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FILENO. 191101 - MOTION NO.

[Final Map 9598 - 2177 Third Street]

Motion approving Final Map 9598, a 114 residential and seven commercial units, mixed-
use new condominium project, located at 2177 Third Stréet, being a subdivision of
Assessor’s Parcel Block No. 4045, Lot Nos. 003 and 003B; 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 9598", a 114 residential and seven
C‘.omme'roi‘al units, mixed-use new condominium project, located at 2177 Third Street, being é
s.ubdivision of Assessor’s Parcel Block No. 4045, Lot Nos, 003 anld 003B, comprising four
sheets, approved October 15, 2019, by Department of Public Works Order No. 202020, is -
hereby approved and said map is adopted as an foicial Finél Map 9598; and, be it

" FURTHER MOVED, That the San Francisco Board of Supervisors adopts as its own
and inoorporétes by reference herein as though fully set forth the findings made by the.
Planning Department, by its letter dated July 12, 2018, that the proposed subdivision is

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

~101.1; and, be it

FURTHER MOVED, That the Sah Francisco Board of Supervisors hereby authorizes
the Director of the Department of Public Works to enter all hecessary recording information on

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

~ Statement as set forth hérein; 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

amendmenfs thereto.

Public Works . . A
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS Page 1
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DESCRIPTION APPROVED:

R

Bruce R. Storrs, PLS

City and County Surveyor

Public Works
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
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City and County of San Francisco 4 San Francisco Public Works

GENERAL - DIRECTOR'S OFFICE
: City Hall, Room 348
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, S.F., CA 94102

(415) 554-6920 & www.SFPlicWorks.org
At he
PUBLIC
WORKS

London N. Breed, Mayor
Mohammed Nuru, Director

Public Works Order No: 202020

CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO
SAN FRANCISCO PUBLIC WORKS

APPROVING FINAL MAP 9598, 2177 3R° STREET, A 114 RESIDENTIAL AND 7 COMMERCIAL UNITS
MIXED-USE NEW CONDOMINIUM PROJECT, BEING A SUBDIVISION OF LOTS 003 & 003B IN
ASSESSORS BLOCK NO. 4045 (OR ASSESSORS PARCEL NUMBERS 4045-003 & 4045-003B). [SEE

MAP]

A 114 RESIDENTIAL AND 7 COMMERCIAL UNITS MIXED-USE NEW CONDOMINIUM PROJECT

The City Planning Department in its letter dated JULY 12, 2018 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 9598", comprising 4 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 12, 2018, 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 Iegislation.

RECOMMENDED: ‘ . APPROVED:

San Francisco Public Works
Making San Francisco a beautiful, livabie, vibrant, and sustainabie city.
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TENTATIVE MAP DECISION

Project ID9598
Project Type]1 14 Residential and 7 Commercail Units Mixed Use

Date: March 8, 2018

Department of City Planning New Condominium Project
1850 Mission Street, Suite 400 Address# _ [StreetName Block Lot
San Francisco, CA 94103 2141-2171_P3RD ST 1045 003

2141-2171 P3RD ST 1045 0038
Tentative Map Referral

Attention:  Mr. Scott F. Sanchez

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

Sincerely,

o James Ryan S
/W/ﬂ ‘ﬁ/f‘” 2/018 .03.08 15:09:25 -08'00"
for, Bruce R. Storrs PLS.
~ City and County Surveyor

rf "1 The subject Tentative Map has been reviewed by the Planning Department and does comply with applicable
provisions of the Planning Code. On balance, the Tentative Map is consistent with the General Plan and the Priority Policies
of Planming 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 Classfisiss ], CEQA Determination Date{becember 15,2015 1, based on the attached checklist.

e e !

j The subject Tentative Map has been reviewed by the Planmng Department and does comply with apphcable
provisions of the Planning Code subject to the attached conditions.

| ] The subject Tentative Map has been reviewed by the Planning Department and does not comply with applicable
provisions of the Planning Code due to the following reason(s):

PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Dlgltally signed by Esmeraida |

Signed;} Esmeralda Jardines Joaargn:gm 07.12 10:31:28 -07'00° ? Date! JUly 12 2018 i

Planner's Name | Esmeralda Jardines _ i
for, Scott F. Sanchez, Zoning Administrator
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Certificate of Determination
EXEMPTION FROM ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

Case No.: 2013.0784E :
Project Title: 2177 Third Street (590 19 Street)
. Zoning/Plan Ares; UMU (Urban Mixed Use) Use District

45-X / 85-X Height and Bulk District
Plan Area: Central Waterfront Subarea of the Eastern Neighborhoods Plan Area
Block/Lot: 4045/003 and 003B
Lot Size: - square feet
Project Sponsor ~ David Silverman, Reuben, Junius & Rose, LLP
(415) 5679000 '
Staff Contact: Don Lewis, (415) 575-9168

don.lewis@sfgov.org

. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The project site comprises a portion of the block bounded by 18th Street to the north, llinois Street to the
east, 19th Street to the south, and Third Street to the west, in San Francisco’s Dogpatch neighborhood (see
page 4 for more existing conditions information). The project site (Assessor’s Block 4045, Lots 003 and
003B) is a roughly L-shaped lot, encompassing two conﬁguoué parcels. It has frontages on both Third and
19% Streets. The 29,438-square-foot (sf) project site currently contains two two-story warehouse/office
buildings, encompassing apprdximateiy 24,600 sf of space in total, separated by surface parking areas
(containing 12 parking spaces). Of the approximately 24,600 sf of space currently in the two buildings on
site, approximately 9,700 sf of space is vacant and approximately 5,300.sf of space is office uses.

(Continued on next page.)
EXEMPT STATUS ,

Exempt per Section 15183 of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines and California
Public Resources Code Section 21083.3 :

DETERMINATION

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

Jeeat | De cevdre— /< Ze/ST

1
SARAH B.JONES . : : Date
Environmental Review Officer

cc: David Silverman, Project Sponsor’s Representative; Supervisor Cohen, District 10; Doug Vu, Current
Planning Division; Virna Byrd, M.D.F.; Exemption/Exclusion File

3969

1650 Mission St.
Suite 400

San Francisco,
CA 94103-2479

Reception:
4165.558.6378

Fax: )
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Planning
Information: -
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Certificate of Exemption ‘ 2177 Third Street (590 19" Street)
. » 2013.0784E

PROJECT DESCRIPTION (continued)

The remaining approximately 9,600 sf of space is occupied by several businesses, including a wood shop,
a picture frame shop, and a photography studio, which are considered to be production, distribution, and
repair (PDR) type uses. The project site has one curb cut along Third Street and four curb cuts along 19%
Street. The existing on-site structuires were constructed in 1987. Project site topography is generally flat.

The proposed project would demolish the existing structures on the site and construct two 7-story, 68-
foot-tall mixed-use residential buildings above a two-level basement.! The proposed new buildings
would have a total of approximately 180,000 gross sf of space and would include 109 dwelling units
-(approximately 96,600 sf), approximately 3,100 sf of ground-floor retail space, and 91 parking spaces
(approximately 37,200 sf). A

PROJECT APPROVAL

Approval of a Large Project Authorization from the Planning Commission, per Planning Code Section
329, constitutes the approval action for the proposed project. As part of the Large Project Authorization,
the project sponsor would seek a modification to the requirements for rear yard (Planning Code Section
134), obstructions over streets and alleys and in required setbacks, yards and usable open space (Planning
Code Section 136), dwelling unit exposure (Planning Code Section 140) and special bulk limitations and
horizontal mass reductions. Approval of the Section 329 application by the Planning Commission would
constitute the Approval Action date. The Approval Action date establishes the start of the 30-day appeal .
period for this CEQA exemption determination pursuant to Section 31.04(h) of the San Francisco
Administrative Code. '

COMMUNITY PLAN EXEMPTION OVERVIEW

Ca]ifornié Public Resources Code Section 21083.3 and CEQA Guidelines Section 15183 provide an
exemption from environmental review for 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, 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 pecujiar 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 animpact 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 2177 Third Street
project described above, and incorporates by reference information contained in the Programmatic EIR
for the Eastern Neighborhoods Rezoning and Area Plans (PEIR)2. Project-specific studies were prepared

1 The proposed building would extend 84 feet to the top of the mechanical penthouse.
2 Plarming Department Case No. 2004.0160E and State Clearinghouse No. 2005032048

SAN FRANCISCO o ) . . .
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 2
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Certificate of Exemption . 2177 Third Street (590 19" Street)
_ . ‘ 2013.0784E

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.

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 2177 Third 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.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, commerdial, residential singlé-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). o ,

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 ’rhe'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 meetits housmg needs as expressed in the Clty s General Plan.

As a result of fhe Eastern Neighborhoods rezoning process, the project site has been rezoned to UMU
(Urban Mixed Use) District. The UMU District is intended to promote a vibrant mix of uses while
maintaining the characteristics of this formerly industrially-zoned area. It is also intended to serve as a
buffer between residential districts and PDR districts in the Easterni Neighborhoods. The proposed

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

4 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.

"SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPAHTMENT

w
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Certificate of Exemption o 2177 Third Street (590 19" Street)
2013.0784E

project and its relation to PDR land supply and cumulative land use effects is discussed further in the ’
Community Plan Exemption (CPE) Checklist, under Land Use. The 2177 Third Street site, which is
located in the Central Waterfront Subarea of the Eastern Neighborhoods, was designated as a site with
allowable building up to 68 feet in height.

Individual projects that could occur in the future under the Eastern Neighborhoods Rezoning and Area
‘P.lans 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 and to assess
whether additional environmental review would be required. This determination concludes that the
proposed project at 2177 Third Street is consistent with and was encompassed within the analysis in the
" Bastern 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 2177 Third Street project, and identified the mitigation measures applicable to
the 2177 Third Street project. The proposed project is also consistent with the zoning controls and the
provisions of the Planning Code applicable to the project site.3 Therefore, no further CEQA evaluation
for the 2177 Third Street project is required. In sum, the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR and this Certificate
of Exemption for the proposed project comprise the full and complete CEQA evaluation necessary for the
proposed project. :

PROJECT SETTING

As noted above, the project site is located on a block bound by 18th Street to the north, Illinois Street to
the east, 19th Street to the south and Third Street to the west, in San Francisco’s Potrero Hill
neighborhood. Three of the four streets that border the project site (18%, 19% and Illinois Streets) are two-
lane streets, with one travel lane in each direction and parking lanes on each side. Third Street is a four-
lane streets, with two travel lanes in each direction, and Muni light rail tracks that run down the middle
of the road. In terms of topography, the project site-is fairly flat, with a very gradual decline toward the
east (the City’s eastern waterfront is about a block east of the project site).

To the north, the project site is bordered by 2121 Third Street, a seven-story mixed-use building (105
residential condominiums) that is currently under construction (this structure has frontages along Third
and Illinois Street), beyond which is an existing six-story residential building. To the east of the project
site is a vacant lot, currently used for parkiﬁg. To the west, across Third Street, are mid-rise residential
over ground-floor retail uses. To the south, across 19t Street, are low- to mid-rise industrial and
residential uses. Other uses in the project vicinity (within an approximately one block radius) are
generally residential, commercial, and light industrial. Buildings in the project vicinity generally range
from one to six stories in height and these buildings are a combination of early Twentieth- Century and
more contemporary architectural styles. Most structures are built to the property line. The elevated 1280
freeway runs in a north-south direction approx]'mately'four blocks to the west of the project site.

5 Adam Varatf, San Francisco Planning Department, Community Plan Exemption Eligibility Determination, Citywide Planming
and Policy Analysis, 2177 Third Street, May 27, 2015. This document is available for, review at the San Francisco Planning
Department, 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, as part of Case File No. 2013.0784E.

6 Jeff Joslin, San Francisco Planning Department, Community Plan Exemption Eligibility Determination, Current Planning
Analysis, 2177 Third Street, July 29, 2015. This document is available for review at the San Francisco Planning Department, 1650
Mission Street, Suite 400, as part of Case File No. 2013.0784E.

SAN FRANCISCO . .
PLANRING DEPARTVENT ) 4
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Certificate of Exemption ' ‘ 2177 Third Street (590 19" Street)
2013.0784E .

The project block, as well as blocks immediately to the north, south, and west of the j:'roject block, are
zoned Urban Mixed Use (UMU) and contain a variety of uses, including residential, retail, PDR, and
office. Blocks to the east of the project block are zoned Heavy Industrial (M-2), reflecting the maritime
uses along the City’s eastern waterfront. Several Public (P) zoned districts are also scattered throughout
the project vicinity — these districts contain public parks and other public uses, such as Port-owned land.
Two blocks to the north is the Mission Bay Redevelopment Area (currently under the jurisdiction of the
Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure). The UCSF’s Benioff Children’s Hospital is about
two blocks north of the project site, on the comer of Third and Mariposa Streets. The site proposed for the
future development of the Golden State Warriors Area is located approximately one-half mile north of
the project site, on Third Street, between South and 16% Streets. The project is located within the Central
Waterfront Third Street Industrial Historic District. |

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 resoutces; historic architectural resources; hazards; and other issues not addressed in the
previously issued initial study for the Eastern Neighborhoods Kezoning and Area Plans. The proposed
2177 Third 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 plan analyzed in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR
considered the incremental impacts of the proposed 2177 Third 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 contribute considerably to the significant and unavoidable land use
impacts from the loss of PDR uses. This is because the project would remove approximately 9,600 square
feet of an existiig PDR use, which is not substantial in light of the existing PDR supply; therefore, the
proposed project and would not contribute considerably to this impact. Moreover, the site does not
appear to be part of a larger PDR cluster and existing non-PDR uses (such as residential) are the
predominant land use in the project vicinity. Therefore, the proposed project would.not result in a
cumulatively considerable contribution to the significant and unavoidable cumulative land use impact
related to the loss of PDR use. In regards to significant and unavoidable transportation impacts related to
traffic and ftramsit, project-generated vehicle and transit trips would not contribute considerably to
significant and unavoidable cumulative traffic and transit impacts identified in the PEIR and would not
result in a substantial portion of the overall additional traffic and transit volume anticipated to be
generated By Plan Area projects. The proposed project would not contribute to significant and
unavoidable historic architectural resources impacts since the proposed project would not involve the
demolition of a historic resource and would not cause a significant adverse impact upon any nearby
historic resources, including the Central Waterfront Third Street Industrial Historic District. The
proposed project would not contribute to significant and unavoidable shadow impacts since the
proposed project would not result in net-new shadow on any nearby park.

. The Bastern Neighborhoods PEIR identified feasible mitigation measures to address significant impacts
related to moise, air quality, archeological resources, historical resources, hazardous materials, and

SAN FRANGISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT
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2177 Third Street (590 19" Street)
2013.0784E

transportation. Table 1 below lists the mitigation megsurés 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 | Applicable: pile driving may be | The project sponsor has agreed
Driving) ' required during the to implement measures to

construction phase.

reduce noise impacts associated
with pile driving.

E-2: Construction Noise

| Applicable: temporary

construction noise from use of

The project sponsor has agreed
to develop and implement a set

Environments

open space in a noisy
environment and proposes
noise-sensitive uses. -

heavy eqliipment. of noise attenuation measures
during construction.
F-3: Interior Noise Levels Not Applicable: mitigation N/A
measure applies to single-
family housing projects, '
whereas the proposed project is
a multi-family project. '
F-4: Siﬁng of Noise-Sensitive Uses Applicable: project includes the | The project sponsor has
' siting of noise-sensitive usesin | conducted and submitted a
an area where noise levels detailed analysis of noise
exceed 60 dBA (Ldn). reduction requirements.
F-5: Siting of Noise-Generating Uses | Not Applicable: the project N/A
' does not include any noise-
"| generating uses
|F-6: Open Space in Noisy | Applicable: project includes The project sponsor has

conducted and submitted a

detailed analysis of proposed
measures to redu;e noise on

the proposed podium-level
open space and the roof deck.
G. Air Quality
G-1: Construction Air Quality Not Applicable: the project N/A
' would comply with the San
Francisco Dust Control
Ordinance.
G-2: Air Quality for Sensitive Land | Not Applicable: the projectis . | N/A

Uses

not in the Air Pollutant
Exposure Zone.

SAN FRANGISGO
FLANNMING DEPARTMENT
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2177 Third Street (590 19™ Street)
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Applicability

Compliance

G-3: Siting of Uses that Emit DPM

Not Applicable: the proposed
residential and commercial
uses are not expected to emit
substantial levels of DPM.

N/A

G-4: Siting of Uses that Emit other
TACs

Not Applicable: the proposed
residential and commercial
uses are not expected to emit
substantial levels of other
TACs.

N/A

J. Archeological Resources

J-1: Properties with Previous Studies

Not Applicable: the project site
does not have any previous
archaeological studies
associated with it.

N/A

J-2: Properties with no Previous
Studies

Applicable: the project site is a
property with no previous

- archeological study.

The project underwent a
preliminary archeclogy review
and the Planning Department’s
archeologist determined that
the Archeological Testing
mitigation measure would be
required for the proposed
project, which the project
sponsor has agreed to
implement. -

J-3: Mission Dolores Archeological
District -

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

N/A

K. Historical Resources

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

Eastern |

Not Applicable: plan-level -
mitigation completed by
Planning Department

N/A

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 Commission

N/A

K-3: Amendments to Article 10 of
the Planning Code Pertaining to
Alterations and Infill Development

Not Applicable: plan-level
mitigation completed by
Plarming Commission

N/A

in the Dogpatch Historic District

SAN FRANCISGO .
PLANNING DEPARTMENT
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2177 Third Street (590 19" Street)
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Mitigation Measure

Applicability

Compliance

(Central Waterfront)

L. Hazardous Materials

L-1: Hazard ous Building Materials

Applicable: the proposed
project includes demolition of a

The project sponsor has agreed
to comply with hazardous

mitigation by SEFMTA

building with known prior and | building material abatement
current light industrial uses. requirements.
E. Transportation
E-1: Traffic Signal Installation Not Applicable: plan level N/A
‘ mitigation by SEMTA
E-2: Intelligent Traffic Management | Not Applicable: plan level N/A
mitigation by SEFMTA
E-3: Enhanced Funding Not Applicable: plan level N/A.
: ) ‘mitigation by SEMTA & SFTA ‘
E~4: Intelligent Traffic Management | Not Applicable: plan level N/A
mitigation by SFMTA &
Plaining Department
E-5: Enhanced Transit Funding Not Applicable: plan level N/A
mitigation by SEMTA
E-6: Transit Corridor Improvements | Not Applicable: plan level N/A
mitigation by SFMTA
E-7: Transit Accessibility Not Applicable: plan level N/A
' : mitigation by SEMTA
E-8: Muni Storage and Maintenance Not Applicable: plan level N/A
mitigation by SEMTA -
E-9: Rider Irnprovements Not Applicable: plan level N/A
mitigation by SEMTA
E-10: Transit Enhancement Not Applicable: plan level N/A
' mitigation by SFMTA
E-11:  Transportation  Demand | Not Applicable:vplan level N/A
Management

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.

SAN FRANGISGO
PLANNING DEPAHRTMENT
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PUBLIC NOTICE AND COMMENT

A “Notification of Project Receiving Environmental Review” was mailed on March 14, 2014 to adjacent
occupants and owners of properties within 300 feet of the project site and other interested parties. One
public comment was received during the public comment period seeking clarification regarding the
_ timeline of the environmental process. The proposed project would not result in significant adverse

environmental impacts associated with the issues identified by the public beyond ’rhose identified in the
Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR. .

CONCLUSION
As summarized above and further discussed in the CPE Checklist?:

1. The proposed project is consistent with the developmeﬁt 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 ef/fects, 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, the proposed project is exempt from further environmental review puxsuant to 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. 2013.0784E.

SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT e
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2177 Third Street-(590 19th Street) - MITIGATION MO’NITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
(Also includes text for Improvement Measures)

MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Responsibility Mitigation
. for Mitigation . Mitigation Reporting Monitoring
Adopted Mitigation Measures Implementation Schedule " Action Responsibility Schedule

. ARCHEOLOGICAL RESOURCES

MITIGATION MEASURES AGREED TO BY PRO]ECT SPONS OR

Project Mitigation Measure 1 — Archeological Teshng (Implements Mitigation Measure J-2
of the Eastern Neighborhoods FEIR). Based on a reasonable presumption that archeological
resources may be present within the project site, the following measures shall be undertaken
to avoid any potentially significant adverse effect from the proposed project on buried or
submerged historical resources.. The project sponsor shall retain the services of an
archaeological consultant from the rotational Department Qualified Archaeological
Consultants List (QACL) maintained by the Planning Department archaeologist. The project
sponsor shall contact the Department archeologist to obtain the names and contact
information for the next three archeological consultants on the QACL. The archeological
consultant shall undertake an archeological testing program as specified herein.’ In addition,
the consultant shall be available to conduct an archeological monitoring and/or data
recovery program if required pursuant to this requirement. The archeological consultant’s

work shall be conducted in accordance with this requirement at the direction of the-

Environmental Review Officer (ERO). All plans and reports prepared by the consultant as
specified herein shall be submitted first and directly to the ERO for review and comment,
and shall be considered draft reports subject to revision until final approval by the ERO.
Archeological monitoring and/or data recovery. programs required by this requirement
could suspend construction of the project for up to a maximum of four weeks. At the
direction of the ERQ, the suspension of construction can be extended beyond four weeks
only if such a suspension is the only feasible means to reduce to a less than significant level
potential effects on a significant archeological resource as defined in CEQA Guldehnes Sect.
16064.5 (a)(c).

Consultation with Descendant Communities: Or discovery of an archeological site! associated

‘with descendant Native Americans or the Overseas Chinese an appropriate representative?

of the descendant group and the ERO shall be contacted. The representative of the

Project sponsor.

Project
sponsor/archeol

Prior to Project sponsor  Project sponsor, Complete
_issuance of toretain - archeologist, when project
grading or archeological and ERO. sponsor
building . consultant to retains a.
permits. undertake _qualified
-archaeological archeological
-testing and, if consultant.
required,
archeological
monitoring
program in
consultation
with ERO.
Intheeventof Contactany - Archeological  Considered

dlscovery ofan individuallisted consultantand complete

1 By the term “ archeologxcal site” is intended here to minimally included any archeological deposit, feature, burial, or evidence of burial.
2 An“appropriate representative” of the descendant group is here defined to mean, in the case of Native Americans, any individual listed in the current Native American Contact List for the Clty and

County of San Francisco maintained by the California Native Amerlca.n Hentage Commission and in the case of the Overseas Chinese, the Chinese Historical Society of America.

Case No. 2013.0784E ‘ - 1.
2177 Third Street (590 18" Street) - "
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'MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

" Responsibility Mitigation
for -Mitigation Mitigation Reporting Monitoring
Adopted Mitigation Measures Implementation. Schedule Action Responsibility Schedule
descendant group shall be given the opportunity to monitor archeological field ogical consultant archeclogical — inthe current ERO. upon
investigations of the site and to consult with ERO regarding appropriate archeological in consultation  site associated  Native notification of
treatment of the site, of recovered data from the site, and, if applicable, any interpretative iy any with American appropriate
treatment of the assqciated archeological si’te. A copy of the Final Archaeological Resources ;. q:idual listed - descendant Contact List and arganization
Report shall be provided to the representative of the descendant group. in the current Native Chinese and
' Native American Americans or Historical implementati
- Contact Listand Overseas Society of on of any
Chinese Chinese. America and further
Historical - : implement any mitigation as
Society of further advised. .
America. mitigation
advised.
Archeological Testing Program. The archeological consultant shall prepare and submit to the Froject sponsor/  Prior to soil- Prepare and Archeological  After
ERO for review and approval an archeological testing plan (ATP). The archeological testing archeological disturbing submit draft consultant and  consultation
program shall be conducted in accordance with the approved ATP. The ATP shall identify consultant atthe activities onthe ATP, implement ERO. with and
the property types of the expected archeological resource(s) that potentially could be directionofthe  project site. ATP. approval by
adversely affected by the proposed project, the testing method to bé used, and the locations ERQ. BRO of ATP.
recommended for testing. The purpose of the archeological testing program will be to Considered
determine to the extent possible the presence or absence of archeological resources and to complete on
identify and to evaluate whether any archeological resource encountered on the site N brittal
constitutes an historical resource under CEQA. s mittal to
ERO of report -
on ATP
findings.
At the completion of the archeological testing program, the archeological consultant shall Froject sponsor/  After Submit report to  Archeological ~ Considered
submit a written report of the findings to the ERO. If based on the archeological testing atcheological completionof ~ ERO of the consultant and  complete on
program the archeological consultant finds that significant archeological resources may be consultant atthe ATP. findings of the  ERO. stubmittal to
present, the BRO in consultation with the archeological consultant shall determine if direction of the ATP. ERO of report
additional measures are warranted. Additional measures that may be undertaken include gRQ. on ATP
additional archeological testing, archeological monitoring, andfor an archeological data findings.

recovery program. If the ERO determines that a significant archeological resource is present
and that the resource could be adversely affected by the proposed project, at the discretion of
the project sponsor either: :

A)  The proposed project shall be re-designed so as to avoid any adverse effect on the

Case No. 2013.0784E ' . 2
2177 Third Street (590 19" Street) : :
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MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

(foundation, shoring, etc.), the archeological monitor has cause to believe that the pile
driving activity may affect an archeological resource, the pile driving activity shall be

Case No. 2013.0784E ) . 3
2177 Third Street (590 19" Street) ‘ '

Responsibility Mitigation
for Mitigation Mitigation Reporting Monitoring
Adopted Mitigation Measures Implementation Schedule Action Responsibility Schedule
significant archeological resource; or
B) A datarecovery program shall be implemented, unless the ERO determines that the
archeological resource is of greater interpretive than research significance and that
interpretive use of the resource is feasible.
Archeological Monitoring Program. If the ERO in consultation with the archeological Project sponsor/ ERO and Implement _ Archeological ~ Considered
consultant determines that an archeological monitoring program shall be implemented the archeological archeological ~ AMP. consultantand  complete on
archeological monitoring program shall minimally include the following provisions: consultant/ consultant meet ERO. findings by
¢ The archeological consultant, project sponsor, and ERO shall meet and consult on the archeological prior to ERO that
scope of the AMP reasonably prior to any project-related soils disturbing activities 'momtor/ com{nencement AMP
commencing. The ERO in consultation with the archeological consultant shall determine Contr:':xctm:'(s) at 0{5 soil- ) implemented.
what project activities shall be archeologically monitored. In most cases, any soils- the directionof  disturbing
disturbing activities, such as demolition, foundation removal, excavation, grading, the ERO. aCthl’fY.- IfERO
utilitfes installation, foundation work, driving of piles (foundation, shoring, etc.), site deten:mn'es that
remediation, etc,, shall require .archeological monitoring because of the risk these an AMPF is
activities pose to potential archaeological resources and to their depositional context; necessary,
»  The archeological consultant shall advise all project contractors to be on the alert for E;Jmto;; tall
evidence of the presence of the expected resource(s), of how to identify the evidence of ﬂo gg ’ac:;:lb'
the expected resource(s), and of the appropriate protocol in the event of apparent soﬁ— ;S ng
discovery of an archeological resource; actvines.
»  The aicheological monitox(s) shall be present on the project site according to a schedule
agreed upon by the archeological consultant and the ERO until the ERO has, in
consultation with project archeological consultant, determined that project construction
activities could have no effects on significant archeological deposits;
The archeological monitor shall record and be authorized to collect soil samples and
artifactual/ecofactual material as warranted for analysis.
o If an intact archeological deposit is encountered, all soils-disturbing activities in the Archeological Notify ERO if
vicinity of the deposit shall cease. The archeological monitor shall be empowered to consultant. intact
temporarily redirect demolition/excavation/pile driving/construction activities and - archeological
equipment until the deposit is evaluated. If in the case of pile driving activity deposit is
encountered.
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MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Responsibility Mitigation :
: for Mitigation Mitigation Reporting Monitoring

Adopted Mitigation Measures Implementation Schedule Action Responsibility Schedule

terminated until an appropriate evaluation of the resource has been made in ‘

consultation with the ERO. The archeological consultant shall immediately notify the

ERO of the encountered archeological deposit. The archeological consultant shall make

a reasonable effort to assess the identity, integrity, and significance of the encountered

archeological deposit, and present the findings of this assessment to the ERO.
Whether or not significant archeological resources are encountered, the archeological
consultant shall submit a written report of the findings of the monitoring program to the
ERO.
Archeological Data Recovery Program. The archeological data recovery program shall be Archeological If there is Prepare an Archeological ~ Considered
conducted in accord with-an archeological data recovery plan (ADRP). The archeological consultantatthe determination ARDP. consultantand ~ complete on
cansultant, project sponsor, and ERO shall meet and consult on the scope of the ADRP prior to direction of the by the ERO that - ERO. findings by -
preparation of a draft ADRF. The archeological consultant shall submit a draft ADRF to the ERO. an ADRP is ERO that
ERO. The ADRP shall identify how the proposed data recovery program will preserve the ) required. ARDP is
significant information the archeological resource is expected to contain. That is, the ADRP . implemented.

will identify what scientific/historical research questions are applicable to the expected
resource, what data classes the resource is expected to possess, and how the expected data
classes would address the applicable research questions. Data recovery, in general, should
be limited to the portions of the historical property that could be adversely affected by the
proposed project. Destructive data recovery methods shall not be applied to portions of the
archeological resources if nondestructive methods are practical.

The scope of the ADRP shall include the following elements:

e Field Methods and Procedures. Descriptions of proposed field strategies, procedures, and
operations.

»  Cataloguing and Laboratory Analysis. Description of selected cataloguing system.and
artifact analysis procedures. '

®  Discard and Deaccession Policy. Description of and rationale for field and post-field

discard and deaccession policies. .

e Interpretive Program: Consideration of an on-site/off-site public interpretivé program
during the course of the archeological data recovery program.,

e Security Measures. Recommended security measures to protect the archeological resource
from vandalism, looting, and non-intentionally damaging activities.

Case No. 2013.0784E . T4
2177 Third Street (590 19" Street)
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MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

distribution has

Responsibility Mitigation .
for Mitigation Mitigation Reporting Monitoring
-Adopted Mitigation Measures Implementation Schedule Action Responsibility Schedule
o Final Report. Description of proposed report format and distribution of results. ’
o Curation. Description of the procedures and recommendations for the curation of any
recovered data having potential research value, identification of appropriate curation
facilities, and a summary of the accession policies of the curation facilities.
Human Remgains and Associated or Unassociated Funerary Objects. The treatment of human Project sponsor/  In the event Contact San Archeological Considered
remains and of associated or unassociated funerary objects discovered during-any soils archeological human remains Francisco consultant and  complete on
disturbing activity shall comply with applicable State and Federal laws. This shall include consultantin and/or funerary - County Coroner. ERO. notification of
immediate notification of the Coroner of the City and County of San Francisco and in the consultation 6bjects are Implement the San
event of the Coroner’s determination that the human remai'ns are Nativg American remains, with the San encountered. regulatory Trancisco
notiﬁca‘don. of the Cah'for;nia State Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) Who prancisco requiremerits, if County
shall app‘omt -a. Most kaely Descendant (MLD) (Pub. Res. Code Sec. 5097.98). The Coroner, NAHC, applicable, Coroner and
archeological consultant, project sponsor, and MLD shall make all reasonable efforts to dMLD din NAHC. if
develop an agreement for the treatment of, with appropriate dignity, human remains and an ’ regaraing ’
associated or unassociated funerary objects ' (CEQA. Guidelines. Sec. 15064.5(d)). The dlsc?very of necessary.
agreement should take into consideration the appropriate excavation, removal, recordation, Native
- analysis, custodianship, curation, and final disposition of the human remains and associated American
or unassociated funerary objects, i ) human remains
’ ’ and associated/
unassociated
. funerary objects.
Fingl Archeological Resources Report. The archeological consultant shall submit a Draft Final FProjectsponsor/ After Submita draft - Archeological ~ Considered
Archeological Resources Report (FARR) to the ERO that evaluates the historical significance archeological completionof ~ FARR. consultant and  complete on
of any discovered archeological resource and describes the archeological and historical consultant atthe archeological ERO. submittal of
research methods employed in the archeological testing/monitoring/data "recovery directionofthe  datarecovery, FARR.
program(s) undertaken. Information that may put at risk any archeological resource shallbe gRO. inventorying,
provided in a separate removable insert within the final report. : : analysis, and
interpretatiori.
Once approved by the ERO, copies of the FARR shall be distributed as follows: California Archeological Written Distribute Archeological . Considered
Archaeological Site Survey Northwest Information Center (NWIC) shall receive one (1) copy consultantatthe certification EARR. consultant and ~ compete on
and the ERO shall receive a copy of the transmittal of the FARR to the NWIC. The directionof the  submitted to ERO. distribution
Environmental Planning division of the Planrdﬁg Department shall receive one bound, one ERO. ERO that of FARR.
unbound and one unlocked, searchable PDF copy on CD of the FARR along with copies of required FARR
any formal site recordation forms (CA DPR 523 series) and/or documentation for nomination

Case No. 2013.0784E . . 5
2177 Third Street (590 19" Street) A '
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MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Responsibility ) Mitigation
for Mitigation Mitigation Reporting Monitoring
Adopted Mitigation Measures Implementation Schedule Action Responsibility Schedule
to the National Register of Historic Places/California Register of Historical Resources. In been
instances of high public interest in or the high interpretive value of the resource, the ERO

may require a different final report content, format, and distribution than that presented
above.

completed.

'NOISE'. .

Project Mitigation Measure 2 - Siting of Noise-Sensitive Uses (Implements Mitigation Projectsponsor; During Design Planning Considered

Measure F-4 of the Eastern Neighborhoods FEIR). To reduce potential conflicts between project environmental —measurestobe  Department; complete

existing noise-generating uses and new sensitive receptors, for new development including contractor(s). review process. incorporated Department of  upon

noise-sensitive uses, the Planning Department shall require the preparation of an analysis into project Building approval of

that includes, at a minimum, a site survey to identify potential noise-generating uses within design; prior to  Inspection. final

900 feet of, and that have a direct line-of-sight to, the project site, and including at least one issuance of a construction

24-hour noise measurement (with maximum noise level readings taken at least every 15 building permit. drawing set.

minutes), prior to the first project approval action. The analysis shall be prepared by persons

qualified in acoustical analysis and/or engineering and shall demonstrate with reasonable

certainty that Title 24 standards, where applicable, can be met, and that there are no

particular circumstances about the proposed project site that appear to warrant heightened

concern about noise levels in the v101mty Should such concerns be present, the Department

may require the completion of a detailed noise assessment by person(s) qualified in .

acoustical analysis and/or engineering prior to the first project approval action, in order to

demonstrate that acceptable interior noise leve]s consistent with those in the Title 24

standards can be attained.

Project Mitigation Measure 3 - Open Space in Noisy Environments - (Implements Projectsponsor; Duting Design Planning Considered

Mitigation Measure F-6 of the Eastern Neighborhoods FEIR). To minimize effects on project environmental measurestobe  Department; complete

development in noisy areas, for new development including noise sensitive uses, the contractor(s). review process. incorporated Department of  ypon

Planning Department shall, through its building permit review process,.in conjunction with into project Building approval of
design; prior to  Inspection. final )

noise analysis required pursuant to Mitigation Measure F-4, require that open space required
under the Planning Code for such uses be protected, to the maximum feasible extent, from
existing ambient noise levels that could prove annoying or disruptive to users of the open
space. Implementation of this measure could involve, among other things, site design that
uses the buﬂdmg itself to shield on-site open space from the greatest noise sources,

. construction of noise barriers between noise sources and open space, and appropriate use of -

both common and private open space in multi-family dwellings, and implementation would
also be undertaken consistent with other principles of urban design.

issuance of a

building permit.

construction
drawing set.

Case No. 2013.0784E : ' 5
2177 Third Street (590 19" Street)
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MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Responsibility ' Mitigation
. for Mitigation Mmga’aon Reporting Monitoring
Adopted Mitigation Measures : ’ S Implementation Schedule Action Responsibility Schedule

"HAZARDOUS MATERIALS ».., - SHnS

Project Mitigation Measure 4 — Hazardous Building Mateiials (Implements Mitigation Projectsponsor, Priorto Ensure ~Project sponsor, Considered

Measure L-1 of the Eastern Neighborhoods FEIR). The project sponsor shall ensure that any contractor(s) . demolitionof  equipment contractor(s), = complete

equipment containing PCBs or DEPH, such as fluorescent light ballasts, are removed and structures. - containing PCBs DPH, various when

property disposed of according to applicable federal, state, and local laws prior to the start of _ . or DEHP and federal and equipment

renovation, and that any fluorescent light tubes, which could contain mercury, are similarly - other hazardous state agencies.  containing

removed and propetly disposed of. Any other hazardous materials identified, either before materials is PCBsor

or during work, shall be abated according to applicable federal, state-and local laws. . properly ‘ DEHP or

: disposed. . other ’

hazardous
materials is
properly
disposed.

Case No. 2013.0784E . 7
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IMPROVEMENT MEASURES AGREED TO BY PROJECT SPONSOR

Implementation

Responsibility
for Implementation. Implementation Reporting Monitoring
Implementation Schedule Acton -Responsibility Schedule

' TRANSPORTATION'AND CIRCULATIO!

Project Improvement Measure 1 - Implement Transportation Demand Management

Strategies to Reduce Single-Occupancy Vehicle Trips

The project sponsor and subsequent property owner should implement a Transportation

Demand Management (TDM) Program that seeks to minimize the number of single-

occupancy vehicle (SOV) trips generated by the proposed project for the lifetime of the

project. The TDM Program targets a reduction in SOV trips by encouraging persons to

select other modes of transportation, including: walking, bicyding, transit, car-share,

carpooling and/or other modes. ' i

The project sponsor has agreed to implement the following TDM measures:

Transportation and Trip Planning Information:

¢  Move-in packet: Provide a transportation insert for the move-in packet that includes
information on transit service {local and regional, schedules and fares), information
on where transit passes could be purchased, information on the 511 Regional
Rideshare Program and nearby bike and car-share programs, and information on
where to find additional web-based alternative transportation materials (e.g.,
NextMuni phone app). This move-in packet should be continuously updated as local
transportation options change, and the packet should be. provided to each new
building occupant. Provide Muni maps, San Francisco Bicycle and Pedestrian maps
upon request.

e New-hire packet: Provide a transportation insert in the new-hire packet that includes
information on transit service (Jocal and regional, schedules and fares), information
on where transit passes' could be purchased, information on the 511 Regional

Rideshare Program and nearby bike and car-share programs, and information on.

where to find additional web-based alternative transportation materials (e.g.,
NextMuni phone app). This new-hire packet should be continuously updated as local
transportation options change, and the packet should be provided to each new
building occupant. Provide Murd maps, San Francisco Bicycle and Pedestrian maps
upon request, : 4

* Posted and real-time information: A local map and real-time fransit information

could be installed on-site in a prominent and visible location, such as within a

Case No. 2013.0784E ‘ g
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building lobby. The local map should clearly identify transit bicycle, and key
pedestrian routes, and also depict nearby destinations and commerdial corridors.
Real-time transit information via NextMuni and/or regional transit data should be
* displayed on a digital screen.
¢«  Current transportation resources: Maintain an available supply of Muni maps, San
Francisco Bicycle and Pedestrian miaps, schedules, information and updates.

Project Improvement Measure 2 - Queue Abatement Condition of Approval

It shall be the responsibility of the owner/operator of the project parking garage to ensure
that recurring vehicle queues do not occur on the public right-of-way (19th Street). A
vehicle queue is defined as one or more vehicles (destined to the parking facility) blocking
any portion of any public street, alley, or sidewalk for a consecutive period of three
minutes or longer on a daily or weekly basis.

If a recurring queue occurs, the owner/operator of the parking garage shall employ
abatement methods as needed to abate the queue. Suggested abatement methods include,

but are not limited to, the following: redesign of facility to improve vehicle circulaﬁon'

and/or on-site queue capacity; employment of parking attendants; use of valet parking or
other space-efficient parking techniques; or travel demand management strategies such as
additional bicycle parking. .

If the Planning Director, or his or her designee, suspects that a recurring queue is present,
the Department shall notify the property owner 'in writing. Upon request, the
owner/operator shall hire a qualified transportation consultant to evaluate the conditions
at the site for no less than seven days. The consultant shall prepare a monitoring report to
be submitted to the Department for review. If the Department determines that a recurring
queue does exist, the facility owner/operator shall have 90 days from the date of the
written determination to abate the queue.

Project Improvement Measure 3 ~ Construction Management

Traffic Control Plan for Construction: As an improvement measure to reduce potential
conflicts between construction activities and pedestrians, transit and autos at the project
site, the contractor shall add certain measures to the required traffic control plan for
project construction. In addition to the requirements for a constructon traffic
control/management plan, the project shall include the following measures.
» Non-peak Construction Traffic Hours: To minimize the construction-related
. disruption of the general traffic flow on adjacent streets during the AM and PM peak
periods, truck movements and deliveries should be limited during peak hours
(generally 7:00 to 9:00 AM and 4:00 to 6:00 PM, or other Himes, as determined by
SFMTA and its Transportation Advisory Staff Committee [TASC]).

Case No. 2013.0784E ’ . 9

2177 Third Street (590 19" Street)

Owner/operator
of off-street

parking facility. )

Project sponsor,
contractor(s).

Upon operation  Ensure a vehicle
" queue does not

of the off-street

parking facility.

Prior to and
during
construction.

Owner/operator;
Planning

block any portion  Department.

of public street,

alley, or sidewalk

for a consecutive

. period of three

minutes or longer
on a daily or
weekly basis.
Hirew
transportation
consultant to
evaluate
conditions.

Employ
abatement
methods.

Implement
Construction
Management
Plan.

Project sponsor.

Ongoing
during
operation.

Upon
completion of
project
construction.
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»  Carpool and Transit Access for Construction Workers: To minimize parking demand
and vehicle trips associated with construction workers, the construction contractor
shall include methods to encourage carpooling and transit access to the project site by
construction workers in the Construction Management Plan.

¢ Project Construction Updates for Adjacent Businesses and Residents: To minimize

construction impacts on access for nearby institutions and businesses, the Project
Sponsor shall provide nearby residences and adjacent businesses with regularly-
updated information regarding project construction, including a project construction
contact person, construction activities, duration, peak construction activities (é.g.,
concrete pours), travel lane closures, and lane closures.

Case No. 2013.0784E . 10
2177 Third Street (590 19" Street)
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Office of the Treasurer & Tax Collector
City and County of San Francisco

José Cisneros, Treasurer
Property Tax Section

TAX CERTIFICATE

I, David Augustine, Tax Collector of the City and County 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:

1. There are no liens for unpaid City & County property taxes or special assessments
collected as taxes, except taxes or assessments not yet payable. |
2. The City and Cbunty property taxes and special assessments which are a lien, but not

yet due, including estimated taxes, have been paid.

Block: 4045
Lot: 003
Addre'ss: - 21712177 3Rd St

David Augﬁstine, Tax Collector

Dated this 13th day of September 2019. This certificate is valid for the earlier of 60 days
from this date or December 31, 2019. 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.

City Hall -Room 140 = 1.Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place e  San Francisco, CA 94102-4638
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Office of the Treasurer & Tax Collector

City and County of San Francisco .
José Cisneros, Treasurer
Property Tax Section

TAX CERTIFICATE

I, David Augustine, Tax Collector of the City and County 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: | | ' |

1 There are no liens for unpaid City & County property taxes or special assessments
collected as taxes, except taxes or assessments not yet payable.
2. The City and County property taxes and special assessments which are a lien, but not

yet due, including estimated taxes, have been paid.

Block: 4045
Lot: 003B
Address: 560 19Th St

David Augustine, Tax Collector

Dated this 13th day of September 2019. This certificate is valid for the earlier of 60 days
from this date or December 31, 2019. 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.

City Hall - Room 140« 1Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place San Francisco, CA 94102-4638
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TAX STATEMENT:
I, ANGELA CALVILLO, CLERK OF THE BOARD OF SUPERYISORS OF THE CITY AND
cauw OF SAN fRANCISCG STATE_OF CAUFORNM, D0 HEREBY STATE THAT

D TAX COLLECTOR G

THE AN
cm' AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCD SHOW/NG THAT ACCORDING 70 THE RECORDS DF HIS OR
HER OFFICE THERE ARE NO LIENS AGAINST THIS SUBDIMISION OR ANY PART THEREQF FOR UNPAID
STATE, COUNTY, MUNICIPAL OR LOCAL TAXES, OR SPECIAL ASSESSMENTS COLLECTED AS TAXES.

DATED DAY OF 20__.

CGLERK OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

CLERK'S STATEMENT:

I, ANGELA CALVILLO, - CLERK ‘OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF
SAN FRANCISCO, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, HEREBY STATE THAT SAID BOARD OF SUPERVISORS BY
TS MOTION NO. ADOPTED, 20, APPROVED THIS
MAP EN7777.ED "FINAL MAP 9598°.

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, | HAVE HEREUNTO SUBSCRIBED MY HAND AND CAUSED THE SEAL OF
THE OFFICE TO BE AFFIXED.

CLERK OF THE BOARD OF SUFERWSGRS
CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO ™
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

APPROVALS:

THIS MAP IS APFRDVED THIS DAY OF 20.
BY ORDER M .

e = DATE:

MOHAMMED NURU

CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRAN!
STATE OF GALIFORNIA

DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS AND ADVISORY AGEVCY '

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
DENNIS .. HERRERA, CITY ATTORNEY

8Y:

DEFUTY CITY ATTORNEY
CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS APPROVAL:
N, /E BOARD OF SUPERVISOR'S OF THE CITY.
AND GOUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO smz‘ OF CALIFORNIA APPROVED AND PASSED
MOTION NO. ooy A COPY OF WHICH IS ON FILE N THE OFFICE
OF THE BUARD OF SUPERVISOR'S IN FILE NO.

" CITY AND COUNTY SURVEYOR 'S STATEMENT:

I HEREBY STATE TRAT | HAVE EXAMII IS MAP; THAY THE SUBDMSION AS SHOWN IS SUBSTANTIALLY THE SAME
AS T APPEARED ON THE TENTATIVE MAP ANY APPROVED ALTERATIONS THEREOF; THAT ALL PROVISIONS OF THE
CALIFORNIA SUBDMISION MAP ACT AND ANY LOCAL ORDINANCES APPUCABLE AT THE TIME OF APFROVAL OF THE
TENTATIVE MAP HAVE BEEN COMPUED WITH; AND THAT 1 AM SATISFIED THIS MAP IS TECHNICALLY CORRECT.

BRUCE R. STORRS, CITY AND. CDUN(% SURVEYOR

CITY AND COUNTY Osz
5)1

BRUCE R. STORRS L.":. 6914

DATE: qerlefle 41 Zoity

SURVEYOR'S STATEMENT:
THIS MAF WAS PREPARED BY ME OR UNUER MY DIRECTION AND IS BASED UPON A FIELD SURVEY IN N
CONFORMANCE WITH THE REQUIREMENTS OF THE SUBDIVISION MAP ACT AND LOCAL ORDINANCE AT THE REQUEST '
OF 2177 THIRD STREET PROPERTY OWNER LLC ON JUNE 12, 2017. [ HEREBY STATE THAT ALL THE MONUMENTS
ARE OF THE CHARACTER AND OCCUPY THE FOSIﬂDNS INDICATED OR THAT THEY MLL BE SET IN THOSE
POSITIDNS BéTURE APRIL 1, 2020 ANO THAT. THE MONUMENTS ARE, OR WILL BE, SUFFICIENT TO ENABLE THE

D THAT THIS FINAL MAP SUBSTANTIALLY CONFORMS TO THE CONDIMONALLY
AFFRGVE) TEN‘MNVE‘ MAP

3@«4‘ng YZ-F/ o _[0-7-200F

BENJAMIN B, RON
PLS No. 5015

RECORDER'S STATEMENT:
FILED THIS DAY OF 20,

AT — — M. iN BOOK .. OF CONDOMINIUM MAPS, AT PAGES .
AT THE REQUEST OF MARTIN M. RON ASSOCIATES. .

SIGNED:

COUNTY RECORDEFR
CiTY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

FINAL MAP 9598

A MAXIMUM_ OF. 114 RESIDENTIAL AND 7 COA(MERCIAL UNITS |
MIXED USE NEW CONDOMINIUM PROJ:
" BENG A MERGER AND SUBDIVISION OF THE CERTAIN RD(L PROPERTY
DESCRIBED IN THAT CERTAIN GRANT DEED RECORDED DECEMBER 1, 2016
AS DOCUMENT NO. 2016—K365846, OFFICIAL. RECORDS.

BEING A FORTION OF POTRERO NUEVO BLOCK 412
CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO, STATE OF CALIFORNIA

MARTIN M. RON_ASSOCIATES, INC.
Land Surveyors
859 Harrison Street, Sulte 200
San Francisco Californla
- OCTOBER 2019 SHEET 1 OF 4
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OWNE? 'S STATEMENT:
THAT WE ARE THE ONLY OWNERS OF AND HOLDERS OF RECORD TTLE INTER

EBY STATE EST
IN 7HE REAL PROPERTY SUBDIVIDED AND SHOWN UFPON THIS MAP, AND DO HEREBY CONSENT TO

THE PREFARATION AND RECORDATION OF SAID MAP.
IN WIINESS THEREOF, WE THE UNDERSIGNED, HAVE CAUSED THIS STATEMENT TO BE EXECUTED.
OWNER: 2177 THIRD STREET PROPERTY OWNER LLC, A DELWARE LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY

BY: 2177 THIRD STREET HOLDINGS, LLC
A DELAWARE LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY,
" TS MANAGING MEMBER -

BY: 2177 THIRD STREET MM; LLG
A DELAWARE LIJITED LIABILITY COMPANY,
TS MANAGING MEMBER

BY: " ALIGN 2177 THIRD, LLC
A CALIFORNIA LIMITED LIABILTY COMPANY,
TS MANAGING MEMBER

8y ALIGN REAL ESTATE, LLC
A GALIFORNIA LIMITED LIABILITY caMPANY.
ITS MANAGER

BY:
NAME? DAVID BALDUCCT
TITLE: MANAGER

-+ BENEFICIARY: cMB WING LUNG BANK, LIMITED, WHIGH TOOK TITLE AS WING LUNG BANK, LTD,

A HONG KONG BANK ACTING THROUGH TS SAN FRANCISCO BRANCH

BY:

NAME: HELEN LIU

TITLE: SENIOR VICE PRESIDENT
& GENERAL MANAGER

COUNTY OF PRINCIPAL PLACE OF

OWNER'S ACKNOWLEDGMENT:

A NOTARY PUBUC OR OTHER OFFICER COMPLETING THIS 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 OF THAT DOCUMENT.

s or_Coliflorvm o
COUNYY CF

oN _OML_JD_\E\ aEFore vg, Buroom Banis "?h&ée-}‘m. Mokoeny T
PERSONALLY APPEARED Dot A Bolducot

WHO PROVED TO ME ON THE BASIS OF SATISFACTURY EVIDENCE TO BE THE PERSON(S) WHOSE
NAME(S) IS/ARE—SUBSCRIEEJ TO THE WITHIN INSTRUMENT AND ACKNOWLEDGED TO ME THAT

ECUTED THE SAME IN HIS/HERYRHEIR AUTHORIZED GAPACTY(IES), AND THAT BY
HIS/HER;‘H'!HR SIGNATURE(S) ON THE INSTRUMENT THE PERSON(S), OR THE ENTITY UPON BEMALF
OF WHICH THE PERSON(S) ACTED, EXECUTED THE INSTRUMENT.

I CERTIEY UNDER PENALTY OF PERIURY UNDER THE LaWs oF THE STATE oF ColiSormia  mur
THE FOREGOING PARAGRAPH (S TRUE AND CORRELT,

WITNESS WY HANDJAND OFFICIAL SEAL, .
s -
worarr pusc, s oF Califormia no: _ FLokonR

Hr G exeires: Julw D, 202
L San Truci s QU&\%_

COUNTY OF PRINCIPAL PLACE OF

BENEFICIARY'S ACKNOWLEDGMENT:

A NOW?Y PUEUC OR OTHER OFFICER COMPLETING THIS 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 OF THAT DOCUMENT.

smre oF ____CelifuiTa

COUNTY 13F
on __Dubeber 2 2019 serorE ME Al Einker- tan , Notary Rablie
!LY APPEARED Heden Liw

WHO PROVED TO ME ON THE BASIS OF SATISFACTORY EVIDENCE TO BE THE PERSON(S) WHOSE
NAME(S) IS/ARE SUBSCRIBED TO THE WITHIN INSTRUMENT AND ACKNOWLEDGED TD ME THAT
HE/SHE/THEY EXECUTED THE SAME IN HIS/HE?/)HEIR AUTHORIZED CAPACITY(IES), AND THAT BY
HIS/HER, THEIR SIGN ) ) OR THE ENTITY UPON BEHALF
OF WHICH THE FERSGN(S) AC’TED, D(EL‘UI'E? THE INS?RUMBIT

| CERTIFY UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY UNDER THE LAWS OF THE STATE oF (ali{vrnis pur
THE FOREGOING FARAGRAPH IS TRUE AND CORRECT.

WITNESS MY HAND AND OFFICIAL SEAL.

SIGNATURE: flas
NoTARY 2UBLIC, STATE oF Laltfarmia, Nos 2280890
MY V ExPIRES; . MAr {2, 2923

San_Franciste county

FINAL MAP 9598

A MAXIMUM GF 114 RESIDENTAL AND 7 COMMERCIAL UNITS
(ED USE NEW CONDOMINIUM PROJECT,
BEING A MERGER AND SUBDIVISION OF THE CERTAIN REAL PROPERTY
DESCRIBED IN THAT CERTAIN GRANT DEED RECORDED DECEMBER 1, 2016
AS DOCUMENT NO. 2016~K365845, OFFICIAL RECORDS.

BEING A PORTION OF POTRERO NUEVO BLOCK 412
CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO, STATE OF CALIFORNIA

MARTIN M. RON_ASSOCIATES,
Land Surveyors
859 Harrison Street, Suite 200
San Francisco Californla
OCTOBER 2019 SHEET 2 OF 4
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BASIS OF SURVEY:
THE CITY MONUMENT LINE ON THIRD STREET AS SHOWN HEREON
IS THE BASIS OF SURVEY. SEE MAP REFERENCE [1].

© NOTES:

1. ALL DISTANCES SHOWN IN FEET AND DEUIMALS THEREOF,
2. ALL ANGLES ARE 90 DEGREES UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED.
3. DETAILS NEAR PROPERTY LINES MAY NOT BE TO SCALE

AND MAY BE EXAGGERATED FOR CLARITY.
ALL SURVEY PUINTS REFERENCING FROFERTY LINES PER MAP REFERENCE
ITEMS [3] THRU [5] THAT ARE NOT SHOWN HEREON WERE SEARCHED FUR
AND NOT FOUND.
THE SUBDIVISION SHOWN HEREON IS SUBJECT 7O THE TERMS AND
CONDITIONS OF THE FOLLOWING DOCUMENT:

o) "DEGLARATION OF LIMITATION™ RECDRDED APRIL 13, 2012,
DOCUMENT NO. 20124392495, OFFICIAL RECORDS.

>

B

b) SHORING AND TIE-BACK AGREEMENT" RECORDED AUGUST 8, 2012,
DOCUMENT NO. 2012—J464382, OFFIGIAL RECORDS.

<) "NOTICE OF SPECIAL - RESTRICTIONS UNDER THE PLANNING CODE™
UARY 24, 2016, 2015—"(2069.72,
OFFICIAL RECORDS.

d) 'NO"CE OF SPECIAL RESTRICTIONS UNDER THE PLANNING CODE™
DED FEBRUARY 29, 2016, DOCUMENT NO. 2016--K209118,
DFHCIAL RECORDS.

o) DECLARATION OF USE" ~ MINOR SIDEWALK ENCROACHMENT PERMIT
FOR SHORING WITH TIEBACKS ALONG 3RO STREET AND 19TH STREET
FRONTING THE SUBJECT PROFPERTY, RECORDED OCTOBER 23, 2017,
DOCUMENT NO. 2017-K529300, OFFICIAL RECORDS,

) "NOTICE OF SPECIAL RESTRICTIONS UNDER THE PLANNING CODE™
28, 2017, NO. 2017-K542145,
OFFICIAL RECORDS.

g) NOTICE OF SPECIAL RESTRICTIONS UNDER THE PLANNING CODE™
RECORDED NOVEMBER 28, 2017, DOCUMENT NO, 2077-—K542145
OFFICIAL RECORDS.

h) "SHORING AND TIE-BACK AGREEMENT” RECORDED JANUARY 11,
2018, DOCUMENT NO. 2018-K565721, OFFICIAL RECORDS,

i} "DECLARATION OF USE™ — VAULT PERMIT FOR TWO TRANSFORMER
VAULTS TO BE INSTALLED IN THE PUBLIC RIGHT--OF—-WAY ON 19TH
STREET RECORDED JULY 30, 2018, DOCUMENT NO. 2018~K646828,
OFFICIAL RECORDS,

MAP REFERENCES:
[1] CITY OF SAN FRANCISCO MONUMENT MAP NO, J24 ON FILE IN
THE OFFICE OF THE CITY AND COUNTY SURVEYOR.

[2] "wap SHOWING THE WIDENING OF THIRD SIREET FROM FOURTH
ST TO CUSTER AVE." RECORDED JANUARY 20, 1944 IN BOOK
*0" OF MAPS, PAGES 94 THRU 96, OFFICUL. RECORDS OF THE
CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISC

[3] THAT CERTAIN PARCEL MAP RECORDED DECEMEER 26, 1984 IN'
BOOK 29 OF PARCEL MAPS, PAGE 143, OWCML RECGRDS OF
THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISC .

[4]"MAP_OF 700 ILLINOIS STREET" RECORDED MAY 10, 2002 IN
BOOK 74 OF CONDOMINIUM MAPS, PAGES 26 THRU 30, DFFICIAL
RECORDS OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO,

15 FINAL MAP NO. 7783" RECORDED APRIL 11, 2014 IN BOOK 123
OF CONDOMINIUM_MAPS, PAGES 121 THRU 123, OFFICIAL
RECORDS OF THE GITY AND COUNTY OF SAN WNCISCD.

FIELD SURVEY COMPLETTON'

THE FIELD SURVEY FO, MAP WAS CUMPLI:TEIJ ON §/1/2019.
PHYSICAL EFAIL? INCLUDING’ CITY AND F
MON‘[//EL;’MUON SHOWN HEREON EXISTED AS IH FIELD

COMPLETION DATE, UNLESS OTHERWISE NGTED.
NAIL AND TAGS STAMPED FLS 5015 THAT REFERENCE TH!
PROPERTY GORNERS WILL BE SET PRIOR TO 4/1/2020.

G‘ENERAL NOTES: .
YH MAF jS THE SURVEY MAP PORIION OF THE CONDOMINIUN PLAN AS
IN CALIFORNIA CML CODE SECTIONS 4120 AND 4285, THIS
CONDOMIN/UM PROJECT IS ITE TO A MAXIMUM NUMBER OF 114 DWELLING
UNITS AND 7 COMMERCIAL UNITS.

) ALL INGRESS(ES), EGRESS(ES), PATH(S) OF TRAVEL, FIRE/EMERGENCY EXIT(S)
AND EXTING GOMPONENTS, EXIT PATHWAY(S) AND PASSAGEWAY(S), STAIRWAY(S),
CORRDOR(S), REVATDR(S), AND COMNON USE ACCESSIBLE FEATURE(S) AND
FAGILITIES A4S RESTROO) T THE BUIDING CODE REQUIRES FOR
COMON ot Sris G2 M W Cohan UNDIIED TS

¢} UNLESS SPECIFIED N THE VIS5 OF A
L’GNDUMNIUM HOMEOWNERS' ASSOCIAT'ON, INCLUDWG IfS CGNDIHDNS

GOVENANTS AND RESTRICTIONS, THE HOMEOWN SHALL B
RESPONSIBLE, IN PERPETUITY, FOR THE MAINTBIANCE R?NR. AND
REPLACEMENT OF:

() ALL GENERAL USE COMMON AREA IMPROVEMENTS; AND

(1) ALL FRONTING SIDEWALKS, ALL PERMITTED OR UNPERMITTED PRIVATE
CROA HWENTS AND PRIVATELY MYUNTAINED STREET TREES FRONTI NG THE
AND ANY OTHE BUGATION IMPOSED ON PROFPERTY O]

FRDNHNG A PUBLIC R/GHT—OF— Y FURSUANT TO THE PUBUC WGRKS CODE
OR OTHER APPLICABLE MUNICIPAL CODES

g} IN THE EVENT THE AREAS IDENTIFICD IN (c) (1} ARE NDr PROPERLY
MAINTAINED, REFPAIRED, AND REFLACED 70 THE €
EACH HOMEOWNER SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE TO THE EXTENT OF RIS/MER
PRGPDR"GNATE OEL/GAﬂaN TO THE hDI/ﬂ?WNERS ASSOCIATION FOR THE

IR, AND REPLACEMEINT OF THOSE AREAS, FAILURE 1D
UNDERTAKE SUCH MNTWNCE' REPAIR, AND REPLACEMENT MAY RESULT IN
CITY ENFORCEMENT AND ABATEMENT ASTIONS AGAINST THE HOMEOWNERS'
ASSOCIATION AND/OR THE INDIVIDUAL HOMEOWNERS, WHICH MAY INCLUDE, BUT
NOT EE UMH'ED TO IMPOSTTION OF-A LIEN AGAINST THE HOMEOWNER'S

) APPROVAL OF THIS MAP SHALL NOT BE DEEMED APFROVAL OF THE DESIGN,
LGMNON. S'IZE DHJSITY OR USE OF ANY ﬁ'RUCTUﬁE(S) DR ANCILLARY AREAS

OF THE PROPER SOCIATED WITH STRUGTURES, NEW EXISTING, WHICH
HAVE NOT BEEN REVIEWED OR APPROVED BY AFPROPRIA?E CITY AGENCIES NOR
SHALL SUCH APPROVAL CONSTITUTE A WAVER OF THE SUBDIVIDER' 5 GELIGATION
TU ABATE ANY ODUTSTANDING MUNICIPAL CODE WOLAUGNS’. ANY STRI
CONSIRLIWED SUBSEQUENT TO APPROVAL OF THIS FINAL MAP SHALL CGMPLY

LL RELEVANT MUNICIPAL CODES INCLUDING BUY NOT UMAED TO THE

PMNNIN(»‘, HOUSING AND BUILDING CCDES, IN EFFECT AT THE TIME OF ANY
APPLICATION FOR REGQUIRED PERMITS.

) BAY WINDOWS, FIRE ESCAPES AND OTHER ENCROACHMENTS (IF ANY SHOWN
HEEUN, THAT EXIST, OR THAT MAY BE CONSTRUCTED) ONTO OR GVER JRD OR
STREETS, ARE PERMITTED THROUGH AND ARE SUBJEC]

‘RESmlGﬂDN SET FORTH IN THE EUII.DIVG CODE AND PMNNING CODE OF THE
THIS MAP DOES CONVEY ANY

CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCIS
CTHEASHIE THIEREST S ENGREACHITENT AREAS TO THE ConbOMMIUN
UNIT OWNER(S).

g) SIGNIFICANT ENCROACHMENTS, TO THE EXTENT THEY WERE VISIBLE AND
BSERVED, ARE NOTED HEREON, HOWEVER, IT IS ACKNOWLEDGED THAT OTHER
EVCRDACHMEWS FRON/ONI'U ADJOINING PROPERTIES MAY EXIST OR BE
CONSTR T S E THE RESI’ONSIBIL”Y SOLE.Y DF YHE PROPERTY
OWNERS INVOLVE'D 7 RESOLVE T MAY M
ENCROACHMENTS WMETHER DEP! L'TED N OR NOT. YHI W
PURPDRT 0 CGNVEY ANY OWNERSHIP INTB?ESF IN AN E!CRMCHMENT AREA g

ASSESSOR'S PARCEL 'NUMBERS FOR
PROPOSED CONDOMINIUM UNITS

67 1 = APN 4045147
COMMERGIAL UNITS
CONDOMINIUM UNIT No.|  PROSOSED A0sEssors
1 THRU 7 APN 4045148 THRU 154

RESIDENTAL UHITS

PROPOSED ASSESSOR'S
CONDOMINIUM UNIT No. PARCEL NUMBER

1 THRU 114 APN 4945155 THRU 266

NOTE 7HE PROPOSED ASSESSOR'S PARCEL WUMBERS SHOWN
IN ARE FOR INFORMATIONA. USE ONLY AND SHOULD Not
EE RELIH? UPON FOR ANY OTHER PURPOS!

FINAL MAP 9598

A MAXIMUM OF 174 RESIDENTIAL AND 7 GOMMERCIAL UNITS
(ED USE NEW CONDOMINIUM PROJECT,
BEING A MER GER AND SUBDIVISION OF THE CERTAIN REAL PROPERTY
DESCRIHE'D IN THAT CERTAIN GRANT DEED RECORDED DECEMBER 1, 2016
AS DOCUMENT NO. 2016-K365846, OFFICIAL RECORDS.

BEING A PORTION OF POTRERO NUEVO BLOCK 412
CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO, STAIE OF CALIFORNIA

MARTIN M. RON_ASSOCIATES, INC.
Land Surveyors
859 Harrison Street, Suite 200
San Francisco California
OCTOBER 2019 SHEET 3 OF 4
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