
PreStaff_Date: 7/8/2021

Location: Tandang Sora Street between Bonifacio Street and Rizal Street

Subject: Tow-Away, No Stopping Anytime

PROPOSAL / REQUEST:
ESTABLISH – TOW AWAY NO STOPPING ANYTIME
ESTABLISH - SIDEWALK WIDENING
Tandang Sora Street, west side, from Bonifacio Street to 108 feet southerly (4.5-foot sidewalk widening, 
removes 4 parking spaces)

ESTABLISH – RED ZONE
Tandang Sora Street, east side, from Bonifacio Street to 20 feet southerly
Bonifacio Street, south side, from Tandang Sora Street to 20 feet easterly

(Supervisor District 6)

Sidewalk widening is due to the improvements related to the 345 4th Street Project Improvements. Red zones 
are to provide better turning movement around the southeast corner.

Larry Yee; Larry.Yee@sfmta.com

BACKGROUND INFORMATION / COMMENTS
The proposed sidewalk extension will be located on Tandang Sora Street, between Bonifacio Street and Rizal 
Street. The sidewalk extension will extend 4.5 feet beyond the existing face of curb for a total length of 108 feet. 
The minimum resulting vehicular path of travel will be 26.6 feet wide. The purpose of the sidewalk extension is 
to provide space to fulfill the City’s street tree requirements, increased pedestrian width, and a sub-sidewalk 
transformer.

Handled: Larry Yee

Section Head 

No objections:____________

Item Held:________________

Other:__________________

Requested_by:
Public Hearing Consent

Public Hearing Regular

HEARING NOTIFICATION AND PROCESSING NOTES:    ENVIRONMENTAL CLEARANCE BY:

SFMTA - TASC SUMMARY SHEET

SFPW-BSM

Informational / Other
BW PH - Regular

     SFMTA       Attached       Pending

Friday, June 25, 2021

WMyles
Rejected

WMyles
Rejected



 

October 23, 2018 

 

RE: Proposed sidewalk change located at 345 4th Street, fronting AB 3751 

Lot 165 

 

The Office of the City and County Surveyor has received a request from 

KPFF to change the official sidewalk width located along the 

southwesterly side of Tandang Sora Street between Bonifacio Street and 

Rizal Street, fronting Assessor’s Block 3751 Lot 165.  The attached plans 

show the specific locations.   

  

The proposed sidewalk widening will provide space to fulfill the City’s 

street tree requirements, increase pedestrian width, and a sub-sidewalk 

transformer.  

   

Special notes for the Project: 

 

1. A lot of existing utility structures or facilities within the extent of 

project limits will be protected in-place, adjusted to finish grade, 

and to be removed/relocated. 

2. Removal of parking spots and new curb colors are being 

proposed. 

  

For questions concerning the project or the plans of the project, please 

contact Ryan Beaton at (415) 989-1004 or ryan.beaton@kpff.com.   

 

Please inform us within 30 days, whether or not you have any objections 

to this proposal or if you need additional time/information for review.  In 

the event that you must refer the documents to a public hearing, or a 

departmental committee, please notify us with the date and time of the 

scheduled hearing.  

 

Should you have any objections, please state them in writing and include 

any pertinent maps or other documentation.  If you have no objections, 

please state so by return letter or email. 

 

Your prompt response to this request is appreciated.  If you have any 

questions, please call or email at (415) 554-5794 or 

michael.abella@sfdpw.org.  

 

Attachments: Applicant Cover Letter, Sidewalk Legislation Application, 

Plans, Photos, and Circulation Letter 

 

Thank you very much. 

mailto:ryan.beaton@kpff.com
mailto:michael.abella@sfdpw.org


 

Sincerely, 

Michael L. Abella, PE 
 



 

  

September 17, 2018 

 

 

 

Application for Sidewalk Legislation 

 

Property Address:  345 4th Street, San Francisco CA 94107 

Assessor’s Block:  3751 

Lot Number:   165 

 

 

City and County Surveyor 

Department of Public Works 

Bureau of Street-Use & Mapping 

1155 Market Street, 3rd Floor 

San Francisco, CA 94103  

 

Dear Sir: 

 

We, hereby submit to you for your review and processing a proposed official sidewalk change, together 

with the Sidewalk Legislation Application, the checklist and all applicable items, fees, documents and data 

checked thereon. 

 

The proposed sidewalk extension will be located on Tandang Sora Street, between Bonifacio Street and 

Helen MacIntosh Lane. The sidewalk extension will extend 5 feet beyond the existing face of curb for a 

total length of 87 feet. The minimum resulting vehicular path of travel will be 25.6 feet wide. The purpose 

of the sidewalk extension is to provide space to fulfill the City’s street tree requirements, increased 

pedestrian width, and a sub-sidewalk transformer. 

 

 

Regards, 

 

 

 

 

Ryan Beaton, PE 

Associate, C82786 
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Tandang Sora Street facing Northbound 
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lyee
Architect
Sidewalk widening location

lyee
Architect
20 feet red curb

lyee
Line

lyee
Line



1

Yee, Larry

From: Law, Chad (FIR) <chad.law@sfgov.org>
Sent: Thursday, June 10, 2021 11:03 AM
To: Wong, Norman
Cc: Tang, Eleanor (DPW); Dusseault, Brian; Yee, Larry
Subject: RE: 345 4th-Vault Excavation Permit Meeting-Follow up

Thank you for the clarification Norman.  Fire has no issues at this time. 
 
Good day, 

Chad  

Captain Chad Law 

San Francisco Fire Department 
Bureau of Fire Prevention & Investigation 
698 Second Street, Room 109 
San Francisco, CA  94107 
415-558-3300 (Main) 
415-554-8988 (Direct) 
415-554- 8996 (Fax) 

415-238-5319 (Cell) 

chad.law@sfgov.org 

 
 
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This communication and its contents may contain confidential and/or legally privileged information. It is 
solely for the use of the intended recipient(s). Unauthorized interception, review, use or disclosure is prohibited and may violate 
applicable laws, including the Electronic Communications Privacy Act. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the 
sender and destroy all copies of the communication. 
 

From: Wong, Norman <Norman.Wong@sfmta.com>  
Sent: Thursday, June 10, 2021 9:30 AM 
To: Law, Chad (FIR) <chad.law@sfgov.org> 
Cc: Tang, Eleanor (DPW) <eleanor.tang@sfdpw.org>; Dusseault, Brian (MTA) <Brian.Dusseault@sfmta.com>; Yee, Larry 
(MTA) <Larry.Yee@sfmta.com> 
Subject: RE: 345 4th‐Vault Excavation Permit Meeting‐Follow up 
 
Hi Chad,  
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SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

Case No.: 
Project Address: 
Zoning: 

Block/Lot: 
Lot Size: 
Plan Area: 
Project Sponsor: 
Staff Contact: 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

Certificate of Determination 
Community Plan Evaluation 

2017-001690ENV 
345 4th Street 
Mixed Use-Office (MUO) 

85-X Height and Bulk District 
3751/165 
9,200 square feet 
Eastern Neighborhoods Area Plan 

Michael Stanton, Stanton Architecture, 415-865-900 
Josh Pollak, josh.pollak@sfgov.org, 415-575-8766 

The project site is located on the northeast side of 4th Street between Folsom and Harrison streets, and has 

frontages along 4th Street, Tandang Sora Street, and Helen Macintosh Lane (a private drive owned by 788 
Harrison Street), within the South of Market neighborhood. The project site currently contains a two

story retail building formerly used as a bicycle shop with an adjacent surface parking lot (accessed along 
Tandang Sora Street. 

(Continued on next page.) 

CEQA DETERMINATION 

The project is eligible for streamlined environmental review per Section 15183 of the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines and California Public Resources Code Section 21083.3 

DETERMINATION 

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

7 
Lisa Gibson 

Environmental Review Officer 

cc: Michael Stanton, Stanton Architecture, Project Sponsor; Supervisor Jane Kim, District 6; Kimberly 
Durandet, Current Planning Division; Virna Byrd, M.D.F.; Exemption/Exclusion File 

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

Reception: 
415.558.6378 

Fax: 
415.558.6409 

Planning . 
Information: 
415.558.6377 

lyee
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