
 
BOARD OF APPEALS, CITY & COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO 

 
Appeal of           Appeal No. 23-059 
JAY MARTIN, ) 
                                                                     Appellant(s) )  
 ) 
vs. )    
 ) 
DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING INSPECTION,  ) 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT APPROVAL Respondent  
 
 

NOTICE OF APPEAL 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT on November 20, 2023, 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 November 3, 2023 to 17th and 
Peralta LLC, of an Alteration Permit (chain link material to be replaced for 70' of 75' total length; existing fence is 10' high 
and has been repeatedly vandalized by trespassers; replace chain link material; this is for 957 Treat Avenue under Block 
3639 and Lots 036A, 036B and 036 as recorded by CCSF Assessor’s Office on 10/20/2023) at 957 Treat Avenue. 
 
APPLICATION NO. 2023/11/01/9926 
 
FOR HEARING ON January 10, 2024 
 
Address of Appellant(s):                  Address of Other Parties:  

 
Jay Martin, Appellant(s) 
2784 22nd Street 
San Francisco, CA 94110 
 

 
17th and Peralta LLC, Permit Holder(s) 
c/o Alex Menendez, Agent for Permit Holder(s) 
931 Treat Avenue 
San Francisco, CA 94110 
 
 
 

 
 



      Date Filed: November 20, 2023 
 
CITY & COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO  
BOARD OF APPEALS 
 

PRELIMINARY STATEMENT FOR APPEAL NO. 23-059     
 
I / We, Jay Martin, hereby appeal the following departmental action: ISSUANCE of Alteration Permit No. 
2023/11/01/9926  by the Department of Building Inspection which was issued or became effective on: 

November 3, 2023, to: 17th and Peralta LLC, for the property located at: 957 Treat Avenue.  
 

BRIEFING SCHEDULE:  
 
Appellant's Brief is due on or before:  4:30 p.m. on December 21, 2023, (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, corey.teague@sfgov.org, 
tina.tam@sfgov.org, matthew.greene@sfgov.org and amen@monkeybrains.net. 
 
Respondent's and Other Parties' Briefs are due on or before: 4:30 p.m. on January 4, 2024, (no later than one Thursday 
prior to hearing date).  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, 
corey.teague@sfgov.org, tina.tam@sfgov.org matthew.greene@sfgov.org and italicize@gmail.com. 
 
Hard copies of the briefs do NOT need to be submitted to the Board Office or to the other parties. 
 
Hearing Date: Wednesday, January 10, 2024, 5:00 p.m., Room 416 San Francisco City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett 
Place.    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:  
 
Not Submitted. 
 

Appellant or Agent: 
 

Signature: Via Email 
 

Print Name: Jay Martin, appellant 
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11/20/23, 2:35 PM Department of Building Inspection

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

Permit Details Report

Report Date: 11/20/2023 2:34:54 PM
  
Application Number: 202311019926
Form Number: 8
Address(es): 3639 / 036 / 0 957 TREAT AV

Description:

CHAIN LINK MATERIAL TO BE REPLACED FOR 70' OF 75' TOTAL LENGTH.
EXTG FENCE IS 10' HIGH. EXTG FENCE HAS BEEN REPEATEDLY VANDALIZED
BY TRESPASSERS. REPLACE CHAIN LINK MATERIAL. THIS IS FOR 957 TREAT
AVENUE UNDER BLOCK 3639 & LOTS 036A & 036B & 036 AS RECORDED BY
THE CCSF ASSESOR'S OFFICE 10/20/2023

Cost: $3,400.00
Occupancy Code:
Building Use: 79 - VACANT LOT

Disposition / Stage:

Action Date Stage Comments
11/1/2023 TRIAGE  
11/1/2023 FILING  
11/1/2023 FILED  
11/3/2023 APPROVED  
11/3/2023 ISSUED  

Contact Details:
Contractor Details:

License Number: OWN
Name: OWNER OWNER
Company Name: OWNER
Address: OWNER * OWNER CA 00000-0000
Phone:

Addenda Details:
Description:

Station Rev# Arrive Start In
Hold

Out
Hold Finish Checked By Review

Result Hold Description

INTAKE  11/1/23 11/1/23 11/1/23 SHAWL
HAREGGEWAIN Administrative  

CP-ZOC  11/1/23 11/1/23 11/1/23 LANGLIE
MICHELLE Approved

11/01/2023 OTC APPROVAL AS
FOLLOWS: REPLACEMENT OF
CHAIN LINK FENCING INKIND
ALONG TREAT FRONTAGE -
SUBPARCEL 036b. VACANT LOT -
NO CHANGE OF USE.
MICHELLE.LANGLIE@SFGOV.ORG

BLDG  11/1/23 11/1/23 11/1/23 CHEUNG
JIMMY Approved APPROVED.

CP-ZOC  11/2/23 11/2/23 11/2/23 LANGLIE
MICHELLE

Issued
Comments

11/2/2023 ADDED ADDL CPC-ZOC
LINE FOR ADDITIONAL REVIEW
PER C. TEAGUE.
MICHELLE.LANGLIE@SFGOV.ORG

CP-ZOC  11/3/23 11/3/23 11/3/23 LAUSH MAGGIE Administrative

11/3/23: CP-ZOC hold removed per
written guidance from Zoning
Administrator -
Maggie.Laush@sfgov.org

CP-ZOC 1 11/3/23 11/3/23 11/3/23 LAUSH MAGGIE Administrative

11/3/23: CP-ZOC hold removed per
written guidance from Zoning
Administrator -
Maggie.Laush@sfgov.org

BID-
INSP  11/3/23 11/3/23 11/3/23 CHIU

JONATHAN Approved OK to approve per M.G.

CPB  11/3/23 11/3/23 11/3/23 VICTORIO
CHRISTOPHER Administrative  

This permit has been issued. For information pertaining to this permit, please call 628-652-3450.

 

Appointments:

Appointment
Date

Appointment
AM/PM

Appointment
Code Appointment Type Description Time

Slots
11/22/2023 AM VS IVR Scheduled START WORK 1

http://www.sfgov.org/
http://www6.sfgov.org/index.aspx?page=2
http://www6.sfgov.org/index.aspx?page=3
http://www6.sfgov.org/index.aspx?page=4
http://www6.sfgov.org/index.aspx?page=5
http://www6.sfgov.org/index.aspx?page=6
http://www6.sfgov.org/index.aspx?page=44
http://www.sfgov.org/


11/20/23, 2:35 PM Department of Building Inspection
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Contact SFGov Accessibility Policies
City and County of San Francisco © 2023

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

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.

http://www6.sfgov.org/index.aspx?page=44
http://www6.sfgov.org/index.aspx?page=73
http://www6.sfgov.org/index.aspx?page=45
http://www.sfgov.org/
http://sfdbi.org/instant-online-permit
http://dbiweb.sfgov.org/DBI_FAQ/DBI_FAQs.html


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

From: Rosenberg, Julie (BOA)
To: Jay Martin
Cc: Longaway, Alec (BOA)
Subject: RE: Appeal No. 23-059 @ 957 Treat Avenue
Date: Monday, November 27, 2023 3:13:00 PM
Attachments: image001.png

Thank you, Jay. Your statement will be added to the appeal documents. Note: The Board does
not have jurisdiction over the complaints that you reference below.
 
 
Julie Rosenberg
Executive Director
San Francisco Board of Appeals
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1475
San Francisco, CA 94103
Phone: 628-652-1151
Email: julie.rosenberg@sfgov.org
 
From: Jay Martin <italicize@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 27, 2023 2:55 PM
To: Rosenberg, Julie (BOA) <julie.rosenberg@sfgov.org>
Cc: Longaway, Alec (BOA) <alec.longaway@sfgov.org>
Subject: Re: Appeal No. 23-059 @ 957 Treat Avenue
 

 

Ms. Rosenberg, 
 
I ask the Board of Appeals to review whether DBI properly determined that the applicant was eligible for building
permit 202311019926. 

Before appealing I asked DBI for information. Maggie Laush of DBI directed me to Corey Teague of Planning, who
gave me a nonspecific answer. The answer referred to "updated documentation regarding the partial ownership
of the subject lot." The documentation was "review[ed]...and discuss[ed] with colleagues." I asked for details but
hadn't received any by the deadline to appeal (or since). 

Additionally, I ask the Board of Appeals to review whether DBI properly abated complaint 202315988. The
inspector determined, "Reinforcing of fence within scope." The permit only approved, "Replacement of chain link
fencing in-kind." 

If it were not too late, I would also ask the Board to review the DBI determination in complaints 202313578
(9/19/23) and 202308759 (5/30/23). 
 
Yours, 
Jay Martin 
 
On Mon, Nov 27, 2023 at 12:38 PM Rosenberg, Julie (BOA) <julie.rosenberg@sfgov.org> wrote:

Hi Jay: I just left you a voice message. Please email me the reasons or grounds for your
appeal and what action is being requested of the Board. This information is required by the
Board Rules (see below). Of course you can elaborate on the reasons in your brief. Please

mailto:julie.rosenberg@sfgov.org
mailto:italicize@gmail.com
mailto:alec.longaway@sfgov.org
mailto:julie.rosenberg@sfgov.org
mailto:julie.rosenberg@sfgov.org



note that this is separate from the optional supplementary statement.
 
Thank you,
Julie
 
 

 
Julie Rosenberg
Executive Director
San Francisco Board of Appeals
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1475
San Francisco, CA 94103
Phone: 628-652-1151
Email: julie.rosenberg@sfgov.org
 

mailto:julie.rosenberg@sfgov.org


 



  

         BRIEF SUBMITTED BY THE APPELLANT(S) 



1 

Brief for Appeal No. 23-059 of Alteration Permit No. 2023/11/01/9926 

 

 

The permit holder had a permit revoked by the Board of Appeal on April 26, 2023 

(Appeal No. 23-008). A somewhat similar permit was approved by DBI and Planning on 

Nov. 1, 2023. I ask the Board to review the approval by DBI and Planning.  

Before filing this appeal, I exchanged emails with Planning, seeking an 

explanation for their approval (Exhibit A). Planning described a review process, but did 

not say what documents they had reviewed and what determinations they had made about 

those documents. I trust that Planning will provide those specific documents and specific 

determinations for the Board to consider.  

After considering whether the permit holder was eligible for the permit, please 

consider whether the permit holder did work beyond the scope of the permit. When I 

exchanged emails with DBI about the scope, a senior building inspector agreed with the 

initial inspector that the work was within scope (Exhibit B). However, I ask Board 

whether the word “replacement” can be ignored or extended as much as DBI did in this 

case. 

Alteration Permit No. 2023/11/01/9926 was requested on Nov. 1 and issued on 

Nov. 3, 2023. Work was done Nov. 3 that exactly fit the description in the application 

(“Chain link material to be replaced”) and in the approval (“Replacement of chain link 

fencing in-kind”). Different work was done 11 days later that didn’t fit the description, 

when new piping was added to the fence.  

 

 

Thank you for your consideration of this appeal. 

Jay Martin 



 

 
Exhibit A 



12/21/23, 2:08 PM Gmail - Question about permit application 202311019926

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ik=334d31be7b&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-a:r1165425552788896462&dsqt=1&simpl=msg-a:r11654255… 1/4

Jay Martin <italicize@gmail.com>

Question about permit application 202311019926
Jay Martin <italicize@gmail.com> Wed, Dec 13, 2023 at 8:54 AM
To: "Teague, Corey (CPC)" <corey.teague@sfgov.org>
Cc: "Laush, Maggie (CPC)" <maggie.laush@sfgov.org>

Corey, 

I'm resending my questions from last month, just to get my message back to the top of your email. 

Thanks, 
Jay Martin 

On Thu, Nov 16, 2023 at 1:18 PM Jay Martin <italicize@gmail.com> wrote:
Corey, 

Yes, that explanation does help. How may I see the updated documentation regarding the partial ownership that you
reviewed? How may I understand your review and discussion of it, which led to the Planning Department providing
approval? I'm asking for the specific documents and Planning's specific determinations about those documents. 

Thanks, 
Jay Martin 

On Thu, Nov 16, 2023, 12:56 PM Teague, Corey (CPC) <corey.teague@sfgov.org> wrote:

Jay,

For Clarity, DBI did not issue the permit only because Planning approved it. Instead, a permit may not be issued
unless all relevant agencies have approved the permit based on each agency’s codes and policies. So it’s accurate
to say that DBI could not issue the permit “unless” Planning also approved it, but it is not accurate to say that DBI
issued the permit “because” Planning approved it. DBI also had to review and approve the permit independently per
their own code.

 

Regarding the Planning Department’s approval, I delayed the Planning Department’s final approval until I had time to
review updated documentation regarding the partial ownership of the subject lot by the applicant (Planning had
already initially approved the permit based on the scope of work being permitted under the Planning Code). Once I
was able to review that documentation and discuss with colleagues, I informed our counter staff at the time (Maggie)
that the Planning Department could provide its final approval of the permit. There was no reason or rationale under
the Planning Code to not approve the permit.

 

I hope that helps.

 

Corey A. Teague, AICP, LEED AP

Zoning Administrator

(he/him/his)

 

Current Planning Division

mailto:italicize@gmail.com
mailto:corey.teague@sfgov.org


12/21/23, 2:08 PM Gmail - Question about permit application 202311019926

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ik=334d31be7b&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-a:r1165425552788896462&dsqt=1&simpl=msg-a:r11654255… 2/4

San Francisco Planning

49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103

Direct: 628-652-7328 | sfplanning.org  

San Francisco Property Information Map

 

From: Jay Martin <italicize@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, November 16, 2023 11:31 AM
To: Teague, Corey (CPC) <corey.teague@sfgov.org>
Cc: Laush, Maggie (CPC) <maggie.laush@sfgov.org>
Subject: Re: Question about permit application 202311019926

 

Corey, 

 

Thank you for your answer, but in this case it looks like DBI was relying on Planning. Maggie Laush approved a
permit based on guidance from you, received through a Teams message (screen image attached). 

 

So I'm asking you for your reasons for giving your OK for a permit.  

 

Thanks, 

Jay Martin 

 

On Thu, Nov 16, 2023, 11:02 AM Teague, Corey (CPC) <corey.teague@sfgov.org> wrote:

Jay,

The Planning Department cannot speak on behalf of DBI. You should contact DBI directly with any questions you
may have regarding their review and actions on this permit. Thanks.

 

Corey A. Teague, AICP, LEED AP

Zoning Administrator

(he/him/his)

 

Current Planning Division

San Francisco Planning

49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103

Direct: 628-652-7328 | sfplanning.org  

San Francisco Property Information Map

 

http://www.sfplanning.org/
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12/21/23, 2:08 PM Gmail - Question about permit application 202311019926

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ik=334d31be7b&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-a:r1165425552788896462&dsqt=1&simpl=msg-a:r11654255… 3/4

From: Jay Martin <italicize@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, November 15, 2023 4:36 PM
To: Laush, Maggie (CPC) <maggie.laush@sfgov.org>
Cc: Teague, Corey (CPC) <corey.teague@sfgov.org>
Subject: Re: Question about permit application 202311019926

 

Ms. Laush, thank you for the openness.

 

Mr. Teague, can you tell me why DBI gave a permit to Rudy Rucker for a repair at 957 Treat? An earlier permit was
revoked, 202303022910, although that permit wasn't for the same fence. 

 

Thanks, 

Jay

 

On Wed, Nov 15, 2023, 12:14 PM Laush, Maggie (CPC) <maggie.laush@sfgov.org> wrote:

Hi Jay,

 

Sure, I’m happy to provide a copy of the guidance I received from the Zoning Administrator (Corey Teague,
cc’ed). My understanding is that this is a part of the public record.

 

The direction was provided via Microsoft Teams chat, which is most easily shared as a screenshot. Please see
attached.

 

Thanks,
Maggie

 

Maggie Laush, Planner
Districts 9 & 10, Current Planning Division

she/her/hers

San Francisco Planning

49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103

Direct: 628.652.7339 | www.sfplanning.org

San Francisco Property Information Map

 

From: Jay Martin <italicize@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, November 14, 2023 6:42 PM
To: Laush, Maggie (CPC) <maggie.laush@sfgov.org>
Subject: Question about permit application 202311019926

 

mailto:italicize@gmail.com
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12/21/23, 2:08 PM Gmail - Question about permit application 202311019926

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ik=334d31be7b&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-a:r1165425552788896462&dsqt=1&simpl=msg-a:r11654255… 4/4

 
This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

 

Ms. Laush,

For permit application 202311019926, the Permit Details Report says, "11/3/23: CP-ZOC hold removed per
written guidance from Zoning Administrator - Maggie.Laush@sfgov.org."

May I see a copy of the written guidance? Is it public information?

Thanks,
Jay Martin
2784 22nd Street
San Francisco, CA 94110

mailto:Maggie.Laush@sfgov.org


 

 
Exhibit B 

 



12/21/23, 2:04 PM Gmail - Question about appeals or reviews
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Jay Martin <italicize@gmail.com>

Question about appeals or reviews
Hernandez, Mauricio (DBI) <mauricio.hernandez@sfgov.org> Tue, Dec 19, 2023 at 11:16 AM
To: Jay Martin <italicize@gmail.com>

Hello Mr. Mar�n,

 

Yesterday when I visited the site I no�ce that one of the gates is covered by two pieces of plywood so I’m not sure if the work is
completed, also the permit is suspended therefore the permit holder cannot call for any inspec�ons and the district inspector is not
able to perform inspec�on to verify if all the work is complete or if needs items to be corrected.

 

In my opinion the horizontal supports are within the allowable replacement or repair for the fence. As per my previous response, the
rou�ng does not seem to have any historical restric�ons so if the permit holder wants to add extra support to the frame of this fence
then there is no separate permit required

 

 

 

Thank you,

Mauricio Hernandez

Senior Building Inspector

49 South Van Ness Ave SF 94103

Direct 628 652 3440

 

From: Jay Mar�n <italicize@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 19, 2023 9:48 AM
To: Hernandez, Mauricio (DBI) <mauricio.hernandez@sfgov.org>
Subject: Re: Ques�on about appeals or reviews

 

Mr. Hernandez, 

 

Thank you for reviewing the fence work at 957 Treat Avenue. You're right about the criteria of in-kind, of course, but what about the
criteria of replacement? The application and permit were for replacement. 

 

In the attached photo, nothing was being replaced, only added. Did the work in the photo need a separate permit for adding horizontal
bracing? 

 

Thanks, 

Jay Martin 

 

https://www.google.com/maps/search/49+South+Van+Ness+Ave+SF+94103?entry=gmail&source=g
mailto:italicize@gmail.com
mailto:mauricio.hernandez@sfgov.org
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12/21/23, 2:04 PM Gmail - Question about appeals or reviews
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On Tue, Dec 19, 2023 at 8:18 AM Hernandez, Mauricio (DBI) <mauricio.hernandez@sfgov.org> wrote:

Hello Mr. Mar�n,

 

I visited the site yesterday and review your concerns about the scope of work and  the complaint.

 

The scope of work is within the criteria of in-kind as the material remains the same. Per the notes under the permit rou�ng there
are no historical restric�ons that I can see so adding horizontal bracing to the chain-link fence is not exceeding scope of work .

 

Thank you,

Mauricio Hernandez

Senior Building Inspector

49 South Van Ness Ave SF 94103

Direct 628 652 3440

 

From: Greene, Ma�hew (DBI) <matthew.greene@sfgov.org>
Sent: Friday, December 15, 2023 3:12 PM
To: Hernandez, Mauricio (DBI) <mauricio.hernandez@sfgov.org>
Cc: Jay Mar�n <italicize@gmail.com>
Subject: RE: Ques�on about appeals or reviews

 

Mauricio,

 

As we discussed, please reach out to Mr. Mar�n about his concerns.

 

Thank you,

 

Ma� Greene

Ac�ng Deputy DIrector

Inspec�on Services

Department of Building Inspec�on

49 South Van Ness Avenue, 4th Floor

San Francisco, CA 94103

(628) 652-3637

SF.gov/DBI

Sign up for customer updates

 

mailto:mauricio.hernandez@sfgov.org
https://www.google.com/maps/search/49+South+Van+Ness+Ave+SF+94103?entry=gmail&source=g
mailto:matthew.greene@sfgov.org
mailto:mauricio.hernandez@sfgov.org
mailto:italicize@gmail.com
https://www.google.com/maps/search/49+South+Van+Ness+Avenue?entry=gmail&source=g
https://url.avanan.click/v2/___http:/sf.gov/dbi___.YXAzOnNmZHQyOmE6bzplOTA5ZjY5YTNmZDIwYzM4Nzg3YWZhODc5YzNkYmM4MTo2OjgwYTg6ZjY0ZTgzYTUxZmM3MDc5MDhkN2QzYzAwYzdlYjlmYTI1MDJlMzI3NGM2ZjZiNDc4YjY3OWJjODM3YjBiNzJmYTpoOlQ
https://url.avanan.click/v2/___https:/signup.e2ma.net/signup/1946670/1933387/___.YXAzOnNmZHQyOmE6bzplOTA5ZjY5YTNmZDIwYzM4Nzg3YWZhODc5YzNkYmM4MTo2OjdmZmY6MjA2MGUwOTVlMDRiMjc3Y2M4NGY5MTRmZWUzMmEwNzFlYzhkM2E0YmFiZmQwYmRhZmE3OGUzNjNjMDIyYTMzZDpoOlQ


12/21/23, 2:04 PM Gmail - Question about appeals or reviews

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ik=334d31be7b&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f:1785739003550993211&dsqt=1&simpl=msg-f:1785739003… 3/8

 

From: Jay Mar�n <italicize@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, December 13, 2023 9:41 AM
To: Greene, Ma�hew (DBI) <ma�hew.greene@sfgov.org>
Subject: Re: Ques�on about appeals or reviews

 

Matt, 

 

Thank you for the reply. Please forward the following concern to the supervisor for Inspector Eisenbeiser: 

Permit 202311019926 said, "Replacement of chain link fencing in-kind." 
The permit holder not only replaced some damaged chain link but also added new pipe. See the before and after photos. 
In response to complaint 202315988 the inspector wrote, "Reinforcing of fence within scope." 
To me the new pipe seems outside the scope, because replacement doesn't include adding. 

To me it looks like Inspector Eisenbeiser cut the permit holder some slack. Some slack might be appropriate with other permit holders,
but not this permit holder. 

 

I ask that the case be reopened and inspected strictly by the book. 

 

Thank you for your help, and I look forward to receiving further news and information about complaint 202315988. 

 

Thanks, 

Jay Martin 

 

mailto:italicize@gmail.com
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On Tue, Dec 12, 2023 at 2:55 PM Greene, Matthew (DBI) <matthew.greene@sfgov.org> wrote:

Jay,

 

The process is if you do not agree with an inspector’s determina�on, you can bring your concerns to that Inspector’s
supervisor.  As  I previously said, if you tell me the Inspector’s name, I will have the Senior Inspector reach out to you.

 

If you are not comfortable with that process, and  you believe that the Inspector is abusing their authority, or otherwise ac�ng
improperly, the City has a Whistleblower program .  You can find details on the program at: h�ps://sf.gov/how-file-
whistleblower-report

 

Tahnk you,

 

Ma� Greene

Ac�ng Deputy DIrector

mailto:matthew.greene@sfgov.org
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Inspec�on Services

Department of Building Inspec�on

49 South Van Ness Avenue, 4th Floor

San Francisco, CA 94103

(628) 652-3637

SF.gov/DBI

Sign up for customer updates

 

 

From: Jay Mar�n <italicize@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 12, 2023 2:00 PM
To: Greene, Ma�hew (DBI) <ma�hew.greene@sfgov.org>
Subject: Re: Ques�on about appeals or reviews

 

Matthew, 

 

I'm resending my questions from two weeks ago, just to get my message back to the top of your email. 

 

Thanks, 

Jay Martin 

 

 

On Thu, Nov 30, 2023 at 9:29 AM Jay Martin <italicize@gmail.com> wrote:

Matthew, 

 

Thanks for the response. Is there a formal process? Something in writing? A way to send photos as evidence? 

 

I believe that a determination was too lenient, and I want to request that the DBI change the determination. 

 

Thanks, 

Jay Martin 

 

 

On Thu, Nov 30, 2023 at 8:39 AM Greene, Matthew (DBI) <matthew.greene@sfgov.org> wrote:

Jay,

 

You can always speak to the Inspector's Supervisor.   Who is the inspector in question?  I can put you in contact with their
Senior Inspector. 

 

https://www.google.com/maps/search/49+South+Van+Ness+Avenue?entry=gmail&source=g
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Thank you,

 

Matthew Greene

 

Get Outlook for iOS

From: Jay Mar�n <italicize@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, November 30, 2023 8:34:56 AM
To: Greene, Ma�hew (DBI) <ma�hew.greene@sfgov.org>
Cc: Longaway, Alec (BOA) <alec.longaway@sfgov.org>; Rosenberg, Julie (BOA) <julie.rosenberg@sfgov.org>
Subject: Ques�on about appeals or reviews

 

Mr. Greene, 

 

How do I appeal or request a review of a determination by a DBI inspector? 

 

Thanks, 

Jay Martin 

 

 

On Mon, Nov 27, 2023 at 4:54 PM Rosenberg, Julie (BOA) <julie.rosenberg@sfgov.org> wrote:

Thanks, Jay you can include your statement, below, with your brief.

 

Regarding how to appeal the decision of a building inspector, I am copying Matt Greene, Deputy Director of Inspection
Services who can provide you with guidance.

 

 

Julie Rosenberg

Executive Director

San Francisco Board of Appeals

49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1475

San Francisco, CA 94103

Phone: 628-652-1151

Email: julie.rosenberg@sfgov.org

 

From: Jay Martin <italicize@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, November 27, 2023 4:49 PM
To: Rosenberg, Julie (BOA) <julie.rosenberg@sfgov.org>
Cc: Longaway, Alec (BOA) <alec.longaway@sfgov.org>
Subject: Re: Appeal No. 23-059 @ 957 Treat Avenue

 

Ms. Rosenberg, 
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mailto:alec.longaway@sfgov.org
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 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

 

Please add work beyond the scope of the permit as an additional reason for my appeal of building permit 202311019926. 

 

To whom do I appeal the decision of a DBI inspector? 

Thanks, 

Jay Martin 

 

On Mon, Nov 27, 2023 at 3:13 PM Rosenberg, Julie (BOA) <julie.rosenberg@sfgov.org> wrote:

Thank you, Jay. Your statement will be added to the appeal documents. Note: The Board does not have jurisdiction over
the complaints that you reference below.

 

 

Julie Rosenberg

Executive Director

San Francisco Board of Appeals

49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1475

San Francisco, CA 94103

Phone: 628-652-1151

Email: julie.rosenberg@sfgov.org

 

From: Jay Martin <italicize@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, November 27, 2023 2:55 PM
To: Rosenberg, Julie (BOA) <julie.rosenberg@sfgov.org>
Cc: Longaway, Alec (BOA) <alec.longaway@sfgov.org>
Subject: Re: Appeal No. 23-059 @ 957 Treat Avenue

 

 

Ms. Rosenberg, 

 

I ask the Board of Appeals to review whether DBI properly determined that the applicant was eligible for building permit
202311019926. 

Before appealing I asked DBI for information. Maggie Laush of DBI directed me to Corey Teague of Planning, who gave
me a nonspecific answer. The answer referred to "updated documentation regarding the partial ownership of the subject
lot." The documentation was "review[ed]...and discuss[ed] with colleagues." I asked for details but hadn't received any by
the deadline to appeal (or since). 

Additionally, I ask the Board of Appeals to review whether DBI properly abated complaint 202315988. The inspector
determined, "Reinforcing of fence within scope." The permit only approved, "Replacement of chain link fencing in-kind." 

If it were not too late, I would also ask the Board to review the DBI determination in complaints 202313578 (9/19/23) and
202308759 (5/30/23). 

 

Yours, 

mailto:julie.rosenberg@sfgov.org
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Jay Martin 

 

On Mon, Nov 27, 2023 at 12:38 PM Rosenberg, Julie (BOA) <julie.rosenberg@sfgov.org> wrote:

Hi Jay: I just left you a voice message. Please email me the reasons or grounds for your appeal and what action is
being requested of the Board. This information is required by the Board Rules (see below). Of course you can
elaborate on the reasons in your brief. Please note that this is separate from the optional supplementary statement.

 

Thank you,

Julie

 

 

 

Julie Rosenberg

Executive Director

San Francisco Board of Appeals

49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1475

San Francisco, CA 94103

Phone: 628-652-1151

Email: julie.rosenberg@sfgov.org

 

mailto:julie.rosenberg@sfgov.org
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Joshua A. Ridless (SBN 15413) 
Ridless Law Office  
500 Washington Street, Suite 700 
San Francisco, CA 94111  
TEL (415) 614-2600 
jr@ridlesslaw.com  
Atorneys for 17th and Peralta, LLC, Permit Holder 

 

BOARD OF APPEALS FOR THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO 

 
Jay Mar�n, Appellant  

v. 

Dept. of Building Inspec�on, Planning Dept., 
Respondents  

 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Appeal No. 23-059 
 
Permit Holder’s Reply to Appellant’s Brief for 
Appeal No. 23-059 

 Hearing: January 11, 2024 at 5:00 pm 
 

 

To the Board of Appeals, Appellant and Respondents, and their atorneys of record: 17th and 
Peralta, LLC, herea�er the “Permit Holder”, hereby submits its brief in response to the appeal filed by Mr. 
Jay Mar�n, Appellant.   

I. Introduc�on. 

This appeal relates to the permit to repair and replace a fence on Permit Holder’s real property.  
At the �me of filing this appeal, Appellant provided no basis or grounds.  Subsequently, Appellant 
submited a brief reques�ng that the Board consider whether Permit Holder (i) was eligible for Altera�on 
Permit No. 2023/11/01/9926 (“the permit”) for real property iden�fied as Block 3639, Lot 036B in the 
books of the San Francisco County Recorder’s Office, commonly known as 957 Treat Avenue, San 
Francisco, CA 94110, and (ii) exceeded the scope of the permit.  On the first ques�on, Appellant provides 
no evidence at all that the permit was issued in error, and instead asks this Board to find a reason to 
invalidate it.  Appellant’s second ques�on about the scope of the permit also lacks merit, and is 
answered by DBI Inspector Mauricio Hernandez’s December 19, 2023 email sta�ng that Permit Holder’s 
repair of the fence was in his opinion within the scope of the permit.  (See Appeal No. 23-059 (Exhibit B), 
also atached here as Ex. C).   For the reasons set forth below, Permit Holder respec�ully asks the Board 
to deny Appellant’s baseless appeal and reinstate the permit. 

II. Legal Authori�es. 
 
A. Permit Holder’s Real Property Interest in 036B. 

  Permit Holder holds a tenancy in common in the real property iden�fied as Block 3639, Lot 036B 
in the books of the San Francisco County Recorder’s Office (036B), commonly known as 957 Treat 

mailto:jr@ridlesslaw.com
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Avenue, San Francisco, CA 94110.  (See Ex. A., Recorded Quitclaim Deeds, and Ex. B, San Francisco 
County Recorder’s Office’s Change in Ownership Form).1  This property interest was perfected through 
four quitclaim deeds gran�ng Permit Holder the interests held by prior owners totaling 15.17% (See Ex. 
A, Recorded Quitclaim Deeds).    

 DBI policy requires property owners seeking a permit to provide proof of ownership if there has 
been a recent transfer of ownership.  (See htps://www.sf.gov/gather-documents-your-building-permit-
issuance and DBI’s “Who Can Obtain a Building Permit?” Guidance Sheet available at 
htps://sfdbi.org/sites/default/files/Who%20Can%20Obtain%20A%20Building%20Permit%20And%20Pro
perty%20Owner%20Licensed%20Contractor%20Forms.pdf).   Permit Holder complied with this 
requirement, and provided documenta�on of its ownership in 036B that sa�sfied both DBI and the 
Planning Department Permit Holder was eligible and en�tled to receive the permit.  The Assessor’s 
Office has also determined that Permit Holder has ownership interests in 036B totaling ~15%.  (Ex. D, 
Excerpts of Assessor Records for Parcel 36B).   

 Appellant does not provide any evidence or ra�onale that Permit Holder was not eligible for the 
permit.  Without such informa�on, the Board (and Permit Holder) can only speculate about whether and 
how the capable offices of the City Department of Building Inspec�on and the City Planning Department 
made a mistake in determining that Permit Holder is eligible for the permit as an owner of 036B.   The 
email correspondence between Appellant and various City personnel (see Appeal No. 23-059 (Exhs. B & 
C)) demonstrates that both DBI and the Planning Department each reviewed the required permit 
documenta�on, conferred with one another, and approved the permit based on their office’s diligent 
review and protocol.  Permit Holder is aware of no evidence that that either agency erred in doing so.  

(i) Appellant Has No Evidence that Permit Holder Is not a Lawful Owner of 036B, 
and California Disfavors Such Claims 

Although Appellant does not directly challenge the Permit Holder’s ownership interests in 036B, 
Appellant seems to invite the Board to scru�nize the validity of those interests as part of this appeal.   
Even if the SF Board of Appeals were the appropriate forum for such a challenge (and it’s not), California 
courts have long recognized that public policy strongly favors a presump�on that a person holding legal 
�tle to property is a valid legal owner of that property.  The California Supreme Court has said that 
“[a]llega�ons . . . that legal �tle does not represent beneficial ownership have . . . been historically 
disfavored because society and the courts have a reluctance to tamper with duly executed instruments 
and documents of legal �tle.” Weiner v. Fleischman, 54 Cal.3d 476, 489 (1991).  

 
1 Exhibit A contains six quitclaim deeds, two of which relate to the ownership interests of Eugene T. Jr. & Dorothea 
Izant, and Helen & Arthur Lambright, who have since passed away.  The Lambrights and the Izants both held their 
Lot 036B interests in their respec�ve individual capaci�es.  The grantors of the quitclaim deeds related to these 
interests were the adult children of the Lambrights and Izants, who had inherited their estate and assumed the role 
of trustee of their parents’ trusts.  However, the parents had never recorded a deed transferring their interest in Lot 
036B to their respec�ve trusts, and because neither trust was on the chain of �tle, the Assessor Recorder’s Office 
did not recognize the grants from the trustees of those trusts.  This was not the case as to the other four quitclaimd 
deeds for Lot 036B, which have been recognized by the Assessor Recorder’s Office (See Ex. E, Excerpts of Assessor 
Records for Parcel 36B, evidencing that the Assessor-Recorder’s Office has a process for valida�ng quitclaim deeds, 
and has validated four of the six deeds). 
 

https://www.sf.gov/gather-documents-your-building-permit-issuance
https://www.sf.gov/gather-documents-your-building-permit-issuance
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https://sfdbi.org/sites/default/files/Who%20Can%20Obtain%20A%20Building%20Permit%20And%20Property%20Owner%20Licensed%20Contractor%20Forms.pdf




Appeal No. 23-059  
Permit Holder’s Reply to Appellant’s Brief 

4 

EXHIBIT A 

Quitclaim Deeds 

  



Recording Requested By: Ill llllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllll Ill Doc # 2023072649 

17'11 & Peralta LLC 
; 

When recorded mail docuQ:lenc ~ £ fo)( 
~otomerit) +o: 

17'11 & Peralta, LLC 
1611 17th St. 
Oakland CA 94607 

APNs: 3639-036A, 3639-0368, 3639-036C 

City and County of San Francisco 
Joaquin Torres, Assessor-Recorder 
10/6/2023 10:16:58 AM Fees 
Pages 2 Title 001 NH Taxes 
Customer 001 Other 

SB2 Fees 
Paid 

Above Space for Recorder's Use Only 

QUITCLAIM DEED 

THE UNDERSIGNED GRANTOR(S) DECLARE(S) 
DOCUMENTARY TRANSFER TAX IS $(\\GO 5 , 00 

_ computed on full value of property conveyed; or 
_ computed on full value of items or encumbrances remaining at time of sale; 
_ Unincorporated area _'1_ City of San Francisco 

JO ANNE B. LAKE, Grantor, does hereby rernise, release and forever quitclaim to 17T11 & 
PERAL TA, LLC, Grantee, all of Grantor's rights and interests in the following real property: 

957 Treat Avenue, San Francisco, CA 94110, referred to as Lots 036A, 0368, and 036C, 
Block 3639 of the San Francisco Assessor's Records (More particularly described in 
Exhibit A attached hereto). 

Executed this:)~ day of ~~ \- , 20.23 JO ANNE B. LAKE 

Yo \;\nn=e B · L--o.k f 
PRINTED NAME & TITLE OF SIGNATOR 

~~~a_ 
SIGNATURE 

ST ATE OF ~Lor11:>A } 
COUNTY OF~\"\ ~Onf\~ } 

On fu.1...x, \- asµ) d.o .:J. 3 b~fore me, fuo__ flQ f\ \f 0 \ la. V' J 0 , 
personally appeared :Sa ~DC\t ~ . ;-.o.J:. ~ , personally 
known to me (or proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence) to be lhe person(s) whose 
name(s) is/are subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged to me Lhat he/she/they 
executed the same in his/her/their authorized capacicy(ies), and that by his/her/rheir signature(s) 
on the instrument the person(s), or the entity upon behalf of which the person(s) acted, executed 
the instrument. 

i~~~' MARIAM VOl1.ARIO ;;p~,;1 Notary Publk - State of Flondl 
~i Commission I HH 331760 

·-~.f'J.···· N.y Comm. Expires Nov 1-4, 2026 

4878-6026-1495. v 1 

$27.00 
$5.00 
$0.00 
$0.00 

S32.00 



EXHIBIT A 

'·PARCEL A" - COMMENCING at a point on the Easterly line of Treat Avenue, distant thereon 
150 feet northerly from the no11hedy line of 23rd Street; running thence northerly along the 
easterly I ine of Treat Street 110 feet; thence at a right angle Easterly 122 feet and 6 inches; 

thence at a right ang le easterly 122 feet and 6 inches: thence at a right angle southerly 110 feet: 
and thence at a right angle westerly 122 feet 6 inches to easterly line of Treat Street and the point 
of commencement. Being part of Mission Block Number 139 . 

.. PARCEL B" - BEGINNING at a point on the Easterly line of Treat Avenue, distant thereon 
260 feet northerly from the northerly line of 23rd treet; running thence easterly at a right angle 
along said line of Treat A venue l 05 feet 4 inches, more or less, to the Southeasterly line of the 
right of way of the Southern Pacific Railroad Company which line is also the northwesterly line 
of the parcel of land desc ribed in the deed from Grace M. Crim, et al., to J. Gensler dated 
February 19, 1936, recorded March 6, 1936 in Book 2906 of Official Records, Page 253, in the 
Office of the Recorder of the City and County of San Francisco-, State of California; thence 
southwesterly along said Southeasterly right of way line and along the no11hwesterly line of the 

parcel described in said deed to the easterly line of Treat Avenue thence northerly along said line 
of Treat Avenue, 102 fee t and 6 inches, more or less, to the point of beginning. Being a portion 
of Mission Block 139. Subject to rights of way. 

4878-5476-23 51.v I 



Roo:m:li~ ~By: 

1 '111 & Peralta LLC 
Ill llllllll/JJllllllll/11/llllllll llf Ill Doc # 2023078435 
City and County of San Francisco 
Joaquin Torres, Assessor- Recorder 
10/20/2023 2:06:32 PM Fees 
Pages 3 Title 001 GS Taxes 
Customer 001 Other 

$30.00 
$10.00 
$0.00 

1711 & Peralt.a, LLC 
161117'11 St 
Oaklarrl CA 91607 SB2 Fees $0.00 

Paid $40.00 
APNs: 3639-036A., 3639-036B, 3639-0E AOOve ::>p:ire ror nt:UJ1T.11::1 ;:) vc:=vuJ.y 

QUITCLAIM DEED 

THE UNDERSIGNED GRANTOR(S) DECLARE(S) 
DOCUMENTARY TRANSFER TAX IS $10.00 

_ corrpJtErl on full value of propaty conveyOO; or 
_ corrpJtErl on full value of it:ell.l) or ffClllll1:IaocES rerraining at 1irre of sale; 
_ Unincnrp:ndtai area _:1_ City of San Fraocis::o 

MUSICAL ARTS ASSOCIATION, INC. OBA THE CLEVELAND ORCHESTRA, 
G:rantor, cbeslaebyremi.5e, relEBSearrlforeverquitclaimt:o 17™ & PERALTA, LLC, 
Grantoo, all of G:rantor s rights arrl intere3ts in tre followiry rml prop:rty: 

957 Treat Avenue, San Francisco, CA 94110, referred to as Lots 036A, 0368, and 036C, 
Block 3639 of the San Francisco Assessor's Records (More particularly described in 
Exhibit A attached hereto). 

11r~ 
ExroitErlthis_:J dayof c:>c .. :f{)~ 20~MUSICALARfSASSOCIATION, INC. DBA 

TI-IE CLEVELAND ORCHESTRA 

~ e. W\~\L eg.... t::..fu 
PRINTED NAME & TITLE OFSiGNA TOR 

~ ?W 

SIGNATURE 

4873-4573-8871.vl 



STATEOFOIBO 

COUNIY OF CUYAHOGA 

On~ '? ~~ reforerre, ::J)uL.Jo\(tj ~\[Q= I 

a Notary Pullie in an:I. for said County an:I. State, i:asonally appxim:l 
j~~ ~. ~,e,..Je.,~ I the-~----=----------

MUSICAL ARTS ASSOCIATION, INC. DBA THE CLEVELAND ORCHESTRA, Grantor, 
OOinJ ~nally kmwn 1D rre (or puvffi 1D rre on the l:asis of satisfactory eviderre) to re the 
p:m;on(s) wro~ rnrre(s) is suhrnhrl herein arrl ackmwlrogffi that m'slettey exocut:ed the 
sarre in hi.sllaitreir autrortzai cap:rity(ie;:;), an:1. that by ~ signature(s) on the 
instrurrnnt the ~n(s), or the entity up:m belElf of which the p:Iron(s) octErl, exOClltRl the 
instrurrnnt for the use:; arrl pu:rp:>~ set forth tlaein 

WITNESS IT¥ harrl arrl official ~. 

• 

0£LORfS Pt:RRY ., ""'""" f ,.. Notary Public 
,. ~ State of Ohio 
\ f My Comm. Expires 

O "' Aueust 11 , 2026 

4873-4573-8871.vl 



EXHIBIT A 

"PARCEL A" - COMMENCING at a point on the Easterly line of Treat Avenue, distant thereon 
150 feet northerly from the northerly line of 23rd Street; running thence northerly along the 
easterly line of Treat Street 110 feet; thence at a right angle Easterly 122 feet and 6 inches; 
thence at a right angle easterly 122 feet and 6 inches; thence at a right angle southerly l l 0 feet; 
and thence at a right angle westerly 122 feet 6 inches to easterly line of Treat Street and the point 
of commencement. Being part of Mission Block Number 139. 

"PARCEL B" - BEGINNING at a point on the Easterly line of Treat Avenue, distant thereon 
260 feet northerly from the northerly line of 23rd Street; running thence easterly at a right angle 
along said line of Treat Avenue l 05 feet 4 inches, more or less, to the Southeasterly line of the 
right of way of the Southern Pacific Railroad Company which line is also the northwesterly line 
of the parcel of land described in the deed from Grace M. Crim, et al. , to J. Gensler dated 
February 19, 1936, recorded March 6, 1936 in Book 2906 of Official Records, Page 253, in the 
Office of the Recorder of the City and County of San Francisco, State of California; thence 
southwesterly along said Southeasterly right of way line and along the northwesterly line of the 
parcel described in said deed to the easterly line of Treat Avenue thence northerly along said line 
of Treat Avenue, I 02 feet and 6 inches, more or less, to the point of beginning. Being a portion 
of Mission Block 139. Subject to rights of way. 

4878-5476-235 1.v l 



Recording Requested By: 

l\l ll~lllllllllllllll\11\lllllllllll l\I Doc II 2023078432 
17th & Peralta LLC 

When recorded mail document to: 

l 71h & Peralta, LLC 
161 1 171h St. 
Oakland CA 94607 

APNs: 3639-036A, 3639-0368 , 3639-036C 

City and County of San Francisco 
Joaquin Torres, Assessor- Recorder 
10/20/2023 2:06:30 PM Fees 
Pages 3 Title 001 GS Taxes 
customer 001 Other 

SB2 Fees 
Paid 

Above Space for Recorder's Use Only 

QUITCLAIM DEKD 

THE UNDERSlGNED GRANTOR(S) DECLARE(S) 
DOCUMENTARY TRANSFER TAX IS $0.00 

_ computed on full value of property conveyed; or 
_computed on full value of items or encumbrances remaining at t ime of sale; 
_Unincorporated area _.J_ City of San Francisco 

$30.00 
$10.00 

S0.00 
$0.00 

$40.00 

HATHAWAY BROWN SCHOOL, Grantor, docs hereby rcmise. release and forever quitclaim 
to 17TH & PERALTA, LLC, Grantee, all of Grantor's rights and interests in the fo llowing real 
property: 

957 Treat Avenue, San Francisco, CA 94110, referred to as Lots 036A, 036B, and 036C, 
Block 3639 of the San Francisco Assessor's Records (More particularly described in 
Exhibit A attached hereto). 

Executed tbis 3o+?f'ayof~ , 20~ HATHAWAY BROWN SCHOOL 

4860-5462-5655. v I 



STATE OF OHIO 

COUNTY OF CUYAHOGA 

On C:O -3<1'- i. 3 before me, ~ 0 \~ JSI: \) W E"Cf t\)f;V-
a Notary Public in and for said County and State, personally appeared 
~V'>g:)J ~)b~t.1'5\. , the crv \ G £Jr) of 

HATHAWAY BROWN SCHOdL, Grantor, being personally known to me (or proved to me on 
the bas is of satisfactory evidence) to be the person(s) whose narne(s) is subscribed herein and 
acknowledged that he/she/they executed the same in his/her/their authorized capacity(ies), and 
that by his/her/their signature(s) on the instrument the person(s), or the entity upon behalf of 
which the person(s) acted, executed the instrument for the uses and purposes set forth therein. 

WITNESS my hand and official seal. 

~ 
- ROBERf M. WElfMAN, Attorney At taw 

Notary Publi.c - State of Ohio 
My commission has no ~plratlon data. 

Section 147.03 R.C. 

4860~5462-5655. v 1 



EXHIBIT A 

"PARCEL A" - COMMENCING at a point on the Easterly line of Treat Avenue, distant thereon 
150 feet northerly from the northerly line of 23rd Street; running thence northerly along the 
easterly line of Treat Street 110 feet; thence at a right angle Easterly 122 feet and 6 inches; 
thence at a right angle easterly 122 feet and 6 inches; thence at a right angle southerly 110 feet; 
and thence at a right angle westerly 122 feet 6 inches to easterly line of Treat Street and the point 
of commencement. Being part of Mission Block Number 139. 

"PARCEL B" - BEGINNING at a point on the Easterly line of Treat Avenue, distant thereon 
260 feet northerly from the northerly line of 23rd Street; running thence easterly at a right angle 
along said line of Treat A venue l 05 feet 4 inches, more or less, to the Southeasterly line of the 
right of way of the Southern Pacific Railroad Company which line is also the northwesterly line 
of the parcel of land described in the deed from Grace M. Crim, et al., to J. Gensler dated 
February 19, 1936, recorded March 6, 1936 in Book 2906 of Official Records, Page 253, in the 
Ot1ice of the Recorder of the City and County of San Francisco, State of California; thence 
southwesterly along said Southeasterly right of way line and along the northwesterly line of the 
parcel described in said deed to the easterly line of Treat A venue thence northerl.y along said line 
of Treat Avenue, 102 feet and 6 inches, more or less, to the point of beginning. Being a portion 
of Mission Block 139. Subject to rights of way. 

4878-5476-235 1.vl 



Recording Requested By: 

111 111111111111m1111111m111111111111 
Doc# 2023078431 

l 71h & Peralta LLC 

When recorded mail document to: 

l 71h & Peralta, LLC 
161 1 17th St. 
Oakland CA 94607 

City and County of San Francisco 
Joaquin Torres, Assessor-Recorder 
11>/20/2023 2:06:29 PM Fees 
Pages 3 Title 001 GS 
Customer 001 

Taxes 
Other 
SB2 Fees 
Paid 

$30.00 
$10.00 
$0.00 
$0.00 

S40.00 
APNs: 3639-036A, 3639-0368 , 3639-036C --- - n-o""" "!-'""''"' •u• ,-,vv--u1ocr ;ru;:i 0~111~,--

Q UITCLAIM DEED 

THE UNDERSIGNED GRANTOR(S) DECLARE(S) 
DOCUMENT ARY TRANSFER TAX IS $10.00 

_computed on full value of property conveyed; or 
_computed on full value of items or encumbrances remaining at time of sale; 
_Unincorporated area _.:}__ City of San Francisco 

CLEVELAND BOTANICAL GARDEN FKA GARDEN CENTER OF CLEVELAND 
OHIO, Grantor, does hereby remise, release and forever quitclaim to l 7TH & PERALTA, LLC, 
Grantee, all of Grantor's rights and interests in the following real property: 

957 Treat Avenue, San Francisco, CA 94110, referred to as Lots 036A, 036B, and 036C, 
Block 3639 of the San Francisco Assessor's Records (More particularly described in 
Exhibit A attached hereto). 

Executed this Jf ~ay of kf;tVf'IW , 20 J-3 CLEVELAND BOTANICAL GARDEN FKA 
GARDEN CENTER OF CLEVELAND OHIO 

Kttlli \eVt i=\e{J IV) I Gro 1 T<e6t ~rt/V 
~PRINTED N~ITLE 

!~14 
SIGNATURE 

4887-0704-0626. v I 



ST ATE OF OHIO 
COUNTY OF LAKE 

On !Le~ ZJ. 2423 beforc me,.J'\tltM.~W ~~ 
a Not Public in and for said. County and State, personally appeared 
--T-~.!..Llii~'-'-~~'!d....!--' the CFO -1- j.u((.A.UA.L-1, of 
CLEVELAND BOTANI i\L GARDEN FKA GARDEN CENTER OF CLEVELAND OHIO, 
Grantor, being personally known to me (or proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence) to 
be the person(s) whose name(s) is subscribed herein and acknowledged that he/she/they executed 
the same in his/her/their authorized capacity(ies), and that by his/her/their signature(s) on the 
instrument the pcrson(s), or the entity upon behalf of which the person(s) acted, executed the 
instrument for the uses and purposes set fo rth therein. 

WITNESS my hand and official seal. 

MARGARET 8UTZOW 
Notary Public 
State of Ohio 

My Comm. Expires 
March 10, 2027 

4887-0704--0626. v I 



EXHIBIT A 

"PARCEL A"- COMMENCING at a point on the Easterly line of Treat Avenue, distant thereon 
150 feet northerly from the northerly line of 23rd Street; running thence northerly along the 
easterly line of Treat Street 110 feet; thence at a right angle Easterly 122 feet and 6 inches; 
thence at a right angle easterly 122 feet and 6 inches; thence at a right angle southerly 110 feet; 
and thence at a right angle westerly 122 feet 6 inches to easterly line of Treat Street and the point 
of commencement. Being part of Mission Block Number 139. 

"PARCEL B" - BEGINNING at a point on the Easterly line of Treat Avenue, distant thereon 
260 feet northerly from the northerly line of 23rd Street; running thence easterly at a right angle 
along said line of Treat Avenue 105 feet 4 inches, more or less, to the Southeasterly line of the 
right of way of the Southern Pacific Railroad Company which line is also the northwesterly line 
of the parcel of land described in the deed from Grace M. Crim, et al., to J. Gensler dated 
February 19, 1936, recorded March 6, 1936 in Book 2906 of Official Records, Page 253, in the 
Office of the Recorder of the City and County of San Francisco, State of California; thence 
southwesterly along said Southeasterly right of way line and along the northwesterly line of the 
parcel described in said deed to the easterly line of Treat Avenue thence northerly along said line 
of Treat Avenue, 102 feet and 6 inches, more or less, to the point of beginning. Being a portion 
of Mission Block 139. Subject to rights of way. 

4887-0704-0626. vl 
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Ill lllllllllllllllllllllllllllllll Ill l1I Doc # 2023078434 

Recording Requested By: 

l 71h & Peralta LLC 

When recorded mail document to: 

17th & Pera lLa , LLC 
1611 171hSt. 
Oakland CA 94607 

APNs: 3639-036A, 3639-0368, 3639-036C 

City and County of San Francisco 
Joaquin Torres, Assessor-Recorder 
10/20/2023 2:06:31 PM Fees 
Pages 2 Title 001 GS 
Customer 001 

Taxes 
Other 
SB2 Fees 
Paid 

Above Space for Recorder's Use Only 

QUITC LAlM DEED 

THE UNDERSIG NED G RANTOR(S) DECLARE(S) 
DOCUMENTARY TRANSFER TAX IS $0.00 

_computed on full value of property conveyed; or 
_computed on full value of items or encumbrances remaining at time of sale; 
_Unincorporated area _::l__ City of San Francisco 

$27.00 
S5.00 
$0.00 
$0.00 

$32.00 

Grantor, ARTHUR M. LAMBRIGHT TRUST, THRO UG H ITS EXECUTOR LESLEY L. 
LAMBRIGHT, does hereby remise, release and forever quitclaim to l7TH & PERAL TA, LLC, 
Grantee, all of Grantor's rights and interests in the fo llowing real property: 

957 Treat Avenue, San Francisco, CA 94110, referred to as Lots 036A, 0368, and 036C, 
Block 3639 of the San F rancisco Assessor's Records (More particula rly described in 
Exhibit A attached hereto). 

Executed this L ctay o~ ,2()?23 ARTHUR M. LAMB GHT T~~ 

STATE OF 
COUNTY OF S+ ,Clo..\y } 
On ~-\.~1 l ~\- <;tO;J..3 before me, Robij(\ ~t ~. 
personall y appeared L..e__s. \.e~ L · La.Ml.o~±: , per onally 
known to me (or proved to me on c basis of acisfactory evidence) to be the person(s) whose 
name(s) is/are subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged to me that he/she/they 
executed the same in his/her/the ir authorized capacity(ies), and that by his/her/their signature(s) 
on the instrument the person(s), or the entity upon behalf of which the person(s) acted, executed 
the instrument. 

ROBYN ROMAIN 
Notary Publlc • State of Mkhlpn 

County of St Clair 
My Commission Expires MM b 2029 

Actlna In th• County of 51 . Ra '1 V 

4880-45 15-0845. v I 



.. , '• 

EXHIBIT A 

"PARCEL A'' - COMMENCING at a point on the Easterly line of Treat Avenue, distant thereon 
l 50 feet northerly from the northerly line of 23rd Street; running thence northerly along the 
easterly line of Treat Street 110 feet; thence at a right angle Easterly 122 feet and 6 inches; 
thence at a right angle easterly 122 feet and 6 inches; thence at a right angle southerly 110 feet; 
and thence at a right angle westerly 122 feet 6 inches to easterly line of Treat Street and the point 
of corrunencement Being part of Mission Block Number 139. 

"PARCEL B" - BEGINNING at a point on the Easterly line of Treat A venue, distant thereon 
260 feet northerly from the northerly line of 23rd Street; running thence easterly at a right angle 
along said line of Treat A venue 105 feet 4 inches, more or less, to the Southeasterly line of the 
right of way of the Southern Pacific Railroad Company which line is also the no11hwesterly line 
of the parcel ofland described in the deed from Grace M, Crim, et aL , to l Gensler dated 
February 19, 1936, recorded March 6, 1936 in Book 2906 of Official Records, Page 253, in the 
Office of the Recorder of the City and County of San Francisco, State of California; thence 
southwesterly along said Southeasterly right of way line and along the northwesterly line of the 
parcel described in said deed to the easterly line of Treat Avenue thence northerly along said line 
of Treat A venue, I 02 feet and 6 inches, more or less, to the point of beginning. Being a portion 
of Mission Block 139. Subject to rights of way. 

4878-5476-235 Lv I 



Recording Requested By: 
\II \l\\l\\l\\\l\1\1\ll\\\\l\\l\\ll\ \\Ill 

Doc# 2023078433 
17111 & Peralta LLC 

When recorded mail document to: 

17th & Peralta, LLC 
1611 17th St. 
Oakland CA 94607 

City and county of San Francisco 
Joaquin Torres, Assessor- Recorder 
10/20/2023 2:06:30 PM Fees 
Pages 2 Title 001 GS Taxes 
Customer 001 Other 

SB2 Fees 

S2:7 .00 
$5.00 
$0.00 
so.oo 

Paid $32.00 
APNs: 3639-036A, 3639-036B, 3639-036C ____ . _ ~r-~~ .v. n.-=vluc1 :s use vmy 

QUITC LAIM DEED 

THE UNDERSIGNED GRANTOR(S) DECLARE(S) 
DOCUMENTARY TRANSFER TAX IS $0.00 

_computed on full value of property conveyed; or 
_ computed on full value of items or encumbrances remaining at time of sale; 
_Unincorporated area _j_ City of San Francisco 

EUGENE T. IZANT JR. REVOCABLE LIVING TRUST, THROUGH ITS SUCCESSOR 
CO-TRUSTEE CHARLES IZANT, Granter, does hereby remise, release and forever quitclaim 
to 17™ & PERALTA, LLC, Grantee, all of Grantor's rights and interests in the fo llowing real 
property: 

957 Treat Avenue, San Francisco, CA 94110, referred to as Lots 036A, 0368, and 036C, 
Block 3639 of the San Francisco Assessor's Records (More particularly described in 
Exhibit A attached hereto). 

Executed this _L1ay of );plv. tl~ 2on THE EUGENE T. !ZANT JR. REVOCABLE 
LIVING TRUST 

CHARLES IZANT, SUCCESSOR CO
TRUSTEE OF THE EUGENE T. !ZANT JR. 
REVOCABLE LIVING TRUST 

SIGN~#t<. 
ST A TE OF /11.~."9"-V') 
COUNTY OF ,_.;.,.:~,.., } 

On SfZ.('fJ>e,.. lrlj Ma 3 before me, - 7iJ-~ ~kz , 
personally appeared r.lu.1.r les Tueef , personally 
known to me (or proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence) to be the person(s) whose 
name(s) is/are subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged to me that he/she/they 
executed the same in his/her/their authorized capacity(ies), and that by his/her/their signature(s) 
on t~e instrument the person(s), or the entity upon behalf of which the person(s) acted, executed 
the 10strument. · - · · · 

WITNESS my hand and official seal. 

-~ 
Notary Public 

. . 
~·.... .·. ..:. . . ~ 

..... .... . ....... TYLER NOBLE 
Notary Public. State o1 Michigan ~' • ·,_ ·-·~ ·:...:..-~:·:_·. 

countyofLivingston .... ~ ,,..- .• 

MyCommi"''" "'''""~;;~ ·- ·• • · ' ' · ·~: 
Acting in the County of . , : - - • '-

.... ,,* . .. ;• 
.,.,,, .:,. ·"':' ..... - ~.... -.. 

... - .. . . . .. ·: ... ';"' ..... 

..... · .. · ..... -.. -~.:. ·~ ~:.. ... -.... :. . 
...:·· . 
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EXHIBIT A 

"PARCEL A" -- COMMENCING at a point on the Easterly line of Treat Avenue, distant thereon 
150 feet northerly from the northerly line of 23rd Street; running thence northerly along the 
easterly line of Treat Street 110 feet; thence at a right angle Easterly 122 feet and 6 inches; 
thence at a right angle easterly 122 feet and 6 inches; thence at a right angle southerly 110 feet; 
and thence at a right angle westerly 122 feet 6 inches to easterly line of Treat Street and the point 
of commencement. Being part of Mission Block Number 139. 

"PARCEL B" - BEGfNNING at a point on the Easterly line of Treat Avenue, distant thereon 
260 feet northerly from the northerly line of 23rd Street; running thence easterly at a right angle 
a long said line of Treat A venue 105 feet 4 inches, more or less, to the Southeasterly line of the 
right of way of the Southern Pacific Railroad Company which line is also the northwesterly line 
of the parcel of land described in the deed from Grace M. Crim, et al., to J. Gensler dated 
February 19, 1936, recorded March 6, 1936 in Book 2906 of Official Records, Page 253, in the 
Office of the Recorder of the City and County of San Francisco, State of California; thence 
southwesterly along said Southeasterly right of way line and along the northwesterly line of the 
parcel described in said deed to the easterly line of Treat A venue thence northerly along said line 
of Treat Avenue, 102 feet and 6 inches, more or less, to the point of beginning. Being a portion 
of Miss ion Block 139. Subject to rights of way. 

4878-5476-2351.v I 



Appeal No. 23-059  
Permit Holder’s Reply to Appellant’s Brief 

5 

 

EXHIBIT B 
San Francisco County Recorder’s Office’s Change in Ownership Form 

  



SAN FRANCISCO JOAQU(N TORRES 

ASSES SOR-RECORDER OFFICE OF THE A SSESSOR-RECORDER 

Dear 17TH & PERALTA LLC: 

As you know, my office is responsible for assessing all property in San Francisco County, including change in 
ownership. To inform th is effort, we need information from property owners to ensure that we fairly and accurately 
assess these transfers . Please read this letter in its entirety to learn more about the information we need from 
you . 

Why am I r eceiving this letter and for1n? 
You are being asked to complete the attached Land Change in Ownership Information Form because our records 
indicate that there was a transfer recorded on your property . 

Wh at do I n eed to do? 
Please (1) complete the attached Land Change in Ow nership Information Form in its entirety and (2) collect the 
required documentation listed in Section 1 of the form. Any information you submit to us is required to be kept 
confidential and will not be made available for public inspection. 

Jo in the majority of property owners who submit this to us within 30 days using one of the following options. 

In care of "ASR Change in Ownership": 

l 

Option 1: Scan & Email (preferred) Option 2: Mail 

Scan your form and documents 
and email them to 
rp .assessor@sfgov.org. 

Mail your form and documents to 
I our office at the address in the 
footer of th is letter . 

What wiJI happen if I do not respond to this letter ? 

Option 3: Drop off 

Drop off your form and 
documents to our office in City 
Hall Room 190 (1st floor) . 

If we do not receive a response from you, we will use the information available to us to proactively determine 
an appropriate assessment for your change in ownership. If you disagree with that determination, you will 
need to cal l cur office to request an informal assessment review of your property value or file a formal 
assessment appeal , taking more of your time and energy. Therefore, please respond within 30 days to 
ensure w e co rrectly assess your transfer. Blank or incomplete forms and documentation will not be 
considered responsive. 

More questions? 

E-mail us at: rp .assessor@sfgov.org, call 415-554-5596, or visit our websi te at Wvvw.sfassessor org 

Sincerely, 

Joaquin Torres 

Assessor-Recorder 

C ity Hall O ffice 1 Dr Carlto n B Goodlett Place 
R oom 190 , S a n Fra ncisco . C A 941 02-4698 

w w w s fassessor org 



Land Change in Ownership Information Form 
Instructions: Complete and return this form and the required documentation to our office within 30 days. Please fill out this 
form in its entirety: a returned form that is blank or incomplete will not be considered a response. 

Your property 
information 

Property Owner's Name: 
17TH & PERALTA LLC 
Assessor's Parcel Number(s): 
3639 0368 
Property Location: 
957 TREAT AVE 

1) Tell us about your change in ownership on 10/6/2023 

D The purchase agreement and closing statement. 
- - ·- --.':7'. - - • '·' - -· -· . - -

Details on the offer to purchase and any counter offer(s). 

\ 

D 

D 
D 

If available, please provide a copy of the listing package and marketing brochures. 

Details on the financing involved for the purchase. 

D 
D 

A copy of any appraisal, cash flow anaJysis, proforma worksheets or investment analysis prepared for the acquisition 

, 

/ 

D 
D 

or financing of the subject property. 

Use of the property prior to purchase, planned use after the purchase. 

Details on any proposed construction and development of the site. 

Details and status of any entitlements included in the purchase . 
• 

If any area is leased to a third party, submit a copy of lease. 

• • • 

" 

,o ff this property generates income, provide detailed Income and Expense Statements for the two years prior to the 

-----.-.-= event date. - - ·- - - --- • - . - --- - - -- -· - ·- --- -- -- - - --

2) How can we contact you? ' 

A) Owner contact Owner E ail , owrSP1~one 
0.'1. (tnook~bra.1nSJlet Lt -'- 1~ -1313 information 

-· 
B) Agent contact Agent Company Agent Contact/Name 
information • 

Agent Email 
' 

Agent Phone 

I certify that the foregoing is true, correct, and complete to the best of my knowledge. The Assessor-Recorder's Office 

• 

1 

' 

may audit this teness and accuracy and contact you for more informatio as r uired. 
3 ~ .. _ ___ __ J_ LS__~O~l=-=----

Date 



·, -

REQUEST FOR INFORMATION 

This request for information is being made by the assessor 
pursuant to the authority granted by Revenue and Taxation Code section 
441 (d). This provision requires you to compry. 

NAME AHO MAIL.ING AOORESS 
- (Al•ke l'll9C9SS91Y CC>nectJon& to l>e pttnct ntm• Mtd m~ Ndreu.J 

-

17TH & PERALTA LLC 
161117TH ST 

OAKLAND, CA 94607 

-

-
DA TE OF REQUEST DUE DA TE FOR REQUESTED INFORMA noN 

( 

111612023 I 121612023 I • 
• 

STREET ADDRESS OR PHYSICAL LOCA noN OF THE PROPERTY CITY 

SEE ENCLOSED LETTER 

t . 
STATE 

957 TREAT A VE SAN FRANCISCO CA 
ASSESSOR'S PARCEL NUMBER 

3639 0368 
ACCOUNT NUMBER/ASSESSMENT NUMBER 

EVENT DATE 

101612023 
EVENT TYPE 

CHANGE IN OWNERSHIP 

ZJP 
r'At - - 110 

SEE ENCLOSURE FOR THE LIST OF INFORMATION SPECIFICALLY BEING REQUESTED. IF YOU ARE UNCERTAIN AS TO 
WHAT INFORMATION IS BEING REQUESTED OR NEED MORE TIME TO COMPLY WITH THE REQUEST. PLEASE CONTACT 
THE ASSESSOR'S OFFICE EMPLOYEE WHOSE NAME AND CONTACT INFORMATION APPEAR ON THE ENCLOSURE. 

Is this request being made in conjunction with an assessment appeal hearing? 

CID NO • 

0 YES If yes, please complete the following: 

, - - . -/ ' ~~t~~,1~~i~~nnumbe~s),ifassign~:· ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
' 

Applicant ---------------------------------

Hearing date, if scheduled: 

Type of assessment being appealed: 

Various provisions in the Revenue and Taxation Code grant assessors the authority to obtain infonnation to fulfill their assessment duties. 
This request for information is made pursuant to the authority granted by Revenue and Taxation Code section 441, subdivision (d), which 
states: 

(1) At any time, as required by the assessor for assessment purposes, every person shall make available for 
examination information or records regarding their property or any other personal property located on premises they 
own or control, In this connection details of property acquisition transactions. construction and development costs, 
rental income, and other data relevant to the determination of an estimate of value are to be considered as information 
essential to the proper discharge of the assessor's duties. 

80E441d (P2) REV. 00 (06-20) 
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EXHIBIT C 

Email correspondence from Mr. Mauricio Hernandez, Sr. Building Inspector, dated December 19, 2023 

  



12/21/23, 2:04 PM Gmail - Question about appeals or reviews

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ik=334d31be7b&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f:1785739003550993211&dsqt=1&simpl=msg-f:1785739003… 1/8

Jay Martin <italicize@gmail.com>

Question about appeals or reviews
Hernandez, Mauricio (DBI) <mauricio.hernandez@sfgov.org> Tue, Dec 19, 2023 at 11:16 AM
To: Jay Martin <italicize@gmail.com>

Hello Mr. Mar�n,

 

Yesterday when I visited the site I no�ce that one of the gates is covered by two pieces of plywood so I’m not sure if the work is
completed, also the permit is suspended therefore the permit holder cannot call for any inspec�ons and the district inspector is not
able to perform inspec�on to verify if all the work is complete or if needs items to be corrected.

 

In my opinion the horizontal supports are within the allowable replacement or repair for the fence. As per my previous response, the
rou�ng does not seem to have any historical restric�ons so if the permit holder wants to add extra support to the frame of this fence
then there is no separate permit required

 

 

 

Thank you,

Mauricio Hernandez

Senior Building Inspector

49 South Van Ness Ave SF 94103

Direct 628 652 3440

 

From: Jay Mar�n <italicize@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 19, 2023 9:48 AM
To: Hernandez, Mauricio (DBI) <mauricio.hernandez@sfgov.org>
Subject: Re: Ques�on about appeals or reviews

 

Mr. Hernandez, 

 

Thank you for reviewing the fence work at 957 Treat Avenue. You're right about the criteria of in-kind, of course, but what about the
criteria of replacement? The application and permit were for replacement. 

 

In the attached photo, nothing was being replaced, only added. Did the work in the photo need a separate permit for adding horizontal
bracing? 

 

Thanks, 

Jay Martin 

 

https://www.google.com/maps/search/49+South+Van+Ness+Ave+SF+94103?entry=gmail&source=g
mailto:italicize@gmail.com
mailto:mauricio.hernandez@sfgov.org
https://www.google.com/maps/search/957+Treat+Avenue?entry=gmail&source=g
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EXHIBIT D 

Excerpts of Assessor Records for Parcel 36B 

  



B07071 Ownership History 12/22/2023
Block Lot

Vol 24 Apn 3639 036 B
Lo Adr Hi Adr DR Street Name Type Room Num TRA 1-000
957 TREAT AVE Nghborhd 09-C--- ---

957 TREAT AVE Class VCI

O As Of 12/22/2023 ============================================================
17TH & PERALTA LLC Percent 4.4606 Valdat 10/20/2023
1611 17TH ST Effctiv 10/20/2023
OAKLAND CA 94607 Retire 99/99/9999

O As Of 12/22/2023 ------------------------------------------------------------
17TH & PERALTA LLC Percent 4.4606 Valdat 10/20/2023
1611 17TH ST Effctiv 10/20/2023
OAKLAND CA 94607 Retire 99/99/9999

O As Of 12/22/2023 ------------------------------------------------------------
17TH & PERALTA LLC Percent 4.4606 Valdat 10/20/2023
1611 17TH ST Effctiv 10/20/2023
OAKLAND CA 94607 Retire 99/99/9999

More ...
Fl=Help F3=Exit/Save F7=Situs F9=Full Ser Fl0=Full Vw Fll=Full Hst F12=Cncl



B07071 Ownership History 12/22/2023
Block Lot

Vol 24 Apn 3639 036 B
Lo Adr Hi Adr DR Street Name Type Room Num TRA 1-000
957 TREAT AVE Nghborhd 09-C---.

957 TREAT AVE Class VCI

O As Of 12/22/2023 ============================================================
17TH & PERALTA LLC Percent 1.7888 Valdat 10/06/2023
1611 17TH ST Effctiv 10/06/2023
OAKLAND CA 94607 Retire 99/99/9999

O As Of 12/22/2023 ------------------------------------------------------------
CRIM WILLIAM HENRY III Percent 13.5417 Valdat 3/01/1975
5120 CLEAR CREEK RD Effctiv 1/01/2007
PLACERVILLE CA 95667 Retire 99/99/9999

O As Of 12/22/2023 ------------------------------------------------------------
READY BETTY CRIM Percent 13.5417 Valdat 3/01/1975
257 IVY PL Effctiv 1/01/2007
ORINDA CA 94563 Retire 99/99/9999

More ...
FI=Help F3=Exit/Save F7=Situs F9=Full Ser Fl0=Full Vw Fll=Full Hst F12=Cncl
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EXHIBIT E 

 Restraining Order 
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EXHIBIT F 

Small Claims Judgment 
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EXHIBIT G 

Photo of Fence 

 





                  PUBLIC COMMENT 
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Longaway, Alec (BOA)

From: Edward Hasbrouck <edward@hasbrouck.org>
Sent: Friday, January 5, 2024 12:17 PM
To: BoardofAppeals (PAB)
Subject: BOA Appeal No. 23-059, building permit application 202311019926

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or a achments from untrusted sources.

The following comments are submi ed in rela on to Appeal No. 23059, building permit applica on 202311019926, in 
*opposi on* to this permit.

I am a neighbor who has resided on Treat Ave. since 1987. 

Throughout that me, I have been a regular user of the preexis ng public pedestrian rightofway between Treat Ave. 
and 22nd St. through what it now known as the "Mission Greenway". 

This easement by adverse possession for a pedestrian rightofway and for other public uses, has existed con nuously 
since there were railroad tracks through this lot, when I and other pedestrians could and did walk or bicycle through this 
lot and use it as public open space. 

There were gates at Treat Ave. and 22nd St. along the sidewalk at the ends of this and the adjoining lots cons tu ng 
what is now know as the Greenway. But what I remember is those gates were only occasionally closed, had gaps that 
permi ed pedestrian passage even when they were closed, and could be (and rou nely were) easily climbed over by 
pedestrians. I don't remember ever seeing a "no trespassing" sign or any a empt by either the railroad or abu ers to 
prevent pedestrian passage except at mes when trains were passing, which were infrequent. 

Any claim to an easement for parking of motor vehicles or storage of other materials on this lot a er the railroad ceased 
to use the tracks would clearly be subject to this prior easement for a pedestrian rightofway. 

I find it ironic that a claimant to new par al ownership of one of the lots along the Greenway, who has based some of 
their ac ons and claims on the asser on that there is an unwri en construc ve easement for parking vehicles, seems 
not to have considered the existence or the implica ons of the preexis ng decadesold construc ve easement for other 
uses. 

Unfortunately, the new gate that has been erected since this permit applica on appears to be intended to illegally 
ex nguish the pedestrian right of passage, without going through proper legal procedures to do so.

The new gate is *not* comparable to the old one. It has none of the prior gaps to allow pedestrian passage, and appears 
to be designed to enable it to be locked (with no emergency opening), and to be harder to climb. 

In addi on to interfering with the public right of passage, when it is locked the new gate creates an imminent safety 
hazard for all residents and tenants of the premises for which the Greenway provides essen al emergency (rear) egress. 
This hazard is directly related to the difficulty of pedestrian passage through the gate, which affects those seeking to flee 
in the event of fire or other emergency just as much as it effects pedestrians seeking to enter or pass through the 
Greenway. 
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The history of employers locking emergency exits from their premises is a tragic one that I don't want repeated on my 
street, or anywhere. 

I find it extremely disturbing that, in order to block entrance to the Greenway by neighbors and others passing through, 
the builders of the gate would endanger their own and all other residents and tenants along the Greenway by designing 
the gate in such a manner as to prevent exit from the Greenway when the gate is locked. The new enclosure around the 
new lock is designed to permit access to the lock  even by someone with a key or combina on  only form the outside. 
Anyone inside, even if they had a key or combina on, would be unable to reach the lock and thus trapped  trapped 
*deliberatly* by the design  of the new gate. 

Minor redesign of the lock box would not be sufficient for safety, since there is no guarantee that a person with a key or 
combina on would be available to open the gate immediately in an emergency.

No permit should be approved for a locked gate so designed and built, where it provides essen al emergency egress 
from mul ple structures.

The Greenway provides an essen al emergency exit route out of workplaces and a child care center, and the permits for 
those structures were granted on the basis that the Greenway was available as an exit route. 

Finally, several large, heavy, hardtomove, and possibly dangerous obstruc ons have been placed and seemingly 
abandoned in the Greenway for many months or more. This material includes two closed shipping containers (which may 
contain old paint, other toxic waste, or other contents), a highli  forkli , and more recently mul ple cars and light 
trucks. 
These objects create a public nuisance and encroach on the rightofway. 

I have repeatedly called 311, the city and county point of contact tasked with assigning service requests, to request that 
the appropriate city and county authori es remove this material to (a) abate the public nuisance and (b) remove the 
obstruc ons form the public rightofway. 

Unfortunately, the 311 office has been unable to date to iden fy any city or county office that will accept responsibility 
for this ma er.

Although I believe that members of the public have the right to abate this nuisance and to exercise our right of passage 
along the rightofway, I do not want to be accused of taking "vigilante" ac on or of having not properly "gone through 
channels", and I do not wish to risk physical confronta on. I again implore the city and county to take ac on to abate this 
nuisance and clear the rightofway.  It is not a sufficient answer that the city and county can't figure out which of its 
components has the responsibility for fulfilling this par cular civic duty.

No agendas have been posted yet on the Board of Appeal Web site for any of the Board of Appeal mee ngs in 2024, so I 
have been unable to determine whether this has been placed on a future agenda or when the deadline will be for 
advance wri en submissions related to this appeal: 

h ps://url.avanan.click/v2/___h ps://www.sf.gov/departments/boardappeals
hearings___.YXAzOnNmZHQyOmE6bzpjODNiMzQxOTRmMzU5ZDk4MzdjMThkYTg3NjhkMDNmYTo2OmU5MWY6YTk2N
WZmYTgwMWE1N2MzNWU4ZmYyMjlhOWY3ZjVkMzJiMGJkMjBiZDFhMGE0MmM3MjVjYzljMjE1NDJlYWVhNzpwOlQ 

I plan to a end the hearing in person, once it is placed on a posted agenda, and will submit another a copy of these 
wri en comments then, in accordance with the Board of Appeals rules that, " In addi on, nonpar es may present 
materials in person during public comment." 

Sincerely, 
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Edward Hasbrouck 
1130 Treat Ave. 
San Francisco, CA 94110 
phone +14158240214 
 
Edward Hasbrouck 
<edward@hasbrouck.org> 
<h ps://url.avanan.click/v2/___h ps://hasbrouck.org___.YXAzOnNmZHQyOmE6bzpjODNiMzQxOTRmMzU5ZDk4MzdjM
ThkYTg3NjhkMDNmYTo2OmMzNmQ6Y2RhODkyNDM5MmZjMWIxNWI5NzIyMjMxNGE5YWU0OTRhMmE1NDAyYzY3Njky
YjgzZDQxZWFkOTBhMmE3YjdkNTpwOlQ> 
+14158240214 (voice/Signal) 
<h ps://url.avanan.click/v2/___h ps://mastodon.online/_@ehasbrouck___.YXAzOnNmZHQyOmE6bzpjODNiMzQxOTR
mMzU5ZDk4MzdjMThkYTg3NjhkMDNmYTo2OmUzYzE6NjQ4OGIyZTI1Y2JiMzcxYWMxM2Y2Y2Q2ZTgwM2ZjZmRmY2YwZ
WNlMzA2ODNlZThlODZkZTJmNWMxZTllYjg5YTpwOlQ> 

Consultant to The Iden ty Project:
<h ps://url.avanan.click/v2/___h ps://papersplease.org___.YXAzOnNmZHQyOmE6bzpjODNiMzQxOTRmMzU5ZDk4Mzd
jMThkYTg3NjhkMDNmYTo2OmQ0Mjc6NzZkOWY1NjZkZTBmNmYzMTQwYTEzYjM3Y2Q1YmUyY2ZmOTE0MTRjMmEwOW
FmZDhlNmMxZWZjYzE3N2I1YjliZDpwOlQ> 

Travel privacy, surveillance, civil liber es, & human rights 
<h ps://url.avanan.click/v2/___h ps://hasbrouck.org/ar cles/travelprivacy.html___.YXAzOnNmZHQyOmE6bzpjODNiMz
QxOTRmMzU5ZDk4MzdjMThkYTg3NjhkMDNmYTo2OmQ5MzQ6ZWY0MmZkYzFhYTdjM2FmMWQ2ZWViNDg5NGVkYjc0Y
TlkMGNlMmRhMDhmZGVmMzNmZDM3OTllMzY1ODZiYTZjYzpwOlQ> 

Travel FAQ's, "HowTos", & Explainers: 
<h ps://url.avanan.click/v2/___h ps://hasbrouck.org/faq/___.YXAzOnNmZHQyOmE6bzpjODNiMzQxOTRmMzU5ZDk4M
zdjMThkYTg3NjhkMDNmYTo2OjM1YzU6ZTBjN2Q1NGYxN2Y5NjQ4N2UxMzZiMWZlMTViMDIyNGIwYThjNjdhOGRmM2U4
Zjc0MDNhYzVjMWMzZmMxMmUxMDpwOlQ> 

The Prac cal Nomad blog:
<h ps://url.avanan.click/v2/___h ps://hasbrouck.org/blog/___.YXAzOnNmZHQyOmE6bzpjODNiMzQxOTRmMzU5ZDk4
MzdjMThkYTg3NjhkMDNmYTo2OjlkYzg6ZjEzZTlhYWIzODJiMzNhNGVlNWI1MWI2MDYwMGU1OWRkNDg1Y2M1NGUyNzh
hMzE0NmQ2NDUzMDcwNjhiMjhhNDpwOlQ> 

The Prac cal Nomad's travel newsle er:
<h ps://url.avanan.click/v2/___h ps://hasbrouck.org/newsle er/___.YXAzOnNmZHQyOmE6bzpjODNiMzQxOTRmMzU5
ZDk4MzdjMThkYTg3NjhkMDNmYTo2OjY1ZWQ6ZTFmZTkyYmViMmEwYTJhYmQ2NWIwOWUzZDNiNTg1ZDg2ZmY3ODkwZ
TRhNmNjM2IzYmJmYzY1ZjUyZTEyMDc3YzpwOlQ> 

"The Prac cal Nomad: How to Travel Around the World"
"The Prac cal Nomad Guide to the Online Travel Marketplace"
<h ps://url.avanan.click/v2/___h ps://prac calnomad.com___.YXAzOnNmZHQyOmE6bzpjODNiMzQxOTRmMzU5ZDk4
MzdjMThkYTg3NjhkMDNmYTo2OjUxYWU6ZDA4ZjQ1MTE0NGVkNTczNzk2MjVkMzgxMTc5ZmMwMTMxYzA1NjA1NjI1OD
k5YzA1YWNkZTVlNWFmMGI2MzBjNTpwOlQ> 
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