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August 27, 2026

Subject: Board of Supervisors file No. 260907
Appeal of Tentative Parcel Map Approval
Address: 2722-2724 Folsom Street
Assessor’s Parcel Number: 3641-002

Public Works Project ID: 12103

Dear Ms. Calvillo and members of the Board of Supervisors,

San Francisco Public Works Bureau of Surveying & Mapping issues this letter in response to the
letter from Samuel Ray, Counsel for the property owner, dated August 14, 2026 appealing the conditional
approval of a Tentative Parcel Map at the above property for a two lot owner occupied residential
condominium conversion. The subject application was properly reviewed and conditionally approved.

Below is a summary of this project within The Office of the County Surveyor:
e September 5, 2023: The Office of the County Surveyor received the Subdivision Application.

e September 28, 2023: The application was deemed submittable and complete. Our office referred
it to the Department of City Planning and city agencies for their review.

*« November 8, 2023: Department of City Planning placed the application on hold citing litigation
between the City and the Owner.

e May 12, 2026: Received letter from Mr. Ray requesting Department of City Planning lift hold on
application citing resolution of the litigation in 2024.

* May 28, 2026: Department of City Planning returned to our Office a decision letter approving the
application subject to satisfaction of two conditions prior to Parcel Map recordation. This letter
was obtained by Mr. Ray by Sunshine Act request prior to processing by our Office and issuance
of any Tentative Map approval to applicant.

e August 4, 2026: Department of City Planning sent to our Office a revised decision letter of
conditional approval approving containing a single condition. It is our understanding the revised
letter of conditional approval was prepared after consideration of comments from Mr. Ray
pertaining to the two conditions on the initial approval.

e August 5, 2026: Our Office issued Conditional Tentative Map Approval together with the revised
letter of conditional approval from Department of City Planning dated August 4, 2026. The
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Conditional Approval and letter from City Planning were issued by email to the project land
surveyor per our Office’s standard practice which uses a single point of contact for application
processing communications.

e August 5, 2026: Notice of approval was sent to building owners and tenants.

e August 13, 2026: Our office received a letter from Mr. Ray stating that our Office has issued
Tentative Approval without attaching the conditions.

e August 14, 2026, 3:36pm: Our office emailed Mr. Ray, the property owner, and other parties
involved in communications on this project a copy of the Conditional Tentative Approval letter
from our Office, and the revised decision letter from City Planning to address any potential mis-
understanding on this subject.

e August 14, 2026, 3:58pm: Our Office received notice from the Board of Supervisors of the appeal
by Mr. Ray. The Letter of Appeal contests the conditions in the first letter from Planning, which
was superceded by the revised letter from Planning.

Please note the letter of appeal contests the two conditions in the initial letter from City Planning dated
May 28, 2026. As described above, this first letter was superseded by the revised letter from City Planning
dated August 4, 2026 containing a single condition. We provided the revised letter to the applicant’s
surveyor on August 5, 2026 and to Mr. Ray and the owner on August 14, 2026 in case they did not have it
already, but have not received a response as to whether it addressed in full or in part the concerns raised
in the appeal letter.

The appeal cites concerns related to processing and review of this application by Public Works and City
Planning. Our office processed this application according to our standard procedure and authority under
the California Subdivision Map Act, local code, and administrative practice. As part of this process, a
General Plan consistency finding from City Planning for all subdivision applications is required, as well as
correction of any housing, building or planning code violations.

In conclusion, we believe this application was correctly processed and recommend this appeal be denied.
We are happy to answer specific questions on the issues raised in more detail at the Appeal Hearing.

Sincerely,
Elias W. French, PLS #9406

City and County Surveyor
City and County of San Francisco



