BOARD OF APPEALS, CITY & COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

Appeal of Appeal No. 22-072
HUNTER LEIGH and MARIA LEIGH,

Appellant(s)

VS.

~— — — — — ~—

DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING INSPECTION,
Respondent

NOTICE OF APPEAL

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT on October 14, 2022, the above named appellant(s) filed an appeal with the Board
of Appeals of the City and County of San Francisco from the decision or order of the above named department(s),
commission, or officer.

The substance or effect of the decision or order appealed from is the ISSUANCE on September 30, 2022 to Surinder
Sandu, of an Electrical Permit (rewire all three remodel floors new 200-amp service) at 1863 Pine Street.

APPLICATION NO. E202209302726
FOR HEARING ON November 30, 2022

Address of Appellant(s): Address of Other Parties:
Hunter Leigh and Maria Leigh, Appellant(s) Surinder Sandu, Permit Holder(s)
c/o Ryan Patterson, Attorney for Appellant(s) 1552 Beach Street
Zacks Freedman & Patterson, P.C. Oakland, CA 94608

601 Montgomery Street, Suite 400
San Francisco, CA 94111




BOARD OF APPEALS, CITY & COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

Appeal of Appeal No. 22-073
HUNTER LEIGH and MARIA LEIGH,

Appellant(s)

VS.

~— — — — — ~—

DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING INSPECTION,
Respondent

NOTICE OF APPEAL

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT on October 14, 2022, the above named appellant(s) filed an appeal with the Board
of Appeals of the City and County of San Francisco from the decision or order of the above named department(s),
commission, or officer.

The substance or effect of the decision or order appealed from is the ISSUANCE on September 30, 2022 to Surinder
Sandu, of a Plumbing Permit (all new hot and cold waste and ventilation throughout floors including four bathrooms, six
sinks, kitchen sink and washer /dryer, dishwasher, water heater, storm drain, three shower pans, and one tub) at 1863
Pine Street.

APPLICATION NO. PP20220930335
FOR HEARING ON November 30, 2022

Address of Appellant(s): Address of Other Parties:
Hunter Leigh and Maria Leigh, Appellant(s) Surinder Sandu, Permit Holder(s)
c/o Ryan Patterson, Attorney for Appellant(s) 1552 Beach Street
Zacks Freedman & Patterson, P.C. Oakland, CA 94608

601 Montgomery Street, Suite 400
San Francisco, CA 94111




BOARD OF APPEALS, CITY & COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

Appeal of Appeal No. 22-074
HUNTER LEIGH and MARIA LEIGH,

Appellant(s)

VS.

~— — — — — ~—

DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING INSPECTION,
Respondent

NOTICE OF APPEAL

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT on October 14, 2022, the above named appellant(s) filed an appeal with the Board
of Appeals of the City and County of San Francisco from the decision or order of the above named department(s),
commission, or officer.

The substance or effect of the decision or order appealed from is the ISSUANCE on September 30, 2022 to Surinder
Sandu, of a Plumbing Permit (install fan 80,000 BTU, and six fans and one kitchen hood) at 1863 Pine Street.

APPLICATION NO. PM20220930337
FOR HEARING ON November 30, 2022

Address of Appellant(s): Address of Other Parties:
Hunter Leigh and Maria Leigh, Appellant(s) Surinder Sandu, Permit Holder(s)
c/o Ryan Patterson, Attorney for Appellant(s) 1552 Beach Street
Zacks Freedman & Patterson, P.C. Oakland, CA 94608

601 Montgomery Street, Suite 400
San Francisco, CA 94111




BOARD OF APPEALS, CITY & COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

Appeal of Appeal No. 22-075
HUNTER LEIGH and MARIA LEIGH,

Appellant(s)

VS.

~— — — — — ~—

DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING INSPECTION,
PLANNING DEPARTMENT APPROVAL Respondent

NOTICE OF APPEAL

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT on October 31, 2022, the above named appellant(s) filed an appeal with the Board
of Appeals of the City and County of San Francisco from the decision or order of the above named department(s),
commission, or officer.

The substance or effect of the decision or order appealed from is the ISSUANCE on October 27, 2022 to Surinder Sandu,
of an Alteration Permit (Revision to permit #202102084273; add bathroom on third floor; add shower on first floor; slope
ceiling in the kitchen) at 1863 Pine Street.

APPLICATION NO. 2022/06/06/5684

FOR HEARING ON November 30, 2022

Address of Appellant(s): Address of Other Parties:
Hunter Leigh and Maria Leigh, Appellant(s) Surinder Sandu, Permit Holder(s)
c/o Ryan Patterson, Attorney for Appellant(s) 1552 Beach Street
Zacks Freedman & Patterson, P.C. Oakland, CA 94608

601 Montgomery Street, Suite 400
San Francisco, CA 94111




Date Filed: October 14, 2022

CITY & COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO
BOARD OF APPEALS

PRELIMINARY STATEMENT FOR APPEAL NO. 22-072

| / We, Hunter and Maria Leigh, hereby appeal the following departmental action: ISSUANCE of Electrical Permit

No. E202209302726 by the Department of Building Inspection which was issued or became effective on:
September 30, 2022, to: Surinder Sandu, for the property located at: 1863 Pine Street.

BRIEFING SCHEDULE:

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

Appellants’ Brief is due on or before: 4:30 p.m. on November 10, 2022, (no later than three Thursdays prior to the hearing
date). The brief may be up to 12 pages in length with unlimited exhibits. It shall be double-spaced with a minimum 12-point
font. An electronic copy shall be emailed to: boardofappeals@sfgov.org, julie.rosenberg@sfgov.org and
surinder1@comcast.net.

Respondent's and Other Parties' Briefs are due on or before: 4:30 p.m. on Tuesday, November 22, 2022, (note this is two
days earlier than the Board’s regular briefing schedule due to the Thanksgiving holiday). The brief may be up to 12
pages in length with unlimited exhibits. It shall be doubled-spaced with a minimum 12-point font. An electronic copy shall be
emailed to: boardofappeals@sfgov.org, julie.rosenberg@sfgov.org and ryan@zfplaw.com.

Hard copies of the briefs do NOT need to be submitted to the Board Office or to the other parties.

Hearing Date: Wednesday, November 30, 2022, 5:00 p.m., Room 416 San Francisco City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett
Place. The parties may also attend remotely via Zoom. Information for access to the hearing will be provided before the
hearing date.

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

In order to have their documents sent to the Board members prior to hearing, members of the public should email all
documents of support/opposition no later than one Thursday prior to hearing date by 4:30 p.m. to boardofappeals@sfgov.org.
Please note that names and contact information included in submittals from members of the public will become part of the public
record. Submittals from members of the public may be made anonymously.

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

The reasons for this appeal are as follows:

See attachment to the preliminary Statement of Appeal.
Appellant or Agent:
Signature:_Via Email

Print Name: Ryan Patterson, attorney for appellants
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Z.ACKS, FREEDMAN & PATTERSON

A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION

October 14, 2022

STATEMENT OF APPEAL

Re: 1863 Pine Street
BPA Nos. E202209302726, PP20220930335, and PM20220930337

The subject permits were approved in error or by abuse of discretion, including but not limited to
the following basis:

The permits propose detrimental work in a party wall that is co-owned by the

Appellants, without the Appellants’ permission.

The Appellants hope to resolve this matter amicably with the Permit Holders but must appeal

these permits to preserve their rights.

Very truly yours,

ZACKS, FREEDMAN & PATTERSON, PC

Ryan J. Patterson

Attorneys for Hunter and Maria Leigh

San Francisco | 601 Montgomery Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94111 - Tel: (415) 956-8100 - Fax: (415) 288-9755
East Bay | 1970 Broadway, Suite 1270, Oakland, CA 94612 - Tel: (510) 469-0555
Central Coast | 2805 Porter Street, Soquel, CA 95073 - Tel: (831) 309-4010
www.zfplaw.com | Please direct correspondence to San Francisco office



Electrical Permit Details Report

Report Date

: 10/14/2022 1:09:53 PM

Application Number: E202209302726

Address(es): 0664 / 020 :1863 PINEST

Description: REWIRE ALL 3 REMODEL FLOORS NEW 200 AMP SERVICE
Stage:

|Action Date|Stage Comments

9/30/2022 [ISSUED

9/30/2022 |FILED

License Number: 874124

Contractor Details:

Name: ALIREZA ERAMI
Company Name: KASHANEH CONSTRUCTION
Address: 1552 BEACH ST OAKLAND, CA 94608-

! 0000
Phone:

Appointment Details:

Appointment [Appointment|/Appointment . A Time
Date AM/PM Code Appointment Type |Description Slots
10/17/2022 PM VS IVR Scheduled ROUGH COVER / INSPECTION |1

Inspection Details:

|Inspector|Activity Date IActivity Code |Activity Code Descr. IDescription

For information, or to schedule an inspection, call: 558-6030.

Online Permit and Complaint Tracking home page.

Technical Support for Online Services

If you need help or have a question about this service, please visit our FAQ area.

Contact SFGov Accessibility

Policies

City and County of San Francisco © 2022




Date Filed: October 14, 2022

CITY & COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO
BOARD OF APPEALS

PRELIMINARY STATEMENT FOR APPEAL NO. 22-073

| / We, Hunter and Maria Leigh, hereby appeal the following departmental action: ISSUANCE of Plumbing

Permit No. PP20220930335 by the Department of Building Inspection which was issued or became
effective on: September 30, 2022, to: Surinder Sandu, for the property located at: 1863 Pine Street.

BRIEFING SCHEDULE:

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

Appellants’ Brief is due on or before: 4:30 p.m. on November 10, 2022, (no later than three Thursdays prior to the hearing
date). The brief may be up to 12 pages in length with unlimited exhibits. It shall be double-spaced with a minimum 12-point
font. An electronic copy shall be emailed to: boardofappeals@sfgov.org, julie.rosenberg@sfgov.org and
surinder1@comecast.net.

Respondent's and Other Parties' Briefs are due on or before: 4:30 p.m. on Tuesday, November 22, 2022, (note this is two
days earlier than the Board’s regular briefing schedule due to the Thanksgiving holiday). The brief may be up to 12
pages in length with unlimited exhibits. It shall be doubled-spaced with a minimum 12-point font. An electronic copy shall be
emailed to: boardofappeals@sfgov.org, julie.rosenberg@sfgov.org and ryan@zfplaw.com.

Hard copies of the briefs do NOT need to be submitted to the Board Office or to the other parties.

Hearing Date: Wednesday, November 30, 2022, 5:00 p.m., Room 416 San Francisco City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett
Place. The parties may also attend remotely via Zoom. Information for access to the hearing will be provided before the
hearing date.

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

In order to have their documents sent to the Board members prior to hearing, members of the public should email all
documents of support/opposition no later than one Thursday prior to hearing date by 4:30 p.m. to boardofappeals@sfgov.org.
Please note that names and contact information included in submittals from members of the public will become part of the public
record. Submittals from members of the public may be made anonymously.

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

The reasons for this appeal are as follows:

See attachment to the preliminary Statement of Appeal.
Appellant or Agent:
Signature:_Via Email

Print Name: Ryan Patterson, attorney for appellants
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Z.ACKS, FREEDMAN & PATTERSON

A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION

October 14, 2022

STATEMENT OF APPEAL

Re: 1863 Pine Street
BPA Nos. E202209302726, PP20220930335, and PM20220930337

The subject permits were approved in error or by abuse of discretion, including but not limited to
the following basis:

The permits propose detrimental work in a party wall that is co-owned by the

Appellants, without the Appellants’ permission.

The Appellants hope to resolve this matter amicably with the Permit Holders but must appeal

these permits to preserve their rights.

Very truly yours,

ZACKS, FREEDMAN & PATTERSON, PC

Ryan J. Patterson

Attorneys for Hunter and Maria Leigh

San Francisco | 601 Montgomery Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94111 - Tel: (415) 956-8100 - Fax: (415) 288-9755
East Bay | 1970 Broadway, Suite 1270, Oakland, CA 94612 - Tel: (510) 469-0555
Central Coast | 2805 Porter Street, Soquel, CA 95073 - Tel: (831) 309-4010
www.zfplaw.com | Please direct correspondence to San Francisco office



Plumbing Permit Details Report

Report Date: 10/14/2022 1:10:59 PM
Application Number: PP20220930335
Address(es): 0664 / 020 : 1863 PINE ST
ALL NEW HOT AND COLD WASTE AND VENTILATION THROUGOUT FLOORS
Description: INCLUDING 4 BATHROOMS, 6 SINKS , KITCHEN SINK AND WASHER /DRYER,
ption: DISHWASHER , WATER HEATER, STROM DRAIN., 3 SHOWER PANS, AND 1
TUBS
Stage:
|Action Date|Stage Comments
9/30/2022 |ISSUED
0/30/2022 [FILED
Contractor Details:
License Number: 874124
Name: ALIREZA ERAMI
Company Name: =~ KASHANEH CONSTRUCTION
Address: 1552 BEACH ST T OAKLAND CA, 94608-
0000
Phone: 5102772326
Appointment Details:
IAppointment [Appointment|/Appointment . - Time
Date AM/PM Code Appointment Type |Description Slots
10/17/2022 PM VS IVR Scheduled ROUGH IN PLUMBING 1

Inspection Details:

|Activity Date|Inspector|Inspection Description|Inspection Status|

For information, or to schedule an inspection, call 558-6570 between 8:30 am and 3:00 pm.

Online Permit and Complaint Tracking home page.

Technical Support for Online Services

If you need help or have a question about this service, please visit our FAQ area.

Contact SFGov Accessibility

Policies

City and County of San Francisco e 2022




Date Filed: October 14, 2022

CITY & COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO
BOARD OF APPEALS

PRELIMINARY STATEMENT FOR APPEAL NO. 22-074

| / We, Hunter and Maria Leigh, hereby appeal the following departmental action: ISSUANCE of Plumbing

Permit No. PM20220930337 by the Department of Building Inspection which was issued or became
effective on: September 30, 2022, to: Surinder Sandu, for the property located at: 1863 Pine Street.

BRIEFING SCHEDULE:

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

Appellants’ Brief is due on or before: 4:30 p.m. on November 10, 2022, (no later than three Thursdays prior to the hearing
date). The brief may be up to 12 pages in length with unlimited exhibits. It shall be double-spaced with a minimum 12-point
font. An electronic copy shall be emailed to: boardofappeals@sfgov.org, julie.rosenberg@sfgov.org and
surinder1@comcast.net.

Respondent's and Other Parties' Briefs are due on or before: 4:30 p.m. on Tuesday, November 22, 2022, (note this is two
days earlier than the Board’s regular briefing schedule due to the Thanksgiving holiday). The brief may be up to 12
pages in length with unlimited exhibits. It shall be doubled-spaced with a minimum 12-point font. An electronic copy shall be
emailed to: boardofappeals@sfgov.org, julie.rosenberg@sfgov.org and ryan@zfplaw.com.

Hard copies of the briefs do NOT need to be submitted to the Board Office or to the other parties.

Hearing Date: Wednesday, November 30, 2022, 5:00 p.m., Room 416 San Francisco City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett
Place. The parties may also attend remotely via Zoom. Information for access to the hearing will be provided before the
hearing date.

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

In order to have their documents sent to the Board members prior to hearing, members of the public should email all
documents of support/opposition no later than one Thursday prior to hearing date by 4:30 p.m. to boardofappeals@sfgov.org.
Please note that names and contact information included in submittals from members of the public will become part of the public
record. Submittals from members of the public may be made anonymously.

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

The reasons for this appeal are as follows:

See attachment to the preliminary Statement of Appeal.
Appellant or Agent:
Signature:_Via Email

Print Name: Ryan Patterson, attorney for appellants
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Z.ACKS, FREEDMAN & PATTERSON

A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION

October 14, 2022

STATEMENT OF APPEAL

Re: 1863 Pine Street
BPA Nos. E202209302726, PP20220930335, and PM20220930337

The subject permits were approved in error or by abuse of discretion, including but not limited to
the following basis:

The permits propose detrimental work in a party wall that is co-owned by the

Appellants, without the Appellants’ permission.

The Appellants hope to resolve this matter amicably with the Permit Holders but must appeal

these permits to preserve their rights.

Very truly yours,

ZACKS, FREEDMAN & PATTERSON, PC

Ryan J. Patterson

Attorneys for Hunter and Maria Leigh

San Francisco | 601 Montgomery Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94111 - Tel: (415) 956-8100 - Fax: (415) 288-9755
East Bay | 1970 Broadway, Suite 1270, Oakland, CA 94612 - Tel: (510) 469-0555
Central Coast | 2805 Porter Street, Soquel, CA 95073 - Tel: (831) 309-4010
www.zfplaw.com | Please direct correspondence to San Francisco office



Plumbing Permit Details Report

Report Date:

Application Number: PM20220930337

10/14/2022 1:10:59 PM

Address(es): 0664 / 020 : 1863 PINE ST

- INSTALL FAN 80,000 BTU, AND 6 FANS AND 1 KITCHEN
Description:

HOOD

Stage:
|Action Date|Stage Comments
9/30/2022 [ISSUED
9/30/2022 |FILED

License Number: 874124

Contractor Details:

Name: ALIREZA ERAMI
Company Name: ~ KASHANEH CONSTRUCTION
Address: 1552 BEACH ST T OAKLAND CA, 94608-

0000
Phone: 5102772326

Appointment Details:

IAppointment Appointment IAppointment IAppointment . .. |Time
Date AM/PM Code Type Description Slots

Inspection Details:

[Activity Date|Inspector|Inspection Description|Inspection Status|

For information, or to schedule an inspection, call 558-6570 between 8:30 am and 3:00 pm.

Online Permit and Complaint Tracking home page.

Technical Support for Online Services

If you need help or have a question about this service, please visit our FAQ area.

Contact SFGov Accessibility

Policies

City and County of San Francisco e 2022




Date Filed: October 31, 2022

CITY & COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO
BOARD OF APPEALS

PRELIMINARY STATEMENT FOR APPEAL NO. 22-075

| / We, Hunter and Maria Leigh, hereby appeal the following departmental action: ISSUANCE of Alteration

Permit No. 2022/06/06/5684 by the Department of Building Inspection which was issued or became
effective on: October 27, 2022, to: Surinder Sandu, for the property located at: 1863 Pine Street.

BRIEFING SCHEDULE:

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

Appellants’ Brief is due on or before: 4:30 p.m. on November 10, 2022, (no later than three Thursdays prior to the hearing
date). The brief may be up to 12 pages in length with unlimited exhibits. It shall be double-spaced with a minimum 12-point
font. An electronic copy shall be emailed to: boardofappeals@sfgov.org, julie.rosenberg@sfgov.org and
surinder1@comcast.net.

Respondent's and Other Parties' Briefs are due on or before: 4:30 p.m. on Tuesday, November 22, 2022, (note this is two
days earlier than the Board’s regular briefing schedule due to the Thanksgiving holiday). The brief may be up to 12
pages in length with unlimited exhibits. It shall be doubled-spaced with a minimum 12-point font. An electronic copy shall be
emailed to: boardofappeals@sfgov.org, julie.rosenberg@sfgov.org and ryan@zfplaw.com.

Hard copies of the briefs do NOT need to be submitted to the Board Office or to the other parties.

Hearing Date: Wednesday, November 30, 2022, 5:00 p.m., Room 416 San Francisco City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett
Place. The parties may also attend remotely via Zoom. Information for access to the hearing will be provided before the
hearing date.

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

In order to have their documents sent to the Board members prior to hearing, members of the public should email all
documents of support/opposition by 4:30 p.m. on Tuesday, November 22, 2022 to boardofappeals@sfgov.org. Please note that
names and contact information included in submittals from members of the public will become part of the public record.
Submittals from members of the public may be made anonymously.

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

The reasons for this appeal are as follows:

Not submitted.
Appellant or Agent:
Signature:_Via Email

Print Name:_Ryan Patterson, attorney for appellants
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10/28/22, 4:34 PM Department of Building Inspection

Permit Details Report
Report Date: 10/28/2022 4:14:37 PM

Application Number: 202206065684
Form Number: 8
Address(es): 0664 / 020 / 01863 PINE ST

Description: REVISION TO PERMIT #202102084273. ADD BATHROOM ON 3RD FLOOR. ADD
ption: SHOWER ON 1ST FLOOR. SLOPE CEILING AT KITCHEN.

Cost: $34,600.00
Occupancy Code: R-3
Building Use: 27 -1 FAMILY DWELLING

Disposition / Stage:

Action Date |Stage Comments
6/6/2022 TRIAGE
6/6/2022 FILING
6/6/2022 FILED
10/27/2022 |APPROVED
10/27/2022 [ISSUED

Contact Details:

Contractor Details:

License Number: OWN

Name: OWNER OWNER

Company Name: OWNER

Address: OWNER * OWNER CA 00000-0000
Phone:

Addenda Details:
Description:

In Out
Hold |Hold

1 INTAKE|6/6/22 |[6/6/22 6/6/22

Step|Station |Arrive [Start Finish |Checked By Hold Description

SHAWL
HAREGGEWAIN|

N/A - Revision to approved permit.
ENCHILL Replacement of half-bath with full-bath with
CHARLES no exterior changes. Additional minor interio
modifications (non-visible). Charles Enchill

2 CP-ZOC |6/6/22 [6/6/22 6/6/22

3 BLDG |6/6/22 |6/6/22 6/6/22 |WALLS MARK

TAN (PETER)
4 |MECH [6/6/22 |6/6/22 6/6/22 |15 AN

[Approved OTC

Requested documents received, hold releasec
- 06/06/22. On Hold until PDFs of the
requested drawings are received - 06/06/22.
5 SFPUC |6/6/22 [6/6/22 (6/6/22 [6/6/22 |6/6/22 |CHUNG DIANA |OTC - Permit has been assessed a Capacity
Charge. DBI will collect. See Invoice attached
to application. Return to Applicant -
06/06/22.

6 CPB 10/27/22|10/27/22 10/27/22|BUFKA SUSAN
This permit has been issued. For information pertaining to this permit, please call 628-652-3450.

Appointments:

|App0intment Date |App0intment AM/PM |App0intment Code |App0intment Type Description|Time Slots|

Inspections:

[Activity Date|Inspector[Inspection Description|Inspection Status|

Special Inspections:

[Addenda No.|Completed Date|Inspected By|Inspection Code|Description|Remarks|

For information, or to schedule an inspection, call 628-652-3400 between 8:30 am and 3:00 pm.

| Station Code Descriptions and Phone Numbers |

~ 1 - . 1A 1

https://dbiweb02.sfgov.org/dbipts/default.aspx?page=PermitDetails 1/2

m 1. 1



10/28/22, 4:34 PM Department of Building Inspection
vnline rermit and Complaint 1racking nome page.

Technical Support for Online Services
If you need help or have a question about this service, please visit our FAQ area.

Contact SFGov Accessibility  Policies
City and County of San Francisco o 2022

https://dbiweb02.sfgov.org/dbipts/default.aspx?page=PermitDetails 2/2



BRIEF SUBMITTED BY THE APPELLANT(S)



601 MONTGOMERY STREET, SUITE 400

ZACKS, FREEDMAN & PATTERSON, PC

SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94111
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RYAN J. PATTERSON (SBN 277971)
LAURA F. STRAZZO (SBN 312593)
ZACKS, FREEDMAN & PATTERSON, PC
601 Montgomery Street, Suite 400

San Francisco, CA 94111

Tel: 5415) 956-8100

Fax: (415) 288-9755

Attorneys for Appellants,
Hunter Leigh and Maria Leigh

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF APPEALS

HUNTER LEIGH and MARIA LEIGH

Appellants,
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l. INTRODUCTION

This consolidated appeal concerns Department of Building Inspection Permits
E202209302726, PP20220930335, PM20220930337, and BPA 202206065684, for 1863 Pine
Street. Appellants filed this appeal because Permit Holder failed to get their approval to complete
work in their shared party wall, misrepresented the existing condition of the wall to DBI to get
the permits approved, installed utilities inside their wall without permits, and now seeks to
legalize this work (on Appellants’ property) without Appellants’ consent. By misrepresenting the
existing condition of the wall, Permit Holder put Appellants, who have small children, and their
home at risk. Permit Holder’s work has already caused damage to Appellants’ property and
allowed asbestos dust to enter Appellants’ property through vents in the party wall.

Appellants request that the Board of Appeals grant the appeal, require Permit Holder to
remove all unpermitted utilities installed inside the shared party wall, and require that any
additional work in the party wall require the signoff of Appellants. Furthermore, the Board of

Appeals should require Permit Holder to install all utilities for 1863 Pine Street on his own

property.

1. FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Appellants Hunter and Maria Leigh own 1861 Pine Street, which shares a party wall and
foundation with 1863 Pine Street (the subject property). The party wall is a shared wall between
two adjoining buildings. The party wall is jointly owned by Appellants and Permit Holder,
straddles the property line, and is subject to a party wall agreement recorded on title. (Declaration
of Hunter Leigh (“Leigh Decl.”), Exhibit A.) In Spring 2022, Permit Holder began a gut remodel
of 1863 Pine Street. The demolition work caused hazardous asbestos laden dust and debris to

enter Appellants home, through air ducts in the party wall, where they live with their small

-1-
APPELLANTS’ CONSOLIDATED BRIEF




ZACKS, FREEDMAN & PATTERSON, PC
601 MONTGOMERY STREET, SUITE 400

SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94111

© 00 N o o A~ W N PP

N N D RN NN NDND R B P PR R R R R e
0 N o OB W N P O © 0o N o o W N kB O

children. (Leigh Decl., Exhibit B.) In order to prevent further contamination, Appellants went
without heat for weeks and were forced to pay out of pocket to have the Permit Holder’s asbestos
dust cleaned out of their air ducts.

Furthermore, without permission from Appellants, Permit Holder removed the entire
interior of the party wall except for Appellants’ drywall (which Permit Holder also damaged).
Without permits or Appellants’ permission, Permit Holder installed electrical, plumbing, and
water-heater flues inside the shared party wall, crossing the property line. Appellants believe that
Permit Holder intends to install additional utilities in the party wall without seeking permission

from Appellants.

&

—°%

2: New flue installed in party wall 1: New plumbing pipes and
without permits electrical installed in party wall

without permits
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Permit Holder’s building plans misrepresent the party wall as an exterior wall and fail to
disclose that the work in the wall extends over the property line onto Appellants’ property. As

recently as 2019, the Department of Building Inspection required prior owners of these properties

to jointly apply for building permits for work done in the shared party wall. (Declaration of Laura

Strazzo (“Strazzo Decl.”), Exhibits 3, 4.)

On September 30, 2022, Appellants’ structural engineer conducted a site inspection at
1863 Pine Street. He found some concerning work had been completed in the party wall that could
affect the wall’s structural integrity. (Declaration of Arne Halterman (“Halterman Decl.”),
Exhibit A.) Appellants then notified Permit Holder that he could not install utilities in the shared
party wall without a permit and without their permission. Instead of addressing Appellants’
concerns, Permit Holder sought permits to legalize the unpermitted work he was performing in
the shared party wall. Permit Holder applied for utility permits E202209302726, PP20220930335,
and PM20220930337 on September 30, 2022, again without consulting or obtaining the approval
of Appellants. There is no disclosure in these permit applications to put DBI on notice that the
utilities would be installed in a shared party wall and across a property line onto the neighbors’
property.

Appellants repeatedly asked Permit Holder to share his plans for the party wall with
Appellants. Permit Holder claimed that his architect would not allow him to share the plans.
(Leigh Decl., Exhibit B.) Perhaps the real reason is that the architect knows his plans contain a
substantial misrepresentation. The approved plans on file at DBI show the wall as a fire-rated
exterior wall wholly on 1863 Pine Street, rather than the reality: it is a shared party wall straddling

the property line. (Leigh Decl., Exhibit C.)
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On October 31, 2022, the Department of Building Inspection issued NOV 202297936,
which determined that Permit Holder demolished more interior walls than allowed, bored holes
in the shared party wall that exceeded the allowable size, and damaged the structural integrity of
the shared wall. (Strazzo Decl., Exhibit 1.) The same day, Permit Holder applied for BPA
202206065684 to add a bathroom on the third-floor against the shared party wall. Appellants
believe that Permit Holder intends to install utilities for this bathroom in the shared party wall
without seeking Appellants’ approval. On November 3, 2022, the Planning Department issued a
Notice of Enforcement against Permit Holder, finding that he completed “construction beyond
the scope of Department of Building Inspection and Planning Department approvals . . . .”

(Strazzo Decl., Exhibit 2.)

Il.  LEGAL ARGUMENTS
A. Permit Holder Cannot Complete Work in the Party Wall, and Across the Property
Line in Appellants” home, Without Appellants” Approval Because Work on Two
Properties Requires Two Permits for Two Addresses

There is no dispute that the party wall is commonly owned and straddles the property line.
Any work in the party wall crosses the property line and therefore requires the approval of both
owners. (SFBC, § 106A.4.7.) DBI has required two permits — one for each address — for work in
this same party wall in the past. In 2016, DBI issued a notice of violation (NOV 201632291) to
the previous property owners for work done in the shared party wall that crossed the property line
and caused damage to 1863 Pine Street. (Strazzo Decl., Exhibit 3.) DBI required that both owners
apply for permits to abate the violation because the necessary work crossed the property line. The
owners applied for BPA No. 201909161741, and the NOV was subsequently abated. (Strazzo
Decl., Exhibit 4.)

Like the work completed by the prior owners in the party wall, Permit Holder’s proposed

scope of work includes significant work inside the party wall, including installing plumbing,
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electrical, and flues. Permit Holder failed to disclose to DBI and the Planning Department that
the work was in the co-owned party wall — crossing the property line — and instead falsely showed
the wall as an exterior wall entirely on his side of the property line. (Leigh Decl., Exhibit C.)
Because of this, Permit Holder skirted the normal rules and was able to obtain permits without
Appellants’ approval. To date, Permit Holder has refused to share his plans concerning what he
proposes to install inside the party wall. (Leigh Decl., Exhibit B; Strazzo Decl., Exhibit 5.)
However, Permit Holder has cut and bored studs, removed brick, and installed utilities inside the
wall without permits and in violation of San Francisco Building Code § 106A.

Therefore, the Board of Appeals should impose conditions on these permits so that no
work can continue in the party wall without Appellants’ consent; require Permit Holder to remove
the utilities that he installed in the shared party wall without permits; and forbid Permit Holder
from installing any additional utilities in the party wall without two permits for the two properties
where work is proposed to take place.

B. The Party Wall Agreement Requires Appellants’ Permission for Work in the Party
Wall

The party wall agreement, recorded on title to both properties, provides that the party wall
“shall constitute and remain . . . common property of the owners of the parcels . . ..” (Leigh Decl.,
Exhibit A.) 1861 Pine Street may not use the party wall if the use “interfere[s] with the equal use
of the other half of the wall” by 1863 Pine Street. (Id.) If any portion of the party wall is rebuilt,
it shall be “of like quality as the present wall.” Furthermore, each owner “shall be responsible for
any damage or destruction caused by his own negligence.” (Id.)

Permit Holder violated the party wall agreement in numerous ways. First, he demolished
significant portions of the party wall (without Appellants’ consent), which interfered with

Appellants’ equal use of the wall and caused asbestos laden dust to clog their air ducts and
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endanger their young children. He then installed new — not replacement in kind — unpermitted and
unsanctioned utilities in the wall that were not there before and not of “like quality as the present
wall.” Moreover, Permit Holder has caused damage to Appellants’ property due to his negligence.
For example, even as recently as November 8, 2022, the work damaged Appellants’ property by
punching through their drywall. Appellants immediately notified Permit Holder of the damage,
but he did not respond. (Strazzo Decl., Exhibit 5.) Permit Holder has repeatedly failed to follow
the parties’ agreements, inform Appellants of work occurring in their shared wall, and repair the
damage he has caused to their property.

The Board of Appeals should grant the appeal as Permit Holder cannot install utilities in

the shared party wall without Appellants’ consent, which he does not have.

C. Permit Holder’s Proposed Modifications to the Party Wall Do Not Include Proper
Fire Protection

Permit Holder’s submitted plans show the subject wall as an exterior wall. However, under
the code, party walls must be fire walls, cannot have openings, and must create separate buildings.
(SFBC, 8 706.1.1.) This is because a shared fire wall must protect the adjacent property and
prevent a fire from collapsing the wall. (SFBC, 8 706.2.) Permit Holder has already installed
penetrations in the party wall that are larger than his submitted structural plans allow. (Halterman
Decl., Exhibit A.)

The building plans Permit Holder submitted for his remodel show the subject wall as an
exterior wall, not a shared wall. (Leigh Decl., Exhibit C.) This misrepresentation is critical
because there are specific fire-separation requirements for a party wall. CA Building Code 8
706.1.1 provides that “any wall located on a lot line between adjacent building, which is used or

adapted for joint service between the two buildings, shall be constructed as a fire wall . . . . Party
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walls shall be constructed without openings and shall create separate buildings.” “Where a fire
wall separates occupancies that are required to be separated by a fire barrier wall, the most
restrictive requirements of each separation shall apply.” (CABC, § 706.1.) “Fire walls shall be
designed and constructed to allow collapse of the structure on either side without collapse of the
wall under fire conditions.” (CABC, 8 706.2.) No property owner shall permit “any condition,
arrangement or act which will increase, or may cause an increase of, the hazard or menace of fire
to a greater degree than customarily recognized as normal . . ..” (CABC, 8 102A.1.)

Permit Holder’s submitted plans show the subject wall as an exterior wall. However, under
the code, party walls must be fire walls, cannot have openings, and must create separate buildings.
(CABC, 8§ 706.1.1.) This is because a shared fire wall must protect the adjacent property and
prevent a fire from collapsing the wall. (CABC, § 706.2.) Permit Holder has already installed
penetrations in the party wall that are larger than his submitted structural plans allow. (Halterman
Decl., Exhibit A.)

Furthermore, misrepresenting the conditions of his property allowed Permit Holder to
obtain permits without complying with the stricter fire wall requirements of the building code.
(SFBC, § 107.2.4.) As aresult, proper fire separation may not be included. (Declaration of Mario
Ballard (“Ballard Decl.”), 1 4.) Since the party wall is shared with another home and must provide
fire safety to both properties, Permit Holder’s misrepresentation on his submitted plans is
significant and potentially dangerous. The potential fire danger is further exacerbated because
Permit Holder has already installed flues and plumbing in the party wall, which are not shown on

any submitted plans. (CABC, § 102A.1.)
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D. The Board Should Require Permit Holder to Place His Utilities on His Own Property

Prior to Permit Holder’s current construction, 1863 Pine Street’s utilities were not
installed in the party wall. He now seeks to install new utilities in that wall without Appellants’
consent and in violation of DBI’s requirement that work across the property line requires the
consent of both owners.

Permit Holder has acted in bad faith toward Appellants throughout his construction. First,
he submitted plans that falsely labeled the party wall as his own exterior wall, entirely on his
property. Permit Holder caused asbestos laden dust to enter Appellants’ home and endanger their
small children.? Appellants went without heat for weeks and had to have their air ducts cleaned.
He removed large portions of the party wall without obtaining Appellants’ permission. His work
has caused damage to Appellants’ property, which Permit Holder has taken no action to correct.
He installed unpermitted utilities inside the shared wall without permission and without properly
disclosing the risk to DBI. When Appellants sought to work with Permit Holder and resolve the
dispute, he unilaterally filed for the subject permits to try and legalize work he had already
performed. This work was not approved by Appellants, creates a life-safety hazard, violates the
party wall agreement, and creates potential fire and water-damage risk to Appellants’ property.

Therefore, the Board of Appeals should exercise its discretion to impose conditions on
these permits that require that Permit Holder to install all utilities on his own property, and not in

the shared party wall or on the Appellants’ property.

! Appellants also question whether properly licensed hazardous-materials abatement contractors were
used.
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IV. CONCLUSION
Appellants respectfully request that the Board of Appeals impose conditions to these

permits that no work can be performed in the party wall without Appellants’ consent, require
Permit Holder to remove all utilities already installed in the shared party wall, and forbid Permit

Holder from installing any utilities in the party wall.

November 10, 2022 Respectfully submitted,
ZACKS, FREEDMAN & PATTERSON, PC

MW

Ryan J. Patterson
Laura F. Strazzo
Attorney for Appellants

-9-
APPELLANTS’ CONSOLIDATED BRIEF




601 MONTGOMERY STREET, SUITE 400

ZACKS, FREEDMAN & PATTERSON, PC

SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94111

© 00 N o o A~ W N PP

N N D RN NN NDND R B P PR R R R R e
0 N o OB W N P O © 0o N o o W N kB O

RYAN J. PATTERSON (SBN 277971)
LAURA F. STRAZZO (SBN 312593)
ZACKS, FREEDMAN & PATTERSON, PC
601 Montgomery Street, Suite 400

San Francisco, CA 94111

Tel: 5415) 956-8100

Fax: (415) 288-9755

Attorneys for Appellants,
Hunter and Maria Leigh

SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF APPEALS

HUNTER LEIGH and MARIA LEIGH Appeal Nos.: 22-072, 22-073, 22-074, 22-075
Appellants, DECLARATION OF HUNTER LEIGH IN
Vs. SUPPORT OF APPELLANTS’

CONSOLIDATED BRIEF
CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO
DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING

INSPECTION, Permit Nos.: E202209302726,
PP20220930335, PM20220930337, BPA
Respondent. 202206065684
Subject Address: 1863 Pine Street
SURINDER SANDU, Hearing Date: November 30, 2022

Permit Holder.

-i-
DECLARATION OF HUNTER LEIGH IN SUPPORT OF APPELLANTS’ CONSOLIDATED BRIEF




601 MONTGOMERY STREET, SUITE 400
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94111

ZACKS, FREEDMAN & PATTERSON, PC

© 00 N o o A~ W N PP

N N D RN NN NDND R B P PR R R R R e
0 N o OB W N P O © 0o N o o W N kB O

I, Hunter Leigh, declare as follows:

1. I am an appellant in this matter. Unless otherwise stated, | have personal
knowledge of the facts stated herein and, if called as a witness, could and would testify
competently thereto.

2. I own 1861 Pine Street along with my wife, Maria Leigh. We purchased the
property in 2020. Our property shares a party wall with 1863 Pine Street. The wall is subject to
a party wall agreement. Attached as Exhibit A is a true and correct copy of the party wall
agreement.

3. In spring 2022, Permit Holder began a gut remodel of 1863 Pine Street. The
demolition work caused hazardous asbestos laden dust and debris to enter our home through air
ducts in the party wall. We were very concerned about the asbestos because we have two small
children. We immediately brought this to Permit Holder’s attention. In order to prevent further
contamination, we went without heat for weeks and were forced to pay out of pocket to have the
the asbestos laden dust cleaned out of our air ducts. Attached as Exhibit B are true and correct
emails between us and Permit Holder.

4. During construction, Permit Holder removed almost the entire party wall without
our permission. His work has also caused numerous cracking and damage to our property,
including damage to our drywall on November 8, 2022.

5. Without permits or our permission, Permit Holder installed electrical and
plumbing systems inside the shared party wall. I am informed and believe that Permit Holder
intends to install further utilities in the party wall based on the scope of work in the electrical

and plumbing permits he has applied for to date.
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6. We met with Permit Holder in September 2022 to try and come to an agreement
about his work in the party wall. During the meeting, we told Permit Holder that he needed our
permission to do work in the party wall. Attached as Exhibit C is a true and correct email we
sent to Permit Holder following our meeting.

7. However, Permit Holder instead applied for plumbing and electrical permits to
legalize work he had already completed in the party wall, including E202209302726,
PP20220930335, and PM20220930337. We have also requested that Permit Holder share copies
of his proposed plans for the party wall with us, but he has claimed that his architect has refused
to share them with us.

8. We submitted a public records requests to the Planning Department and DBI. In
response, the Planning Department produced plans to us. Attached as Exhibit D are true and

correct copies of plans that were produced to us pursuant to our records request.

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of State of California that the foregoing

is true and correct. Executed this date at San Francisco, California.

November 10, 2022 Hentar Luﬁ/i

Hunter Leigh

-2-
DECLARATION OF HUNTER LEIGH IN SUPPORT OF APPELLANTS’ CONSOLIDATED BRIEF




EXHIBIT A

DECLARATION OF HUNTER LEIGH IN SUPPORT OF APPELLANTS’ CONSOLIDATED BRIEF

— N M < 1O ©O© I~ O O

o
—

- N M < 1O ©O© N~ 0 o O
4 d d A d d Hd <+ <« «

111H6 VINMOATTVD) "OOSIONVY] NVS
00¥ HLINS ‘LHTYLS ALHNODLNON 109

Od ‘NOSYALLVd ® NVINAdHYA ‘SIOVZ

—
N

AN
N

(%]
N

<
AN

Lo
N

<o}
N

N~
N

o8]
N



w297 406

!i.




: ; ﬂﬂﬂ325r?;M;4{r7 ‘

2. If it shall hereafter| become necessdry or desirable

to repalr or retulld the whole, or any portion of any of sald

party walls, the expense of such repairing or rebullding a‘min be
borne equally by the owners of the real property upon which sald
party wall 1is erected, and whenever said party well, or any 'ortlon

thereof, shall be rebuilt it sihall be erected on Llie same spob and

on the same llne, and be of the same size and of the same or

similar material, and of llke quallty with the present wall. In

case of damage to, or destruction of, sald wal eltlier one of

the owners of the adjolning prbperty shall uive the riht to repalr or

to rebuilld sald wall, and the pxponse of audu repairing and re-

building shall be borne equally between lghem, Proviced, however,

that each of sald owners shall be responsible for any Jama_ e or

destruction caused by his own neglijence.
3, It i1s further agreed that so long as the sald ilain’s,

or either of them, shall remai-;n' standing, eny overlannling, overs=

hancing or encroachmoent of any part of sald bullcihy upon. 'the

land of the other party ahall [be with the lrrevocable, express

permission and consent of the gartlea hereto, and that all pipes,

wires, sewers and condults and ocher simllar devices now in ssrvice

r the necessary convenlence of the cocupunts of elther bulldling

so that they may be properly serviced by p’ubl'li.n'u-tilltiel, such

as water, zas and electricity, sewage diapoagl and the llke, suall

be allowed to remain in the séme condition and places taat they

situated, and each of' the parties hersto ;11&3 to the
~zents, employees and lnvitees, the rignt to
ame when necessary,

are now

other, hls servants, a
inspect, use, replace, repair and service the s
and to go upon the property of the other then necessary to do S0

in order to fulfill his part of this agreement.
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parcel 2 to the second party, and parcel 1 adjoins parcel 2
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WITNESS our hands in the Clty and County of San Franclsco,

State of “alifornia, on the date first above written.
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8/31/22, 9:36 AM Gmail - Notes from Pine St

M Gmail Maria and Hunter Leigh <hunterandmaria@gmail.com>

Notes from Pine St
11 messages

Maria and Hunter Leigh <hunterandmaria@gmail.com> Mon, May 2, 2022 at 10:40 AM

To: Surinder1 <surinder1@comcast.net>
Hey Surinder,
A couple updates from us:

1. We had our vents cleaned two days after you resealed and they pulled a ton of stuff out. They said our vents were an

8/10 in terms of how much stuff there was in them. In addition, they said they were full of asbestos dust and particles, and

that the wrapping visible on your side is asbestos wrapping. Needless to say that's an alarming word to hear, but they do
think the sealing job they did should hold us for a while at least on our side of the wall. I'm attaching the bill for the vent
cleaning, we would appreciate it if you could cover the costs since it's as a result of the construction. Additionally, we
would like confirmation that the person removing the ductwork will be certified in asbestos removal and to know in
advance when it will be happening so we can be extra cautious about dust and the children.

2. The backyard is still covered in dust, especially our back porch - from floor to ceiling - which is behind | believe where
you removed the outdoor bathroom. If you could have a crew come clean one day this week that would be great -
because it is dust, it is important that they use damp rags, not just brooms so that the dust is properly removed. Given
the dust / contaminants mentioned above, we aren't using the space until it's clean.

3. We'd love a sense of the project schedule. Seems demolition went as planned, which is great. What's the timeline from

here, what are the milestones? When would you expect to be getting to the vent work? Do you know who will be doing
the work?

4. The failure to identify and contain the asbestos has us increasingly concerned about lead paint on the back wall when
you get that far. Are there additional steps you all can take when it comes to the paint so none of the children on either
side here are exposed? When the back wall was done on the other side, they fully enclosed the back and the
scaffolding to ensure no dust traveled between yards and came over immediately to clean the one time it did.

Thanks!

ﬂ Inv_41422HL_from_Air_Doctor_93964.pdf
78K

Maria and Hunter Leigh <hunterandmaria@gmail.com> Mon, May 9, 2022 at 9:05 PM

To: Surinder1 <surinder1@comcast.net>

Hey Surinder, just following up here. We'd love to address the below points this week if possible. Thanks!
[Quoted text hidden]

Surinder1 <surinder1@comcast.net> Tue, May 10, 2022 at 6:27 PM

To: Maria and Hunter Leigh <hunterandmaria@gmail.com>
Hi Hunter,

As you probably know, demo is complete now and we are working on foundation in the basement.
There should not be any dust flying now. The soil they are digging for foundation is wet.

We will plan to fully enclose the back wall when we start working on the outside of our back wall
It will be three to four months before we get to work on that wall.

The schedule is somewhat uncertain at this time.
First we will have to complete the foundation on three sides (not on your side).
https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1/?ik=e50fab1850&view=pt&search=all&permthid=thread-a%3Ar-2828668010810339197 &simpl=msg-a%3Ar47259426...
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8/31/22, 9:36 AM Gmail - Notes from Pine St
Foundation on your side is in good shape — was redone recently.

It is expected to take us two to three months for the new foundation on three sides.

We will meet to discuss your vents.
I will let you know when | will be visiting the property next.

Thanks,
Surinder
[Quoted text hidden]

Maria and Hunter Leigh <hunterandmaria@gmail.com> Fri, Jun 3, 2022 at 3:38 PM

To: Surinder1 <surinder1@comcast.net>

Hey Surinder,

Thought we saw you at the property a couple times and would still like to connect on all aspects of the the vents. Please
let us know when you will next be at the property.

We have noticed that someone has begun to sweep the foundation dirt off our front stairs which we appreciate, but the
dust we were mentioning is actually on our back porch and cannot be accessed without coming through our property.
Please let us know some times when someone might be able to come to clean that area. They will need a ladder to
reach the high places as well as wet rags to trap the dust.

Another new issue we are tracking is the pile of debris building up against the fence in the back. Seems like a big fire
hazard and we'd love it if it could be cleared out as soon as possible.

Thanks!
[Quoted text hidden]

Surinder1 <surinder1@comcast.net> Sat, Jun 4, 2022 at 1:38 PM

To: Maria and Hunter Leigh <hunterandmaria@gmail.com>
Hi Hunter,

| have been visiting 1863 Pine Street only to address some emergencies.
| have not been able to schedule a visit so that | can inform you guys in advance.

| will schedule a visit soon and then we can discuss your vents.

In the meantime, | will request Jesus (team leader) to contact you guys to clean-up your back yard.

The wood pile in our backyard is waiting on a larger dumpster which we plan to arrange right after all the dirt
from the foundation dig is gone.

Dirt and bricks requires a smaller dumpster, wood requires a larger dumpster.

| am requesting Jesus to try to get the larger dumpster and get rid of the wood pile as soon as possible.

Thanks for your patience,
[Quoted text hidden]

Surinder1 <surinder1@comcast.net> Mon, Aug 1, 2022 at 1:56 PM

To: Maria and Hunter Leigh <hunterandmaria@gmail.com>
Hi Hunter,
Just heads up...

We expect to start drywall work end of August.
So you guys have this month of August to take care of the vents.

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1/?ik=e50fab1850&view=pt&search=all&permthid=thread-a%3Ar-2828668010810339197 &simpl=msg-a%3Ar47259426...
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8/31/22, 9:36 AM Gmail - Notes from Pine St

Regards,
[Quoted text hidden]

Maria and Hunter Leigh <hunterandmaria@gmail.com> Mon, Aug 1, 2022 at 2:16 PM
To: Surinder1 <surinder1@comcast.net>

Thanks for the update, That may be difficult, as we are out of town for the beginning of the month but we will try. Who is
doing the work on your side, | assume you are putting in new duct work on your side too? Can we use your person to do
ours as well? When is that work happening?

[Quoted text hidden]

Maria and Hunter Leigh <hunterandmaria@gmail.com> Mon, Aug 1, 2022 at 3:55 PM
To: Surinder1 <surinder1@comcast.net>

Oh - and what did you decide about sound proofing? If you're starting dry wall work then the soundproofing should be
going in before then yeah?
[Quoted text hidden]

Surinder1 <surinder1@comcast.net> Mon, Aug 1, 2022 at 4:03 PM
To: Maria and Hunter Leigh <hunterandmaria@gmail.com>

We are in the process of deciding now.
We will let you know as soon as we decide.
[Quoted text hidden]

Surinder1 <surinder1@comcast.net> Mon, Aug 1, 2022 at 4:31 PM
To: Maria and Hunter Leigh <hunterandmaria@gmail.com>

As we discussed, we plan to install insulation in the walls and one layer of drywall at our expense.

We do plan to get an estimate of added cost for putting additional layer of drywall with sound-proofing compound
in the middle.

We plan to let you know of the additional cost.

If you guys accept the additional cost, we will do that.

[Quoted text hidden]

Maria and Hunter Leigh <hunterandmaria@gmail.com> Mon, Aug 1, 2022 at 4:35 PM
To: Surinder1 <surinder1@comcast.net>

Sounds good. Keep us in the loop.
[Quoted text hidden]

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1/?ik=e50fab1850&view=pt&search=all&permthid=thread-a%3Ar-2828668010810339197 &simpl=msg-a%3Ar47259426... 3/3



EXHIBIT C

DECLARATION OF HUNTER LEIGH IN SUPPORT OF APPELLANTS’ CONSOLIDATED BRIEF

— N M < 1O ©O© I~ O O

o
—

- N M < 1O ©O© N~ 0 o O
4 d d A d d Hd <+ <« «

111H6 VINMOATTVD) "OOSIONVY] NVS
00¥ HLINS ‘LHTYLS ALHNODLNON 109

Od ‘NOSYALLVd ® NVINAdHYA ‘SIOVZ

—
N

AN
N

(%]
N

<
AN

Lo
N

<o}
N

N~
N

o8]
N



From: Maria and Hunter Leigh <hunterandmaria@gmail.com>

Date: Wednesday, October 5, 2022 at 8:43 PM

To: Surinder Sandhu <surinderl @comcast.net>, Jack Burrows <reconciergesf@gmail.com>, Arne
Halterman <arne@haltermanengineering.com>

Subject: Pine Street Party Wall

Hey Surinder and Jack,

Thank you again for meeting last week, we found it tremendously helpful to talk through the issues directly
and to see the work on the party wall from your side. We wanted to write and summarize the salient points
that we took away from the meeting around our current major concerns. We are bolding action items that
need more urgent follow up.

1. Party Wall Interior - Arne made several notes about potential issues with studs and cross beams post
plumbing work as it stood during the visit. He also mentioned that any ducts that were being
replaced should be replaced in their former locations. All parties agreed we will need access as work
continues to review the state of the party wall for further damage; we continued to assert that the
removal of the brick and introduction of new elements needs our agreement and approval as a co-
owner of the party wall and that we have never been asked for nor have given agreement or
approval.

2. Party Wall Soundproofing - Both sides agree that sound insulation is important for the sustained
happiness of both households and future owners. Arne recommended a second wall throughout all
levels as the best solution for preventing sound transfer (his example is the wall that is currently
being framed in the basement closest to the back yard). Surinder agreed to propose and provide
detailed soundproofing solutions to us for review and approve prior to installation.

3. Ducts - Surinder agreed to pay for both the initial cleaning and a future cleaning when all work is


mailto:hunterandmaria@gmail.com
mailto:surinder1@comcast.net
mailto:reconciergesf@gmail.com
mailto:arne@haltermanengineering.com

done. Surinder to get quotes for a cleaning and a duct removal and replacement for comparison.
Surinder to provide subcontractor information for review.

4. Siding - Surinder agreed to cover replacing the siding, anchoring into the new wall on his side,
flashing and proofing the upper story cut, and to termite treat the already damaged areas. With SF
heading to the rainy season, the upper story work has some urgency to prevent further water
intrusion.

5. Cosmetics - Surinder agreed to cover cosmetic damage on our side of the party wall, including but
not limited to sanding/slip coats where necessary, repainting full walls for matching purposes,
sealing baseboards, cracks, and holes.

6. Plans - Jack is going to request plans from the architect and to reassure him of our respect for his
copyright and provide the plans to us.

7. Main Level Fence - noting that this is a new exterior wall on the 1863 side of the existing lattice -
Surinder agreed that the lattice and wainscotting will have to be made water-tight from his side
before covering it with his planned work.

We appreciate your diligence and please let us know if there are elements we missed.

Thanks!




EXHIBIT D

DECLARATION OF HUNTER LEIGH IN SUPPORT OF APPELLANTS’ CONSOLIDATED BRIEF
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GENERAL NOTES

1.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24,

CONTRACTOR SHALL PROVIDE ALL MATERIALS AND WORKMANSHIP FOR ALL CONSTRUCTION REQUIRED
HEREIN AND SHALL BE IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE:

2019 CALIFORNIA BUILDING CODE (CBC)

2019 CALIFORNIA PLUMBING CODE (CPC)

2019 CALIFORNIA MECHANICAL CODE (CMC)

2019 CALIFORNIA ELECTRICAL CODE (CEC)

2019 CALIFORNIA RESIDENTIAL CODE (CRC)

2019 CALIFORNIA GREEN BUILDING STANDARDS CODE (CGBSC)

2019 CALIFORNIA FIRE CODE (CFC)

2019 CALIFORNIA ENERGY CODE

+ ALL OTHER APPLICABLE STATE AND LOCAL CODES AND ORDINANCES, INCLUDING THE CITY OF

SAN FRANCISCO BUILDING CODE (SFBC), THE SAN FRANCISCO MUNICIPAL CODE (SFMC) CHAPTER

IN THE EVENT OF CONFLICTS IN CODE REGULATIONS, THE MOST STRINGENT REQUIREMENTS APPLY.

CONTRACTOR SHALL NOTIFY ARCHITECT AND OWNER, IN WRITING, OF ANY DISCREPANCY BETWEEN THE

APPLICABLE CODES AND THESE DOCUMENTS.

IN THE EVENT THE CONTRACTOR ENCOUNTERS ON THE SITE MATERIAL REASONABLY BELIEVED TO BE
ASBESTOS, POLYCHLORINATED BIPHENYL (PCB), LEAD PAINT, OR ANY OTHER HAZARDOUS MATERIAL
WHICH HAS NOT BEEN RENDERED HARMLESS OR PREVIOUSLY IDENTIFIED, THE CONTRACTOR SHALL
IMMEDIATELY NOTIFY THE OWNER'S REPRESENTATIVE AND THE ARCHITECT IN WRITING AND COMPLY
WITH ALL SF & EPA REGULATIONS.

MANUFACTURER'S DESIGNATIONS ARE NOTES TO INDICATE PATTERN, COLOR, AND PERFORMANCE.

CONTRACTOR SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR VERIFYING ALL DIMENSIONS IN THE FIELD AND, IN THE EVENT

OF DISCREPANCY, REPORTING SUCH DISCREPANCY TO THE ARCHITECT, BEFORE COMMENCING WORK

CONTRACTOR SHALL NOT SCALE DRAWINGS. WRITTEN DIMENSIONS SHALL ALWAYS GOVERN.
CONTRACTOR REQUIRING DIMENSIONS NOT NOTED, SHALL CONTACT THE ARCHITECT FOR SUCH
INFORMATION PRIOR TO PROCEEDING WITH THE WORK RELATED TO THOSE DIMENSIONS.

ALL PLAN DIMENSIONS INDICATED ARE TO COLUMN CENTERLINE, TO FACE OF CONCRETE, TO FINISH
FACE OF GYP. BD., OR TO FACE OF MASONRY U.O.N.

CONTRACTOR SHALL PROVIDE ALL NECESSARY BLOCKING, BACKING, FRAMING, HANGERS, AND/OR
OTHER SUPPORTS FOR ALL FIXTURES, EQUIPMENT CASEWORK, FURNISHINGS AND ALL OTHER ITEMS
REQUIRING SAME.

CONTRACTOR SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR ALL CUTTING AND PATCHING REQUIRED FOR PROPER
INSTALLATION OF MATERIAL AND EQUIPMENT.

CONTRACTOR SHALL TAKE SUITABLE MEASURES TO PREVENT INTERACTION BETWEEN DISSIMILAR
MATERIALS.

"ALIGN" AS USED IN THESE DOCUMENTS SHALL MEAN TO ACCURATELY LOCATE FINISH FACES IN THE
SAME PLANE.

"TYPICAL" OR "TYP." MEANS FOR ALL SIMILAR CONDITIONS, U.ON.

DETAILS ARE USUALLY KEYED ONLY ONE PLACE (ON PLANS OR ELEVATIONS WHEN THEY FIRST OCCUR)
AND ARE TYPICAL FOR SIMILAR CONDITIONS THROUGHOUT, U.O.N.

CONSTRUCTION AREA MUST BE BROOM CLEANED DAILY AND ALL MATERIALS SHALL BE STACKED OR
PILED IN AN ORDERLY FASHION OUT OF TRAFFIC PATTERNS.

AT COMPLETION OF THE WORK, CONTRACTOR SHALL SHALL REMOVE ALL MARKS, STAINS,
FINGERPRINTS, DUST, DIRT, SPLATTERED PAINT, AND BLEMISHES RESULTING FROM THE VARIOUS
OPERATIONS THROUGHOUT THE PROJECT.

CONTRACTOR SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR REPAIRING DAMAGED AREAS THAT OCCUR DURING
CONSTRUCTION THAT ARE WITHIN THE SCOPE OF WORK OR OUTSIDE SCOPE OF WORK THAT ARE
CAUSED BY HIMHER OR SUB-CONTRACTORS.

WHERE ADJOINING DOORS HAVE DISSIMILAR FLOORING, MAKE CHANGE UNDER CENTERLINE OF DOOR,
U.ON.

ALL PIPE, CONDUIT, AND DUCT PENETRATIONS THROUGH FLOORS AND FIRE-RATED WALL AND CEILING
SHALL BE SEALED WITH FIREPROOFING PLASTER OR FIRESTOPPING TO FULL DEPTH OF SLAB OR
THICKNESS OF WALL/CEILING.

ENTERING INTO AN AGREEMENT WITH THE OWNER INDICATED THAT THE CONTRACTOR(S) HAS VISITED
THE SITE, FAMILIARIZED HIM/HERSELF WITH THE EXISTING CONDITIONS, AND REVIEWED SAME WITH THE
REQUIREMENTS OF THE CONTRACT DOCUMENTS.

CONTRACTOR SHALL COORDINATE ALL WORK WITH ALL SUB-CONTRACTORS, INCLUDING THOSE UNDER
SEPARATE CONTRACT WITH THE OWNERS.

CONTRACTOR SHALL SUBMIT CONFIRMATION WITH DELIVERY DATES ON ORDERS OF MATERIALS AND
EQUIPMENT OF ANY LONG LEAD TIME ORDER ITEMS.

A 6-8" MINIMUM HEADROOM SHALL BE PROVIDED AT ALL STAIRS.
CONTRACTOR SHALL PROTECT ALL EXCAVATION AND CONSTRUCTION FROM RAIN OR WATER DAMAGE.

COMMON ABBREVIATIONS:
(E) = EXISTING

(N) = NEW/PROPOSED

(P.A.) = PREVIOUSLY APPROVED

GWWB = GYP. BD. = GYPSUM WALLBOARD
MTL = METAL, S.8. = STAINLESS STEEL
GSM = GALVANIZED SHEET METAL

GM = GALVANIZED METAL

SSD = SEE STRUCTURAL DRAWINGS
AFF = ABOVE FINISHED FLOOR

BUR = BUILT-UP ROOFING

SYMBOLS

Existing Wall to Remain

New Wall

Wall to be Demolished

1 HR Rated Assembly

_— — ltem Above View Plane

Gypsum Wall Board

Plywood

Sl MDF

\\ j \ ) Hardwood

< ... Concrete
. A:,.. ) .' . ::4.
SRR
SRR

///////% Steel
’/////% Alurminurm

m Batt Insulation

Rigid Fiber Insulation

CODE NOTES

Elevation Reference
Drawing Number
Sheet Number

Interior Elevation Refer¢
Drawing
Sheet Number

Section Reference
Drawing Number
Sheet Number

Detail Reference
Drawing Number
Sheet Number

U
0 O

Reference Grid

Face of Structure Grid Number

Reference Grid

Column Center LiN Grid Number

Wall Construction Type

Align Finish Faces

Door Number
See Door Schedule

Window Number
See Window Schedule

Revision Number

Area of Revision

%}>®eei$$

Direction of Grain

N l  Align

GROUND
00.00

Elevation Target

1. PER SFBC 907.2.10.1.2, PROVIDE SMOKE DETECTORS ON EVERY FLOOR AND IN EVERY SLEEPING ROOM AND

HALLWAY OUTSIDE OF SLEEPING ROOMS.

2. PER SFBC TABLE 602, PROVIDE ONE HOUR RATED STRUCTURE EVERYWHERE WITHIN 5 FEET OF AND PARALLEL

TO THE PROPERTY LINE.

3. PER SFBC 406.1.4, PROVIDE GWB ASSEMBLIES BETWEEN PRIVATE GARAGE AND HABITABLE ROOMS (MIN. 172"

GWB BETWEEN THE DWELLING & ITS ATTIC AREA. GARAGES B

ENEATH HABITABLE ROOMS SHALL BE SEPARATED

FROM ALL HABITABLE ROOMS ABOVE BY NOT LESS THAN 5/8" TYPE "X" GWB OR EQ).

4. PROVIDE MIN. 1 EMERGENCY ESCAPE & RESCUE WINDOW PER SFBC 1026 AT ALL SLEEPING ROOMS.

CONSULTANTS

GEOTECHNICAL ENGINEER
ROMIG ENGINEERS
1390 EI Camino Real, Second Floor

San Carlos, CA 94070
(650) 591-5224

STRUCTURAL ENGINEER
Joe Terhemen Igber

SEDR Consulting

3805 Broadway

Oakland, CA

AERIAL PHOTOS

2. AERIAL PHOTO REAR OF PROPERTY LOOKING NORTH-WEST

VICINITY MAP

PROJECT DATA

ADDRESS 1863 PINE STREET SETBACKS EXISTING PROPOSED
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94109 REAR 16-6" NO CHANGE

BLOCK 0664 FRONT 5-2' NO CHANGE

LOT 020 EAST 0-0" NO CHANGE

ZONING RH-2 WEST 0-0" NO CHANGE

CONSTRUCTION TYPE V-A

OCCUPANCY R-3

SPRINKLER YES BUILDING HEIGHT EXISTING PROPOSED

T.0. ROOF *33- 3" *33-3"
LOT SIZE 1064 SF NO. OF STORIES 3 3

BUILDING AREA

(E) LEVEL 1 729 SF
(E) LEVEL2 733 SF
(E) LEVELS3 707 SF
TOTAL (E) AREA 2169 SF
PROPOSED LEVEL 1 729 SF
PROPOSED LEVEL 2 733 SF
PROPOSED LEVEL 3 707 SF
TOTAL (E) AND (N) AREA 2169 SF
PROJECT DESCRIPTION

INTERIOR REMODEL OF (E) 2169 SF HOME W/ 3 LEVELS INCLUDING RE-CLADDING OF REAR FACADE AND (N) FENESTRATION

*BUILDING HEIGHT TAKEN @ MIDPOINT T.0. CURB AND

INCLUDES CORNICE

DELTA
0SF
0SF
0SF
0SF
0SF

0SF

ON THE REAR FACADE . NO CHANGE OR INCREASE TO EXISTING FLOOR AREA.
ALL WINDOWS ON REMAINING EXISTING FACADES WILL BE REPLACED (IN-KIND) WITH NO CHANGE TO EXISTING OPENING

OR AREA. SITE IMPROVEMENTS INCLUDE COSMETIC IMPROVEMENTS TO THE REAR YARD, AND A RE-BUILT (IN-KIND) REAR

STAIR. ADDITIONAL STRUCTURAL WORK INCLUDED THROUGHOUT AS WELL TO SUPPORT CHANGES.

DRAWING INDEX
ARCHITECTURAL
A0.0 COVER SHEET

SITE SURVEY
A1.0 EXISTING + PROPOSED SITE PLANS
A2.0 DEMOLITION + PROPOSED FLOOR PLANS - LEVEL 1
A21 DEMOLITION + PROPOSED FLOOR PLANS - LEVEL 2
A22 DEMOLITION + PROPOSED FLOOR PLANS - LEVEL 3
A23 DEMOLITION + PROPOSED ROOF PLANS
A3.0 EXISTING + PROPOSED FRONT ELEVATIONS
A3.1 EXISTING + PROPOSED REAR ELEVATIONS
A32 EXISTING + PROPOSED TRANSVERSE SECTION
A33 EXISTING + PROPOSED LONGITUDINAL SECTION
A4.0 CONTEXT PHOTOS
A4 CONTEXT PHOTOS

13 SHEETS TOTAL

ARCHITECT

contactc  THE OPEN WORKSHOP

address 2830 20TH ST #208
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94110

phone 917.657.1290

email  neeraj.bhatia@theopenworkshop.ca

STAMP

RESERVED FOR PLANNING/ DBl

PROJECT

1863
PINE
STREET

contacts SURINDER SANDHU
address 1863 PINE STREET
SAN FRANCISCO, CA

email surinder1 @comcast.net
ISSUE

SCALE

NO SCALE

DATE
0208202¢
TITLE SHEET NO.

COVER SHEET
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GENERAL NOTES:
(1) ALL DISTANCES: (RECORD) = MEASURED, UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED.

(2) IT IS THE RESPONSIBILITY OF THE CONTRACTOR TO HAVE ALL THE UTILITIES
MARKED BY THE RESPECTIVE UTILITY COMFPANY FPRIOR TO CONSTRUCTION.

(3) PRIOR TO ANY DIGGING, CALL U.S.A. (811) AT LEAST 48 HOURS IN ADVANCE TO
HAVE EXISTING UNDERGROUND UTILITIES MARKED.

(4) GROUND CONDITIONS SHOWN HEREON REFLECT CONDITIONS ON THE DATE OF THE
SURVEY.

(5) ENCROACHMENT UPON AND BY THE ADJOINING PRIVATE PROPERTY(IES) ARE
HEREBY NOTED AND 1T SHALL BE THE RESPONSIBILITY SOLELY OF THE PROPERTY
OWNERS INVOLVED TO RESOLVE ANY ISSUE WHICH MAY ARISE THEREFROM.

(6) SINCE A CURRENT POLICY OF TITLE INSURANCE WAS NOT AVAILABLE AT THE TIME
OF THIS SURVEY, THE CONSULTANT IS NOT RESPONSIBLE FOR THE OMISSION HEREON
OF ANY FACTS WHICH WOULD NORMALLY BE DISCLOSED BY SUCH A POLICY. INCLUDING
THE LOCATION AND PRESENCE OF EASEMENTS.

(7) ROOF/EAVE ELEVATIONS WERE TAKEN AT HIGHEST RELEVANT POINT(S) VISIBLE
FROM THE GROUND.

(8) TREES WERE LOCATED BY ESTIMATING THE CENTER OF THE TREE WHERE IT ENTERS
THE GROUND & IDENTIFYING THE DIAMETER AT BREAST HEIGHT. TREE TYPES MAY BE
VERIFIED BY A CERTIFIED ARBORIST, IFF NECESSARY.

(9) ONLY ACCESSIBLE SURFACE UTILITIES WVISIBLE ON THE DATE OF THIS SURVEY ARE
SHOWN. THIS SURVEY DOES NOT SHOW THE LOCATION OF, OR ENCROACHMENTS BY
SUBSURFACE UTILITIES, FOOTING, FOUNDATIONS AND/OR BASEMENTS OF BUILDINGS. ALL
USERS ARE ADVISED TO CONTRACT SEPARATELY WITH AN UNDERGROUND UTILITY
LOCATION COMFPANY AND TO REVIEW PUBLIC, QUASI—PUBLIC AND GIS UTILITY DATA
SOURCES IF THEY WANT MORE INFORMATION.

(710) THE BUILDING FOOTPRINT SHOWN IS AT GROUND LEVEL UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED.

(71) ONLY VISIBLE ACCESSIBLE GROUND LEVEL PERIMETER FEATURES ARE SHOWN. NON
ACCESSIBLE / OVERHEAD ,/ SUBTERRANEAN ENCROACHMENTS MAY EXIST.

(12) THE INFORMATION SHOWN ON THIS MAP SHALL NOT BE USED FOR ANY
IMPROVEMENT STAKING OR CONSTRUCTION. ANY LAYOUT OR CONSTRUCTION SHALL BE
BASED ON SITE STAKING PERFORMED BY THIS OFFICE.

13) ANY REPRODUCTION OF THIS MAP WITHOUT MY PROFESSIONAL LAND SURVEYOR'S
STAMP AND WET SIGNATURE 1S NOT CONSIDERED AN ORIGINAL VERSION OF THIS MAF.

BASIS OF ELEVATION

FOUND LETTER "0" IN OPEN TOP HPFS HYDRANT AT THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF
PINE AND GOUGH STREETS. ELEVATION = 242.122° CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN
FRANCISCO VERTICAL DATUM.

BASIS OF SURVEY

GRANT DEED RECORDED FEBRUARY 10, 2020 AS DOC:2020—-K900742. OFFICIAL
RECORDS OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO.
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