
 
BOARD OF APPEALS, CITY & COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO 

 
Appeal of           Appeal No. 24-056 
SHRAVANI SADINENI and MANISH NERLEKAR, ) 
                                                                     Appellant(s) )  
 ) 
vs. )    
 ) 
DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING INSPECTION,  ) 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT APPROVAL Respondent  
 
 

NOTICE OF APPEAL 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT on September 27, 2024, the above named appellant(s) filed an appeal with the 
Board of Appeals of the City and County of San Francisco from the decision or order of the above named department(s), 
commission, or officer.  
 
The substance or effect of the decision or order appealed from is the ISSUANCE on September 13, 2024 to Tiffany Tran, 
of an Alteration Permit (roof deck addition at rear of existing single-family dwelling; new roof hatch and stairs to roof) at 
557 Wisconsin Street. 
 
APPLICATION NO. 2024/0913/0723 
 
FOR HEARING ON November 13, 2024 
 
Address of Appellant(s):                  Address of Other Parties:  

 
Shravani Sadineni and Manish Nerlekar, Appellant(s) 
559 Wisconsin Street 
San Francisco, CA 94107 
 

 
Tiffany Tran, Permit Holder(s) 
c/o Colm O'Suilleabhain, Agent for Permit Holder(s) 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 



      Date Filed: September 27, 2024 
 
CITY & COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO  
BOARD OF APPEALS 
 

PRELIMINARY STATEMENT FOR APPEAL NO. 24-056     
 
I / We, Shravani Sadineni and Manish Nerlekar, hereby appeal the following departmental action: ISSUANCE of 

Alteration Permit No. 2024/09/13/0723  by the Department of Building Inspection which was issued or became 

effective on: September 13, 2024, to: Tiffany Tran, for the property located at: 557 Wisconsin Street.  
 

BRIEFING SCHEDULE:  
 
Appellants’ Brief is due on or before:  4:30 p.m. on October 24, 2024, (no later than three Thursdays prior to the 
hearing date). The brief may be up to 12 pages in length with unlimited exhibits.  It shall be double-spaced with a 
minimum 12-point font.  An electronic copy shall be emailed to: boardofappeals@sfgov.org, 
julie.rosenberg@sfgov.org, corey.teague@sfgov.org, Natalia.fossi@sfgov.org, kevin.birmingham@sfgov.org, 
colm@bedsf.com and trantiffany27@gmail.com 
 
Respondent's and Other Parties' Briefs are due on or before: 4:30 p.m. on November 7, 2024, (no later than one 
Thursday prior to hearing date).  The brief may be up to 12 pages in length with unlimited exhibits.  It shall be 
doubled-spaced with a minimum 12-point font.  An electronic copy shall be emailed to: boardofappeals@sfgov.org, 
julie.rosenberg@sfgov.org, corey.teague@sfgov.org, Natalia.fossi@sfgov.org, kevin.birmingham@sfgov.org, 
shravani.sadineni@gmail.com and manish.nerlekar@gmail.com 
 
Hard copies of the briefs do NOT need to be submitted to the Board Office or to the other parties. 
 
Hearing Date: Wednesday, November 13, 2024, 5:00 p.m., Room 416 San Francisco City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B. 
Goodlett Place.  The parties may also attend remotely via Zoom.  Information for access to the hearing will be 
provided before the hearing date. 
 
All parties to this appeal must adhere to the briefing schedule above, however if the hearing date is changed, the 
briefing schedule MAY also be changed. Written notice will be provided of any changes to the briefing schedule.  
 
In order to have their documents sent to the Board members prior to hearing, members of the public should email 
all documents of support/opposition no later than one Thursday prior to hearing date by 4:30 p.m. to 
boardofappeals@sfgov.org.  Please note that names and contact information included in submittals from members 
of the public will become part of the public record. Submittals from members of the public may be made 
anonymously.  
 
Please note that in addition to the parties' briefs, any materials that the Board receives relevant to this appeal, 
including letters of support/opposition from members of the public, are distributed to Board members prior to hearing. 
All such materials are available for inspection on the Board’s website at www.sfgov.org/boa. You may also request a 
hard copy of the hearing materials that are provided to Board members at a cost of 10 cents per page, per S.F. 
Admin. Code Ch. 67.28.  
 
 
The reasons for this appeal are as follows:  
 
See attachment. 
 
Appellants filed the appeal by email. 
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Shravani Sadineni & Manish Nerlekar

559 Wisconsin Street

San Francisco CA 94107 | Email: shravani.sadineni@gmail.com | Phone: +1 312-952-9231

Date: 9/27/2024

Board of Appeals

49, S Van Ness Avenue , Suite 1475

San Francisco , CA 94103

Regarding: Appeal against Permit no. 202409130723, for roof deck addition at 557 Wisconsin Street, that abuts our

condo at 559 Wisconsin Street

Dear Madam/Sir,

I, Shravani Sadineni, along with Manish Nerlekar, am the owner of 559 Wisconsin Street, San Francisco, 94107,

which is adjacent to 557 Wisconsin Street. We purchased the condo unit in July 2022, and have been residing in the

unit since then i.e. for over 2 years.

We recently received a notice of structural changes of the addition of a roof deck at 557 Wisconsin Street. We have

the following concerns about these changes at our neighboring/ adjacent single-family home:

1. Privacy concern: The structure is a violation of our privacy as it overlooks directly into our living space and

kitchen. Visitors on the deck have a full interior view and may access our space.

2. Daylight obstructed: It also will obstruct daylight into our living space, making it less appealing and darker during

the day.

3. Neighborhood character: This roof deck is atypical of the neighborhood, as there are no other units with a similar

structure.

4. Safety and noise concerns: We are also concerned about our safety with access to the rooftop, next to our

windows. Increased foot traffic & socializing is a violation of our space and adds to the noise.

We would like for the owners to stop construction of this rooftop deck and explore additions similar to other buildings

in the area, so that they do not violate the privacy, lighting and character of our unit and the other neighboring units.

Thank You, Sincerely

Shravani Sadineni & Manish Nerlekar

Email: shravani.sadineni@gmail.com , Ph: +1 312-952-9231 manish.nerlekar@gmail.com, Ph: +1 847-644-2436

mailto:shravani.sadineni@gmail.com
mailto:shravani.sadineni@gmail.com
mailto:manish.nerlekar@gmail.com


Permit Details Report

Report Date: 9/25/2024 10:46:45 AM
  
Application Number: 202409130723
Form Number: 8
Address(es): 4069 / 021 / 0 557 WISCONSIN ST

Description: ROOF DECK ADDITION AT REAR (E) SFD. NEW ROOF HATCH AND STAIRS TO
ROOF

Cost: $50,000.00
Occupancy Code: R-3
Building Use: 27 - 1 FAMILY DWELLING

Disposition / Stage:

Action Date Stage Comments
9/13/2024 TRIAGE  
9/13/2024 FILING  
9/13/2024 FILED  
9/13/2024 APPROVED  
9/13/2024 ISSUED  

Contact Details:
Contractor Details:

License Number: OWN
Name: OWNER OWNER
Company Name: OWNER
Address: OWNER * OWNER CA 00000-0000
Phone:

Addenda Details:
Description:

Station Rev# Arrive Start In
Hold

Out
Hold Finish Checked

By
Review
Result Hold Description

INTAKE  9/13/24 9/13/24 9/13/24 MASOUD
HAMIDI Administrative  

CP-ZOC  9/13/24 9/13/24 9/13/24 MCCALLUM
WILL Approved

9/13/2024: approved: new
roof deck and roof hatch.
meets deck requirements. no
311.
william.mccallum@sfgov.org

BLDG  9/13/24 9/13/24 9/13/24 LIU
STEPHEN Approved Approved otc

CPB  9/13/24 9/13/24 9/13/24 MASOUD
HAMIDI Administrative  

This permit has been issued. For information pertaining to this permit, please call 628-652-3450.

 

Appointments:

Appointment
Date

Appointment
AM/PM

Appointment
Code

Appointment
Type Description Time

Slots

Inspections:

Activity Date Inspector Inspection Description Inspection Status

Special Inspections:

Addenda
No.

Completed
Date Inspected By Inspection

Code Description Remarks

0   24E WOOD FRAMING  

For information, or to schedule an inspection, call 628-652-3400 between 8:30 am and 3:00 pm.

Station Code Descriptions and Phone Numbers

Online Permit and Complaint Tracking home page.

9/27/24, 4:32 PM Department of Building Inspection

https://dbiweb02.sfgov.org/dbipts/default.aspx?page=PermitDetails 1/2

http://www.sfgov.org/
http://www6.sfgov.org/index.aspx?page=2
http://www6.sfgov.org/index.aspx?page=3
http://www6.sfgov.org/index.aspx?page=4
http://www6.sfgov.org/index.aspx?page=5
http://www6.sfgov.org/index.aspx?page=6
http://www6.sfgov.org/index.aspx?page=44
http://www.sfgov.org/
http://sfdbi.org/instant-online-permit


Contact SFGov Accessibility Policies
City and County of San Francisco © 2024

Technical Support for Online Services
If you need help or have a question about this service, please visit our FAQ area.

9/27/24, 4:32 PM Department of Building Inspection

https://dbiweb02.sfgov.org/dbipts/default.aspx?page=PermitDetails 2/2

http://www6.sfgov.org/index.aspx?page=44
http://www6.sfgov.org/index.aspx?page=73
http://www6.sfgov.org/index.aspx?page=45
http://www.sfgov.org/
http://dbiweb.sfgov.org/DBI_FAQ/DBI_FAQs.html


  

         BRIEF SUBMITTED BY THE APPELLANT(S) 



Appeal Brief Regarding the Structural Changes at 557 Wisconsin Street

Appeal No. 24-056

Date: Oct 23, 2024

Subject: Urgent Appeal Against the Construction of a Roof Deck at 557 Wisconsin

Street

From: Shravani Sadineni & Manish Nerlekar, Owners of 559 Wisconsin Street, San

Francisco, CA 94107, and

Karen Yang, Owner of 561 Wisconsin Street, San Francisco CA 94107

To: City of San Francisco - Board of Appeals

Dear Madam/Sir ,

We, Shravani Sadineni and Manish Nerlekar, are the owners and residents of 559

Wisconsin Street, San Francisco, CA 94107, a condominium unit we purchased in July

2022. Karen Yang is the owner and resident of unit 561 Wisconsin Street, San

Francisco , CA 94107. Our condos are in the building adjacent to 557 Wisconsin Street,

which is the subject of this appeal.

On September 13, 2024, the San Francisco Department of Building Inspection

approved building permit no. 202409130723 for the construction of a roof deck at 557

Wisconsin St, owned by Tiffany Tran. We are writing to formally and urgently appeal the

proposed construction of a roof deck at the neighboring property located at 557

Wisconsin Street. As immediate neighbors whose properties are separated by only 6



feet from the proposed deck, we have significant and immediate concerns that this

project, if allowed to proceed, will have a serious and lasting negative impact on our

living environment, privacy, safety, property value, and the overall character of the

neighborhood.

We also want to note that we attempted to communicate these concerns in person to

the owners of 557 Wisconsin Street. The owners stated that they are "entitled to do

what they wish with their space" and dismissed our concerns, as well as similar

concerns voiced by other neighbors, without providing any suitable or compromising

solutions. We were in fact asked to “deal with these inconveniences as a part of the

experience of living in San Francisco”. This lack of receptiveness leaves us with no

choice but to escalate the matter to the City, as these issues have not been adequately

addressed.

Given the pressing nature of these concerns, we request your prompt attention to our

appeal, as this construction will directly and adversely affect our day-to-day lives and

potentially devalue our property if allowed to continue. Our concerns are outlined below:

1. Violation of Privacy

The planned roof deck will severely infringe upon the privacy of both our homes. As

currently designed, the deck will directly overlook the window of the primary bedroom of

561 Wisconsin St, as shown in Exhibit 1. The proposed deck would be only 6 feet from

the bedroom window which is sized at 8 feet long x 4 feet high, allowing occupants of

the deck to peer into the most private and sensitive areas of our home. The deck will

also have a direct line of sight into the living space and kitchen of 559 Wisconsin St,



allowing anyone on the deck to view our interior areas. The properties of 557 Wisconsin

St and 559/561 Wisconsin are only 6 feet apart, which exacerbates the privacy issues.

This creates a constant intrusion into our private lives, which is unacceptable for

homeowners seeking to live in peace and security. We have already started to

experience this as several workers are up on the roof during construction, with a direct

line of sight through our windows and side doors. Section 136(c)(24) of the San

Francisco Planning Code states that decks must be designed to provide the minimum

obstruction to light, air, view and privacy. The deck’s elevated position directly

overlooking our property infringes on our right to privacy and peace. We ask the City to

take action to halt this privacy violation before it becomes a permanent feature of

our daily living situation.

2. Obstruction of Daylight and Views

The construction of the deck will also obstruct the natural light that currently enters our

home. We rely on daylight to create a pleasant and inviting living space, and the

addition of this structure will cast significant shadows, reducing the amount of light we

receive. The roof deck will also obstruct views of the city skyline from our properties, as

illustrated in Exhibit 2. With the likely addition of furniture and lighting, the roof deck is

an intrusion into the visual landscape and impacts our enjoyment of the grand views

that the neighborhood of Potrero Hill famously has to offer. This loss of natural light and

the obstruction of city views will negatively affect our quality of life, and we request that

the City act swiftly to prevent this from happening.

3. Disruption of Neighborhood Character



The proposed roof deck is not in keeping with the architectural style or character of our

neighborhood. None of the other nearby properties have similar rooftop structures, and

all the buildings in the neighborhood have rear decks or backyard spaces. We urge the

City to act quickly to preserve the neighborhood’s integrity and prevent a structure

that is out of place with its surroundings from being erected.

4. Safety and Noise Concerns

Another urgent concern is the potential for safety risks and increased noise due to the

deck's proximity to our windows. The structure will make it easier for individuals to

access or observe our home, raising security risks. Additionally, rooftop social

gatherings would create unreasonable noise levels,which are prohibited under San

Francisco’s Noise Ordinance, and disrupt the peace and quiet that we and our

neighbors currently enjoy. We respectfully request that the City act now to avoid

these disturbances before they become a permanent issue.

5. Short-Term Rental Permit Concerns

We have also learned that the owners of 557 Wisconsin Street have applied for a

short-term rental permit. This further intensifies our concerns, as the presence of

transient guests in the building—many of whom would have potential access to the

rooftop deck—poses additional risks to our privacy and security. With multiple guests

coming and going, the likelihood of strangers overlooking our property

increases, making this issue even more urgent. We strongly request the City to

consider the implications of allowing such a structure in combination with a short-term

rental arrangement.



6. Potential Negative Impact on Property Value

We are deeply concerned that the construction of the roof deck, combined with the

privacy violations, obstruction of daylight and views, and increased noise outlined

above, will significantly affect the value of our property. A roof deck that overlooks our

home, restricts our access to natural light and city skylines, and creates noise

disruptions will likely make our property less desirable to potential buyers or renters.

This is a serious concern, as the potential devaluation of our home could have

long-term financial implications for us. We urge the City to recognize the negative

impact this addition could have on our property value and act accordingly to

prevent such consequences.

7. Consideration of Alternative Options

We urge the owners of 557 Wisconsin Street to consider less invasive alternatives that

will meet their needs without compromising the well-being of their neighbors.

Specifically, we propose that they explore building a deck in the rear of the property at

the second floor, similar to the structure that previously existed, or utilizing their

backyard space for outdoor gatherings. These options would allow them to enjoy

outdoor space without violating our privacy or disrupting the neighborhood. Time is of

the essence, and we implore the City to encourage the owners to consider these

alternatives immediately, before irreversible damage is done to our shared living

environment.

Conclusion



Given the privacy violations, obstruction of daylight, disruption of neighborhood

character, safety and noise concerns, and the potential devaluation of our property, we

urgently request that the City revoke the permit for the roof deck construction at 557

Wisconsin Street. We believe that reasonable alternatives, such as building an attached

rear deck or using the backyard, can provide outdoor space for the owners while

respecting the privacy, safety, and character of the neighborhood. We request the City

and Board of Appeals to prioritize and address this issue as a matter of urgency

to prevent long-term harm to our property and community.

We appreciate your prompt attention to this matter and trust that you will take the

necessary steps to protect our rights and the well-being of our neighborhood. We look

forward to your immediate response and action.

Sincerely,

Shravani Sadineni & Manish Nerlekar

Owners of 559 Wisconsin Street

San Francisco, CA 94107

[shravani.sadineni@gmail.com, manish.nerlekar@gmail.com ]

Karen Yang

Owners of 561 Wisconsin Street

San Francisco, CA 94107

[karenyang34@gmail.com]

mailto:shravani.sadineni@gmail.com
mailto:manish.nerlekar@gmail.com
mailto:karenyang34@gmail.com


Appendix

Exhibit 1: View from outside the bedroom window of 561 Wisconsin St showing the

view into the appellant’s primary bedroom suite.



Exhibit 2: View of roof deck from primary bedroom of 561 Wisconsin St showing the

intrusion into city views.



Exhibit 3 - 557 is the building in the center, showing the proximity of the roofdeck

to windows, and doors of both 559 and 561



Exhibit 4: The roofdeck extends very close to the doors and windows of both 559

and 561, and has a full unobstructed view into both units, including the bedroom

of 561. And Living room and Kitchen of 559.



 

          BRIEF SUBMITTED BY THE PERMIT HOLDER(S)  



557 Wisconsin Street 

Permit No 202409130723 

Project Sponsor Brief to Appeal No. 24-056 

Hearing process step for project sponsor: 

Project sponsor should address concerns of the DR requester and other individuals, including 

concerns articulated at the hearing, and demonstrate to the Commission why the project should 

be approved. 

References: 

1. San Francisco Planning Code 

https://codelibrary.amlegal.com/codes/san_francisco/latest/sf_planning/0-0-0-17760 

2. Public Information Handout: Residential Design Guidelines (2003) 

3. Public Information Handout: GeneralInfo_Residential_Deck.pdf 

4. Public Information Handout: Neighborhood Notification Process 

5. Permit No. 202409130723  

Opening Statement 

Permit No.202409130723 has been processed, reviewed, and approved on September 13th, 2024, 

by SF Planning and DBIin San Francisco.  We worked closely with Colm O Suilleabhain, a 

license CivilEngineer, and the DBI to ensure we followed the process for a residential roof deck 

and complied with the city code and guidelines available to the public.  We aim to come to a fair 

conclusion with the city and neighbors where all parties are content with the outcome. 

Background 

Our names are Tiffany Tran and Ross Mulcahy, and we recently purchased the property in the 

summer of 2024 with the intention of living in the main house for the foreseeable future. When 

https://codelibrary.amlegal.com/codes/san_francisco/latest/sf_planning/0-0-0-17760
https://default.sfplanning.org/publications_reports/residential_design_guidelines.pdf
https://sfplanning.org/sites/default/files/documents/publications/GeneralInfo_Residential_Deck.pdf


we started working with Colm to rework the interior of the property to fit our needs it became 

clear that the rear deck would no longer be accessible from the main living space. As a result of 

this our only access to the back yard (Shared with ADU) would now be either through the front 

entrance to the side walkway or through the door to the walkway on the bottom floor. With 

access to our own outdoor space a big priority, we started a separate process with Colm to look 

at the possibility of adding a roof deck.  

Prior to submission of the approved roof deck (Permit No.202409130723) we referenced the 

Residential Design Guidelines provided by the city during the design process while complying to 

the San Francisco Planning Code.  We spent multiple revisions trying to make interior access to 

the roof deck work in an efficient manner while also being to code. As our property is only 20’ 

wide, 5’ narrower than most typical 25’ wide buildings. and with 9’ ceilings this was quite a 

challenge. We also explored three options for this access, a penthouse, an exterior staircase and 

then a retractable skylight. Each option came with its own unique set of positives and negatives.  

• A Penthouse, although easier for us and more cost effective this would have created more 

adverse effects for our neighbors with an additional 9’ structure on the roof. See Image A 

& B below. This was abandoned due to impact on neighbors.  

• Exterior staircase, this created its own longevity concerns from a water proofing 

standpoint along with a code concerning the bottom of the stairs where the exterior door 

would need to be.  

• Retractable skylight, although this wasn’t our first choice, it quickly became it after 

discussing the first two.  



 

Exhibit A - Penthouse Option 

 

Exhibit B – Penthouse Impacts Neighbors 

We completed a thorough design process to ensure the roof deck is compiled with all city 

guidelines along with being a fit with the neighborhood character. We have attached exhibit A 

which shows a sight line study from across the street showing that the deck is hidden from view.  

Since the Appeal  



We understand that the addition of this deck has been a concern for our neighbors, and we are 

more than happy to discuss options for alleviating these concerns. Since we got word of the 

appeals by both neighbors we have held two meetings with both parties including the owner of 

561 Wisconsin.  

 

Our first meeting with the neighbors was held on Thursday October 10th, 2024. During this we 

invited them into the property at 557 Wisconsin so we can hear their concerns in person. We also 

showed them the approved plans and walked them through what the roof deck would look like 

when complete. After hearing these concerns in person and providing some clarification of 

where the roof deck would be placed, we agreed to meet again and discuss some solutions after 

we had time to look at options.  

On October 18th, 2024, we held a group call with all neighbors where we presented the following 

options / clarification.  

559 Wisconsin Street – Shravani Sadineni & Manish Nerlekar  

• Privacy  

o We’d also like to include an image of our neighbors at 559 Wisconsin Street and 

how their deck looks directly into our kitchen. We feel this is part and parcel of 

living in a dense urban City like San Francisco. Image A 

o As the deck is located at the rear of our property there will be no way for anyone 

to access the neighbor’s space. To help with any view into the neighbor’s property 

we can also install some private screens on our roof to help with this. Image B 

o As 559 Wisconsin St is uphill from us, they have more direct sightlines than we 

have uphill views of them.  



• Daylight Obstructed  

o Our deck will in no way obstruct daylight to their property.  

Overall Comments  

• Noise Concerns  

o We plan on using the deck as a space to get some fresh air and sun during the day. 

We have no intention of using the deck as a party deck or creating any nuisance in 

the neighborhood. If there’s ever a time where we are being loud the neighbors 

can feel free to let us know and we will quiet down or go inside.  

o We are a young couple with plans for the future and we plan to use this as our 

open space where maybe one day we can bring our future children.  

• Neighborhood Character  

o A quick google maps search of the neighborhood shows multiple roof decks near 

our property. If a roof deck is not present, there is certainly a regular deck at the 

back of the house. Image C 

o In Exhibit 1 attached to this document, Benchmark Engineering has completed a 

sightline study showing that the deck will not be visible from the street.  

Rebuttal Conclusion: 

We welcome dialogue that will progress the conversation around the permit where all parties can 

come to a compromise. Unfortunately, it is hard to compromise when our neighbors have been 

clear the roof deck being abandoned is their only solution.  

As the permit holder we are requesting the board uphold the permit approval as is, with no 

conditions. All City departments approved the rooftop deck as it satisfies the codes and 

requirements of the DBI. We are happy to continue dialogue with our neighbors so as to help 



with their concerns, but we don’t feel we should give up our outdoor space because of these 

concerns.  

 

We have spent a lot of time and money to design a roof deck that complies with building, 

planning, and all codes set forth by the city of San Francisco. We have made efforts to appease 

our neighbors by abandoning a more obstructive penthouse design in favor of a more expensive 

design with a retractable skylight, and we have made every effort to hear our neighbors concern 

since appeals have been filed. We have made efforts to work with the neighbors to resolve their 

grievances, to no avail. We respectfully ask for the permit to be reinstated upon the conclusion of 

this hearing. 

  



Appendix 

Exhibit C – this shows the view from our kitchen. As you can see our neighbors at 559 

Wisconsin have a direct sightline into our property.  

 

 



Exhibit D  – This image shows how the deck will be placed at the rear of the property. You can 

see how our neighbor looks down on us and how other neighbors have decks that’s give us little 

privacy.  

 



Exhibit D – here you can see 557 Wisconsin in purple, the blue highlighted areas are all the roof 

decks that surround the house.  

 

Exhibit F – Sightline Study   
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Exhibit G – Group Messages Showing Meetings 

   

















































                  PUBLIC COMMENT 



 
This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Karen Yang
To: BoardofAppeals (PAB)
Cc: shravani.sadineni@gmail.com; manish.nerlekar@gmail.com
Subject: Support for Appeal Nos 24-055 and 24-056
Date: Wednesday, November 6, 2024 1:37:46 PM
Attachments: IMG_3291.HEIC

IMG_8333.HEIC
IMG_8401.HEIC

 

Dear Members of the San Francisco Board of Appeals,

I am writing to express my support for Appeal Nos. 24-055 and 24-056 against the issuance of
 Alteration Permit No. 2024/0913/0723 for a roof deck addition at 557 Wisconsin Street. As
the homeowner and resident of the adjacent property at 561 Wisconsin Street, I am concerned
that a roof deck addition would impose a loss of privacy on my home, and with it, a loss of
safety, light, air, and views.

The development of the roof deck violates my personal privacy and sense of safety. With the
deck being only 6 feet from my bedroom window, inhabitants of the deck would have direct
views into my bedroom and bathroom, as seen in the attached photos. Throughout the
construction process, I’ve already had to change my lifestyle and habits, such as how I get
dressed in the morning, to hide from being seen by construction workers on the roof. With the
permanent addition of the roof deck, I would constantly feel unsafe in my own home.

The impact on privacy also extends to a loss of natural light and fresh air in my home. To
maintain privacy, I would need to draw my curtains regularly, which would result in the loss
of natural light. I also value the ability to open my windows for fresh air, but the addition of
the roof deck would prevent me from doing so without privacy and noise concerns. During the
most recent heat wave, the developments at the subject property required me to suffer a loss of
privacy and quiet just in order to keep my apartment cool.

The roof deck also affects my views of the city skyline. Even though it would not be a direct
obstruction, the deck, especially with the addition of furniture and lighting, would alter these
views and take away from the sense of openness that is cherished by residents of Portrero Hill.
Furthermore, I would be limited in how I enjoy these views due to privacy concerns.

Finally, I am concerned about the impact of the development of the roof deck on the value of
my property. Properties with panoramic views are reported to be valued at 20-25% higher than
those without. The disruption to these views, along with the loss of privacy and enjoyment,
would certainly decrease the value of my property.

This appeal is not just about the physical presence of a deck but about the constant fear of
being watched and the violation of my right to live comfortably in my own home. I
respectfully urge the Board of Appeals to appeal the issuance of the permit and ensure that any
development in the neighborhood takes into account the well-being of adjacent residents and
the preservation of their right to enjoy their homes without undue intrusion.

mailto:karenyang34@gmail.com
mailto:boardofappeals@sfgov.org
mailto:shravani.sadineni@gmail.com
mailto:manish.nerlekar@gmail.com





Thank you for your time and thoughtful consideration of this appeal.

Sincerely,
Karen Yang
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Appeal	No.	24-056	

Subject	Property:	557	Wisconsin	Street	

Alteration	Permit:	Roof	Deck	

Determination	of	Permit	No:	2024/0913/0723	

	

	

On	August	15th	the	occupant	of	our	house	at	553	Wisconsin	Street	was	awakened	by	

the	“house	shaking”	accompanied	by	loud	banging	coming	from	next	door	at	557	

Wisconsin	Street.	Upon	investigating	and	seeing	large	quantities	of	lath	and	plaster	

being	loaded	into	a	truck	next	door,	it	was	discovered	that	there	was	no	permit	

issued	to	remove	this	unsafe	and	potentially	asbestos-laden	material.	(See	photo	1)	

Complaint	#202427412	was	then	filed	with	the	Department	of	Building	Inspection	

and	a	subsequent	permit	#20240815758	was	issued	on	8/16,	the	next	day.	

However,	it	was	not	until	09/24/24	that	DBI	inspector,	Tienda,	“Advised	(the)	

contractor	to	do	all	possible	to	contain	dust	and	debris.”	This	was	a	late	and	

inadequate	response	to	a	potential	hazard	that	should	have	been	tested	and	

certified	safe	or	removed	in	a	protected	manner.	Thus	began	a	series	of	strategic	

moves	initiated	by	owner	builder-contractor,	Ross	Mulcahy	and	his	partner	Tiffany	

Tran	and	blessed	by	the	Department	of	Building	Inspection	where	work	would	start	

without	a	permit,	and	a	permit	being	filed	only	after	a	complaint.	These	owners	

bought	557	Wisconsin,	a	well-maintained	house	in	good	condition,	for	1.5	million	

dollars	and	within	a	few	months	are	investing	many	hundreds	of	thousands	of	

dollars	to	gut	and	rebuild	its	interior	with	the	addition	of	a	roof	deck.	
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An	over	the	counter	permit	#202409130723	for	a	roof	deck	was	issued	on	

9/13/2024.	By	the	time	we	received	notice	on	9/16,	work	on	the	roof	deck	was	well	

underway.	This	timing,	as	with	previous	hastily	issued	permits,	gives	neighbors	no	

opportunity	for	constructive	input.	(See	photo	2)	

	

A	wall	associated	with	roof	access	would	block	light	and	blue-sky	views	from	our	

bathroom,	kitchen	windows	and	skylight	next	door	at	553	Wisconsin	Street.	(See	

photos	3,	4,	5,	6,	7,	8)	

	

A	roof	deck	at	557	Wisconsin	Street	would	encroach	on	our	privacy	at	553	

Wisconsin	Street	by	overlooking	our	back	porch	(See	photo	8)	and	our	bathroom	

and	kitchen	windows.	A	deck	at	this	location	is	out	of	character	with	the	

surrounding	neighborhood.	This	deck	and	associated	structures	would	be	plainly	

visible	from	the	street.	(See	557	Wisconsin	Street	plans)	

	

By	the	time	we	were	informed	of	the	roof	deck	at	557	Wisconsin	Street,	the	roof	had	

been	demolished	and	framing	for	the	deck	was	already	complete.	This	strategy	of	

starting	small	and	expanding	the	scope	of	construction	permit	by	permit	until	the	

final	result	is	an	extensive	renovation	does	not	allow	enough	transparency	for	

timely	neighborhood	input.	The	Building	Department	has	been	complicit	in	this	

approach.	



	 3	

	We	visited	the	Department	of	Building	Inspection	on	two	occasions	in	an	attempt	to	

view	proposed	plans	for	the	557	Wisconsin	Street	roof	deck.	We	were	not	allowed	

to	see	those	plans	during	either	visit.	It	wasn’t	until	we	complained	that	we	could	

not	effectively	mount	a	permit	appeal	without	access	to	the	plans,	that	we	were	

finally	provided	a	copy.	There	has	never	been	a	job	card	posted	at	this	site	that	

would	inform	neighbors	of	permitted		

	

	Allowing	this	roof	deck	permit	to	go	forward	would	be	an	invasion	of	our	privacy	

and	decrease	the	real	and	aesthetic	value	of	our	house.	We	feel	we	are	being	mugged	

by	this	no-warning	assault	on	the	quiet	enjoyment	of	our	house.		

	

We	request	that	the	entitlement	for	a	roof	deck	permit	at	557	Wisconsin	Street	be	

denied	so	that	we	can	retain	the	sunshine,	light	and	privacy	which	are	essential	to	

the	unique	character	of	Potrero	Hill	and	to	our	quality	of	life	here	in	our	

neighborhood.	We	are	not	opposed	to	our	neighbors	renovating	their	house,	but	we	

are	opposed	to	them	encroaching	on	our	rights	by	adding	obtrusive	exterior	

additions.	Without	a	doubt	this	type	of	real	estate	speculation	is	contributing	to	the	

scarcity	and	high	cost	of	affordable	housing	in	our	city.		

	

Sincerely,	

Christopher	Sabre	

Jean	Loura	

	



Work on roof deck underway

Loading lath and plaster at 557 Wisconsin Street    
Photo 1

Photo 2





Work on roof deck underway
Type text herePhoto 3



Looking south from 553 Wisconsin Street toward wall obstruction marker at 557 Wisconsin Street

Looking  south from 553 Wisconsin Street bathroom window toward 557 Wisconsin Street

Photo 4

Photo 5





Exhibit 6

553 Wisconsin Street Skylight 
Photo 6



View north from 561 Wisconsin Street toward 557 and 553 Wisconsin Street

P 3

Photo 7



sLooking south from 553 Wisconsin Street  toward 557 deck location
Photo 8
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