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☒
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The proposal is considered a project under CEQA. ☐ 
☐ 

 

 

☒  
☐  

Project eligible for Class 3 exemption (15303), since 

the proposal is for a dwelling unit merger of the 

existing building in the rear of the lot (from four to 

3 units), and construction of a new single family 

home along the front of the lot. 

 

☐ 
☐ 
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☐ 
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Project not in Air Pollutant 
Exposure Zone, so article 38 
not applicable. 

☐

☐
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Biological impacts unlikely. ☐
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See 2.12 (a) notes. ☐
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Sponsor should indicate 

excavation depth and amount 

before determination. 

☐

☐

☐

  

 

☒ 
☐  

 

☐

☐

☐

  

 

☒ 
☐  

 

☐

☐

☐

 

                                                             
2  



 

    

   ☒ 
☐  

 

 

 ☐ 
☒ 
☐  

   ☐ 
☒  

 

 



µ
0 160 320 480 640

Feet

The City and County of San Francisco (CCSF) does not guarantee the accuracy, adequacy, completeness or usefulness
of any information. CCSF provides this information on an "as is" basis without warranty of any kind, including but not limited to 
warranties of merchantability or fitness for a particular purpose, and assumes no responsibility for anyone's use of the information.

Title:
Comments:

Printed:  4 April, 2019

743 Elizabeth Street Preliminary Shadow Fan - 2019-001564PPA
To 45 feet in height



 

Memo Revised February 15, 2019 
 

 

 

DATE: 2/21/2019 

TO:   Colin Clarke, Jenny Delumo, Dan Wu &Transportation Staff 

FROM: Daniel Wu  

RE: Transportation Study Determination Request 
Case No. 2019-001564PPA, 743 Elizabeth St 
Neighborhood: Noe Valley 
Zoning: RH-2 (RESIDENTIAL- HOUSE, TWO FAMILY)  
Area Plan: n/a 

 
Attached is information regarding the above project for which a determination of whether a 
transportation study is/or may be required. Please note that the TS Team reviews these 
determinations every Wednesday between 12:30 – 1:30 p.m. in Room 404. You are welcome to attend 
if you have any specific questions about your submitted project.    
 
Helpful Links: 
SF Transportation Information Map (TIM) - www.sftransportationmap.org 
SF Travel Demand - http://test-sftia2.surge.sh/ 
Caltrans Interactive Highway Map –  
https://caltrans.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=04efb9a9f14c4da2aabd9ce36b7dda48  
Development Pipeline Map - http://developmentmap.sfplanning.org/  
 
PPA/ENV Case Planner Section: 
 
To facilitate this determination, please mark the appropriate boxes below and save the requested 
information into M-Files (PPA or ENV record number for project). Save the plans, application, and 
trip generation table as applicable using the naming convention: [Name/Address of 
Project]_[Document Name or Type]_[Version Number or Draft]. For example, 349 8th 
Street_Plans_20190215.  
 
Submit the Transportation Study Determination request form in the box near Dan’s cube. Your 
input is only required for the first few pages: 

 
☒  PPA or ENV Application. Please save in M-Files.  

☒  Project plans & project description. Please include the project plans in M-Files. Please include 
the project description in the section below. (Page 5) 

☐  Would the project include land uses such as Recreational facilities, Concert Venues, Schools or 
large land use projects such as Pier 70, Seawall Lots, etc.? (Trip Generation Table is not required 
for a TS Determination Request) 

☐   Would the project potentially add >50 and<300 dwelling units or >5,000 square feet and 
and<100,000 square feet of non-residential uses or >20 and<50 parking spaces? (SF Travel 
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Demand data results table1 is required for a TS Determination Request. Please include this 
information in M-Files) 

☐   Would the project potentially add ≥300 dwelling units or ≥100,000 square feet of non-
residential uses or ≥50 parking spaces? (SF Travel Demand data results table is required for a 
TS Determination Request. Please include this information in M-Files) 

☐  Would the project make alterations to Muni/Other Regional Transit Agencies/DPW right of way 
such as moving/adding/removing bus stops, proposing new colored curbs, removing existing 
colored curbs, proposing uses on city right of way such as reducing sidewalk widths, removing or 
adding travel lanes including turn pockets, removing parking lanes, adding new streets, adding 
or removing traffic signals etc.? 

☐  Would the project fall within 300 feet of a Caltrans right-of-way or is adjacent to a regional 
transit stop. (Please review the Interactive Highway Map (link above) and the “Transit Tab” 
in TIM to look up this information. Please note that all highway ramps leading to these 
facilities are also within Caltrans purview.) 

☐  Would the project front a high-injury corridor where pedestrian, bicycle, or vehicular injuries 
or fatalities occurred? (Please go to the “Safety Tab” in TIM to look up this information.) 

☐  For PPA/ENV Cases, check if the project is over the amount of parking permitted:  
☐  by right or  
☐  with a CUA as per the Planning Code.  

[1/21/2019 PC Sec 151: None required. P up to 1.5 parking spaces for each Dwelling Unit.] 

☒  Would the project meet the VMT and parking map-based screening criteria by checking the 
“Vehicles & Parking Tab” on TIM to ensure that it is located in an area that exhibits Regional 
Average VMT minus 15% based on the proposed use? 

☒ Would the project meet any of the additional screening criteria for VMT?  
☒  Does the proposed project qualify as a “small project”? or 
☒ Is the proposed project in proximity to a transit station? (must meet all four sub-criteria)  

• Located within a half mile of an existing major transit stop; and 
• Would have a floor area ratio greater than or equal to 0.75; and 
• Would result in an amount of parking that is less than or equal to that required 

by the planning code without a conditional use authorization; and 
• Is consistent with the Sustainable Communities Strategy? 

☐ Does the project contain transportation elements? 
☐  Does the project qualify as an “active transportation, rightsizing (aka Road Diet) and 

Transit Project”? or  

                                                
1 If your project is proposing a unique land use for which trip generation rates are not included in the 
SF Guidelines, please consult with transportation staff, or note specific transportation issues related to 
project. I:\MEA\Transportation\Transportation Study Determinations\Trip Generation Tables. 
 



Transportation Study Determination Request  Case No. 2019-001564PPA 
      743 ELIZABETH ST 

 3 

☐  Does the proposed project qualify as an “other minor transportation project”? 

☐ Would the project result in 300 inbound project vehicle trips during the peak hour?  

☒ Would the project meet the transportation-related construction screening criteria? 

Project Site Context  

☒ The amount of excavation is less than two levels below ground surface; and/or 

 
☒  The amount of demolition would result in less than 20,000 cu yards of material 

removed from the site. 

Notes: _____________________________________________________________________ 
 

Construction Duration and Magnitude 

☒  Information unavailable. 

☐  Construction is anticipated to be completed in 30 months or less. 

☒  Construction of a project is not multi-phased (e.g., construction and operation of 
multiple buildings planned over a long time period) 

Notes: _____________________________________________________________________ 
 
SDAT Triggers 
Check the appropriate box if the project involves any of the following: 

 
Better Streets Plan Required (Planning Code 138.1);   
 
☐    On a lot greater than ½ acre; or  
☐ Contains 150 feet of frontage on public ROW; or  
☐ Encompasses full block 

 
 AND 
 
☐ Includes more than 50,000 gross square feet of new construction; or 
☐ New construction of 10 or more dwelling units; or 
☐    New construction of 10,000 gross square feet or greater of non-residential space; or 
☐ Addition of 20% or more of GFA to an existing building; or 
☐    Change of use of 10,000 gross square feet of greater of a PDR use to non-PDR use 

 
☐  Other: (e.g., curb line modification, shared street, etc.)  
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UDAT Triggers 
Check the appropriate box if the project involves any of the following: 

 
☐    Development proposes new porte cochere or other type of off-street sidewalk level vehicular 

driveway, typically used for passenger loading/unloading, between the building and the 
public right-of-way; 
 

☐    Development is seeking an exception for off-street loading (freight, service, or tour bus) 
requirements;  

 
☐    Development is seeking a conditional use for additional vehicular parking; 

 
☐    Development is proposing vehicular parking for non-accessory uses (i.e., private or public 

parking garage/lot); 
 

☐    Development is proposing greater than 50 vehicular parking spaces for residential and office 
uses or greater than 10 vehicular parking spaces for retail uses; 
 

☐    Development is proposing to retain or alter an existing curb cut, but with increased vehicular 
activity (i.e., greater than 50 vehicular parking spaces for residential and office uses or greater 
than 10 vehicular parking spaces for retail uses);  
 

☐    Development triggers large project requirements of Planning Code section 138.1 (Better 
Streets Plan); 
 

☒    Development is proposing a new curb cut within 15 feet of another curb cut, greater than 15 
feet in width for dual-lane vehicular parking garages, greater than 24 feet in width for dual-
lane large truck loading bays, a combined vehicular parking/loading of 27 feet, or greater than 
30 feet of cumulative curb cuts (e.g., multiple driveways); and 
 

☐    Development is proposing a new curb cut along a street identified within Planning Code 
section 155(r)(1)(2)(3)(4)(5). 

 
SFMTA Consultation Triggers 
☐    Proposed changes to color curb designations   
☐    Proposed changes to transit stops 
☐    Proposed streetscape changes   
☐ Other: ___________________________________________________ 
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Project Description &Transportation-Related Notes:

The project site has frontages along Elizabeth Street. The project would convert the existing 4-
unit building in the rear of the lot into a 3-unit building, resulting in a net increase from 2,160
square feet to 2,264 square feet. The project would also construct a new 3,018 square-foot
single-family home with 2 parking spaces (4 parking spaces with lift?) along the street
frontage in the front of the lot. The project would construct a new driveway for the front
building with a new curb cut on Elizabeth Street and would remove existing on-street parking
space along the lot frontage.

Note: Development projects sometimes propose modifications to project descriptions. If there
is a substantial change in the project description after a TS Determination has been made,
please consult with transportation staff during transportation office hours (Wade's Office or
Room 405, Thursday from 2-3 p.m.) Substantial changes will require a resubmitted TS
Determination.

TS Determination Team Section:

Please indicate the determination of whether a transportation study is required below. Thank
you for your assistance.

PPA Case (check all that are applicable):

0 TS/Consultant-prepared Transportation Study/Section is not likely required

❑ TS/Consultant-prepared Transportation Study/Section is likely required (See Scope of Work

Checklist)

❑ School Circulation Memo is likely required (See Scope of Work Checklist)

❑ SFMTA review is required

❑ Transportation Planner coordination is likely required (See Scope of Work Checklist)

Reason for TS determination:

Low PM peak volume of vehicle trips.

PPA Case Planner -Please review all our comments in the next two pages.
Digitally signed by Colin

I, ClarkeC~ I ~ n ~ I a r Ike Date: 2019.02.25 1036:36
Determined by: -os~oo~ Date: 2/21/2019

sari FaaNcisco
PLANNING DEPARTMENT



Transportation Study Determination Request  Case No. 2019-001564PPA 
      743 ELIZABETH ST 

 6 

Comments to Sponsor Regarding the CEQA Transportation Review (check all that are 
applicable): 

 
 The Department has determined that this is a complex project. Complex projects are multi-phased, 
require a large infrastructure investment, include both programmatic and project-level environmental 
review, or statewide, regional, or areawide significance as defined in CEQA. A list of three consultants 
will be provided. 
 
 The Department has determined that this is a regular project or a project that requires site 
circulation.  Site circulation or regular projects are projects that require analysis of one or more 
transportation topics within a geographic area that may include the project block or extend beyond the 
project block. Project sponsors may select any consultant from the pool for regular projects.  
 
 Please submit the Transportation Study Fee $26,330 payable to the San Francisco Planning 
Department (“Transportation Review or Study” fee), and address the payment to Rhia Bordon.  
 
 Please submit the Site Circulation Review Fee $9,560 payable to the San Francisco Planning 
Department (“Transportation Review or Study” fee), and address the payment to Rhia Bordon.  
 
 Please submit the SFMTA $14,800 complex transportation review fee payable to the SFMTA. 

 Please submit the SFMTA $2,950 site circulation transportation review fee payable to the SFMTA. 

 Please submit the SFMTA $960 Development Project Review fee transportation fee payable to the 
SFMTA. 

The contact person at SFMTA who will be responsible to receive these fees will be: 

David Kim 
San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency (SFMTA) 
Finance & Administration Division 
One South Van Ness Avenue, 8th Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94103 
Phone: (415) 646-2192 or David.Kim@sfmta.com  
 
Additional Comments to Sponsor:  
Clarify in plan set the proposed number of parking spaces. 
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Comments to Staff (check all that are applicable): 
   
 ENV Case/ EP Transportation Planner should conduct a site visit to identify any pedestrian/ 
cyclist/transit/ vehicles safety issues              
 ENV/PPA Case or EP Transportation Planner should bring this project to SDAT 
 ENV/PPA Case or EP Transportation Planner should bring this project to UDAT  
 
 
 ENV Case Planner/ EP Transportation Planner should coordinate with Caltrans on:   
 
 
 
 ENV Case Planner/ EP Transportation Planner should attend Color Curb Office hours:  
 
 
 
 ENV Case Planner/ EP Transportation Planner should coordinate with Other Transit Agencies on:   
 
 
Additional Comments to Staff: 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 

 

 

 

 

https://www.sfwater.org/index.aspx?page=1229 .

 



 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 for guidance



 
 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 

 

 

  

Design rooflines to be 

compatible with those 

found on surrounding 

buildings. 

 

The sloped roof terminating at the top of the parapet on the front elevation is 

inconsistent with the architectural style.  Recommend terminating the slope 

at the base of a raised parapet.  

 

The size of the entry and its location at the edge of the façade does not achieve 

a prominence consistent with nearby buildings.  Recommend looking for 

opportunities to increase its prominence such as enlarging entry opening 

with sidelites, adding a small garage window, lighting etc.  

 

The garage door currently dominates the ground floor appearance.  

Recommend aligning with bay window to the right. Consider a garage door 

design more in keeping with the architecture such as simulated carriage 

doors with panels below and windows above. 

 

Garage door dimension not shown. Should be 10’ maximum. 

 

Recommend raising parapet up slightly to conceal portion of sloped roof 

behind.  



 
 

 

Window materials not called out.  Recommend wood windows for 

consistency with neighborhood.  Show window section in plans. 

Materials not called out in plans.  The brick shown is a high quality material 

however there is little precedent for it in the neighborhood which is primarily 

stucco and wood siding.  Consider wood siding for consistency.  

 




