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FILE NO. 200019 - | MOTION NO.

' [Final Map 10058 - Hunters Point Shipyard Block 52]

Motion approving' Final Map 10058, Block 52 of Hunters Point Shipyard Phase 1, a three
lot subdivision of Assessor’s Parcel Block No. 4591C; Lot Nos. 215, 216, 226, 227, and
560 comprised of Lot 1 Lot 2; and Lot A; and adopting findings pursuant to the
General Plan, and the elght prlorrty pollcres of Planning Code, Section 101.1.

WHEREAS, The San Francisco Board of Supervlsors (“Board”) acknowledges the
findings made by the City Planning Department,'by its letter dated October 17,-2019, that the
proposed subdivision is oonsistent with the applicable provisions of t.he Planning -Code,)the
objectlves and policies of the 'Ge'n,eral Plan, and the eight prlorlty policies of Planning Code
Section 101.1; and ' | |

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

| Supervisors in'File No. 200019 and inoorporated herein 'by referenoe' and

WHEREAS, The Board aoknowledges the flndlngs made by the Successor Agency to

| the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco (“Sucoessor Agency”) by
| its letter dated September 3, 2019, that Final Map No. 10058 is consistent with the Hunters -

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

and
WHEREAS, The. Redevelopment Plan findings .are on file with the Clerk of the Board of
Superwsors in File No. 200019 and incorporated herein by reference; and .

WHEREAS, The Board finds that the proposed subdivision is conSIstent with

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

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

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

Public Works L :
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WHEREAS, The property owner has submltted an offer of publlo 1mprovements to the
City and the Drrector Public Works in the abovementioned order recommended to the Board
that it accept such offer on behalf of the pubilic, subject to completion and acceptance; and

WHEREAS The offer of lmprovements is on file with the Clerk of the Board of
Supervrsors in File No. 200019 and incorporated herein by referenoe now, therefore be it

'MOVED', That the certain map for Blook 52 entitled “FINAL MAP NO. 10058”, a three

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

226, 227, and 560, comprised of Lot 1, Lot 2, and Lot A, ’oorjnprising three sheets, is hereby
approved and said map is adopted as an Official Final Map No. 10058; and, be it |
FURTHER MOVED, That the Board's approval of this map also is conditioned upon

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

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

FURTHER MOVED, That the Board aCCepts on behalf of the public, subject to -
completion and acceptance, the offer of public improvements; and, beit

FURTHER MOVED, That the Boardthereby authorizes the Director of the Department
of Public. Works to enter.all necessary recording information on anal Map No. 10058 and
authorizes the Clerk of the Board of.Supervieor'e to execute the Clerk's Statement as set forth

herein.

Public Works _ '
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RECOMMENDED;

DESCRI PTION APPROVED:

%ﬂ/% P /‘/’*M /(%/7@/

Dawson Acting

Director of Public Works

Public Works
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

- Bruce R. Storrs, PLS

- City and County Surveyor
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AN FRANUbLO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

1650 Mission St,
‘ ’ . ) C Suite 400 -
October 17, 2019 - : : : - - : San Francisco, .
CA 84103-2479
Subdivision and Mapping : ‘ _ ' A Reception:
: o . ’ 415.558.6378
Bureau of Street Use and Mapping ) ) ) : .
San Francisco Public Works _ : . ' Fax:
1155 Market Street . 415.558. 6409
San Francisco, CA 94103 ' * Planning
. Information:
~ Record Number:  2019-015249LLA (DPW Project ID#10058) ' : 415.558.6377

Project Address: ~ Hunters Point Shipyard Redevelopment Plan Area
: Phase 1, Block 52

58 Kirkwood Ave (4591C/215) ‘0 Avocet Way (4591C/227)

11 Jerrold Ave (4591C/216) 0 Avocet Way (4591C/560)

301-399 Avocet Way (4591C/228) ‘

BACKGROUND , ’ : '
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 Resolution 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 Franasco approved the
first phase of redevelopment through a Disposition and Development Agreement for a portion of the
Project Area with subsequent amendments thereafter ’ ‘

ACTION
The Planning Department approves the proposed Tenta’ave 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 Planning Code Section 101.1(b), and to be consistent with the Plan as defined in the Development
Agreement. ' ‘ . A ‘ '
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‘ . Record No. 2019-015249LLA
October 17, 2019 o Hunters Point Shipyard Redevelopment Plan Area

7
(

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 would require major revisions to the FEIR due to the involvement of any
new significant environmental effects or a substantial. increase in the 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 réasonable diligence at the time the FEIR was certified as complete shows that
the project will have any new significant effects not analyzed in the FEIR, or a substantial 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 determine, pursuant to Subdivision Map Act, Gov't
Code §.66474(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 facilitate the development of housing and prov1de
-for future natural heating-or cooling opportumhes to the extent feasible. '

The San Francnsco Planning Department makes the fmdmgs below pursuant to Subdivision Map Act Gov't
Code § 66474(a)-(g):

(a) That the proposed map is not consmtent with apphcable general and specific plans as specified in
Section 65451. : : : :

The Tentative Subdivisién 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 Motzon No.
16902. :

(b) That the design or improvement of the proposed subd1v1s1on is not cons1stent with applicable
_ general and specific plans.

The Tentative Subdivision Map, together with the provisiohs Sor 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 sui;table 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 required mitigation measures
 identified in the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program will be applied to the Project.

SAN FRANGISCO . . . - ' 2
PLANNING DEPARTMENT : .
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Record No. 2019-015249LLA

October 17, 2019 ' ' A - Hunters Point Shipyard Redevelopment Plan Area

(d)

o)

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

®

(8

That the site is not physically suitable for the proposed density of development.
The site is physically suitable for the density of development which proposes up to 1,600 residential
units and 80,000 gross square feet of commercial uses. The subject Tentative map proposes

constyuction of 77 residential units.

That the design of the subdivision or the proposed improvemehts are likely to cause substantial

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 their habitat. Allfeasible and applicable mitigation measures identified in the MMRP will be -
applied to the Tentative Subdivision Map. ‘

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 improvementsAare likely to cause serious public
health problems. Issues of public health, including, for example, geotechnical and soils Stability,
hazards and hazardous materlals and air quality impacts, were evaluated in the FEIR. All feasible

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

Subdzvzszon Map.

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 easemerits 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, property within the proposed

subdivision. No such public easements for use 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
PLANMNING DEPARTMENT -
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] » Record No. 2019-0152491LLA
October 17, 2019 R - 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 assoc1ated development complies with said crlterla 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 servme needs of its
residents and available fiscal and environmental resources.

The Tentative Subdivision Map is associaz‘ed 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 neighborhood 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 opportunities generated. The design of the

proposed subdivision will complement the existing neighborhood character and the a’evelopment

ek £,

of housing will not adversely u’ﬂpuu the City’s fiscal 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 passwe or natural heating or coolmg opportunities 1n the
subdmsmn

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 4
PLANNING DEPARTMENT .
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COMMUNITY INVESTHMENT
and IMNFRASTRUCTURE

London N. Breed
MAYOR

Nadia Seséy
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

Migue! Bustos
CHAIR

Mara Rosales

Bivett Brackett

Dr. Carolyn Ransom-Scott
COMMISSIONERS

One S. Van Ness Ave.

5th Fioor -
San Franclsco, CA

415 748 2400

www.sfocii.org

450-2332019-206

September 3, 2019

‘Bruce Storrs

Department of Public Works

Office of the City and County Surveyor
11565 Market Street, 3rd Floor

San Francisco, CA 94103

Re: Tentative Map 10058: Redevelopment Plan Consistency

Hunters Pomt Shlpyard Phase 1, Block 52

comcomda

Mr. Storrs: -

| write on behalf of the Office of Community [nvestment and Infrastructure ("OCHl"), 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 compliénce with Section 1634(a) of the Candlestick Point/Hunters Point Shipyard Subdivision

Code ("Subdivision Code"), OCH has reviewed the pending Tentative Map (including
improvements incorporated therein) and by this letter OCII 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; | have attached for your convenience OCIP's most recent findings of consistency with
the California Environmental Quality Act ("CEQA”) concerning Block 52 (Commission Resolution

. No. 16-2019, adopted July 16, 2019), together with OCIl's most recent action certifying the

compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act for the Redevelopment Plan _
(Resolution 11-2018, adopted April 17, 2018), which includes CEQA Findings and the Mitigation
Monitoring and Reporting Program apphcable to the proposed Tentative Map approval The -
CEQA Findings remain adequate, accurate and objective, and OCll'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, OCll is aware of no new information of substantial impoftance to the environmental
analysis described in the GEQA 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 environmental analysns will substantlally reduce one or more S|gmﬁcant effects
on the environment.

Please do not hesitate to contact me at (4’[ 5) 749-2588 should you have any questlons
concerning the above.

Nadia Sesay
Executive Director

* Attachments;  Tentative Map10058
Commission Resolution No 16-2019
Commission Resolution No. 11-2018
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COMMISSION ON COMMUNITY INVESTMENT AND INFRASTRUCTURE

RESOLUTION NO. 16-2019
Adopted July 16, 2019

CONDITIONALLY APPROVING THE REVISED SCHEMATIC DESIGN SUBMITTAL
FOR BLOCK 52 (LENNAR) IN HUNTERS POINT SHIPYARD PHASE 1, WHICH
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 SHIPYARD PHASE 1 REUSE
JFINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT, A PROGRAM EIR; AND, ADOPTING
ENVIRONMENTAL FINDINGS PURSUANT TO THE CALIFORNIA
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT; HUNTERS POINT SHIPYARD

WHEREAS

WHEREAS,

: WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

- REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT AREA

In furtherance of the objectives of the California Community Redevelopment Law
(Health and Safety' Code, section 33000 et seq. the “CRL”), the Redevelopment
Agency of the City and County of San Francisco.(the “Formet Agency”) undertook
programs for the redevelopment of bhﬂh’mﬂ areas in the City and County of San

Francisco (“City™), including within the Hunters Pomt Shipyard (“HPS™)
Redevelopment PI‘OJ ect Area; and,

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

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 under 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 Tnvestment and

Infrastructure, or “OCII”) is responsible for implementing the HPS Redevelopment -

_ Project and fulfilling the enforceable obligations under the Hunters Point Shipyard . -

Phase 1 Disposition and Development Agreement between the Former Agency and
HPS Development Co, LP (the “Master Developer™) (dated Dec 2, 2003, and as
currently amended by the First through Seventh Amendments thereto, the “Phase 1
DDA"); and,

. Together with the HPS Phase 1 Design for Devélopment asmost recently amended

by the Commission by Resolution 33-2013 on- July 2, 2013 (“Design for
Development”), the Phase 1 DDA and its attachments, including the Design
Review and Document Approval Procedure (“DRDAP”), Affordable Housing
Program; Transportation Management Plan, Infrastructure Plan, Community
Ownership, Financing and Benefits Policies and Procedures, Design for
Development Documents, and other documents (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

_ WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS

WHEREAS,

On December 14, 2012, the California State Department of Finance issued a Fmal
and Conclusive Determination under California Health and Safety Code § 34177.5,
that the Phase 1 DDA is an enforceable obligation that survived the dlssolu’aon of
the Former Agency; and,

The Phase 1 DDA . requires the Developer to undertake development of
infrastructure in HPS Phase 1 to support 1,428 residential units and 26 acres of open
space and parks, and to deliver “finished ots” (i.e., subdivided land improved with
streets, sidewalks, parks, open space and ut111t1es) 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 6f Area Median
Income (“AMI”); and, _

The Phase 1 DDA establishes the Master Developer’s rights fo develop vertical
projects either for itself, with affiliates, or to convey finished lots to other
developers for construction within the patameters of the HPS Redevelopment Plan,

~ Design fot 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
requireriient for affordable housing within Phase 1 of the HPS 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 Schema’uc Design approval on

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

 WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

October 21, 2014 by Resolution No. 87-2014 and,

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 replaee, in its entirety, the previous
schematic design approval. The project desctibed 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, - :

The Inclusionary Units in the Project account for 11.6% of the total Residential

Units in the Project (nine of 77 total units), and are affordable to households earning -
80% AMLI,; and,

The DRDAP outlines the necessary documents, schedule, and procedures for the
review and approval of design submittals. Under the DRDAP, a series of
increasingly detailed design documents are requitred in the design process, which
are: 1) Schematic Design, 2) Design Development, and 3) Construction Documents.
The DRDAP requites the Schematic Design submittal to be presented to the
Commission for review and approval; and, .

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 Parcel”), will be merged with
the adjacent Agency Affordable Parcel, allowing additional affordable housing to
be built on that parcel; and,

o
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WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

 WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

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 con31dcrat1on of this Schematic Des1gn
subm1ssmn and,

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

In accordance with the DRDAP, OCI staff has determined that the' Schematic -
Design submission, subject to 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
Developmient, Phase 1 DDA (including the Project Documents); and,

Master Developer presented the Schematic Design to the Mayor’s Hunters Point

Shipyard Citizens Advisory Committee (“CAC”) Housing Sub-Comunittee on April
118, 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,

The Former Agency Commission and the San Francisco Planning Commission
'(“Planmng 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 CEQA 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 BIR wag made available to the public during prior Commission meetings.
Additionally, the Former Agency Commission and the 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
(oollectlvely, “Phase 2 CEQA Findings”), and subsequently issued three addenda,

in 2014, 2016 and 2018, respectively, to address project changes (collectwely, the
Phase 2 FEIR and Phase 2 CEQA. Findings as updated by the three addenda 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 prev1ously identified in the Phase 1 EIR; and,

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

Copies of the Phase 1 BIR, the Phase 2 EIR, and suppotting documentation, are on
file 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, there have been no substantial project
changes and no substantial changes in project circumstances that would require
major tevisions to the Phase 1 FIR 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 information of substantial importance that
would change the conclusions set forth in the Phase 1 EIR, as confirmed by the .
analyms provided in the Phase 2 BIR; and, be it further

RESOLVED That the Commlssion has reviewed the Schematic Design submission and the OCH
staff recommendation and related materials (mcorporated herein by this reference)
and finds that the Schematic Design submission is complete pursuant to the
DRDAP, and subject to satisfaction of the conditions below, is consistent with the
HPS Redevelopment Plan, the Design for Devalopment and the Phase 1 DDA; and,
be it further

RESOLVED, That the Commission authorizes the Executive Director to accept the conveyance

. of the Merger Parcel, conditionally made by the Master Developer as part of this

Schematic Design approval, as consistent with the goals and ObJ ectives 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 is on file with the Secretary of the Commission,
subject to the remaining design issues 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:’

1. Materials and Colors. Continue to develop and refine the building materials palette, - -
including the wall systems, glazing, screening and other materials, it coordination with
OCII staff, Materials palette must demonstrate durability, 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 context,
history, and culture. Sustainable and recycled materials are highly encouraged.

2. Architectural Mock-Up Scope, Prior to Construction Document submittal and in advance
of building materials purchasing, provide scope and plans for design mock-up, including
primary building materials, color palette, wall systerns, glazing and detail installation. OCIl
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 obsérvations and pnor to materials purchases and shipping.

3. Landscape Plans. Provide detailed landscape plans, 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 wall areas along Avocet Way and J errold

* Avenue, subject to further review and approval by OCIL

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

4
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10.

11,

12.

13.

. Rooftop Solar Photovoltaic System. Proj ect shall retain a rooftop photovoltauc system as

indicated in the Schematic Design proposal.’

Roof Drainage. Consider internal toof dramage to eliminate unattractive external gutters
plpes and downspouts External gutters, pipes and downspouts shall be subject to further
review by OCIL -

Utility Room and Parking Screening. Refine 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 design features .such as h1gh~quahty materials, texture, artistic expressmn and

transparency.

Mechanical Equipment. All mechanioal 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 additiorial meters or mechanical equipment -
shall be located within setback zones or along Avocet Way, unless requited by a utility
provider. In such case, utility prov1der requirements must be documented and proposed
mechanical locations and screening will be subject to further OCII review and approval *

Ground-Floor Glazing: Aside from potential opaque glazing necessary to screen .
mechanical and parking uses, clear, untinted low-reflectivity glass shall be used at and near
the street level to allow maximum visual interaction 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 ’{he HPS1 D4D, '

Fagade Transparency: ‘Retain the approved percentage of glazed surface fagade area on
all building elevations, as shown in the Schematic Design submittal.

Lighting Plan. Provide a detailed building lighting plan. Lighting should be subtle and
reinforce the overall fagade design. :

Graffiti Treatment. Submit materials specifications 1dent1fymg how each matenal type
will be protected from or replaced in the case of graffiti—especially those materials located
on ground-floor facades.

Roofscape

a. Roof design should utilize non-reﬂectwe low intensity colors.

b. Further develop any rooftop mechanical equipment screening. Rooftop mechanioal

4.

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. ovetall buﬂdmg color and

material palette.

Signage. All building signage shall be subject to ﬁn‘ther OCII staff review and approval
The Sponsors shall submit a 31gnage plan pnor to. or concurrent with the Des1gn
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. Noise. Priorto the start of construction, the Developet and its genetal cohtractor shall
mieet with OCII staff to discuss noise regulations and hours of construction operation
to. ensure that they understanid the existing regulations and do not work outside the
allowed hours of operations, Duting construcfion, the Developer shall designate a
single paint of contactta address all construction-related concerns from OCII; the Clty, '
residents of Hunters Point Shipyard and other stakeholders

2. Architectural Mock-Up, Prior to procuring fagade materjals, construct a physical
© material mock-yp to allow for OCII, design teami, and contractor rev1eW of material
durability, textute, color and detail installation,

ARESOLVED

That the Comrmss1on authorizes the Exeoutlve Director (or het designee) to
approve. subsequent design documents for the Project (beginning with the Design

~ Developitent phase) that the Exeoutive. Director reasonably defermines are in

‘ RESOLVED,

OCIDs 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
apphoable and further the goals of the HPS Redevelopment Plan and the DDA;

d.lld og 1L .u,u Lh

That the Commission authorizes the Executive Director enter into an amendment
to the VDDA for Block 52 (Lennar) reflecting the realipnment of Avocet Way, the

- updated Ptoject reflected in the Schematic’ Design' submission, and related

conforming changes, and to take such other actions as may be necessary or
approptiate, in consultation with OCI oounsel to effectuate the purpose of the
intent of this Resolution. :

I heteby certify that the foregomg resolution was adop’ced by the Comrmssmn at its meetmg of July

16, 2019.

e

Commn%s;on Secr@ary

-6-
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C‘OMM‘I.SSION ON COMMUNITY INYESTMENT AND INFRASTRUCTURE

RESOLUTION NO. 11-2018
Adopted April 17, 2018

ADOPTING FINDINGS, INCLUDING AMENDING ADOPTED MITIGATION -
MEASURES, PURSUANT TO THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL
QUALITY ACT RELATED TO APPROVAL OF THE 2018 MODIFIED
PROJECT YARIANT FOR THE CANDLESTICK POINT AND PHASE 2 OF
THE HUNTERS POINT SHIPYARD DEVELOPMENT PROJECT; HUNTERS
POINT SHIPYARD REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT AREA AND BAYVIEW

| WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS, .-

WHEREAS,

HUNTERS POINT REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT AREA -

In furtherance of the objectives of the California Community Redevelopment Law
(Health and Safety Code, section 33000 et seq. the “CRL"), the Redevelopment
Age‘nby of the \,uy and \,uuuL_y of San Francisco (u ¢ “Former ngen”y }
undertook programs 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,

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 Ordinarice No. 285-97 and amended the HPS Plan on

Angust 3, 2010-by Ordinance No. 211-10 and on June 22,2017 by Ordmanee No.

122-17; and,

On May 23, 2006, the Board of Supervisors amended the Bayview Hunters 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,

Also on:June 3, 2010, the Former 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 “CP/HPS2 Project”) in compliance with the California
Environmental Quality Act'(California Public Resources Code Seetions 21000 et
seq.) (“CEQA™) and the CEQA. Guidelines (14 California Code of Regulatmns
SGCtIOIlS 15000 et seq.; and,

On the same 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 (“MIMRP”), for the Project by Agency Commission Resolution
No. 59-2010 and Planning Commission Motion No. 18097 and took various
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. WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

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

Pursuant to California Health and Safety Code §§ 34170 et seq. (the “Dlssolutxon
Law”), the Former Agency was dissolved as of February 1, 2012; and,

~_ The Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the Clty 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
Project Areas, including implementation of the CP/HPS2 Project, under the authority
ofthe CRL as amiended by the Dissolution Law, and under San Francisco Ordinance
No. 215-12 (Oct. 4, 2012) (establishing the Successor Agency Commission
(“Commission™) and delegatmg to it state authority under the Dissolution Law);
and,

Subsequent to -the certification of the FEIR, the Commission, by Resolution
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 No. 4., respectively. Successor Agency staff prepared 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 Hamey Way, and UT-2 Auxiliary Water Supply System.
Addendum No. 4 addressed modifications to the approved Candlestick Point
Design for Development, Schedule of Performance, 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,

The Successor Agency mnow preposes 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 Development; a Third
Amendment to the Disposition and Development. Agreement (Candlestick Point
and Phase 2 of the Hunters Point Shipyard) (including all related binding plans and
agreements attached to or referenced in the text thereof, the "CP/HPS2 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 Plan, the
Infrastructure Plan, the Parks and Open Space Plan, the Sustainability Plan, and the
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WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

Transportation Plaﬁ (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,

OCT], in consultation with the Planning Departmient, 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 Varlant), and,

Addendum No. 5 also Iecommends modifications to 16 adopted mitigation

- measures for the reasons set out in Addendum No. 5 and as explained in EXhlbl'f 1

to this Resolu’uon and

Addendum No. 5 prepared in compliance Wlth CEQA reflectsy the mdependent
Judgment and analysis of the Successor Agency and concludes that the 2018
Actions are within the scope of the Project analyzed in the FEIR 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 i in the Addendum No. 5; and,

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

" Addendum No. 35, 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 of the 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,

Based on the analysis in Addendum No. 5, OCII concludes that the analyses
conducted and the conclusions reached in the FEIR on June 3, 2010, 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
surrounding 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 information has become
available that shows that the Project will cause new or more severe significant
environmental impacts. Therefore, no subsequent or supplemental environmental
review is required under CEQA. beyond Addendum No. 5 to approve the 2018
Actions; and,
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' 7 ~s@ Which are boﬁsidei‘éﬁly ,dxi’ferent' ﬁcom thoss ) fhe P
substa:ntlaﬂy feduee-ohe oF DoEe. siguificant effects on the: enfironment,

I héreby. cemﬁf tliat the foregoing resolution was adopted by the Suecessor Agency Comnusmon
at its meeting of April 17 2018,

EXHIBIT 1+ 2018 Modified Project Variant CEQA Findings
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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

Aprit 17, 2018

MM TR-16: Widen Harney Way as shown in Flgurv 5in the Transpertatmn Study, CP-
HPS2 FEIR - , ‘ -

Reason for'Chang.es 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 modification of MM TR-16 based on the phasing plan proposed at the time
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 Harney Way Phase 1 would be completed prior to implementation of the BRT
service under the new phasing and revised language for MM TR-16. Additionally, MM TR-16

has been revised to correct the name of the San Francisco Courity Transportation Authon‘cy

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 be widened to include a two-way cycle track and two-way
BRT lanes, prior to issuance of an occupancy permit for Candlestick Sub-phase CP-02.
The remaining portion, between Thomas Mellon Drive and Executive Park East

(Phase 1-B), shall be widened priorto irnplementation of the planned BRT route which
coincides with construction of CR-07Zand HP-0441r2023, 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-Ageney Authority.

Prior to the issuance of grading permits for Candlestick Point Major Phases 2; and 3-anéd 4,
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 SEMTA, 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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Harney Way at mid-L.OSD (ie, at an average delay per vehicle of more than 45 seconds per.
vehicle). If the study and SEMTA conclude that reconfiguration would be necessary to
accommodate traffic demands associated with the next phase of development, the Project
Applicant shall be responsible to fund and complete construction of the improvements prior
to occupancy of the next phase.

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

Reason for Changes 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 Apphcant
shall work with SEMTA to develop and irplement the Project's Transit Operating Plan.
Elements of the Project Transit Operating Plan shall include:

Ty n- e 1 M
Extension of the 24-Divisadero, the 44-O'Shau, hnessy, and the 48-Quintara-24th

- Street into Hunters Point Shipyard.

Increased frequency on the 24-Divisadero to 610 minutes in the AM and PM peak
periods. Extension of the 29-Sunset from its cuarent terminus near the Alice
Griffith housing development, near Gilman Avenue 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 headways 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 District (to the proposed terminus at meoln Drive and Pershing Drive in
the Presidio) at 10-minute headways.

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 the 28L-19* Avenue Limited from its TEP-proposed terminus on
Geneva Avenue, just east of Mission Street, into the Huriters Point Shipyard
fransit center. The 28L-19% Avenue Limited would travel along Geneva Avenue
across US-101 via the proposed Geneva Avenue extension and new interchange -
with US-101, to Harney Way. East of Bayshore Boulevard, the 28L-19% Avenue
Limited would operate as BRT, traveling in exclusive bus lanes into the
Candlestick Point area. The BRT route would travel through the Candlestick
Point retail corridor, and cross over Yosemite Slough into the Hunters Point

' Shipyard transit center.

The 28L-19% Avenue Limited would operate a short line to the Balboa Park BART
station. This would increase frequencies on the 28L-19% Avenue Limited by
reducing headways 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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‘bus 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 SEMTA by the time

~ implementation of this measure is called for inthe Transportation-Study
{Appendix D) Addendum 5, based on the revised project phasing, the Project

Applicant shall fund the extension of that line between its existing terminus and.
Bayshore Boulevard. '

e 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 Transbay Terminal.

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

. northbound at 25%/Indiana. The HPX would continue non-stop to the Transbay
Terminal in Downtown San Francisco. ' '

R&D Variant_ (Variant 1)/Housing/R&D Variant (Variaﬂt 2A)/2018 Modified Project
Variant Mitigation Measure MM TR-VAR1 ‘

Reason for Changes in Mitigatioh Measure: MM TR-VAR1L Subsection (a) has Been changed to
address the 2018 Modified Project Variant's changes in movement volumes at the intersection of
Crisp/Palou to ensure thatthe mitiga’cioﬁ 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 ’ghé 2018 Modified Project Variant to
im?lement the traffic signal requitement at Innes and Eazl.

R&D Variant (Variant 1)/H0us1ng/R&:D Variant (Var1ant 2A)/2018 Mo d1f1ed Pro] ect
Varjant Mitigation Measure MM TR-VARl

(a) Under the R&D and Housing/Ré&D Varlah’c,s, the Project Applicant would be
required to contribute its fair share to striping the southbound approach at Crisp
and Palou to provide a dedicated left-turn lane and a shared through/right-turn
lane and prohibiting on-street parking on Griffith Street between Palou and

Oakdale Avenues. Under the 2018 Modified Project Variant, the Project
" Applicant would be required to contribute its fair share to s’crjg_ ing the
southbound approach at Crisp and Palou to provide a dedicated right-tu N lane

and a shared thrgugggleft-mrn lane and prohibiting on-street parking on Griffith | -

Street between Palou and Oakdale Avenues, and constructing the westbound.

approach on Crisp Aventie to provide two dedicated left-turn lanes and one

shared through/right-turn lane, Implerfientation of this mitigation would reduce
impacts from these variants to a less-than-significant level.
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(b) Under fhe Ré&D Variant (Variant 1) and the 2018 Modified Project Varian_’c, 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 NO-2a: Pre—éonstrucﬁon Assessment to Minimize Pile Driving Impaects

Reason for Changes in Mitigation Measure: MM NO-2a has been changed to provide specific
mitigation 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 plans, use of DDC at the project site is likely. The changes to

MM NO-2a will ensure that potential vibration impacts from DDC will be reduced to a less-
than-significant level. ' ' A

MM NO-2a: Pre-construction Assessment to Minimize Pile Driving and Deep
Dynainic Compaction Impacts. The Project Applicant shall require its geotechnical
engineering contractor to conduct a pre-constrtiction assessment of existing subsurface
conditions and the structural iritegrity 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 engineér, for structures or facilities within 50 feet of

- pile driving, the Project Applicant shall require groundborne vibration monitoring of
nearby structures. Such methods and technologies shall be based on the specific
conditions at the construction site such as, but not limited to, the following:

e Pre~pﬂe' driving surveyihg of potentially affected structures
o Underpinning of foundations of potehﬁally affected structutes, as neéessary

e The cpnstruction plan shall include a monitoring program to detect ground.
_settlement or lateral movement of structures in the vicinity of an excavation, |
Monitoring results shall be submitted to DBL 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 shall be reévaluated and approved by DBL

For DDC work, the Project Applicant shall prepare and implement a construction plan
that includes a monitoring program to detect ground settlement or lateral movement of
structures in the vicinity of DDC activity. Structures in the vicinity of DDC work shall be
defined as reinforced-concrete, steel, or imber structures within 125 fee ineere
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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geotecggjca'lvengineer or structural eng;'g eer. The DDC program shall be evaluated and

approved by OCII and results of the monitoring program shall be submitted to OCIL, In

the event of u_ﬁacceg’cable ground movement, as determined by DBl inspection and

review, all DDC work shall cease and corrective measures shall be implemented. The

Proiect 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 {0 avoid structural impacts related to DDC activities:

e Undergmrung of foundations of goten’aa]lg affected'structurégg as necessary fo
avoid s’cructural impacts :

. e Ifdeemed necessar;g by the geotedhnical engineer, based on ejther proximity of
DDC to a structure and/or on potential for damage t0 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! The trench should be long:

nough to effectively shield the structure from DI QC vibrations.

MM CP-2a: Mmgatmn to Mmumze Impacts to Archaeologlcal Resources at Candlestlck
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 Enviromnental Plam_u'ng,in June 2017,

MM CP-2a has been éh;mgéd to require augmenting the approved 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 Db]ects reflect current City

"practices and requirements, o

MM CP-2a: 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 having expertise in California prehistoric and urban historical-areheslegy
archaeology. The archaeological consultant shall urdertake-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

ENGQO Incorporated, Potential Constraints on Imglementatzog of Deep Dynamic Compaction, A
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-Tecs,
Archaeological Research Design and Treatment Plan for the Bayview Waterfront Profect, San

" Francisco, California, 2009) at the direction of the City’s Environmental Review Officer
(ERO). In instances of inconsistency between the requirement of the Project ‘
Archaeolog1ca1 Research Design and Treatment Plan and of this archaeological
mitigation measure, the requirement of this archaeological mitigation measure shall

“prevail. All plans and reports prepared by the consultant as specified herein shall be
submitted first and directly to the ERO for review and comment, and shall be considered
draft reports subject to revision until final approval by the ERO. 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 construction can be extended beyond four weeks only if such a
suspension is the only feasible means to reduce potential effects on a significant -
archaeological resource as defined i in CEQA Guidelines Section 15064. S(a) (c) to aless-
than-significant level. - :

Archaeological Testing Pré gram: The archaeological consultant shall prepare and submit

~to the ERO for review and approval an addendum to the approved HPS? archaeological
testing plan (ATP). The archaeological testing program shall be conducted in accordance
with the approved ATP addendum. The ATP addendum shallidentify 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 determine to the extent possible the
presence or absence of archaeological resources and to identify and to evaluate whether

. any archaeological resource em:ountered on the site constitutes an historical resource-

under CEQA :

At the completion of the archaeological testing program, the archaeological consultant
~ shall submit a written report of the findings for submittal to the ERO. If, based on the
archaeological testing program, the archaeological consultant finds that significant
archaeologlcal resources may be present, the ERO (in consultation with the
archaeological 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 adversely affected by the Project, the Project
Applicant shall either: :

a. Re-design the Project so as to avoid any adverse effect on the significant
archaeologicél resource; or ‘ '

10
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b. Implement a data recovery program, unless the ERO determines that the
archaeological resource is of greater interpretive than research mgmflcance and
that interpretive use of the resource is feas1b1e

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

e The archaeological consultant, Project Applicant, and ERO shall meet and
- ¢onsult 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 archaeologlcal resources and to their deposmonal
context,

‘e The archaeological consultant shall 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.

e 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
depofits. ' ' '
e The archaeological monitor shall record and be authorized to collect soil samples
and artifactual/ecofactual material as warranted foranalysis.

' Ifan intact archaeological deposit is encountered, all soils-disturbing activities in
the vicinity of the deposit shall cease. The archaeological monitor shall be
authorized to 'tempora‘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 affeet an archaeological resource, the

- pile driving achvxty 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 any encountered archaeological |
deposit. The archaeological consultant shall make a reasonable effort to assess
the identity, integrity, and significance of the encountered archaeological deposit
and present the findings of this assessment to the ERO as expeditiously as
poss1b1e

11
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e Whether or not significant archaeological resources are encountered, the
archaeological consultant shall submit a written report of the findings of the
monitoting program to the ERO. '

Archaeological Data Recovery'Program: The archaeological 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 draft ADRP, The archaeological consultant
_shall submit a draft ADRP to the ERO. 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 research
questions are applicable to the expected resource, what data classes the resource is
expected to possess, and how the expectéd 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 adversély affected by the Project. Destructive data -
recovery methods shall not be puzsiy ed if nondestructive methods are practical.

The scope of the ADRP shall include the following elements:

e Tield Methods and Procedures. Descriptions of proposed field strateg1es, :
procedures, and operations. '

‘e Cataloguing and Laboratory Analysis. Description of selected cataloguing
- system and artifact analysis procedures.

e . Discard and Deaccession Policy. Description of and rationale for field and post—
- field discard and deaccession policies. -

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

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

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

e 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
facﬂl’cles

Human Remains and Associated or Unassociated Funerary Objects: The treatment of
human remains and of associated or unassociated funerary objects discovered during
any soilg-disturbing activity shall comply with applicable state and federal laws-This
shallinelude including immediate notification of the Cerener-Office of the Chief Medical
Examiner of the City and County of San Francisco and in the event of the Cerenes's
Medical Examiner’s determination that the human remains are Native American
remains, notification of the California State Native American Heritage Comunission

12
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(NAHC), which shall appomt a Most Likely Descendant (MLD) (PRC Sec 5097.98). The .
FRO shall a ied upon discovery of human remains. The
archaeological consultant, Project—Ap?heaﬂt 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 treatment of human remains and associated or unassociated funerary
. objects with appropriai‘ce'digm’cy (CEQA Guidelines Sec. 15064.5(d)). The agreement shalt
should take into consideration the appropriate excavation, removal, recordation,
analysis, eustodianship,curation, possession, and final disposition of the human
remains and associated or tnassociated funerary ob]ects Nothing in existing state
regulations or in this mitigation measure compels the Project Sgonsor and the ERQ to
accept recommendations of an MLD. The archeological consultant shall retain
possession of any Native American human remains and associated or unassociated
- burial objects until completion of any scientific analyses of the human remains or objects
‘as sgecified in the {reatment agreemeg t if such an agreement has been made or;

otherwme! ag determined bg the archeological consultant and the ERO. If no agreement

g the reinlerninent of the human

tate re
remains and associated burial objects with appropriate dignity on the propertyina
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 that evaluates the
historical significance of any discovered archaeological resource and describes the
archaeological and historical research methods employed in the archaeological
testing/monitoring/data recovery program(s). Information that may put at risk any
archaeological resource shall be prov1ded in a separate removable insert within the final
report.

Once approved by the ERO, copies of the FARR shall be distributed as follows:
California Archaeological Site Survey Northwest Information Center (NWIC) shall
receive one (1) copy and the ERO shall receive a copy of the transmittal of the FARR to
the NWIC. The Major Environmental Analysis division of the Planning Department
shall receive three copies of the FARR 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 o
require a different final report content, format, and distribution than presented above.

MM GE-5a: Site-Specific Geotechnical Investigation with Analyses of quuefactmn, Lateral
Spreading and/or Settlement

Reason for Changes in Mitigation Measure: MM GE-5a has been changed to add deep
displacement grout columns as a potential method to densify loose soil and provide additional
bearing support beneath foundations. This method would be subject to all applicable mitigation
meastres related to ground disturbance, including the mitigation measures for hazards and

13
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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 spreadmg and seismic setﬂement hazards.

-

MM GE-Sa Site-Specific Geotechnical Investlgahon with Analyses of quuefactmn,
Lateral Spreading and/or Settlement. Prior to issuance of buﬂdmg permlts 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 prepared in compliance with the requirements of the San Francisco
Building Codé (SFBC), the Seismic Hazards Mapping Act, and requirements
contained in CGS Special Publication 117A “Guidelines for Evaluating and
Mitigatihg Seismic Hazards in California.” In addition, all engineeting practices,
and analyses of structural design shall be consistent with StBC standards to
ensure seismic stability, mcludlng reduchon of potential hquefactlon hazards.

DBI shall employ a thlrd—party CEG and California Registered Professional

Engineer (Civil) (PE) to form a Geotechnical Peer Review Comumittee (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 necessaiy geotechnical mitigation measures. No permits shall be
issued by DBI until the GPRC has approvéd the geotechnical 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 requlrements
in the s1te~spec1ﬁc geotechnical investigations.

The site-specific Project plans shall incorporate the mmga’uon 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 foundations, which transfer loads to competent strata
beneath the zone susceptible to liquefaction, for shallow foundations

Structural mat foundations to distribute concentrated load to prevent damage to

" structures

14
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© Ground Improvement Measures

o Additional over-excavation and replacement of unstable soil with engineering-
compacted fill '

e Dynamic compactxon, such as Deep Dynamic Compac’uon (DDC) or Rapld
Impact Compacnon (RIC), to densify loose soils below the groundwater table

e Vibro-compaction, sometimes referred to as Vlbro—floatatlon, to densify loose
soils below the groundwater table

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

e Soil-cement columns.to densify loose soils and prowde additional bearing
support benea’ch foundations :

"o Deep displacement gi
bearjgg support beneath foundations

e The Project CEG or GE shall be responsible for ensurmg compliance with these
_requirements.

MM HY-6a.1: Regulatory Stormvwater Requirements

Reason for Changes in Mitigation Measure: In 2016, the San Francisco Public Utilities }
Commission issued the Stormwater Management Requirements and Design guidelines (SMR)
consistent with the updated Stormwater Management Ordinance. These documents supersede
“the Stormwater Design Guidelines referred in the 2010 FEIR, including MM HY-6a. The text of
MM HY-6a has been ch‘anged to reflect the current guidance document, the SMR, because this
document will apply to the project and ensuré that potential impacts are reduced to a less-than- .
significant level.

MM HY-6a.1: Regulatory Stormwater Requirements. The Project Applicant shall
comply with requirements of the Municipal Stormwater 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

Stormwater Manage@ ent Requi ;QQ ents and De31gn Guidelines (SMR).

&éefa%eé:—b}@(&eemb&—%@@‘) SMR mc!udes re@lator;g regun*ements for gost—constructl Tein!
. stormwater management controlg for new and redevelopment projects and helps design
teams implement these stormwater controls. The Project Applicant shall comply with

requirements of the-DzaftSernFranciseo-Stormivater Design-Guidelines SMR. -Upen
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2t : : idelines SMR, the Project Apphcant
shall subm1t a tgrmWQte; g ;g gg! P!ag gSCP; to the SFPUC, as part of the development . .
application submitted for approval. The SCP shall demonstrate how the following
measures wouild be incorporated into the Project:

e Low 1mpact development site design prmmples (e.g., preserving na‘mral drainage
channels, treating stormwater runoff at its source rather than in downstream
centralized controls)

e Source control BMPs in the form of design standards and structural features for
the following areas, as applicable:

o Commercial areas

o Restatirants

o Rétail gasoline outlets

o Automotive repair shops
o Parking lots '

e Source control BMPs for landsceped areas shall be documented in the form of a
Landscape Management Plan that relies on Integrated Pest Management? and
also includes pesticide and fertilizer application guidelines. ‘

e Treatment control measures (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, pesticides), oil and grease, and trash
and debris. The SCP shall demonstrate that the Project 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 rainfal{LEED®-556-2), and flow-based BMPs shall be sized to treat
runoff resulting from a rainfall intensity of 0.24 inch per houz. Treatment trains
shall be used where feasible.

Additional requirements:

IPMis a strategy that focuses on long-term prevention or suppression of pest problems (1 €.,
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 treatmernit thresholds, when

monitoring indicates pesticides are needed because pest populations exceed
established thresholds.
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‘e The SCP shall include an Operations and Maintenance 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.

e The Project Applicant shall also prepare a Stormwater Drainage Master Plan
(SDMP) for approval by the SEPUC. 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 llustrate

- 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 dramage channel
rights-of-way.

MM HY-12a.1: Finished Grade Elevations Above Base Flood Elevation

© Reason for Changes in Mitigation Measure: As described in the “New Regulations” section of
Addendum 5 Section I1B.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 changéd 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 35.5 feet above the
Base Flood Elevation (BFE)-and-streets-and-pads-are 3-feetabove BEE 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 applicable 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 HY-12a.2: Shoreline Improvements for Future Sea-Leve] Rise

" Reason for Changes in Mmgatmn Measure: See explanation above for MM HY-12a.1.
Additionally, because the open space area along the shoreline has a higher adaptlve capacity
and resilience compared to the development area, MM FHY-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 to 5.5 feet 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 inereasesin-elevation

sea level rige above the Base Flood Elevation (BFE) that includes wave run-up {often '
called Total Water Level [TWL]) along the shoreline. In 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 prov1dmg adequate setbacks to allow for future elevation increases-of atleast

8 ] in response to up {0 5.5 feet of sea
level rise above the TﬁLS ggggg is g;g;ected as the worst-case estimiate at the end of the
century. Before the first Small Lot Final Map is approved, the Project Applicant must
petition the appropriate governing body to form (or annex into if appropriate) and
- administer a special assessment district or other funding mechanism to finance and
construct future improvements necessary to ensure that the shoreline grotection system,
storm drain system, pubhc facilities, and public access improvements will be protected

should sea level rise exceed-16-inches-at-the-perimeter of the Projeet 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
formed 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 Mitigation Measure: MM HY-14 has been changed to acknowledge that
the 2009 Shoreline Improvement Reports may be updated as necessary to fulfill the goals of
- flood protection, including protecting the structural 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 report? {or
updated Shoreline Improvements Reports). Where feasible, elements of living shorelines

shall be incorporated into the shoreline protection improvemerit measures.

3 Moffatt & Nichols, 2009, Candlestzck Poznt/Hzmz‘erS Pomt Redevelopment Project Proposed
Shorelzne Improvemem‘s prepared for Lennar Urban, September 2009.
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MM BI—19b 1: Work Windows to Reduce Mamtenance Dredging Impacts to Fish durmg
Operation of the Marma

Reason for Changes in Mltlgétion Measure: MM BI-19b.1 has been changed to correct the
dates for Pacific herring spawmng and the correspondmg date for the designated work
“window.

MM BI-19b.1: Work Windows to Reduce Maintenance Dredging Impacts to Fish -
during Operation of the Marina. According to the Long-Term Management Strategy
(LTMS), dredging Projects that océur-during the designated work windows do not need
to consult with NMEFS under the federal Endangered Species Act (FESA).* The window in
which dredging is allowed for the protection of steelhead in the central Bay is June 1 to
November 30. The spéwning season for the Pacific herring is-MarehI-to-November30
December 1 to February 28.5 Therefore, the window that shall be applied to minimize
impacts to sensitive fish species (during which dredging activities cannot occur) is
Meazxeh-June 1 to November 30.

MM BI-20a.1: Lighting Measures to Reduce Impacts to Birds

Reason for Changes in Mitigation Measure: MM BI-20a.1 anid MM BI-20a.2 originally applied
to buildings more 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 mi‘cigation measures have been changed to

provide design requirements 'consistent with current practices.

MM BI-20a.1 Lighting Measures to Reduce Imipacts to Blrds Durmg building design-ef
any-building-greater than-100-feet-tall, the Project Applicant and architect shall consult
with a qualified biologist experienced with bird strikes and building/lighting d651gn

- issues (as approved by the City/Agency)to identify lighting-related measures to

© minimize the effects of the building’s lighting on birds. Such measures, which may

4U.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—T erm Management Strategy for the
Placement of Dredge Material in the San Francisco Bay, Management Plan,
2001, .

5U.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-T ern Managcmen't Strategy for the -
Placement of Dredge Material in the San Francisco Bay, Management Plan,
2001; Appendlx F. ,
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include the following and/or other measures, W111 be mcorporated into the buﬂdmg s
design and operation.

o ﬁgere hghﬁng is necessary on rooftogsE ulse strobe or flashing lights in place of
continuously burning lights for obstruction, lighting. Use flashing white lights

rather than continuous light, red light, or rotating beams.

e Install shields onto light sources not necessary for air traffic to direct light v
towards the ground and away from areas that provide high-quality bird habitat.

e Extinguish all exterior lighting (i.e, roof’cop floods, perimeter spots) not requlred
- for public safety. A

- e No uplighting will be installed. -

o When interior or exterior lights must be left on at night, the developer and/or
_operator of the buildings shall examine and adopt alternatives to bright, all-
‘night, floor-wide lighting, which may include:

o Installing motion-sensitive lighting.
o Using desk lamps and task hghtmg
o Reprogrammmg timers.
‘o Use of lower-intensity lighting.

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

'+ FEducational materials will be provided to building 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 drapes
and blinds at night.

e Areport of the lighting alternatives considered and adopted shall be provided to
the City/Agency for review and approval prior to construction. The City/Agency
shall ensure that lighting-related measures to reduce the risk of bird collisions
have been incorporated into the design of such buildings to the extent
practicable. A

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 then100-feet+all within 300 feet of a potential “urban bird refuge”
(aﬁ 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 be mcorporated into the building’s
design.

¢ Minimize the use of glass, particularly : thm the portion of the buildin

between ground level and 60 feet above the ground.

e Use non-reflective tinted glass.
e Use window films to make windows visible to birds from the outside.

e Use external surfaces/designs that “break up” reflective surfaces. These patterns -
hould include vertical elements at east 0.25 inch wide at a maximum spac

4 inches or horizontal elements at least 0.125 inch wide at a maximum spacing of
2 inches, - . ) .

o 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.

e A report of the design measures considered and adopted shall be provided to the
City/Agency for review and approval prior to construction. If, in the opinion of a
qualified b1olog15tg modification or waiver of these bird-safe design measures
would not result in substantial increases in blgd collision risk, the report sgoulg

include the justification for such an opinion, for consideration by the
City/Agency. The City/Agency shall ensure that building design-related

measures to reduce the risk of bird collisions have been incorporated to the
extent practicable.

MM RE-2: Phasing of parkland with respect to remden’aal and/or employment generatmg
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 re31den‘c1al and employment generating uses are occupied.

MM RE-2: Phasing of parkland with respect to residential and/or employment- .
generatmg uses. Development of the Project and assoc1ated parkland shall Pfeeeeém

Ghaﬁe@ﬂ—éllrejeet—Deseﬁpaeﬁ}—ei—thksELR—iFe enstre that Wlthm each phase or sub-
phase, parks and population increase substantially concurrently; and development shall
be scheduiled such that adequate parkland is constructed and operational when
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residential and employment—generatmg uses are occupied. The fo]lowmg standards
shall be met; .

» No project development shall be g’ran'ted a temporary. certificate of occupancy if
the City determines that the new population assdciated with that development.
would result in a parkland-to-population ratio within the Project site lower than
5.5 acres per 1,000 tesiderits/population, as calculated by the Agency.

e For the purposes of this mitigation'measure, in order for a park to.be considered
in the parkland-to-population ratio, the Agericy must determine that within
12 months of the issuance of the temporary certificate of occupancy, it will be

fully constructed and operational, and, if applicable, operation and maintenance .
funding will be provided to the Agency. :

MM UT-2: Auxﬂlary Water Supply System

Reason for Changes in Mitigation Measure: MM UT-2 hag been changed to reflect the 2018
Modified Project Variant which proposes to connect the project Auxdliary Water Supply System
(AWSS) to the existing AWSS at the Palou Avenue and Griffith Avenue intersections Wl’ch a

: looped service along Spear Avenue/Crisp Road

MM UT-2 Auxiliary Water Supply System, Prior to issuanice of occupancy permits, as
part of the Infrastructure Plan to be approved, the Project Applicant shall construct-an
Auxiliary Water Supply Systenm (AWSS) within Candlestick Point to connect to the
City's planned extension of the off-site system on Gilman Street from Ingalls Street to
Candlestick Point. The Project Applicant shall construct an additional AWSS on HPS
Phase II to connect to the existing system atBaxl Streetand Innes-Avenue-and-at Palou
and Griffith Avenues, with service along Spear Avenue/Cnsp Road.

MNI GC—Z

Reason for Changes mn Mlhgahon 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 5 Section ILB.17 (Energy), the 2016 standards exceed the reqmrements of the 2010
MM GC—Z requirements in terms of building energy efficienay.

‘MM GC-2; Exéeed the 2008 Comply with the 2016 Standards for Title 24 Part 6 energy
efficlency standards for homes and businesses-wetld-by-atleast 15-pereent. .

nMeganalas201 8\186Q496\01266401.d00x

Voo

Co#mission Sécrdtary
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*" DocuSign Envelope ID: 9211AFBD-39AC-41B7-B771-065B6A3AEB1A

City and County of San Francisco ' ' San Francisco Public Works

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

(415) 554-6920 B vww.S

- London N. Breed, Mayor
- Mohammed Nuru, Director

Public Works Order No: 202440

CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

APPROVING FINAL MAP NO. 10058, BLOCK 52.OF 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 (referréd 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 to re-subdivide Assessor’s Block No. 4591C, 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 Flnal I\/lap

3. The Final Map mergesAand 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 Succéssor ‘
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. Foﬂowing the recordation of Final Map No. 4231, Subdivider and the Successor Agency

processed a series 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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DocuSign Envelope [D: 9211AFBD-39AC-41B7-B771-065B6A3AEB1A

City and County of San Francisco ’ 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 B www.SFPublicWorks.org

London N. Breed, Mayor
Mohammed Nuru, Director

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 and filed in Book
- 122 of Condominium Maps at Pages 64-66 and merged Lots 80 through 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.

o

The Successor Agency submitted a letter dated Sem‘pmhpr ’-{ 2019 from its E)(e(_‘l_lflVP R
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 Prlonty Policies of
Planning Code Section 101.1. :

7. The Director and County Surveyer 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 that the 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, Friedell 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 Clty Engineer’s issuance of a Notice of Completion
for Lhe mprovements and. subsequent Board of Supemsors ac’uon

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 requirements
thereto. Pursuant to the California Subdivision Act and the San Francisco Subdivision
Code, the Director recommends that the Board of Supervisors approve the

.aforementioned Final Map. .

A ATTACHMENTS & TRANSMIfTALS:

San Francisco Public Works
-Making San Francisco a beautiful, livable, vibrant, and sustainable city. .
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City and County of San Francisco‘ ' . San Franoisco Public Works

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

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

London N. Breed, Mayor
Mohammed Nuru, Director

Public Works Order No: 202440
1.>’ ATTACHMENT 1, Copy Offer of'lmprovements. '
2. 'ATbTACHMENT 2, Enlafged Copy of Map Notes Included on Final Map No. 1OQ58.
3. »Transmitted herewith are the following: |

i. Four (4) paper copies of the Motion approvmg said map one (1) Copy in
electromo format

ii. One (1) mylar signature sheet and one (1) paper set of the “Fmal Map No.
10058”, each comprising 3 sheets.

ii. 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 101.1.

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

DocuSigned by . DocuSigned by:
- X { Bruew Stors . \ {

N ‘ ‘
Storrs, Bruca’ ABCHB0TE0SA.. | Dawson, Juia N—veTE YT
City and County Surveyor . Acting Director of Public Works

San Francisco Public Works
Making San Francisco a beautiful, livable, vibrant, and sustamab!e 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 Yo O
APN: (Space above this line reserved for Recorder’s llilS dndy) .
] e LD p
Lo o
Situs: Final Map No. 4231, Lots 169 - 177 i
OFFER OF IMPROVEMENTS iﬁ =
(Hunters Point Shipyard — Phase 1) : 1 —

HPS DEVELOPMENT CO. LP, a Delaware limited partriership (“Grantor”), and'its
successors and assigns, does hereby irrevocably offer to the CITY 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 and 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 of law, 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 Sectlon 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
General Partner : :

By: / /

A

Name: / P%';w B ke
Title” Vics  Preswgut—
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CERTIFICATE OF ACKNOWLEDGMENT
OF NOTARY PUBLIC

A npotary 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 [{ a(k;&m‘ (Al ' )

) ss.

County of (_satre Cost=_ ) .
On Qecw,,&n/ﬁ 20/9 , before me, Q {(9—(% /UM l/ ’ ‘ R

a Notary Public, personally appeared VL(/; an Hzo o/ )
who proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the person(s) whose namefs) is/are
subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged to me that he/she/they executed the same
in his/her/their authorized capacitydes), and that by his/her/their signatures). on the instrument
the person¢s); or the entity upon behalf of which the person(syacted, 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.

WW

Slgnature@f Notary Public

[Affix seal here]

ELIZABETH NEAL
Notary Public - Californla

Alameda County
Commission # 2187347
My Comm. Expires Mar 20, 2021
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EXHIBIT A
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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JUNTY SURVEYOR'S STATEMENT

€ EXAUINED THIS MAP; THAT THE SUBDIVISION AS SHOWN IS SUBSTANTIALLY
OR THE TENTATIVE MAP AND ANY APPROVED ALTERATIONS THEREOF; THAT
IFORMIA SUBDIVISION AP ACT AND ANY LOCAL ORDINANCES APPLICABLE AT
THE TENTATIVE MAP, IF ANY, HAVE HEEN COMPLIED WiTH;" AND THAT | AM
INICALLY CORRECT.

| COUNTY SURVEYOR.
RANCISCO

'

-

P ., A 2
——éﬁ———— . }Lﬂ!ﬂ&f—flpqm : 0
AND ADVISORY AGENGY

RANCISCO

15 TO FORM

FTORNEY

DATE
RANGISCO

JEMENT

' OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN

DRNIA, HEREBY STATE THAT SAID BOARD OF SUPERVISORS BY ITS MOTION NO.

JOPTED - 2020, APPROVED THIS MAP ENTITLED "FINAL
TED o8 BEHALF OF THE PUBLIC, SUBJECT TD COMPLETION AND ACCEPTANCE,
¥ THE INPROVEMENTS IDENTIFIED IN THE OWNER'S STATEMENT,

H(g) OF THE SUBDIVISION NAP ACT, THE FOLLOWING EASEMENTS AND RIGHTS

JONED: ALL OF THAT CERTAIN EMERGENCY VEHICLE ACCESS EASEMENT (EVAE)
. ENT {PSE) PER FINAL MAP ND. 6945, RECORDER OCTOBER 15, 2013, IN BOOK
PAGE 64, LYING WITHIN THE BOUNDS OF THIS SUSDIVISION.

WVE HEREUNTOQ SUBSCRIBED MY HAND AND CAUSED THE SEAL OF THIS OFFICE

JPERVISORS DATE
RANCISCO

GENERAL SUBDIVISION NOTES FOR

CONDOMINIUM LOTS |

A)  THIS MAP 1S THE SURVEY -MAP PORTION OF A’ CONDOWINIUM, PLAN AS DESCRIBED iN CALIFORNIA
%Wl.) ‘%)?JEN éﬁ?}}}%{s 4120 AND 4205. THIS CONDOMINIUM PROJECT IS WIITED TO A MAYMUM NUMBER OF

B) AL INGRESS (ES), EGRESS (ES), PATH(S) OF TRAVEL, FIRE/EMERGENCY EXTT(S) AND EXITING
COMPONENTS, EXIT PATHWAY(S) AND PASSAGEWAY(S), STARWAY(S), CORRIDOR(S), ELEVATOR(S), AND
COMMON USE ACCESSIBLE FEATURE(S) AND FACILITIES SUCH AS RESTROOMS THAT THE BUILDING CODE
REQUIRES FOR COMMON USE SKALL BE HELD IN COMMON UNDIIDED INTEREST.

€)  UNLESS SPECIFIED DVHERWISE IN THE GOVERHING' DOCUMENTS OF A CONDDMINIUM HOMEOWNERS® -
ASSOCIATION, INCLUDING ITS . CONDITIONS, COVENANTS, AND RESTRICTIONS, THE HOMEOYNERS ASSOCIATION
SHAUL BE RESPONSIBLE, N PERPETUITY, FOR THE MAINTENANCE, REPAIR, AND REPLACEMENT OF:

?) ML GENERAL USE COMMON AREA'IMPROVEMENTS; AND
M)  ALL FRONTING SIDEWALKS, ALL PERMITIED OR UNPERMITTED PRIVATE ENCROACHWENTS AND
PRIVATELY MAINTAINED STREET TREES FRONTING THE PROPERTY, AND ANY QTHER OBLIGATION &
{MPOSED ON-FROPERTY OWNERS FRONTING A PUBLIC RIGHT~OF-WAY PURSUANT T THE :
PUBLIC WORKS COOE DR QTHER APPLICABLE MUNICIPAL CODES

D) IN THE EVENT THE AREAS IDENTIRED lN (C){H) ARE NOT. PROPERLY MAINTAINED, REPAIRED, AND
REPLACED ACCORDING TO THE CITY REQUIREMENTS, EACH HOMEOWNER SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE TO THE
EXTENT OF HIS/HER PROPORTIONATE OBLIGATION TO THE HOMEGWNERS' ASSOCIATION FOR THE
MAINTENANCE, REPAIR, AND REPLACEMENT OF THOSE AREAS. FAILURE TO UNDERTAKE SUCH MAINTENANCE,
REPAIR, AND REPLACEMENT MAY RESULT IN CITY ERFORGEMENT AND ABATENENT ACTIONS AGAINST THE
HOMEOWNERS' ASSOCIATION,

E)  APPROVAL OF THIS MAP SHALL NOT BE DEEMED APPROVAL OF THE DESIGN, LOCATION, SIZE, ,
DENSITY OR USE OF ANY STRUCTURE(S) OR ANCILLARY AREAS OF THE PROPERTY ASSOCIATED WTH
STRUGTURES, NEW OR EXISTING, WHICH HAVE NOT BEEN REVIEWED OR APPROVED BY APPROPRIATE CITY
AGENCIES NOR SHALL SUCH-APPROVAL CONSTITUTE A WAIVER OF THE SUBDIVDER' OBUGATION 10 ABATE
ANY OUTSTANDING MUNICIPAL CODE VIDLATIONS. ANY STRUCTURES CONSTRUCTED SUBSEQUEN

APPROVAL OF THIS FINAL MAP SHALL COMPLY WATH ALL RELEVANT MUNICIPAL CODES, |NBLUDING BUT NOT
LIWTED TO THE PLANNING, HOUSING AND BUILDING CODES, IN EFFECT AT THE TIME OF ANY APPLICATION

~ FOR REQUIRED PERMITS,

F}  IF APPLICABLE, BAY WINDOWS, BALCONIES, FIRE ESCAPES AND OTHER ENCROACHWENTS (IF ANY
SHOWN HEREON, THAT EXIST, OR THAT MAY BE CONSTRUCTED) ONTD OR OVER' AVOCET WAY, COLEMAN
STREET, FRIEDELL STREET, JRROLD AVENUE, AND KIRKWOOD AVENUE ARE PERMITTED THROUGH AND ARE
SUBJECT TO THE RESTRICTIONS SET FORTH IN THE BUILDING CODE AND PLANNING CODE OF THE CITY AND
COUNTY OF SAN FRANUISCO, THIS MAP DOES NOT CONVEY ANY OWNERSHIP INTEREST IN SUCH
ENCROACHMENT AREAS TO THE CONDOMINIUM UNIT OWNER(S), -

G)  SIGNIFICANT ENCROACHMENTS, TO THE EXTENT THEY WERE VISIBLE AND OBSERVED, ARE NOTED
HEREON. HOWEVER, [T IS ACKNOWLEDGED. THAT OTHER ENCROACHMENTS FROM/ONTO ADJOINING
PROPERTIES MAY EXIST OR BE CONSTRUCTED. IT. SHALL BE THE RESPONSIBILITY SOLELY OF THE PROPERTY
OWNERS INVOLVED TO, RESOLVE ANY ISSUES THAT MAY ARISE FROM ANY ENCROACHMENTS WHETHER
DEFICTED HEREON DR NOT. THIS MAP DOES NOT PURPORT TO CONVEY ANY OWNERSHIP INTEREST IN AN
ENCROACHWENT AREA TO ANY PROPERTY OWNER.

NOTES

f,  SUBJECT TO THE TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF THAT CERTAIN PUBLIC IMPROVEMENT AGREEMENT DATED
QLY 21, 2009, EXECUTED BY THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANGISCO AND HPS DEVELOPMENT €O,
LP., AMENDED OCTOBER 14, 2011, AND ANY AMENDHENTS THERETO.

2 SUBJECT TO THE TERKS AND CONDITIDNS OF PUBLIC WORKS STREET IMPROVEMENT PERMIT JOBIE 0624. )

3. SUBJECT TO THE TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF THE MASTER CCAR'S PER DN, 2009-—}81540& AMENDED BY
DN, 2014915859, AND ANY FUTURE AMENDMENTS THERETD

4. ADDITIONAL RESTRIGTIONS AND RIGHTS ARE DEFINED IN A DOCUMENT ENTITLED “DESIGN FOR
DEVELOPMENT ADOPTED BY THE SAN FRANCISCO REDEVELDPMENT AGENCY CONMISSION ON SEFTEMBER
30, 1947 BY RESOLUTION NO. 1997-193, AND AMENDED ON JANUARY 1B, 2005 BY RESOLUTION NO.
7~2005 AND ANY SUBSEQUENT AMENDMENTS THEREOF, "DESIGN FOR DEVFLOPMENT' MEANS THAT
CERTAIN HUNTERS POINT SHIPYARD PHASE 1 DESIGN FOR DEVELOPMENT ORIGINALLY ADOPTEDR BY THE
AGENCY COMMISSION ON SEPTEMBER 30, 1997 BY RESQLUTION NO; 1931997, AMENDED BY THE AGENCY
COMMISSION ON JANUARY 18, 2005 BY RESOLUTION NO. 7-2005, FURTHER AMENDED BY THE AGENCY
COMMISSION ON JUNE 3, 2010 BY RESOLUTION NO. 682010, FURTHER AMENDED BY THE AGENCY
COMMISSIDN ON JUNE 13, 2013 BY RESOLUTION NO. 18304, AND AS MAY BE FURTHER AMENDED OR
SUPPLEMENTED FRON TIME TO TIHE.

6. SUBJECT TO THE TERMS AND CONCITIONS OF THE DDA RECORDED AS DN, 2005-H932190, MODIFIED BY
DN, 2005~Hg32191, HODIFIED BY THE FOLLOWING DOCUMENTS: DN, 2005- 275571, DN. 2009-1 738449,
DN, 2008~ 738450 DN, 20091 878123, AND ANY SUBSEQUENT AMENDMENTS THERETO.

"7, SUBJECT TO THE TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF THE VERTICAL DDA RECORDED AS DN, 2015-K057803.

Firal I (0052
Shat 2 of 3
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PR

B BASIS OF BEARINGS

THE BASIS OF BEARINGS FOR THIS SURVEY IS BETWEEN FOUND KONUMENTS IN JERROLD
| AVENUE, THE BEARING BEING N5316'32°W PER FINAL MAP NO, 4231 (cc SURVEY uAFs 165),
. DISTANCES SHOWN HEREON ARE GROUND DISTANCES IN U.S. SURVEY FEET.

S " LEGEND .
FINAL HAF BOUNDARY LINE
PROPOSED LOT LINE-
DASTING PROPERTY LINE
e TE LNE .
NMONUWENT LINE .

—— — —— —~ ——  HISTORIC LOT LINE

-4 MONUMENT 70 MONUMENT ™

(o) CENTERUNE 7O, CENTERUINE
FOUND BRASS DISK IN UONUMENT VWELL, RCE 14786
PER (1), OR AS NOTED

o SET 1* BRASS DISK IN CONCRETE, OFFSET 4'(TYP),
1S 5l64

k a 17 BRASS [ISK IN CONCRETE PER (1), SEARCHED
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NOTES

1. ASSESSOR PARCEL NUMBERS SHOWN HEREON ARE FOR INFORMATIONAL USE ONLY AND SHOULD
HOT BE RELIED UFGN FOR ANT OTHER FURFOSE.
THE LANDS WITHIN THE soUNDs OF THIS HAP ARE NOT SUBJECT 70 THE PUBLIC TRUST,

FIELD SURVEY FOR THIS NAP WAS COMPLETED IN MARTH 2019, ML PHYSICAL DETALS NCLUDING
crrY ARD PRIVATE MONUMENTATION SHOWH HEREON EXSTED AS OF THE FIELD SURVEY COMPLETION
DATE, UNLESS OTHERWSE NOTED.

4 THE 5 FASOMENT AREAS, AND 101" RESTRICTION AREAS PER DN 2013-J775707 WERE TERMINATED PER

* NOTKE OF TERMNATION PER DN, -
5 THE 5 EASENENT AFEAS, MD 10 RESTRCTION AREAS PER DN 2013-5775705 W TRUIRATED PER

© NOTKE OF TERMGNATION RECORDED PER DN,

5. ‘THE 5 EASEMENT. AREAS, AND m RESTRICTION AREAS PER DN 2013177358 YERE TERMINATED PER

MOTCE OF TERMNATOW RECORDED ___ _ __ __  PRODN_____~
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WITH THE TERMS OF THE DECLARKTION OF ACCESS RESTRICTIONS RECOR

PER

? iy -
AN 8 §N$45916~215,216226227 zzs.ssu.mmnsnmzmmnmmosmewc

B 9, IN GOMPLIANCE WT SECTIOR Wil OF THE CITY'S SUBDIVISION REGULATIDNS, THE PARCE. D{SGVBED N
REFERENCE (10} 15 SHOWN HEREON FOR THE PURPOSE OF MOMORIALIZNG THE. HOUNDARIES AND OF.
PROVIDING EVIDENCE OF THE PHYSICAL LOCATION OF THE MAP—~ACT EXEMPT TRANSACTION RECORDED
;}}IO&T&E&&MW. AND SAR PARCEL IS HEREEY MERGED VATH LOT 187 (6)(7) YO RESULT IN 10T 1
0 3

~ FINAL MAP NO. 10058

WD 29575

o 2576 HUNTERS POINT SHIPYARD, BLOCK 52

o 29577 . ATHREE LOT SUBDIVISION AND A 77 UNIT RESIDENTIAL counommuu PROJECT
MID 29578 BEING A MERGER AND RE-SUBDIVISION OFLOTS 1,2, AND LOTAOF FINAL MAP 6946,
Mo 34125 RECORDED IN BOOK. 122 OF CONDOMINIUM MAFS, AT PAGES 64-66; LOT 196 AS
WD 34126 DESCRIBED IN DN 2013-J730018 AND DN 2016-X377435; LOT 197 AS DESCRIBED IN DN
Ry 2013-J730026; THAT CERTAIN "DONATION PARCELY DESCRIBED IN DN 2020- .
o e AND PARCEL A AS DESCRIBED INDN 2016-K325767, SAN FRANCISCO COUNTY RBCORDS
i zm D 34128 : CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA
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Office of the Treasurer & Tax Collector

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

TAX CERTIFICATE

I, David Augustine, ~TaX Collector of the City aﬁd County of San Francisco, State of
Califomia, do hereby certify, puréuant to the provisions of 'Califomia Government Code
Section 66492 et. seq., that aCCOrdihg 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, incl'u’ding estimated taxes, have been paid.

Block: - 4591C
Lot: 215 .
Address: 351 FRIEDELL ST

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 Frandisco, CA 94102-4638
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Office of the Treasurer & Tax Collector

City and County of San Francisco U
José Cisneros, Treasurer

Property Tax Section

TAX CERTIFICATE

I, David Augustine, Tax Collector of the City and County .of San Francisco, State of
California, do hereby certify, pursﬁant 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 propérty 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: 4591C
Lot: 216
Address: <11 JERROLD AVE

David Augustirie, 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 p_lease 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 PlaAce e San Francisco, CA 94102-4638
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Office of the Treasurer & Tax Collector -

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

- TAX CERTIFICATE

i, David Augustine, Tax Collector of the City and County of San Franciscd, State of
. California, do hereby certify, pursuant to the provisions of California Government Code
Section 66492 et. seq., that accofding to the records of my office regarding the subdivision
- identified below: o | |

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 C1ty and County property taxes and special assessments which are a 11en but not

yet due, including estimated taxes, have been paid.

Block: 4591C
Lot: 226 ,
Address: 300 - 398 AVOCET WAY

-David Augustine, Tax Collector

Dated January 3, 2020 this certificate is valid for the earlier of 60 days ﬁ;om 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  1Dr. 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

José Cisneros, Treasurer
Property Tax Section ‘

TAX CERTIFICATE

1, 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. sed., that according to the records of my office regardmg the subdivision
identified below: ‘

1. There are no liens for unpaid City & County property taxes or spec1a1 assessments
eollected 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: 4591C -
Lot:. 227 _
Address: AVOCET WAY

David Augustine, Tax Collector

Dated January 3, 2020 this cert1ﬁcate is valid for the earlier of 60 days from January 3,
2020 or December 31, 2020. Ifthis certlﬁcate 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 o’ San Francisco, CA 94102-4638
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Office of the Treasurer & Tax Collector

City and County of San Francisco L
- : José Cisneros, Treasurer
Property Tax Section

TAX CERTIFICATE

I, David Augustine, Tax Collector of the City and County of. San Francisoo, 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 sp‘écial assessments .
collected as taxeé, except taxes or assessments not yet payable. -
2. The City and .County property taxes and special assessments which are a lien, but fiot

yet due, including estimated taxes, have been paid.

Block: 4591C
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 Deceinber 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 Placé s  San Francisco, CA 94102-4638
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Office of the Treasurer & Tax Collector

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

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: 4591C
Lot: . 560 C
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 e 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place «  San Francisco, CA 94102-4638
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OWNER'S STATEMENT

WE HEREAY STATE THAT WE ARE THE OWNERS AND THE HOLDERS OF SECURITY INTEREST OR HAVE SOME

RIGHT, TITLE, OR INTEREST IN AND TO THE REAL PROPERTY INCLUDED WITHIN THE SUBDIVISION SHOWN ON
THIS MAR; THAT WE ARE THE ONLY PERSONS HAVING ANY RECORD TITLE INTEREST IN THE SUBDIVIDED
PROPERTY WHOSE CONSENT IS NECESSARY TO PASS CLEAR WILE TO SAID REAL PROFERTY: AND THAT
WE HEREBY CONSENT TO PREPARATION AND RECORDATION OF THIS FINAL MAP 10058 AS SHOWN WITHIN
THE DISTINCTIVE BORDER LINE.

LOT A AS SHO¥N HEREIN SHALL BE GRANTED IN FEE TO THE HUNTERS POINT MASTER HOMEOWNERS
ASSOCIATION OR SUB-ASSOCIATION, THEIR RESPECTIVE SUCCESSORS OR ASSIGNS, PER SEPARATE
D&C%}};fENTNF"SOR PRIVATE STREET PURPOSES IN ACCORDANCE WTH THE MASTER DECLARATION OF

Ri ICTIONS.

WE HEREBY JRREVOCABLY DFFER FOR DED!CA‘HDN 70 THE PUBLIC ALL PUBLIC IHPROVEMENTS
CONSTRUCTED WATHIN COLEMAN ROLD AVENUE, FRIEDELL STREET, AND KIRKWOOD AVENUE

FRIl
- SURROUNDING, BUT NOT CONTAINED \‘ﬂHIN THE BOUNDS. OF THIS MAP, IDENTIFED AS LOTS 168 THROUGH

177 ON FINAL MAP 4231 {CC SURVEY MAPS 165),

OWNER: HPS DEVELOPMENT CO., LP, A DELAWARE LIMITED PARTNERSHIP
}B’XR TNCE’/HPS DEVELOPMENT CO. GP, LLC, A DELAWARE LIMITED UIABILITY COMPANY, ITS GENERAL
ER H .

BY: |2~z - (4
NANE: YAN N, HALUCK DATE
TE £/ VICE PRESIDENT

DWN}EE‘: SUCCESSOR AGENCY TO THE REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN
FRANCISCO

Bt W /223007
NAKE: ggflg Dertn DATE
Yeechre

TME U t

OWNER'S ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

A NOTARY PUBLIC OR QTHER OFFICER COWPLETING THIS CERTIFICATE VERIFIES ONLY THE
IDENTITY OF THE INDIVIDUAL WHO SIGNED THE DOCUMENT TO WHICH THIS CERTIFICATE 1S
ATTACHED, AND NOT THE TRUTHFULNESS, ACCURACY, OR VALIDITY OF THAT DOCUMENT.

STATE. OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY oF COYWYD COSAR |

“on DRCOMPEr 25 2014, seroRE NS LAUTRA MAKY MOrE, , A

. NOTARY PUBLIC, PERSONALLY APPEARED

_Ralan N, HAUCK ____, ¥HO PROVED T0 NE
ON THE BASIS OF SATISFACTORY EVIDENCE TO BE THE PERSON(8) WHOSE NAME(Y) IS/ARE SUBSCRIBED
TO THE WITHIN INSTRUMENT AND ACKNOWLEDGED TO ME THAT HE/SHE/THET EXECUTED THE SAME IN
HIS/HER/‘NER‘ AUTHORIZED CAPACITY(JES], AND THAT BY HIS/HER/IMEIR SIGNATURE(S) ON THE
‘I#-(SETT&"I'ERW;A&% PERSON(Z}, OR THE ENTITY UFON BEMALF OF WHICH THE PERSON(2) ACTED EXECUTED

{ CERTIFY UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY LINDER THE LAWS OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA THAT THE
FOREGOING PARAGRAPH IS TRUE AND CORRECT.

WITHESS MY HAND AND OFFICIAL SEAL:
SIGNATURE: !g_w_ﬂm;.m NAME (FRINT): LOWED MO MOTIe,
NOTE: SEAL 15 OPTIONAL IF THE FOLLOWING' INFORMATION IS COMPETED:

NOTARY PUBLIC, STATE OF CA COMMISSION NuMemR: 22501443

MY CoMMission ExPRes: ..QCA 3 2015

COUNTY OF PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS: _COTYHYQL COSA

OWNER'S ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

A NOTARY PUBLIC OR OTHER OFFICER COMPLETING THIS CERTIRCATE VERIFIES ONLY ‘THE
IDENTITY OF THE INDIVIDUAL WHO SIGNED THE DOCUMENT TO WHICH THIS CERTIFICATE )5
ATTACHED, AND NOT THE TRUTHFULNESS, ACCURACY, OR VAUDITY OF THAT DOCUMEWT.

STATE OF CALIFORNIA ]
COUNTY OF

oN DECEMped, B0, 2019, BEFORE ME, Jewg Lo Susk A

NOTARY PUBLIC, FERSONALLY APPEARED SALLy OEATH , ¥HO PROVED Y0 ME
QN THE BASIS OF SATISFACTORY EVIDENCE T0 BE THE PERSON(S) WHOSE NAWE(S) 1S/ARE SUBSCRIBED
TO THE WTHIN INSTRUMENT AND ACKNOWLEDGED TO ME THAT HE/SHE/THEY EXECUTED THE SAME IN
HIS/HER /THEIR AUTHORIZED CAPACITY(ES), AND THAT BY HIS/HER/THEIR SIGNATURE(S) ON THE -
%ﬁ"}ﬁ;‘%&% PERSON(S), OR THE ENTITY UPON BEHALF OF WHICH THE PERSON(S) ACTED, EXECUTED

1 CERTIFY UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY UNDER THE LAWS OF THE STATE OF CALIFORMIA THAT THE
FOREGOING PARAGRAPH 1S TRUE AND CORRECT,

WITNESS MY, HAND AND OFFICIAL SEAL:

SIGNATURE: s do L WA (PRITy AT L. Susicra)
NOTE: SEAL IS OPTIONAL IF THE FOLLOWNG INFORMATICN IS COMRETED: '
NOTARY PUBLIC, STATE OF CA COMMISSION NuMBER: 214 2198

MY COMMISSION EXPIRES: F{,&Mﬂﬂ_“f 9,2020

COUNTY OF PRINGIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS: SAwl FaaXiSen

SURVEYOR'S STATEMENT

THIS MAP WAS PREPARED BY WE OR UNDER MY DIRECTION AND IS BASED UPON A FIELD
SURVEY IN CONFORMANCE WITH THE REQUIREMENTS OF THE SUBDIVISION MAP ACT AND
LOCAL DRD[NANCE AT THE REQUEST OF HPS DEVELOPMENT CO., LP IN NOVEMBER 2019, {

STATE THAT ALL OF THE MONUMENTS ARE OF THE CHARACTER AND OCCUPY THE
POSITIONS INDICATED, OR THAT THEY WILL BE SET IN THOSE FOSmONS WITHIN FIVE YEARS
OF THE FILING OF THIS MAP, AND THAT THE MONUMENTS ARE, OR WILL BE, SUFFICIENT To
ENABLE THE SURVEY TO BE RETRACED, AND THAT THIS FINAL MAP SUBSTANTIALLY
CONFORMS 70 THE CONDITIONALLY APPROVED TENTATIVE MAP.

S byf

SABRINE KYLE PACK
FLS. 8164

COUNTY RECORDER'S STATEMENT

FILED THIS . DAY OF 2020,
AT M. IN BOOK___.  OF FINAL MAPS, AT PAGE ____, ATTHE
REGUEST OF CAL ATLANTIC TITLE COMPANY. -

BY:
COUNTY RECORDER
CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

FINAL MAP NO. 10058
HUNTERS POINT SHIPYARD, BLOCK 52

A THREE LOT SUBDIVISION AND A 77 UNIT RESIDENTIAL CONDOMINIUM PROJECT
BEING A MERGER AND RE-SUBDIVISION OF LOTS 1,2, AND LOTAOF FINAL MAP 6945,
RECORDED IN BOOK 122 OF CONDOMINIUM MAPS, AT PAGES 64-66; LOT 196 AS
DESCRIBED IN DN 2013-7730018 AND DN 2016-K377435; LOT 197 AS DESCRIBED INDN

2013-730026; THAT CERTAIN "DONATION PARCEL? DESCRIBED IN DN 2020-
AND PARCEL A AS DESCRIBED INDN 2016-K325767, SAN FRANCISCO COUNTY RECORDS
CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA

Carlson, Barbee & Gibson, Inc.

CIVIL ENGINEERS » SURVEYORS » PLANNERS
SAN RAMON, CALIFORNIA

" DECEMBER 2019
JOB NO, 1804-005

351 FRIEDELL STREET

58 KIRKWOOD AVENUE APN 4581C-215, 218, 226, 227, 228, 560 SHEET 1 OF 3
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ATy AND COUNTY SURVEYOR'S STATEMENT

[ HEREBY STATE THAT ! HAVE EXAMINED JHIS MAP; THAT THE SUBDIMSION AS SHOWN IS SUBSTANTIAU.Y
THE SAME AS IT APPEARED ON THE TENTATIVE MAP, AND ANY APPROVED ALTERATIONS THEREOF; TH,

ALL PROVISIONS OF THE CALIFORMIA SUBDIVISION - WAP ACT AND ANY LOCAL ORDINANCES APPLICABLE AT
THE TIME OF APPROVAL OF THE TENTATIVE MAP, IF ANY, HAVE BEEN COMPLIF.D WTH; AND THAT I AM
SATISFIED THIS MAP IS TECHNICALLY CORRECT.

BRUCE R. STORRS, CITY AND COUNTY SURVEYCR.
CiTY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

BY:
BRUCKE R. STORRS, 1S 8914

APPROVALS
THS MAP IS APPROVED THIS puy “A' DAY OF )AY\VLA)/W

2020, BY ORDER No. __ 02RO,

| F PUEUC WORKS AND I\DVISDRY AGENCY
CITY_AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANC)
STATE OF CAUFORNIA

APPROVED AS TO FORM

DENNIS d. HERRERA, CITY ATI’ORNEY

DEPUTY CITY ATTORNEY DATE
CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

CLERK'S STATEMENT

|, ANGELA CALMILLO, CLERK OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN

FRANCISCO, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, HEREBY STATE THAT SAID BOARD OF SUPERVISORS BY [TS MOTIGN NC.

ADOPTED 2020, APPROVED THIS MAP ENTITLED "FINAL
MAF NO, 10058" AND ACCEPTED ON BEHALF OF THE PUBLIC, SUBJECT TO COMPLETION AND ACCEPTANCE,
THE OFFER OF DEDICATION OF THE JMPROVEMENTS IDENTIFIED IN THE OWNER'S STATEMENT. .

PURSUANT TO SECTION 65434(g) OF THE SUBDIVISION MAP ACT THE FOLLOWING EASEMENTS AND RIGHTS
OF WAY ARE HEREBY ABANDONED: ALL OF THAT CERTAIN EMERGENCY VEHICLE ACCESS EASEMENT (EVAE)
AND PUBLIC SERVIGE EASEMENT (FSE) PER FINAL MAP NO, 8946, RECORDED CCTOBER 15, 2013, IN BOOK
122 OF CONDOMINIUM MAPS, PAGE &4, LYING WITHIN THE BOUNDS OF THIS SUBDIMVISION.

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

CLERK OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS DATE

. CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

(GENERAL SUBDIVISION NOTES FOR
CONDOMINIUM LOTS -

“A)  THIS MAP IS THE SURVEY MAP PORTION OF A CONDOMINIUM PLAN AS DESCRIBED IN CAUFORMIA

CIViL CODE SECTIONS 4120 AND 4285, THIS CONDOMINIUM PROJECT IS LMITED TO A MAXIHUY NUMBER OF
7 DWELUNG UNITS.

B)  ALL INGRESS (ES), EGRESS (ES) PATH(S) OF TRAVEL, HRE/EMERGENCY EXIT(S) AND CXITING
COMPONENTS, EXIT PATHWAY(S) AND PASSAGEWAY(S), STAIRWAY(S), CORRIDOR(S), ELEVATOR(S), AND
COMMON USE ACCESSIBLE FEATURE(S) AND FACILTES SUCH AS RESTROOMS THAT THE BUILDING CODE
REQUIRES FOR COMMON USE SHALL BE HELD IN COMMON UNDIVIDED INTEREST.

C}  UNLESS SPECIFIED QTHERWISE IN THE GOVERNINGDOCUMENTS OF A CONDOMINIUM HOMEOWNERS®
ASSOCIATION, INCLUDING {TS CONDITIONS, COVENANTS, AND RESTRICTIONS, THE HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION
SHALL BE RESPONSHLE, IN PERPETUITY, FOR THE MAINTENANCE, REPAIR, AND REPLACEMENT OF:

+() AL GENERAL USE COMMON AREA IMPROVEMENTS; AND
(i} ALL FRONTING SIDEWALKS, ALL PERMITTED CR UNPERMITIED PRIVATE ENCROACHMENTS AND
PRIVATE.Y MAINTAINED STREET TREES FRONTING THE PROPERTY, AND ANY OTHER OBLIGATION
POSED ON PROPERTY OWNERS FRONTING A PUBLIC RIGHT-OF—WAY'PURSUANT TO THE
FUBUC WORKS CODE OR OTHER APPLICABLE MUNICIPAL CODES

D) IN THE EVENT THE AREAS IDENTIFED IN (C)(i) ARE NOT PROPERLY MAINTAINED, REPAIRED, AND
REPLACED ACCORDING TO THE CITY REQUIREMENTS, EACH HOMEOWNER SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE TO THE
EXTENT OF HIS/HER PROPORTIONATE OBUGATION TO THE HOMEOWNERS' ASSOCIATION FOR THE
MAINTENANCE, REPAIR, AND REPLACEMENT OF THOSE AREAS. FALURE TO UNDERTAKE SUCH MAINTENANCE,
REPAIR, AND REPLACEMENT MAY RESULT IN CITY ENFORCEMENT AND ABATEMENT ACTIONS ASAINST THE
HOMEOWNERS' ASSOCIATION.

E). APPROVAL OF THIS MAP SHALL NOT BE DEEMED APPROVAL OF THE DESIGN, LOCATION, SIZE,
DENSITY OR USE OF ANY STRUCTURE(S) OR ANCILLARY AREAS OF THE PROPERTY ASSOCIATED WTH
STRUCTURES, NEW OR EXISTING, WHICH HAVE NOT BEEN REVIEWED OR APPROVED BY APPROPRIATE CITY
AGENCIES NOR SHALL SUCH APPROYAL CONSTITUTE A WAIVER OF THE SUBDIVIDER'S OBLIGA'ION TO ABATE
ANY QUTSTANDING MUNICIPAL CODE VIOLATIONS. ANY STRUCTURES CONSTRUCTED SUBSEQUENT TO
APPROVAL OF THIS FINAL MAP SHALL COMPLY WATH ALL RELEVANT RUNICIPAL CODES, INCLUDING BUT NOT
LIMITED TO THE PLANNING, HOUSING AND BUILDING CODES, IN EFFECT AT THE THE OF ANY APPLICATION
FOR REQUIRED PERMITS.

’ F)  IF APPLICABLE, BAY WINDOWS, BALCONIES, FIRE ESCAPES AND OTHER ENCROACHMENT3 (IF ANY

SHOWN HEREON, THAT EXIST, OR THAT MAY BE CONSTRUCTED) ONTO OR OVER AVOCET WAY, COLEWAN
STREET, FREDELL STREET, JERROLD AVENUE, AND KIRKWOOD AVENUE ARE PERMITTED THROLGH AND ARE
SUBJECT TO THE RESTRICTIONS SET FORTH N THE BUILDING CODE AND PLANNING CODE OF THE CITY AND
COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO, THIS MAP DOES NOT CONVEY ANY OWNERSHIP INTEREST N SUCH
‘ENCROACHMENT AREAS TO THE CONDOMINIUM UNIT OWNER(S)

6)  SIGNIFICANT ENCROACHMENTS, TO THE EXTENT THEY YERE VISIBLE AND OBSERVED, AFE NOTED
HEREON. HOWEVER, IT 1S ACKNOWLEDGED THAT OTHER ENCROACHMENTS FROM/ONTG ADJOINNG
PROPERTIES MAY EXIST OR BE CONSTRUCTED. IT SHALL BE THE RESPONSIBILITY SOLELY OF ’IHE PROPERTY
OWNERS INVOLVED TO RESOLVE ANY ISSUES THAT MAY ARISE FROM ANY ENCROACHMENTS

DEPICTED HEREON OR NOT, THIS MAP DOES NOT PURPORT -TO CONVEY ANY DWNERSHIP INT?REST IN AN
ENCROACHMENT AREA TO ANY PROPERTY OWNER.

NOTES

1, SUBJECT TO THE TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF THAT CERTAN PUBLIC IMPROVEMENT AGREEMENT DATED
JULY 21, 2008, EXECUTED BY THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO AND HPS DEVELOPMENT CO,
LP., AMENDED OCTOBER 14, 2011, AND ANY AMENDWENTS THERETO.

2. SUBJECT TO THE TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF PUBLIC WORKS STREET IMPROVEMENT PERMIT JOBIE 0624.

3. SUBJECT TO THE TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF THE MASTER CC&R'S PER DN. 2009~IB15408, AMENDED BY
"DN. 2014—J915859, AND ANY-FUTURE AMENDMENTS THERETC.

4, ADDITIUNAL-RESTRICTIONS AND RIGHTS ARE DEFINED N A DOCUMENT ENTITLED "DESIGN FOR
DEVELOPMENT' ADOPTED BY THE SAN FRANCISCO REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY COMMISSION ON SEPTEMBER
30, 1997 BY RESOLUTION NO. 1987193, AND AMENDED ON JANUARY 18, 2005 BY RESOLUTION NO.
7-2005 AND ANY SUBSEQUENT AMENDMENTS THEREOF. "DESIGN FOR DEVELOPMENT" MEANS THAT
CERTAIN HUNTERS POINT SHIPYARD PHASE 1 DESIGN FOR DEVELOPHENT ORIGINALLY ADOPTED BY THE

AGENCY COMMISSION ON SEPTEMBER 30, 1997 BY RESOLUTION NO. 183~1397, AMENDED BY THE AGENCY '

COMMISSION ON JANUARY 18, 2006 BY RESOLUTION NO, 7-2005, FURTHER AMENDED BY THE AGENCY
COMMISSION ON JUNE 3, 2010 BY RESOLUTION NO. B8—2010, FURTHER AMENDED BY THE AGENCY
COMMISSIGN ON JUNE 13, 2013 BY RESOLUTION NO. 18904, AND AS MAY BE FURTHER AMENDED OR
SUPPLEMENTED FROM TIME TO TIME.

5. SUBJECT TO THE TERMS AND CONDmQNS OF THE DDA RECORDED. AS DN, 2005-H832130, MOO!HED ay
DN. 2005-H832181, MODIFIED BY THE FOLLOWING DOCUMENTS: DN. 2005- 275571, DN, 2008— 738449,
DN, 20091 736450, DN. 20091 879123, AND ANY SUBSEQUENT AMENDMENTS THERETO,

7. SUBJECT TO THE TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF THE VERTICAL DDA RECOROED AS DN, 2015-K057603.

TAX STATEMENT

I, ANGELA CALVILLO, CLERK OF THE BOARD OF SUPERWISORS OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF
SAN_FRANCISCO, STATE OF CAUFORNIA, DO HEREBY STATE THAT THE SUBDIVIDER HAS FILED A
STATEMENT FROM THE TREASURER AND TAX COLLECTOR OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN
FRANCISCO, SHOWING THAT ACCORDING TO THE RECORDS OF HIS OR HER OFFICE THERE ARE
NO LIENS AGAINST THIS SUBDIMISION OR ANY PART THEREOF FOR UNPAID STATE, COUNTY,
MUNICIPAL OR LOCAL TAXES, OR SPECIAL ASSESSMENTS COLLECTED AS TA¥ES,

DATED THIS - DAY OF 2020.

CLERK Of:‘ THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO
STATE-OF CALIFORNIA

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS APPROVAL

ON 2020, THE BOARD OF SUPERVISOR'S OF THE CITY AND
COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO, STATE OF CAUFORNIA APPROVED AND PASSED MOTION NO.
A COPY OF WHICH 1S ON FILE IN THE OFFICE OF THE BOARD

OF SUPERVISORS IN FILE NO.

SOILS REPORT

A SOLS REPORT ON THIS PROPERTY PREPARED BY ENGEQ INCORPORATED, DATED OCTOBER
22, 2004, PROJECT NO. 5638.001.01, HAS BEEN FILED AT THE CFFICE OF THE CiTY ENGINEER.

FINAL MAP NO. 10058 .
HUNTERS POINT SHIPYARD, BLOCK 52

ATHREE LOT SUBDIVISION AND A 77 UNIT RESIDENTIAL CONDOMINIUM PROJECT
BEING A MERGER AND RE-SUBDIVISION OFLOTS 1,2, AND LOT ACF FINAL MAP 6946,
RECORDED IN BOOK 122 OF CONDOMINIUM MAFS, AT PAGES 64-66; LOT 196 AS
DESCRIBED IN DN 2013-J730018 AND DN 2016-K377435; LOT 197 AS DESCRIBED INDN

2013-J730026; THAT CERTAIN "DONATION PARCEL" DESCRIBED IN DN 2020-
AND PARCEL A AS DESCRIBED IN DN 2016:K325767, SAN FRANCISCO COUNTY RECORDS
CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA

Carlson, Barbee & Gibson, Inc.

CIVIL ENGINEERS « SURVEYORS » PLANNERS
SAN RAMON, CAUFORNIA

DECEMBER 2018 .
JOB NO, 1804-005

351 FRIEDELL STREET

58 KIRKWOOD AVENUE APN 45891C-215, 246, 226, 227, 228, 560 SHEET 2 OF 3
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REFERENCES T fwo s 5 o
A — WD 28567 M |Mb 29578
RECORDING, .
NO.  DOCUMENT TYPE \NFORMATION RECORDING DATE [5] |mi 29568 T3] WD 3025
(1) FINAL HAP NO. 4231 CC SURVEY WAPS 165 AUGUST 12, 2009 [E] _{Mip 29569 [F] [M0 34128
(2) CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION DN 2011~/324068  DECEMBER 23, 2011 [F1 M 28570 [ [Wp 3h27
(3) FINAL MAP NO. 6946 122 CONDO MAPS 64 OCTOBER 15, 2013 (] |wmo 20571 7] [wp 34128
(4) CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE {FOR LOT 196 LOT UNE AOJSTMENT) DN 2013~J718778 AUGUST 5, 2013 % xil{D) i:?;
(5) QUITCLAM DEED {PURSUANT T0 LOT 195 LOT LINE ADKISTHENT) e e e TECORDED -
(6) . CERTFICATE OF COMPLIANCE (FOR LOT 187 £0T LINE ADWSTHENT) DN 203-0727884  AUGUST 5, 2013
{7) QUITCLAIM DEED {PURSUANT TO LOT 187 LOT LINE ADJUSTMENT) DN 2013-4730026 AUGUST 15, 2013 TR R TR O R R
0 ), 3 \SSESSOR

{B) CERTIFICATE OF COMPUANCE (FOR PARCEL A LOT LINE ADJUSTMENT)

(5) QUITCLAM DEED (PURSUANT TO PARCEL A LOT
(10) DEED (DONATION PARCEL)

DN 2016-K236549
DN 2016-K325767
ON 2020~

UNE ADJUSTHENT)

APRIL 25, 2016
SEPTEMBER 7, 2016

2020

=77

4591C LOTS B75-741

BASIS OF BEARINGS .

THE BASIS OF BEARINGS FOR THIS éURVEY 15 BETWEEN FOUND MONUMENTS IN JERROLD
AVENUE, THE BEARING BEING N5375'32"W PER FINAL MAP NO. 4231 (CC SURVEY HAPS 165).
DISTANCES SHOWN HEREON ARE GROUND DISTANCES IN U.S. SURVEY FEET.

LEGEND

FINAL MAP_BOUNDARY LINE
PROPOSED LOT UNE
EXISTING PROPERTY LINE
TE UNE

HONUMENT LINE

HISTORIC LOT LINE

(H-H) MONUMENT TO MONUMENT
(cl~cL) CENTERUINE TO CENTERLINE
‘@ FOUND BRASS DISK IN MONUMENT WELL, RCE 14785
) PER (1), OR"AS NOTED
) SET 1" BRASS DISK IN CONCRETE, OFFSET 4'(TYP),
LS 8164 :
= 1" BRASS DISK IN CONCRETE PER (1), SEARCHED

FOR NOT FOUND, SET {* BRASS DISK, LS 6164
ASSESSOR'S PARCEL NUMBER

DOGUMENT NUMBER

HONUMENT DENTFICATION NUMBER PER COSF

REFERB((E NUMBER

'NOTES

1. ASSESSOR PARCEL NUMBERS SHOWN HERECN ARE FOR INFORMATIONAL USE ONLY AND SHOULD
NOT BE RELIED UPON FOR ANY OTHER PURPOSE.
THE LANDS WITHIN 'IHE BOUNDS DF THIS MAP ARE NOT SUBJECT TO THE PUBLIC TRUST.
WAS COMPLETED IN MARCH 2018, ALL PHYSICAL DETALS INCLUDING
CITY ANB PRIVATE MONUMENTAUON SHOWN HEREON EXISTED. AS OF THE FIELD SJRVEY COMPLETION
CATE, UNLESS OTHERWSE NOTED.
4. THE 5' EASEMENT AREAS, AND 10.1" RESTRICTION AREAS PER DN zm}—mwm WERE TERWINATED PER
« NOTICE OF TERWINATION RECORDED
5 THE 5 EASEMENT AREAS, AND 10.1' RESTRICTION AREAS PER DN 2013-JI75705 WERE TERMINATED PER
© NOTICE OF TERMINATION RECORDED
G THE 5' EASEMENT AREAS, AND 101" RESTRICTION AREAS PER DN 2013-1777358 WERE TERMINATED PER
NOTICE OF- TERMINATION RECORDED
7. PUBUC PEDESTRIAN INGRESS AND EGRESS ON, OVER AND ACROSS LOT A GRANTED 1N ACCORANCE
WiTH THE TERMS OF THE DECLARATION OF ACCESS

PERON, o
8 3;}{&{45;1&-215, 216, 226, 227, 228, 560, 670 AND 671 ARE RETIRED AT THE TIHE OF THE FLING
S 3

i

IN COMPLIANCE WATH SECTION Wil OF THE CITY'S SUBDIMSION REGULATIONS, THE PARCEL DESCRIBED IN
REFERENCE {10) I5 SHOWN HERFON FOR THE PURFOSE OF MEMORIALIZING THE BOUNDARIES AND OF
PROVIGING EVIDENCE. OF THE PHYSICAL LOCATION OF THE MAP~ACT EXEMPT TRANSACTION RECGRDED
l;ﬁlgv!& Tng)(El)SNMAP. AND SAID PARCEL IS HEREBY MERGED WTH LOT 137 (6)(7) 70 RESULT IN LOT {

FINAL MAP NO. 10058
HUNTERS POINT SHIPYARD, BLOCK 52

A THREE LOT SUBDIVISION AND A 77 UNIT RESIDENTIAL CONDOMINIUM FROJECT .
BEING A MERGER AND RE-SUBDIVISION OFLOTS 1,2, AND LOT A QF FINAL MAT 6946,
* RECORDED IN BOOK 122 OF CONDOMINIUM MAPS, AT PAGES 64-66;LOT 196 AS

DESCRIBED IN DN 2013-1730018 AND DN 2016-K477435; LOT 157 AS DESCRIBED INDN
2013-1730026; THAT CERTAIN "DONATION PARCET.” DESCRIBED IN DN 2020~
AND PARCEL A AS DESCRIBED IN DN 2016-K325767, SAN FRANCISCO COUNTY RECORDS

" CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA

Carlson, Barbee & Gibson, Inc.
CIVILENGINEERS * SURVEYORS ¢ PLARNERS
SAN RAMON, CALIFORNIA
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