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[Final Map No. 11237 - 3357-26th Street]  
 
 

Motion approving Final Map No. 11237, an eight residential unit and one commercial 

unit mixed-use condominium project, located at 3357-26th Street, being a subdivision 

of Assessor’s Parcel Block No. 6570, Lot No. 002; and adopting findings pursuant to 

the General Plan, and the eight priority policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1. 

 

MOVED, That the certain map entitled “FINAL MAP No. 11237”, an eight residential 

unit and one commercial unit mixed-use condominium project, located at 3357-26th Street, 

being a subdivision of Assessor’s Parcel Block No. 6570, Lot No. 002, comprising two sheets, 

approved on February 9, 2024, by Department of Public Works Order No. 210095 is hereby 

approved and said map is adopted as an Official Final Map No. 11237; and, be it  

FURTHER MOVED, That the San Francisco Board of Supervisors adopts as its own 

and incorporates by reference herein as though fully set forth the findings made by the 

Planning Department, by its letter dated July 29, 2022, that the proposed subdivision is 

consistent with the General Plan, and the eight priority policies of Planning Code, Section 

101.1; and, be it 

 FURTHER MOVED, That the San Francisco Board of Supervisors hereby authorizes 

the Director of the Department of Public Works to enter all necessary recording information on 

the Final Map and authorizes the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors to execute the Clerk’s 

Statement as set forth herein; and, be it  

 FURTHER MOVED, That approval of this map is also conditioned upon compliance by 

the subdivider with all applicable provisions of the San Francisco Subdivision Code and 

amendments thereto. 
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DESCRIPTION APPROVED:    RECOMMENDED:   

      

/s/____________________    /s/_____________________ 

Katharine S. Anderson, PLS 8499   Carla Short 

City and County Surveyor               Director of Public Works  

   



  San Francisco Public Works 
 General – Director’s Office 

49 South Van Ness Ave., Suite 1600 
San Francisco, CA 94103 

        (628) 271-3160    www.SFPublicWorks.org 

 

Public Works Order No: 210095 

                              CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO 
                                   SAN FRANCISCO PUBLIC WORKS 
 

APPROVING FINAL MAP NO. 11237, 3357 26TH STREET, AN 8 RESIDENTIAL UNIT AND 1 
COMMERCIAL UNIT MIXED-USE CONDOMINIUM PROJECT, BEING A SUBDIVISION OF LOT 002 IN 
ASSESSORS BLOCK NO. 6570 (OR ASSESSORS PARCEL NUMBER 6570-002). [SEE MAP], 

AN 8 RESIDENTIAL UNIT AND 1 COMMERCIAL UNIT MIXED-USE CONDOMINIUM PROJECT  

The City Planning Department in its letter dated July 29, 2022, stated that the subdivision is consistent 
with the General Plan and the Priority Policies of City Planning Code Section 101.1.   

The Director of Public Works, the Advisory Agency, acting in concurrence with other City agencies, has 
determined that said Final Map complies with all subdivision requirements related thereto.  Pursuant to 
the California Subdivision Map Act and the San Francisco Subdivision Code, the Director recommends 
that the Board of Supervisors approve the aforementioned Final Map. 
 

Transmitted herewith are the following: 

1.  One (1) paper copy of the Motion approving said map – one (1) copy in electronic format. 
2.  One (1) mylar signature sheet and one (1) paper set of the “Final Map No. 11237”, comprising 2 sheets. 
3.  One (1) copy of the Tax Certificate from the Office of the Treasurer and Tax Collector certifying that there are 

no liens against the property for taxes or special assessments collected as taxes. 
4.  One (1) copy of the letter dated July 29, 2022, from the City Planning Department stating the subdivision is 

consistent with the General Plan and the Priority Policies set forth in City Planning Code Section 101.1. 
 

It is recommended that the Board of Supervisors adopt this legislation.  

RECOMMENDED:      APPROVED: 
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Anderson, Katharine

City and County Surveyor

     

X
Short, Carla

Director of Public Works
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Attention: Mr.

Please review and respond to this referral within 30 days in accordance with the Subdivision Map Act.

Sincerely,

___________________________________

The subject Tentative Map has been reviewed by the Planning Department and does complywith applicable

provisions of the Planning Code. On balance, the Tentative Map is consistent with the General Plan and the Priority Policies

of Planning Code Section 101.1 based on the attached findings. The subject referral is exempt from California

Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) environmental review as

categorically exempt Class_____, CEQADetermination Date______________, based on the attached checklist.

The subject Tentative Map has been reviewed by the Planning Department and does complywith applicable

provisions of the Planning Code subject to the attached conditions.

The subject Tentative Map has been reviewed by the Planning Department and does not complywith applicable

provisions of the Planning Code due to the following reason(s):

PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Date____________________Signed______________________________________

Planner's Name _______________________________

for, , Zoning Administrator

Date:July 27, 2022 TENTATIVE MAP DECISION

✔

7/29/2022

Xinyu Liang

Xinyu Liang Digitally signed by Xinyu Liang 

Date: 2022.07.29 15:26:32 -07'00'

William Blackwell Jr
Digitally signed by William 

Blackwell Jr 

Date: 2022.07.26 12:02:00 -07'00'

TNaizghi
Highlight

TNaizghi
Line



Certificate of Determination
Community Plan Evaluation

Case No.: 2013.0770ENV
Project Address: 3357-3359 26th Street
Zoning: Mission Street NCT (Mission Street Neighborhood Commercial Transit)

District
55-X Height and Bulk District

Block/Lot: 6570/002
Lot Size: 3,645 square feet
Plan Area: Eastern Neighborhoods Area Plan (Mission Subarea)
Project Sponsor: Edward Morris, Kerman Morris Architects – (415) 749-0302
Staff Contact: Megan Calpin – (415) 575-9049

megan.calpin@sfgov.org

PROJECT DESCRIPTION
The project site is a through-block lot in the Mission District within the Mission Street Neighborhood
Commercial Transit (Mission Street NCT) District. The project site is on a roughly triangular-shaped block
bounded by 26th Street to the north, Mission Street to the west, and Capp Street to the east and southeast.
The  lot  is  currently  developed  with  an  approximately  8,708-gross-square-foot  (gsf)  two-story  building
constructed circa 1932. The building is comprised of two connected structures: (1) a two story-over-
basement structure at the north end of the parcel, with a one-story-over–basement mid-lot addition; and
(2) a one-story-over-basement structure at the south end of the parcel. The existing building contains
approximately 6,640 square feet of commercial space for an art gallery at the basement and first floor and
a café at the first floor, and an approximately 1,730-square-foot dwelling unit at the second floor.

The  proposed  project  would  retain  the  existing  building  and  construct  a  three-story  addition  over  the
structure at the north end of the parcel and a four-story addition over the structure at the south end of the
parcel.

 (Continued on next page.)

CEQA DETERMINATION
The project is eligible for streamlined environmental review per section 15183 of the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines and California Public Resources Code section 21083.3

DETERMINATION
I do hereby certify that the above determination has been made pursuant to State and Local requirements.

__________________________________ ________________________________
Lisa Gibson Date
Environmental Review Officer

cc: Edward Morris, Project Sponsor; Supervisor Hillary Ronen, District 9; Natalia Kwiatkowska, Current
Planning Division; Virna Byrd, M.D.F.; Exemption/Exclusion File

SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

1650 Mission St 
Suite 400 
San Francisco, 
CA 94103-2479 

Reception: 
415.558.6378 

Fax: 
415.558.6409 

Planning 
Information: 
415.558.6377 
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION (continued)
The proposed project would retain approximately 6,640 square feet of the existing commercial space and
add approximately 9,710 square feet of residential space within the proposed vertical additions plus the
residential lobby on the first floor. The commercial space would continue to operate as an art gallery and
café.

The proposed alterations would result in an approximately 17,900-square-foot, 55-foot-tall mixed-use
residential building. The proposed five-story development would be comprised of approximately 11,780
square feet of residential space and approximately 6,120 square feet of commercial space. The residential
portion of the project would provide eight (seven net new) residential units. Approximately eight Class 1
(secured) bicycle parking spaces would be provided. The existing building has no off-street vehicle parking
spaces and off-street vehicle parking is not proposed as part of this project. The proposed project would
not include any alterations to the basement level, and no soil disturbance or excavation is proposed.

PROJECT APPROVAL
The proposed project would require a variance from the zoning administrator for providing a rear yard
that does not meet the required minimum 25 percent of total lot depth pursuant to planning code section
134(e).

If discretionary review before the San Francisco Planning Commission is requested, the discretionary
review hearing is the Approval Action for the project. If no discretionary review is requested, the issuance
of a building permit by the San Francisco Department of Building Inspection is the Approval Action. The
Approval Action date establishes the start of the 30-day appeal period for this CEQA determination
pursuant to section 31.04(h) of the San Francisco Administrative Code.

COMMUNITY PLAN EVALUATION OVERVIEW
California Public Resources Code section 21083.3 and CEQA Guidelines section 15183 provide that projects
that are consistent with the development density established by existing zoning, community plan or
general plan policies for which an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) was certified, shall not be subject to
additional environmental review except as might be necessary to examine whether there are project-
specific significant effects which are peculiar to the project or its site. Section 15183 specifies that
examination of environmental effects shall be limited to those effects that: a) are peculiar to the project or
parcel on which the project would be located; b) were not analyzed as significant effects in a prior EIR on
the zoning action, general plan or community plan with which the project is consistent; c) are potentially
significant  off-site  and  cumulative  impacts  that  were  not  discussed  in  the  underlying  EIR;  or  d)  are
previously identified in the EIR, but which, as a result of substantial new information that was not known
at the time that the EIR was certified, are determined to have a more severe adverse impact than that
discussed in the underlying EIR. Section 15183(c) specifies that if an impact is not peculiar to the parcel or
to the proposed project, then an EIR need not be prepared for the project solely on the basis of that impact.

This determination evaluates the potential project-specific environmental effects of the 3357-3359 26th
Street project described above, and incorporates by reference information contained in the Programmatic
EIR for the Eastern Neighborhoods Rezoning and Area Plans (PEIR)1. Project-specific studies were
prepared for the proposed project to determine if the project would result in any significant environmental
impacts that were not identified in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR.

1 Planning Department Case No. 2004.0160E and State Clearinghouse No. 2005032048
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After several years of analysis, community outreach, and public review, the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR
was adopted in December 2008. The Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR was adopted in part to support housing
development in some areas previously zoned to allow industrial uses, while preserving an adequate supply
of space for existing and future production, distribution, and repair (PDR) employment and businesses.
The Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR also included changes to existing height and bulk districts in some areas,
including the project site at 3357-3359 26th Street.

The planning commission held public hearings to consider the various aspects of the proposed Eastern
Neighborhoods Rezoning and Area Plans and related Planning Code and Zoning Map amendments. On
August 7, 2008, the planning commission certified the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR by Motion 17659 and
adopted the preferred project for final recommendation to the Board of Supervisors.2,3

In December 2008, after further public hearings, the Board of Supervisors approved and the Mayor signed
the Eastern Neighborhoods Rezoning and Planning Code amendments. New zoning districts include
districts that would permit PDR uses in combination with commercial uses; districts mixing residential and
commercial uses and residential and PDR uses; and new residential-only districts. The districts replaced
existing industrial, commercial, residential single-use, and mixed-use districts.

The Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR is a comprehensive programmatic document that presents an analysis of
the environmental effects of implementation of the Eastern Neighborhoods Rezoning and Area Plans, as
well as the potential impacts under several proposed alternative scenarios. The Eastern Neighborhoods
Draft EIR evaluated three rezoning alternatives, two community-proposed alternatives which focused
largely on the Mission District, and a “No Project” alternative. The alternative selected, or the preferred
project, represents a combination of Options B and C. The planning commission adopted the preferred
project after fully considering the environmental effects of the Preferred Project and the various scenarios
discussed in the PEIR. The Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR estimated that implementation of the Eastern
Neighborhoods Plan could result in approximately 7,400 to 9,900 net dwelling units and 3,200,000 to
6,600,0000 square feet of net non-residential space (excluding PDR loss) built in the Plan Area throughout
the lifetime of the Plan (year 2025). The Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR projected that this level of
development would result in a total population increase of approximately 23,900 to 33,000 people
throughout the lifetime of the plan.4

A major issue of discussion in the Eastern Neighborhoods rezoning process was the degree to which
existing industrially-zoned land would be rezoned to primarily residential and mixed-use districts, thus
reducing the availability of land traditionally used for PDR employment and businesses. Among other
topics, the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR assesses the significance of the cumulative land use effects of the
rezoning by analyzing its effects on the City's ability to meet its future PDR space needs as well as its ability
to meet its housing needs as expressed in the City's General Plan.

As a result of the Eastern Neighborhoods rezoning process, the project site has been rezoned to Mission
Street NCT (Mission Street Neighborhood Commercial Transit) District. The Mission Street NCT District
has a mixed pattern of larger and smaller lots and businesses, as well as a sizable number of upper-story

2 San Francisco Planning Department. Eastern Neighborhoods Rezoning and Area Plans Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR),
Planning  Department  Case  No.  2004.0160E,  certified  August  7,  2008.  Available  online  at: http://www.sf-
planning.org/index.aspx?page=1893, accessed August 17, 2012.

3 San Francisco Planning Department. San Francisco Planning Commission Motion 17659, August 7, 2008. Available online at:
http://www.sf-planning.org/Modules/ShowDocument.aspx?documentid=1268, accessed August 17, 2012.

4 Table 2 Forecast Growth by Rezoning Option Chapter IV of the Eastern Neighborhoods Draft EIR shows projected net growth based
on proposed rezoning scenarios. A baseline for existing conditions in the year 2000 was included to provide context for the scenario
figures for parcels affected by the rezoning.
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residential units. New neighborhood-serving commercial development is encouraged mainly at the ground
story. While housing development in new buildings is encouraged above the ground story.  The 3357-3359
26th Street site, which is located in the Mission District of the Eastern Neighborhoods, was designated as a
site that can have buildings up to 55 feet in height.

Individual projects that could occur in the future under the Eastern Neighborhoods Rezoning and Area
Plans will undergo project-level environmental evaluation to determine if they would result in further
impacts specific to the development proposal, the site, and the time of development beyond those effects
disclosed in the PEIR, and to assess whether additional environmental review would be required. This
determination concludes that the proposed project at 3357-3359 26th Street is consistent with and was
encompassed within the analysis in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR, including the Eastern
Neighborhoods PEIR development projections. This determination also finds that the Eastern
Neighborhoods PEIR adequately anticipated and described the impacts of the proposed 3357-3359 26th
Street project, and identifies the mitigation measures applicable to the 3357-3359 26th Street project. The
proposed project is also consistent with the zoning controls and the provisions of the planning code
applicable to the project site.5,6 Therefore, no further CEQA evaluation for the 3357-3359 26th Street project
is required. In sum, the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR and this Certificate of Determination and
accompanying project-specific initial study comprise the full and complete CEQA evaluation necessary for
the proposed project.

PROJECT SETTING
The project site is located on the south side of 26th Street between Mission and Capp streets. The immediate
project  site  vicinity  is  characterized by  a  mix  of  residential  and retail  uses.  The  block  the  project  site  is
located on, along with the blocks to the east and west, are zoned Mission Street NCT. The blocks directly
to the north of the project site are zoned RTO-M (Residential Transit Oriented – Mission). The subject block
is within a 55-X Height and Bulk District, along with the lots directly east, west, north, and south of the
project site. The project vicinity includes 40-X Height and Bulk Districts (on lots north and father south of
the project site), 50-X Height and Bulk Districts (on lots northwest of the project site), and 65-B (on lots
northeast of the project site). The low- to medium-density scale of development in the immediate project
site vicinity primarily includes two- to five-story buildings. The buildings on 26th Street and Capp Street
are predominately residential. Mission Street features many mixed-use buildings with residential uses over
ground floor retail space.

Within a 0.25-mile of the project site the San Francisco Municipal Railway (Muni) transit operates lines 12
Folsom/Pacific, 14 Mission, 14R Mission Rapid, 27 Bryant, 36 Teresita, 49 Van Ness/Mission, and 67 Bernal
Heights. The 24th Street Mission Bay Area Rapid Transit (BART) station is located within 0.25-miles of the
project site. Parallel on-street vehicle parking is provided on all of the streets surrounding the subject block.
In addition, a transit- and taxi-only lane is located on the east side of Mission Street between Precita Avenue
and Cesar Chavez Street and on the west side of Mission Street from south of Cesar Chavez Street to 13th
Street. A separated bike path is located south of the project site on Cesar Chavez Street.

5 Steve Wertheim, San Francisco Planning Department, Community Plan Evaluation Eligibility Determination, Citywide Planning
and Policy Analysis, 3357-3359 26th Street, November 1, 2017. This document (and all other documents cited in this report, unless
otherwise noted), is available for review at the San Francisco Planning Department, 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, as part of Case
File No. 2013.0770ENV.

6 Jeff Joslin, San Francisco Planning Department, Community Plan Evaluation Eligibility Determination, Current Planning Analysis,
3357-3359 26th Street, October 2, 2017.
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POTENTIAL ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS
The Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR included analyses of environmental issues including: land use; plans and
policies; visual quality and urban design; population, housing, business activity, and employment (growth
inducement); transportation; noise; air quality; parks, recreation and open space; shadow; archeological
resources; historic architectural resources; hazards; and other issues not addressed in the previously issued
initial study for the Eastern Neighborhoods Rezoning and Area Plans. The proposed 3357-3359 26th Street
project  is  in  conformance  with  the  height,  use  and  density  for  the  site  described  in  the  Eastern
Neighborhoods PEIR and would represent a small part of the growth that was forecast for the Eastern
Neighborhoods plan areas. Thus, the plans analyzed in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR considered the
incremental impacts of the proposed 3357-3359 26th Street project. As a result, the proposed project would
not  result  in  any  new  or  substantially  more  severe  impacts  than  were  identified  in  the  Eastern
Neighborhoods PEIR.

Significant and unavoidable impacts were identified in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR for the following
topics: land use, historic architectural resources, transportation and circulation, and shadow.

The proposed project would not include displacement of an existing PDR use and would therefore not
contribute to the significant and unavoidable land use impact identified in the Eastern Neighborhoods
PEIR.  Additionally,  as  discussed  in  the  CPE  initial  study,  the  proposed  project  would  not  result  in  a
significant impact on a historical resource, and would therefore not contribute to the significant and
unavoidable historic architectural resources impact identified in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR. The
proposed project would not generate a substantial number of new transit trips, and would therefore not
contribute considerably to the significant and unavoidable transit impacts identified in the PEIR. As
discussed in the Initial Study for this project, the proposed project would not cast substantial new shadow
that would negatively affect the use and enjoyment of a recreational resource, and would therefore not
contribute to the significant and unavoidable shadow impacts described in the Eastern Neighborhoods
PEIR.

The Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR identified feasible mitigation measures to address significant impacts
related  to  noise,  air  quality,  archeological  resources,  historical  resources,  hazardous  materials,  and
transportation. Table 1 below lists the mitigation measures identified in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR
and states whether each measure would apply to the proposed project.

Table 1 – Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR Mitigation Measures

Mitigation Measure Applicability Compliance

F. Noise

F-1: Construction Noise (Pile
Driving)

Not Applicable: pile driving is
not proposed

Not Applicable

F-2: Construction Noise Applicable: temporary
construction noise from use of
heavy equipment

The project sponsor has
agreed to develop and
implement a set of noise
attenuation measures during
construction as Project
Mitigation Measure 1.

F-3: Interior Noise Levels Not Applicable: the
regulations and procedures set

Not Applicable
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Mitigation Measure Applicability Compliance

forth by Title 24 would ensure
that existing ambient noise
levels would not adversely
affect the proposed residential
uses on the project site.

F-4: Siting of Noise-Sensitive Uses Not Applicable: the
regulations and procedures set
forth by Title 24 would ensure
that existing ambient noise
levels would not adversely
affect the proposed residential
uses on the project site.

Not Applicable

F-5: Siting of Noise-Generating Uses Not Applicable: the proposed
project would not include
noise-generating uses.

Not Applicable

F-6:  Open  Space  in  Noisy
Environments

Not Applicable: CEQA no
longer requires the
consideration of the effects of
existing environmental
conditions on a proposed
project’s future users if the
project would not exacerbate
those environmental
conditions

Not Applicable

G. Air Quality

G-1: Construction Air Quality Not Applicable: the project site
is not located within the Air
Pollutant Exposure Zone.

Not Applicable

G-2: Air Quality for Sensitive Land
Uses

Not Applicable: this mitigation
measure has been superseded
by health code article 38, and
the project sponsor has
enrolled with the Department
of Public Health in the article
38 program.

Not Applicable

G-3: Siting of Uses that Emit DPM Not Applicable: the proposed
project would not be expected
to generate 100 trucks per day
or 40 refrigerated trucks per
day

Not Applicable
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Mitigation Measure Applicability Compliance

G-4:  Siting  of  Uses  that  Emit  other
TACs

Not Applicable: proposed
project would not include any
sources that would emit diesel
particulate matter (DPM) or
other toxic air contaminants
(TACs)

Not Applicable

J. Archeological Resources

J-1: Properties with Previous Studies Not Applicable: the proposed
project does not include any
excavation or soils disturbance

Not Applicable

J-2: Properties with no Previous
Studies

Not Applicable: the project site
is not located on a parcel
where a previous
archeological study has
occurred and the project does
not include soil disturbance

Not Applicable

J-3: Mission Dolores Archeological
District

Not Applicable: the project site
is not within the Mission
Dolores Archeological District

Not Applicable

K. Historical Resources

K-1:  Interim  Procedures  for  Permit
Review in the Eastern
Neighborhoods Plan area

Not Applicable: plan-level
mitigation completed by
planning department

Not Applicable

K-2: Amendments to Article 10 of
the Planning Code Pertaining to
Vertical Additions in the South End
Historic District (East SoMa)

Not Applicable: plan-level
mitigation completed by
planning department

Not Applicable

K-3: Amendments to Article 10 of
the Planning Code Pertaining to
Alterations and Infill Development
in the Dogpatch Historic District
(Central Waterfront)

Not Applicable: plan-level
mitigation completed by
planning commission

Not Applicable

L. Hazardous Materials

L-1: Hazardous Building Materials Applicable: the project
involves alterations to the
existing building on the
project site.

The project sponsor has
agreed to remove and
properly dispose of any
hazardous building materials
in accordance with applicable
federal, state, and local laws
prior to altering the existing
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Mitigation Measure Applicability Compliance

building under Project
Mitigation Measure 2.

E. Transportation

E-1: Traffic Signal Installation Not Applicable: automobile
delay removed from CEQA
analysis

Not Applicable

E-2: Intelligent Traffic Management Not Applicable: automobile
delay removed from CEQA
analysis

Not Applicable

E-3: Enhanced Funding Not Applicable: automobile
delay removed from CEQA
analysis

Not Applicable

E-4: Intelligent Traffic Management Not Applicable: automobile
delay removed from CEQA
analysis

Not Applicable

E-5: Enhanced Transit Funding Not Applicable: plan level
mitigation by SFMTA

Not Applicable

E-6: Transit Corridor Improvements Not Applicable: plan level
mitigation by SFMTA

Not Applicable

E-7: Transit Accessibility Not Applicable: plan level
mitigation by SFMTA

Not Applicable

E-8: Muni Storage and Maintenance Not Applicable: plan level
mitigation by SFMTA

Not Applicable

E-9: Rider Improvements Not Applicable: plan level
mitigation by SFMTA

Not Applicable

E-10: Transit Enhancement Not Applicable: plan level
mitigation by SFMTA

Not Applicable

E-11: Transportation Demand
Management

Not Applicable: plan level
mitigation by SFMTA

Not Applicable

Please see the attached Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) for the complete text of the
applicable mitigation measures. With implementation of these mitigation measures the proposed project
would not result in significant impacts beyond those analyzed in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR.

PUBLIC NOTICE AND COMMENT
A “Notification of Project Receiving Environmental Review” was mailed on September 15, 2017 to adjacent
occupants and owners of properties within 300 feet of the project site. No comments were received. The
proposed project would not result in significant adverse environmental impacts associated with the issues
identified by the public beyond those identified in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR.
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CONCLUSION
As summarized above and further discussed in the CPE Checklist7:

1. The proposed project is consistent with the development density established for the project site in
the Eastern Neighborhoods Rezoning and Area Plans;

2. The proposed project would not result in effects on the environment that are peculiar to the project
or the project site that were not identified as significant effects in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR;

3. The proposed project would not result in potentially significant off-site or cumulative impacts that
were not identified in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR;

4. The proposed project would not result in significant effects, which, as a result of substantial new
information that was not known at the time the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR was certified, would
be more severe than were already analyzed and disclosed in the PEIR; and

5. The project sponsor will undertake feasible mitigation measures specified in the Eastern
Neighborhoods PEIR to mitigate project-related significant impacts.

Therefore,  no  further  environmental  review shall  be  required  for  the  proposed project  pursuant  to
California Public Resources Code section 21083.3 and CEQA Guidelines section 15183.

7 The CPE Checklist is available for review at the Planning Department, 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, in Case File No.
2013.0770ENV.
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Attachment A:
MITIGATION MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL

MITIGATION MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF
APPROVAL

Responsibility
for

Implementation
Mitigation
Schedule

Monitoring/Report
Responsibility

Status/Date
Completed

MITIGATION MEASURES FROM THE EASTERN NEIGHBORHOODS AREA PLAN EIR

Project Mitigation Measure 1: Construction Noise (Mitigation
Measure F-2 of the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR). The project sponsor
shall develop a set of site-specific noise attenuation measures under the
supervision of a qualified acoustical consultant. Prior to commencing
construction, a plan for such measures shall be submitted to the
Department of Building Inspection (DBI) to ensure that maximum
feasible noise attenuation will be achieved. These attenuation measures
shall include as many of the following control strategies as feasible:

∂ Erect temporary plywood noise barriers around the construction
site, particularly where a site adjoins noise-sensitive uses;

∂ Utilize noise control blankets on the building structure as the
building is erected to reduce noise emission from the site;

∂ Evaluate the feasibility of noise control at the receivers by
temporarily improving the noise reduction capability of adjacent
buildings housing sensitive uses;

∂ Monitor the effectiveness of noise attenuation measures by taking
noise measurements; and

∂ Post signs on-site pertaining to permitted construction days and
hours and complaint procedures and who to notify in the event
of a problem, with telephone numbers listed.

Project sponsor,
contractor(s).

Prior to and during
construction
activities.

Project sponsor,
contractor(s).

Considered
complete upon
receipt of final
monitoring
report at
completion of
construction.
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Attachment A:
MITIGATION MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL

MITIGATION MEASURES ADOPTED AS CONDITIONS OF
APPROVAL

Responsibility
for

Implementation
Mitigation
Schedule

Monitoring/Report
Responsibility

Status/Date
Completed

Project Mitigation Measure 2: Hazardous Building Materials
(Mitigation Measure L-1 of the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR). The
project sponsor shall ensure that any equipment containing PCBs or
DEPH, such as fluorescent light ballasts, are removed and properly
disposed of according to applicable federal, state, and local laws prior
to the start of renovation, and that any fluorescent light tubes, which
could contain mercury, are similarly removed and properly disposed
of. Any other hazardous materials identified, either before or during
work, shall be abated according to applicable federal, state, and local
laws.

Project sponsor,
contractor(s).

Prior to demolition
of structures.

Planning Department,
in consultation with
DPH; where Site
Mitigation Plan is
required, Project
Sponsor or contractor
shall submit a
monitoring report to
DPH, with a copy to
Planning Department
and DBI, at end of
construction.

Considered
complete when
equipment
containing
PCBs or DEHP
or other
hazardous
materials is
properly
disposed.
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Rear Yard Modification Decision 

Date: 
Case No.: 
Project Address: 
Zoning: 

Block/Lots: 
Applicant: 

Owner: 

Staff Contact: 

January 30, 2019 
2013.0770V AR 
3357-3359 26TH STREET 
Mission Street NCT (Neighborhood Commercial Transit) 
55-X Height and Bulk District 

6570/002 
Edward Morris, Kerman Morris Architects 
139 Noe Street 

San Francisco, CA 94114 
toby@kermanmorris.com 

Uplift Ventures LLC 
987 Dolores Street 
San Francisco, CA 94110 

Natalia Kwiatkowska - (415) 575-9185 
natalia.kwiatkowska@sfgov.org 

DESCRIPTION OF VARIANCE - REAR YARD MODIFICATION SOUGHT: 

The proposal is to construct a three-story vertical addition that will extend into the required rear yard of 
the lot, which is developed with a two-story-over-basement, mixed-use building on a mid-block 

through lot fronting 261h & Capp Streets. 

Planning Code Section 134 requires properties in the Mission St NCT Zoning District to maintain a rear 
yard equivalent to 25 percent of the total lot depth, or no less than 15 feet, at the lowest story containing 
a dwelling unit, and at each succeeding level of the building. The subject property, with an average lot 

depth of approximately 124 feet, has a required rear yard of 31 feet. The proposed addition will 
encroach into the required rear yard. Therefore, a rear yard modification is required. 

PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND: 

1. On October 23, 2018, the Department determined that the proposed application did not require 
further environmental review under Section 15183 of the CEQA Guidelines and Public 

Resources Code Section 21083.3. The Project is consistent with the adopted zoning controls in 
the Eastern Neighborhoods Area Plan and was encompassed within the analysis contained in 
the Eastern Neighborhoods Final EIR. Since the Eastern Neighborhoods Final EIR was finalized, 

there have been no substantial changes to the Eastern Neighborhoods Area Plan and no 
substantial changes in circumstances that would require major revisions to the Final EIR due to 
the involvement of new significant environmental effects or an increase in the severity of 

pr~viously identified significant impacts, and there is no new information of substantial 
importance that would change the conclusions set forth in the Final EIR. 

1650 Mission St. 
Suite 400 
San Francisco, 
CA 94103-2479 

Reception: 
415.558.6378 

Fax: 
415.558.6409 

Planning 
Information: 
415.558.6377 
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Rear Yard Modification Decision 
January 30, 2019 

CASE NO. 2013.0770V AR 
3357-3359 26th Street 

2. The Zoning Administrator held a public hearing on Variance Application No. 2013.0770VAR 
on December 6, 2018. 

3. Planning Code Section 311 notification was mailed on November 5, 2018, and expired on 
December 5, 2018. No requests for Discretionary Review were filed during the notification 
period. 

DECISION: 

GRANTED, in general conformity with the plans on file with this application, shown as EXHIBIT A, to 
construct a three-story vertical addition that will extend into the required rear yard of the two-story
over-basement, mixed-use building, subject to the following conditions: 

1. The authorization and rights vested by virtue of this decision letter shall be deemed void and 
cancelled if (1) a Site or Building Permit has not been issued within three years from the 
effective date of this decision; or (2) a Tentative Map has not been approved within three years 
from the effective date of this decision for Subdivision cases; or (3) neither a Site or Building 
Permit or Tentative Map is involved but another required City action has not been approved 
within three years from the effective date of this decision. However, this authorization may be 
extended by the Zoning Administrator when the issuance of a necessary Building Permit or 
approval of a Tentative Map or other City action is delayed by a City agency or by appeal of the 
issuance of such a permit or map or other City action. 

2. Any future physical expansion, even in the buildable area, shall be reviewed by the Zoning 
Administrator to determine if the expansion is compatible with existing neighborhood 
character and scale. If the Zoning Administrator determines that there would be a significant or 
extraordinary impact, the Zoning Administrator shall require either notice to adjacent and/or 
affected property owners or a new Variance application be sought and justified. 

3. The proposed project must meet these conditions and all applicable City Codes. In case of 
conflict, the more restrictive controls apply. 

4. Minor modifications as determined by the Zoning Administrator may be permitted. 

5. The owner of the subject property shall record on the land records of the City and County of 
San Francisco the conditions attached to this Rear Yard Modification decision as a Notice of 
Special Restrictions in a form approved by the Zoning Administrator. 

6. This Rear Yard Modification Decision and the recorded Notice of Special Restrictions shall be 
reproduced on the Index Sheet of the construction plans submitted with the Site or Building 
Permit Application for the Project. This Index Sheet of the construction plans shall reference the 
Variance Case Number. 

SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 2 



Rear Yard Modification Decision 
January 30, 2019 

FINDINGS: 

CASE NO. 2013.0770V AR 
3357-3359 26th Street 

Section 134(e) of the Planning Code states that in order to grant a rear yard modification, the Zoning 
Administrator must determine that the facts of the case are sufficient to establish that all of the 
following criteria are met: 

CRITERION 1. 

Residential uses are included in the new or expanding development and a comparable amount of 
usable open space is provided elsewhere on the lot or within the development where it is more 
accessible to the residents of the development. 

Requirement Met. 

A. Residential uses are included in the project. The project includes an addition of 7 dwelling units 
to the existing building containing one commercial unit and one dwelling unit. 

B. A Code-complying rear yard on the subject property would provide approximately 1,250 

square feet of open space. The proposal includes approximately 590 square feet of private 
useable open space and 1,055 square feet of common usable open space via roof decks located 

at the third, fourth, and roof levels, resulting in approximately 1,650 square feet of usable open 
space, which exceeds the required amount by Code. Therefore, the proposal includes a 
comparable amount of usable open space provided elsewhere within the development that is 
more accessible to the residents. 

CRITERION 2. 

The proposed new or expanding structure will not significantly impede the access of light and air to 
and views from adjacent properties. 

Requirement Met. 

A. The subject block in unusual in its shape and size due to the curving nature of Capp Street, and 
is developed with a mix of building heights and types, as well as surface parking lots. As such, 
there is no cohesive mid-block open space on the subject block, and the lots on the eastern half 

of the block have nearly 100% lot coverage. The proposed addition will not significantly impede 
the access of light and air to and views from adjacent properties. The proposed addition is 
setback from the front and rear building walls to minimize visibility and provide relief to 
adjacent properties. The Department determined the design to be consistent with all relevant 

design guidelines and criteria. 

CRITERION 3. 

The proposed new or expanding structure will not adversely affect the interior block open space formed 
by the rear yards of adjacent properties. 

Requirement Met. 

SAN FRANCISCO 
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Rear Yard Modification Decision 
January 30, 2019 

CASE NO. 2013.0770V AR 
3357-3359 261h Street 

A. As stated above, the subject block in unusual in its shape and size due to the curving nature of 
Capp Street, and is developed with a mix of building heights and types, as well as surface 

parking lots. As such, there is no cohesive mid-block open space on the subject block, and the 
lots on the eastern half of the block have nearly 100% lot coverage. Therefore, the proposal will 
not adversely affect any interior block open space. 

PRIORITY PLANNING FINDINGS 

This development is consistent with the generally stated intent and purpose of the Planning Code to 

promote orderly and beneficial development. Planning Code Section 101.1 establishes eight priority
planning policies and requires review of variance applications for consistency with said policies. The 

project meets all relevant policies, including conserving neighborhood character, and maintaining 
housing stock. 

1. Existing neighborhood retail uses will not be adversely affected by the proposed project. 

2. The proposed project will be in keeping with the existing housing and neighborhood 
character, which is diverse in nature. 

3. The proposed project will have no effect on the City's supply of affordable housing. 

4. The proposed project does not adversely affect neighborhood parking or public transit. 

5. The project will have no effect on the City's industrial and service sectors. 

6. The proposed project will have no effect on the City's preparedness to protect against injury 
and loss of life in an earthquake. 

7. The project will have no effect on the City's landmarks or historic buildings. 

8. The project would not affect any existing or planned public parks or open spaces. 

The effective date of this decision shall be either the date of this decision letter if not appealed, or the 
date of the Notice of Decision and Order if appealed to the Board of Appeals. 

Once any portion of the granted rear yard modification is used, all specifications and conditions of this 
authorization become immediately operative. 

Protest of Fee or Exaction: You may protest any fee or exaction subject to Government Code Section 

66000 that is imposed as a condition of approval by following the procedures set forth in Government 

Code Section 66020. The protest must satisfy the requirements of Government Code Section 66020(a) 
and must be filed within 90 days of the date of the first approval or conditional approval of the 

development referencing the challenged fee or exaction. For purposes of Government Code Section 
66020, the date of imposition of the fee shall be the date of the earliest discretionary approval by the 
City of the subject development. 

SAN FRANCISCO 
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Rear Yard Modification Decision 

January 30, 2019 
CASE NO. 2013.0770V AR 

3357-3359 26th Street 

If the City has not previously given Notice of an earlier discretionary approval of the project, the 

Planning Commission's adoption of this Motion, Resolution, Discretionary Review Action or the 
Zoning Administrator's Rear Yard Modification Decision Letter constitutes the approval or conditional 

approval of the development and the City hereby gives NOTICE that the 90-day protest period under 
Government Code Section 66020 has begun. If the City has already given Notice that the 90-day 

approval period has begun for the subject development, then this document does not re-commence the 
90-day approval period. 

APPEAL: Any aggrieved person may appeal this variance decision to the Board of Appeals within 
ten (10) days after the date of the issuance of this Rear Yard Modification Decision. For further 
information, please contact the Board of Appeals in person at 1650 Mission Street, 3rd Floor (Room 
304) or call 575-6880. 

Very truly yours, 

/;7/~ 
Corey A. Teague 

Zoning Administrator 

THIS IS NOT A PERMIT TO COMMENCE ANY WORK OR CHANGE OCCUPANCY. PERMITS FROM 

APPROPRIATE DEPARTMENTS MUST BE SECURED BEFORE WORK IS STARTED OR OCCUPANCY IS 

CHANGED. 

SAN FRANCISCO 
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TAX CERTIFICATE 

 

 
I, David Augustine, Tax Collector of the City and County of San Francisco, State of California, do 

hereby certify, pursuant to the provisions of California Government Code Section 66492 et. seq., 

that according to the records of my office regarding the subdivision identified below: 

 
 There are no liens for unpaid City & County property taxes or special assessments collected 

as taxes, except taxes or assessments not yet   payable. 

 The City and County property taxes and special assessments which are a lien, but not yet 

due, including estimated taxes, have been  paid. 

Block:  6570 
Lot: 002 
Address: 3357-3359 26TH ST  

 
 
 

David Augustine, Tax Collector 
 
 

Dated February 02, 2024  this certificate is valid for the earlier of 60 days from February 02, 2024 

or December 31, 2024. If this certificate is no longer valid please contact the Office of Treasurer 

and Tax Collector at tax.certificate@sfgov.org to obtain another certificate. 

 
 

 

mailto:tax.certificate@sfgov.org


OWNER'S STATEMENT: 
WE HEREBY STATE THAT WE ARE THE OWNERS AND HQLDERS OF RECORD TITLE INTER!tST OR HAVE SOME RIGHT, TITUE, OR INTEREST IN AND TO THI':· REAL f'R'QPERTY INCLUDED WITHIN THE l"A:RCEL SHOWN Ul"ON TH,IS MAP, THAT WE ARE THE ONLY PERSONS WHQSE CONSENT IS NECESSARY TO PASS CLEAR TITLE TO SAID REAL PROPERTY; TlslAT WE HEREBY CONSENT TO THE MAKING AN[') RECORD'ING OF THIS FINAL MAP, AS SHOWN WITHIN THE D'ISTINCJIVE BQRQER LINE. -

IN WITNESS WHEREOF WE Hf,l,VE CAUSEE> THESE PRESENTS TO BE EXECUH:D 
THIS Is\: DAY OF fe.-b{vc.. '"'\ , 20 t-'-\. 

OWNER UPLIFT VENTURES LLC, A CALIFORNIA LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY 
BY·: ANDREW SWERDL'OW AND SARA AHMADIAN, l'RUSTE:ES OF THE SWERDLDW AHMADIAN FAMILY TRUST DATEQ MAR.Cf.! 28, 2Q!7, ITS MANAGING PARTNER 

BY: c..:-=-¢ 
ANDREW SWERDLOW, TRUSTEE 

B~A 4MAD,IAN, TRUSTEE 
BY: GlANMATTEO COSTANZA, TRUSTEE OF THE GiANMATTEO COSTANZA LIVIIN T Tf'f !T~ MANAGING PARTNER 

BY: L ---+-+',,---="="-""'"---"-'L...L---~-----G I AN IHTEO COSTANZA, ·muSTEE 
OWNER: PHOBOS HOLD! . GS, LLC, A CALIFORNIA LIMITED LIABILITY COM P.ANY 

BY: THE SWERDLOW AHMADIAN FAMILY TRUST DATED 
MARCH 28,=2=0=17_,~IT~S~S~O!LE~M~A:~~G:~:G~~~·B_E_R---~ BY: ,...,. ANDREW SWERElLOW, TRUSTEE 

BY: -,J Iii,:- . ~ 
SARA AHMADIAN, TRUSTEE 

OWNER: DEIMOS HOLDINGS, LLC, A CALI FORNIA LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY 
IVING TRUST, ITS SOLE MEMBBF1/MANAGER 

~ w~s WHEREQE WE HAVE CAUSED THESE fRESENTS TO BE EXECUTED THIS . t ~ DAY OF reb'( u...a.Y':I' , 202-'!f 
AVID BANK, BENEFICIARY OF Ti,,JE DE:·E:D OF TRUS'f RECORDED AS DO . NO. Z022-0l4S49 O.R. ON FEB 9, 2022. 

BY: .,d_ l:"1GIH.. · 1 cJ"/ l.~ sTATus: £vP 
CLERK'S STATEMENT 
I, ANGELA CALVILLO, CLERK OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE CITY 
AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO, STATE OF CAUFORN!A, l=lE'is!EBY SlAH: THAT SAJD BOARD 0F SUPERVISORS BY ITS MOTION NO. _ _____ _ 
ADO)"TED , 20 ___ , AP.PROVED THIS M.AP 1:NTITLED,''FtNAL .M.Af' NO. ll2~7". 
IN TESTI MONY WHEREOF, I HAVE HER,EUNTO SUBSCRIBED MY HAND AND CAUSED THE £EAL OF THE OFl"ICE TO lslE AFFIXED. 

BY: DATE: ____ _ 
CLERK OF THE BOARD OF SUf'ERVISORS CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

TAX ST AJEMENT I, ANGELA CALVILLO, CLERK OF THE lilOARD OF SUf'E~Vl'SORS OF THE CITY AND 
COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO, ST ATE OF CAIL:IFORN IA, DO HEREBY Si ATE 
THAT THE SUBDIVIDER H.AS FILED A STATBMENT FROM' Tf-le TREASIJl'?ER AND TAX. COLLEGTQ,R OF TH~ QITY AND COUNTY GF SAN FRANCISCO, 
SHOWING THAT ACCORDING TO THE /;;'ECORDS OF f.llS O'm HE~ OFFI CE TFlERE 
ARE NO LIENS AGAINST THIS SUBDIVISI ON OR ANY P:t.:RT THEREOF FOR 
UNPAID STATE. COUNTY., MUNICIPAL OR LOCAL TAXES, GR -SPECIAL ASSES81'1ENTS COLLECTED AS T .AXES. 
DATED ___ DAY OF ________ , 20_. 

APPROVALS THIS MAP IS APPROVED THIS _ _ DAY Or , 20 __ 

BY: __jµ~•...-r;...~t:..,/L!'-'-! 
C.l'.RlLA SHORT, DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS 
CITY AND COUNTY Of" SAN FRANCISCO 
STATE OF CAUrOl'<!NIA 

APPROVED AS T6 FORM 
DAVID CHIU, CITY ATTORNEY 
BY· ---------------------DEPUTY CITY ATTORNEY 
CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO 

BOARD QF SUPERVISOR'S APPROVAL 
ON --------, 20 ___ , TH[ B-OARD Of SUl"ERVIS.OR''S Or THE CITY 
AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCQ, STATE OF CALIFORNIA APPROVED AND PASSED 
MOTION NO. -------, A COPY OF WHICH IS ON FILE IN THE OFFICE OF 
THE BOARD OF SUPERVISOR'S IN FILE NO. ---~------ -

OWNER'S ACKNOWLEDGMENT 
A NOT ARY PUBLIC OR OTHER OFFICER COMl"-LETI NG TH IS 
CERTIFICATE VERIFIES ONLY THE IDENTITY OF THE 
INDIVIDUAL WHO SIGNED THE DOCUMENT TO WHICH THIS 
CERTIFICATE IS ATTACHED' AND NOT THE TRUTHFULNESS, 
ACCURACY OR VALiDiTY Or THAT DOCUMENT. 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA ) COUNTY OFS cw,. f tGAl\t.°.,~<-0 ) 
ON £~ bt v...._,1 \ r 
BEFORE ME --'-~-'--,-'-~.,..e..=e-.... \..__Q..._.._--',.'--'~=-~=· """f'--',""'e"-'\..._J.___ ,A NOT ARY PUB UC 
PERSONALLY APPEARED (:,, ~ V.. IN\ C... t\ e. c C'._o 'S.ft:..JI, !;I...O\_ 

WHO PR@V:ED TO ME ON THE BASIS OF SATISFACTORY EVIDENCE TO BE THE f'ERSON(S) WHOSE; Nil.Me(S) IS/ARE SUBSCRJBEQ TO THE WffHIN INSTRUM1isNT AND ACKNOWLEDGED TB ME THAT HE/SHElTHEY EXECUTED THE SAME IN HIS/HERITHEIR AUTHO~IZ-IED CAPAGITY-(IES), AND THAT BYHIS/HcR/THE:IR SIGNATUR!':(S) ON THE INSTRUMENT THE PERSON~S), OR THE ENTITY UPON BEHALF OF WHICH THE. PERSON(S) 
AC.TED, EXECUTED THE INSTRUMENT. 
I CE:RTIFY UNDER THE PENAL TY OF PERJURY UNDER THE LAWS OF 
THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA THAT THE FOREG·OING PARAGRAPH IS 
TRUE AN!D CORRECT 
WITNESS MY HAND AND SEAL. 

OWNER'S ACKNOWLEDGMENT 
A NOTARY PUBLIC OR ClTHl:R OFFIO:.R COMPL~TING THIS 
CERTIFICATE VERIFIES ONLY THE IDENTlTY OF H-!E 
INDIVIDUAL WHO SIGNl::D 1He: DOCUMENT TO WHICH THIS 
CERTIFICATE IS ATTAGHED A:ND NOT THE TRUTHFULNE;'$S, 
ACCUR'ACY OR VALIDITY OF THAT DOCUMENT. 

ST ATE OF CALI FORNk~ ) 
COUNTY OF SC\...-'r\.. ~t\A/\L., s.co . 
oN f eJ2vv°'- v~ \ , 20 "'2..-L( 
BEFORE ME L. 6'\tl. V\le..." .A NOT ARY PUBLIC 
PERSONALL y APPEAREQ ~ Mve.w s we~ t:>\ C> \,\) 
£X., "'"(}._ ~ v °" a"' w-..t>.d. \0.... v'\ 
WHO PROVED TO ME ON THE 6AS1S OF ~ATISFAG;TO~Y EVIDEii_NCE TO BE THE PERSON(S) WHOSE NAME:(S) IS/AR.I: SUBSCRIBED TO THE WITH IN INSTR.UME~T AND ACKNOWLEDGED TO ME THAT HE/St-IE/THEY EXECU'J1ED THE SAME fN HIS/HER/THEIR AUTHORIZED CAPA.CITY( l'E'$), ANJ THAT SYHI SIHER/THEIR. SIGNAT[JRE(S) ON THE INSTRlJMi2NT THE r'eRSON,(S), 0R TliE ENTITY UPON lllffi'HALF Or WHl·CH THls PERSON(S) ACTED, EXl:>CUTcD THE lNSTRWME<NT. 
I CERTIFY UNDER THE P~NAL TY OF P5RJURY UNDER THE LAWS OF 
THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA THAT TH.6 FOREGOING PARAGRAPH 13 
TRUc AND CORRECT. 
WITNESS MY HANO AND SEAL, 
SIG NA TUR~ (SEAL) 
(NOT6: SEAL OPTIONAL IF THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION IS COMPLETED) 

THIS MAP WAS PREPA!ilED l::lY ME OR UNDE~ MY DIRECTION AI\JD IS SASED UPON A FIELD 
SIJRVE'Y IN CONFORMANCE WITH THE REQUIREMENTS OF THE SUBD1Vl$IClN MAI" AET ANEl 
LOCAL ORDINANCE AT THE REOLll':!'H OF LJP,LIFT Vl':NTLiRcS [N JAN 20'22. 

--~::::::::__ ___ _!:_PATf~ 
LUTHER L. CLEM LICENSE # 7639 

CITY AND COlJNTY SURVEYOR'S STATEM ENT 
I HEREBY STATE THAT I HAVE EXAMINED THIS MAP; TH AT THE SUBDIVISION, AS SHGWN! IS SUBSTAJNTIALLY THE SAME AS IT APPEARED ON THE TENTATIVE MAP, IF ANY, AND ANY APPROVED AL TERATl'ON THEREOF: THAT ALL PROVIS IONS OF THE CALIFOR.NIA SUBDIVISION M.AIP ACT AND ANY LOCAL ORQINANCE .APPLJCAl::lLE AT THE TIME OF THE APf"ROVAL Gr THE licNTATIVc MAP, IF ANY, HAVc BEEN C'OMPLIE'D WITH; AND 
THAif I AM SATISFIED TH IS MAI" IS TECHNICALLY CORRECT. 

KATHARINE S. ANDERSON, PLS 8499 CITY AND COUNTY SURVEYOR. CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FlliAN'CISCO 
{NOTE: SEAL OPT Al E FOLLOWING INFORMATION IS COMPLETED) 
NOTARY PlJBUC, Si ATE OF CALIFORNIA COMMISSION ND.: ,z_ '°3'j 15oi' 
MY coMM1ss10N EXPIRES: o'2. /1:-1: f ,z...1'i..s-

NOT.ARY PUBLIC, STATE OF CALI FORNIA C.OMMIS$10N' NO.: ?-l/5~ I~ 
M:i' COMMIS.SIOf\.J EXl"IRES: Qr fl ~ r 9C) d-":f-

BY: Jl..~fiJL/DATE'.~ 
couNTY OF PRINClf'AL PLACE OF BUSINESS: ....:;,. 4'W",. r, Mt t'..i ~ C,O 
GENERAL NOTES 
A) THIS MAP IS THE SURVEY MAP PORTION OF A C-ONBOMINIU!,1 PLAN AS 
DESCRl@ED JN CAUFORNIA CIVIL CODE SECTIONS 4120 AND 4Z-85. THIS 
CONDOMINIUM PROJECT IS LiM/TED HJ A MAXJMUM NUMBER OF 8 
RESIDENTIAL DWELLING UN ITS AN8 I CGMME:RClAL UWIT. 
B) ALL IN:GRESS (ES), EGRESS (ES), PATH(S) OF TRAVEl, FIRE/EMERGENCY 
EX lif(S) ANO EXITING COMPONENTS, E:XIT PATHWAY(S) AND PASSAGEWAY(S), 
STAIRWAY(S), CORRIDDR(S), ELEVATO.R(3), AND COMMON USE AtCESSIBLE 
FEATURE(S) AND FACILITIES SUCH AS RESTR00MS THAT THE BUILDING 
CQDE REQUIRES FOR COMMON USE SHALL BE HELD IN COMMON UNDIVIDED 
INTEREST. 
C) UNLl~SS SPECIFIED OTHERWISE IN THE GOVERNING DOCUMENTS OF A 
CONDOMINIUM HOMEOWNe:R,S' ASSOCIATION INCLUDING ITS CONDITIONS, 
COVENANTS, ANG RESTRICTIONS, THE HQME:OWNERS ASSOCIAllON SHALL BE 
"RESPONSIBLE, IN PERPETUITY, FOR THE MAINTENANCE, ~EPAI.R, A:ND 
REPLACEMENT OF: 

(I) ALL GENERAL USE COMMON AREA IMPROVEMENTS; AND 
(II) ALL FRONT ING $1DEWAILKS, ALL Pe:RMITTED OR UNPERMITTED 

PRIVATI= ENCROACHMENT£ AND PRIVATELY MAINTAINED STREET TREES 
FROl'IJTING Tr"IE P~OPERTY, AND ANY OTHER OB'LIGATI ON IMPO·SED ON 
PROPERfY OWNERS FRONTING A PU!aLIC RIG·HT-Of-WAY PURSUANT TO THE 
PUBLIC WOl'i1KS CODE: QR OTHER APPLICABLE MUNI.C IPAL CODES. 
D) IN THE EVENT THE AR!:-AS IDENTIFIED IN (C)(II) Al.RE NOT PROPERLY 
MAJ NT AINED, REPAIRED, AND REPLAEED ACCORDINQ TO THE CITY 
REQUIREM!i:NTS, E:/KH HOMEOWNER Sr"I A:LL BE RESPONSH:lLE TO THE EXTENT OF HIS/HER PROPORTIONATE OBLIGATION TO 1HE HOMEOWNERS' 
ASS0CIATl0N rOR THE: MAJNTENANCE:, REPAIR, AND REPLACEMENT OF 
THOSE AREAS. FAI ILURE TO UNDERTAKE 3UCH MAINTENANCE, R·EPAIR. AND 
REPLACEMENT MAY RESULT IN CITY ENFORCEMENT AND ABATEMENT 
ACTIONS AGAINST THE HOMEOWNERS' ASSOCIATIOIN AND/OR THE INDIVIDUAL 
HOMEOWNERS, WHICH MAY INCLUDE, BUT NOT BE LIMITED TO IMPOSITION OF 
A LIEN AGAINST THE HOMEOWNER'~ l?RGPERTY. 

COUNTY OF PRINCIP;t;L !"LACE Or BUSINESS: Sa_\/\ n'AVLl i S,l(J 
BENEFICIARY'S ACKNOWLEDGMENT 
A NOTARY PUBLIC OR OTHER OFFICER COMPLETING THIS 
CERTIFICATE VcRIFlf5S ONLY THE IDENTITY OF THE 
INDIVIDUAL WHO SIGNED THE DOCl)MENT TO WHICN THIS 
CERTIFICATE IS ATTACHED AND NOT THE TRUTHFULNESS-, 
ACCURACY OR VALIDITY OF THAT DOCUMENT. 

~~~~y?6Fc~~A\°flf~V'.i).l St. D 
ON. ~€. V,.)v\J°'- \Di '2 l _20 "'2.-Lf 
Bf:FORE ME T. 6i. 0... V V -e. \\- ,A NOT ARY PUBLIC 
PERsoNALL y APPEARED f e v- e:na. t D .. & \.l le 
WHO PROVE_D TO Mc ON THE BASIS OF SATISFACTORY EVIDffiNCii:; TO BE THE PlcRSON(S) WHOSE NAMl:i:(,S.) IS/AR!:' SUB8CRIBE;D TO iHE WITHIN INSTRUMENT AND ACKNOWLEGGED TCl ME THAT HE/SHE/THEY EXECUTED lfHE SAME IN HIS/1,!ER/THE IR. AUTHORIZED CAPACITY(IES), AND THAT B:YHIS/}-!ER/THEIR SIGNATURE(S)· OJi..J TH.E INSTRUMENT THE; PERSON'{S), OR Tl'lE ENTITY UPON l:l.EHALF OF WHICH Tf-{E PERSON(3) 
ACTED, EXECUTED THE INSTRUMENT. 
I CERTIFY UNDER THE PENAL TY OF PERJURY UNDE:R THE LAW.S OF 
THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA THAT THE FOREGOING PARAGRAPH IS TRUc AND CORRECT. 
WITNESS MY HAND AND SEAL. 
SIGNATURE 46'.~ (SEAL) 
(NOTE: SE.AL OPTIONAL IF THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION IS COMPLETED) 

MY COMMISSION EXPIRES: D} [ \ ~,?b;J. t 
CQUNTY OF PRINCIPAL PLACc OF BUSI NESS: 'd._ L/ 5 ~ t ~ 0 

E) APPROVAL QF THIS MAP SHALL NOT BE DEEMED APPROVAL OF THE DESl(;N, LOCATION, SIZE, .DENSITY OR USE OF ANY STRUCTURE'(S) 
OR ANCILLA~Y AREAS OF THE PROPERTY ASSOCIATED WITH STRUCTURES, NEW OR EXISTING, WHICH HAVE NOT BEEN REVIEWED OR 
APPROV:ED BY APPROPRIATE CITY AGENCIES NOR SHALL SUCH APPROVAL CONSTITUTE A WAIVER OF THE SUBDIVIDE·R'S OBLIGATION TO 
ABATE ANY OUTSTANDING MUNJCIPAL CODE VIOLATIONS. At'IJY STRUCTURES CO.NST~UCTED SUBSEQUENT TO APPROVAL OF THIS FINAL 
MAP SHALL COMPLY WITH ALL RELEVANT MUNICIPAL CODES, INCLUDING BUT NOT LI MITED TO THE PLANNI NG, HOUSING AND BUILDING 
COD~S. IN EFFECT AT THE TIME Of ANY A.PPLICATION FOR REQUIRED PERMITS. 
F) BAY WINDOWS, FI RE 1:SCAPE:S AND OTHER ENCROACHMENTS (IF ANY SHOWN HEREON, THAT EXIST, OR THAT MAY BE CONSTRUCTED) 
ONTO QR OVER 2.6TH STR_EcT AND CAPP STRH2T ARE PERMITTED THROUGH AND ARE SUBJECT TO THE RESTR.ICTl'OMS SET FORTH IN 
THE elUJLDfNG CODE Al.ND PLANNING CODE OF THE CITY AWD COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO. THIS MAP DOES NOT CONVEY AN'¥ OWNERSHIP 
INTEREST IN SUCH ENCROACHMENT AREAS TO THE: CONDOMINIUM UNIT OWNER(S). 
G) SIGNJFJCAl'JT ENCROACHMENTS, TO THE E:XTENT THEY WERE VISIBLE AND OBSERVED, ARE NOT.ED HEREON. HOWEVER, IT IS 
ACKNOWLEDGED THAT OTHER ENCROACHMENTS FROM/ONTO ADJOINING PROP6RTIES MAY EXIST OR @E CONSTRUCTED. IT SHALL BE THE 
RESPelN31BILITY SOLELY OF THE PROPERTY OWNERS INVOLVED TO ~ESOLVE ANY ISSUES THAT MAY AR ISE FROM ANY ENCROACHMENTS 
WHETHER DEPICTE[:) HEREON OR NOT. THIS MAP DO.ES NOT PURPORT TO CONVl:':Y ANY OWNERSHIP INTERl=ST IN AN ENCROACHMENT 
ARE.A TO ANY PROPERTY OWNER. 

RECORDH<'S STATEMENT 
FILED THIS ____ .DAY OF ______ _,. 20 
AT~ .M. IN SOOK_· __ OF FINAL 
MAl"S, AT PAGE(S) ~ -----
AT THE REQUES,T OF GEOM!l::TRIX SURVEYING ENGINEERING, INC. 

BY: ---------C Q UN TY RECORDER 
CITY .ANb cmJNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO 
STATE GF CALIFORNIA 

FINAL MAP 11237 
OF 

8 RESIDENTIAL UNIT AND I COMMERCIAL UNIT 
MIXED USE CONDOMlt-.JIUM P~OJECT, BEING A 

SUBDIVISION OF THAT CERTAIN REAL PROPERTY 
AS DESCRIBED IN THAT CERTAIN DEED RECORDED IN DOC NO. 2022-014548 O.R. ON FEB 9, 2022 BEING A PORTION OF MISSION BLOCK 199 

CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO CALIFORNIA 
SCAlc AS NOTED FEB 2024 GEOMETR~X SURVEYING ENGINBERING INC .. 

APN 0570-Q.02 
~ 

5436 CALIFORNIA STREET SAN FRANCISCO, tA 9l.!IJ'8 (410) 422-050 
LOLJ@GJ::0METRIXSURVEY.COl'1 
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11 .89' FOC 
(12 ' [H ]) 

GRANITE CURB 
26THSmEET (64 ' WIDE) 

APN 6570-003 DOC NO. 2016-
K277476-00 O.R. 

JUNE 21, 2016 

2 STORY STUCCO 

EAVE 
0.3' OVER 

BLD COR 3:f.cqo• BLD COR , 
0.03' S'LY TO DL 0.02' S'LY TO DL., 

' 2.88' W'LY TO DL 0. 13' E'LY TO DL 

2 5TORY BRICK 

3" GALVANIZED GAS PIPE 
0.4' E'LY TO DL (OVER) 

LOTA 4099 SQ FT 

APN 6570-002 DOC NO. 2022-014548 D.R. FEB 9, 2022 

I STORY WOOD FRAME 

53°18'19'' 

BLD COR (CLEAR) 
0.01' SE'LY TO DL , 
0.08 ' E'LY TO DL 

126°41'41" 

MID 47243 

POINT OF BEGINNING MON PER [A] SFNF 

25.00'[C][E] 
BLD COR 0.08' W'LY TO DL 

APN 6570-001 2017-K540443-00 O.R. 
NOV 20, 2017 

3 STORY WOOD FRAME 

BLD COR 0. 12' W'L Y TO DL 
,'~~'\, 

' (?' {o ":,\· 

6.36' 
(6' [H]) 

15.04' 
(15' [H]) 

GRAPHIC SCALE 
a 5 10 

i l~I 
( IN FEET ) 

1 inch = 10 ft. 

DETAIL 

RELD SURVEY STATEMENT 
THE FIELD SURVEY FOR THIS MAP WAS COMPLETED ON NOV l~.~2.0Z.! 
ALL PHYSICAL DETAILS INCLUDING CITY AND PRIVATE MGNUMENTATION .SHOWN 
H[sREON EXISTED AS OF THE FIELD SURVEY COMPLETION DATE cXCEPT THE 
SET MONUMENrs ON DEC 5, 2013. 

[A] 
18.16 ' -j --~- 18.27 '[8 ] - - ·- _l_ _ 

26THSIBEET (64' WIDE) r=-- - -=) - -
' FD M&N COR FR 

I. 0 ABOVE WALK 

245.00'[F] 
187.00' 

18.25' 
18.25 '±[A] 27.50' 

27 .50±[A] 
10 0 ..---, I 3, 

~':, 
......... f.Ss0!,10 
LL ,._ssoc;.~ q, ~ 
~ - ,e,V, \'Ss\O \qr:i) LD 0 0 acf.. -0 
r--. x,\; [F) -(\J 

--.._ [F] 
69°1.2 '22"' 

FD NAIL IN GRAN ITE IN HANDHOLE CESAR CHAVEZ STREET (loo· WIDE) IC 0.05'[A] 
8 

NOTICE 
THIS SUBDIVISION IS SUBJECT TO THE TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF 
"NOTICE OF SPECIAL ~ESTRICTIONS UNDER THE PLANNING CODE" 
RECORDED AS DOCUMENT NO. 2019-K730655 O.R. ON FEB 12, 2019. 

0 I 0 r--. LD -0 z a.. <( 

THIS SUBDIVISION IS SUBJECT TO THE TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF "DECLARATION 
OF RESTRICTIONS AND OBLIGATIONS PURSUANT TO MINO~ ENCROACHMENT 
PERMIT" RECORDED AS DOCUMENT NO. 2021-127861 O.R. ON AUG 5, 2021. 
REFERENCES: 

~I -0 I 10, I 

0 
~ 

0 I 0 9 r--. LD 
~ -0 z ~ a.. a:: <t 
'<:( 

,.., 
LL --0 a, N 
10 0-

126°L.1'41" [F] 

I FD MK 10TH BRK UP 
2 STY SHINGLE 

27. 730' I It 
[A]~ ~ 

I a--.t ID~ I L{)~ ..j 

BASIS OF SUBVEY 
DEED IN DOC NO. 2022-014548 
O.R. ON FEB 9, 2022 
THE MONUMENT LINE ON 26TH 
ST, AS SHOWN HEREON. 

GRAPHIC SCALE 
60 O 30 60 

~-~ I ! 
LE.GENO 
O.R. 

( IN FEET ) 
1 inch = 60 ft. 

OFFICIAL RECORDS CITY ANi;> COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO 
DL DEED LINE 
O FOUND RIVET & BRASS TAG "PLS 7639" PER [G] ON GRANlTE CURB 

- MONUMENT LINE PER [A] 
---- DEED LINE FOC DISTANCE FROM FACE OF CUR@ TO RIGHT-OF-WAY 

COR CORNER 
BLD BUILDING 
E'LY 

_J 
SFNF 
MID 

EASTERLY 
FOUND "L" CUT IN GRANITE CURB (UNKNOWN ORIGIN) 
SEARCH FOR NOT FOUND 
MONUMENT IDENTIFICATION PER CJTY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO DATABASE 

THE PROPOSED ASSESSOR PARCEL NUMBERS SHOWN ARE FOR INFORMATIONAL 
USE ONLY AND SHOULD NOT lilE RELIED Ul"ON FOR ~NY OTHER PURPOSE. 

ASSESSOR'S PARCEL 
NUMBER UNIT 

APN 6570-014 UNIT 3359 
APN 6570-015 UNIT 3357 
APN 6570-016 UNIT I 
APN 6570-017 UNIT 2 
APN 6570-018 UNIT 3 
APN 6570-019 UNIT 4 
APN 6570-020 UNIT 5 

THE FOLLOWING DOCUMENTS WERE REVIEW6;:D AS A PART OF THE SURVEY. MAP REFERENCES UTILIZED IN THE OPINION ARE SHOWN NEXT 
TO THE RELEVANT DIMENSIONS IN BRACKETS' [ ]. 

APN 6570-021 
APN 6570-022 

UNIT 6 
UNIT 7 [A] MONUMENT MAP NO.S 263 B 2&4 ON FILE IN THE OFFICE OF THE C.OUNTY SURVEYOR, CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO. 

[B] MONUMENT MAP ''W~8-1I0'1 ON FILE IN THE OFFl'CE OF THE COUNT.Y SURVEYOR, CITY Ab-JD COUNTY OF SAN l,'RANCISCO. 
[C] GRANT DEED RECORDED IN DOC NO .. 2022-01451.;8 0. R. ON FEB 9, 2022 O.R. (SUBJECT) 
[D] GRANT DEED RECORDED IN DOC NO. 2016-K277476-b0 O.R. ON JUNE 21, ?016 (APN 6570-003) 
[E] GRANT DEED RcCGRDED IN DOC NO. 2017-K540443-00 O.Ft ON NOV 20, 2'.017 (APN 657'0-001) 

FINAL MAP 11237 
OF 

[F] ''MAP SHOWING THE WIDENING OF ARMY STREl::T" DATED DECEMBER 1960, RECORDEQ MAY 12, 1'!153 IN MAP BOOK R, P·AGES 4:li-48 O.R. 
[G] RECORD OF SURVEY 8015 FILED IN BOOK E:E OF MAPS, PAGE 138 ON FE@ 7, 2014 O.R. 8 RESIDENTIAL UNIT AND I COMMERCIAL UNIT 

MIXED USE CONDOMINIUM PROJECT, BEING A 
SUBDIVISION OF THAT CERTAIN REAL PROPERTY 

AS DESCRIBED IN THAT CERTAIN DEED RECORDED IN DOC NO. 2022-014546 O.R. ON FEB 9, 2022 BEING A PORTION OF MISSION BLOCK 199 

[H] GRADE MAP NO. 264 ON FILE IN THE OFFICE OF THE COUNTY SURVEYOR, CITY AND COUNTY Or SAN FRANCISCO, 
NOTES: 
(I) ALL ANGLES ARE 90° UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED. 
(2) ALL DISTANCES ARE IN FEET AND DECIMAlS THEREOF, UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED. 
(3) ENCROACHMENT UPON AND BY THE ADJOINING PRIVATE l"ROPERTY{IES) ARE 

HEREBY NOTED AND IT SHALL BE THE RESPONSIBILITY SOLELY Or THE PROPERTY 
OWNERS INVOLVED TO RESOLVE ANY ISSUE WHICH MAY ARISE THEREFROM. 

(4) ENCROACHMENTS INTO ADJOINING PUBUC RIGHTS-OF-WAY ARE ALLOWED BY 
. BUILDIN<a PERMITS AND ARE S;UBJE.CT TO THE RESTRICTIONS SET FORTH IN THE 

BUILDING CODE OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO. THIS DOES NOT 
CONVEY ANY OWNERSHIP INTEE?EST IN SUCH ENCROACHMENT AREAS TO THE 
PROPERTY OWNER. ALL SUCH ENEROACHMENTS CONTAINED HEREIN ARE IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH SAN FRANCISCO BUILDING CODE 4504. 

{5) IF RECORG Dl{'{IENSIONJS DIFFER FROM FIELD MEASURED DIMENSIONS, THE RECORD 
INFORMATION IS IN PARENTHESIS ( ) FOLLOWED BY RECORD REFERENCE IN BRACKETS [ ]. 

(6) SINCE THERE ARE NO MONUMENTS PER [A] AT THIS INTERSECTION, MEASURMENTS 
ON THE EXISTING BUILDING PER [BJ WERE USED AS SUPPORTING EVIDENCE 

CITY AND COUNTY ·OF SAN FR·ANCISCO CALIFORNIA 
SCALE AS NOTE[) FEB 2024 GEOMETR~X SURVEYING ENGINEERING INC. 

APN 6570-002 
~ 

5436 CALIFORNIA STREET 
SAN FRANcrsco, CA 94118 
(415) 422-0527 
LOU@GEOMl:::TRIXSURVEY. COM 
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