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Discretionary Review 
Abbreviated Analysis 
HEARING DATE AUGUST 31, 2017 

 
Date: August 24, 2017 
Case No.: 2015-004141DRP-02 
Project Address: 1188 Diamond Street 
Permit Application: 2017.04.03.3058 
Zoning: RH-1[Residential House, Single-Family] 
 40-X Height and Bulk District 
Block/Lot: 6556/006A 
Project Sponsor: Henry Karnilowicz 
 1019 Howard Street 
 San Francisco, CA 94103 
Staff Contact: Nancy Tran – (415) 575-9174 
 nancy.h.tran@sfgov.org 
Recommendation: Take DR and approve the project with modifications 
 
 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
The project is to install a Code-compliant property line fencing at grade and canopies with underlights on 
the fourth floor of an existing single-family dwelling located at 1188 Diamond Street. The canopies will be 
two feet in depth, attached to the building and approximately five feet from the northerly property line. 
The proposal is a revision to previously issued Building Permit Application No. 2015.03.23.1599 for 
additions, interior remodeling and façade changes; the previous scope of work was approved by the 
Planning Commission in 2016 without taking discretionary review. The DR filed for the 2015 permit 
outlined concerns over the project’s proposed fourth floor’s massing as well its impacts to light and 
privacy. 
 
SITE DESCRIPTION AND PRESENT USE 
The project is on the western side of Diamond Street, between Clipper and 26th Streets, Block 6556, Lot 
006A and located within the RH-1 (Residential House, One-Family) Zoning District with 40-X height and 
Bulk designation. The ~2,480 sq. ft. downward sloping lot has 31’ of frontage, a depth of 80’ and is 
developed with an existing four-story single-family residence on site. 
 
SURROUNDING PROPERTIES AND NEIGHBORHOOD 
The project site is located in Noe Valley, District 8 and within the RH-1 Zoning District. The closest non-
RH-1 parcels are within proximity, located less than 25’ from the subject property (two lots north). Parcels 
within the immediate vicinity consist of residential single- and two-family dwellings of varied design and 
construction dates.  
 

mailto:nancy.h.tran@sfgov.org
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BUILDING PERMIT APPLICATION NOTIFICATION 
 

TYPE 
REQUIRED 

PERIOD 
NOTIFICATION 

DATES 
DR FILE DATE DR HEARING DATE 

FILING TO 
HEARING 

TIME 
Block Book 
Notification 

10 days 
Apr 14, 2017 – 
Apr 24, 2017 

April 24, 2017 August 31, 2017 129 days 

 
 
HEARING NOTIFICATION 
 

TYPE 
REQUIRED 

PERIOD 
REQUIRED NOTICE DATE ACTUAL NOTICE DATE 

ACTUAL 
PERIOD 

Posted Notice 10 days August 21, 2017 August 21, 2017 10 days 
Mailed Notice 10 days August 21, 2017 August 21, 2017 10 days 

 
PUBLIC COMMENT 
 

 SUPPORT OPPOSED NO POSITION 

Adjacent neighbor(s) - 1 (DR Requestor) - 
Other neighbors - - - 
Neighborhood groups - - - 

 
• The Project Sponsor was not required to hold a pre-application meeting due to the proposed minor 

scope of work.  
 
• The Department did not receive public comment regarding the proposal save for the Discretionary 

Review application submitted citing impacts to light. 
 
DR REQUESTOR  
Jesse Fowler, 1140 Diamond Street, San Francisco, CA 94114 

Requestor is the abutter located directly north of the subject property.  
 
DR REQUESTOR’S CONCERNS AND PROPOSED ALTERNATIVES 
 
See attached Discretionary Review Application, dated April 24, 2017. 
 
PROJECT SPONSOR’S RESPONSE TO DR APPLICATION  

See attached Response to Discretionary Review, dated August 16, 2017. 
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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 
Following submittal of the Request for Discretionary Review, the Residential Design Advisory Team 
(RDAT) reviewed the project and determined that the proposal does not present exceptional or 
extraordinary circumstances with respect to light. The RDAT does not object to the side canopy as it 
provides a setback of at least five feet from the shared property line. However, it recommends removing 
the front canopy to maintain a 15' setback between the front wall and the addition/appurtances. 
 
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.  

 
BASIS FOR RECOMMENDATION 

 
• The proposed project meets all applicable requirements of the Planning Code. 
• Given the scale of the project, there will be no significant impact on the existing capacity of the 

local street system or MUNI. 
• The project is residential and has no impact on neighborhood-serving retail uses. 

 

RECOMMENDATION:  Take DR and approve the project with RDAT recommended change 
respect to front canopy removal 

 
Attachments: 
Parcel Map 
Sanborn Map 
Zoning Map 
Aerial Photograph 
Rendering of Approved Project and Context Photos 
CEQA Categorical Exemption Determination 
DR Notice 
DR Application dated April 24, 2017 
Response to DR Application dated August 16, 2017 
Reduced Plans 
 

NHT: I:\Cases\2015\2015-004141DRP - Diamond St_1188\DR Part II (PRL for canopy)\1_DR - 1188 Diamond St.docx  
 



Parcel Map 

Discretionary Review Hearing  
Case Number 2015-004141-02DRP  
1188 Diamond Street  

SUBJECT PROPERTY 



*The Sanborn Maps in San Francisco have not been updated since 1998, and  this map may not accurately reflect existing conditions. 

Sanborn Map* 

Discretionary Review Hearing  
Case Number 2015-004141-02DRP  
1188 Diamond Street  

SUBJECT PROPERTY 



Zoning Map 

Discretionary Review Hearing  
Case Number 2015-004141-02DRP  
1188 Diamond Street  



Aerial Photo 

Discretionary Review Hearing  
Case Number 2015-004141-02DRP  
1188 Diamond Street  

SUBJECT PROPERTY 
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RENDERING OF APPROVED PROJECT
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   CEQA Categorical Exemption Determination 
PROPERTY INFORMATION/PROJECT DESCRIPTION
Project Address Block/Lot(s)

Case No. Permit No. Plans Dated

Addition/
Alteration

Demolition
(requires HRER if over 45 years old)

New
Construction

Project Modification
(GO TO STEP 7)

Project description for Planning Department approval.

STEP 1: EXEMPTION CLASS
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER

*Note: If neither class applies, an Environmental Evaluation Application is required.*
Class 1 – Existing Facilities. Interior and exterior alterations; additions under 10,000 sq. ft.

Class 3 – New Construction/ Conversion of Small Structures. Up to three (3) new single family
residences or six (6) dwelling units in one building; commercial/office structures; utility extensions.; .;
change of use under 10,000 sq. ft. if principally permitted or with a CU. Change of use under 10,000
sq. ft. if principally permitted or with a CU.
Class___

STEP 2: CEQA IMPACTS  
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER
If any box is checked below, an Environmental Evaluation Application is required.

Air Quality:Would the project add new sensitive receptors (specifically, schools, day care facilities,
hospitals, residential dwellings, and senior care facilities) within an Air Pollution Exposure Zone?
Does the project have the potential to emit substantial pollutant concentrations (e.g., backup diesel
generators, heavy industry, diesel trucks)? Exceptions: do not check box if the applicant presents
documentation of enrollment in the San Francisco Department of Public Health (DPH) Article 38 program and
the project would not have the potential to emit substantial pollutant concentrations. (refer to EP _ArcMap >
CEQA Catex Determination Layers > Air Pollutant Exposure Zone)

Hazardous Materials: If the project site is located on the Maher map or is suspected of containing
hazardous materials (based on a previous use such as gas station, auto repair, dry cleaners, or heavy
manufacturing, or a site with underground storage tanks): Would the project involve 50 cubic yards
or more of soil disturbance or a change of use from industrial to residential? If yes, this box must be
checked and the project applicant must submit an Environmental Application with a Phase I
Environmental Site Assessment. Exceptions: do not check box if the applicant presents documentation of
enrollment in the San Francisco Department of Public Health (DPH) Maher program, a DPH waiver from the

中文詢問請電: 415.575.9010
Para información en Español llamar al: 415.575.9010

Para sa impormasyon sa Tagalog tumawag sa: 415.575.9121

1188 Diamond Street 6556/006A

2015-004141DRP-02 2017.04.03.3058 3/28/17
✔

Install property line fencing at grade and canopies with underlights on fourth floor of existing
single-family dwelling

✔
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Maher program, or other documentation from Environmental Planning staff that hazardous material effects
would be less than significant (refer to EP_ArcMap > Maher layer).
Transportation: Does the project create six (6) or more net new parking spaces or residential units?
Does the project have the potential to adversely affect transit, pedestrian and/or bicycle safety
(hazards) or the adequacy of nearby transit, pedestrian and/or bicycle facilities?
Archeological Resources:Would the project result in soil disturbance/modification greater than two
(2) feet below grade in an archeological sensitive area or eight (8) feet in a non archeological sensitive
area? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers > Archeological Sensitive Area)
Subdivision/Lot Line Adjustment: Does the project site involve a subdivision or lot line adjustment
on a lot with a slope average of 20% or more? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers >
Topography)

Slope = or > 20%: Does the project involve any of the following: (1) square footage expansion greater
than 1,000 sq. ft. outside of the existing building footprint, (2) excavation of 50 cubic yards or more of
soil, (3) new construction? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers > Topography) If box is
checked, a geotechnical report is required.

Seismic: Landslide Zone: Does the project involve any of the following: (1) square footage expansion
greater than 1,000 sq. ft. outside of the existing building footprint, (2) excavation of 50 cubic yards or
more of soil, (3) new construction? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers > Seismic Hazard
Zones) If box is checked, a geotechnical report is required.

Seismic: Liquefaction Zone: Does the project involve any of the following: (1) square footage
expansion greater than 1,000 sq. ft. outside of the existing building footprint, (2) excavation of 50
cubic yards or more of soil, (3) new construction? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers >
Seismic Hazard Zones) If box is checked, a geotechnical report will likely be required.

If no boxes are checked above, GO TO STEP 3. If one or more boxes are checked above, an Environmental
Evaluation Application is required, unless reviewed by an Environmental Planner.

Project can proceed with categorical exemption review. The project does not trigger any of the
CEQA impacts listed above.

Comments and Planner Signature (optional):

STEP 3: PROPERTY STATUS – HISTORIC RESOURCE 
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER
PROPERTY IS ONE OF THE FOLLOWING: (refer to Parcel Information Map)

Category A: Known Historical Resource. GO TO STEP 5.
Category B: Potential Historical Resource (over 45 years of age). GO TO STEP 4.
Category C:Not a Historical Resource or Not Age Eligible (under 45 years of age).GO TO STEP 6.

✔
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STEP 4: PROPOSED WORK CHECKLIST 
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER

Check all that apply to the project.
1. Change of use and new construction. Tenant improvements not included.
2. Regular maintenance or repair to correct or repair deterioration, decay, or damage to building.
3.Window replacement that meets the Department’sWindow Replacement Standards. Does not include
storefront window alterations.

4.Garage work. A new opening that meets the Guidelines for Adding Garages and Curb Cuts, and/or
replacement of a garage door in an existing opening that meets the Residential Design Guidelines.

5.Deck, terrace construction, or fences not visible from any immediately adjacent public right of way.
6.Mechanical equipment installation that is not visible from any immediately adjacent public right of
way.

7.Dormer installation that meets the requirements for exemption from public notification under Zoning
Administrator Bulletin No. 3: Dormer Windows.

8. Addition(s) that are not visible from any immediately adjacent public right of way for 150 feet in each
direction; does not extend vertically beyond the floor level of the top story of the structure or is only a
single story in height; does not have a footprint that is more than 50% larger than that of the original
building; and does not cause the removal of architectural significant roofing features.

Note: Project Planner must check box below before proceeding.
Project is not listed. GO TO STEP 5.
Project does not conform to the scopes of work. GO TO STEP 5.
Project involves four or more work descriptions. GO TO STEP 5.
Project involves less than four work descriptions. GO TO STEP 6.

STEP 5: CEQA IMPACTS – ADVANCED HISTORICAL REVIEW
TO BE COMPLETED BY PRESERVATION PLANNER

Check all that apply to the project.
1. Project involves a known historical resource (CEQA Category A) as determined by Step 3 and

conforms entirely to proposed work checklist in Step 4.
2. Interior alterations to publicly accessible spaces.
3.Window replacement of original/historic windows that are not “in kind” but are consistent with

existing historic character.
4. Façade/storefront alterations that do not remove, alter, or obscure character defining features.
5. Raising the building in a manner that does not remove, alter, or obscure character defining

features.
6. Restoration based upon documented evidence of a building’s historic condition, such as historic

photographs, plans, physical evidence, or similar buildings.
7. Addition(s), including mechanical equipment that are minimally visible from a public right of way

and meet the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation.

8.Other work consistentwith the Secretary of the Interior Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties
(specify or add comments):

✔



4 

9.Other work that would not materially impair a historic district (specify or add comments):

(Requires approval by Senior Preservation Planner/Preservation Coordinator) ________________________
10. Reclassification of property status. (Requires approval by Senior Preservation Planner/Preservation
Coordinator)

Reclassify to Category A Reclassify to Category C
a. Per HRER dated: (attach HRER)
b. Other (specify):

Note: If ANY box in STEP 5 above is checked, a Preservation Planner MUST check one box below.
Further environmental review required. Based on the information provided, the project requires an
Environmental Evaluation Application to be submitted.GO TO STEP 6.
Project can proceed with categorical exemption review. The project has been reviewed by the
Preservation Planner and can proceed with categorical exemption review.GO TO STEP 6.

Comments (optional):

Preservation Planner Signature:

STEP 6: CATEGORICAL EXEMPTION DETERMINATION
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER

Further environmental review required. Proposed project does not meet scopes of work in either (check
all that apply):

Step 2 – CEQA Impacts

Step 5 – Advanced Historical Review

STOP! Must file an Environmental Evaluation Application.

No further environmental review is required. The project is categorically exempt under CEQA.

Planner Name: Signature:

Project Approval Action:

If Discretionary Review before the Planning Commission is requested,
the Discretionary Review hearing is the Approval Action for the
project.
Once signed or stamped and dated, this document constitutes a categorical exemption pursuant to CEQA Guidelines and Chapter 31
of the Administrative Code.
In accordance with Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code, an appeal of an exemption determination can only be filed
within 30 days of the project receiving the first approval action.

By NTran at 5:14 pm, Aug 17, 2017

✔

Elizabeth Gordon Jonckheer
Digitally signed by Elizabeth Gordon Jonckheer 
DN: dc=org, dc=sfgov, dc=cityplanning, ou=CityPlanning, ou=Current Planning, cn=Elizabeth 
Gordon Jonckheer, email=Elizabeth.Gordon-Jonckheer@sfgov.org 
Date: 2017.08.17 16:47:33 -07'00'

✔

Nancy Tran

Building Permit
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STEP 7: MODIFICATION OF A CEQA EXEMPT PROJECT
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER
In accordance with Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code, when a California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) exempt project changes after the Approval Action and requires a subsequent approval, the
Environmental Review Officer (or his or her designee) must determine whether the proposed change constitutes
a substantial modification of that project. This checklist shall be used to determine whether the proposed
changes to the approved project would constitute a “substantial modification” and, therefore, be subject to
additional environmental review pursuant to CEQA.

PROPERTY INFORMATION/PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Project Address (If different than front page) Block/Lot(s) (If different than
front page)

Case No. Previous Building Permit No. New Building Permit No.

Plans Dated Previous Approval Action New Approval Action

Modified Project Description:

DETERMINATION IF PROJECT CONSTITUTES SUBSTANTIAL MODIFICATION
Compared to the approved project, would the modified project:

Result in expansion of the building envelope, as defined in the Planning Code;
Result in the change of use that would require public notice under Planning Code
Sections 311 or 312;
Result in demolition as defined under Planning Code Section 317 or 19005(f)?
Is any information being presented that was not known and could not have been known
at the time of the original determination, that shows the originally approved project may
no longer qualify for the exemption?

If at least one of the above boxes is checked, further environmental review is required.

DETERMINATION OF NO SUBSTANTIAL MODIFICATION 
The proposed modification would not result in any of the above changes.

If this box is checked, the proposed modifications are categorically exempt under CEQA, in accordance with prior project
approval and no additional environmental review is required. This determination shall be posted on the Planning
Department website and office and mailed to the applicant, City approving entities, and anyone requesting written notice.

Planner Name: Signature or Stamp:

CATEX FORM



 

 

1650 Miss ion Street ,  Sui te  400 •  San Franc isco,  CA 94103 •  Fax (415)  558-6409 
 

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING  
Hearing Date: Thursday, August 31, 2017 
Time: Not before 12:00 PM (noon) 
Location: City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 400 
Case Type: Discretionary Review 
Hearing Body: Planning Commission 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 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 T I O N  I N F O R M A T I O N  

P R O J E C T  D E S C R I P T I O N  

 

The Request is for a Discretionary Review of Building Permit Application No. 2017.04.03.3058 
proposing to construct property line fencing at grade and canopies with underlights on the fourth floor 
of an existing single-family dwelling. The canopies will be two feet in depth, attached to the building 
and approximately five feet from the northerly property line. 

A Planning Commission approval at the public hearing would constitute the Approval Action for the 
project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). 

Project Address:   1188 Diamond Street 
Cross Street(s):  26th Street  
Block /Lot No.:  6556/006A 
Zoning District(s):  RH-1 / 40-X 
Area Plan:  N/A 
 

Case No.:  2015-004141DRP-02 
Building Permit:  2017.04.03.3058 
Applicant:  Henry Karnilowicz 
Telephone:  (415) 621-7533 
E-Mail:  occexp@aol.com   
 
 

A D D I T I O N A L  I N F O R M A T I O N  

FOR MORE INFORMATION, PLEASE CONTACT PLANNING DEPARTMENT STAFF:  
Planner:  Nancy Tran Telephone:  (415) 575-9174 E-Mail: nancy.h.tran@sfgov.org   
 

ARCHITECTURAL PLANS: If you are interested in viewing the plans for the proposed project please 
contact the planner listed below. The plans of the proposed project will also be available prior to the 
hearing through the Planning Commission agenda at: http://www.sf-planning.org 
 
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. 
 
 

mailto:occexp@aol.com
mailto:nancy.h.tran@sfgov.org
http://www.sf-planning.org/


GENERAL INFORMATION ABOUT PROCEDURES 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

HEARING INFORMATION 

You are receiving this notice because you are either a property owner or resident that is adjacent to the proposed project or 
are an interested party on record with the Planning Department.  You are not required to take any action.  For more 
information regarding the proposed work, or to express concerns about the project, please contact the Applicant or 
Planner listed on this notice as soon as possible.  Additionally, you may wish to discuss the project with your neighbors 
and/or neighborhood association as they may already be aware of the project. 

Persons who are unable to attend the public hearing may submit written comments regarding this application to the 
Planner listed on the front of this notice, Planning Department, 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103, by 
5:00 pm the day before the hearing.  These comments will be made a part of the official public record and will be brought to 
the attention of the person or persons conducting the public hearing. 

Comments that cannot be delivered by 5:00 pm the day before the hearing may be taken directly to the hearing at the 
location listed on the front of this notice.  Comments received at 1650 Mission Street after the deadline will be placed in the 
project file, but may not be brought to the attention of the Planning Commission at the public hearing.   

APPEAL INFORMATION 

An appeal of the approval (or denial) of a building permit application by the Planning Commission may be made to the 
Board of Appeals within 15 calendar days after the building permit is issued (or denied) by the Director of 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.sfplanning.org/
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APPLICATION FOR

~1S~r~t1~f'1c~11""~// ~~1/1~i1V

1 . Owner/Applicant Information

_ ~ ,_ _.
Di, APP~It,AN I'5 NOME

Jesse Fowler.

DRA=PIICACJT',~i ADDRESS' 
ZIP.CODE. TELE°HONE

..:._ .. .

1140 Diamond Street, San Francisco, CA 
94114-3631 X415 ) 652-9789

,. _
PROPE ~-1'OWNtf}'vNHO IS ~OI~IG NE=ROJFCT ON WHICH t

iCUltRE REQGESTING DISCRETIONARY RhV1614 NAMc:
~ i

:Ravi Sadarangani, c10 Henry Kamilowicz

:,pDDFE„ 
71P.CODE TELEPHONE

1019 Howard Street, San Francisco, CA 
9h103 X415 ~ 621-7533

DONYACT F6~1 DR AFP~Ci~TION.
__

S~Q2~,,~~~e ~ Zacks, Freedman &Patterson, PC, c/o Ryan J. Patterson

,,~ADDFESS. 
- ~IFCOCE '. IELEFHONE:

. _..._,

' 235 Montgomery Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 
94104 (415 ) 956-8100

...... - —
E MAIL ADDRESS:

ryan@zfplaw.com

2. Location and Classification

'i57AEET ~,DDRESS OF PRGJcCT-. 
1 ZIP CnCE.

.1188 Diamond Street, San Francisco, CA 
94114 `

;CROSSs1hEE'.s 
..

Between 26th Street and Clipper Street

A§SE3SOPS OLOCH(LCJI LnT GIMERSIONS_ LOl ANFJa (~G FTI '. ZONWG. DISTRICT HEIGHT/BUUC DIST?ICT

:6556 /006A ~ x
 31 2400 RH-1 ; 40-X

3.. Project Description

Please check all that apply

Change of Use ❑ Change of Hours ❑ New Construcfion ❑ Alterarions ~ Demolition ❑ Other ~

Additions to Building: Rcar ~ Front ~ Height ~ Side Yard ~

1 Dwelling Unit
Present or Previous Use: --- ----- -- -

No Change
Proposed Use: __ _ _ _ ___._ ,_` _

2017.04.03:3058
Building Permit Application N~.

April 3; 2017 ~ ; -q
..

~Cd'i~~~'1~~~

R+IP'~ ~ R

CITI ~ COUNT`f ~F ~.F.

N610HBORN00 ~L~ANNIWGt 7



4. Actions Prior to a Discretionary Review Request

Prior Rction i YES I NO
--

Have you discussed this project with the permit applicant? ~ [~ I ❑

I.
Did'you discuss the project with the Planning Department permit review pl

anner? i [>~ i Q

Did you participate in outside mediation on this case? I ❑ [~

5. Changes Made to the Project as a Result of Mediation

If you have discussed. the project with the applicant, planning staff or gone 
through mediation, please

summarize the result, including any changes there were made to the propo
sed project.

No changes to the proposed project have been made_However, the DR Req
uestor wishes to continue _ __

discussions with the Project_ Sponsor with the goal _of reaching a neighborly 
resolution____̀  __ ____

a SAN FRpNCI5G0 PLANNING OEPARTIIENT V.OB.J).2012
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Discretionary Review Request

In the space beloii= and on separate paper, if necessary, please present facts su
fficient to answer each question.

1. What are thc reasons for reyuestinj Discretionary Review? The project meets the
 minimum standards of the

Plazulin~ Code. [Nhat are the exceptional and estraorduzart- circumstances that ju
stify Discretionary Peview of

flie project? How does the project conflict ~ti~ith the City's General Plan or the P1aiuZulg 
Code's Priority Policies or

Pesidentiai Design Guidelines? Please be specific and site specific sections o
f the Residential Design Guidelu1es.

The proposed project is to add canopies to the fourth floor at the front, side, and rear of the property; to add

light fixtures to the underside of the canopies; and to construct a property line fence. The prop
osed canopies

will cast shadow on the neighboring property.

2 The Residential Design Guidelines assume some impacts to be reasonable and expected as part
 of construction.

Please explain how flus project ca ould cause unreasonable unpacts. If you believe your propertt; the 
property of

others or the neighborhood would be adversely affected, please state who jvould be affected, an
d ho~v:

The DR Requestor will be adversely affected 6y the shadow impacts of the proposed canopies..

3. What alternatives or changes to the proposed project, beyond the changes (iI any) alr
eady made would. respond to

the exceptional and extraordinary cin~umstances and reduce the adverse effects no
ted aUove u~ question ~1?

The DR Requestor is attempting to resolve this matter with the Permit Holder. The DR Req
uestor has had

numerous discussions with the Permit Holder to attempt to resolve the Project's impacts. 
Unfortunately, the

Subject Permit further exacerbates the Project's negative impacts.

9~



Applicant's Affidavit

- Under penalty of perjury the following deilazaHons are made: 
_ - ,

a: The undersigned is the oM~ner or authorized agent 
of the owner of tk~ property.

b: "nc~ inhum,~tiocx pre.;c~tiic~~ is tnie end correct to the h
r:t~fmy knoivled~e.

r: ThP c~Fher information or appli~~tinnti may he required.

S;KnnFure:c .~".L._/ _ ~/ _J~/(~/ Date:: 

-~~~~`~

Print Home, ,+ntl ui~iiwte whether oavner, or authorized agent:

Ryan 1._Patterson _, _,__

CMfWf I Anthnp~grl 0.~ant (rirciP onv)

.,~Q aen rx+uuxao ruNrn Nu ucvrWruc~a o.on.m.xa
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Discretionary Review Application

Submittal Checklist

Applications submitted to the Plannuig Department must Ue accompaiu
ed by this checklist and all required

materials. T'he checklist is to be completed and sia ed by the applicant 
or aufliorized agent

Check payable to Planning Dept. 
❑

~; Letter of authorization for agent 
❑

Other: Section Plan; Detail drawings (i.e. windows, door entries, trim),

Specifications (for cleaning, repair, etc.) and/or Product cut sheets for n
ew

elements (i.e. windows, doors)
s... . _.. ._._.. _ .._....._ . _ _ .._..... __..__.__.. _ .. ... --

NOTES:

❑ Required Material. '

Optional Material.

v Two sets of original labels and one copy of atldresses of adjacent prope
rty ovmers and owners of property across street.

For DepaRment Use Only

Application received by Planningbepartment

BY_ Date:
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ai= a. -visi# :ie San rrwi~cisca :~~arsro[n~ ~e~ar~nan~

Central Reception Planning Information Center (PIC)

1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 1660 Mission Street, First Floor

San Fr~cisco CA 94103-2479 San Francisco CA 94103-2479

;;' ~
~F i ~; TEL415.558.6378 TEL: 415.558.6377

,~~PA RF..i ~.r• -r - Fes; 41.5558-6409 _ ' ~Planniny slaNareavai1261e by phone and at Ne PlC Coon(er.

\NEB: http://wwwsfplanning.org n'oappo~~rmencisneccssar~



Apri120, 2017

I, Jesse Fowler, hereby authorize Zacks, Free
dman &Patterson, PCs to file a Discretionary

Review application for Building Permit No. 2
01704033058 (1188 Diamond Street) on my

behalf. 1

Signed,



Apri120, ?017

I, Jesse Fowler, hereby authorize Zacks, Freedm
an &Patterson, PG to file a Discretionary

Review application for Building Permit No. 201
704033058 (1 l88 Diamond Street) on my

behalf.

Signed,



1221 HARRISON STREET #T8 
P: 415-391-4775

R A D . I .U_ .$ ~ SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94103 
Ft 415-391-4777

s ervic"es radiusservices@sfradius.com

AFFIDAVIT OF ~REP~kRATION

OF RADIUS NOTIFICATION MAP, MAILING LIST, &DELIVERY MATERIALS

FOR PUBLIC NOTIFICATION

RADIUS SERVICES hereby declares as follows:

1. We have prepared the NOTIFICATION MAP, MAILING LIST, and DELIVERY MAT
ERIALS for the

purpose of.public notification in accordance with the requirements and instructions 
stipulated. by

San Francisco City Planning Department Planning Code /San Francisco Departme
nt of Building

Inspection /San Francisco Public Works Code:

[ ] Section 311 (Residential)

[ ] Section 312 (Commercial)

[ ] Mobile Food Facility (MFF)
Truck 75' minimum raiiius measured from the surer boundaries of

the assumed curbside and all properties acrossthe~streetthat directly

fronts, in whole or in part.

[ ] Variance

[ ] . Environmental Evaluation

[ ] Conditional Use Permit

[ ] Conditional Use Permit for

Wireless Antenna Installation

[~ Other ~~,iek~anc~n►. ,\~1Rd,1

[ ] Mobile Food Facility (MFF)
Push Cart: 300' mtnlmum radius of the sVeet address(s) in front of

which the Pushcart will he located.

[ ] Minor Sidewalk Encroachment (MSE)
150' radius fronkinR the subject property.

[ ] Major Sidewalk Encroachment (ME)
300' complete radius.

[ ] Section 106.3.2.3 (Demolition)

2. We understand that we are responsible for the accuracy of this information, and that erroneous

information may require remaiting or lead to suspension or revocation of the permit.

3. We have prepared these materials in good faith and to the best of our ability.

We declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California and the City and County of

San Francisco that the foregoing is true and correct.

EXECUTED IN SAN FRANCISCO, ON THIS DAY, ~ 2`t ~

RADIUS SERVICES
Professional Service Provider Kevin Chuck

Radius Services

Gss 6 61~T 2
Radius Services Job Number

~ ~~~ a~~a ~ 6s5b ~6r~
Project Address Block /Lot



RADIUS SERVIC[S 1221 HARRISON ST #18 SAN FRANCISCO CA 94103 415-391-4775

BLOCK LOT

000~ ooi
0001 002

0001 003

0001 004

0001 005

6555 027

6555 027

6555 027A

6555 028

G555 029

6555 030

6556 006

6556 006A

6556 007

6556 007

6556 X09

9999 999

OWNER

R,4DIUS SERVICES NO. 65566AT2

R ADIUS SERVICES
ZACKSFREEDMAN & PATTERSON

CATHERINE MEEK

OCCUPANT

KOHAV NIR

M & M THOMAS

ELIZABETH STATMORE
DAVID GOLDFEIN

JESSE FOWLER TRS
FARALLON REAL FUND 5 LL
TENBRUGGENCATE TRS
OCCUPANT

R & L PRAEGER

OADDR

1188 DIAMOND ST

1221 HARRISON ST #18
235 MONTGOMERY ST #400

1149 DIAMOND ST

1151 DIAMOND ST
1143 DIAMOND ST

1137 DIAMOND ST

1131 DIAMOND ST
1125 DIAMOND ST

1140 DIAMOND ST
152 YERBA BUENA AV
301 GREENFIELDAV

1190 DIAMOND ST
4316 26TH ST

CITY

ZACKSFREEDMAN

SAN FRANCISCO
SAN FRANCISCO

SAN FRANCISCO
SAN FRANCISCO

SAN FRANCISCO

SAN FRANCISCO

SAN FRANCISCO
SAN FR,4NCISCO
SAN FRANCISCO
SAN FRANCISCO
SAN MATED

SAN FRANCISCO
SAN FRANCISCO

STATE ZIP

17 0420

CA 94103

CA 94104

CA 94114-3630
CA 94114-3630
CA 941143630
CA 94114-3630
CA 94114-3630
CA 94114-3630
CA 94114-3631
CA 94127-1546
CA 94403-5011
CA 94114-3831
CA 94131-1810

THE INFORMATION CONTAINED HEREIN WHILE NOT GUARANTEED HAS BEEN SECURED FROM SOURCES DEEMED RELIABLE PAGE t
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San Francisco, California

Street View -Aug 2016
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Google Maps 1188 Diamond St
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