repair as necessary, the enforcement agency shall give preference to the repair of the
building whenever it is economically feasible to do so without having to repair more
than 75 percent of the dwelling, as determined by the enforcement agency, and shall
give full consideration to the needs for housing as expressed in the local jurisdiction's
housing element." (Erlach v. Sierra Asset Servicing, supra, 226 Cal.App.4™ 1281,
1294, fn. 7.)

As there was no notice, hearing or record of the information presented to obtain the demolition
permit, it cannot be determined whether this state imposed standard was met at the time when the
demolition permit was issued. Instead, the absence of a record creates an inference that the
responsible agency failed to recognize the requirements of this statute and make any determination
regarding whether it was economically feasible to repair the dwelling to meet code requirements.

Here, these various failures demonstrate that the Tenants were deprived of procedural due
process and the right to be heard regarding their interests in the tenancy. As a result of these
violations, the demolition permit should be revoked.

2. Local Procedure Conflicts with State Law

Henry Go is 58 and disabled. He pays approximately 50% of his income for rent. And while
that may seem to be high, after living at 147 Hahn for 10 years, a move to a new location in San
Francisco is likely to cost much more than his current payment.

For decades, the California legislature has recognized the need to protect and preserve
housing, and particularly for low income residents, the elderly and the disabled. For example,
Health & Safety Code section 50004, relating to State Housing Policy and General Provisions,
recognizes the economic benefit to the state and public to encourage the availability of adequate
housing for persons and families of low or moderate income and the need to provide decent housing
for those persons and families.

Health & Safety Code section 50003.3, while primarily dealing with the need for housing for
the homeless, identifies the need for public programs that implement and have the goal of, inter alia,
preventing the displacement of very low income households from existing housing. (Health &

Safety Code, §50003.3, subd. (f).)
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Finally, in 1997, the California Legislature passed Health & Safety Code section 50010 as
part of the State Housing Policy and General Provisions. One findings appearing in this statute is:
“Sufficient safe, sanitary, and affordable housing is not available for households with special needs,
particularly elderly and disabled households.” (Health & Safety Code, §50010, subd. (a)(4).) One
of the legislative declarations in this statute is the critical need to “preserve and rehabilitate homes
and rental housing.” (Health & Safety Code, §50010, subd. (b)(4)(C).)

In this case, the Real Parties (owning a partial interest in the property as discussed below)
were able to obtain a demolition permit for an existing unit that was currently rented out to tenants.
As part of the application process, the record fails to show any investigation as to whether the unit
was occupied, and whether those tenants had any special needs criteria as discussed in Health &
Safety Code section 50010, which should have afforded them some additional protection from
having their unit destroyed without notice or hearing.

The record does show that the permit was issued to cure or correct certain Notices of
Violation that were issued by the Department of Building Inspections. However, as discussed
above, the record fails to show whether the unit could be repaired under the standard found in Health
& Safety Code section 17980, subd. (c)(2) before a permit was issued allowing the owner to
demolish the unit.

From all appearances, the current local procedure allowing an owner to obtain a demolition
permit for a residential unit without: (1) an inquiry as to the status of the tenant; (2) the tenant’s
rights to require repair of the unit, (3) notice and an opportunity to hear any objections by the tenant,
and (4) the condition of the tenant as elderly or a special needs tenant conflicts with the State
Housing Policy as well as Health and Safety Code sections 17980.6 and 17980.7.

“If otherwise valid local legislation conflicts with state law, it is
preempted by such law and is void." (Sherwin-Williams Co. v. City of Los
Angeles (1993) 4 Cal.4th 893, quoting Candid Enterprises, Inc. v. Grossmont
Union High School Dist. (1985) 39 Cal.3d 878, 885.)

Preemption is evident because the local procedure fails to adequately protect a tenant’s rights as
recognized by Health and Safety Code sections 17980.6 and 17980.7.

If an owner of a building is seeking a demolition permit to cure a notice of violation without
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notice or hearing, the owner should first certify that the unit is vacant and is not the subject of an
existing rental agreement. For example, if the owner obtains the tenant’s cooperation for repairs and
asks that the tenant temporarily leave the unit, these circumstances would not create a “vacant” unit
as the tenant would continue to have ongoing rights.

Due to the lack of affordable housing in California, the State, the existing tenants and the
local governing entity have an interest in maintaining residential properties. When a local procedure
conflicts with the stated goals of state law, it should be amended so that it conforms to the governing
law or its stated goal(s). Here, the local procedures failed to identify and balance the statutorily
identified interests of the State and the Tenants. Because of this failure, the permit should be
revoked.

3. The Inconsistent Treatment re: Ownership

In this particular case, the San Francisco Recorder’s Office has a grant deed on file, recorded
on September 15, 2009, whereby Frederico Parangan deeded to Rolando DeGuzman, a single person,
and to Frederico Parangan, a single man, an interest in 147 Hahn Street as joint tenants. (Ex. D to the
Request for Judicial Notice.) On December 7, 2011, a grant deed was recorded deeding 147 Hahn
Street from Frederico A. Parangan to Clay I. Go and Jossie F. Go. (Ex. E to the Request for Judicial
Notice.) The Recorder’s Office fails to show any grant deed from Rolando DeGuzman or his
representative to the Real Parties, creating a cloud on title.

As a result of this irregularity, the Notices of Violation for those violations found at 137 Hahn
were directed to Frederico Parangan. (Ex.s A to C of the Request for Judicial Notice.) Given this
treatment of the property’s title, an apparent lack of symmetry arises when a demolition permit was
issued to Real Parties.

Conclusion

First, Henry Go’s rights to procedural due process was violated when a demolition permit
was issued allowing the destruction of the residential unit that is his dwelling without notice or
hearing. State law recognizes that a tenant continues to have rights in a residential dwelling even if
the building is red tagged. These statutory interests must be taken into consideration before due

process can be satisfied. However, the permit process did not recognize the Tenants’ rights to
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contest whether repair should be favored over demolition. As a result of these deficiencies, the
demolition permit should be revoked because of this due process violation.

Second, the local entity’s issuance of a demolition permit for a residential unit without
inquiry as to whether existing state law goal or statutes would be violated places the local procedures
in conflict with state law, raising the issue of preemption.

DATED: October 9, 2014 Respectfully submitted,
LAW OFFICES OF DENNIS ZARAGOZA

Dennis Zaragoza

Attorney for Appellant Henry Go
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Dennis Zaragoza, Esq. (SBN 084217)
LAW OFFICES OF DENNIS ZARAGOZA
P.O. Box 15128

San Francisco, CA 94115

Telephone: (510) 375-7238

Attorney for Appellant Henry Go

BOARD OF APPEALS
CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

HENRY GO, Permit No. 2014/06/11/8118
Appellant, APPELLANT HENRY GO’S
DECLARATION IN SUPPORT OF
REVOVATION OF PERMIT
Vs.
DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING
INSPECTIONS,
Respondent.
CLAY GO and JOSSIE GO,
Real Parties in Interest.

I, Henry Go, declare:

1. I am a resident of San Francisco, residing at 147 Hahn Street, and am the appellant to
this appeal. Currently, I am 58 years of age, and as of January 2014, the State of California has
recognized that [ am disabled. I am receiving disability benefits from the state. These benefits are
my sole source of income.

2. I have lived at 147 Hahn Street for over 10 years. Initially, I lived in the upper unit
above the garage, renting a room from Frederico Parangan.

3. In or around November of 2011, I was told that Clay Go and his wife, Jossie Go,

would be purchasing the house, and they wanted me to move out of the main house. Rather than
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have me move out completely, they were going to fix up the storage area and the garage so that |
could live there with my girlfriend, Grace P. Gonzalez.

4. In or around December 2011, we moved into this newly created downstairs unit. At
the time that we moved in, this unit had no heater. This condition exists at the present time. Also,
there is no kitchen sink. The only sink that is available for washing dishes is in the bathroom. There
are no smoke detectors in this unit. The lighting is poor. The bathroom ventilation is poor resulting
in mold. Additionally, electrical wires hang from the walls and ceilings. At one point, the bedroom
window and the bathroom window were covered by plywood. Clay Go removed these coverings
after August 7, 2014.

5. In late 2013, the landlord, Clay Go, installed a double bolt lock for the back door
leading to the backyard. As a result of this change, we did not have a key to this lock. We had no
fire escape other than the front door near the garage door.

6. On August 7, 2014, I was informed and believe that Clay and Jossie go had obtained
a demolition permit for my unit. Up to that point, I had not received any notice that they were going
to apply for such a permit. I was not permitted a hearing to contest their right to receive this permit
before it was issued to them.

7. Since that time, I have seen a copy of that permit, and recall that it was issued on
August 6, 2014, the day before a mandatory settlement conference scheduled in an unlawful detainer
action brought by Clay and Jossie Go against Grace P. Gonzalez and myself.

I declare the foregoing to be true under penalty of perjury as to those matters stated of my
own personal knowledge. As to those matters based on information and belief, I also believe those
matters to be true under penalty of perjury.

Executed this 8" day of October, 2014, at San Francisco, California.

Henry Go
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Dennis Zaragoza, Esq. (SBN 084217)
LAW OFFICES OF DENNIS ZARAGOZA
P.O. Box 15128

San Francisco, CA 94115

Telephone: (510) 375-7238

Attorney for Appellant Henry Go

BOARD OF APPEALS
CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

HENRY GO, Permit No. 2014/06/11/8118
Appellant, DECLARATION OF DENNIS
ZARAGOZA IN SUPPORT OF
APPELLANT HENRY GO’S APPEAL
VS. SEEKING REVOVATION OF PERMIT
DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING
INSPECTIONS,
Respondent.
CLAY GO and JOSSIE GO,
Real Parties in Interest.

I, Dennis Zaragoza, declare:

1. I am an attorney at law licensed to practice before the courts of this State, and am
counsel for the appellant, Henry Go.

2. On August 7, 2014, a mandatory settlement conference was held in an unlawful
detainer action brought by CLAY AND JOSSIE GO against HENRY GO and Grace P. Gonzalez.
Up to the time of that conference, I had received no notice that the landlords would be seeking or did
seek a demolition permit for the unit where HENRY GO and Grace P. Gonzalez resided.

3. After this conference ended, I went to the Department of Building Inspections to

determine if a demolition permit had been issued for the lower unit at 147 Hahn. Based on my

Neclaration af Nennic Zaraon7a in QSinnart of Anneal Pace 1




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

investigation, I learned that a permit had been issued to CLAY and JOSSIE Go on August 6, 2014,
allowing the demolition of the unit where HENRY GO and Grace P. Gonzalez resided without prior
notice or hearing.

4. As Exhibit A to the Request for Judicial Notice, I have attached a true and correct
copy of page 1 of the Complaint Data Sheet, dated January 27, 2014, and the Notice of Violation,
dated January 30, 2014 as received from the Department of Building Inspections.

5. As Ex. B to the Request for Judicial Notice, I have attached a true and correct copy of
the Complaint Data Sheet, dated February 18, 2014, finding that the lower unit was likely an illegal
unit. I received copies of these documents from the Department of Building Inspections.

6. As Ex. C to the Request for Judicial Notice, I have attached a true and correct copy of
the Notice of Violation, dated May 21, 2014, again addressing conditions of the illegal lower unit. I
obtained this document from the San Francisco Department of Building Inspections.

7. As Exhibit D to the Request for Judicial Notice, I have attached a true and correct
copy of the Complaint Data Sheet, dated July 22, 2014. A copy of these documents was received
from the San Francisco Department of Building Inspections.

8. As Exhibit E to the Request for Judicial Notice, I have attached a true and correct
copy of the Complaint Data Sheet, dated July 25, 2014, and the Notice of Violation dated July 28,
2014, requiring various repairs to the illegal unit. A copy of these documents was received from the
San Francisco Department of Building Inspections.

9. As Exhibit F to the Request for Judicial Notice, I have attached a true and correct
copy of a grant deed, recorded on September 15, 2009, and produced from the Records of the City
Recorder’s office.

10.  As Exhibit G to the Request for Judicial Notice, I have attached a true and correct
copy of a grant deed recorded on December 7, 2011, relating to 147 Hahn Street, in which Frederico
A. Parangan transfers his interest to Clay I. Go and Jossie F. Go. This document was printed from
those records available to the public at the City and County of San Francisco Recorder’s Office.

11.  As Exhibit H to the Request for Judicial Notice, I have attached a true and correct

copy of the permit that is the subject of this appeal. I would note that the copy has been reduced
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from legal size paper to letter size paper. A copy of this document was received from the San
Francisco Department of Building Inspections.

12.  Tam informed and believe that Jossie Go has accepted a job as a resident manager of
a hotel or motel. As a result of this employment, I am informed and believe that she and her
husband, Clay Go, are no longer living at 147 Hahn Street. However, their current address is
unknown. As I have not received any notice of a change of address, I will be required to serve the
Real Parties in Interest at their last known address, 147 Hahn Street, San Francisco, CA.

I declare the foregoing to be true under penalty of perjury as to those matters stated of my
own personal knowledge. As to those matters based on information and belief, I also believe those
matters to be true under penalty of perjury.

Executed this 9™ day of October, 2014, at San Francisco, California.

Dennis Zaragoza
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Dennis Zaragoza, Esq. (SBN 084217)
LAW OFFICES OF DENNIS ZARAGOZA
P.O. Box 15128

San Francisco, CA 94115

Telephone: (510) 375-7238

Attorney for Appellant Henry Go

BOARD OF APPEALS
CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

HENRY GO, Permit No. 2014/06/11/8118

Appellant, REQUEST FOR JUDICIAL NOTICE IN
SUPPORT OF APPELLANT HENRY
GO’S APPEAL SEEKING

Vs. REVOVATION OF PERMIT

DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING
INSPECTIONS,

Respondent.

CLAY GO and JOSSIE GO,

Real Parties in Interest.

TO ALL PARTIES, PLEASE TAKE NOTICE:
Appellant Henry Go hereby requests judicial notice for purposes of his appeal as authorized

under Evidence Code section 452, subd. (c) and (h), as they reflect either official actions by the

| Department of Building Inspections or documents recorded by the San Francisco Recorder’s office

and are matters of public record.

1. As Exhibit A, a copy of page 1 of the Complaint Data Sheet, dated January 27, 2014,
and the Notice of Violation, dated January 30, 2014 as received from the Department of Building
Inspections has been attached.

2. As Ex. B, a copy of the Complaint Data Sheet, dated February 18, 2014, finding that

Reanect for Indicial Natice in Stinnnrt af Anneal Paoce 1




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

the lower unit was likely an illegal unit has been attached.

3. As Ex. C, a copy of the Notice of Violation, dated May 21, 2014, again addressing
conditions of the illegal lower unit has been attached. This document was obtained from the San
Francisco Department of Building Inspections.

4. As Exhibit D, a copy of the Complaint Data Sheet, dated July 22, 2014, from the San
Francisco Department of Building Inspections, has been attached.

5. As Exhibit E to this Request for Judicial Notice, a copy of the Complaint Data Sheet,
dated July 25, 2014, and the Notice of Violation dated July 28, 2014, requiring various repairs to the
illegal unit has been attached. A copy of these documents was received from the San Francisco
Department of Building Inspections.

6. As Exhibit F to this Request for Judicial Notice, a copy of a grant deed, recorded on
September 15, 2009, and produced from the Records of the City Recorder’s office.

7. As Exhibit G to this Request for Judicial Notice, a copy of a grant deed recorded on
December 7, 2011, relating to 147 Hahn Street, in which Frederico A. Parangan transfers his interest
to Clay I. Go and Jossie F. Go. This document was printed from those records available to the
public at the City and County of San Francisco Recorder’s Office.

8. As Exhibit H, a copy of the permit that is the subject of this appeal has been attached

albeit the copy has been reduced from legal size paper to letter size paper.

DATED: October 9, 2014 Respectfully submitted,
; FICES OF DENNIS ZARAGOZA

Attorney for Appellant Henry Go
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City and County of San Francisco
Department of Building Inspection
1660 Mission Street

San Francisco, CA 94103

COMPLAINT DATA SHEET
COMPLAINT NUMBER : 201448461

OWNER/AGENT: PARANGAN FEDERICO DATE FILED: 27-JAN-14

PARANGAN FEDERICO LOCATION: 147 HAHN ST

147 HAHN ST

: 62 :
SAN FRANGISCO CA BLOCK: 6297 LOT: 036
SITE:

94134 RATING: OCCUPANCY CODE
OWNER'S PHONE - . .
CONTACT NAME RECEIVED BY: Maria Asuncion DIVISION: PID
CONTACT PHONE - COMPLAINT SOURCE: OFFICE VISIT
COMPLAINANT:  Neighbor ASSIGNED TO DIVISION: CES

SAN FRANCISCO

COMPLAINANT'S PHONE 415-586-5218

DESCRIPTION: Home was built in backyard behind original home w/o permit. We have lost our privacy.
INSTRUCTIONS: Neighbor wants to be informed when the inspector goes for inspection.

INSPECTOR INFORMATION
DIVISION INSPECTOR D DISTRICT PRIORITY
CES HINCHION 1125
REFFERAL INFORMATION
DATE REFERRED BY TO COMMENT
07-MAR-14 Maria Asuncion CES Refer to Director's Hearing for abatement.

COMPLAINT STATUS AND COMMENTS

DATE TYPE DIVISIONINSPECTOR STATUS COMMENT
27-JAN-14 CASE OPENED BID D CARLIN JR. CASE RECEIVED
30-JAN-14 OTHER BLDG/HOUSING VICINS D DUFFY FIRST NOV SENT NOV issued by DD
31-JAN-14 OTHER BLDG/HOUSING VICINS D DUFFY CASE UPDATE first NOV mailed by GPS
05-MAR-14 OTHER BLDG/HOUSING VICBID D DUFFY SECOND NOV SENT 2nd NOV sent by DD
05-MAR-14 OTHER BLDG/HOUSING VICBID D DUFFY CASE UPDATE 2nd copy of NOV mailed by jj
07-MAR-14 GENERAL MAINTENANCE BID D DUFFY REFERRED TO OTHER tranfer to div CES
DIV
11-MAR-14 CASE OPENED CES JHINCHION CASE RECEIVED
12-MAR-14 WITHOUT PERMIT -OTHE CES T CASE UPDATE No PTS record. Monitoring fee applies.
' THERIAULT
14-MAR-14 WITHOUT PERMIT - OTHE CES T ASSESSMENTS DUE One month monitoring fee due to date. No
' THERIAULT permit to comply

PAGE 1 0OF2



NOTICE OF VIOLATION

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

DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING INSPECTION  NOTICE: 1 NUMBER: 201448461
City and County of San Francisco DATE: 30-JAN-14
1660 Mission St. San Francisco, CA 94103

ADDRESS: 147 HAHN ST
OCCUPANCY/USE: () BLOCK: 6297 LOT: 036

D If checked, this information is based upons site-observation only. Further research may indicate that legal use is different. If so, a revised Notice of Violation
will be issued.

OWNER/AGENT: PARANGAN FEDERICO PHONE #: --
MAILING PARANGAN FEDERICO
ADDRESS 147 HAHN ST
SAN FRANCISCO CA
94134
PERSON CONTACTED @ SITE: PARANGAN FEDERICO PHONE #: --
VIOLATION DESCRIPTION: | CODE/SECTION#
¥1 WORK WITHOUT PERMIT 106.1.1
(] ADDITIONAL WORK-PERMIT REQUIRED 106.4.7
[ ] EXPIRED OR[_JCANCELLED PERMIT PA#: 106.4.4
[ JUNSAFE BUILDING [ ] SEE ATTACHMENTS 102.1

A complaint has been filed with this department regarding unpermitted construction in rear yard. Construction of a building approx 25
ft long x 16 ft wide x 12 ft tall. New siding and windows at rear of main building.

Code/section 103A, 102A.3 Table 1A-K

monthly violation monitoring fee

CORRECTIVE ACTION:
[JSTOP ALL WORK SFBC 104.2.4 415-558.6120
FILE BUILDING PERMIT WITHIN 30 DAYS (WITH PLANS) A copy of This Notice Must Accompany the Permit Application

OBTAIN PERMIT WITHIN 60 DAYS AND COMPLETE ALL WORK WITHIN 90 DAYS, INCLUDING FINAL INSPECTION
SIGNOFF.

[ JCORRECT VIOLATIONS WITHIN DAYS. (LI NO PERMIT REQUIRED

YOU FAILED TO COMPLY WITH THE NOTICE(S) DATED , THEREFORE THIS DEPT. HAS INITIATED ABATEMENT PROCEEDINGS.

® FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH THIS NOTICE WILL CAUSE ABATEMENT PROCEEDINGS TO BEGIN.
SEE ATTACHMENT FOR ADDITIONAL WARNINGS.
Obtain a building permit for legalization removal or modification of work performed without permit. Obtain required inspections to
close the complaint.
INVESTIGATION FEE OR OTHER FEE WILL APPLY

9x FEE (WORK W/O PERMIT AFTER 9/1/60) [ ] 2x FEE (WORK EXCEEDING SCOPE OF PERMIT)
) [ ] NOPENALTY
[] OTHER: [] REINSPECTION FEE § (WORK W/O PERMIT PRIOR TO 9/1/60}

APPROX. DATE OF WORK W/O PERMIT ; ;an.14 VALUE OF WORK PERFORMED W/O PERMITS $25000
BY ORDER OF THE DIRECTOR, DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING INSPECTION

CONTACT INSPECTOR: Donal J Duffy
PHONE # 415-558-6120 DIVISION: CES DISTRICT :

By:(Inspectors's Signature)




NOTICE OF VIOLATION

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

DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING INSPECTION  NOTICE: 2 NUMBER: 201448461
City and County of San Francisco DATE: 05-MAR-14
1660 Mission St. San Francisco, CA 94103

ADDRESS: 147 HAHN ST

OCCUPANCY/USE: R-3 (RESIDENTIAL- 1 & 2 UNIT DWELLINGS,TOWNHOUSESRy 0CK: 6297 LOT: 036

D If checked, this information is based upons site-observation only. Further research may indicate that legal use is different. If so, a revised Notice of Violation
will be issued.

OWNER/AGENT: PARANGAN FEDERICO PHONE #: --
MAILING PARANGAN FEDERICO
ADDRESS 147 HAHN ST
SAN FRANCISCO CA
94134
PERSON CONTACTED @ SITE: PARANGAN FEDERICO PHONE #: --
VIOLATION DESCRIPTION: CODE/SECTION#
V] WORK WITHOUT PERMIT 106.1.1
(] ADDITIONAL WORK-PERMIT REQUIRED 106.4.7
[ ] EXPIRED OR[_JCANCELLED PERMIT PA#: 106.4.4
[ JUNSAFE BUILDING [_]SEE ATTACHMENTS 102.1

You failed to comply with notice of violation dated 1/30/14 . Therefore, this department has initiated abatement proceedings against the
property.

Monthly violation monitoring fee $52

Code sec: 103 A, 102A.3, Table 1A-K

CORRECTIVE ACTION:
[JSTOP ALL WORK SFBC 104.2.4 415-558-6120
[]FILE BUILDING PERMIT WITHIN DAYS [ ] (WITH PLANS) A copy of This Notice Must Accompany the Permit Application

[]JOBTAIN PERMIT WITHIN DAYS AND COMPLETE ALL WORK WITHIN DAYS, INCLUDING FINAL INSPECTION AND
SIGNOFF.
[ JCORRECT VIOLATIONS WITHIN DAYS. L] NO PERMIT REQUIRED

YOU FAILED TO COMPLY WITH THE NOTICE(S) DATED 30-JAN-14, THEREFORE THIS DEPT. HAS INITIATED ABATEMENT PROCEEDINGS.

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

You will be notified of time, date and place of directors hearing by code enforcement division.

INVESTIGATION FEE OR OTHER FEE WILL APPLY

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

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

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

BY ORDER OF THE DIRECTOR, DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING INSPECTION
CONTACT INSPECTOR: Donal J Duffy
PHONE # 415-558-6120 DIVISION: CES DISTRICT :
By:(Inspectors's Signature)




NOTICE OF VIOLATION

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

Pursuant to SFBC 364(e) and 332.3 investigation fees are charged for work begun or performed without permits or for work exceeding the scope of pemits.
Such fees may be appealed to the Board of Permit Appeals within 15 days of permit issuance, at 875 Stevenson St., 4th floor, 564-6720 .

WARNING: Failure to take immediate action as required to correct the above violations will result in abatemant proceedings by the Department of Building
inspection. I an Order of Abatement is recorded against this property, the owner wiil be billed or the property-wifl be flened for all casts incurred in
the code enforcement process from the posting of the first “Notice of Viclation” until all costs are paid. SFBC 203(b) & 332.3 :

WARNING: Section 204 of the San Francisco Housing Code provides for immediate fines of §100 for sach instance of initial non-compliance, followed by
$200 fines per violation for the second instance of non-compliance, up to 8 maximum of $7,500 per building. This section also provides for issuarce of &
criminal charge as a misdameanor for each violation, resulting in fines of not fess than $1,000 per day or six months' imprisonment or both, .

WARNING: Aayone who derives reﬁtal iﬁ@ome from housing determined by the Depastment of Building Inspection to be substandard cannot deduct from state
personal income tax and bank and corporate income tax interest, depreciation or taxes attributable to stich substandard structure. §f correction work is Aot
completed or being diligently, expeditiously and continyously prosecyted aftpr six (6) months from the date of this notice, notification will be sent to the
Franchise Tax Board as provided in Section 17264(c) of the Revenue and Taxation Code.

WARNING: Section 205(a) of the San Francisco Building Code provides for civil fines of up to $500 per day for any person who violates, disobeys, omits,

neglects or refuses lo comply with of opposas the execution of any provisions of this code. This section also provides for migdemeanor firies, it convicted, of
up to $500 and/or imprisonment up 1o six months for each separate offense for every day such offerise occurs.

De acuerdo a las Secciones 304(e) y 332.3 ds el Cédigo de Construccion de Edificios de San Francisco, gaslos de invasfigacién seran cobrados por rabajo
empezado o realizado sin los debidos permisos o por trabajo que exceda el limite estipufado en los permisos. Dichos cohros pueden ser apelados ante la
Junta de Apelaciones ds Permisos (Board of Permit Appeals) dentro e log primeros quince dias de haberse obtenido ) permiso. Las apelaciones se hacen
" en ol 875 de la calle Slevenson, cuasio piso, teléfono 554-6720. L

ADVERTENCIA: Si no cumple con las acslones immediatas requeridas para corregir ias infracciones, ef Departamento de Inspecsién de Edificies tendré ef
derecho de iniciar el proceso de mitigacién. Si una Orden de iitigacion es registrada contra dicha propiedad, los gaslos incurrdos durante el proceso de
aplicacion ge! codigo, desde ia primera puesta def Aviso de Infraccion hasta que todos ios gastos esten pagados, se:le cooraran al duefio det edificio o fa
propledad sera embargada para recuperar diches gastos. Referencia a la Seccidn 203(b) y 332.3 de el Codigo de. Constrygcion de Edificios.

ADVERTENCIA: La Seccién 204 de el Cédigo de Vivienda de San Francisco permite que se multe inmediatamente
incontormidad, seguida por una multa de $200 por mqa sagunda infraccién de inconformidad, aumentando hasta un m& $7.500 por: ca

Esta Seccion también permite obtener cargos criminales como delito menor, resutando en muitas de no menos de-$%,000 diarios 6 6
encarcelamiento 0 ambas sanciones.

ADVERTENCIA: Cualquier persona que reciba renta por una vivienda qua haya sido declarada que no satistace las normas.1éqgerdas por el Departan
de Inspeccién de Edificios, no puede deducir del estado intereses personales, de banco o empresa, depreciacién o taxes atribuidos sobre dicha éstru
Si el trabajo de reparacion no se termina o asta diligentemente, répidamente y contuamente acusado después de seis (6) meses de (a fecha.dé o
se le enviard una notificacién a ia Junta de Concesién de lmpuestos (Franchise Tax Board) de acuerdo a la Seccién 1264{c) del Cédigo de |
impuestos (Revenue and Taxation Code). L

ADVERTENCIA; La Seocion 205(2) de el Cédigo de Edicios de San Francisco impone multas civiles hasta de $500 por cada dia a cualquier persona que
infrinja, desobedezca, 'mita, descuide, rehusa cumplir, resiste o se opone a la ejecucion de las provisiones de este codigo. Esla seccion tambibn impone
multas por defito mencr, si es declarado culpable, de hasta $500 o encarcelamianto de hasta 6 meses. o ambas sanciones, par cada une de fas ofensas y
por cada dfa que dicha ofensa occura,
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Exhibit B



COMPLAINT DATA SHEET

COMPLAINT NUMBER :

OWNER/AGENT: PARANGAN FEDERICO

City and County of San Francisco
Department of Building Inspection

1660 Mission Street
San Francisco, CA 94103

201451831

DATE FILED: 18-FEB-14
147 HAHN ST

LOT: 036

OCCUPANCY CODE R-3

RECEIVED BY: Isabel Olivares DIVISION: HIS

PARANGAN FEDERICO LOCATION:
147 HAHN ST BLOCK: 6297
SAN FRANCISCO CA
SITE:
94134 RATING:
OWNER'S PHONE -
CONTACT NAME
CONTACT PHONE --

COMPLAINANT: ANONYMOUS

SAN FRANCISCO
COMPLAINANT'S PHONE -

COMPLAINT SOURCE: TELEPHONE

ASSIGNED TO DIVISION: HIS

DESCRIPTION: Illegal unit at basement level, multiple rooms built upstairs. Change of Use. Complaint filed in 2009 not
investigated. Also, there is active work without permit at rear yard, please see recent DBI complaint.

INSTRUCTIONS:

INSPECTOR INFORMATION

DIVISION INSPECTOR ID DISTRICT PRIORITY

HIS LUTON 6300 18

REFFERAL INFORMATION

DATE REFERRED BY TO COMMENT

COMPLAINT STATUS AND COMMENTS

DATE TYPE DIVISIONINSPECTOR STATUS COMMENT
18-FEB-14 CASE OPENED HIS A LEPE CASE RECEIVED
19-FEB-14 ILLEG CNVRSN/# UNITS HIS A LEPE TELEPHONE CALLS Inspector Lepe received a call from
' anonymous caller reagrding complaint.
21-FEB-14 ILLEG CNVRSN/# UNITS HIS A LEPE INSPECTION OF INSPECTOR LEPE ATTEMPTED TO
PREMISES MADE INSPECT SUBJECT PROPERTY, BUT
WAS UNABLE TO ENTER. A PERSON
STANDING OUTSIDE INDICATED
THAT THE OWNER WAS NOT HOME.
INSPECTOR LEPE GAVE HIM A
BUISNESS CARD TO GIVE TO THE
OWNER HAVE THE OWNER CALL HIM.
18-APR-14 * ILLEG CNVRSN/# UNITS HIS A LEPE INSPECTION OF On 4/11/2014 Inspector Lepe investigated
PREMISES MADE the complaint at the subject property and will
perform permit research to verify any
violations of the San Francisco Housing
Code.
22-APR-14 ILLEG CNVRSN/# UNITS HIS A LEPE PERMIT RESEARCH Permit research requested from the clerical

PAGE 1 OF 2



COMPLAINT STATUS AND COMMENTS

DATE TYPE

COMPLAINT DATA SHEET

City and County of San Francisco
Department of Building Inspection

1660 Mission Street
San Francisco, CA 94103

COMPLAINT NUMBER : 201451831

DIVISIONINSPECTOR STATUS COMMENT

staff.

22-MAY-14 ILLEG CNVRSN/# UNITS  HIS A LEPE FIRST NOV SENT SEE D.B.I. N.O.V. ISSUED.
27-MAY-14 ILLEG CNVRSN/# UNITS HIS A LEPE BLDG POSTED & Unit : 1;# of postings left on building:
TENANTS NOTIFIED 1;Locations : FACADE;Unit #s mailed
AS PER NOTIFICATION posting: 1.
REQMNTS
21-JUL-14 ILLEG CNVRSN/# UNITS HIS A LEPE REINSPECTION 1 Inspector Lepe attempted to perform a
reinspection on 7/21/2014 at 11:00 AM as
specified on the Notice of Violation issued
on 5/22/2014, at the subject property but was
unable too because the property owner/agent
failed to provide access as required by the
Notice of Violation.
22-JUL-14 ILLEG CNVRSN/# UNITS HIS ALEPE FINAL WARNING
LETTER SENT
28-AUG-14 ILLEG CNVRSN/# UNITS HIS MLUTON REINSPECTION 2 Inspector Luton attempted to re-inspect the
subject property but could not gain access.
28-AUG-14 ILLEG CNVRSN/# UNITS  HIS M LUTON PERMIT RESEARCH Permit #201406118118 has been suspended
per the request of BOA.
COMPLAINT ACTION BY DIVISION
DIVISION DATE DESCRIPTION ACTION COMMENT

NOV (HIS) NOV (BID)

21-MAY-14 21-MAY-14
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DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING INSPECTION

Housing Inspection Services Division

City and County of San Francisco

1660 Mission Street 6th Floor, San Francisco, California 94103-2414

(415) 558-6220 Fax: (415) 558-6249 Email: DBIHIDComplaints@sfgov.org Website: www.sfdbi.org

NOTICE OF VIOLATION COMPLAINT: 201451831
OWNER/AGENT: PARANGAN FEDERICO
MAILING DATE: 21-MAY-14
ADDRESS: PARANGAN FEDERICO

147 HAHN ST LOCATION: 147 HAHN ST

SAN FRANCISCO CA BLOCK: 6297 LOT: 036
NOTICE TYPE: COMPLAINT

94134
BUILDING TYPE: NA USE TYPE: R3
YOU ARE HEREBY ORDERED TO COMPLY WITH THE FOLLOWING REQUIREMENTS:
ITEM DESCRIPTION
1 THIS NOTICE INCLUDES VIOLATIONS FOR THE AREAS 147 HAHN ST.
NOTED.
2 WORK WITHOUT PERMIT 106.1.1 SFBC SEE D.B.I. N.O.V. ISSUED.
NUISANCE (401(2) (1001(d) HC |
3 INSPECTOR COMMENTS IT IS THE PROPERTY OWNER'S RESPONSIBILITY TO

BE PRESENT OR DIRECT HIS/ HER REPRESENTATIVE
TO ATTEND, THE REINSPECTION AS SCHEDULED ON
THIS NOTICE OF VIOLATION FOR THE PURPOSE OF
PROVIDING ENTRY TO THE INSPECTOR OF THOSE
AREAS NOT ACCESSED DURING THE INITIAL
INSPECTION AS SPECIFIED, AND/ OR TO PROVIDE
ACCESS TO ALL AREAS CITED WITHIN THIS NOTICE.

IF THE PROPERTY OWNER CANNOT ATTEND THE
SCHEDULED REINSPECTION (AS SPECIFIED ON THIS
NOTICE) IT IS HIS/ HER RESPONSIBILITY TO SECURE
A DIFFERENT INSPECTION DATE AND TIME WITH
THE INSPECTOR, AND PROVIDE ALL TENANTS WITH
NOTIFICATION AS REQUIRED BY CALIFORNIA CIVIL
CODE SECTION 1954. SAN FRANCISCO HOUSING
CODE SECTION 303.(b), IF ANY DWELLING,
APARTMENT UNITS OR GUEST ROOMS ARE TO BE
ACCESSED DURING THE REINSPECTION.

ALL ITEMS MUST BE COMPLETED WITHIN 30 DAYS. REINSPECTION DATE: 21 July 2014 11:00 AM
IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT THE OWNER/OWNERS REPRESENTATIVE CONFIRM REINSPECTION DATE/TIME.

CONTACT HOUSING INSPECTOR : Anthony Lepe AT 415-575-6912

FOR EVERY INSPECTION AFTER THE INITIAL RE-INSPECTION, A $170.00 FEE WILL BE CHARGED UNTIL THE
VIOLATIONS ARE ABATED. SFBC 108.8

Page 1




DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING INSPECTION

Housing Inspection Services Division

City and County of San Francisco

1660 Mission Street 6th Floor, San Francisco, California 94103-2414

(415) 558-6220 Fax: (415) 558-6249 Email: DBIHIDComplaints@sfgov.org Website: www.sfdbi.org

NOTICE OF VIOLATION WARNINGS!

TO THE PROPERTY OWNER(S), THEIR SUCCESSORS, AND ALL OTHER PERSONS HAVING
ANY INTEREST IN THE ABOVE DESCRIBED PROPERTY LOCATED IN THE CITY AND COUNTY
OF SAN FRANCISCO PLEASE TAKE NOTICE:

CO : IRED: The described premises were
mspected by inspector(s) of the Department of Bmldmg Inspectlon As a result of the
inspection(s), violations were found to exist and were listed in the Notice of Violation mailed to
the property owner(s). ACCORDINGLY, the owner(s) of the above described property are
required, within the time frame set forth in this Notice, to make application (if required) for the
necessary permits, to correct the conditions diligently and expeditiously, and to complete the
work within the specified time on the attached NOTICE(S), to be verified by the appropriate
Inspector through site inspection.

COST OF €OD =ORC Y. TH RTY OWNER: Section
102A.3 of the San Franmsco Buﬂdmg Code prowdes that in addltlon to the civil penalties
described therein, the property owner shall be assessed all attendant, administrative, and
inspection’s costs incurred by the Department of Building Inspection for the property owner’s
failure to comply with this Notice. These costs arise from department time accrued pertaining
but not limited to: (1) monthly violation monitoring, (2) case inquiries (phone calls, counter
visits, response to correspondence, etc.), (3) case management, (4) permit history research,
(5) notice/hearing preparation, (6) mspectlons (7) staff appearances/reports at hearings, and
(8) case referrals.

Assessment of Costs will accrue when the property owner fails to comply with this Notice
through: (1) a monthly violation monitoring fee of $52.00, and (2) an hourly rate of $104.00 for
case management/administration, and $170.00 for inspections, as provided for in Sections
102A.3, 102A.17, and Section 110A, Tables IA-D, and IA-K of the San Francisco Building Code.
The property owner will be notified by letter of the accrued Assessment of Costs following
failure to comply with this Notice. Failure to pay the Assessment of Costs shall result in: (1)
the case not being legally abated until all assessments are paid, and (2) tax lien proceedings
against the property owner pursuant to Sections 102A.3, 102A.16, 102A.17,102A.18 et seq.,
102A.19 et seq.,and 102A.20 of the San Francisco Building Code.

REF ): Section 17274 and 24436.5 of the Revenue
and Taxatlon Code provnde, mteraha that a taxpayer who derives rental income from housing
determined by the local regulatory agency to be substandard by reason of violation of state or
local codes dealing with housing, building, health and/or safety, cannot deduct from state
personal income tax and bank and corporate income tax, deductions for interest, depreciation
of taxes attributable to such substandard structure where substandard conditions are not
corrected within six (6) months after Notice of Violation by the regulatory agency. If
corrections are not completed or being diligently and expeditiously and continuously
performed after six (6) months from the date of this Notice of Violation, notification will be sent
to the Franchise Tax Board as provided in Section 17274(c) of the Revenue and Taxation Code.

Page 1 of 2



NOTICE OF VIOLATION WARNINGS! (Continued from page 1)

PL ANCES & MISDEMEANORS: Section 102A of the San Francisco Building Code
'and Sections 204 401 and 1001(d) of the San Francisco Housing Code provide that
structures maintained in violation of the Municipal Code are public nuisances and as such
are subject to the code enforcement action delineated therein. Section 204 of the Housing
Code provides that any person, the owner(s) or his authorized agent who violates, disobeys,
omits, neglects or refuses to comply with the Housing Code, or any order of the Director,
made pursuant to this Code, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, upon conviction thereof
punishable by a fine not exceeding $1,000.00, or by imprisonment not exceeding six (6)
months, or by both fine and imprisonment, and shall be deemed guilty of a separate offense
for every day such violations continue.

: NTS: Any required permit application must be applied for within the
tlme limit set forth in the attached Notice(s). Permit applications are to be filed with the
requisite plans, drawings, and specifications at the Central Permit Bureau, Department of
Building Inspection, at 1660 Mission Street, 1st Floor. A post card will be mailed to you by
the Central Permit Bureau when the building permit is ready to be picked up. Pursuant to
Sections 107A.5, and 110A, Table 1A-K of the San Francisco Building Code investigation
fees, are charged for work begun or performed without permits or for work exceeding the
scope of permits. Such fees may be appealed to the Board of Permit Appeals within 15 days
of permit issuance at 1660 Mission Street, 3rd floor, Room 3036 at (415) 575-6880.

:Callforma Health & Safety Code and Seotlon 102A.3 of the San Francrsco Burldlng Code,
when issuing a Notice of Violation the local jurlsd|ct|on shall post a copy of the Notice in a
conspicuous place on the property and make available a copy to each tenant thereof.

AINS N, ESSEE FOR
‘ ] \ '~ Pursuant to Section 17980.6 of the Callfornla Health & Safety Code,
'the property owner may not retaliate against the tenant/lessee for exercising rights under the
Section 1942.5 of the California Civil Code.

REIN : For every inspection, after the initial re-inspection, a $170.00 fee will

be charged untrl the violations are abated pursuant to Sections 108A.8 and 110A, Table IA-G
of the San Francisco Building Code.

;Sectlon) 3423 of the San Francisco Bwldrng Coderegulatee work that dlsturbsor removes
lead paint. Failure to comply with these requirements may result in a penalty not to exceed
$500.00 per day plus administrative costs as provided by Section 3423.8 of this Code.

Upon completion of all required work, you must contact the designated Housing Inspector
for a final inspection, unless otherwise specified. Please contact the Housing Inspection
Services Division if you have any questions. If you want more information on the overall code
enforcement process you may request a copy of the Department brochure entitled What You
Should Know About the Department of Building Inspection Code Enforcement Process or
download the document from the Department website.

NCTS_NOV.rdf revised 6/22/2011
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Exhibit D



City and County of San Francisco
Department of Building Inspection

1660 Mission Street
San Francisco, CA 94103

COMPLAINT DATA SHEET
COMPLAINT NUMBER : 201486731

OWNER/AGENT: PARANGAN FEDERICO DATE FILED: 22-JUL-14
PARANGAN FEDERICO LOCATION: 147 HAHN ST
147 HAHN ST
BL : :
SAN FRANCISCO CA OCK: 6297 LOT: 036
SITE: GROUND FLOOR
94134 RATING: OCCUPANCY CODE R-3
OWNER'S PHONE --
CONTACT NAME RECEIVED BY: Anthony Lepe DIVISION: HIS
CONTACT PHONE -- COMPLAINT SOURCE: FIELD OBSERVATION
COMPLAINANT: HENRY GO ASSIGNED TO DIVISION: HIS
147 HAHN ST
SAN FRANCISCO

COMPLAINANT'S PHONE 650-278-2138

DESCRIPTION: UNSAFE CONDITIONS IN THE ROOM IN THE GARAGE.
INSTRUCTIONS:

INSPECTOR INFORMATION
DIVISION INSPECTOR ID DISTRICT PRIORITY

HIS LUTON 6300 18

REFFERAL INFORMATION
DATE REFERRED BY TO COMMENT

COMPLAINT STATUS AND COMMENTS

DATE TYPE DIVISIONINSPECTOR STATUS COMMENT

21-JUL-14 CASE OPENED HIS ALEPE CASE RECEIVED

21-JUL-14 ILLEG CNVRSN/# UNITS HIS ALEPE INSPECTION OF While conducting a reinspection for
PREMISES MADE Complaint 201451831 Inspector Lepe noted

possible work with-out permit at the subject
property. Permit research will be performed
to verify any violations of the San Francisco

Housing Code.
28-JUL-14 GENERAL MAINTENANCE HIS A LEPE FIRST NOV SENT REINSPECTION ON 08/28/2014 01:30 PM.
04-AUG-14 GENERAL MAINTENANCE HIS A LEPE BLDG POSTED & Unit : 1;# of postings left on building:

TENANTS NOTIFIED 1;Locations : facade;Unit #s mailed posting:
AS PER NOTIFICATION 2.
REQMNTS

04-AUG-14 GENERAL MAINTENANCE HIS A LEPE CASE CONTINUED NOV was posted on 7/31/2014.
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City and County of San Francisco
Department of Building Inspection
1660 Mission Street

San Francisco, CA 94103

COMPLAINT DATA SHEET
COMPLAINT NUMBER : 201486731

COMPLAINT ACTION BY DIVISION

DIVISION DATE DESCRIPTION ACTION COMMENT

NOV (HIS) NOV (BID)

25-JUL-14
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NOTICE OF VIOLATION

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

Pursuant to SFBC 304(3) and 332.3 investigation fees are charged for work begun or performed without permits or for work excgeding the sccpe of parmits,
Such fees may be appealed to the Board of Permit Appeals within 15 days of permit issuance at 875 Stevenson St., 4th fioor. 554-6720

WARNING: Failure to take immediate action as required to correct the above violations will result in abatement procaedings by the Depa;tment of Buﬁdmg
inspection. # an Order of Abatement is recorded against this property, the owner will be billed or the property. will be tlened for ajl em ineyrred In
the code enforcement process from the podng of the first “Nouee of Violation™ until it costs are paid. SFBC 203(b) & 332.3

WARN!MG' Sectwn 204 of the San Francisco Housing Code provides for immediate fines of $100 for each instance of initial non-complianee followed: by
$200 fines per violation for the second instance of non-compliance, up to a maximum of $7,500 per building. This section also provides for issuarics of a
criminal charge as a misdemeancr for each violation, resuling in fines of not less than $1,000 per day or six months' imprisonment or both,

WARNING: Anyone who derives rerital income from housing dstermined by the Department of Building Inspection to be substandard ggt,mgmgdy_q from stata
porsonal income tax and bank and corporate incoms tax interest, depreciation or taxes attributable to such substandard structure.  corraction work is Aot
completed or being diligently, expeditiously and continyously prosecyted aftar six (6) monthg from the dat of this notice, notification will be sent to the
Franchise Tax Board as provided in Section 17284(c) of the Revenue and Taxation Code.

WARNING: Section 205(a) of the San Francisco Building Code provides for civil fines of up fo $500 per day for any person who vislates, disobeys, omits,
neglects or refusss lo comply with or opposes the execution of any provisions of this cods. This section also provides for misdemeanor firies, it convicted, 01
up to $500 and/or imprisonment up o0 six months for each separate offense for every day such offerise occurs.

De acuerdo & las Secciones 304(e) y 3323 de el Cidigo de Construccién de Edificios de San Francisco, gastos de investigacién seran cobrados por trabajo
empezado o realizado sin los debidos permisos o por trabajo qus exceda el limite estipulado en los permisos. Dichos cobros pueden ser apelados ante la
Junta de Apelaciones de Permisos (Board of Permit Appeals) dentro de log primeros quince dias de haberse obtenido el permiso. Las apelaciones se hacen
" en ol 875 de la calle Stevenson, cuaito piso, teléfono 564-6720.

ADVERTENCIA: Si no cumple con las acciones immediatas requendas pera cofregir las nnfracmones el Departamento de Inspeceién de Edificios tendra sl
derecho de iniciar ¢l proceso de mitigacidn. Si una Orden de Mitigacion es registrada contra dicha propiedad, los gastos incurddos durante el proceso de
aplicacion del codige, desde la primera puesta del Aviso de Infraccion hasta que todos los gastos esten pagados, se:le cooraran ai duefio del adificio o la
propiedad sera embargada para recuperar dichos gastos. Referencia a la Seccion 203(b) y 332.3 de el Cédigo de Construgcion de Edificios.

ADVERTENCIA: La Seccidn 204 de el Cddigo de Vivienda de San Francisco permite que se multe inmediatamente

incontormidad, seguida por una multa de $200 por cada segunda infraccion ds inconformidad, aumentando hasta un mé $7
Esta Seccion también permite ebtener cargos criminales como delitc manor, resultando en mullas de no menos d
encarcelamiento o ambas Sanciones.

ADVERTENCIA: Cualquier persona que reciba renta por una vivienda qua hiaya sido declarada que no satistace las normas ridas por el Bepqnameme
de Inspeccién de Edificios, no pusde deducir def estado intereses personales, de banco o empresa, depreciacion o taxes atribuidos sobre dicha 8structura.
Si el trabajo de reparacién no se termina o asta diligentemente, rapidamente y confuamente acusado después de seis (6) meses de la fecha.dé o
se le enviard una hotificacién a la Junta de Concesidn de Impuestos (Franchise Tax Board) de acuerdo a la Seocién 1264(c) del Codigo de ing
impuestos (Revenue and Taxation Cods). L

ADVERTENCIA: La Seocion 205(a) de el Codigo de Edicios de San Francisco impone multas civiles hasta de $500 por cada dia a cualiquier persona que
infrinja, desobedezca, »'mita, descuide, rehusa cumplir, resiste o se opone a ia ejecucion de las provisiones de ests codugo Esta seccidn también impone
muttas por defito menor, 5 es declarado culpable, de hasta $500 o encarcelamiento de hasta 6 meses, 0 ambas sanciones, par cada una de las ofensas y
por cada dia qus dicha ofensa occura, )
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Exhibit E



City and County of San Francisco
Department of Building Inspection

1660 Mission Street
San Francisco, CA 94103

COMPLAINT DATA SHEET
COMPLAINT NUMBER : 201487343
OWNER/AGENT: PARANGAN FEDERICO DATE FILED: 25-JUL-14
PARANGAN FEDERICO LOCATION: 147 HAHN ST
147 HAHN ST '
BLOCK: 62 T: 03
SAN FRANCISCO CA 6297 LO 6
SITE: GARAGE
_ 94134 RATING: OCCUPANCY CODE R-3
OWNER'S PHONE --
CONTACT NAME RECEIVED BY: Anthony Lepe DIVISION: HIS
CONTACT PHONE -- COMPLAINT SOURCE: FIELD OBSERVATION

COMPLAINANT: HIS/DBI

SAN FRANCISCO
COMPLAINANT'S PHONE --

DESCRIPTION: ILLEGAL UNIT IN THE GARAGE.
INSTRUCTIONS:

ASSIGNED TO DIVISION: HIS

INSPECTOR INFORMATION

DIVISION INSPECTOR ID DISTRICT PRIORITY
HIS LUTON ' 6300 18

REFFERAL INFORMATION

DATE REFERRED BY TO COMMENT

COMPLAINT STATUS AND COMMENTS

DATE TYPE DIVISIONINSPECTOR STATUS COMMENT
21-JUL-14 ILLEG CNVRSN/# UNITS HIS A LEPE CASE RECEIVED
21-JUL-14 ILLEG CNVRSN/# UNITS HIS A LEPE INSPECTION OF While conducting an inspection for
PREMISES MADE Complaint 201451831 Inspector Lepe noted
possible work with-out permit at the subject
property. Permit research will be performed
to verify any violations of the San Francisco
Housing Code.
28-JUL-14 ILLEG CNVRSN# UNITS HIS ALEPE FIRST NOV SENT
04-AUG-14 ILLEG CNVRSN/# UNITS HIS A LEPE BLDG POSTED & Unit : 1;# of postings left on building:
TENANTS NOTIFIED 1;Locations : facade;Unit #s mailed posting:
AS PER NOTIFICATION 2.
REQMNTS
04-AUG-14 ILLEG CNVRSN/# UNITS HIS ALEPE CASE CONTINUED NOV was posted on 7/31/2014.
29-SEP-14 ILLEG CNVRSN/# UNITS  HIS MLUTON PERMIT RESEARCH BPA#201406118118 issued and suspended.
29-SEP-14 ILLEG CNVRSN/# UNITS HIS M LUTON REINSPECTION 1 Inspector Lutona attempted to re-inspect but
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City and County of San Francisco
Department of Building Inspection
1660 Mission Street

San Francisco, CA 94103

COMPLAINT DATA SHEET
COMPLAINT NUMBER : 201487343

COMPLAINT ACTION BY DIVISION

DIVISION DATE DESCRIPTION ACTION COMMENT

NOV (HIS) NOV (BID)

28-JUL-14 28-JUL-14
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NOTICE OF VIOLATION

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

DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING INSPECTION NOTICE: 1 NUMBER: 201487343
City and County of San Francisco DATE: 28-TUL-14
1660 Mission St. San Francisco, CA 94103

ADDRESS: 147 HAHN ST
OCCUPANCY/USE: () BLOCK: 6297 LOT: 036

D If checked, this information is based upons site-observation only. Further research may indicate that legal use is different. If so, a revised Notice of Violation
will be issued.

OWNER/AGENT: PARANGAN FEDERICO PHONE #: --
MAILING PARANGAN FEDERICO
ADDRESS 147 HAHN ST
SAN FRANCISCO CA
94134
PERSON CONTACTED @ SITE: PARANGAN FEDERICO PHONE #: --
VIOLATION DESCRIPTION: CODE/SECTION#
¥] WORK WITHOUT PERMIT 106.1.1
(] ADDITIONAL WORK-PERMIT REQUIRED : 106.4.7
(] EXPIRED OR[_JCANCELLED PERMIT PA#: 106.4.4
UNSAFE BUILDING [_]SEE ATTACHMENTS 102.1

The legal use of this building is a R-3 single dwelling unit over a garage. Field inspection revealed there are presently two dwelling
units on two floors of occupancy. A unit has been built in the garage consisting of a room, a bedroom, and a bathroom.

Permit research failed to produce evidence to show that any valid permits were issued to alter or remodel this building to its present
use. 301, 709, 1001(d), 1001(o) HC, 106.1.1, 3403, 3406.4 BC.

The folowing code violations were noted at the time of inspection:

*Lack of adequate heating system (701 HC).

*Water supply & waste lines installed without proper permits (1001(f) HC).

*Blectrical service & wiring systems installed without proper permits (1001(e) HC).

*Wall partitions installed without proper permits (1001(j) HC, 3403 BC).

*Lack of proper required one-hour fire resistive material were used at the time of construction (1001(n) HC, 602.5, 708.1 BC).

* Plumbing fixtures: lavatory and toilet installed without proper permits(709, 1001(f), 1001(g) HC).

CORRECTIVE ACTION:
[JSTOP ALL WORK SFBC 104.2.4 415.575-6912
FILE BUILDING PERMIT WITHIN 15 DAYS (WITH PLANS) A copy of This Notice Must Accompany the Permit Application

OBTAIN PERMIT WITHIN 30 DAYS AND COMPLETE ALL WORK WITHIN 60 DAYS, INCLUDING FINAL INSPECTION
SIGANOFF.

[ JCORRECT VIOLATIONS WITHIN DAYS. []NO PERMIT REQUIRED

[:] YOU FAILED TO COMPLY WITH THE NOTICE(S) DATED , THEREFORE THIS DEPT. HAS INITIATED ABATEMENT PROCEEDINGS.

® FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH THIS NOTICE WILL CAUSE ABATEMENT PROCEEDINGS TO BEGIN.

SEE ATTACHMENT FOR ADDITIONAL WARNINGS.
SUBMIT A COPY OF THIS NOTICE AND TWO SETS OF PLANS WITH THE BUILDING PERMIT APPLICTION TO
LEGALIZE ALTERATIONS TO THE APARTMENT UNIT OR REVERT TO THE LAST LEGAL USE. AFTER THE BUILDING
PERMIT IS ISSUED, PLUMBING AND ELECTRICAL PERMITS AND INSPECTIONS MUST ALSO BE OBTAINED AND
SIGNED OFF BY RESPECTIVE INSPECTORS. TO ABATE THIS NOTICE YOU MUST CONTACT A HOUSING INSPECTOR
FOR A FINAL INSPECTION AND PRODUCE ALL PERMITS, PLANS, AND APPROPRIATE SIGN-OFFS BY ELECTRICAL,
PLUMBING, AND BUILDING INSPECTORS AS REQUIRED.
INVESTIGATION FEE OR OTHER FEE WILL APPLY



NOTICE OF VIOLATION

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

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

] [ ] NOPENALTY
[ OTHER: [] REINSPECTION FEE § (WORK W/O PERMIT PRIOR TO 9/1/60}

APPROX. DATE OF WORK W/O PERMIT{_jaN.j2 YALUE OF WORK PERFORMED W/O PERMITS $10000

BY ORDER OF THE DIRECTOR, DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING INSPECTION
CONTACT INSPECTOR: Anthony M Lepe
PHONE # 415-575-6912 DIVISION: HIS DISTRICT : 18
By:(Inspectors's Signature)




NOTICE OF VIOLATION

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

Pursuant to SFBC 304(3) and 332.3 investigaticn fe¢s are charged for work begun or performed without permits ot for work exceeding the soope of permits.
Such fees may be appealed to the Board of Permit Appeals within 15 days of permit issuance at 875 Stevenson St., 4th floor, 5546720

wmmna Failure to take immediate action as required to correct the above violations will result in abatement procaedings by the Dapartmam of Buttdmg
spection. it an Order of Abatement is recorded against this property, the owner wiil be billed or the praperty will be fiened for all costs incurred In
ttm oode antorcoment process from the posﬁng 6f the first “Nouee of Violation” until gn costs are paid. SFBC 203(b) & 3323 :

WARNING: Section 264 of the San Francisco Housing Code provides for immediate fines of $100 for each instance of initial non-compliance, foﬁawed by
$200 fines per violation for the second Instance of non-compliance, up to a maximum of $7,500 per building. This section aiso provides for issuance ofa
criminal charge as a misdemeanor for each violation, resulting in fines of not less than $1,000 per day or six months’ imprisonment or both,

WARNING: Anyone who derives rentai mcome from housing datermmed by the Depastment of Building Inspection to be substandard cannol deduct from slaie
personal income tax and bank and corporate income tax interest, depreciation or taxes ativibutable to stich substandard structure. If corraction work is At
completed or being diligently, expeditiously and continuously prosecyted aftar six (8) months from the date of this notice, notification will be sent to the
Franchise Tax Board as provided in Section 17284(c) of the Revenue and Taxation Code.

WARNING: Section 205(a) of the San Francisco Building Code provides for civil tmes of up 1o $500 per day for any person who wiolates, disobeys, omits,
neglects or refuses to comply with or opposes the execution of any provisions of this code. This section also provides for migdemeanor fines, if convicted, of
up to $500 and/or lmprisonmem up to six months for each separate offense for every day such offarise ocours.

De acuerdo a las Secciones 304(e) y 332.3 de el Codigo de Construccién de Edificios de San Francisco, gastos de investigacion seran cobrados por trabajo
smpezado o realizado sin los debidos permisos ¢ por Wrabajo que exceda el limite ectlpulado en los permisos. Dichos cobros pueden ser apetados ante la
Junta de Apelaciones de Penmisos (Board of Permit Appeals) dentro de los primeros quincs dias de haberse obtenido el permiso. Las apslaciones se hacen
" en ol 875 de la calle_Stevenson, cuario piso, telélano 554-6720.

ADVERTENCIA: Si no cumple con {as acclones immediatas requendas para cotregir las infracciones, el Departamenta de inspeecién de Edificios tendra el
derecho de iniciar el proceso . de mttigacién Si una Orden de Mitigacion es registrada contra dicha propiedad, los gastos incurrddos durante el proceso de
aplicacion del codigo, desde la primera puesta del Aviso de infraccidn hasta que todos los gastos esten pagados, se:le cooraran al duefio dal edificio o fa
propiedad sera embargada para recuperar dighos gastos. Referencia a la Seccion 203(b) y 332.3 de el Cédigo de. Construcclbn de Edificios.

ADVERTENCIA: La Seccién 204 de el Cédigo de Vivienda de San Francisco permite que se multe inmediatamente §
incontormidad, seguida por upa multa de $200 por cada segunda infraccién de inconformidad, aumentando hasta un ma
Esta Seccién también permite obtener cargos criminales como delito menor, resultando en multas de no menocs d
encarcelamiento ¢ ambas sanciones.

ADVERTENCIA: Cualquier persona que reciba renta por una vivienda que haya sido dedarada que no eatisface las normas yéquenrdas por el Depd

de Inspeccion de Edificios, no puade deducir del estado intereses parsonales, de banco o empresa, depreciacién o taxes atribuidos sobre dicha &
Si el trabajo de reparacion no se termina o asta diligentemente, rapidaments y contuamente acusado después de seis (6) meges de la fecha.dé o
se le enviard una notificacién a la Junta de Concesion de Impuestos (Franchise Tax Board) de acuerdo a la Seccién 1264{c) del Cédagade L
impuestos (Revenue and Taxation Cods). L

ADVERTENCIA: La Seccion 205(a) de el Codige de Edicios de San Francisco impone multas civiles hasta de $500 por cada dia a cualquier persona que
infrinja, desobedezca, »'mita, descuide, rehusa cumplir, resiste o se opone a la gjecucién de las provisiones de este cadigo. Esta seceién también impone
multas por defito menor, 5 es declarado culpable, de hasta $500 o encarcelamiento de hasta 6 meses. 0 ambas sanciones, por cada una de ias olensas y
por cada dia que dicha ofensa ocoura,

SUS SWEIEREIN) (WM SFEC) 3 304() TOMTE 3323 TMKETE » XA
WNE MM T AN EERITR TR « RAERMIFE IR TN MR - X%
ASTDAYERFArIR G AR 15 K2/ « IEETRVTLL ARF T LIRS M L % - ﬁlt
Mhid- 272 Sevensmoo %G 875 W4 M+ WK ¢ 55467200

s | ERERITDSIRITE - SSE RS nnmn:ntnﬁnnuw
ERARNT « WHALRS ERDORMUERTH— SO WaRMNau
EENEARLNERESNMARN  NANAEEND « RENAEO « KSR
ERNE - MOM (SAARMEAD 2% 205 (b) FERIE 3323 MK o

g (SHTEHREN (X SFHC ) 3 2046) TRBOLE | MR RN HIT WM
MWL 100 5 » —IORRAIK 200 5T » SBWERBATRER 7,500 7T o HWHNE
umxw:mnus » S ELARICIDECETIN 1,000 5 » R,/ REEM AN
ﬁt

B EAARBHEN RN mszmummiw
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DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING INSPECTION

Housing Inspection Services Division

City and County of San Francisco

1660 Mission Street 6th Floor, San Francisco, California 94103-2414

(415) 558-6220 Fax: (415) 558-6249 Email: DBIHIDComplaints@sfgov.org Website: www.sfdbi.org

NOTICE OF VIOLATION COMPLAINT: 201486731
OWNER/AGENT: PARANGAN FEDERICO
MAILING DATE: 25-JUL-14
ADDRESS: PARANGAN FEDERICO
147 HAHN ST LOCATION: 147 HAHN ST
SAN FRANCISCO CA BLOCK: 6297 LOT: 036
NOTICE TYPE: COMPLAINT
94134
BUILDING TYPE: NA USE TYPE: R3
YOU ARE HEREBY ORDERED TO COMPLY WITH THE FOLLOWING REQUIREMENTS:
ITEM DESCRIPTION
1 THIS NOTICE INCLUDES VIOLATIONS FOR THE AREAS 147 HAHN ST.
NOTED.
2 PROVIDE VENTILATION AT BATHROOM (504(a), PROVIDE VENTILATION AT THE BATHROOM IN THE
1001(b)(7),(8) HC) GARAGE.
3 PROVIDE MANUAL RELEASE AT SLEEPING ROOM AT THE SLEEPING ROOM ON THE GROUND FLOOR
SECURITY BARS OR REMOVE TO PROVIDE EMERGENCY  WITH THE WINDOW ON THE BACK OF THE
EGRESS TO AT LEAST ONE WINDOW (706b (7)(i)) BUILDING.
4  HAZARDOUS MECHANICAL EQUIPMENT (1001.(g) HC) THERE IS AN UNAPPROVED FLUE EXHAUST VISIBLE

IN THE ROOM IN THE GARAGE. REPAIR AS
REQUIRED. A MECHANICAL PERMIT IS REQUIRED.

5 PROVIDE ADEQUATE LIGHTING (504g HC) REPAIR/PROVIDE LIGHTING AT THE GROUND FLOOR
ROOM IN THE GARAGE.
6 INSPECTOR COMMENTS IT IS THE PROPERTY OWNER'S RESPONSIBILITY TO

BE PRESENT OR DIRECT HIS/ HER REPRESENTATIVE
TO ATTEND, THE REINSPECTION AS SCHEDULED ON
THIS NOTICE OF VIOLATION FOR THE PURPOSE OF
PROVIDING ENTRY TO THE INSPECTOR OF THOSE
AREAS NOT ACCESSED DURING THE INITIAL
INSPECTION AS SPECIFIED, AND/ OR TO PROVIDE
ACCESS TO ALL AREAS CITED WITHIN THIS NOTICE.

IF THE PROPERTY OWNER CANNOT ATTEND THE
SCHEDULED REINSPECTION (AS SPECIFIED ON THIS
NOTICE) IT IS HIS/ HER RESPONSIBILITY TO SECURE
A DIFFERENT INSPECTION DATE AND TIME WITH
THE INSPECTOR, AND PROVIDE ALL TENANTS WITH
NOTIFICATION AS REQUIRED BY CALIFORNIA CIVIL
CODE SECTION 1954. SAN FRANCISCO HOUSING
CODE SECTION 303.(b), IF ANY DWELLING,
APARTMENT UNITS OR GUEST ROOMS ARE TO BE
ACCESSED DURING THE REINSPECTION.

ALL ITEMS MUST BE COMPLETED WITHIN 30 DAYS. REINSPECTION DATE: 28 August 2014 01:30 PM
IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT THE OWNER/OWNERS REPRESENTATIVE CONFIRM REINSPECTION DATE/TIME.

CONTACT HOUSING INSPECTOR : Anthony Lepe AT 415-575-6912

FOR EVERY INSPECTION AFTER THE INITIAL RE-INSPECTION, A $170.00 FEE WILL BE CHARGED UNTIL THE
VIOLATIONS ARE ABATED. SFBC 108.8

Page 1



DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING INSPECTION

Housing Inspection Services Division

City and County of San Francisco

1660 Mission Street 6th Floor, San Francisco, California 94103-2414

(415) 558-6220 Fax: (415) 558-6249 Email: DBIHIDComplaints@sfgov.org Website: www.sfdbi.org

NOTICE OF VIOLATION WARNINGS!

TO THE PROPERTY OWNER(S), THEIR SUCCESSORS, AND ALL OTHER PERSONS HAVING
ANY INTEREST IN THE ABOVE DESCRIBED PROPERTY LOCATED IN THE CITY AND COUNTY
OF SAN FRANCISCO PLEASE TAKE NOTICE:

: The described premises were

mspected by lnspector(s) of the Department of Bulldmg Inspectlon As a result of the
inspection(s), violations were found to exist and were listed in the Notice of Violation mailed to
the property owner(s). ACCORDINGLY, the owner(s) of the above described property are
required, within the time frame set forth in this Notice, to make application (if required) for the
hecessary permits, to correct the conditions diligently and expeditiously, and to complete the
work within the specified time on the attached NOTICE(S), to be verified by the appropriate
Inspector through site inspection.

CEMENT WIL . NE B’ PROPERTY OWNER: Section
102A 3 of the San Francnsco Buﬂdmg Code provndes that in addition to the civil penalties
described therein, the property owner shall be assessed all attendant, administrative, and
inspection’s costs incurred by the Department of Building Inspection for the property owner’s
failure to comply with this Notice. These costs arise from department time accrued pertaining
but not limited to: (1) monthly violation monitoring, (2) case inquiries (phone calls, counter
visits, response to correspondence, etc.), (3) case management, (4) permit history research,
(5) notice/hearing preparation, (6) inspections, (7) staff appearances/reports at hearings, and

(8) case referrals.

Assessment of Costs will accrue when the property owner fails to comply with this Notice
through: (1) a monthly violation monitoring fee of $52.00, and (2) an hourly rate of $104.00 for
case management/administration, and $170.00 for inspections, as provided for in Sections
102A.3, 102A.17, and Section 110A, Tables IA-D, and IA-K of the San Francisco Building Code.
The property owner will be notified by letter of the accrued Assessment of Costs following
failure to comply with this Notice. Failure to pay the Assessment of Costs shall result in: (1)
the case not being legally abated until all assessments are paid, and (2) tax lien proceedings
against the property owner pursuant to Sections 102A.3, 102A.16, 102A.17,102A.18 et seq.,
102A.19 et seq.,and 102A.20 of the San Francisco Building Code.

REEE| B , Section 17274 and 24436.5 of the Revenue
and Taxatlon ode prowde, mteralla that a taxpayer who derives rental income from housing
determined by the local regulatory agency to be substandard by reason of violation of state or
local codes dealing with housing, building, health and/or safety, cannot deduct from state
personal income tax and bank and corporate income tax, deductions for interest, depreciation
of taxes attributable to such substandard structure where substandard conditions are not
corrected within six (6) months after Notice of Violation by the regulatory agency. If
corrections are not completed or being diligently and expeditiously and continuously
performed after six (6) months from the date of this Notice of Violation, notification will be sent
to the Franchise Tax Board as provided in Section 17274(c) of the Revenue and Taxation Code.

Page 1 of 2



NOTICE OF VIOLATION WARNINGS! (Continued from page 1)

ANORS: Section 102A of the San Francisco Building Code:
and Sectlons 204 401 and 1001(d) of the San Francisco Housing Code provide that
structures maintained in violation of the Municipal Code are public nuisances and as such
are subject to the code enforcement action delineated therein. Section 204 of the Housing
Code provides that any person, the owner(s) or his authorized agent who violates, disobeys,
omits, neglects or refuses to comply with the Housing Code, or any order of the Director,
made pursuant to this Code, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, upon conviction thereof
punishable by a fine not exceeding $1,000.00, or by imprisonment not exceeding six (6)
months, or by both fine and imprisonment, and shall be deemed guilty of a separate offense
for every day such violations continue.

: Any required permit application must be applied for within the
tlme limit set forth in the attached Notice(s). Permit applications are to be filed with the
requisite plans, drawings, and specifications at the Central Permit Bureau, Department of
Building Inspection, at 1660 Mission Street, 1st Floor. A post card will be mailed to you by
the Central Permit Bureau when the building permit is ready to be picked up. Pursuant to
Sections 107A.5, and 110A, Table 1A-K of the San Francisco Building Code investigation
fees, are charged for work begun or performed without permits or for work exceeding the
scope of permits. Such fees may be appealed to the Board of Permit Appeals within 15 days
of permit issuance at 1660 Mission Street, 3rd floor, Room 3036 at (415) 575-6880.

vCallfornla Health & Safety Code, and Section 102A.3 of the San Franclsco Buﬂdmg Code,
when issuing a Notice of Violation the local jurisdiction shall post a copy of the Notice in a
conspicuous place on the property and make available a copy to each tenant thereof.

the property owner may not retaliate against the tenantllessee for exercising rights under the
Section 1942.5 of the California Civil Code.

| i For every inspection, after the initial re-inspection, a $170.00 fee will
be charged untll the violations are abated pursuant to Sections 108A.8 and 110A, Table IA-G
of the San Francisco Building Code.

ESectlon 3423 of the San Francisco Building Code regulates work that disturbs or removes
lead paint. Failure to comply with these requirements may result in a penalty not to exceed
$500.00 per day plus administrative costs as provided by Section 3423.8 of this Code.

Upon completion of all required work, you must contact the designated Housing Inspector
for a final inspection, unless otherwise specified. Please contact the Housing Inspection
Services Division if you have any questions. If you want more information on the overall code
enforcement process you may request a copy of the Department brochure entitled What You
Should Know About the Department of Building Inspection Code Enforcement Process or
download the document from the Department website.

NCTS_NOV.rdf revised 6/22/2011
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WHEN RECORDED MAIL TO: ghaan?mnsgs ﬂssessor-Recor r
Rolando DeGuzman and il Ting, Assessor-Recorder
Federico Parangan DOC- 2009-1834899-00
147 Hahn Street Tuesday, SEP 15, 2008 08:21:05
San Francisco, Ca 94134 Tl Pd $524 ) cht § 0003751528
REEL J977 IMAGE 0184
MAIL TAX STATEMENT TO: oed/ER/1-3 N
Rolando DeGuzman and ADE G

Q COMPUTED DN FULR VALUE LESS LIENS & ENCL

AT TIME OF SALE,

Federico Parangan
147 Hahn Street
San Francisco, Ca 94134

GRANC, BARGAIN AND SALCE

FOR A VALUABLE CONSIDERATION, rcceipt of which is hereby acknowledged,

KEPERICD PALAN GAN 4

Do(es) hereby GRANT, BARGAIN AND SELL to )
Rolando DeGuzman, Single Person and Federico Parangan, Single Person, as joint tenants

The real property situate in the County of San Francisco , State of California , described as follows:
147 Hahn Street, San Francisco, Ca 94134 see auached description

TOGETHER with all tenements, hereditaments and appurtenances, including easements and water rights, if
any, thereto belonging or appertaining, and any revisions, remainders, rents, issues or profits thercof.

Date:
Federico Pérangan

Pl . e ATTACHED CALFORNLA MSKNOWLEG MBENT
STATE OF )
COUNTY OF )} ss:
The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me, . & notary
public in and for the state of by
on the day of , 20

Witness my hand and ofticial seal

NOTARY PUBLIC
My commission expires
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GAI-IFORNIA ALI.-PURPOSEAGKHOWLEDGMENT I .

State of California

County of S&AN MATED

On \4& SVPT 2806 before me, LN d 12 1

Dats Hers and
TS RACO FDRANGD,

personally appeared __T"i5 U5 @) N _
who proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to
be the person{§] whose nametsyfiShre subscribed 1o the
within instrument and ackn ged to me that
(R¥/sheftey executed the same i erftheir authorized
Capacityéies], and WBrnheir signatura(e) on the
instrument the pe >or the entity upon behalf of

w&sg’\‘ﬂ'zﬁ 'F ﬁ?\omll which the person¢s) acted, executed the instrument.

]

| certify under PENALTY OF PERJURY under the laws

L)} of the State of California that the foregoing paragraph is
true and correct.

WITNESS my hang and official seg).
Signatu

Piaca Notary Saal Above Signalure ry

OPTIONAL

Though the information bslow is not required by law, it may prove valuable fo persons relying on the document
and could prevent fraudulent removal and reattachment of this form o another document.

Description of Attached Document

Title or Type of Document: RRANTY DY _

Document Date: & SIEE"T" 2.06K) Number of Pages; __ 1~
Signer(s) Other Than Named Above:

Capacity(ies) Claimed by Signer(s)

Signer's Name: . Signer's Name:
O Individual C Individual
I Corporate Officer — Title(s): {1 Corporate Officer — Title(s):

O Partner — 1 Limited 1 General

1 Pariner — L Limited [} General

HI THUL e 30T

LI Attorney in Fact rs e L1 Attorney in Fact e
0 Trustee Top of i here O Trustes

1 Guardian or Conservator O Guardian or Conservator

O Other: 0 Other:

Signer Is Representing:________ Signer Is Representing:
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RECORDING REQUESTED BY fiﬂﬂSCD Dr ecorder
Phxl Ting, Assessor-Recorder
AND WHEN RECORDED MALL TO DOC- 201 1-J312877-00
Hedna
S M T
St S50 WIS 5T L Ks37 I“"‘i'?.ﬁ'c’?f"z
aye 5 CA gz
L J Y\
SPACE ABOVE THIS LINE FOR RECORDER'S USE
MAIL TAX STATEMENTS TO: DOCUMENTARY TRANSFER TAX §
nme T Clay JsssiE 601 ) Gormputed onthe consideraton orvaueof roperty conveyed; o
O Computed on the consideration or value lees lilens or encumbrances

z,::“ ﬁ;p M/f;f”" j/" remalning at time of sale.

[ Unincorporated area

ms 5F @ 92 oo,
L ]

EPERICD H#. VARANGHAL

Tiwe,
quntc CLAY T Wﬂ Gt
the real property in the City of -5,7"

Countyof 1“ Es:ﬁs:s!iﬁp’ .ShteofCalifomla:
referredtoas 665 Mrﬁ_we——b

AN 02977 3L gy attachod Signare Page Addendum. [f}yForm 251)
o 1] fgemce Dimslints . ptuasth-Lggor
Date: , 20

Pt Wame) Taigneture)

STATE OF
COUNTY OF

NNM

who proved to me on the basis of satisfaciory svidence to be the

W”“%

orlhoamny behai! of which the personts)

RAQUEL MARIA VARGAS
Commission # 1848883
=y Hotary Public - Caiifornia %
o San Mateo County z.

My Comm [xpsr:s Jun 10, 2013




Exhibit A
Legal Degeription

All that certain rea properly in the City of San Francisco, County of San Francisco, Stale of
Csiifomia, described 23 follows:

Baginning &t a point on the Eastarly ne of Hahn Street, distant thareon 238 feet and 8 inches
Southwesterly from the Southwesterly line of Visiiation Avenue; running thence Southwesterty
siong said kne of Hahn Street 25 feet; thence et a right angle Southeasterly 110 feet; thence at a
mmmNmmzsmmmalarbhlmgthmteﬂy1‘lofeotlothapoln!o!
beginning.
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7Z2°° . of Building Insp. | |S ‘@
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AUG 06 2014 4
nolt-UE bl (s — e Bl
] g C. 3y = c
Qv 2o ngﬁéf,l‘fls oS {YZI TOW C HULSE p=d 2
: g ECTOK o
APPLICATION FOR BUILDING PERMIT CITY AND COUNTPYOFSAN'FRANCISEE TION = E
ADDITIONS, ALTERATIONS OR REPAIRS . DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING INSPECTION «© s
APPLICATION IS HEREBY MADE TO THE DEPARTMENT OF ey
: BUILDING INSPECTION OF SAN FRANCISCO FOR »
FORM 3 UJ OTHER AGENCIES REVIEW REQUIRED | PERMISSION TO BUILD IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE PLANS
AND SPECIFICATIONS SUBMITTED HEREWITH AND )
FORM 8 %= OVER-THE-COUNTER ISSUANC ACCORDING TO THE DESCRIPTION AND FOR THE PURPOSE § =
2 - HEREINAFTER SET FORTH. 8=
NUMBER OF PLAN SETS DO NOT WRITE ABOVE THIS LINE ¥ /] 3
TR 6 7014 | FiLNG FEERECEPTNO. (1) STREET ADDRESS OF JOB BLOCK&LOT 2 s g
. 4T HAMK. st st ca GUIBY| Bg
PERMIT NO. o ISSUED ) 28 ES‘I’IMATEDGUSTOFJO§ {3{‘; p (gB) REVISED COST: @ ' QQ'Q e S
= )/ - X/ - . . o
57 | 806 -/ W2 A FEEl): Pnderiile e 7721 /idl]
INFORMATION TO BE FURNISHED BY ALL APPLICANTS A
LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF EXISTING BUILDING
(4R} TYPEQF CONSTR. | {5A) NO. OF (6A) NO. OF (7A) PRESENT USE: j 8A) OCCUP. CLASS (9A) NO. OF
S, J [, O ['Sinss  pamivy Homy S
DESCRIPTION OF BUILDING AFTER PROPOSED ALTERATION ' (77 )
(4) TYPE OF CONSTR. |(5) NO. OF (6) NO. OF OPOSED USE (LEGAL US| ! {8) OCCUP. CLASS {9) NO, OF
V£ ka7 i, O [SINCIEFAVILY Fove ey |
e S T 5 s ST Py
OR ALTERED? NO &I CONSTRUCTION? NO &3] PERFORMED? NO (3 | PERFORNMED? No O
{14) GENERAL CONTRACTOR ADDRESS id PHONE CALIF. LIC. NO, EXPIRATION DATE
(15) OWNER - LESSEE {CROSS OUT ONE) ADDRESS zIP BTRC# PHONE (FOR CONTAGT BY DEPT.)
cny  Go [943 e ST 5P o Y13y Y- Leo I3

(16) WRITE IN DESGRIPTION OF ALL WORK T0 BE PERFORMED UNDER THIS APPLICATION (REFERENGE TO PLANS IS NOT SUFFICIENT)

i
Corply with MOV & TotPFESad, ) 20/96/837, 20148,73]

Replace, 3 wi haba/s@wmg(. s (’c‘;/(,\,g/,.,) af resr, 7?9;“2;01 Wupinp i’
'RZ/IDULCA/ ol aarasedwr fy 4 et a,a/r4%c,"("”7 X 7 7 apfple

Gd & permit Lor orolbjon of M koome( heideAy qaral

—

by

Replace e (Ghiiy yiNDo~/ ___ ADDITIONAL INFORMATION /4 7 BACK [« 5

(17) DOES THIS ALTERATION 18) IF (17) IS YES, STATE (18) DOES THIS ALTERATION (20) IF (19) IS VES, STATR  y — >
GREATE ADDITIONAL HEIGHT ~ YES a oo NEW HEIGHT AT CREATE DECK OR HORIZ, Ves O e crounp’ PNy '\{:b
OR STORY T0 BUILDING? No CENTER LINE OF FRONT EXTENSION 70 BUILDING? no . FLOOR AREA Sa.Fr. 4

{21) WILL SIDEWALK OVER 22) WILL BUILDING (23) ANY OTHER EXISTING BLDG. (24) DOES THIS ALTERATION ¥
SUB-SIDEWALK SPACE BE YES L, ™ exven BevonD YES U | 6 LoT? (1 YES, SHow Yes O | ™ constirute A chaNGE ves Q|
REPAIRED OR ALTERED? NO_JA4.  PROPERTY LINE? NO_T~0N PLOT PLAN) NO Cbi  OFOCCUPANGY? NO /34

(25) ARGHITECT OR ENGINEER (DESIGN L1 _CONSTRUCGTION 03) ADDRESS GALIF. GERTIFICATE NO.

(26) CONSTRUGTION LENDER (ENTER NAME AND BRANCH DESIGNATION IF ANY. ADDRESS

IF THERE IS NO KNOWN GONSTRUCTION LENDER, ENTER “UNKNOWN")

IMPORTANT NOTICES NOTICE TO APPLICANT

No change shail be made In the character of the accupancy or use without first obtaining a Building Permit

HOLD HARMLESS CLAUSE. The permittee(s) by acceptance of the permit, agree(s) to indemnify and hold harmless
authorizing such change. See San Francisco Bullding Code and San Franclsco Housing Code,

the City and County of San Francisco from and against any and all claims, demands and actions for damages
resulting from aperations under this permit, regardiess of negtigence of the City and County of San Francisco, and fo

Na portlon of buliding or structure or scaffolding used durlng construction is to be closer than 6'0" to any wire assume the defense of the City and County of San Francisco agalnstall such claims, demands or actions.

containing more than 750 voits. See Sec 385, Californiz Penat Code,

Pursuant to San Francisco Building Code, the building permit shall be posted on the job. The owner Is

In conformity with the provisions of Section 3800 of the Labor Code of the Stale of Catifornia, the applicant shall
tesponsible for approved plans and application being kept at bullding site,

have worker’s compensation coverage under {1} or {Ii} designated below, or shall indicate item (Ili), (W), or {V},
whichever Is applicable. I however item (V) Is checked, item (IV) must be checked as well. Mark the appropriate

Grade lines as shown on drawings accompanying this application are assumed to be correct, if actual grade method of compliance befow.

lines are not the same as shown, revised drawings showing correct grade lines, cuts and fills, and complete
detats of retaining walls and wall footings must be submitted to this department for approval,

ANY STIPULATION REQUIRED HEAEIN OR BY CODE MAY BE APPEALED.

BUILDING NOT TO BE OCCUPIED UNTIL CERTIFICATE OF FINAL COMPLETION IS POSTED ON THE BUILDING OR
PERMIT OF OCCUPANCY GRANTED, WHEN REQUIRED.

APPROVAL OF THIS APPLICATION BOES NOT CONSTITUTE AN APPROVAL FOR THE ELECTAICAL WIRING OR
FLUMBING INSTALLATIONS, A SEPARATE PERMIT FOR THE WIRING AND PLUMBING MUST BE OBTAINED,
SEPARATE PERMITS ARE REQUIRED IF ANSWER IS “YES" TO ANY OF ABOVE QUESTIONS (16} {11) {12) (13} (22)
OR (24).

THIS IS NOT A BUILDING PERMIT, NO WORK SHALL BE STARTED UNTIL A BUILDING PERMIT IS ISSUED.
In dwellings, all Insulaling materfals must have a clearance of not less than two inches from all electrical

I hereby affirm under penaity of perjury one of the following declarations:

{ ) L Ihaveand will maintaln a certificate of consent to self-j for worker's as provided

by Section 3700 of the Labor Cods, for the performance of the work for which this permit is issued,

() 1. Yhave and will maintain worker's compensation insurance, as required by Sectlon 3700 of the Labor
Code, for the performance of the work for which this permit is issued. My worker's compensation

insurance carrler and policy number are:

Carrier
Pollcy Number

. The cost of the work to be done Is $100 or less.

wires or equipment.

{ } . cerity thatin the performance of the work for which this permit Is Jssued, | shall not employ
any person in any manner so as to become subject to the worker's compensation laws of California.
GHEGK APPROPRIATE BOX | further ackaowledgs that ] understand that in the event that I should become subject to the worker's
Q OWNER O ARCHITECT compensation provistons of the Labor Gode of California and fall to comply forthwith with the
O LESSEE O AGENT provisions of Section 3800 of the Labor Code, that the permit herein applled for shall be deemed revoked.
Q CONTRACTOR- O ENGINEER

APPLICANT’S GERTIFICATION
1HEREBY GERTIFY AND AGREE THAT IF A PERMIT IS ISSUED FOR THE CONSTRUGTION DESCRIBED IN THIS
APPLIGATION, ALL THE PROVISIONS OF THE PERMIT AND ALL LAWS AND ORDINANCES THERETO WILL BE
COMPLIED WITH.

REV 06/13

. | certify as the owner (or the agent for.the awner) that in the performance of the work for which
this permit is issued, | will employ a contractor who complies with the worker's compensation laws
of California and who, prior to the commencement of any work, will file a completed copy of this form

with the Central Permit Bureau. Z

Signature of Applicant g/Agent
OFFIGE COPY
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I agree to comply with all conditions or stipulations of the various bureaus or departments noted on this application,

of conditions or stipulations, which are hereby made a part of this application.

Number of attachments I:I

OWNER’S AUTHORIZED AGENT

and attached statements



