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RESOLUTION NO. 57-2009

Adopted June 2, 2009

CONDITIONALLY APPROVING THE SCHEMATIC DESIGN FOR OPEN SPACE PAR-
CELS P26 AND P27 IN THE MISSION BAY SOUTH REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT 
AREA PURSUANT TO THE OWNER PARTICIPATION AGREEMENT WITH FOCIL-
MB, LLC AND ADOPTING ENVIRONMENTAL FINDINGS PURSUANT TO THE 
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT; 
MISSION BAY SOUTH REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT AREA

BASIS FOR RESOLUTION

1. On September 17, 1998, by Resolution No. 190-98, the Commission of the Re-
development Agency of the City and County of San Francisco (“Agency Commis-
sion”) approved the Redevelopment Plan for the Mission Bay South Redevelopment 
Project Area (“Plan”).  On the same date, the Agency Commission adopted related 
documents, including Resolution No. 193-98 authorizing execution of an Owner 
Participation Agreement (“South OPA”) and related documents between Catellus 
Development Corporation, a Delaware corporation (“Catellus”), and the Agency.  On 
November 2, 1998, the San Francisco Board of Supervisors (“Board of Supervisors”), 
by Ordinance No. 335-98, adopted the Plan.  The Plan and its implementing docu-
ments, as dened in the Plan, constitute the “Plan Documents.”

2. On September 17, 1998, the Agency Commission adopted Resolution No. 182-98 
which certied the Final Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (“FSEIR”) as a pro-
gram EIR for Mission Bay North and South pursuant to the California Environmental 
Quality Act (“CEQA”) and State CEQA Guidelines Section 15180.  On the same date, 
the Agency Commission also adopted Resolution No. 183-98, which adopted envi-
ronmental ndings (and a statement of overriding considerations), in connection with 
the approval of the Plan and other Mission Bay project approvals.  The San Francisco 
Planning Commission (“Planning Commission”) certied the FSEIR by Resolution No. 
14696 on the same date.  On October 19, 1998, the Board of Supervisors adopted 
Motion No. 98-132 afrming certication of the FSEIR by the Planning Commission 
and the Agency, and Resolution No. 854-98 adopting environmental ndings and a 
statement of overriding considerations.  

3. Subsequent to certication of the FSEIR, the Agency has issued several addenda to 
the FSEIR.  The rst Addendum, dated March 21, 2000, analyzed temporary parking 
lots to serve the ballpark.  The second, dated June 20, 2001, analyzed revisions to 7th 
Street bike lanes and relocation of a storm drain outfall provided for in the Mission 
Bay South Infrastructure Plan, a component of the South OPA.  The third, dated Feb-
ruary 10, 2004, analyzed revisions to the Mission Bay South Design for Development 
with respect to the maximum allowable number of towers, tower separation and re-
quired step-backs.  The fourth, dated March 9, 2004, analyzed the Mission Bay South 
Design for Development with respect to the permitted maximum number of parking 
spaces for bio-technical and similar research facilities and the North OPA with respect 
to changes to reect a reduction in permitted commercial development and associ-
ated parking.  The fth, dated October 4, 2005, analyzed the University of California 
San Francisco (“UCSF”) proposal to establish a Phase I 400-bed hospital in Mission 
Bay South on Blocks 36-39 and X-3.  The sixth, dated September 10, 2008, analyzed 
the UCSF proposal to establish a medical center with 289 beds in Phase I and an ad-
ditional 261 beds in Phase II in Mission Bay South on Blocks 36-39 and X-3.  

4. The addenda do not identify any substantial new information or new signicant im-
pacts or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identied signicant effects 
that alter the conclusions reached in the FSEIR.  Hereinafter, the Final Subsequent 
Environmental Impact Report, including any addenda thereto, shall be collectively 
referred to as the “FSEIR.”

5. Catellus, the original master developer of the Mission Bay North and South Rede-
velopment Project Areas, has sold most of its remaining undeveloped land in Mission 
Bay to FOCIL-MB, LLC (“FOCIL-MB”), a subsidiary of Farallon Capital Management, 
LLC, a large investment management rm.  The sale encompasses approximately 71 
acres of land in Mission Bay, and the remaining undeveloped residential parcels in 
Mission Bay South.  FOCIL-MB has assumed all of Catellus’s obligations under the 
South OPA and the Agency’s Owner Participation Agreement for Mission Bay North 
(collectively, the “OPAs”), as well as all responsibilities under the related public im-
provement agreements and land transfer agreements with the City and County of San 
Francisco.  FOCIL-MB will be bound by all terms of 
the OPAs and related agreements, including the requirements of the affordable hous-
ing program, equal opportunity program, and design review process. 

6. The Plan and the Plan Documents, including the Mission Bay South Infrastructure 
Plan and the Design Review and Document Approval Procedure, Attachment G to the 
South OPA (“DRDAP”) provide that FOCIL-MB designate Open Space Parcels at the 
ratio of 0.45 acres of open space for each acre of FOCIL-MB’s developable land within 
each Major Phase.  The DRDAP further states that plans for Open Space Parcels P26 
and P27 shall be submitted concurrently. 

7. Pursuant to the South OPA and DRDAP, FOCIL-MB submitted a nal Schematic De-
sign packet for Open Space Parcels P26 and P27 (“Open Space Parcels”) dated April 
17, 2009.    

8. Agency staff has reviewed the Schematic Design submitted by FOCIL-MB and nds 
it acceptable and recommends approval thereof, subject to the resolution of certain 
conditions.
 
9. Agency staff has reviewed the Schematic Design for purposes of compliance with 
CEQA.

10. The FSEIR is a program EIR under CEQA Guidelines Section 15168 and a redevel-
opment plan EIR under CEQA Guidelines Section 15180.  Approval of the Schematic 
Design is an undertaking pursuant to and in furtherance of the Plan in conformance 
with CEQA Section 15180 (“Implementing Action”). 

11. Agency staff, in making the necessary ndings for the Implementing Action 
contemplated herein, considered and reviewed the FSEIR and has made documents 
related to the Implementing Action and the FSEIR les available for review by the 
Agency Commission and the public, and these les are part of the record before the 
Agency Commission.

12. The FSEIR ndings and statement of overriding considerations adopted in ac-
cordance with CEQA by the Agency Commission by Resolution No. 183-98 dated 
September 17, 1998 reected the independent judgment and analysis of the Agency, 
were and remain adequate, accurate and objective and were prepared and adopted 
following the procedures required by CEQA, and are incorporated herein by reference 
as applicable to the Implementing Action.

FINDINGS

The Agency nds and determines that the Schematic Design submission is an Imple-
menting Action within the scope of the project analyzed in the FSEIR and requires no 
additional environmental review pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines Sections 15180, 
15162 and 15163 for the following reasons:

1. The Implementing Action is within the scope of the project analyzed in the FSEIR 
and no major revisions are required due to the involvement of new signicant envi-
ronmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of signicant effects previ-
ously identied in the FSEIR.
2. No substantial changes have occurred with respect to the circumstances under 
which the project analyzed in the FSEIR was undertaken that would require major 
revisions to the FSEIR due to the involvement of new signicant environmental effects, 
or a substantial increase in the severity of effects identied in the FSEIR.
3. No new information of substantial importance to the project analyzed in the FSEIR 
has become available which would indicate that (a) the Implementing Action will have 
signicant effects not discussed in the FSEIR; (b) signicant environmental effects will 
be substantially more severe; (c) mitigation measures or alternatives found not feasible 
which would reduce one or more signicant effects have become feasible; or (d) 
mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those in the 
FSEIR will substantially reduce one or more signicant effects on the environment.

RESOLUTION

ACCORDINGLY, IT IS RESOLVED by the Redevelopment Agency of the City and 
County of San Francisco that (1) it has reviewed and considered the FSEIR ndings 
and statement of overriding considerations and hereby adopts the CEQA ndings set 
forth in Resolution No. 183-98 incorporated herein and those set forth above; and (2) 
that the Schematic Design for Open Space Parcels P26 and P27 is hereby approved 
pursuant to the Mission Bay South Owner Participation Agreement with FOCIL-MB, 
subject to the following conditions: 

1. Final hardscape materials for P26 and P27, including all paving materials, pav-
ing patterns, and path materials shall be reviewed and approved by staff during the 
design development.  The nal design of the paths and pavers along the 4th Street 
edge of the park shall be coordinated with the adjacent on-street parking.  Strong ef-
forts shall be made to use permeable pavers and other sustainable materials whenever 
possible. 

2. Staff shall review and approve the nal furnishings for both parks during the design 
development phase.  Furnishings include but are not limited to the children’s play 
equipment, benches and xed seating areas, lighting xtures and electrical outlets, 
drinking fountains and hose bibs, tables, signage, and fences.  Developer shall con-
sider the long-term durability, maintenance requirements, safety and the sustainability 
of the materials when selecting furnishings.

3. A nal planting plan for both parks, including all new trees, planting palette, and 
planters for the vines on the trellis, shall be reviewed by staff for approval during 
design development.  The nal location of the street trees along the Southern Con-
nector Street shall be determined at this time as well.

4. In future design development submittals, the park design shall depict the most cur-
rent street alignment and design for Owens, Southern Connector, 4th, and Mariposa 
Streets.

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

James B. Morales
Agency General Counsel 

Mission Bay | Mariposa Park | Schematic Design
20 May 2013
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Vehicular circulation (private vehicles as well as transit and service vehicles) is accommodated in the streets leading 
to, and surrounding the park including the provision of on-street parking spaces on Southern Connector and 4th 
Streets. Owens Street is a primary entrance to Mission Bay for vehicles coming from I-280 and Mariposa Street is 
a primary entry to Mission Bay for all modes of circulation coming from Potrero Hill. 4th Street is an important 
internal north-south connector for Mission Bay and in particular the UCSF Campus including the hospital. 0’ 400’ 800’ 

LOCATION MAP & DISTRICT CIRCULATION
 



June 2009

RESOLUTION NO. 57-2009

Adopted June 2, 2009

CONDITIONALLY APPROVING THE SCHEMATIC DESIGN FOR OPEN SPACE PAR-
CELS P26 AND P27 IN THE MISSION BAY SOUTH REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT 
AREA PURSUANT TO THE OWNER PARTICIPATION AGREEMENT WITH FOCIL-
MB, LLC AND ADOPTING ENVIRONMENTAL FINDINGS PURSUANT TO THE 
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT; 
MISSION BAY SOUTH REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT AREA

BASIS FOR RESOLUTION

1. On September 17, 1998, by Resolution No. 190-98, the Commission of the Re-
development Agency of the City and County of San Francisco (“Agency Commis-
sion”) approved the Redevelopment Plan for the Mission Bay South Redevelopment 
Project Area (“Plan”).  On the same date, the Agency Commission adopted related 
documents, including Resolution No. 193-98 authorizing execution of an Owner 
Participation Agreement (“South OPA”) and related documents between Catellus 
Development Corporation, a Delaware corporation (“Catellus”), and the Agency.  On 
November 2, 1998, the San Francisco Board of Supervisors (“Board of Supervisors”), 
by Ordinance No. 335-98, adopted the Plan.  The Plan and its implementing docu-
ments, as dened in the Plan, constitute the “Plan Documents.”

2. On September 17, 1998, the Agency Commission adopted Resolution No. 182-98 
which certied the Final Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (“FSEIR”) as a pro-
gram EIR for Mission Bay North and South pursuant to the California Environmental 
Quality Act (“CEQA”) and State CEQA Guidelines Section 15180.  On the same date, 
the Agency Commission also adopted Resolution No. 183-98, which adopted envi-
ronmental ndings (and a statement of overriding considerations), in connection with 
the approval of the Plan and other Mission Bay project approvals.  The San Francisco 
Planning Commission (“Planning Commission”) certied the FSEIR by Resolution No. 
14696 on the same date.  On October 19, 1998, the Board of Supervisors adopted 
Motion No. 98-132 afrming certication of the FSEIR by the Planning Commission 
and the Agency, and Resolution No. 854-98 adopting environmental ndings and a 
statement of overriding considerations.  

3. Subsequent to certication of the FSEIR, the Agency has issued several addenda to 
the FSEIR.  The rst Addendum, dated March 21, 2000, analyzed temporary parking 
lots to serve the ballpark.  The second, dated June 20, 2001, analyzed revisions to 7th 
Street bike lanes and relocation of a storm drain outfall provided for in the Mission 
Bay South Infrastructure Plan, a component of the South OPA.  The third, dated Feb-
ruary 10, 2004, analyzed revisions to the Mission Bay South Design for Development 
with respect to the maximum allowable number of towers, tower separation and re-
quired step-backs.  The fourth, dated March 9, 2004, analyzed the Mission Bay South 
Design for Development with respect to the permitted maximum number of parking 
spaces for bio-technical and similar research facilities and the North OPA with respect 
to changes to reect a reduction in permitted commercial development and associ-
ated parking.  The fth, dated October 4, 2005, analyzed the University of California 
San Francisco (“UCSF”) proposal to establish a Phase I 400-bed hospital in Mission 
Bay South on Blocks 36-39 and X-3.  The sixth, dated September 10, 2008, analyzed 
the UCSF proposal to establish a medical center with 289 beds in Phase I and an ad-
ditional 261 beds in Phase II in Mission Bay South on Blocks 36-39 and X-3.  

4. The addenda do not identify any substantial new information or new signicant im-
pacts or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identied signicant effects 
that alter the conclusions reached in the FSEIR.  Hereinafter, the Final Subsequent 
Environmental Impact Report, including any addenda thereto, shall be collectively 
referred to as the “FSEIR.”

5. Catellus, the original master developer of the Mission Bay North and South Rede-
velopment Project Areas, has sold most of its remaining undeveloped land in Mission 
Bay to FOCIL-MB, LLC (“FOCIL-MB”), a subsidiary of Farallon Capital Management, 
LLC, a large investment management rm.  The sale encompasses approximately 71 
acres of land in Mission Bay, and the remaining undeveloped residential parcels in 
Mission Bay South.  FOCIL-MB has assumed all of Catellus’s obligations under the 
South OPA and the Agency’s Owner Participation Agreement for Mission Bay North 
(collectively, the “OPAs”), as well as all responsibilities under the related public im-
provement agreements and land transfer agreements with the City and County of San 
Francisco.  FOCIL-MB will be bound by all terms of 
the OPAs and related agreements, including the requirements of the affordable hous-
ing program, equal opportunity program, and design review process. 

6. The Plan and the Plan Documents, including the Mission Bay South Infrastructure 
Plan and the Design Review and Document Approval Procedure, Attachment G to the 
South OPA (“DRDAP”) provide that FOCIL-MB designate Open Space Parcels at the 
ratio of 0.45 acres of open space for each acre of FOCIL-MB’s developable land within 
each Major Phase.  The DRDAP further states that plans for Open Space Parcels P26 
and P27 shall be submitted concurrently. 

7. Pursuant to the South OPA and DRDAP, FOCIL-MB submitted a nal Schematic De-
sign packet for Open Space Parcels P26 and P27 (“Open Space Parcels”) dated April 
17, 2009.    

8. Agency staff has reviewed the Schematic Design submitted by FOCIL-MB and nds 
it acceptable and recommends approval thereof, subject to the resolution of certain 
conditions.
 
9. Agency staff has reviewed the Schematic Design for purposes of compliance with 
CEQA.

10. The FSEIR is a program EIR under CEQA Guidelines Section 15168 and a redevel-
opment plan EIR under CEQA Guidelines Section 15180.  Approval of the Schematic 
Design is an undertaking pursuant to and in furtherance of the Plan in conformance 
with CEQA Section 15180 (“Implementing Action”). 

11. Agency staff, in making the necessary ndings for the Implementing Action 
contemplated herein, considered and reviewed the FSEIR and has made documents 
related to the Implementing Action and the FSEIR les available for review by the 
Agency Commission and the public, and these les are part of the record before the 
Agency Commission.

12. The FSEIR ndings and statement of overriding considerations adopted in ac-
cordance with CEQA by the Agency Commission by Resolution No. 183-98 dated 
September 17, 1998 reected the independent judgment and analysis of the Agency, 
were and remain adequate, accurate and objective and were prepared and adopted 
following the procedures required by CEQA, and are incorporated herein by reference 
as applicable to the Implementing Action.

FINDINGS

The Agency nds and determines that the Schematic Design submission is an Imple-
menting Action within the scope of the project analyzed in the FSEIR and requires no 
additional environmental review pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines Sections 15180, 
15162 and 15163 for the following reasons:

1. The Implementing Action is within the scope of the project analyzed in the FSEIR 
and no major revisions are required due to the involvement of new signicant envi-
ronmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of signicant effects previ-
ously identied in the FSEIR.
2. No substantial changes have occurred with respect to the circumstances under 
which the project analyzed in the FSEIR was undertaken that would require major 
revisions to the FSEIR due to the involvement of new signicant environmental effects, 
or a substantial increase in the severity of effects identied in the FSEIR.
3. No new information of substantial importance to the project analyzed in the FSEIR 
has become available which would indicate that (a) the Implementing Action will have 
signicant effects not discussed in the FSEIR; (b) signicant environmental effects will 
be substantially more severe; (c) mitigation measures or alternatives found not feasible 
which would reduce one or more signicant effects have become feasible; or (d) 
mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those in the 
FSEIR will substantially reduce one or more signicant effects on the environment.

RESOLUTION

ACCORDINGLY, IT IS RESOLVED by the Redevelopment Agency of the City and 
County of San Francisco that (1) it has reviewed and considered the FSEIR ndings 
and statement of overriding considerations and hereby adopts the CEQA ndings set 
forth in Resolution No. 183-98 incorporated herein and those set forth above; and (2) 
that the Schematic Design for Open Space Parcels P26 and P27 is hereby approved 
pursuant to the Mission Bay South Owner Participation Agreement with FOCIL-MB, 
subject to the following conditions: 

1. Final hardscape materials for P26 and P27, including all paving materials, pav-
ing patterns, and path materials shall be reviewed and approved by staff during the 
design development.  The nal design of the paths and pavers along the 4th Street 
edge of the park shall be coordinated with the adjacent on-street parking.  Strong ef-
forts shall be made to use permeable pavers and other sustainable materials whenever 
possible. 

2. Staff shall review and approve the nal furnishings for both parks during the design 
development phase.  Furnishings include but are not limited to the children’s play 
equipment, benches and xed seating areas, lighting xtures and electrical outlets, 
drinking fountains and hose bibs, tables, signage, and fences.  Developer shall con-
sider the long-term durability, maintenance requirements, safety and the sustainability 
of the materials when selecting furnishings.

3. A nal planting plan for both parks, including all new trees, planting palette, and 
planters for the vines on the trellis, shall be reviewed by staff for approval during 
design development.  The nal location of the street trees along the Southern Con-
nector Street shall be determined at this time as well.

4. In future design development submittals, the park design shall depict the most cur-
rent street alignment and design for Owens, Southern Connector, 4th, and Mariposa 
Streets.

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

James B. Morales
Agency General Counsel 

Mission Bay | Mariposa Park | Schematic Design
20 May 2013
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Ecological and Cultural History

ECOLOGICAL & CULTURAL HISTORY 

The site’s prominent historical 
character is railroad tracks. 
Historical maps show that the 
site used to be a roundhouse. 
Also, the workers grew flowers 
at Mission Bay Garden. 

“Squeezed into a small bit 
of real estate between a hill, 
a wye and a steel company, 
Mission Bay Roundhouse was 
constructed in 1906 as a place 
to perform inspections and 
light repairs on locomotives 
that arrived/departed/switched 
the China Basin area of San 
Francisco. Passenger power constituted the majority of its 
customers. After steam bowed out in January, 1957, such 
extensive facilities were not required. The roundhouse closed 
on February 12, 1960. 

Mission Bay Roundhouse possessed two gardens: the 
traditional outside locomotive servicing tracks fed by the 
turntable, and an actual flower garden, which was located 
behind the roundhouse up against the bank below Mariposa 
Street.....but there has been no actual garden since Mission Bay 
Roundhouse was demolished.” 

Map and Photo Reference: 
Mission Bay Roundhouse (http://wx4.org/to/foam/sp/san_fran/mission/1bay. 
html#anchor) 

Cultural 
History 

Ecological 
History 

Maps from 1850 locate 
Marisposa Park in historical 
tidal marsh area. 

“Ringing former Mission bay, 
tidal marshes with meandering 
sloughs spread as far north as 
Mission Street near Seventh 
and Eighth Streets, and 
extended to the foot of 
Portrero Hill. In 1853, Mission 
Street crossed this marsh as 
a wooden plank road, and 
continued southwest in this 
fashion across the sand hills to 
Mission Dolores. The 1860 toll 
road project on Mission Street 
began the filling of the marsh 
area.” (Mission Bay Historical 
Marshes-Creek & Watershed 
Map of San Francisco, SFPUC) 

Map Reference: 
Creek & Watershed Map of San 
Francisco, SFPUC 

Mariposa Park 
in 1850 

P26 / P27 
Mariposa Park 

P26 / P27 
Mariposa Park 
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RESOLUTION NO. 57-2009

Adopted June 2, 2009

CONDITIONALLY APPROVING THE SCHEMATIC DESIGN FOR OPEN SPACE PAR-
CELS P26 AND P27 IN THE MISSION BAY SOUTH REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT 
AREA PURSUANT TO THE OWNER PARTICIPATION AGREEMENT WITH FOCIL-
MB, LLC AND ADOPTING ENVIRONMENTAL FINDINGS PURSUANT TO THE 
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT; 
MISSION BAY SOUTH REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT AREA

BASIS FOR RESOLUTION

1. On September 17, 1998, by Resolution No. 190-98, the Commission of the Re-
development Agency of the City and County of San Francisco (“Agency Commis-
sion”) approved the Redevelopment Plan for the Mission Bay South Redevelopment 
Project Area (“Plan”).  On the same date, the Agency Commission adopted related 
documents, including Resolution No. 193-98 authorizing execution of an Owner 
Participation Agreement (“South OPA”) and related documents between Catellus 
Development Corporation, a Delaware corporation (“Catellus”), and the Agency.  On 
November 2, 1998, the San Francisco Board of Supervisors (“Board of Supervisors”), 
by Ordinance No. 335-98, adopted the Plan.  The Plan and its implementing docu-
ments, as dened in the Plan, constitute the “Plan Documents.”

2. On September 17, 1998, the Agency Commission adopted Resolution No. 182-98 
which certied the Final Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (“FSEIR”) as a pro-
gram EIR for Mission Bay North and South pursuant to the California Environmental 
Quality Act (“CEQA”) and State CEQA Guidelines Section 15180.  On the same date, 
the Agency Commission also adopted Resolution No. 183-98, which adopted envi-
ronmental ndings (and a statement of overriding considerations), in connection with 
the approval of the Plan and other Mission Bay project approvals.  The San Francisco 
Planning Commission (“Planning Commission”) certied the FSEIR by Resolution No. 
14696 on the same date.  On October 19, 1998, the Board of Supervisors adopted 
Motion No. 98-132 afrming certication of the FSEIR by the Planning Commission 
and the Agency, and Resolution No. 854-98 adopting environmental ndings and a 
statement of overriding considerations.  

3. Subsequent to certication of the FSEIR, the Agency has issued several addenda to 
the FSEIR.  The rst Addendum, dated March 21, 2000, analyzed temporary parking 
lots to serve the ballpark.  The second, dated June 20, 2001, analyzed revisions to 7th 
Street bike lanes and relocation of a storm drain outfall provided for in the Mission 
Bay South Infrastructure Plan, a component of the South OPA.  The third, dated Feb-
ruary 10, 2004, analyzed revisions to the Mission Bay South Design for Development 
with respect to the maximum allowable number of towers, tower separation and re-
quired step-backs.  The fourth, dated March 9, 2004, analyzed the Mission Bay South 
Design for Development with respect to the permitted maximum number of parking 
spaces for bio-technical and similar research facilities and the North OPA with respect 
to changes to reect a reduction in permitted commercial development and associ-
ated parking.  The fth, dated October 4, 2005, analyzed the University of California 
San Francisco (“UCSF”) proposal to establish a Phase I 400-bed hospital in Mission 
Bay South on Blocks 36-39 and X-3.  The sixth, dated September 10, 2008, analyzed 
the UCSF proposal to establish a medical center with 289 beds in Phase I and an ad-
ditional 261 beds in Phase II in Mission Bay South on Blocks 36-39 and X-3.  

4. The addenda do not identify any substantial new information or new signicant im-
pacts or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identied signicant effects 
that alter the conclusions reached in the FSEIR.  Hereinafter, the Final Subsequent 
Environmental Impact Report, including any addenda thereto, shall be collectively 
referred to as the “FSEIR.”

5. Catellus, the original master developer of the Mission Bay North and South Rede-
velopment Project Areas, has sold most of its remaining undeveloped land in Mission 
Bay to FOCIL-MB, LLC (“FOCIL-MB”), a subsidiary of Farallon Capital Management, 
LLC, a large investment management rm.  The sale encompasses approximately 71 
acres of land in Mission Bay, and the remaining undeveloped residential parcels in 
Mission Bay South.  FOCIL-MB has assumed all of Catellus’s obligations under the 
South OPA and the Agency’s Owner Participation Agreement for Mission Bay North 
(collectively, the “OPAs”), as well as all responsibilities under the related public im-
provement agreements and land transfer agreements with the City and County of San 
Francisco.  FOCIL-MB will be bound by all terms of 
the OPAs and related agreements, including the requirements of the affordable hous-
ing program, equal opportunity program, and design review process. 

6. The Plan and the Plan Documents, including the Mission Bay South Infrastructure 
Plan and the Design Review and Document Approval Procedure, Attachment G to the 
South OPA (“DRDAP”) provide that FOCIL-MB designate Open Space Parcels at the 
ratio of 0.45 acres of open space for each acre of FOCIL-MB’s developable land within 
each Major Phase.  The DRDAP further states that plans for Open Space Parcels P26 
and P27 shall be submitted concurrently. 

7. Pursuant to the South OPA and DRDAP, FOCIL-MB submitted a nal Schematic De-
sign packet for Open Space Parcels P26 and P27 (“Open Space Parcels”) dated April 
17, 2009.    

8. Agency staff has reviewed the Schematic Design submitted by FOCIL-MB and nds 
it acceptable and recommends approval thereof, subject to the resolution of certain 
conditions.
 
9. Agency staff has reviewed the Schematic Design for purposes of compliance with 
CEQA.

10. The FSEIR is a program EIR under CEQA Guidelines Section 15168 and a redevel-
opment plan EIR under CEQA Guidelines Section 15180.  Approval of the Schematic 
Design is an undertaking pursuant to and in furtherance of the Plan in conformance 
with CEQA Section 15180 (“Implementing Action”). 

11. Agency staff, in making the necessary ndings for the Implementing Action 
contemplated herein, considered and reviewed the FSEIR and has made documents 
related to the Implementing Action and the FSEIR les available for review by the 
Agency Commission and the public, and these les are part of the record before the 
Agency Commission.

12. The FSEIR ndings and statement of overriding considerations adopted in ac-
cordance with CEQA by the Agency Commission by Resolution No. 183-98 dated 
September 17, 1998 reected the independent judgment and analysis of the Agency, 
were and remain adequate, accurate and objective and were prepared and adopted 
following the procedures required by CEQA, and are incorporated herein by reference 
as applicable to the Implementing Action.

FINDINGS

The Agency nds and determines that the Schematic Design submission is an Imple-
menting Action within the scope of the project analyzed in the FSEIR and requires no 
additional environmental review pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines Sections 15180, 
15162 and 15163 for the following reasons:

1. The Implementing Action is within the scope of the project analyzed in the FSEIR 
and no major revisions are required due to the involvement of new signicant envi-
ronmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of signicant effects previ-
ously identied in the FSEIR.
2. No substantial changes have occurred with respect to the circumstances under 
which the project analyzed in the FSEIR was undertaken that would require major 
revisions to the FSEIR due to the involvement of new signicant environmental effects, 
or a substantial increase in the severity of effects identied in the FSEIR.
3. No new information of substantial importance to the project analyzed in the FSEIR 
has become available which would indicate that (a) the Implementing Action will have 
signicant effects not discussed in the FSEIR; (b) signicant environmental effects will 
be substantially more severe; (c) mitigation measures or alternatives found not feasible 
which would reduce one or more signicant effects have become feasible; or (d) 
mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those in the 
FSEIR will substantially reduce one or more signicant effects on the environment.

RESOLUTION

ACCORDINGLY, IT IS RESOLVED by the Redevelopment Agency of the City and 
County of San Francisco that (1) it has reviewed and considered the FSEIR ndings 
and statement of overriding considerations and hereby adopts the CEQA ndings set 
forth in Resolution No. 183-98 incorporated herein and those set forth above; and (2) 
that the Schematic Design for Open Space Parcels P26 and P27 is hereby approved 
pursuant to the Mission Bay South Owner Participation Agreement with FOCIL-MB, 
subject to the following conditions: 

1. Final hardscape materials for P26 and P27, including all paving materials, pav-
ing patterns, and path materials shall be reviewed and approved by staff during the 
design development.  The nal design of the paths and pavers along the 4th Street 
edge of the park shall be coordinated with the adjacent on-street parking.  Strong ef-
forts shall be made to use permeable pavers and other sustainable materials whenever 
possible. 

2. Staff shall review and approve the nal furnishings for both parks during the design 
development phase.  Furnishings include but are not limited to the children’s play 
equipment, benches and xed seating areas, lighting xtures and electrical outlets, 
drinking fountains and hose bibs, tables, signage, and fences.  Developer shall con-
sider the long-term durability, maintenance requirements, safety and the sustainability 
of the materials when selecting furnishings.

3. A nal planting plan for both parks, including all new trees, planting palette, and 
planters for the vines on the trellis, shall be reviewed by staff for approval during 
design development.  The nal location of the street trees along the Southern Con-
nector Street shall be determined at this time as well.

4. In future design development submittals, the park design shall depict the most cur-
rent street alignment and design for Owens, Southern Connector, 4th, and Mariposa 
Streets.

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

James B. Morales
Agency General Counsel 

Mission Bay | Mariposa Park | Schematic Design
20 May 2013
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RESOLUTION NO. 57-2009

Adopted June 2, 2009

CONDITIONALLY APPROVING THE SCHEMATIC DESIGN FOR OPEN SPACE PAR-
CELS P26 AND P27 IN THE MISSION BAY SOUTH REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT 
AREA PURSUANT TO THE OWNER PARTICIPATION AGREEMENT WITH FOCIL-
MB, LLC AND ADOPTING ENVIRONMENTAL FINDINGS PURSUANT TO THE 
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT; 
MISSION BAY SOUTH REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT AREA

BASIS FOR RESOLUTION

1. On September 17, 1998, by Resolution No. 190-98, the Commission of the Re-
development Agency of the City and County of San Francisco (“Agency Commis-
sion”) approved the Redevelopment Plan for the Mission Bay South Redevelopment 
Project Area (“Plan”).  On the same date, the Agency Commission adopted related 
documents, including Resolution No. 193-98 authorizing execution of an Owner 
Participation Agreement (“South OPA”) and related documents between Catellus 
Development Corporation, a Delaware corporation (“Catellus”), and the Agency.  On 
November 2, 1998, the San Francisco Board of Supervisors (“Board of Supervisors”), 
by Ordinance No. 335-98, adopted the Plan.  The Plan and its implementing docu-
ments, as dened in the Plan, constitute the “Plan Documents.”

2. On September 17, 1998, the Agency Commission adopted Resolution No. 182-98 
which certied the Final Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (“FSEIR”) as a pro-
gram EIR for Mission Bay North and South pursuant to the California Environmental 
Quality Act (“CEQA”) and State CEQA Guidelines Section 15180.  On the same date, 
the Agency Commission also adopted Resolution No. 183-98, which adopted envi-
ronmental ndings (and a statement of overriding considerations), in connection with 
the approval of the Plan and other Mission Bay project approvals.  The San Francisco 
Planning Commission (“Planning Commission”) certied the FSEIR by Resolution No. 
14696 on the same date.  On October 19, 1998, the Board of Supervisors adopted 
Motion No. 98-132 afrming certication of the FSEIR by the Planning Commission 
and the Agency, and Resolution No. 854-98 adopting environmental ndings and a 
statement of overriding considerations.  

3. Subsequent to certication of the FSEIR, the Agency has issued several addenda to 
the FSEIR.  The rst Addendum, dated March 21, 2000, analyzed temporary parking 
lots to serve the ballpark.  The second, dated June 20, 2001, analyzed revisions to 7th 
Street bike lanes and relocation of a storm drain outfall provided for in the Mission 
Bay South Infrastructure Plan, a component of the South OPA.  The third, dated Feb-
ruary 10, 2004, analyzed revisions to the Mission Bay South Design for Development 
with respect to the maximum allowable number of towers, tower separation and re-
quired step-backs.  The fourth, dated March 9, 2004, analyzed the Mission Bay South 
Design for Development with respect to the permitted maximum number of parking 
spaces for bio-technical and similar research facilities and the North OPA with respect 
to changes to reect a reduction in permitted commercial development and associ-
ated parking.  The fth, dated October 4, 2005, analyzed the University of California 
San Francisco (“UCSF”) proposal to establish a Phase I 400-bed hospital in Mission 
Bay South on Blocks 36-39 and X-3.  The sixth, dated September 10, 2008, analyzed 
the UCSF proposal to establish a medical center with 289 beds in Phase I and an ad-
ditional 261 beds in Phase II in Mission Bay South on Blocks 36-39 and X-3.  

4. The addenda do not identify any substantial new information or new signicant im-
pacts or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identied signicant effects 
that alter the conclusions reached in the FSEIR.  Hereinafter, the Final Subsequent 
Environmental Impact Report, including any addenda thereto, shall be collectively 
referred to as the “FSEIR.”

5. Catellus, the original master developer of the Mission Bay North and South Rede-
velopment Project Areas, has sold most of its remaining undeveloped land in Mission 
Bay to FOCIL-MB, LLC (“FOCIL-MB”), a subsidiary of Farallon Capital Management, 
LLC, a large investment management rm.  The sale encompasses approximately 71 
acres of land in Mission Bay, and the remaining undeveloped residential parcels in 
Mission Bay South.  FOCIL-MB has assumed all of Catellus’s obligations under the 
South OPA and the Agency’s Owner Participation Agreement for Mission Bay North 
(collectively, the “OPAs”), as well as all responsibilities under the related public im-
provement agreements and land transfer agreements with the City and County of San 
Francisco.  FOCIL-MB will be bound by all terms of 
the OPAs and related agreements, including the requirements of the affordable hous-
ing program, equal opportunity program, and design review process. 

6. The Plan and the Plan Documents, including the Mission Bay South Infrastructure 
Plan and the Design Review and Document Approval Procedure, Attachment G to the 
South OPA (“DRDAP”) provide that FOCIL-MB designate Open Space Parcels at the 
ratio of 0.45 acres of open space for each acre of FOCIL-MB’s developable land within 
each Major Phase.  The DRDAP further states that plans for Open Space Parcels P26 
and P27 shall be submitted concurrently. 

7. Pursuant to the South OPA and DRDAP, FOCIL-MB submitted a nal Schematic De-
sign packet for Open Space Parcels P26 and P27 (“Open Space Parcels”) dated April 
17, 2009.    

8. Agency staff has reviewed the Schematic Design submitted by FOCIL-MB and nds 
it acceptable and recommends approval thereof, subject to the resolution of certain 
conditions.
 
9. Agency staff has reviewed the Schematic Design for purposes of compliance with 
CEQA.

10. The FSEIR is a program EIR under CEQA Guidelines Section 15168 and a redevel-
opment plan EIR under CEQA Guidelines Section 15180.  Approval of the Schematic 
Design is an undertaking pursuant to and in furtherance of the Plan in conformance 
with CEQA Section 15180 (“Implementing Action”). 

11. Agency staff, in making the necessary ndings for the Implementing Action 
contemplated herein, considered and reviewed the FSEIR and has made documents 
related to the Implementing Action and the FSEIR les available for review by the 
Agency Commission and the public, and these les are part of the record before the 
Agency Commission.

12. The FSEIR ndings and statement of overriding considerations adopted in ac-
cordance with CEQA by the Agency Commission by Resolution No. 183-98 dated 
September 17, 1998 reected the independent judgment and analysis of the Agency, 
were and remain adequate, accurate and objective and were prepared and adopted 
following the procedures required by CEQA, and are incorporated herein by reference 
as applicable to the Implementing Action.

FINDINGS

The Agency nds and determines that the Schematic Design submission is an Imple-
menting Action within the scope of the project analyzed in the FSEIR and requires no 
additional environmental review pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines Sections 15180, 
15162 and 15163 for the following reasons:

1. The Implementing Action is within the scope of the project analyzed in the FSEIR 
and no major revisions are required due to the involvement of new signicant envi-
ronmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of signicant effects previ-
ously identied in the FSEIR.
2. No substantial changes have occurred with respect to the circumstances under 
which the project analyzed in the FSEIR was undertaken that would require major 
revisions to the FSEIR due to the involvement of new signicant environmental effects, 
or a substantial increase in the severity of effects identied in the FSEIR.
3. No new information of substantial importance to the project analyzed in the FSEIR 
has become available which would indicate that (a) the Implementing Action will have 
signicant effects not discussed in the FSEIR; (b) signicant environmental effects will 
be substantially more severe; (c) mitigation measures or alternatives found not feasible 
which would reduce one or more signicant effects have become feasible; or (d) 
mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those in the 
FSEIR will substantially reduce one or more signicant effects on the environment.

RESOLUTION

ACCORDINGLY, IT IS RESOLVED by the Redevelopment Agency of the City and 
County of San Francisco that (1) it has reviewed and considered the FSEIR ndings 
and statement of overriding considerations and hereby adopts the CEQA ndings set 
forth in Resolution No. 183-98 incorporated herein and those set forth above; and (2) 
that the Schematic Design for Open Space Parcels P26 and P27 is hereby approved 
pursuant to the Mission Bay South Owner Participation Agreement with FOCIL-MB, 
subject to the following conditions: 

1. Final hardscape materials for P26 and P27, including all paving materials, pav-
ing patterns, and path materials shall be reviewed and approved by staff during the 
design development.  The nal design of the paths and pavers along the 4th Street 
edge of the park shall be coordinated with the adjacent on-street parking.  Strong ef-
forts shall be made to use permeable pavers and other sustainable materials whenever 
possible. 

2. Staff shall review and approve the nal furnishings for both parks during the design 
development phase.  Furnishings include but are not limited to the children’s play 
equipment, benches and xed seating areas, lighting xtures and electrical outlets, 
drinking fountains and hose bibs, tables, signage, and fences.  Developer shall con-
sider the long-term durability, maintenance requirements, safety and the sustainability 
of the materials when selecting furnishings.

3. A nal planting plan for both parks, including all new trees, planting palette, and 
planters for the vines on the trellis, shall be reviewed by staff for approval during 
design development.  The nal location of the street trees along the Southern Con-
nector Street shall be determined at this time as well.

4. In future design development submittals, the park design shall depict the most cur-
rent street alignment and design for Owens, Southern Connector, 4th, and Mariposa 
Streets.

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

James B. Morales
Agency General Counsel 

Mission Bay | Mariposa Park | Schematic Design
20 May 2013
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RESOLUTION NO. 57-2009

Adopted June 2, 2009

CONDITIONALLY APPROVING THE SCHEMATIC DESIGN FOR OPEN SPACE PAR-
CELS P26 AND P27 IN THE MISSION BAY SOUTH REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT 
AREA PURSUANT TO THE OWNER PARTICIPATION AGREEMENT WITH FOCIL-
MB, LLC AND ADOPTING ENVIRONMENTAL FINDINGS PURSUANT TO THE 
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT; 
MISSION BAY SOUTH REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT AREA

BASIS FOR RESOLUTION

1. On September 17, 1998, by Resolution No. 190-98, the Commission of the Re-
development Agency of the City and County of San Francisco (“Agency Commis-
sion”) approved the Redevelopment Plan for the Mission Bay South Redevelopment 
Project Area (“Plan”).  On the same date, the Agency Commission adopted related 
documents, including Resolution No. 193-98 authorizing execution of an Owner 
Participation Agreement (“South OPA”) and related documents between Catellus 
Development Corporation, a Delaware corporation (“Catellus”), and the Agency.  On 
November 2, 1998, the San Francisco Board of Supervisors (“Board of Supervisors”), 
by Ordinance No. 335-98, adopted the Plan.  The Plan and its implementing docu-
ments, as dened in the Plan, constitute the “Plan Documents.”

2. On September 17, 1998, the Agency Commission adopted Resolution No. 182-98 
which certied the Final Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (“FSEIR”) as a pro-
gram EIR for Mission Bay North and South pursuant to the California Environmental 
Quality Act (“CEQA”) and State CEQA Guidelines Section 15180.  On the same date, 
the Agency Commission also adopted Resolution No. 183-98, which adopted envi-
ronmental ndings (and a statement of overriding considerations), in connection with 
the approval of the Plan and other Mission Bay project approvals.  The San Francisco 
Planning Commission (“Planning Commission”) certied the FSEIR by Resolution No. 
14696 on the same date.  On October 19, 1998, the Board of Supervisors adopted 
Motion No. 98-132 afrming certication of the FSEIR by the Planning Commission 
and the Agency, and Resolution No. 854-98 adopting environmental ndings and a 
statement of overriding considerations.  

3. Subsequent to certication of the FSEIR, the Agency has issued several addenda to 
the FSEIR.  The rst Addendum, dated March 21, 2000, analyzed temporary parking 
lots to serve the ballpark.  The second, dated June 20, 2001, analyzed revisions to 7th 
Street bike lanes and relocation of a storm drain outfall provided for in the Mission 
Bay South Infrastructure Plan, a component of the South OPA.  The third, dated Feb-
ruary 10, 2004, analyzed revisions to the Mission Bay South Design for Development 
with respect to the maximum allowable number of towers, tower separation and re-
quired step-backs.  The fourth, dated March 9, 2004, analyzed the Mission Bay South 
Design for Development with respect to the permitted maximum number of parking 
spaces for bio-technical and similar research facilities and the North OPA with respect 
to changes to reect a reduction in permitted commercial development and associ-
ated parking.  The fth, dated October 4, 2005, analyzed the University of California 
San Francisco (“UCSF”) proposal to establish a Phase I 400-bed hospital in Mission 
Bay South on Blocks 36-39 and X-3.  The sixth, dated September 10, 2008, analyzed 
the UCSF proposal to establish a medical center with 289 beds in Phase I and an ad-
ditional 261 beds in Phase II in Mission Bay South on Blocks 36-39 and X-3.  

4. The addenda do not identify any substantial new information or new signicant im-
pacts or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identied signicant effects 
that alter the conclusions reached in the FSEIR.  Hereinafter, the Final Subsequent 
Environmental Impact Report, including any addenda thereto, shall be collectively 
referred to as the “FSEIR.”

5. Catellus, the original master developer of the Mission Bay North and South Rede-
velopment Project Areas, has sold most of its remaining undeveloped land in Mission 
Bay to FOCIL-MB, LLC (“FOCIL-MB”), a subsidiary of Farallon Capital Management, 
LLC, a large investment management rm.  The sale encompasses approximately 71 
acres of land in Mission Bay, and the remaining undeveloped residential parcels in 
Mission Bay South.  FOCIL-MB has assumed all of Catellus’s obligations under the 
South OPA and the Agency’s Owner Participation Agreement for Mission Bay North 
(collectively, the “OPAs”), as well as all responsibilities under the related public im-
provement agreements and land transfer agreements with the City and County of San 
Francisco.  FOCIL-MB will be bound by all terms of 
the OPAs and related agreements, including the requirements of the affordable hous-
ing program, equal opportunity program, and design review process. 

6. The Plan and the Plan Documents, including the Mission Bay South Infrastructure 
Plan and the Design Review and Document Approval Procedure, Attachment G to the 
South OPA (“DRDAP”) provide that FOCIL-MB designate Open Space Parcels at the 
ratio of 0.45 acres of open space for each acre of FOCIL-MB’s developable land within 
each Major Phase.  The DRDAP further states that plans for Open Space Parcels P26 
and P27 shall be submitted concurrently. 

7. Pursuant to the South OPA and DRDAP, FOCIL-MB submitted a nal Schematic De-
sign packet for Open Space Parcels P26 and P27 (“Open Space Parcels”) dated April 
17, 2009.    

8. Agency staff has reviewed the Schematic Design submitted by FOCIL-MB and nds 
it acceptable and recommends approval thereof, subject to the resolution of certain 
conditions.
 
9. Agency staff has reviewed the Schematic Design for purposes of compliance with 
CEQA.

10. The FSEIR is a program EIR under CEQA Guidelines Section 15168 and a redevel-
opment plan EIR under CEQA Guidelines Section 15180.  Approval of the Schematic 
Design is an undertaking pursuant to and in furtherance of the Plan in conformance 
with CEQA Section 15180 (“Implementing Action”). 

11. Agency staff, in making the necessary ndings for the Implementing Action 
contemplated herein, considered and reviewed the FSEIR and has made documents 
related to the Implementing Action and the FSEIR les available for review by the 
Agency Commission and the public, and these les are part of the record before the 
Agency Commission.

12. The FSEIR ndings and statement of overriding considerations adopted in ac-
cordance with CEQA by the Agency Commission by Resolution No. 183-98 dated 
September 17, 1998 reected the independent judgment and analysis of the Agency, 
were and remain adequate, accurate and objective and were prepared and adopted 
following the procedures required by CEQA, and are incorporated herein by reference 
as applicable to the Implementing Action.

FINDINGS

The Agency nds and determines that the Schematic Design submission is an Imple-
menting Action within the scope of the project analyzed in the FSEIR and requires no 
additional environmental review pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines Sections 15180, 
15162 and 15163 for the following reasons:

1. The Implementing Action is within the scope of the project analyzed in the FSEIR 
and no major revisions are required due to the involvement of new signicant envi-
ronmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of signicant effects previ-
ously identied in the FSEIR.
2. No substantial changes have occurred with respect to the circumstances under 
which the project analyzed in the FSEIR was undertaken that would require major 
revisions to the FSEIR due to the involvement of new signicant environmental effects, 
or a substantial increase in the severity of effects identied in the FSEIR.
3. No new information of substantial importance to the project analyzed in the FSEIR 
has become available which would indicate that (a) the Implementing Action will have 
signicant effects not discussed in the FSEIR; (b) signicant environmental effects will 
be substantially more severe; (c) mitigation measures or alternatives found not feasible 
which would reduce one or more signicant effects have become feasible; or (d) 
mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those in the 
FSEIR will substantially reduce one or more signicant effects on the environment.

RESOLUTION

ACCORDINGLY, IT IS RESOLVED by the Redevelopment Agency of the City and 
County of San Francisco that (1) it has reviewed and considered the FSEIR ndings 
and statement of overriding considerations and hereby adopts the CEQA ndings set 
forth in Resolution No. 183-98 incorporated herein and those set forth above; and (2) 
that the Schematic Design for Open Space Parcels P26 and P27 is hereby approved 
pursuant to the Mission Bay South Owner Participation Agreement with FOCIL-MB, 
subject to the following conditions: 

1. Final hardscape materials for P26 and P27, including all paving materials, pav-
ing patterns, and path materials shall be reviewed and approved by staff during the 
design development.  The nal design of the paths and pavers along the 4th Street 
edge of the park shall be coordinated with the adjacent on-street parking.  Strong ef-
forts shall be made to use permeable pavers and other sustainable materials whenever 
possible. 

2. Staff shall review and approve the nal furnishings for both parks during the design 
development phase.  Furnishings include but are not limited to the children’s play 
equipment, benches and xed seating areas, lighting xtures and electrical outlets, 
drinking fountains and hose bibs, tables, signage, and fences.  Developer shall con-
sider the long-term durability, maintenance requirements, safety and the sustainability 
of the materials when selecting furnishings.

3. A nal planting plan for both parks, including all new trees, planting palette, and 
planters for the vines on the trellis, shall be reviewed by staff for approval during 
design development.  The nal location of the street trees along the Southern Con-
nector Street shall be determined at this time as well.

4. In future design development submittals, the park design shall depict the most cur-
rent street alignment and design for Owens, Southern Connector, 4th, and Mariposa 
Streets.

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

James B. Morales
Agency General Counsel 

Mission Bay | Mariposa Park | Schematic Design
20 May 2013
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June 2009

RESOLUTION NO. 57-2009

Adopted June 2, 2009

CONDITIONALLY APPROVING THE SCHEMATIC DESIGN FOR OPEN SPACE PAR-
CELS P26 AND P27 IN THE MISSION BAY SOUTH REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT 
AREA PURSUANT TO THE OWNER PARTICIPATION AGREEMENT WITH FOCIL-
MB, LLC AND ADOPTING ENVIRONMENTAL FINDINGS PURSUANT TO THE 
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT; 
MISSION BAY SOUTH REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT AREA

BASIS FOR RESOLUTION

1. On September 17, 1998, by Resolution No. 190-98, the Commission of the Re-
development Agency of the City and County of San Francisco (“Agency Commis-
sion”) approved the Redevelopment Plan for the Mission Bay South Redevelopment 
Project Area (“Plan”).  On the same date, the Agency Commission adopted related 
documents, including Resolution No. 193-98 authorizing execution of an Owner 
Participation Agreement (“South OPA”) and related documents between Catellus 
Development Corporation, a Delaware corporation (“Catellus”), and the Agency.  On 
November 2, 1998, the San Francisco Board of Supervisors (“Board of Supervisors”), 
by Ordinance No. 335-98, adopted the Plan.  The Plan and its implementing docu-
ments, as dened in the Plan, constitute the “Plan Documents.”

2. On September 17, 1998, the Agency Commission adopted Resolution No. 182-98 
which certied the Final Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (“FSEIR”) as a pro-
gram EIR for Mission Bay North and South pursuant to the California Environmental 
Quality Act (“CEQA”) and State CEQA Guidelines Section 15180.  On the same date, 
the Agency Commission also adopted Resolution No. 183-98, which adopted envi-
ronmental ndings (and a statement of overriding considerations), in connection with 
the approval of the Plan and other Mission Bay project approvals.  The San Francisco 
Planning Commission (“Planning Commission”) certied the FSEIR by Resolution No. 
14696 on the same date.  On October 19, 1998, the Board of Supervisors adopted 
Motion No. 98-132 afrming certication of the FSEIR by the Planning Commission 
and the Agency, and Resolution No. 854-98 adopting environmental ndings and a 
statement of overriding considerations.  

3. Subsequent to certication of the FSEIR, the Agency has issued several addenda to 
the FSEIR.  The rst Addendum, dated March 21, 2000, analyzed temporary parking 
lots to serve the ballpark.  The second, dated June 20, 2001, analyzed revisions to 7th 
Street bike lanes and relocation of a storm drain outfall provided for in the Mission 
Bay South Infrastructure Plan, a component of the South OPA.  The third, dated Feb-
ruary 10, 2004, analyzed revisions to the Mission Bay South Design for Development 
with respect to the maximum allowable number of towers, tower separation and re-
quired step-backs.  The fourth, dated March 9, 2004, analyzed the Mission Bay South 
Design for Development with respect to the permitted maximum number of parking 
spaces for bio-technical and similar research facilities and the North OPA with respect 
to changes to reect a reduction in permitted commercial development and associ-
ated parking.  The fth, dated October 4, 2005, analyzed the University of California 
San Francisco (“UCSF”) proposal to establish a Phase I 400-bed hospital in Mission 
Bay South on Blocks 36-39 and X-3.  The sixth, dated September 10, 2008, analyzed 
the UCSF proposal to establish a medical center with 289 beds in Phase I and an ad-
ditional 261 beds in Phase II in Mission Bay South on Blocks 36-39 and X-3.  

4. The addenda do not identify any substantial new information or new signicant im-
pacts or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identied signicant effects 
that alter the conclusions reached in the FSEIR.  Hereinafter, the Final Subsequent 
Environmental Impact Report, including any addenda thereto, shall be collectively 
referred to as the “FSEIR.”

5. Catellus, the original master developer of the Mission Bay North and South Rede-
velopment Project Areas, has sold most of its remaining undeveloped land in Mission 
Bay to FOCIL-MB, LLC (“FOCIL-MB”), a subsidiary of Farallon Capital Management, 
LLC, a large investment management rm.  The sale encompasses approximately 71 
acres of land in Mission Bay, and the remaining undeveloped residential parcels in 
Mission Bay South.  FOCIL-MB has assumed all of Catellus’s obligations under the 
South OPA and the Agency’s Owner Participation Agreement for Mission Bay North 
(collectively, the “OPAs”), as well as all responsibilities under the related public im-
provement agreements and land transfer agreements with the City and County of San 
Francisco.  FOCIL-MB will be bound by all terms of 
the OPAs and related agreements, including the requirements of the affordable hous-
ing program, equal opportunity program, and design review process. 

6. The Plan and the Plan Documents, including the Mission Bay South Infrastructure 
Plan and the Design Review and Document Approval Procedure, Attachment G to the 
South OPA (“DRDAP”) provide that FOCIL-MB designate Open Space Parcels at the 
ratio of 0.45 acres of open space for each acre of FOCIL-MB’s developable land within 
each Major Phase.  The DRDAP further states that plans for Open Space Parcels P26 
and P27 shall be submitted concurrently. 

7. Pursuant to the South OPA and DRDAP, FOCIL-MB submitted a nal Schematic De-
sign packet for Open Space Parcels P26 and P27 (“Open Space Parcels”) dated April 
17, 2009.    

8. Agency staff has reviewed the Schematic Design submitted by FOCIL-MB and nds 
it acceptable and recommends approval thereof, subject to the resolution of certain 
conditions.
 
9. Agency staff has reviewed the Schematic Design for purposes of compliance with 
CEQA.

10. The FSEIR is a program EIR under CEQA Guidelines Section 15168 and a redevel-
opment plan EIR under CEQA Guidelines Section 15180.  Approval of the Schematic 
Design is an undertaking pursuant to and in furtherance of the Plan in conformance 
with CEQA Section 15180 (“Implementing Action”). 

11. Agency staff, in making the necessary ndings for the Implementing Action 
contemplated herein, considered and reviewed the FSEIR and has made documents 
related to the Implementing Action and the FSEIR les available for review by the 
Agency Commission and the public, and these les are part of the record before the 
Agency Commission.

12. The FSEIR ndings and statement of overriding considerations adopted in ac-
cordance with CEQA by the Agency Commission by Resolution No. 183-98 dated 
September 17, 1998 reected the independent judgment and analysis of the Agency, 
were and remain adequate, accurate and objective and were prepared and adopted 
following the procedures required by CEQA, and are incorporated herein by reference 
as applicable to the Implementing Action.

FINDINGS

The Agency nds and determines that the Schematic Design submission is an Imple-
menting Action within the scope of the project analyzed in the FSEIR and requires no 
additional environmental review pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines Sections 15180, 
15162 and 15163 for the following reasons:

1. The Implementing Action is within the scope of the project analyzed in the FSEIR 
and no major revisions are required due to the involvement of new signicant envi-
ronmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of signicant effects previ-
ously identied in the FSEIR.
2. No substantial changes have occurred with respect to the circumstances under 
which the project analyzed in the FSEIR was undertaken that would require major 
revisions to the FSEIR due to the involvement of new signicant environmental effects, 
or a substantial increase in the severity of effects identied in the FSEIR.
3. No new information of substantial importance to the project analyzed in the FSEIR 
has become available which would indicate that (a) the Implementing Action will have 
signicant effects not discussed in the FSEIR; (b) signicant environmental effects will 
be substantially more severe; (c) mitigation measures or alternatives found not feasible 
which would reduce one or more signicant effects have become feasible; or (d) 
mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those in the 
FSEIR will substantially reduce one or more signicant effects on the environment.

RESOLUTION

ACCORDINGLY, IT IS RESOLVED by the Redevelopment Agency of the City and 
County of San Francisco that (1) it has reviewed and considered the FSEIR ndings 
and statement of overriding considerations and hereby adopts the CEQA ndings set 
forth in Resolution No. 183-98 incorporated herein and those set forth above; and (2) 
that the Schematic Design for Open Space Parcels P26 and P27 is hereby approved 
pursuant to the Mission Bay South Owner Participation Agreement with FOCIL-MB, 
subject to the following conditions: 

1. Final hardscape materials for P26 and P27, including all paving materials, pav-
ing patterns, and path materials shall be reviewed and approved by staff during the 
design development.  The nal design of the paths and pavers along the 4th Street 
edge of the park shall be coordinated with the adjacent on-street parking.  Strong ef-
forts shall be made to use permeable pavers and other sustainable materials whenever 
possible. 

2. Staff shall review and approve the nal furnishings for both parks during the design 
development phase.  Furnishings include but are not limited to the children’s play 
equipment, benches and xed seating areas, lighting xtures and electrical outlets, 
drinking fountains and hose bibs, tables, signage, and fences.  Developer shall con-
sider the long-term durability, maintenance requirements, safety and the sustainability 
of the materials when selecting furnishings.

3. A nal planting plan for both parks, including all new trees, planting palette, and 
planters for the vines on the trellis, shall be reviewed by staff for approval during 
design development.  The nal location of the street trees along the Southern Con-
nector Street shall be determined at this time as well.

4. In future design development submittals, the park design shall depict the most cur-
rent street alignment and design for Owens, Southern Connector, 4th, and Mariposa 
Streets.

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

James B. Morales
Agency General Counsel 

Mission Bay | Mariposa Park | Schematic Design
20 May 2013
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RESOLUTION NO. 57-2009

Adopted June 2, 2009

CONDITIONALLY APPROVING THE SCHEMATIC DESIGN FOR OPEN SPACE PAR-
CELS P26 AND P27 IN THE MISSION BAY SOUTH REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT 
AREA PURSUANT TO THE OWNER PARTICIPATION AGREEMENT WITH FOCIL-
MB, LLC AND ADOPTING ENVIRONMENTAL FINDINGS PURSUANT TO THE 
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT; 
MISSION BAY SOUTH REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT AREA

BASIS FOR RESOLUTION

1. On September 17, 1998, by Resolution No. 190-98, the Commission of the Re-
development Agency of the City and County of San Francisco (“Agency Commis-
sion”) approved the Redevelopment Plan for the Mission Bay South Redevelopment 
Project Area (“Plan”).  On the same date, the Agency Commission adopted related 
documents, including Resolution No. 193-98 authorizing execution of an Owner 
Participation Agreement (“South OPA”) and related documents between Catellus 
Development Corporation, a Delaware corporation (“Catellus”), and the Agency.  On 
November 2, 1998, the San Francisco Board of Supervisors (“Board of Supervisors”), 
by Ordinance No. 335-98, adopted the Plan.  The Plan and its implementing docu-
ments, as dened in the Plan, constitute the “Plan Documents.”

2. On September 17, 1998, the Agency Commission adopted Resolution No. 182-98 
which certied the Final Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (“FSEIR”) as a pro-
gram EIR for Mission Bay North and South pursuant to the California Environmental 
Quality Act (“CEQA”) and State CEQA Guidelines Section 15180.  On the same date, 
the Agency Commission also adopted Resolution No. 183-98, which adopted envi-
ronmental ndings (and a statement of overriding considerations), in connection with 
the approval of the Plan and other Mission Bay project approvals.  The San Francisco 
Planning Commission (“Planning Commission”) certied the FSEIR by Resolution No. 
14696 on the same date.  On October 19, 1998, the Board of Supervisors adopted 
Motion No. 98-132 afrming certication of the FSEIR by the Planning Commission 
and the Agency, and Resolution No. 854-98 adopting environmental ndings and a 
statement of overriding considerations.  

3. Subsequent to certication of the FSEIR, the Agency has issued several addenda to 
the FSEIR.  The rst Addendum, dated March 21, 2000, analyzed temporary parking 
lots to serve the ballpark.  The second, dated June 20, 2001, analyzed revisions to 7th 
Street bike lanes and relocation of a storm drain outfall provided for in the Mission 
Bay South Infrastructure Plan, a component of the South OPA.  The third, dated Feb-
ruary 10, 2004, analyzed revisions to the Mission Bay South Design for Development 
with respect to the maximum allowable number of towers, tower separation and re-
quired step-backs.  The fourth, dated March 9, 2004, analyzed the Mission Bay South 
Design for Development with respect to the permitted maximum number of parking 
spaces for bio-technical and similar research facilities and the North OPA with respect 
to changes to reect a reduction in permitted commercial development and associ-
ated parking.  The fth, dated October 4, 2005, analyzed the University of California 
San Francisco (“UCSF”) proposal to establish a Phase I 400-bed hospital in Mission 
Bay South on Blocks 36-39 and X-3.  The sixth, dated September 10, 2008, analyzed 
the UCSF proposal to establish a medical center with 289 beds in Phase I and an ad-
ditional 261 beds in Phase II in Mission Bay South on Blocks 36-39 and X-3.  

4. The addenda do not identify any substantial new information or new signicant im-
pacts or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identied signicant effects 
that alter the conclusions reached in the FSEIR.  Hereinafter, the Final Subsequent 
Environmental Impact Report, including any addenda thereto, shall be collectively 
referred to as the “FSEIR.”

5. Catellus, the original master developer of the Mission Bay North and South Rede-
velopment Project Areas, has sold most of its remaining undeveloped land in Mission 
Bay to FOCIL-MB, LLC (“FOCIL-MB”), a subsidiary of Farallon Capital Management, 
LLC, a large investment management rm.  The sale encompasses approximately 71 
acres of land in Mission Bay, and the remaining undeveloped residential parcels in 
Mission Bay South.  FOCIL-MB has assumed all of Catellus’s obligations under the 
South OPA and the Agency’s Owner Participation Agreement for Mission Bay North 
(collectively, the “OPAs”), as well as all responsibilities under the related public im-
provement agreements and land transfer agreements with the City and County of San 
Francisco.  FOCIL-MB will be bound by all terms of 
the OPAs and related agreements, including the requirements of the affordable hous-
ing program, equal opportunity program, and design review process. 

6. The Plan and the Plan Documents, including the Mission Bay South Infrastructure 
Plan and the Design Review and Document Approval Procedure, Attachment G to the 
South OPA (“DRDAP”) provide that FOCIL-MB designate Open Space Parcels at the 
ratio of 0.45 acres of open space for each acre of FOCIL-MB’s developable land within 
each Major Phase.  The DRDAP further states that plans for Open Space Parcels P26 
and P27 shall be submitted concurrently. 

7. Pursuant to the South OPA and DRDAP, FOCIL-MB submitted a nal Schematic De-
sign packet for Open Space Parcels P26 and P27 (“Open Space Parcels”) dated April 
17, 2009.    

8. Agency staff has reviewed the Schematic Design submitted by FOCIL-MB and nds 
it acceptable and recommends approval thereof, subject to the resolution of certain 
conditions.
 
9. Agency staff has reviewed the Schematic Design for purposes of compliance with 
CEQA.

10. The FSEIR is a program EIR under CEQA Guidelines Section 15168 and a redevel-
opment plan EIR under CEQA Guidelines Section 15180.  Approval of the Schematic 
Design is an undertaking pursuant to and in furtherance of the Plan in conformance 
with CEQA Section 15180 (“Implementing Action”). 

11. Agency staff, in making the necessary ndings for the Implementing Action 
contemplated herein, considered and reviewed the FSEIR and has made documents 
related to the Implementing Action and the FSEIR les available for review by the 
Agency Commission and the public, and these les are part of the record before the 
Agency Commission.

12. The FSEIR ndings and statement of overriding considerations adopted in ac-
cordance with CEQA by the Agency Commission by Resolution No. 183-98 dated 
September 17, 1998 reected the independent judgment and analysis of the Agency, 
were and remain adequate, accurate and objective and were prepared and adopted 
following the procedures required by CEQA, and are incorporated herein by reference 
as applicable to the Implementing Action.

FINDINGS

The Agency nds and determines that the Schematic Design submission is an Imple-
menting Action within the scope of the project analyzed in the FSEIR and requires no 
additional environmental review pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines Sections 15180, 
15162 and 15163 for the following reasons:

1. The Implementing Action is within the scope of the project analyzed in the FSEIR 
and no major revisions are required due to the involvement of new signicant envi-
ronmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of signicant effects previ-
ously identied in the FSEIR.
2. No substantial changes have occurred with respect to the circumstances under 
which the project analyzed in the FSEIR was undertaken that would require major 
revisions to the FSEIR due to the involvement of new signicant environmental effects, 
or a substantial increase in the severity of effects identied in the FSEIR.
3. No new information of substantial importance to the project analyzed in the FSEIR 
has become available which would indicate that (a) the Implementing Action will have 
signicant effects not discussed in the FSEIR; (b) signicant environmental effects will 
be substantially more severe; (c) mitigation measures or alternatives found not feasible 
which would reduce one or more signicant effects have become feasible; or (d) 
mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those in the 
FSEIR will substantially reduce one or more signicant effects on the environment.

RESOLUTION

ACCORDINGLY, IT IS RESOLVED by the Redevelopment Agency of the City and 
County of San Francisco that (1) it has reviewed and considered the FSEIR ndings 
and statement of overriding considerations and hereby adopts the CEQA ndings set 
forth in Resolution No. 183-98 incorporated herein and those set forth above; and (2) 
that the Schematic Design for Open Space Parcels P26 and P27 is hereby approved 
pursuant to the Mission Bay South Owner Participation Agreement with FOCIL-MB, 
subject to the following conditions: 

1. Final hardscape materials for P26 and P27, including all paving materials, pav-
ing patterns, and path materials shall be reviewed and approved by staff during the 
design development.  The nal design of the paths and pavers along the 4th Street 
edge of the park shall be coordinated with the adjacent on-street parking.  Strong ef-
forts shall be made to use permeable pavers and other sustainable materials whenever 
possible. 

2. Staff shall review and approve the nal furnishings for both parks during the design 
development phase.  Furnishings include but are not limited to the children’s play 
equipment, benches and xed seating areas, lighting xtures and electrical outlets, 
drinking fountains and hose bibs, tables, signage, and fences.  Developer shall con-
sider the long-term durability, maintenance requirements, safety and the sustainability 
of the materials when selecting furnishings.

3. A nal planting plan for both parks, including all new trees, planting palette, and 
planters for the vines on the trellis, shall be reviewed by staff for approval during 
design development.  The nal location of the street trees along the Southern Con-
nector Street shall be determined at this time as well.

4. In future design development submittals, the park design shall depict the most cur-
rent street alignment and design for Owens, Southern Connector, 4th, and Mariposa 
Streets.

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

James B. Morales
Agency General Counsel 

Mission Bay | Mariposa Park | Schematic Design
20 May 2013

	 	 	 	 	 		
	 	

	 	 	 	
	 	 	 	

	 	 	 	 	

	 	 	 	 	 	 	 		
	

	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 		
	 	 	

	 	 	 	 	 	 		
	 	 	

	 	 	 	 	 	 	
	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 		
	 	 	 	 	 	 	

	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	
	 	

	 	 	 	 	
	

	 	 	 	 	 	 		
	 	

COMMUNITY FEEDBACK OVERVIEW 

Meetings 

The design is the result of effective engagement with 
neighborhood and Mission Bay stakeholders. Meetings 
included: 

•	 Community Workshops and Presentations in 2008 
and 2009 

•	 Neighborhood Focus Group Meeting 2008 
•	 Mission Bay CAC Presentation 2009 
•	 Parks Commission Presentation and Approval 2009 

Feedback/Discussion 

•	 Field should be multi-use with no formal soccer 
use. 

•	 Idea of a multi-function park such as Dolores Park 
was well received. 

•	 Healing garden and butterfly garden should be 
explored and strengthened. 

•	 The view from the children’s hospital and 
reciprocal visual nature of the park is important as 
it relates to the health of patients. 

•	 Park should express ecology and history in a 
meaningful way. 

•	 Interpretative signage can help convey 
information. 

•	 Freeway sound buffering and air quality measures 
are desired. 
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RESOLUTION NO. 57-2009

Adopted June 2, 2009

CONDITIONALLY APPROVING THE SCHEMATIC DESIGN FOR OPEN SPACE PAR-
CELS P26 AND P27 IN THE MISSION BAY SOUTH REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT 
AREA PURSUANT TO THE OWNER PARTICIPATION AGREEMENT WITH FOCIL-
MB, LLC AND ADOPTING ENVIRONMENTAL FINDINGS PURSUANT TO THE 
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT; 
MISSION BAY SOUTH REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT AREA

BASIS FOR RESOLUTION

1. On September 17, 1998, by Resolution No. 190-98, the Commission of the Re-
development Agency of the City and County of San Francisco (“Agency Commis-
sion”) approved the Redevelopment Plan for the Mission Bay South Redevelopment 
Project Area (“Plan”).  On the same date, the Agency Commission adopted related 
documents, including Resolution No. 193-98 authorizing execution of an Owner 
Participation Agreement (“South OPA”) and related documents between Catellus 
Development Corporation, a Delaware corporation (“Catellus”), and the Agency.  On 
November 2, 1998, the San Francisco Board of Supervisors (“Board of Supervisors”), 
by Ordinance No. 335-98, adopted the Plan.  The Plan and its implementing docu-
ments, as dened in the Plan, constitute the “Plan Documents.”

2. On September 17, 1998, the Agency Commission adopted Resolution No. 182-98 
which certied the Final Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (“FSEIR”) as a pro-
gram EIR for Mission Bay North and South pursuant to the California Environmental 
Quality Act (“CEQA”) and State CEQA Guidelines Section 15180.  On the same date, 
the Agency Commission also adopted Resolution No. 183-98, which adopted envi-
ronmental ndings (and a statement of overriding considerations), in connection with 
the approval of the Plan and other Mission Bay project approvals.  The San Francisco 
Planning Commission (“Planning Commission”) certied the FSEIR by Resolution No. 
14696 on the same date.  On October 19, 1998, the Board of Supervisors adopted 
Motion No. 98-132 afrming certication of the FSEIR by the Planning Commission 
and the Agency, and Resolution No. 854-98 adopting environmental ndings and a 
statement of overriding considerations.  

3. Subsequent to certication of the FSEIR, the Agency has issued several addenda to 
the FSEIR.  The rst Addendum, dated March 21, 2000, analyzed temporary parking 
lots to serve the ballpark.  The second, dated June 20, 2001, analyzed revisions to 7th 
Street bike lanes and relocation of a storm drain outfall provided for in the Mission 
Bay South Infrastructure Plan, a component of the South OPA.  The third, dated Feb-
ruary 10, 2004, analyzed revisions to the Mission Bay South Design for Development 
with respect to the maximum allowable number of towers, tower separation and re-
quired step-backs.  The fourth, dated March 9, 2004, analyzed the Mission Bay South 
Design for Development with respect to the permitted maximum number of parking 
spaces for bio-technical and similar research facilities and the North OPA with respect 
to changes to reect a reduction in permitted commercial development and associ-
ated parking.  The fth, dated October 4, 2005, analyzed the University of California 
San Francisco (“UCSF”) proposal to establish a Phase I 400-bed hospital in Mission 
Bay South on Blocks 36-39 and X-3.  The sixth, dated September 10, 2008, analyzed 
the UCSF proposal to establish a medical center with 289 beds in Phase I and an ad-
ditional 261 beds in Phase II in Mission Bay South on Blocks 36-39 and X-3.  

4. The addenda do not identify any substantial new information or new signicant im-
pacts or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identied signicant effects 
that alter the conclusions reached in the FSEIR.  Hereinafter, the Final Subsequent 
Environmental Impact Report, including any addenda thereto, shall be collectively 
referred to as the “FSEIR.”

5. Catellus, the original master developer of the Mission Bay North and South Rede-
velopment Project Areas, has sold most of its remaining undeveloped land in Mission 
Bay to FOCIL-MB, LLC (“FOCIL-MB”), a subsidiary of Farallon Capital Management, 
LLC, a large investment management rm.  The sale encompasses approximately 71 
acres of land in Mission Bay, and the remaining undeveloped residential parcels in 
Mission Bay South.  FOCIL-MB has assumed all of Catellus’s obligations under the 
South OPA and the Agency’s Owner Participation Agreement for Mission Bay North 
(collectively, the “OPAs”), as well as all responsibilities under the related public im-
provement agreements and land transfer agreements with the City and County of San 
Francisco.  FOCIL-MB will be bound by all terms of 
the OPAs and related agreements, including the requirements of the affordable hous-
ing program, equal opportunity program, and design review process. 

6. The Plan and the Plan Documents, including the Mission Bay South Infrastructure 
Plan and the Design Review and Document Approval Procedure, Attachment G to the 
South OPA (“DRDAP”) provide that FOCIL-MB designate Open Space Parcels at the 
ratio of 0.45 acres of open space for each acre of FOCIL-MB’s developable land within 
each Major Phase.  The DRDAP further states that plans for Open Space Parcels P26 
and P27 shall be submitted concurrently. 

7. Pursuant to the South OPA and DRDAP, FOCIL-MB submitted a nal Schematic De-
sign packet for Open Space Parcels P26 and P27 (“Open Space Parcels”) dated April 
17, 2009.    

8. Agency staff has reviewed the Schematic Design submitted by FOCIL-MB and nds 
it acceptable and recommends approval thereof, subject to the resolution of certain 
conditions.
 
9. Agency staff has reviewed the Schematic Design for purposes of compliance with 
CEQA.

10. The FSEIR is a program EIR under CEQA Guidelines Section 15168 and a redevel-
opment plan EIR under CEQA Guidelines Section 15180.  Approval of the Schematic 
Design is an undertaking pursuant to and in furtherance of the Plan in conformance 
with CEQA Section 15180 (“Implementing Action”). 

11. Agency staff, in making the necessary ndings for the Implementing Action 
contemplated herein, considered and reviewed the FSEIR and has made documents 
related to the Implementing Action and the FSEIR les available for review by the 
Agency Commission and the public, and these les are part of the record before the 
Agency Commission.

12. The FSEIR ndings and statement of overriding considerations adopted in ac-
cordance with CEQA by the Agency Commission by Resolution No. 183-98 dated 
September 17, 1998 reected the independent judgment and analysis of the Agency, 
were and remain adequate, accurate and objective and were prepared and adopted 
following the procedures required by CEQA, and are incorporated herein by reference 
as applicable to the Implementing Action.

FINDINGS

The Agency nds and determines that the Schematic Design submission is an Imple-
menting Action within the scope of the project analyzed in the FSEIR and requires no 
additional environmental review pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines Sections 15180, 
15162 and 15163 for the following reasons:

1. The Implementing Action is within the scope of the project analyzed in the FSEIR 
and no major revisions are required due to the involvement of new signicant envi-
ronmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of signicant effects previ-
ously identied in the FSEIR.
2. No substantial changes have occurred with respect to the circumstances under 
which the project analyzed in the FSEIR was undertaken that would require major 
revisions to the FSEIR due to the involvement of new signicant environmental effects, 
or a substantial increase in the severity of effects identied in the FSEIR.
3. No new information of substantial importance to the project analyzed in the FSEIR 
has become available which would indicate that (a) the Implementing Action will have 
signicant effects not discussed in the FSEIR; (b) signicant environmental effects will 
be substantially more severe; (c) mitigation measures or alternatives found not feasible 
which would reduce one or more signicant effects have become feasible; or (d) 
mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those in the 
FSEIR will substantially reduce one or more signicant effects on the environment.

RESOLUTION

ACCORDINGLY, IT IS RESOLVED by the Redevelopment Agency of the City and 
County of San Francisco that (1) it has reviewed and considered the FSEIR ndings 
and statement of overriding considerations and hereby adopts the CEQA ndings set 
forth in Resolution No. 183-98 incorporated herein and those set forth above; and (2) 
that the Schematic Design for Open Space Parcels P26 and P27 is hereby approved 
pursuant to the Mission Bay South Owner Participation Agreement with FOCIL-MB, 
subject to the following conditions: 

1. Final hardscape materials for P26 and P27, including all paving materials, pav-
ing patterns, and path materials shall be reviewed and approved by staff during the 
design development.  The nal design of the paths and pavers along the 4th Street 
edge of the park shall be coordinated with the adjacent on-street parking.  Strong ef-
forts shall be made to use permeable pavers and other sustainable materials whenever 
possible. 

2. Staff shall review and approve the nal furnishings for both parks during the design 
development phase.  Furnishings include but are not limited to the children’s play 
equipment, benches and xed seating areas, lighting xtures and electrical outlets, 
drinking fountains and hose bibs, tables, signage, and fences.  Developer shall con-
sider the long-term durability, maintenance requirements, safety and the sustainability 
of the materials when selecting furnishings.

3. A nal planting plan for both parks, including all new trees, planting palette, and 
planters for the vines on the trellis, shall be reviewed by staff for approval during 
design development.  The nal location of the street trees along the Southern Con-
nector Street shall be determined at this time as well.

4. In future design development submittals, the park design shall depict the most cur-
rent street alignment and design for Owens, Southern Connector, 4th, and Mariposa 
Streets.

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

James B. Morales
Agency General Counsel 

Mission Bay | Mariposa Park | Schematic Design
20 May 2013

Mission Bay Mariposa Park March, 2009
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RESOLUTION NO. 57-2009

Adopted June 2, 2009

CONDITIONALLY APPROVING THE SCHEMATIC DESIGN FOR OPEN SPACE PAR-
CELS P26 AND P27 IN THE MISSION BAY SOUTH REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT 
AREA PURSUANT TO THE OWNER PARTICIPATION AGREEMENT WITH FOCIL-
MB, LLC AND ADOPTING ENVIRONMENTAL FINDINGS PURSUANT TO THE 
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT; 
MISSION BAY SOUTH REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT AREA

BASIS FOR RESOLUTION

1. On September 17, 1998, by Resolution No. 190-98, the Commission of the Re-
development Agency of the City and County of San Francisco (“Agency Commis-
sion”) approved the Redevelopment Plan for the Mission Bay South Redevelopment 
Project Area (“Plan”).  On the same date, the Agency Commission adopted related 
documents, including Resolution No. 193-98 authorizing execution of an Owner 
Participation Agreement (“South OPA”) and related documents between Catellus 
Development Corporation, a Delaware corporation (“Catellus”), and the Agency.  On 
November 2, 1998, the San Francisco Board of Supervisors (“Board of Supervisors”), 
by Ordinance No. 335-98, adopted the Plan.  The Plan and its implementing docu-
ments, as dened in the Plan, constitute the “Plan Documents.”

2. On September 17, 1998, the Agency Commission adopted Resolution No. 182-98 
which certied the Final Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (“FSEIR”) as a pro-
gram EIR for Mission Bay North and South pursuant to the California Environmental 
Quality Act (“CEQA”) and State CEQA Guidelines Section 15180.  On the same date, 
the Agency Commission also adopted Resolution No. 183-98, which adopted envi-
ronmental ndings (and a statement of overriding considerations), in connection with 
the approval of the Plan and other Mission Bay project approvals.  The San Francisco 
Planning Commission (“Planning Commission”) certied the FSEIR by Resolution No. 
14696 on the same date.  On October 19, 1998, the Board of Supervisors adopted 
Motion No. 98-132 afrming certication of the FSEIR by the Planning Commission 
and the Agency, and Resolution No. 854-98 adopting environmental ndings and a 
statement of overriding considerations.  

3. Subsequent to certication of the FSEIR, the Agency has issued several addenda to 
the FSEIR.  The rst Addendum, dated March 21, 2000, analyzed temporary parking 
lots to serve the ballpark.  The second, dated June 20, 2001, analyzed revisions to 7th 
Street bike lanes and relocation of a storm drain outfall provided for in the Mission 
Bay South Infrastructure Plan, a component of the South OPA.  The third, dated Feb-
ruary 10, 2004, analyzed revisions to the Mission Bay South Design for Development 
with respect to the maximum allowable number of towers, tower separation and re-
quired step-backs.  The fourth, dated March 9, 2004, analyzed the Mission Bay South 
Design for Development with respect to the permitted maximum number of parking 
spaces for bio-technical and similar research facilities and the North OPA with respect 
to changes to reect a reduction in permitted commercial development and associ-
ated parking.  The fth, dated October 4, 2005, analyzed the University of California 
San Francisco (“UCSF”) proposal to establish a Phase I 400-bed hospital in Mission 
Bay South on Blocks 36-39 and X-3.  The sixth, dated September 10, 2008, analyzed 
the UCSF proposal to establish a medical center with 289 beds in Phase I and an ad-
ditional 261 beds in Phase II in Mission Bay South on Blocks 36-39 and X-3.  

4. The addenda do not identify any substantial new information or new signicant im-
pacts or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identied signicant effects 
that alter the conclusions reached in the FSEIR.  Hereinafter, the Final Subsequent 
Environmental Impact Report, including any addenda thereto, shall be collectively 
referred to as the “FSEIR.”

5. Catellus, the original master developer of the Mission Bay North and South Rede-
velopment Project Areas, has sold most of its remaining undeveloped land in Mission 
Bay to FOCIL-MB, LLC (“FOCIL-MB”), a subsidiary of Farallon Capital Management, 
LLC, a large investment management rm.  The sale encompasses approximately 71 
acres of land in Mission Bay, and the remaining undeveloped residential parcels in 
Mission Bay South.  FOCIL-MB has assumed all of Catellus’s obligations under the 
South OPA and the Agency’s Owner Participation Agreement for Mission Bay North 
(collectively, the “OPAs”), as well as all responsibilities under the related public im-
provement agreements and land transfer agreements with the City and County of San 
Francisco.  FOCIL-MB will be bound by all terms of 
the OPAs and related agreements, including the requirements of the affordable hous-
ing program, equal opportunity program, and design review process. 

6. The Plan and the Plan Documents, including the Mission Bay South Infrastructure 
Plan and the Design Review and Document Approval Procedure, Attachment G to the 
South OPA (“DRDAP”) provide that FOCIL-MB designate Open Space Parcels at the 
ratio of 0.45 acres of open space for each acre of FOCIL-MB’s developable land within 
each Major Phase.  The DRDAP further states that plans for Open Space Parcels P26 
and P27 shall be submitted concurrently. 

7. Pursuant to the South OPA and DRDAP, FOCIL-MB submitted a nal Schematic De-
sign packet for Open Space Parcels P26 and P27 (“Open Space Parcels”) dated April 
17, 2009.    

8. Agency staff has reviewed the Schematic Design submitted by FOCIL-MB and nds 
it acceptable and recommends approval thereof, subject to the resolution of certain 
conditions.
 
9. Agency staff has reviewed the Schematic Design for purposes of compliance with 
CEQA.

10. The FSEIR is a program EIR under CEQA Guidelines Section 15168 and a redevel-
opment plan EIR under CEQA Guidelines Section 15180.  Approval of the Schematic 
Design is an undertaking pursuant to and in furtherance of the Plan in conformance 
with CEQA Section 15180 (“Implementing Action”). 

11. Agency staff, in making the necessary ndings for the Implementing Action 
contemplated herein, considered and reviewed the FSEIR and has made documents 
related to the Implementing Action and the FSEIR les available for review by the 
Agency Commission and the public, and these les are part of the record before the 
Agency Commission.

12. The FSEIR ndings and statement of overriding considerations adopted in ac-
cordance with CEQA by the Agency Commission by Resolution No. 183-98 dated 
September 17, 1998 reected the independent judgment and analysis of the Agency, 
were and remain adequate, accurate and objective and were prepared and adopted 
following the procedures required by CEQA, and are incorporated herein by reference 
as applicable to the Implementing Action.

FINDINGS

The Agency nds and determines that the Schematic Design submission is an Imple-
menting Action within the scope of the project analyzed in the FSEIR and requires no 
additional environmental review pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines Sections 15180, 
15162 and 15163 for the following reasons:

1. The Implementing Action is within the scope of the project analyzed in the FSEIR 
and no major revisions are required due to the involvement of new signicant envi-
ronmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of signicant effects previ-
ously identied in the FSEIR.
2. No substantial changes have occurred with respect to the circumstances under 
which the project analyzed in the FSEIR was undertaken that would require major 
revisions to the FSEIR due to the involvement of new signicant environmental effects, 
or a substantial increase in the severity of effects identied in the FSEIR.
3. No new information of substantial importance to the project analyzed in the FSEIR 
has become available which would indicate that (a) the Implementing Action will have 
signicant effects not discussed in the FSEIR; (b) signicant environmental effects will 
be substantially more severe; (c) mitigation measures or alternatives found not feasible 
which would reduce one or more signicant effects have become feasible; or (d) 
mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those in the 
FSEIR will substantially reduce one or more signicant effects on the environment.

RESOLUTION

ACCORDINGLY, IT IS RESOLVED by the Redevelopment Agency of the City and 
County of San Francisco that (1) it has reviewed and considered the FSEIR ndings 
and statement of overriding considerations and hereby adopts the CEQA ndings set 
forth in Resolution No. 183-98 incorporated herein and those set forth above; and (2) 
that the Schematic Design for Open Space Parcels P26 and P27 is hereby approved 
pursuant to the Mission Bay South Owner Participation Agreement with FOCIL-MB, 
subject to the following conditions: 

1. Final hardscape materials for P26 and P27, including all paving materials, pav-
ing patterns, and path materials shall be reviewed and approved by staff during the 
design development.  The nal design of the paths and pavers along the 4th Street 
edge of the park shall be coordinated with the adjacent on-street parking.  Strong ef-
forts shall be made to use permeable pavers and other sustainable materials whenever 
possible. 

2. Staff shall review and approve the nal furnishings for both parks during the design 
development phase.  Furnishings include but are not limited to the children’s play 
equipment, benches and xed seating areas, lighting xtures and electrical outlets, 
drinking fountains and hose bibs, tables, signage, and fences.  Developer shall con-
sider the long-term durability, maintenance requirements, safety and the sustainability 
of the materials when selecting furnishings.

3. A nal planting plan for both parks, including all new trees, planting palette, and 
planters for the vines on the trellis, shall be reviewed by staff for approval during 
design development.  The nal location of the street trees along the Southern Con-
nector Street shall be determined at this time as well.

4. In future design development submittals, the park design shall depict the most cur-
rent street alignment and design for Owens, Southern Connector, 4th, and Mariposa 
Streets.

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

James B. Morales
Agency General Counsel 

Mission Bay | Mariposa Park | Schematic Design
20 May 2013

Mission Bay Mariposa Park March, 2009
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RESOLUTION NO. 57-2009

Adopted June 2, 2009

CONDITIONALLY APPROVING THE SCHEMATIC DESIGN FOR OPEN SPACE PAR-
CELS P26 AND P27 IN THE MISSION BAY SOUTH REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT 
AREA PURSUANT TO THE OWNER PARTICIPATION AGREEMENT WITH FOCIL-
MB, LLC AND ADOPTING ENVIRONMENTAL FINDINGS PURSUANT TO THE 
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT; 
MISSION BAY SOUTH REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT AREA

BASIS FOR RESOLUTION

1. On September 17, 1998, by Resolution No. 190-98, the Commission of the Re-
development Agency of the City and County of San Francisco (“Agency Commis-
sion”) approved the Redevelopment Plan for the Mission Bay South Redevelopment 
Project Area (“Plan”).  On the same date, the Agency Commission adopted related 
documents, including Resolution No. 193-98 authorizing execution of an Owner 
Participation Agreement (“South OPA”) and related documents between Catellus 
Development Corporation, a Delaware corporation (“Catellus”), and the Agency.  On 
November 2, 1998, the San Francisco Board of Supervisors (“Board of Supervisors”), 
by Ordinance No. 335-98, adopted the Plan.  The Plan and its implementing docu-
ments, as dened in the Plan, constitute the “Plan Documents.”

2. On September 17, 1998, the Agency Commission adopted Resolution No. 182-98 
which certied the Final Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (“FSEIR”) as a pro-
gram EIR for Mission Bay North and South pursuant to the California Environmental 
Quality Act (“CEQA”) and State CEQA Guidelines Section 15180.  On the same date, 
the Agency Commission also adopted Resolution No. 183-98, which adopted envi-
ronmental ndings (and a statement of overriding considerations), in connection with 
the approval of the Plan and other Mission Bay project approvals.  The San Francisco 
Planning Commission (“Planning Commission”) certied the FSEIR by Resolution No. 
14696 on the same date.  On October 19, 1998, the Board of Supervisors adopted 
Motion No. 98-132 afrming certication of the FSEIR by the Planning Commission 
and the Agency, and Resolution No. 854-98 adopting environmental ndings and a 
statement of overriding considerations.  

3. Subsequent to certication of the FSEIR, the Agency has issued several addenda to 
the FSEIR.  The rst Addendum, dated March 21, 2000, analyzed temporary parking 
lots to serve the ballpark.  The second, dated June 20, 2001, analyzed revisions to 7th 
Street bike lanes and relocation of a storm drain outfall provided for in the Mission 
Bay South Infrastructure Plan, a component of the South OPA.  The third, dated Feb-
ruary 10, 2004, analyzed revisions to the Mission Bay South Design for Development 
with respect to the maximum allowable number of towers, tower separation and re-
quired step-backs.  The fourth, dated March 9, 2004, analyzed the Mission Bay South 
Design for Development with respect to the permitted maximum number of parking 
spaces for bio-technical and similar research facilities and the North OPA with respect 
to changes to reect a reduction in permitted commercial development and associ-
ated parking.  The fth, dated October 4, 2005, analyzed the University of California 
San Francisco (“UCSF”) proposal to establish a Phase I 400-bed hospital in Mission 
Bay South on Blocks 36-39 and X-3.  The sixth, dated September 10, 2008, analyzed 
the UCSF proposal to establish a medical center with 289 beds in Phase I and an ad-
ditional 261 beds in Phase II in Mission Bay South on Blocks 36-39 and X-3.  

4. The addenda do not identify any substantial new information or new signicant im-
pacts or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identied signicant effects 
that alter the conclusions reached in the FSEIR.  Hereinafter, the Final Subsequent 
Environmental Impact Report, including any addenda thereto, shall be collectively 
referred to as the “FSEIR.”

5. Catellus, the original master developer of the Mission Bay North and South Rede-
velopment Project Areas, has sold most of its remaining undeveloped land in Mission 
Bay to FOCIL-MB, LLC (“FOCIL-MB”), a subsidiary of Farallon Capital Management, 
LLC, a large investment management rm.  The sale encompasses approximately 71 
acres of land in Mission Bay, and the remaining undeveloped residential parcels in 
Mission Bay South.  FOCIL-MB has assumed all of Catellus’s obligations under the 
South OPA and the Agency’s Owner Participation Agreement for Mission Bay North 
(collectively, the “OPAs”), as well as all responsibilities under the related public im-
provement agreements and land transfer agreements with the City and County of San 
Francisco.  FOCIL-MB will be bound by all terms of 
the OPAs and related agreements, including the requirements of the affordable hous-
ing program, equal opportunity program, and design review process. 

6. The Plan and the Plan Documents, including the Mission Bay South Infrastructure 
Plan and the Design Review and Document Approval Procedure, Attachment G to the 
South OPA (“DRDAP”) provide that FOCIL-MB designate Open Space Parcels at the 
ratio of 0.45 acres of open space for each acre of FOCIL-MB’s developable land within 
each Major Phase.  The DRDAP further states that plans for Open Space Parcels P26 
and P27 shall be submitted concurrently. 

7. Pursuant to the South OPA and DRDAP, FOCIL-MB submitted a nal Schematic De-
sign packet for Open Space Parcels P26 and P27 (“Open Space Parcels”) dated April 
17, 2009.    

8. Agency staff has reviewed the Schematic Design submitted by FOCIL-MB and nds 
it acceptable and recommends approval thereof, subject to the resolution of certain 
conditions.
 
9. Agency staff has reviewed the Schematic Design for purposes of compliance with 
CEQA.

10. The FSEIR is a program EIR under CEQA Guidelines Section 15168 and a redevel-
opment plan EIR under CEQA Guidelines Section 15180.  Approval of the Schematic 
Design is an undertaking pursuant to and in furtherance of the Plan in conformance 
with CEQA Section 15180 (“Implementing Action”). 

11. Agency staff, in making the necessary ndings for the Implementing Action 
contemplated herein, considered and reviewed the FSEIR and has made documents 
related to the Implementing Action and the FSEIR les available for review by the 
Agency Commission and the public, and these les are part of the record before the 
Agency Commission.

12. The FSEIR ndings and statement of overriding considerations adopted in ac-
cordance with CEQA by the Agency Commission by Resolution No. 183-98 dated 
September 17, 1998 reected the independent judgment and analysis of the Agency, 
were and remain adequate, accurate and objective and were prepared and adopted 
following the procedures required by CEQA, and are incorporated herein by reference 
as applicable to the Implementing Action.

FINDINGS

The Agency nds and determines that the Schematic Design submission is an Imple-
menting Action within the scope of the project analyzed in the FSEIR and requires no 
additional environmental review pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines Sections 15180, 
15162 and 15163 for the following reasons:

1. The Implementing Action is within the scope of the project analyzed in the FSEIR 
and no major revisions are required due to the involvement of new signicant envi-
ronmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of signicant effects previ-
ously identied in the FSEIR.
2. No substantial changes have occurred with respect to the circumstances under 
which the project analyzed in the FSEIR was undertaken that would require major 
revisions to the FSEIR due to the involvement of new signicant environmental effects, 
or a substantial increase in the severity of effects identied in the FSEIR.
3. No new information of substantial importance to the project analyzed in the FSEIR 
has become available which would indicate that (a) the Implementing Action will have 
signicant effects not discussed in the FSEIR; (b) signicant environmental effects will 
be substantially more severe; (c) mitigation measures or alternatives found not feasible 
which would reduce one or more signicant effects have become feasible; or (d) 
mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those in the 
FSEIR will substantially reduce one or more signicant effects on the environment.

RESOLUTION

ACCORDINGLY, IT IS RESOLVED by the Redevelopment Agency of the City and 
County of San Francisco that (1) it has reviewed and considered the FSEIR ndings 
and statement of overriding considerations and hereby adopts the CEQA ndings set 
forth in Resolution No. 183-98 incorporated herein and those set forth above; and (2) 
that the Schematic Design for Open Space Parcels P26 and P27 is hereby approved 
pursuant to the Mission Bay South Owner Participation Agreement with FOCIL-MB, 
subject to the following conditions: 

1. Final hardscape materials for P26 and P27, including all paving materials, pav-
ing patterns, and path materials shall be reviewed and approved by staff during the 
design development.  The nal design of the paths and pavers along the 4th Street 
edge of the park shall be coordinated with the adjacent on-street parking.  Strong ef-
forts shall be made to use permeable pavers and other sustainable materials whenever 
possible. 

2. Staff shall review and approve the nal furnishings for both parks during the design 
development phase.  Furnishings include but are not limited to the children’s play 
equipment, benches and xed seating areas, lighting xtures and electrical outlets, 
drinking fountains and hose bibs, tables, signage, and fences.  Developer shall con-
sider the long-term durability, maintenance requirements, safety and the sustainability 
of the materials when selecting furnishings.

3. A nal planting plan for both parks, including all new trees, planting palette, and 
planters for the vines on the trellis, shall be reviewed by staff for approval during 
design development.  The nal location of the street trees along the Southern Con-
nector Street shall be determined at this time as well.

4. In future design development submittals, the park design shall depict the most cur-
rent street alignment and design for Owens, Southern Connector, 4th, and Mariposa 
Streets.

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

James B. Morales
Agency General Counsel 

Mission Bay | Mariposa Park | Schematic Design
20 May 2013
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RESOLUTION NO. 57-2009

Adopted June 2, 2009

CONDITIONALLY APPROVING THE SCHEMATIC DESIGN FOR OPEN SPACE PAR-
CELS P26 AND P27 IN THE MISSION BAY SOUTH REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT 
AREA PURSUANT TO THE OWNER PARTICIPATION AGREEMENT WITH FOCIL-
MB, LLC AND ADOPTING ENVIRONMENTAL FINDINGS PURSUANT TO THE 
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT; 
MISSION BAY SOUTH REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT AREA

BASIS FOR RESOLUTION

1. On September 17, 1998, by Resolution No. 190-98, the Commission of the Re-
development Agency of the City and County of San Francisco (“Agency Commis-
sion”) approved the Redevelopment Plan for the Mission Bay South Redevelopment 
Project Area (“Plan”).  On the same date, the Agency Commission adopted related 
documents, including Resolution No. 193-98 authorizing execution of an Owner 
Participation Agreement (“South OPA”) and related documents between Catellus 
Development Corporation, a Delaware corporation (“Catellus”), and the Agency.  On 
November 2, 1998, the San Francisco Board of Supervisors (“Board of Supervisors”), 
by Ordinance No. 335-98, adopted the Plan.  The Plan and its implementing docu-
ments, as dened in the Plan, constitute the “Plan Documents.”

2. On September 17, 1998, the Agency Commission adopted Resolution No. 182-98 
which certied the Final Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (“FSEIR”) as a pro-
gram EIR for Mission Bay North and South pursuant to the California Environmental 
Quality Act (“CEQA”) and State CEQA Guidelines Section 15180.  On the same date, 
the Agency Commission also adopted Resolution No. 183-98, which adopted envi-
ronmental ndings (and a statement of overriding considerations), in connection with 
the approval of the Plan and other Mission Bay project approvals.  The San Francisco 
Planning Commission (“Planning Commission”) certied the FSEIR by Resolution No. 
14696 on the same date.  On October 19, 1998, the Board of Supervisors adopted 
Motion No. 98-132 afrming certication of the FSEIR by the Planning Commission 
and the Agency, and Resolution No. 854-98 adopting environmental ndings and a 
statement of overriding considerations.  

3. Subsequent to certication of the FSEIR, the Agency has issued several addenda to 
the FSEIR.  The rst Addendum, dated March 21, 2000, analyzed temporary parking 
lots to serve the ballpark.  The second, dated June 20, 2001, analyzed revisions to 7th 
Street bike lanes and relocation of a storm drain outfall provided for in the Mission 
Bay South Infrastructure Plan, a component of the South OPA.  The third, dated Feb-
ruary 10, 2004, analyzed revisions to the Mission Bay South Design for Development 
with respect to the maximum allowable number of towers, tower separation and re-
quired step-backs.  The fourth, dated March 9, 2004, analyzed the Mission Bay South 
Design for Development with respect to the permitted maximum number of parking 
spaces for bio-technical and similar research facilities and the North OPA with respect 
to changes to reect a reduction in permitted commercial development and associ-
ated parking.  The fth, dated October 4, 2005, analyzed the University of California 
San Francisco (“UCSF”) proposal to establish a Phase I 400-bed hospital in Mission 
Bay South on Blocks 36-39 and X-3.  The sixth, dated September 10, 2008, analyzed 
the UCSF proposal to establish a medical center with 289 beds in Phase I and an ad-
ditional 261 beds in Phase II in Mission Bay South on Blocks 36-39 and X-3.  

4. The addenda do not identify any substantial new information or new signicant im-
pacts or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identied signicant effects 
that alter the conclusions reached in the FSEIR.  Hereinafter, the Final Subsequent 
Environmental Impact Report, including any addenda thereto, shall be collectively 
referred to as the “FSEIR.”

5. Catellus, the original master developer of the Mission Bay North and South Rede-
velopment Project Areas, has sold most of its remaining undeveloped land in Mission 
Bay to FOCIL-MB, LLC (“FOCIL-MB”), a subsidiary of Farallon Capital Management, 
LLC, a large investment management rm.  The sale encompasses approximately 71 
acres of land in Mission Bay, and the remaining undeveloped residential parcels in 
Mission Bay South.  FOCIL-MB has assumed all of Catellus’s obligations under the 
South OPA and the Agency’s Owner Participation Agreement for Mission Bay North 
(collectively, the “OPAs”), as well as all responsibilities under the related public im-
provement agreements and land transfer agreements with the City and County of San 
Francisco.  FOCIL-MB will be bound by all terms of 
the OPAs and related agreements, including the requirements of the affordable hous-
ing program, equal opportunity program, and design review process. 

6. The Plan and the Plan Documents, including the Mission Bay South Infrastructure 
Plan and the Design Review and Document Approval Procedure, Attachment G to the 
South OPA (“DRDAP”) provide that FOCIL-MB designate Open Space Parcels at the 
ratio of 0.45 acres of open space for each acre of FOCIL-MB’s developable land within 
each Major Phase.  The DRDAP further states that plans for Open Space Parcels P26 
and P27 shall be submitted concurrently. 

7. Pursuant to the South OPA and DRDAP, FOCIL-MB submitted a nal Schematic De-
sign packet for Open Space Parcels P26 and P27 (“Open Space Parcels”) dated April 
17, 2009.    

8. Agency staff has reviewed the Schematic Design submitted by FOCIL-MB and nds 
it acceptable and recommends approval thereof, subject to the resolution of certain 
conditions.
 
9. Agency staff has reviewed the Schematic Design for purposes of compliance with 
CEQA.

10. The FSEIR is a program EIR under CEQA Guidelines Section 15168 and a redevel-
opment plan EIR under CEQA Guidelines Section 15180.  Approval of the Schematic 
Design is an undertaking pursuant to and in furtherance of the Plan in conformance 
with CEQA Section 15180 (“Implementing Action”). 

11. Agency staff, in making the necessary ndings for the Implementing Action 
contemplated herein, considered and reviewed the FSEIR and has made documents 
related to the Implementing Action and the FSEIR les available for review by the 
Agency Commission and the public, and these les are part of the record before the 
Agency Commission.

12. The FSEIR ndings and statement of overriding considerations adopted in ac-
cordance with CEQA by the Agency Commission by Resolution No. 183-98 dated 
September 17, 1998 reected the independent judgment and analysis of the Agency, 
were and remain adequate, accurate and objective and were prepared and adopted 
following the procedures required by CEQA, and are incorporated herein by reference 
as applicable to the Implementing Action.

FINDINGS

The Agency nds and determines that the Schematic Design submission is an Imple-
menting Action within the scope of the project analyzed in the FSEIR and requires no 
additional environmental review pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines Sections 15180, 
15162 and 15163 for the following reasons:

1. The Implementing Action is within the scope of the project analyzed in the FSEIR 
and no major revisions are required due to the involvement of new signicant envi-
ronmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of signicant effects previ-
ously identied in the FSEIR.
2. No substantial changes have occurred with respect to the circumstances under 
which the project analyzed in the FSEIR was undertaken that would require major 
revisions to the FSEIR due to the involvement of new signicant environmental effects, 
or a substantial increase in the severity of effects identied in the FSEIR.
3. No new information of substantial importance to the project analyzed in the FSEIR 
has become available which would indicate that (a) the Implementing Action will have 
signicant effects not discussed in the FSEIR; (b) signicant environmental effects will 
be substantially more severe; (c) mitigation measures or alternatives found not feasible 
which would reduce one or more signicant effects have become feasible; or (d) 
mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those in the 
FSEIR will substantially reduce one or more signicant effects on the environment.

RESOLUTION

ACCORDINGLY, IT IS RESOLVED by the Redevelopment Agency of the City and 
County of San Francisco that (1) it has reviewed and considered the FSEIR ndings 
and statement of overriding considerations and hereby adopts the CEQA ndings set 
forth in Resolution No. 183-98 incorporated herein and those set forth above; and (2) 
that the Schematic Design for Open Space Parcels P26 and P27 is hereby approved 
pursuant to the Mission Bay South Owner Participation Agreement with FOCIL-MB, 
subject to the following conditions: 

1. Final hardscape materials for P26 and P27, including all paving materials, pav-
ing patterns, and path materials shall be reviewed and approved by staff during the 
design development.  The nal design of the paths and pavers along the 4th Street 
edge of the park shall be coordinated with the adjacent on-street parking.  Strong ef-
forts shall be made to use permeable pavers and other sustainable materials whenever 
possible. 

2. Staff shall review and approve the nal furnishings for both parks during the design 
development phase.  Furnishings include but are not limited to the children’s play 
equipment, benches and xed seating areas, lighting xtures and electrical outlets, 
drinking fountains and hose bibs, tables, signage, and fences.  Developer shall con-
sider the long-term durability, maintenance requirements, safety and the sustainability 
of the materials when selecting furnishings.

3. A nal planting plan for both parks, including all new trees, planting palette, and 
planters for the vines on the trellis, shall be reviewed by staff for approval during 
design development.  The nal location of the street trees along the Southern Con-
nector Street shall be determined at this time as well.

4. In future design development submittals, the park design shall depict the most cur-
rent street alignment and design for Owens, Southern Connector, 4th, and Mariposa 
Streets.

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

James B. Morales
Agency General Counsel 

Mission Bay | Mariposa Park | Schematic Design
20 May 2013
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RESOLUTION NO. 57-2009

Adopted June 2, 2009

CONDITIONALLY APPROVING THE SCHEMATIC DESIGN FOR OPEN SPACE PAR-
CELS P26 AND P27 IN THE MISSION BAY SOUTH REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT 
AREA PURSUANT TO THE OWNER PARTICIPATION AGREEMENT WITH FOCIL-
MB, LLC AND ADOPTING ENVIRONMENTAL FINDINGS PURSUANT TO THE 
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT; 
MISSION BAY SOUTH REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT AREA

BASIS FOR RESOLUTION

1. On September 17, 1998, by Resolution No. 190-98, the Commission of the Re-
development Agency of the City and County of San Francisco (“Agency Commis-
sion”) approved the Redevelopment Plan for the Mission Bay South Redevelopment 
Project Area (“Plan”).  On the same date, the Agency Commission adopted related 
documents, including Resolution No. 193-98 authorizing execution of an Owner 
Participation Agreement (“South OPA”) and related documents between Catellus 
Development Corporation, a Delaware corporation (“Catellus”), and the Agency.  On 
November 2, 1998, the San Francisco Board of Supervisors (“Board of Supervisors”), 
by Ordinance No. 335-98, adopted the Plan.  The Plan and its implementing docu-
ments, as dened in the Plan, constitute the “Plan Documents.”

2. On September 17, 1998, the Agency Commission adopted Resolution No. 182-98 
which certied the Final Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (“FSEIR”) as a pro-
gram EIR for Mission Bay North and South pursuant to the California Environmental 
Quality Act (“CEQA”) and State CEQA Guidelines Section 15180.  On the same date, 
the Agency Commission also adopted Resolution No. 183-98, which adopted envi-
ronmental ndings (and a statement of overriding considerations), in connection with 
the approval of the Plan and other Mission Bay project approvals.  The San Francisco 
Planning Commission (“Planning Commission”) certied the FSEIR by Resolution No. 
14696 on the same date.  On October 19, 1998, the Board of Supervisors adopted 
Motion No. 98-132 afrming certication of the FSEIR by the Planning Commission 
and the Agency, and Resolution No. 854-98 adopting environmental ndings and a 
statement of overriding considerations.  

3. Subsequent to certication of the FSEIR, the Agency has issued several addenda to 
the FSEIR.  The rst Addendum, dated March 21, 2000, analyzed temporary parking 
lots to serve the ballpark.  The second, dated June 20, 2001, analyzed revisions to 7th 
Street bike lanes and relocation of a storm drain outfall provided for in the Mission 
Bay South Infrastructure Plan, a component of the South OPA.  The third, dated Feb-
ruary 10, 2004, analyzed revisions to the Mission Bay South Design for Development 
with respect to the maximum allowable number of towers, tower separation and re-
quired step-backs.  The fourth, dated March 9, 2004, analyzed the Mission Bay South 
Design for Development with respect to the permitted maximum number of parking 
spaces for bio-technical and similar research facilities and the North OPA with respect 
to changes to reect a reduction in permitted commercial development and associ-
ated parking.  The fth, dated October 4, 2005, analyzed the University of California 
San Francisco (“UCSF”) proposal to establish a Phase I 400-bed hospital in Mission 
Bay South on Blocks 36-39 and X-3.  The sixth, dated September 10, 2008, analyzed 
the UCSF proposal to establish a medical center with 289 beds in Phase I and an ad-
ditional 261 beds in Phase II in Mission Bay South on Blocks 36-39 and X-3.  

4. The addenda do not identify any substantial new information or new signicant im-
pacts or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identied signicant effects 
that alter the conclusions reached in the FSEIR.  Hereinafter, the Final Subsequent 
Environmental Impact Report, including any addenda thereto, shall be collectively 
referred to as the “FSEIR.”

5. Catellus, the original master developer of the Mission Bay North and South Rede-
velopment Project Areas, has sold most of its remaining undeveloped land in Mission 
Bay to FOCIL-MB, LLC (“FOCIL-MB”), a subsidiary of Farallon Capital Management, 
LLC, a large investment management rm.  The sale encompasses approximately 71 
acres of land in Mission Bay, and the remaining undeveloped residential parcels in 
Mission Bay South.  FOCIL-MB has assumed all of Catellus’s obligations under the 
South OPA and the Agency’s Owner Participation Agreement for Mission Bay North 
(collectively, the “OPAs”), as well as all responsibilities under the related public im-
provement agreements and land transfer agreements with the City and County of San 
Francisco.  FOCIL-MB will be bound by all terms of 
the OPAs and related agreements, including the requirements of the affordable hous-
ing program, equal opportunity program, and design review process. 

6. The Plan and the Plan Documents, including the Mission Bay South Infrastructure 
Plan and the Design Review and Document Approval Procedure, Attachment G to the 
South OPA (“DRDAP”) provide that FOCIL-MB designate Open Space Parcels at the 
ratio of 0.45 acres of open space for each acre of FOCIL-MB’s developable land within 
each Major Phase.  The DRDAP further states that plans for Open Space Parcels P26 
and P27 shall be submitted concurrently. 

7. Pursuant to the South OPA and DRDAP, FOCIL-MB submitted a nal Schematic De-
sign packet for Open Space Parcels P26 and P27 (“Open Space Parcels”) dated April 
17, 2009.    

8. Agency staff has reviewed the Schematic Design submitted by FOCIL-MB and nds 
it acceptable and recommends approval thereof, subject to the resolution of certain 
conditions.
 
9. Agency staff has reviewed the Schematic Design for purposes of compliance with 
CEQA.

10. The FSEIR is a program EIR under CEQA Guidelines Section 15168 and a redevel-
opment plan EIR under CEQA Guidelines Section 15180.  Approval of the Schematic 
Design is an undertaking pursuant to and in furtherance of the Plan in conformance 
with CEQA Section 15180 (“Implementing Action”). 

11. Agency staff, in making the necessary ndings for the Implementing Action 
contemplated herein, considered and reviewed the FSEIR and has made documents 
related to the Implementing Action and the FSEIR les available for review by the 
Agency Commission and the public, and these les are part of the record before the 
Agency Commission.

12. The FSEIR ndings and statement of overriding considerations adopted in ac-
cordance with CEQA by the Agency Commission by Resolution No. 183-98 dated 
September 17, 1998 reected the independent judgment and analysis of the Agency, 
were and remain adequate, accurate and objective and were prepared and adopted 
following the procedures required by CEQA, and are incorporated herein by reference 
as applicable to the Implementing Action.

FINDINGS

The Agency nds and determines that the Schematic Design submission is an Imple-
menting Action within the scope of the project analyzed in the FSEIR and requires no 
additional environmental review pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines Sections 15180, 
15162 and 15163 for the following reasons:

1. The Implementing Action is within the scope of the project analyzed in the FSEIR 
and no major revisions are required due to the involvement of new signicant envi-
ronmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of signicant effects previ-
ously identied in the FSEIR.
2. No substantial changes have occurred with respect to the circumstances under 
which the project analyzed in the FSEIR was undertaken that would require major 
revisions to the FSEIR due to the involvement of new signicant environmental effects, 
or a substantial increase in the severity of effects identied in the FSEIR.
3. No new information of substantial importance to the project analyzed in the FSEIR 
has become available which would indicate that (a) the Implementing Action will have 
signicant effects not discussed in the FSEIR; (b) signicant environmental effects will 
be substantially more severe; (c) mitigation measures or alternatives found not feasible 
which would reduce one or more signicant effects have become feasible; or (d) 
mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those in the 
FSEIR will substantially reduce one or more signicant effects on the environment.

RESOLUTION

ACCORDINGLY, IT IS RESOLVED by the Redevelopment Agency of the City and 
County of San Francisco that (1) it has reviewed and considered the FSEIR ndings 
and statement of overriding considerations and hereby adopts the CEQA ndings set 
forth in Resolution No. 183-98 incorporated herein and those set forth above; and (2) 
that the Schematic Design for Open Space Parcels P26 and P27 is hereby approved 
pursuant to the Mission Bay South Owner Participation Agreement with FOCIL-MB, 
subject to the following conditions: 

1. Final hardscape materials for P26 and P27, including all paving materials, pav-
ing patterns, and path materials shall be reviewed and approved by staff during the 
design development.  The nal design of the paths and pavers along the 4th Street 
edge of the park shall be coordinated with the adjacent on-street parking.  Strong ef-
forts shall be made to use permeable pavers and other sustainable materials whenever 
possible. 

2. Staff shall review and approve the nal furnishings for both parks during the design 
development phase.  Furnishings include but are not limited to the children’s play 
equipment, benches and xed seating areas, lighting xtures and electrical outlets, 
drinking fountains and hose bibs, tables, signage, and fences.  Developer shall con-
sider the long-term durability, maintenance requirements, safety and the sustainability 
of the materials when selecting furnishings.

3. A nal planting plan for both parks, including all new trees, planting palette, and 
planters for the vines on the trellis, shall be reviewed by staff for approval during 
design development.  The nal location of the street trees along the Southern Con-
nector Street shall be determined at this time as well.

4. In future design development submittals, the park design shall depict the most cur-
rent street alignment and design for Owens, Southern Connector, 4th, and Mariposa 
Streets.

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

James B. Morales
Agency General Counsel 

Mission Bay | Mariposa Park | Schematic Design
20 May 2013
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RESOLUTION NO. 57-2009

Adopted June 2, 2009

CONDITIONALLY APPROVING THE SCHEMATIC DESIGN FOR OPEN SPACE PAR-
CELS P26 AND P27 IN THE MISSION BAY SOUTH REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT 
AREA PURSUANT TO THE OWNER PARTICIPATION AGREEMENT WITH FOCIL-
MB, LLC AND ADOPTING ENVIRONMENTAL FINDINGS PURSUANT TO THE 
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT; 
MISSION BAY SOUTH REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT AREA

BASIS FOR RESOLUTION

1. On September 17, 1998, by Resolution No. 190-98, the Commission of the Re-
development Agency of the City and County of San Francisco (“Agency Commis-
sion”) approved the Redevelopment Plan for the Mission Bay South Redevelopment 
Project Area (“Plan”).  On the same date, the Agency Commission adopted related 
documents, including Resolution No. 193-98 authorizing execution of an Owner 
Participation Agreement (“South OPA”) and related documents between Catellus 
Development Corporation, a Delaware corporation (“Catellus”), and the Agency.  On 
November 2, 1998, the San Francisco Board of Supervisors (“Board of Supervisors”), 
by Ordinance No. 335-98, adopted the Plan.  The Plan and its implementing docu-
ments, as dened in the Plan, constitute the “Plan Documents.”

2. On September 17, 1998, the Agency Commission adopted Resolution No. 182-98 
which certied the Final Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (“FSEIR”) as a pro-
gram EIR for Mission Bay North and South pursuant to the California Environmental 
Quality Act (“CEQA”) and State CEQA Guidelines Section 15180.  On the same date, 
the Agency Commission also adopted Resolution No. 183-98, which adopted envi-
ronmental ndings (and a statement of overriding considerations), in connection with 
the approval of the Plan and other Mission Bay project approvals.  The San Francisco 
Planning Commission (“Planning Commission”) certied the FSEIR by Resolution No. 
14696 on the same date.  On October 19, 1998, the Board of Supervisors adopted 
Motion No. 98-132 afrming certication of the FSEIR by the Planning Commission 
and the Agency, and Resolution No. 854-98 adopting environmental ndings and a 
statement of overriding considerations.  

3. Subsequent to certication of the FSEIR, the Agency has issued several addenda to 
the FSEIR.  The rst Addendum, dated March 21, 2000, analyzed temporary parking 
lots to serve the ballpark.  The second, dated June 20, 2001, analyzed revisions to 7th 
Street bike lanes and relocation of a storm drain outfall provided for in the Mission 
Bay South Infrastructure Plan, a component of the South OPA.  The third, dated Feb-
ruary 10, 2004, analyzed revisions to the Mission Bay South Design for Development 
with respect to the maximum allowable number of towers, tower separation and re-
quired step-backs.  The fourth, dated March 9, 2004, analyzed the Mission Bay South 
Design for Development with respect to the permitted maximum number of parking 
spaces for bio-technical and similar research facilities and the North OPA with respect 
to changes to reect a reduction in permitted commercial development and associ-
ated parking.  The fth, dated October 4, 2005, analyzed the University of California 
San Francisco (“UCSF”) proposal to establish a Phase I 400-bed hospital in Mission 
Bay South on Blocks 36-39 and X-3.  The sixth, dated September 10, 2008, analyzed 
the UCSF proposal to establish a medical center with 289 beds in Phase I and an ad-
ditional 261 beds in Phase II in Mission Bay South on Blocks 36-39 and X-3.  

4. The addenda do not identify any substantial new information or new signicant im-
pacts or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identied signicant effects 
that alter the conclusions reached in the FSEIR.  Hereinafter, the Final Subsequent 
Environmental Impact Report, including any addenda thereto, shall be collectively 
referred to as the “FSEIR.”

5. Catellus, the original master developer of the Mission Bay North and South Rede-
velopment Project Areas, has sold most of its remaining undeveloped land in Mission 
Bay to FOCIL-MB, LLC (“FOCIL-MB”), a subsidiary of Farallon Capital Management, 
LLC, a large investment management rm.  The sale encompasses approximately 71 
acres of land in Mission Bay, and the remaining undeveloped residential parcels in 
Mission Bay South.  FOCIL-MB has assumed all of Catellus’s obligations under the 
South OPA and the Agency’s Owner Participation Agreement for Mission Bay North 
(collectively, the “OPAs”), as well as all responsibilities under the related public im-
provement agreements and land transfer agreements with the City and County of San 
Francisco.  FOCIL-MB will be bound by all terms of 
the OPAs and related agreements, including the requirements of the affordable hous-
ing program, equal opportunity program, and design review process. 

6. The Plan and the Plan Documents, including the Mission Bay South Infrastructure 
Plan and the Design Review and Document Approval Procedure, Attachment G to the 
South OPA (“DRDAP”) provide that FOCIL-MB designate Open Space Parcels at the 
ratio of 0.45 acres of open space for each acre of FOCIL-MB’s developable land within 
each Major Phase.  The DRDAP further states that plans for Open Space Parcels P26 
and P27 shall be submitted concurrently. 

7. Pursuant to the South OPA and DRDAP, FOCIL-MB submitted a nal Schematic De-
sign packet for Open Space Parcels P26 and P27 (“Open Space Parcels”) dated April 
17, 2009.    

8. Agency staff has reviewed the Schematic Design submitted by FOCIL-MB and nds 
it acceptable and recommends approval thereof, subject to the resolution of certain 
conditions.
 
9. Agency staff has reviewed the Schematic Design for purposes of compliance with 
CEQA.

10. The FSEIR is a program EIR under CEQA Guidelines Section 15168 and a redevel-
opment plan EIR under CEQA Guidelines Section 15180.  Approval of the Schematic 
Design is an undertaking pursuant to and in furtherance of the Plan in conformance 
with CEQA Section 15180 (“Implementing Action”). 

11. Agency staff, in making the necessary ndings for the Implementing Action 
contemplated herein, considered and reviewed the FSEIR and has made documents 
related to the Implementing Action and the FSEIR les available for review by the 
Agency Commission and the public, and these les are part of the record before the 
Agency Commission.

12. The FSEIR ndings and statement of overriding considerations adopted in ac-
cordance with CEQA by the Agency Commission by Resolution No. 183-98 dated 
September 17, 1998 reected the independent judgment and analysis of the Agency, 
were and remain adequate, accurate and objective and were prepared and adopted 
following the procedures required by CEQA, and are incorporated herein by reference 
as applicable to the Implementing Action.

FINDINGS

The Agency nds and determines that the Schematic Design submission is an Imple-
menting Action within the scope of the project analyzed in the FSEIR and requires no 
additional environmental review pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines Sections 15180, 
15162 and 15163 for the following reasons:

1. The Implementing Action is within the scope of the project analyzed in the FSEIR 
and no major revisions are required due to the involvement of new signicant envi-
ronmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of signicant effects previ-
ously identied in the FSEIR.
2. No substantial changes have occurred with respect to the circumstances under 
which the project analyzed in the FSEIR was undertaken that would require major 
revisions to the FSEIR due to the involvement of new signicant environmental effects, 
or a substantial increase in the severity of effects identied in the FSEIR.
3. No new information of substantial importance to the project analyzed in the FSEIR 
has become available which would indicate that (a) the Implementing Action will have 
signicant effects not discussed in the FSEIR; (b) signicant environmental effects will 
be substantially more severe; (c) mitigation measures or alternatives found not feasible 
which would reduce one or more signicant effects have become feasible; or (d) 
mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those in the 
FSEIR will substantially reduce one or more signicant effects on the environment.

RESOLUTION

ACCORDINGLY, IT IS RESOLVED by the Redevelopment Agency of the City and 
County of San Francisco that (1) it has reviewed and considered the FSEIR ndings 
and statement of overriding considerations and hereby adopts the CEQA ndings set 
forth in Resolution No. 183-98 incorporated herein and those set forth above; and (2) 
that the Schematic Design for Open Space Parcels P26 and P27 is hereby approved 
pursuant to the Mission Bay South Owner Participation Agreement with FOCIL-MB, 
subject to the following conditions: 

1. Final hardscape materials for P26 and P27, including all paving materials, pav-
ing patterns, and path materials shall be reviewed and approved by staff during the 
design development.  The nal design of the paths and pavers along the 4th Street 
edge of the park shall be coordinated with the adjacent on-street parking.  Strong ef-
forts shall be made to use permeable pavers and other sustainable materials whenever 
possible. 

2. Staff shall review and approve the nal furnishings for both parks during the design 
development phase.  Furnishings include but are not limited to the children’s play 
equipment, benches and xed seating areas, lighting xtures and electrical outlets, 
drinking fountains and hose bibs, tables, signage, and fences.  Developer shall con-
sider the long-term durability, maintenance requirements, safety and the sustainability 
of the materials when selecting furnishings.

3. A nal planting plan for both parks, including all new trees, planting palette, and 
planters for the vines on the trellis, shall be reviewed by staff for approval during 
design development.  The nal location of the street trees along the Southern Con-
nector Street shall be determined at this time as well.

4. In future design development submittals, the park design shall depict the most cur-
rent street alignment and design for Owens, Southern Connector, 4th, and Mariposa 
Streets.

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

James B. Morales
Agency General Counsel 

Mission Bay | Mariposa Park | Schematic Design
20 May 2013

Mission Bay Mariposa Park April, 2009
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RESOLUTION NO. 57-2009

Adopted June 2, 2009

CONDITIONALLY APPROVING THE SCHEMATIC DESIGN FOR OPEN SPACE PAR-
CELS P26 AND P27 IN THE MISSION BAY SOUTH REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT 
AREA PURSUANT TO THE OWNER PARTICIPATION AGREEMENT WITH FOCIL-
MB, LLC AND ADOPTING ENVIRONMENTAL FINDINGS PURSUANT TO THE 
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT; 
MISSION BAY SOUTH REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT AREA

BASIS FOR RESOLUTION

1. On September 17, 1998, by Resolution No. 190-98, the Commission of the Re-
development Agency of the City and County of San Francisco (“Agency Commis-
sion”) approved the Redevelopment Plan for the Mission Bay South Redevelopment 
Project Area (“Plan”).  On the same date, the Agency Commission adopted related 
documents, including Resolution No. 193-98 authorizing execution of an Owner 
Participation Agreement (“South OPA”) and related documents between Catellus 
Development Corporation, a Delaware corporation (“Catellus”), and the Agency.  On 
November 2, 1998, the San Francisco Board of Supervisors (“Board of Supervisors”), 
by Ordinance No. 335-98, adopted the Plan.  The Plan and its implementing docu-
ments, as dened in the Plan, constitute the “Plan Documents.”

2. On September 17, 1998, the Agency Commission adopted Resolution No. 182-98 
which certied the Final Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (“FSEIR”) as a pro-
gram EIR for Mission Bay North and South pursuant to the California Environmental 
Quality Act (“CEQA”) and State CEQA Guidelines Section 15180.  On the same date, 
the Agency Commission also adopted Resolution No. 183-98, which adopted envi-
ronmental ndings (and a statement of overriding considerations), in connection with 
the approval of the Plan and other Mission Bay project approvals.  The San Francisco 
Planning Commission (“Planning Commission”) certied the FSEIR by Resolution No. 
14696 on the same date.  On October 19, 1998, the Board of Supervisors adopted 
Motion No. 98-132 afrming certication of the FSEIR by the Planning Commission 
and the Agency, and Resolution No. 854-98 adopting environmental ndings and a 
statement of overriding considerations.  

3. Subsequent to certication of the FSEIR, the Agency has issued several addenda to 
the FSEIR.  The rst Addendum, dated March 21, 2000, analyzed temporary parking 
lots to serve the ballpark.  The second, dated June 20, 2001, analyzed revisions to 7th 
Street bike lanes and relocation of a storm drain outfall provided for in the Mission 
Bay South Infrastructure Plan, a component of the South OPA.  The third, dated Feb-
ruary 10, 2004, analyzed revisions to the Mission Bay South Design for Development 
with respect to the maximum allowable number of towers, tower separation and re-
quired step-backs.  The fourth, dated March 9, 2004, analyzed the Mission Bay South 
Design for Development with respect to the permitted maximum number of parking 
spaces for bio-technical and similar research facilities and the North OPA with respect 
to changes to reect a reduction in permitted commercial development and associ-
ated parking.  The fth, dated October 4, 2005, analyzed the University of California 
San Francisco (“UCSF”) proposal to establish a Phase I 400-bed hospital in Mission 
Bay South on Blocks 36-39 and X-3.  The sixth, dated September 10, 2008, analyzed 
the UCSF proposal to establish a medical center with 289 beds in Phase I and an ad-
ditional 261 beds in Phase II in Mission Bay South on Blocks 36-39 and X-3.  

4. The addenda do not identify any substantial new information or new signicant im-
pacts or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identied signicant effects 
that alter the conclusions reached in the FSEIR.  Hereinafter, the Final Subsequent 
Environmental Impact Report, including any addenda thereto, shall be collectively 
referred to as the “FSEIR.”

5. Catellus, the original master developer of the Mission Bay North and South Rede-
velopment Project Areas, has sold most of its remaining undeveloped land in Mission 
Bay to FOCIL-MB, LLC (“FOCIL-MB”), a subsidiary of Farallon Capital Management, 
LLC, a large investment management rm.  The sale encompasses approximately 71 
acres of land in Mission Bay, and the remaining undeveloped residential parcels in 
Mission Bay South.  FOCIL-MB has assumed all of Catellus’s obligations under the 
South OPA and the Agency’s Owner Participation Agreement for Mission Bay North 
(collectively, the “OPAs”), as well as all responsibilities under the related public im-
provement agreements and land transfer agreements with the City and County of San 
Francisco.  FOCIL-MB will be bound by all terms of 
the OPAs and related agreements, including the requirements of the affordable hous-
ing program, equal opportunity program, and design review process. 

6. The Plan and the Plan Documents, including the Mission Bay South Infrastructure 
Plan and the Design Review and Document Approval Procedure, Attachment G to the 
South OPA (“DRDAP”) provide that FOCIL-MB designate Open Space Parcels at the 
ratio of 0.45 acres of open space for each acre of FOCIL-MB’s developable land within 
each Major Phase.  The DRDAP further states that plans for Open Space Parcels P26 
and P27 shall be submitted concurrently. 

7. Pursuant to the South OPA and DRDAP, FOCIL-MB submitted a nal Schematic De-
sign packet for Open Space Parcels P26 and P27 (“Open Space Parcels”) dated April 
17, 2009.    

8. Agency staff has reviewed the Schematic Design submitted by FOCIL-MB and nds 
it acceptable and recommends approval thereof, subject to the resolution of certain 
conditions.
 
9. Agency staff has reviewed the Schematic Design for purposes of compliance with 
CEQA.

10. The FSEIR is a program EIR under CEQA Guidelines Section 15168 and a redevel-
opment plan EIR under CEQA Guidelines Section 15180.  Approval of the Schematic 
Design is an undertaking pursuant to and in furtherance of the Plan in conformance 
with CEQA Section 15180 (“Implementing Action”). 

11. Agency staff, in making the necessary ndings for the Implementing Action 
contemplated herein, considered and reviewed the FSEIR and has made documents 
related to the Implementing Action and the FSEIR les available for review by the 
Agency Commission and the public, and these les are part of the record before the 
Agency Commission.

12. The FSEIR ndings and statement of overriding considerations adopted in ac-
cordance with CEQA by the Agency Commission by Resolution No. 183-98 dated 
September 17, 1998 reected the independent judgment and analysis of the Agency, 
were and remain adequate, accurate and objective and were prepared and adopted 
following the procedures required by CEQA, and are incorporated herein by reference 
as applicable to the Implementing Action.

FINDINGS

The Agency nds and determines that the Schematic Design submission is an Imple-
menting Action within the scope of the project analyzed in the FSEIR and requires no 
additional environmental review pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines Sections 15180, 
15162 and 15163 for the following reasons:

1. The Implementing Action is within the scope of the project analyzed in the FSEIR 
and no major revisions are required due to the involvement of new signicant envi-
ronmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of signicant effects previ-
ously identied in the FSEIR.
2. No substantial changes have occurred with respect to the circumstances under 
which the project analyzed in the FSEIR was undertaken that would require major 
revisions to the FSEIR due to the involvement of new signicant environmental effects, 
or a substantial increase in the severity of effects identied in the FSEIR.
3. No new information of substantial importance to the project analyzed in the FSEIR 
has become available which would indicate that (a) the Implementing Action will have 
signicant effects not discussed in the FSEIR; (b) signicant environmental effects will 
be substantially more severe; (c) mitigation measures or alternatives found not feasible 
which would reduce one or more signicant effects have become feasible; or (d) 
mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those in the 
FSEIR will substantially reduce one or more signicant effects on the environment.

RESOLUTION

ACCORDINGLY, IT IS RESOLVED by the Redevelopment Agency of the City and 
County of San Francisco that (1) it has reviewed and considered the FSEIR ndings 
and statement of overriding considerations and hereby adopts the CEQA ndings set 
forth in Resolution No. 183-98 incorporated herein and those set forth above; and (2) 
that the Schematic Design for Open Space Parcels P26 and P27 is hereby approved 
pursuant to the Mission Bay South Owner Participation Agreement with FOCIL-MB, 
subject to the following conditions: 

1. Final hardscape materials for P26 and P27, including all paving materials, pav-
ing patterns, and path materials shall be reviewed and approved by staff during the 
design development.  The nal design of the paths and pavers along the 4th Street 
edge of the park shall be coordinated with the adjacent on-street parking.  Strong ef-
forts shall be made to use permeable pavers and other sustainable materials whenever 
possible. 

2. Staff shall review and approve the nal furnishings for both parks during the design 
development phase.  Furnishings include but are not limited to the children’s play 
equipment, benches and xed seating areas, lighting xtures and electrical outlets, 
drinking fountains and hose bibs, tables, signage, and fences.  Developer shall con-
sider the long-term durability, maintenance requirements, safety and the sustainability 
of the materials when selecting furnishings.

3. A nal planting plan for both parks, including all new trees, planting palette, and 
planters for the vines on the trellis, shall be reviewed by staff for approval during 
design development.  The nal location of the street trees along the Southern Con-
nector Street shall be determined at this time as well.

4. In future design development submittals, the park design shall depict the most cur-
rent street alignment and design for Owens, Southern Connector, 4th, and Mariposa 
Streets.

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

James B. Morales
Agency General Counsel 

Mission Bay | Mariposa Park | Schematic Design
20 May 2013

Mission Bay Mariposa Park April, 2009
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RESOLUTION NO. 57-2009

Adopted June 2, 2009

CONDITIONALLY APPROVING THE SCHEMATIC DESIGN FOR OPEN SPACE PAR-
CELS P26 AND P27 IN THE MISSION BAY SOUTH REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT 
AREA PURSUANT TO THE OWNER PARTICIPATION AGREEMENT WITH FOCIL-
MB, LLC AND ADOPTING ENVIRONMENTAL FINDINGS PURSUANT TO THE 
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT; 
MISSION BAY SOUTH REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT AREA

BASIS FOR RESOLUTION

1. On September 17, 1998, by Resolution No. 190-98, the Commission of the Re-
development Agency of the City and County of San Francisco (“Agency Commis-
sion”) approved the Redevelopment Plan for the Mission Bay South Redevelopment 
Project Area (“Plan”).  On the same date, the Agency Commission adopted related 
documents, including Resolution No. 193-98 authorizing execution of an Owner 
Participation Agreement (“South OPA”) and related documents between Catellus 
Development Corporation, a Delaware corporation (“Catellus”), and the Agency.  On 
November 2, 1998, the San Francisco Board of Supervisors (“Board of Supervisors”), 
by Ordinance No. 335-98, adopted the Plan.  The Plan and its implementing docu-
ments, as dened in the Plan, constitute the “Plan Documents.”

2. On September 17, 1998, the Agency Commission adopted Resolution No. 182-98 
which certied the Final Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (“FSEIR”) as a pro-
gram EIR for Mission Bay North and South pursuant to the California Environmental 
Quality Act (“CEQA”) and State CEQA Guidelines Section 15180.  On the same date, 
the Agency Commission also adopted Resolution No. 183-98, which adopted envi-
ronmental ndings (and a statement of overriding considerations), in connection with 
the approval of the Plan and other Mission Bay project approvals.  The San Francisco 
Planning Commission (“Planning Commission”) certied the FSEIR by Resolution No. 
14696 on the same date.  On October 19, 1998, the Board of Supervisors adopted 
Motion No. 98-132 afrming certication of the FSEIR by the Planning Commission 
and the Agency, and Resolution No. 854-98 adopting environmental ndings and a 
statement of overriding considerations.  

3. Subsequent to certication of the FSEIR, the Agency has issued several addenda to 
the FSEIR.  The rst Addendum, dated March 21, 2000, analyzed temporary parking 
lots to serve the ballpark.  The second, dated June 20, 2001, analyzed revisions to 7th 
Street bike lanes and relocation of a storm drain outfall provided for in the Mission 
Bay South Infrastructure Plan, a component of the South OPA.  The third, dated Feb-
ruary 10, 2004, analyzed revisions to the Mission Bay South Design for Development 
with respect to the maximum allowable number of towers, tower separation and re-
quired step-backs.  The fourth, dated March 9, 2004, analyzed the Mission Bay South 
Design for Development with respect to the permitted maximum number of parking 
spaces for bio-technical and similar research facilities and the North OPA with respect 
to changes to reect a reduction in permitted commercial development and associ-
ated parking.  The fth, dated October 4, 2005, analyzed the University of California 
San Francisco (“UCSF”) proposal to establish a Phase I 400-bed hospital in Mission 
Bay South on Blocks 36-39 and X-3.  The sixth, dated September 10, 2008, analyzed 
the UCSF proposal to establish a medical center with 289 beds in Phase I and an ad-
ditional 261 beds in Phase II in Mission Bay South on Blocks 36-39 and X-3.  

4. The addenda do not identify any substantial new information or new signicant im-
pacts or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identied signicant effects 
that alter the conclusions reached in the FSEIR.  Hereinafter, the Final Subsequent 
Environmental Impact Report, including any addenda thereto, shall be collectively 
referred to as the “FSEIR.”

5. Catellus, the original master developer of the Mission Bay North and South Rede-
velopment Project Areas, has sold most of its remaining undeveloped land in Mission 
Bay to FOCIL-MB, LLC (“FOCIL-MB”), a subsidiary of Farallon Capital Management, 
LLC, a large investment management rm.  The sale encompasses approximately 71 
acres of land in Mission Bay, and the remaining undeveloped residential parcels in 
Mission Bay South.  FOCIL-MB has assumed all of Catellus’s obligations under the 
South OPA and the Agency’s Owner Participation Agreement for Mission Bay North 
(collectively, the “OPAs”), as well as all responsibilities under the related public im-
provement agreements and land transfer agreements with the City and County of San 
Francisco.  FOCIL-MB will be bound by all terms of 
the OPAs and related agreements, including the requirements of the affordable hous-
ing program, equal opportunity program, and design review process. 

6. The Plan and the Plan Documents, including the Mission Bay South Infrastructure 
Plan and the Design Review and Document Approval Procedure, Attachment G to the 
South OPA (“DRDAP”) provide that FOCIL-MB designate Open Space Parcels at the 
ratio of 0.45 acres of open space for each acre of FOCIL-MB’s developable land within 
each Major Phase.  The DRDAP further states that plans for Open Space Parcels P26 
and P27 shall be submitted concurrently. 

7. Pursuant to the South OPA and DRDAP, FOCIL-MB submitted a nal Schematic De-
sign packet for Open Space Parcels P26 and P27 (“Open Space Parcels”) dated April 
17, 2009.    

8. Agency staff has reviewed the Schematic Design submitted by FOCIL-MB and nds 
it acceptable and recommends approval thereof, subject to the resolution of certain 
conditions.
 
9. Agency staff has reviewed the Schematic Design for purposes of compliance with 
CEQA.

10. The FSEIR is a program EIR under CEQA Guidelines Section 15168 and a redevel-
opment plan EIR under CEQA Guidelines Section 15180.  Approval of the Schematic 
Design is an undertaking pursuant to and in furtherance of the Plan in conformance 
with CEQA Section 15180 (“Implementing Action”). 

11. Agency staff, in making the necessary ndings for the Implementing Action 
contemplated herein, considered and reviewed the FSEIR and has made documents 
related to the Implementing Action and the FSEIR les available for review by the 
Agency Commission and the public, and these les are part of the record before the 
Agency Commission.

12. The FSEIR ndings and statement of overriding considerations adopted in ac-
cordance with CEQA by the Agency Commission by Resolution No. 183-98 dated 
September 17, 1998 reected the independent judgment and analysis of the Agency, 
were and remain adequate, accurate and objective and were prepared and adopted 
following the procedures required by CEQA, and are incorporated herein by reference 
as applicable to the Implementing Action.

FINDINGS

The Agency nds and determines that the Schematic Design submission is an Imple-
menting Action within the scope of the project analyzed in the FSEIR and requires no 
additional environmental review pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines Sections 15180, 
15162 and 15163 for the following reasons:

1. The Implementing Action is within the scope of the project analyzed in the FSEIR 
and no major revisions are required due to the involvement of new signicant envi-
ronmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of signicant effects previ-
ously identied in the FSEIR.
2. No substantial changes have occurred with respect to the circumstances under 
which the project analyzed in the FSEIR was undertaken that would require major 
revisions to the FSEIR due to the involvement of new signicant environmental effects, 
or a substantial increase in the severity of effects identied in the FSEIR.
3. No new information of substantial importance to the project analyzed in the FSEIR 
has become available which would indicate that (a) the Implementing Action will have 
signicant effects not discussed in the FSEIR; (b) signicant environmental effects will 
be substantially more severe; (c) mitigation measures or alternatives found not feasible 
which would reduce one or more signicant effects have become feasible; or (d) 
mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those in the 
FSEIR will substantially reduce one or more signicant effects on the environment.

RESOLUTION

ACCORDINGLY, IT IS RESOLVED by the Redevelopment Agency of the City and 
County of San Francisco that (1) it has reviewed and considered the FSEIR ndings 
and statement of overriding considerations and hereby adopts the CEQA ndings set 
forth in Resolution No. 183-98 incorporated herein and those set forth above; and (2) 
that the Schematic Design for Open Space Parcels P26 and P27 is hereby approved 
pursuant to the Mission Bay South Owner Participation Agreement with FOCIL-MB, 
subject to the following conditions: 

1. Final hardscape materials for P26 and P27, including all paving materials, pav-
ing patterns, and path materials shall be reviewed and approved by staff during the 
design development.  The nal design of the paths and pavers along the 4th Street 
edge of the park shall be coordinated with the adjacent on-street parking.  Strong ef-
forts shall be made to use permeable pavers and other sustainable materials whenever 
possible. 

2. Staff shall review and approve the nal furnishings for both parks during the design 
development phase.  Furnishings include but are not limited to the children’s play 
equipment, benches and xed seating areas, lighting xtures and electrical outlets, 
drinking fountains and hose bibs, tables, signage, and fences.  Developer shall con-
sider the long-term durability, maintenance requirements, safety and the sustainability 
of the materials when selecting furnishings.

3. A nal planting plan for both parks, including all new trees, planting palette, and 
planters for the vines on the trellis, shall be reviewed by staff for approval during 
design development.  The nal location of the street trees along the Southern Con-
nector Street shall be determined at this time as well.

4. In future design development submittals, the park design shall depict the most cur-
rent street alignment and design for Owens, Southern Connector, 4th, and Mariposa 
Streets.

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

James B. Morales
Agency General Counsel 

Mission Bay | Mariposa Park | Schematic Design
20 May 2013
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** Fragrant

Mission Bay Mariposa Park April, 2009Planting Palette

PLANTING PALETTE 

Cajeput Tree / Melaleuca quinquenervia 

Street Tree 

Native Coastal Scrub and Prairie (Hydroseed, Plug, and Container)

 Gingko / Ginko Biloba ‘Autumn Gold’ 

Chinese Scholar Tree / Sophora 
Japonica 

California Buckeye / Aesculus 
Californica 

Quercus agrifolia / Coast Live Oak 

Columnar Red Maple / Acer rubrum ‘Armstrong’ 

Owens St: 

Mariposa St: 

Minessota/4th St: 

Southern Connector: 

Urban Appropriate Native / Drought Tolerant 

Urban Garden 

Trees 
Coast Live Oak (Quercus agrifolia) 
Coak Oak (Quercus suber) 
California Buckeye (Aesculus californica) 

Shrubs and Grasses 
Beach Strawberry (F. chiloensis) 
Bicolor Lupine (Lupinus bicolor)* 
Bladder Parsnip (Lomatium utriculatum) 
Blue Dicks (Dichelostemma pulchellum) 
Blue Eyed Grass (Sisyrinchium bellum) 
Blue Wild Rye (Elymus glaucus) 
California Blackberry (Rubus ursinus) 
California Brome (Bromus carinatus) 
California Buttercup (Ranunculus californicus) 
California Sagebrush (Artemisia california) 
California Strawberry (Fragraria vesca subsp. californica) 
Checkerbloom (Sidalce a malvaeora) 
Coast Angelica (Hanelica herdersonii 
Cobweb Thistle (Cirsium occidentale) 
Cow Parsnip (Hercaleum lanatum) 
Coyote Brush (Baccharis pilularis) 
Douglas Iris (Iris douglasiana) 
Footsteps-of-spring (Sanicula arctopoides) 
Indian Paintbrush (Castilleja afnis) 
Lizard Tail (Eriophyllum staechadifolium) 
Pearly Everlasting (Anaphalis margaritacea) 
Purple Needle Grass (Stipa pulchra) 
Silver Lupine (Lupinus albifrons)* 
Soap Plant (Chlorogalum pomeridianum) 
Sticky Monkey Flower (Mimulus aurantiacus) 
Stonecrop (Sedum spathulifolium)* 
Suncups (Camissonia ovata) 

Trees 
Coast Live Oak (Quercus agrifolia) 
Coak Oak (Quercus suber) 
California Buckeye (Aesculus californica) 

Shrubs and Grasses 
California Gray Rush (Juncus Patens) 
Ceanothus Species* 
Pride of Maderia (Echium fastuosa)* 
Seaside Daisy (Erigeron glaucus)* 
Dwarf Coyote Bush (Baccharis pilularis)* 
Red Elderberry (Sambucus racemosa)* 
California Huckleberry (Vaccinium ovatum)* 
Salvia species* 
Buckwheat (Eriogonum spp.)* 
Dwarf Maiden Hair Grass (Miscanthus sinsensis ‘Adagio’) 
New Zealand Flax (Phormium sp.) 

Trees 
Columnar Red Maple (Acer rubrum ‘Armstrong”) 
Sweatshade (Hymenosporum avum) 
Citrus Tree (Citrus spp.) * ** 
Idaho Locust (Robinia idahoensis purple robe) - Potential plaza area 
specimen tree 

Shrubs and Grasses 
Berkeley Sedge (Carex tumulicola) 
California Flannel Bush (Fremontodendron californicum) 
Montbretia (Crocosmia ×crocosmiiora) 
Fescue Sod (Medallion Plus Variety) 
Grevillea (Grevillea ‘Magic Lantern’) 
Lantana (Lantana Montevidensis) 
Lemon Verbena (Aloysia triphylla)** 
Ninebark (Physocarpus capitatus)* 
Passion Vine (Passiora alata ‘Ruby Glow’) 
Snowbell Bush (Styrax ofcinalis)* 
Vervain (Verbena bonariensis)* 
Western Mock Orange (Philadelphus lewisii var. californica)* 

Vines 
Dutchman’s Pipe Vine (Aristolochia californica)* 
Climbing Jasmine (Jasminum Polyanthum)** 
Clematis (Clematis Montana ‘Mayleen’)** 
Giant Burmese Honeysuckle (Lonicera Hildebrandiana)** 
Kiwifruit (Actinidia Deliciosa)* 
Chilean Jasmine (Mandevilla Laxa)** 
Chinese Wisteria (Wisteria Sinensis)** 

* Buttery/hummingbird attractor and or other benecial insects 

California Buckeye / Aesculus Californica 

* * 

* * 

* * 

* * 

* * 

* 

* * * 

* * 

** ** 

** ** 
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RESOLUTION NO. 57-2009

Adopted June 2, 2009

CONDITIONALLY APPROVING THE SCHEMATIC DESIGN FOR OPEN SPACE PAR-
CELS P26 AND P27 IN THE MISSION BAY SOUTH REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT 
AREA PURSUANT TO THE OWNER PARTICIPATION AGREEMENT WITH FOCIL-
MB, LLC AND ADOPTING ENVIRONMENTAL FINDINGS PURSUANT TO THE 
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT; 
MISSION BAY SOUTH REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT AREA

BASIS FOR RESOLUTION

1. On September 17, 1998, by Resolution No. 190-98, the Commission of the Re-
development Agency of the City and County of San Francisco (“Agency Commis-
sion”) approved the Redevelopment Plan for the Mission Bay South Redevelopment 
Project Area (“Plan”).  On the same date, the Agency Commission adopted related 
documents, including Resolution No. 193-98 authorizing execution of an Owner 
Participation Agreement (“South OPA”) and related documents between Catellus 
Development Corporation, a Delaware corporation (“Catellus”), and the Agency.  On 
November 2, 1998, the San Francisco Board of Supervisors (“Board of Supervisors”), 
by Ordinance No. 335-98, adopted the Plan.  The Plan and its implementing docu-
ments, as dened in the Plan, constitute the “Plan Documents.”

2. On September 17, 1998, the Agency Commission adopted Resolution No. 182-98 
which certied the Final Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (“FSEIR”) as a pro-
gram EIR for Mission Bay North and South pursuant to the California Environmental 
Quality Act (“CEQA”) and State CEQA Guidelines Section 15180.  On the same date, 
the Agency Commission also adopted Resolution No. 183-98, which adopted envi-
ronmental ndings (and a statement of overriding considerations), in connection with 
the approval of the Plan and other Mission Bay project approvals.  The San Francisco 
Planning Commission (“Planning Commission”) certied the FSEIR by Resolution No. 
14696 on the same date.  On October 19, 1998, the Board of Supervisors adopted 
Motion No. 98-132 afrming certication of the FSEIR by the Planning Commission 
and the Agency, and Resolution No. 854-98 adopting environmental ndings and a 
statement of overriding considerations.  

3. Subsequent to certication of the FSEIR, the Agency has issued several addenda to 
the FSEIR.  The rst Addendum, dated March 21, 2000, analyzed temporary parking 
lots to serve the ballpark.  The second, dated June 20, 2001, analyzed revisions to 7th 
Street bike lanes and relocation of a storm drain outfall provided for in the Mission 
Bay South Infrastructure Plan, a component of the South OPA.  The third, dated Feb-
ruary 10, 2004, analyzed revisions to the Mission Bay South Design for Development 
with respect to the maximum allowable number of towers, tower separation and re-
quired step-backs.  The fourth, dated March 9, 2004, analyzed the Mission Bay South 
Design for Development with respect to the permitted maximum number of parking 
spaces for bio-technical and similar research facilities and the North OPA with respect 
to changes to reect a reduction in permitted commercial development and associ-
ated parking.  The fth, dated October 4, 2005, analyzed the University of California 
San Francisco (“UCSF”) proposal to establish a Phase I 400-bed hospital in Mission 
Bay South on Blocks 36-39 and X-3.  The sixth, dated September 10, 2008, analyzed 
the UCSF proposal to establish a medical center with 289 beds in Phase I and an ad-
ditional 261 beds in Phase II in Mission Bay South on Blocks 36-39 and X-3.  

4. The addenda do not identify any substantial new information or new signicant im-
pacts or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identied signicant effects 
that alter the conclusions reached in the FSEIR.  Hereinafter, the Final Subsequent 
Environmental Impact Report, including any addenda thereto, shall be collectively 
referred to as the “FSEIR.”

5. Catellus, the original master developer of the Mission Bay North and South Rede-
velopment Project Areas, has sold most of its remaining undeveloped land in Mission 
Bay to FOCIL-MB, LLC (“FOCIL-MB”), a subsidiary of Farallon Capital Management, 
LLC, a large investment management rm.  The sale encompasses approximately 71 
acres of land in Mission Bay, and the remaining undeveloped residential parcels in 
Mission Bay South.  FOCIL-MB has assumed all of Catellus’s obligations under the 
South OPA and the Agency’s Owner Participation Agreement for Mission Bay North 
(collectively, the “OPAs”), as well as all responsibilities under the related public im-
provement agreements and land transfer agreements with the City and County of San 
Francisco.  FOCIL-MB will be bound by all terms of 
the OPAs and related agreements, including the requirements of the affordable hous-
ing program, equal opportunity program, and design review process. 

6. The Plan and the Plan Documents, including the Mission Bay South Infrastructure 
Plan and the Design Review and Document Approval Procedure, Attachment G to the 
South OPA (“DRDAP”) provide that FOCIL-MB designate Open Space Parcels at the 
ratio of 0.45 acres of open space for each acre of FOCIL-MB’s developable land within 
each Major Phase.  The DRDAP further states that plans for Open Space Parcels P26 
and P27 shall be submitted concurrently. 

7. Pursuant to the South OPA and DRDAP, FOCIL-MB submitted a nal Schematic De-
sign packet for Open Space Parcels P26 and P27 (“Open Space Parcels”) dated April 
17, 2009.    

8. Agency staff has reviewed the Schematic Design submitted by FOCIL-MB and nds 
it acceptable and recommends approval thereof, subject to the resolution of certain 
conditions.
 
9. Agency staff has reviewed the Schematic Design for purposes of compliance with 
CEQA.

10. The FSEIR is a program EIR under CEQA Guidelines Section 15168 and a redevel-
opment plan EIR under CEQA Guidelines Section 15180.  Approval of the Schematic 
Design is an undertaking pursuant to and in furtherance of the Plan in conformance 
with CEQA Section 15180 (“Implementing Action”). 

11. Agency staff, in making the necessary ndings for the Implementing Action 
contemplated herein, considered and reviewed the FSEIR and has made documents 
related to the Implementing Action and the FSEIR les available for review by the 
Agency Commission and the public, and these les are part of the record before the 
Agency Commission.

12. The FSEIR ndings and statement of overriding considerations adopted in ac-
cordance with CEQA by the Agency Commission by Resolution No. 183-98 dated 
September 17, 1998 reected the independent judgment and analysis of the Agency, 
were and remain adequate, accurate and objective and were prepared and adopted 
following the procedures required by CEQA, and are incorporated herein by reference 
as applicable to the Implementing Action.

FINDINGS

The Agency nds and determines that the Schematic Design submission is an Imple-
menting Action within the scope of the project analyzed in the FSEIR and requires no 
additional environmental review pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines Sections 15180, 
15162 and 15163 for the following reasons:

1. The Implementing Action is within the scope of the project analyzed in the FSEIR 
and no major revisions are required due to the involvement of new signicant envi-
ronmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of signicant effects previ-
ously identied in the FSEIR.
2. No substantial changes have occurred with respect to the circumstances under 
which the project analyzed in the FSEIR was undertaken that would require major 
revisions to the FSEIR due to the involvement of new signicant environmental effects, 
or a substantial increase in the severity of effects identied in the FSEIR.
3. No new information of substantial importance to the project analyzed in the FSEIR 
has become available which would indicate that (a) the Implementing Action will have 
signicant effects not discussed in the FSEIR; (b) signicant environmental effects will 
be substantially more severe; (c) mitigation measures or alternatives found not feasible 
which would reduce one or more signicant effects have become feasible; or (d) 
mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those in the 
FSEIR will substantially reduce one or more signicant effects on the environment.

RESOLUTION

ACCORDINGLY, IT IS RESOLVED by the Redevelopment Agency of the City and 
County of San Francisco that (1) it has reviewed and considered the FSEIR ndings 
and statement of overriding considerations and hereby adopts the CEQA ndings set 
forth in Resolution No. 183-98 incorporated herein and those set forth above; and (2) 
that the Schematic Design for Open Space Parcels P26 and P27 is hereby approved 
pursuant to the Mission Bay South Owner Participation Agreement with FOCIL-MB, 
subject to the following conditions: 

1. Final hardscape materials for P26 and P27, including all paving materials, pav-
ing patterns, and path materials shall be reviewed and approved by staff during the 
design development.  The nal design of the paths and pavers along the 4th Street 
edge of the park shall be coordinated with the adjacent on-street parking.  Strong ef-
forts shall be made to use permeable pavers and other sustainable materials whenever 
possible. 

2. Staff shall review and approve the nal furnishings for both parks during the design 
development phase.  Furnishings include but are not limited to the children’s play 
equipment, benches and xed seating areas, lighting xtures and electrical outlets, 
drinking fountains and hose bibs, tables, signage, and fences.  Developer shall con-
sider the long-term durability, maintenance requirements, safety and the sustainability 
of the materials when selecting furnishings.

3. A nal planting plan for both parks, including all new trees, planting palette, and 
planters for the vines on the trellis, shall be reviewed by staff for approval during 
design development.  The nal location of the street trees along the Southern Con-
nector Street shall be determined at this time as well.

4. In future design development submittals, the park design shall depict the most cur-
rent street alignment and design for Owens, Southern Connector, 4th, and Mariposa 
Streets.

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

James B. Morales
Agency General Counsel 
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