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FILE NO. 200019 MOTION NO. 

1 [Final Map 1 0058 - Hunters Point Shipyard Block 52] 

2 

3 Motion approving Final Map 10058, Block 52 of Hunters Point Shipyard Phase 1, a three 

4 lot subdivision of Assessor's Parcel Block No. 4591C; Lot Nos. 215, 216, 226, 227, and 

5 560, comprised of Lot 1, Lot 2; and Lot A; and adopting findings pursuant to the 

6 General Plan, and the eight priority policies of Planning Code, Section 1 01.1. 

7 

8 WHEREAS, The San Francisco Board of Swpervisors ("Board") acknowledges the 

9 findings made by the City Planning Dep9rtment, by its letter dated October 17,-2019, that the 

10 proposed subdivision is consistent with the applicable provisions of the Planning Code, the 

· 11 objectives and policies of the General Plan, and the eight priority policies o~ Planning Cf?de 

12 Section 101.1; and 

13 WHEREAS, The General Plan findings are on file with the Clerk of the Board of 

14 Supervisors in File No. 200019 and incorporated herein byreference; and 

15 WHEREAS, The Board ·acknowledges the findings made by th~ Successor Agency to 

16 the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francis~o ("Successor Agency") by 

17 its letter dated September 3, 2019, that Final Map No. 10058 is consistent with the Hunters 

18 ·Point Shipyard Redevelopment Plan and the relevant Plan ·Documents, as defined therein; 

19 and 

20 WHEREAS, The Redevelopment Plan findings are on file with the Clerk of the Board of 

21 Supervisors in File No. 200019 and incorporated herein by reference; and 

. 22 WHEREAS, The Board finds that the proposed subdivision is consistent with 

23 Department of Public Works Order No. 202440, approved on January 2, 2020; and 

24 WHEREAS, The Public Works Order is on file with the Clerk of the Board of 

25 Supervisors in File No. 200019 and incorporated herein by reference; and . 

Public Works 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS Page 1 
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1. WHEREAS, The property owner has submitted an offer of public improvements to the 

2 City and the Director Public Works in the abovementioned order recommended to the Board 

3 that it accept such offer on behalf of the public, subject to completion and acceptance; and 

4 WHEREAS, The offer of improvements is on file with the Clerk of the Board of 

5 Supervisors in File No. 200019 and incorporated herein by reference; now, therefore, be it 

6 MOVED, That the certain map for Block 52 entitled "FINAL MAP NO. 1 0058", a three 

7 lot subdivision, being a subdivision of Assessor's Parcel Block No. 4591 C, Lot Nos. 215, 216, 

8 226, 227, and 560, comprised of Lot 1, Lot 2, and Lot A, comprising three sheets, is hereby 

9 approved and said map is adopted as an Official Final Map No. 1 0058; and, be it 

10 FURTHER MOVED, That the Board's approval of this map also is conditioned upon 

11 compliance by the subdivider with all applicable provisions of the Candlestick Point/Hunters 

12 Point Shipyard Subdivision Code and all amendments thereto; and, be it 

. 3 FURTHER MOVED, That the Board accepts on behalf of the public, subject to· 

14 completion and acceptance, the offer of public improvements; and, be it 

15 FURTHER MOVED, That the Board hereby authorizes the Director of the Department 

16 of Public, Works to enter all necessary recording information on Final Map No. 10058 and 

17 authorizes the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors to execute the Clerk's Statement as set forth 

18 . herein . 

. 19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 
25 
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RECOMMENDED: 

~~~~· 
Jl!J Dawson, Acting 

Director of Public Works 

Public Works 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
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Bruce R. Storrs, PLS 

City and County Surveyor 
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SAN FRANCISCO . . 

PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

October 17, 2019 

Subdivision and Mapping 
Bureau of Street Use and Mapping 
San Francisco Public Works 
1155 Market Street 
San Francisco, CA 94103 

Record Number: 
Project Address: 

BACKGROUND 

2019-015249LLA (DPW Project ID#10058) 
Hunters Point Shipyard Redevelopment Plan Area 
Phase 1, Block 52 

58 Kirkwood Ave ( 4591 C/215) 
11 Jerrold Ave (4591C/216) 
301-399 Avocet Way (4591C/228) 

·a Avocet Way (4591C/227) 
0 Avocet Way (4591C/560) 

1650 Mission St. 
Suite 400 
San Francisco, 
GA94103-2479 

.Reception: 
. 415.558.6378 

Fax: 
415.558.6409 

Planning 
Information: 
415.558.6377 

On February 8, 2000, at a duly noticed public hearing, the Planning Commission approved Motion No. 
14981, certifying the FEIR with respect to the Hunters Point Shipyard Redevelopment Plan. On December 
2, 2004, the Planning Commission approved Motion No. 16899, adopting CEQA findings for the project. At 
the same hearing, the Commission recommended approval of General Plan Amendments under Resolution 
No. 16900, adopted General Plan Findings under Motion No. 16902, and recommended approval of Zoning 
Map Amendments, Text Amendments, under Re_solutl.on No. 16901. · 

On July 14, 1997, at a duly noticed public hearing, the San Francisco Board of Supervisors adopted 
Ordinance No. 285-97 approving the Hunters Point Shipyard Redevelopment" Plan. On December 7, 2004, 
the Board of Supervisors adopted Resolution No. 751-04 concerning findings pursuant to CEQA. At its 
December 14, 2004 hearing the Board of Supervisors, voted on to adopt General Plan Amendments.and 
findings under Ordinance No. 298-04)~ Zoning Map Amendments and Text Amendments under Ordinance. 
No. 301-04. 
On December 2, 2003, the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco· approved the 
first p};lase of redevelopment through a Disposition and Development Agreement for a portion of the 
Project.Area with subsequent amendment$ thereafter. 

ACTION. 
The Planning Department ap:proves·the proposed Tentative Subdivision Map #10058 for Hunters Point 
Shipyard Redevelopment Plan Area Phase 1 for Block 52 as submitted. 

FINDINGS 
The Planning Department hereby finds that the proposed Tentative Subdivision Map complies with the 
applicable provisions of the Planning Code, to be consistent with the General Plan and the Priority Policies 
of Pla..11I'.iP.g Code Section 10l.l(b), and to be consistent with the Plan as defined in the Development 
Agreement. · · · 
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October 17, 2019 
Record No. 2019-015249LLA 

Hunters }>oint Shipyard Redevelopment Plan Area 

/ 
l 

Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines§ 15162, the Department finds that the Tentative Map is consistent with and 
within·the scope of the Project analyzed in the FEIR, and that (1) no substantial changes are proposed in 
the Project and no substantial changes have occurred with respect to the circumstances under which this 
Project will be undertaken that wo.uld require major revisions to the FEIR du~ to the involvement of any· 
new significant environmental effects or a substantial. increase in fue severity of previously identified 
effects and (2) no new information of substantial importance that was not known and could not have been 

· known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the FEIR was certified as complet~ shows that 
the project will have any new significant effects not analyzed in the FEIR, or a substantiql increase in the 
severity of any effect previously. examined, .or that new mitigation measures or alternatives previously. 
found not to be feasible would in fact be feasible·and would. substantially reduce one or more significant 
effects of the Project, or that mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from 
those analyzed'in the FEIR would substantially reduce one or more significant effects on the environment. 
The Department has considered the entire. record to determille, pursuant to Subdivision Map Act, Gov't 
Code § .6647 4( a)-(g), whether any of the criteria exist that would require denial of the Tentative Subdivision 
Map and finds that none of the criteria·eXist. The Department also determined pursuant to Gov't Code§ 
66412.3 and§ 66473.1, that the proposed subdivision will ficilitate the development of housing and provide 

·for future natural heating or cooling opportunities to the extent feasible. . · 

The San Francisco Pla:rining Department makes the findings below pursuant to Subdivision Map Act, Gov' t 
Code§ 66474(a)-(g): 

(a) That the proposed map is not consistent with applicable general and spedfic plans as specified in 
Section 65451. 

The Tentative Subdivision Map is consistent with the. General Plan and the Hunters Point Planning 
Area for the reasons set forth in Planning Commission Resolution No. 16901 and Motion No. 
16902. 

(b) That the design or improvement of the proposed subdivision is not consistent with applicable 

general and specific plans. 

The Tentative Subdivision Map, together with the provisions for its design and improvement, ·is 

consistent with the San Francisco General Plan and the Hunters Point Planning Area for the 
reasons set forth in Planning Commission Resolution No. 16901 and Motion No. 16902. 

(c) That the site is not physically suitable for the type of development. 

The site is physically suitable for the type of development: The FEIR evaluated potential 
environmental impacts associated with the development. All req~,tired mitigation measures 
identified in the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program will be applied to the Project. 

SAN FRANCISCO . 2 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 
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October 17, 2019 
Record No. 2019-015249LLA 

Hunters Point Shipyard Redevelopment Plan Ar~a 

(d) That the site is not physically suitable for the proposed density of development. 

The site is physically suitable for the density of developmentwhich proposes up to 1, 600 residential 

units and 80,000 gross square feet of commercial uses. The subject Tentative map proposes 

constru~tion of77 residential units. 

(e) . That the design of the subdivision or the proposed improvements are likely to cause substantial 
environmental damage or substantially and avoidably injure fish or wildlife or their habitat. 

Neither the design of the subdivision nor the proposed improvements are likely to cause substantial 

environmental damage or substantially and avoidably injure fish or wildlife or their habitat. · The· 

FEIR incorporates a comprehensive evaluation of biological resources, including fish and wildlife. 

and thefr habitat. Allfeasible and applicable mitigation measures identified in the MMRP will be · 

applied to the Tentative Subdivision Map. 

(f) That the design of the subdivision or type of improvements is likely to cause serious public health 

problems. 

Neither the design of the subdivision nor the type of improvements are likely to cause serious public 

health problems. Issues of public health, including,for example, geotechnical and soils stability, 

hazards and hazardous materials, and air quality impacts, were evaluated in the FEIR. All feasible 

and applicable mitigation measures identified in the MMRP will be applied to the Tentative 

Subdivision Map. 

(g) That the design of the subdivision ·Or the type of improvements will· conflict with easements, 

acquired by the public at large, for access through or use of, property within the .proposed 
subdivision. In this connection, the governing body may approve a map if it finds that alternate 
easements, for access or for use, will be provided, and that these will be substantially equivalent to 
ones previously acquired by the public. This subsection shall apply only to easements of record or 
to easements established by judgment of a court of competent jurisdiction and no authority is hereby 

granted to a legislative body to determine that the public at large has acquired easements for access 
through or use of property within the proposed subdivision. 

Neither the design of the subdivision nor the type of improvements will conflict with easements . 

acquired by the public at large for access through or use of, ptoperty within the proposed 

subdivision. No such public easements for me or public access would be adversely affected by the 

proposed subdivision, and the Subdivider will be required to provide new easements as a condition 

of approval of the map as necessary for public access and use. 

SAN FRANCISCO 3 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 
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October 17, 2019 
Record No. 2019-015249LLA 

Hunters Point Shipyard Redevelopment Plan Area 

Pursuant to Subdivision Map Act, Gov't Code § 66412.3 and § 66473.1, the Department finds that the 
proposed subdivision with associated development complies with said criteria in that: · 

(a) In carrying out the provisions of this division, each local agency shall consider the effect of 
ordinances and actions adopted pursuant to this division on the housing needs of the region in which 
the local jurisdiction is situated and balance these needs against the public service needs of its 
residents and available fiscal and environmental resources. 

The Tentative Subdivision Map is associated with a project that proposes up to 1,600 residential 
units on an under-utilized land for needed housing, commercial space, and open space. 
The development will establish a new residential ne{ghborhood in a previously industrial area and 
still maintain industrial uses .in designated areas for exclusive maritime industrial and other 
industrial uses. Further, the development will balance housing with new and improved 
infrastructure, related public benefits and employment ppportunities generated. The design of the 
proposed subdivision will complement the existing neighborhood character and the development 
ufhuu:sing will nvt adversely impact the City'sfiscal and environmental resources for its residents. 

(b) The design of a subdivision for which a tentative map is required pursuant to Section 66426 shall 
provide, to the extent feasible, for future passive or natural heating or cooling opportunities in the 

subdivision. 

The design of the proposed subdivision will provide, to the extent feasible, future passive or natural 
heating or cooling opportunities that are energy and resource efficient. 

SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 
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CUt·1WJNilY i1'1VL;~>ri''1EN I 

and ll·lFRi\'.,Tfi\JC rURE 

London N. Breed 
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Nadia Sesay 
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 

Miguel Bustos 
CHAIR 

Mara Rosales 
Bivett Brackett 
Dr. Carolyn Ransom-Scott 
COMMISSIONERS 

9 One S. Van Ness Ave. 
5th Floor 
·san Francisco, CA 
94103 

J 415 749 2400 

www.sfocii.org 

450-2332019-206 

September 3, 2019 

Bruce Storrs 
Department of Pu.blic Works 
Office of the City and County Surveyor 
1155 Market Street, 3rd Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94103 

Re: Tentative Map 10058: Redevelopment Plan Consistency 
Hunters Point Shipyard Phase 1, Block 52 · · 
Assessor's Block Lot: 4591 C 

Mr. Storrs: 

I write on behalf of the Office of Community Investment and Infrastructure ("OCII"), the Successor 
Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco, concerning the 
pending Tentative Subdivision Map No. 10058 ("Tentative Map") for the property referred to as 
"Block 52" within the Hunters Point Shipyard Redevelopment Project Area ("Project Area"). 
Pursuant to the Hunters Point Shipyard. Redevelopment Plan, as most recently amended on July 
16, 2018 (the "Plan"), development within the Project Area must be consistent with the controls 
and requirements of the Plan, the Plan Documents (as defined in the Plan). 

· In compliance with Section 1634(a) of the Candlestick Point/Hunters Point Shipyard Subdivision 
Code ("Subdivision Code"), OCII has reviewed the pending Tentative Map (including 
improvements incorporated therein) and by this letter OC!l confirms that, conditioned as 
proposed, the proposed Tentative Map is consistent with the Plan and the Plan Documents. The 
proposed Tentative Map is included as an attachment to this letter. 

Additionally, l have attached for your convenience OCII's most recent findings of consistency with 
the California Environmental Quality Act ("CEQA") concerning Block 52 (Commission Resolution 
No. 1.6-2019, adopted July 16, 2019), together with OCI!'s most recent action certifying the 
compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act for the Redevelopment Plan 
(Resolution 11-2018, adopted April17, 2018), which includes CEQA Findings and the Mitigation 
Monitoring and Reporting Program applicable to the proposed Tentative Map approval. The 
CEQA Findings remain adequate, accurate and objective, and OCII·is aware of no substantial 
changes to the proposed development of Block 52 or with respect to the circumstances under 
which the environmental analysis described in the CEQA Findings was undertaken that would 
require major revisions to that analysis due to the involvement of new significant environmental 
effects, or a substantial increase in the severity of effects identified in that analysis. 

Furthermore, OCII is aware of no new information of substantial importance to the environmental 
analysis described in the CEQA Findings has become available which would indicate: (a) the · 
presence of significant effects not discussed in said analysis; (b) that significant environmental 
effects discussed in said analysis will be substantially more severe; (c) that mitigation measures · 
or alternatives found not feasible which would reduce one or more significant effects have 
become feasible; or (d) mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably not different 
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.from those in the environmen~al analysis will substantially reduce one or more significant effects 
on the environment. · 

Please do not hesitate to contact me at (415) 7 49-2588 should you have any questions 
concerning the above. 

Since~ (/_ 

eaS.isay 
Executive Director 

Attachments: Tentative Map1 0058 
Commission Resolution No. 16-2019 
Commission Resolution No. 11-2018 
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COMMISSION ON CO~NITY INVESTMENT AND INFRASTRUCTURE 

RESOLUTION NO. 16-2019 
Adopted July 16; 2019 

CONDITIONALLY APPROVING THE REVISED SCHEMATIC DESIGN SUBJ.\1ITTAL 
FOR BLOCK S2 (LENNAR) IN HUNTERS POINT SIDPYARD PHASE 1, WIDCH 
CONSISTS OF 77 RESIDENTIAL UNITS (68 MARKET-RATE UNITS AND NINE 

INCLUSIONARY UNITS); AND PROVIDING NOTICE THAT THIS APPROVAL IS 
WITHIN THE SCOPE OF THE HUNTERS POINT SIDPY ARD PHASE 1 REUSE 

.FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMP ACT REPORT, A PROGRAM :EIR; AND, ADOPTING 
ENVIRONMENTAL FINDINGS PURSUANT TO THE CALIFORNIA 
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT; HUNTERS POINT SIDPYARD 

. . REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT AREA 

WHEREAS, In furtherance of the objectives of the California Community Redevelopment Law 
(Health and Safety· Code, section 3 3 000 et seq. the "CRL"), the Redevelopment 
Agency of the City a.lld County of San Francisco (the "Former Agency") undertook 
progm ... 'Wl for the redevelopment of blighted areas in the City and Co'Q.nty 'of San 
Francisco ("City"), · includ~ng within the Hooters Point Shipyard ("HPS") 
Redevelopment Project Area; and, 

WHEREAS, The Board of Supervisors of the City and County of San Francisco adopted a 
Redevelopment Plan for the Hunters Point Shipyard Redevelopment Project Area 
as most recently amended by Ordinance No. 166-18, dated July 10 2018 ("HPS 
Redevelopment Plan''); and; 

WHEREAS, Pursuant to California Health and Safety Code §§ · 34170 et seq. (the 
"Redevelopment Dissolution Law") and San Francisco Ordinance No. 215-12 (Oct. 
4, 2012) (establishing the Successor Agency Commission ("Commission") and 
delegating to it· state authority ooder the Redevelopment Dissolution Law),. the 
Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and. County of San 
Francisco (commonly referred to as the Office of Community Investment and 
Infrastructure, or "OCII") is responsible for implementing the HPS Redevelopment 

. Proj~ct and fulfilling the enforceable obligations under the Hunters Point Shipyard 
Phase i Disposition and Development Agreement between the Former Agency and 
HPS Development Co, LP (the "Master Developer") (dated Dec 2, 2003, .C\lld as 
currently amended by the First through Seventh Amendments thereto, the "Phase 1 
DDA''); and, .. 

WHEREAS, . Together with the HPS Phase 1 Design for Development as· most recently amended 
by the Commission by Resolution 33-2013. on July 2, 2013 ("Design for 
Development"), the Phase 1 DDA ~d its attachments, including the Design 
Review and ·Document Approval Procedure ("DRDAP"), Affordable Housing 
Program; Transportation Management Plan, Infrastructure Plan, Community 
Ovmership, Financing and Benefits Policies and Procedures, ·Design for 
Development Documents, and either docwuents (together, "Project Documents"), 
establishes a comprehensive set of enforceable obligations and procedures that 
collectively govern implementation of development of HPS Phase 1 under the 
Phase 1 DDA; and, 
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WHEREAS On December 14, 2012, the California State Department of Finance issued a Final 
and Conclusive Detennination under California Health and SafetY Code § 34177.5, 
that the Phase 1 DDA is an enforceable obligation that survived the dissolution of 
the Former Agency; and, 

WHEREAS, The Phase 1 D)) A. requires the. Developer to undertake developme1;1t of 
infrastructure in BPS Phase 1 to support 1,428 residential writs and 26 acres of open 
spa(.)e and parks, and to deliver "finished lots" (i .. e., subdivided land improved with 
streets, sidewalks, parks, open space and utilities) to be sold to various vertical 
developers for . residential or commercial use, or retained by OCII for the 
development of affordable housing. At least 10.5 percent of the residential units 
constructed by vertical developers must be affordable at 80 percent of Area Median 
Income ("AMI"); and, 

WHEREAS, 

WHEREAS 

WHEREAS, 

The Phase 1 DDA establishes the Master Developer's rights to develop vertical 
projects either for itself, with affiliates, or to convey .finished lots to other 
developers for construction within the parameters of the BPS Redevelopment Plan, 

. Design for Development and.Phase 1 DDA (including the Project Documents); and, 

The Phase 1 DDA requires the inclusion of below market rate residential units 
within each vertical residential development in order to meet the Phase 1 DDA' s 
requirement for affordable housing within Phase 1 of the BPS Redevelopment 
Project; and, · 

On July 1, 2014 the· Commission approved a Schematic Design and a Vertical 
Disposition and Development Agreement ("VDDA") for Block 52 (Lennar) by 
Resolution No. 48-2014, and thereafter amended the Schematic Design approval on 
October 21,2014 by Resolution No .. 87-2014; and, · 

WHEREAS, In accordance with the DRDAP, Master Developer has submitted an updated. 
·Schematic Design Application for Block 52 (Lennar) (herein the "Schematic 
Design"), which Master Developer intends to replace, in its entirety, the previous 
schematic design approvaL The project described in the updated Schematic Design 
Application ("Project") includes a total of 77 residential units, comprised of 68 
Market .Rate Units and nine Inclusionary Units, and associated improvements as 
shown on the Schematic Design submission; and, · 

WHEREAS, The Inclusionary Units in the Project account for 11.6% of the total Residential 
Units in the Project (nine of77 total units), and are affordable to households earning. 
80% AMI; and, 

WHEREAS,· The DRDAP outlines the necessary documents, schedule, and procedures for the 
· review and approval of design submittals. Under the DRDAP, a · series of 

incre\').singly detailed design documents are requited in the design process, which 
are: 1) Schematic Design, 2) Design Development, and 3) Construction Documents. 
Tht1 DRDAP requires the Schematic Design submittal to be presented to the 
Commission for review and approval; and, 

WHEREAS, The current Schematic Design submission proposes a realignment of Block 52 
(Lennar) such that ·Avocet Way will be slightly realigned· to the northwestern 
boundary of the Project site, and the northwestern-most portion of the parcel, 
constituting approximately 5,000 square feet («Merger ParceF'), will be merged with 
the adJacent Agency Affordable Parcel, allowing additional affordable housing to 
be bllilt on that parcel; and, 
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WHEREAS, OCII and Master Developer have entered into an agreement for the transfer of the 
Merger Parcel, upon compliance· with the City's Subdivision Regulations, as a 
requirement of the Commission's consideration of this Schematic Design 
submission; and, 

WHEREAS, OCII and Master Developer propose to enter into an amendment to the VDDA for 
Block 52 (Lennar) that reflects the :realignment of Avocet Way, the updated Project 
reflected in the Schematic Designs, and related confonning changes; and, · 

WHEREAS, In accordance with the DRDAP, OCll staff has determined that the Schematic · 
Design submission, subjectto the satisfaction of the conditions of approval set out 
·in this Resolution (and incorporated herein by reference) (the "Conditions of 
Approval"), is consistent with the HPS Redevelopment Plan, Design for 
Development, Phase 1 DDA (including the Project Documents); and, 

WHEREAS, Master Developer presented the Schematic Design to the Mayor's Bunters Point 
Shipyard Citizens Advisory Committee ("CAC") Housiri.g Sub-Committee on April 

. 18, 2019, and to the Full CAC at its meeting on June 10, 2019. At their June 10, 
2019 meeting, the CAC recommended approval of the Schematic Design; and, 

WHEREAS, The Former Agency Commission and the San Francisco Planning Commission 
·("Planning Commission") certified the Hunters Point Shipyard Reuse Final 
Environmental Impact Report ("FEIR"), and adopted California Environmental 
Quality Act ("CEQA") findings, a mitigation monitoring and reporting program 
and statement of overriding considerations (collectively "CEQA Findings") in 
2000, and subsequently issued a First and Second Addendum to the Final EIR in 
2003 and 2006, respectively, to address project changes (collectively, the FEIR and 
the CEQ A Findings as updated by the First and Second Addenda are referred to as 
the ."Phase 1 EIR''). The Commission has receiVed the Phase 1 EIR and the Phase 
1 EIR wa~ made available to the public during prior Commission meetings. 
Additionally, the Former Agency Commission and fue Planning Commission 
certified the Candlestick Point/Hunters Point Shipyard Phase 2 Final 
Environmental Impact Report in 2010 and adopted CEQA findings, a mitigation 
monitoring and reporting program and statement of overriding considerations 
(collectively, "Phase 2 CEQA Findings"), and subsequently issued three addenda, 
in 2014, 2016 and 2018, respectively, to address project changes (collectively; the 
Phase 2 FEIR and Phase 2 CEQA Findings as updated by the three ;;~.ddenda are 
referred to as the "Phase 2 EIR")·. The Phase 2 EIR updated the transportation: 
analysis and transportation plan (including ·the transportation system management 
plan) for Phase 1, but the Phase .2 EIR did not identify any new significant 
environmental effects or an increase in the severity of significant impacts of the 
Phase 1 Project previously identified in the Phase 1 EIR; and, 

WHEREAS, OCII staff has reviewed the HPS Block 52 Project Schematic Design and has found 
them to be within the scope of the ·project analyze9. in the Phase 1 EIR and its 
subsequent addenda and the Phase 2 EI~ and its subsequent addenda; and, 

WHEREAS, Copies ofthe Phase 1 EIR, the Phase 2 EIR, and supporting docurnentatlon, are on 
flle with the Commission Secretary and are incorporated in this Resolution by this 
reference; now, therefore be it 
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RESOLVED, That since the Phase 1 EIR was finalized, therehave been no substantial project 
changes and no substantial changes in project circumstances that would require 
major. revisions to the Phase 1 EIR due to the involvement of new significant 
environmental effects or an increase in the severity of previously identified 
significant impacts, and there is no new info1111:ation of substantial importance that 
would change the conclusions set forth in the Phase 1 EIR, as confirmed by the . 
analysis provided in the Phase 2 EIR; and, be .it further 

RESOLVED, That the Commission has reviewed the Schematic Design subniission and the OCII 
staff recommendation and related materials (incorporated-herein by this reference) 
and finds that the Schematic Design submission is complete pur~uant to the 
DRDAP, and subject to satisfaction of the conditions below, is consistent with the 
HPS Redevelopment Plan, the Design for Development and the Phase 1 DDA; and, 
be it further 

RESOLVED, That the Commission m~thorizes the Executive Director to accept the co~veyance 
of the Merger Parcel, conditionally made by the Master Developer as part of this 
Schematic Design. approval, as consistent with the goals and objectives of the HPS 
Redevelopment Plan; and, be it further 

RESOLVED, That the Commission conditionally approves the Project's Schematic Design 
·. submission, a copy ·of which ~s ·on file with the Secretary of the Commission, 
subject to the remaining detsign is.sues being resolved to the satisfaction of the 
Executive Director and any changes included in subsequent design stages, 
beginning with the Design Development phase as follows:· 

t Materials and Colors. Continue to develop and. refine the buUding materials palette, 
including the wall systems, glazing, screening and other materials, in coordination with 
OCII staff. Materials palette must demonstrate dmability, quality, color, variety, and visual 
interest, especially at the ground floor. Explore opportunities to incorporate locally sourced 
materials to establish a palette that works with climate, light, neighborhood <?ontext, 
history, and culture. Sustainable and recycled materials are highly encouraged. 

2. Architectural Mock-Up Scope. Prior to Construction Document submittal and i1i advance 
of building materials purchasing, provide scope and plans for design mock-up, including 
primary building rp.aterials, color palette, wall systems, glazing an,d detail· installation. OCII 
staff shall approve a). mock-up plans prior to mock-up construction, and of b) mock-up 
·materials, as per Construction Documents, and their application, after OCII's staff mock­
up observations and prior to materials purchases and shipping. 

3. Landscape Plans. Provide detailed landscape plru;ls, including plans for Avocet Way, all 
setback zones, and common open spaces. The setback zone shall be used to create a 
transition zone between private use and the public realm. The. setback zone shall .be 
landscaped with high quality materials from the building edge to the public sidewalk. 
Landscaping shall mitigate all ground-floor blank waJl areas along Avocet Way and Jerrold 
Avenue, subject to further review and approval by OCII.. 

· 4. · Street Trees. Retain the equivalent number of existing street tr.ees within all public right­
of-ways in the Project Area. If any proposed tree wells must be relocated to accommodate 
new utility illfrastructure, submit revised infrastructure plans. 

-4-
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5 .. Rooftop Solar Photovoltaic System. Project shall retain a rooftop photo voltaic system as 
indicated in the Schematic Design proposal.· 

6. Roof Drainage. Consider internal roof drainage to eliminate unattractive external gutt~rs, 
pipes and downspouts. External gutters, pipes and downspouts shall be subject to further 
review by OCII. 

7. Utility Room and Parking Screening. Refme screening, materiality and architectural 
treatment of all ground--floor utility rooms and parking garage doors. Doors should screen 
mechanical uses while providing visual interest to the public realm through incorporation 
of 4esign features . such as high~quality materials, texture, artistic expression and 
transparency: 

S. Mechanical Equipment. All mechanical equipment, aside from the indicated gas meters 
in the setback area on Avocet Way, shall be located within the building footprint or on the 
roof, per the approved Schematic Designs. No additional meters or mechanical equipment 
shall be located within setback zones or along Avocet Way, unless required by a utility 
provider. In such case, utility provider requirements must be documented and proposed 
mecha..tiicallocations and 11creening will be subject to further OCII review and approval. · 

9. Ground-Floor Glazing: Aside from potential. opaque glazing necessary to screen . 
mechanical and parkinguses, clear, untinted low~ reflectivity glass shall be used at and near 
the street level to allow maximum visual inte~action between sidewalk areas and the 
interior of the building. Window glass for residential units atthe ground level on Avocet 
Way may be selected that simultaneously help protect privacy and provide "eyes on the 
street,'' as called for in the HPSl D4D. 

10. Fa~ade Transparency: Retain the approved percentage of.glazed surface fayade area on 
all building elevations, as shown in the Schematic Design submittal. 

11. Lighting Plan. Provide a detailed buil<li,ng lighting plan. Lighting should be subtle and 
reinforce the overall fa<;ade design. 

12. Graffiti Treatment. Submit materials specifications identifYing how each material. type 
will be protected from or replaced in the case of graffiti--especially those materials located 
on ground~floor facades. 

13. Roofscape 

a. Roof design should utilize non-reflective, low intensity colors. 

b. Further develop any rooftop mechanical equipment screening. Rooftop mechanical 
equipment, with the exception of solar PV infrastructure, shall be screened from view 
from the public realm. Mechanical. screens shall form part of the building top 
composition and consist of materials consistent with the overall building color and 
material palette. 

14. Signage. All building signage shall be subject to further OCII staff review and approval. 
The Sponsors ·shall submit a signage plan prior to or concurrent with the Design 
Development submittal. 

In advance of the start .of construction, Building Permit and before procurement and 
Tenant Improvements ("TI"), the Sponsor shall: · 

-5-
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1. N ojs~. Pr:i:ot'tq the start 'of cqnsttuction, th(?- Developer: arid 1ts· genetal contractor shrul 
nieet With ocrt staff to d:iscq:ss m:,tse r.egulations and hours of con~1J:l:l;ction oper&.tiol1 
to. ensure that they understand· the existing regulations and db not work outside the 
allowed hours of operationS. During const:J:ucfion; the Developer shall designate. a 
single point of contactto address allconsttudion-telatedconcerns.:from OCU,;the City~ 
residents of Hunters Pofut Shipyard and other stii.keho14ers. 

2. Ar.c;l:(itectural Mock~ Up. Prior to procuril}.g fayade materials, constJ:uct a physical. 
material mock .. up to allow for OCII, deslgn te.am:, and contractor tevlew of material 
durability, texture, color and detail in'Stallation. · 

RESOLVED; That the Co:rntnission authorizes the E)!:eoutive Director (or her c:fesignee) to 
· approv1;1 sUbsequent design doct:llllents for th~ Project (beginning wjtQ. th~ Desfgn 

Develbpment phase) that the Executive. Director reasonably determines are 1n 
· OCII' s best: interest or are. necessary or convenient to implement the development 
of the Project under the DDA, .the Design for Development and the Major Phase as 
applicable~ and further the goals· of the HPS Redevelopment Plan and the· DDA; 
and, be it fw"iher 

RESOLVED, That the Commission a~thorizes the. Executive Director enter into an amendment 
to th13 VDDA for Block 52 (Lennar) reflecting the realignment of Avocet Way, the 
TJ.pdated Project reflected iti the Schematic· Design· .submission; and related 
confonning changes, ~d to t'!ke such other actions as may be necessary or 
appropriate, in consultation with OCII counsel, to effectuate the purpose of the 
futent of this Resolution. · · 

I hereby certify that the foregoing resolution: was adopted by the Comtnission at its meeting of July 
16~ 2019. 

-6-
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COMMISSION ON COMMUNITY INVESTMENT AND INFRASTRUCTURE 

RESOLUTION NO. 11-2018 
AdoptedApri/17, 2018 

ADOPTING FINDINGS, INCLUDING AMENDING ADOPTED MITIGATION 
MEASURES, PURSUANT TO THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL 
QUALITY ACT RELATED TO APPROVAL OF THE 2018 MODIFIED 

PROJECT VARIANT FOR THE CANDLESTICK POINT AND PHASE 2 OF 
THE IDJNTERS POINT SHIPYARD DEVELOPMENT PROJECT; HUNTERS 
POINT SHIPYARD REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT AREA AND BAYVIEW 

HUNTERS POINT REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT AREA 

WHEREAS, I~ furtherance of the objectives of the California Community Redevel;pment Law 
(Health and Safety Code, section 33000 et seq. the "CRL"), the Redevelopment 
Agency- of tl1e Ci-Ly and County~ of San Frar1cisco (the "Former Agency") 
undertook prognuns for the reconstruction and construction of blighted areas in the· 
City and County of San Francisco ("City"), including the Bayview Hunters Point 
Redevelopment Project Area· ("BVHP Project Area") and the Hunters Point 
Shipyard Redevelopment Project Area ("HPS Project Area"); and, 

WH:EREAS, The Board of Supervisors of the City and County of San Francisco ("Board of 
Supervisors") adopted the Hunters Point Shipyard Redevelopment Plan ("HPS. 
Plan") on July 14, 1997 by Oidinalice No. 285-97 and amended the HPS Plan on 
August 3, 2010.by Ordinance No. 211-10 and on June 22,2017 by Ordinance No. 
122-17; and, 

WHEREAS, On May 23, 2006, the Board of Supervisors amended the Bayview Bunters Point 
Redevelopment Plan ("BVHP Plan") by Ordinance No. 113-06, on August 3, 2010 
by Ordinance No. 210-10, and June 22, 2017 by Ordinance No.123-17; and, 

WHEREAS~ Also on June 3, 2010,the Fonner Agency Commission by Resolution No. 58-2010 · 
and the San Francisco City Planning Commission by Motion No. 18096, acting as 
co-lead agencies, prepared and certified the Final Environmental Impact Report 
("FEIR") for the Candlestick Point Hunters Point Shipyard Phase 2 Project 
("Project" or "C:P/HPS2 Project") in compliance with the California 
Environmental Quality Act(Califomia Public Resources Code Sections 21000 et 
seq.) ("CEQA") and the CEQA Guidelines (14 Callfornia Code of Regulations 
Sections 15000 et seq.; and, 

WBEREAS, On the sanie date, the co-lead agencies adopted findings pursuant to the CEQA 
("CEQA Findings") including without limitation findings regarding the 
alternatives, mitigation measures and significant environmental effects analyzed in 
the FEIR_, a statement of overriding considerations and a mitigation monitoring and 
reporting program ("MMRP"), for the Project by Agency Commission Resolution 
No. 59-2010 and Planning Commission Motion No .. 18097 and took various 

1 
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approval actions related to the Project. On July 14, 2010, the Board of Supervisors 
affinned the certification of the FEIR by Resolution No. ·347-010 and adopted 
CEQA Findings. The CBQA Findings are incorporated into this Resolution by this 
reference; and, 

WHEREAS,· Pursuant to California Health and Safety Code §§ 34170 et seq. (the "Dissolution 
Law"), the Former Agency was dissolved as of February 1, 2012; and, 

wHEREAS, The Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of 
· ·San Francisco (commonly .known as the Office of Community Investment ·and 

Infrastructure, herein "Successor Agency" or "OCII") is completing the 
enforceable obligations of the Former Agency with regard to the BVHP and HPS 
ProjectAreas, includingimplementationofthe CP/HPS2Project, under the authority 
of the CRL as amended by the Dissolution Law, anciunder San Francisco Ordinance 
No. 215-12 (Oct. 4, 2012) (establishing the Successor Agency Commission 
("Commission") and delegating to it state authority under the Dissolution Law); 
and, 

WHEREAS, Subsequent to the certification of the FEIR, the Commission, by R(3solution 
No. 01-2014 on January 7, 2014, and Resolution No. 13-2016, on March 15,2016, 
approved certain changes to the Project supported by Addendum No. 1 and 
Addendum ::tfo. 4., respectively. Successor Agency staffprepared·the addenda in 
consultation with the Planning Department. Addendum No. 1 addressed changes 
to the schedules for implementation of transportation system improvements in the 
Transportation Plan, including the Transit Operating Plan, the· Infrastructure ·Plan 
and other public benefits; and minor proposed revisions in two adopted mitigations 
measures, TR-16 Widen Harney Way, and UT-2 Auxiliary Water s·upply System. 
Addendum No. 4 addressed modifications to the approved Candlestick Point 
Design for Development, Schedule of Perfonnance, .the Candlestick. Point 
Infrastructure Plan, the Candlestick Point Hunters Point Shipyard Phase II 
Transportation Plan, and proposed revisions to two adopted mitigation measures 
TR-16 Widen Harney Way, and TR-23.1 Maintain the Proposed Headways of the 
29-Sunset. (Addenda Nos. 2 and 3 analyzed proposed changes to the Project, which 
are no longer being pursued); and, 

WHEREAS, The Successor Agency now proposes to take several actions facilitating 
modifications to the CP/HPS2 Project, collectively the "2018 Actions", comprised 
of amendments ("Plan Amendments") to the HPS Plan and BVHP Plan, adopting. 
a revised Hunters Point Shipyard Phase 2 Design for Develqpment; a Third 
Amendment to the Dispositiqn and Develop:in~nt Agreement (Candlestick Point 
and Phase~ of the Hunters Point Shipyard) (including all related binding plans and 
agreements attached to or referenced in the text thereof, the "CPIHPS2 DDA") and 
conforming amendments .to several of the plans included in the CP/HPS2 DDA, 

· including the Development Plan, the Phasing Plan and Schedule of Performance, 
the Design Review and Document Approval Procedure ("DRDAP"), the Below­
Market Rate Housing Plan; the Community Benefits Plan, the Financing Phm, the 
Infrastructure Plan, the Parks and Opt::n Space Plan, the Sustainability Plan, and the 
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Transportation Plan (collectively, the "Amended Plans"), and a Seventh 
Amendment to the Disposition and Development Agreement (Hunters Point 
Shipyard Phase 1 ), which actions are proposed to be approved by the Commission . 
together with its adoption of the Plan Amendments; and, 

WHEREAS, OCII, in consultation with the Planning Department, has prepared Addendum No. 5 
to the FEIR, dated April 9, 2018. Addendum No. 5 evaluates the potential 
environmental effects of the 2018 Actions (referred to in Addendum No.5 as the 
2018 Modified Project Variant); and,· 

WHEREAS, Addendum No. 5 also recommends modifications to 16 adopted mitigation 
· measures for the reasons set out in Addendum No.5 and as explained in Exhibit 1 

to this Resolution; and, 

WHEREAS, Addendum No. 5 prepared in compliance with CEQA reflect~ the independent 
judgment and analysis of the Successor Agency and concludes that the 2018 
A.ctions are within the scope of the Project analyzed in the FETR and will not result 
in any new significant impacts or a substantial increase in the severity of previously 
identified significant effects that alter the conclusions reached in the FEIR for the 
reasons stated in the Addendum No.5; and, 

WHEREAS, In making the necessary findings for the proposed 2018 Actions, OCII considered 
and reviewed the FEIR and prepared necessary documents in support of the 

· Addendum No. 5, which documents it has made available for review by the 
Commission and the public, and these files are part of the record before the 
Commission. Copies ofthe FEIR, Addendum No. 5, the supporting documentation 
to Addendum No. 5, are on file with the Commission Secretary and incorporated in · 
this Resolution by this reference; and, 

WHEREAS, Based on the analysis in Addendum No. 5, OCII concludes that the analyses 
conducted and the conclusions reached in the FEIR on June 3, 20i0, remain valid 
and· the proposed 2018 Actions, including the proposed amendments to the 
mitigation measures as specified above, will not cause new significant impacts not 

·identified in the FEIR, or substantially increase the severity of previously identified 
significant impacts, and, no new mitigation measures will be necessary to reduce 
significant impacts. Further, as described in Addendum No. 5, no Project changes 
have occurred, and no changes have occurred with respect to circumstances 
surrouJlding the proposed Project that will require major revisions of the FEIR due 
to the involvement of new significant effects or a substantial increase in the severity 
of previously identified significant effects, and no new inJormation has become 
available that shows that the Project will cause .new or more severe significant 
environmental impacts. Therefore, no subsequent or supplemental eiwironinental 
review is required under CEQA beyond Addendum No. 5 to approve the 2018 
Actions; and, 
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EXHIBIT 1 
Commission RESOLUTION NO. 11 ~2018 

2018 MODIFIED PROJECT VARIANT CEQA FINDINGS 

FINDINGS RELATED TO PROPOSED CHANGES TO CP-HPS2 MITIGATION 
MEASURES 

April17, 2018 

MM TR-16: Widen Harney Way as shovin in Figure 5 in the Transportation Study, CP­
HPS2 FEIR 

Reason for Changes in Mitigation Measure: Because the phasing of the 2018 Modified Project 

Variant is different from the phasing analyzed in the 2010 FEIR Addendum 4, which also 

prOposed lYtodificatiorl of l~.Jv1 TR-16. based orl tl1e p:hasing pl~l proposed at .tltc ~rn.e 

Addendum 4 was published, the 2018 proposed modifications are proposed to link construction 

. of Harney Way Phase 1B with the revised "trigger" point for.implementation of the BRT. The 

full length of Barney Way Phase 1 would be completed prior to implementation of the BRT 

service under the new phasing and revised language for 1'v1l'v1 TR-16. Additionally, 1'v1l'v1 TR-16 

has been revised to correct the name of the San Francisco Courity Transportation Authority. 

MM TR~ 16: Widen Harney Way as shown in Figure 5 in the Transportation Study. The 
Project Applicant shall widen Harney Way as shown in Figure 5 in the Transportation 
Study with the modification to include a two-way cycle track, on the southern portion of 
the project right-of-way. The portion between Arelious Walker Drive and Executive 
Park East (Phase 1-A) shall pe widened to include a two-way cycle track and two-way 
BRT lanes, prior to issuance of an occupancy permit for Cand~estick Sub-phase CP-02. 
The remaining portion, between Thomas Mellon Drive and Executive Park East 
(Phase 1-B), shall be widened prior to implementation of the planned BRT route which 
coincides with construction of CP 07 and HP-04 in 2023, as outlined in the transit 
improvement implementation schedule identified in Addendum 1, based on the 
alignment recommendations from an ongoing feasibility study conducted by the San 
Francisco County Transportation A.gency Authority. 

Prior to the issuance of grading permits for Candlestick Point Major Phases 27 ful.d 3~, 
the Project Applicant shall fund a study to evaluate traffic conditions on Harney Way and · 
determine whether additional traffic associated with the next phase of development would 
result in the need to modify Harney Way to its ultimate configuration, as shown in Figure 6 
in the Transportation Study, unless this ultimate configuration has already been built. This 
study shall be conducted in collaboration with the SFMTA, which would be responsible for 
making final determinations regarding the ultimate configuration. The ultimate 
configuration would be linked to intersection performance, and it would be required when 
study results indicate intersection LOS at one or more of the three signalized intersection on 
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Hatney Way at mid-LOS D (i.e.1 at an average delay per vehicle of more than 45 seconds per. 
vehicle). If the study and SFMTA conclude that reconfiguration would be necessary to 
accommodate traffic demands associated with the next phase of development1 the Project 
Applifant shall be responsible to fund and mmplete construction of the improvements prior 
to o~cupancy of the next phase. 

MM TR-17: Implement the Project's Transit Operating Plan 

Reason for Chan~es in Mitigation Measure: MM TR-17 has been changed to reflect changes to 

the Transit Operating Plan, which is Appendix A to the 2018 Modified Project Variant's 

Transportation Plan, and the revised project phasing. 

MM TR-17: Implement the Project's Transit Operating Plan. The Project Applicant. 
shall work with SFMTA to develop and implement the Project's Transit Operating Plan. 
Elements .of the Project Transit Operating Plan shall include: 

· • Extensiort of the 24-Divisadero, ~l1c 44--0'Shauglrn.essy, and the 48-.QuiD.tara-24th 
. Street into Hunters Point Shipyard. 

. . 

• Increased frequency on the 24-Divisadero to e10 minutes in the AM and PM peak 
perio.ds. Extension of the 29-Sunset froiJl its cU.rrent terminus near the Alice . 
Griffith housing development near Gilman A venue and Giants Drive, into the 
proposed Candlestick Point retail area. The 29-Sunset would operate a short line 
between Candlestick Point and the Balboa Park BART station. This would increase 
frequenCies on the 29-Sunset by reducing head ways between buses from 10 
minutes to 5 minutes during the AM and PM peak periods between Candlestick 
Point and the Balboa BART station. Every other bus would continue to serve the 
Sunset Distric;t .(to the proposed terminus at Lincoln Drive and Pershing Drive in 
the Presidio) at 10-minute head ways. · · 

• Convert T-Third serviCe between Bayview and Chinatown via the Central 
Subway from one-car to two-car trains or comparable service improvement. 
Extension of th~ 28L-19th A venue Limited from its TEP-proposed terminus on 
Geneva Avenue, just east of Mission Street, into the Hunters Point Shipyard 
transit center. The 28L-19th Avenue Limited would travel along Geneva Avenue 
across US-101 via the proposed Geneva A venue extension and new interchange 
with US-101, to Harney Way. East of Bayshore Boulevard, the 28L-19th A venue . 
Limited would operate as BRT, traveling in exclusive bus lanes into the 
Candlestick Point area. The BRT route would travel through the Candlestick 
Pointretail corridor, and cross over Yosemite Slough into the Hunters Point 
Shipyard transit center. 

• The 28L-19th Avenue Limited would operate a short line to the Balboa Park BART 
station. This would increase frequencies on the 28L-19th A venue Limited by 
reducing head ways between buses from 10 minutes to 5 minutes for the segment 
between Hunters Point Shipyard and the Balboa Park BART station. Every other 
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l?us would continue to the Sunset District (to the proposed terminus at North 
Point Street and Van Ness Avenue) at 10-minute headways. If the TEP-proposed 
extension of the 28L has not been implemented by the SFMTA by the time 
implementation of this measure is called for ±n the Transportation Study 
(i\ppendhc D) Addendun:l5, based on the revised project phasing. the Project 
ApplicantshaU fund the extension of that line between its existing terminus and. 
Bayshore Boulevard. 

o New CPX-Candlestick Express to downtown serving the Candlestick Point site, 
traveling along Harney Way (with potential stops at Executive Park), .before· 
traveling on US-101 toward downtown, terminating at the Trans bay Terminal. 

• New HPX-Hunters Point Shipyf!Id Express to downtown serving the Hunters 
Point Shipyard site, traveling from the Hunters Point Shipyard Transit Center, 
along Innes Avenue, with stops at the India Basin and Hunters View areas, 
before continuing along Evans Avenue to Third Street~ eventually entering I-280 

. northbound at 25ihiindiana. Th~ HPX would continue non-stop to the Transbay 
Termmal in Downtown San Francisco. 

. . ' . -
R&D Variant (Variant 1)/Housing/R&D Variant (Variant 2A)/2018 Modified Project 
Variant Mitigation Measure MM TR-V ARl 

Reason for Changes in Mitigation Measure: MM TR-V AR1 Subsection (a) has been changed to 

address the 2018 Modified Project Variant's changes in movement volumes at the intersection of 

CrispiPalou to ensure thatthe mitigation measure would allow this intersection to operate at an · 

acceptable level of service with implementation of the project. Additionally, Subsection (b) of 

the mitigation measure has been changed to require th~ 2018 Modified Project Variant to 

implement the traffic signal requirement at Irmes and Earl. 

R&D Variant (Variant 1)/Housing/R&D Variant (Variant 2A)/2018 Modified Project 
Variant Mitigation Measure MM TR~ V ARl: 

(a) Under the R&D and Housing/R&D Variants, the Project Applicant would be 
required to contribute its fair share to striping the southbound approa'ch at Crisp 
and Palau to provide a dedicated left-turn lane and a shared through/right-turn 
lane and prohibiting on-street parking on Griffith Street between Palau and 
Oakdale Avenues. Under the 2018 Modified Project Variant the Project 
Applicant would be required to contribute its fair share to striping the 
southbound approach at Crisp and Palou to provide a dedicated right-turn lane 
and a shared through/left-turn lane and prohibiting on-street parking on Griffith 
Street between Palau and Oakdale A venues, and constructing the westbound 
approach on Crisp Avenue to provide two dedicated left-turn lanes and one 
shared through/right-turn lane. Implementation of this mitig~tion would reduce 
impacts from these variants to a less-than-significant level. 
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(b) Under the R&D Variant (Variant 1) and the 2018 Modified Project Variant, the 
Project Applicant would be· required to fund the :installation of a. traffic signal at 
the intersection of Innes and Earl when warranted by traffic conditions. 
Implementation of this mitigation would reduce impacts from this variant to a 
less-than-significant level. 

MM N0-2a:. Pre-construction Assessment to Minimize Pile Driving Impacts 

Reason for Changes in Mitigation Measure: MM N0-2a has been changed to provide specific 

mitigatio:n for the use of deep dynamic compaction (DDC) .to stabilize loose soils throughout the 

site. DDC was identified in the 2010 FEIR as a potential method for stabilizing soil in 

MM GE-5a. Based on 2018 plm;s, use of DDC at the project site is likely. The changes to 

MM N0-2a will ensure that potential vibration impacts from DDC will be reduced to a less­

than-significant level. 

rv1M ~.J0-2~: Prc=construction .l\ssessment to MiPimize Pile Driving and Deep 
Dynamic Compaction Impacts. The Project Applicant shall require its geotechnical 
engilleering contractor to conduct a pre-construction assessment of existing subsurface 
conditions and the structural iri.tegrity of nearby buildings subject to pile driving and 
deep dynamic compaction (DDC) impacts prior to receiving a building permit. The 
building surveys will review existing conditions and confirm whether fractures in 

. building footings or walls existed prior to pile driving and/or DDC activities. 

If recommended by the geotechnical engineer, for structures or facilities 'within 50 feet of . 
· pile driving, the. Project Applicant shall require groundbome vibration monitoring of 
nearby structures. Such methods and technologies shall be b_ased on the specific 
conditions at the construction site such as, bl}.t not limited to, the following: 

• Pre-pile driving surveying of potentially affected structures 

• Underpinning of foundations of potentially affecteq structures, as necessary 

• The construction plan shall include a monitoring prog:~;am to detect ground 
. settlement or lateral movement of structures in the vicinity of an excavation . 
. Monitoring results shall be submitted to DBI: In the event of unacceptable 
ground movement, as determined by DBI inspections, all pile driving work shall 
cease and corrective measures shall be implemented. The pile driving program 
and ground stabilization measures sh~ll be reevaluated and approv-ed by DBI. 

For DDC work, the Project Applicant shall prepare and implement a construction plan 
that includes a mo:iritoring program to detect ground settlement or lateral movement of 
structures in the vicinity of DDC activitv. Structures in the vicinity of DDC work shall be 
defined as reinforced-concrete. steeL or timber structures within 125 feet. engineered · 
concrete or masonry structures within 150 feet, non-engineered timber and masonry 
structures within 225 feet or other structures that are extremely susceptible to vibration 
damage within 275 feet of DDC activities as determined by the Project Applicant's 
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geotechnical engineer or structural engineer. The DDC program shall be evaluated and 
approved by OCII and results of the monitoring program shall be submitted to OCII. In 
the event of unacceptable ground movement. as determined by DBI inspection and 
review. all DDC work shall cease and corrective measures shall be implemented. The 
Project Applicant's geotechnical engineer, subject to OCII review and approval, shall 
determine which of the following ground stabilization measures or alternate measures 
would be necessary to avoid structural impacts related to DDC activities: 

e Underpinning of foundations of potentially affected. structures. as necessary to 
avoid structural impacts 

• If deemed necessary by the geotechnical engineer. based on either proximity of 
DDC to a structure and/or ori potential "for damage to a structure, a cutoff trench 
shall be installed between the DDC activity and the structure. The cutoff trench 
should be at least 10 feet deep and 2 feet wide.1 The trench should be long 
enough to effectively shield the structure from DDC vibrations. 

MM CP-2a: Mitigation to Minimize Impacts to Archaeological Resources at Candlestick 
Point 

Reason for Changes in Mitigation Measure: The archaeological sensitivity assessment and 

. testing program (ATP) required in the 2010 FEIR mitigation measure has been prepared and 

was approved by the San Francisco Department Environmenhi.l Planning in June 2017. 

MM CP-2a has been ~hanged to require augmenting tl;te approv~d ATP to account for the' 

geothermal boreholes proposed in the 2018 Modified Project Variant. This change will ensure 

that the potential impacts of ground disturbing components of the geothermal heating and 

cooling system would be reduced to a less-than-significant level. Changes to the section on 

"Human Remains and Associated or Unassociated Funerary Objects" reflect current City 

·practices and requirements. 

MM CP ~za: Mitigation to Minimize Impacts to Archaeological Resources at 
Candlestick Point. Based on ·a reasonable presumption that archaeological resources 
may be present within the Project site, the following measures shall be undertaken to 
avoid any potentially significant adverse effect from the Project on buried or submerged 
historical resources. 

· Overview: The Project Applicant shall retain the services of a qualified archaeological 
consultant havmg expertise in California prehistoric and urban historical archeology 
archaeology. The archaeological consultant shall undertake an augment the approved 
archaeological testing program as specified herein. In addition, the archaeological 

. consultant shall be available to conduct an archaeological"monitoring and/or data · 
recovery program if required pursuant to this measure. The archaeological consultant's 

1 ENGEO Incoruorated, Potential Constraints on Implementation ofDeev Dvnamic Comvaction. 
December 14.2017. p. 1. · 
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work shall be conducted in accordance .with this measure and with the requirements of 
the Project Archaeological Research Design and Treatment Plan (Archeo-Tec7c 
Archaeological Research Design and Treatment Plan for the Bayview Waterfront Project, San 

· Francisco, California, Z009) at the direction of the City's Environmental Review Officer 
(ERO). In instances of inconsistency between· the requirement of the Project . 
Archaeological Research Design and Treatment Plan and of this archaeologictil 
mitigation measure, the requirement of this archaeological mitigation m:easu~e shall 
prevail. All plans and reports prepared by the consultant as specified herein shall be . 
submitted first ~d directly to" the BRO for review and comment, and shall be considered 
draft reports subject to revision until final approval by the BRO. Archaeological 
monitoring and/or data recovery programs required by this measure .could suspend 
construction of the Project for up to a maximum of four weeks. At the direction of the 
ERO; the suspension of CQnstruction can be extended beyond four weeks only if such a 
suspension is th~ only feasible means to reduce potential effects on a significant 
archaeological resource as defined in CBQA Guidelines Section 15064.5( a) (c) to a less­
than-significant level. . · 

Archaeological Testing Program: The archaeological consultant shall pr~pare and submit 
. to the BRO for review and;:i.pproval an addendum to the approved HPS2 archaeoiogical 
testing plan (ATP). The archaeological testing program shall be conducted in accordance 
with t4e approved ATP addendum. The ATP addendum shall identify the property 
types of the expected archaeological resource(s) that potentially could be adversely 
affected by ground-disturbing components of the 2018 Modified Project Variant. 
including ground source geothermal heating and cooling system geothermal boreholes~~ 
the testing method to be used; and the locations recommended for testing. The purpose . 
of the archaeological testing program will be to determme to the extent possible the 
presence or absence of archaeological resources and to ide.ntify and to evaluate whether 
any archaeological resource encountered on the site constitutes an historical resource· 
under CBQA. 

At the completion of the archaeological testin:g program, the archaeological consultant 
shall submit a written report of the findings for submittal to the BRO. If, based on the 
archaeological testing program, the archaeological consultant finds that significant 
archaeolo&cal resources may be present, the ERO (in consultation with the 
archaeologicai consultant) shall determine if additional measures are warranted. 
Additional measures that may be undertaken include, but are not necessarily limited to, 

·additional archaeological testing, archaeological monitoring, and/or an archaeological 
data recovery program. If the ERO determines that a significant archaeological resource 
is present and that the resource could be ~dversely affected by the Project, the Project 
Applicant shall either: 

a. Re-design the Project so as to avoid any adverse effect on the significant 
archaeologiccU resource; or 
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b. Implement a data recovery. program, unless the ERO determines that the 
archaeological resource is of greater interpretive than· research significance and 
that interpretive use of the resource is feasible. 

Archaeological Monitoring Progra.In: If the ERO, in consultation with the archaeological 
consultant, determines that an Archaeological Monitoring Program (AMP) shall be 
implemented, the AMP shall include the following provisions, at a minimum: . 

• The archaeological consultant, Project Applicant, and ERO shall meet and 
consult on the scope of the AMP prior to the commencement of any Project­
related soils-;:;disturbing activities. The ERO, in consultation with the 
archaeological consultant shall determine what Project activities shall be 
archaeologically 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.)~ and site 
remediation, shall require archaeological monitoring because of the risk these 
activities pose to potential archaeological resources and to their depositional 
context. 

e The archaeological consultant shail train all Project construction personnel who 
could reasonably be expected to encounter archaeological resources of the 
expected resource(s), how to identify the evidence of the. expected resource(s), 
and the appropriate protocol in the event of apparent discovery of an 
archaeological resource. 

• The archaeological monitor(s) shall be present on the Project site according to a 
schedule agreed upon by the archaeological consultant and the ERO until the 
ERO has, in consultation with the archaeological consultant, determined that 
Project construction activities could have no effects on significant archaeological 
deposits. 

• The archaeological monitor shall record and be authorized to collect soil samples 
and artifactual/ecofactual material as warranted for·analysis. 

• If an intact archaeological deposit is encountered, all soils-disturbing activities in 
the vicinity of the depo~it shall cease. The archaeological rn:onitor shall be 
authorized to ·tempor~rily halt 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 archaeological monitor has cause 
to believe that the pile driving activity may affect an archaeological resource, the 
pile driving activity shall be terminated until an appropriate evaluation of the 
resource has been made in consultation with the ERO. The archaeological 
consultant shall immediately notify the ERO of ahy encountered archaeological 
deposit. The archaeological consultant shall make a reasonable effort to assess 
the identity, integrity, and significance of the encow1.tered archaeological deposit 
and present the findings of this assessment to the ERO as expeditiously as 
possible. 
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• Whether or not significant archaeological resources are encountered, the 
archaeological consultant shall submit a written report of the findings of the 
monitoring program to the BRO. 

Archaeological Data Recovery Program: The archaeplogical data recovery program shall 
be ·conducted in accord with an Archaeological Data Recovery Plan (ADRP). The 
archaeological consultant, Project Applicant and ERO shall meet and consult on the 
scope of the ADRP prior to preparation of a draftADRP. The arch~eological cons~ltant 

. shall submit a draft ADRP to the BRO. The ADRP shall identify how the proposed data 
. recovery program will preserve the significant information the archaeological resource is 
expected to contain. That is, the ADRP will identify what scientific/historical re~earch 
questions are applicable to the expected resource, what data classe9 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 Project. Destructive data 
recovery methods shall not be pursued i£ no:ndestru.ctive methods are practical. 

The scope of the ADRP shall include the following elements: 

• 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 deac<;:ession policies. 

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

• Security Measures: Recommended security measures to protect the 
archaeological resource from vandalism, looting, and other potentially damaging 
activities. 

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

• 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 Remains and Associated or Unassociated Funerary Objects: The treatment of 
human remains and of associated or Un.associated funerary objects discovered during 
any soil§,-disturbing activity shall comply with applicable state and fedetallaws...-Th:i:s 
shall include including immediate notification of the Coroner Offiee of the Chief Medical 
Examiner of the City and County of San Francisco and in the event o_f the Coroner's 
Medical Examiner's determination that the human remains are Native American 
remains, notification 6£ the California State Native American Heritage Commission 
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(NARC), which shall appoint a Most Likely Descendant (MLD) (PRC Sec. 5097.98). The 
ERO shall also be immediately notified upon discovery of human remains. The 
archaeological consultant, Project Applicant Sponsor, ERO, and MLD shall have up to 
but not beyond six days after the discovery to make all reasonable efforts to develop an 
agreement for the treatm~nt of human remains and associated or unassociated funerary 
objects with appropri~te dignity (CEQA Guidelines Sec. 15064.5( d)). The agreement sftall: 
should take into consideration the appropriate excavation, removat recordation, 
analysis, custodianship, curation, possession, and final disposition of the human· 
remains and associated or 1inassociated funerary objects. Nothing in existing state 
regUlations or in this mitigation :measure compels the Project Sponsor and the ERO to 
accept recommendations of an MLD. The archeological consultant shall retain 
possession of any Native American human remains and associated or unassociated 
burial obj~cts until completion of any scientific analyses of the human remains or objects 

·as specified in the treatment agreement if such an agreement has been made or: 
otherwise, as determined by the archeological consultant and the ERO. If no agreement 
is reached, state regulations shall be followeJ including the reinlernment of the huma1'L 
remains and associated burial objects with appropriate dignity on the property in a 
location not subject to further subsurface disturbance (PRC Sec. 5097.98). 

Final Archaeological Resources Report: The-archaeological consultant shall submit a 
Draft Final Archaeological Resources Report (FARR) to the ERO ffiat evaluates the 
historical significance of any discovered archaeological resource and describes. the. 
archaeological and historical research methods employed in the archaeological 
testing/monit6ring/data recovery program(s). Information that may put at risk any 
archaeological resource 9hall be provided in a separate removable insert within the finaf 
report. 

Once approved by the ERO, copies of the FARR shall be distributed as follows: 
'California Archaeological'Site Survey Northwest Information Cen~er (NWIC) shall 
receive one (1) copy and the ERO shall receive a copy of the transmittal of the F ARR to 
the NWIC. The Major Environmental Analysis division of the Planning Department 
shall receive three copies of the F ARR along with copies of any formal site recordation 
forms (CA DPR 523 series) and/or documentation for nomination to the National 
Register of Historic Places/California Register of Historical Resources. In 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 presented above. 

MM GE-Sa: Site-Specific Geotechnical Investigation with Analyses of Liquefaction, Lateral 
Spreading and/or Settlement 

Reason for Changes in Mitigation Measure: MM GE-Sa has been changed to add deep 

displacement grout columns as a potential.method to density loose soil and provide additional 

bearing support beneath foundations. This :method would be subject to all applicable mitigation 

measures related to ground disturbance, including the mitigation measures for hazards and 
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hazardous materials, and would provide an additional option for selecting the ground 

improvement technique most appropriate for the site that would effectively minimize the 

impact of liquefaction, lateral spreading and seismic settlement hazards.· 

MM GE-5a: Site-Specific Geotechnical Investigation with Analyses of Liquefaction; 
Lateral Spreading and/or Settlement. Prior to issuance of building permits for the 
Project site: 

• The Applicant shall submit to the San Francisco Department of Building 
Inspection (DBI) for review and approval a site-specific, design-level 
_geotechnical investigation prepared .by a California Certified Engineering 
Geologist (CEG) or California Registered Geotechnical Engineer (GE), as well as 
project plans prep!'l!ed in compliance with the requirements of the San Francisco 
Building Code {SFBC), the Seismic Hazards Mapping Act, and requirements 
contained in CGS Special Publication 117 A 11Guidelines for Evaluating and 
Mitigating Seismic Hazards in California." In addition, all engineering practices, 
and analyses of structural design shall be consistent with SJ:iBC standards to 
ensure seismic stability, including reduction of potential liquefaction :hazards. 

• DBI shall employ a third-party CEG.and California Registered Professional 
Engineer (Civil) (PE) to form a Geotechnical Peer Review Committee (GPRC), 
consisting of DBI and these third-party reviewers. The GPRC shall review the 
site-specific geotechnical investigations and the site-specific structural, 
foundation, infrastructure, and other relevant plans to ensure that these plans 
incorporate all necessary geotechnical mitigation measures. No permits shall be 
issued by DBI until the GPRC has approved the geotechi:Ucal investigation and 
the Project plans,. including the factual determinations and the proposed 
engineering designs and constrUction methods._ 

• All Project structural designs shall incorporate and conform to the requirements 
in the site-specific geotechnical ir).vestigations. 

• The site-specific; Project plans shall incorporate the mitigation measures 
contained in the approved site-specific geotechnical reports to reduce · 
liquefaction hazards. The engineering design techniques to reduce liquefaction 

· hazards shall include proven methods generally accepted· by California Certified 
Engineering Geologists, subject to DBI and GPRC review and approval, 
including, but not necessarily limited to: 

Structural Measures 

• Construction of deep fovndations, which transfer loads to competent strata 
beneath the zo;ne susceptible to liquefaction, for shallow foundations 

• Structural mat foundations to distribute concentrated load to prevent damage to 
· structures 
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Ground Improvement Measures 

• Additional over-excavation and replacement o£ unstable soil with engineering­
compacted fill 

5 Dynamic compaction, such as Deep Dynamic Compaction (DDC) or Rapid 
Impact Compaction (RIC), to densify loose soils below the groundwater table 

\!II Vibro-compaction, sometimes referred to as .vibro-floatation, to densify loose 
soils below the groundwater table 

o Stone columns to provide pore pressure dissipation pathways for soil, compact 
loo$e soil between columns, and provide additional bearing support beneath 
foundations 

• Soil-cement columns. to densify loose soils and provide additional bearing 
support beneath foundations 

• Deen disnlacementgi:out columns to deil_sify lo()se soil and provide additional 
bearing support beneath foundations 

• The Project CEG or GE shall be responsible for ensuring compliance with these 
. requirements. 

MM HY-6a.1: Regulatory Stormwater Requirements 

Reason for Changes in Mitigation Me as lire: In 2016, the San Francisco Public Utilities . 

Commission issued the Storm water Management Requirements and Design guidelines (SMR) 

consistent with the updated Storniwater Management Ordinance. These documents supersede 

the Storm water Design Guideiines referred 1n the 2010 FEIR, including MM HY -6a. The text of 

MM HY-6a has been changed to reflect the current guidance document, the SMRr because this 

document will apply to the project and ensure that potential impacts are reduced to a less-than­

significant level. 

MM HY-6a.1: Regulatory Storm water Requirements. The Project Applicant shall 
comply with requirements of the Municipal Storm water General Permit and associated 
City SWMP, appropriate performance standards established in the Green Building 
Ordinance, and performance standards established by the SFPUC in the San Francisco 
Storm water Management Requirements and Design Guidelines~. 

The Draft San Francisco Storrmnter Design Guidelines have been developed to satisfy 
the Municipal Stormwater General Perm# requirements for ne·vi development and 
redevelopment projects in areas served by separate storm sewers, and are expected to be 
adopted by December 2009 SMR includes regulatory requirements for post.:constru.ctioo 
storm water management controls for new and redevelopment projects and helps design 
te~ms implement these storm water controls. The Project Applicant shall comply with 
requirements of the Draft San Francisco Storrmvater Design Guidelines SMR.~ 
adoption of the )=linal Storrmnter Design Guidelines, the Project shall comply 'vith the 
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Final San Francisco Storm'i•tater Design Guidelines unless discretionary permits have 
been approved. 

Per the Draft Ban Francisco Storm'ivater Design Guidelines Slvffi, the Prqject Applicant 
shall submit a Storm water Control PJan (SCPl to the SFPUC, as part of the development 
application submitted for approval. The SCP shall demonstrate how the following 
measures would be incorporated into the Project: 

• Low impact development ::>ite design principles (e.g., preserVing natural drainage 
channels, treating storm water runoff at its source rather than in downstream 
centralized controls) 

• Source control BMPs in the form of design stand.ards and structural features for · 
the following areas, as applicable: 

o Commercial areas 

o Restaurants 

o Ret~il gasoline outlets 

o Automotive repair shops 

o Parking lots 

• Sou:t:ce control BMPs for landscaped areas shall be documented in the form of a 
Landscape Management Plan that relies on Integrated Pest Management2 and 
also includes pesticide and fertilizer application guidelines. · 

• Treatment ccintrolmeasures (e.g., bioretention, porous pavement, vegetated. 
swales) targeting the Project-specific COCs: sediment, pathogens, metals, 
nutrients (nitrogen and phosphorus compounds), oxygen-demanding · 
substances, organic compounds (e.g., PCBs, pest~cides), oil and grease~. and trash 
and debris. The SCP shall demonstrate that the Prbject has the land area available 
to support the proposed BMP facilities sized per the required water quality 
design storm. Volume-based BMPs shall be sized to treat runoff resulting from · 
0.75 inch of rainfall (LEED® SS6.2), and flow-based BMPs shall be sized to t~eat 
runoff resulting from a rainfall mtensity ·of 0.2,1 inch per hour.· Treatment trains 
shall be used where feasible. 

Additional requirements: 

• LEED® SS6.2: BMPs used to treat runoff shall be designed to remove 80 percent 
.of the average annual post development total suspended solids loads. BMPs are 

2 IPM is a strategy that focuses on long-term prevention or suppression of pest problems (i.e.,. 
insects, diseases and weeds) through a combination of techniques including: using 
pest-resistant plants; biological controls; cultural practices; habitat modification; 
and the judicious use of pesticides according to treatment thresholds, when 
monitoring indicates pesticides are needed because pest populations exceed 
established thresholds. 
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considered to meet these criteria if they ar.e designed in accordance 'i'>'ith SFPUC 
requirements. 

' The SCP shall include an Operations and Mamtenance Plan that demonstrates 
how the treatment control BMPs would be maintained in the long term, what 
entities woUld be responsible for BMP maintenance within the public and private . 
rights-of-way, funding mechanisms, and what mechanisms would be used to 
formalize maintenance and access agreements. 

• The Project Applicant shalt also prepare a Storm water Drainage Master Plan 
(SDMP) for approval by the SFPUC. The SDMP shall include plans for the storm 
drain infrastructure and plans for stormwater management controls (e.g.~ 
vegetated swales, ·dry wells). The storm drain infrastructure shall illustrate 
conveyance of the 5-year storm event in a separate storm drain piped system, 
and conveyance of the 100~year storm event in the street and drainage channel 
rights-of-way. 

MM HY-12a.l: Finished Grade Elevations Above.Base Flood Elevation 

Reason for Changes in Mitigation Measure: As described in the "New·Regulations" section of 

Addendum 5 Section II.B.12 (Hydrology and Water Quality), in 2012 the National Research 

Council (NRC) published Sea Level Rise for the Coasts of California, Oregon, and Washington: Past, 

Present, and Future, which provides the most recent regional sea level rise predictions through 

2100. In 2013, the California Ocean Protection Council updated its 2010 statewide sea level rise 

guidance to adopt the NRC. report as the best available science on sea level rise for California. 

Other California agencies, including the San Francisco Planning Department, also considers the 

NRC report to be the best available science on sea level rise for San Francisco Bay. 

Consequently, MM HY -12a.1 and MM HY -12a.2 have been changed to reflect the worst case sea 

level rise estimated (5.5 feet) by end of century. 

MM HY-12a.1: Finished Grade Elevations Above Base Flood Elevation. The Project site 
shall be graded such that finished floor elevations are a minimum of &!i.5 feet above the 
Base Flood Elevation (BFE), and streets and pads are 3 feet above BFE to allow for 
accommodate worst-case, future sea level rise projections for the end of the century. 
thereby elevating all housing and structures above the existing and potential future flood 
hazard area. If the FIRM for San Francisco is not finalized prior to implementation of the 
Project, the Project Applicant shall work with the City Surveyor or other a;p;plicable City 
department to revise the City's Interim Floodplain Map. as ·needed. If the FIRM for San 
Francisco is finalized prior to implementation of the Project, the Project Applicant shall · 
request that the Office of the City Administrator (Floodplain Manager) request a Letter of 
Map Revision based on Fill (LOMR-F) from FEMA that places the Project outside a SFHA 
and requires that the FIRM is updated by FEMA to reflect revised regulatory floodplain 
designations. 
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MM RY -12a.2: Shoreline Improvements for Future Sea-:-Level Rise 

Reason for Changes in Mitigation Measure: See explan~tion above for MM HY-12a.l. 

Additionally, because the open space area along the shoreline has a higher adaptive capacity 

and resilience compared to the development area, MM HY-12a.2 requires accommodation of the 

worst case forecast for 2050 (24 :inches) with horizontal setbacks designed to provide for future 

elevation increases along the shoreline in response to up ~o 5.5feet of sea level rise. 

MM HY-12a.2: Shoreline Improvements for Future Sea-Level Rise. Shoreline and 

public access improvements shall be designed to allow for future increases in elevati~n 
sea level rise above the Base Flood Elevation (BFE) that includes wave run-up (often. 
called Total Water Level [TWLD along the shoreline. ill addition, adequate horizontal 

setback shall be provided to allow future :increases in elevation along the shoreline edge 

to keep up with higher sea level rise values, should they occur. Design elements shall 
include providing adequate setbacks to allow for future elevation increases of at least 

3 feet from the eJEisting- elevation along the shoreline in response to up to 5.5 feet of sea 
level rise above the TWL which is projected.as the worst-case estirri.ate.at the end of the 

century .. Before the first Small Lot Final Map is approved, the Project Applicant mus~ 
petition the appropriate govercing body to form (or annex into if appropriate) and 
administer a special assessment district or othedunding mechanism to finance and 
construct future improvements necessary to ensure that the shoreline protection system, 
storm drain system, public facilities, and public access improvements will be protected 
should. sea level rise exceed 16 inches at the perimeter of the Project 2 feet. Prior to the 

sale of the first residential unit within the Project, the legislative body shall have acted 
upon the petition to include the property within the district boundary. The newly 
formeq district shall also administer a Monitoring and Adaptive. Management Plan to 
monitor sea level and implement and maintain the protective improvements .. 

MM HY-14: Shoreline Improvements to Reduce Flood Risk 

Reason for Changes in Mitigatiol;L Measure.: MM HY-14 has bee11- changed to acknowledge that 

the 2009 Shoreline Improvement Reports may be updated as nece'ssary to fulfill the goals of 

flood protection, including protecting the struc;tural integrity of existing shoreline features. 

MM HY-14: Shoreline Improvements to Reduce Flood Risk To reduce the flood 
impacts of failure of existing shoreline structures, the Project Applicant shall implement 
shoreline improvements for flood control protection, as identified in the Candlestick 

Point/Hunters Point Development Project Proposed Shoreline Improvements report73 (or 
u:pdated Shoreline Improvements Reports). Where feasible, elements of living shorelines 

shall be incorporated into the shoreline protection improvement measures. 

3 Moffatt & Nichols, 2009, Candlestick Poilit/Hunters Point Redevelopment Project Proposed 
Shoreline Improvements, prepared for Lennar Urban, September'2009. 
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MM BI-19b:l: Work Windows to Reduce Maintenance Dredging Impacts to Fish during 
Operation of the Marina · · 

Reason for Changes in Mitigation Measure: :M1'v1 BI-19b.1 has been changed to correct the 

dates for Pacific herring spawning and the corresponding date for the designated work 

·window. 

MM BI-19b.1: Work Windowsto Reduce Maintenance Dredging Impacts to Fish 
during Operation of the Marina. According to the Long-Term Management Strategy 
(LTMS), dredging Projects that occur during the designated work windows do not need 
to consult with NMFS under the federal Endangered Species Act (FESA).4 The window in 
which dredging is allowed for the protection of steelhead in the central Ba,y is June 1 to 
November 30. The spawning season for the Pacific herring is March 1 to November 30 
December 1 to February 28.5 Therefore, th~ window that shall be applied to minimize 
impacts to sensitive fish species (durmg which dredging activities cannot occur) is 
March Tune 1.to November 30. 

MM BI-20a.l: Lighting Measures to Reduce Impacts to Birds 

Reason for Changes in Mitigation Measure: :M1'v1 Bl-20a.1 and :M1'v1 BI-20a.2 originally applied 

to buildings mor~ than 100 feet tall based on the assumption that impacts to migratory birds 

would result primarily from collisions by high-flying migrants. Current thinking is that most 

bird collisions occur within 60 feet off the ground and thus current practice concentrates bird­

safe building design at lower elevations. These mitigation measures have been changed to 

provide design requirements ·consistent with current practices. 

MM BI-20a.l Lighting Measures to Reduce Impacts to Birds. During building design:.ef 
any building greater than 100 feet tall, the Project Applicant and architect shall consulf 
with a qualified biologist experienced with bird strikes and building/lighting design 

· issues (~s approved by the City/ Agency) to identify lighting-related measures to 
minimize the effects of the building's lighting on b:i;rds. Such measures, which may 

4 U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, San Francisco Bay 
Conservation and Implementation Commission, and San Francisco Bay Regional 
Water Q:uality Control Board. Long-Term Management Strategy for the 
Placement of Dredge Material in the SanFrancisco Bay,. Management Plan, 
2001. 

5 U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, San Francisco Bay 
Conservation and Implementation Commission, and San Francisco Bay Regional 
Water Quality Control Board. Long-Term Management Strategy.fOJ~ the. 
Placement of Dredge Material in the Sdn Francisco Bay, Management Plan, 
2001; Appendix F. 
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include the following and/or other measures, will be incorporated into the building's 
design and operation. 

• Where lightingis necessary on rooftops, uYse sttobe or flashing lights in place of· 
continuously burning lights for obstruction lighting. Use flashing white lights 
rather than contip.uous light, red light, or rotating beams. 

• Insta.ll shields onto light sources not necessary for air traffic to direct light 
towards the ground and away from area:s that provide high-quality bird habitat. 

• Extinguish all exterior lighting (i.e., rooftop floods, perimeter spots) not required 
for public safety. 

• No uplighting will be installed. · 

• When interior or exterior lights must be left on at night, the developer and/or 
. operator of the buildings shall examine and adopt alter~atives to bright, all-
. night, floor-wide lighting~ which may include: 

o Installing motion-sensitive lighting . 

. o Using desk lamps and. task lighting. 

o Reprogramming timers. 

· o Use of lower-:intensitjr lighting. 

• . Windows or window treatments that reduce transmission of light out of the 
building will be implemented to the extent feasible . 

. • Educational materials will be provided to bui~ding occupants encouraging them 
to minimize light transmission from windows, especially during peak spring and 
fall migratory periods, by turning off unnecessary lighting and/or closing ~rapes 
and blinds at night. 

• A report of the lighting alternatives considered and adopted shall be provided to 
the City/ Agency for review a:nd approval prior to construction. The City/ Agency 
shall ensure that lighting-related measures to reduce the risk of bird collisions 
have been mcorporated into the design of such buildings to the extent 
practicable. · 

MM BI-20a.2: Building Design Measures to Minimize.Bird Strike Risk 

Reason for Changes in Mitigation Measure: See explanation for MM BI-20a.2 above. 

MM BI 20a.2 Building Design Measures to Minimize· Bird Strike Risk.: During design of 
any building greater than 100 feet tall within 300 feet of a potential"urban bird refuge" 
(an open space 2 acres and larger dominated by vegetation, including vegetated 
landscaping, forest. meadows, grassland, or wetlands, or open water) or any structure 
containing free-standing glass walls, wind barriers. skywalks, balconies. and 
greenhouses on rooftops that have unbroken glazed segments 24 square feet and larger 
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in size, the Project Applicant and architect will consult with a qualified biologist 
experienced with bird strikes and building/lighting design issues (as approved by the 
City/Agency) to identify measures related to the external appearance of the 
building/structure to minimize the risk of bird strikes. Such measures, which may 
-include the following and/ or other measures, will b.e incorporated into the building's 
design. · 

• Minimize the use of glass, particularly within the portion of the building 
between ground level and 60 feet above the g:round. 

• Use non-reflective tinted glass. 

• Use window films to make windows visible to qirds from the outside. 

• Use external surfaces/designs that "break up" reflective surfaces. These patterns 
should include vertical elements at least 0.25 inch wide at a maximum spacing of 
4 inches or horizontal elements at least 0.125 inch wide at a maximum spacing of 
2 inches. 

• Place bird attractants, such as bird feeders and baths, at least 3 feet and 
preferably 30 feet or more from windows in order to reduce collision mortality. 

• A report of the design measures considered and adopted shall be provided to the 
. City I Agency for review and approval prior to construction. If. in the opinion of a 
qualified biologist, modification or waiver of th~se bird-safe design measures 
would not result in substantial increases in .bird collision risk, the report should 
include the justification for such an opinion, for· consideration by the 
City/Agency. The City/ Agen.cy shall ensure. that building design-related 
measures to reduce the risk of bird collisions have been incorporated to the 
extent practicable. 

lVIM RE-2: Phasing of parkland with respect to residential and/or employment generating 
uses 

Reason for Changes in Mitigation Measure: MM RE-2 has been changed to reflect changes in· 

the project phasing plan while maintaining the requirement that adequate parkland must be 

provided when residential and employment generating uses are occupied. 

MM RE-2: Phasing of parkland with respect to residential and! or employment­
generating uses. Development of the Project and associated parkland shall proceed in 
four phases, as illustrated by Figure II 16 (Proposed Site Preparation Schedule) of . 
Chapter II (P;roject Description) of this EIR. To ensure that w:ithin each phase. or sub­
phase, parks and pop:ulation increase substantially concurrently/ and development shall 
be scheduled such that adequate parkland is constructed and operational when 
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r_esidential and employment:.generating uses are. occupied. The. following; standards 
shall be met: . 

• No projeet development shall be granted a temporary. certifi.cal:e of occupancy if 
the City determlnes thatthe new population a~sodated with that development. 
would result in a park1and-to:-population ratio within the Project site lower than 
5.5 acres per 1,000 teside.ri.ts/population~ as calctilated by the Agency. 

e For the purposes of this mitigation·measurei in order. for a park to. be considered 
in the parkland-to-population ratio, the Agency must determine th.<l.t within 
12 months of the issuance of the te:rp.porary certificate of occupancy, it will be 
fully constructed and operational, and~. if. applicable, operation and maintenance . 
funding Will be provided to the Ageney. 

MM UT-2: Auxiliary Water Supply System 

Reason for Chartges in Mitigation Measure:. MM UT~2 has been changed to reflect the 2018 

Modified Project Variant which proposes to connect the project Auxiliary Water Supply System 

(A WSS) to the existing AWSS at the Palau Avenue and Griffith A. y~nue httersections with a 

looped service aiong Spear Avenue/Crisp Road. 

MM UT-2: Auxiliary Water Supply System. Prior to issuance o£ occupancy permits, as 
part of the Infrastructure Plan to be approved, the Project Applicant shall cortstrud·an 
Auxiliary Water Supply System (AWSS) within Candlestick P.oint to connect to the 
City's planned extension of the. off-site system on Gilinan Street from Ingalls Street to 
Candlestick Point. The Project Applic.ant shall construct an additional A WSS on BPS 
Phase IT to connect to the existing systetn at Earl Street.and Innes :t"...venue ami at Palou 
and Griffith A venues, with service along Spear A venue/Crisp Road. 

Reason for Changes in Mitigation Measure: MM GC-2 has been changed to reflect that the 

2008 standards have been replaced by the 2016 Standards for Title 24 Part 6 .. As explained in 

Addendum S Section II.B.17 (Energy), the 2016 standards exceed the requirements of the 2010 

MM GC-2 reqlJirements in terms of building energy efficiency. 

MM GC~2: E)(ceed ih£ 2008 C01nply with the 2016 Standards for Title 24 Part 6 energy 
efficiency standards for homes and bu~?inesses \'t'.ould by at least lS peree!lt.' 

n:\legana\as2.018\l80Q496\0 126640 l.docx 
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DocuSign Envelope ID: 9211AFBD-39AC-41B7-B771-065B6A3AEB1A 

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., CA 94102 

(415) 554-6920 t:l www.SFPublicWorks.org 

Public Works Order No: 202440 

CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO 
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS 

APPROVING FINAL MAP N0.10058, BLOCK 52 0F HUNTERS POINT SHIPYARD PHASE 1, 
A THREE LOT SUBDIVISION AND A 77 UNIT RESIDENTIAL CONDOMINIUM PROJECT 
DESIGNATED FOR FUTURE DEVELOPMENT, BEING A SUBDIVISION OF ASSESSOR'S 
BLOCK-LOT 4591C-215, 216, 226, 227, 228 AND 560. 

FINDINGS 

1. On December 16, 2019, the Director of Public Works ("Director") adopted Public Works 
("PW") Order No. 202377 approving Tentative Map No. 10058 for Block 52 of the 
Hunters Point Shipyard Phase 1 project ("Tentative Map") for the resubdivision of 

.Assessor's Block 4591C, Lots 215,216,226, 227 and 560 (referred to collectively as 
"Block 52") to.create 3 lots and authorize up to 77 residential units. 

2. On November 27, 2019, HPS Development Co., LP ("Subdivider") filed an application for 
a final map tore-subdivide Assessor's Block No. 4591 C, Lot Nos. 215, 216, 226, 227, 
228 and 560 ("Final Map") to create a three (3) lot subdivision and authorize up to 77 
residential units. SubdiVider owns Lot 2 and Lot A and the Successor Agency to the 
Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco ("Successor Agency") 
owns Lot 1 as shown on the Final Map. 

3. The Final Map merges and subdivides certain real property that was subdivided as part 
of Final Map No. 4231, which the Board of Supervisors approved on July 21, 2009 by 
Motion M09-13 and was recorded on August 12, 2009. Final Map No. 4231 established 
Lots 71 through 97 and Lot P. Lots 71, 72, 78, and 79 are owned by the Successor 
Agency and the remainder of the real property is owned by Subdivider. Subdivider and 
the City and County of San Francisco ("City") entered into a Public Improvement 
Agreement ("PIA") in connection with Subdivider's obligation to complete improvements 
for Phase 1 of the Hunters Point Redevelopment Plan Area. The Board of Supervisors 
approved the PIA concurrently with its approval of Final Map No. 4231. 

4. Following the recordation of Final Map No. 4231, Subdivider and the Successor Agency 
processed a sei-ies of Lot Line Adjustments. A Lot Line Adjustment was recorded August 

San Francisco Public Works 
Making San Francisco a beautiful, livable, vibrant, and sustainable city. 
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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 Hal.!, Rqom 348 

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place! S.F., CA 94102 

(415) 554-6920 lJl www.SFPublicWorks.org 

Public Works Order No: 202440 

15, 2013 to merge Lots 74 through 76 and Lots 71, 72,_ 78, and 79 as shown on Final 
Map No. 4231. Final Map No. 6946 was recorded on October 15, 2013 andfiled in Book 
122 of Condominium Maps at Pages 64-66 and merged Lots 80 t~rough 97 and Lot P 
and subdivided the merged lots into three lots including 9 residential condominium units 
on LOT ONE and 9 residential condominium units on LOT TWO. A subsequent Lot Line 
Adjustment was recorded on September 7, 2016 to merge Lots 73 and 77.' 

5. The Successor ,Li,gency submitted a letter dated September 3, 2019 from its Executive 
Director, Nadia Sesay, determining that the subdivision is consistent with the Hunters 

·Point Shipyard Redevelopment Plan ("HPS Plan") and the Plan Documents (as defined 
in the HPS Plan). 

6. The City Planning Department, in its letter dated October 17, 2019, found that the 
subdivision, on balance, is consistent with the General Plan and the Priority Policies of 
Planning Code Section 10 1.1. 

7. The Director and County Surveyor find that the subdivision reflected on Final Map No. 
10058 is consistent with the requirements and conditions imposed by the Subdivision 

·Map Act, the Candlestick Point/Hunters Point Shipyard Subdivision Regulations, and the 
Tentative Map and thatthe Final Map substantially conforms to the Tentative Map. 

8. The Final Map includes certain offers of dedication of improvements for public 
improvements constructed within the streets that surround Block 52 (Coleman Street, 
Jerrold Avenue, Friedel! Street, and Kirkwood Avenue identified as Lots 169 through 177 

. on Final Map No. 4231). The Director recommends that the Board of Supervisors 
·conditionally accept the offer of improvements as described in the Owner's Statement on 
Final Map No. 10058, subject to the City Engineer's issuance of a Notice of Completion 
for the improvements and. subsequent Board of Supervisors action. 

9. ·The Director, the Advisory Agency, acting in concurrence with the other City agencies, 
has determined that Final Map No. 10058 complies with all subdivision r~quirements 
thereto. Pursuant to the Califorf!ia Subdivision Act and the San Francisco Subdivision 
Code, the Director recommends that the Board of Supervisors approve the 

. afo~:ementioned Final Map. 

A. ATTACHMENTS & TRANSMITTALS: 

San Francisco Public Works 
. Making San Francisco a beautiful, livable, vibrant, and sustainable city. 
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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., CA 94102 
(415) 554-6920 tl www.SFPublicWorks.org 

Public Works Order No: 202440 

1. ATTACHMENT 1, Copy Offer of Improvements. 

2. ATTACHMENT 2, Enlarged Copy of Map Notes Included on Final Map No. 10058. 

3. ·Transmitted herewith are the following: 

i. Four (4) paper copies of the Motion approving said map- one (1) copy in 
electronic format. 

ii. One (1) mylar signature sheet and one (1) paper set ofthe "Final Map No. 
1 0058", each comprising 3 sheets. 

iii. 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. 

iv. One (1) copy of the letter from the City Planning Department, dated October 
17,2019, verifying conformity of the subdivision with the General Plan and 
the Priority Policies set forth in City Planning Code Section 1 01.1. 

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

Storrs, Bruce97ABC41507B0494 ... 

City and County Surveyor 

Dawson, Julia AC312FB341BB4AO ... 

Acting Director of Public Works 

San Francisco Public Works 
Making San Francisco a beautiful, livable, vibrant, and sustainable city. 
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RECORDING REQUESTED BY, AND 
WHEN RECORDED RETURN TO: 

Real Estate Division 
City and County of San Francisco 
25 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 401 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
Attn: Director of Property 

APN: 

Situs: Final Map No. 4231, Lots 169- 177 

OFFER OF IMPROVEMENTS 

(Hunters Point Shipyard -Phase 1) 

HPS DEVELOPMENT CO. LP, a Delaware limited partnership ("Grantor"), and.its 
successors and assigns, does hereby irrevocably offer to the CTTY AND COUNTY OF SAN 
FRANCISCO, a municipal corporation ("City"), and its successors and assigns, all of the public 
improvements constructed or installed by or on behalf of Grantor pursuant to that certain Public 
Improvement Agreement for Hunters Point Shipyard Phase 1, dated as of July 21, 2009, between 
Grantor and the City and the former Redevelopment Agency of the. City and County of San· 
Francisco, as amended October 14,2011, and any subsequent amendments thereto. 

The property where the public improvements are located is shown on Exhibit A hereto, 
constituting property owned by the City, located in-the San Francisco. 

With respect to this offer of improvements, it is understood arid agreed that: (i) upon 
acceptance of all or one or more components of this offer of public improvements by formal 
action of the Board of Supervisors, the City shall own and _be responsible for public facilities and 
improvements, except as such responsibility may be imposed on another by operation oflaw, as 
may be described in a master encroachment permit authorized pursuant to the Public Works 
Code Section 786, or a similar agreement, pertaining to one or more of the public improvements 
offered hereby, or as may be excluded from acceptance for maintenance and liability in the 
formal action of the City pursuant to the Municipal Code including, but not limited to Public 
Works Code Section 706; and(ii) the City, in its sole discretion, may accept one or more 
components of the improvements, without prejudicing the City's discretion subsequently to 
accept or not accept other components; and (iii) the City and its successors and assigns shall 
incur no liability or obligation whatsoever hereunder with respect to such offer of public 
improvements and, except as may be provided by instrument, shall not assume any responsibility 
for the public improvements, unless and until such offer has been formally accepted by the 
appropriate action of the Board of Supervisors, and subject to any exception that may be 
provided in a separate instrument, such as a permit under Public Works Code Section 786, or 
other local law. 

The provisions hereof shall inure to the benefit of and be binding upon the heirs, 
successors, assigns and personal representatives of the respective parties hereto, 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the undersigned has executed this instrument this_ day of 

GRANTOR: 

HPS DEVELOPMENT CO., LP, 
A Delaware limited partnership 

By: CP/HPS Development Co. GP, LLC, a Delaware limited liability company, its . . 

Generall?artner 
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CERTIFICATE OF ACKNOWLEDGMENT 
OF NOTARY PUBLIC 

A notary public 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. 

State of rCAft<fu,ot (~ ) 
) ss. 

County of (d}Y] tr6 G1 S ~ ) 

On :(kc.e..-,kJ3, 20/1_, before me, c,:~ ;{).u./ · , 
a Notary Public, personally appeared vt-_ ~c_ · , 

who proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the person~ whose nameEs} is/afS. 
subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged to me that he/she/thtryr executed the same 
in his/her/their authorized capacity~ and that by his/her/their signatureW- on the instrument 
the personw,-or the entity upon behalf of which the person(s)-acted, executed the instrument. 

I certify under PENALTY OF PERJURY under the laws of the ·State of California that the 
foregoing paragraph is true and correct. 

WITNESS my hand and official seal. 

[Affix seal here] 

J ...................... ~ 
ELIZABETH NEAL · 

: Nolaiy Public - California z 
~ Alameda County ~ 
z Commission# 2187347 ~ 

My Comm. Expires Mar 20, 2021 
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EXIDBITA 
Legal Description 

THE PROPERTY CONSISTS OF ALL OF LOTS 169 THROUGH 177 INCLUSIVE, AS SAID 
LOTS ARE SHOWN AND SO DESIGNATED ON FINAL MAP NO. 4231, RECORDED 
AUGUST 12, 2009 IN BOOK CC OF SURVEY MAPS PAGES 165 - 175 INCLUSIVE, 
OFFICIAL RECORDS OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO. 
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)lJNTY SURVEYOR'S STATEMENT 
IE EJWliHED llliS UAP; lHAT lHE SUBDI\15100 AS SHO\\!l IS SUBSTAHTIAll Y 
ON lHE TENTATI\1': MAP, AND ANY APPR0\1':0 ALTE!lA110NS lHEREOF; lHAT 
JFORNIA SUBOMSION MAP ACT AND ANY lOCAL ORDINANCES APPUCABLE AT 
THE TEHTATI\1': MAP, IF ANY, HA\1': BEEN COMPUED \liTH;. AND THAT I AM 
INIC/J.L Y CORRECT. 

I C!XJN'f.Y SUR\l':YOR. 
'RANCISCO 
I 

J..W.VMr z. 
DATE:(~i>!o,~ 

."Z.dW 

; .;J.,Y\d. DAY OF ,,)A~~Jiir 
.o.:l.4qo 

AND /JJ\IISORY AGENCY 
'RAN CISCO 

1.STOFORM 
110RNEY 

'RANQSCO 

,TEMENT 

,/a JitHf Z. • 2P 20. 
• QATE .' 

DATE 

OF lHE BOAAO OF SUPER\1SORS OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN 
ORNIA, HEjll'BY STATE lHAT SAID BOAAO OF SUPERIISOOS BY ITS MOTION NO. 

)OPTED ----~· 2020, ·APPROVED lHIS MAP ENTITlED 'ANAL 

'lED ·oo BEHMF OF THE PUBUC, SUB.!':CT TO COMPl.EllON AND ACCEPTANCI'. 

lf lHE IMPR0\£!1ENTS IDENTIFIED IN THE 0'/oNER'S STATEMENT. 

H{g) OF lHE SUBDI\ISION UAP ACT, iHE FlllOl'!NG EASEiJmrs AND RIGIITS . 
IONED: All OF'lHAT CERTAIN EMERQ:NCY 'lalla.£ ACCESS EASEMENT (EVAE) 

• ENT .(PSE) PER FINAL MAP NO. 6946, RECORDED OCTOBER 15, 2013, IN BoOK 
PAGE H, L'IIHG 'MTHIN lHE BOUNDS OF llliS SUBDI\IISION. 

1\£ HEREUNTO SUB~IBED J.IY HAND ANO CAUSED THE SEAL OF THIS DfACE 

JPERIISORS 
'RAN CISCO 

DATE 

GENERALSUBDMSION NOTES FOR 
CONDOMINIUM LOTS 

'• 

A) THIS MAP IS THE SUR\£Y·MAP PORTION OF A'CONOOMIHIUM PLAN ._AS DESCRIBED IN CAUFORNIA 
CI\1L COOE SECllONS 4120 ANO +265. llliS CONDOMINIUM PROJECT IS biMITEO TO A MAXIMUM NUMBER OF 
T7 D\IEWNG UNITS. 

B) AU. INGRESS (ES), ECRESs (ES), PAlH(S) OF TRAVEl. FIRE/EMERGENCY EXIT(S) AND EXIliNG 
COMPONEN1S, EXIT PAlllWAY(S) AND PASSAGEWAY($~ STAIRWAY(S1 OORRIDOR{S), ElEVATOR(S), AND 
COMMON USE ACCESSBLE FEATORE(s) ~NO FACIUTJES SUCH AS RESTROOMS lHAT THE BUILDING CODE 
REQUIRES FOR COMMON USE SHAll BE HELD IN COUMON UNDI\1DED INTIEREST. 

C) UNL£SS SPECifiED OlHERIIISE IN THE GO\l':RNING'OOCUMENlS OF A CONDIJ!liNIUM HOMEOWNERS'. 
ASSOOATION, INCLUDING ITS.CONDITIONS, CO\l':NANTS, AND RESTRICliDNS;lHE HOMEO\\!lERS ASSOOATION 
SHAlL BE RESPONSIBLE, IN PERPElllllY, FOR THE MAINTENANCE, REPAIR, AND REPLAcatENT OF: 

{i) AU. GENERAL USE COMMoN AREA 'IMPROVii.IENTS; AND 
(IT) ALL FRONTING SIDEWAU<S, All PERMITTED OR UNPERMITTED PRIVATE ENCROACHMENTS AND 

PRIVATELY MAINTAINED STREET TREES FRONTING THE PROP£RTY, AND ANY OTHER DBUGA110N . 
IMPOSED ON·PROPERTY OWNERS FRONTING A PVBUC RIGHT-OF-WAY PURSUANT TO lllE 
PUBUC WORKS CODE OR OTHER APPUCABLE UUNICIPAL CODES 

D)· IN THE E\l':NT lllE AREAS IOENllAED IN· (c){ll) ARE NOT. PROPERLY MAINTAINED, REPAIRED, AND 
REPI),CED ACCORDING TO lllE CITY REQUIREMENTS, EACH HOMEO\\!lER SHAll BE RESPONSIBLE TO lllE 
EXTENT OF HIS,MER PROPORliONATE OBUGAllON TO lllE HOMEOWNERS' ASSOOAllON FOR 1HE 
MAINTENANCE, REPAIR, ANO REPLACEIIENT OF THOSE AREAS. FAILURE TO UNDERTAKE SUCH MAINTENANCE, 
REPAIR, AND REPLACEMENT MAY RESULT IN CITY ENFORCEMENT AND ARATEMENT AClJOHS AGAINST THE 
HOMEO\\!lERS' ASSOOAllON. . . 

E) APPROVAL OF THIS MAP SH/J.L NOT BE DEEl.IED APPROVAL OF lHE DESIGfl, LOCATION, :>ZE, • 
DENSITY OR USE Of ANY SlRUClURE{S) OR ANCILLARY AREAS OF lHE PROPERTY ASSOCI A TEO \\llH 
STRUCTURES, NEW OR EXISlJNG, \\IJICN HA\£ NOT BEEN RE\IE'I!rn 00 APPROVED BY APPROPRIATE CITY 
AGENCIES NOR SHAll SUCH· APPROVAL CONSTilUiE A WAI\m OF THE SUBOIIIOER'S OBIJCAllDN TO ARATE 
ANY OUTSTANDING MUNICIPAL CODE \1DIATIONS. ANY SJRUC1URES CONSTRUCTED SUBSEQUENT TO . 
APPROVAL .OF lHIS ANAL MAP SHALL COMPLY WllH AUL RELEVANT MUNICIPAL CODES, INCLUOIHG BUT NOT 
UMITED TO THE PLANNING, H!XJSING AND BUILOING CODES, IN EFFECT AT THE TIME OF ANY APPUCA11cy.i 
fOR REDUIRED PERMITS. 

F) IF APPUCABLE, BAY \IlNDOW$, BALCONIES, nRE ESCAPES AND OlHER ENGROACHijENTS {If ANY 
SHO\\!l HEREOO, THAT EXIST, OR TH~T MAY BE CONSTRUCTED) ONTO OR OVER' AVOCET WAY, CULEM!\N 
STREET, FRIEDELL STREET, .f.RROLD A\l':NUE, AND KIRKI\IlOD A\l':NUE ARE PERMITTED THROUGH AND ARE 
SUBJECT TO THE RESTRICTIONS SET FORlll IN THE BUILDING CODE AND PLANNING CODE OF lliE CITY AND 
COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO. l!liS MAP DOES HOT CON\l':Y ANY 0\lllERSHIP INTEREST IN SUCH 
ENCROACHMENT AREAS TO lllE CONDOOIHIUM UNIT 0'/oNER(S). • 

G) SIGNIRCANT ENCROACHMENTS, TO lllE EXTENT THEY \\I'RE '-lSIBLE AND OBSERVED, ARE NOTED 
HEREON, HO\\E'IER, fT IS ACKHOWI.IDGED. THAT OlllER ENCROACHMENTS FROM/ONTO AOJ(lNIHG 
PROPERTIES MAY EXIST OR BE CONSTRUCTED. IT. SHIJ.L BE THE RESPONSIBIUTY SOlRY OF lllE PROPERTY 
0\lllERS INVOL\1':0 TO RESOL\£ ANY ISSUES THAT MAY ARISE FRO~ ANY ENCROACHMENTS \\IJE1HE11 
DEPICTED HEREON OR NOT. THIS MAP DOES NOT PURPORT TO CON\£Y ANY 0\\!lERSHIP INTEREST IN AN 
ENCROACHMENT AREA TO ANY PROPERTY 0\\!lER. . 

NOTES 
I. SU8.£CT TO THE TERMS AND CDNOITIOOS Of 'mAT CERTAIN PUBUC IMP~OVii.IENT AGREEl.IENT DAlEO 

.AlLY 21, zoog, EXrtuTEO BY lHE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN fRANCISCO AND HPS DE\1':LOPMENT CO, 
LP., AMENDED OCTOBER 14, 2011,- AND ANY AMENDMENTS THERETO. 

2. SUBJECT TO lJliE TERMS. AND CONDilJONS OF PUBUC WORKS STREET IMPR0\£!1ENT PERMfT IOBIE 062~. 

3. SIJB..ECT TO lJliE TER~S AND CONOilJOOS OF lJliE MASTER CC&R'S PER ON. 2009-1815408. AMENDED BY 
DN. 201+-J915859, AND ANY FUlURE AMENDMENTS THERETO. . 

f. ADDiliOOAL RESTRICllONS AND RIGHTS ARE DEFINED IN A DOCUMENT EN111lED "DESiGN FOR 
OE'IELIJf'I,IENf ADQPTED BY THE SAN FRANCISCO REDIO\aoPMENT AGENCY Cll!lMISSION ON SEPTEMBER 
30, 19!17 BY RESOLUTION NO. 1997-193, AND AMENDED ON JANUARY 16, 2005 BY RESOLUTION NO. 
7-2005 AND ANY SUBSE!XJENT AMENDMENTS lllEREOF. 'DESIGN FOR 010\aOPMENT" MEANS lHAT 
CERTAIN HUNTIERS PONT SHIPYARD PHASE I DESIGN FOR DIO\aOPMENT ORIGIN/J.LY ADOPTED BY THE 
AGENCY COMMISSO« ON SEPTEMBER 30, 1997 BY RESCLUTION NO; 193-1997, AMENDED BY THE AGENCY 
COMMISSION ON JANUARY 18, 2005 BY RESOLUTION HO. 7-2005, FURlHER AUENOEll BY lHE AGENCY 
COMMISSION ON .AJNE 3, 2010 BY RESOLUTION NO. 68-2010, FURTHER AMENDED BY THE AGENCY 
COMIIISSON ON .AJNE 13, 2013 BY RESOLUTION NO. 1890+, AND AS MAY BE FURlHER AMENDED Oil 
SUPPLEMENTED FRON liME TO lii.IE. 

6. SUBJECT TO lllE TERMS AND CONOiliONS OF lllE DOA RECORDED AS ON, 2005-H932190, MOOinEO BY 
DN. 2005-H932191, MCOiflED BY THE fDLLOIIIHG DOCUMENIS: DN. 2005-1 275571, ON. 2009-1 738+49, 
DN. 2009-1 73M50, DN. 2009-1 879123. AND ANY SUBSE!XJENT AMENDMENTS THERETO. · 

7. SUBJECT TO THE TERIIS AND CONDI'IIONS OF lHE VERTICAL OOA RECORDED AS ON. 2015-K057B03. 
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Yrn 

MID LIST 
rn MID.295H 

[[! MIO 29565 

I]] MID 29567. 

I]] MID 29568 

II] MIO 2ll569 

[I] MID 29~70 

(]] MID 29571 

[]] ~ID 29?12-

OJ MID 29573 

rn MID 29574 

lXl MID 29575 

-m MID 29576 

[]] MID 29577 

[]] MID 29578 

IJl] IUD 3-!125 

(!] MID 3-!126 

!]] MID 3-!l27 

liD MID 34128 

OT NO. UNII NO. PR!l'OSBl ASS!'SSVR P/JlCR NUMBER 
1-77 4591C LOTS 675-751 

BASIS OF BEARINGS 
lHE BASIS Of BEARINGS FOR TNS SURVEY IS BE11\tEN FOUND MONUMENTS IN JERROLD 
AVENUE, 1HE BEARING BBNG N5316'32"W PER fiNAL MAP NO. {231. {CO S\JR\£Y MAPS 165). 
DISTANCES SHOWN HEREON ARE GROUND DISTANCES IN U.SC SURir'l' FEET. . 

LEGEND 

NOTES 

(M-M) 

(Cl:-Ct.) 

® 

0 

APN 

DN 

rn,wo 
.(1) 

flHAL MAP BOUNDARY UNE 

PRDPDSBl LOT UHE · 

EJOSnNG PRcr>ERl'i UNE 

nE UHE 

MONUUENI UNE 

HISTORIC lOT LINE 

MONUMENT 10 J.IOHUUENT 

CENnERUilE 10. CENnERUHE 
FOUHD .. BRASS DISl< IN UONUMEHT 'M1L RCE H786 
PER (1), OR AS NOTBD 

SET 1" BRASS DISl< IN CONCRETE, OFFSIET 4'{TIP), 
LS 8164 

1• BRASS OISI( IN cONCRETE PER (1), SEARCHED 
FOR NOT FOUND, SET 1" BRASS DISK, LS 6164 

ASSESSOR'S .PARCR NUMBER 

DOCUMENT NUMBEI! 
MONIJliENT IDENnllCA nON NUMBER PER CCSF 
DATABASE 
REFERENCE "NUMBER 

1. ASS<:SSOR PARCR NUMBERS SHOWN HEREON ARE FOR INFORMAnONAL USE ONLY AND SHoulD 
HOT BE RELIED UPON FOR AAT Oiiiffi P'u'RF'OSE. 

2. 1HE lANDS I\ITHIH THE BOONDS OF THIS MAP ARE NOT SUBJECT 10 1HE ?UBUC lllUST. 
3. lHE AEID 5URI!:Y FOR 1HJS MAP WAS CUIP1E1!D IH MARI:H 2019. /J..l PH'tSIC.II. D£Tolll5 l!lCUJDING 

aTY AND PRIVATE MONUIID!IAnOO SHO'Ioil tEREON EXISlUJ IS Cf lllE AElD SUR\£Y C011P1.E1!0N 
DAl£., UIIUSS OTHERII<IS£ HOIDJ. . 

4. lllE rt fiSO.IEI\T AREAS, AND 10.1' R!'S11llcnoN AREAS PER ON 201:l-J776707 lfi'RE lOOIJNATED PER 
HOlHl: Cf TEJU.IHA~Il!l R£COIUJEn PER ON. • 

5. lllE 5' fASEJIENT AREAS, 1110 10.1' m:srntcnoo AREAS PER ON 2G1:l-Jn&70l! lfi'RE TERIAINATED PER 

6. ~ ~~R£~~1' RE51lliC~DN AREAS PER DN~~·-;;:;:;;358=lfi'RE=-::TERIA=IH::::ATED PER 

7. ~~ ~~~~~EGilESS ON, 0\U!ANO I.Cil~~··-;-A,-::G!lAN=TED=·t"'"H"'f.CCOOAN==a: 
1\\llt lHE TERIJS Cf lllE OOlJ.RAnoN OF ACCESS R!SlRICTIONS llECORDfD -..,.----~ 
PERON. . . . • 

8, .\PHS 4W!C 2!5, 2\6, 226, '/27, 226, $13, 670 ANO 671 MlE REt!ITED AT lHE 11\IE Cf tHE FiJHG 
Cf THIS UAP. . 

9, IN Gi:l.\PUANtl: 1\\TH SECTlON Vll OF lHE ar(s SUBOMSIOO REGUlJ\~005, lHE PARctl. DfSallBED Ill 
REFD\Eiltl: (10) IS !'liOWN HEREON FOR lHE PUilPOSE OF UfllllRI!!lllHG iHI:. BOIJHDARitS AND Of. 
PROWXNG EWJENOC OF lliE PH'ISICAL LDCA110N Cf 1HE MAP-ACT EXEMPT 1RANSACTI<li R£CO!lDED 
PR100 10 llliS MAP, AND SAJD PARro. IS !lEREBY IIERGED \\11!1 LOT 197 (6)(7) TO flESIJLT IH LOT 1 
SHO\\Il HEREON, 

FINAL MAP NO. 10058 
HUNTERS POINT SHIPYARD, BLOCK 52 

A TilREE Im SUBDIVISION AND A 77 UNIT lUlSIDENf!AL CONDOM!N!UM PROJECr 
BEING A MERGERANDJUl..SUBDIVIS!ON OFLOTS!,2,AND LOT AOF FINAL MAl' 69%, 

llECO:RDED IN BOOK 122 OF CONDOMlNlUM MAl'S, AT PAGES fi4..66;LOT!%AS 
DESCRIBED INDN 20ll-J730018 AND DN 2016-K3n43S; Im 197 AS DESCRiBED INDN 

20l3-m0026; TIIAT CERTAJN 'DONATION PARCEL' DESCIU!IRD IN DN201n-_=====' 
ANDPARCELAASDESCRIBBDINDN 2016-K325767,SAN FRANCIS('O COUNJY RECORDS 

CITY AND COUNrY OF .SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 

Carlson, B~rbee & Gibson, Inc. 

30' 0' 

~ 
351 ffi!EDElLSTREE:f 
58 KlRKWOOD AVENUE 

CMI.BlGfl!'ERS • SO!MYORS • PWmERS 
-s.\NR.\OO!l,CAJUFOONII. 

SCALE: 1' = 30' DECEMBER20!9 
15' 30' 60' 120' 

"' tw-+l;ggbg& Fzwwiiii·k·'~ 
GRAPHIC SCALE JOB NO. 1804-005 

APN '1591C.215, 216, 226,227,228, 580 SHEET 3 OF 3 
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Office of the Treasurer & Tax Collector 
City and County of San Francisco 

·Property Tax Section 
Jose Cisneros, Treqsurer 

TAX CERTIFICATE 

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

California, do hereby certify, pursuant to the provisions of California Government Code 

Section 66492 et. seq., that according to the records of my office regarding the subdivision 

identified below: 

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 n,ot 

yet due, inclu.ding estimated taxes, have been paid. 

Block: 
Lot: 
Address: 

David Augustine, Tax Collector 

4591C 
215 
351 FRIEDELL ST 

Dated January 3, 2020 this certificate is valid for the earlier of 60 days from January 3, 

2020 or December 31, 2020 .. 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 a 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 
Jose Cisneros/ Treasurer 

TAX CERTIFICATE 

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

California, do hereby certifY, pursuant to the provisions of California Government Code 

Section 66492 et. seq., that according to the records of my office regarding the subdivision 

identified below: 

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: 

David Augustine, Tax Collector· 

4591C 
216 

, 11 JERROLD AVE 

Dated January 3, 2020 this certificate is valid for the earlier of60 days from January 3, 

2020 or December 31, 2020. 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 e 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 
Jose Cisneros, Treasurer 

TAX CERTIFICATE 

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

California, do hereby certify,. pursuant to the provisions of California Government Code 

Section 66492 et. seq., that according to the records of my office regarding the subdivision 

identifie4 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 ar·e a lien, but not 

yet due, including estimated taxes1 have been paid. 

Block: 
Lot: 
Address: 

. David Augustine, Tax Collector 
. . 

4591C 
226 
300- 398 AVOCET WAY 

Dated January 3, 2020 this certificate is valid for the earlier of.60 days from January 3, 

2020 or December·31, 2020. 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 of ·san Francisco, State of 

California, do hereby certify, pursuant to the .provisions of California Government Code 

Section 66492 et. seq., that acc.ording 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. 

David Augustine, Tax Collector 

Block: 
Lot:. 
Address: 

4591C 
227 
AVOCET WAY 

Dated January 3, 2020 this certificate is valid for the earlier of 60 days from January 3, 

2020 or December 31, 2020.· If this certificate is no longer valid please contact the Office 

of Treasurer and T~.x Collector at tax.certificate@sfgov.org to obtain another certificate. 

City Hall- Room 140 " 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place 0 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 Coilector of the City and County of. San Francisco, State of 

California, do hereby certify, pursuant to the provisions of California Government Code 

Section 66492 et. seq., that accordirig 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 ilot 

yet due, including estimated taxes, have been paid .. 
\ 

Block: 4591 C 
Lot: · 228 
Address: 101 HORNE AVE BLDG 101 

David Augustine, Tax Collector 

Dated January 3, 2020 this certificate is valid for the earlier of 60 days from January 3, 
. . 

2020 or December 31, 2020. 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 
Jose Cisneros/ Treasurer · 

. TAX CERTIFICATE 

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

California; do hereby certify, pursuant to the provisions of California Government Code 

Section 66492 et. seq., that according to the records of my office regarding the subdivision · 

identified below: 

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: 

David Augustine, Tax Collector· 

4591C 
560 
101 HORNE A VE.BLDG 101 

Dated January 3, 2020 this· certificate is valid for the earlier of 60 days from January 3, 

2020 or December 31, 2020. 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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N 
0 
c.o 
+:>o 

OWNER'S STATEMENT 
WE HEREBY STA1£ 1HAT WE ARE THE 0\\NERS AND 1HE HOLDERS OF SECURITY IN1£REST OR HAVE SOME 
RIGHT, lln.£, OR IN1EREST IN AND TO .1HE REAL PROPERTY INCLUDED WI1HIN THE SUBD!\1SION SHOVrN ON 
1HIS MAP; THAT WE ARE lHE ONLY PERSONS HAVING ANY RECORD 11TI.E INTEREST JN lHE SUBDIV!DED 
PRoPERTY 'WHOSE CONSENT IS NECESSARY TO PASS CLEAR linE TO SAID REAL PROPERTY; AND THAT 
WE HEREBY CONSENT TO PREPARATION AND RECORDATION OF 1HIS ANAL MAP 1D05B AS SHO\\N \\11HIN 
THE DISilNCllVE BORDER UNE. 

LOT A AS SHOYM HEREIN SHALL BE GRAN'IED IN FEE TO THE HUNTERS POINT MAS1ER HOI.!£0\IINERS 
ASSOCIATION OR SUB-ASSOCIATION, THEIR RESPECTIVE SUCCESSORS OR ASSIGNS, PER SEPARATE 
DOCUMENT FOR PRJVA1E STREET PURPOSES IN ACCORDANCE WITH lHE MASTER DECLARAllON OF 
RESTRICllONS. 

V£ HEREBY IRREVOCABLY OFFER FOR DEOICAllON TO THE PUBUC ,ALL PUBUC IMPROVEMENTS 
CONSTRUCTED Yr11H1N COLEMAN STREET, JERROLD AVENUE, FRIEDEll STREET, AND KIRKWOOD Avt:NUE 

. SURROUNDING, BUT NOT CONTAINED 'MlHIN lHE BOUNDS. OF TIUS MAP, IDEN11F1ED AS LOlS 169 lHROUGH 
177 ON ANAL MAP 4231 (CC SURVEY MAPS 165). 

0\\NER: HPS DE\fl.OPMENT CO., LP, A DELAWARE LIMilED PARTINERSHIP 

BY: CP/HPS DEVELOPMENT co. GP, lLC, A DELAWARE LIMilED LIABILITY COMPANY, ITS GENERAL 
P~RTINER · 

\:!.-"-~-!'I BY: ffC 
NAME: 1 hv~~~ !J 1.H11,..v DAlE 
]ll.E; 

OWNER: SUCCESSOR AGENCY TO THE REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF 1HE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN 
FRANCISCO 

BY: ~Mil 
NAME:Qe.r~ 
]1LE: ~v..I-:J b 0 .-..duv-

/2-•S0-1"! 
DATE 

OWNER'S ACKNOWLEDGEMENT 
A NOTARY PUBUC OR OTHE~ OFFICER COMPLETING THIS CER11FICA1E vtRlAES ONLY 1!-lE 
IDENTITY OF THE INOI~DUAL \\HO SIGNED lHE DOCUMENT TO \\HICH lHIS CERTIACAlE IS 
ATIACHED, AND NOT 1HE TRUlHRULNESS, ACCURACY, OR VALIDITY OF THAT DOCUMENT. 

~b~~ir"~(Agjffi'(!a bs-1<1 } 
• ON Q(.UmW 1!> : 20..11_. BEFORE M~ \J),URn MOI'j MO!lf,_, A 

NOTARY PUBLIC, PERSONAlLY APPEARED \lclAn N \IIIJ!AC, , \\HO PROVED TO ME 
• ON TIHE BASIS OF SA]SFACTORY E'<lDENCE TO BE THE PERSON~) Y>!lOSE NAJ,!E(j') IS/W SUBSCRIBED 

TO ]HE \\1TIHIN INSTRUMENT AND ACKHOI\lfOGEO TO ME THAT HE/.s>if~ EXECUTED TIHE SAME IN 
HIS/IJ!R/1>181< AUTIHORIZED CAPACITY(IB1, AND TIHAT BY HIS/J;le!/Mll< 51GNATURE(2) ON TIHE 
INSTRUMENT 1HE PERSON~, OR TIHE EN]TY UPON BEHALF OF Y>!liCH THE PERSON($) ACTED, EXECU1£0 
1HE INSTRUMENT. 

! CER11F'I' UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY UNDER THE LAWS OF THE STA1E OF CAUFORNlA lHAT lliE 
FOREGOING PARAGRAPH IS 1RUE AND CORRECT • 

\\1TNESS MY HAND AND OFRCIAL SEAU 

SIGNATURE: ~ ~ ?l1f><(.. NAME (PRJNT): 1.0,\K({\ ~ Mll&-

NOlE: SEAL IS OPTIONAL IF 1HE FOLL0\\1N~ INFORMA]ON IS COMPETED: 

NOTARY PUBLIC, STAlE OF CA COMMIS~ON NUMBER: l. '!. 01 J.! <\!> 

MY COMMISSION EXPIRES: 0 ct "!! • 1.02.5 

COUNTY OF PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS: CQI"rlf(,l C0!1-G\ 

OWNER'S ACKNOWLEDGEMENT 
A NOTARY PUBLIC OR OTHER OFFJCER COMPLETNG 1HIS CERTIACAlE,VERIAES ONLY '!HE 
IDENTITY OF 1HE INOMDUAL Y>!lO SIGNED 1HE DOCUMENT TO \\HICH 1HIS CERTIACATf IS 
ATTACHED, AND NOT lHE 1Rll1HFULNESS, ACCURACY, OR VAUDITY ~F 1HAT DOCUME!H. 

STA1£ OF CALIFORNIA } 
COUNTY OF '5'e.l i=t4fX!S<l' ) 
ON De<P:!ffi<. ':lo , 20J..L BEfORE ME, ,\!o/i [ • S:d,ltl",J ,A 

NOTARY PUBLIC, PERSONALLY APPEARED'>Ir~L~ O£,t...Tf.J , ~HO PROVED TO ME 
ON 1HE BASIS OF SA11SFACTORY EV1DENCE TO 8 1HE PERSON(S) WriOSE NAME(S) IS/ARE SUBSCRIBED 
TO THE \\11HIN INSTRUMENT AND ACKN0\1\.EDGED TO ME lHAT HE/SHE/1HEY EXECUTEll THE SAME IN 
HIS/HER/1!18R AUlHORIZED CAPACITY(IES), AND 1HAT BY HIS/HER/1!18R SIGNATURE($) ON THE· 
INSTRUMENT THE PERSON(S), OR TIHE EN]TY UPON BENALF OF \\HICH THE PERSON(S) ACTED, EXECUTED 
1HE INSTRUMENT. . 

I CERTIFY UNDER PENALlY OF PER..nJRY UNDER 1HE LAWS OF 1HE STAlE OF cAuFOR~UA 1HAT 1liE 
FOREGOINC PARAGRAPH IS. TRUE AND CORRECT. 

\\1TNESS M~ HAND AND omaAL SEAL: 

SIGNATURE: (!-• J?..k NAME (PRINT): J,..,& l. S:VSI<:!~ 
I . 

HOlE: SEAL IS OPTIONAL IF TIHE FOlL0\\1NG INFORMATION IS COMPETED: 

NOTARY PUBLIC, STAlE OF CA COMMISSION NUMBER: Z.!'/ Z.!'/ B 

MY COMMISSION EXPIRES: f"U "-'>ll"-1 9, Zo 'Z.O 

.COUNTY OF PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS: $.w F"""""SJS?o 

SURVEYOR'S STATEMENT 
TIHIS MAP WAS PREPARED BY ME OR UNDER MY DIRECTION AND IS BASED UPON A AELD 
SURVEY IN CONFORMANCE \\11H THE REQUIREMENTS OF THE SUBDI~SION MAP ACT AND 
LOCAL ORDINANCE AT 1HE REQUEST OF HPS DEVELOPMENT CO., lP IN NOVEMBER 2019, ! 
HEREBY STA1E lHAT All Of 1HE MONUMENTS ARE OF THE CHARACTER AND OCCUPY lHE 
POSITIONS INDICATED, OR TIHAT 1HEY 1\llL BE SET IN TIHOSE POSITIWS \\1TIHIN AVE YEARS 
OF 1HE ALING OF 1HIS MAP, AND 1HAT THE MONUMENTS AR~ OR 1\llL B~ SUFFJCIENT TO 
ENABLE TIHE SURVEY TO BE RETRACED, AND THAT THIS ANAL MAP SUBSTANTIALLY 
CONFORMS TO lHE CONDITIONAlLY APPROVED 1£NTATIVE MAP. 

S~l~~ ~ ~OA,;;~,:."'c...:.P,._c:._J_:_'l 
PLS. 816+ 

COUNTY RECORDER'S STATEMENT 
ALEO 1HIS ------ DAY OF -----~ 2020, 
AT ---M., IN BOOK __ ._ OF ANAL MAPS, AT PAGE -~ AT 1HE 

REQUEST OF CAL ATI.ANTIC ]JL£ COMPANY. 

BY: 
COUNTY RECORDER 
CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO 
STAlE OF CAUFORNIA 

FINALMAPNO.l0058 
HUNTERS POINT SHIPYARD, BLOCK 52 

A THREE LOT SUBDIVISION AND A 77 UNIT RESIDENTIAL CONDOMINIUM PROJECT 
BEING A MERGER ANDRE-SUBDIVISION OF LOTS 1,2,AND LOT AOF FINAL MAP 6946, 

RECORDED JN BOOK 122 OF CONDOMINIUM MAPS, AT PAGES 64-66;LOT196AS 
DESCRJBEO INDN 2013-l730018 AND DN 20lli-K377435; LOT 197 AS DESCRIBED JNDN 

20!3-J730026; THAT CERTATN "DONATION PARCEL' DESCRIBED JN DN 2020-:====' 
AND PARCELAASDESCRJBED INDN 2016-1<325767, SAN FRANC!SCO COUNTY RECORDS 

CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 

Carlson, Barbee & Gibson, Inc. 

351 FRIEDELLSTREEf 
58 KIRKWOOD AVENUE 

ClVJLENG!NEERS • SURVEYORS • PLANNERS 
li.A.N RM!ON, CAUFORN!A 

DECEMEER2Dl9 

APN 4S91C-215, 216,226, 227,228, 56D 

JOB NO. 1804-{JDS 

SHEEr 1 OF 3 
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CITY AND COIDTTY SURVEYOR'S STATEMENT 
I HEREBY STATE "THAT I HAVE EXAMINED 11115. MAP; 1HAT TiiE SUBOMS!ON AS SHOYI'N IS SUBSTAN11All.Y 
lHE SAME AS IT APPEARED ON THE TENTA11VE MAP, AND ANY APPROVW ALTERATIONS lHEREOF; lHAT 
ALL PRO'v'!SIONS OF 'THE CAUFORNIA 5UBOI\1SION ·MAP ACT AND ANY LOCAL ORDINANCES APPUCABLE AT 
1HE liME OF APPROVAL OF lHE TE~TATI'vE MAP, IF ANY, HAVE BEEN COMPUED 'M1H; AND lHAT I AM 
SA]SnED lHIS MAP IS 1ECHNICAllY CORRECT. 

BRUCE R. STORRS, CllY AND COUNTY SURVEYOR. 

:~ i-=TI MICISCO J .... .,...,..y:z. 
BRUC R:S'WRRS, 59U DA18~ 

APPROVALS 
lH!S MAP IS APPROVED lHIS ~DAY OF 

2020, BY ORDER NO. :;,_o 2 ..'::iliQ___. 

~1;?/WVV ¢..v-
~~~~:~~UC WORKS AND I1DVISORY AGENCY 
CITY AND COUNT'( OF SAN FRANCISCO 
STATE OF CAUFORNIA 

APPROVED AS TO FORM 
DENNIS J, HERRERA, CITY ATIORNEY 

DEPUTY CIT'( ATIORNEY 
CITY AND COUNTY 9F SAN FRANCISCO 

CLERK'S STATEMENT 

' )AI\1<\.!!,)Ijir 

,]a_IIIH"'1 t.} 2:D Z0 

OA1E 

I, ANGELA CAL\1LLO, ClERK OF 1HE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF lliE CllY AND COUNTY OF SAN 

FRANCISCO, STATE OF CAUFORNIA, HEREBY STATE·1HAT SAID BOARD OF SUPERVISORS BY ITS MOTION NO. 

------ADOPlED 2020, APPR0\1::0 THIS MAP ENTI1l.ED •FlNAL 

MAP ~0. 1005B• AND ACCEPlED ON BEHALF OF lHE PU8UC, SUBJECT TO C0MPL£110N AND ACCEPTANCE, 

THE OFFER OF OEO!CAUON Of lliE IMPROVEMENTS IDENllFJED IN lHE OWNER'S STAlEMENT. 

PURSUANT TO SECllON 65434(g) OF 1HE SUBDl'viSION MAP ACT, THE FOliO'MNG EASEMENTS AND RIGHTS 
OF WAY ARE HEREBY ABANDONED: AlL OF THAT CERTAIN EMERGENCY VEHICLE ACCESS EASEI.!ENT (EVA£) 
AND PU8UC SERVICE EASEMENT (FSE) PER ANAL MAP NO. 6946, RECORDED OCTOBER 15, 2013, IN BOOK 
122 OF CONDOMINIUM MAPS. PAGE 64, LYING YtilHlN 1HE BOUNDS OF lHIS ?lJBDl\IISION. 

IN TESllMONY 'M'iEREOF I HAVE HEREUNTO SUBSCRIBED MY HAND AND CAUSED THE SEAL OF 1H!S OFFICE 
TO BE AmXEO. • 

CLERK OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO 
STAlE OF CAUFORNIA 

DAlE 

GENERAL SUBDMSION NOTES FOR 
CONDOMINIUM LOTS 

'A) lHIS MAP IS THE SURVEY MAP PORTION OF A CONDOMINIUM PLAN AS DESCRIBED IN C'.AUFORNIA 
C!'v1l CODE SECTIONS 4120 AND 4-285. lH!S CONDOMINIUM PROJECT JS UMllED TO A MAXIMO',( NUMBER OF 
77 DI'<EWNC UNITS. 

B) ALL INGRESS (ES), EGRESS (ES), PAlH(S) OF lRA\8., nRE/EMERGENCY EXIT(S) AND D.1]NC 
COMPONENTS, EXIT PATHWAY(S) ANO PASSAGEWAY(S), STAIRWAY(S), CORRIDOR(s), ELEVATOR(S). AND 
COMMON USE ACCESSIBLE FEA1URE(S) AND FAClU11ES SUCH AS RESTROOMS lHAT TilE BUILDING CODE 
REQUIRES FOR COMMON USE SHALL BE HELD IN COMMON ~ND!VlDED INTEREST. 

c) UNLESS SPEC! FlED OTHERWISE IN 1HE GOVERNING· DOCUMENTS OF A CONDOMINIUM HO~IEOWI':IERS' 
ASSOCIATION, !NCWD!NG ITS CONDITIONS, COVENANTS, AND RES1RICTIOHS, lHE HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION 
SHALL BE RESPONS!Bl£, IN PERPE1UI1Y, FOR THE MA1N1ENANC~ REPAIR, AND REPLACEMEN1 OF: 

· (I) ALL GENERAL USE COMMON AREA JMPROVCMENTS; AND 
(li) ALL FRONTING SIDEWALKS, ALL PERMITTED OR UNPERMITIEO PRIVATE ENCROACHMENTS AND 

PRIVATELY MAINTAINED S1REET 1REES FRON1JNG 1HE PROPERTf, AND ANY OTHER OBUGAllON 
IMPOSED ON PROPERTY OWNERS FRONllNG A PUBUC RIGHT-OF-WAY' PURSUANT TO 1HE 
PUBUC. WORKS CODE OR OTIIER APPUCABLE MUNICIPAL CODES 

0) IN THE rn:NT THE AREAS IOEN]RED IN (c)(ll) ARE NOT PROPERLY MAlNTAlNED, REPAIRED, AND 
REPLACED ACCORDING TO nlE CITY REQUIREMENTS, EACH HOMEOWNER SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE TO THE 
EX1ENT OF HIS/HER PROPOR]ONA1E OBUCA]ON TO THE HOMEOWNERS' ASSOCIA]ON fOR ]1E 
MAINlfNANCE, REPAIR, AND REPLACEMENT OF THOSE AROAS. FAILURE TO UNDERTAKE SUCH MAINlfNANC~ 
REPAIR, AND REPLACEMENT MAY RESULT IN aTY ENFORCEMENT ANO ABA1EMENT AC]ONS AOAINST lHE 
HOMEO'M'IERS' ASSOCIA110N. 

E) · APPROVAL OF THIS MAP SHAlL NOT BE DEEMED APPROVAL OF THE OE~GN, LOCAm~. SIZ~ 
DENSITY OR USE OF ANY S1RUC1URE(S) OR ANCILLARY AREAS OF THE PROPERTY ASSOCIA1i::O 'M1H 
STRUCTURES, f.IEW OR EXIS11NG, Vtri!CH HA'v'E NOT BEEN RE'v1EWEO OR APPROVEO BY APPROPRIAlE CITY 
AGENCIES NOR SHAlL SUCH APPROVAL CONST1U1E A WAIVER OF THE SUBDI~OERS OBUCA'lON TO ABAlE 
ANY OUTSTANDING MUNICIPAL CODE 'viOLAllONS. ANY SlRUC1URES CONSlRUClED SUBSEQUEHT TO 
APPROVAL OF THIS FJNAL MAP SHAll COMPLY 'M1}I AU. RELEVANT MUNICIPAL CODES, INCLUDING BUT NOT 
UMITED TO lHE PLANNING, HOUSING AND BUilDit-IG CODES, IN EFFECT AT lHE 1\ME OF NiY APPUCA1\0N 
FOR REQUIRED PERMITS. • 

. F) IF APPUCABLE, BAY 'MNOOWS, BALCONIES, FIRE ESCAPES AND OlHER ENCROACHMENT3 (IF ANY 
SH0\1/N HEREON, 1HAT EXIST, OR 1HAT MAY BE CONS1RUCTED) ONTO OR OVER AVOCET WA\ COLEMAN 
5TREET, FRIEDEll STREIT, JERROLD AVENUE, AND KIRKWOOD AVENUE ARE PERMITTED lHROVGH AND ARE 
SUBJECT TO lHE RESTRICTIONS SET FORlH IN lHE BUILDING CODE AND PLANNING CODE Of' lHE CITY AND 
COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO. nliS MAP ODES NOT CONVEY ANY OWNERSHIP !NlEREST IN SU•:H 
ENCROACHMENT AREAS TO lHE CONDOMINIUM UNIT Ov.NER(S). 

G) SIGNIFICANT ENCROACHMENTS, TO 1J-IE EXTENT lHEY WERE \1SIBlE AND OBSERVED, AP.E NOTED 
HEREON. HOWEVER, IT IS ACKNO'M.EDGED THAT 01HER ENCROACHMENTS FROM/ONTO ADJOINiNG 
PROPERTIES MAY EXIST OR BE CONS1RUCTED. IT SHAU. BE THE RESPONSlBIUTY SOLELY OF TilE PROPERTY 
OWNERS INVOLVED TO RESOLVE ANY ISSUES 1HAT MAY ARISE FROM ANY ENCROACHMENTS i'tHETHER 
DEPICTED' HEREON OR NOT, THIS MAP DOES NOT PURPORT TO CONV£Y ANY 0\'MERSHIP INTEREST IN AN 
ENCROACHMENT AREA TO ANY PROPERTY O'M'IER. 

NOTES 
1. SUBJECT TO TilE TERMS AND CONDJ1JONS OF THAT CERTAIN. PUBUC IMPROV!MENT AGREEMENT DATED 

JULY 21, 2009, EXECUTED BY THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO AND HPS OE1/ELOPMENT CO, 
LP., AMENDED OCTOBER 14, 2011, AND ANY AMENDMENTS lHERETO. 

2. SUBJECT TO THE TERMS AND CONOI]ONS Of PUBUC WORKS STRffi IMPROVEMENT PERMIT jOBIE 0624. 

3. SUBJECT TO 1HE lt:RMS AND COND!110HS OF THE MASlER CC&R'S PER ON. 2009-1815·108, AMENDED BY 
ON. 201.{-J915859,· AND ANY -FUTURE AMENDMENTS 1HERETO. 

4. AOD!110NAL·RES1RIC110NS AND RIGHTS ARE DEFINED IN A DOCUMENT EN11Tl£D •oESJGN FOR 
DEVELOPMENT ADOPTED BY lHE SAN FRANCISCO REDEVUOPMENT AGENCY COMMISSION ON SEPTEMBER 
30, 1997 BY RESOLU110N NO. 1997-193, AND ~MENDED ON JANUARY 18, 2005 BY RESOLUllON NO. 
7-20D5 AND ANY SUBSEQUENT AMENDMENTS THEREOF. "DESIGN FOR DEVELOPMENr MEANS THAT 
CERTAIN HUNTERS POINT SHIPYARD PHASE 1 DESIGN FOR 0£\fl.OPMENT ORIGINALLY ADOPlED BY THE 
AGENCY COMMISSION ON SEPTEMBER 30, 1997 BY RESOLUTION NO. 193-1997, AMENDID BY lHE AGENCY 
COMMISSION ON JANUARY 18, 2005 BY RESOLU1\0N NO. 7-2005, FUR1HER AMENDED BY THE AGENCY 
COMMISSION ON JJNE 3, 2010 BY RESOLU110N NO. 68-2010, FUR1HER AMENDED BY 1HE AGENCY 
COMMISSION ON JUNE 13, 2013 BY RESOLUTION NO. 18904, AND AS MAY BE FURTIIER AMENDED OR 
SUPPl£MENlED FROM ]ME TO ]ME. 

5. SUBJECT TO 1HE TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF 1HE OOA RECORDED AS ON. 2005-H932130, MOO!F!ED BY 
ON. 2005-H932191, MOO!FlED BY lHE FOliO'MNG DOCUMENTS: ON. 2005-! 275571, ON. '2.00!H 738449, 
ON. 2009-! 738450, ON. 2009-1 879123, AND ANY. SUBSEQUENT AMENDMENTS TifERET:l. 

' 7, SUBJECT TO lHE 1ERMS AND CONDI]ONS OF THE VERTICAl DOA RECORDED AS ON, 2015-K057603. 

TAX STATEMENT 
I, ANGELA CAL'IlliO, CLERK OF lliE BOARD OF SUPERVlSORS OF THE CITY AND COUN'TY OF 
SAN FRANCISCO, STA1E OF CAUFORNIA, DO HEREBY STATE THAT 1HE SUBDIViDER HAS FllED A 
STA'IEMENT FROM THE TREASURER AND TAX COLLECTOR Of THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN 
FRANCISCO, SHO'MNG 1HAT ACCORDING TO 1HE RECORDS OF HIS OR HER OFFICE THERE ARE 
NO UENS AGAINST THIS S\JBOI~SION OR ANY PART THEREOF FOR UNPAlD STAlE, COUNTY, 
MUNIC!PAL OR LOCAL TAXES, 0~ SPECIAL ASSESSMEN15 COllECTED AS TAXES. 

DAlEO lHIS DAY OF 2020. 

CLERK OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO 
STAlE·OF CAUFORNIA 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS APPROVAL 
ON 2020, lHE BOARD OF SUPERViSOR'S OF lHE CITY AND 

COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO, STATE OF CAUFORNIA APPROVED AND PASSED M01\0N NO. 

---.,..----~ A COPY OF WHICH IS ON nLE IN THE omcE OF THE BOARD 
OF SUPER~SORS IN nl£ NO. . 

SOILS REPORT 
A SOILS REPORT ON 'fH1s PROPERTY PREPARED BY ENGEO !NCORPORA1EO, DATED OCTOBER 
22, 2004, PROJECT NO. 553B.OO!.OI, HAS BEEN nl£D ATTHE OmCE,OF THE ~TY ENQNEER. 

FINALMAPNO.l0058 
HUNTERS POINT SHIPYARD, BLOCK 52 

A TilREE LOT SUBDIVISION AND A 11 UNIT RESIDENTIAL CONDOMJNIUM PROJECT 
BEING A MERGER AND RE-SUBDMSION OF LOTS I, 2, AND LOT A OF FINAL MAl' 6946, 

RECORDED IN BOOK I22 OF CONDOMJNIUM MAl'S, AT PAGES 64·66; LOT I96 AS 
DESCRIBED IN DN 201J.J730018 AND DN 2016·1317435; LOT I91 AS DESCRIBED IN DN 

20IJ-J730026; THAT CERTAIN "DONATION PARCEL'' DESCRIBED INDN 20~0··=;;;-,;==.C 
AND PARCEL A AS DESCRIBED IN DN 2D16·K325167, SAN FRANCISCO COUNTY RECORDS 

CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO, CAIJFORN!A 

Carlson, Barbee & Gibson, Inc. 

1

351 FRIED ELL STREET 
_ SB KIRKWOOD AVENUE 

CML ENGINEERS • SURVEYORS • PLANNERS 
SAN RAMON, CAUFORNIA 

DECEMBER2019 

APN 4591C-215, 216, 226,227, 228, 560 

JOB NO. 1804-005 
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BASIS OF BEARiNGS 
lriE ·BASIS OF BEAA!NGS FOR llUS SURV2( IS BETVrffN FOUND MONUMENTS IN JERROLD 
AVENUE, THE BEARING B8NG N5316'32"W PER RNAL MAP NO. 4231 (CC SUR'£'1 MAPS 165), 
DISTANCES SH0\111 HEREON ARE GROUND DISTANCES IN U.S. SURVEY FEET. 

LEGEND 

(M-M) . 
(CL-CL) 
. ., 

0 

% 

APN 

ON 

11J,MIO 

(I) 

RNAL MAP. BOUNDARY UNE 
PROPOSED LOT UNE 

EXISTING PROPERlY UN£ 

]E UNE 

MONUMENT UNE 

HISTORIC LOT UNE 

MONUMENT TO MONUMENT 

CEiHERUNE TO CENTERUNE 

FCUNO BRASS DISK IN MONUMENT \\'ill, RCE 14786 
PER (1), OR AS NOTED 

SEf t" BRASS DISK IN CONCRETE, OFFSET 4'(TYP), 
lS 816+ 

t" BRASS DISK IN CONCRETE PER (1), SEARCHED 
fOR NOT FOUND, SET t• BRASS DISK, LS 8164 

AssEssoR'S PARCEL NUMBER 
DOCUMENT NUMBER 
MONUMENT IDENllFICAllON NUMBER PER CCSF 
DATABASE 
REFERENCE NUMBER 

NOTES 
t. 

2. 
l. 

ASSESSOR PARCEL NUMBERS SH0\111 HEREON ARE FOR INFORMA]ONAL USE ONLY AND SHOULD 
NOT BE REUED UPON FOR ANY OTHER PURPOS~ 
THE LANDS. WllH!N 11-lE BOUNOS OF THIS MAP ARE NOT SUBJECT TO lHE PUBUC 1RUST. 
111E FIELD SURVEY FOR lHIS MAP WAS COMFL£1ED IN MARCH 2019. All PHYSICAL DETAilS INC1.UDING 
CITY AND PRIVATE MOHUhiEHTAllON .SHOV!N HEREON EXISTEO. 1-S OF lHE FJElD .SUR'vtY COMPLETION 
DAlE, UNlESS OTHERIItSE NOTED. 

1 
""'",<$? . I ..J ~-~ I 6'- ~a.¢> I I ~~4' 11 "'.,~"· -4~..,_ 

C:l" q.'c; v \(-''' -~ ~G /~ 
""'" I I f."' I I "'(J w~ ''*'" 

1 f. l' 1 a" 
'I I I I I I ?Q;4

' ;/"'•' 

· I I 1. I ~',, / 
116.52' 25.00' 77.94' ~cb': .. ,/ 

I []]% N5316'32"W 219.46' o'-.4' o--.._ 4, /.OJ 

l 172(1) g rn m _, f.:vr~ 

I 
I 

\

4. 

s. 

'· 
7. 

a 

9. 

lHE 5' EASEMENT AREAS, AND 10.1' RESlRlCTlOH AREAS PER ON 20I3-J776707 'hfRE 1ERM!NATED PER 

~~c: ~~~~~~S~~~~~t' RESlRICTION AREAS PER o~S:oft.m=,=70~B"'Il£R=E =1ER"'U"IN""AlED PER 
HOllCE OF lER!.!lHAliON RECORDED PER ON. . 
1HE 5' EASEMENT AREAS, AND 10.1' RESlR!CllON AREAS PER ON 20!3-J777J5B \i£RE lERMJNAlEO PER 

~B~~g ~~~~~~~~~R~~"f~~EGRESS ON, OVER AND ACRO~ERLgr··A~.'o"'RA"'HlEO=I"N '-Acco=R""AH'c< 
~ Jj_E TERMS OF 1HE OECLARA110N Of ACCESS RES1RICTIONS RECORDED ------

APNS ~591C-215, 216, 226, 22.7, 22!1, 560, 670 AND 671 ARE RETIRFD AT lHE 11ME Cf 1HE FlUNG 
OF THIS MAP. 
IN COMPUANCE I'IITH SECTION VIti OF 1HE Clrt'S SUBOMSION REGULA liONS, lHE PARca DESCRIBED JN 
REfERENCE {10) !S SHDii'M HEREON FOR THE PURPOSE OF MEMOR!AUZIHG 1HE BOUNDARIES ANO OF 
PROVIDING E'ADENCE OF THE PH'r.i!CAL lOCA1\0N OF 1HE MAP-ACT EXEMPT 1RANSACTIDH RECORDED 
PRIOR TO lHIS MAP, AND SAID PARCa IS HEREBY MERGElf'MlH lOT 197 (5){7) TO RESULT 1N LOT 1 

_L .,_\\~~-:!1'1-

- __ Zo' --<i>----:- _ _ _ _!15316'32"W ~-~W-et.) 229.~'(~M_) ____ • ~,Sf,Jfff'.._.,o. 
[[] . KIRKWOOD AVENUE III MID LIST QJ MID 29574 

[[] MID 29575 

REFERENCES 
llil.. llOOli!EI:!I.IJ 

(t) 

(2) 

(J) 

(4) 

(S) 

ANAL MAP NO. 4231 

CER]ACATE OF CORRECTION 

ANAL MAP NO. 6946 

CER11FlCA1E Of COMPUANCE {FOR LOT 196 LOT UHE AOJSn.tENT) 

QUITCLAIM DEED (PURSUANT TO LOT 196 LOT UNE ~D~STh!ENT) 

(') • CERTIACA1E OF COMPUANCE (FOR LOT \97 LOT UNE AOJUSTh!ENT) 

(7) QUITClAIM DEED (PURSUANT TO LOT 197 LOT. UNE AOJUSTh!ENT) 

(B) CER~RCATE OF COMPUANCE (FOR PARCEL A LOT UNE AOJUSTh!ENl) 

(9) QUITCLAIM DEED (PURSUAHT TO PARCEL A LOT UNE ADJUSJMENT) 

(10) DEED (DONA]ON PARCEL) 

60' 'MD( 

~ RECPBD!NG DAJE 
il£lllllillJQii 
CC SUR'v£Y MAPS 165 AUGUST ~2, 2009 

ON 2011-J324068 DECEMBER 23, 2011 

122 CONDO MAPS 64 OCTOBER 15, 2013 

ON 2013-J71B77B AUGUST 5, 2013 

DN 2013-J730018 AUGUST 15, 2013, RE-RECORDED 
ON 2015-K37743S DECEMBER 20, 20\6 

ON 2013-J727694 AUGUST 5, 2013 

ON 2013-J730025 AUGUST 15, 2013 

ON 2016-K236549 APRIL 25, 2016 

DN 2016-K325767 SEPTEMBER 7, 2016 

ON 2020---.- 2020 

w MID 2955-!- III MID 29575 
[]] MID 29565 [[] MID 29577 
!]] MID 29557 []] MID 29578· 
[]] bUD 29568 []] MID 34125 
m MID 29569 [!] MID 34126 

OJ MID 29570 @] MID 34127 
I]] MID 2957\ [[] MID 34\28 
[]] MID 29572 

m MID 29573 

LOT NO. !UNIT NO, !PROPOSED ASSESSOR PARCEL NUMBER 
2 I t-77 I4591C LOlS 675-751 

SHD\\t! HEREOf{. · · 

FINALMAPNO.l0058 
HUNTERS POINT SHIPYARD, BLOCK 52 

ATHREELOTSUJ3DMS!ONANDA77UNITRES!DENT!ALCONDOM!N!UMPROffiCI . 
BEING A MERGER AND RE-SUllDMS!ON OF LOTS 1, 2, AND LOT A OF FINAL MAl' 6946, 

RECORDED IN BOOK 122 OF CONDOM!N!UM MAl'S, AHAGES 64-66; LOT 196 AB 
DESCRIBED INDN2013-17l0018 AND DN2016-K377435; LOT 197 AS DESCRIBED IN DN 

2013-l130026; THAT CERTAIN "DONATION PARCEL" DESCRIBED INDN2020- ; 
ANDPARCELAASDESCRIBEDINDN 2016-K325767,SAN FRANCISCO COUNTY RECORDS 

CITY AND COUNIT OF SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 

Carlson, Barbee· & Gibson, Inc. 
CMLENG!NEERS • SURVEYORS • PLANNERS 

SAN RAMON, CAUFORNIA 

SCALE: 1"=30' DECEMBER2019 
30' 0' 15' 30' 60' 120' 
'.'w .~ ~-~ r 1' 1111---- I 

1351 FRIEDELL STREET 
!sa KIRKWOOD AVENUE 

GRAPHIC SCALE JOB N0.1804-<JOS 
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