
File No. 200240 . Committee Item No. -=-:-----
Board Item No. __ __,3:.:...( ___ _ 

COMMITTEE/BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
AGENDA PACKET CONTENTS LIST 

Committee:· Date: ------- ~--------

.Board of Supervisors Meeting Date: March 10 2020 

Cmte Board 
D r:gj Motion 
D D Resolution 
D D 
D D 
D D 
D D 
D D 
D r:gJ 
D D 
D D 
D D 
D D 
D D 
D D 
D D 
0 D 
D D 

OTHER 

D r:gJ 
D [S] 
D r:gJ 
D r:gJ 
D r:gJ 
D D 
D D 
D D 

. Ordinance 
Legislative Digest 
Budget and Legislative Analyst Report 
Youth Commission Report · 
Introduction Form 
Department/Agency Cover Letter and/or Report 
MOU 
Grant Information Form 
Grant Budget 
Subcontract Budget 
Contract/Agreement 
Form 126- Ethics Commission 
Award Letter 
Application 
Public Correspondence. 

Public Works Order No. 202684 - 02/18/20 
Tentative Map Decision- 09/25/19 
Planning Department - Certificate of Determination - 04/06/15 
Tax Certificate- 01/24/20 
Final Maps 

Prepared by:. -=L=is=a-=L=ew=-----
Prepared by: --~-----

. Date: -March 6, 2020 
Date: ---------

17 61 



FILE NO. 200240 MOTION NO .. 

1 [Final Map 1 0062 - 540 De Haro Street] 

2 

3 Motion approving Final Ma:p 10062, a 16 residential unit condominium project, located 

4 at 540 De Haro Street, being a subdivision of Assessor's Parcel Block No. 4008, Lot No. 

5 002; and adopting findings pursuant to the General PI~m, and the eight priority policies 

6 of Planning Code, Section 101.1. 

7 

8 MOVED, That the certain map entitled "Final Map 1 0062", a 16 residential unit 

9 · condominium project, located at 540 De Haro Street, being a subdivision of Assessor's Parcel 

10 Block No. 4008, Lot No. 002, comprising three sheets, approved February 18, 2020, ·by 

11 · Department of Public Works Order No. 202684 is hereby approved and said map is adopted 

12 . as an Official Final Map 1 0062; and, be it 

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

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

15 Planning Department, by its letter dated September 25, 2019, that the proposed subdivision is. 

16 · . consistent with the General Plari, and the eight priority policies of Planning Code, Section 

17 1 01.1; and, be it 

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

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

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

21 Statement as set forth herein; and, be it 

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

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

24 amendments thereto. 

25 

_ _ _ _ _ .. E'ublic. Works.. . . . ... . . __ 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS , Page 1 
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City and County Sur-Veyor 

---·-p·iJbliCWOrk-s·· - ... ··- .. - . - -· ... 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS . 

RECOMMENDED: 

Acting Director of Public Works 

Page2 
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DocuSign Envelope ID: 9FE3C966:C941-48AF-8643-008EAB97FBEB 

San Francisco Public Works 
General- Director's Office 

City Hall, Room 348 
1 Dr. Carlton ~. Goodlett Place, S.F., CA 94102 

{415) 554-6920 www.SFPublicWorks.org 

Public Works Order No: 202684 

CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO 
SAN FRANCISCO PUBLIC WORKS 

APPROVING FINAL MAP 10062, 540 DE HARO STREET, A 16 UNIT RESIDENTIAL CONDOMINIUM 
PROJECT, BEING A SUBDIVISION OF LOT 002 IN ASSESSORS BLOCK NO. 4008 (OR ASSESSORS 
PARCEL NUMBER 4008-002). [SEE MAP] . 

A 16 UNIT RESIDENTIAL CONDOMINIUM PROJECT 

The City Planning Department in its letter dated SEPTEMBER 25, 2019 stated that the subdivision is 
consistent with the General Plan and the Priority Policies of City Planning Code Section 1 01.1. 

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

Transmitted herewith are the following: 

1. One (1) paper copy of the Motion approving said map- one (1) copy in electronic format. 
2. One (1).mylar signature sheet and one (1) paper set of the ''Final Map 10062", comprising 3 sheets. 
3. One (1) copy of the Tax Certificate from the Office of the Treasurer and Tax Collector certifying that there are 

no liens against the property for taxes or special assessments collected as taxes. · 
4. One (1) copy of the letter 'dated SEPTEMBER 25, 2019, from the City Planning Department. stating the 

subdivision is consistent with the General Plan and the Priority Policies set forth in City Planning Code · 
Section 1 01.1. · · 

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

RECOMMENDED: APPROVED: 
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X 
Degrafinrie , 

Acting Director 
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City and County of San Francisco 
San Francisco Public Works· Bureau of Street-Use and M<Ipping 

1155 Market Street, 3rd Floor- San Frondsco, CA 94103 
sfpublicworks.org · tel415-554-58l0 • fox 415-554-6161 

TENTATIVE MAP DECISION 
Date: July 3, 2019 Project ID: 10062 

Project Type: 16 Residential New Condominiums Units 
Department of City Planning 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 
San Francisco, CA 94103 

Attentiop.: Mr. Corey Teague. 

Address#- ~treetName ~lock 
. 540 PE HAROST 14008 

Tentative Map Referral 

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

!Lot 
po2 

(*In the course of review by City agencies, any discovered items of concern should be brought to the attention of Public Works for consideration.) 

Oigltally signed by ADRIAN VERHAGEN 

· !ADRIAN VERHAGEN :;_;:::;p,~'~:~~~~~;,~~~;~:';!',7s""es"· 
Dale.: 2019.07.0211:28;43..0700' . 

·- ·- -···. ·-. ------ ----- ~- ··----- .. ·····---------· 

for, Bruce R. Storrs, P .L. S. 
City and County Surveyor 

,.. · · ··- .... , The subject Tentative Map has been reviewed by the Planning Department and does comply with applicable __ j 

provisions of the Planning Code. On balance, the Tentative Map is coi:lsistent with the General Plan and the Priority Policies 
ofPlanning Code Section 101.1 based on the attached findings. The subject referral is exempt from California 
EnVironmental Quality Act (CEQA) environmental review as · 
categorically exempt Class; .. -- · ·· l, CEQ A Determination Date_:------~··------· ----,based on the attached checklist. 

. . . . ~- ~- ... ~- .. _.,_.,. ·-·····-.,,~ "' .. - ' 

" .7 .... 1 The subject Tentative Map has been reviewed by the Planning Department and does comply with applicable 
provisions of the Planning Code subject to the attached conditions. 

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

PLANNING DEPARTMENT r.---- ............ --~--.. -·-··-- ___ _,. . . . ..... -... ·---·----.. ----~-
Signedri m b~ rly Du r~nd ~J. ~~~:~o~~~:~~~z~~~~~~:,~~-~7~~~~d•t 
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SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

Certificate of Determination 
EXEMPTION FROM ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 

Case No.: 
Project Address: 

Zoning: 

Block/Lot: 
Lot Size: 
Plan Area: 

Project Sponsor: 
Staff Contact: 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

2014.0599£ 
540-552 De Haro Street 
UMU (Urban Mixed Use) Zoning District 

40-X Height and Bulk District · 

4008/002 

10,000 square feet 

Eastern Neighborhoods Area Plan 

Aaron Schlechter, (415) 988-1080 

Don Lewis- (415) 575-9168 

don.lewis~Psfgov .org 

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

Reception: 
415.558.6378 

Fax: 
. 415.558.6409 

Planning 
Information: 
415.558.6377 

The project site is located on a steeply sloped Jot on the west side 'of De Haro Street between Mariposa 

and 18th streets in the Potrero Hill neighborhood. The project site is currently occupied by a 22-foot-tall, 

twocstory, industrial building approximately 7,147 square feet in size with two off-street loading spaces. 

The existing building was constructed in 1975 and the present use of the building is motorcycle repair 

service. The proposed project involves the demolition of the existing building and construction of a 40-

foot-tall (56-foot-tall with elevator and stair penthouses), four-story, 17-unit, residential building · 

approximately 33,750 square feet in size .. The proposed mix of units would be four one-bedroom units 

and 13 two-bedroom units. The proposed building would also include 16 parking spaces and 17 Class 1 

(Continue on next page.) 

EXEMPT STATUS 

Exempt per Section 15183 of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines and California 

Public Resources Code Section 21083.3 

DETERMINATION 

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

Environmental Review Officer 

cc: Aaron Schlechter, Project Sponsor 
Supervisor Malia Cohen, District 10 

·Kimberly Durandet, Current Planning Division 

Date 
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Certificate of Exemption 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION (continued) 

540-552 De Haro Street 
2014.0599E 

bicycle spaces at the partially below-grade ground floor level. Pedestrian and vehicular access would be 
from De Haro Street. The proposed project would include a 1,480-square-foot common roo£ deck at the 5th 
level, and five units would each have a private terrace, totaling approximately 1;340 square feet. During 

. . . 
·the approximately 12-month construction period, the proposed project would require up to 

approximately 32 feet of excavation below ground surface and 4,000 cubic yards of soil disturbance. The· 
project site is located within the Showplace Square/Potrero Hill area of the Eastern Neighborhoods Plan 

Area. 

PROJECT APPROVAL 

The proposed project at 540-552 De Haro Street would require the following approvals: 

Actions by the Planning Commission 
" Approval of a·. Large Project Au"thorization from the Planning Commission is required per 

Planning Code Section 329 for the.hew construction of a building greater than 25,000 gross square 

feet. 
Actions by either City Deparbnents 

• Approval of a Site Mitigation Plan from the San Francisco Department of Public Health prior to 
the commencement of any excavation work; and 

" Approval of Building Permits from the Department of Building Inspections for demolition and 
new construction. 

The Large Project Authorization hearing before the Planning Commission is the Approval Action for the 
project. The Approval Action date establishes the start of the 30-day appeal period for this CEQA 
exemption determination pursuant to Section 31.04(h) of the San Francisco Administrative Code. 

COMMUNITY PLAN EXEMPTION OVERVIEW 

California Public Resources· Code Section 21083.3 and CEQA Guidelines Section 15183 prov.ide an 

exemption from environmental review for projects that are. consistent with the development d~nsity 
established by existing zoning, community plan or general plan policies for which an Environmental 

. Impact Report (EIR) was certified, except as might be necessary to examine whether there are project
specific significant effects which are peculiar to . the project or its site. Section 15183 specifies that 
examination of environmental effects shall be limited to those effects that: a) are peculiar to the project or 
parcel on which the project would be located; b) were not analyzed as significant effects in a prior EIR on 

the zoning action, general plan or community pla.rl with which the project is consistent; c) are potentially 
significant off-site and cumulative impacts that were not discussed in the underiying EIR; or d) ar~ 
previously identifi~d in the EIR, but which, as a result of substantial new information that was not known 

at the time that the EIR was certified, are determined to have a more severe adverse impact than that 
discussed in the underlying EIR. Section 15183(c) specifies that if an impact is not peculiar to the parcel or 

to the proposed project, then an EIR need not be prepared for the project solely on the basis of that 

impact. 
' ' 

This- determination evaluates the potential project-specific environmental effects of the 540-552 De Haro 
Street project described above,.and incorporates by reference information contained in the Programmatic 

SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 
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·Certificate .of Exemption :?40-552 De Haro Street 
2014.0599E 

EIR ·for the Eastern Neighborhoods Rezoning and Area Plans (PEIR)1• Project-specific studies were 

prepared for the proposed project to determine if the _project would result in any significant 

environmental impacts that were not identified in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEJR. 

After several years of analysis, community outreach, and public review, the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR 

was adopted in December 2008. The Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR was adopted in part to support 

housing development in some areas previously zoned to allow industrial uses, while preserving an 

adequate supply of space for existing and future production, distribution, and repair (PDR) employment 

and businesses. The Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR also included changes to existing height and bulk 

districts in some areas, including the project site at'540c552 De Haro Street. 

The Planning Commission held pub!i'c hearings to consider the various aspects of the proposed Eastern 

Neighborhoods Rezoning and Area Plans and related Planning Code and Zoning Map amendments. On 

August 7, 2008, the Planning Commission certified the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR by Motion 17659 and 

adopted the Preferred Project for final recommendation to the Board of Supervisors.2;l 

In December 2008, after further public hearings, the Board of Supervisors approved and the Mayor 

signed the Eastern Neighborhoods Rezoning and Planning Code amendments. New zoning districts 

include districts that would permit PDR uses in combination with commercial uses; districts mixing 

residential and commercial uses and residential and PDR uses; and new residential-only districts. The 

districts replaced existing industrial, commercial, residential single-use, and mixed-use distri~ts. 

The Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR is a comprehensive programmatic document that presents an analysis 

of the environmental effects of implementation of the Eastern Neighborhoods Rezoning and Area Plans, 

as well as the potential impacts under several proposed alternative scenarios. The Eastern Neighborhoods 

.Draft EIR evaluated three rezoning alternatives, two community-proposed alternatives which focused 

largely on the Mission District, and a "No Project" .alternative. The alternative selected, or the Preferred 

Project, represents a combination of Options B and C. The Planning Commission adopted the Preferred 

Project after fully considering the environmental effects of the Preferred Project and the various scenarios 

discussed in the PEIR. 

A major issue of discussion in the Eastern Neighborhoods rezoning process was the degree to which 

existing industrially-zoned land would be rezoned to primarily residential and mixed-use districts, thus 

reducing the availability of land traditionally used for PDR employment and businesses. Among other 

topics, the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR assesses the significance of the cumulative land use effects of the 

rezoning by analyzing its effects on the City's ability to meet its future PDR space needs as well as its 

ability to meet its housing needs as expressed in the City's General Plan. 

As a result of the Eastern Neighborhoods rezoning process, the project site has been rezoned from RH-2 

(Residential, House, Two Family) to UMU (Urban Mixed Use) District. The UMU District is intended to 

promote a vibrant mix of uses and serve as a buffer between residential districts and PDR districts in the 

Eastern Neighborhoods. The proposed project and its relation to PDR land supply and cumulative land 

use effects is discussed further in the Community Plan Exemption (CPE) Checklist, under Land Use. The 

J Planning Department Case No. 2004.0160E and State Clearinghouse No. 2005032048. 
2San Francisco Planning Department. Eastern Neighborhoods Rezoning and Area: Plans Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR), 

Planning Department Case No. 2004.0160E, certified August 7, 2008. Available online at: http://www.sf
plarming.org/index.aspx?pag0"'1893, accessed August 17,2012. 

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

SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 
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Certificate of Exemption 540-552 D~ Haro Street 
2014.0599E 

540-552 De Haro Street project site, which is located in the Showplace Hiil/Potrero Hill area of the Eastern . 

Neighborhoods, was designated as a site with building up to 40 feet in height. 

Individual projects that could occur in the future under the Eastern Neighborhoods Rezoning and Area 
Plans will undergo project-level environmental evaluation to d~termine if they ·would result in·turther 

. impacts specific to the development proposal the site,· and the tlmE7 of ·development and to assess 
whether add~tional environmental_ review would -be required. This determination concludes that the 
proposed project at 540.:.55'2. De Haro Street is consistent with and was encompassed within the analysis iri 

the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR. This determination also finds that the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR 
adequately anticipated and described the impacts of the proposed 540-552 De Haro Street project, and 
identified the mitigation measures applicable to the 540~552 De Haro Street project. The proposed project 
is also consistent with the zoning controls and the provisions of the Planning Code applicable to the 
project site.4.s Therefore, no further CEQA evaluation for the 540-552 De Har() Street project is required. In 
sum, the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR and this Certificate of Exemption for the proposed . project 
comprise the full and complete CEQA eyaluation necessary for the proposed project. 

PROJECT SETTING 

The project site is located on a steeply sloped lot on the block bounded by Mariposa Street to the north, 
De Haro Street to the east, 18th Street to the south, and Rhode Island Street to the west in the Potrero Hill 
neighborhood. The property immediately adjac~t to the south contains se,;en one to two story, single
family and multi- family residentj.al buildings with a totai of 12 dwelling units that are arranged in a 

r0ughly u-shaped plan. The property immediately adjacent to the north consists of the St. Gregory 
Nyssen Episcopal Church (constructed in 1994) which is a visual landmark for the surrounding 
community due to its neo~Byzantine/Arts and Crafts design, and a two-story residential building 
(constructed in 1942) that is used by the church. The surrounding area around the project site is 
cl:taracterized by a mix of residential, industriat and public uses in buildings ranging in height from one 
to three stories. The Anchor Steam Brewery is loca~ed across the street to the east of the-project site, 

JackSon Playground is located approximately two blocks to the northeast, and the International Studies 
Academy High School is located one block to the south. All of the surrounding parcels are within the 40-
X height .and bulk district, while zoning districts in the vicinity of· the project site include RH-2 

(Residential House, Two Family), PDR,-1-G (Production, Distribution, and Repair - General), UMU 
(Urban Mixed Use), and P (Public). . . . 

POTENTIAL ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS 

The Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR included analyses of environmental issues including: land use; plans 
and policies; visual quality and urban design; population, housing, business activity, and employment 
(growth inducement); transportation; noise; air quality; parkS, recreation and open space; shadow; 
archeological r-esources; historic architectural resources; hazards; and other issues not addressed in the 

previously issued initial study for 'the Eastern Neighborhoods Rezoning and Area Plans. The proposed· 
540-552 De Haro Street project is in conformance with the height, use arid density for the·site described in 

4 Adam Varat, San Francisco Planning Department, Community Plan Exemption Eligibility Determination, Citywide Planning and 
Policy Analysis, 540-55~ De Haro Street, March 6, 2015. This document, and other cited documents, are available for review at 
the San.Francisco Planning Department, 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, as part of Case File No. 2014.0599. 

s Joslin, Jeff, Sa~ Francisco Planning Department, Community Plan Exemption Eligibility Determination, Current Planning Analysis, 
540-552 De Haro Stre.et, March 17, 2015. 

SAN FRANCISCO 
'PLANNING pEPARTMENT 4 
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Certificate of Exemption 540-552 De Haro Street 
2014.0599E 

the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR and would represent a small part of the growth that was forecast for the 

Eastern Neighborhoods plan areas. Thus, the plan analyzed in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEJR 

considered the inc~emental impacts of the proposed 540-552 D~ Haro Street project. As a result, the 

proposed project would not result in any new or substantially more severe impacts than were identified 

in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR. 

Significant and unavoidable impacts were identified in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR for the 

following topics: land use, historic architecturai resources, transportation and circulation, and.shadow. 

The propo?ed project would result in a loss of a 7,147-square-foot PDR building; however this PDR loss 

wcn.l.Jd not represent a considerable contribution to the significant unavoidable cumulative land use 

impact that was identified in the Eastern Neighborhood~ PEIR because the former zoning district of RH-2 

did not ·allow for PDR uses and because the project site is too small to contribute considerably. The 

proposed project would involve the demolition of a building (constructed in 1975) determined not to be a 

historic resource by Preservation staff. Traffic and transit ridership generat.ed by the project would not 

considerably contribute to the traffic and transit impacts identified in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR. 

Based on the shadow fan analysis, the proposed building is not expected to shade any Planning Code 

Section 295 or non-Section 295 open spaces. The proposed project would shade nearby private property at 

levels commonly expected in urban areas. 

The Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR identified feasible mitigation measures to address significant impacts 

.related to noise, air quality, ar.cheologi~al resources, historical resources, hazardous materials, and 

transportation. Table 1 below lists the mitigation measures identified in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR 

and states whether each measure would apply to the proposed project. 

Table 1- Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR Mitigation Measures 

Mitigation Measure Applicability Compliance 

F. Noise 

· F-1: Construction Noise (Pile Not Applicable: pile driving not N/A 
Driving) proposed. 

F-2: Construction Noise Applicable: temporary construction The project sponsor has agreed 
noise from use of heavy to develop and implement a set 
equipment. of noise attenuation measures 

du:dng construction. 

F-3: Interior Noise Levels Applicable: noise-sensitive uses The project sponsor has 
where street noise exceeds 60 dBA. conducted and submitted a 

detailed analysis of noise 

reduction requirements. 

F-4: Siting of Noise-Sensitive Applicable: noise~sensitive uses The project sponsor has 
Uses where street noise exceeds 60 dBA. conducted and submitted a 

detailed analysis of noise 

reduction requirements. 

F-5: Siting of Noise-Generating Not Applicable: no noise- N/A 
Uses generating uses proposed 

(residential use only). 

SAN FRANCISCQ 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 
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Certificate of Exemption 

Mitigation Measure 

F-6: Open Space in Noisy. 
Environmeuts 

G. Air Quality 

G-1: Construction Air Quality 

G-2: Air Quality for ·:Sensitive 

Land Uses 

G-3: Siting of. Uses that Emit 

DPM 

G-4: ·siting of Uses that Emit 

otherTACs 

J. Archeological Resources 

J-1: Properties with Previous 

Studies 

J-2: Properties With no Previous· 

Studies 

J-3: 'Mission Dolores 

Archeological District 

K. Historical Resources 

K-1: Interim Procedi.rres for 
Permit Review· in the Eastern 

Neighborhoods Plan Area 

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

SAN fRANCISCO 
PLANN.N(i DEPARTJ\IIENT 

Applicability 

Appl.icable: new noise sensitive 

uses (dwelling units) proposed. 

Not Applicabl!O: project would 
;-

comply with the San Francisco 
Dust Control Ordinance. · 

Not Applicable: project site is not 
in the Air Pollutant Exposure Zone. 

Not Applicable: proposed 
residential uses are not uses that 
would emit substantial levels of 
DPM .. 

Not Ap.plicable: proposed 
residential land uses are not uses 
that would emit substantial levels 

of other TACs. 

Not Applicable: project site does 

not contain any previous 
archaeological studies. 

Applicable: project site is located in 

an area with no previous 
archaeological studies. 

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

. Archaeological District. 

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

Not Applicable: plan-level 
mitigation completed by Planning 

1772 

540-552 De Haro Street 
2014.0599E 

Compliance 

The project sponsor provided 
an environmental noise report 
.that demonstrates that the 

p;roposed open space is 

adequately protected from the 
existing ambient noise levels. 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

. The requirements of this 

mitigation measure have been 
complied with as part of this 

environmental revieVI' process. 
No further mitigation is 
required. 

N/A 

-
N/A 

N/A 

6 



Certificate of Exemption 

Mitigation Measure 

to Vertical Additions in the 

South End Historic District (East 

SoMa) 

K-3: Amendments to .Article 10 

· of the Planning Code Pertaining 

to Alterations and In fill 
Development in the Dogpatch 

Historic District (Central 

Waterfront) 

L. Bazardous Materials 

L-1: Hazardous Building 

Materials 

E. Transportation 

E-1: Traffic Signal Installation 

E-2: Intelligent Traffic 

Management 

E-3: Enhanced Funding 

E-4: Intelligent Traffic 

Management 

E-5: Enhanced Transit Funding . 

E-6: Transit Corridor 

Improvements . 

E-7: Transit Accessibility 

E-8: Muni Storage and 

Maintenance 

E-9: Rider Improvements 

SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMEN"l' 

Applicability 

Commission 

Not Applicable: plan-level 

mitigation completed by Planning 

Commission 

Applicable: project involves 

demolition of an existing building. 

Not Applicable: plan level 

mitigation by SFMTA 

Not Applicable: plan level 

mitigation by SFMT A 

Not Applicable: plan level 

mitigation by SFMTA & SFT A 

Not Applicable: plan level 

mitigation by SFMTA & Planning 

·Department 

Not Applicable: plan level 

mitigation by SFMTA 

Not Applicable: plan level 

mitigation by SFMTA 

Not Applicable: plan level 

mitigation by SFMTA 

Not Applicable: plan level 

mitigation by SFMT A 

Not Applicable: plan level 

1773. 

540-552 De Haro Street 
2014.0599E 

Compliance 

N/A 

The project sponsor has agreed 

to ensure that any equipment 

containing PCBs or DEPH, 

such as fluorescent light 

ballasts, are removed and 

properly disposed of according 

to applicable federal, state, and 

local laws prior to the start of 

demolition. 

N/A 

N/A 

.N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

c. 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

7 



Certificate of Exemption 

Mitigation Measme 

E-10: Transit Enhancement 

E-11: Transportation Demand 

Management 

Applicability . 

mitigation by SFMTA 

Not Applicable: plan level 

mitigation by SFMTA 

Not Applicable: plan level 
mitigation by SFMTA 

N/A 

N/A, 

540-552 De Haro Street 
2014.0599E 

Compliance 

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

PEIR. 

PUBLIC NOTICE AND COMMENT 

A "Notification of Project Receiving Environmental ReView" was mailed on January 21, 2015 to adjacent 
occupants and owners of properties within 300 feet of the project site. Overall, concerns and issues raised 
by the public in response to the notice were taken into consideration and incorporated in the. 

environmental review as appropriate for CEQA analysis. Responses included the concerns shown in the 
bulleted list below. Text in italics indicates how the identified concerns have been addressed in this 
environmental document. 

. • Commenters state that the size and density of the proposed project is out of character with the 

neighborhood, is not i1;1 conformity with the Showplace Square/Potrero Hill Area Plan, and 
should not be exempted from the EIR. As discussed in the Land Use and Land Use Planning section 
of the CPE Checklist, the proposed project is permitted in the UMU zoning district, would not exceed the 
40-X height and bulk limit, and is consistent with the development density as envisioned in the Showplace 
Square/Potrero Hill Area Plan. The proposed project would not result. in significant adverse environmental 
impacts beyond those identified in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR, and therefore the project is exempt 
fromfurther environmental review. 

• OI]-e commenter states that the proposed project would have a negative impact on the use of 
the adjacent church buildings. Impacts of the proposed project are discussed in the attached CPE 
Checklist under the relevant CEQA topic headings. 

• Commenters state that proposed project has the potential to undewine adjacent buildi~g 
foundations 'as excavation for the existing two-story structure damaged adjacent buildings, 
and there is a natmally 'occurring spring in proximity to. the site which causes continual 

problems with the church property. As discussed in the "Geology and Soils" section of the attached 
CPE Checklist, the project is required to conform to the Sa,ri Francisco Building Code, which ensures the 
safety of all niw construction in the City. In addition, a geotechnical report was prepared for the proposed 
project that found the project site to be suitable for the proposed development. 

" Commenters state that the project will cast significant amounts of shade on private property, 
project shadow would impact physical and mental health, and the project requires a shadow 
study since it is over 50 feet tall. As discussed in the "Wind and Shadow" section of the attached CPE 
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Checklist, shadows created by the proposed project would nqt exceed levels commonly expected in dense 

urban arens and although occupants of nearby properties may regard the increase in shadow as undesirable, 

the limited increase in shading of private properties as a result of the proposed project would not be 

considered a significrmt impact under CEQA. Based on the shadow fan analysis, the proposed br1ilding is 

not expected to shade any Planning Code Section 295 or non-Section 295 open spaces. While the overall 

height of the proposed building would exceed 40 feet, the Planning Code allows for certain roof-top 

exceptions (such as stair. and elevator penthouses) froin the height limit, and these allowable exceptions 

above 40 feet would not trigger Section 295. 

• Comrnenters state that project excavation of serpentine and construction dust would result in 

health impacts on neighborhood children and frequent church· members and visitors. The 

paten tial impacts related to construction dust and serpentinite bedrock are discussed in the Air Quality 

and Hazard and Hazardous Materials sections of the attached CP E Checklist. The proposed project is 
required to comply with the Construction Dust Control Ordinance and the Asbestos Airborne Toxic 

Control Measure (ATCM) regula1ions that address potential impacts to the public and environment from 

exposure to naturally occurring chrysotile asbestos or fugitive dust generated during construction 

activities. 

• One commenter states that the proposed project would have an impact on the historical 
character of the neighborhood. As discussed in the Cultural ahd Paleontological Resources section of 

the CPE Checklist, the 540-552 De Haro Street building is not individually eligible for listing in the 

. California Register of Historic Resource and the project site is 1iot located within a historic district. 

" Commenters state their concerns regarding construction noise. As discussed in the "Noise" secti6n 

of the CPE Checklist, implementation of Project Mitigation Measure 2 would reduce construction noise 

impacts to a less-than-significant level. 

" One commenter expressed concerns about the cumulative impacts of the proposed project 
with other projects in the vicinity. The potential cumulative impacts of the proposed project and other 

projects in the area are discussed in the attached CPE Checklist under the relevant CEQA topic headings .. 

The proposed project is within the development projected under the. Eastern Neighborhoods Rezoning and 
Area Plans, and there would be no additional project-level or cumulative impacts beyond those analyzed in 

the Eastern Neighborhoods PEiR. 

• Commenters state that traffic and parking are becoming major problems in the area, project 

construction and operational use of the proposed ground floor garage would. create traffic 
congestion along De Haro Street, and there must be a comprehensive traffic flow 

improvement plan. The transportation impacts of the proposed project, including the potential for traffic 

hazards, are discussed in the Transportation and Circulation section of the attached CPE Checklist. The 

amount of new vehicle trips would not substantially increase traffic volumes and any unmet parking 

demand associated with the project would not materially affect the overall parking conditions in the project 

vicinity such that hazardous conditions or significant delays would be created. The proposed project is 

within the development projected under the Eastern Neighborhoods, and there would be no additional 

project-level or cumulative impacts beyond those analyzed in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR. 

Other non-environmental comments submitted include general project opposition and requests to receive 
future project updates. These comments have been noted· in the project record, but do ·not pertain· to 

CEQA environmental review topics. The proposed project would not result in significant adverse 

. SAN FRANCISCO 
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. environmental impacts associated with the issues identified by the public beyond those identified in the . . 

Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR. 

CONCLUSION 

As summarized.above and further discussed in the CPE Checklist6: 

1. The proposed project is consistent with the development density established for 'the project site in 

the Basterh Neighborhoods Rezoning and Area Plans; 

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

Neighborhoods PEIR; 

3. Th~ proposed project would not result in potentially significallt off-site or cumulative impacts 

that were not identified in the Eastern Neighborhoods PEIR; 

4. The proposed project would not r~sult in significant effects, which, as a result of substantial new 

information that was riot known at the time the EasteiTl Neighborhoods PEIR was certified, 

would be more severe than were already analyzed and disclosed in the PEIR; and 

. 5. The project sponsor will undertake feasible mitigation measures specified in the Eastern 

Ne.ighborhoods PEIR to mitigate project-related significant impacts. 

Therefore, the proposed project is exempt from further environmental ·review pursuant to Public 

Resources Code Section 21083.3 and CEQA Guidelines Section 15l83. 

6 The CPE Checklist is available for review at the Planning Department, 1650 Mission Street~ Suite 400, San Francisco, in Case File 
No. 2014.0599E. . . 
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM 
(Including the Text of the Mitigation Measures Adopted as Conditions of Approval) 

MITIGATION MEASURES 

NQISE 
Ptbject.Mltigation Measure 2- Construction Noise (Eastern 
Nf;ighborhoods Mitigation Measure F-2) 

~here environmental review of a development project undertaken 
s~bsequent to the adoption of the proposed zoning controls determines that 
cq\)struction noise controls are necessary due to the nature of planned 
cqnstruction practices and the sensitivitY of proximate uses, the Planning 
Director shall require that the sponsors of the subsequent development 
p~9ject develop a set of site-specific noise attenuation measures under the 
supervision of a qualified acoustical consultant. Prior to commencing 
c9nstruction, a plan for such measures shall be submitted to the Department· 
o~ Suilding Inspection to ensure that maximum feasible noi~e attenuation will 
b$j achieved. These attenuation measures shall include as many of the 
fo)lowing control strategies as feasible: · 
• i' Erect temporary plywood noise barriers around a construction site, 

! particularly where a site adjoinsnoise-sensitive uses; 
• : Utilize noise control blankets on a building structure as the building is 

' erec:ted to reduce noise emission from the site; 
• '' Evaluate the feasibility of noise control at the receivers by te~porarily 

': improving the noise reduction capability of adjac·ent buildings housing 
sensitive uses; 

• ' Monitor the effectiveness of noise attenuation measures by taking noise · 
i measurements; and . 

• ! Post signs on-site pertaining to permitted constructi~n days and hours 
:

1 and complaint procedures and who to notify in the event of a problem, 
· with telephone numbers listed. 

' 
P~oject Mitigation Measure 3- Interior Noise Levels (Eastern 

-Npighborhoods Mitigation Measure F-3) 

F?f new development including noise-sensitive. uses located along streets 
with noise levels above 60 dBA (Ldn), as shown in EIR Figure 18, where 
s¥h development is not already subject to the California Noise Insulation 
Sjandards in Title 24 of the California Code of Regulations, the project 
S!]!bnsor shall conduct a detailed anal:tsis of noise reduction requirements. 

Responsibility for 
Implementation 

.. 

Project Sponsor 
along with Project 
Contractor of each 
subsequent 
development project 
undertaken pursuant 
to the Eastern 

·Neighborhoods 
Rezoning and Area 
Plans Project. 

Project Sponsor 
along with Project 

. Contractor of each 
· . subsequent 

development project 
undertaken pursuant 
to the Eastern 
Neighborhoods 

Mitigation 
Schedule 

During 
construction 

Design 
measules to. be 
incorporated into 
project design 
and evaluated in 
environmental/ 
building permit 
review, prior to 

Monitoring/Report 
Responsibilit 

Each Project Sponsor 
to provide Planning 
Department with 
monthly reports during 
construction period. 

San Francisco Planning 
Department and the 
Department of Building 
Inspection 

File No. 2014.0599E 
540-552 De Haro Street 

Motion No. __ _ 
March 23, 2015 

Page1of3 

Status/Date 
Completed 

Considered complete 
upon receipt of final 
monitoring report at 
com·pletion of 
construction. 

Considered complete 
upon approval of final 
construction drawing set. 



MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING .PROGRAM 
(Inciuding the Text of'the Mitigation Measures Adopted as Conditions of Approval) 

MITIGATION MEASURES Responsibility for Mitigation Monitoring/Report 
--

Implementation Schedule Responsibility 

. S~ch analysis shall be conducted by persqn(s) qualified in acoustical Rezoning and Area issuance of a 
a~ a lysis and/or engineering. Nqise insulation features identified ano Plans Project. final building 
r~commended by the analysis shall be included in the design, as specified in permit and 
tHe San Francisco General Plan Land Use Compatibility Guidelines for certificate of 

cbmmunity Noise to reduce potential interior noise leve.ls to the maximum occupancy 
I . 

extent feasible. . 
i 

Project Mitigation Measure 4- Siting ofNoise-Sensitive Uses (£astern Project Sponsor Design San Francisco Planning 
~eighborhoods Mitigation Measure F-4) along with Project measures to be Department and the. 

Contractor of each incorporated into Department of Building·· 

_. 

Tp reduce potential conflicts between existing noise-generating uses and subsequent project design Inspection 

new sensitive receptors, for new development including noise-sensitive uses, development project and evaluated in 

tMe Planning Department shall req·uire the preparation of an analysis that undertaken pursuant environmental! 

includes, at a minimum, a site survey to (dentify potential noise-.generating to the Eastern bullding permit 

ukes within 900 feet of, and that have a direct line-.of-sight to, the project site, 
Neighborhoods review, prior to 

ahd including at least one 24-bour noise mea·surement (with maximum noise 
Rezoning and Area issuance of a 
Plans Project. final bt1llding 

level readings taken at least every 15 minutes), prior to the first project permit and 
abproval action. The analysis shall be prepared by persons qualified in certificate of 
apoustical analysis and/or engineering and shall demonstrate with occupancy 
r$asonable certainty that Title 24 standards, where applicable, can be met, 

-....J 
-....J 
co 

a[nd that there are no particular circumstances about the proposed project 
sjte that appear to warrant heightened concern about noise levels in the 
v[cinity. Should such concerns be present, the Department may require the 
cpmpletion of a detailed noise assessment by person(s) qualified in 
a'coustical analysis and/or engineering prior to the first project approval 
a;ction, in order to demonstrate that acceptable interior noise IE;JVels 
c;onsistent with those in the Title 24 standards can be attained. 

; 

~roject Mitigation Measure 5- Open Space in Noisy Environments Project Architect of Design San Francisco Planning 
({':astern Neighborhoods Mitigation Measure F-6) each subsequent measures to be Department and the · 

.. development project incorporated into Department of Building 

lio minimize effects on development in noisy areas, for new development undertaken pursuant project design Inspection 

i~cluding noise-sensitive uses, the Planning Department shall, through its t0 the Eastern and evaluated in 
Neighborhoods environmental! 9uilding permit review process, in .conjunction with noise analysis required 
Rezoning and Area building permit P,Ursuant to Mitigation Measure F-4, require that open space required under 
Plal)s Project review · 

t\le Planning Code for such uses be protected, to the maximum feasible 
Axtent, from existing ambient noise levels that could prove annoying or 
~isruptive to users of the open space. Implementation of this measure could 

.. 

File No. 2014.0599E 
540-552 De Haro Street 

Motion No. __ 
March 23, 2015 

Page 2 of3 

. Status/Date 
Completed 

Considered complete 
upon" approval of final 
construction ·drawing set. 

.. 

Considered complete 
upon approval of final 
construction drawing set. 
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND. REPORTING PROGRAM 
(Including the Text of the Mitigation Measures Adopted as Conditions of Approval) 

MITIGATION MEASURES 

in'volve, among other things, site design that uses the building itself to shield 
oMsite open space from the greatest noise sources, construction of noise 
barriers between noise sources and open space, and appropriate use of both 

. common and private open space in multi-family dWellings, and 
implementation would also be undertaken consistent with other principles of 
utban design. · . 

! I 

H1.A.ZARDOUS MATERIALS 
P(pject Mitigation Measure 6- Hazardous Building Materials (Eastern 
N;~ighborhoods Mitigation Measure L-1) 

The City shall condition future development approvals to require that the 
s~bsequent project ·sponsors ensure that any equipment containing PCBs or I , . , . 
D!EPH, such as fluorescent light ballasts, are removed and properly disposed 
o\ according to applicable federal, state, and local laws prior to the start of 
renovation, and that any fluorescent light tubes, which could contain 
niercury, are similarly removed and properly disposed of. Any other 
hkzardous materials identified, either before or during work, shall be abated 
a¢cording to applicable federal, state, aQd. local laws. 
i ~ 

Responsibility for 
Implementation 

Project Sponsor of 
each subsequent 
deVelopment project 
undertaken pursuant 
to the Eastern 
Neighborhoods 
Areas Plans and 
Rezoning 

Mitigation 
Schedule 

Prior to approval 
of each 
subsequent 
project, through 
Mitigation Plan. 

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

-------
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Status/Date 
Completed 

Considered complete 
upon approval of each 
subsequent project. 
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Office of the Treasurer & Tax Collector 
City arid County of San Francisco 

Property Tax Section 
Jose Cisneros, Treasurer 

TAX CERTIFICATE 

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

California, do hereby certify, pursuant to the provisions ·of California Gove111111ent 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 J:?.Ot yet payable. 

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

yet due, includin~ estimated taxes, have been paid. 

~~ 4s:::-
. David Augustine, Tax Collector 

Block: 
Lot: 
Address: 

4008 
002 
540-552 DE HARO ST 

Dated January 24, 2020 this certificate is valid for the earlier of 60 days from January 24, 

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. 
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OWNERS' STATEMENT: 
WE HEREBY STATE THAT WF: ARE 'tHE ONLY OWERS OF AND HOlDERS OF 
A SECURITY INTEREST IN lHE REAL PROPERTY • 
SUSOI'IIOEO AND SHO'Hf{ ON 1HIS MAP, AND DO HEREBY CONSENT TO THE 
PREPARATION AND RECORDATION OF ThUS MAP EN111lED .FINAL MAP 10062.• 
IN \WTNESS WHEREOF, WE, 1'HE UNDERSIGNED, HAVE CAUSED lHIS STAlEMENT 
TO BE: EXECUTED. 
OWNER: 
MW540DEHA LP, A CAUFORNJA UM!TED PARTNERSHIP, FORMERLY KNOWN AS 
540 DEHARO LLC, A CALIFORNIA liMITED UABIUTY COMPANY 
~ ~E~~~~~~E~C, A CAUFORNIA UM!IDJ UABJUTY COMPANY, 

£~ 
BY: iHOMAS F. MURPHY, MANAGER BY: EMMET BRENDAN WARD, MANAGER 

·~A{W: ~EPUBY"'C BA~ 
~Lk'-~ 

&lcH!!& .4 mea. S£N!?i! ~fl"'lZ. :r::t~ 
SIGNED PRINTED NAME ll1l.E · 

OWNER'S ACKNOWLEDGMENT: 
A NOTARY POBUC OR OTHER 0FF1ct.R CoMPl.EllNG lHIS CER11FlCAlt: VERIFIES ONLY lH€ 
IOENl1TY OF lHE IND1Vl0UAL ~0 SIGNED lHE DOCUMENT TO \'MICH lHIS CERllFlCATE IS 
ATIACH£0, AHO NOT 1HE 1RUTHFIJLNESS, ACCURACY OR VAUOITY OF lHAT DOCUMENT. 

~bt~n?~F ~ .. ~kb 
ON-;:r'\<\""1 ~I q.n39 . 
BEFORE ME, c,~~ fir~ 
PERSON AU. y APPEAR D 1H f:. MURPHY 

, NOTARY PUBUC, 

WHO PROVED TO ME ON TI-lE. BASIS OF SATISFACTORY EV1DENCE TO BE THE 
PERSON(S) 'M-IOSE NAME(S) IS/ARE SUBSCRIBED TO THE 'Mll-llN !NS1RUMENT 
ANO ACKNO'M...EDGEO TO ME THAT HE/SHE/THEY EXECU1ED lHE SAME IN 
HIS/HER/THEIR AU"!HORIZEO CAPACITY(IES), AND "!HAT BY HIS/HER/THEIR 
SlGNATURE(S) ON 11iE INSTRUMENT TI-lE PERSON(S), OR THE EN111Y UPON 
BEHALF OF WHJC.H THE PERSON(S) ACTED, EXECUTED THE INSTRUMENT. 

I CERTIFY UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY UNDER THE LAWS OF THE STAlE 
OF CAUFORNIA lHAT THE FOREGOING PARAGRAPH IS TRUE AND CORRECT. 

OFFlCIAL SEAL 

SIGNA11JRE ~ 
PRINTED NAME ~c,_~., i>q<><rl-
(SEAL OPTIONAL IF THE FOLLO'MNG IS COMPLETED) 

PRINCIPAL COUNTY OF BUSINESS S<::a...,.,;t-rcvn C:11$!..Sl 

COMMISSION EXPIRE? t\Se<-\... 1'), Z)o;~ 
COMMISSION NUMBER Q1.913\ J 6/ 

OWNER'S ACKNOWLEDGMENT: 
A NOTARY PUBUC OR OTHER OFfl~ COMPU:Tli'-IG TJ-IIS CERnACATE: \IERIAES ONLY THE 
IDEN111Y Of lH!: JNO!V!DUAL 'M-!0 SIGNED 'THE DOCUMENT TO WHICH THIS CERTlACATE IS 
ATTACHE:O, ANO NOT 11-!E lRUniFVU·IIOSS, ACCURACY OR VAUOfT'( OF' THAT DOCUMENT. 

STATE OF (e).S,,r=~~o;.,. 
COUNTY OF Suo -r,.....,.,(.,~6.~St 
ON::S:ta:o."""b• e,.\.'Jo'lO- q 

• BEFORE ME, l C..~~~ '="\ 
PERSONALLY APPEARED EJ.tMET ImENDAN WARD 

, NOTARY PUBUC, 

WHO PROVED TO ME ON 'THE BASIS OF SA11SFACTORY EVIDENCE TO BE THE 
PERSON(S) VIHOSE NAME(S) IS/ARE SUBSCRIBED TO lHE WllH!N INSTRUMENT 

~~~~~~m-:'fJ~J~1tJ ~~~~i?6~:~~6 ~~~U~ H~JH~~~R 
SIGNA TURE(S) ON 11-IE !NSl'RUMENT TI-lE PERSON(S), OR THE ENTIIT UPON 
BEHAlY OF 'HHICH THE PERSON(S) ACTED, EXECUTED 'THE INSTRUMENT. 

I CER11FY UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY UNDER THE LAWS OF THE STATE 
OF CAUFORNIA THAT THE FOREGOING PARAGRAPH 'IS TRUE AND CORRECT, 

SJGNAnJRE '-Jt...-"'V:-'-
PRINTED NAME ~\\.q \? '""'! W. '"'{ 

(SEAL OPTIONAL IF 1HE FOU.OY.,NG IS COMPLETED) 

PRINCIPAL COUNIT OF BUSli•IESS S a....*lfr-u.t.,~u:t 
COMMISSION EXPIRES ~n...cJ.... \j, ':lb@;J.. 
COMMISSION NUMBER 3-').3 1 "1 "- \ 

SURVEYOR'S STATEMENT: 
THIS MAP WAS PREPARED BY ME, OR UI•IDER MY O!REC110N, AND IS BASED UPON A FJELD 
SURVEY TN CONFORMANCE WITH THE REQUIREMENTS OF lHE SUBDIVISION MAP ACT AND 
LOCAL ORDINANCE. AT THE REQUEST OF EMMET WARD IN MARCH OF OF 2014, I HEREBY 
STATE THAT ALL THE MONUMENTS ARE OF THE CHARACTER AND OCCUPY THE 
POS!T!ONS INDICATED AND lHAT lHE MONUMENTS ARE SUFFICIENT TO ENJ 
11-IE SURVEY TO BE RETRACED, AND lHAT TI-llS FINAL MAP SUBSTAN11AU.' 
CONFORMS TO WE CONDITIONALLY APPROVED TENTATIVE MAP. 

DAm J"!twlf!VL'f Z\3, ;_ozo 
[) .:dA' ":[ :i...., f?..-./ 

RICHARD L LANGFORD, P.i.S. 6895 
UCENSE EXPIRA llON OA TE: · JUNE 30, 202) 

BENEFICIARYS ACKNOWLEDGMENT:· 
A HOTAAY PUDUC M 01NOI OfflCE:R CO!Ai>IDIHG lHIS Ctl'lllFlCATt )'£RlntS OHLY' 1HE 
lOElf!ITY or "mE !HO\'.lOOAL '11\iO SICHEO "mE OOCll.llDiT TO 'IMJCH 1HIS Ctl'lllFlCATt !S 
ATTACHED, AND HOT lHE TRtmm.IU-IESS. AWJAACY OR Y,l.l.JDllY Of 'THAT OOOJMEHT. 

STATE OF CA\,.lfOg,HlA 
COUNTY OF Sfl.t! 'F~t\'f'l,C\$Co 
ON Jfl.NVA~;( 1..'{,'Z.Ol0 
BEFORE ME, ~O'&f~'i 0~ V€1t'E. \-\<JNT , NOTARY PUBUC, 
PERSONALLY APPEARED-~\C.\\?.·~.J:> p.. \'";.\f:P.6.\... 

I CERllFY UNDER PENALTY OF PERJJRY UNDER lHE LAWS Of lHE STATE 
OF CAUFORNIA lHAT 1HE F'OREGOING PARAGRAPH IS TRUE AND CORRECT. 

'M'TNESS MY HAUD O~L SEAL 

SIGNATURE "€ l\, 
PRINTED NAME \<!O'S''E.ft'T "OE. "--~~ji. ~I.H-1\ 
(SEAL OPTIONAL IF THE FOLLOWING IS COMPLETED) 
PRINCIPAL COUNTY OF BUSINESS SAN f"tt.PI.""C\'f•CO 
COMMISSION EXPIRES MARCH 1~ 1.0'2-3 
COMMISSION NUMBER '2-"2-17"33'1-

TAX STATEMENT: 
I, ANGELA CALYIU.O, CLERK OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF TI-lE Ctrr 
AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO, STAlE OF CAUFORNlA, DO HEREBY STATE 
THAT THE SUBDIVIDER HAS FiLED A STATEMENT FROM lHE TREASURER AND 
TAX COLLECTOR OF lHE CITY AND COUNT'( OF SAN FRANCISCO, SHOWING 
'THAT ACCORDING TO THE RECORDS OF HIS OR HER OFACE THERE ARE NO 
UENS AGAINST THIS SUBDIVISION OR ANY PART THEREOF FOR UNPAID 
STATE, COUNTY, MUNICIPAL OR LOCAL TAXES, OR SPECIAL ASSESSMENTS 
COLLECTED AS TAXES. 

DATED ---DAY OF 20_. 

CLERK OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
CITY AND COUNT'( OF SAN FRANCISCO 
STATE OF CAUFORNIA 

CLERK'S STATEMENT: 
I, ANGELA CALVlLLO, CLERK OF THE BOARD OF SUPER\IISORS OF lr!E CITY AND COUNTY 
OF SAN FRANCISCO. STATE OF CALIFORNIA, HEREBY STATE THAT SAID BOARD OF 
SUPERVISORS BY ITS MOTION NO. ADOPTED ------• . 
20__.. APPROVED THIS MAP ENTITlED ~FlNAL MAP 10062. ~ IN TESTIMONY VYHEREOF, 
I HAVE HEREUNTO SUBSCRIBED MY HAND AND CAUSED THE SEAL OF THE 
OFFICE TO BE AFFlXED. 

~~K OF 'THE BOARD OF SUPERVISOR:ATE: ---~ 
CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO, STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS' APPROVAL: 
ON 20__. 1HE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE Cln' AND 
COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO, STATE OF CAUFORN!A, APPROVED AND PASSED MOTION 
NO. A COPY OF. WHICH IS ON FILE IN lHE OFFICE OF lHE BOARD OF 
SUPERVISORS IN FllE NO. -----

APPROVALS:· 
lHIS MAP IS APPROVED 'THIS ---DAY OF----~ 

BY ORDER NO. -----· 

BY' .----,------
MOHAMMED NURU 

DATE:----

DIRECTOR OF PUBUC WORKS AND ADVlSORY AGENCY 
CITY AND COUNTf OF SAN FRANCISCO 
STATE OF CAJ..IFORNIA 

2D~ 

CITY AND COUNTY SURVEYOR'S STATEMENT: 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
DENNIS J. HERRERA, CITY A hORNE'f 

BY'----------
DEPurr CliT A TIORNEY 
CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO 

RECORDER'S STATEMENT: 
FILED THIS--- OAY OF 20_.. AT___.», JH BOOK--- OF 

FINAL MAPS, AT PAGES----, AT THE REQUEST OF RtCHARO L LANGf'ORO, P.LS • 
SIGN EO: __________ _ 

COUHTI RECORDER 
C!1Y AND CO.lJN1Y OF SAH fRANCISCO 
STATE OF CAUFpRHlA 

FINAL MAP 10062 
A 16 UNIT RESIDENTIAL CONDOMINIUM SUBOMSION OF 

1HE REAL PROPERlY DESCRIBED IN 'THE DEED RECORDED 
DECEMBER 27,- 2019 AS DOCUJAENT 2019-KBB3963-00 

I~ THE OFFlCIAL RECORDS OF THE 
CITY AND COUNlY OF SAN FRANCISCO, STATE OF CAUFORNIA 

A POR110N OF POTRERO NUEVO BLOCK 163 

DECEMBER 2019 
lANGFORD LAND SURVEYING 

B 42+ PRESTON COURT 
UVERMORE, CA 94551 
PHONE (51 0) 530-520D 
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KEY TO SYMBOLS 
- - - - • SUBJECT PROPERTY UNE 
----- • OTHER PROPERTY UNE 
----- - DIMENSION UNE 
0 • SET 3/-'t~ BRASS TAG iNSCRIBED "P'LS 61111.5" 
0 • SET J/it:~ !RON PIPE WITH PWG AND BRASS 

TAG INSCRIBED "PLS 111195" 
0 - FOUND 'J/Ir" BRASS .TAO INSCRIBED "PLS 6595" 

SEE Rl 
II • FOUND 1/16 •. BRASS PIN IN LEAD PLUG 

IN MONUMENT WELL OR AS NO,TED 
)•RECORO/AL£D INFORMA"TICN FOUND TO BE 

IN DISCftEPANCY WllH MEASURED VALUES. 
ALL 01HER ANGLES AND DISTANCES SHOWN 
HEREON HAVE BEEN VER!FlED ·ey MEASURE
MEIHS IN THE FIElD AND ARE NOT FOUND 
TO BE IN DISCREPANCY VilTH RELEVANT 

i RECORD IN FORMA 110N, 
{ )•RECORD/FILED 1NFORMA110N SUCH AS 
: STREET WIDTHS. DEED OR MAP 1NFORMA110N i SHOWN FOR REFERENCE. · 
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FIELD SURVEY COMPLETION: 
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LEGEND/REFERENCES 
O.R. = OFFlCIAL RECORDS OF 1HE CITY AND COUNTY 

OF SAN FRANCISCO, CAUFORN!A. 
R1 = 1HAT DEED RECORDED ON DECEMBER 27, 2019 

AS O,R. DOCUMENT 2019-KBB3953-00 
R2 = FlNAL MAP B4S4, FlLED ON MAY 31, 2017, IN 

BOOK 132 OF CONOOM1N1UM MAPS, O.R.1 AT 
PAGES 33 & 34- . 

R3 :: 1HA T DEED RECORDED ON AUGUST 5, 2009 
AS O.R. DOCUMENT 2009-18115.38-00 

R4- - THAT DEED RECORDED ON SEPTEMBER 3, 2015 
AS O.R. DOCUMENT 2015-K128106-00 

R5 = THAT DEED RECORDED ON AUGUST 18, 2008 
AS O.R. DOCUMENT 2008-I 629184-00 

R6 = THAT DEED RECORDED ON SEPTEMBER 29, 2006 
AS O.R. DOCUMENT 2006-1264-025-00 

R7 = TiiAT DEED RECORDED ON MAY 29, 2015 
AS O.R. DOCUMENT 2Dl5-K06B487-00 

RB =- THAT DEED RECORDED ON SEPTEMBER 21, 2006 
AS O.R. DOCUMENT 2006-I25B441-00 

RB = 1HAT DEED RECORDED ON OCTOBER 9, 1987 
AS O.R. DOCUMENT E070299 . 

M311 = CiTY OF SAN FRANCISCO MONUMENT MAP 311, 
ON FILE .IN 1HE OFFJCE OF 1HE CITY AND 
COUNTY SURVEYOR 

W-S-23 = CITY OF SAN FRANCISCO MONUMENT MAP W-S-23, 
ON FilE IN lHE OFFJCE OF 1HE CITY AND 

·COUNTY SURVEYOR . 
APN = ASSESSOR'S PARCEL NUMBER (BLOCK-PARCEL) 

MID XXXXX = MONUMENT IDENllFlCAllON PER CITY AND COUNTY 
OF SAN FRANCISCO DATABASE 

NOTE: 1HE PROPOSED ASSESSOR PARCEL 
NUMBERS SHOWN HEREON ARE FOR 
INFORMATIONAL USE ONLY AND SHOULD NOT 
BE RELIED UPON FOR. ANY OTHER PURPOSE. 

UNIT NO. PROPOSED APN 
201 4008-025 
202 4008-026 

203 4008-027 

204 4008-028 

20S 4DOB-029 

301 4008-0JO 

302 4008-031 

303 4DOB-032 
304 400B-033 

30S 4008-034 

401 400B-035 

402 400B-OJ6 

403 4008-037 

S01 4D08-03B. 

S02 400B-D39 

S03 4008-040 

NOTES: 
1. ALL DISTANCES ARE MEASURED IN FEET AND DECIMAL FEET. 
2. ALL ANGLES ARE 9D DEGREES UNLESS OlHERWlSE NOTEO. 
3. THE DISTANCES SHOWN FROM MONUMENT UNES TO RIGHT

Of-WAY LINES fi:EPRESENT A BOUNDARY SOLU1TON BASED ON 
1HE ANALYSIS OF BOUNDARY EV1DENCE, INCLUDING A REV1EW 
OF DOCUMENTS AND FIELD MEASUREMENTS TO MONUMENTS 
AND IMPROVEMENTS. 

4. THE BASIS OF BEARINGS IS' THE MONUMENT LINE IN RHODE ISLAND 
STfi:EET, TAKEN TO BE DUE NORTH (ASSUMED). 

5. THIS SURVEY SHOWS MONUMENTS OF RECORD OR NON-RECORD 
CONSISTENT 1'/llH 1HE PURPOSE OF 1HE SURVEY. 

6. REFER TO lHE NOTICE OF SPECIAL RESTRICTIONS RECORDED ON 
AUGUST 17, 2016 AS O.R.DOCUMENT NUMBER 2016~K306904-00. 

7. REFER TO 1HE DECLARAllON OF USE UMITAllON RECORDED ON 
DECEMBER 19, 2016 AS O.R.OOCUMENT NUMBER 2016-K377073-00. 

8. REFER TO THE DECLARATION OF USE LIMITATION RECORDED ON 
DECEMBER 19, 2016 AS O.R.DOCUMENT NUMBER 2016-K377074-00. 

9. REFER TO THE DECLARATION OF USE LIMITATION RECORDED ON 
DECEMBER 19, 2016 'AS O.R.DOCUMENT NUMBER 2016-K377075-00. 

10. RErER TO THE DECLARATION OF USE LIMITATION RECORDED ON 
DECEMBER 19, 2016 AS O.R.OOCUMENT NUMBER 2016-KJ77076-00. 

11. REFER TO 1HE DECLARATION OF USE LIMITATION RECORDED ON 
. DECEMBER 19, 2016 AS O.R.OOCUMENT NUMBER 20f6-K377(?77-00. 

12. REFER TO 1HE DECLARATION OF USE LIMITATION RE:CDRDED ON 
DECEMBER 19, .2016. AS O.R.DOCUMENT NUMBER :?016-K377078-00. 

13. REFER TO 1HE DECLARATION OF USE LIMITATION RECORDED ON 
. DECEMBER 19, 2D16 AS O.R.DOCUMENT NUMBER 2016-K377D79-00.' 

14-." REFER TO 1HE DECLARATION OF USE UMITATlON RECORDED ON 
DECEMBER 19, 2016 AS O.R.DOCUMENT NUMBER 2016-K377080-00. 

15. REFER TO THE OECLARA TlON Of USE UMJTA TJON RECORDED ON 
DECEMBER 19, 2016 AS O.R.OOCUMENT- NUMBER 2D16-K377DB1-DD. 

16. REFER TO 1HE DECLARATION OF USE LIMITATION RECORDED ON 
APRIL 11, 2D19 AS O.R.OOCUMENT NUMBER 2019-K7S3129-0D. 

GENERAL NOTES: 
A. THIS MAP IS THE SIJRVEY MAP PORTION OF A CONDOMINIUM PLAN AS DESCRIBED 

IN CAUFORNIA C\V1L CODE SEC110NS 4120 AND 428S. 1HIS CONDOMINIUM PROJECT 
IS LIMITED TO A MAXIMUM NUMBER OF SIXTEEN DWELLING UNITS. 

B. ALL INGRESS(ES), EGRESS(ES), PATH(S) OF TRAVEL. FIRE/EMERGENCY EXIT(S), ANO 
EXITING COMPONENTS, EXIT PA1HWAY(S) AND PASSAGEWAY(S), STAIRWAY(S), 
CORRIDOR(S), ELEVATOR(S), ANO COMMON USE ACCESSIBLe FEATURE(S) AND 
FAC!UT!ES SUCH AS RESTROOMS 'THAT THE BUILDING CODE REQUIRES FOR COMMON 
USE SHALL BE HELD IN COMMON UNDIV1DED INTEREST. . 

C. UNLESS SPECIFIED OTHERWISE !N THE GOVERNING DOCUMENTS OF A CONDOMINIUM 
HOMEO'HNERS' ASSOCIATION, INCLUDING ITS CONDITIONS, COVENANTS AND 
RESTRICTIONS, THE HOMEOWNERS' ASSOC!A110N SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE, IN 
PERPETUITY, FOR 1HE MAINTENANCE, REPAIR, AND REPLACEMENT OF: 
(I) ALL GENERAL USE COMMON AREA IMPROVEMENTS; AND 
(II) ALL FRONTING SIDEWALKS, ALL PERMITTED OR UNPERMimD PRIVA'JC 
ENCROACHMENTS AND PRIVATELY MAINTAINED STREET TREt:S FRONTING THE 
PROPERTY, AND ANY OTHER OBUGATION IMPOSED ON PROPERTY OWNERS FROtHING 
A PUBLIC RIGHT-OF-WAY PURSUANT TO THE PUSUC WORKS CODE OR OTHER 
APPLICABLE M\JNIC!PAL CODES. 

D. IN THE EVENT THE AREAS IDENTIFIED IN (C) {11) _ARE NOT PROPERLY MAINTAINED, 
. REPAIRED, AND REPLACED ACCORDING TO 'THE CITY REOU!fi:EMENTS, EACH HOMEOWNER 

SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE TO 1HE EXTENT OF HIS/HER PRO~ORTIONATE OBLIGATION TO 
1HE HOMEOWNERS' ASSOCIATION FOR THE MAIN'JCNANCE, REPAIR, AND REPLACEMENT 
OF 1HOSE AREAS. FAILURE TO UNDERTAKE SUCH MAINITNANCE, AEPAIR, AND 
REPLACEMENT MAY RESULT IN CITY ENFORCEMENT AND ABATEMENT ACTIONS AGAINST 
THE HOMEOWNERS' ASSOCIATION AND/OR 1HE INDIV1DUAL HOMEOWNERS, WHICH MAY 
INCLUDE, BUT NOT BE UMI'JCD TO, IMPOSillON OF A LIEN AGAINST THE HOMEOWNER'S 
PROPERTY. . • 

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 
1HE PROPERTY ASSOCIATED Willi STRUCTURES, NEW OR. EXISTING, WHICH HAVE NOT .. 
BEEN REVIEWED OR APPROVED BY APPROPRIATE CITY AGENCIES, NOR SHALL SUCH 
APPROVAL CONSllTUTE A WAIVER OF 1HE SUBDIV1DER'S OBUGAllDN TO ABATE ANY 
OUTSTANDING MUNICIP.AL CODE \110LA110NS. ANY SlRUCTURES CONSlRUCTED 
SUBSEQUENT TO APPROVAL OF 1HIS FlNAL MAP SHALL COMPLY 1'/l'\1; ALL 
RELEVANT MUNICIPAL CODES, INCLUDING BUT NOT LIMITED TO lHE PLANNING, 
HOUSING AND BUILDING CODES, IN EFFECT AT lHt: TlME 01=" ANY APPLICATION FOR 
REQUIRED PERMITS. 

F. BAY WINDOWS, FIRE ESCAPES AND OTHER ENCROACHMENTS (IF ANY SHOWN HEREON, 
HEREON, 1HAT EXIST, OR 1HAT MAY BE CONSTRUCTED) ONTO OR OVER DE HARO 
STREET ARE PERMITTED THROUGH AND ARE SUBJECT TO THE RES1RIC110NS 
SET FOR1H IN THE BUILDING CODE AND PLANNIN~ CODE OF 1HE CITY AND COUNTY 'OF 
SAN FRANCISCO. lHIS MAP DOES NOT CONVEY ANY OWNt:RSHJP INTEREST IN SUCH 

G. ~~~~~~x~~EENNTct~f~~MI~r~ET8°~E0~W~~T ~.mJy O~~~C.e?SJBLE AND OBSERVED, 
ARE NOTED HE:REON. HO'NEYER, IT IS ACKNOWLEDGED THAT OTHER ENCROACHMENTS 
FROM/ONTO ADJOINING PROPERTIES MAY EXIST OR BE CONSTRUCTED. IT SHALL BE 
IHE RESPONSJSIUTY SOLELY OF THE PROPERTY OWNERS INVOLVED TO RESOLVE ANY 
ISSUES 1HAT MAY ARISE FROM ANY ENCROACHMENTS WH~lHER DEPIC'JCD HEREON 
OR NOT. 1HIS MAP DOES NOT PURPORT TO CONVEY ANY OWNERSHIP INITREST IN 
AN ENCROACHMENT AREA TO ANY PROPERTY OWNER. 

FINAL MAP 10062 
A 16 UNIT RESIDENTIAL CONDOMINIUM SUBDIVISION OF 

THE REAL PROPERTY DESCRIBED IN THE DEED RI::CORDED 
DECEMBER 27, 2019 AS DOCUMENT 2019-KS83963-00 

IN 1HE OFFICIAL RECORDS OF 1HE 
CJTY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO, StATE OF CALIFORNIA 

A PORTION OF POTRERO NUEVO BLOCK 163 

I 

DECEMBER 2019 
LANGFORD LAND SURVEYING 

8 424 PRESTON COURT 
WVERMOR~ CA 94551 
PHONE (51 0) 530-52bO 

JOB#1:FJt73 DJVIW!HG-31730EtV•.OWG 

SHEET 
3 OF 3 

APN -4-008-002, .!540 OE H.-'RO STREET 



1784 


