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Discretionary Review 
Abbreviated Analysis 

HEARING DATE: JULY 9, 2015 
 
Date: July 2, 2015 
Case No.: 2008.0645D 
Project Address: 7 LAKE FOREST COURT 
Permit Application: 2007.11.05.7258 
Zoning: RH-1(D) [Residential House, One-Family (Detached)] 
 40-X Height and Bulk District 
Block/Lot: 2675/028 
Project Sponsor: Amir Afifi 
 SIA Consulting Corporation 
 1256 Howard Street 
 San Francisco, CA 94103 
Staff Contact: Andrew Perry – (415) 575-9017 
 Andrew.Perry@sfgov.org 
Recommendation: Do not take DR and approve as proposed 
 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
The proposal is to construct a new third story vertical addition over an existing two-story, single-family 
home, which would add approximately 830 square feet of habitable space. There is also a proposed deck 
at the rear of the house over the second story roof. The third-story addition is set back from the front 
building wall by 15 feet, and is set back from the side property line (along Oak Park Dr.) by 3 feet. 
Although there is no additional setback for the third level along the shared side property line with 15 
Lake Forest Court, there is an existing separation between the buildings of approximately 7 feet. 
 
SITE DESCRIPTION AND PRESENT USE 
The project site is located on Lot 028 in Assessor’s Block 2675 on the northwest side of Lake Forest Court, 
at the intersection with Oak Park Drive. The project site is on a relatively level lot, with a slight lateral 
slope, measuring approximately 24 feet wide and 90 feet deep, with a listed parcel area of 2,962 square 
feet in the Assessor’s database. The existing building was constructed in 1961, and is two-stories with one 
unit and a two-car garage. 
 
SURROUNDING PROPERTIES AND NEIGHBORHOOD 
The building immediately to the right (northeast) is another two-story, single-family dwelling with two-
car garage, on roughly the same size lot. On the subject block face, and in the surrounding neighborhood 
as a whole, there is a very defined and uniform character of two-story buildings with two-car garages. 
However, due to topography in the area, there are some examples of buildings that are two stories along 
one particular street frontage, but appear as a three-story building along another frontage, usually at the 
rear. 
 

mailto:Andrew.Perry@sfgov.org
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CASE NO. 2008.0645D 
7 Lake Forest Court 

The subject block and surrounding neighborhood, within 300 feet of the project site, is uniformly zoned 
RH-1(D). The neighborhood is situated between two swaths of Public zoned land – the Laguna Honda 
Reservoir and Mount Sutro. 
 
BUILDING PERMIT NOTIFICATION 
 

TYPE 
REQUIRED 

PERIOD 
NOTIFICATION 

DATES 
DR FILE DATE DR HEARING DATE FILING TO HEARING TIME 

311 
Notice 

30 days 
May 9, 2008 – 
June 8, 2008 

May 30, 2008 DR never heard 2596 days (7 years, 1 

month, 9 days) 311 
Notice 

30 days 
March 10, 2015 – 

April 9, 2015 
No New DRs 

filed 
July 9, 2015 

 
The project was originally sent out for Sec. 311 notification in May 2008 and a Discretionary Review was 
filed before the notice expired. The project was reviewed by the Residential Design Team at that time, 
however the project never went to a hearing before the Commission and was inactive until 2015. The 
project was noticed for a new 30-day period under Sec. 311 and no additional DRs were filed. However, 
the original DR was still active, so the project went back to the Residential Design Team and scheduled 
for a hearing on July 9, 2015. 
 
HEARING NOTIFICATION 
 

TYPE 
REQUIRED 

PERIOD 
REQUIRED NOTICE DATE ACTUAL NOTICE DATE 

ACTUAL 
PERIOD 

Posted Notice 10 days June 29, 2015 June 29, 2015 10 days 
Mailed Notice 10 days June 29, 2015 June 26, 2015 13 days 

 
 
PUBLIC COMMENT 
 

 SUPPORT OPPOSED NO POSITION 

Adjacent neighbor(s)  1 (DR Requestor)  
Other neighbors on the 
block or directly across 
the street 

 13  

Neighborhood groups    
 
The comments received from other neighbors have been uniformly opposed to the project, primarily on 
the grounds that the third-story vertical addition would drastically alter the character of the 
neighborhood, and would set a precedent allowing others in the neighborhood to also expand. In turn, 
this would cause an increase in density to the neighborhood, potentially facilitating the creation of illegal 
second units and causing issues with limited off-street parking. 
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CASE NO. 2008.0645D 
7 Lake Forest Court 

DR REQUESTOR 

Kathleen Ue of 15 Lake Forest Court, located immediately adjacent to the right (northeast) of the subject 
property. 
 
DR REQUESTOR’S CONCERNS AND PROPOSED ALTERNATIVES 
Issue #1: The vertical addition of the project will block the southwest sunlight into the 2nd floor bedroom 
and kitchen, and the ground floor family room of the DR requestor’s home. Currently, the DR requestor 
receives full afternoon sunlight to these rooms, representing about half of their total living area. The 
vertical addition would allow no sunlight to enter and result in an increase in heating and lighting costs. 
 
Issue #2: The windows of the vertical addition and deck at the rear over the second story will allow for 
viewing into the DR requestor’s bedroom, kitchen, and backyard, representing an invasion of privacy. 
 
Issue #3: The need for curbside parking will naturally increase for a 5-bedroom home, as compared to a 3-
bedroom unit. The subject property is located at the intersection of three graded slopes and a cul-de-sac, 
making parking even more difficult in practice. 
 
Issue #4: A three-story house and an expanded second floor will extraordinarily change the character of a 
two-story home neighborhood. There are no homes on Lake Forest Court or on Oak Park Drive from 
Christopher Dr. to Devonshire Way which have three stories. 
 
See attached Discretionary Review Application, dated May 30, 2008, for more information. 
 
PROJECT SPONSOR’S RESPONSE TO DR APPLICATION 

The project sponsor is proposing a modest addition to the home in order to accommodate a growing 
family, with elderly parents moving in and more young children. The project sponsor has shown a 
willingness to modify the project at the request of the Planning Department, in order to align with 
Residential Design Guidelines and not cause significant impacts to the adjacent neighbors. The neighbors 
would only accept a complete removal of the proposed third story, and this effectively eliminates the 
project’s goals. 
 
See attached Response to Discretionary Review, dated June 19, 2015, for more information. 
 
ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 
The Department has determined that the proposed project is exempt/excluded from environmental 
review, pursuant to CEQA Guideline Section 15301 (Class One - Minor Alteration of Existing Facility, (e) 
Additions to existing structures provided that the addition will not result in an increase of more than 
10,000 square feet).  
 
RESIDENTIAL DESIGN TEAM REVIEW 
The Residential Design Team (RDT) found that the proposed project meets the standards of the 
Residential Design Guidelines (RDGs) and that the project does not present any exceptional or 
extraordinary circumstances. The project provides adequate setbacks from the adjacent building and is 
within the RH-1(D) district, which minimizes concerns over blocking of sunlight. The deck is set back 
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7 Lake Forest Court 

from the side property lines and is oriented toward the subject property’s rear yard; privacy is achieved 
within thresholds to be expected for dense City environments. Parking and traffic is not addressed by the 
RDGs, however, the project is compliant with the Planning Code and no additional off-street parking is 
required. Lastly, the RDGs support the vertical addition, as appropriate setbacks have been provided and 
taller buildings can be accommodated at corner lots. 
 
Under the Commission’s pending DR Reform Legislation, this project would not be referred to the 
Commission as this project does not contain or create any exceptional or extraordinary circumstances. 
 

RECOMMENDATION: Do not take DR and approve project as proposed 

 
Attachments: 
Block Book Map  
Sanborn Map 
Zoning Map 
Aerial Photographs  
Context Photographs 
Section 311 Notice (2008 Notice) 
Section 311 Notice (2015 Notice) 
DR Application dated May 30, 2008 
Response to DR Application dated June 19, 2015 
 Exhibit A – 3D rendering 
 Exhibit B – Neighborhood examples of 3-story buildings 
Reduced Plans 
Letters of Opposition from Neighbors 
 
AP:  G:\Plan Checks\7 Lake Forest Ct\7_Lake Forest Court_DR - Abbreviated Analysis.doc  
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Block Book Map 
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  Block 2675 Lot 028 
 
 

Sanborn Map* 

 
 
* The Sanborn Maps in San Francisco hae not been updated since 1998, and this map may not accurately reflect existing conditions. 
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Zoning Map 
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Aerial Photo 
(looking north) 
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  Case Number 2008.0645D 
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  Block 2675 Lot 028 
 
 

Aerial Photo 
(looking west) 
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Aerial Photo 
(looking east) 
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  Block 2675 Lot 028 
 
 

 
 
 

Site Photo 
(at Lake Forest Court and Oak Park Drive, looking northwest) 
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On November 5, 2007, the Applicant named below filed Building Permit Application No. 2007.11.05.7258 (Alteration) with 
the City and County of San Francisco. 

Applicant: 	Justin Tin 
Address: 	7 Lake Forest Court 
City, State: 	San Francisco, CA 94131 
Telephone: 415.368.1295 

Project Address: 
Cross Street: 
Assessor’s Block /Lot # 
Zoning District: 
Heiaht-Bulk District: 

7 Lake Forest Court 
Oak Park Drive 
2675/028 
RH-i (D) 
40-X 

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

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

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

HORIZ. EXTENSION (FRONT) 	[ ] HORIZ. EXTENSION (SIDE) 	[ ] HORIZ. EXTENSION (REAR) 

BUILDING DEPTH ......................................................–67 feet, 6 inches .....................No Change 
SIDE SETBACK (OF VERTICAL ADDITION) ...........N/A ............................................At least –3 feet 
REAR YARD ..............................................................–22 feet, 6 inches .....................No Change 
HEIGHT OF BUILDING ...............................................–21 feet (avg.) ...........................–29 feet, 6 inches (avg.) 
NUMBEROF STORIES ..............................................2.................................................3 
NUMBER OF DWELLING UNITS ..............................1.................................................No Change 
NUMBER OF OFF-STREET PARKING SPACES .....2.................................................No Change 

The proposal is to construct a third-story addition to an existing two-story, single-family dwelling. New vertical 
addition will be setback at least 24 feet from the front property line, and will increase the height of the existing dwelling 

by approximately 8 feet, 6 inches. 

PLANNER’S NAME: 	 Adrian C. Putra 

PHONE NUMBER: 
	

(415) 575-9079 
	

DATE OF THIS NOTICE: 

EMAIL: 	 adrian.putra@sfgov.org 	 EXPIRATION DATE: 



  

 

1650 Mission Street Suite 400   San Francisco, CA 94103 

NOTICE OF BUILDING PERMIT APPLICATION   (SECTION 311) 
 

On November 5, 2007, the Applicant named below filed Building Permit Application No. 2007.11.05.7258 with the City 
and County of San Francisco. 
 

P R O P E R T Y  I N F O R M A T I O N  A P P L I C A N T  I N F O R M A T I O N  
Project Address: 7 Lake Forest Court Applicant: Aidin Massoudi 
Cross Street(s): Oak Park Drive Address: 1256 Howard St. 
Block/Lot No.: 2675/028 City, State: San Francisco, CA  94103 
Zoning District(s): RH-1(D) / 40-X Telephone: (415) 922-0200 x 105 

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

Members of the public are not required to provide personal identifying information when they communicate with the 
Commission or the Department. All written or oral communications, including submitted personal contact information, may 
be made available to the public for inspection and copying upon request and may appear on the Department’s website or in 
other public documents. 
 

P R O J E C T  S C O P E  
  Demolition   New Construction   Alteration 
  Change of Use   Façade Alteration(s)   Front Addition 
  Rear Addition   Side Addition   Vertical Addition 
P R O J E C T  F E A T U R E S  EXISTING  PROPOSED  
Building Height ~21 feet ~30 feet 
Number of Stories 2 3 
Number of Dwelling Units 1 No Change 

P R O J E C T  D E S C R I P T I O N  
The proposal is to construct a third story vertical addition with a new roof deck at the rear of the house, over an existing two-story, 
single-family home. The addition will add approximately 830sf of habitable space to the home. This project was previously noticed 
from 5/9/2008 – 6/8/2008, however must be renoticed given the length of time that has elapsed since that original notice. There is 
currently an active Discretionary Review case filed against the project, filed in 2008 during the original notification period. This 
second notification will allow neighbors to file additional Discretionary Reviews, should there be additional concerns, however this 
project will appear before the Plannig Commission regardless, at a future hearing date, which will receive separate notice. See 
attached plans. 
 
The issuance of the building permit by the Department of Building Inspection or the Planning Commission project approval at a 
discretionary review hearing would constitute as the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to Section 
31.04(h) of the San Francisco Administrative Code. 

For more information, please contact Planning Department staff: 
Planner:  Andrew Perry 
Telephone: (415) 575-9017       Notice Date:   
E-mail:  andrew.perry@sfgov.org      Expiration Date:   
 
 
 



GENERAL INFORMATION ABOUT PROCEDURES 
Reduced copies of the proposed project plans have been included in this mailing for your information.  If you have 
questions about the plans, please contact the project Applicant listed on the front of this notice. You may wish to discuss 
the plans with your neighbors or neighborhood association, as they may already be aware of the project. If you have 
general questions about the Planning Department’s review process, please contact the Planning Information Center at 
1660 Mission Street, 1st Floor (415/ 558-6377) between 8:00am - 5:00pm Monday-Friday.  If you have specific questions 
about the proposed project, you should contact the planner listed on the front of this notice.  

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

1. Request a meeting with the project Applicant to get more information and to explain the project's impact on you. 
2. Contact the nonprofit organization Community Boards at (415) 920-3820, or online at 

www.communityboards.org for a facilitated discussion in a safe and collaborative environment. Community 
Boards acts as a neutral third party and has, on many occasions, helped reach mutually agreeable solutions.   

3. Where you have attempted, through the use of the above steps or other means, to address potential problems 
without success, please contact the planner listed on the front of this notice to discuss your concerns. 

If, after exhausting the procedures outlined above, you still believe that exceptional and extraordinary circumstances 
exist, you have the option to request that the Planning Commission exercise its discretionary powers to review the 
project. These powers are reserved for use in exceptional and extraordinary circumstances for projects which generally 
conflict with the City's General Plan and the Priority Policies of the Planning Code; therefore the Commission exercises 
its discretion with utmost restraint. This procedure is called Discretionary Review. If you believe the project warrants 
Discretionary Review by the Planning Commission, you must file a Discretionary Review application prior to the 
Expiration Date shown on the front of this notice. Discretionary Review applications are available at the Planning 
Information Center (PIC), 1660 Mission Street, 1st Floor, or online at www.sfplanning.org). You must submit the 
application in person at the Planning Information Center (PIC) between 8:00am - 5:00pm Monday-Friday, with all 
required materials and a check payable to the Planning Department.  To determine the fee for a Discretionary Review, 
please refer to the Planning Department Fee Schedule available at www.sfplanning.org. If the project includes multiple 
building permits, i.e. demolition and new construction, a separate request for Discretionary Review must be 
submitted, with all required materials and fee, for each permit that you feel will have an impact on you.   
Incomplete applications will not be accepted. 

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

BOARD OF APPEALS 

An appeal of the Planning Commission’s decision on a Discretionary Review case may be made to the Board of 
Appeals within 15 calendar days after the building permit is issued (or denied) by the Department of Building 
Inspection. Appeals must be submitted in person at the Board's office at 1650 Mission Street, 3rd Floor, Room 304. For 
further information about appeals to the Board of Appeals, including current fees, contact the Board of Appeals at (415) 
575-6880. 

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 

This project has undergone preliminary review pursuant to California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). If, as part of 
this process, the Department’s Environmental Review Officer has deemed this project to be exempt from further 
environmental review, an exemption determination has been prepared and can be obtained through the Exemption 
Map, on-line, at www.sfplanning.org. An appeal of the decision to exempt the proposed project from CEQA may be 
made to the Board of Supervisors within 30 calendar days after the project approval action identified on the 
determination. The procedures for filing an appeal of an exemption determination are available from the Clerk of the 
Board at City Hall, Room 244, or by calling (415) 554-5184.     

Under CEQA, in a later court challenge, a litigant may be limited to raising only those issues previously raised at a 
hearing on the project or in written correspondence delivered to the Board of Supervisors, Planning Commission, 
Planning Department or other City board, commission or department at, or prior to, such hearing, or as part of the 
appeal hearing process on the CEQA decision. 

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


APPLICATION REQUESTING DISCRETIONARY REVIEW ("D.R.") 

This application is for projects where there are exceptional and extraordinary circumstances 
that justify further consideration, even though the project already meets requirements of the 
Planning Code, City General Plan and Priority Policies of the Planning Code. 

D.R. Applicant’s Name cI a 	Telephone No: 4/3 	4-7c37 

D.R. Applicant’s Address 
umber & 
	

#) 

City 	 Zip Code 

D.R. Applicant’s telephone number (for Planning Department to contact): 4/54 	O3 
If you are acting as the agent for another person(s) in making this request please indicate the rame 
and address of that person(s) (if applicable): 

Name 	Telephone No:____________ 

Address 
Number & Street 	 (Apt. #) 

City 
	

Zip Code 

Address of the property that you are requesting the Commission consider under the Discretionary 
Review: 7 	frg  

Name and phone number of the property owner who is doing the project on which you are requesting 
D . R.: Jr,i 72A,. 41-5 38. 

Building Permit Application Number of the project for which you are requesting 
DR.:_______ 

Where is your property located in relation to the permit applicant’s property? 
SAM nIr VAVr )ôiL 7IR�2. J’1Y,1&!,k]2TY 13 i c /E71/esT 
of T-’flr APPUCAAJ 	ry 

A. ACTIONS PRIOR TO A DISCRETIONARY REVIEW REQUEST 
Citizens should make very effort to resolve disputes before requesting D.R. Listed below are a 
variety of ways and resources to help this happen. 

1. Have you discussed this project with the permit applicant? RG 	NO G 

2. Did you discuss the project with the Planning Department permit review planner?6 	G NO G 
See ftflAQtAAJT 	rr / 	ciu. 

3. Did you participate in outside mediation on this case? Community Board G Other C 	G 
,4rr, c,iuerr 7’1 Sr/M/ .& 

08.0645B 



4. 	If you have discussed the project with the applicant, planning staff or gone thorough mediation, 
please summarize the results, including any changes that were made to the proposed project 
so far. 

WIN  jLffW!JT 

TrcmWJY 	 SIM770AJ 

B. DISCRETIONARY REVIEW REQUEST 

What are the reasons for requesting Discretionary Review? The project meets the minimum 
standards of the Planning Code. What are the exceptional and extraordinary circumstances 
that justify Discretionary Review of the project? How does the project conflict with the City’s 
General Plan or the Planning Code’s Priority Policies? 

$ci"T 	 p’ 4,’ 7 a M714s. 

2. If you believe your property, the property of others or the neighborhood would be adversely 
affected, please state who would be affected, and how: 

3. What alternatives or changes to the proposed project, beyond the changes (if any) already 
made would respond to the exceptional and extraordinary circumstances and reduce the 
adverse effects noted above (in question Bi)? 



Please write (in ink) or type your answers on this form. Please feel free to attach additional sheets to 
this form to continue with any additional information that does not fit on this form. 

CHECKLIST FOR APPLICANT: 

Indicate which of the following are included with this Application: 

REQUIRED: 

G Check made payable to Planning Department (see current fee schedule). 

Address list for nearby property owners, in label format, plus photocopy of labels. 

Letter of authorization for representative/agent of D.R. applicant (if applicable). 

@) Photocopy of this completed application. 

G 	Photographs that illustrate your concerns. 

Covenants or Deed Restrictions. 

G Other Items (specify). 

File this objection in person at the Planning Information Center. If you have questions about 
this form, please contact Information Center Staff from 8 am. to 5 p.m., Monday to Friday. 

Plan to attend the Planning Commission public hearing which must be scheduled after the 
close of the public notification period for the permit. 

Signed 	 (..t2_ 
Applicant 
	

Date 

N:appIicat\drapp.doc 
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Requesting Discretionary Review of: 7 Lake Forest Court 

A. ACTION PRIOR TO A DISCRETIONARY REVIEW REQUEST 
Citizens should make very effort to resolve disputes before requesting D.R. Listed 
below are a variety of ways and resources to help this happen. 

1. Have you discussed this project with the permit applicant? 

Yes. 

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

Yes. 

On May 21, 2008 I called and talked to Mr. Adrian Putra, the Planning 
Department permit review planner. The subject matter covered sunlight blocking, 
traffic and parking, privacy, and the impact on the character of the neighborhood. 
In our discussion, suggestions were made by Mr. Putra and me as alterations to 
the proposed plan but both Mr. Putra and I could not agree upon any alterations 
that were suggested. 

3. Did you participate in outside mediation on this case? 

No. 

As a result of the 5/21/2008 discussion, Mr. Putra suggested to request for a 
discretionary review. 

4. If you have discussed the project with the application with the applicant, 
planning staff or gone thorough mediation, please summarize the results, 
including any changes that were made to the proposed project so far. 

On October 27, 2007 the applicant, Mr. Justin Tin held an open house in which he 
displayed his preliminary plan for his remodeling. At this point, no documents 
had been filed to the Planning Department. During this open house, I voiced my 
concern about the third floor addition to the applicant, Mr. Tin. In the current 
version of Mr. Tin’s application (dated 4/21/08), none of my concerns were 
addressed. According to my conversation with Mr. Putra on May 21, 2008, one 
3rd floor window in the original plan has been eliminated from the northeast side 
of applicant’s building. 

B. DISCRETIONARY REVIEW REQUEST 

1. What are the reasons for requesting Discretionary Review? The project 
meets the minimum standards of the Planning Code. What are the 
exceptional and extraordinary circumstances that justify Discretionary 

08.06450 
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Requesting Discretionary Review of: 7 Lake Forest Court 

Review of the project? How does the project conflict with the City’s General 
Plan or the Planning Code’s Priority Policies? 

a. Blocking of direct sunlight: The applicant’s plans propose an 8 foot 6 
inch, 3rd floor addition to his home. This addition will block the 
southwest sunlight into my 2nd floor bedroom, kitchen, and most 
importantly, my ground floor family room, and the laundry area. 
Currently I receive a full afternoon of direct sunlight in these rooms which 
represent approximately 1/2 of my total living area. This is an exceptional 
and extraordinary circumstance that an 8 foot 6 inch vertical addition 
would allow no sunlight to enter any of the four windows on the southwest 
side of my home in the winter. One of the immediate impacts on me, a 
retiree, will be the increase of heating and lighting cost. 

b. Invasion ofprivacy: The 3rd floor Roof Deck and windows of the 
addition provide direct viewing of my bedroom, kitchen and back yard. 
This is an invasion of privacy. 

c. Increase parking and traffic issues: 7 Lake Forest Court is located at the 
intersection of three graded slopes and the entrance to the Lake Forest 
Court cul-de-sac. The need for curbside parking will naturally increase for 
a 5 bedroom home as compared to a 3 bedroom home (entertainment, 
house guests, etc). This will also greatly increase the possibility of traffic 
problems (lack of parking space, increase of traffic accidents, etc). 

d. Changing neighborhood character: A three story house and an expanded 
second floor building will extraordinarily change the character of a two 
story home neighborhood. There are no homes on Lake Forest Court or 
on Oak Park Drive from Christopher Drive to Devonshire Way which 
have three stories. 

2. If you believe your property, the property of others or the neighborhood 
would be adversely affected, please state who would be affected, and how: 

Name Address How Neighbor is Affected 
Peter Wohlers 100 Devonshire Way - Invasion of privacy 

SF, CA 94131 - Increase parking and 
traffic issues 
- Changing of neighborhood 
character 

Evelyn Campi 429 Oak Park Dr. - Increase parking and 
SF, CA 94131 traffic issues 

- Changing of neighborhood 
character 

Mario Onetto 425 Oak Park Dr. - Increase parking and 

08.0645U 



Requesting Discretionary Review of: 7 Lake Forest Court 

SF, CA 94131 traffic issues 
- Changing of neighborhood 
character 

Patrick Yi 421 Oak Park Dr. - Increase parking and 
SF, CA 94131 traffic issues 

- Changing of neighborhood 
character 

Grace Dito 2 Lake Forest Ct. - Increase parking and 
SF, CA 94131 traffic issues 

- Changing of neighborhood 
character 

Jeremiah Robison 14 Lake Forest Ct. - Increase parking and 
SF, CA 94131 traffic issues 

- Changing of neighborhood 
character 

Lisa Spranger 29 Lake Forest Ct. - Increase parking and 
SF, CA 94131 traffic issues 

- Changing of neighborhood 
character 

Penny Hubhes 57 Lake Forest Ct. - Increase parking and 
SF, CA 94131 traffic issues 

- Changing of neighborhood 
character 

David Gendreau 41 Lake Forest Ct. - Increase parking and 
SF, CA 94131 traffic issues 

- Changing of neighborhood 
character 

3. What alternatives or changes to the proposed project, beyond the changes (if 
any) already made would respond to the exceptional and extraordinary 
circumstances and reduce the adverse effects noted above (in question Bi)? 

Elimination of the 3rd floor addition will reduce the adverse effects on my property 
and the neighbors’ properties. 

08.Ub450  
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Requesting Discretionary Review of: 7 Lake Forest Court 

The following pages are photos of the windows that will be blocked if the applicant is approved to build his 
3rd floor. As you see in the photos, currently these windows receive direct sunlight. 

08606450 
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Requesting Discretionary Review of: 7 Lake Forest Court 

Second photo exhibiting the windows (specifically the kitchen and family room windows) on my property 
that will be blocked if the 3’(1  floor addition is approved. 

Family Room Window 
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Exhibit B 

Aerial view of the 7 Lake Forest Court (the “Property) and neighboring streets 

 

  



Nearby 3-story homes on Devonshire Way and Oak Park Drive 

 

 

 

 

Nearby 3-story homes on Devonshire Way and Oak Park Drive 

 

 



Street View of Oak Park Drive – One block away from 7 Lake Forest Court 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Street view of the Property and the slope of Lake Forest Court 

 























GA FILE NO. FC 5011 PROPRIETARY* 1 HOUR
FIRE

60 to 64 STC
SOUND

Approx. Ceiling
Weight: 3 psf

Fire Test: UL R1319, 05NK04589,
2-4-05; UL R1319,
05NK09496, 3-31-05;
UL Design L570

Sound Test: RAL OT03-05, 4-22-03;
RAL OT03-07, 4-29-03;
RAL OT03-09, 6-18-03

IIC & Test: (58 sheet vinyl),
RAL OT03-06, 4-22-03;
(62 engineered wood
laminate) RAL OT03-08,
4-29-03;
(54 ceramic tile)
RAL OT03-10, 6-18-03

WOOD I-JOISTS, WOOD STRUCTURAL PANELS, GYPSUM
FLOOR TOPPING, RESILIENT CHANNELS, GLASS FIBER BATT

OR LOOSE FILL INSULATION, GYPSUM WALLBOARD
Base layer 1/2" proprietary type X gypsum wallboard or gypsum veneer base applied at right

angles to resilient furring channels 24" o.c. (16" o.c. when insulation is used) with 1"
Type S drywall screws 16" o.c. Gypsum board end joints located midway between
continuous channels and attached with screws 8" to additional pieces of channel 60"
long located 3" back on either side of end joint. Resilient channels applied at right angles
to minimum 10" deep wood I joists spaced a maximum of 19" o.c. with 11/4" Type S
drywall screws. Face layer 1/2" proprietary type X gypsum wallboard or gypsum veneer
base applied at right angles to resilient furring channels 15/8" Type S drywall screws 8"
o.c. and 11/2" Type G screws 8" o.c. at the butt joints located mid-span between the
resilient channels. Glass fiber insulation secured to subfloor or loose fill insulation
applied directly over gypsum board. Wood I joists supporting 19/32" wood structural panel
subfloor applied at right angles to joists with construction adhesive and 6d ring shank
nails 12" o.c. Minimum 1/2" proprietary gypsum floor topping applied over subfloor.

STC rated with I joists spaced 24" o.c., 31/2" glass fiber insulation in joist spaces, 3/4"
proprietary gypsum floor topping poured over 1/4" proprietary sound reduction mat, and
with finish flooring of sheet vinyl, engineered wood laminate, and ceramic tile. (STC 64
when sheet vinyl or engineered wood laminate is applied to floor; STC 66 when tested
with ceramic tile applied to floor.)

PROPRIETARY GYPSUM COMPONENTS
United States Gypsum Company - 1/2" SHEETROCK® Brand FIRECODE® C

Core Gypsum Panels
- LEVELROCK® Brand Floor Underlayment





From: david gendreau
To: Perry, Andrew (CPC)
Cc: Andrew Solow (Gladding & Michel)
Subject: Proposed Construction at 7 Lake Forest Court
Date: Wednesday, April 08, 2015 8:43:18 PM

Mr Perry:  This is to confirm a telephone converstion we had on April 3, 2015 in which I
stated my objection to project #: 2007.11.05.7258 dated 3/10/2015 for construction at 7 Lake
Forest Court.  I object on the grounds that construction of a third floor addition would change
the character of the neighborhood and set a percedent for other construction in the area. 
 
I have spoken to other neighbors who also object to this proposed construction.  This
includes an objection by one property owner living within 150 feet of this property who was
not issued with a notice. I have received signatures of other neighboing property owners who
also object to this project.  As you advised, I will submit these to you in writing within 10-14
days of the hearing so that they can be included in the Case Report.
 
Thank you for your attention in this matter.
 
David Gendreau
41 Lake Forest Court

mailto:david.gendreau@gmail.com
mailto:andrew.perry@sfgov.org
mailto:alsolow@earthlink.net


April 3, 2015 

Mr Andrew Perry 

1650 Mission Street 

San Francisco, CA 

Dear Mr Perry: 

This letter is to inform you that we, the undersigned, object to the proposed construction of a third 

story structure at 7 Lake Forest Court. There are no other houses with three stories on Lake Forest 

Court, adjacent Oak Park Drive and nearby Devonshire Way and Christopher Street. 

Such a construction would dramatically change the character of this residential Forest Knolls 

Neighborhood. This would also serve as a precedent for other third story construction in this 

neighborhood. This would then lead to increased traffic congestion in the area. 

Please contact me if you have any additional questions. 

Sincerely, 

!)/J 
David Gendreau 

41 Lake Forest Court 
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From: Chip Hudgins
To: Perry, Andrew (CPC)
Subject: Building Permit at 7 Lake Forest Court (2007.11.05.7258)
Date: Tuesday, March 24, 2015 3:35:24 PM

Hello Mr Perry,
I wanted to send you an email to express my concerns about the building permit
application for a third level at the address of 7 Lake Forest Court.

There are currently no 3 story buildings on the block or in the neighborhood near
to 7 Lake Forest Court.   Such a change would dramatically change the character of
the neighborhood.  I feel such a change if approved would also set a precedence for
many more third story additions in the neighbor, benefiting those who can afford
such a change and penalizing those who cannot.

The addition of a third story at 7 Lake Forest Court will block all natural light to the
home(s) next to the higher expansion.  I feel this would also reduce the privacy of
home(s) next to that dwelling as the third story height would expose the upper
bedroom windows of the lower houses. 

When the homes in Forest Knolls were built, all home owners abided by the
'Declaration of Restrictions' set forth by the original owners of the land, Joseph and
Clara Stadler.  These restrictions prevented the building of any structures on the roof
of homes to preserve the equity and beauty of the neighborhood.  While the time
limit on this document of restrictions has expired, I would hope the spirit of the
neighborhood would remain.

And lastly, despite concerns expressed by neighbors, there has been no attempt to
reach out to those that would be impacted by the owners of 7 Lake Forest Court.  

I did contact Mr Aidin Massoudi (as per the applicant on the application) but found
he was only a lawyer hired by the owner and could not provide any relevant
information about this project.  This was most concerning.

I appreciate your time in listening to my concerns and how it will impact my family's
home, street and neighborhood.  It is my understanding that there will be a hearing
which I also plan to attend.  

Regards,
Charles Hudgins
chudgins@gmail.com
29 Lake Forest Court, SF CA 94131
415-335-9560

mailto:chudgins@gmail.com
mailto:andrew.perry@sfgov.org
mailto:chudgins@gmail.com


April 3, 2015 

Mr Andrew Perry 

1650 Mission Street 

San Francisco, CA 

Dear Mr Perry: 

This letter is to inform you that we, the undersigned, object to the proposed construction of a third 

story structure at 7 Lake Forest Court. There are no other houses with three stories on Lake Forest 

Court, adjacent Oak Park Drive and nearby Devonshire Way and Christopher Street. 

Such a construction would dramatically change the character of this residential Forest Knolls 

Neighborhood. This would also serve as a precedent for other third story construction in this 

neighborhood. This would then lead to increased traffic congestion in the area. 

Please contact me if you have any additional questions. 

Sincerely, 

David Gendreau 

41 Lake Forest Court 
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From: daniel schultz
To: Perry, Andrew (CPC)
Subject: Project #: 2007.11.05.7258 - 7 Lake Forest Ct. - third story vertical addition - OPPOSED!!!
Date: Wednesday, April 08, 2015 9:37:45 PM

Dear Mr. Perry,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed 3rd story addition at 7 Lake Forest.  I
never received notice of this project. 

The proposed undertaking is totally out of character with the existing neighborhood
which is two story detached homes less than 25 feet in height. I therefore request
discretionary review of this project.

Approval of this out of scale project would set a precedent under which every house
in the neighborhood will almost certainly be converted to a 3 story dwelling. This
would fundamentally alter the character of this neighborhood by radically increasing
the population density, promoting the creation of illegal dwelling units in an RH1
zoning district, and dramatically reducing the available street parking. That is why
discretionary review of this out of scale project is critically important. 
 
Yours truly,
Daniel Schultz

-- 
Daniel Schultz
89 Lake Forest Court
San Francisco, CA 94131
415.676.7055 (mobile)
415.681.1334 (fax)

mailto:daniel@dasdesignsf.com
mailto:andrew.perry@sfgov.org


April 3, 2015 

Mr Andrew Perry 

1650 Mission Street 

San Francisco, CA 

Dear Mr Perry: 

This letter is to inform you that we, the undersigned, object to the proposed construction of a third 

story structure at 7 Lake Forest Court- There are no other houses with three stories on Lake Forest 

Court, adjacent Oak Park Drive and nearby Devonshire Way and Christopher Street. 

Such a construction would dramatically change the character of this residential Forest Knolls 

Neighborhood. This would also serve as a precedent for other third story construction in this 

neighborhood. This would then lead to increased traffic congestion in the area. 

Please contact me if you have any additional questions. 

Sincerely, 

I 1/ Id/m 
David Gendreau 

41 Lake Forest Court 



From: Patrick Y
To: Perry, Andrew (CPC)
Subject: Notice of Building Permit Application for 7 Lake Forest Court
Date: Tuesday, March 24, 2015 11:18:01 AM

Hi Andrew,

I hope all is well. 

This is a follow up to my voice mail this morning re: Notice of Building Permit Application for
7 Lake Forest Court to add a vertical addition.

As I stated on the VM, I am opposed to the vertical addition and would like to block this
effort.

Thank you.
Regards,
Patrick Yi
421 Oak Park Drive
San Francisco, CA
650-787-9761

mailto:patricky381@live.com
mailto:andrew.perry@sfgov.org


April 3, 2015 

Mr Andrew Perry 

1650 Mission Street 

San Francisco, CA 

Dear Mr Perry: 

This letter is to inform you that we, the undersigned, object to the proposed construction of a third 

story structure at 7 Lake Forest Court. There are no other houses with three stories on Lake Forest 

Court, adjacent Oak Park Drive and nearby Devonshire Way and Christopher Street. 

Such a construction would dramatically change the character of this residential Forest Knolls 

Neighborhood. This would also serve as a precedent for other third story construction in this 

neighborhood. This would then lead to increased traffic congestion in the area. 

Please contact me if you have any additional questions. 

Sincerely, 

David Gendreau 

41 Lake Forest Court 



April 3, 2015 

Mr Andrew Perry 

1650 Mission Street 

San Francisco, CA 

Dear Mr Perry: 

This letter is to inform you that we, the undersigned, object to the proposed construction of a third 

story structure at 7 Lake Forest Court. There are no other houses with three stories on Lake Forest 

Court, adjacent Oak Park Drive and nearby Devonshire Way and Christopher Street. 

Such a construction would dramatically change the character of this residential Forest Knolls 

Neighborhood. This would also serve as a precedent for other third story construction in this 

neighborhood. This would then lead to increased traffic congestion in the area. 

Please contact me if you have any additional questions. 

Sincerely, 

) -/,-z W,  ziu I  
David Gendreau 

41 Lake Forest Court 
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April 3, 2015 

Mr Andrew Perry 

1650 Mission Street 

San Francisco, CA 

Dear Mr Perry: 

This letter is to inform you that we, the undersigneri, object to the proposed construction of a third 

story structure at 7 Lake Forest Court. There are no other houses with three stories on Lake Forest 

Court, adjacent Oak Park Drive and nearby Devonshire Way and Christopher Street. 

Such a construction would dramatically change the character of this residential Forest Knolls 

Neighborhood. This would also serve as a precedent for other third story construction in this 

neighborhood. This would then lead to increased traffic congestion in the area. 

Please contact me if you have any additional questions. 

Sincerely, 

/)hZ1 
David Gendreau 

41 Lake Forest Court 
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April 3, 2015 

Mr Andrew Perry 

1650 Mission Street 

San Francisco, CA 

Dear Mr Perry: 

This letter is to inform you that we, the undersigned, object to the proposed construction of a third 

story structure at 7 Lake Forest Court. There are no other houses with three stories on Lake Forest 

Court, adjacent Oak Park Drive and nearby Devonshire Way and Christopher Street. 

Such a construction would dramatically change the character of this residential Forest Knolls 

Neighborhood. This would also serve as a precedent for other third story construction in this 

neighborhood. This would then lead to increased traffic congestion in the area. 

Please contact me if you have any additional questions. 

Sincerely, 

I 	A2L 
David Gendreau 

41 Lake Forest Court 
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San Francisco Planning Department 
Re: 7 Lake Forest Ct. 
Block/Lot No: 2675/028 
 
Dear Planning Department: 
 
The addition of a third story to 7 Lake Forest Ct. will have a negative impact on the 
neighborhood of mostly two-story homes. This single family residence has already been 
enlarged. A rear addition was added some years ago, so this home has a larger footprint 
than most of the other homes in Forest Knolls. 
 
Adding a third story will make this home larger than the few three story homes in the 
development. 
 
The reasons to deny a permit are: 
 1. Negative visual impact – we own 425 Oak Park Drive, directly across the street 
from 7 Lake Forest Ct.. I will no longer be able to see the sky or the Mt. Sutro tree line. 
Light into my home in this northerly direction will be diminished as well. 
 
 2. Increased traffic and parking issues. The probability of increased residents to 
the home will require street parking. This will severely impact the safety of Oak Park 
Drive from Devonshire to Lake Forest Ct. 
  a. Emergency vehicles as well as waste disposal trucks will not be able to 
turn onto Oak Park Drive from Devonshire. There can be cars parked along the north side 
of Oak Park Drive as well as the south side, creating a narrow, one lane road. 
 
  b. With cars parked as noted above, the intersection at Devonshire and 
Oak Park Drive becomes unsafe due to decreased visibility in spite of the stop sign. 
 
 3. The imposing footprint of the proposed third story is definitely out of character 
for the neighborhood considering this house already has an enlarged footprint. 
 
 4. Due to the above issues, this addition will decrease the property values of the 
surrounding homes including ours. If 7 Lake Forest is allowed to increase their footprint 
a precedent has been set for other homeowners to do the same. 
 
Please consider the fact that this house has already been enlarged and any larger, more 
imposing structure will not improve the neighborhood, but seriously detract from the 
overall character of Forest Knolls and create visual and safety issues. 
 
Please let me know when the hearing for 7 Lake Forest Ct. will take place. 
 
Thank you for your consideration. 
 
Lynda Oneto and Janice Oneto 
 
Lynda Oneto 
PO Box 2116 
Boyes Hot Springs, CA 95416 
 
707-539-3192 



From: Peter Wohlers
To: Perry, Andrew (CPC)
Cc: Pam Marks
Subject: Building Permit Application No. 2007.11.05.7258
Date: Wednesday, April 01, 2015 9:52:04 PM

Mr. Perry-

I live at 100 Devonshire Way, at the property below 7 Lake Forest Court, the subject of the building
permit # 2007.11.05.7258.

I would like to say that I plan on calling the applicant, but it seems like there are some legitimate
concerns with this project:

1) the addition will change the character of the neighborhood. There is/was a deed restriction of 25 ft
vertical height to the neighborhood, which dictated the look/feel of the neighborhood. Whether the deed
restriction is still valid does not change that.

2) Our house is below the subject property. By ‘below’, I mean that we are downhill and the additional
vertical addition would cause our property to be cast in shadow for a portion of the day, reducing our
ability to garden, add solar to our house and generally, enjoy our yard.

3) We are concerned by the height in that in will reduce privacy in that it will allow the residents to
violate our privacy, both inside our house as well as our yard.

4) Permitting this verbal addition will set a precedent for the rest of the houses on the block, casting our
house in a permanent shadow throughout most of the day if they follow suit.

We plan on contacting Mr. Massoudi (applicant) directly, but want to see if there is anything else that
can be done on our part to stop this project.

Peter Wohlers
pedro@whack.org

mailto:pedro@whack.org
mailto:andrew.perry@sfgov.org
mailto:pam@whack.org


From: Andrew Solow (Comcast Alt Email)
To: Perry, Andrew (CPC)
Subject: Project #: 2007.11.05.7258 - 7 Lake Forest Ct. - CA Public Records Act Request - Mailing list for notice of

project dated 3/10/2015
Date: Wednesday, April 08, 2015 10:50:49 PM

San Francisco Planning Dept.
1660 Mission St.
San Francisco, CA 94103
 
Attention: Andrew Perry, Planner – 415-575-9017
 
Hello Mr. Perry,
 
Pursuant to the public disclosure requirements of the CA Public Records Act and the
San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance, I hereby request an electronic copy of the mailing list
to which the notice of Project #: 2007.11.05.7258, dated 3/10/2015 (regarding 7 Lake Forest
Ct.) was mailed. Please Email it to me at your earliest convenience.
 
On information and belief, the subject notice is defective on its face because it was not timely
mailed to ALL property owners within 150 feet of the proposed undertaking at 7 Lake Forest
Ct., San Francisco, CA.
 
I further contend that the proposed undertaking will change the zoning of the entire area to 2
dwelling units de facto within 300 feet of the proposed 3rd floor addition at 7 Lake Forest.
 
In consideration of the defective notice and the de facto zoning change, I demand that a
new notice be mailed to ALL affected properties within 300 feet of 7 Lake Forest Ct.
 
Your immediate response would be greatly appreciated.
 
Yours truly,
 
Andrew Solow
58 Lake Forest Ct.
San Francisco, CA 94131-1025
Cell 415-722-3047
 
 
 
From: Andrew Solow (Comcast Alt Email) [mailto:andrewsolow08@comcast.net] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 08, 2015 7:41 PM
To: 'andrew.perry@sfgov.org'
Subject: Project #: 2007.11.05.7258 - 7 Lake Forest Ct. - third story vertical addition - OPPOSED!!! -
DEMAND FOR DISCRETIONARY REVIEW - DEFECTIVE NOTICE
 
San Francisco Planning Dept.
1660 Mission St.
San Francisco, CA 94103
 
Attention: Andrew Perry, Planner – 415-575-9017

mailto:andrewsolow08@comcast.net
mailto:andrew.perry@sfgov.org


 
Dear Mr. Perry,
I am writing in opposition to the proposed 3rd story addition at 7 Lake Forest Ct.
 

1)     DEFECTIVE NOTICE:  The Notice for project #: 2007.11.05.7258 dated 3/10/2015
is defective on its face because my primary residence at 58 Lake Forest Ct. is only
118 feet from 7 Lake Forest Ct., considerably less than the 150 foot radius specified
on the notice. I therefore DEMAND that this project be re-noticed to all property
owners within at least 300 feet.

2)     OUT OF CHARACTER WITH EXISTING NEIGHBORHOOD: The proposed
undertaking is totally out of character with the existing neighborhood which is two
story detached homes less than 25 feet in height. I therefore request discretionary
review of this project.

3)     DEMAND FOR DISCRETIONARY REVIEW: Approval of this out of scale
project would set a precedent under which every house in the neighborhood will
almost certainly be converted to a 3 story dwelling. This would fundamentally alter
the character of this neighborhood by radically increasing the population density,
promoting the creation of illegal dwelling units in an RH1 zoning district, and
dramatically reducing the available street parking. That is why discretionary review of
this out of scale project is critically important.

 
Yours truly,
 
Andrew Solow
58 Lake Forest Ct.
San Francisco, CA 94131-1025
Cell 415-722-3047



From: Billy Shen
To: Perry, Andrew (CPC)
Cc: andrewsolow08@comcast.net; Dan Schultz
Subject: Project #: 2007.11.05.7258 - 7 Lake Forest Ct. - third story vertical addition - OPPOSED!!! - DEMAND FOR

DISCRETIONARY REVIEW - DEFECTIVE NOTICE
Date: Thursday, April 09, 2015 10:44:44 AM

San Francisco Planning Dept.
1660 Mission St.
San Francisco, CA 94103
Opposed 
Attention: Andrew Perry, Planner – 415-575-9017
 
Dear Mr. Perry,
I am writing in opposition to the proposed 3rd story addition at 7 Lake
Forest Ct.
 

1)     DEFECTIVE NOTICE:  The Notice for project #:
2007.11.05.7258 dated 3/10/2015 is defective on its face because
my primary residence at 58 Lake Forest Ct. is only 118 feet from 7
Lake Forest Ct., considerably less than the 150 foot radius
specified on the notice. I therefore DEMAND that this project
be re-noticed to all property owners within at least 300
feet.
2)     OUT OF CHARACTER WITH EXISTING
NEIGHBORHOOD: The proposed undertaking is totally out of
character with the existing neighborhood which is two story
detached homes less than 25 feet in height. I therefore request
discretionary review of this project.
3)     DEMAND FOR DISCRETIONARY REVIEW: Approval of
this out of scale project would set a precedent under which every
house in the neighborhood will almost certainly be converted to a
3 story dwelling. This would fundamentally alter the character of
this neighborhood by radically increasing the population density,
promoting the creation of illegal dwelling units in an RH1 zoning
district, and dramatically reducing the available street parking.
That is why discretionary review of this out of scale project is
critically important.

Thank you. 
Billy

***************************
Billy Shen
Billy Shen Art Direction
415.731.6096

***************************

mailto:billy@billyshen.com
mailto:andrew.perry@sfgov.org
mailto:andrewsolow08@comcast.net
mailto:daniel@dasdesignsf.com
x-apple-data-detectors://3/
x-apple-data-detectors://3/
tel:415-575-9017
x-apple-data-detectors://7/
x-apple-data-detectors://7/
x-apple-data-detectors://9/
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