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Although the Planning Code allows a three-
storyaddition extending into the rear yard,
the addition is substantially out of scale with
surrounding buildings and impacts the rear
yard open space.

This addition has been scaled back to two
stories and is set in from the side property
lines to minimize its impact.

A two-story addition with a pitched roof
lessens the impacts of the addition and is
more in scale with the rear of the adjacent
buildings.

This addition extends the full width of the
lot but is set back at the second floor so
the building steps down to the rear yard.

The rear stairs are setback from the side
property line and their projection into the
rear yard is minimized, in order to maintain
the mid-block open space.

Building Scale and Form 27



BUILDING FORM

GUIDELINE: Design the building's form to be
compatible with that of surrounding buildings.

Building form is the three-dimensional shape of the building. The

elements of building form include the width and proportions of the

facade and the shape of the roofline. Though the Planning Code

establishes the maximum building envelope by dictating setbacks

and heights, the building must also be compatible with the form of

surrounding buildings.

Facade Width

GUIDELINE: Design the building's facade width to
be compatible with those found on surrounding
buildings.

Most building widths are related to the lot width, typically 25 feet.

This uniform building width contributes to the overall character

of the neighborhood and the scale of buildings within the area.

Therefore, it is very important to respect the facade widths rypicall}~
found in the neighborhood. If a project is located on a site that is

wider than usual, articulate the facade to respect traditional facade

widths. For example, a facade may be broken into separate forms that

match the widths of surrounding buildings. Design this articulation

to be substantive, not merely be a surface treatment.

Subject building

Although this building is twice the width of surrounding buildings, it has been
designed to have two gabled forms, similar in width fo other buildings.

28 =Residential Design Guidelines: December 2003



am not an expert in this, and I don't have any experience reading architectural plans, so I am not here
to argue about ZONING MERITS my concerns are around LIGHT and PRIVACY and the building's SCALE.

Mark Colwell and Christina Tran purchased the apartment building next door and ever since, their

dealings have been rude and underhand. They own multiple properties in the city and the surrounding

area. According to the Eviction History document for this property, they began trying to evict long-

standingtenants in 2015.

They will try and argue they have made changes to their plans to "work with the owners and tenants".
That is not the case. They have not consulted with us since an initial meeting 2 years ago, nor have they

shared their plans. They made a few small changes to try and bluff their way into getting the plans

approved without our arguments being heard.

realize some of the plans we used on the DR are out of date. I apologize for that. The owners have
been extremely unhelpful in their dealings with me. I had to go to the architect's office in person to see

any shade analysis. (Thank you, Troy.) Trevor Somers completed and delivered the DR for me with the
materials he had, because I had a medical emergency and could not be there in person.

have lived in this house for nearly 20 years. My home is "eligible for listing in the California Register of

Historical Resources as a result of the South Mission Historic Survey" and I love it. I love the area, I love
my neighbours. (I love the view I have of the Golden Gate Bridge from my bedroom window, but
accept that I have no rights to it .) However, what I can't just accept is a developer who doesn't live
here unhousing tenants and ruining the quality of long-standing homeowners just to make more profit.

am also extremely nervous to be talking publicly, so please bear with me.

What I am MOST concerned about is my privacy and that the plans completely block the natural light (to

my skylights and at least 5 windows that currently light the downstairs of my house, and the separate

unit under mine.

would like to argue that of these 6 RESIDENTIAL DESIGN GUIDELINES principles, the current plan fails to
meet 1, 3, and 4, and 6.

refer to the Design Principles.

1. Ensure that the building's scale is compatible with surrounding buildings.
7 Cn~~ r., +hit +h., h. ~ilrli.,rt r o~r~ +ho .,-,i.J hl.,~l..,

3. Maintain light to adjacent properties by providing adequate setbacks.
4. Provide architectural features that enhance the neighborhood's character.

6. Ensure that the character-defining features of an historic building are maintained

saw that a "Residential Design Advisory Team" reviewed the plans but I do not believe they are aware
of how many WINDOWS my house has (or the unit under my house) and how these will be directly

i mpacted by the proposal.



My first complaint is the plan violates my LIGHT and PRIVACY

RDG Site Design p.15
- The proposed redevelopment does not respect the existing pattern of side spacing. Buildings on

this street typically use a gabled upper floor with skylights in order to create light and privacy for
rooms on the upper level and create compatibility with neighbors.

The proposed redevelopment does not respect this strategy and takes away both light and privacy from
my house.

Many of the rooms in my house are lit ONLY by the direct access light of the skylights or windows in the
lightwell/setback. Having these in shade will be a huge impact on my quality of life. (Please see

handouts)

- I am especially worried about my daughter's room. The fourth floor will have views into her
room — as well as our shared bathroom. My daughter is only 2, and she is often naked in her

bedroom, the bathroom, and landing (in full view of the 5 roof skylights). The proposal looks
DIRECTLY into her room.

- I have the same concerns for our shared bathroom and my bedroom. (Please see images 01-04)
- The set back and the skylights provide the light for the downstairs liveable space. The design

does not take this into account and throws the entire area into shade for most of the day for
most of the year! (Please see image 05)

- The ONLY light for the downstairs bedroom and bathroom is provided windows to the lightwell.
Without this, there will be complete darkness in the bedroom and bathroom, and severely
reduced light in the kitchen. (Please see images 06-09)

- There is massive disruption to the privacy of my yard as there is currently no obstruction here
and now there will be a 3 or 4 story apartment looking directly into it. (Please see image 10)

- The ONLY light for the basement unit is bathroom, kitchen and living space is provided by the
lighwell, which the project will completely shade (please see image 11-14).

The RDG proposes the following remedies/relief:

• Provide setbacks on the upper floors of the buildings
• Include a sloped roof form in the design

• Provide shared light wells to provide more light to both properties
• Incorporate open railings on decks and stairs

The current plans do not provide a sloped roof not do they provide a shared lightwell. In fact, the
additional height takes away all the light that currently feeds MY lightwell and the windows which
provide the natural light to the living rooms of my house, and of the apartment below.

The Sunshine Ordnance of San Francisco has offered to review the plans submitted at this meeting.

believe the current design requires modification in order to create light and privacy.



My second argument is the proposed Building Scale and Form (p.23-24).

There are no FOUR STORY buildings it the neighbourhood. The owners are arguing it is almost the same

height as a 3-story building, but this is a false equivalence as that building is not next door, and is not at

all indicative of MOST of the homes in the area. The VAST MAJORITY are 2 story family homes, as you

can see by my photos.

Please see images 15-18.

The current building is already different to many of the single-family homes in the neighbourhood, but it

is under the radar because of its current scale. Please don't make it an eyesore by approving additional

floors and vastly adding to its mass. (I have printed out page 27 and page 28 of the RDG to demonstrate

why I think the 4th floor needs to be substantially re-designed.)

In summary the current plans are out of scale with adjacent home and requires roof sloping and

articulation, or/and other means in order to create better compatibility with the adjacent homes.

My third argument: Rooflines (p.30) and Historic buildings

701 Hampshire is only one house away from 2605 19th street, which is protected as part of the Gottleib-

Knopf Block Historic District. The are 9 more protected buildings on Hampshire street on the exact same

block as the proposal. The South Mission Historic Resource states that "any new construction

i mmediately adjacent to these historic resources, including the historic district, needs to ensure that the

character-defining features of these resources are maintained." This includes maintaining HEIGHT

PARITY.

Many of the houses on this block (including mine) were built at the turn of the century. The current

design does not provide architectural features that enhance the neighbourhood's character. The fourth

floor is completely out of character for the neighbourhood. The Hampshire building roofline is not

compatible with surrounding buildings. I would like to see a sloped roof.

Summary:

have copies of letters of objection from all the immediate neighbours at. All of these are within 2

house distance of the proposed plans.

- 2530 19th Street

- 2519 19th Street (3 letters: Both apartment tenants +owners)

- 2617 19th Street

- 2525a 19th Street

- 2550 19th Street

- 701 Hampshire tenants

appeal to you to consider the objections and views of these long-term homeowners and tenants. We

are not here to rally against natural progression, or increased density, not do we insist the city never

change. But these are our homes. We are just asking you to consider the quality of our lives, over the

short-term personal profit of a developer that doesn't live here.

Thank you



Ft~ecivo~ ~t ~;~' Mearing

~ - Ste.
Statement

object to the current plans for 701 Hampshire.

Most of the houses on the neighboring streets are 2 story residential houses.

The current proposition removes valuable parking from the neighborhood and adds a new story and
additional height that is not in keeping with most of the surrounding buildings.

would like to see revised plans that do not include additional height, or excavation.

Signed by Neighbor

Printed Name: ~~~L~' /t~~l~~~ r~

Signature: ~P~~ "y

Address: ~~,~X~~~ ~~~~ ~yr~.~-

~ r ~! ~~



April 19, 2018

Re: Object to the current plans for 701 Hampshire

To whom it may concern:

My family has owned 2519-2521 19th St since the 1960s. We have watched the

neighborhood change in many ways over the decades and generally take the position

that growth and change are in the long term interests of the city. There has been major

construction to the buildings on either side of us over the years that we did not oppose.

have recently written letters to the city and attended meetings in favor of

development in my neighborhood.

That said we do oppose the proposed development at 701 Hampshire for the

reason that it adds height to the structure while not adding living units to a city that

desperately needs them and at the same time removes parking.

would like to see revised plans.

Yours truly,

~~~

Kurt Olmstead



Statement
Application No. 2017.0124.7741
Record No. 2017-001225PRJ

object to the current plans for 701 Hampshire St as a tenant who resides in the building.

The proposal is on the same street at the HistoricGottleib-Knopf Block Historic District. Most of
the houses on the neighboring streets are 2 story residential houses and the current plans add
an additional story (plus 5th story expansion for penthouses) that is out of character with the
neighborhood.

The additional 4th story is an eyesore, that is not in keeping with the historical surrounding
houses (many of which were built in the 1800s). The additional story does not add additional
units, or alleviate the San Francisco housing crisis — it just makes some of the units bigger and
more expensive, while renovations will disrupt the lives of current tenants. Many current
tenants and neighbors do not support this.

The plans take away parking that is part of my and other existing tenants' leases, with no plans
to provide guaranteed parking. According to Section 37.2(r) of the Rent Ordinance, "requires
landlords to have a ̀just cause' reason under Section 37.9 (a) in order to remove or sever anyu
of the following housing services from a tenancy: garage facilities, parking facilities, driveways,
storage spaces, laundry rooms, decks, patios, or gardens on the same IoY'It also removes
valuable parking from the neighborhood and casts shade on the 3 Victoria houses on 19th
Street —taking away all natural light from their living spaces.

would like to see revised plans that do not include additional height, removal of parking for the
current tenants, or eviction of current tenants.

Signed by Neighbor/San Francisco Resident

Printed Name: ~~C.~ l~~ O ~P~~~~--

Signature: ✓,~~,~ ~~,u .

r—~ ~~~
Address: /~ `J~~ I

~~" ̀  ~,f~',~-~ C~~-~~ll~



Statement

object to the current plans for 701 Hampshire.

Most of the houses on the neighboring streets are 2 story residential houses.

The current proposition removes valuable parking from the neighborhood and adds a new story and

additional height that is not in keeping with most of the surrounding buildings.

would like to see revised plans that do not include additional height, or excavation.

Signed by Neighbor

Printed Name ~~S ~~l C.J~Z~

Signature: ~~ ~~ ~

,--- ~~~
Address: ~~///~~~ /~-~~. ~ \1

S `



Statement

object to the current plans for 701 Hampshire.

Most of the houses on the neighboring streets are 2 story residential houses.

The current proposition removes valuable parking from the neighborhood and adds a new story and

additional height that is not in keeping with most of the surrounding buildings.

would like to see revised plans that do not include additional height, or excavation.

Signed by Neighbor

Printed Name:

NIl1 /~ ~g
Signature:

Address:

2~2 ~ / ~`~~i ~~



Statement

object to the current plans for 701 Hampshire.

Most of the houses on the neighboring streets are 2 story residential houses.

The current proposition removes valuable parking from the neighborhood and adds a new story and

additional height that is not in keeping with most of the surrounding buildings.

would like to see revised plans that do not include additional height, or excavation.

Signed by Ne' .bor

Printed Name:

-~-R-~ VO ('~ ~ ~-~ri/S
Signature:

Address:

2 S Z'~ ~~~



Statement

object to the current plans for 701 Hampshire.

Most of the houses on the neighboring streets are 2 story residential houses.

The current proposition removes valuable parking from the neighborhood and adds a new story and

additional height that is not in keeping with most of the surrounding buildings.

would like to see revised plans that do not include additional height, or excavation.

Signed by Neighbor

Printed Name: ~l~~G'~jtc/̀ I I ~~ ~ ~-

-. / :-

Signa~ure: // = ~''
yT

Address: ~~~ ~ ~ ~ ~~r

~̀~~~ ~~~~~Sc~j ~ ̀~~'~ ~' p~ l ~ /



Statement

object to the current plans for 701 Hampshire.

Most of the houses on the neighboring streets are 2 story residential houses.

The current proposition removes valuable parking from the neighborhood and adds a new story and

additional height that is not in keeping with most of the surrounding buildings.

would like to see revised plans that do not include additional height, or excavation.

Signed by Neighbor

Printed Name: Erminia Velez

Signature:

Address: 2530 19th Street

San Francisco, CA 94110-2121

Steve boon



Statement

object to the current plans for 701 Hampshire.

Most of the houses on the neighboring streets are 2 story residential houses.

The current proposition removes valuable parking from the neighborhood and adds a new story and

additional height that is not in keeping with most of the surrounding buildings.

would like to see revised plans that do not include additional height, or excavation.

Signed by Neighbor

Printed Name: ~~r~S-TGj "~~` ~~~~

Signature: ̀  r ~~ ~ ~~ /

Address: ~-~ ~' ~ ̀  Y ~~~~



My name is Chris Sofis I am a direct neighbor living at 2617 19th Street.

object to the proposal at 701 Hampshire. I don't mind if the developers update the building, or make it

look better— but they shouldn't add any new floors as it will be completely out of keeping with the rest

of the neighborhood.

would like to formally lodge my objection to any additional height.

Application No. 2017.0124.7741 Record No. 2017-001225PRJ
~̀  ~~

Chris Sofis



Application No. 2017.0124.7741 Record No. 2017-001225PRJ

would like to object to the plans for 701 Hampshire. They are completely out of
keeping with the neighborhood and don't take into consideration the homeowners on
19th Street, or the tenants in 701 Hampshire.

If the project is to move forward, I would like to see revised plans without the additional
4t" floor, and incorporating sloped rooves and other architectural features more in
keeping with the surroundings.

Signed i
--~

John Petrik
865 Florida Street #3
San Francisco
CA 94110



Statement

object to the current plans for 701 Hampshire.

Most of the houses on the neighboring streets are 2 story residential houses.

The current proposition removes valuable parking from the neighborhood and adds a new story and

additional height that is not in keeping with most of the surrounding buildings.

would like to see revised plans that do not include additional height, or excavation.

Signed by Neighbor

Printed Name: S~~ w~~

Signature:

Address:

yqe ~~c~eZ S~-

5av, ~a~~~ s co' C ~ 
~I ~ I ~ `4



Statement

object to the current plans for 701 Hampshire.

Most of the houses on the neighboring streets are 2 story residential houses.

The current proposition removes valuable parking from the neighborhood and adds a new story and

additional height that is not in keeping with most of the surrounding buildings.

would like to see revised plans that do not include additional height, or excavation.

Signed by Neighbor

Printed Name: —~ ~ r

Signature:

Address: 3~+ Sar~+6s~ ~' ̀v~,~'

S'~. ~ G~ ~'1.~'~-~ ~C~



Statement

object to the current plans for 701 Hampshire.

Most of the houses on the neighboring streets are 2 story residential houses.

The current proposition removes valuable parking from the neighborhood and adds a new story and

additional height that is not in keeping with most of the surrounding buildings.

would like to see revised plans that do not include additional height, or excavation.

Signed by Neighbor

Printed Name: ~aK~'lq~~ ~llrs
J

Signature: ~"

Address: ~p ~ ~(~p11 ~.

3̀ are, ~, a•~+~.~ r~~ G~ ~( ̀1 ~[a



Statement

object to the current plans for 701 Hampshire.

Most of the houses on the neighboring streets are 2 story residential houses.

The current proposition removes valuable parking from the neighborhood and adds a new story and

additional height that is not in keeping with most of the surrounding buildings.

would like to see revised plans that do not include additional height, or excavation.

Signed by Neighbor

Printed Name~jt~

Signat~he:

Address: ~ 3~, ~ufj~,~, ~~

sa.,Ji~,.+rik d j cr4 q ~'u~



Statement

object to the current plans for 701 Hampshire.

Most of the houses on the neighboring streets are 2 story residential houses.

The current proposition removes valuable parking from the neighborhood and adds a new story and

additional height that is not in keeping with most of the surrounding buildings.

would like to see revised plans that do not include additional height, or excavation.

Signed by Neighbor

Printed Name:

~̀A-V l~
Signature:

Address:

~~

4~ ~ ~~~ S~



Resident: Naoki Onodera
Address: 701 Hampshire Street Apt 102 at (19t" Street by Potrero Ave) San
Francisco, CA Email: funq.ltd ~gmail.com

RE: Discretionary Review: Thursday, April 19, 2018

Please stop Mark Colwell. We do not want his renovation plan because he is
trying to take our space away.

Our mailbox, as well as the mailbox Colwell has listed to receive mail, (even
though he is not a resident) were both broken into while we were in Japan. Our
rent check was stolen. Three days later, we received a 3 day eviction notice from
his lawyer (we were still in Japan at the time.) We have never submitted our rent
late living in the space for 12 years, so this was very hurtful to us.

Before Mark Colwell purchased the building, it was occupied almost entirely by
residents who had lived in the space for 10 plus years. He then pushed the
residents of 3 units until they either moved out or died from the stress. He was
then AirBnBing the space for year or so. I have noticed that many friends and
colleagues of MC have been renting the units. The tenant turnover is so high,
many have been living less than 6 months. Seeing new residents is frustrating be
they do not respect to lock the main gate door behind them, compromising our
safety in an area in which break-ins are common. There was a burglary several
years ago in unit 101. The TV and music sound level is higher than ever before.
The tenant who lived above our home and next to Linda's unit worked at Redfin
Real Estate with Colwell and her music and TV sound was always very loud. It
made it hard for my wife and I, and Linda and her husband, to sleep at night.

This new landlord intended to give us a hard time over the past few years. The
hallway and garage lights were turned off for months, making it extremely
dangerous to park our car at night. Our elderly neighbor Jan had to use a
flashlight to go up and down the staircase with her cane. Our other senior
resident, Linda, fell down the stairs because it was so dark. He took forever to
clean up heroin needles and human feces from our garage space and in front of
the laundry room door. We have time-stamped photographs of this. Our former
landlord used to do routine cleaning and pest control in the laundry room, but
now there are hundreds of rat droppings on the floor, furniture, and on the
outside of the machines.

We believe that Mark Colwell has been trying to force us out by intentionally
making our space unbearable, and is now using the renovation plan in order to
displace us.



From: Steven Rutherford [mailto:rutherfordsf@gmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, April 11, 2018 5:14 PM
To: Samonsky, Ella (CPC)
Subject: Urgent Application No. 2017.0124.7741 Record No. 2017-001225PRJ

Dear Ella Samonsky and Reviewing Board.

I would like to object to the design of the building at 701 Hampshire.
The current proposal adds an additional story to the building that directly affects the privacy and
the natural light for my apartment and garden.
I am hoping adjustments can be made made based on the Residential Principles and Guidelines.
Ensure that the building's scale is compatible with surrounding buildings.
Maintain light to adjacent properties by providing adequate setbacks.
The current plans are for a building much higher than that of all of the surrounding buildings
(with only one exception). The 4th story will cast considerable amount of shade on our building
and garden. Also to be disputed the new plan deceases the amount from current units and does
not create any new units to alleviate San Francisco housing squeeze.
I propose that the project is redesigned to remove the 4~' story. I would like to see a Shade
Analysis report of any new designs.
Please consider these numerous objections.
Thank you,
San Francisco Resident 19th Street



Statement
Application No. 2017.0124.7741

Record No. 2017-001225PRJ

object to the current plans for 701 Hampshire St as a tenant who resides in the building.

The proposal is on the same street at the HistoricGottleib-Knopf Block Historic District. Most of

the houses on the neighboring streets are 2 story residential houses and the current plans add

an additional story (plus 5th story expansion for penthouses) that is out of character with the
neighborhood.

The additional 4th story is an eyesore, that is not in keeping with the historical surrounding

houses (many of which were built in the 1800s). The additional story does not add additional

units, or alleviate the San Francisco housing crisis — it just makes some of the units bigger and
more expensive, while renovations will disrupt the lives of current tenants. Many current
tenants and neighbors do not support this.

The plans take away parking that is part of my and other existing tenants' leases, with no plans
to provide guaranteed parking. According to Section 37.2(r) of the Rent Ordinance, "requires
landlords to have a ̀just cause' reason under Section 37.9 (a) in order to remove or sever anyu
of the following housing services from a tenancy: garage facilities, parking facilities, driveways,
storage spaces, laundry rooms, decks, patios, or gardens on the same IoY'It also removes
valuable parking from the neighborhood and casts shade on the 3 Victoria houses on 19th

Street —taking away all natural light from their living spaces.

would like to see revised plans that do not include additional height, removal of parking for the
current tenants, or eviction of current tenants.

Signed by Neighbor/San Francisco Resident

~~ ~l C' ~ ~ l~ ~ -P7~
Printe Name: /~ L

C~%~~-~Sig ture:

Address: —! ~ ̀ '' ̀ ~a~~ .- ~ c~~ - ~~~ ~ ~~S



Statement
Application No. 2017.0124.7741

Record No. 2017-001225PRJ

object to the current plans for 701 Hampshire St as a tenant who resides in the building.

The proposal is on the same street at the HistoricGottleib-Knopf Block Historic District. Most of

the houses on the neighboring streets are 2 story residential houses and the current plans add

an additional story (plus 5th story expansion for penthouses) that is out of character with the

neighborhood.

The additional 4th story is an eyesore, that is not in keeping with the historical surrounding

houses (many of which were built in the 1800s). The additional story does not add additional

units, or alleviate the San Francisco housing crisis — it just makes some of the units bigger and

more expensive, while renovations will disrupt the lives of current tenants. Many current

tenants and neighbors do not support this.

The plans take away parking that is part of my and other existing tenants' leases, with no plans

to provide guaranteed parking. According to Section 37.2(r) of the Rent Ordinance, "requires

landlords to have a ̀just cause' reason under Section 37.9 (a) in order to remove or sever anyu

of the following housing services from a tenancy: garage facilities, parking facilities, driveways,

storage spaces, laundry rooms, decks, patios, or gardens on the same lot"It also removes
valuable parking from the neighborhood and casts shade on the 3 Victoria houses on 19th

Street —taking away all natural light from their living spaces.

would like to see revised plans that do not include additional height, removal of parking for the

current tenants, or eviction of current tenants.

Signed by Neighbor/San Francisco Resident

Printed Name:

Signature:

Address:



Statement
Application No. 2017.0124.7741
Record No. 2017-001225PRJ

object to the current plans for 701 Hampshire St as a tenant who resides in the building.

The proposal is on the same street at the HistoricGottleib-Knopf Block Historic District. Most of

the houses on the neighboring streets are 2 story residential houses and the current plans add
an additional story (plus 5th story expansion for penthouses) that is out of character with the
neighborhood.

The additional 4th story is an eyesore, that is not in keeping with the historical surrounding
houses (many of which were built in the 1800s). The additional story does not add additional
units, or alleviate the San Francisco housing crisis — it just makes some of the units bigger and
more expensive, while renovations will disrupt the lives of current tenants. Many current
tenants and neighbors do not support this.

The plans take away parking that is part of my and other existing tenants' leases, with no plans
to provide guaranteed parking. According to Section 37.2(r) of the Rent Ordinance, "requires
landlords to have a ̀just cause' reason under Section 37.9 (a) in order to remove or sever anyu
of the following housing services from a tenancy: garage facilities, parking facilities, driveways,
storage spaces, laundry rooms, decks, patios, or gardens on the same IoY'It also removes
valuable parking from the neighborhood and casts shade on the 3 Victoria houses on 19th

Street —taking away all natural light from their living spaces.

would like to see revised plans that do not include additional height, removal of parking for the
current tenants, or eviction of current tenants.

Signed by Neighbor/San Francisco Resident

Printed Name:

Signature:

Address:



Statement
Application No. 2017.0124.7741
Record No. 2017-001225PRJ

object to the current plans for 701 Hampshire St as a tenant who resides in the building.

The proposal is on the same street at the HistoricGottleib-Knopf Block Historic District. Most of
the houses on the neighboring streets are 2 story residential houses and the current plans add
an additional story (plus 5th story expansion for penthouses) that is out of character with the
neighborhood.

The additional 4th story is an eyesore, that is not in keeping with the historical surrounding
houses (many of which were built in the 1800s). The additional story does not add additional
units, or alleviate the San Francisco housing crisis — it just makes some of the units bigger and
more expensive, while renovations will disrupt the lives of current tenants. Many current
tenants and neighbors do not support this.

The plans take away parking that is part of my and other existing tenants' leases, with no plans
to provide guaranteed parking. According to Section 37.2(r) of the Rent Ordinance, "requires
landlords to have a ̀just cause' reason under Section 37.9 (a) in order to remove or sever anyu
of the following housing services from a tenancy: garage facilities, parking facilities, driveways,
storage spaces, laundry rooms, decks, patios, or gardens on the same lot"It also removes
valuable parking from the neighborhood and casts shade on the 3 Victoria houses on 19th

Street —taking away all natural light from their living spaces.

would like to see revised plans that do not include additional height, removal of parking for the
current tenants, or eviction of current tenants.

Signed by Neighbor/San Francisco Resident

Printed Name:

Signature:

Address:



Statement
Application No. 2017.0124.7741

Record No. 2017-001225PRJ

object to the current plans for 701 Hampshire St as a tenant who resides in the building.

The proposal is on the same street at the HistoricGottleib-Knopf Block Historic District. Most of

the houses on the neighboring streets are 2 story residential houses and the current plans add

an additional story (plus 5th story expansion for penthouses) that is out of character with the
neighborhood.

The additional 4th story is an eyesore, that is not in keeping with the historical surrounding
houses (many of which were built in the 1800s). The additional story does not add additional

units, or alleviate the San Francisco housing crisis — it just makes some of the units bigger and
more expensive, while renovations will disrupt the lives of current tenants. Many current
tenants and neighbors do not support this.

The plans take away parking that is part of my and other existing tenants' leases, with no plans
to provide guaranteed parking. According to Section 37.2(r) of the Rent Ordinance, "requires
landlords to have a ̀just cause' reason under Section 37.9 (a) in order to remove or sever anyu
of the following housing services from a tenancy: garage facilities, parking facilities, driveways,

storage spaces, laundry rooms, decks, patios, or gardens on the same IoY'It also removes
valuable parking from the neighborhood and casts shade on the 3 Victoria houses on 19th

Street —taking away all natural light from their living spaces.

would like to see revised plans that do not include additional height, removal of parking for the
current tenants, or eviction of current tenants.

Signed by Neighbor/San Francisco Resident

Printed Name:

Signature:

Address:



Statement
Application No. 2017.0124.7741
Record No. 2017-001225PRJ

object to the current plans for 701 Hampshire St as a tenant who resides in the building.

The proposal is on the same street at the HistoricGottleib-Knopf Block Historic District. Most of
the houses on the neighboring streets are 2 story residential houses and the current plans add
an additional story (plus 5th story expansion for penthouses) that is out of character with the
neighborhood.

The additional 4th story is an eyesore, that is not in keeping with the historical surrounding
houses (many of which were built in the 1800s). The additional story does not add additional
units, or alleviate the San Francisco housing crisis — it just makes some of the units bigger and
more expensive, while renovations will disrupt the lives of current tenants. Many current
tenants and neighbors do not support this.

The plans take away parking that is part of my and other existing tenants' leases, with no plans
to provide guaranteed parking. According to Section 37.2(r) of the Rent Ordinance, "requires
landlords to have a ̀just cause' reason under Section 37.9 (a) in order to remove or sever anyu
of the following housing services from a tenancy: garage facilities, parking facilities, driveways,
storage spaces, laundry rooms, decks, patios, or gardens on the same IoY'It also removes
valuable parking from the neighborhood and casts shade on the 3 Victoria houses on 19th
Street —taking away all natural light from their living spaces.

would like to see revised plans that do not include additional height, removal of parking for the
current tenants, or eviction of current tenants.

Signed by Neighbor/San Francisco Resident

b̀ J ~ V~D ate' ( ~.t Z.J 5
Printed Name:

Signature:

Address: ~ 6~ ~

S- ~ ~ C~" G~ ~~~



Statement
Application No. 2017.0124.7741
Record No. 2017-001225PRJ

object to the current plans for 701 Hampshire St as a tenant who resides in the building.

The proposal is on the same street at the HistoricGottleib-Knopf Block Historic District. Most of
the houses on the neighboring streets are 2 story residential houses and the current plans add
an additional story (plus 5th story expansion for penthouses) that is out of character with the
neighborhood.

The additional 4th story is an eyesore, that is not in keeping with the historical surrounding
houses (many of which were built in the 1800s). The additional story does not add additional
units, or alleviate the San Francisco housing crisis — it just makes some of the units bigger and
more expensive, while renovations will disrupt the lives of current tenants. Many current
tenants and neighbors do not support this.

The plans take away parking that is part of my and other existing tenants' leases, with no plans
to provide guaranteed parking. According to Section 37.2(r) of the Rent Ordinance, "requires
landlords to have a ̀just cause' reason under Section 37.9 (a) in order to remove or sever anyu
of the following housing services from a tenancy: garage facilities, parking facilities, driveways,
storage spaces, laundry rooms, decks, patios, or gardens on the same lot"It also removes
valuable parking from the neighborhood and casts shade on the 3 Victoria houses on 19th
Street —taking away all natural light from their living spaces.

would like to see revised plans that do not include additional height, removal of parking for the
current tenants, or eviction of current tenants.

Signed by Neighbor/San Francisco eSR +~ent

Printed Name

Signature:

Address:

~C/



Statement
Application No. 2017.0124.7741
Record No. 2017-001225PRJ

object to the current plans for 701 Hampshire St as a tenant who resides in the building.

The proposal is on the same street at the HistoricGottleib-Knopf Block Historic District. Most of
the houses on the neighboring streets are 2 story residential houses and the current plans add
an additional story (plus 5th story expansion for penthouses) that is out of character with the
neighborhood.

The additional 4th story is an eyesore, that is not in keeping with the historical surrounding
houses (many of which were built in the 1800s). The additional story does not add additional
units, or alleviate the San Francisco housing crisis — it just makes some of the units bigger and
more expensive, while renovations will disrupt the lives of current tenants. Many current
tenants and neighbors do not support this.

The plans take away parking that is part of my and other existing tenants' leases, with no plans
to provide guaranteed parking. According to Section 37.2(r) of the Rent Ordinance, "requires
landlords to have a ̀just cause' reason under Section 37.9 (a) in order to remove or sever anyu
of the following housing services from a tenancy: garage facilities, parking facilities, driveways,
storage spaces, laundry rooms, decks, patios, or gardens on the same lot"It also removes
valuable parking from the neighborhood and casts shade on the 3 Victoria houses on 19th
Street —taking away all natural light from their living spaces.

would like to see revised plans that do not include additional height, removal of parking for the
current tenants, or eviction of current tenants.

Signed by Neighbor/San Francisco Resident

Printed Name: ~~ ̀ ~

Signature: '~

Address: ~~ ~-17yI"`~~~-~~~ ~j' ~~~~~V



Statement
Application No. 2017.0124.7741

Record No. 2017-001225PRJ

object to the current plans for 701 Hampshire St as a tenant who resides in the building.

The proposal is on the same street at the HistoricGottleib-Knopf Block Historic District. Most of
the houses on the neighboring streets are 2 story residential houses and the current plans add
an additional story (plus 5th story expansion for penthouses) that is out of character with the
neighborhood.

The additional 4th story is an eyesore, that is not in keeping with the historical surrounding
houses (many of which were built in the 1800s). The additional story does not add additional
units, or alleviate the San Francisco housing crisis — it just makes some of the units bigger and
more expensive, while renovations will disrupt the lives of current tenants. Many current
tenants and neighbors do not support this.

The plans take away parking that is part of my and other existing tenants' leases, with no plans
to provide guaranteed parking. According to Section 37.2(r) of the Rent Ordinance, "requires
landlords to have a ̀just cause' reason under Section 37.9 (a) in order to remove or sever anyu
of the following housing services from a tenancy: garage facilities, parking facilities, driveways,
storage spaces, laundry rooms, decks, patios, or gardens on the same lot"It also removes
valuable parking from the neighborhood and casts shade on the 3 Victoria houses on 19th
Street —taking away all natural light from their living spaces.

would like to see revised plans that do not include additional height, removal of parking for the
current tenants, or eviction of current tenants.

Signed by Neighbor/San Francisco Resident

Printed Name: ~j~.V ~,._ ~1 tL

Signature: ~j a'~—~-
~"1~-~—~1~ ~~ ~~~~~~~

Address:



Statement
Application No. 2017.0124.7741
Record No. 2017-001225PRJ

object to the current plans for 701 Hampshire St as a tenant who resides in the building.

The proposal is on the same street at the HistoricGottleib-Knopf Block Historic District. Most of
the houses on the neighboring streets are 2 story residential houses and the current plans add
an additional story (plus 5th story expansion for penthouses) that is out of character with the
neighborhood.

The additional 4th story is an eyesore, that is not in keeping with the historical surrounding
houses (many of which were built in the 1800s). The additional story does not add additional
units, or alleviate the San Francisco housing crisis — it just makes some of the units bigger and
more expensive, while renovations will disrupt the lives of current tenants. Many current
tenants and neighbors do not support this.

The plans take away parking that is part of my and other existing tenants' leases, with no plans
to provide guaranteed parking. According to Section 37.2(r) of the Rent Ordinance, "requires
landlords to have a ̀just cause' reason under Section 37.9 (a) in order to remove or sever anyu
of the following housing services from a tenancy: garage facilities, parking facilities, driveways,
storage spaces, laundry rooms, decks, patios, or gardens on the same IoY'It also removes
valuable parking from the neighborhood and casts shade on the 3 Victoria houses on 19th
Street —taking away all natural light from their living spaces.

would like to see revised plans that do not include additional height, removal of parking for the
current tenants, or eviction of current tenants.

Signed by Neighbor/San Francisco Resident

Printed Name: L ~ ~ Z- ~--~ ~~ ~ 
D S

Signature: ~~ ~ ~ [~~--~

Address: ~o ~~ ~~a!'~.~~ S ~'~'rL- 5~~/ p-



Statement
Application No. 2017.0124.7741
Record No. 2017-001225PRJ

object to the current plans for 701 Hampshire St as a tenant who resides in the building.

The proposal is on the same street at the HistoricGottleib-Knopf Block Historic District. Most of
the houses on the neighboring streets are 2 story residential houses and the current plans add
an additional story (plus 5th story expansion for penthouses) that is out of character with the
neighborhood.

The additional 4th story is an eyesore, that is not in keeping with the historical surrounding
houses (many of which were built in the 1800s). The additional story does not add additional
units, or alleviate the San Francisco housing crisis — it just makes some of the units bigger and
more expensive, while renovations will disrupt the lives of current tenants. Many current
tenants and neighbors do not support this.

The plans take away parking that is part of my and other existing tenants' leases, with no plans
to provide guaranteed parking. According to Section 37.2(r) of the Rent Ordinance, "requires
landlords to have a ̀just cause' reason under Section 37.9 (a) in order to remove or sever anyu
of the following housing services from a tenancy: garage facilities, parking facilities, driveways,
storage spaces, laundry rooms, decks, patios, or gardens on the same IoY'It also removes
valuable parking from the neighborhood and casts shade on the 3 Victoria houses on 19th
Street —taking away all natural light from their living spaces.

would like to see revised plans that do not include additional height, removal of parking for the
current tenants, or eviction of current tenants.

Signed by Neighbor/San Francisco Resident

Printed Name: ~ c~~ f

Signature:

Address ~ ~ ~ ~~ ~~%r ~ ~~

P



Statement
Application No. 2017.0124.7741
Record No. 2017-001225PRJ

object to the current plans for 701 Hampshire St as a tenant who resides in the building.

The proposal is on the same street at the HistoricGottleib-Knopf Block Historic District. Most of
the houses on the neighboring streets are 2 story residential houses and the current plans add
an additional story (plus 5th story expansion for penthouses) that is out of character with the
neighborhood.

The additional 4th story is an eyesore, that is not in keeping with the historical surrounding
houses (many of which were built in the 1800s). The additional story does not add additional
units, or alleviate the San Francisco housing crisis — it just makes some of the units bigger and
more expensive, while renovations will disrupt the lives of current tenants. Many current
tenants and neighbors do not support this.

The plans take away parking that is part of my and other existing tenants' leases, with no plans
to provide guaranteed parking. According to Section 37.2(r) of the Rent Ordinance, "requires
landlords to have a ̀just cause' reason under Section 37.9 (a) in order to remove or sever anyu
of the following housing services from a tenancy: garage facilities, parking facilities, driveways,
storage spaces, laundry rooms, decks, patios, or gardens on the same lot"It also removes
valuable parking from the neighborhood and casts shade on the 3 Victoria houses on 19th
Street —taking away all natural light from their living spaces.

would like to see revised plans that do not include additional height, removal of parking for the
current tenants, or eviction of current tenants.

Signed by Neighbor/San Francisco Resident

G~~ 4` ol. ~ ~ ~T ~ ( 1 ~ 7
Printe~ Name: /

SignaturC~ JC/

Address: 7 ~ ̀"/ ~CJ~^~~ S 4..~ cS y';
f

S (`_ `l~`(li v



Statement
Application No. 2017.0124.7741
Record No. 2017-001225PRJ

object to the current plans for 701 Hampshire St as a tenant who resides in the building.

The proposal is on the same street at the HistoricGottleib-Knopf Block Historic District. Most of
the houses on the neighboring streets are 2 story residential houses and the current plans add
an additional story (plus 5th story expansion for penthouses) that is out of character with the
neighborhood.

The additional 4th story is an eyesore, that is not in keeping with the historical surrounding
houses (many of which were built in the 1800s). The additional story does not add additional
units, or alleviate the San Francisco housing crisis — it just makes some of the units bigger and
more expensive, while renovations will disrupt the lives of current tenants. Many current
tenants and neighbors do not support this.

The plans take away parking that is part of my and other existing tenants' leases, with no plans
to provide guaranteed parking. According to Section 37.2(r) of the Rent Ordinance, "requires
landlords to have a ̀just cause' reason under Section 37.9 (a) in order to remove or sever anyu
of the following housing services from a tenancy: garage facilities, parking facilities, driveways,
storage spaces, laundry rooms, decks, patios, or gardens on the same lot"It also removes
valuable parking from the neighborhood and casts shade on the 3 Victoria houses on 19th
Street —taking away all natural light from their living spaces.

would like to see revised plans that do not include additional height, removal of parking for the
current tenants, or eviction of current tenants.

Signed by Neighbor/San Francisco Resident

Printed Name: ~ ~~~vY
Signature: c,- ,~ ^ / h

Address:

~~ i ~-/~~~ s ~~ ~ ~~ S ~ -~ ~v C
S~~ ~~~`~c;~ s c~ ~ c~ ~ ~l 1 I C~



Statement
Application No. 2017.0124.7741
Record No. 2017-001225PRJ

object to the current plans for 701 Hampshire St as a tenant who resides in the building.

The proposal is on the same street at the HistoricGottleib-Knopf Block Historic District. Most of
the houses on the neighboring streets are 2 story residential houses and the current plans add
an additional story (plus 5th story expansion for penthouses) that is out of character with the
neighborhood.

The additional 4th story is an eyesore, that is not in keeping with the historical surrounding
houses (many of which were built in the 1800s). The additional story does not add additional
units, or alleviate the San Francisco housing crisis — it just makes some of the units bigger and
more expensive, while renovations will disrupt the lives of current tenants. Many current
tenants and neighbors do not support this.

The plans take away parking that is part of my and other existing tenants' leases, with no plans
to provide guaranteed parking. According to Section 37.2(r) of the Rent Ordinance, "requires
landlords to have a ̀just cause' reason under Section 37.9 (a) in order to remove or sever anyu
of the following housing services from a tenancy: garage facilities, parking facilities, driveways,
storage spaces, laundry rooms, decks, patios, or gardens on the same lot"It also removes
valuable parking from the neighborhood and casts shade on the 3 Victoria houses on 19th
Street —taking away all natural light from their living spaces.

would like to see revised plans that do not include additional height, removal of parking for the
current tenants, or eviction of current tenants.

Signed by Neighbor/San Francisco Resident

Printed Name.

Signature: ~ ~`~~y~

Address: ~~-t~ / f~~3 iti~sH i,p ~ S t . 
~l~'T . ~ o



Statement
Application No. 2017.0124.7741
Record No. 2017-001225PRJ

object to the current plans for 701 Hampshire St as a tenant who resides in the building.

The proposal is on the same street at the HistoricGottleib-Knopf Block Historic District. Most of
the houses on the neighboring streets are 2 story residential houses and the current plans add
an additional story (plus 5th story expansion for penthouses) that is out of character with the
neighborhood.

The additional 4th story is an eyesore, that is not in keeping with the historical surrounding
houses (many of which were built in the 1800s). The additional story does not add additional
units, or alleviate the San Francisco housing crisis — it just makes some of the units bigger and
more expensive, while renovations will disrupt the lives of current tenants. Many current
tenants and neighbors do not support this.

The plans take away parking that is part of my and other existing tenants' leases, with no plans
to provide guaranteed parking. According to Section 37.2(r) of the Rent Ordinance, "requires
landlords to have a 'just cause' reason under Section 37.9 (a) in order to remove or sever anyu
of the following housing services from a tenancy: garage facilities, parking facilities, driveways,
storage spaces, laundry rooms, decks, patios, or gardens on the same lot"It also removes
valuable parking from the neighborhood and casts shade on the 3 Victoria houses on 19th
Street —taking away all natural light from their living spaces.

would like to see revised plans that do not include additional height, removal of parking for the
current tenants, or eviction of current tenants.

Signed by Neighbor/San Francisco Resident

Printed Name: Jo~v~ ~~~~ ~G~~~

Signature:

Address:

s~ ~ ~~~~



Statement
Application No. 2017.0124.7741
Record No. 2017-001225PRJ

object to the current plans for 701 Hampshire St as a tenant who resides in the building.

The proposal is on the same street at the HistoricGottleib-Knopf Block Historic District. Most of
the houses on the neighboring streets are 2 story residential houses and the current plans add
an additional story (plus 5th story expansion for penthouses) that is out of character with the
neighborhood.

The additional 4th story is an eyesore, that is not in keeping with the historical surrounding
houses (many of which were built in the 1800s). The additional story does not add additional
units, or alleviate the San Francisco housing crisis — it just makes some of the units bigger and
more expensive, while renovations will disrupt the lives of current tenants. Many current
tenants and neighbors do not support this.

The plans take away parking that is part of my and other existing tenants' leases, with no plans
to provide guaranteed parking. According to Section 37.2(r) of the Rent Ordinance, "requires
landlords to have a ̀just cause' reason under Section 37.9 (a) in order to remove or sever anyu
of the following housing services from a tenancy: garage facilities, parking facilities, driveways,
storage spaces, laundry rooms, decks, patios, or gardens on the same lot"It also removes
valuable parking from the neighborhood and casts shade on the 3 Victoria houses on 19th
Street —taking away all natural light from their living spaces.

would like to see revised plans that do not include additional height, removal of parking for the
current tenants, or eviction of current tenants.

Signed by Neighbor/San Francisco Resident

Printed Name: ~~,~,-~( 
~,Oarl~q H,L~ —~rd,uW►

V
Signature:.~~~/,/~~G~~

Address:



Statement
Application No. 2017.0124.7741
Record No. 2017-001225PRJ

object to the current plans for 701 Hampshire St as a tenant who resides in the building.

The proposal is on the same street at the HistoricGottleib-Knopf Block Historic District. Most of
the houses on the neighboring streets are 2 story residential houses and the current plans add
an additional story (plus 5th story expansion for penthouses) that is out of character with the
neighborhood.

The additional 4th story is an eyesore, that is not in keeping with the historical surrounding
houses (many of which were built in the 1800s). The additional story does not add additional
units, or alleviate the San Francisco housing crisis — it just makes some of the units bigger and
more expensive, while renovations will disrupt the lives of current tenants. Many current
tenants and neighbors do not support this.

The plans take away parking that is part of my and other existing tenants' leases, with no plans
to provide guaranteed parking. According to Section 37.2(r) of the Rent Ordinance, "requires
landlords to have a ̀just cause' reason under Section 37.9 (a) in order to remove or sever anyu
of the following housing services from a tenancy: garage facilities, parking facilities, driveways,
storage spaces, laundry rooms, decks, patios, or gardens on the same lot"It also removes
valuable parking from the neighborhood and casts shade on the 3 Victoria houses on 19th
Street —taking away all natural light from their living spaces.

would like to see revised plans that do not include additional height, removal of parking for the
current tenants, or eviction of current tenants.

Signed by Neighbor/San Francisco Resident

Printed Name: ~~ Sty S~qN b~~G

Signature:

Address: Z ~ ~ ~ ~~ C
L p ~t



Statement

Application No. 2017.0124.7741
Record No. 2017-001225PRJ

object to the current plans for 701 Hampshire St as a tenant who resides in the building.

The proposal is on the same street at the HistoricGottleib-Knopf Block Historic District. Most of
the houses on the neighboring streets are 2 story residential houses and the current plans add
an additional story (plus 5th story expansion for penthouses) that is out of character with the
neighborhood.

The additional 4th story is an eyesore, that is not in keeping with the historical surrounding
houses (many of which were built in the 1800s). The additional story does not add additional

units, or alleviate the San Francisco housing crisis — it just makes some of the units bigger and
more expensive, while renovations will disrupt the lives of current tenants. Many current
tenants and neighbors do not support this.

The plans take away parking that is part of my and other existing tenants' leases, with no plans
to provide guaranteed parking. According to Section 37.2(r) of the Rent Ordinance, "requires
landlords to have a 'just cause' reason under Section 37.9 (a) in order to remove or sever anyu
of the following housing services from a tenancy: garage facilities, parking facilities, driveways,
storage spaces, laundry rooms, decks, patios, or gardens on the same lot"It also removes
valuable parking from the neighborhood and casts shade on the 3 Victoria houses on 19th

Street —taking away all natural light from their living spaces.

would like to see revised plans that do not include additional height, removal of parking for the
current tenants, or eviction of current tenants.

Signed by Neighbor/San Francisco Resident

Printed Name:

C1~~~~~~~a o~o~.~~
Signature:

Address:

2̀ ~~V ~~~ U~~~~~



Statement
Application No. 2017.0124.7741
Record No. 2017-001225PRJ

object to the current plans for 701 Hampshire St as a tenant who resides in the building.

The proposal is on the same street at the HistoricGottleib-Knopf Block Historic District. Most of
the houses on the neighboring streets are 2 story residential houses and the current plans add
an additional story (plus 5th story expansion for penthouses) that is out of character with the
neighborhood.

The additional 4th story is an eyesore, that is not in keeping with the historical surrounding
houses (many of which were built in the 1800s). The additional story does not add additional
units, or alleviate the San Francisco housing crisis — it just makes some of the units bigger and
more expensive, while renovations will disrupt the lives of current tenants. Many current
tenants and neighbors do not support this.

The plans take away parking that is part of my and other existing tenants' leases, with no plans
to provide guaranteed parking. According to Section 37.2(r) of the Rent Ordinance, "requires
landlords to have a ̀just cause' reason under Section 37.9 (a) in order to remove or sever anyu
of the following housing services from a tenancy: garage facilities, parking facilities, driveways,
storage spaces, laundry rooms, decks, patios, or gardens on the same lot"It also removes
valuable parking from the neighborhood and casts shade on the 3 Victoria houses on 19th
Street —taking away all natural light from their living spaces.

would like to see revised plans that do not include additional height, removal of parking for the
current tenants, or eviction of current tenants.

Signed by Neighbor/San Francisco Resident

Printed Name:~~~'/~_ ~ ~~~ ~~

Signature: ~~t~{ ~` ~~~,~~'

Address: ~~~~ ~ ̀ ~



Statement
Application No. 2017.0124.7741
Record No. 2017-001225PRJ

object to the current plans for 701 Hampshire St as a tenant who resides in the building.

The proposal is on the same street at the HistoricGottleib-Knopf Block Historic District. Most of
the houses on the neighboring streets are 2 story residential houses and the current plans add
an additional story (plus 5th story expansion for penthouses) that is out of character with the
neighborhood.

The additional 4th story is an eyesore, that is not in keeping with the historical surrounding
houses (many of which were built in the 1800s). The additional story does not add additional
units, or alleviate the San Francisco housing crisis — it just makes some of the units bigger and
more expensive, while renovations will disrupt the lives of current tenants. Many current
tenants and neighbors do not support this.

The plans take away parking that is part of my and other existing tenants' leases, with no plans
to provide guaranteed parking. According to Section 37.2(r) of the Rent Ordinance, "requires
landlords to have a ̀just cause' reason under Section 37.9 (a) in order to remove or sever anyu
of the following housing services from a tenancy: garage facilities, parking facilities, driveways,
storage spaces, laundry rooms, decks, patios, or gardens on the same lot"It also removes
valuable parking from the neighborhood and casts shade on the 3 Victoria houses on 19th
Street —taking away all natural light from their living spaces.

would like to see revised plans that do not include additional height, removal of parking for the
current tenants, or eviction of current tenants.

Signed by Neighbor/San Francisco Resident

Printed Name~(~~ ~J

Signature: ~
C~M~ v~.~ ~~~~ ~~

Address:

~(S ~~~c~~r~ S~

~~ ~~,~~
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City and County of
 San Francisco 

Residential Rent Sta
bilization and

~~°°°HT. 

Arbitration Board

~'~?
Y F
o ~F

~~3~ O~~̀

MEMORANDUM

TO: ~

FROM: ~
 Eviction Unit (~

) ~

DATE: March 28, 2018

RE: Notice of Receipt of Al
leged Wrongful Severa

nce of Housing Service

Pursuant to Ordinanc
e §37.2(r)

CASE NO: E180574

PROPERTY: ~~

This memorandum a
cknowledges receipt o

f a Report of_Alle~ged_W
rongful Sev__erance

based on the severa
nce or removal of hous

ing services: parking a
nd storage.

Effective August 8, 2
006, Section 37,2(r) o

f the Rent Ordinance wa
s amended to

require landlords to h
ave a "just cause" reas

on under Section 37,9(
a) in order to remove

or sever any of the fol
lowing housing service

s from a tenancy: garag
e facilities, parking

facilities, driveways,
 storage spaces, laund

ry rooms, decks, patios
, or gardens on the

same lot, or kitchen f
acilities or lobbies in si

ngle room occupancy (S
RO) hotels, In

addition, the landlord
 must reduce the tenan

ts rent by a commensura
te amount based

on the decrease in h
ousing services. Follow

ing removal or severan
ce of a housing

service, either the la
ndlord or the tenant ma

y file a petition at the Re
nt Board to

determine the amoun
t of the corresponding

 rent reduction.

The Report of Alleged
 Wrongful Severance f

iled by your tenant indic
ates that the notice

to sever the housing 
service is defective bec

ause it either fails to sta
te a "just cause"

reason for severance
 or removal of the hous

ing service or the landl
ord has failed to

meet the "just cause
" requirements far sever

ance or removal of a ho
using service. Any

dispute concerning "
just cause" will have to

 be determined by a cour
t.

IT IS STRONGLY RE
COMMENDED THAT T

HE LANDLORD SEEK 
LEGAL ADVICE

BEFORE SEVERING
 OR REMOVING ANY 

HOUSING SERVICE SP
ECIFIED IN

ORDINANCE SECTI
ON 37.2(r),

Cc: ~ ~

25 Van Ness Avenue #
320

San Francisco, CA 941
02-6033

Phone 415.252.4602

FAX 415.252.4699


