


Board of Supervisors
City and County of San Francisco

REJECT APPEAL ON 218-- 27™ AVE

Dear Board of Supervisors:

As a neighbor of the above referenced project | ask you to REJECT THE APPEAL of the Planning
Commission Approval of this project. The Department of Planning and the Planning Commission have
both rendered this project approvable after a very thorough planning process including a Planning
Commission hearing resulting ina UNANIMOUS APPROVAL BY THE COMMISSIONERS.
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Board of Supervisors
City and County of San Francisco

REJECT APPEAL ON 218-- 27™M AVE

Dear Board of Supervisors:

As a neighbor of the above referenced project | ask you to REJECT THE APPEAL of the Planning
Commission Approvat of this project. The Department of Planning and the Planning Commission have
both rendered this project approvable after a very thorough ptanning process including a Planning
Commission hearing resulting in a UNANIMOUS APPROVAL BY THE COMMISSIONERS,
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Board of Supervisors
City and County of San Francisco

REJECT #PPEAL ON 218-- 27" AVE

Dear Bozrd of Supervisors:

Az a neighbor of the above referenced project | ask you to REIECT THE APPEAL of the Planning
Commiscion Approval of this project. Th2 Department of Planning and the Planning Commission have
both ren-ered this project approvable after a very thorough planning process including a Planning
Commiss.on hearing resulting in 2 UNAMPMOUS APPROVAL BY THE COMMISSIONERS.
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Board of Supervisors
City and County of San Francisco

REJECT APPEAL ON 218-- 27™ AVE

Dear Board of Supervisors:

As a neighbor of the above referenced project | ask you to REJECT THE APPEAL of the Planning
Commission Approval of this project. The Department of Planning and the Planning Commission have
both rendered this project approvable after a very thorough planning process including a2 Planning
Commission hearing resulting in a UNANIMOUS APPROVAL BY THE COMMISSIONERS.
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Board of Supervisors
City and County of San Francisco

REJECT APPEAL ON 218-- 27™ AVE

Dear Board of Supervisors:

As a neighbor of the above referenced project | ask you to REJECT THE APPEAL of the Planning
Commission Approval of this project. The Department of Planning and the Planning Commission have
both rendered this project approvable after a very thorough planning process including a Planning
Commission hearing resulting in a2 UNANIMOUS APPROVAL BY THE COMMISSIONERS.
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Board of Supervisors
City and Zounty of San Francisco

REJECT £ PPEAL ON 218-- 27™ AVE

Dear Bozrd of Supervisors:

As a neig 1bor of the above referenced project | ask you to REJECT THE APPEAL of the Planning
Commiss on Approval of this project. Tha Department of Planning and the Planning Commission have
both ren.ered this project approvable at:er a very thorough planning process including a Planning
Commiss on hearing resulting ina UNANIMOUS APPROVAL BY THE COMMISSIONERS.
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Board of Supervisors
City and County of San Francisco

REJECT APPEAL ON 218-- 27™ AVE

Dear Board of Supervisors:

As a neighbor of the above referenced project | ask you to REJECT THE APPEAL of the Planning
Commission Approval of this project. The Department of Planning and the Planning Commission have
both rendered this project approvable after a very thorough planning process including a Planning
Commission hearing resulting in a UNANIMOUS APPROVAL BY THE COMMISSIONERS.
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Board of Supervisors
City and County of San Francisco

REJECT APPEAL ON 218-- 27™ AVE

Dear Board of Supervisors:

As a neignbor of the above referenced project | ask you to REJECT THE APPEAL of the Planning
Commission Approval of this project. The Department of Planning and the Planning Commission have
both rendered this project approvable after a very thorough planning process including 2 Planning
Commission hearing resulting in a UNANIMOUS APPROVAL BY THE COMMISSIONERS.
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Board of Supervisors
City and County of San Francisco

REJECT APPEAL ON 218-- 27™ AVE

Dear Board of Supervisors:

As a neighbor of the above referenced groject | ask you to REIECT THE APPEAL of the Planning
Commission Approval of this project. The Department of Planning and the Pianning Commission have
both rendered this project approvable after a very thorough planning process including a Planning
Commission hearing resulting in 2 UNAMIMOUS APPROVAL BY THE COMMISSIONERS.
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Board of Supervisors
City and County of San Francisco

REJECT APPEAL ON 218-- 27™ AVE

Dear Bozrd of Supervisors:
As a3 neighbor of the above referenced project | ask you to REIECT THE APPEAL of the Planning
Commission Approval of this project. The Department of Planning and the Planning Commission have

both rendered this project approvable after a very thorough planning process including a Planning
Commission hearing resulting in a UNANIMOUS APPROVAL BY THE COMMISSIONERS.
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Board of Supervisors
City and County of San Francisco

REJECT APPEAL ON 218-- 27™ AVE

Dear Bozrd of Supervisors:

As a neignbor of the above referenced project | ask you to REJECT THE APPEAL of the Planning
Commission Approval of this project. Th:: Department of Planning and the Planning Commission have
both rendered this project approvable after a very thorough planning process including a Planning
Commission hearing resulting ina UNANIMOUS APPROVAL BY THE COMMISSIONERS.

L& FrzpSonseZ

Name

22 - 26 AVE # 7o

Address

(2/03/ 1017

Date ¥







Board of Supervisors
City Hall 2~ Floor
San Francisco, California

Re:  Reasons to Reject the Appeal for 218-27% Avenue

As a resident of San Francisco | believe you should vote against this appeal for the following

reasons:

SF should be committed to providing Family Sized Housing to meet the Lack of Housing Crisis
in SE.

The project sponsor worked diligently for almost two years with professional staff at the SF
Planning Department and went through major concessions and reiterations of the pian and for
the additional following reasons this Appeal should be Rejected:

1. The SF Planning Commission VOTED UNANIMOUSLY TO APPROVE THIS PROSECT.

2. The profect sponsor has additionally agreed to several conditions:

a. Agreed to the removal of the roof deck and roof access

b. Agreed to frosted and inoperable windows at the north elevation

c. Agreed to provide frosted glass screening at the north entry stairs and landing

d. Agreed to set back the top floor 15 feet from the front elevation.

The property is in @ RM-1 area and zoned for urban density.

4. The project sponsor has not asked for any exceptions / variances to the planning code.

5. This project only went to the planning commission because there is a recent low
reguiring a Conditional Use permit for the demolition of single family residences.
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Thank you,
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Board of Supervisors
City Hall 2™ Floor
San Francisco, California

Re:

Reasons to Reject the Appeal for 218-27" Avenue

As a resident of San Francisco | believe you should vote against this appeal for the following
reasons:

SF should be committed to providing Family Sized Housing to meet the Lack of Housing Crisis

in SF.

The project sponsor worked diligently for almost two years with professional staff at the SF
Planning Department and went through major concessions and reiterations of the plan and for
the additional following reasons this Appeal should be Rejected:

1. The SF Planning Commission VOTED UNANIMOUSLY TO APPROVE THIS PROJECT.
2. The project sponsor has additionally agreed to several conditions:
a. Agreed to the removal of the roof deck and roof access
b. Agreed to frosted and inoperable windows at the north elevation
c. Agreed to provide frosted glass screening at the north entry stairs and landing
d. Agreed to set back the top floor 15 feet from the front elevation.
3. The property is in a RM-1 area and zoned for urban density.
4. The project sponsor has not asked for any exceptions / variances to the planning code.
5. This project only went to the planning commission because there is a recent low
requiring a Conditional Use permit for the demalition of single family residences.
Thank you,

Elizabeth Moore

Name

741 9th Ave, SF Ca 94118

Address
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Board of Supervisors
City Hall 2" Floor
San Francisco, California

Re:  Reasons to Reject the Appeal for 218-27" Avenue

As a resident of San Francisco | believe you should vote against this appeal for the following
reasons:

SF should be committed to providing Family Sized Housing to meet the Lack of Housing Crisis
in SF.

The project sponsor worked diligently for almost two years with professional staff at the SF
Planning Department and went through major concessions and reiterations of the plan and for
the additional following reasons this Appeal should be Rejected:

g

The SF Planning Commission VOTED UNANIMOQUSLY TO APPROVE THIS PROIECT.
2. The project sponsor has additionally agreed to several conditions:

a. Agreed to the removal of the roof deck and roof occess

b. Agreed to frosted and inoperable windows at the north ejevation

¢. Agreed to provide frosted glass screening at the north entry stairs and landing

d. Agreed to set back the top floor 15 feet from the front elevation.
3. The property is in a RM-1 area and zoned for urban density.
The project sponsor has not asked for any exceptions / variances to the planning code.
5. This project only went to the planning commission because there is a recent law
requiring a Conditional Use permit for the demuolition of single family residences.

>

Thank you,

Benjamin Gerry

Name

314 4th avenue, San Francisco, CA 94118
Address
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Board of Supervisors
City Hafl 2= Floor
San Francisco, California

Re:

Reasons to Reject the Appeal for 218-27* Avenue

As a resident of San Francisco I believe you should vote against this appeal for the following
reasons:

SF should be committed to providing Family Sized Housing to meet the Lack of Housing Crisis

in SF.

The project sponsor worked diligently for almost two years with professional staff at the SF
Planning Department and went through major concessions and reiterations of the plan and for
the additional following reasons this Appeal should he Rejected:

1. The SF Planning Commission VOTED UNANIMOUSLY TO APPROVE THIS PROJECT.
2. The project sponsor has additionally agreed to several conditions:
a. Agreed to the removal of the roof deck and roof access
b. Agreed to frosted and inoperable windows at the north elevation
c. Agreed to provide frosted glass screening at the north entry stairs and landing
d. Agreed to set back the top floor 15 feet from the front elevation.
3. The property is in a RM-1 area and zoned for urban density.
4. The project sponsor has not asked for any exceptions / variances to the planning code.
5. This project only went to the planning commission because there is a recent law
requiring a Conditional Use permit for the demaolition of single fomily residences.
Thank vou,

Harry Spitzer

Name

314 4* Avenue, San Francisco, CA 94118

Address
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Board of Supervisors
City Hall 2" Floor
San Francisco, California

Re:  Reasons to Reject the Appeal for 218-27'" Avenue

As a resident of San Francisco | believe you should vote against this appeal for the following
reasons:

SF should be committed to providing Family Sized Housing to meet the Lack of Housing Crisis
in SF.

The project sponsor worked diligently for almost two years with professional staff at the SF
Planning Department and went through major concessions and reiterations of the plan and for
the additional following reasons this Appeal should be Rejected:

1. The SF Planning Commission VOTED UNANIMOUSLY TO APPROVE THIS PROJECT.

2. The project sponsor has additionally agreed to several conditions:

a. Agreed to the removal of the roof deck and roof access

b. Agreed to frosted and inoperable windows at the north elevation

c. Agreed to provide frosted glass screening at the north entry stairs and landing

d. Agreed to set back the top floor 15 feet from the front elevation.

The property is in a RM-1 area and zoned for urban density.

The project sponsor has not asked for any exceptions / variances to the planning code.

5. This project only went to the planning commission because there is a recent law
requiring a Conditional Use permit for the demolition of single family residences.

MW

Thank you,

Jonathan Gillie

Name

314 4th Ave. San Francisco, CA 94118
Address

==

Jonathan Gillie (Dec 9, 2017)

Signature



Board of Supervisors
City Hall 2 Floor
San Francisco, California

Re: Reasans to Reject the Appeal for 218-27* Avenue

As a resident of San Francisco | believe you should vote against this appeal for the following
reasons:

SF should be committed to providing Family Sized Housing to meet the Lack of Housing Crisis
in SF,

The project sponsor worked diligently for almost two years with professional staff at the SF
Planning Department and went through major concessions and reiterations of the plan and for
the additional following reasons this Appeal should be Rejected:

1. The SF Planning Commission VOTED UNANIRMOUSLY TO APPROVE THIS PROIECT,
2. The project sponsor has additionally agreed to several conditions:
a. Agreed to the removal of the roof deck and roof access
b. Agreed to frosted and inoperable windows at the north elevation
¢. Agreed to provide frosted glass screening at the north entry stairs and landing
d. Agreed to set back the top floor 15 feet from the front elevation.
3. The propgerty is in o RM-1 area and zoned for urban density.
The project sponsor has not asked for any exceptions / variances to the planning code.
5. This project only went to the planning commission because there is a recent law
requiring a Conditional Use permit for the demolition of single family residences.

S

Thank you,
GlAnna ToBON |
Name
514 Lake Sted  Soetraacen 9418
Address
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Board of Supervisors
City Hall 2™ Floor
San Francisco, California

Re:  Reasons to Reject the Appeal for 218-27" Avenue

As a resident of San Francisco | believe you should vote against this appeal for the following
reasons:

SF should be committed to providing Family Sized Housing to meet the Lack of Housing Crisis
in SF.

The project sponsor worked diligently for almost two years with professional staff at the SF
Planning Department and went through major concessions and reiterations of the plan and for
the additional following reasons this Appeal should be Rejected:

L

The SF Planning Commission VOTED UNANIMOUSLY TO APPROVE THIS PROJECT.
2. The project sponsor has additionally agreed to several conditions:

a. Agreed to the removal of the roof deck and roof access

b. Agreed to frosted and inoperable windows at the north elevation

c. Agreed to provide frosted glass screening at the north entry stairs and landing

d. Agreed to set back the top floor 15 feet from the front elevation.
3. The property is in a RM-1 area and zoned for urban density.
The project sponsor has not asked for any exceptions / variances to the planning code.
5. This project only went to the planning commission because there is a recent law
requiring a Conditional Use permit for the demolition of single family residences.

&

Thank you,
David McMonigle

Name

350 15™ Avenue

Address
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Board of Supervisors
City Hall 2™ Floor
San Francisco, California

Re: Reasons to Reject the Appeal for 218-27" Avenue

As a resident of San Francisco | believe you should vote against this appeal for the following
reasons:

SF should be committed to providing Family Sized Housing to meet the Lack of Housing Crisis
in SF.

The project sponsor worked diligently for almost two years with professional staff at the SF
Planning Department and went through major concessions and reiterations of the plan and for
the additional following reasons this Appeal should be Rejected:

=

The SF Planning Commission VOTED UNANIMOUSLY TO APPROVE THIS PROJECT.

2. The project sponsor has additionally agreed te several conditions:

a. Agreed to the removal of the roof deck and roof access

b. Agreed to frosted and inoperable windows at the north efevation

¢. Agreed to provide frosted glass screening at the north entry stairs and landing

d. Agreed to set back the top floor 15 feet from the front efevation.

The property is in a RM-1 area and zoned for urban density.

The project sponsor has not asked for any exceptions / variances to the planning code.
5. This project only went to the planning commission because there is a recent fow
requiring a Conditional Use permit for the demolition of single family residences.

AW

Thank you,

Jacqueline Toboni

Name

1514-1516 Lake st. San Frangisco, Ca 94118

Address

Signature




Board of Supervisors
City Hall 2™ Floor
San Francisco, California

Re:  Reasons to Reject the Appeal for 218-27" Avenue

As a resident of San Francisco I believe you should vote against this appeal for the following
reasons:

SF should be committed to providing Family Sized Housing to meet the Lack of Housing Crisis
in SF.

The project sponsor worked diligently for almost two years with professional staff at the SF
Planning Department and went through major concessions and reiterations of the plan and for
the additional following reasons this Appeal should be Rejected:

1. The SF Planning Commission VOTED UNANIMOUSLY TO APPROVE THIS PROJECT.
The profect sponsor has additionally agreed to several conditions:
a. Agreed to the removal of the roof deck and roof access
b. Agreed to frosted and inoperable windows at the north elevation
c. Agreed to provide frosted glass screening at the north entry stairs and landing
d. Agreed to set back the top floor 15 feet from the front elevation.
3. The property is in a RM-1 area and zoned for urban density.
The project sponsor has not asked for any exceptions / variances to the planning code.
5. This project only went to the planning commission because there is a recent law
requiring a Conditional Use permit for the demolition of single family residences.

»

Thank you,
Bovduer and David -Df’nmv(f\-?/
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Address




Board of Supervisors
City Hall 2 Floor
San Francisco, California

Re: Reasons to Reject the Appeal for 218-27" Avenue

As a resident of San Francisco I believe you should vote against this appedl for the following
reasons:

SF should be committed to providing Family Sized Housing to meet the Lack of Housing Crisis
in SF.

The project sponsor worked diligently for almost two years with professional staff at the SF
Planning Department and went through major concessions and reiterations of the plan and for
the additional following reasons this Appeal should be Rejected:

1. The SF Planning Commission VOTED UNANIMOUSLY TO APPROVE THIS PROJECT.
2. The praject sponsor has additionally agreed to several conditions:
a. Agreed to the removal of the roof deck and roof access
b. Agreed to frosted and inoperable windows at the north elevation
c. Agreed to provide frosted glass screening at the north entry stairs and landing
d. Agreed to set back the top floor 15 feet from the front elevation.
3. The property is in a RM-1 area and zoned for urban density.
The project sponsor has not asked for any exceptions / variances to the planning code.
5. This project only went to the planning commission because there is a recent law
requiring a Conditional Use permit for the demolition of single family residences.

e

Thank you,
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Board of Supervisors
City Hall 2" Floor
San Francisco, California

Re:

Reasons to Reject the Appeal for 218-27" Avenue

As a resident of San Francisco | believe you should vote against this appeal for the following
reasons:

SF should be committed to providing Family Sized Housing to meet the Lack of Housing Crisis

in SF.

The project sponsor worked diligently for almost two years with professional staff at the SF
Planning Department and went through major concessions and reiterations of the plan and for
the additional following reasons this Appeal should be Rejected:

1. The SF Planning Commission VOTED UNANIMOUSLY TO APPROVE THIS PROJECT.
2. The project sponsor has additionally agreed to several conditions:
a. Agreed to the removal of the roof deck and roof access
b. Agreed to frosted and inoperable windows at the north elevation
c. Agreed to provide frosted glass screening at the north entry stairs and landing
d. Agreed to set back the top floor 15 feet from the front elevation.
3. The property is in a RM-1 area and zoned for urban density.
4. The project sponsor has not asked for any exceptions / variances to the planning code.
5. This project only went to the planning commission because there is a recent law
requiring a Conditional Use permit for the demolition of single family residences.
Thank you,
& [Bhon
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Board of Supervisors
City Hall 2" Floor
San Francisco, California

Re:  Reasons to Reject the Appeal for 218-27'" Avenue

As a resident of San Francisco | believe you should vote against this appeal for the following
reasons:

SF should be committed to providing Family Sized Housing to meet the Lack of Housing Crisis
in SF.

The project sponsor worked diligently for almost two years with professional staff at the SF
Planning Department and went through major concessions and reiterations of the plan and for
the additional following reasons this Appeal should be Rejected:

pa

The SF Planning Commission VOTED UNANIMOUSLY TO APPROVE THIS PROJECT.
2. The project sponsor has additionally agreed to several conditions:
a. Agreed to the removal of the roof deck and roof access
b. Agreed to frosted and inoperable windows at the north elevation
c. Agreed to provide frosted glass screening at the north entry stairs and landing
d. Agreed to set back the top floor 15 feet from the front elevation.
3. The property is in a RM-1 area and zoned for urban density.
The project sponsor has not asked for any exceptions / variances to the planning code.
5. This project only went to the planning commission because there is a recent law
requiring a Conditional Use permit for the demolition of single family residences.
Thank you,

Name (/ L‘J/(%; //&—W
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Address
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Board of Supervisors
City Hall 2" Floor
San Francisco, California

Re:  Reasons to Reject the Appeal for 218-27t" Avenue

As a resident of San Francisco | believe you should vate against this appeqal for the following
reasons:

SF should be committed to providing Family Sized Housing to meet the Lack of Housing Crisis
in SF.

The project sponsor worked diligently for almost two years with professional staff at the SF
Planning Department and went through major concessions and reiterations of the plan and for
the additional following reasons this Appeal should be Rejected:

1. The SF Planning Commission YOTED UNANIMOUSLY TO APPROVE THIS PROJECT.
2. The project sponsor has additionally agreed to several conditions:
a. Agreed to the removal of the roof deck and roof access
b. Agreed to frosted and inoperable windows at the north elevation
c. Agreed to provide frosted glass screening at the north entry stairs and landing
d. Agreed to set back the top floor 15 feet from the front elevation.
3. The property is in a RM-1 area and zoned for urban density.
The project sponsor has not asked for any exceptions / variances to the planning code.
5. This project only went to the planning commission because there is a recent faw
requiring a Conditional Use permit for the demolition of single family residences.
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Thank you,
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Board of Supervisors
City Hall 2 Flaor
San Francisco, California

Re:  Reasons to Reject the Appeal for 218-27* Avenue

As a resident of San Francisco | believe you should vote against this appeal for the following
reasons:

SF should be committed to providing Family Sized Housing to meet the Lack of Housing Crisis
in SF.

The project sponsor worked diligently for almost two years with professional staff at the SF
Planning Department and went through major concessions and reiterations of the plan and for
the additional following reasons this Appeal should be Rejected:

1. The SF Planning Commission VOTED UNANIMOUSLY TO APPROVE THIS PROJECT.
2. The project sponsor has additionally agreed to several canditions:
a. Agreed to the removal of the roof deck and roof access
b. Agreed to frosted and inoperable windows at the north elevation
¢. Agreed to provide frosted glass screening at the north entry stairs and landing
d. Agreed to set back the top floor 15 feet from the front efevation.
3. The property is in a RM-1 area and zoned for urban density.
The project sponsor has not asked for any exceptions / variances to the planning code.,
5. This project only went to the planning commission because there is a recent law
requiring a Conditional Use permit for the demolition of single family residences.

s

Thank you,

Parey llekien
Name P
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Address
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Board of Supervisors
City Hall 2~ Floor
San Francisco, California

Re:  Reasons to Reject the Appeal for 218-27% Avenue

As a resident of San Francisco | believe you should vote against this appeal for the following
reasons:

SF should be committed to providing Family Sized Housing to meet the Lack of Housing Crisis
in SF.

The project sponsar worked diligently for almost two years with professional staff at the SF
Planning Department and went through major concessions and reiterations of the plan and for
the additional following reasons this Appeal should be Rejected:

B

The SF Planning Commission VOTED UNANIMOUSLY TO APPROVE THIS PROJECT.

2. The project sponsor has additionally agreed to several conditions:

a. Agreed to the removal of the roof deck and roof access

b. Agreed to frosted and inoperable windows at the north elevation

c. Agreed to provide frosted glass screening at the north entry stairs and landing

d. Agreed to set back the top floor 15 feet from the front elevation.

The property is in a RM-1 area and zoned for urban density.

The project sponsor has not asked for any exceptions / variances to the planning code.
5. This project only went to the planning commission because there is a recent law
requiring a Conditional Use permit for the demolition of single family residences.

W

Thank y
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Board of Supervisors
City Hall 2~ Floor
San Francisco, California

Re:

Reasons to Reject the Appeal for 218-27* Avenue

As a resident of San Francisco | believe you should vote against this appeal for the following
reasons:

SF should be committed to providing Family Sized Housing to meet the Lack of Housing Crisis

in SF.

The project sponsor worked diligently for almost two years with professional staff at the SF
Planning Department and went through major concessions and reiterations of the plan and for
the additional following reasons this Appeal should be Rejected:

1. The SF Planning Commission VOTED UNANIMOUSLY TO APPROVE THIS PROJECT.
2. The project sponsor has additionally agreed to several conditions:
a. Agreed to the removal of the roof deck and roof access
b. Agreed to frosted and inoperable windows at the north elevation
c. Agreed to provide frosted glass screening at the north entry stairs and landing
d. Agreed to set back the top floor 15 feet from the front elevation.
3. The property is in a RM-1 area and zoned for urban density.
4. The project sponsor has not asked for any exceptions / variances to the planning code.
5. This project only went to the planning commission because there is a recent law
requiring a Conditional Use permit for the demolition of single family residences.
Thank you \J \f é I (/
Name

LA Lake G- SECA M|

Signature
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Board of Supervisors
City Hall 2+ Floor
San Francisco, California

Re:  Reasons to Reject the Appeal for 218-27* Avenue

As a resident of San Francisco | believe you should vote against this appeal for the following
reasons:

SF should be committed to providing Family Sized Housing to meet the Lack of Housing Crisis
in SF.

The project sponsor worked diligently for almost two years with professional staff at the SF
Planning Department and went through major concessions and reiterations of the plan and for
the additional following reasons this Appeal should be Rejected:

1. The SF Planning Commission VOTED UNANIMOUSLY TO APPROVE THIS PROJECT.
2. The project sponsor has additionally agreed to several conditions:
a. Agreed to the removal of the roof deck and roof access
b. Agreed to frosted and inoperable windows at the north elevation
c. Agreed to provide frosted glass screening at the north entry stairs and landing
d. Agreed to set back the top floor 15 feet from the front elevation.
3. The property is in a RM-1 area and zoned for urban density.
The project sponsor has not asked for any exceptions / variances to the planning code.
5. This project only went to the planning commission because there is a recent law
requiring a Conditional Use permit for the demolition of single family residences.

R

Thank you,

Hustal (Zome=

Name

JOl Lake S SF.CA 94//8
/A rpar—

Signature ¢ /




Board of Supervisors
City Hall 2~ Floor
San Francisco, California

Re:  Reasons to Reject the Appeal for 218-27" Avenue

As a resident of San Francisco | believe you should vote against this appeal for the following
reasons:

SF should be committed to providing Family Sized Housing to meet the Lack of Housing Crisis
in SF.

The project sponsor worked diligently for almost two years with professional staff at the SF
Planning Department and went through major concessions and reiterations of the plan and for
the additional following reasons this Appeal should be Rejected:

1. The SF Planning Commission VOTED UNANIMOUSLY TO APPROVE THIS PROJECT.

2. The project sponsor has additionally agreed to several conditions:

a. Agreed to the removal of the roof deck and roof access

b. Agreed to frosted and inoperable windows at the north elevation

c. Agreed to provide frosted glass screening at the north entry stairs and landing

d. Agreed to set back the top floor 15 feet from the front elevation.

The property is in @ RM-1 area and zoned for urban density.

The project sponsor has not asked for any exceptions / variances to the planning code.

5. This project only went to the planning commission because there is a recent law
requiring a Conditional Use permit for the demolition of single family residences.

A W

Thank you,

lDt—’*/?le—/ /; ﬂ’éf\//

Name
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Board of Supervisors
City Hall 2- Floor
San Francisco, California

Re:  Reasons to Reject the Appeal for 218-27" Avenue

As a resident of San Francisco | believe you should vote against this appeal for the foilowing
reasons:

SF should be committed to providing Family Sized Housing to meet the Lack of Housing Crisis
in SF.

The project sponsor worked diligently for almost two years with professional staff at the SF
Planning Department and went through major concessions and reiterations of the plan and for
the additional following reasons this Appeal should be Rejected:

1. The SF Planning Commission VOTED UNANIMOUSLY TO APPROVE THIS PROJECT.
2. The project sponsor has additionally agreed to several conditions:
a. Agreed to the removal of the roof deck and roof access
b. Agreed to frosted and inoperable windows at the north elevation
¢. Agreed to provide frosted glass screening at the north entry stairs and landing
d. Agreed to set back the top floor 15 feet from the front elevation.
3. The property Is in a RM-1 area and zoned for urban density.
The project sponsor has not asked for any exceptions / variances to the planning code.
5. This project only went to the planning commission because there is a recent law
requiring a Conditional Use permit for the demalition of single family residences.
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Thank you,
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Board of Supervisors
City Hall 2= Floor
San Francisco, California

Re:  Reasons to Reject the Appea! for 218-27* Avenue

As a resident of San Francisce | believe you should vote against this appedi for the following
reasons:

SF shouid be committed to providing Family Sized Housing to meet the Lack of Housing Crisis
in SF.

The project sponsor worked diligently for aimost two years with professional staff at the SF
Planning Department and went through major concessions and reiterations of the plan and for
the additional following reasons this Appeal should be Rejected:

s

The SF Planning Commission VOTED UNANIMOUSLY TO APPROVE THIS PROJECT.
2. The project sponsor has additionally agreed to several conditions:

a. Agreed to the removal of the roof deck and roof access

b. Agreed to frosted and inoperable windows at the north elevation

¢. Agreed to provide frosted glass screening at the north entry stairs and landing

d. Agreed to set back the top floor 15 feet from the front elevation.
3. The property is in a RM-1 area and zoned for urban density.
The project sponsor has not asked for any exceptions / variances to the plonning code.
5. This project only went to the planning commission because there is a recent law
requiring a Conditional Use permit for the demolition of single farmily residences.

&

Thank you,
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Board of Supervisors
City Hall 2" Floor
San Francisco, California

Re:  Reasons to Reject the Appeal for 218-27" Avenue

As a resident of San Francisco | believe you should vote against this appeal for the following
reasons:

SF should be committed to providing Family Sized Housing to meet the Lack of Housing Crisis
in SF.

The project sponsor worked diligently for almost two years with professional staff at the SF
Planning Department and went through major concessions and reiterations of the plan and for
the additional following reasons this Appeal should be Rejected:

1. The SF Planning Commission VOTED UNANIMOUSLY TO APPROVE THIS PROJECT.
2. The project sponsor has additionally agreed to several conditions:
a. Agreed to the removal of the roof deck and roof access
b. Agreed to frosted and inoperable windows at the north elevation
c. Agreed to provide frosted glass screening at the north entry stairs and landing
d. Agreed to set back the top floor 15 feet from the front elevation.
3. The property is in a RM-1 area and zoned for urban density.
The project sponsor has not asked for any exceptions / variances to the planning code.
5. This project only went to the planning commission because there is a recent law
requiring a Conditional Use permit for the demolition of single family residences.
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Board of Supervisors
City Hall 2" Floor
San Francisco, California

Re:  Reasons to Reject the Appedal for 218-27" Avenue

As a resident of San Francisco | believe you should vote against this appeal for the following
reasons:

SF should be committed to providing Family Sized Housing to meet the Lack of Housing Crisis
in SF.

The project sponsor worked diligently for almost two years with professional staff at the SF
Planning Department and went through major concessions and reiterations of the plan and for
the additional following reasons this Appeal should be Rejected:

1. The SF Planning Commission VOTED UNANIMOUSLY TO APPROVE THIS PROJECT.
2. The project sponsor has additionally agreed to several conditions:
a. Agreed to the removal of the roaf deck and roof access
b. Agreed to frosted and inoperable windows at the north elevation
c. Agreed to provide frosted glass screening at the north entry stairs and landing
d. Agreed to set back the top floor 15 feet from the front elevation.
3. The property is in a RM-1 area and zoned for urban density.
The project sponsor has not asked for any exceptions / variances to the planning code.
5. This project only went to the planning commission because there is a recent law
requiring a Conditional Use permit for the demolition of single family residences.

=

Thank you,
Toha Gj(cg (Ci0e
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Board of Supervisors
City Hall 2" Floor
San Francisco, California

Re:  Reasons to Reject the Appeal for 218-27"" Avenue

As g resident of San Francisco I believe you should vote against this appeal for the following
reasons:

SF should be committed to providing Family Sized Housing to meet the Lack of Housing Crisis
in SF.

The project sponsor worked diligently for almost two years with professional staff at the SF
Planning Department and went through major concessions and reiterations of the plan and for
the additional following reasons this Appeal should be Rejected:

1. The SF Planning Commission VOTED UNANIMOUSLY TO APPROVE THIS PROJECT.

2. The project sponsor has additionally agreed to several conditions:

a. Agreed to the removal of the roof deck and roof access

b. Agreed to frosted and inoperable windows at the north elevation

¢. Agreed to provide frosted glass screening at the north entry stairs and landing

d. Agreed to set back the top floor 15 feet from the front elevation.

The property is in a RM-1 area and zoned for urban density.

The project sponsor has not asked for any exceptions / variances to the planning code.

5. This project only went to the planning commission because there is a recent low
requiring a Conditional Use permit for the demolition of single family residences.

H oW

Thank you,
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Board of Supervisors
City Hall 2" Floor
San Francisco, California

Re:  Reasons to Reject the Appeal for 218-27" Avenue

As a resident of San Francisco | believe you should vote against this appeal for the following
reasons:

SF should be committed to providing Family Sized Housing to meet the Lack of Housing Crisis
in SF.

The project sponsor worked diligently for almost two years with professional staff at the SF
Planning Department and went through major concessions and reiterations of the plan and for
the additional following reasons this Appeaf should be Rejected:

1. The SF Planning Commission VOTED UNANIMOUSLY TO APPROVE THIS PROJECT.
2. The project sponsor has additionally agreed to several conditions:
a. Agreed to the removal of the roof deck and roof access
b. Agreed to frosted and inoperable windows at the north elevation
c. Agreed to provide frosted glass screening at the north entry stairs and landing
d. Agreed to set back the top floor 15 feet from the front elevation.
3. The property is in a RM-1 area and zoned for urban density.
The project sponsor has not asked for any exceptions / variances to the planning code.
5. This project only went to the planning commission because there is a recent law
requiring a Conditional Use permit for the demolition of single family residences.
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Board of Supervisors
City Hall 2™ Floor
San Francisco, California

Re:  Reasons to Reject the Appeal for 218-27" Avenue

As a resident of San Francisco | believe you should vote against this appeal for the following
reasons:

SF should be committed to providing Family Sized Housing to meet the Lack of Housing Crisis
in SF.

The project sponsor worked diligently for almost two years with professional staff at the SF
Planning Department and went through major concessions and reiterations of the plan and for
the additional following reasons this Appeal should be Rejected:

1. The SF Planning Commission VOTED UNANIVMOUSLY TO APPROVE THIS PROJECT.
2. The project sponsor has additionally agreed to several conditions:
a. Agreed to the removal of the roof deck and rocf access
b. Agreed to frosted and inoperable windows at the north elevation
c. Agreed to provide frosted glass screening at the north entry stairs and fanding
d. Agreed to set back the top floor 15 feet from the front elevation.
3. The property is in a RM-1 area and zoned for urban density.
The project sponsor has not asked for any exceptions / variances to the planning code.
5. This project only went to the planning commission because there is a recent law
requiring a Conditional Use permit for the demolition of single family residences.
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Thank you,
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Board of Supervisors
City Hall 2" Floor
San Francisco, California

Re:  Reasons to Reject the Appeal for 218-27* Avenue

As a resident of San Francisco I believe you should vote against this appeal for the following
regsons:

SF should be committed to providing Family Sized Housing to meet the Lack of Housing Crisis
in SF.

The profect sponsor worked diligently for almost two years with professional staff at the SF
Planning Department and went through major concessions and reiterations of the plan and for
the additional following reasons this Appeal should be Rejected:

1. The SF Planning Commission VOTED UNANIMOUSLY TO APPROVE THIS PROJECT.

2. The project sponsor has additionally agreed to several conditions:

a. Agreed to the removal of the roof deck and roof access

b. Agreed to frosted and inoperable windows at the north elevation

c. Agreed to provide frosted glass screening at the north entry stairs and landing

d. Agreed to set back the top floor 15 feet from the front elevation.

The property is in a RM-1 area and zoned for urban density.

The project sponsor has not asked for any exceptions / variances to the planning code.

5. This project only went to the planning commission because there is a recent law
requiring a Conditional Use permit for the demolition of single family residences.
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Board of Supervisors
City Hall 2" Floor
San Francisco, California

Re:  Reasons to Reject the Appeal for 218-27"" Avenue

As a resident of San Francisco | believe you should vote against this appeal for the following
reasons:

SF should be committed to providing Family Sized Housing to meet the Lack of Housing Crisis
in SF.

The project sponsor worked diligently for almost two years with professional staff at the SF
Planning Department and went through major concessions and reiterations of the pfan and for
the additional following reasons this Appeal should be Rejected:

1. The SF Planning Commission VOTED UNANIMOUSLY TO APPROVE THIS PROJECT.
2. The project sponsor has additionally agreed to several conditions:
a. Agreed to the removal of the roof deck and roof access
b. Agreed to frosted and inoperable windows at the north elevation
c. Agreed to provide frosted glass screening at the north entry stairs and landing
d. Agreed to set back the top floor 15 feet from the front elevation.
3. The property is in a RM-1 area and zoned for urban density.
The project sponsor has not asked for any exceptions / variances to the planning code.
5. This project only went to the planning commission because there is a recent law
requiring a Conditional Use permit for the demolition of single family residences.
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Thank you,
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Board of Supervisors
City Hall 2 Floor
San Francisco, California

Re: Reasons to Reject the Appeal for 218-27* Avenue

As a resident of San Francisco | believe you should vote against this appeal for the following
reasons:

SF should be committed to providing Family Sized Housing to meet the Lock of Housing Crisis
in SF.

The project sponsor worked diligently for almost two years with professional staff at the SF
Planning Department and went through major concessions and reiterations of the plan and for
the additional following reasons this Appeal should be Rejected:

1. The SF Planning Commission VOTED UNANIMOUSLY TO APPROVE THIS PROJECT.

2. The project sponsor has additionally agreed to several conditions:

a. Agreed to the removal of the roof deck and roof access

b. Agreed to frosted and inoperable windows at the north elevation

c. Agreed to provide frosted glass screening at the north entry stairs and landing

d. Agreed to set back the top floor 15 feet from the front elevation.

The property is in a RM-1 area and zoned for urban density.

The project sponsor has not asked for any exceptions / variances to the planning code.

5. This project only went to the planning commission because there is a recent law
requiring a Conditional Use permit for the demolition of single family residences.
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Board of Supervisors
City Hall 2~ Floor
San Francisco, California

Re:  Reasons to Reject the Appeal for 218-27% Avenue

As a resident of San Francisco | believe you should vote against this appeal for the following
reasons:

SF should be committed to providing Family Sized Housing to meet the Lack of Housing Crisis
in SF.

The project sponsor worked difigently for almost two years with professional staff at the SF
Planning Department and went through major concessions and reiterations of the plan and for
the additional following reasons this Appeal should be Rejected:

1. The SF Planning Commission VYOTED UNANIMOUSLY TO APPROVE THIS PROJECT.
2. The project sponsor has additionally agreed to several conditions:
a. Agreed to the removal of the roof deck and roof access
b. Agreed to frosted and inoperable windows at the north elevation
¢. Agreed to provide frosted glass screening at the north entry stairs and landing
d. Agreed to set back the top floor 15 feet from the front elevation.
3. The property is in a RM-1 area and zoned for urban density.
The project sponsor has not asked for any exceptions / variances to the planning code.
5. This project only went to the planning commission because there is a recent law
requiring a Conditional Use permit for the demolition of single family residences.
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Thank you,
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Board of Supervisors
City Hall 2~ Floor
San Francisco, California

Re:  Reuosons to Reject the Appeal for 218-27% Avenue

As a resident of San Francisco | believe you should vote against this appeal for the foillowing
reasons:

SF should be committed to providing Family Sized Housing to meet the Lack of Housing Crisis
in SF.

The project sponsor worked diligently for almost two years with professional staff at the SF
Planning Department and went through major concessions and reiterations of the plan and for
the additional following reasons this Appeal should be Rejected:

1. The SF Planning Commission VOTED UNANIMOUSLY TO APPROVE THIS PROJELT.
2. The project sponsor has additionally agreed to several conditions:
o. Agreed to the removal of the roof deck and roof access
b. Agreed to frosted and inoperable windows at the north elevation
c. Agreed to provide frosted glass screening at the north entry stairs and landing
d. Agreed to set back the top floor 15 feet from the front elevation.
3. The property is in a RM-1 area and zoned for urban density.
The project sponsor has not asked for any exceptions / variances to the planning code.
5. This project onfy went to the planning commission because there is a recent law
requiring a Conditional Use permit for the demolition of single family residences.

A

Thank vou,
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Board of supervisors
City Hall 2™ Floor
San Francisco, California

Re:  Reasons to Reject the Appeal for 218-27" Avenue

As a resiiient of San Francisco | believe you should vote against this appeal for the following
reasons:

SF shoul:d be committed to providing ~amily Sized Housing to meet the Lack of Housing Crisis
inSF.

The project sponsor werked diligently ‘or almost two years with professional staff at the SF
Planning Department and went throu:h major concessions and reiterations of the plan and for
the addi:ional following reasons this # ppeal should be Rejected:

1. The SF Planning Commission VOTED UNANIMOUSLY TO APPROVE THIS PROJECT.
2. The project sponsor has additionally agreed to several conditions:
¢. Agreed to the removal of ~he roof deck and roof access
t. Agreed to frosted and inoperable windows at the north elevation
¢. Agreed to provide frosted glass screening at the north entry stairs and landing
. Agreed to set back the top floor 15 feet from the front elevation.

3. " he property is in a RM-1 arec and zoned for urban density.
4. “'he project sponsor has not asked for any exceptions / variances to the planning code.
5. “his project oniy weni to the rlanning commission because there is a recent law
‘equiring a Conditional Use permit for the demolition of single family residences.
Thank you,
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Board of Supervisors
City Hall 2™ Floor
San Francisco, California

Re:  Reasons to Reject the Appeal jor 218-27" Avenue

As a resiclent of San Francisco | believe you should vote against this appeal for the following
reasons:

SF shoui:i be committed to providing ~amily Sized Housing to meet the Lack of Housing Crisis
in SF.

The project sponsor worked diligently ‘or almost two years with professional staff at the SF
Planning Department and went throuc:h major concessions and reiterations of the plan and for
the additional following reasons this Appeal should be Rejected:

b

The SF Pianning Commission VOTED UNANIMOUSLY TO APPROVE THIS PROJECT.
2. The project sponsor has additionally agreed to several conditions:
¢. Agreed to the removal of the roof deck and roof access
. Agreed to frosted and inoperable windows at the north elevation
c. Agreed to provide frosted glass screening at the north entry stairs and landing
d. Agreed to set back the top floor 15 feet from the front elevation.
“he property is in a RM-1 area and zoned for urban density.
"he project sponsor has not asked for any exceptions / variances to the planning code.
5. "'his project only went to the planning commission because there is a recent law
requiring a Conditional Use permit for the demolition of single family residences.
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Board of Supervisors
City Hall 2" Floor
San Francisco, California

Re:  Reasons to Reject the Appeal for 218-27*" Avenue

As a resident of San Francisco | believe you should vote against this appeal for the following
reasons:

SF should be commiitted to providing ~amily Sized Housing to meet the Lack of Housing Crisis
in SF.

The project sponsor worked diligently ‘or almost two years with professional staff at the SF
Planning Department and went through major concessions and reiterations of the plan and for
the addiional following reasons this Appeal should be Rejected:

1. The SF Planning Commission VOTED UNANIMOUSLY TO APPROVE THIS PROJECT.
2. The project sponsor has additionally agreed to several conditions:
¢. Agreed to the removal of the roof deck and roof access
k. Agreed to frosted and inoperable windows at the north elevation
¢. Agreed to provide frosted glass screening at the north entry stairs and landing
. Agreed to set back the top: floor 15 feet from the front elevation.
“he property is in a RM-1 arec and zoned for urban density.
"he project sponsor has not a:ked for any exceptions / variances to the planning code.
5. his project only went to the planning commission because there is a recent law

requiring a Conditional Use permit for the demolition of single family residences.
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Board of Supervisors
City Hall 2™ Floor
San Francisco, California

Re:  Reasons to Reject the Appeal for 218-27% Avenue

As a resident of San Francisco | believe you should vote against this appeal for the following
reasons:

SF should be committed to providing Family Sized Housing to meet the Lack of Housing Crisis
in SF.

The project sponsor worked diligently for almost two years with professional staff at the SF
Planning Department and went through major concessions and reiterations of the plan and for
the additional following reasons this Appeal should be Rejected:

1. The SF Planning Commission VOTED UNANIMOUSLY TO APPROVE THIS PROJECT.
2. The project sponsor has additionally agreed to several conditions:
0. Agreed to the removal of the roof deck and roof access
b. Agreed to frosted and inoperable windows at the north elevation
¢. Agreed to provide frosted glass screening at the north entry stairs and landing
. Agreed to set back the top floor 15 feet from the front elevation.
3. The property is in a RM-1 arec and zoned for urban density.
The project sponsor has not asked for any exceptions / variances to the planning code.
5. This project only went to the planning commission because there is a recent law
requiring a Conditional Use permit for the demolition of single family residences.
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Board of Supervisors
City Hall 2™ Floor
San Francisco, California

Re:  Reasons to Reject the Appeal for 218-27" Avenue

As a resident of San Francisco | believe you should vote against this appeal for the following
reasons:

SF should be committed to providing Family Sized Housing to meet the Lack of Housing Crisis
in SF.

The project sponsor worked diligently for almost two years with professional staff at the SF
Planning Department and went through major concessions and reiterations of the plan and for
the additional following reasons this Appeal should be Rejected:

b

The SF Planning Commission VOTED UNANIMOUSLY TO APPROVE THIS PROJECT.
2. The project sponsor has additionally agreed to several conditions:
. Agreed to the removal of the roof deck and roof access
b. Agreed to frosted and inoperable windows at the north elevation
Agreed to provide frosted glass screening at the north entry stairs and landing
d. Agreed to set back the top floor 15 feet from the front elevation.
3. The property is in a RM-1 area and zoned for urban density.
“he project sponsor has not asked for any exceptions / variances to the planning code.
"his project only went to the planning commission because there is a recent law
requiring a Conditional Use permit for the demolition of single family residences.
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Board of Supervisors
City Hall 2™ Floor
San Francisco, California

Re:  Reasons to Reject the Appeal for 218-27*" Avenue

As a resident of San Francisco | believe you should vote against this appeal for the following
reasons:

SF should be committed to providing Family Sized Housing to meet the Lack of Housing Crisis
in SF.

The projact sponsor worked diligently “or almost two years with professional staff at the SF
Planning Department and went through major concessions and reiterations of the plan and for
the additional following reasons this Appeal should be Rejected:

o

The SF Planning Commission VOTED UNANIMOUSLY TO APPROVE THIS PROJECT.

2. The project sponsor has additionally agreed to several conditions:

¢. Agreed to the removal of che roof deck and roof access

k. Agreed to frosted and inoperable windows at the north elevation

¢. Agreed to provide frosted glass screening at the north entry stairs and landing

+. Agreed to set back the tot floor 15 feet from the front elevation.

“he property is in a RM-1 arec and zoned for urban density.

“he project sponsor has not asked for any exceptions / variances to the planning code.
"'his project only went to the planning commission because there is a recent law
requiring a Conditional Use permit for the demolition of single family residences.
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Board of Supervisors
City Hall 2™ Floor
San Francisco, California

Re:

Reasons to Reject the Appeal for 218-27'" Avenue

As a resident of San Francisco | believe you should vote against this appeal for the following
reasons:

SF should be commiitted to providing Family Sized Housing to meet the Lack of Housing Crisis

in SF.

The project sponsor worked diligently for almost two years with professional staff at the SF
Planning Department and went through major concessions and reiterations of the plan and for
the additional following reasons this Appeal should be Rejected:

1. The SF Planning Commission VOTED UNANIMOUSLY TO APPROVE THIS PROJECT.
2. The project sponsor has additionally agreed to several conditions:
a. Agreed to the removal of the roof deck and roof access
b. Agreed to frosted and inoperable windows at the north elevation
c. Agreed to provide frosted glass screening at the north entry stairs and landing
d. Agreed to set back the top floor 15 feet from the front elevation.
3. The property is in a RM-1 area and zoned for urban density.
4. The project sponsor has not asked for any exceptions / variances to the planning code.
5. This project only went to the planning commission because there is a recent law
requiring a Conditional Use permit for the demolition of single family residences.
Thank you,
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Board of Supervisors
City Hall 2 Floor
San Francisco, California

Re:  Reasons to Reject the Appeal for 218-27* Avenue

As a resic'ent of San Francisco | believe you should vote against this appeal for the following
reasons:

SF should be committed to providing ~amily Sized Housing to meet the Lack of Housing Crisis
in SF.

The projzct sponsor worked diligently for almost two years with professional staff at the SF
Planning Department and went throu:th major concessions and reiterations of the plan and for
the addirional following reasons this Appeal should be Rejected:

e

The SF Planning Commission VVOTED UNANIMOUSLY TO APPROVE THIS PROJECT.
2. The project sponsor has additionally agreed to several conditions:

¢. Agreed to the removal of the roof deck and roof access

b. Agreed to frosted and inoperable windows at the north elevation

t. Agreed to provide frosted glass screening at the north entry stairs and landing

¢'. Agreed to set back the top floor 15 feet from the front elevation.
3. ''he property is in a RM-1 arec. and zoned for urban density.
4. "he project sponsor has not asked for any exceptions / variances to the planning code.
5. "'his project only went to the planning commission because there is a recent law
equiring ¢ Conditional Use permit for the demolition of single family residences.
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Board of Supervisors
City Hall 2™ Floor
San Francisco, California

Re: Reasons to Reject the Appeal for 218-27'" Avenue

As a resident of San Francisco | believe you should vote against this appeal for the following
reasons:

SF should be committed to providing Family Sized Housing to meet the Lack of Housing Crisis
in SF.

The project sponsor worked diligently for almost two years with professional staff at the SF
Planning Department and went through major concessions and reiterations of the plan and for
the additional following reasons this Appeal should be Rejected:

1. The SF Planning Commission VOTED UNANIMOUSLY TO APPROVE THIS PROJECT.
2. The project sponsor has additionally agreed to several conditions:
a. Agreed to the removal of the roof deck and roof access
b. Agreed to frosted and inoperable windows at the north elevation
c. Agreed to provide frosted glass screening at the north entry stairs and landing
d. Agreed to set back the top floor 15 feet from the front elevation.
3. The property is in a RM-1 area and zoned for urban density.
The project sponsor has not asked for any exceptions / variances to the planning code.
5. This project only went to the planning commission because there is a recent law
requiring a Conditional Use permit for the demolition of single family residences.
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Board of Supervisors
City Hall 2™ Floor
San Francisco, California

Re:

Reasons to Reject the Appeal for 218-27" Avenue

As a resident of San Francisco | believe you should vote against this appeal for the following
reasons:

SF should be committed to providing ~amily Sized Housing to meet the Lack of Housing Crisis

in SF.

The project sponsor worked diligently for almost two years with professional staff at the SF
Planning Department and went through major concessions and reiterations of the plan and for
the additional following reasons this Appeal should be Rejected:

1. The SF Planning Commission VOTED UNANIMOUSLY TO APPROVE THIS PROJECT.
2. The project sponsor has additionally agreed to several conditions:
c. Agreed to the removal of the roof deck and roof access
b. Agreed to frosted and inoperable windows at the north elevation
¢. Agreed to previde frosted glass screening at the north entry stairs and landing
¢. Agreed to set back the tog floor 15 feet from the front elevation.
3. The property is in a RM-1 area and zoned for urban density.
4. The project sponsor has not asked for any exceptions / variances to the planning code.
5. This project only went to the planning commission because there is a recent law
requiring a Conditional Use permit for the demolition of single family residences.
Thank you, .
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Board of Supervisors
City Hall 2™ Floor
San Francisco, California

Re:  Reasons to Reject the Appeal jor 218-27" Avenue

As a resident of San Francisco | believe you should vote against this appeal for the following
reasons:

SF shoul 1 be committed to providing ~amily Sized Housing to meet the Lack of Housing Crisis
in SF.

The project sponsor worked diligently ‘or almost two years with professional staff at the SF
Planning Department and went throuah major concessions and reiterations of the plan and for
the additional following reasons this Appeal should be Rejected:

1. The SF Planning Commission VOTED UNANIMOUSLY TO APPROVE THIS PROJECT.
2. The project sponsor has additionally agreed to several conditions:
¢. Agreed to the removal of “he roof deck and roof access
t. Agreed to frosted and inoperable windows at the north elevation
¢. Agreed to provide frosted glass screening at the north entry stairs and landing
. Agreed to set back the top floor 15 feet from the front elevation.
3. The property is in a RM-1 arec and zoned for urban density.
The project sponsor has not a:ked for any exceptions / variances to the planning code.
5. This project only went to the pianning commission because there is a recent law
requiring a Cenditional Use permit for the demolition of single family residences.
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Board of Zupervisors
City Hall 2™ Floor
San Francisco, California

Re:  Reasons to Reject the Appeal for 218-27*" Avenue

As a resiclent of San Francisco | believe you should vote against this appeal for the following
reasons:

SF shoul:] be committed to providing Family Sized Housing to meet the Lack of Housing Crisis
in SF.

The project sponsor worked diligently for almost two years with professional staff at the SF
Planning Department and went through major concessions and reiterations of the plan and for
the additional following reasons this Appeal should be Rejected:

1. The SF Planning Commission VOTED UNANIMOUSLY TO APPROVE THIS PROJECT.

2. The project sponsor has additionally agreed to several conditions:

¢. Agreed to the removal of the roof deck and roof access

L. Agreed to frosted and inoperable windows at the north elevation

¢. Agreed to provide frosted glass screening at the north entry stairs and landing

¢. Agreed to set back the toy floor 15 feet from the front elevation.

The property is in a RM-1 arec and zoned for urban density.

The project sponsor has not asked for any exceptions / variances to the planning code.

5. This project only went to the planning commission because there is a recent law
requiring a Conditional Use permit for the demolition of single family residences.
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Board of Supervisors
City Hall 2™ Floor
San Francisco, California

Re:  Reasons to Reject the Appeal for 218-27t" Avenue

As a resiclent of San Francisco | believe you should vote against this appeal for the following
reasons:

SF shoult! be commiitted to providing ~amily Sized Housing to meet the Lack of Housing Crisis
in SF.

The project sponsor worked diligently “or almost two years with professional staff at the SF
Planning Department and went throuch major concessions and reiterations of the plan and for
the addi:ional following reasons this #ppeal should be Rejected:

1. The SF Planning Commission VOTED UNANIMOUSLY TO APPROVE THIS PROJECT.
2. The project sponsor has additianally agreed to several conditions:
c. Agreed to the removal of the roof deck and roof access
t. Agreed to frosted and inoperable windows at the north elevation
¢. Agreed to provide frosted glass screening at the north entry stairs and landing
¢. Agreed to set back the top floor 15 feet from the front elevation.
3. The property is in a RM-1 arec and zoned for urban density.
4. The project sponsor has not asked for any exceptions / variances to the planning code.
5. This project only went to the planning commission because there is a recent law
r2quiring a Conditional Use permit for the demolition of single family residences.
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Board of Supervisors
City Hall 2" Floor
San Francisco, California

Re:  Rezasons to Reject the Appeal for 218-27* Avenue

As a resident of San Francisco | believe you should vote against this appeal for the following
reasons:

SF shoulid be commiitted to providing Family Sized Housing to meet the Lack of Housing Crisis
in SF.

The proj=ct sponsor worked diligently ;or almost two years with professional staff at the SF
Planning Department and went throuch major concessions and reiterations of the plan and for
the addi-ional following reasons this /£ ppeal should be Rejected:

1. The SF Planning Commission VOTED UNANIMOUSLY TO APPROVE THIS PROJECT.

2. The project sponsor has additionally agreed to several conditions:

. Agreed to the removal of the roof deck and roof access

b. Agreed to frosted and inoperable windows at the north elevation

¢. Agreed to provide frosted glass screening at the north entry stairs and landing

. Agreed to set back the top floor 15 feet from the front elevation.

“he property is in a RM-1 arec and zoned for urban density.

"he project sponsor has not asked for any exceptions / variances to the planning code.

5. his project only went to the planning commission because there is a recent law
~2quiiing a Conditional Use permit for the demolition of single family residences.
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