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Discretionary Review 
Abbreviated Analysis 

HEARING DATE: FEBRUARY 3, 2011 
Continued from January 27, 2011 Hearing 

 
Date:  January 27, 2011 
Case No.:  2010.0758D 
Project Address:  454 Greenwich Street 
Permit Application:  2008.0616.4558 
Zoning:  RH‐3 (Residential House, Three‐Family) 
  40‐X Height and Bulk District 
Block/Lot:  0078/010 
Project Sponsor:  Tim Kennedy 
  454 Greenwich Street 
  San Francisco, CA 94133 
Staff Contact:  Aaron Hollister – (415) 575‐9078 
  aaron.hollister@sfgov.org 
Recommendation:  Do not take DR and approve as proposed 
 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
The project proposes a one‐story horizontal extension to the existing partial third floor of a single‐family 
residential structure.  The horizontal extension would push the third floor approximately 24 feet closer to 
the Greenwich  Street  frontage  and would  leave  an  approximate  10‐foot  setback  from  the  front of  the 
building.  A new roof deck is also proposed and would be situated on the roof of the newly configured 
third floor.   An interior remodel, window replacement and stucco replacement would also occur under 
the project. 
 
SITE DESCRIPTION AND PRESENT USE 
The  site  is  a  mid‐block,  through  lot  with  frontages  on  Greenwich  Street  and  Telegraph  Place  and 
measures  approximately  17  feet wide  by  70  feet deep.   The  subject  three‐story  structure occupies  the 
entire area of  the  lot and contains a single‐family residential dwelling unit with  two off‐street parking 
spaces.  The subject structure was constructed in 1928 and has been determined to be an historic resource 
by the Department. 
 
SURROUNDING PROPERTIES AND NEIGHBORHOOD 
The project is located on the western slope of Telegraph Hill, which tends to be residential in nature and 
features a variety of multi‐story, multi‐dwelling unit buildings with varying architectural styles.  Pioneer 
Park  and Coit  Tower  are  located  one‐half  block  to  the  east  of  the  project.    The  subject  block  slopes 
downhill from east to west and primarily contains three to four‐story, multi‐family residential buildings.  
No predominant architectural style or development patterns are present on the subject block. 
 
 
 

www.sfplanning.org 

mailto:aaron.hollister@sfgov.org


Discretionary Review – Abbreviated Analysis 
February 3, 2011 

CASE NO. 2010.0758D
454 Greenwich Street

 
BUILDING PERMIT NOTIFICATION 
 

TYPE 
REQUIRED 

PERIOD 
NOTIFICATION 

DATES 
DR FILE DATE DR HEARING DATE FILING TO HEARING TIME 

311 
Notice 

30 days 
July 19, 2010 – 
August 18, 2010 

August 18, 
2010 

January 27, 
2011* 

169 days** 

  *Hearing continued to February 3, 2011 to allow for adequate site posting. 
**The DR hearing date was the first available date for DR requestor, project applicant and staff. 

   
HEARING NOTIFICATION 
 

TYPE 
REQUIRED 

PERIOD 
REQUIRED NOTICE DATE ACTUAL NOTICE DATE 

ACTUAL 
PERIOD 

Posted Notice  10 days  January 24, 2011  January 24, 2011  10 days* 
Mailed Notice  10 days  January 24, 2011  January 14, 2011  20 days* 

  *Hearing continued to February 3, 2011 to allow for adequate site posting. 
 
PUBLIC COMMENT 
 

 SUPPORT OPPOSED NO POSITION 

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

  1   

Neighborhood groups       
 
In addition to the DR application, staff has received a phone call from a neighbor located directly to the 
west and adjacent  to  the subject property and  from a neighbor  located directly across Telegraph Place, 
both in opposition of the project. 
 
DR REQUESTOR 
Mark Becker, owner of 448 Greenwich Street/34 Telegraph Place, located directly east and adjacent to the 
project.  
 
DR REQUESTOR’S CONCERNS AND PROPOSED ALTERNATIVES 
See attached Discretionary Review Application, dated August 18, 2010.   
 
PROJECT SPONSOR’S RESPONSE TO DR APPLICATION 
The project sponsor did not submit a response to the DR application. 
 

 2
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February 3, 2011 

CASE NO. 2010.0758D
454 Greenwich Street

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 
The  Department  has  determined  that  the  proposed  project  is  exempt/excluded  from  environmental 
review, pursuant to CEQA Guideline Section 15301 (Class One ‐ Minor Alteration of Existing Facility, (e) 
Additions  to existing  structures provided  that  the addition will not  result  in an  increase of more  than 
10,000 square feet).   A Categorical Exemption Certificate was issued on December 18, 2009. 
 
RESIDENTIAL DESIGN TEAM REVIEW 
The Residential Design Team has reviewed the request for Discretionary Review and has found that the 
project does not create exceptional or extraordinary adverse impacts to light, air or privacy as claimed by 
the DR requestor. 
 
Light, Air and Views.  Impacts to light are found to not be exceptional or extraordinary due to the solar 
orientation of  the DR  requestor’s  third  floor  roof deck and  third story.   The DR requestor’s  third  floor 
roof deck and third story have direct southern exposure and are expected to continue to maintain mid‐
day light reception.  Private views are not protected under the Planning Code. 
 
Furthermore,  the project would be keeping  in scale and height of  the structures  in  the vicinity, and by 
respecting  the  scale  of  the  vicinity,  the  project  would  not  adversely  affect  neighboring  properties’ 
reception of  light and air.   With the exception of the subject property and the DR requestor’s property, 
most of the structures on the subject and opposite block are developed with a minimum of a full, three‐
story building.   
 
The  horizontal  extension  has  also  been  set‐back  approximately  10  feet  from  the  front  of  the  subject 
building.  The 10‐foot setback is anticipated to make the extension minimally visible (or not visible) when 
viewed  from  nearby  public  rights‐of‐way  and  would  provide  massing  relief  from  the  front  of  the 
building,  thereby  reducing  potential  loss  of  light  and  air  to  buildings  on  the  opposite  block  face  of 
Greenwich Street. 
 
Privacy.  Impacts to privacy concerns are found not to be exceptional or extraordinary.  Privacy concerns 
are within  the acceptable  tolerances  to be expected when  living  in a dense urban environment such as 
San Francisco.  Roof decks can be commonly found on buildings throughout San Francisco, as well as the 
Telegraph Hill area. 
 
Under  the Commission’s pending DR Reform Legislation,  this project would not be  referred  to  the 
Commission as this project does not contain or create any exceptional or extraordinary circumstances. 
 

RECOMMENDATION:  Do not take DR and approve project as proposed 

 
Attachments: 
Block Book Map  
Sanborn Map 
Zoning Map 
Aerial Photographs  
Story Pole Photographs 
Categorical Exemption Certificate, dated December 18, 2009 
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CASE NO. 2010.0758D
454 Greenwich Street

Section 311 Notice 
DR Application 
Reduced Plans 
 
AJH:  G:\DOCUMENTS\Projects\DR\454 Greenwich Street\454 Greenwich Street Abbreviated DR Analysis.doc  



Parcel Map

SUBJECT PROPERTY

Discretionary Review
Building Permit No. 2008.0616.4558
Case Number 2010.0758D
454 Greenwich Street

DR REQUESTOR



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

Sanborn Map*
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Zoning Map
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Aerial Photo
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GREENWICH STREET
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Aerial Photo
North-Facing

SUBJECT PROPERTY
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Aerial Photo
South-Facing

SUBJECT PROPERTY
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Aerial Photo
East-Facing

SUBJECT PROPERTY
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Subject Block Face 
Viewed from Street-Level

SUBJECT PROPERTY DR REQUESTOR
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Horizontal Extension Story Pole Mock-Up 
Viewed Downhill (from east to west) at Most Visible Point
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SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

Certificate of Determination 	 1650 Mission St. 
Suite 400 

EXEMPTION FROM ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 	 San Francisco, 
CA 94103-2479 

Case No.: 2008.1169E Reception: 

Project Title: 454 Greenwich Street 415.558.6378 

Zoning: RH-3 (Three-Family Residential) Fax: 
Height and Bulk: 40-X 415.558.6409 

Block/Lot: 0078/010 Planning 
Lot Size: - 1,200 1,200 square feet Information: 

Project Sponsor: (415) 517-0741 415.558.6377 

Staff Contact: Brett Bollinger, (415) 575-9024 

brett.bollinger@sfgov.org  

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 

An environmental exemption stamp was issued on November 13, 2008 for this property. Prior to any 

discretionary approvals by the Planning Department, the project changed and new historical information 

was received. Based on revised plans dated June 2009, the proposed project involves the expansion of the 

existing third floor of a 2,953 gross square feet (gsf) single-family building by constructing a 373 sq. ft. 

horizontal addition. The proposed project would result in a total of 3,326 gsf and would maintain the 
structure’s existing height of 32’-10". The 1,200 sq. ft. project site is located in the Telegraph Hill 

residential neighborhood, mid-block on the north side of Greenwich Street, between Telegraph Hill 
Boulevard (disconnected) and Child Street. 

EXEMPT STATUS: 

Categorical Exemption, Class 1 [State CEQA Guidelines Section 15301(e)(1)] 

REMARKS: 

See reverse side. 

DETERMINATION: 	- 

I do hereby certify that the above determination has been made pursuant to State and Local requirements. 

~, ~,e 	 rq4( /~77 

BILL WYCKO 
	

Date 
Environmental Review Officer 

cc: Tim Kennedy, Project Sponsor 
	

V. Byrd, Bulletin Board and Master Decision File 

Supervisor David Chiu, District 2 
	

Exemption/Exclusion File 

A. Hollister, M. Luellen, A. Threadgill, Planning Dept. 	 Historical Preservation Distribution List 

B. Skrondal, Historical Address File 



Exemption from Environmental Review 
	 CASE NO. 2008.1169E 

454 Greenwich Street 

REMARKS: 

Historical Resources: 
In evaluating whether the proposed project would be exempt from environmental review under the 

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the Planning Department must first determine whether 

the building at 454 Greenwich Street is an historical resource as defined by CEQA. Under the San 
Francisco Planning Department CEQA Review Procedures for Historic Resources,’ the property is 

classified as Category, B, a potential historic resource at least 50 years of age, until further research and 

analysis is completed .2 

In a memorandum dated November 25, 2009, Planning Department preservation staff determined that the - 

building on the sub ect property is an historical resource 3  As described in the memorandum, 454 

Greenwich Street app .  rs eligible for listing on the California Register under criterion 1 (events) and 

criterion 3. (architecture) as contributory to a potential North Beach residential historic district. 

subject building wanstructed in 1928, which is within the period of significance of neighborhood 

development, sbcialory, and Italian-American ethnic heritage of North Beach as established by the 

North Beach context statement and ethnographic research. Because of the close-knit Italian-American 

cultural ties, a narrow range of building types was produced among the residential areas of North Beach. 

Built of consistent sizes and scales using consistent methods and materials, characterized by two- and 

three-story wood-frm houses and flats with ornamentation derived from Early Twentieth Century 

Revival architectural styles,  the subject building embodies distinctive characteristics of a type and period 

of construction within the context of a potential historic district As described in the memorandum, not 

only has the subject property been found significant under California Register criteria 1 and 3, the 

existing building site rfhins much of its original integrity with repttoJocation, design, workmanship, 

setting, feeling and materials. 

After determining that a property is an "historical resource" for the purposes of CEQA, the next step is to 

determine if the proposed project could cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of the 

historical resource. The Planning Department preservation staff determined that the proposed alteration 
and addition would not cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of the historical resource 

such that the significance of the resource would be materially impaired, including off-site historical 

resources or the potential historic district. 

The features of the existing property that define its character are: the orientation and spatial relationship 

of the building to the street; the overall rectangular building form as seen from the public right-of-ways; 

San Francisco Preservation Bulletin No. 16, City and County of San Francisco Planning Department CEQA Review Procedures for 

Historic Resources. Available at http://www.sfgov.org/planning/mea  

2 An Historic Resource Evaluation Response (HRER) was issued on October 31, 2008 with a determination that the subject building 

is not an historical resourcefor the purposes of CEQA, and an environmental exemption stamp was issued on November 13, 2008 

for this property. Prior to any discretionary approvals by the Planning Department, the project changed and new historical 

information was received. A new HRER was issued on November 25, 2009 that incorporated analysis of the changes and new 

information, which is the subject of this environmental exemption certificate. 

Historic Resource Evaluation Response Memorandum from Angela Threadgill, Preservation Technical Specialist, to Brett 

Bollinger, Planner, Major Environmental Analysis, November 25, 2009. A copy of this memorandum is attached. 

SAN FRANcisCO . 	 2 
PLANNING OEPARTMEN�1’  



Exemption from Environmental Review 	 CASE NO. 2008.1169E 

454 Greenwich Street 

general flat roof forms; façade materials of brick and stucco, façade details including the centered bay 

window, brick segmental arches above recessed entry and garage, molded projecting cornice; fenestration 

pattern; and wood casement windows on the primary elevation. 

The proposed project would retain sufficient historic fabric and materials of the above-mentioned 

character-defining features to avoid any significant impacts. The one-story horizontal addition would 

expand the existing third floor, however, it would be setback 10 feet from the front façade, exclusive of 

the bay window, to maintain the street wall height which range from two to five stories. As a result of the 

proposed setback, the height of the proposed addition, the taller adjacent buildings, and the adjacent 

topography, the addition would be minimally visible, and only from certain oblique angles. The 
proposed third floor roof deck and its associated railing would be set back from the principal façade 

approximately three feet and abut adjacent building walls, thus minimizing its visibility from the adjacent 

public rights-of-way, Telegraph Place and Greenwich Street. 

Conclusion: 

CEQA State Guidelines Section 15301(e)(1), or Class 1, provides an exemption from environmental 

review for additions to existing structures provided that the addition will not result in an increase of 50% 

of the floor area of the structures before the addition, or 2,500 sq. ft., which ever is less. The proposed 

project would meet these criteria by adding approximately 373 sq. ft. to an existing 2,953 gsf building. 

CEQA State Guidelines Section 15300.2 states that a categorical exemption shall not be used for an 

activity where there is a reasonable possibility that the activity will have a significant effect on the 

environment due to unusual circumstances. As described above, the proposed project would not have a 

significant effect on a historic resource. There are no unusual circumstances surrounding the current 

proposal that would suggest a reasonable possibility of a significant environmental effect. The project 

would be exempt under each of the above-cited classification. - 

For all of the above reasons, the proposed project is appropriately exempt from environmental review. 

SAN FRANCISCO 	 .-. 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 
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SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

Historic Resource Evaluation Response 	1650 Mission St. 
Suite 400 
San Francisco, 
CA 94103-2479 

MEA Planner: Brett Bollinger 

Project Address: 454 Greenwich Street 
Reception: 
415.558.6378 

Block/Lot: 0078/010 

Case No.: 2008.1169E 
Fax: 
415.558.6409 

Date of Review: November 25, 2009 

Planning Dept. Reviewer: Angela Threadgill Planning 
Information: 

(415) 558-6602 1 angela.threadgill@sfgov.org  4155586377 

PROPOSED PROJECT 	0 Demolition 	0 Alteration 	M Addition 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

An Historic Resource Evaluation Response (HRER) was issued on October 31, 2008 with a determination 
that the subject building is not an historical resource for the purposes of CEQA, and an environmental 
exemption stamp was issued on November 13, 2008 for this property. Prior to any approvals by the 
Planning Department, the project changed and new historical information was received, and this HRER 
incorporates those changes. Based on revised plans dated June 2009, the proposal is the construction of 
one-story horizontal addition to expand the existing third floor of an existing single-family building 
located at 454 Greenwich Street. The proposed project would increase the existing 2,953 gross square feet 
(gsf) building to 3,326 gsf and would maintain the structure’s existing height of 32’-10". 

PRE-EXISTING HISTORIC RATING I SURVEY 

According to the building permit, the structure was constructed by J.H. Verner in 1928 for property 

owners Paolo and Donata Ortenzi. Subsequent to the HRER issued on October 31, 2008, the Planning 
Department was inforred that the building and immediate area is currently subject of a neighborhood-

sponsored expanded survey area of the initial adopted 1982 North Beach Survey; and this HRER 

incorporates the considerations given to the materials presented to the Planning Department. However, 

it should be noted that documentation of the expanded survey area is incomplete and is excluded from 
the adopted local register at the time of this report. Although the subject building does not have a pre-

existing historic rating, nor is it listed on the National or the California Registers, its recorded date of 

construction makes it a "Category B" building for the purposes of CEQA review by the Planning 
Department. 

HISTORIC DISTRICT I NEIGHBORHOOD CONTEXT 

The property is within the North Beach neighborhood on the western slope of Telegraph Hill, within the 
RH-3 (Three-Family Residential) Zoning District and a 40-X Height and Bulk District. The property is 
located on the north side of Greenwich Street, near the corner of Child Street and one block from the crest 
of Telegraph Hill where Coit Tower is perched, a National Register-listed property. Downslope and 
north of the subject property is Fisherman’s Wharf. East and southeast of the subject property is the 
National Register-eligible Telegraph Hill and Northeast Waterfront Historic Districts, respectively, which 

www.sfpIannng,org 



Historic Resource Evaluation Response v2 	 CASE NO. 2008.1169E 

November 25, 2009 	 454 Greenwich Street 

are also locally designated districts. To the west are the North Beach neighborhood commercial and 
residential districts, many of which properties are included in the adopted 1982 North Beach Survey. 

North Beach was shaped by the events of the 1906 Earthquake and Fire, where the neighborhood at the 

time fell victim to the fires that ensued on the third and fourth days of the event, except for 

approximately 13 blocks on the eastern slopes of Telegraph Hill. Concentration of historic post-quake 

wood-frame multi-family residential buildings that maintain integrity from their date of construction 

(1906-1915) survive among the immediate blocks of the subject property, which is among the period of 

significance (1906-1941) determined in the adopted 1982 North Beach Survey. Architectural styles are 

largely represented by the urban forms of early 201h  Century Revival period applied to consistent building 

types found within North Beach. The ornamentation is usually quite restrained, consisting for the most 

part of smooth plaster, horizontal siding, shaped parapets or heavy detailed cornices. 

1. California Register Criteria of Significance: Note, a building may be anhistorical resource if it 

meets any of the California Register criteria listed below. If more information is needed to make such 

a determination please specify what information is needed. (This determination for California Register 

Eligibility is made based on existing data and research completed by Planning Department Staff; research and 
data provided to the Planning Department by consultants at KDI Land Use Planning; and Michael Corbett, 
consultant to Northeast San Francisco Conservancy for the expanded North Beach survey area.) 

Event: or 	 Yes 	No LII Unable to determine 

Persons: or 	 EIJ Yes 	No fl Unable to determine 

Architecture: or 	M Yes 	LI No  LI Unable to determine 

Information Potential: Lii Further investigation recommended. 

District or Context: 	Z Yes, may contribute to a potential district or significant context 

If Yes; Period of significance: 1906-1941 

Notes: Below is an evaluation of the subject property against the criteria for inclusion on the 

California Register; it appears that the subject property is eligible for the Register under criterion 1 

(events) and criterion 3 (architecture) as contributory to a potential North Beach historic district. 

Criterion Ti: It is associated with the events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns 
of local or regional history, or the cultural heritage of California or the United States. 

According to Building Permit records, the subject building was constructed in 1928, which is within 
the period of significance of neighborhood development, social history, and Italian-American ethnic 
heritage of North Beach as established by the North Beach context statement and ethnographic 

research provided to the Department. 

Similar to Chinatown, as a place of cultural importance to the city’s Chinese community, Eureka 
Valley, for its importance as an Irish-American neighborhood, and others, North Beach also has 
significance within San Francisco’s local cultural history. The subject building has association as 
being part of an urban neighborhood in San Francisco that is the traditional mainstay of a particular 
cultural group, the Italian-Americans. Prior to 1906, North Beach was also known as the "Latin 

SAN FRANCISCO 	 2 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 
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November 25, 2009 
	

454 Greenwich Street 

Quarter," occupied by Mexican-Americans, Italian-Americans, and other ethnic groups. However, 
after the 1906 Earthquake and Fire the neighborhood was succeeded by an overwhelmingly Italian-
American population whom dominated the neighborhood through World War II when the 
population started to decline, marking the beginning and end of the period of significance (1906-
1941). It appears that 454 Greenwich Street is associated with the events that have made a significant 
contribution to the broad patterns of San Francisco’s history and, therefore, would justify its inclusion 
in the California Register under this criterion as contributory to a potential historic district. 

Criterion 2: It is associated with the lives of persons important in our local, regional, or national past; 

454 Greenwich Street does not appear to be eligible under Criterion 2 (Persons). City Directories, San 
Francisco Newspaper Index, Our Society Blue Books, and the San Francisco Biographical File were 
consulted, and neither J.H. Verner nor other persons associated with the property are of known 
historical significance to San Francisco’s history. Research has failed to reveal an intimate association 
that would justify its inclusion in the California Register under this criterion. 

Criterion 3: It embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of construction, 
or represents the work of a master, or possesses high artistic values; 

Because of the close-knit Italian-American cultural ties, a narrow range of building types was 

produced among the residential areas of North Beach. They were built of consistent sizes and scales 
using consistent methods and materials, characterized by two- and three-story wood-framed houses 

and flats with ornamentation derived from Early Twentieth Century Revival architectural styles. On 

the main streets, most of the residential buildings had bay windows and the buildings facing alleys 

had flat fronts. Arterial streets, such as Columbus Avenue, Broadway, Stockton and Grant Streets, 
provided larger lots where commercial businesses and hotels occupied the street frontages, usually 

four-stories in height and of masonry construction. The subject three-story building features brick 

and stucco cladding, a single bay window, original wood casement windows, recessed entry and 

projecting molded cornice typical of the residential architectural character. Therefore, the property 
appears eligible under Criterion 3 (Architecture) as embodying distinctive characteristics of a type 

and period of construction within the context of a potential historic district. 

Criterion 4: It yields, or may be likely to yield, information in prehistory or history; 

It does not appear that the subject property is likely to yield information important to a better 

understanding of prehistory or history. 

2. Integrity is the ability of a property to convey its significance. To be a resource for the purposes of 

CEQA, a property must not only be shown to be significant under the California Register criteria, but 
it also must have integrity. To retain historic integrity a property will always possess several, and 

usually most, of the aspects. The subject property has retained or lacks integrity from the period of 

significance noted above: 

SAN FRANCISCO 	 3 PLANNING DEPARTMENT 
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454 Greenwich Street 

Location: 	0 Retains D Lacks 

Association: 	LI Retains H Lacks 
Design: 	Z Retains 0 Lacks 

Workmanship: Z Retains LIII Lacks 

Setting: 	Retains LIII Lacks 

Feeling: 	Retains 
	

111111 Lacks 
Materials: 	Retains 

	
Lacks 

3. Determination whether the property is an "historical resource" for purposes of CEQA 

liii No Resource Present (Go to 6. below) 	M Historical Resource Present (Continue to 4.) 

4. If the property appears to be an historical resource, whether the proposed project would 
materially impair the resource (i.e. alter in an adverse manner those physical characteristics which 

justify the property’s inclusion in any registry to which it belongs). 

The project would not cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of the resource such 

that the significance of the resource would be materially impaired. (Continue to 5. if the project is an 
alteration) 

Liii The project is a significant impact as proposed. (Continue to 5. if the project is an alteration) 

5. Character-defining features of the building to be retained or respected in order to avoid a 

significant adverse effect by the project, presently or cumulatively, as modifications to the project 

to reduce or avoid impacts. Please recommend conditions of approval that may be desirable to 

mitigate the project’s adverse effects. 

Notes: The features of the existing property that define its character are: the orientation and spatial 

relationship of the building to the street; the overall rectangular building form as seen from the public 

right-of-ways; general flat roof forms; façade materials of brick and stucco, façade details including 

the centered bay window, brick segmental arches above recessed entry and garage, molded projecting 
cornice; fenestration pattern; and wood casement windows on the primary elevation. 

The proposed project would retain sufficient historic fabric and materials of the above-mentioned 

character-defining features to avoid any significant impacts. The one-story horizontal addition will 

expand the existing third floor, however, it will be setback 10 feet from the front façade, exclusive of 

the bay window, to maintain the street wail height which range from two to five stories. As a result 
of the proposed setback, height of the proposed addition, taller adjacent buildings, and topography, 
the addition will be minimally visible, but only from certain oblique angles. The proposed third floor 

roof deck and its associated railing are set back from the principal façade approximately three feet 

and abut adjacent building walls, thus minimizing its visibility from the adjacent public rights-of -
way, Telegraph Place and Greenwich Street. However, an increase in the proposed height or a 

decrease in the proposed setback of the addition would likely result in a negative impact, and should 
be avoided. 

SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 



Historic Resource Evaluation Response v2 
	

CASE NO. 2008.1169E 
November 25, 2009 
	

454 Greenwich Street 

6. Whether the proposed project may have an adverse effect on off-site historical resources, such as 

adjacent historic properties. 

Yes 	M No 	LI Unable to determine 

Notes: The adjacent properties considered to be historical resources and contributors to a potential 

historic district would not be adversely affected by the proposed addition. The addition is designed 

in a manner so that off-site historical resources and a potential historic district would not be 

materially or visually impaired. Furthermore the proposed project respects the overall materials, 

massing, scale of the adjacent historic resources. 

PRESERVATION COORDINATOR REVIEW 

Signature: 	65122 ’I 	 Date:  
Tina Tam, Preservation Coordinator 

cc: 	Margaret Yuen, Recording Secretary, Historic Preservation Commission 
Virnaliza Byrd I Historic Resource Impact Review File 
Beth Skrondal I Historic Resource Address File 
Aaron Hollister, Planner 

SAN FRANCISCO 	 5 PLANNING DEPARTMENT 
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P SAN FRANCISCO 

PLANNING DEPARTMENT 
1650 Mission Street Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103 

E1 	I [SI IC LI 

On June 16, 2008, the Applicant named below filed Building Permit Application No. 2008.0616.4558 (Extension) with the 

City and County of San Francisco. 

CONTACT INFORMATION PROJECT SITE INFORMATION 

Applicant: Angelina Lianggara Project Address: 454 Greenwich Street 

Address: 100 Old County Road, Suite IOOC Cross Street: Grant Avenue 

City, State: Brisbane, CA 94005 Assessor’s Block /Lot No.: 00781010 

Telephone: (415) 656-3528 Zoning Districts: RH-3140-X 

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

DEMOLITION 	and/or 
	 NEW CONSTRUCTION 	or 	[X] ALTERATION 

] VERTICAL EXTENSION 
	

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

	

[x] HORIZ. EXTENSION (FRONT) 
	

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

BUILDINGUSE ................................................... 
FRONT SETBACK .............................................. 
SIDE SETBACKS ................................................ 
BUILDING DEPTH ............................................... 
REARYARD......................................................... 
HEIGHT OF BUILDING ........................................ 
NUMBER OF STORIES ....................................... 
NUMBER OF DWELLING UNITS ........................ 
NUMBER OF OFF-STREET PARKING SPACES 

ResidentiaJ ...................................No Change 
None.............................................. No Change 
None.............................................. No Change 
70 feet ........................................... No Change 
None..............................................No Change 
34.75 feet ......................................No Change 
3 ....................................................No Change 
1 ....................................................No Change 
N/A ................................................No Change 

The proposal is to construct a horizontal addition to the existing partial third floor. The extension would occur on the roof top 
and would extend forward approximately 24 feet from the current location of the partial third floor. A roof deck would be 
located on the top of the extension. An interior remodel, window replacement and stucco replacement on the front façade 
would also occur under the subject permit. Please see attached plans for more detail. 

PLANNER’S NAME: 
	

Aaron Hollister 

PHONE NUMBER: 
	

(415) 575-9078 
	

DATE OF THIS NOTICE: 

EMAIL: 	 aaron.hollister@sfgov.org 	 EXPIRATION DATE: 



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

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

D.R. Applicant’s Name /1AAJ’ 	&R61Z 	 Telephone No: /O çciq 

D.R. Applicant’s Address 	44 61.6’Ik1i’I1 77ezy 
Number & Street 	 (Apt. #) 

:5; 	4,tJaO, C4 
City 	 Zip Code 

Ik1-16 	 V20 
q

57tT, 1v’r/, 	p. C-s 9q6Of 
D.R. Applicant’s telephone number (for Planning Department to contact): .f) . 5S 61M ii 
If you are acting as the agent for another person(s) in making this request please indicate the name 
and address of that person(s) (if applicable): 

Name 
	

Telephone No: 

Address 
Number & Street 	 (Apt. #) 

City 	 Zip Code 

Address of the property that you are requesting the Commission consider under the Discretionary 
Review: 491 Rw’L( g7XEf 

Name and phone number of the property owner who is doing the project on which you are requesting 
DR.: 	 /.EA1/VfO 9, 	1/ ’ 58Z2B56 

Building Permit Application Number of the project for which you are requesting 
D . R.: ZoO.O!(L, 

Where is your property located in relation to the permit applicant’s property? 
WEcT Dook /M,4ernA7y 77 n ØAsr 

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

1 	Have you discussed this project with the permit applicant?OG 	NO G 	f3’ &4,1 It 

2. 	Did you discuss the project with the Planning Department permit review planner?G NO G 

3 	Did you participate in outside mediation on this case? 	Community Board G Other G 

07 



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

Following discussions with the applicant regarding the negative impacts that the proposed 
project would have on my natural light, privacy and views, I developed an alternative design for 
the project that I shared with Mr. Kennedy (see attached sketches). This alternative design 
should satisfy Mr. Kennedy’s spatial requirements while helping preserve the natural light and 
open space currently enjoyed by my property as well as that of neighbors. 

B. DISCRETIONARY REVIEW REQUEST 

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

The proposed project would extend the third floor of the building all the way to the south 
façade, and a roof deck is also proposed. Cumulatively, the proposed additions will have a 
dramatic negative impact on my third floor space and that of my neighbors. 

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

My property would be adversely affected in terms of reduced natural light, privacy and 
views. Other neighbors would also be adversely impacted by the addition of the rooftop deck. 
Specifically, Mark Casagranda ’s property at 47 Telegraph Hill Place (415-392-4455) would be 
adversely affected by the roof deck, which will remove privacy by allowing views directly into his 
bedroom. Additionally, the proposed deck is over 500 square feet, will likely have afive foot high 
parapet wall, and the placement of an HVAC system on the roof will create objectionable on-
going noise. 

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

As noted in A4 above, an alternative design has been presented to the applicant, which 
would go a long ways towards satisfying my concerns and those of my neighbors. In fairness to 
Mr. Kennedy, these plans were provided to him just last week, so he may not have had the time to 
fully consider them. 

As shown on the attached alternative plans, this proposal would re-locate the applicant’s 
actual living level to the upper (third) floor. In this scheme the upper floor would extend out 8-
10’from the current face of the upper floor. This design would provide ample space for a living, 
kitchen, and dining area with a level out garden/patio space for enjoyment of the wonderful view 
of the San Francisco skyline. Although this alternate plan would still adversely affect my light 
and view, it would be a significant improvement to what has been proposed thus far. And, it 
would eliminate the need for a fourth floor roof deck, which is a matter of significant concern to 
Mz casagranda at 47 Telegraph Hill Place. 



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

CHECKLIST FOR APPLICANT: 

Indicate which of the following are included with this Application: 

REQUIRED: 

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

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

G 

	

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

Photocopy of this completed application. 

OPTIONAL: 

Photographs that illustrate your concerns. 

G Covenants or Deed Restrictions. 

G 	Other Items (specify). 

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

Plan to attend the P1 	ommission public hearing which must be scheduled after the 
close of the public 	ca o period for the permit. 

Signed 	 .- 	 ACA 6U 51r  

’-._Applicant 	 Date 

N\appicat\drapp doc 

10. 075 8 
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HORIZONTAL ADDITION & REMODELING OF A 
SINGLE FAMILY DWELLING 
454 GREENWICH STREET, SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94133 

GENERAL NOTES ABBREVIATIONS PROJECT DATA PLOT PLAN SCALE1/Bt-O 

TWO-STORY 

OOBA 

THREE-STORY 

ADJACECT "ISUBJECT BLD ’ bJACECT 
BLDG 	E LOCK 0078 I I BLDG. 

LOT 010 ii SOOJN\ 
flN\ 

-j  

GENERAL CONDITIONS: ALA DOCUMENT A201. GENERAL CONDITIONS FOR THE 
PERFORMANCE OF THE CONTRACT IS HEREBY INCORPORATED INTO THE DRAWINGS 
AND SHALL RE CONSIDERED AS PART OF THE REQUIREMENTS FOR THE 
COMPLETION OF THE PROJECT. 

EXISTING CONDITIONS: CONDITIONS SHOWN ON THE DRAWINGS ARE HO SHOWN ON 
THE ORIGINAL DRAWINGS AND AS OBSERVED ON THE SITE, BUT THEIR ACCURACY 
IS NOT GUARANTEED. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL VERIFY ALL DIMENSIONS AND 
CONDITIONS AT THE SITE. ANY DISCREPANCIES SHALL BE REPORTED TO THE 
ARCHITECT PRIOR TO PROCEEDING WITH THE WORK. NOTE. DIMENSIONS TAKE 
PRECEDENCE EVER SCALE OF THE DRAWINGS, 

PERMITS: THE CONTRACTOR SHALL OBTAIN AND PAT ALL CITY OAT/OR COUNTY 
FEET RELATING TO PROJECT, EXCEPT THE GENERAL PERMIT. WHICH IT THE 
RESPONSIBILITY OF THE TOWERS HAD IS REIMBURSABLE TO THE CC. 

CODES: ALL WORK SHALL BE GONE IN COMPLIANCE -WITH F-ALL APPLICAA’iJE"CODES,  
INCLUDING BUT NOT LIMITED TO UNIFORM BUILDING CODES. NATORWL ELECTRIC, 
MECHANICAL AND PLUMBING CODES, CITY/COUNTY ORDINANCES AND REGULATIONS 
AND OTHER CODES GOVERNING CONSTRUCTION. 

SITE RESPONSIBILITY: IN ACCORDANCE WITH GENERALLY ACCEPTED CONSTRUCTION 
PRACTICES, THE CONTRACTOR WILL RE SOLELY AND COMPLETELY RESPONSIBLE FOR 
CONDITIONS ON THE JOB SITE. INCLUDING HEALTH AND SAFETY OF ALL PERSONS 
AND PROPERTY OARING PERFORMANCE OF ORE WORK, CONTRACTOR TO LIMIT 
TRAFFIC AND ACCESS TO THOSE AREAS WHERE WORK IS 

CLEAN UP AND REPAIRS THE CONSTRUCTION SITE SHALL RE MAINTAINED IN AN 
ORDERLY WANNER AT ALL TIMES WITH ALL DEBRIS REMOVED AT THE END OF EACH 
DAY AT THE COMPLETION OF CONSTRUCTION, REMOVE ALL EXCESS MATERIALS 
AND REFUSE FROM SITE. LEAVE ALL SURFACES WITHIN CONSTRUCTION SITE FREE 
FROM . OUST, DIRT AND STAINS. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL REPAIR OR REPLACE 
TIER SURFACES OR ITEMS DAMAGED Or CONSTRUCTION TO THE SATISFACTION OF 
THE ARCHITECT AND THE OWNER. 

PATCHING: PROPERLY PREPARE SURFACES FOR RECEIVING THE SPECIFIED FINISHES 
INCLUDING PATCHING SURFACES ALTERED BY CONSTRUCTION. ON PATCHED TREAT 
OR AREAS WHERE A FINISH IS NOT SPECIFIED. THE FINISH SHALL MATCH 
ADJACENT MATERIAL IN CONSTRUCTION, COLOR AND TEXTURE. 

ALL WORK NOTED N.I.C. OR NOT IN CONTRACT IS TO BE ACCOMPLISHED AT A 
CONTRACTOR OTHER TURN THE GENERAL CONTRACTOR AND IS NOT TO WE PART 
OF THE WORK. 

"ALIGN" AS USED IN THESES DOCUMENTS SMALL WEAN TO ACCURATELY LOCATE 
FINISH FACES ON THE SAME PLANE. 

’TYPICAL/ MO USED IN THESE DOCUMENTS SHALL MEAN THAT THE CONDITION IS 
THE SAME OR REPRESENTATIVE FOR SIMILAR CONDITIONS THROUGHOUT. 0.0W. 

DETAILS ARE USUALLY KEYED AND NOTED "TYPICAL ONLY ONCE, WHEN THEY 
FIRST OCCUR, AND ARE ’REPRESENTATIVE FOR SIMILAR CONDYIONS THROUGHOUT. 
U.S.N. . 

INSTALLATION: ALL ITEMS SPECIFIED SHALL BE INSTALLED AS PER MANUFACTURERS’ 
RECOMMENDATION. ALL OPERATING MANUALS AND GUARANTEES SHALL BE GIVEN 
’TO OWNER: . 

SCHEDULE: UPON SUBMITTAL OF THE FINAL CONSTRUCTION COSTS, THE 
CONTRACTOR SHALL ALSO SUBMIT A CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE INDICATING THE 
REQUIRED CONSTRUCTION TIME FOR ALL SOB-CONTRACTOR’S WORK AND 
COST-AR-TRADE BREAKDOWN FOR USE IN SCHEDULING AND ’EVALUATING PAR 
REQUESTS. 

SUBSTITUTIONS: SUBSTITUTIONS, REASONS OR CHANGES MUST HAVE APPROVAL BY 
THE ARCHITECT PRIOR TO PROCEEDING WITH THE WORK. 

DAMAGE: THE CONTRACTOR SHALL REPAIR DR REPLACE ANY SURFACES OR ITEMS 
DAMAGED AT CONSTRUCTION TO THE SATISFACTION OF THE ENGINEER OR OWNER. 

GUARANTEES: THE CONTRACTOR SHALL GUARANTEE THAT THE PROJECT WILL BE 
FREE OF DEFECTS OF WORKMANSHIP AND MATERIALS FOR A PERIOD OF ORE YEAR 
FROM THE DATE OF ACCEPTANCE BY THE OWNER. NO WORK DEFECTIVE IN 
CONSTRUCTION OR QUALITY OR DEFICIENT IN ANY REQUIREMENT OF THE DRAWINGS 
DR NOTES WILL BE ACCEPTABLE IN CONSEQUENCE OF THE OWNER’S OR 
ARCHITECT’S’ FAILURE TO POINT OUT DEFECTS, OR DEFICIENCIES DURING 
CONSTRUCTION. DEFECTS OR WORKMANSHIP OR MATERIALS ’ REVEALED WITHIN S 
PERIOD OF ONE YEAR FROM THE ACCEPTANCE SHALL BE REPLACES BY WORK 
CONFORMING WITH THE INTENT OF THE CONTRACT AT NO OUST TO THE SANER. 
No PAYMENT, EITHER PARTIAL OR FINAL, SHALL BE CONSTRUED AS AN 
ACCEPTANCE OF DEFECTIVE WORK OR IMPROPER ORATERLALS, 

DEMOLITION: ALL DEMOLITION INDICATED ON PLANS SHALL’ WE CAREFULLY CUT AND 
REMOVED IS ORDER’ TO MINIMIZE DISRUPTION AND DAMAGE,  OF EXISTING. SPACE 

COLUMNS CENTERLINES (ALSO REFERRED TO AS GRID LINES) ARE SHOWN FOR 
DIMENSIONAL PURPOSES, (REFER 55 BASE BUILDING DRAWINGS FOR EXACT 
LOCATIONS) 

ALL HORN PERFOTMET RY THE COI TRNCTCP VVLL 005FOVV, TO 

THE ACL’URUCO UT THE CONDITIONS SH’DAN ON THE L’LAAINOV IS .VOT 
OVARANTEEG. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL VERIFY ALL DIMENSIONS AND CONDITIONS 
ON SITE. . ANY DISCREPANCIES SHALL AU REPORTED TO ARCHITECT PRIOR TO 
PROCEEDING WITH WORK. REFER TO SHELL CONSTRUCTION DOCUMENTS FOR 
BUILDING PERIMETER AND EXTERIOR INFORMATION. 

A/C AIR CONDITIONING FIN. FINISH 
ADJ. ADJUSTABLE 
5FF. 

 
FL FLOOR 

ABOVE FINISH FLR. FLOUR. FE 	CENT 
ALUM. ALUMINUM F.O.F. FACE OF FINISH 
ALT. ALTERNATE F.D.S. FACE OF STUD 
APPROX. APPROXIMATELY GA. GAUGE 
ARCH. ARCHITECTURAL G.E. TEN. CONTRACTOR 
BLDG. BUILDING GYP. AD. GYPSUM BOARD 
ALKO. BLOCKING N.M. HOSE BIB 
MM BEAM AC. HASOICAP 
CAB. 	’ CABINET NDWR. HARDWARE 
CL CENTER LINE HP HIGH POINT 
CLO. CEILING H.W. HOT WATER 
CLOT. CLOSET INTOL. INSULATION 
CLR. CLEAR INS. INTERIOR 
COL. COLUMN L.P. LOW POINT 
CONC. CONCRETE MECH. MECHANICAL 
ERNST. CONSTRUCTION MIL. METAL 
CT. DER 	IC TILE (N) NEW 
CTR. CENTER N.I.C. NOT IN CONTRACT 
SET DETAIL AU. NUMBER 
D.F. DRINKING FOUNTAIN D.C. ON CENTER 
DIM. DIAMETER 

DIMENSION 
DPP. OPPOSITE 

DIM. 
PP. 

PLASTIC LAMINATE 
EN. DOWN PLYND. PLYWOOD 
DR. DOOR 0.0. ROOF DRAIN DWG. DRAWING R.5 ROUGH OPENING 
)E) FOISTING S.C. SOLID CORE 
ED. EACH STOW. STORAGE 
EL ELEVATION SAT. SHEET 
ELEC. ELECTRICAL T H 0 TONGUE & GROOVE 
ES EQUAL TAP. 	’ TYPICAL 
EQUIP. EQUIPMENT U.O.N. UNLESS OTHERWISE 
EAP. EXPANSION NOTED 
EAPOS, EXPOSED AD. WOOD 
EAT. 
F.O. 

EXTERIOR 
FLOOR DRAIN 

W.P. WATERPROOF 

LEGEND 

SOON TYPE/WINDOW TYPE. SEE SCHEDULE 

$ 	’ SWITCH 

$3 SWITCH (THREE NOT) . ELECTRICAL OUTLET 

?OFI’ GROUND FAULT INTERRUPT 

i-LAMP FLOODLIGHT 

LIGHTING FIXTURE (WALL-MOUNT) 

0 LIGHTING FIXTURE (RECESSED) 

FLUORESCENT LAMP 

SMOKE DETECTOR 
hOD W/ RATTER’S BACKUP 

TEL TELEPHONE 

EXHAUST FAN 

BATH RATNRDSM 

CLS. CLOSET 

STUD WALL N 	16’ C.C., U.O.N. 

1-AR WALL 

2-HA WALL 

.5 EXISTING WALL TO BE REMOVED 

NEW WALL 

SCOPE OF WORK ’ 

2. INTERIOR REEL OELINO OF U SINGLE ’FAMILY DWELLING. 
3. ELECTRICAL 5, PLUMBING TO SE UNDER SEPARATED PEDAITS,  

BLOCK:0078 	 LOT: 010 
ZONE: RH-3 

REAR SETBACK: 	(E) AO’-O" (NO CHANGE) 

FRONT SETBACK: (E) AO’-O’ (NO CHANGE) 

OCCUPANCY: R-3 (NO CHANGE) 

RESIDENTIAL UNITS: (E) 1 (NO CHANGE) 

TYPE OF CONSTRUCTION: -B 

HEIGHT LIMIT: 40-0" MAX. 

BUILDING SOUARE FOOTAGE: 

EXISTING ADDITION TOTAL 

FIRST FLOOR 1,202 	SF - 	SF 02 SF 

SECOND FLOOR 1,152 	SF - 	SF 52 SF 

THIRD FLOOR 509 SF 373 SF 72 SF 

TOTAL 2,953 SF 373 SF 26 SF 

OWNER: TIM KENNEDY 
454 GREENWICH STREET 
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94133 

APPLICABLE BLDG. CODE 
1. 2007 CALIFORNIA BLDG. CODE & S.F. AMENDMENTS 
2. 2007 CALIFORNIA MUCH. CODE & S.F. AMENDMENTS 
3. 2007 CALIFORNIA PLMBG. CODE & S.F. AMENDMENTS 

4. 2007 CALIFORNIA ELECTR. CODE & S.F. AMENDMENTS 
5. 2007 CALIFORNIA ENERGY CODE 
B. 2007 CALIFORNIA FIRE CODE & S.F. AMENDMENTS 
7. 2007’ S.F. HOUSING CODE 

TABLE OF CONTENT 
A-I 	TITLE SHEET 
U-1.1 MLOCKFOCE 
A-D 	EXISTING PLANS A ELEVATIONS 
0-3 PROPOSED FLOOR PLANS 
A-N PROPOSED ROOF PLAN 
U-S PROPOSED ELEVATIONS 
A-A PROPOSED ELEVATIONS 
0-7 	SECTION U-A & SCHEDULES 
N-B 	DETAILS 

SITE PLAN 
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DESIGN & 
CONSTRUCTION 
COMPANY 
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BTsN,oA Shoppiug Eenlcr. Brbm,c, CA 94005 
TA 410.656-3528 FaX 413.656-4416 

SAN FRANCISCO OFFICE 
QDIOOc000AvenuA,SuiAD 

SAuPmnciuco CA 94127 
Tol 415.452-8676 iUx 415.452.3476 

FOR SITE PERMIT 
APPLICATION ONLY 

HORIZONTAL 

ADDITION & 

REMODELING OF A SFD 

454 GREENWICH STREET, 
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94133 

DATE ’ 	 ’REVISION 

06/2006 	SUBMIT FOR SITE PERMIT 

05/2009 	/\ REVISION 

DATE: ’ 	10/2007 

SCALE: 	 AS NOTED 

DRAWN BY: ’ YH 	 , 

PROJ. NO.:’ 	.207172 

TITLE SHEET 
SITE PLAN, PLOT PLAN 

SHEET NO. 

A-1 
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16415-656-5528 F 	415-656-4416 

SAN FRANCISCO OFFICE 
20100 	AvrnE SiteO 

SFr,,oi,00 CA41 94127 ,, 
Td 415-452.8676 9x 5-452.3476 

FOR SITE PERMIT 
APPLICATION ONLY 

HORIZONTAL 
ADDITION & 
REMODELING OF A 
SINGLE FAMILY 
DWELLING 

454 GREENWICH STREET, 
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94133 

DATE REVISION 

11/2007 SUBMIT FOR SITE PERMIT 

DATE: 	10/2007 

SCALE: 	AS NOTED 

DRAWN BY: 	YH 

PROJ. NO.: 	207172 

DRAWING TITLE 

BLOCKFACE 

SHEET NO. 

A-1.1 
2 OF U SHEETS 

BUILDING 

BLOCK FACE OF THE SAME SIDE OF THE SUBJECT BUILDING 
454 Greenwich Street, San Francisco, CA 94133 

Block: 0078 	Lot: 10 

BLOCK FACE OF THE OPPOSITE SIDE OF THE SUBJECT BUILDING 
454 Greenwich Street, San Francisco, CA 94133 

Block: 0078 	Lot: 10 
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ADDITION & 
REMODELING OF A SF1 

454 GREENWICH STREET, 
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94133 

DATE REVISION 

06/2008 SUBMIT FOR SITE PERMIT 

06/2009 REVISION 

PROJ. NO.: 	207172 

NG ELEVATIONS 
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EXISTING 3/F FLOOR PLAN 
SCALE: l/A’=l’�O 
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EXISTING WEST ELEVATION 
	

EXISTING EAST ELEVATION 
SCALE: 1/R’l-O’ 
	

SCALE: l/Al’-O 
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TEMPERED 
GLASS 
WALL 	

- 	 0 

ILWELL,

4 :>< 

LCHL 	 0 
\l  

ALUZL

A HAS ///// /’////Z 

 

REPLACE ALL )E) R 	WOOD WINDOWS 
W/ (N) WOOD WNDOWS, SAME SZE & 	 17’ 
TYPE, FTP. 

REPLACE (C) DOOR W/ )N) GLASS DOOR-1 

’I’ 	 ’I’S 

T4R  Up 

(El  
D$N 	

KICHEN 

] 71 

(N010DY 

WINDOW 	

\ ADJ.  

LIGHTWELL 

 
i. 	 1I 	1 

ISTLAMHOWER 	1T 
RSCE 

(N)_74754 	 SLIDING 
LA 	 7–9 I 	 GLASS 

II- 	 DOOR 

ON 

(N) 42 H GLASS FRAMELESS 
RAILING. TSP. 

(E) LIVING  ROO 

REPLACE ALL (E) REAR WOOD WINDOWS 	 ,,, 

W/ )N) WOOD WINDOWS, SAME SIZE & 	 17- 24 
TYPE. FTP. 

(N) RAE CELLAR 

WIAMMI 

-- 

SLIDING LADDER 

I
(N) WALL MOUNT SHELF 

FROM 6 - 6’ AROSE F.F. TO CEILING 

[E) GARAG 

SLI DIN~  LADDER 

UP 

f
PROVIDED  200 SO. IN 
FOR VENTILATION, S.F. 

If It- --L, 

PROPOSED 1/F PLAN 
SCALE- 1/4 "=I ’-Q’  

N 

(E) ADJ. 
LIGHTW ELL  

ATTIll  

)E(  ADJ 
LIGAPWELL 

32 	3 

REPLACE ALL (E) FRONT WINDOWS W/ 
NEW CLEAR WOOD FINISH 

PROPOSED 2/F PLAN 
SCALE: 1/4=1’ T 

(N)WATER HEATER 
& 

LEGEN 

(N) WALL 

(N) I-HR FIRE RATED WALL 

(N) 42 1-HR FIRE RATED PARAPET 

- )E) WALL TO REMAIN 

(D) WALL TO REMOVE 

(A) BEDROOM 

(N) WOOD FOLDING 
GLASS WALL 

(N) ROOF DECK 

PROPOSED 3/F FLOOR PLAN 
SCALE: 1/4l’-O 

BEST zs’ 
IHW DESIGN & 
((IL) CONSTRUCTION 

COMPANY 

BRISBANE OFFICE 
ITO Old Connly Roo"

I": 
  

Boiob000 Shopping Cootor, Bob000, 	BANS 
To! 415.656-352W Fox 413-65616 

SAN FRANCISCO OFFICE 
20I0 O0000 Av0000, SOAr 0 

Son Frooci000, CA 94127 
To! 415.452.8676 Fox 415.452.3476 
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06/2009 Al REVISION 

DATE: 10/2007 

SCALE: AS NOTED 

DRAWN BY’ KIN 

PROJ. 	NO,: 207172 
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PROPOSED FLOOR PLANS 
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BEST Z:7  
HMU DESIGN& 
IWL) CONSTRUCTION 

COMPANY 

BRISBANE OFFICE 
00 Old Coxrny Road Soale IOOC 

Beaabaoe Shoppix Coato,, Bttabaae, CA 94005 
Tel 415-656-5528 F- ,11111  6-4416 

SAN FRANCISCO OFFICE 
2010 0caxoAxoxua, Suite  

Sax Femacesco, CA 94 127 
TO 415452-6676 Fax 415452-3476 

N 
-2 

ROOF 

I 	

6 

42H FRAMELEOO GLASS RAIL11’.IN 	 - 
WI CERAMIC LINE FRIT PATtERN, 	 -. 	 -- 

(N) WOOD TRIMS, TYP  

	

) STUCCO, 	P, 	 42"H CLASS FRAMELE 	RAILING 

N) WOOD FOLDIN IG’  LASS WALTLYW/ 	
W/ CERAMIC LINE FRIT, 	P. 

SDL GRILLES AND WOOD TRIMS, TYR 

--I ROOF DECS 

SEE DET 

RODF–32H 

 

Ll  

ON 

F 	–22 ’ -10’ L F //F;l 
I 	 ) 	i 	

L1 

	

j  Titt 	ftL_  ;i 	HifiWELL 	

ii 	
; 

II 

	

DI 	 I 	 - 	 )N) ROOF DECK 

2ZF -  _& 1 	 hi Li  24B FRAMELESS GLAS PATIN 

	

SPATT 	
_P 

	

__ 	 /1 	 - 	
N 

iiL - - 	

E!E 	
EP STOCCOW/(SRANITE 	

C1 LINE SS P 
RAILING TyP  

(E) WOOD GARAGE DOOR 

� 	 REPLACE 1) WINOOWO B FRONT ELEVATION W/ 
)N) SAME SIZE CLEAR WOOD FINISH WINDOWS W/ 	-- -- 
3-D SOL DRILLED AND WOOD TRIMS, FTP. 	

- 	 _________________  

ADJACENT BUILDING 	 SUBJECT BUILDING 	 ADJACENT BUILDING 
OS. 

PROPOSED FRONT ELEVATION  
SCALE: 1/4=I’-O 

PROPOSED ROOF PLAN 
SCALE: I/4=1-O 

FOR SITE PERMIT 
APPLICATION ONLY 

HORIZONTAL 
ADDITION & 
REMODELING OF A SFD 

454 GREENWICH STREET, 
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94133 

DATE 	 REVISION 

06/2008 	SUBMIT FOR SITE PERMIT 

06/2009 	Al REVISION 

DATE: 	10/2007 

SCALE: 	AS NOTED 

DRAWN BY: 	KN 

PROJ. NO.: 	207172 

DRAWING TITLE 

It 
	

PROPOSED ROOF PLAN 
PROPOSED FRONT ELEVATION 

SHEET NO. 
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REPLACE (E) WINDOWS A ER 
TAME 5.00 

_A_ 

 WATT 	. 	-- 

06/2009 	/f\ REVISION 

SCALE: 	AS NOTED 

DRAWN BY: 	KN 

PROJ. NO.: 	207172 

JETT 
(A) SIDING TO MATCH (E) 

(E) BLINDWULL�... 

O/L - 

Il4�I�I PIi 

OIL - 

P 	 P 	 P 	 P 

ROOF 	–32-10 

JJL - 

O/L - Al2U 1 9 

PROPOSED REAR ELEVATION 
SCALE: 1/4=l-O 

JiL__.AQQ 

ft 
OUTLINE OF ADJ. BUILDING 

1O’-O SE000CK 	 1 3-UT 

ST 
DESIGN & 

11W CONSTRU 
COMPAN’I 

BRISBANE OFFICE 
TO Old Coxoty Rood, Suto IIOC 

Shopprng 	
415-6 

otcr, BWobaoe, CA 945 
415.656.35229 Fox 	56.4416 

SAN FRANCISCO OFFICE 
2010 Oc000 Avoxu, SoAt 0 

SaoFroocioco,CA94I27 
415-432-6676 F-415452-3476 

L----------------------- 

SUBJECT BUILDING 

H TRAM ELESS CLAUS RAILING 
CERAMIC LINE FRIT PATTERN. TYP. 

r(E) SIDING 	 , 	OUTLINE OF ADJ. LIGHELL 

IZONTAL 
ITION & 
ODELING OF 1 

PROPOSED EAST ELEVATION 
SCALE.  

0. 

I IF  - 	 � 



ROOF 	–32-10 

FOR SITE PERMIT 
APPLICATION ONLY 

IL 

HORIZONTAL 
ADDITION & 
REMODELING OF A SFD 

JIL - _–J2112 454 GREENWICH STREET, 
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94133 

N000S 0 FRONT ELEVATION  W/ 
CLEAR WOOD FINISH WINDOWS Wf 
LS AND WOOD TRIMS. FOP. 

ilL 

DATE REVISION 

06/2008 SUBMIT FOR SITE PERMIT 

06/2009 /i\ REVISION 

DATE: 	10/2007 

SCALE: 	AS NOTED 

DRAWN BY: 	KN 

PROJ. ND.: 	207172 PROPOSED WEST ELEVATION 
SCALE: I/4=1-O 

BEST Zg  
DESIGN & 
CONSTRUCTION 
COMPANY 

BRISBANE OFFICE 
I000Id CournyRod. SuE IDOC 

Bn,b Shopprng CanEr, B44bo, CA 94005 
TO 415-696-3328 Fu 415-456-4416 

SAN FRANCISCO OFFICE 
2010 Occo Avnc, SON D 

S. Fr,,EAco, CA 94127 
TO 415.452.8676 F-415452-3476 

DRAWING TITLE 

PROPOSED ELEvAT1ON’S 
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wIMrY’lA! 	(1flI II 

NO. TYPF SIZE WINDOW DESCRIPTION 
MATERIAL  

REMARKS 
WIDTH HEIGHT SILL 

31 N - 	24" 60" 30’ WOOD LIVING ROOM (2/F)  

32 N 30" 60" 30" WOOD LIVING ROOM 	2/F)  

33 M 42’ 60" 30" WOOD LIVING ROOM 12/F)  

34 0 36" 60" 34" WOOD KITCHEN & STAIRWAY (2/F) 

35 0 30’ 60" 30" WOOD CLAD H. BEDROOM (3/F) 

36  P 132’ 36’ 54 wooD CLAD FIXED  B. TEDROOM (3/F) 

37 0 60"960" - - ALL WEE. & U. BATH (3/F) SR’TUOHT 

35 0 	- 36’ 67’ 34’ HOOD W.I.C. & STAIRWAY (3/F)  

I IL/IN ?NM 

SCALE: I/4’=l’-O’ 

flhIR qrwni II F 

_NO. TYPE SIZE DOOR FRAME DESCRIPTION REMARKS 
WIDTH HEIGHT CORE MATERIAL FINISH MATERIAL FINISH  

A 30 SO" SC WOOD PAINT HOOD PANT HALF BATH, WINE CELLAR (11F), STORAGE, CLOSET (2/F) 

2 A 

c 

32’ 80’ DC HOOD PAINT WOOD 	. PAINT STUDY (21F) 0005LE DOOR. OP 

3 30" MO’ DC GLASS, TP PAINT . 	AL PAINT BATH (2/F), BATH & W.I.C. (3/F) SLIDING GLASS DOOR. TP 

4 B 32" 50" SC 0-400; TP PAINT WOOD PAINT KITCHEN (2/F), STAIRWAY & B. BEDROOM (3/F) 

3’ 100’ SC GLASS, TP PAINT WOOD PAINT STAIRWAY (2/F) o=31’a80’ ODOR 	b=31’A20’ FIRED WINDOW 

6 0 168’ 02’ AC HOOD, OP PAINT WOOD PAINT B. BEDROOM (3/F) WOOD FOLDING GLASS WALL 

	

1. ALL DOORS 	" THK. L.O.N 

	

AC 	HOLLCiN CORE 

	

NH 	HOLLOR METAL 
AL = ALUMINUM 
OAK = OAK WOOD 

7. SLATS: 
TYPICAL UP = CLEAR PLATE 

SD SHEET GLOSS 
CR = CLEAR HIRE 
TP = TEMPERED PLATE 
LU = LEAD GLOSS 

4. TYPICAL: PROVIDE SMOKE & DRAFT SEAL FOR RATED DOORS 

2 DOOR SCHEDULE AND NOTES 
- 	SOS. 

ES 	E0 	ED 	EQ.  

:: 	r 	flTTl 

.: 

 

NOTE, 

41400W CONSTRUCTION: 
TYPICAL AL =ALUMINUM - 

HMHOLLDH METAL 
ONEAOAK WOOD 

2. TRPICAL.ALL WINDOW 05 RE DOUBLE GLAZING WINDOW 

3. TYPICAL SILL SHOWN IN DETAIL 
4. GLASS 

TYPICAL CP= CLEARPLATE 
SO= SHEET GLASS 
EW = CLEAR WIRE 
TP = TEMPERED PLATE 
LG LEAD GLASS 

O WINDOW SCHEDULE AND NOTES 
- N.T.S. 

I :  

20
. 	MIN. NET  CLEAR OPENADLE 

AREA OF 5.7 SO, FT. 

FINISH FLOOR 

MEET ESCAPE OPENING REQUIREMENT 

BEST 
DESIGN & 
CONSTRUCTION 
COMPANY 

BRISBANE OFFICE 
100 OldCounty Road. Suito IOAC 

Botabano Shopping Center, Bflabnoc, CA 94005 
Tot 415.650-3528 Fan 415-456-4416 

SANFRANCISCO OFFICE 
2010 OocauAveono, Suite D 

San Fonocoun, CA 94127 
Tel 410452-8676 Fun 415452-7476 
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APPLICATION ONLY 

HORIZONTAL 
ADDITION & 
REMODELING OF A SFD 

454 GREENWICH STREET, 
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94133 

DATE REVISION 

06/2008 SUBMIT FOR SITE PERMIT 

- 06/2009 REVISION 

DATE: 	10/2007 

SCALE: 	AS NOTED 

DRAWN BY: 	YH 

PROJ. NO.: 	207172 

DRAWING TITLE 

SECTION A-A 
SCHEDULES 

SHEET NO. 
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INSULAT I ON R-13, CAP. HOOD TOM PANT 

PLYWOOD SYEA HIN0 ’ 

STUCCO OVER METAL LATH 
OR EXTERIOR SIDING CAPE ’A’ GYPSUM 
AVER 2 LAYERS OF BOARD, TSP. 

GOOSE 0’ BUILDING PAPER 

(

iä) WALL @ WINDOW WITH STUCCO FINISH 
N . T.S. 

PROVIDE GYPSUM BOARD 
SEE FLOOR PLAN FOR FIRE RATED 

2’ OVERFLOW SCUPPER THROUGH CEM. 	
SHALL AU PROS DUD (CPC 510.5.( 

PLAS. WALL MODIFILED BITUMEN SINGLE-PLY (I"s TYPICAL EXTERIOR WALL DETAIL 	 (" WATER HEATER SUPPORT DETAIL 
nuL,rIIu UPI WWL/OD FRAMING 	

N . T . S. 	
NTS nrI.In 

EXTERIOR STUCCO I 	
’ 

OVER WIRE LATH  
OR I I 1R SHIP- 	EXTERIOR SIDNG 

D’/EP 2 ..00ERS OF ’ CAPE 	SYPSUM ROARS  
/ 

X 	TSR PLYWOOD ,  SSO 

(O( SEISM I C STRAP 	

IHATUP H.11, 

GA STUDS N 16-DC. 
THE RATER HEATER SE ISMIC STRIP SHALL BE AT FAG 

LOCUTIONS, ONE A ( FROM THE TAP AND ONE ST 31  FROM 

THE BOTTOM OF THE WATER HEATER. AT LOWER 	, B MINI MUM 
EXTERIOR NTERIOR ET CLEARANCE BETHEEN THE CONTROLS HOLD THE STHAPP .50 

ACRYLIC S I NGLE DOME W/ EXTRUDED 

MODIFILED WITILMI 
SINGLE-PLY ROY 

ROOF INSULATION 
R-35 

SKYLIGHT DETAIL 
NT S. 

PLYWOOD ON JOIST 
SEE FRAMING PLAN 

SQIE FOR FIRE PROTECTED SKYLIGHT. 	
MUTE 

USE 	WIRE MESH GLASS IN LIEU 	YEYFUAIIF ED BE OAEEFF5 
OF ACRYLIC DOME 	 ICED I37I0 

DOUBLE ACRYLIC DOME 

THICKNESS AS REDO TO MEET LOAD! SPAN CRITERIA 

M.D. (MODULAR DIMENSION) POLYCARAOYZRTE GLAZING 

(LAX IA THERMAL CLEAR SHEET) 

11

OPEN CELL TAPE 

HL-21 ALUM. CAP M I TERED & WELDED N CORNERS 

LONG TER SCREW N 24 D.0 

XR CURB 	
SAW CUT WEEP SLOTS N CRDNERS 

HL-29 ALGA. SILL FRAME MITERED & 
WELDED N CORNERS 

FACTORY PUNCHED MOUNTING HOLES 
(2) 20 JOIST 	

(FASTENER BY OTHERS) 

BUILDING PAPER 

EXTERIOR SIDING 

lTd N 6 QC, 	 ,SHEET METAL FLASHING 

 JOIST 

6 	 SEE PLAN N 3 D.C. 

4 
MODIFIED BITUMEN SINGLE-PLY 
ROOF 

R-3T INSULATON. TSP. 

\._ DR ROOF 
N ET S.C. 	DECK JOIST, TSP. 

SKYLIGHT FRAMING DETAIL 
R.T.S. 

CGNT CLEAT METAL CAP 

SHEAR PLYWOOD METAL FLASH 18’ BIN 

STUCCO OVER NINE �, 	
CAPE ’H 	GYPSUM SHEATHING 

LATH TEL BOTH ODES 

PLYW OOD NAILER 

 

4 	WOOD CANT (AS’) 

WOOD NAILER 

MODIFIED BITUMEN 
SINGLE-PLY ROOF 

COT PLYWOOD  
2 LAYERS OF GRADE 

D 	BLDG. PAPER 
OVER SHEARBYALL 

PLYWOOD 
HOLD GYPSUM BOARD BACK 1/4; CAULK 
AIRTIGHT W/ ACOUSTICAL SEALANT. 

- 

 7 DOOR THRESHOLD DETAIL 
N. IS. 

 FOR LOCATION AND SIZE 	

DX FLOOR 

SEE ROOF PLAN 	 DR BLOCKING’ 

ROOF DECK DETAIL 
N . T.S. 

SHEET METAL RHR 

SEE 

MODIFEO B I TUMEN
SNGLE PLY ROOF 

COO PLYWOOD, S.S.T. 

PSUM

-  

A-35. EACH SIDE 

I 	BAIT. INGOL BETWEEN B PLYWOOD, MIN 
CONDITIONED AND 

S. B CAPE ’H’ GY 
UNCONDITIONED SPACES 	

STRINGER CUT FROM 2014 SHEATH NO 
ON EXTERIOR TIDE 	

- 	 DR STUDS N H 	 FIREBLOCK N B’ MAUI. D.C. 	 7 . 75’ 
	

CAPE 	S . R.  
EXTERIOR 	 INTER IOR  

K_1 
	

1-HR FIRE RATED EXTERIOR WALL 	K.T.S. ( 	TYPICAL STAIR CONSTRUCTION DETAIL 
- 	 (WI SIDING) 	 (GA FILE NO WP 8105) 	’,.i::-) N.T.S 

ND. FLOORING 

( FLR. SHEATHING 

EXTERIOR CEDAR PLYWOOD 	 PROVIDE TSP. WGLLNOSE DO FLOOR JOIST 
’ 	 OD, 

0I6 D.C., TRP. S.S.D. 
R-’13 INSULATION, TAP. / - DAD TREAD TRP, WITH XULLNTSE 

2 
/,BETWEEN CONDITIONED & 

SPACES A HDWD. RISER D BUILDING PAPER 
2X14 STRINGER ONE AT EACH 

	

) TYPE A GYPSUM BOARD 	 RAILING NOT SHOWN 	 END AND ONE AT MIDOPAN 

 

ON ) 
TYPE’X"GYPSUM 

SHEATHING 

	

INTERIOR SIDE 	 FOR CLARITY 	
CARPET RUNNER ON EXTERIOR SIDE 

LAYERS OF CRUDE  

) GYP. AD. 

OH STUD N 16’D.C.� 

JOIST HANGER 

EXTER I OR INTERIOR 	 GYP. AG WALL BEYOND 

AR COL. 

(" CAPE R GYP. 

0 	 . 

1-HR FIRE RATED EXTERIOR WALL 	NT S. 	 STAIR AT TOP/LANDING DETAIL 
(WI EXTERIOR PLYWOOD) (GA FILE NO WP 8105) 	- N 0.5 

 

CAB CAPE R MIN 
GWB TYPE -x -  PROVIDE CAP BULLNOSE 

2B HOWD TREAD CAP. ARK BULLNOSE 

10 BOWS. RISER 
REUSES S.S.O. 

	

SHEAR PLYWOOD IF 	

ONE AT EACH 
END AND ONE AT MIDGPAN 

RAILING NOT SHOWN 	 CARPET RUNNER 
) TYPE 	GYP. BO  FOR CLARITY 

) FLR. SHEATHING 

WOOD STUDS 
S.S.D. 

12 TYPICAL INTERIOR WALL DETAIL 
- 	 N.T.S. 

GREEN ROARS IN SHOWER AREA 

4S4 SAL TILE C LEAN, FOP. 

204 STUD WALL 

/ 
ENAMEL PAINT 

/ 
	

ROOD TRIM 

SEALANT 

	

INSECT SCREEN 	 WOOD CLAD 500ALE 
GLAZING WINDOW 

GOP SET R ROSE 

BATH DETAIL 	 VINYL FLOORING 

N . T . S. 

/ 
CAPE ’B’ GYPSUM BOARD 

ON INTERIOR SIDE 	 UT 	
/ 
/ 

SHIP LAP EXTERIOR SIDING, 
OVER 2 LAYERS OF 

GRADE 
’D 

 BUILDING PAPERS_" 

(ON EXPOSED AREA ONLY)5\\’m"r,,,,,/ 

20 FLOOR JOIST 	 / 	 \ 	WD ’  FLOORING 
NlN 	O.C., TAP. 

254 BLOCK 

(’ 	STAIR AT BOTTOM DETAIL 
N .T.S. 

)" STUCCO OVER METAL LATH 
OR EXTERIOR SIDING 
OVER 2 LAYERS OF 4- 2, TSP 

GRADE ’0’ BUILDING PAPER 

2R WOOD STUD WALL CAPE ’H’ GYPSUM 

E 

BOARD, TAP. 
PLYWOOD SHEATHING 

METAL FLASHING 

�. 

 HEADER 

WOOD TRIM PAINT 

N.T.G. 

SEE GA FILE NO 11210I FOR 
CONSTRUCTION/NAILING SYSTEM OF 

THE ROOF! CEILING ASSEMBLY 

)’COX PLYWOOD 
lTd 036’ OC7 	

2% WIN. ROOF 

ROOF JOIST, S.G 0., 1FF. 

lEO BITUMEN SINGLE-PLY ROOF 

r 0 & 0 PLYWOOD (GLUE & NAIL 
TO AG. FRAMING), IS S.. CAP. 
- - 
	 DX SLEEPER RIP TO 

2% MIH, SLOPE 

2B ROOF JUST. 

QI

O.S.U., TAP. 

R-UG RAFT. TYPE 

’L (2) 	CAPE ’U’ GYPSUM BOARD, TOP. 

c1HR
N.T.S.  (GA FILE NO. RC 2601) 

FIRE RATED ROOF! CEILING DETAIL 

WOOD HEADER 
SCOFFER 
PLYWOOD NAILER  

WOOD WALL SYSTEM 

METAL ROOF EDGE 
BASE FLASH 
FAS’EI,FRS H/ N’ORS’NE XKOHE’U 

V, 
G/,SLE ’LU H 0 

COST CLEAT 

HI9J GB EQUAL 3’ CASING 

ALUMINUM REPLACEMENT WINDOW 

WINDOW SILL IN 154 PAINT GRADE LUMBER I 

TYP. WINDOW FINISH 
IRA STOOL IN PAINT GRADE LUMBER 

N.T.S. 

BEST  2~7  
DESIGN & HH 

IW CONSTRUCTION 
COMPANY 

BRISBANE OFFICE 
lOX Old C000Yy Rood. SOLED IAHC 

Boisboon Shopping CnnYnr, Booboos, CA 94105 
Td 4]5-656-3528 F-415-6564416 

SAN FRANCISCO OFFICE 
20100x000Avooxn, S0YYnD 

Son Froocisco, CA 94 127 
Tin 415.452-8676 Fox 415-452.3476 

FOR SITE PERMIT 

L APPLICATION ONLY 

HORIZONTAL 
ADDITION & 
REMODELING OF A SFD 

454 GREENWICH STREET, 
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94133 

DATE 	 REVISION 

06/2008 	SUBMIT FOR SITE PERMIT 

05/2009 	/\ REVISION 

DATE: 	10/2007 

SCALE: 	AS NOTED 

DRAWN BY: 	KN 

PROJ. NO.: 	207172 

DRAWING TITLE 

F’OOSED ELEVATION 

SHEET NO. 

A -
8OF 9 SoEETS 
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