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Frank and Ann Hardenbergh 
3636 Webster Street 

San Francisco, CA.  94123 

December 4, 2014 

Ann Lazarus, President 
San Francisco Board of Appeals 
1650 Mission, Suite 304 
San Francisco, CA.  94103 

RE: Krim v. DBI, Planning Department 
3636 Webster:  Appeal No. 14-171 

 Hearing Date:   December 10, 2014 

Dear President Lazarus and Members:  

We purchased our home at 3636 Webster Street in June 2010 from Richard North 

Patterson (“Patterson”).  This appeal filed by the Krims, our neighbors to the south at 3630 

Webster, relates solely to repairs/rebuild we are doing to the rear addition Patterson completed 

with approved permits in 2006-2007 (“Patterson Addition”).  For the following reasons, we ask 

that you deny the appeal and uphold the permit.  

The appeal is based on the Krims’ misunderstanding of four facts:  (1) Planning Code 

Section 311 only applies when there is an expansion of the building envelope.  Our permit does 

not result in any expansion of the existing building envelope; (2) We are required by the San 

Francisco Building Code to install the 42-inch high firewall along our north property line.  A 

firewall has been required under the San Francisco Building Code for many years when there are 

openings (e.g., decks, doors and windows) within 3 feet of each other on adjacent properties; (3) 

Under the Planning and Building Codes, a building permit can be issued for repairs/rebuild 

within the existing building envelope when, such as here, there is severe rot that needs to be 

removed to protect the rest of the building.  Issuance of such a permit does not trigger 
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Section 311 review; and (4) We are not bound to build what was approved by the plans for the 

Patterson Addition.  DBI issued a Certificate of Final Completion (CFC), indicating that the 

addition was properly built.   

We are exempt from Section 311 notice since we are building within the current envelope 

as it exists today.  The Krims’ contentions that there should be Section 311 review of the 

permitted work is wrong.  Moreover, for the safety of our building and our neighbors, we are 

required to erect the firewall.  And contrary to the Krims’ contentions, we are not required to 

build two separate decks because they were shown in Patterson’s 2006 plans nor will there be 

any loss of privacy to the Krims from a new ground floor window facing their 16-foot high fire 

wall.   

A. FACTUAL BACKGROUND 

The Patterson Addition was completed by Patterson with approved permits and a 

variance in 2006-2007.  Section 311 notice was sent for these additions to neighbors, including 

the Krims, on May 17, 2006.1  No request for Discretionary Review was filed by any of the 

neighbors, including the Krims.  The rear yard variance was granted on July 26, 2006.2  Once 

built, the Patterson Addition created the room (designated as the Sitting Room in the Plans) 

located off our ground level bedroom and the deck located off the two bedrooms on the main 

level.  This “deck” consisted of a “large” deck off the guest room on top of the Sitting Room and 
                                                 
1 See Exhibit A.  The description of the work for that 311 notice was to remove an existing balcony at the rear of the 
second floor and build the 1-story addition.  It also included adding a roof deck above the addition and a smaller 
“balcony” off the bay window at the southern side.  The Krims make much ado about the fact that one deck was 
built rather than two decks.  Nonetheless, the deck was built with approved permits and a Certificate of Final 
Completion was issued on July 30, 2007.  Exhibit B. 
2 See Exhibit C.  



Ann Lazarus, President 
San Francisco Board of Appeals 
Page 3 
 
 

31041\4667422.2  
12/4/14  

an interconnected “small” deck off the bedroom that we use for our grandchildren (“Small 

Deck”).3, 4 

1. The Existence Of Extensive Dry Rot To The Patterson Addition Necessitated The 
Issuance Of The Permit To Repair The Addition.  

The permit on appeal was issued on October 1, 2014.  It was taken out to address a 

violation notice written by DBI, based on a complaint we believe was made by the Krims, that 

the work that had been done under Permit No. 201408153951 to “repair 2nd floor deck in back of 

building with dry rot less than 50% construction” was exceeding the permitted scope of work.5   

In late May 2014, our HOA hired Markoff Structural Pest Control Company (“Markoff) 

to inspect the building for potential dry rot and other infestation.  We did so because we intended 

to paint the south and east sides of the building and did not want to cover up any damage. 

Unexpectedly, Markoff found dry rot in the fascia trim above the skylight windows in the Sitting 

Room.  As a result of that finding, Markoff recommended a more detailed investigation.6   

In July 2014, Markoff found additional dry rot damage in the main structure supporting 

beam above the glass window in the Sitting Room, noting that this framework is an integral part 

of the roof and roof deck surface.7  Markoff also recommended eliminating the inset planter and 

warned that the removal of the roof membrane may become necessary.8  In order to prepare this 

                                                 
3 Attached as Exhibit D are two pictures of the rear of the property when we purchased it in 2010 showing the 
Patterson Addition features.   
4 See Exhibit E, Approved Permit and Plans.  Note that he Patterson Addition is referred to as “the pop-out” in the 
Krims’ brief.   The Sitting Room is the room off our master bedroom in the Approved Plans.   
5 See Exhibit F.   
6 See Exhibit G, p. 4. 
7 See Exhibit H, p. 4.   
8 See Exhibits G and H. 
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exhaustive assessment and make recommendations, Markoff had to remove a substantial amount 

of the existing wood in the pop-out.9  We understand that although this protocol is consistent 

with DBI practice in these situations, this amount of work may have been the basis for the 

complaint to DBI.   

Because of Markoff’s findings, we hired Insight Construction Partners, licensed general 

contractors (“Contractor”), for a second opinion.  They confirmed Markoff’s findings and 

advised that all the decking would have to be removed to complete the assessment of the dry rot 

damage.  In their review, they noted significant faulty construction of waterproofing details in 

the Patterson Addition, including the improper installation of the roof waterproof membrane.10  

This condition, which was unknown to us at the time of purchase, would have contributed to, or 

worse, caused the extensive dry rot damage found in the Patterson Addition by the Markoff and 

Contractor inspections.   

Given the extensive nature of the dry rot damage, the Contractor had to remove 

essentially all of the decking during its assessment to determine the scope of the necessary 

repairs.  Given the fact that the roof membrane had to be replaced and that water had been able to 

get under the flashing and behind the vapor barrier dry-rotting the sheathing on the walls, we 

were concerned that the rest of the home was at risk for dry rot, given how expansive the dry rot 

at the rear was just seven years after construction.  Thus, determined to preserve our home, we 

decided based on the Markoff report and the Contractor’s experience, that it would be prudent 

                                                 
9 See Exhibit I. 
10 See Exhibit J.   
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and cost effective to take an aggressive approach by replacing all the damaged parts of the 

structure rather than to attempt more targeted repairs. 

As often happens with dry rot not visible from the exterior of wood structures, the 

required repairs are more extensive than expected at the outset.  However, the scope of work 

undertaken pursuant to the permit had been limited to repairing, where feasible, or rebuilding the 

Sitting Room and deck exactly as they were when we purchased the property in 2010, with the 

following modifications.  None of the modifications listed below change the building envelope, 

triggering Section 311 review, or require another rear yard variance.   

Based upon the findings of Markoff and our Contractor, we are:  

 Eliminating the skylights in the Sitting Room and the inset planter on the large deck.  

Both were considered poorly constructed and potentially contributory to the dry rot.  

This results in the deck being extended to cover the area over the Sitting Room that 

had been occupied by the planter and skylights. 

 Compensating for the loss of light in the Sitting Room due to the removal of the 

skylights by adding a new window in the southwest corner of that room which faces 

the fence between our backyard and the Krims.  We are also installing a translucent 

skylight into the deck above the Sitting Room.  By being covered by a translucent 

panel, light but not visibility will be provided into the Sitting Room. 

 Adding a 42-inch high fire wall along the side of the deck that abuts our neighbor to 

the north as required by the San Francisco Building Code.   
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Both DBI and Planning signed off on the plans and the permit for this scope of work.   

B. THE KRIMS’ CLAIMS SHOULD ALL BE REJECTED AND THE PERMIT 
UPHELD. 

1. The Krims’ Claims Lack Factual Or Legal Grounds.  

The Krims raise several issues regarding the scope of the permitted work, none of which 

are valid.   

(a) Section 311 Review Is Not Required Because The Building Envelope 
Remains Unchanged.   

The Krims main contention is that the rebuilding of the decking/Sitting Room requires 

Section 311 review because the Patterson Addition, which created those elements, was subject to 

Section 311 review.  Section 311 only applies when there is a present expansion of the building 

envelope.  Because we are retaining the building envelope, none of the permitted work is subject 

to review under Section 311.  

(b) Because There Was One Deck When We Purchased The House We Are 
Not Required To Rebuild Two Decks.  

The Krims claim that the smaller portion of the deck that is outside the bedroom closest 

to their home should not be allowed to be repaired11 because the 2006 plans approved for the 

Patterson Addition showed that that deck would be separate (and only 4 feet wide – the width of 

the door in the girls bedroom – and 1.5 feet in depth) from the larger deck.  In other words, we 

should be rebuilding the large deck separate from the Small Deck simply because the 2006 plans 

for the Patterson Addition showed that configuration.   

                                                 
11 Note that we have only removed the decking from the Small Deck, not removed the Small Deck.  See picture at 
Exhibit K.   
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There is nothing in either the Planning or Building Code that would require that we 

rebuild the deck based on plans that were approved in 2006, in contrast to the deck that existed 

when we purchased the property.   

Indeed, as far as we know, the deck in this area was interconnected prior to the Patterson 

Addition and since its completion.   

1. Before the Patterson Addition, a single deck that was the width of the current 

Small Deck spanned the back bedrooms.12 

2. The Patterson Addition, including the Small Deck, was completed by the time we 

purchased the property in 2010, having received its CFC in 2007.13 

3. The Small Deck was shown connected to the main deck both before and after the 

Patterson Addition in the original and Amended Condominium Plan.14 

By issuing the 2007 CFC, the City confirmed that the Patterson Addition was built in 

compliance with approved plans and permits.  There is no record of anyone, including Ms. Krim, 

notifying DBI and/or Planning in 2007 that the Patterson Addition was not built in compliance 

with the approved plans.  Under these facts, we have no obligation to build the Small Deck 

configuration and location demanded by the Krims. 

                                                 
12 See Exhibit L, pictures included with the letter of support from David Parry, our upstairs neighbor who was living 
in our building when the Patterson Addition was completed. 
13 See Exhibit B, supra.  See also Exhibit L, a picture of the Patterson Addition at the time of our purchase. 
14 See Exhibit M. 
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(c) The Firewall On The North Side Of Our Lot Is Required By The San 
Francisco Building Code.   

Even though the Building Code-required firewall does not abut the Krims’ property (it is 

on our northern boundary), the Krims argue that it is not required and our motives for installing it 

are to block light to our neighbor to the north.  That is wrong.  Even though there is currently no 

firewall, it is Code-required and we understand that we must install it.  Simply because a firewall 

at this location may not have been required by DBI for the Patterson Addition, does not mean 

that we can avoid this legal requirement now.    

(d) The Krims Will Not Experience Any Loss Of Privacy From The Permitted 
Work.    

The Krims claim that the new window in the southwest corner of the Sitting Room (“Side 

Window”) and the skylight built into the deck near the house will cause a loss of privacy to 

them.  As stated above, this skylight window will be covered by a translucent panel, limiting 

visibility in and out, but allowing light into the Sitting Room.  Given the relative locations of the 

new window in our home and the windows on the Krims’ third floor, it is highly unlikely that 

there would be any view into their windows from our ground floor window or a skylight.  In fact, 

it is far more likely that they could peer into our home through the Side Window.  Based on the 

relative configuration of openings on our home and the Krims, there is practically no realistic 

means for our new window or skylight to reduce the Krims’ privacy anywhere in their home.   
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The Krims’ also claim that the Side Window “significantly reduces our privacy when we 

are at the back of our property”.15   This claim is simply not credible.  The window is less than 11 

feet from a 6-foot high fence that separates our respective backyards and approximately 11 feet 6 

inches from the Krims’ 16-foot high fire wall.  It is simply not physically possible for us to see 

into their backyard or onto their rear deck from the planned Side Window.  Moreover, a person 

at the back of their property would have to go out of their way to even look into the Side 

Window.16   

2. The Permitted Work Will Preserve The Integrity And Safety Of Our Home 

As shown above, most if not all of the Krims’ claims stem from their mistaken belief that 

we should be rebuilding in accordance with approved plans for the Paterson Addition and that 

we should follow the same process that was applicable to obtaining that permit.  As discussed 

above, we do not believe that premise is correct and that disconnect has, in turn, materially 

affected our ability to establish a better line of communication with the Krims. 

There is, however, one general claim that we want to respond to in more detail: the 

Krims’ claim that the planned work is not properly permitted and may lead to safety issues.  

Simply stated, the planned work is properly permitted.  The permit application and related plans 

were approved by both DBI and the Planning Department on September 30, 2014.  As is 

required, DBI (not us) will conduct regular field inspections of the construction work as it 

progresses to ensure that the construction approved by the permit is done properly.  DBI will not 

                                                 
15 See p. 5 of Krims’ brief.   
16 See Exhibit N.  Picture showing view to Krims’ window from standing outside of and in front of Side Window.   
The Krims’ firewall blocks direct views into and out of their window.   
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PLANNING DEPARTMENT
City and County of San Francisco

1660 Mission Street Suite 500

San Francisco CA 94 103-2414

NOTICE OF BUILDING PERMIT APPLICATION SECTION 311

On May 12 2006 the Applicant named below filed Building Permit Application

2006.05.12.1496 Alteration with the City and County of San Francisco

No

Applicant Bonacker Associates Project Address 3636 Webster Street

Attention Bruce Bonacker Cross Streets Beach StJ North Point St

Address 212 Sutter Street 200 Assessors Block/Lot No 0445A/045

City State San Francisco CA 94108 Zoning District RH-2

Telephone 415.434.4300 Height-Bulk District 40-X

Under San Francisco Planning code Section 311 you as property owner or resident within 150 feet of this proposed project

are being notified of this Building Permit Application You are not obligated to take any action For more information regarding

the proposed work or to express concems about the project please contact the Applicant above or the Planner named below

as soon as possible If your concerns are unresolved you can request the Planning Commission to use its discretionary powers

to review this application at public hearing Applications requesting Discretionary Review hearing must be filed during the 30-

day review period prior to the close of business on the Expiration Date shown below or the next business day if that date is on

week-end or legal holiday If no Requests for Discretionary Review are filed this project will be approved by the Planning

Department after the Expiration Date

PROJECT FEATURES EXISTING CONDITION PROPOSED CONDITION

REAR YARD to new additlen 28 17.5

NUMBER OF STORIES No change
NUMBER OF DWELLING UNITS No Change

The proposal is to remove the existing balcony at the rear of the second floor and construct an

approximately 10.5 deep by 13.5 wide 1-story addition at the north side property line at the rear of the

building roof deck is proposed above the addition and an approximately 1.5 deep by wide balcony

is proposed off the bay window at the southern side of the second floor The proposal requires rear

yard variance case number 2006.0509 variance hearing has been tentatively scheduled for June

28 2006 at 930 a.m in City Hall Room 408 Carlton Goodlett Place

PLANNERS NAME
PHONE NUMBER
FAX NUMBER

Aaron Starr

415.558.6362

415.558.6409

DATE OF THIS NOTICE 5j.25/62OlZ

EXPIRATION DATE /44L

DEMOLITIONAND OR NEW CONSTRUCTION OR ALTERATION

VERTICAL EXTENSION CHANGE OF DWELLING UNITS FACADE ALTERATIONS

HORIZ EXTENSION FRONT HORIZ EXTENSION SIDE HORIZ EXTENSION REAR



NOTICE OF BUILDING PERMIT APPLICATION
GENERAL INFORMATION ABOUT PROCEDURES

Reduced copies of the site plan and elevations exterior walls of the proposed project including the position of any adjacent

buildings exterior dimenslohs and finishes and graphic reference scale have been included In this mailing for your

information Please discuss any questions with the project Applicant listed on the reverse You may wish to discuss the plans

with your neighbors and neighborhood association or improvement club as they may already be aware of the project

Immediate neighbors to the project in particular are likely to be familiar with it

Any general questiens concerning this application review process may be answered by the Planning Information Center at

1660 Mission Street 1st Fleer 415/ 558-6377 between 800 a.m 500 p.m Please phone the Planner listed on the

reverse of this sheet with questions specific to this project

If you determine that the impact on you from this proposed development is significant and you wish to seek to change the

proposed project there are several procedures you may use We strongly urge that steps and be taken

Seek meeting with the project sponsor and the architect to get more informaticn and to explain the projects impact on

you and to seek changes in the plans

Call the local Cemmunity Board 415 920-3820 for assistance in conflict resolution/mediation They may be helpful in

negotiations where parties are in substantial disagreement On many occasions both sides have agreed to their

suggestions and no further action has been necessary

Where you have attempted through the use of the above steps or other means to address potential problems without

success call the assigned project planner whose name and phone number are shown at the lower left corner on the

reverse side of this notice to review your concerns

If after exhausting the procedures outlined above you still believe that exceptional and extraordinary circumstances exist you

have the option to request that the Planning Commission exercise its discretionary powers to review the project These powers

are reserved for use in exceptional and extraordinary circumstances for projects which generally conflict with the Citys General

Plan and the Priority Policies of the Planning Code therefore the Commission exercises its discretion with utmost restraint This

procedure is called Discretionary Review If you believe the project warrants Discretionary Review by the Planning Commission

over the permit application you must make such request within 30 days of this notice prier to the Expiration Date shown

on the reverse side by completing an application available at the Planning Department 1660 Mission Street 1st Floor or

on-line at www.sfgov.oroJplannlnp You must submit the application to the Planning Information Center during the hours

between 800 a.m and 500 p.m with all required materials and check for $200.00 for each Discretionary Review

request payable to the Planning Department If the project includes multi building permits i.e demolition and new

construction separate request for Discretionary Review must be submitted with all required materials and fee for

each permit that you feel will have an impact on you Incomplete applications will not be accepted

If no Discretionary Review Applications have been filed within the Notification Period the Planning Department will approve the

application and forward it to the Department of Building Inspection for its review

BOARD OF APPEALS

An appeal of the approval or denial of the permit application by the Planning Department or Planning Commission may be

made to the Board of Appeals within 15 days after the permit is issued or denied by the Superintendent of the Department of

Building Inspection Submit an application form in person at the Boards office at 1660 Mission Street 3rd Floor Room 3036

For further information about appeals to the Board of Appeals including their current fees contact the Board of Appeals at

415/ 575-6880

G\DOCUMENTS\31 Notices\3636 Webster Street.31 .doc
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JUILDIC 10 -iizEcrion

City and County of San Francjsce

Department of BuildLng Inspection

CERTIFICATE OF FINAL COMPLETION AND OCCUPANCY

LOCAloN %3 Liana _______________
number street hi ek and tot

Permit Application Me Type of Constntction it- Storfes Dwelling Units2 JT
BusemenS Occupancrclassiflealion

k- No of Cuestrooms with cooking faciiiieg at//A

Descriotion oIClmslnielion 2WIC EtJThM L.te nit frEt Mad Lctia zl.-ftar /ŁzcpLcc
_Jr AVl$ a4i cC eifl C-t.A-b Lcgn. ta/-i Aui rc1c 4i4r

To the host of onrbuswtwlge the constrnrtiaa eciibeSavabas been completed ond cfTeetive nut the dale the tudtdhig pci-inK applirnilon
was 014 confenusiioth

Ce the Oediuaecas of ehacity and Count ofanErandeeaand to the Lusn of the Stale of California The shun referenced oectipflcy thkat1on Is approved pursuant

to Seetion tot niChe San Frai4NCO 11i4 iftag 0-ide

Anydiangein she ire or uetupancc of tbreaprnmiset---ursny change to Ike building orpreiniseseould cause the pmperty to he inatniethin of the Mwiicipd Codnafthe

113 end 00101% niSm Franebwo aoL ttiaeehy4 waifid invaMate ibis Certificate of Fin Co at pithon ned Jeeupwwy Auipyuftlt Cmcate shall be maintained on the

puanlaind nOah be avaltsbie Mt all thuen Another copy-Suits CeriIfkote should he kept with your Important pruperty documenta

Referenwltganythangestnthesinwiure tothe future pknsec-antaet lhelflepartmant of Buildiuglnapoction which wilt provldcsdetcorega4ing aLly change that you

wish to mate and will asebit you in maltlngihe change In accordance with the tlreeieipo Codes of the C-it3 and County of San Franciect

Approved iltircan of Fire Prevention This certificate issued on tiLY 213T

thtgnatmw Printed Mania FIt4K CUDi4of lh$Adlnglnspectirin

Approved 1tL_ J$plftment of Puhuictfenith by VU4sJb C_O
Building Inspector

_________________________
44etv 4frtMLA jJ

by_ Housing Inspector
Signuture _e Printed Name Signatures

ffJjiRinted ci

Capin Wliie nrie4haI hi mki.mail luntliapnpalv ownerl YSwtoflalJdlsg IOOirh Oah ittinbglrepeierl

-c



FRAnCI5CO

tH

iEP 1YrMr or
I5PEET3OrI

-C

/or
PERMWINSPuCIION KEGOfiD

flErNhTMflff OF SWIDING INSPEcTiON

city ns coupny ti
BULGING INSPECTION iOU CARD

swEEt or 30
3636 WEBSTER ST

PATTERSON RICHARD NORTH

npthlklIG4 NO

0445A1045 200605121496

TS$J4O
4344300

RLDATE DISV511N

$35.000 05/12106 ISSUED
SPON1fl4uETE Psn
11/22/Oh 00605121496 1t/22/O7

cs$Fywt onwncrccLa nna TflE9 LftEE usmicr

R3 SID-INSPI
CZflThCTM

SPARK CONSTRUCTION 41550300
AraEAR at tALl Tburnac WE

FAMILY

DWELL INS

aicrn_p C.A2 flflL_LL.. aj tlI-Ifl

LEVEL OF FLAT/DUPLEX ADD NEW OFFICE1

REAR OF EXTO ORADE LEVEL REDRQPt4/A

NO FfrEE NO

AUUSR1
PThLyy

NO
NO wanpocu

wma



3AF

Ork

nipivaiir CF

jfl1iDkQ ncroi

DATE

01 fl/rn-

BUILDING INSPECTORS JOB RECORD

QL- Jr

JJtC ill
oz/dil0H plc ft JMuJ 44
03 IÆ4nSff
zjiq 4k kD

oK-tJ hQ
Th

flhAL

MobS Quinlan

//

Ti

1/
/1

iC bri
11ILDING INSPECTOR



EXHIBIT C   



PLANNING DEPARTMENT
City and County of San Francisco 1660 Mission Street Suite 500 San Francisco California 94 103-2414

MAIN NUMBER DIRECTORS OFFICE ZONING ADMINISTRATOR PLANNING INFORMATION COMMISSION CALENDAR

415 5586378
P1 lONE 55$-n41 PIIflNL 55II-635 PhONE 55s-o377 INIti 558-M22

4Th FLOOR

FAX Ms-MN
TI FLOOR

FAX M5-6-1o9

MAJOR ENVIRONMENTAL
FAX 555.599I

INTERNET WEB SITE

WWW.SFGOV.ORG/PLANNING

July 26 2006

VARIANCE DECISION

UNDER THE PLANNING CODE
CASE NO 2006.0509V

APPLICANT Bruce Bonacker

Bonacker Associates

212 Sutter Street 200
San Francisco CA 94108

CASE PLANNER Aaron Starr 415 558-6362

PROPERTY IDENTIFICATiON 3636 WEBSTER STREET East

North Point Streets Lot 045 in Assessors Block 0445A in an RH-2

Family District with 40-X Height and Bulk Designation

side between Beach and

Residential House Two-

DESCRIPTION OF VARIANCE SOUGHT REAR YARD VARIANCE The proposal is to

construct an approximately 10.5 deep by 13.5 wide 1-story addition at the north side property

line at the rear of the building roof deck is proposed above the addition and an

approximately .5 deep by wide balcony is proposed at the southern side of the second floor

Section 134c of the Planning Code requires the subject property which is 100 deep to have

minimum rear yard depth of 25 The proposed addition will extend approximately 7.5 into the

required rear yard and the proposed balcony will extend approximately .5 into the required rear

yard

PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND

This proposal was determined to be Categorically Exempt from Environmental Review

under CEQA Guidelines Section 15301 Existing Facilities

The Zoning Administrator held public hearing on Variance Application No
2006.0509V on June 28 2006

Planning Code Section 311 notification requirements were mailed under separate

notice on May 25 2006 The noticed expired on June 24 2006 No Discretionary

Review applications were filed



Case No 2006.0509V

3636 Webster Street

July 26 2006

Page

DECISION

GRANTED to construct an approximately 10.5 deep by 13.5 wide 1-story addition at the

north side property line at the rear of the building with roof deck above and an

approximately 1.5 deep by wide balcony at the southern side of the second floor In

general conformity with the plans on file with this application shown as Exhibit and dated

June 20 2006 subject to the following conditions

Any further physical expansion even within the buildable area shall be reviewed by the

Zoning Administrator to determine if the expansion is compatible with existing

neighborhood character scale and parking If the Zoning Administrator determines that

there would be significant or extraordinary impact the Zoning Administrator shall

require either notice to adjacent and/or affected property owners or new Variance

application be sought and justified

The proposed project must meet these conditions and all applicable City Codes In case

of conflict the more restrictive controls shall apply

Minor modifications as determined by the Zoning Administrator may be permitted

The owners of the subject property shall record on the land records of the City and

County of San Francisco the conditions attached to this Variance decision as Notice of

Special Restrictions in form approved by the Zoning Administrator

FINDINGS

Section 305c of the Planning Code states that in order to grant Variance the Zoning

Administrator must determine that the facts of the case are sufficient to establish the following

five findings

FINDING

That there are exceptional or extraordinary circumstances applying to the property involved or to

the intended use of the property that do not apply generally to other property or uses in the

same class of district

REQUIREMENT MET

The lot to the south of subject property is 25 longer which allowed the owners of that

property to extend their building 15 beyond the subject building in addition 16 high

firewall was built on the property line

The extension on the adjacent property to the south was approved before the current

owners purchased the subject property Construction was started week after the

owners of the subject property took possession of the property
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FINDING

That owing to such exceptional and extraordinary circumstances the literal enforcement of

specified provisions of this Code would result in practical difficulty or unnecessary hardship not

created by or attributable to the applicant or the owner of the property

REQUIREMENT MET

Because of the firewall on the adjacent property significant amount of sunlight is

blocked from the ground floor of the subject building

FINDING

That such Variance is necessary for preservation and enjoyment of substantial property right

of the subject property possessed by other property in the same class of district

REQUIREMENT MET

The reduction in sunlight poses unique situation for the property owner that other

property owners in the same class of district do not have

FINDING

That the granting of such Variance will not be materially detrimental to the public welfare or

materially injurious to the property or improvements in the vicinity

REQUIREMENT MET

The proposed addition will only be one story tall with an open railing for the roof deck It

will not have significant impact on light to the adjacent property

FINDING

The granting of such Variance will be in harmony with the general purpose and intent of this

Code and will not adversely affect the General Plan

REQUIREMENT MET

The proposal is consistent with the generally stated intent and purpose of the Planning

Code to promote orderly and beneficial development The proposal is in harmony with

the Residence Element of the General Plan to encourage residential development when

it preserves or improves the quality of life for residents of the City

Code Section 101 .1 establishes eight priority-planning policies and requires review of

variance applications for consistency with said policies Review of the relevant priority

planning policies yielded the following determinations



Case No. 2006.0509V

3636 Webster Street

July 26 2006

Page

That the proposed project will be in keeping with the existing neighborhood

character

That the proposed project will have no effect on the Citys supply of affordable

housing public transit or neighborhood parking preparedness to protect against

injury and loss of life in an earthquake commercial activity business or

employment landmarks and historic buildings or public parks and open space

The effective date of this decision shall be either the date of this decision letter if not appealed

or the date of the Notice of Decision and Order if appealed to the Board of Appeals

Once any portion of the granted variance is utilized all specifications and conditions of the

variance authorizalion became immediately operative

The authorization and rights vested by virtue of this decision letter shall be deemed void and

cancelled if Building Permit has not been issued within three years from the effective date

of this decision or Tentative Map has not been approved within three years from the

effective date of this decision for Subdivision cases or neither Building Permit or Tentative

Map is involved but another required City action has not been approved within three years from

the effective date of this decision However this authorization may be extended by the Zoning

Administrator when the issuance of necessary Building Permit or approval of Tentative Map
or other City action is delayed by City agency or by appeal of the issuance of such permit or

map or other City action

APPEAL Any aggrieved person may appeal this Variance decision to the Board of Permit

Appeals within ten 10 days after the date of the Issuance of this Variance Decision For

further information please contact the Board of Appeals in person at 1660 Mission

Street Third Floor or call 575-6880

Very truly yours

Neil Hart

Acting Zoning Administrator

THIS IS NOT PERMIT TO COMMENCE ANY WORK OR CHANGE OCCUPANCY PERMITS
FROM APPROPRIATE DEPARTMENTS MUST BE SECURED BEFORE WORK IS STARTED
OR OCCUPANCY IS CHANGED
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Department of Building Inspection Page of

Permits Complaints and Boiler PTO Inquiry

Permit Details Report

Report Date 12/2/2014 23705 PM

Application Number 201409307684

Form Number

Addresses 0445A/ 045 3636 WEBSTER ST

TO COMPLY WITH NOV 201493443 ADD TWO EINDOWS SKYLIGHT DOOR
Description AND REPLACE RAILING AT EXISTING POP-OUT AND EXISTING DECK REPAIR

ROOF DECK AS REQUIRED

Cost $12000.00

Occupancy Code R-3

Building Use 28- FAMILY DWELLING

Disposition Stage

Action Date Stage Conunents

9/30/2014 TRIAGE

9/30/2014 FILING

9/30/2014 FILED

10/1/2014 APPROVED

10/1/2014 ISSUED

10/3/ 2014 SUSPEND per BOA request e-mail dated 10/2/2014

10/7/2014 SUSPEND 2264381 Stage updated from inspection

.Contact Details

Contractor Details

License Number 959755

Name PIA LOGAN

Company Name INSIGHT CONSTRUGIION PARTNERS INC

Address 8o NELSON AV MILL VALLEY CA 94941-0000

Phone

Addenda Details

Description

Step Station Arrive Start
In

Hold

Out

Hoid
Fsnssh Checked By Hold Description

INTAKE 9/30/14 9/30/14 9/30/14 LE THOMAS

CP-ZOC 9/30/14 9/30/14 9/30/14
YOUNG
SHARON

BLDG 9/30/14 9/30/14 9/30/14
OSPITAL

JOSEPH
Comments issued need more info

BLDG 9/30/14 9/30/14 9/30/14
OSPITAL

JOSEPH

MECH 9/30/14 9/30/14 9/30/14
NAGATA
TIMOTHY

OTC Approval

CPB 10/1/14 10/1/14 10/1/14

hiKpeTnittuthtstI4tFOi iiihb4tl4tYexRiThI1g

Appointments

LAURENTE
YOLANDA
ci this permit p11 .ie call 415-55b-0o90

IAppointmentIAppointmentAppointsnent1
Date lAM/PM Code

Appointment Type Description

10/7/2014 lAM VS IIVR Scheduled ROUGH FRAME

Time
Slots1

Inspections

lActivity Date Inspector Inspection Description Inspection Status

110/7/2014 Thomas Fessler ROUGH FRAME SUSPEND PERMIT

http //dbiweb sfgov.org/dbipts/default.aspxpagePermitDetails 12/2/2014
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Department of Building Inspection Page of

Permits Complaints and Boiler PTO Inquiry

Permit Details Report

Report Date 12/2/2014 23641 PM

Application Number 201408153951

Form Number

Addresses 0445A/ 045 3636 WEBSTER ST

REPAIR 2ND FLOOR DECK AT BACK OF BUILDING WITH DRYROT IN PERIMETER
Descnption LESS THAN 50% CONSTRUCTION

Cost $8000.uo

Occupancy Code R-3

Building Use 28-2 FAMILY DWELLING

Disposition Stage

ction Date Stage Comments

8/15/2014 TRIAGE

8/15/2014 FILING

-8/15/2014 FILED

8/15/2014 APPROVED

8/15/2014 ISSUED

Contact DetaHs

Contractor DetaHs

License Number 959755

Name PIA LOGAN

Company Name INSIGHT CONSTRUCTION PARTNERS INC

Addreaa 8o NELSON AV MILL VALLEY CA 94941-0000

phone

Addenda Details

Description

IStepiStationlArrive Start
lout

Finish Checked By Hold Description
Hold Hold

BLDG 8/15/1418/15/141 l8/i5/i4DANG DENNIS

PANGELINAN
CPB 8/15/148/s5/14 8/ss/14IMMNNE

shis permit nsa been issued 1or information pertaining to this permit please call 415-55a-ou9o

Appointments

TimeAppointment Appointment IAppointment Appointment
Descnptionl

Date AM/PM Code Type blots

Inspections

IActivit Datellnspect

Special Inspections

Addenda No.ICompleted DatelInspected ByiInspection CodelDescriptionlRemarksl

Fur information or to schedule an inspection call 558-6570 between 830 am and 300 pm

Station Code Descriptions and Phone Numbers

Online Permit and Complaint Tracking home page

Technical Support for Online Services

If you need help or have question sbuut this service please visit our FAQ area

Contact SFGov Accessibility Policies

City and County of San Francisco 2000-2009

hap //dbiweb sfgov.org/dbipts/default.aspxpagePermitDetails 12/2/2014
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WOOD DESTROYING PESTS AND ORGANISMS INSPECTION REPORT

Building No Street City Zip Date of tnspection Number of Pages

3636/38 Webster Street San Francisco 94116 5/23114

MARKOFF STRUCTURALPEST CONTROL COMPANY
6018 MISSION STREET
DALY CITY CALIFORNIA 94014

TEL 650 992-8900 FAX 650 992-4404 EMAIL rnarkofftermiie@aol.com

sa

REGISTRATION NO PR034 COMPANY REPORT 11 14374

Ordered by

David Parry

do 2001 Lombard Street

San Francisco CA 94123

Property Owner and/or Party of Interest

Same

Report Sent to

Same

COMPLETE REPORT LIMITED REPORT SUPPLEMENTAL REPORT REINSPECTION REPORT

General Description

Three story stucco frame residence condominium units

Inspection Tag Posted

Electrical Panel

Other Tags Posted

An inspection has been made of the structures shown on the diagram in accordance with the Structural Pest ControlAct Detached porches detached steps

detached decks end any other structures not on the diagram were not inspected

Subterranean Termites Drywood Termites FunguslDryrot Other Findings Further Inspection Li
tf any of the above boxes are checked it indicates that there were visible problems in accessible areas Read the report for details on checked items

SUBSTRUCTURE FULL BASEMENT OTHER INTERIOR NOT INSPECTED

FOUNDATION CONCRETE OTHER EXTER1OR SEE

STEPS/DECKS SEE OTHER NONE

PLEASE READ THiS DOCUMENT CAREFULLY

INQUIRES REGARDiNG THE CONTENT ACCURACY
AND RECOMMENDATIONS SHOULD BE

IMMEDIATELY REFERRED TO THE INSPECTOR

_________________ State License No OPR4 739 Signature_______________________________________

You are entitled to obtain copies of all reports and completion notices on this property reported to the Structural Pest Control Board during the pracedifg two years.ffràktjin copies

contact Strucl ural Pest Controlaoard 14Th Howe Ave stale Sacramento Ca 95625-3204

NOTE Questions or problems concerning the above report should be directed to the manager of the company unresolved questions or problems with services performed may be direcled

to the Structural Pest Control Board at 916561.a708 600 73 7-alaa or www.pestboard ca.gov 43M-4 1REV 06/03

Inspected by PAUL MARKOFF



WOOD DESTROYING PESTS AND ORGANISMS INSPECT REPORT CONTINUED

Addres 3636 WEBSTER STREET SAN FRANCISCO 94123

OATE OF INSPECTION 5/23114 CO REPORT NO 14374

FRONT

NOT TO SCALE

Pa9



WOOD DESTROYING PESTS AND ORGANISMS INSPECTION REPORT CONTINUED

Address 636/38 Webster Street San Francisco CA 94123

Date of Inspection 5/23/2014 Co Report No________ 14374

READ THIS DOCUMENT IT EXPLAINS THE SCOPEAND LIMITATIONS
OF STRUCTURAL PEST CONTROL INSPECTION AND WOOD
DESTROYING PEST AND ORGANISM INSPECTION REPORT

Wood Destroying Pest and Organism Inspection Report contains fiadings as to the presence or absence of evidence of wood

destroying pests and organisms in visible and accessible areas and contains recommendations for correcting any infestations or

infcctions found The contents of Wood Destroying Pest and Organism Inspection Reports are governed by the Structural Pcst

Control Act and regulations

Some structures do not comply with building code requirements or may have structural plumbing electrical heating air conditioning

or other defects that do not pertain to wood destroying orgahisms Wood Destroying Pest and Organism Inspection Report does not

contain information on such defects ifany as they are not within the scope of the licenses of either the inspector or the company

issuing Wood Destroying Pest and Organism Inspection Report

The Structural Pest Control Act requires inspection of only those areas which are visible and accessible at the time of the inspection

Some areas of the structure are not accessible to inspection such as the interior of hollow walls spaces between floors areas

concealed by carpeting built-in appliances or cabinet work Infestations or infections may be active in these areas without visible and

accessible evidence Ifyou desire information about these areas further inspection may be performed upon request and at additional

cost

The exterior surface of the roof was not inspected If you want the water tightness of the roof deteniiined you should contact

roofing contractor who is licensed by the Contractors State License Board

Areas subject to moisture such as but not limited to roofs gutters windows shower enclosures and plumbing fixtures are to be

maintained by homeowners This Company assumes no liability for these areas

If work as outlined in this report is performed by others we will reinspect the property upon authorization and payment of standard

inspection fee within four month period

Recommendations as outlined in this reportnre subject to the approval of the local building department officials Additional

alterations drawings and/or cnlculations as may be required by said officials will be performed upon specific authorization

and at additional expense to the ordering party

NOTICE Reports on this structure prepared by various registered companies should list the same findings i.e termite

infestation termite damage fungus damage etc However recommendations to correct these findings may vary from

company to company Therefore you may wish to seek second opinion since there may be alternative methods of correcting

the findings listed on this report that may be less costly

CHEMICAL MATERIAL TO BE USED

DRAGNET Active ingredient Permethrin

COPPER NAPHTHENATE Active ingredient Copper Salts of Naphthenic Acids LII

TIM-BOR Active ingredient Disodium Octaborate Tetrahydrate

OTHER_________________________

NONE

Page



WOOD DESTROYING PESTS AND ORGANISMS INSPECTION REPORT CONTINUED

Address 636/38 Webster Street San Francisco CA 94123

Date of Inspection 5/23/2014 Co Report No 14374

THIS REPORT AS ORDERED AND REQUESTED IS LIMITED TO AREAS DESCRIBED BELOW NO
OTHER REPRESENTATIONS ARE MADE OR INTENDED

STEPS

Fungus damage to porch and stair assembly where indicated

RECOMMENDATION
Remove all damage and replace with new material Tnstall raised footings where required Chemically treat

where necessary

OTITER-EXTEMOR

Fungus damage to fascia trim above the lower level skylight window

RECOMMENDATION
Remove damage and replace with new prime painted material

NOTE In the event that additional inaccessible damage is found Supplemental Report and cost estimate

will be issued

OTHER

NOTE
local building permit is required for all structural repairs

Page
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WOOD DESTROYING PESTS AND ORGANISMS INSPECTION REPORT

Building No Street City Zip Date of Inspection Number of Pages

3636/38 Webster Street San Francisco 94123 7/21/14

MARKOFF STRUCTURAL PEST CONTROL COMPANY
6018 MISSION STREET
DALY CITY CAUFORNIA 94014

TEL 650 992-8900 FAX 650 992-4404 EMAIL markoffterrnite@aol.com

sz

REGISTRATION NO PR0347 COMPANY REPORT 14374

Ordered by

Party /I-Iardenbergh

c/o 2100 Lombard Street

San Francisco CA 94123

Property Owner and/or Party of Interest

Same

Report Sent to

Same

COMPLETE REPORT LIMITED REPORT SUPPLEMENTAL REPORT REINSPECTION REPORT

General Description

Three stoty stucco frame resience condominium units

Inspection Tag Posted

Electrical Panel

Other Tags Posted

An inspection has been made of the structures shown on the diagram in accordance with the structural Pest Con trol Act Detached porches detached steps

detached decks and any other structures not on the diagram were not inspçted

Subterranean Temiites Diywood Termites Pun gus/Dryrot Other Findings Further Inspection Li
If any of the above boxes are checked it indicates that there were visible problems In accessible areas Reed the report for details on checked items

SUBSTRUCTURE SEE ORIGINAL OTHER INTERIOR SEE ORIGINAL

FOUNDATION SEE ORIGINAL OTHER EXTERIOR SEE ORIGINAL

STEPS/DECKS SEE OTHER SEE ORIGINAL

PLEASE READ THIS DOCUMENT CAREFULLY

INQUIRES REGARDING THE CONTENT ACCURACY
AND RECOMMENDATIONS SHOULD BE

IMMEDIATELY REFERRED TO THE INSPECTOR

Inspected by PAUL MARKOFF jSLicense No OPR4 739 Signature ftC VY o.cU7
You are entitled to obtain copies of all reports end completion notices on this prnperty reported to the Structural Pest Control Board during the precedi4ig two years t5 $btin

copies

contact structural Pesi Control Board 1418 Howe Ave Ste 18 Sacramento Ce 95825-3204

NOTE Questions or problems concerning the above report should be directed to the manager of the company unresolved questions or problems with services peiformed may be directed

to the Structural Pest ControlBoard at 915561-8708 800 737-8168 or www.pestboard.ca.gov 43M-41REV 06/03



WOOD DESTROYING PESTS AND ORGANISMS INSPECTION REPORT CONTINUED

Address
3636/3g WEBSTER STREET SAW FRAWCISCO 94123

DATE OF INSPECTION CO REPORT NO 1474

FRONT

NOT TO SCALE

L2 14

Page



WOOD DESTROYING PESTS AND ORGANISMS INSPECTION REPORT CONTINUED

Address 63 6/3 Webster Street Sun Francisco CA 94123

Date of Inspection 7/21/2014 Co Report No 14374

READ THIS DOCUMENT IT EXPLAINS THE SCOPE AND LIMITATIONS
OF STRUCTURAL PEST CONTROL INSPECTION AND WOOD
DESTROYING PEST AND ORGANISM INSPECTION REPORT

Wood Destroying Pest and Organism Inspection Report contains findings as to the presence or absence of evidence of wood

destroying pests and organisms in visible and accessible areas aod contains recommendations for correcting any infestations or

infections found The contents of Wood Destroying Pest and Organism Inspection Reports are governed by the Structural Pest

Control Act and regulations

Some structures do not comply with building code requirements or may have structural plumbing electrical heating air conditioning

or other defects that do not pertain to wood destroying organisms Wood Destroying Pest and Organism Inspection Report does not

contain information on such defects if any as they are not within the scope of the licenses of either the inspector or the company

issuing Wood Destroying Pest and Organism Inspection Report

The Structural Pest Control Act requires inspection of only those areas which are visible and accessible at the time of the inspection

Some areas of the structure are not accessible to inspection such as the interior of hollow walls spaces between floors areas

concealed by carpeting built-in appliances or cabinet work Infestations or infections may be active in these areas without visible and

acccssible evidence If you desire information about these areas fUrther inspection may be performed upon request and at additional

cost

The exterior surface of the roof was not inspected If you want the water tightness of the roof determined you should contact

roofing contractor who is licensed by the Contractors State License Board

Areas subject to moisture such as but not limited to roofs gutters windows shower enclosures and plumbing fixtures are to be

maintained by homeowners This Company assumes no liability for these areas

If work as outlined in this report is performed by others we will reinspect the property upon authorization and payment
of standard

inspection fee within four month period

Recommendations as outlined in this report are subject to the approval of the local building department officials Additional

alterations drawings and/or calculations as may be required by said officials will be performed upon specific authorization

and at additional expense
to the ordering party

NOTICE Reports on this structure prepared by various registered companies should list the same findings i.e termite

infestation termite damage fungus damage etc ilowever recoinniendations to correct these findings may vary from

company to company Therefore you may wish to seek second opinion since there may be alternative methods of correcting

the findings listed on this report that may be less costly

CHEMICAL MATERIAL TO BE USETh

DRAGNET Active ingredient Permethrin

COPPER NAPHTHENATE Active ingredient Copper Salts of Naphthenic Acids LI

TIM-BOR Active ingredient Disodiurn Octaborate Tetrahydrate LI

OTHER________________________

NONE

age



WOOD DESTROYING PESTS AND ORGANISMS INSPECTION REPORT CONTINUED

Address 63 6/38 Webster Street San Francisco GA 94123

Date of Inspection 7/21/2014 Co Report No 14374

THIS REPORT IS SUPPLEMENT PURSUANT TO OUR ORIGINAL REPORT DATED 5/23/14

DECK
During the performance of repairs as recommended in our Original Report item additional fungus

damage was found to extend to the main structure supporting beam above the glass window This

framework is an integral part of the roof and roof deck surface

RECOMMENDATION
Remove additional decking and open the roof membrane as necessary to access all damage Remove

damage and reframe with new pressure treated material Restore waterproof membrane and replace decking

Refinish exterior trim replace copper flashing and repaint to reasonable match

We also recommend at the owners request to eliminate the inset planter This planter will be covered over

and new copper flashing installed

NOTE In the event that complete removal of the roof membrane becomes necessary supplemental

proposal will be issued

OTHER

NOTE
local building permit is required for all structural repairs

Page



EXHIBIT I   



I-

i_li



a
t

ff1

4
-

-
-

1
1
.



EXHIBIT J   



80 Nelson Ave Mill Valley CA 94941 office phone 415944.9046 fax 888.676.0624 info@insightconstruct.com LIC 959755

December 2014

To whom it may concern

am the general contractor hired by the Hardenburghs to perform the repairs to the lower back sitting room

addition of their property at 3636 Webster Street

When we had our first look at the project someone had already started the exploratory demolition to determine

the extent of the dry-rot in the addition We procured permit for the repairs and continued the process of

chasing the dry-rot Due to faulty waterproofing details around the perimeter of the structure water had been

able to get under the flashing and then under both the roof and the vapor barrier Water had been seeping into

the structure since it was built in 2006 allowing plenty of time for the dry-rot to get into the structural framing and

compromise it in several areas This necessitated the removal of the dry-rotted sheathing on the walls roof and

failed insulated glass windows in order to replace the compromised framing We reframed the structure in

accordance with the plan permitted by the city and were just starting to install the new roof when the Appeals

Board pulled the permit and all work was stopped

Hieronymous Axelson

Insight Construction Partners

LIC 959755

cell 415-686-4804

office 415-944-9046

hainsightconstruct.com

www.insightconstruct.com
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Appeal No. 14-171: 3636 Webster Street - letter OPPOSING the Appeal 

Photograph of deck pre-existing prior to the extension by the prior owner in 2007. The deck was 
accessible from both bedrooms on the main level of 3636. 

Source: MLS #286777 from 2005 

Page 1 of 4 
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EXHIBir A 
AN AMENDMENT TO THE CONDOMINIUM PLAN OF 
3636-3638  WEBSTER STREET 

SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 
MARCH 2010 

L.E.=15.6 
THIS AREA 

L.E.=14.9 
THIS AREA 

1 ST FLOOR 
U.E.=24.19 U.O.N. 
L.E.=14.89 U.O.N. 

U.E.=UPPER ELEVATION 
L.E.=LOWER ELEVATION 

U.O.N.=UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED ci 
0 

Appeal No. 14-171: 3636 Webster Street - letter OPPOSING the Appeal 

Original condo map for 3636-3638 Webster Street from 1989, showing the pre-existing deck. 

MAP OF 

G4R4GE  LtVEL 157 FZOOR PAID FLOOR  400,'   
1.7PJ  

   

Revised condo map for 3636-3638 Webster Street from 2010, showing new deck on main level. 
(Highlighted area matches the pre-existing deck.) 
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Appeal No. 14-171: 3636 Webster Street - letter OPPOSING the Appeal 

Photograph of new deck and extension constructed by prior owner in 2007. The deck was still 
accessible from both bedrooms on the main level. To carve a piece out of it in the middle would 
require another supporting post immediately outside the bedroom window. 

Source: MLS listing #367727 from 2010 

A 

New post required 	here 	to support a detached balcony off the south bedroom. 
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Appeal No. 14-171: 3636 Webster Street - letter OPPOSING the Appeal 

Photographs of Appellant's deck and rear yard 

Appellants enjoy a full-width deck off their main level. 

Appellants' rear yard with climbing structure. 
Appellants' high fire wall on their property already 

provides privacy for decks on both properties. 

The Appellants are trying to take advantage of a needed dry rot repair to a poorly-constructed rear 
addition, built by the prior owner, to change its appearance. They want to force the Respondents 
to remove a section of the deck that was pre-existing when the Appellants bought 3630. 

To do so would: 
a) Not significantly change the appearance of the deck when looking back at 3636-3638 

Webster from the rear yard of 3630. 
b) Not increase any privacy for the 3630 rear yard, since a person could still stand on what 

would then just be a balcony off the 3636 south bedroom and look to the right. 
But it would: 
c) Increase  the construction cost in that a new post would need to be installed to support an 

independent balcony off the south bedroom. 
d) Impact  the garden outlook from the master bedroom because the new post would have to 

bear down directly outside the middle of that window. 
e) Reduce  the utility of the deck for the Respondents since a person in the south bedroom 

would have to walk through the north bedroom to get out onto the main deck. 

I am entirely supportive of the proposed repair work and urge you to REJECT the Appeal. 

Respectfully, 

David Parry, owner o 3638 Webster, (415) 351-4611 

Page 4 of 4 
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EXHIBIT
AN AMENDMENT TO THE CONDOMINIUM PLAN OF

36363638 WEBSTER STREET
CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO CALIFORNIA

MARCH2010

GENERAL NOTES
ALL ANGLES ARE 90 DEGREES UNLESS OTHERWiSE NOTED

ALL DISTANCES ARE MEASURED IN FEET AND DECIMALS THEREOF

ThE ELEVATIONS SHOWN ON THIS SHEET ARE BASED ON THE ELEVATIONS SHOWN ON THE MAP TITLED

MAP OF 36363638 WEBSTER STREET FILED APRiL 19 1990 IN CONDOMINIUM MAP BOOK 31 AT PAGES

37 TO 39 IN NE OFFICIAL RECORDS OF NE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO 31cM37

NE DIMENSIONS OF NE AREA LABELED 03636 ARE MODIFIED BY ThIS DOCUMENT FROM

THE DIMENSIONS SHOWN ON 31CM37

NE DIMENSIONS OF NE AREA LABELED UNIT NO 3636 LOWER LEVEL ARE MODIFIED BY ThIS

DOCUMENT FROM THE DIMENSIONS SHOWN ON 31CM37

NE DIMENSIONS OF THE AREA LABELED D3636 ON 31CM37 ARE MODIFIED BY ThIS DOCUMENT
FROM THE DIMENSIONS SHOWN ON 31CM37 AND THE AREA IS RELABELED D3636A

NE POSITIONS OF 03636 UNIT NO 3636 LOwER LEVEL D3636A AND THE BUILDING IN RELATION

TO NE PROPERTY LINES ARE BASED ON THE POSITION OF THE BUILDING SHOWN ON 31CM37

ALL OTHER UNIT AND EXCLUSIVE USE DESIGNATIONS SHOWN ON 31CM37 ARE STILL IN EFFECT

SCHEDULE OF UNDIVIDED INTEREST IN COMMON AREA

THE PERCENTAGE OF OWNERSHIP INTEREST OF EACH OWNER AS TENANT IN

COMMON IS AS FOLLOWS

LOT

NUMBER
UNIT

NUMBER
PERCENTAGE

INTEREST

45 3636 55%

46 .3638 45%

DATE

9-iOY1L221 oiO

PGS...___TO

LANGFORD LAND SURVEYING

424 PRESTON COURT
LIVERMORE CA 94551

PHONE 510530-5200
JOBIO2731 DRAW1NG2731WEBSJ7WG

SHEET

OF
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GRAPHIC SCALE
10 20

RAISED FLOOR
THIS 9.3x3.5I-s..-

AREA
L.E.9.49

EXHIBIT
AN AMENDMENT TO THE CONDOMINIUM PLAN OF

36363638 WEBSTER STREET C-3636

SAN FRANCISCO CALIFORNIA

MARCH 2010

CEILING SLOPES
THIS 9.3xl.8 AREA

11.4

7.1

UNIT NO 3636

LOWER LEVEL
U.E.13.89 U.O.N

LE.5.64 V.0.14

GARAGE LEVEL
U.0J9

L.E.4.88 U.O.N

U.E.UPPER ELEVA11ON

LE.LOWER ELEVA11ON

U.O.N.UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED

2O 40

Ip-i

FH
INCH 2OFEP

LANGFORD LAND SURVEYING
424 PRESTON COURT
UVERM ORE CA 94551

PHONE 510530-5200
JOElO2731 DRAWING2731WE0S.DWG

________A
100.00

IJ

s-i

WEBSTER STREET

25.00

SHEET

OF



EXHIBIT
AN AMENDMENT TO THE CONDOMINIUM PLAN OF

36363638 WEBSTER STREET
SAN FRANCISCO CALIFORNIA

MARCH 2010

1ST FLOOR
U.E.24.19 U.0.W
LL1 4.89 U.O.N

DEFLEC11ON
ANGLES 41 2434w

TYPICAL

Iii

Lu

rj

C-

Iii

U.E.UPPER ELEVA11ON

LEL0WER ELEVATION

U.O.N.LJNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED

GRAPHIC SCALE
20 10 20 40

IC

INCH 2OFEET

LANGFORD LAND SURVEYING
424 PRESTON COURT
LIVERMORE CA 94551

PHONE 510530-5200
JOB1O2731 DRAWIt4G273IWEBS.DWG

100.00

UNIT NO 3636

UPPER LEVEL

25.00

WEBSTER STREET SHEET

OF



MAP OF

106438 WEISTtR ctEtt
CONDOMINIUM

ECNO ESu$Ov isiuw Lot IS

P00110W OF AesEssds tOOK 445
SAN tRAICI$CO CALIFORNIA

CIVIL ENWNEEflS

SEP1EIAFER 1940 SCALE so

SCtT 30ff 9IEETS

THIS PLAT IS FOR YOUR IN WCATING YOUR LAND WITH REFERENCE TO

STREET AND OTHER PARCELS WHILE THIS PLAT IS BEUEVEO TO BE CORRECt
THE COMPANY ASSUMES NO IJABIUTY FOR ANY WSS 000URING ElY REASON
OF REUANCE THEREON
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