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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

.'Attachments: 

714515@gmail.com 
Sunday, December 07, 2014 6:29 PM 
Lamug, Joy; Carroll, John (BOS) 
timothy.arcuri@cowen.com 
2853 Broderick CEQA Appeal file No. 141083 Ben Ron Height Certification 10/20/2014 
2853 Brod Ben Ron Height Cert 1014.pdf 

Dear Ms. Lamug and Mr. Carroll: 

Please enclose the attached letter of height Certification by Ben Ron to the file. 

Thank you, 
Irving Zaretsky 
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M1\IHIN M. RON ASSOCIATES, INC 

RECEIVED AFTER THE ELEVEN-DAY 
DEADLINE. BY NOON, PURSUANT TO ADMIN. 

CODE. SECTION 31.18(bX5) 
~ Pulsuelll to Callfomla Govamment Oiiclit, 8eallOn 

eeoo&(b)(2). Wolmalloft feaeMd at. or prlorto, ~) . 
t..tng wll be lndudld .. pert of the a111c1111-

',,rJ 

HEIGHT CERTIFICATION 

October 20, 2014 

'I'o: Department of Bui ld.ing Inspection 
1660 M1suion Stroot 
San F'rz.noii'!co, GA 94103 

SubJect: Re:1.ident1al Remodel nt 2853 & 2857 Brodorl.ck Stroot 
Assessor's Block 947, Lot 2, San Francisco 

On July 5, 2012 1 bofore the remodel, our survey crew mezwured the hei9ht of the 
subJect build:i.ng at its aoutharn end (roof peak) to be 36' -7 1/8 11

• On lwgust 9, 
2013 1 our uurvay crow re-measured the he:i.ght of the subJact building. At the 
southern end of the building, the height (roof peak) was measured at 39 feat, 
11-·5/8 inchG8, At the centerline of the building, the height (roof peak) waa 
measured at 39 fe<it, 11 inches. At the northern end of the building, the height 
(roof peak) wafJ U1e1urnred at 40 fe<<t, 1-1/8 inches, 'l'he zoro po1.nt for the 
hG>ight moasuroments ia the top of curb <:i.t the center of the lot along Broderick 
Street, 

On July 5, 2012, before the r•unodel, our aurv<ly c.rew meMrnred the elevation ot 
the roof poak u t the th.:i. rd a tory 1 tho aocond a tory roof, tho top of the fir at 
story cornice and tho top of tho window trim at tho f'irt1t atory All >Jaid 
elevation points were taken c1long the >Jouthlilrly buildj.ng lino of th"1 aubjoct 
property, 'l'has(.J points woro :r:a-maasured on April 30" 2013, and thliln arJain on 
Auguat 9, 2013. We found tha followi.mJ charn::.ies in height: 

'l'op of 1st stury window trim: 
'l'ap of 1st story cornica: 
Second story roof: 
Roaf peak at: 3rd story: 

0 
0 
0 
0 

+3 1 -0" 
+2'-11 3/4" 
-t3'-0 1/2" 
+3' -3 1/·1 11 

+3' ··1 3/4" 
+3' -1 7/8" 
not measured 
l·3' 4 1/2" 

On April 24 1 2013, our survey crew sat throe lHlttl1w1ent manitarim1 point:a on tho 
GXterior. faoo of tho subJoct building. 'rhcrno points wero set along the south 
and east building faces, at the southeast corner of the subject property. On 
August 9, 2013, our surve:'.;,1 crew re-measured said thr<ile points and found that 
each point h<1d moved up by 0' 1-7 /8", Tlns upward movement axpla1ns the 
diffarmlCa ~n mc~asuremonts from 4/30/13 to 8/9/13 .in tho abovo tablG1. 

Our measurements conclude that along the southerly building 11ne the building 
was raisad between 3 feat, 1-3/4 inches and 3 feet, 4-1/2 inchea, 
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Department of Bu.ild:Lng Inspection 
Paqe 2 
October 20, 2014 

I reviewed a lotter by Gregory Cook, the l?roJoct Enqi.noaor for tho rGsidential 
remodel dat:ed April 30, 2013, that was addram:i0d to tho Department of Building 
Inspection. The letter st<:ites that Hr. Cook' u moasuroments determined that the 
subJect building was n:iised by threw feet. Since tha lett•H' did not include 
details of how the measuremt)nta were determined, I oould not verify ins rusu1 ti•. 

Thank you for this opportunity to be of uervice. If you have any further 
questions, please feel free to call. 

/mw 


