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PROPERTY DESCRIPTION
921 MINNESOTA STREET, east side between 20th and 22nd Streets, in Assessor’s Block 4107 and Lot

020. The Queen Anne-style, two-story-over-garage, single-family residence was built circa 1897 and is a
contributory building in the Dogpatch Historic District, and listed in the 1976 Architectural Survey. The
wood-framed building is located in a RH-3 (Residential, House, Three-Family) Zoning District and a 40-X
Height and Bulk District.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The project proposes (1) interior remodeling and ground floor development, (2) a two-story rear
horizontal extension to accommodate a new bedroom on the first floor and an expanded kitchen and
deck on the second floor, and (3) to increase the floor-to-ceiling height at the rear by replacing the
existing shed roof with a new flat roof. Please see attached photographs and plans for details.

OTHER ACTIONS REQUIRED

A Building Permit Application No. 2009.07.10.2432 has been submitted and public notification
requirements under Planning Code Section 311 will be processed separately.

COMPLIANCE WITH THE PLANNING CODE PROVISIONS

The proposed project is in compliance with all other provisions of the Planning Code.

APPLICABLE PRESERVATION STANDARDS
ARTICLE 10

www.sfplanning.org



Certificate of Appropriateness Case Number 2009.0800A
April 21, 2010 921 Minnesota Street

A Certificate of Appropriateness is required for any construction, alteration, removal, or demolition of a
designated Landmark for which a City permit is required. In appraising a proposal for a Certificate of
Appropriateness, the Historic Preservation Commission should consider the factors of architectural style,
design, arrangement, texture, materials, color, and other pertinent factors. Section 1006.7 of the Planning
Code provides in relevant part as follows:

The proposed work shall be appropriate for and consistent with the effectuation of the purposes of
Article 10.

The proposed work shall be compatible with the historic structure in terms of design, materials, form,
scale, and location. The proposed project will not detract from the site’s architectural character as
described in the designating ordinance. For all of the exterior and interior work proposed, reasonable
efforts have been made to preserve, enhance or restore, and not to damage or destroy, the exterior
architectural features of the subject property which contribute to its significance.

ARTICLE 10 - Apprendix L — The Dogpatch District

In reviewing an application for a Certificate of Appropriateness, the Historic Preservation Commission
must consider whether the proposed work would be compatible with the character of the Dogpatch
Historic District as described in Appendix L of Article 10 of the Planning Code.

Section 7(b) Residential — Alterations & New Construction

1. False Historicism
The proposal calls for the retention of all existing character-defining features of the subject property. No
change is proposed to the existing building facade. All existing architecture elements such as the bay window,

wood window trim, gable roof at the street facade, and exterior wall cladding will remain. The proposed
construction of a new second floor deck will not be visible from the Minnesota Street frontage.

2. Materials

The proposal calls for the retention of all existing historic exterior materials visible from public view. No
change is proposed to the existing building front facade. The rear wall of the building will be removed as part of
the proposal to accommodate the rear extension. The rear wall is a secondary elevation that lacks any
predominate character-defining features associated with the subject building. The proposed extension will be
clad in compatible materials.

3. Fenestration

No work is proposed in regards to the original fenestration.

4. Style

SAN FRANCISCO 2
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Certificate of Appropriateness Case Number 2009.0800A
April 21, 2010 921 Minnesota Street

The proposed two-story rear horizontal extension is simple and utilitarian in design and will not be visible at
the street. The proposal is located at a rear elevation that lacks any of the character-defining features associated
with the subject building or the district.

5. Scale & Proportion

The proposed two-story extension is consistent and compatible with the massing, size, scale, and details found
within the district.

6. Setbacks
N/A
7. Roofline

The proposed extension will not be visible from the main building facade and/or frontage at Minnesota Street.
The existing building roof line will not be affected.

8. Detailing

See “False Historicism” above. All existing architecture elements visible from the street will not be modified
with the proposed project.

THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR’S STANDARDS

Rehabilitation is the act or process of making possible a compatible use for a property through repair,
alterations, and additions while preserving those portions or features that convey its historical, cultural,
or architectural values. The Rehabilitation Standards provide, in relevant part(s):

Standard 2.
The historic character of a property shall be retained and preserved. The removal of historic materials or
alteration of features and spaces that characterize a property shall be avoided.

The proposed project would not add any conjectural historical features or features that add a false sense of historical
development. The design of the new extension and other new features such as windows and cladding would be
clearly distinguished as contemporary features of the site.

Standard 5.
Distinctive features, finishes, and construction techniques or examples of craftsmanship that characterize
a property shall be preserved

The proposed location of the extension would utilize space on the site that does not currently contribute to the
historic character of the district and that would require minimal removal of historic materials.

SAN FRANCISCO 3
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Certificate of Appropriateness Case Number 2009.0800A
April 21, 2010 921 Minnesota Street

Standard 6.

Deteriorated historic features will be repaired rather than replaced. Where the severity of deterioration
requires replacement of a distinctive feature, the new feature will match the old in design, color, texture,
and, where possible, materials. Replacement of missing features will be substantiated by documentary
and physical evidence.

The proposed scale of the extension would be compatible with the existing scale of the subject building and setting.
The extension would not exceed the height of the existing building at the street frontage.

Standard 9.

New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction will not destroy historic materials,
features, and spatial relationships that characterize the property. The new work will be differentiated
from the old and will be compatible with the historic materials, features, size, scale and proportion, and
massing to protect the integrity of the property and its environment.

The design of the extension would be sufficiently differentiated from the historic buildings through the use of
contemporary architectural details while maintaining a compatible appearance through the use of elements such as
horizontal wood cladding and framed window openings.

Standard 10.

New additions and adjacent or related new construction shall be undertaken in such a manner that if
removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic property and its environment
would be unimpaired.

If the proposed extension were removed in the future, the essential historic form and integrity of the subject building
would remain intact.

PUBLIC/NEIGHBORHOOD INPUT
The Department has received no public input on the project at the date of this report.

STAFF ANAYLSIS
Based on the requirements of Article 10, Appendix L - the Dogpatch Historic District Guidelines, and the
Secretary of Interior’s Standards, staff has determined the following:

The proposal is located entirely at the rear of the property and not visible from the public right-of-way.
All existing architecture elements will remain. The proposal will not adversely impact any of the
character-defining features of the subject building or district.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW STATUS

The Planning 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) because the project is a minor alteration of an existing structure and meets the Secretary
of the Interior’s Standards.

SAN FRANCISCO 4
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Certificate of Appropriateness Case Number 2009.0800A
April 21, 2010 921 Minnesota Street

PLANNING DEPARTMENT RECOMMENDATION

Planning Department staff recommends APPROVAL of the proposed project as it appears to meet the
Secretary of the Interior Standards for Rehabilitation and Appendix L of Article 10 of the Planning Code.

ATTACHMENTS

Draft Motion

Maps

Sponsor Submittal:
*  Building History
= Photographs
= Plans

BF: G:\DOCUMENTS\Historic\C of A\Minnesota_921_20090800A\Case Report.doc
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Historic Preservation Commission Draft Motion
HEARING DATE: APRIL 21, 2010

Hearing Date: April 21, 2010

Filing Date: August 22, 2009

Case No.: 2009.0800A

Project Address: 921 Minnesota Street

Zoning: RH-3 (Residential, House, Three-Family)
40-X Height and Bulk District

Block/Lot: 4107 / 020

Applicant: Shawn Gorman

366 Pennsylvania Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94107

Staff Contact Ben Fu - (415) 558-6613
ben.fu@sfgov.org
Reviewed By Tina Tam — (415) 558-6325

tina.tam@sfgov.org

ADOPTING FINDINGS FOR A CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS FOR PROPOSED WORK
DETERMINED TO BE APPROPRIATE FOR AND CONSISTENT WITH THE PURPOSES OF
ARTICLE 10, TO MEET THE STANDARDS OF ARTICLE 10 AND TO MEET THE SECRETARY OF
INTERIOR’S STANDARDS FOR REHABILITATION, FOR THE PROPERTY LOCATED ON LOT 020
IN ASSESSOR’S BLOCK 4107, WITHIN AN RH-3 (RESIDENTIAL, HOUSE, THREE-FAMILY)
ZONING DISTRICT AND A 40-X HEIGHT AND BULK DISTRICT.

PREAMBLE

WHEREAS, on August 26, 2009, Shawn Gorman (Project Sponsor) filed an application with the San
Francisco Planning Department (hereinafter “Department”) for a Certificate of Appropriateness to
expand the existing single-family located on the subject property on Lot 020 in Assessor’s Block 4107. The
work includes (1) interior remodeling and ground floor development, (2) a two-story rear horizontal
extension to accommodate a new bedroom on the first floor and an expanded kitchen and deck on the
second floor, and (3) to increase the floor-to-ceiling height at the rear by replacing the existing shed roof
with a new flat roof.

WHEREAS, the Project was determined by the Department to be categorically exempt from
environmental review. The Historic Preservation Commission (hereinafter “Commission”) has reviewed
and concurs with said determination.

WHEREAS, on April 21, 2010, the Commission conducted a duly noticed public hearing on the current
project, Case No. 2009.0800A (“Project”) for its appropriateness.

www.sfplanning.org

1650 Mission St.
Suite 400

San Francisco,
CA 94103-2479

Reception:
415.558.6378

Fax:
415.558.6409

Planning
Information:
415.558.6377



Motion No. XXXX CASE NO 2009.0800A
Hearing Date: April 21, 2010 921 Minnesota Street

WHEREAS, in reviewing the Application, the Commission has had available for its review and
consideration case reports, plans, and other materials pertaining to the Project contained in the
Department's case files, has reviewed and heard testimony and received materials from interested parties
during the public hearing on the Project.

MOVED, that the Commission hereby grants the Certificate of Appropriateness, in conformance with the
architectural plans dated received July 29, 2009 and labeled Exhibit A on file in the docket for Case No.
2009.0800A based on the following findings:

FINDINGS

Having reviewed all the materials identified in the recitals above and having heard oral testimony and
arguments, this Commission finds, concludes, and determines as follows:

1. The above recitals are accurate and also constitute findings of the Commission.
2. Findings pursuant to Article 10:

The Historical Preservation Commission has determined that the proposed work is compatible
with the character of the Dogpatch Historic District.

* The proposed project would remove existing rear undocumented deck and patio.

*  The proposed location of the extension would utilize space on the site that does not currently
contribute to the historic character of the district and that would require minimal removal of
historic materials.

* The proposed scale of the extension would be compatible with the existing scale of the
subject building and setting. The extension would not exceed the height of the existing
building at the street frontage.

* The design of the extension would be sufficiently differentiated from the historic buildings
through the use of contemporary architectural details while maintaining a compatible
appearance through the use of elements such as horizontal wood cladding and framed
window openings.

* Historic features dating from the periods of significance (cladding, windows, doors, paving,
etc.) would be retained.

* The proposed project would not add any conjectural historical features or features that add a
false sense of historical development. The design of the new extension and other new
features such as windows and cladding would be clearly distinguished as contemporary
features of the site.

= If the proposed extension were removed in the future, the essential historic form and

integrity of the subject building would remain intact.

SAN FRANCISCO 2
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Motion No. XXXX CASE NO 2009.0800A
Hearing Date: April 21, 2010 921 Minnesota Street

The proposed project meets the following Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for
Rehabilitation:

Standard 2.
The historic character of a property shall be retained and preserved. The removal of historic materials
or alteration of features and spaces that characterize a property shall be avoided.

Standard 5.
Distinctive features, finishes, and construction techniques or examples of craftsmanship that
characterize a property shall be preserved.

Standard 6.

Deteriorated historic features will be repaired rather than replaced. Where the severity of deterioration
requires replacement of a distinctive feature, the new feature will match the old in design, color,
texture, and, where possible, materials. Replacement of missing features will be substantiated by
documentary and physical evidence.

Standard 9.

New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction will not destroy historic materials,
features, and spatial relationships that characterize the property. The new work will be differentiated
from the old and will be compatible with the historic materials, features, size, scale and proportion, and
massing to protect the integrity of the property and its environment.

Standard 10.

New additions and adjacent or related new construction shall be undertaken in such a manner that if
removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic property and its environment
would be unimpaired.

3. General Plan Compliance. The proposed Certificate of Appropriateness is, on balance,

consistent with the following Objectives and Policies of the General Plan:

I. URBAN DESIGN ELEMENT

THE URBAN DESIGN ELEMENT CONCERNS THE PHYSICAL CHARACTER AND ORDER
OF THE CITY, AND THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN PEOPLE AND THEIR ENVIRONMENT.

GOALS
The Urban Design Element is concerned both with development and with preservation. It is a

concerted effort to recognize the positive attributes of the city, to enhance and conserve those

attributes, and to improve the living environment where it is less than satisfactory. The Plan is a

definition of quality, a definition based upon human needs.

OBJECTIVE 1
EMPHASIS OF THE CHARACTERISTIC PATTERN WHICH GIVES TO THE CITY AND ITS
NEIGHBORHOODS AN IMAGE, A SENSE OF PURPOSE, AND A MEANS OF ORIENTATION.

SAN FRANCISCO
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Motion No. XXXX CASE NO 2009.0800A
Hearing Date: April 21, 2010 921 Minnesota Street

POLICY 1.3
Recognize that buildings, when seen together, produce a total effect that characterizes the city
and its districts.

OBJECTIVE 2
CONSERVATION OF RESOURCES WHICH PROVIDE A SENSE OF NATURE, CONTINUITY
WITH THE PAST, AND FREEDOM FROM OVERCROWDING.

POLICY 2.4
Preserve notable landmarks and areas of historic, architectural or aesthetic value, and promote
the preservation of other buildings and features that provide continuity with past development.

POLICY 2.5
Use care in remodeling of older buildings, in order to enhance rather than weaken the original
character of such buildings.

POLICY 2.7
Recognize and protect outstanding and unique areas that contribute in an extraordinary degree
to San Francisco's visual form and character.

The goal of a Certificate of Appropriateness is to provide additional oversight for buildings and districts
that are architecturally or culturally significant to the City in order to protect the qualities that are
associated with that significance.

The proposed project qualifies for a Certificate of Appropriateness and therefore furthers these policies and
objectives by maintaining and preserving the character-defining features of 921 Minnesota Street for the
future enjoyment and education of San Francisco residents and visitors.

4. The proposed project is generally consistent with the eight General Plan priority policies set forth
in Section 101.1 in that:

A) The existing neighborhood-serving retail uses will be preserved and enhanced and future
opportunities for resident employment in and ownership of such businesses will be
enhanced:

The proposed project is for the rehabilitation of a residential property and will not have any impact on
neighborhood serving retail uses.

B) The existing housing and neighborhood character will be conserved and protected in order
to preserve the cultural and economic diversity of our neighborhoods:

The proposed project will strengthen neighborhood character by respecting the character-defining
features of the historic district in conformance with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards.

SAN FRANCISCO 4
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Motion No. XXXX CASE NO 2009.0800A
Hearing Date: April 21, 2010 921 Minnesota Street

O

D)

E)

F)

G)

The City’s supply of affordable housing will be preserved and enhanced:

The project will not reduce the affordable housing supply as the existing single-family dwelling is
currently occupied by the property owner.

The commuter traffic will not impede MUNI transit service or overburden our streets or
neighborhood parking;:

The proposed project will not result in commuter traffic impeding MUNI transit service or
overburdening the streets or neighborhood parking. The proposal does not increase the number of
units on site.

A diverse economic base will be maintained by protecting our industrial and service sectors
from displacement due to commercial office development. And future opportunities for
resident employment and ownership in these sectors will be enhanced:

The proposed will not have any impact on industrial and service sector jobs.

The City will achieve the greatest possible preparedness to protect against injury and loss of
life in an earthquake.

The subject building was designed to conform to the structural and seismic safety requirements of the
Building Code. This proposal will not impact the property’s ability to withstand an earthquake.

That landmark and historic buildings will be preserved:

The proposal will not alter the existing building street facade and is in conformance with Article 10 of
the Planning Code and the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards.

Parks and open space and their access to sunlight and vistas will be protected from
development:

The proposed project will not impact the access to sunlight or vistas for the parks and open space.

5. For these reasons, the proposal overall, is appropriate for and consistent with the purposes of

Article 10, meets the standards of Article 10, and the Secretary of Interior’s Standards for

Rehabilitation, General Plan and Prop M findings of the Planning Code.

SAN FRANCISCO

PLANNING DEPARTMENT 5



Motion No. XXXX CASE NO 2009.0800A
Hearing Date: April 21, 2010 921 Minnesota Street

DECISION

That based upon the Record, the submissions by the Applicant, the staff of the Department and other
interested parties, the oral testimony presented to this Commission at the public hearings, and all other
written materials submitted by all parties, the Commission hereby GRANTS Certificate of
Appropriateness for the property located at Lot 020 in Assessor’s Block 4107 for proposed work in
conformance with the renderings and architectural sketches dated March 20, 2009, and labeled Exhibit A
on file in the docket for Case No. 2009.0800A.

APPEAL AND EFFECTIVE DATE OF MOTION: APPEAL: Any aggrieved person may appeal this
Motion to the Board of Appeals within fifteen (15) days after the date of this Motion No. XXXXX. The
effective date of this Motion shall be the date of this Motion. For further information, please contact
the Board of Appeals in person at 1650 Mission Street, (Room 304) or call 575-6880.

Duration of this Certificate of Appropriateness: This Certificate of Appropriateness is issued pursuant
to Article 10 of the Planning Code and is valid for a period of three (3) years from the effective date of
approval by the Historic Preservation Commission. The authorization and right vested by virtue of this
action shall be deemed void and canceled if, within 3 years of the date of this Motion, a site permit or
building permit for the Project has not been secured by Project Sponsor.

THIS IS NOT A PERMIT TO COMMENCE ANY WORK OR CHANGE OF OCCUPANCY UNLESS
NO BUILDING PERMIT IS REQUIRED.

PERMITS FROM THE DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING INSPECTION (and any other appropriate
agencies) MUST BE SECURED BEFORE WORK IS STARTED OR OCCUPANCY IS CHANGED.

I hereby certify that the Historical Preservation Commission ADOPTED the foregoing Motion on April
21, 2010.

Linda D. Avery
Commission Secretary

AYES: X
NAYS: X
ABSENT: X

ADOPTED: April 21, 2010

SAN FRANCISCO 6
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Sanborn Map*

SUBJECT PROPERTY

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

SUBJECT PROPERTY

Case Number 2009.0800A

SAN FRANCISCO 921 Minnesota Street
PLAMNNING DEFARTMENT

e Historic Preservation Commission



Building History Report
921 Minnesota St. San Francisco, CA.

Prepared by Shawn Gorman Architect
366 Pennsylvania Avenue
San Francisco, CA. 94107

Phone: 415-642-0993
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Building History Report — January 29, 2010

Property Address: 921 Minnesota Street San Francisco, CA 94107

Assessors Parcel: Block 4107 / Lot 020
Pre-1913 Parcel Block 2271/ Lot 020

Building Ownership History:

The first documented building on this site was recorded on the 1899-1900 Sanborn map, See Exhibit A. !
C.A.S. Anderson, a motorman for the Market Street Railway, was the original owner of the property
located at 921 Minnesota St. The first found record for the address is the water service application dated
November 19, 1897, See Exhibit C. 2 The application lists C.A.S. Anderson as the responsible party. The
Crocker-Langley directories show he lived at various Minnesota Street locations prior to moving into the
subject property in 1899 .3 The directories indicate he resided at 824 Minnesota St. in 1897 and 917
Minnesota St. in 1898. 3 C.A.S. Anderson is also named in the 1906 service pipe record, See Exhibit D. 4
C.A.S. Anderson is listed in the 1906 and 1909 San Francisco Block Books, See Exhibit E.5 In 1939 he
sold the residence to Dominico and Amalia Lencioni. A full chain of title is listed in Exhibit B. 6

Architectural Ratings:
Zoning Block Book; Not Rated, See Exhibit F 7

Here Today: San Francisco Architectural Heritage; Not Listed

Architectural Features:

The building is a Victorian era single family residence. Based on Sanborn maps and water department
records, the building has always been used as a single family residence. 12 The building exhibits the
common features of Queen Anne row houses of the 1890’s to 1900°s. These features include three-sided
slanted bay windows, simple window detail trim, gable roof facing the street, contrasting materials from
story to story, covered entry porch, redwood hand-turned millwork (stair balustrades and newel caps) and
dentil decorations under the eave and gable overhangs.

Sources:

1. San Francisco Public Library, Main Library, Digital Sanborn Records

2. SFPUC, Water service records, Original Water Service Application ~ November 19, 1897;
Owner, C.A.S Anderson

3. San Francisco Public Library, San Francisco Crocker-Langley directories 1897 thru 1948

4. San Francisco Public Library, Main Library, Microfilm records, Original Service Pipe Record —
January 15, 1906 - #53785 — 5/8” service; Name, C.A.S Anderson

5. San Francisco Public Library, Main Library, San Francisco Block Books, 1906, pg 387 & 1909,
pg 300

6. San Francisco County Office of Assessor — Recorder, microfilm ownership records

7. San Francisco Planning Department, Zoning Block Book, Block 4107 — Lot 20
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Analysis of Architectural Features for the Subject Property:

Three-sided slanted bay windows: The front facade features a prominent bay configuration. The
S.F. Department of Building Inspection Report of Residential Record documents installation of
the garage in 1920, See Exhibit G. 8 The new garage reduced the impact of the bay but
accentuated the asymmetry of the fagade, which is typical of Queen Anne Architecture.

Simple window detail trim: The window trim is very plain and does not exhibit any of the rossets
or engaged pilaster details that were common of that era. This could be reflective of the modest
means of the original owner. A redwood sill and water table wrap the bay horizontally at the base
of the windows. The windows are wood sash with double hung operation and are consistent with
the period of construction.

Gable roof facing the street: The house has the classic steep pitched front facing gable that
defines the style. In this case, the gable and lower frieze crowd the top of the bay window below.
Box dormers were added to the north and south sides sometime in the 1970’s or 1980’s.
Contrasting materials from story to story: The main body of the house is sided with redwood
cove rustic material. Contrasting fish-scale shingles accentuate the form of the gable roof. A
wood sun-burst motif above the centered double hung gable window is consistent with the simple
detailing of this structure. This motif is often made of a more elaborate plaster design as shown on
the adjacent building at 923 Minnesota.

Covered entry porch: A larger than standard covered porch extends to a wide L-shaped entry
stair leading to the street. The porch overlaps the bay and is very deep. It is defined by a pair of
plain redwood columns.

Redwood hand-turned millwork (stair balustrades and newel caps): The entry stair has a
guardrail with a very wide top rail, hand-turned stair balustrades, and newel caps. The lower
portion has a very simple curled iron guardrail of a design that is typical of the era.

Dentil decorations under the eave and gable overhangs: The gable end features a horizontal
dentiled cornice with a simple flat board frieze, and a raking cornice with the same dentil
detailing.

Rear deck system: The rear of the building has multiple deck appendages that were constructed in
the 1970’s, including a built-in hot-tub.

Sources:

8. San Francisco Department of Building Inspection Report of Residential Record (3R Report)
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1889

1899
1913-1915
1948-1951
Current

Exhibit A
Sanborn Maps

Pagel53 Volume S Reel 2 - Building does not appear on map.

Page 557 Volume 5 Reel 2 - Building first appears on map.
Page 589 Volume 6 Reel 4 - Building appears on map.
Page 589 Volume 6 Reel 6 - Building appears on map.
Page 589 Volume 6 Reel 6 - Building appears on map.
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Exhibit B

City and County San Francisco

Office of Assessor and Recorder

Ownership records:




Exhibit B

San Francisco County Assessors - Ownership records: 4

1899 to 07-05-1939 - Mr. C.A.S. Anderson

07-06-1939 to 05-04-1942 - Domenico & Amalia Lencioni

05-05-1942 to 04-05-1954 - Anselmo & Calvoni Nasci

04-06-1954 to 12-28-1966 - Arleter Hicks

12-29-1966 to 03-13-1968 - Leslie E. & Barbara Grimes

03-14-1968 to 03-19-1968 - Fred Koopman

03-20-1968 to 09-14-1969 - Adele Rogers

09-15-1969 to 05-21-1974 - Donald & Hildegard L. Nugent

05-22-1974 to 05-05-1977 - John W. Hirsch & Samuel Massarsky

05-06-1977 t0 09-01-1978 - Nancy L Feiner & Robert R. Zbel

09-02-1978 to 02-18-1986 - Nancy Carter

02-19-1986 to 12-02-1993 - Christopher R. Haigh

12-03-1993 to 05-01-1996 - Edward D. Willard

05-02-1996 to Present - Paul Fatheree & Samantha Smith

TN



Exhibit C

SFPUC, Water service records,

Original Water Service Application
November 19, 1897
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You are hereby requested and suthorized to make service installation for water supply at

SCANINED

Francisco

Tb1nszum3VAu$vVWuxnCbmwmv:

for account of

(Signed) .

Architect-Plumber-Ageat

NOTE: This order covers service installation dnly; a separate order is required for supply.

Porm®® WM Oct, 1919




Exhibit D
Water Department Service Pipe Record
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Exhibit E
San Francisco Block Book 1906 &1909
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Exhibit F

Zoning Block Book
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Exhibit G
S.F. Department of Building Inspection

Report of Residential Record (3R Report)



CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO Report of Residential Building Record

DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING INSPECTION {Article 1.5 Housing Code Ordinance No. 96-69)
Residential Requirement Repert Divisien

1660 Mission Street, San Francisco CA 94103 (415) 558-6881

BEWARE: This repert describes the currest icgal ase of this preperty as compiled from records of City Departments. There has been
we physical examinntion of the property itself. This record contsins ne histery of any plumbing er electrical permits. The repert makes
ne representation that the property is in compliance with the law. Any occupancy or sse of the property sther than that listed as
autherized in this report may be ilegM and subject (o removal or abatement, and shonid be reviewsd with the Department of Planning
and the Department of Bulldiag Inspection. Ervers or omissions in this report shalt sat bind or step the City from eaforcing any awd
all building and zoning codes aguinst the selier, buyer and suy subsequent owner. The preparation or delivery of this report shatl not
impese any liability on the City for any errors or omissions contained in said report, nor shall the City bear any liability not otherwise

imposed by law.

Address of Building 92! MINNESOTA ST Block 4107 Lot 020
Other Addresses

1. A. Present authorized Occupancy or use: ONE FAMILY DWELLING

B. Is this building classified as a condominium®  Yes No
C. Does this building contain any Residential Hotel Guest Rooms as defined in Chap. 41, S.F. Admin. Code?  Yes No v
2. Zoning district in which located: RH-3 3. Building Code Occupancy Classification: R-3
4. Do Department of City Planning Records show an expiration date for any non-conforming use of this property? Yes No v
If Yes, what date? The zoning for this property may have chasged. Call City Planning, (415) 558-6377, for the current status.

5. Building Construction Date: UNKNOWN
6. Original Occupancy or Use: UNKNOWN

7. Construction, conversion or altcration permits issued, if any:

Application # Permit# IssueDate Typeof WorkDone = , Status
187834 145549 22-AUG-30 INSTALL PRIVATE GARAGE N
45376 44324 22-JUL-)9 GENERAL MAINTENANCE & REPAIRS C
287800 256661 03-SEP-63 DRY ROT REPAIRS C
9119976 684350 22-0CT-91 RE-ROOFING .
9818517 860019 15-SEP-98 REPLACE SHINGLES, TRIM FRONT CABLE, WINDOW IN FRONT C

8. A. Is this property within a project area for which a redevelopment plan has been approved by the Board of Supervisors? Yes No v
B. Is this property within a or does it abut upon the right-of-way of a freeway route which has been

adopted by the California State Highway Commission and approved by the Board of Supervisors? Yes Na v

C. Does the property abut upon a street to be widened pursuant to action of the Board of Supervisors? Yes No v

D. Is this pruperty « conservation area? Yes No v

9. A. Is there an active Franchise Tax Board Referral on file? Yes No v’

B. s this property currently under abatement proceedings for code violations? Yes Nov

10. Number of structures on property? | 11. Is Building in Fire Zones? Yes No v
"12. A. Has energy inspection been completed? Yes v No B. If yes, has a proof of compliance been issucd? Yesv'  No

Patty Herrera, Manager, Public Services Division
Date of Issuance: 21 JUN 2005
Date of Expiration 21 JUN 2006

By: MAY'Y. YU Amy Lee, Acting Director
Report No: 200506151836 Department of Building Inspection

T
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Al.1  SITE PLAN AND NOTES
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A2.2  GROUND LEVEL DEMOLITION PLAN
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ZONING NOTES

PROJECT LOCATION: 921 MINNESOTA STREET

SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA
BLOCK / LOT 4107 / 020
ZONING DISTRICT: RH-3
PROPOSED USE RESIDENTIAL DWELLING
BUILDING HEIGHT: 40'-0" MAXIMUM

BUILDING DEPT. NOTES

2007 SAN FRANCISCO BUILDING CODE
TWO STORY BUILDING
CONSTRUCTION TYPE: TYPE V, NON-RATED TYP.

EXCEPT 1 HR. CONSTRUCTION BETWEEN DWELLING AND GARAGE

OCCUPANCY CLASSIFICATION: GROUP R3

i SITE PLANS AND NOTES

03-20-09
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1. ALL WORK SHALL BE PERFORMED IN CONFORMANCE WITH 2007 S.F.B.C.
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2. ALL DIMENSIONS ARE TO FACE OF STUD OR FACE OF CONCRETE, U.O.N.

3. DRAWINGS ARE NOT TO BE SCALED.

4. ALL CONSTRUCTION SHALL BE NON-RATED THROUGHOUT EXCEPT AS NOTED.
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East Elevation

921 Minnesota St — Rear View
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921 MINNESOTA ST
(EAST BLOCK FACE)
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