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FILENO. 191101 MOTION NO. 

1 [Final Map 9598-2177 Third Street] 

2 

3 Motion approving Final Map 9598, a 114 residential and seven commercial units, mixed-

4 use new condominium project, located at 2177 Third Street, being a subdivision of 

· 5 Assessor's Parcel Block No. 4045, Lot Nos. 003 ahd 0038; and adopting findings 

6 pursuant to the General Plan, and the eight priority policies of Planning Code, Section 

7 101.1 . 

. 8 

9 MOVED, That the certain map entitled "FINAL MAP 9598", a 114 residential and seven 

10 Gommercial units, mixed-use new condominium project, located at 2177 Third Street, being a 

11 subdivision of Assessor's Parcel Block No. 4045, Lot Nos. 003 and 0038, comprising four 

12 sheets, approved October 15, 2019, by Department of Public Works Order No. 202020, is · 

13 hereby approved and said map is adopted as an Official Final Map 9598; and, be it 

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

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

16 Planning Department, by its letter dated July 12, 2018, that the proposed subdivision is 

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

18 ·1o1.1;and,beit 

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

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

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

22 Statement as set forth herein; and, be it 

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

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

25 amendments thereto. 

Public Works 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS Page 1 
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DESCRIPTION APPROVED: 

_Y/-
Bruce R. Storrs, PLS 

City and County Surveyor 

Public Works 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

RECOMMENDED: 

Mohammed Nuru 

Director of Public Works 

Page 21 
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City and County of San Francisco 

London N. Breed, Mayor 
Mohammed Nuru, Director 

San Francisco Public Works 

GENERAL- DIRECtOR'S OFFICE 
City Hall, Room 348 

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, S.F., CA94102 
(415) 554-6920 1111 vvvvvv.vrr ohlir.'Wnrk" 

Public Works Order No: 202020 

CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO 
SAN FRANCISCO PUBLIC WORKS 

APPROVING FINAL MAP 9598, 2177 3Ro 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 1 01.1. 

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 1 0 1.1. 

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

RECOMMENDED: APPROVED: 

San Francisco Pubiic Works 
Making San Francisco a beautiful, livable, vibrant, and sustainable city. 
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X 
Nuru, Moha !\tl45AB17F474FA ... 

County Surveyor Director 
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City and County of San Francisco · R E CI l V £ D . 
San Francisco Public Works· Bureau of Street-Use and Mappirfi!O A RD 0 F SUPER V l g GRS 
,----------------------- S lo. N f'H AHClS CO 

1155 Market Street, 3rd Floor· San Froncisco, CA 94103 

TENTATIVE MAP DECISION 
Date: March 8, 2018 Project ID 9598 

Project Type 114 Residential and 7 Commercail Units Mixed Use 
Department of City Planning 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 
San Francisco, CA 94103 

New Condominium Project · 
Address# StreetName Block 

2141-2171 03RD ST ~045 
2141-2171 03RD ST f:l045 

Attention: Mr. Scott F, Sanchez 
iTentative Map Referral 

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

~~!erely: __ ··-~···-----------· .... -·--·-·-] l ~~~-tr- ~7~:.~:.b~n15:09:25 -08'00'! 
for, Bruce R. Storrs, P .L. S. 
City and County Surveyor 

1'-ot 
po3 
p038 

[-1··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 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! 1 s1~.l> CEQA Determination DatejDe~r:-~~__], based on the attached checklist. 

[ ----J The subject Tentative Map has been reviewed by the Planning Department and does comply with applicable 
provisions of the Planning Code subject to the attached conditions. · 

[--j 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 ): 

PLANNJNG DEPARTMENT 
r·~- -- ....... -···-··· ---~·. . . -Di91tanj;JQn8dby·Esm~r"81d8 

. ;Esmeralda Jardmes Jardines S1gnedJ Date: 2018.07.1210:31:29 -07'00' 

l- -···. . ... ··-· ·····- . - -· .. 

DatejJU!¥.1?! ?Q1~ 

Planner's Name [E~~~r~lda j~~di~;~ · 
for, Scott F. san:cli~~' i.Olling A.drllinistrator 
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SAN FRANCISCO 

Certificate of Determination 
EXEMPTION FROM E:NVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 

1650 Mission St. 
Sutle 400 
San Francisco, 
CA 941 03-2.4 79 

Case No.: 
Project Title: 

2013.0784E 
2177 Third Street (590 191h Street) 
UMU (Urban Mixed Use) Use District 
45-X /85-XHeight and Bulk District 

Reception: 
415.558.6378 

Zoning/Plan Area: 

Plan Area: 
Block/Lot: 
Lot Size: 
Project Sponsor 

Staff Contact: 

. PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

Central Waterfront Subarea of the Eastern Neighborhoods Plan Area 
4045/003 and 003B 
square feet 
David Silverman, Reuben, Junius & Rose, LLP 
(415) 567-9000 
Don Lewis, (415) 575-9168 
don.iewis@sfgov .org 

The project site comprises a portion of the block bounded 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 Do'gpatch 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 contiguou~ parcels. It has frontages on both Third and 
19th Streets: The 29,438-square-foot (sf) project site currently. contains two two-story warehouse/office 
buildings, encompassing approximately 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 ~pace 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 

ertify that the above determination has been made pursuant to State and Local requirements. 

Date 
Environmental Review Officer 

cc: David Silverman, Pro.ject Sponsor's Representative; Supervisor Cohen, District 1 0; Doug Vu, Current 
Planning Division; Virna Byrd, M.D.F.; Exemption/Exclusion File 
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Information: 
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Certificate of Exemption 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION {continued) 

217"7 Third Street (590 19th Street) 
2013.0784E 

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 proj~ct site has o:ne curb cut along Third Street and four curb cuts along 19th 
Street. The existing on-site structures 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.l 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), approximately3,100 sf of ground-floor retail space, and 91 parking spaces 
(approximately 37,200 sf). 

PROJECT APPROVAL 

Approval of a Large Project Authoriz.ation from the Planning Comniission, 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 aJ.1,d 
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 

California Public Resources Code Section 21083.3 and CEQA Guidelines Section 15183 provide an . 
exemption from environmE;!lltal 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 peculiar to l:he 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 anc:l 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 certifled, 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 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 

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

SAN FRANCISCO 
PI..ANNING DEPAllTMENT 2 
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Certificate of Exemption 2177 Third Street (590 19th Street) 
2013.0784E 

"for the proposed project to determine if the proje"ct would result :in any significant environmental impacts 
that were not identified ih 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 
hous":ing development in some areas previously zoned to allow :industrial· uses, while preserv:ing an 
adequate supply of space for exist:ing and future production, distribution, and repair (PDR) employment 

. and businesses .. The Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR also included changes to exist:ing 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 Plann:ing Code and Zoning Map amendments. On 
August 7, 2008, the Plann:ing Commission certified the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR by Motion 17659 and 
adopted the Preferred Project for f:inal recommendation to the Board of SuperVisors.M 

In December 2008, after further public hearings, the Board of Supervisors approved and the Mayor 
signed the Eastern Neighborhoods Rezoning and Planning Code amendllents. New zoning districts 
:include districts that would permit PDR uses in combination with cominercial uses; districts mixing 
residential and commercial uses and residential and PDR uses; and new residential-only districts. The 
districts replaced· exist:ingindustrial, 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 Plann:ing Commission adopted the Preferred 
Project after fully consider:ing 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 (exclud:ing PDR loss) built :in the Plan Area throughout 
the lifetime of the Plan (year 2025). 

A major issue of discussion in the Eastern Neighborhoods rezoning process was the degree to which 
exist:ing :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 bus:inesses. Among ~ther 
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 UMU 
(Urban Mixed Use) District. The UMU District is intended to promote a vibrant :rriix of uses while 
maintaining the chara:cteristics of this formerly :industrially-zoned area. It is also intended to serve as a 
buffer between residential districts and PDR districts :in the Eastern: Neighborhoods. The proposed 

3 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. 

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?docurnentid~1268, accessed August 17, 2012. 

SAN fRANCISCO 
PLANNINI3< DEPARTMENT 3 
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Certificate of Exemption 2177 Third Street (590 19th 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 
~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 

· Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR, including the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR <;levelopment 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 2i77 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.5•6 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 (18th, 19th 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

1
light rail tracks that run down: the middle 

ofthe 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 parklllg. To the west, across Third Street, are mid--rise residential 
over ground-floor retail uses. To the south, across 19th 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 I-2~l0 
freeway runs in a north-south direction approximately four blocks to the west of the project site. 

5 Adam Varat1 San Francisco Planrring Department, Community Plan Exemption Eligibility Determination, Citywide Planrring 
and Policy Analysis, 2177 Third Street, May 27, 2015. This document is available for: review at the San Francisco Planrring 
Department, 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, as part of Case File No. 2013.0784E. 

6 Jeff Joslin, San Francisco Planrring Department, Community Plan Exemption Eligibility Determination, Current Planning 
A~alysis, 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 
Pl-ANNING DEPARTMENT 4 
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Certificate of Exemption 2177 Third Street {590 19th Street) 
2013.0784E 

The project block1 as well as blocks immediately to the north, south, and w;est of the project block, are 
zor:ed Urban :Mixed Use (UMU) and ccmtain 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 16th 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 inclucii.llg: 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 
previousiy issued initial study for the Eastern Neighborhoods Rezoning and Area Plans. 'Ihe 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 existing 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 transit, 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 ill net-new shadow on any nearby park 

The Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR identified feasible mitigation measures to address significant impacts 
related· to noise, air quality, archeological resources, historical resources, hazardous materials, and 

SAN FRANCISCO 
Pl-ANNING DEPARTMENT 5 
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Certificate of Exemption 2177 Third Street (590 19th Street) 
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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 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. 

F-2: Construction Noise Applicable: temporary The project sponsor has agreed 
construction noise from use of to develop and implement a set 
heavy eqUipment. 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: Siting of Noise-Sensitive Uses Applicable: project includes the The project sponsor has 
siting of noise-sensitive uses in 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 :n:ot include any IlOise-
generating uses 

F-6: Open Space m Noisy Applicable: project includes The project sponsor has 
Environments open space in a noisy conducted and submitted a 

environment and proposes detailed analysis of proposed 
noise-sensitiye uses .. measures to reduce 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 project is N/A 
Uses not in the Air Pollutant 

Exposure Zone. 

SAN fRANCISCO 
Pl-ANNING DEPARTMENT 6 
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Mitigation l\1easure 

G-3: Siting of Uses that Emit DPM 

G-4: Siting of Uses that Emit other 
TACs 

J. Archeological Resources 

J-1: Properties with Previous Studies 

I 

J-2: Properties with no Previous 
Studies 

J-3: Mission Dolores Archeological 

District 

K. Historical Resources 

K-1:. Interim Procedures for Permit 
Review in the Eastern. 

Neighborhoods Plan area 

K-2: Amendments to Article 10 of 
the Planning Code Pertaining to 

Vertical Additions in the South End 
Historic District (East SoMa) 

K-3: Amendments to Article 10 of 

the Planning Code Pertaining to 

Alterations and Infill Development 
in the Dogpatch Historic District 

SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

P;Lpplicability 

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

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

TACs. 

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

Applicable: the project site is a 
property with no previous 
archeological study. 

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

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

Not Applicable: plan-level 
mitigation completed by 
Planning Commission 

Not Applicable: plan-level 
mitigation completed by 

Planning Commission 
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Compliance 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

--
The project underwent a 
preliminary archeology 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. 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

7 
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Mitigation Measure 

(Central Waterfront) 

L. Hazardous Materials 

L-1: Hazardous Building Materials 

E. Transportation 

E-1: Traffic Signal Installation 

E-2: Intelligent Traffic Management 

E-3: Enhanced Funding 

E-4: Intelligent Traffic Management 

E-5: Enhanced Transit Funding 

E-6: Transit Corridor Improvements 

E-7: Transit Accessibility 

E-8: Muni Storage and Maintenance 

E-9: Rider Improvements 

E-10: Transit Enhancement 

E-11: Transportation Demand 
Management 

Applicability 

Applicable: the proposed 
project includes demolition of a 
building with knoWn. prior and 
current light industrial uses. 

Not Applicable: plan level 
mitigation by SFMTA 

Not Applicable: plan level 
mitigation by SFMTA 

Not Applicable: plait level 
mitigation by SFMTA & SFTA 

Not Applicable: plan level 
mitigation by SFMTA & 

Platm:ing Department 

Not Applicable: plan level 
mitigation by SFMTA 

Not Applicable: plan level 
mitigation by SFMTA 

Not Applicable: plan level 
mitigation by SFMTA 

Not Applicable: plan level 
mitigation by SFMTA 

Not Applicable: plan level 
mitigation by SFMTA 

Not Applicable: plan level 
mitigation by SFMTA 

Not Applicable: plan level 
mitigation by SFMTA 

2177 Third Street (590 19th Street) 
2013.0784E 

Compliance 

The project sponsor has agreed 
to comply with hazardous 
building material abatement 
requirements: 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 
" 

N/.A 

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

SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 8 
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Certificate of Exemption 

PUBLiC NOTiCE AND COMMENT 

2177 Third Street (590 19th Street) 
2013.0784E 

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 fue 
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 those identified in the 
Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR. 

CONCLUSION 

As summarized above and further discussed in the CPE ChecklisF: 

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 fue 
project or the project site fuat were not identified as significant effects in i;he 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 lmown at the time fue Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR was certified, 
would be more severe than were already analyzed and disclosed in fue PEIR; and 

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

Therefore, the proposed project is exempt from further environmental review pursuant 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 Pl::PARTMENT 9 
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2177 Third Street (590 19th Street)· MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM 
(Also includes text for Improvement M1easures) 

MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM 

Adopted Mitigation Measures 

MITIGATION MEASURES AGREED TO BY PROJECT SPONSOR 

. ARCHEOLO,GICALRJ:!SOURCES.,. · ':·:;·. .. · h·,··· 

Responsibility 
for 

Implementation 

Project Mitigation Measure 1- Archeological Testing (Implements Mj,tigation Measure J-2 Project sponsor. 
of the Eastem 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 ERO, 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 Guidelines Sect. 
15064.5 (a)( c). 

Consultation with Descendant Communities: On discovery of an archeological site1 associated Project 
·with descendant Native Americans or the Overseas· Chinese an appropriate representative2 sponsor/archeol 
of the descendant group and the ERO shall be contacted. The representative of the 

Mitigation 
Schedule 

Mitigation 
· Action 

.·':.·' ··:·:':'···· ·.:.·· 
.!.. l{' ...... · ,, ' ' '. !i I ' . , l ~ 

Prior to 
issuance of 
grading or 
building 
permits. 

Project sponsor 
to retain 
archeological 
consultant to 
undertake 
. archaeological 
. testing and, if 
required, · 
archeologl.cal 
monitoring · 
prograinin 
consultation 
withERO. 

:': 

Mitigation 
Reporting 

Responsibility 

Project sponsor, 
archeologist, 
andERO. 

In the event of Contact any Archeological 
discovery of an individual listed consultant and 

1 By the term" archeological site" is intended here to minimally included any archeological deposit, feature, burial, or evidence of burial. 

Monitoring 
Schedule 

Complete 
when project 
sponsor 
retains a 

. qualified 
archeological 
consultant. 

Considered 
complete 

2 An "appropriate representative" of the descendant group is here defined to mean, in the case of Native Americans, any individual listed iri the current Native American Contact List for the City and 
County of San Francisco maintained by the CaliforniaN ative American Heritage· Commission and in the case of the Overseas Chinese, the Chinese Historical Society of America. 

Case No. 2013.0784E 
2177 Third Street (590 191

h Street) 
.1 . 
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MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM 

Adopted Mitigation Measures 

descendant group shall be given the opportunity to monitor archeological field 
investigations of the site and to consult with ERO regarding appropriate archeological 
treatment of the site, of recovered data from the site, and, if applicable, any interpretative 
treatment of the associated archeological site. A copy of the Final Archaeological Resour-ces 
Report shall be provided to the representative of the descendant group. 

------
Responsibility 

for 
Implementation. 

ogical consultant 
in consultation 
with any 
individual listed 
in the current 

Mitigation 
Schedule 

archeological 
site associated 
with 
descendant 
Native 

Native Americart Americans or 

Archeological Testing Program. The archeological consultant shall prepare and submit to the 
ERO for review and approval an archeological testing plan (ATP). The archeological testing 
program shall be conducted in accordance with the approved ATP. The ATP shall identify 
the property types of the expected archeological resource(s) that potentially could be 
adversely affected by the proposed project, the testing method to be used, and the locations 
recommended· for testing. The purpose of the archeological testing program will be to 
determine to the extent possible the presence or absence of archeological resources and to 
identify and to evaluate whether any archeological resource encountered on the site 
constitutes an historical resource under CEQA. 

Contact List and 
Chinese 
Historical · 
Society of 
America. 

Project sponsor/ 
archeological 
consultant at the 
direction of the 
ERO. 

At the completion of the archeological testing program, the archeological consultant shall Project sponsor/ 
submit a written report of the findings to the ERO. If based on the archeological testing archeological 
program the archeological consultant finds that sigrtificant archeological resources may be consultant at the 
present, the ERO in consultation with the archeological consultant shall determine if direction of the 
additional measures are warranted. Additional measures that may be undertaken include ERO. 
additional archeological testing, archeological monitoring, and/or an archeological data 
recovery program. If the ERO determines that a significarit archeological resource is present 
and that the resource could be adversely affected by the proposed project, at the discre,tion 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 
2177 Third Street (590 19'h Street) 
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Overseas 
Chinese. 

Prior to soil-
disturbing 
activities on the 
project site. 

After 
completion of 
ATP. 

Mitigation 
Action 

in. the current 
Native 
American 
Contact List and 
Chinese 
Historical 
Society of 
America and 
implement any 
further 
mitigation 
advised. 

Prepare and 
submit draft 
ATP, implement 
ATP. 

Mitigation 
Reporting 

Responsibility 

ERO. 

Archeological 
consultant and 
ERO. 

Submit report to · Archeological 
ERO of the consultant and 
findings of the ERO. 
ATP. 

Monitorb:1g 
Schedule 

upon 
notification of 
appropriate 
organization 
and 
implementati 
on of any 
further 
mitigation as 
advised .. 

After 
consultation 
with and 
approval by 
EROofATP. 
Considered 
complete on 
submittal to 
ERO of report 
onATP 
.findings. 

Considered 
complete on 
submittal to 
ERO of report 
onATP 
findings. 
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MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM 

Adopted Mitigation Measures 

significant archeological resource; or 

B) A data recovery 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 
consultant determines that an archeological monitoring program shall be implemented the 
archeological monitoring program shall minimally include the following provisions: 

The archeological consultant, project sponsor, and ERO shall meet and consult on the 
scope of the AMP reasonably prior to any project-related soils disturbing activities 
commencing. The ERO in consultation with the archeological consultant shall determine 
what project activities shall be archeologically monitored. In most cases, "any soils
disturbing activities, such as demolition, foundation removal, excavation, grading, 
utilities installation, foundation work, driving of piles (foundation, shoring, etc.), site 
remediation, etc., shall require . archeological monitoring because of the risk these 
activities pose to potential archaeological resources and to their depositional context; 

The archeological consultant shall advise all project contractors to be on the alert for 
evidence of the presence of the expected resource(s), of how to identify the evidence of 
the expected resource(s), and of the appropriate protocol in the event of apparent 
discovery of an archeological resource; 

The ai:cheologic<il. monitor(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. 

Responsibility 
for 

Implementatimll. 

Project sponsor/ 
archeological 
consultant/ 
archeological 
monitor I 
contractor(s) at 
the direction of 
theERO. 

If an intact archeological deposit is encountered, all soils-disturbing activities in the A+cheological 
vicinitY of the deposit shall cease. The archeological monitor shall be empowered to consultant. 
temporarily redirect demolition/excavation/pile driving/construction activities and 
equipment until the deposit is evaluated. If in the case of pile driving activity 
(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 
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Mitigation 
Schedule 

EROand 
archeological 
consultant meet 
prior to 
commencement 
of soil
disturbing 
activity. If ERO 
determines that 
anAMPis 
necessary, 
monitor 
throughout all 
soil-disturbing 
activities. 

Mitigation 
Action 

Implement 
AMP. 

Notify ERO if 
intact 
archeological 
deposit is 
encountered. 

Mitigation 
Reporting 

Responsibility 

Archeological 
consultant and 
ERO. 

Monitoring 
Schedule 

Considered 
complete on 
findings by 
EROthat 
AMP 
implemented. 
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MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM 
Responsibility Mitigation 

for Mitigation Mitigation Reporting Monitoring 
Adopted Mitigatio;n Measures Implementatior~ Schedule Action Responsibility Schedule 

terminated until an appropriate evaluation of the resource has been made in 
consultation with the ERO. TI1.e archeoiogical 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 
conducted in accord with -an archeological data recovery plan (ADRP). The archeological consultant at the 
consultant, project sponsor, and ERO shall meet and consult on the scope of the ADRP prior to direction of the 
preparation of a draft ADRP. The archeological consultant shall submit a draft ADRP to the ERO. 
ERO. The ADRP shall identify how the proposed data recovery program will preserve the 
significant information the archeological resource is expected to contain. That is, the ADRP 
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 woul(l 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. 

TI1.e scope of the ADRP shall include the following elements: 

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

Cataloguing and LaboratonJ A-(mlysis. 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. 

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

Security Measures. Recommended security measures to protect the arcl:"\eological resource 
from vandalism, looting, and non-intentionally damaging activities. 

Case No. 2013. 0784E 
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If there is 
determination 
by the ERO that 
anADRP is 
required. 

Prepare an 
ARDP. 

Archeological 
consultant and 
ERO. 

Considered 
complete on 
findings by . 
EROthat 
ARDPis 
implemented. 
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MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM 

· Adop.ted Mitigation Measures 

• Final Report. Description of proposed report format and distribution of results. 

Curation. Description of the procedures and recorilmendations for the =ation of any 
recovered data having potential research value, identification of appropriate =ation 
facilities, and a summary of the accession policies of the =ation facilities. 

Human Remains and Associated or Unassociated Funerary Objects. The treatment of human 
remains and of associated or unassociated funerary objects discovered during· any soils 
disturbing activity shall comply with applicable State and Federal laws. This shall include 
immediate notification of the Coroner of the City and County of San .Francisco and in the 
event of the Coroner's determination that the human remains are Native American remains, 
notification of the California State Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) who 
shall appoint a . Most Likely Descendant (MLD) (Pub. Res. Code Sec. 5097.98). The 
archeological consultant, project sponsor, and MLD shall make all reasonable efforts to 
develop an agreement- for the treatment of, with appropriate dignity, human remains an4 · 
associated or unassodated funerary' objects (CEQA Guidelines. Sec. 15064.5(d)): The 
agreement should take into consideration the appropriate excavation,. removal, recordation,. 
analysis, custodianship, =ation, and final disposition of the human remains and associated 
or unassociated funerary objects._ · 

Responsibility 
for 

Implementation 

Project sponsor/ 
archeological 
consultant in 
consultation 
with the San 
Francisco 
Coroner, NAHC, 
andMLD. 

Final Archeological Resources Report. The archeological consultant shall submit a Draft Final Project sponsor/ 
Archeological Resources Report (PARR) to the ERO that evaluates the historical significance archeological 
of any discovered archeological resource and describes the archeological and historical consultant at the 
research methods employed in the archeological testing/monitoring/data recovery direction of the 
program(s) undertaken. Information that may put at risk any archeological resource shall be ERO. 
provided in a separate removable insert within the final report. 

Once approved by the ERO, copies of the FARR shall be distributed as follows: California .Archeological 
Archaeological Site Survey Northwest Information Center (NWIC) shall receive one (1) copy consultant at the 
and the ERO shall receive a copy of the transmittal of the F ARR to the NWIC. The direction of the 
Environmental Planning division of the Pla.J.l11iTig Department shall receive one bound; one ERO. 
unbound and one unlocked, searchable PDF copy on CD of the FARR along with copies of 
any formal site recordation forms (CA DPR 523 series) and/or documentation for nomination 

Case No. 2013.0784E 
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Mitigation 
Schedule 

In the event 
human remains 
and/or funerary 
objects are 
encountered. 

After 
completion of 
archeological 
data recovery, 
inventorying, 
analysis, and 
interpretation. 

Written 
certification 
submitted to 
EROthat 
required F ARR 
distribution has 

Mitigation 
Action 

Contact San 
Francisco 
County Coroner. 
Implement 
regulatory 
requirements, if 
applicable, 
regarding 
discovery of 
Native 
American 
human remains 
and associated/ 
unassociated 
funerary objects. 

Submit a draft 
FARR. 

Distribute 
FARR. 

Mitigation 
·Reporting 

Responsibility 

Archeological 
consultant and 
ERO. 

Archeological 
consultant and 
ERO. 

Archeological . 
consultant and 
ERO. 

Monitoring 
Schedule 

Considered 
complete on 
notification of 
the San 
Francisco 
County 
Coroner and 
NAHC,if 
necessary. 

Considered 
complete on 
submittal of 
FARR. 

Considered 
compete on 
distribution 
ofFARR. 
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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 
instm<ces of high public interest in or the high interpretive value of the resource, the ERO 
may require a different final report content, format, all.d distribution thall. that presented 
above. 

.NOISE (·:::· 
...·_··::' 

: .. 
·.·,·,·. :· ... · 

Project Mitigation Measure 2 - Siting of Noise-Sensitive Uses (Implements· Mitigation Project sponsor; 
Measure F-4 of the Eastern Neighborhoods FEIR). To reduce potential conflicts between project 
existing noise-generating uses all.d new sensitive receptors, for new development including contractor(s). 
noise-sensitive uses, the Plmming Department shall require the preparation of all. all.alysis 
that includes, at a minimum, a site survey to identify potential noise-generating uses within 
900 feet of, all.d that have a direct line-of-sight to, the project site, all.d including at least one 
24-hour noise measurement (with maX:imum noise level readings taken at least every 15 
minutes), prior to the first project approval action. The all.alysis shall be prepared by persons 
qualified in acoustical all.alysis all.d/or engineering all.d shall demonstrate with reasonable 
certainty that Title 24 stall.dards, where applicable, cart be . met, all.d that there are no 
particular circumstall.ces about the proposed project site that appear to warrall.t heightened 
concern about noise levels in the vicinity. Should such concerns be present, the Department 
may require the completion of a detailed noise assessment by person(s) qualified in 
acoustical all.alysis all.d/or engineering prior to the first project approval action, in order to 
demonstrate that acceptable interior noise levels consistent with those in the Title 24 
stall.dards Call. be attained. 

Project Mitigation Measure 3 - Open Space in Noisy Environments ·(Implements Project sponsor; 
Mitigation Measure F-6 of the Eastern Neighborhoods FEIR). To mininUze effects on project 
development in noisy areas, for new development including noise sensitive uses, the contractor(s). 
Planning Department shall, through its building permit review process, in conjunction with 
noise all.alysis 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 mnbient noise levels that could prove mmoying or disruptive to users of the open 
space. Implementation of this measure could involve, 8J.Uong other things, site design that 
uses the building itself to shield on-site open space from the greatest noise sources, 
construction of noise barriers between noise sources all.d open space, all.d appropriate use of · 
both common and private open space in multi-f8.1Uily dwellings, and implementation would 
also be undertaken consistent with other principles of urball. design. 

Case No. 2013.0784E 
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been 
completed. 

Yj ·: ··' .... _ 

During 
environmental 
review process. 

Duririg 
environmental 
review process. 

•.,: 

,'!'. 

Design 
measures to be 
incorporated 
into project 
design; prior to 
issuall.te of a 
building permit. 

Design 
measures to be 
incorporated 
into project 
design; prior to 
issuance of a 
building permit. 

.· ... • •' ... :. ;~. :· . 
... 
' 

Planning 
Department; 
Department of 
Building 
Inspection. 

Planning 
Department; 
Department of 
Building 
Inspection. 

Considered 
complete 
upon 
approval of 
final 
construction 
drawing set. 

Considered 
complete 
·i.lpon 
approval of 
final 
construction 
drawing set. 
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Adopted Mitigation Measures 

Responsibility 
for 

Implementation 
Mitigation 
Schedule 

Mitigation 
Action 

HAZARDOUS MATERIALS .. '.<.· - . . . . ' . ~ ' 

. , ' .~ "·. .. r ·: 
·.'·· ·.:..·· .. . J.', . ··::' •. :,,,. 1> ,· ·,: ::; ·;_ ·': ;,_ 

Project Mitigation Measure 4 - Hazardous Building Materials (Implements Mitigation Project sponsor, 
Measure L-1 of the Eastern Neighborhoods FEIR). The project sponsor shall ensure that any contractor(s). 
equipment contaliUng PCBs or DEPfl, such as fluorescent light ballasts, are removed and 
property disposed of according to applicable federal, state, and local laws prior to the start of 
renovation, and that any fluorescent light tupes, 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. 

Case No. 2013.0784E 
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Prior to 
demolition of 
structures. 

Ensure 
equipment 
containing PCBs 
orDEHPand 
other hazardous 
materials is 
properly 
disposed. 

Mitigation 
Reporting 

Responsibility 

·~-· 

.·;.:· ·.::· 

Project sponsor, 
contractor(s), · 
DPH, various 
federal and 
state agencies. 

Monitoring 
Schedule 

. -~ ,";.' 

Considered 
complete 
when 
equipment 
containing 
PCBs or 
DEHPor 
other 
hazardous 
materials is 
properly 
disposed . 
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TRANSPORTATIONAND ci:RcuiATiON·''\;,·. 
• . . ' .... \ ,. ' ' • ·' ,,f, 

, .. _,. ·.,. 

Responsibility 
for 

Implementation 

,.,., _:, .. · .. ··: l·!· 

Implementation. Implementation 
Schedule Action 
. ... ,•', . . · ,.( .. -

t:'.! 
,, 

-::·~..· . . ·., . . ' . . . 

Implementation 
Reporting 

·Responsibility 
Monitoring 

Schedule 
::;;·_1 ...... 

Project Improvement Measure 1 - Implement Transportation Demand Management Project sponsor, Prior to and · Implement TDM Project sponsor. Ongoing 
Strategies to Reduce Single-Occupancy Vehicle Trips bUilding during 

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) h·ips generated by the proposed project for the lifetime of the 
project. TI1.e TDM Program targets a reduction in SOV trips by encouraging persons to 
select other modes of transportation, including: walking, bicycling, transit, car-share, 
carpooling and/or other modes. 

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

Transportation and Trip Planning Information: 

Move-i11. 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 
tran.sportation options change, and the packet should be. provided to each new 
building occupant. Provide Muni maps, San Francisco Bicycle and Pedestrian maps 
upon request. 

New-hire packet: Provide a transportation insert in the new-hire packet that includes 
information on transit service (local and regional, s~hedules and fares), information 
on where transit passes could be purchased, information on the 511 Regional 
Ridesha:re Program and nearby bike and .car-share programs, and information on 
where to find additional web-based alternative transportation materi~s (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 Muni maps, San Francisco Bicycle and Pedestrian maps 
upon request. 

Posted and real-time information: A local map and real-time transit information 
could be installed· on-site in a prominent and visible location, such as within a 

Case No. 2013.0784E , 
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management, 
Planning 
Department 
staff. 

occupancy. 
measures. during 

occupancy. 



building lobby. The local map should clearly identify transit, bicycle, and key 
pedestrian routes, and also depict nearby destinations and commercial corridors. 
Real-time transit informa:tion 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 maps, 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 oh 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 circulation · 
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 

W additional bicycle parking. 

~ If the Planning Director, or his or her· designee, suspects that a recurring queue is present, 
O"l 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 ari 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 construction traffic 
control/management plan, the project shill 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 9:00AM and 4:00 to 6:00 PM, or other times, as determined by 
SFMTA and its Transportation Advisory Staff Committee [TASC]). 

Case No. 2013.0784E 
2177 Third Street (590 19'h Street) 
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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 
conshuction 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 (e.g., 
concrete pours), travel lane closures, and lane closures. 

Case No. 2013.0784E 
2177 Third Street (590 191

h Street) 
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Office of the Treasurer & Tax Collector 
City and County of San Francisco 

Property Tax Section 

TAX CERTIFICATE 

Jose Cisneros, Treasurer 

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: 
Lot: 
Address: 

~«~4s-
David Augustine, Tax Collector 

4045 
003 
2171-2177 3Rd St 

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 " San Francisco, CA 94102-4638 
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Office of the Treasurer & Tax Collector 
City and County of San Francisco 

Property Tax Section 

TAX CERTIFICATE 

Jose Cisneros,_ Treasurer 

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: 
Lot: 
Address: 

~~ -4s;;;-
David Augustine, Tax Collector 

4045 
003B 
560 19Th St 

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 • San Francisco, CA 94102-4638 
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TAX STATEMENT: 
I, ANGElA CALVIlLO, CLERK OF THE BOARD OF SUP£RYISORS OF THE CfTY AND 
COUf{TY OF SAN FRANCISCO, STATE OF CAlJFORNfA, DO HEREBY STATE THAT 
niE SUBDMDER HAS AL£D A STATEMENT FROM THE mEASURER AND TAX COll.ECTOR OF THE 
Cl7Y AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO, SHOWING THAT ACCORDfNG TO THE RECORDS OF HIS OR 
HER OFFTCE THERE ARE NO LIENS AGAlNST THIS SUBDMSION OR ANY PART THEREOF FOR UNPAID 
STAT'£. COUNTY, MUNICIPAL OR LOCAL TMES, OR SPECIAL .ASSESSMENTS COLLECTED AS TAXES. 

DATED DAY OF 20_. 

CLERK OF 1HE BOARD OF SUP£RVISORS 
Crrt AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO 
STATE OF CAUFORNfA 

CLCRK'S STATEMENT: . 
!, NIGEU. CALVILLO, CLERK OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF 
SAN FRANCfSCO, ST"AT£ OF CAlJFORNIA, HEREBY STATE THAT SAiD BOARD OF SUPERVtSORS BY 
fTS M0710N NO. , ADOPTED 20_, APPROVED THIS 
MAP ENTTTl.ED "ANAL MAP 9598~ 

IN TESTTMONY WHEREOF; I HAVE HUWJNTO SUBSCRIBED MY HAND AND CAUSED n-1£ SEi'll. OF 
7HE OFFICE TO B£ AFFIXED. 

BY: DATE": ----· 
CLERK OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO . 
STAT£ OF CAUFORNIA 

APPROVALS; 
THIS MAP IS APPROveD THIS --- DAY OF , 20_ 
BY ORDER NO. 

""-----~------ DAm---------
MOHAMMED NURU 
DIRECTOR OF PUBUC WORKS AND ADYTSORY AGENCY 
CITY AND COUNTY OF' SAN FRANCISCO 
STATE OF CAUFORNIA 

APPROVED AS TO FORM; 

DENNIS J. HERRERA. Crrt ATTORJ:IE'I 

""'-----------
DEPUTY CITY ATTORNEY 
CflY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO 

BOARD OF SUP£RVISOR'S APPROVAL: 
ON . , 20_, 711£ BOARD OF SUPERVISOR'S OF 17{£ CITY 
AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO, STATE: OF CAUFORNlA. APPROVED AND PASSED 
MOTION NO. A COPY OF WHICH IS ON AL£ IN THE OFFICE 
OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISOR'S IN ALE NO. -------

CITY AND COUNTY SURVEYOR'S STATEMENT: 
I HERffiY STATE: 1MT 1 HAVE EXAMINEV THIS MAP; THAT THE SUBOMSION AS SHOWN IS SUBSTNmAU..Y THE SAME 
AS IT APPEARED ON 111£ TE:NTATTVE MAP, AND ANY APPROVED ALTERAnONS THER£0F; THAT ALL PROVISIONS OF THE 
CAUFORNfA SUBDMSION MAP ACT AND ANY LOC4l. ORDINANCES APPUCABL£ AT THE TIME OF APPROVAL OF THE 
TENTA7TVE MAP I«YE" BrrN COMPUED Wml; AND THAT I AM SAT1SAED THIS MAP IS TECHNICALL.Y CORRECT. 

BRUCe R. STORRS, cnY AND COU!flY SURVEYOR 
CITY AND COUNTY <JF *N FR/>NCISCD 

.,~ L. DATE: ac<'?7!JI2e4 a 747 
BRUCE R. STORRS LS. 69 r 4 

SURVEYOR'S STATEMENT: 
7HIS MAP WAS PREPARED BY ME OR UNDER MY DIREC170N AND IS BASED UPON A AELD SURVEY IN 
CONFORMANCE WTT.1' r:-f£ REOU!REMENTS OF THt: SUBDMSION MAP ACT AND LOC4L ORDINANCE AT THE REQUEST 
OF 2177 miRD STREET PROPERTY OWNER ll.C ON JUNE 12, 2017. f HEREBY STATe: THAT ALL THE MONUMENTS 
ARE OF ni£ CHAFiA.crrR AND OCCUPY THE POSmONS INDICATED OR THAT niEY MLL 8£ SET IN THOSE 
PosmoNS BEFORE APRIL 1, 2020 AND mAT. THE MONUMENTS ARE, OR Will. BE, SUFFTCIENr TO ENABLE THE 
SURVEY TO BE RETRAGW, AND THAT nilS FINAL MAP SUBSTAN"ITIJ.LY CONFORMS TO THE CONDmoNALLY 
APPROveD TENTA11VE: MAP. 

Bf:NJAMIN B. RON 
PLS No. 5015 

RECORDER'S STATEMENT: 

DAm ;t~-7-zo;r 

FILED m1s -- IA<\Y OF , 20-

AT---- M. iN BOOK _._ OF CONDOMINIUM MAPS, AT PAGES ----• 

AT THE REQUEST ,,F MARTIN M. RON ASSOCIATES. 

SIGNED: 

COUNTY RECORDER 
Crrt AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO 
STATE OF CAUFORNIA 

FINAL MAP 9598 
A MAXIMUM OF. I H RESIDENTIAL AND 7 COMMERCIAL UNITS 

MIXED USE NEW CONDOMINIUM PR0J€CT, . 
8£1NG A MERGER AND SUBDMS!ON OF THE CERTIJN REAL PROPERTY 

DESCRIBED IN THAT CERTAIN GRANT DEED RECORDED DECEMBER 1, 2016 
AS DOCUMENT NO. 20f6-K365846, OFFICIAl. RECORDS. 

BEING A PORTION OF POTRERO NUEVO .BLOCK 412 

CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCfSCO, STATE: OF CAUFORNIA 

MARTIN M. RON ASSOCIATES, INC. 
Land Surveyors 

· OCTOBER 2019 

859 Harrison Street, Suite 201) 
San Francisco California 

J APN: 4045-00.J &: 0038 
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OWNER'S STATEMENT: 
WE HEREBY STATE THAT W£ ARE 711£ ONLY OWNERS OF AND HOLDERS OF RECORD rm.£ INTEREST 
IN THE RDL PROPERTY SUBOMD£0 AND SHOWN UPON Tii/S MAP, AND DO HEREBY CONSENT TO 
THE PREPARA.TTON AND RECORDATTON OF SAID JMP. 

IN WITNESS THEREOF, W.E; THE UNDERSfGNED, HAVE CAUSED THIS STATEMENT TO BE EXECUTED. 

OWNER: 2177 THIRD smrrr PROPEKTY OWNER U..C, A OEI.WARE UMTrFJJ UABILITY COMPANY 

BY: 2177 THIRD STREEr HOLDINGS, lLC 

A DElAWARE UMfTEJ) UABILJn' COMP;INY. 

fTS WJVAG!NG MEMBER 

BY: 2177 THIRD STREE:r MM; LLC 

A D.€7.AWARE UM!T£D UABIUTt COMPAf.IY_ 

fTS MANAGING MEMBER 

BY: • AUGN 2177 THIRD, UC 

A CAliFORNIA UMITED LlABIUTY COMPAJ«, 

ITS MANAGIN11 MEMBER 

BY: . J.JJGN REAL ESTATF, LLC 

A CAUFORNIA WAITED UAB/Lm' COMPANY. 

fTS AWJAGE:R 

BY,~~aLL.: 
NAU~UCCI 
1171£: JMNAGER 

8£N£FTC/ARY: CMB WING LUNG BANI<. UM/'lHJ, WHICH TOOX 1Tfl.£ AS WING LUNG BANK. LTD, 
A HONG XDNG BANI< AGnNG THROUGH ffS SAN FRANCISCO BRANCH 

BY, cf/.e4 ~ ~ " 
NAM£· HEl.EN UU 

7T/I.£: SENIOR VICE PRESIDENT 
& GENERAL MANAGm 

OWNER'S ACKNOWz.mGMENT': 

A NOTARY PUBUC OR OTHER omcER COMPLE11NG THIS CERnACATE VERIFJES ONLY THE 
IDENmY OF THE INDMDUAL WHO SIGNED THC DOCUMENT TO WHICH 71-1/S CERTTFICATE IS 
ATTACHEJJ AND NOT m£ mlfTHFVUIESS, ACCUF«CY. OR. VAUDI1Y OF THAT DOCUMENT. 

STATE OF ~~"'' "- • COUNTY CF £plmr1M.(? 

ON Q~l,Q\gG< '];. 20~ B£RJRE ME. 'C<>~O'f'= ~iS ~de.t\<1., ""*"'~ \'1..\,\ic. 
PERSONALLY APPE:AREO 'De>.vj ,). W.U c<>\ . . 
WHO PRO\'ED TO ME ON THE BASIS OF SA1TSFACTOR'f EWDeiCE TO BE THE PERSON(.S) WHOSE 
NAME(Sf IS/ItRE-5UBSCRI8fJJ TO THE WfTHIN INSTRUMENT AND ACKNOWl.EDGED TO ME mAT 
HE/S/II¥fi!E¥ EXECIIrED Til£ SAM£ IN HIS/HERTfflEIII AUTHORIZED CAPACITY{IES), AND THAT BY 
HIS/f!ERTFHEIR S!GNATURE('S) ON TH£ INSTRUMENT THE P£RSON(sl, OR THE £NT1TY UPON 8£HAJ.F 
OF WHICH THE PERSON(s} ACTED,, EX£Cl/T£D THE INSTRUMENT. 
I C£FmFY UNDER PENALTY' OF PERJURY UNDER THE LAWS OF TH~ STAT£ OF (,.\j ~a, THAT 
THE FORG';OING PARAGRAPH IS TRUE AND CORRECT. 

WITNESS /.IY IWI~t SfAL! n d • 
'S/GNA.TUR£: ~ ~~ 

NoTARY pusuo. STATE" orCc.li~,..n\o, ~OMMISSIDN No.: 1J,1.o\lo~2 
MY COMMISSION EXPIRE:S: .;r,.\'j. :0, 'l.t>'l-\ , 

COUNTY (IF PRINCIPAL PU.C£ OF BUSINESS: £,0..\:! Fftv.:i\ .6SQ ~t.\~ 

BENEFICIARr'S ACKNOWLEDGMENT: 

A NOTARY PUBUC OR OTHER OmcER COMPL£TJNG THIS CERnRCAT£ VERIAES ONLY THE 
JDENTTrr' OF TH£ INDMDUAL WHO SIGNED TH£ DOCUMENT TO WHICH THIS CERnFICAT£ IS 
ATTACHED AND NOT TH£ TRUTHFULNESS. ACCU~CY. DR VAUOITY' OF 7HA.T DOCUMENT. 

STAT£ OF C.,&.!l£tfnTik 
COUNTYJJF So.M Fr11.nrlS<D 

ON _fu:t•btr :Z. ·zo.(j BEFORE M£. AIM \l-11'14f• ~V\ r Wotu\j f'v.H'il. 
PERSONA!.LY APPFARED Ht,\t.l1 J •. :;tv 
WHO PROVED TO M£ ON THE BA.SIS OF SAnSF'ACTORY EVIDCNC~ TO B£ 7HE PERSON(S) WHOSE 
NAM£(5) IS/ARE SUBSCRIB£D TO 7HE WITHIN INSTRUM£NT AND ACKNOWLEDGED TO ME THAT 
HE/SHE/THEY EXECI./TED TH£ SAME IN HIS/HER/THEIR AUTHORIZED CAPACfTY(JES), AND THAT BY 
HIS/HER/rHEIR S!GNATUR£(5) ON THE INSTRUMDIT THE PERSON(S), OR 1HE ENTTTY UPON 6EHALF' 
OF WHICH 'THE PERSON(S) ACTED, EXECUTED 1H£ INSTRUMENT. 

!rJl'7ri'i~~7~rp=z;;Hor:s Pftd%%%N£~RM_ LAMS OF THE STATE: OF t4.[1ft' ft\1 A- THAT 

WfTNESS MY HAND AND OFFTC/J!L SFAL. 

SIGNAWRC: ~\ o- t 
NOTARY ."UBUC, STA.T£ OF Cp.lif'otn14J COMMISSION NO.: 2.Z Sob~ 0 

MY·couwssJON EXPIRES: MLC rz. zoz3 
COUNTY OF PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS: .$!111 frO.rtCTJ£.0 CAU.)'!ty 

FINAL MAP 9598 
A MAXIMUM OF 114 R£5/DENTIAL ANO 7 COMMERCIAL UNfTS 

MIXED USE NEW CONDOMINIUM PROJECT. 
BEING A MERGER AND SUBOMSION OF THE CERTAIN RE'AL PROPERTY 

DESCRIBED IN THAT CERTAIN GRANT DEED RECORDED DECEMBER 1, 2016 
AS DOCUMENT NO. 20 16-K365846, OFFICIAL RECORDS. 

8£/NG A PORnON OF POTRERO NUEVO BLOCK 412 
CfTY AND COUNTY Of'" SAN FRAJ{CISCO, STATE' OF C4UFORNIA 

MARTIN M. RON ASSOCIATES, INC. 
Land Surveyors 

OCTOBER 2019 

859 Harrison Street, Suite 200 
San Francisco California 

-L APN: 4045-003 d:' 0038 
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BASIS OF SURVEY: 
THE CITY MONUM~NT UN£ ON THIRD STREIT AS SHOWN HfR&JN 
IS THE BASIS OF SUR\£Y. SEC MAP RCFmENC£ [t] .. 

NOTES: 
t. ALL DISTANCES SHOWN fN F£E.T AND DECIMALS THEREOF. 
2. ALL ANGLES ARE 90 DEGREES UNLESS OTHERWISE NOT£D. 
.J. OE:rAILS NEAR PROPERTY UNES MAY NOT BE TO SCALE 

AND MAY BE EXAGGERATED FOR Cl.ARI7Y. 
4. ALL SURVEY POINTS REFERENCING PROPERTY LINES PER IMP REFERENCE 

ITEMS [.JJ THRU [5} THAT ARE NOT SHOWN HEREON WERE SEARCHED FOR 
AND NOT FOUND. 

5. THE SUBDMS/ON SHOWN HEREON IS SUBJECT TO 7H£ TERMS AND 
CDNDmONS OF THE FOLLOWING DOCUMENT: 
c) '7J£CLARAnON OF UMITATJDN" RECORDED APRIL 13, 2012, 

DOCUMENT NO. 20f2-J392-f96, OffiCIAL RaJORDS. 

b) SHORING AND n£-BACK AGREEMerl RECORDED AUGUSf 9, 2012, 
DOCUMENr NO. 20T2-J464JB2, omcW. ~S::ORDS, 

c) "NOTJCE OF SPECIAL· RESTR!CTJONS UNDER 71i£ PWIN!NG CODE" 
RE:CORD£0 FEBRUARY 24, 2016, DOCUMENT NO. 2016-1<206992, 
OfflCIAL RECORDS. ' 

d) "NOTTC£ OF SPECIAL RESTRICTTDNS UNDER THE PlANNING COOt 
~f.;J(:ffft~lg:olf?Y 29, 2016, DOCUMENT NO. 2016-K209f16, 

o) 7JECLARA710N OF USE" - MINOR SIDEWALK ENCROACHMENT PERMff 
FOR SHORING WITH TTEBACKS ALONG JRD STREIT AND 19TH STREET 
FROtmNrl THE SUBJECT PROPERTY. RECORDED OCTOBER 23, 2017. 
DOCUMENT NO. 2017-K529JOO, OFFTClAL RECORDS, 

f) "None£ OF SPECiAL RESTRICTTONS UNDF:R 711£ Pl.ANN!NG CODE"' 
RECORDED NOV£MBER 28, 2017, DOCUMENT NO. 2017-X542145, 
OFFIC!AL RECORDS. 

g) 'W071C£ OF SPECIAL RESTRICTIONS UNDER THE PLANNING CODE" 
RECORDED NOVEMBER 28, 2017, DOCUM£NT NO. 2017-KSJ/2146, 
OFFICIAL RECORDS. 

h) "SHOR!NG AND 71£-BA,CK AGREEMENT"' RECORDED JANUARY 11, 
2018, DOCUMENT NO. 2018-!f565721, OFFICIAL RECORDS. 

i) "'ECl.ARATTON OF' US£"- VAULT PERMfT FOR 7WO TTWJSFORMER 
VAULTS ro BE fNSTALLED fN ffl£ PUBUC RIGHT-OF-WAY ON 19TH 
.STREET RECORDED JULY 30, 2018, DOCUMENT NO. 2018-K646B28, 
OFFICI.AL RECORDS. 

MAP REFERENCES: 
[1) CfTY OF SNI FRANCISCO MONUMENT MAP NO. 324- ON RL£ IN 

71-1£ OFFTC£ OF THE CITY AND COUNTY SURVEYOR. 

[2) "MAP SHOWING TH£ WIDENING OF THIRD STREEI FROM FOURTH 
ST. ro CUSTER AYE"' R£CORDED JANUARY 20, 1!U·-4 IN BOOK 
.. 0 .. OF MAPS, PAGES 9-4- THRU 96, OFFICIAL RECORDS OF TJi£ 
Cf1Y .AND COUNTY OF SNI FRANCISCO. 

{3} THAT C&TAIN PARCEL MAP RECOROW DECEMBER 26, 198-t-. IN' 
BOOK 29 OF PARC£C... MAPS. PAGE 143, OFFICIAL RECORDS OF 
THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO. 

[4{/MP oF 700 IWNOIS STREEt RECORDED MAY to, 2002 IN 
BOOK 74 OF CONDOMINIUM MAPS, PAGES 28 7HRU :JO, OfflClM. 
RECORDS OF 7H£ Crrt AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO. 

{5} -miAL MAP NO. 7783 .. RECORDED APRIL 11: 2014 IN BOOK 123 
OF CONDOM!N!UM MAPS, PAGES 121 THRU 123, OFFlCfAL 
RECORDS OF TH£ CfTY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO. 

FIELD SURVEY COMPL£T70N: 
7HE FTELD SURVEY FOR nilS MAP WAS COMPLETED ON 9/f/2019. 
ALL PJfYSICAL DUAILS INCLUDING CITY AND PRfVATE 
MONUMENTAnON SHOWN HEREON EXISTED AS OF me A£ll) 
SURIIFf COMPL£T10N DATE; UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED. 
NAIL AND TAGS STAMPED PLS 5015 THAT RUERENCE THE 
PROPEFrrY CORNERS W1LL 8£ SIT PRIOR TO 4/1/2020. 

GENERAL NOTES: 

fJ~~fef:ffPuJSJJJfo%~WCJM~o'/;~'T,Yfngts "4f2go::JtgMj~'Js~ ~~ AS 
CONOOMtNIUM PROJECT IS UM{'JU} TO A MAXIMUM NUMBER OF 114 DWE111NC 
UNrrs AND 7 COMMERClAL UNfTS. 

b) ALL INGRESS(ES), EGRESS(ES), PA1'H(.<;) OF 71«Y£l.. FlRE/EMERGENCY EXTT{s) 
AND EXmNG COMPONENT'S, EXIT PA1Hit'AY{S) AND PAS5-1GEWAY{S), STAIRWAY(s), 
CORRIOOR(S), EI.E.VATOR(S), IJ/0 COMMON USE ACCC>SIBLE ffATVRE(S) AND 
FACiunE:S SUCH AS REST'ROOMS 11«T THE BUILDING CODE REQUIRES FOR 
COMMON USE SHALL BE HELD IN COk'MON UNDMDED INTEREST. 

c) UNLESS SPECIFIED OTHERWISE IN 1'H£ GOVERN!NG DOCUMENT5 OF A 
CONDOMINIUM HOMEOWNERS' ASSOG!A.'PCJN, INCWOING rTS CONDfflONS, 
CO~ AND RESTRICTTONS, mE HOMEOWNERS ASSOctATTON SHALL BE 
RESPDNSfBLE, IN PERPETUrrY, FOR m:: WJNTENANCE, REPAIR, IJID 
REPLACEMENT' OF: 

(I) ALL GENERAL USE COMMON AREA IMPROVOIENT5; AND 

(ii} ALL FRONTTNG SIDEWALKS, ALL PE'RMITTEU OR UNPERMITTEU PRMt..lC: 
ENcROACHMENTS AND PRfVA1UY /WVNrA!NED STREET TREIS FRONTING THE 
PROPERTY. AND /lNY OTHER OBUGATION IMPOSED ON PROPERTY OWNERS 
FRONT1NG A PUBUC RIGHT-OF-WA~' PURSUANT ro THE PUBUO WORXS CODE 
OR OTHI!R APPliCABLE MUNICIPAL COOE:S 

d) IN THE EVENT' TH£ ARFAS IDENTTFlaJ IN (c) {II) ARE NOT PROPERLY 
IMINTAIN£D, REPAIRED, AND Rt:PU.CED ACCORDING 7V THE CfTY R£CJUIRE:MeNTS, 
EACH HOJ.IF:OWNER SJ.W..L BE RESPONSIBLE 10 THE EXTENT OF HIS/HER 
PROPORTTONATF: OBUGATION ro THE hO!If:OWNERS' ASSOCfATION FOR THE 
MAfNTEJWIC£. REPAIR, AND REJ'LACEM<;NT OF THOSE AREAS. FA!LURE TO 
UNDERTAKE SUCH MAINTENANCE, REPAIR, AND REPLACEMENT U<\Y RESULT IN 
CITY ENFORCEMENT IJ/0 ABATEMENT MTIONS AGAINST THE HOMEOWNERS' 
ASSOCIATION AND/OR THE INOMDUAL HDMF:OWNERS, WHICH MAY JNCLUDC. Bvr 
NOT BE UMITfiJ 7U IMPOSmON OF ,A. UrN AGAiNST' THF: HOMEOWNER'S 
PROPERTY. 

tt} APPROVAL OF THIS M4P SHALL NOT BE DEEMED APPROVAL OF THE DESfGN, 
LOCA110N, SIZE:. OENSfTY OR USE OF MY STRUCTURE(S) OR ANCILLARY AREAS 
OF 11/E PROPERTY ASSOCM7ED WT71-f bJPUCTURES, Nl!W OR EXISTTNG, WHICH 
HA\.£ NOT BEEN REWEWED OR APPRDii£1J BY APPROPRIATE CITY AG£NCI£S NOR 
SHALL SUCH />PPROVAL CONS'rTTlJTE A WANrn OF THE SUBDMDt::R'S DBUGATTON 
ro AB-\TE' ANY Of.ITSTAND!NG MUNICIPAL ::oDE YfOLATIONS. ANY STRUcnJRES 

f$/{'fif_~:f!Jt~g~Jf robffs.W~cfCDJ!/~5 e~df'~,}JftoLL ~D#f::LY. 
PJ...WN!Nc;. HOUS!NG AND BUfl.J)/NG CC'DES, IN EFFECT AT 7HE 17M£ OF ANY 
APPUCJ.170N FOR REOUIRED PERMrrs. 

f) BA.Y MNDOas, RRE ESCAPES AND 011-lER ENCRaA,CHMEmS (IF ANY SHOWN 
HERE'ON, 11«T EXTST. OR THAT MAY BE CONSTRUCTED) OHT'O DR OYE'R :JRO OR 
19TH STREETS, ARE PERJ.IfTTfD THROVGH AND ARE SUBJECT TO 7HE 

· RESTRIG7TDNS SEJ' FOFmf IN 7HE BUILDING COD£ AND PLANNING CODE OF THE 
CITY AND COUf'fTY OF SAN FRANCISCO. l1{fS MAP DOES NOT COM!Ft' ANY 
OWNERSHIP INTEREST IN SUCH ENCRGACHJ.IENT AREAS TO THE CONDOMINIUM 
UNrr OWNER(S). 

g) SIGNfFTCIINT ENCROACHMENTS, 7V r}{E EXTENT THEY WER£ YfSIBLE AND 
OBSERVED, ARE NOTF:D HEREON. HOW..MR, rT IS ACKNOWl..EDGECJ THA.T OTHER 
ENCROACHMENT'S FROM/ONTO ADJOINING PROPtRTTE'S A«Y EXIST OR BE 
CONSTRUCTED. rT SWJ.L BE THE RESPONSfBIUTY SOI.ELY OF THE PROPEK7Y 
OWNERS INVOLVCD TO R£SOLY£ )NY ISSUES THAT MAY ARISE FROM )NY 
ENCROACHMENTS WHEI'HER DEPICTED HERF:ON OR NOT. THIS MAP DOES NOT 
PURPORT TO CONVEY ANY OWNERSHIP INTEREST IN AN ENCROACHMENT ARfA ro 
ANY PROPEK7Y OWNER. . 

ASSESSOR'S PARCEL NUMBERS FOR 
PROPOSED CONDOMINIUM UNITS 
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COMMERCIAL UNITS l 
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RES!DENTTAL Ullrrs l 
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NOT[; THE PROPOSED ASSESSOR'S PARCEL NUMBERS SHOWN 
HEREON ARE FOR INFORMAnONAL USE ONLY AND SHOUW NOT 
B£ RELIED UPON FOR ANY OTHER PURPOSE. 

FINAL MAP 95.98 
A MAXIMUM OF 114 RESIDENTIAL AND 7 COMMERCIAL UNITS 

MIXED USE NEW CONDOMINIUM PROJECT, 
8£/NG A MERGER AND SUBDIVISION OF THE C£RTA!,V REAL PROPER'TY 

DESCRIBED IN THAT CERTAIN GRANT DEED RECORDED DECEMBER t~ 2016 
AS DOCUMENT NO. 2016-K.J65846, OFFICIAl~ RECORDS. 
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LEGEND 
ME'AS. MEASURED 0 FOUND 2-1/2" DISC 

STAMPED "LS 4559" 
IN MONUMENT 1m.L 
FOUND BRASS PIN 
IN LEAD PLUG IN 
MONUM&r WElL 
FOUND BRASS PIN 
IN LEAD PLUG 

FINAL MAP 9598 
APN ASSESSOR'S 

PARCEL NUMBER 
AB ASSESSOR'S BLOCK . 
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OV. 0\IER PROPERTY UNE 
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CoNC. CONCRETE 
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SFNF SEARCHED FOR NOT FOUND I D 
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PER CfTY AND COUNTY OF Gl 
SAN FRANCISCO DATAB<tS£ 
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TAG STAMPED PLS 5015 
FOUND NAIL IN 3'/4"' BRASS 
TAG STAMPED RCE 14786' [5) 

---PROPERTY UN£ 
---LDTUNE/ 

RIGHT OF WAY UN£ 
- .. - .. - MONUMENT' UhE 
~BUILDING UN£ 

1"=40 FEET 

U-t. 81 
GRAPIDC SCALE 

A MAXIMUM OF 114 RESIOENTW. AND 7 COMMERCIAL UNITS 
MIXED US£ NEW CONDOMINIUM PROJ£Cr. 

8£/NG A MERGER AND SUBDMSJON OF TN£ CERTAIN REAL PROPERTY 
DE:sCRIBE:D IN mAT CERTAIN GRANT DffD RCCORD£0 DECEMBER 1, 2016 

AS DOCUMENT NO. 20 16-K365846, OfflCIAL RECORDS. 
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