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FILE NO. 130528 7/9/2013 ORLINANCE NO.

[Planning, Environment Codes - Bicycle Parking Standards; In Lieu Fee]

- Ordinance amending the Planning Code to revise the bicycle parking standards, allow

a portion of the bicycle parking requirements to be satisfied by payment of an in lieu
fee, allow automobile parking spaces to be reduced and replaced by bicycle parking
spaces, and authorize the Zoning Administrator to waive or modify required bicycle
parkihg; amending the Environment Code to revise cross-references to the Planning
Code and make technical amendments; and making environmental findings and
findings of consistency with the Generai Plan and the priority policies of Planning

Code, Section 101.1.

NOTE:; Additions are sznzle-underlme zralzcs Times New Roman;
deletions are
Board amendment additions are double- underllned

Board amendment deletions are stnkethme@h—nem

Be it ordained by the People of the City and County of San Francisco:

Section 1. Findings. |

(@) On June 25, 2009, by Motion No. 17912, the Planning Commission certified as
adequate, accurate and complete the Final Environmental Impact Report ("FEIR") for the
2009 San Francisco Bicycle Plan. On August 4, 2009 in Motion M09-136, the San Francisco
Board of Supervisors affirmed the decision of the Planning Commission to certify the FEIR
and rejected the appeal of the FEIR certification. Copies of Planning Commission 17912 and
Board of Supervisors Motion M09-136 are on file with the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors in
File No. 090913. In accordance with the actions contemplated herein, this Board has

reviewed the FEIR, and the note to the Bicycle Plan Project file dated May'9, 2013, and
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adopts and incorporates by reference, as though fully set forth herein, the findings, including a
statement of overriding considerations and the mitigation monijtoring and reporting program,
pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (California Public Resources Code
section 21000, et seq.), adopted by the Planning Commission on May 16, 2013, in Motion
18870. A copy of said motion is on file with the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors in File No.
130527. |

(b) Pursuant to Planning Code Section 302, the Board finds that the proposed
Ordinance will serve the public necessity, convenience and welfare.

(c) Ataduly noticed public hearing held on May 16, 20‘_[3, the Planning Commission in
Resolution No. 18871 found that the proposed Planning Code amendments contained in this
Ordinance are consistent with the City's General Plan-and with the Priority Policies of
Planning Code Section 101.1. The Commission recommended that the Board of Supervisors
adopt the proposed Planning Code amendments. The Board finds that the proposed Planning
Code amendments contained in this Ordinance are consistent with the City's General Plan
and with the Priorify Policies of Planning Code Section 101.1 for the reasons set forth in said
Resolution. |

Section 2. The San Francisco Planning Code is hereby amended by repealing

Sections 155.1 through 155.5, as follows:
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Section 3. The San Francisco Planning Code is hereby amended by adding Sections
155.1 through 155.4, to read as follows:
SEC. 155.1. BICYCLE PARKING: DEFINITIONS AND STANDARDS.

(a) Definitions. The following definitions are listed alphabetically and shall govern Sections

155.1 through 155.4. For the purvése of these Sections, all terms defined below will be in initial caps

throughout these Sections.
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"Attended Facility." A location in which the bicycle is delivered to and left with an attendant

with provisions for identifying the bicycle's owner. The stored bicycle is accessible only to the

attendant,

"Class 1 Bicycle Parking Space(s)."" Spaces in secure, weather-protected facilities intended

for use as long-term, overnight, and work-day bicycle storage by dwelling unit residents, non-

residential occupants, and Employees.

""Class 2 Bicycle Parking Space(s)." Bicycle racks located in a publicly-accessible, highly

visible location intended for transient or short-term use by visitors, guests, and patrons to the building

or use.

""Director.'’ Director of the Planning Department.

"Employees." Individuals employed by any entity operating or doing business on the subject

"Landlord." Any person who leases space in a building to the City. The term "Landlord” does

not include the City.

""Locker.'" A fully enclosed and secure bicycle parking space accessible only to the owner or

operator of the bicycle or owner and operator of the Locker.

""Monitored Parking." A location where Class 2 parking spaces are provided within an area

under constant surveillance by an attendant or security guard or by a monitored camera.

"New Building." A building or structure for which a new construction building permit is

issued after the effective date of the Section as determined in Section 1 55.1 (f).

"Person.'’' Any individual, proprietorship, partnership, joint venture, corporation, limited

ligbility company, trust, association, or other entity that may enter into leases.

""Responsible City Official.’’ The highest ranking City official of an agency or department

which has authority over a City-owned building or parking facility or of an agency or department for

which the City is leasing space.
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"Restricted Access Parking." A location that provides Class 2 bicycle racks within a locked

room or locked enclosure accessible only to the owners of bicycles parked within.

“Stacked Parking.” Bicycle parking spaces where racks are stacked and the racks that are not

on the ground accommodate mechanically-assisted lifting in order to mount the bicycle.

U-lock."" A rigid bicycle lock, typically constructed out of hardened steel composed of a solid

U-shaped piece whose ends are connected by a locking removable crossbar.

“Vertical Bicycle Parking.” Bicycle Parking that requires both wheels to be lifted off the

ground, with at least one wheel that is no more than 12 inches above the ground.

"Workspace." Any designated office, cubicle, workstation, or other normal work area at which

an employee typically performs daily work duties and not typically accessible to the public (such as in

the case of retail, restaurant, classroom, theater or similar settings) and is not used for circulation. A

‘Workspace shall also exclude any place where storage of a bicycle would be hazardous because of the

nature of the work being performed in the immediate vicinity, such as in an industrial or medical

setting.

(b) Standards for Location of bicycle Parking Spaces. These standards apply to all bicycle

parking subject to section 155.2, as well as bicvéle 2 parking for City-owned and leased buyildings,

parking garages and parking lots subject to Section 155.3. Bicycle racks shall be located in highly

visible areas as described in subsections below in order to maximize convenience and minimize theft

and vandalism.

(1) Class 1 spaces shall be located with direct access for bicycles without requiring use

of stairs. The location of such spaces shall allow bicycle users to ride to the entrance of the space or

the entrance of the lobby leading to the space. The design shall provide safe and convenient access to

and from bicycle parking facilities. Safe and convenient means include, but are not limited to, ramps

and wide hallways as described below. Escalators and stairs are not considered safe and convenient

means of ingress and egress and shall not be used. Use of elevators to access bicycle parking spaces
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shall be niinimz'zed for all uses and if necessary shall follow the requirements below. Bicycle parking

shall be at least as conveniently located as the most convenient nondisabled car parking provided for

the subject use. Residential buildings shall not use space in dwelling units, balconies or required

private open space for required Class I bicycle parking. Class 1 bicycle parking can be stored within

the allowable 1 00_ square feet yard obstruction described in Section 136(c)(23) of this Code. Class 1

bicycle parking spaces shall be located:

(A) On the ground floor within 100 feet of the major entrance to the lobby. There

shall be either: (i) convenient access to and from the street to the bicycle parking space and another

entrance from the bicycle parking space to the lobby area, or (ii) a minimum five foot wide hallway or

lobby space that leads to the bicycle parking major entrance, where direct access to bicycle parking

space from the street does not exist. Such access route may include up to two limited constriction

points, such as doorways, provided that these constrictions are no narrower than three feet wide and

extend for no more than one foot of distance.

(B) In the off-street automobile parking area, where lot confieurations or other

limitations do not allow bicycle parking spaces to be located near the lobby as described in subsection

(A) above. Bicycle parking spaces shqll be located on the first level of automobile parking either above

or below grade and still be located near elevators or other pedestrian entrances to the building.

(C) One level above or below grade, where the two options above will not be

possible due to an absence of automobile parking, small or unusual lot configurations, or other unique

limitations. In such cases, ramps or elevators shall be provided to access the bicycle parking space and

the bicycle parking spaces shall be near the elevators or other entrance to that story. At least one

designated access route meeting the dimensional requirements described in (A) above shall connect a

primary building entrance to the bicycle parking facility. For non-residential uses, any elevator

necessary tg access bicycle parking facilities larger than 50 spaces shall have clear passenger cab

dimensions of at least 70 square feet and shall not be less than seven feet in any dimension.
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(2) Class 2 spaces shall be located. as feasible, near all main pedestrian entries to the

uses to which they are accessory, and should not be located in or immediately adjacent to service, trash

or loading areas. Further standards for specific uses include:

(A) All uses, except non-accessory garages and parking lots, may locate Class 2

bicycle parking in a public right-of-way, such as on a sidewalk or in place of an_on-street auto parking

space, within 100 feet of a main entry to the subject building, subject to demonstration of preliminary

approval by the necessary City agencies. If existing Class 2 bicycle parking in the required quantities

already exists in a public right-of-way immediately fronting the subject lot, and such spaces are not

satisfying bicycle parking requirements for another use, such parking shall be deemed to meet the

Class 2 requirement for that use. Parking meters, poles, signs, or other street furniture shall not be

used to satisfy Class 2 bicycle parking requirements, unless other public agencies have specifically

designed and designated these structures for the parking of a bicycle.

(B) Non-residential uses other than non-accessory garages and parking lots, may

* locate Class 2 spaces in required non-residential open space (such as open space required by Sections

135.3 and 138 of this Code), provided that such bicycle parking does not occupy more than five percent

of the open space area or 120 square feet. whichever is greater, and does not affect pedestrian

circulation in the open space.

(C) Non-Accessory Garages and Parking Lots shall place Class 2 spaces within

the garage in a location that will protect them from wind-driven rain near a primary entrance.

(3) All bicycle parking spaces

(A) Stadiums, Arenas, and Amphitheaters shall provide Class 1 bicycle parking

for on-site Employees in a separate location from Class 2 parking provided as specified below:

(i) Such uses shall provide at least 75 percent but not more than 90

percent of Class 2 parking in the form of an Attended Facility for patrons. _The facilities shall

continuously staff the Attended Facility and make it available to patrons of events from not later than
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one hour before the event begins to not earlier than one hour after the event finishes during all events

with an expected attendance of greater than 2,000 people.

(ii) Class 2 parking that is not provided in an Attended Facility per

subsection (i) above shall be appropriately dispersed around the subject use in convenient and visible

surrounding public spaces and rights-of-way within 500 feet of the perimeter of subject use.

(B) Developments with multiple buildings shall disperse required bicycle

parking, for both Class 1 and Class 2 spaces, in smaller facilities located close to primary occupant

and visitor entries for each building, as appropriate, rather than in a large centralized facility serving

the multiple buildings.

(c) Design Standards for Bicycle Parking Spaces. These design standards apply to all bicycle

parking spaces subject to Sections 155.2 and 155.3. Bicycle parking shall follow the desien standards

established in Zoning Administrator Bulletin No. 9, which includes specific requirements on bicycle

parking layout and acceptable types of Class 1 and Class 2 bicycle parking spaces.

(1) Class 1 spaces shall protect the entire bicycle, its components and accessories

against theft and inclement weather, including wind-driven rain. Acceptable forms of Class 1 spaces

include (A) individual Lockers, (B) Attended Facilities, (C) Monitored Parking, (D) Restricted Access

Parking, and (E) Stacked Parking, as deﬁ'nea’ in Section 155.1 and further detailed in Zoning

Administrator Bulletin No. 9. When Class 1 spaces are provided_ as Restricted Access Parking, bicyle

racks shall follow the specifications in subsection 2 below. Stacked Parking spaces may be used to

satisfy any Class 1 required space. However, Class 1 spaces shall not require manually lifting the

entire bicycle more than three inches to be placed in the space, except as provided in subsection (3)

below for Vertical Bicycle Parking.

(2) Class 2 spaces shall meet the following design standards:

(A) Bicycle racks shall permit the locking of the bicycle frame and one wheel to

the rack with a U-lock without removal of the wheel, and shall support the bicycle in a stable, upright
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position without damage to wheels, frame or components. Class 2 spaces are encouraged, but not

required, to include weather protection, as feasible and appropriate.

(B) The surface of bicycle parking spaces need not be paved, but shall be

finished to avoid mud and dust.

(C) All bicycle racks shall be securely anchored to the ground or building

Structure, with tamper-resistant hardware.

(D) Bicycle parking spaces may not interfere with pedestrian circulation.

(3) Vertical Bicycle Parking. Vertical Bicycle Parking shall enable the bicycle to be

locked to a rack or other object permanently affixed to a wall. Vertical Bicycle Parking may satisfy

required bicycle parking pursuant to Section 155.2 and 155.3 where:

(A) - Such parking is primarily an Attended Facility where facility staff parks the

bicycles or such racks provide mechanical assistance for lifting the bicycle: or

(B) No more than one-third of the required Class I bicycle parking is provided

as Vertical Bicycle Parking; or

(C) Class 2 spaces for Personal Services, Restaurants, Limited Restaurants, and

Bars, as defined in Table 155.2(.16) are provided either indoors or outdoors. In such cases, no more

than one-third of all required Class 2 bicycle parking shall be provided as Vertical Bicycle Parking.

Class 2 bicycle parking for uses other than those deﬁ'n_ed in Table 155.2(.16) shall not provide any of

the required spaces as Vertical Bicycle Parking.,

(4) Signage requirements for bicycle parking. Where Class 2 bicycle parking areas are

not located in an outdoor location clearly visible to bicyclists approaching from adjacent public

roadways or paths, signs shall indicate the locations of the facilities on the exterior of the building at

each major entrance and in other appropriate locations. Such signs shall be not less than 12 inches

square and shall use the template provided in Zoning Administrator Bulletin No. 9. Where necessary,

additional directional signage to the bicycle parking area shall be provided.
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(d) Reduction of Auto Parking. When fulfilling bicycle parking requirements, the number of

required automobile parking spaces on any lot may be reduced in the following cases per Section

150(e) of this Code:

(1) Existing buildings subject to Section 155.2(a)(2) through 1 535.2(a)(5) or for City-

owned properties subject to Section 155.3;

(2) Existing buildings not subject to any bicycle parking reqguirements; or

(3) New Buildings subject to Section 155.2(a)(1).

When replacing automobile parking space with bicycle parking, layout and design standards in

Section 155.1 (c) and the Zoning Administrator Bulletin No. 9 shall be followed.

(e) Other Rules and Standards. This Section shall apply to all bicycle parking subject to

Sections 155.2 or 155.3, except as indicated.

(1) Except for non-accessory parking garages, bicycle parking required by Section

155.2 shall be provided at no cost or fee to building occupants, tenants and visitors.

(2) Required bicycle parking shall be provided on the subject lot except where

alternative locations are allowed in sections 155.2(e), 155.3(d), and 307(k) of this Code.

(3) The building, lot or garage may not establish unreasonable rules that interfere with

the ability of cyclists to conveniently access bicycle parking. Such unreasonable rules include hours of

operation and prohibitions on riding bicycles in areas where driving automobiles is permitted. The

rules may require cyclists to walk bicycles through areas that are pedestrian only and where motorized

vehicles are not permitted.

(4)_All plans submitted to the Department containing bicycle parking intended to satisfy

the requirements of Sections 155.2 and 155.3 shall indicate on said plans the locatioﬁ, dimensions, and

type_ of bicycle parking facilities to be provided, including the model or design of racks to be installed

and the dimensions of all aisle, hallways, or routes used to access the parking.
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(f)_Effective Date. The effective date of the requirements for bicycle parking for different uses

shall be the date that the Planning Code provisions pertaining to bicycle parking requirements for a

particular use first became effective, or the date subsequent modifications to the requirements for that

use, if any, became effective. The effective day for bicycle parking requirements for:

(A) Commercial and industrial uses shall be either September 7, 2001, when Ordinance

193-01 became effective, or th_e date subsequent modiﬁcatidns, if any, to the bicycle parking

requirements for commercial and industrial uses became effective.

(B) Residential uses shall be either August 19, 2005, when Ordinance 217-05 became

effective, or the date subsequent modifications, if any, to the bicycle parking requirements for

residential uses became effective.

(C) Non-accessory parking garages shall be either November 1 9, 1998, when

Ordinance 343-98 became effective, or the date a subsequent modification, if any, became effective.

(D) City-owned buildings, leased or purchased by the City shall be either January 11,

1996, when Qrdinance 31-96 became effective, or the date a subsequent modification, if any, became
effective.

SEC. 155.2. BICYCLE PARKING: APPLICABILITY AND REQUIREMENTS FOR SPECIFIC
USES.

Bicycle parking spaces are required in at least the minimum quantities specified in Table 155.2.

Bicycle parking shall meet the standards in Section 155.1.

(a) Applicability. The requirements of this Section apply in all the following cases regardless

of whether off-street automobile parking is available except if indicated:

(1) New Building;: or

(2) addition of a dwelling unit to an existing building where off-street vehicle parking

exists; or
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(3) addition to a building or lot that increases the building’s gross floor area by more

than 20 percent; or

(4) change of occupancy or increase in intensity of use which would increase the

number of total required bicycle parking spaces (inclusive of Class 1 and 2 spaces in aggregate) by 15

percent; or

() where DBI determines that an addition or alteration meets the bicycle parking

- thresholds set in the State Law California Title 24, Part 11, Sec 5.710.6.2 : or

(6) addition or creation of new gross square footage or an increase in the capacity of

off-street vehicle parking spaces for an existing building or lot. regardless of whether such vehicle

parking is considered accessory or a principally or conditionally permitted use.

{b) Rules for Calculating bicycle parking requirements

(1) Under no circumstances may total bicycle parking provided for any use. building, or

lot constitute less than five percent of the automobile parking spaces for the subject building, as

required by the State Law California Title 24, Part 11, Sec 5.710.6.2.

(2) Calculations of bicycle parking requirements shall follow the rules of Section 153(a)

of this Code.

(3) Where bicycle parking is required per subsection (a)(2) above, bicycle parking shall

be provided for all dwelling units at the same ratio as existing off-street vehicle parking is provided

relative 1o the amount of off-street vehicle parking that is required by this Code.

(4) Where bicycle parking is required due to addition, conversion, or renovation of an

existing building, per subsection (a)(3) above, the bicycle parking shall be calculated based on the total

square footage of the building or lot for all uses after the addition, conversion, renovation or parking

expansion.

(5) Where bicycle parking is required due to change of use, per subsection (a)(4) above,

the bicycle parking shall be calculated based on the occupied area of uses changed.
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(6) Where a project proposes to construct new non-residential uses or increase the area

of existing non-residential uses, for which the project has not identified specific uses at the time of

project approval by the Planning Department or Planning Commission, the project shall provide the

amount of non-residential bicycle parking reauifed for Retail Sales per Table 155.2.

Table 155.2

BICYCLE PARKING SPACES REQUIRED

(on lots with 3

Secure, weather protected space

units or less)

meeting dimensions set in

Zoning Administrator Bulletin

No. 9, one per unit, easily

accessible to residents and not

otherwise used for automobile

parking or other purposes.

Use Minimum Number of Class 1 Minimum Number of Class 2
Spaces Required Sgdces Required
155.2.10 | Dwelling Units | No racks required. Provide None

Dwelling units

One Class 1 space for every

(including SRO

units and
student housing
that are

dwelling units)

dwelling unit,

For buildings containing more
than 100 dwelling units, 100

Class 1 spaces plus one Class 1

One per 20 units

Dwelling units that are also

considered Student Housing per

Section 102.36 shall provide 50

space for every four dwelling

units over 100.

Dwelling units that are also

considered Student Housing per

percent more spaces than would

otherwise be required.
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Section 102.36 shall provide 50

percent_more spaces than

would otherwise be required.

5,000 occupied square feet

A2 Group housing | One Class 1 space for every Minimum two spaces. Two Class
(including SRO | four beds'. 2 spaces for every 100 beds.
units and - For buildings containing over | Group housing that is also
student housing | 100 beds, 25 Class 1 spaces considered Student Housing per
thdt are group | plus one Class I space for every | Section 102.36 shall provide 50
housing) five beds over 100. percent more spaces than would

Group housing that is also otherwise be required,
considered Student Housing per
Section 102.36 shall provide 50
percent more spaces than would
otherwise be required,
.13 Dwelling units One Class 1 space for every 10 | Minimum two spaces. Two Class
| dedicated to units or beds, whichever is 2 spaces for every 50 units or
senior citizens | applicable. beds, whichever is applicable .
Or persons with
physical
disabilities;
Residential
Care facilities
14 Offices One Class 1 space for every Minimum two spaces for any

office use greater than 5,000

gross square feet, one Class 2
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space for each additional 50,000

occupied square feet,

Retail Sales,

O O 0o N o ok~ W N

devoted to the

A5 One Class 1 space for every Minimum two spaces. One Class
including 7,500 square feet of occupied 2 space for every 2,500 sq. ft. of
grocery stores floor area, occupied floor area For uses

larger than 50,000 gross square
feet, 10 Class 2 spaces plus one
Class 2 space for every additional
10,000 occupied square feet.

A6 Personal One Class 1 space for every Minimum two spaces. One Class
Services. 7,900 square feet of occupied 2 space for every 750 square feet
Financial floor area. of occupied floor area.

Services
Restaurants.
Limited
Restaurants and
Bars
17 Retail space Minimum two spaces. One Minimum two spaces. One Class

Class 1 space for every 15,000

2 space for every 10,000 square

handling of
bulky

merchandise
such as motor
vehicles,

machinery or

square feet of occupied floor

areq,

feet of occupied floor area.
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furniture,
excluding
grocery stores

Patient Clinic

15,000 square feet of occupied

.18 Post-secondary | One Class 1 space for every Minimum two spaces. One Class
educational 20,000 square feet of occupied | 2 space for every 10,000 square
institution, floor area feet of occupied floor area.
including trade
school

A9 Elementary Two Class 1 spaces for every One Class 2 space for every
School classroom. classroom.

.20 Secondary Four Class 1 spaces for every One Class 2 space for every
School (Middle | classroom. classroom.

School and
High School)
21 Hospitals or In- | One Class 1 space for every One _Class 2 space for every

30,000 square feet of occupied

i ZOOV area.

floor area, but no less than four

located near each public

pedestrian entrance.
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22 Medical Offices

One Class 1 space for every

or Qut-patient

5,000 square feet of obccupied

One Class 2 space for every

15,000 sqgiare feet of occupied

Assembly and

Clinic floor area. floor area, but no less than four
located near each public
pedestrian entrance.

23 Theaters Five Class 1 spaces for One Class 2 space for every 50

facilities with a capacity of less

seats or for every portion of each

Entertainment, | than 500 guests: 10 Class 1 50 person capacity.
Amusemeﬁt spaces for facilities with
Arcade capacity of greater than 500
Bowling Alley, | guests.
Religious
Facility
24 Stadium, Arena, | One Class 1 space for every 20 | Five percent of venue capacity,

Amphitheater or
other venue of
public

gathering with
a capacity of
greater than

2,000 people

Employees during events.

excluding Employees. A portion

of these must be provided in

Attended Facilities as described

in Section 155.1 (b) (3)

25 Hotel, Motel,

One Class 1 space for every 30

Minimum two spaces. One Class

Hoszfel

rooms.

2 space for every 30 rooms,

- Plus -

One Class 2 space for every
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5,000 square feet of occupied

floor area of conference, meeting

or function rooms.

26 Self-Storage

Warehouse

Greenhouse or

One Class 1 space for every

40,000 sq. f't.

None,

Sales, Trade

Shop, Catering

Nursery (Non-
Retail

27 Light One Class 1 space for every Minimum of two spaces.
Manufacturing, | 12,000 square feet of occupied | Four Class 2 spaces for any use |
Wholesale floor area, except not less than | larger than 50,000 gross square

feet.

two Class 1 spaces for any use

larger than 5,000 occupied

Service

Business Goods

and Equipment

Repair,
Business
Service,
Laboratory, |

Integrated
PDR, Small

Enterprise
Workspace,

Greenhouse or

square feet.
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-Nursery (Retail)

.28 Public Uses Minimum two spaces or One Minimum two spaces or One

including Class 1 space for every 5,000 Class 2 space for every 2,500

Museum, square feet. : occupied square feet of publicly-

Library, _ ' accessible or exhibition area

Community

Center ,and

Arts Activities

29 Non-accessory | None. | One Class 2 space for every 20

automobile auto spaces, except in no case
garage or lot, less than six Class 2 spaces.

whether

publicly or
privately

accessible

30 - | Child Care Minimum two spaces or 1 space | One Class 2 space for every 20

for every 20 children. children.

31 Mortuary None. None.

(c) Contractual Limits on Liability. Requirements for non-aécessory garages and parking lots

subject to Table 155.2(.29) shall not interfere with the rights of a parking earage owner to enter into

agreements with parking garage patrons or take other lawful measures to limit the parking garage

owner's liability to patrons with respect to bicycles parked in the parking earage, provided that such

agreements or measures are in accordance with the requirements of this subsection.
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(d) In Lieu Fee for Required Class 2 Bicycle Parking. An applicant may satisfy some or all of

the requirements to provide Class 2 bicycle parking by paying the Bicycle Parking In Liey Fee

provided in Section 430 of this Code.

O O 00 N o o »~ 0N

(e) Alternative locations, Waivers and Variances. The Zoning Administrator may

administratively waive or grant a variance from bicycle parking requirements or approve alternative

locations for bicycle parking under the procedures of Sections 305 and 307(k) of this Code.

SEC. 155.3. BICYCLE PARKING REQUIREMENTS FOR CITY-OWNED AND LEASED
PROPERTIES.

(a) Applicability. This Section applies to the installation of bicycle parking in existing buildings

owned, leased or purchased by the City and City-owned non-accessory parking earages and parking

lots.

(b) Requirements. For all City-owned or leased buildings, non-accessory garages, and parking

lots , regardless of whether oﬁ”—street vehicle parking is available, the Responsible City Official, as

defined in Section 155.1, shall provide bicycle parking according to the use categories specified in

Table 155.2. All required bicycle parking provided per this Section shall conform to the standards of

Sections 155.1 and 155.2. The provisions of this Section shall not apply in any case where the City

occupies property as a tenant under q lease, the term of which does not exceed one year.

(c) Lease Provisions.

(1) Lease provisions apply to all City leases for buildings that are subject to the

requirements of subsection 155.3 and under which the City is a tenant. Such leases shall specifically

provide that the Landlord agrees to make space available in the building for bicycle parking facilities.

These facilities shall be available for the term of the lease. These leases shall also provide that the

Responsible City QOfficial may install, at no cost to the Landlord, bicycle parking facilities that are in

compliance with subsection (b).
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(2) This subsection (c) does not in any way limit the ability of the Zoning Administrator

to approve alternative locations for bicycle parking under provision of Section 307(k). In the event that

an exemption is granted or an alternative location is approved allowing the installation of bicycle

parking facilities on property that is not included in a building leased by the Responsible City Official,

or on property that belongs to the Landlord, subsection (c) does not apply. If the alternative location is

on property that is owned by the Landlord, but is not inside the building to be leased by the Responsible

City Official, the lease provision of subsection (c) is required and shall identify that property as the

location of the bicycle parking facility.

(d) Alternative Locations, Reductions or Exemptions. In the event that compliance with

Section 155.3(b) for Clas; 1 bicycle parking may not be feasible because of demonstrable hardship

"~ including but not limited to absence of an off-street automobile garage on the subject lot, the

Responsible City Official may apply to the Zoning Administrator under the procedures of Section

307(k)(1 b) for approval of an alternative storage location, reduction or exemption from the

requirements. Waivers and Variances for Class 2 bicycle parking required by subsection (b) above

would be subject to the same measures as Section 307(k)(2).

(e) Implementation. Except as provided in subsection (2)(2), all City-owned buildings and

parking garages subject to Section 155.3 shall comply and install the required bicycle parking and

associated signage within one year of the effective date of this Ordinance No.

(1) Where this Section imposes requirements on the City, the Responsible City Official

shall be responsible for fulfilling such requirements.

(2) If during the one-year implementation period set forth in subsection (e) the demand

for the bicycle parking facilities is less than 80 percent of the spaces within 20 consecutive non-holiday

weekdays, the parking garage may apply to the Zoning Administrator under the procedures of Section

307(k)(1)B) for permission to delay full compliance with subsection(b). In the case of a park_iﬂg

garage that is not predominantly used during the regular work week (for example, a parking garage
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near an event venue), the Zoning Administrator may designate an alternative period other than "non-

holiday weekdays" for purposes of evaluating an exemption from the full requirements of subsection

(b). Such alternative period may include, but not be limited to, 10 consecutive weekends or 20 days on

which the parking garage primarily serves customers attending an event at a nearby venue.

(3) Except as provided in subsection (g)(2), existing City-owned buildings and garages

with existing substandard racks, which do not comply with acceptable rack types defined in 155.1(c),

shall have one year from the effective date of this Section to replace them with conforming racks.

(f) Monitoring. The Planning Department shall, every five years, beginning with 2013, survey

the amount, location, and usage of both Class 1 and Class 2 bicycle parking spaces at (A) City Hall,

(B) the Main Library, (C) the 25 other City-owned or leased buildings which have the highest square

footage as identified in a list published by the City’s Department of Real Estate, and (D) City-owned

garages in order to report compliance with this Section and to ascertain whether current requirements

are adequate to meet demand for such parking spaces. Such survey of usage shall be conducted during

the months of March through October and shall document usage onat least two fair-weather non-

holiday week days. A report on such findings shall be submitted to the Planning Comniission and the

San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency Board of Directors. If current requirements are

inadequate, the Director shall draft and submit to the Board of Supervisors proposed legislation that

would remedy the deficiency. For the purposes of this subsection, “inadequate” shall mean an

occupancy of greater than 85 percent or in cases where bicycles are clearly parked in non-standard

locations due to crowding of the provided facilities.

(g) Miscellaneous Standards and Requirements.

(1) In any City-owned or leased building, non-accessory parking garage, or parking lot

that contains more than the required number of bicycle parking spaces as set forth above. the

Responsible City Official or private parking garage owner shall not remove such additional bicycle

parking spaces without petitioning the Zoning Administrator. Such a petition may not be filed until at
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least one year after the effective date of this Section. That petition shall demonstrate that the spaces the

Responsible City Official or private parking garage owner seeks authority to remove have not been

necessary to meet the demand of Employees and other building users.

(2) For existing buildings owned,_leased or purchased by the City and City-owned

parking garages. the Responsible City Official shall comply with this Section 155.3. The Board of

Supervisors does not intend to impose requirements of this Section on any Responsible Ciry Official

where such application would impair obligations ‘of contract.

SEC. 155.4. REQUIREMENTS FOR SHOWER FACILITIES AND LOCKERS

(a) Applicability. Requirements for shower facilities and lockers are applicable under the

provisions of Section 155.2 (a)(1) through (a)(4) for uses defined under subsection (c) below. Subject

uses shall provide shower and clothes locker facilities for short-term use of the tenants or Emplovees in

that building. When shower facilities and lockers are required due to additions to. conversion. or

renovation of uses, facilities shall be calculated based on the total square footage of the building or lot

after the addition, conversion or renovatiows.

(b) Effective Date. The effective date of the requirements of this Section, shall be either

November 19, 1998, which is the date that the requirements ori,qinall]) became effective by Ordinance

343-98, or the date a subsequent modification, if any, became effective.

(c) Requirements

Uses : Minimum Shower Facility and Lockers Required

Offices, Post-Secondary educational - One shower and six clothes lockers where

institution, including trade school; Elementary | the occupied floor area exceeds 10,000 square

and Secondary School; Child Care; Hospitals | feet but is no greater than 20,000 square feet..

and In-Patient Clinic, Medical Offices or Qut- -Two showers and 12 clothes lockers

Patient Clinic; Public Uses including Museum, | where the occupied floor area exceeds 20,000

Supervisor Avalos
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS : Page 38
71972013




O © 0o N O o A 0N -~

N N N N N N a2 a a o ey v e 0 oo
[&)] i-N w N - [ew) © (0] ~ (@] [8)] E.N w N =

Library, Community Center, and Art Services:

square feet but is no greater than 50,000 square

Light Manufacturing, Wholesale sales. Trade

feet,

Shop, Catering Services, Business Goods and

Equipment Repair, Business Service,

Laboratory, Integrated PDR, Small Enterprise

-Four showers and 24 clothes lockers are

required where the occupied floor area exceeds

20,000 square feet,

Workspace,

Retail Sales, Restaurant, Limited Restaurants,

Bars; Personal Services

feet.

- One shower and six clothes lockers where

the occupied floor area exceeds 25,000 square feet

but is no greater than 50,000 square feet,

- Two showers and 12 clothes lockers where

the occupied floor area exceeds 50,000 square

(d) Exemptions. An owner of an existing building subject to the requirements of this Section

133.4 shall be exempt from subsection (c) upon submitting proof to the Zoning Administrator that the

owner has made arrangements with a health club or other facility, located within three blocks of the

building, to provide showers and lockers at no cost to the Emplovees who work in the owner's building.

Section 4. The San Francisco Planning Code is hereby amended by adding Sections

430 and 430.1 and renumbering existing Section 430, to read as follows:

SEC. 430. BICYCLE PARKING IN LIEU FEE.

(a) Application of Fee. 4 project sponsor may satisfy some or all of the requirement to provide

Class 2 bicycle parking under this Code by paying the Bicycle Parking In Lieu Fee provided in this

Section.
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(1) The sponsor may elect to pay an in lieu fee to satisfy up to 50 percent of the Class 2

bicycle parking requirement for the uses specified in Table 155.2, provided that no more than 20

required Class 2 bicycle parking spaces are satisfied through the in lieu payment under this subsection.

(2) Notwithstanding subsection (a)(1), the sponsor may elect to pay an in lieu fee to

satisfy up to 100 percent of the requirement for uses required by Table 155.2 to provide four or fewer

Class 2 bicycle parking spaces.

(3) The sponsor shall pay the in lieu fee for all Class 2 bicycle parking spaces for which

a variance or waiver is sought and granted by the Zoning Administrator under Sections 305 and 307(k)

of this Code.

(b) Amount of Fee. The amount of the in liey fee shall be $400 per Class 2 bicycle parking

space. This fee shall be adjusted pursuant to Sections 409 and 410 of this Code.

(c) Department Notice to Development Fee Collection Unit at the Department of Building

Inspection (“DBI”). If the project sponsor has elected to pay the Bicycle Parking In Lieu Fee to satisfy

some or all required Class 2 bicycle parking spaces, the Department shall immediately notify the

Development Fee Collection Unit at DBI of its determination, in addition to the other information

required by Section 402(b) of this Article.

(d) COLLECTION OF BICYCLE PARKING IN LIEU FEE. The Bicycle Parking In Lieu Fee

Is due and payable to the Development Fee Collection Unit at DBI prior to issuance of the first

construczfion document in accordance with Section 107A.13.15 of the San Francisco Building Code.

(e) Process for Revisions of Determination of Requirements. In the event that the Department

or the Commission takes action affecting any deyvelopment project subject to this Section 430 and such

action is subsequently modified, superseded, vacated, or reversed by the Board of Appeals. the Board

of Supervisors, or by court action, the Department shall determine any revisions of the bicycle parking

requirement, including the in lieu fee, as applied to the project, following the procedures of Section

402(c) of this Article.
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SEC. 430.1. BICYCLE PARKING FUND.

There is hereby established a separate fund set aside for a special purpose entitled the Bicycle

Parking Fund ("Fund"). This fund shall be administered by the San Francisco Municipal

Transportation Agency. DBI shall deposit in the Fund all monies it collects under Section 430. The

City shall use all monies deposited in the Fund solely to install and maintain bicycle parking in areas

of the City with inadequate public short-term bicycle parking facilities. -

SEC. 430 431. SEVERABILITY.

In the evenf that a court or agency of competent jurisdiction holds that federal or state
law, rule or regulatiqn invalidates any clause, sentence, paragraph or section of this Article or
the application thereof to any person or circumstances, it is the intent of the Board of
Supervisors that the court or agency sever such clause, sentence, paragraph or section so
that the remainder of this Article shall remain in effect.

Section 5. The San Francisco Planning Code is hereby amended by amending
Sections 150, 153, 157.1, 249.46, 305, and 307 to read as follows: |
SEC. 150. OFF-STREET PARKING AND LOADING REQUIREMENTS.

(a) General. This Article 1.5 is intended to assure that off-street parking and loading
facilities are pfovided in amounts and in a manner that will be consistent with the objectives
and policies of the San Francisco General Plan, as part of a balanced transportation system
that makes suitable prdvision for walking, cycling, public transit, private vehicles, and the
movement of goods. With respect to off-street parking, this Article is intended to require
facilities where needed but discourage excessive amounts of automobile parking, to avoid
adverse effects upon surrounding areas and uses, and td encourage effective use of walking,
cycling, and public transit as alternatives to travel by private automobile.

(b) Spaces Required. Off-street parking and loading spaces, according to the

requirements stated in this Article 1.5, shall be provided for any structure constructed, and any
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use established, whether public or private, after the original effective date of any such
requirement applicable to such structure or use.

(c) Additions to Structure and Uses.

(1) For any structure or use lawfully existing on such effective date, off-street
parking and loading spaces need be provided onIyrin the case of a major addition to such
structure or use, and only in the quantity required for the major addition itself. Any lawful
deficiéncy in off-street parking or loading spaces existing on sqf:h effective date may be
carried forward for the structure or use, apart from such major éddition.

(2) For these purposes, a "major addition” is hereby defined as any
enlargement, alteration, change of occupancy or increase in intensity of use which would
increase the number of off-street parking spaces required for dwélling units by two or more
spaces; which would increase the number of off-street parking spaces required for uses other
than dwelling units by at least 15 percent or by at least five spaces, whichever is greater; or
which would increase the requirement for off-street loading spaces by at least 15 percent.

(38) Successive additions made after the effective date of an off-street parking
or loading requirement shall be considered cumulative, and at the time such additions become
major in their total, off-street parking and loading spaces shall be provided as required for
such major addition.

(d) Spaces to be Retained. Once any off-street parking or loading space has been
provided which wholly or partially meets the requirements of this Code, such off-street parking
or. loading space shall not thereafter be reduced, eliminated or made unusable in any manner;
provided, however, that in the Outer Clement Neighborhood Commercial District a maximum
of one off-streét parking space may be used for the storage of materials for a commercial use
if the commercial use is on a lot contiguous to the lot on which the parking space is located

and if access between the commercial use and the storage is available without the use of a
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public sidewalk or other public right-of-way and if the storage occurred prior to 1985. Any
required residential parking space may be leased or rented on a monthly basis as provided
under Sectioh 204.5(b)(1) of this Code, and such lease or rental shall not be considered a
reduction or elimination of required spaces.

(e) Reduction and Replacement of Off-Street Parking Spaces. Notwithstanding subsection (d)

above, off-street parking spaces may be reduced and replaced by bic¢ycle parking spaces based on

standards provided in Section 155.1(d) of this Code. Once bicycle parking spaces replace an

automobile parking space, such bicycle parking shall not be reduced or eliminated. Such bicycle

parking spaces may be converted back to automobile parking space, provided that the required

numbers of bicycle pdrking spaces subject to Sections 155.2 and 155.3 of this Code are still met after

removal of bicycle parking spaces.

fe) (f) Parking in Excess 1of the Maximum Permitted. Any off-street parking space or
spaces which existed lawfully at the effective date of this Section and which have a total
number in excess of the maximum permitted off-street parking spaces permitted under
Section 151.1 shall be considered noncomplying features pursuant to Section 180(a)(2) and
shall be regulated as set forth in Section 188. .
SEC. 153. RULES FOR CALCULATION OF REQUIRED SPACES.

(a) In the calculation of off-street parking, exd freight loading spaces;and bicycle parking

spaces required under Sections 151, 152, erd 152.1, 155.2. 155.3 and 155.4 of this Code, the

following rules shall apply:
(1) In the case of mixed uses in the same structure, on the same lot or in the
same development, or more than one type of activity involved in the same use, the total

requirements for off-street parking and loading spaces shall be the sum of the requirements

for the various uses or activities computed separately, including fractional values.
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(2) Where an initial quantity of floor area, rooms, seats or other form of
measurement is exempted from off-street parking or loading requirements, such exemption
shall apply only once to the aggregate of that form of measurement. If the initial exempted
quantity is exceeded, for either a structure or a lot or a development, the requirement shall
apply to the entire such structure, lot or development, unless the contrary is specifically stated
in this Code. In combining the requirements for use categories in mixed use buildings, all
exemptions for initial quantities of square footage for the uses in question shall be
disregarded, excepting the exemption for the initial quantity which ié the least among all the
uses in question.

(3) Where a structure or use is divided by a zoning district boundary line, the
requirements as to quantity of off-street parking and loading spaces shall be calculated in
proportion to the amount of such structure or use located in each zoning district.

(4) Where seats are used as the form of measurement, each 22 inches of space
on benches, pews and similar seating facilities shall be considered one seat.

(6) When the calculation of the required number of off-street parking or freight
loading spaces results in a fractional number, a fraction of ¥ or more shall be adjuéted to the
next higher whole number of spaces, and a fraction of less than ¥ may be disregarded.

(6) In C-3, MUG, MUR, MUO, UMU, and South of Market Districts, substitution
of two service vehicle spaces for each required off-street freight ‘

(b) The requirements for off-street parking and loading for any use not specifically
mentioned in Sections 151 and 152 shall be the same as for a use specified which is similar,
as determined by the Zoning Administrator.

(c) For all uses and all districts covered by Section 151.1, the rules of calculation
established by subsection (a) shall apply to the determination of maximum permitted spaces

al allowed by Section 151.1.
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SEC. 157.1. CONDITIONAL USE APPLICATIONS FOR NON-ACCESSORY PARKING
GARAGES IN EASTERN NEIGHBORHOODS MIXED USE DISTRICTS AND DTR |
DISTRICTS.

(a) In considering a Conditional Use application for a non-accessory parking garage in
Eastern Neighborhoods Mixed Use Districts and DTR Districts, the Planning Commission
shall affirmatively find that such facility meets all the criteria and standards of this Section, as
well as any other requirement of this Code as applicable.

(b) A non-accessory garage permitted with Conditional Use may not be permitted
under any condition to provide additional accesséry parking for.specific residential or non-
residential uses if the number of spaces in the garage, in addition to the accessory parking
permitted in the subject project or building, would exceed those amounts permitted as-of-right |
or as a Conditional Use by Section 151.1.

(c) Criteria.

(1) Such facility shall meet all the design requirements for setbacks from
facades and wrapping with active uses at all levels per the requirements of Section 145.1; and

(2) Such parking shall not be accessed from any protected Transit or
Pedestrian Street described in Section ‘155(r); and |

(8) Such parking garage shall be located in a building where the ratio of gross
square footage of parking uses to other uses that are pefmitted or Conditionally permitted in
that district is not more than 1 to 1; and

(4) Such parking shall be available for uée by the general public on equal terms
and shall not be deeded or made available exclusiveiy to tenants, residents, owners or users
of any particular use or building except in cases that such parking meets the criteria of

subsection (d) or (e) below; and
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(5) Such facility shall provide spaces for car sharing vehicles per the
requirements of Section 166 and bicycle parking per the requirements of Sections 155.1 and
155.2; and _

(6) Such facility, to the extent open to the public per subsection (4) above, shall
meet the pricing requirements of Section 155(g) and shall generally limit the proposed parking
to short-term occupancy rather than long-term occupancy; and |

(7) Vehicle movement on or around the facility does not unduly impact
pedestrian spaces or mbvement, transit service, bicycle movement, or the overall traffic
movement in the district; and

(8) Such facility and its access does not diminish the quality and viability of
existing or planned streetscape enhancements.

(d) Parking of Fleet Vehicles. Parking‘ of fleet of commercial or governmental
vehicles intended for work-related use by Employees and not used for parking of Employees'
personal vehicles may be permitted with Conditional Use provided that the Commission
affirmatively finds all of the above criteria except criteria (4) and (6).

(e) Pooled Residential Parking. Non-accessory parking facilities limited to use by
residents, tenants or visitors of specific off-site devélopment(s) may be permitted with
Conditional Use provided that the Commission affirmatively finds all of the above criteria
under (c) except criteria (4) and (6), and provided that the proposed parking on the subject lot
would not exceed the maximum amounts permitted by Section 151.1 with Conditional_ Use or
309.1 and 329 exception as accessory for the uses in the off-site residential development. For
the purpose of this subsection, an "off-site development" is a development which is existing or
has been approved by the Planning Commission or Planning Department in the previous 12

months, is located on a lot other than the subject lot, and does not include any off-street
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parking. A Notice of Special Restrictions shall be recorded on both the off-site and subject
development lot indicating the allocation of the pooled parking.
SEC. 249.46 VETERANS COMMON SPECIAL USE DISTRICT
In order to facilitate the development of the Veterans Commons Project for homeless
veterans, #et there shall be a special use dietrict known as the Veterans Commons Special
Use District, consisting of Assessor's Block No. 3513, Lot No. 07, at the street location
address 150 Otis Street, and as designated on Sheet SUO7 of the Zoning Map of the City and
County of San Francisco. The following provisions shall apply within the Veterans Common
Special Use District: |
(a) Construction of Affordable Housing Project. The property in the Veterans ‘
Commons Special Use District may be converted from public institutional special to a
residential housing project with attendant meeting rooms, community kitchens and ancillary
services, and property management offices.
(b) Controls. Notwithstanding any other provisions of this Code, the following controls
shall govern uses in this Special Use District:
(1) This Special Use District shall permit uses consistent with the RTO
(Residential Transit Oriented) subject to the exceptions listed below:
5 (A) Rear Yard. The rear yard requirements under Section 134 shall
not apply. |
ﬁﬁ-@ Usable Open Space. The usable open space requirements under
Section 135(d) shall not apply.
fi#5 (C) Sunlight and Dwelling Unit Exposure. The sunlight and
dwelling unit exposure requirements of Section 140 shall not apply to any west facing units.
| {iv) (D) Section £55-5155.2 Bicycle Parking. Bicycle pafking requirements
under Section £55-5155.2 shall not apply.
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& (E) Section 207.6 Dwelling Unit Mix. The two-bedroom unit
requirements under Section 207.6 shall not apply.

(2) Density. Notwithstanding the density requirements of Section 209, the
Special Use District shall allow up to 76 dwelling units (or a ratio of no less than 89.41 sq.
ft./dwelling) in a single building.

(8) On-site Social Services. The area dedicated to on-site social
services/special service provision shall be no greater than 6,300 sq. ft. and shall be located in
or below the ground story.

SEC. 305. VARIANCES..

(a) General. The Zoning Administrator shall hear and make determinations regarding
applications for variances from the strict application of quantitative standards in this Code. He
shall have power to grant only such variances as may be in harmony with the general purpose
and intent of this Code and in accordance with the general and specific rules contained
herein, and he shall have power to grant such variances only to the extent necessary to
overcome such practical difficulty or unnecessary hardship as may be established in
accordance with the provisions of this Section. No variance shall be granted in whole or in
part Which would have an effect substantially equivalent to a reclassification of property; or
which would permit any use, any height or bulk of a building or structure, or any type or size or
height of sign not expressly permitted by the provisions of this Code for the district or districts
in which the property in question is located; or which would grant a privilege for which a
conditional use procedure is provided by this Code; or which would change a definition in this
Code; or which would waive, reduce or adjust the inclusionary housing requirements of
Sections 315 415 through 345:9 415.9; or which would reduce or waive any portion of the
usable open space fees applicable under certain circumstances in the Eastern Neighborhoods

Mixed Use Districts pursuant to Section 135% and 135.3(d)-; or which would waive or reduce
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the quantity of bicycle parking required by Sections 155.2 through 155.3 where off-street automobile

parking is proposed or existing. A variance may be eranted for the bicycle parking layout requirements

in Section 155.1 of this Code. If the relevant Code provisions are later changed so as to be more

restrictive before a variance authorization is acted upon, the more restrictive new provisions,
from which no variance was granted, shall apply. The procedures for variances shall be as
specified in this Section and in Sections 306 through 306.5.

(b) Initiation. A variance action may be initiated by application of the owner, or
authorized agent fo.r the owner, of the property for which the variance is sought.

(c) Determination. The Zoning Administrator shall hold a hearing on the application,
provided, however, that if the variance requested involves a deviation of less than 10 percent
from the Code requirement, the Zoning Administrator may at his option either hold or not'hold
such a hearing. No variance shall be granted in whole or in part unless there exist, and the
Zoning Administrator specifies in his findings as part of a written decision, facts sufficient to
establish:

(1) That there are exceptional or extraordinary circumstances applying to the
property involved or to the intended use of the property that do not apply generally to other
property or uses inAthe same class of district;

' (2) That owing to such exceptional or extraordinary circumstances the literal
enforcement of specified provisions of this Code would result in practical difficulty or

unnecessary hardship not created by or attributable to the applicant or the owner of the

property;

(8) That such variance is necessary for the preservation and enjoyment of a
substantial property right of the subject property, possessed by other property in the same

class of district;
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(4)  That the granting of such variance will not be materially detrimental to the
public welfare or materially injurious to the property or improvements in the vicinity; and

(6) That the granting of such variance will be in harmony with the general
purpose and intent of this Code and will not adversely affect the Master General Plan.

‘Upon issuing his written decision either granting or denying the variance in whole or in
part, the Zoning Administrator shall forthwith transmit a copy thereof to the applicant. The
action of the Zoning Administrator shall be final and shall become effective 10 days after the
date of his written decision except upon the filing of a valid appeal to the Board of Pesmiz
Appeals as provided in Section 308.2.

(d) Conditions. When considering an application for a variance as provided herein
with respect to applications for development of "dwellings" as defined in Chapter 87 of the
San Francisco Administrative Code, the Zoning Administrator, or the Board of Appeals on
appeal, shall comply with that Chapter which requires, among other things, that the Zoning

Administrator and the Board of Appeals not base any decision regarding the development of

| "dwellings" in which "protected class" members are likely to reside on information which may

be ,discriminatory to any member of a "protected class" (as all such terms are defined in
Chapter 87 of the San Francisco Administrative Code). In addition, in granting any variance as
provided herein, the Zoning Administrator, or the Board of Resssis Appeals on appeal, shall
specify the character and extent thereof, and shall also prescribe such conditions as are
necessary to secure the objectives of this Code. Once any portion of the granted variance is
utilized, all such specifications and conditions pertaining to such authorization shall become
immediately operative. The violation of any specificatibn br condition so imposed shall
constitute a violation of this Code and may constitute grounds for revocation of the variance.
Such conditions may include time limits for exercise of the granted variance; otherwise, any

exercise of such variance must commence within a reasonable time.
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SEC. 307. OTHER POWERS AND DUTIES OF THE ZONING ADMINISTRATOR.

In addition to those specified in Sections 302 through 306, and Sections 316 through
316.68 of this Code, the Zoning Administrator shall have the following powers and duties in
administration and enforcement of this Code. The duties described in this Section shall be
performed under the general supervision of the Director of Planning, who shall be kept
informed of the actions of the Zoning Administrator.

hkkk

(k) Waiver or Modification of Required Bicycle Parking., The Zoning Administrator shall

conduct the review of any administrative waiver under Section 307(k) as part of._and incorporate into,

" a related building permit application or other required project authorization and shall not require an

additional fee or application.

(1) Waiver or modification for Class 1 bicycle parkin‘g requirements.

(A) Alternative locations. The Zoning Administrator may grant approval that

Class I bicycle parking be located on an off-site lot. under certain circumstances. Uses subject to

Section 155.2 may apply for alternative locations approval only when off-street automobile parking

. does not exist on the subject lot. Existing City-owned buildings subject to 155.3 may apply for

alternative locations approval when compliance with subsection 155.3 (b) may not be feasible because

of demonstrable hardship including when off-street automobile parking does not exist on the subject

lot. In acting upon all these cases, the Zoning Administrator shall be euided by the following criteria:

(i) Such alternative facilities shall be well lit and secure.

(ii) The alternative facility bicycle entrance shall be no more than 500

feet from the entrance of the primary building, unless there are no feasible locations within a 500 foot

radius that can be provided. However, in no event shall an alternative location be approved that is

farther from the entrance of the building than the closest automobile parking garage.
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(B) Temporary Exemptions. The Zoning Administrator may issue a temporary

exemption for bicycle parking subject to Section ] 35.3 of this Code for one year, under the following

circumstance: For required Class ] bicycle parking requirements in City-owned and leased buildings,

if no feasible alternative parking facility exists nearby that can be approved pursuant to Subsection

(kNI)(A) above, or securing an alternative location would be unduly costly and pose a demonstrable

hdrdship on the Landlord, or on the City where the City owns the building. In order to obtain an

exemption, the Responsible City Official shall certify to the Zoning Administrator in writing that the

Landlord, or the City where the City owns the building, will not prohibit Employees from Storing a

bicycle in a Workspace provided that such bicycles are stored in a way that the Fire Code is not

violated and that the normal business of the building isvnot disrupted, The Responsible City Official

shall provide the required bicycle parking within one year of the issuance of such exemption, or shall

obtain a new exemption for each year until such bicycle parking is provided.

(2) Waiver or modification of Required Class 2 Bicycle Parking. The Zoning

Administrator may administratively waive some or all of the Class 2 bicycle parking requirement in any

case when all of findings (A)-(D) are affirmatively met for some or all of the Class 2 requirements:

(A) No off-street auto parking is provided on-site in a garage or lot:

(B)_No on-site publicly-accessible open space is provided where it would be

appropriate to locate some or all of the required Class 2 bicycle parking as allowed per Section

155.1(b)(2) of this Code;

(C) The brovision of on-site Class 2 bicycle parking is not desirable or feasible

based on the physical character, pedestrian circulation, historic character or urban design of the

building and block;

(D) The San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency, Department of Public

Works, or other relevant agency will not grant approval to install Class 2 bicycle racks in the public

right-of-way adjacent to the subject lot sufficient to meet the requirements because the bicycle rack
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would: (i) interfere with utilities or the general public welfare or (ii) adversely affect the design and

configuration of existing or planned streetscape improvements.

(E) In lieu Fee in case of Waiver or Variance for Class 2 Parking. For each

required Class 2 bicycle parking space that the Zoning Administrator waives as a result of a variance

per Section 305 or waives in accordance with subsection (D)(ii) above, the project sponsor shall pay an

in lieu bicycle parking fee as provided by Section 430 et seq. of this Code. |
Section 6. Thé San Francisco Environment Code is hereby amended by amending
Section 402, to read as follows:
SEC. 402. TENANT BICYCLE PARKING IN EXISTING COMMERCIAL BUILDINGS.
(a) Scope. This Section shall apply to a building the principal occupancy of which is a
commercial use, as defined in the Planning Code, that
(1)  isin existence on the operative date of this Section, or is proposed to be
constructed under an élready issued permit but is not yet constructed, and
(2) is not subject to the applicability measures established in Section I 55.2(a) of

the Planning Code for bicycle parking MWM&%&H&&&L%&M.

(b) Bicycle Access to Commercial Buildings.

(1) Applicability. Beginning January 1, 2012, or 30 days after the effective
date of this Section, whichever is later, an owner, lessee, manager, or other person who
confrols a building within the scope of Section 402 shall allow tenants to bring bicycles into the
subject building.

(2) Request for Limited Access. The owner, lessee, manager, or other person
who controls a building within the scope of Section 402 who wishes to prescribe specific
details and Iimitations on bicycle access to the subject building shall complete a Bicycle
Access Plan in accdrdance with subsection (b)(3) below.

(3) Bicycle Access Plan.
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(A) Completion of Plan. The Bicycle Access Plan ("Plan") shall be in
writing on a form provided by the Department of the Environment. Bicyclé access shall be
granted to the requesting tenant or subtenant and its employees in'accordénce with the Plan.

(B) Plan Information. The Plan shali include:

(i) the location of entrances;

(i) route to elevators and/or stairs that accommodate bicycle
access;

(iif) the route to a designated area for bicycle parking on an
accessible level if such bicycle parking is made available; and |

(iv) such other information as the Department of the Enviro.nment
may require.

The Plan shall provide that bicycle access is available, at a minimum, during the

regular operating hours of the subject building.

(C) Plan Amendment. The Plan may be amended from time to time to

- accommodate requests from other tenants or sibtenants to provide bicycle access under this

Section 402.
(4) Exception.

(A) Application. The owner, lessee, manager, or other person who
controls a building may apply to the Director of the Department of the Environment for an
exception if: | '
| (i) the building's elevators are not available for bicycle access
because unique circumstances exist involving substantial safety risks directly related to the
use of such elevator; or

~ (i) there is alternate covered off-street parking or alternate indoor

no-cost bicycle parking that meets the layout and security requirements for Class 1 and Class 2
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bicycle parking spaces as established by e£Planning Code Sections 155.1 and 155.2 fe6)-and-D)

and is available on the premises or within three blocks or 750 feet, whichever is less, of the
subject building sufficient to accommodate all tenants or subterants of the building requesting
bicycle access.

The application for an exception shall be submitted to the Department of the
Environment in the manner required by that Department. The application shall include the
reasons for the application for an exception and supporting documentation.

(B) Department of Environment's Consultation with Department of
Building Inspection and Municipal Transportation Agency.

(i) If an exception is sought under subsection (b)(4)(A)(i) above,
the Department of Environment shall request the Department of Building Inspection to
conduct an inspection of the building and advise the Department'of Environment whether, in
the opinion of the Department of Building Inspection, bicycle access to the building involves
substantial safety risks.

(i) If an exception is sought under subsection (b)(4)(A)(ii) above,
the Department of Environment shall request the Livable Streets Subdivision of the Municipal
Transportation Agency and/or designated bicycle planner to conduct an inspection of the
secure alternate covered off-street or secure indoor no-cost bicycle parking and advise the
Department of Environment whether, in its opinion, the proposed bicycle parking is adequate.

(C) Department of Environment's Décision on Application. The
Department of Environment shall make é determination on the application for an exception
within a reasonable period of time after receiving the advice of the Department of Building
Inspection and/or the Municipal Transportation Agency provided for in subsection (b)(4)(B)

above. The Department of Environment's letter of exception or denial shall be sent to the
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owner, lessee, manager, or other person in control of the building by certified mail, return
receipt requested.

(5) Posting and Availability of Bicycle Access Plan or Letter of Exception.

(A) Evéry owner, lessee, manager, or other person in control of a
building subject to this Section 402 shall pbst' in the building lobby each Bicycle Access Plan
that is in effect and any letter of exception granted by the Department of Environment, or shall
post a notice indicating that the Plan or letter of exception is available in the office of t‘he
building manager upon request. Such posting shall be made within five days of completion
and implementation of the Plan or Plans or any amendment thereto or within five days of the
Department of the Environment's granting of an exception. If the Department of Environment
denies an application for an exception, a Bicycle Access Plan shall be posted within twenty
days of receipt of such determination.

(B) The above posting shall either

(i) notify the requesting tenants and-subtenants of their right to'
bicycle access in accordance with the Plan or

(ii) include the basis or bases for the exception and, if applicable,
the route to alternate off-street or indoor parking.

(6) Space for Bicycles. Nothing in this Section 402 shall be construed to
require an owner, lessee, manager, or other person who is in control of a building within the
scope of this Section 402 to provide space outside the tenant exsubrenant's leased space for
bicycles brought into such building.

(7) Unsafe Conditions. Nothing in this Section 402 shall be construed to
require an owner, lessee, manager, or other person who is in control of a building within the
séo‘pe of this Section 402 to permit a bicycje to be parked in a manner that violates building or

fire codes or any other applicable law, rule, or code, or which otherwise impedes ingress or
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egress to such building. In an emergency, whenever elevator use is prohibited, bicycles shall
not be permitted to be transported through any means of egress.

Section 7. This section is uncodified. If a development project has received its
entitlements prior to the effective date of this Ordinance and the project sponsor subsequently
files an application to modify the project, the modified project is exempt from the development
fees provided in Section 430 of the Planning Code on condition that the application to modify
is filed prior to the effective date of this Ordinance.

Section 8. Effective Date. This Ordinance shall become effective 30 days from the
date of passage."

Section 9. In enacting this ordinance, the Board intendé to amend only those words,
phrases, paragraphs, subsections, sections, articles, numbers, punctuation, charts, diagrams,
or any other constituent part of the Planning Code that are explicitly shown in this legislation
as additions, deletions, Board amendment additions, and Board amendment deletions in

accordance with the "Note" that appears under the official title of the legislation.

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
DENNIS {. HERRERA, City Attorney

By: _— % ’g A a) )i
JUDITH A. BOYAJIAN d/—
Députy City Attorney

n:\legana\as2013\1300363\00856592.doc
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FILE NO. 130528

REVISED LEGISLATIVE DIGEST
(7/9/2013, Substituted)

[Planning, Environment Codes - Bicycle Parking Standards; In Lieu Fee]

Ordinance amending the Planning Code to revise the bicycle parking standards, allow
a portion of the bicycle parking requirements to be satisfied by payment of an in lieu
fee, allow automobile parking spaces to be reduced and replaced by bicycle parking
spaces, and authorize the Zoning Administrator to waive or modify required bicycle
parking; amending the Environment Code to revise cross-references to the Planning
Code and make technical amendments; and making environmental findings and
findings of consistency with the General Plan and the priority policies of Planning
Code, Section 101.1.

Existing. Law

Existing Planning Code Sections 155.1 through 155.5 require City-owned and leased
buildings, existing City-owned and privately-owned parking garages, new and renovated
commercial buildings, and residential buildings of four units or more to provide specified

" numbers of bicycle parking spaces. Shower facilities and lockers are required for tenants and
employees in new commercial buildings (including public or privately-owned buildings
containing employees working for City agencies or departments), new industrial buildings, and
existing buildings undergoing major renovations. ‘

Amendmenté to Current Law

The proposed ordinance repeals existing Planning Code Sections 155.1 through 155.5 in their
entirely and replaces them with new Sections 155.1 through 155.4. These new provisions
would expand the existing bicycle parking space requirements by applying the requirements
to more uses and, where the current Code now requires bicycle parking, generally to require
the provisions of a greater number of spaces. It expands to additional uses the requirement to
_provide shower and lockers for tenants or employees.

The ordinance has a Table showing the required number of bicycle parking spaces for various
uses, specifies layout and design standards for the parking spaces, and has specific
requirements for City-owned and leased properties. Section 430 is added to the Code to allow
a project sponsor to pay a fee in lieu of providing some or all of the required bicycle parking
spaces. The off-street parking requirements in Section 150 are amended to allow automobile
parking spaces to be reduced and replaced by bicycle parking spaces. Section 153 is
amended to make bicycle parking requirements subject to the rules for calculation of required
spaces. Sections 305 and 307 are amended to allow the Zoning Administrator to waive or
modify the bicycle parking requirements under specified circumstances; such waiver or
modification would require the payment of an in-lieu fee.
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Section 402 of the Environment Code and various other sections of the Planning Code are
modified to correct section references and make other technical corrections.

- Background Information

Bicycle parking requirements were first adopted in San Francisco in 1996 for City-owned and
leased buildings in San Francisco. These requirements were subsequently expanded on a
piecemeal basis to City-owned and privately-owned garages in 1998, commercial and
industrial uses in 2001, and residential uses in 2005. These requirements have not undergone
a holistic review since then. Meanwhile, bike ridership in San Francisco has surged
significantly in the past decade.

The US Census Bureau’s American Community Survey (ACS) shows a 66 percent increase in
bicycle commuters in San Francisco from 2002 (2.1 percent of work trips) to 2010 (3.5 percent
of work trips). This figure is even higher than 5 percent in some areas of San Francisco
including the Mission, Richmond, Sunset, and Outer Mission. San Francisco MTA’s annual
bicycle counts have more than doubled between 2006 (4,862 riders) and 2011 (10,139 riders)
at sampled locations. Additionally, local surveys and traffic modeling estimates show about
75,000 bike trips are being made each day out of over 2 million total trips by all modes (3.7
percent).

The San Francisco Bicycle Plan, adopted by the Board of Supervisors in 2009 (Ordinance No.
188-09) set as one of its major goals to “ensure plentiful, high quality bike parking” in San
Francisco. In order to achieve this goal, SFMTA has asked that the existing Planning Code be
amended to better address bicycle parking. The Plan identifies changes that would expand
and increase these requirements and also organize and consolidate the existing Code
sections.

n:\legana\as2013\1300363100858791.doc
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SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

May 22, 2013

Ms. Angela Calvillo, Clerk

Board of Supervisors

City and County of San Francisco
City Hall, Room 244

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Re:’ Transmittal of Planning Department Case Number 2011.0397M,T:
Two Proposed Ordinances:

1. General Plan Amendments with Amended CEQA Findings Related to
the 2009 Bicycle Plan
BOS File No: __130527 _ (pending)

2. Planning Code Amendments Related to New Bicycle Parking
Requirements
BOS File No: __13052%  (pending)

Planning Commission Recommendation: Approval of Two Proposed Ordinances

Dear Ms. Calvillo,

This transmittal includes Planning Commission Resolutions on two pieces of Planning
Commission proposed legislation:

1) General Plan Amendments related to the 2009 Bicycle Plan: Ordinance proposing to
re-adopt the General Plan Amendments related to the 2009 Bicycle Plan with
amended CEQA findings pursuant to a Court of Appeal decision on January 14, 2013.

2) Planning Code Amendments on Bicycle Parking: Ordinance proposing to repeal the

existing Planning Code requirements for bicycle parking and adding new
requirements, which are summarized below.

On August 9%, 2012 the San Francisco Planning Commission (hereinafter “Commission”)
conducted a duly noticed public hearing at a regularly scheduled meeting to consider the
initiation of a proposed Ordinance on bicycle parking requirements.

On April 4th, 2013 the Commission conducted a duly noticed public hearing at a regularly
scheduled meeting to consider the initiation of a proposed Ordinance re-adopting the General
Plan Amendments related to the 2009 Bicycle Plan.

On May 16, 2013 the Commission conducted a duly noticed public hearing at a regularly
scheduled meeting to consider adoption of both proposed Ordinances.

www.sfplannmg.org

1650 Mission St.
Suite 400

San Frangisco,
CA 94103-2479

Reception:
415.558.6378

Fax:
415.558.6409

Planning
Information:
415.568.6377




Transmital Materials ' . CASE NO. 2011.0397M,T
General Plan Amendments Related to the 2009 Bicycle Plan &
Planning Code Amendments for Bicycle Parking

The Ordinance amending the General Plan includes revisions to the Transportation Element, the
Downtown Area Plan, and corresponding revisions to the Land Use Index of the General Plan,
This Ordinance would re-adopt the General Plan amendments originally adopted by the Board of
Supervisors in August 2009 in Ordinance 188-09. On January 14, 2013, the California Court of
Appeal found that although the environmental impact report prepared for the 2009 Bicycle Plan
was adequate in all respects, also found that the City failed to make a handful of findings related
to the infeasibility of alternatives identified in the EIR and findings related to significant
environmental impacts that cannot be mitigated. This Ordinance re-adopts the General Plan
Amendments and makes findings under CEQA which have been amended to address the issues
found by the Court of Appeal.

The proposed Ordinance amending the Planning Code regulations related to bicycle parking
would repeal Sections 155.1 to 155.5 of the Planning Code in their entirety and add new Sections
155.1 to 155.4 regarding bicycle parking requirements. This Ordinance also amends other sections
of the Code to update requirements related to bicycle parking. The major proposals of this
Ordinance include but are not limited to:

" Increasing bicycle parking requirements and calibrating the requirements for all use
categories; »

= Differentiate requirements for long-term (Class 1) and short-term (Class 2) requirements;

" Establishing clear and easy to implement triggers for bicycle parking requirements:
addition of a dwelling unit, enlargement by 20%, change of use when bicycle parking
requirement would increase by 15%, addition of vehicle parking, and alterations when
DBI determines such alteration would trigger the bicycle parking requirements per State
law. ' '

= Allowing conversion of auto parking to bicycle parking

*  Requiring City-owned buildings to comply with new requirements within one year since
this Ordinance is effective

The Planning Commission certified an environmental impact report on the 2009 Bicycle Plan in
Resolution 17912 on June 25, 2009, which was affirmed by the Board of Supervisors in Motion
M09-136. On May 9, 2013, the Planning Department staff determined that no further
environmental review was required in relation to the Planning Code amendments herein.

SAN FRANCISCO 2
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Transmital Materials ' CASE NO. 2011.0397M.,T
General Plan Amendments Related to the 2009 Bicycle Plan &
Planning Code Amendments for Bicycle Parking

At the May 16" hearing, the Commission voted to recommend approval of the two proposed
Ordinances to amend: 1) the Planning Code as described above and 2) to readopt the previously
adopted General Plan Amendments with amended CEQA findings. Please find attached
documents relating to the Commission’s action. If you have any questions or require further
information please do not hesitate to contact me or project planner, Kimia Haddadan.

Sincerely,
— "

AnMarie Rodgers
Manager of Legislative Affairs

Cc via electronic transmittal:

Mayor’s Office, Jason Elliot

Supervisor David Chiu

Supervisor Scott Weiner

Supervisor Jane Kim

Supervisor John Avalos :

City Attorneys Judy Boyajian, and Audrey Pearson

Aftachments (one copy of the following):

Planning Commission Resolution No. 18870

Planning Commission Resolution No. 18871 _

Planning Commission Executive Summary for Case No. 2011.0397T,M: Note this Executive
Summary is being provided as a stand-alone document, only certain attachments that were before
the Commission are included (Exhibit A, B, and D). Other attachments are available by contacting
the Planning Department at 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103,

Amended CEQA Findings for the General Plan Amendments in track changes -- for informational
purposes

Draft Ordinance: General Plan Amendments related to the 2009 Bicycle Plan (original sent via
interoffice mail)

Draft Ordinance: Planning Code Amendments for Bicycle Parking Legislation (original sent via
interoffice mail)
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Planning Commission
Resolution No. 18871

Planning Code Amendment
HEARING DATE: MAY 16, 2013
Date: May 9, 2013
Case No.: 2011.0397T
Project Address: ~ Planning Code Amendments for Bicycle Parking Requirements
Initiated by: John Rahaim, Director of Planning
Staff Contact: Kimia Haddadan — (415) 575-9068
kimin.nddadan@sfgov.org
Reviewed by: AnMarie Rodgers, Manager, Legislative Affairs

anmarie.rodgers@sfgov.org

" Recommendation: ~ Approval

RECOMMENDING THAT THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS ADOPT AN ORDINANCE WITH
AMENDMENTS TO THE SAN FRANCISCO PLANNING CODE BY (A) REPEALING SECTIONS
155.1 THROUGH 155.5 REGARDING BIKE PARKING REQUIREMENTS IN THEIR ENTIRETY TO
REVISE THE BICYCLE PARKING STANDARDS; (B) RENUMBERING SECTION 430 AS SECTION
431 AND ADDING A NEW SECTION 430 THAT ALLOWS PORTIONS OF BICYCLE PARKING
REQUIREMENTS TO BE SATISFIED WITH AN IN LIEU FEE; (C) AMENDING SECTION 150 TO
ALLOW CONVERSION OF AUTOMOBILE PARKING TO BICYCLE PARKING; (D) AMENDING
SECTION 307 TO ALLOW WAIVERS FROM THE BICYCLE PARKING REQUIREMENTS BY THE
ZONING ADMINISTRATOR; AND (E) AMENDING SECTIONS 102.9 , 155(J), 157.1, 249.46, AND
305 TO MAKE CONFORMING CHANGES; AND TO THE SAN FRANCISCO ENVIRONMENT
CODE SECTION 402 TO REVISE CROSS-REFERENCES TO THE SAN FRANCISCO PLANNING
CODEMAKING ENVIRONMENTAL FINDINGS AND FINDINGS OF CONSISTENCY WITH THE
GENERAL PLAN AND PRIORITY POLICIES OF PLANNING CODE SECTION 101.1.

PREAMBLE

WHEREAS, On August 9, 2012, the Planning Commission approved injtiation of an ordinance to repeal
the existing Planning Code sections 155.1 through 155.5 regarding bike parking requirements in their
entirety, adding new sections 155.1 through 155.4 and sections 428(b) through 428(b)(2); and to make
other Planning Code and Environmental Code amendments for consistency; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission held an informational hearing on December 13, 2012 presenting
the proposed changes in this Ordinance in detail; and
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1650 Mission St.
Sulte 400

San Francisco,
CA 94103-2479

Reception;
415.558.6378

Fax;
415.558.6409
Planning

Information;
415.558.6377




Resolution No. 18871 Case No 2011.0397T
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WHEREAS, since the initiation and informational hearing Planning Department staff have worked
closely with different stakeholders to improve this Ordinance; and

WHEREAS, In June 2009, the City adopted the San Francisco Bike Plan, which among other goals calls for
plentiful and high quality bike parking; and

WHEREAS, recent data signifies a surge in bike ridership in San Francisco which intensifies the need for
higher quantity and quality bike parking; and

WHEREAS, comparing the current bike requirements with other cities that have similar bike ridership,
and also with the most recent bike parking standards, exhibit a need for updating San Francisco’s bike
parking requirements ; and

WHEREAS, the proposed legislation is intended to resolve the aforementioned issues; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission (hereinafter “Commission™) conducted a duly noticed public
hearing at a regularly scheduled meeting to consider the proposed Ordinance on May 16, 2013; and

Whereas, On June 25, 2009, by Motion No. 17912, the Planning Commission certified a5 adequate,
accurate and complete the Final Environmental Impact Report ("FEIR") for the 2009 San Francisco Bicycle
Plan. On August 4, 2009 in Motion M09-136, the San Francisco Board of Supervisors affirmed the
decision of the Planning Commission to certify the FEIR and rejected the appeal of the FEIR certification.
In accordance with the actions contemplated herein, the Commission has reviewed the FEIR, and the note
to the Bicycle Plan Project file dated May 9, 2013, and adopts and incorporates by reference, as though
fully set forth herein, the findings, including a statement of overriding considerations and the mitigation
monitoring and reporting program, pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (California
Public Resources Code section 21000, et seq), adopted by the Planning Commission on in
Motion

WHEREAS, the Commission has heard and considered the testimony presented to it at the public hearing
and has further considered written materials and oral testimony presented on behalf of Department staff
and other interested parties; and

WHEREAS, the all pertinent documents may be found in the files of the Department, as the custodian of
records, at 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco; and

WHEREAS, the Commission has reviewed the proposed Ordinance;
MOVED, that the Commission hereby adopts this Resolution to recommend approval to the Board of

Supervisors of the draft Ordinance that would amend the Planning Code, as amended to remove bicycle
parking from the definition of ground floor active uses in the Planning Code.
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FINDINGS

Having reviewed the materials identified in the preamble above, and having heard all testimony and
arguments, this Commission finds, concludes, and determines as follows:

The US Census Bureau’s American Community Survey (ACS) shows a 66% increase in bicycle
commuters in San Francisco from 2002 (2.1% of work trips) to 2010 (3.5% of work trips), third in
the nation behind Portland, Oregon (6%) and Seattle, Washjngton (3.5%) in ridership among
major US cities. Other local surveys also reflect increase in bicycle use. San Francisco MTA’s
annual bicycle counts have more than doubled between 2006 (4,862 riders) and 2011 (10,139) at
sampled locations. Additionally, local surveys and traffic modeling estimates show about 75,000
bike trips are being made each day out of over 2 million total trips by all modes (3.7%).

The San Francisco Bike Plan adopted in 2009, and re-adopted in 2013 with modified CEQA
findings, set as one of its major goals to ‘ensure plentiful, high quality bike parking’ in San
Francisco. In order to achieve this goal, the Planning Code would be amended to better address
bicycle parking. The plan identifies changes that would expand and increase these requirements
and also organize and consolidate the existing Code sections. The proposed legislation would
help implement many of these actions specified in the adopted San Francisco Bike Plan.

The existing Code requires the Department to conduct an annual survey of all city-owned
facilities. If the survey finds that the current required biéycle parking is inadequate, the Code
states: that “the Director shall draft and submit to the Board of Supervisors proposed legislation
that would remedy the deficiency.”

A comparison of San Francisco Bicycle Parking requirements with cities with similar urban
characteristics as well as national standards revealed that existing bicycle parking requirements
in San Francisco need significant revisions. These best practices récognized that different types of
uses generate different demand for bicycle parking and therefore requirements are tailored
specifically for different use categories. San Francisco’s existing required quantity of bicycle
parking fell significantly short of recommended best practices and national standards.

General Plan Compliance. The proposed Ordinance is, on balance, consistent with the following
Objectives and Policies of the General Plan:

Transportation Element

OBJECTIVE 2
USE THE TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM AS A MEANS FOR GUIDING DEVELOPMENT AND
IMPROVING THE ENVIRONMENT.

POLICY 2.5
Provide incentives for the use of transit, carpools, vanpools, walking and bicycling and reduce
the need for new or expanded automobile and automobile parking facilities.

SAN
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DEVELOP AND IMPLEMENT PROGRAMS IN THE PUBLIC AND PRIVATE SECTORS,
WHICH WILL SUPPORT CONGESTION MANAGEMENT AND AIR QUALITY OBJECTIVES,
MAINTAIN MOBILITY AND ENHANCE BUSINESS VITALITY AT MINIMUM COST.

POLICY 12.1
Develop and implement strategies which provide incentives for individuals to use public transit,
ridesharing, bicycling and walking to the best advantage, thereby reducing the number of single

occupant auto trips.

Such strategies may include the provision of secure bicycle parking and shower facilities for
bicyclists and walkers, subsidized transit passes, and "cash-out" parking programs for persons

who do not drive to facilities where automobile parking is subsidized.

OBJECTIVE 14

DEVELOP AND IMPLEMENT A PLAN FOR OPERATIONAL CHANGES AND LAND USE
POLICIES THAT WILL MAINTAIN MOBILITY AND SAFETY DESPITE A RISE IN TRAVEL
DEMAND THAT COULD OTHERWISE RESULT IN SYSTEM CAPACITY DEFICIENCIES.

POLICY 14.8
Implement land use controls that will support a sustainable mode split, and encourage

development that limits the intensification of automobile use.
Land use controls that will lead to a sustainable mode split, and reduced congestion could
include:

¢ Establishing parking caps for residential and commercial uses

¢ Encouraging increased bicycle use by providing bicycle parking and related facilities,

including showers and lockers at employment centers

»  Requiring secure bicycle parking in new multifamily housing developments

The Proposed Ordinance would help implement such policies by requiring more and better bicycle parking to be
provided when new construction or certain renovations occur. This would help ease the use of bicycles as a mode of
conmmutte by providing the necessary infrastructure.

San Francisco Bike Plan

Chapter 2 Goal:
Ensure Plentiful, High-Quality Bicycle Parking
Chapter 2 Objectives:
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e Provide secure short-term and long-term bicycle parking, including support for bike stations
and attended bicycle parking facilities, at major events and destinations; and

* Provide current and relevant information to bicyclists regarding bicycle parking opportunities
through a variety of formats.

6. This Resolution is consistent with the eight General Plan priority policies set forth in Section
101.1 in that:

A)

C)

E)

G)

SAN FRANCISCO

The existing neighborhood-serving retail uses will be preserved and enhanced and future
opportunities for resident employment in and ownership of such businesses will be
enhanced.

The proposed Ordinance would help enhance the neighborhood-serving retail uses by improving
the bicycling infrastructure which would encourage the use of bicycles. Studies have shown that

retail stores would directly benefit from higher bicycle traffic.

The existing housing and neighborhood character will be conserved and protected in
order to preserve the cultural and economic diversity of our neighborhoods.

The proposed Ordinance would not affect the existing housing and cultural and economic
diversity of neighborhoods.

The City’s supply of affordable housing will be preserved and enhanced.
The City’s supply of affordable housing would not be affected by the proposed Ordinance.

The commuter traffic will not impede MUNI transit service or overburden our streets or
neighborhood parking.

The proposed Ordinance would help transit service by improving bicycle infrastructure and
providing incentive to use bicycles as a mode of transportation.

A diverse economic base will be maintained by protecting our industrial and service
sectors from displacement due to commercial office development. And future
opportunities for resident employment and ownership in these sectors will be enhanced.

The proposed Ordinance would not affect industrial uses.

The City will achieve the greatest possible preparedness to protect against injury and loss
of life in an earthquake.

The proposed Ordinance would not affect the City’s preparedness for earthquake.

That landmark and historic buildings will be preserved.

PLANNING DEPARTMENT
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The proposed Ordinance would not affect historic buildings.

H) Parks and open space and their access to sunlight and vistas will be protected from
development.

The proposed Ordinance would not affect sunlight to parks and open spaces.

I hereby certify that the foregoing Resolution was ADOPTED by the San Francisco Planning Commission
on May 16, 2013.

Jonas P. Ionin
Acting Commission Secretary

AYES: Antonini, Borden, Fong, Hillis, Moore, Sugaya

NOES:

ABSENT: Wu

DATE: May 23, 2013
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Date: May 9, 2013
Case No.: 2011.0397T. M
Project: General Plan and Planning Code Amendments for Bicycle Parking
Initiated by: John Rahaim, Director of Planning
Staff Contact: Kimia Haddadan — (415) 575-9068

kimia haddadan@sfgov.org
Reviewed by: AnMarie Rodgers, Manager, Legislative Affairs

anmarie.rodgers@sfg ov.org .

Recommendation: ~ Approval

INTRODUCTION

This Executive Summary describes both the proposed Ordinance to amend the General Plan (see Exhibit
F) and the proposed Ordinance to amend the Planning Code (See Exhibit G). The San Francisco Planning
Commission (hereinafter “Commission”) will be considering adoption of both Ordinances at the May 16,
2013 hearing. On August 9, 2012, the Commission initiated amendments to the Planning Code
requirements for bicycle parking. On April 4, 2013, the Commission initiated amendments to re-adopt the
previously adopted General Plan Amendments, including changes to the Transportation Element and the
Downtown Area Plan of the General Plan. As this Commission has previously adopted the same
amendments to the General Plan in 2009 (as further explained below), the bulk of this report will focus on
the new action: amending the Planning Code to create new bicycle requirements.

I. GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENTS

The amendments to the General Plan include revisions to the Transportation Element, the Downtown
Area Plan, and corresponding revisions to the Land Use Index of the General Plan. These General Plan
Amendments were originally recommended by the Planning Commission to the Board of Supervisors for
the Board’s approval on June 25, 2009 in Resolution 17914. On June 25, 2009 (in Resolution 17912), the
Planning Commission certified an environmental impact report (EIR) prepared for the 2009 Bicycle Plan,
and (in Resolution 17913), adopted findings pursuant to CEQA, including a statement of overriding
considerations and a mitigation monitoring and reporting program. In August 2009, the San Francisco
Board of Supervisors adopted the recommended General Plan Amendments in Ordinance 188-09,
incorporating by reference the Planning Commission’s environmental findings in Resolution 17913. On
January 14, 2013, in Anderson v. City and County of San Francisco, A129910, the California Court of Appeal
found that the 2009 Bicycle Plan EIR complied with CEQA but that the findings adopted pursuant to the
CEQA in connection with the General Plan Amendments did not adequately set forth the reasons for
rejecting as infeasible the alternatives identified in the EIR, and did not adequately discuss several
significant environmental impacts that cannot be mitigated. This action therefore re-adopts the previously
adopted General Plan Amendments as described above, with environmental findings modified to address
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the Court of Appeals concerns. The action only recommends re-adoption of the General Plan
Amendments previously adopted in Ordinance 188-09 with these modified environmental findings; no
other changes are proposed. The Commission initiated the re-adoption of these General Plan
Amendments on April 4, 2013. On May 7, 2013, the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency re-
adopted the 2009 Bicycle Plan, with similarly modified environmental findings.

The following is a description of the General Plan Amendments (attached in full in Exhibit F) as noted in
the original Case Report from the 2009 hearing: '

“Section 4.105 of the San Francisco Charter empowers the Planning Commission to
establish and update the City’s General Plan, and calls for the General Plan to contain
"goals, policies and programs for the future physical development of the City and
County of San Francisco.” The Charter calls for the Planning Commission to periodically
recommend for approval or rejection to the Board of Supervisors proposed amendments
to the General Plan, in response to changing physical, social, economic, environmental or
legislative conditions. The proposed General Plan amendments are related to increasing
bicycle use and bicycle safety in San Francisco. The proposal would revise Objectives,
Policies, text, and figures/maps to the Transportation Element and the Downtown Area
Plan of the General Plan. Bicycle use in San Francisco and across the nation is increasing
and the proposed amendment acknowledges the shifts in transportation modes. It would
revise the General Plan to encourage additional bicycle use, particularly in the downtown
and in other dense neighborhoods where parking is limited. The amendment call for
transit providers to allow bicycle users to also use transit to reach their destinations
where appropriate, and to encourage alternatives to single-occupant vehicular use.
Although the General Plan already contains policies regarding bicycle use, more people
are using bicycles to reach their destinations in the City and throughout the region.
Though the objectives, policies and figures were accurate at the time that the General
Plan was published, they no longer accurately characterize increasing use of alternative
travel modes, including increased use of transit, bicycle and walking.”

“The proposed General Plan amendments, if approved, would enable the Planning
Commission to recommend finding the 2009 Bicycle Plan, published by the San Francisco
Municipal Transportation Agency, in conformity with the General Plan, incorporate the
2009 Bicycle Plan by reference into the General Plan, and to find individual bicycle
projects that are described in the Bicycle Plan and proposed to be implemented in the
short term, in-conformity with the General Plan to the extent such project fall within
Planning Commission jurisdiction. Long range projects and projects that the Bicycle Plan
does not describe in detail would require submittal to the Planning Department for
Environmental Review and General Plan referral determination(s). The General Plan
amendments also would revoke the 2005 General Plan amendments related to the 2005
Bicycle Plan, in accordance with the Superior Court’s directive.”

SAN FRANCISCO 2
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Il. PLANNING CODE AMENDMENTS

The proposed Ordinance would amend the San Francisco Planning Code (hereinafter “Code”) by (1)
repealing Sections 155.1 through 155.5 regarding bike parking requirements in their entirety; to revise the
bicycle parking standards; (2) renumbering Section 430 as Section 431 and adding a new Section 430 that
allows portions of bicycle parking requirements to be satisfied with an in lieu fee; (3) amending Section
145 to define bicycle parking as an active use; (4) amending Section 150 to allow conversion of automobile
parking to bicycle parking; and (5) amending Sections 102.9 , 155(j), 157.1, 249.46 and 307 to make
conforming changes. The Ordinance would also amend the San Francisco Environment Code Section 402
to revise cross-references to the Code. The Commission initiated these proposed amendments on August
9, 2012 and held an informational hearing on December 13, 2012.

The Way It Is Now:

The bicycle parking requirements in the Code are currently spread across Sections 155.1-155.5 based on
ownership and use representing the order in which the Sections were added to the Code. The existing
Sections are organized as follows:

= Section 155.1 City-Owned And Leased Buildings,
= Section 155.2 City-Owned And Privately Owned Parking Garages,

*  Section 155.3 Shower Facilities And Lockers Required In New Commercial And Industrial
Buildings And Existing Buildings Undergoing Major Renovations,

»  Section 155.4 Bicycle Parking Required In New And Renovated Commercial Buildings, and

= Section 155.5 Bicycle Parking Required For Residential Uses.

The Way It Would Be:

The proposed changes would organize bicycle parking controls thematically in an order similar to other
Code sections as follows:

» Section 155.1: Bicycle Parking: Definitions and Standards,
= Section 155.2: Bicycle Parking: Applicability and Requirements for Specific Uses,

= Section 155.3: Bicycle Parking: Requirements for Existing City-Owned and Leased Buildings and
Garages,

*  Section 155.4: Bicycle Parking: Requirements for Shower Facilities and Lockers,

= Section 307 (k): Zoning Administrator (hereinafter “ZA)” Procedures for Bicycle Parking
Requirement Waivers, and

*  Section 430 : Bicycle Parking in Lieu Fee.

In addition, following modifications are being proposed:

SAN FRANCISCO ' 3
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*  Section 145 Frontages, Outdoor Activity Areas, Walkup Facilities, And Ground Floor Uses And
Standards In Commercial, Residential-Commercial, Neighborhood Commercial, Mixed Use, And
Industrial Districts: amend to define bicycle parking as an active use,

»  Section 150 Off-Street Parking And Loading Requirements.: amend to allow conversion of auto
parking to bicycle parking, and

*  Section 305 Variances: amend to limit application for variance from bicycle parking only when
off-street automobile parking does not exist.

A Zoning Administrator Bulletin would provide additional clarity on how the Department will
implement Section 155.2. Exhibit C illustrates a draft of the proposed Zoning Administrator Bulletin.
This is a document that will be published under the auspices of the Zoning Administrator after the
proposed Ordinance is finalized by the Board of Supervisors.

Background

As San Francisco’s economy grows, the transportation network endures more strains. The US Census
Bureau’s American Community Survey (ACS) shows a 66% increase in bicycle commuters in San
Francisco from 2002 (2.1% of work trips) to 2010 (3.5% of work trips), third in the nation behind Portland,
Oregon (6%) and Seattle, Washington (3.5%) in ridership among major US cities. Other local surveys also
reflect increase in bicycle use. San Francisco MTA’s annual bicycle counts have more than doubled
between 2006 (4,862 riders) and 2011 (10,139) at sampled locations. Additionally, local surveys and traffic
modeling estimates show about 75,000 bike trips are being made each day out of over 2 million total trips
by all modes (3.7%).

San Franciscans need higher quality and quantity bicycle infrastructure as they lean more towards
commuting by bicycles. Cities benefit from bicycling with regards to public health and economic
development. A study on Bicycling and Walking in the United States indicate that states with low obesity
rates have high levels of bicycling and walking rates. In addition, this study highlights the economic
benefits of bicycling: “... communities that invest in these modes have higher property values, create new
jobs, and attract tourists. In addition, these communities save money by decreasing traffic congestion and
commute times and improving air quality and public health”!. SFMTA also lists the costs and benefits of
bicycling in comparison with other modes of transportation, which indicates high levels of benefits on
publié health and economic development (Exhibit A). When San Francisco made Valencia Street better for
bicyclists and pedestrians, nearly 40% of merchants reported increased sales and 60% reported more area
residents shopping locally due to reduced travel time and convenience. Two-thirds of merchants said the
increased levels of bicycling and walking improved business?. A study in Portland also confirms such
findings. The Bureau of Transportation of the City of Portland found that merchants are interested in
removing on-street car parking to replace them with on-street bicycle parking?®. Such increasing demand
and interest towards bicycling instigates higher quality bicycle infrastructure including bicycle parking.

1 “Bicycling and Walking in the United States: 2012 Benchxﬁarking Report”, Alliance for Biking and Walking, retrieved at

hﬁp:ZZpeoplepoweredmovement.org[site[images[uploads[ZOl2%20Benchmarking%ZOReport%20%20—%20Fina1%20Draft%20—

%20WEB.pdf on February 22, 2013.

2 “Complete Streets Spark Economic Revitalization”, National Complete Streets Coalition, retreved at
http://www.smartgrowthamerica.org/documents/cs/factsheets/cs-revitalize pdf on February 21, 2013.

3 “How DPortland Benefits from Bicycle Transportation”. City of Portland Bureau of Transportation, retrieved at
http://www .portlandoregon.gov/transportation/article/371038 on February 22, 2013.
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Bicycle parking‘ requirements were first adopted in San Francisco in 1996 for City-owned and leased
buildings in San Francisco. These requirements were subsequently expanded on a piecemeal basis to City-
owned and privately owned garages in 1998, commercial and industrial uses in 2001, and residential uses
in 2005.

The San Francisco Bike Plan adopted in 20094 set as one of its major goals to ‘ensure plentiful, high
quality bike parking’ in San Francisco. In order to achieve this goal, SFMTA has asked that the existing
Planning Code be amended to better address bicycle parking. The plan identifies changes that would
expand and increase these requirements and also organize and consolidate the existing Code sections.
The proposed legislation would help implement many of these actions specified in the adopted San
Francisco Bike Plan. The re-adoption of the San Francisco Bicycle Plan does not propose any changes to
this policy or any other policy in this Plan and it would only re-adopt the Bike Plan with new
environmental findings.

Outreach and Engagement

The Commission initiated these proposed amendments on August 9, 2012. At the initiation hearing, the
Commission requested that the Department engage in additional outreach. Since the initiation hearing,
the Department has reached out to and consulted with many stakeholders including: San Francisco Bike
Coalition, Building Owners and Managers of San Francisco (BOMA), San Francisco Residential Building
Associations (RBA), Union Square CBD, Real Estate Department, Department of Enviromment, and
SFMTA. Staff received comments from many of these stakeholders. The participation process included
iterative revisions and coordination with these stakeholders.

Research on Best Practices

Staff conducted further research on best practices of bicycle parking in comparable cities that have
comparable or higher rates of bicycle commute and share similar urban characteristics with San Francisco.
These cities include Portland, Vancouver, and New York, as well as the national standards established by
the Association of Pedestrian and Bicyclist Professionals. Exhibit B illustrates the detailed comparison of
bicycle parking requirements based on parsing of uses in those cities. This comparison revealed that
existing bicycle parking requirements in San Francisco need significant revisions. These best practices
recognize that different types of uses generate different demand for bicycle parking and therefore
requirements are tailored specificaHy for different use categories. This comparison also found that San
Francisco’s existing required quantity of bicycle parking fell significantly short of recommended best
practices and national standards.

4 The Board of Supervisors adopted the Bicycle Plan with Ordinance Number 188-09:
hitp://www.sfbos.org/ftp/uploadedfiles/bdsupvrs/ordinances09/00188-09.pdf
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The Proposed New Planning Code Requirements:
Proposed Ordinance

Learning from stakeholders, best practices, national standards, as well as the trends in rate of bicycling as
a mode of commute, this Ordinance proposed many changes to the bicycle parking requirements which
are explained below. Overall, this Ordinance would modify the bicycle parking requirements by aligning
requirements based on different demand generated by different types of uses, upgrading the quantity of
bicycle parking to minimum 5% of trips generated by bicycle and national standards, and defining
detailed design and layout requirements.

Mo Increasing and Expanding Bike Parking Requirements

Looking at cities with similar urban characteristics to San Francisco and the City’s increasing high bike
ridership, staff found the existing bicycle parking requirements do not provide sufficient infrastructure
for the existing bicycle use in the City. The surge in use of bicycles calls planning for an infrastructure that
could sufficiently accommodate the increasing demand. Exhibit B shows bicycle parking requirements
for different uses in comparable cities such as Vancouver, Portland, New York, as well as the American
Pedestrian and Bicycling Standards. For example, for residential uses both Portland and Vancouver
require more than one Class One parking for each unit while the existing requirements in San Francisco is
0.5 spaces per unit for the first 50 units and one space for each four units for any portions above 50
spaces. The proposed Ordinance requires one Class One space per each unit for buildings with four units
or more and reduce the requirement for buildings over 100 unit to one spacer per four units for any
portion above 100 bicycle parking spaces. The San Francisco Building Code’s Green Building
Requirements currently mandate provision of bicycle parking equivalent of 5% of vehicle parking
requirements- which in some cases are more than the exiting requirements in the Planning Code. Based
on these comparisons, the proposed Ordinance establishes separate requirements for Class 1 (secure,
weather-proof parking for employees and residents) and Class 2 (highly visible parking for the general
public) bicycle parking for multiple use categories. This Ordinance would also update the quantity of
such requirements to modern standards (See Exhibit C).

The current bicycle parking requirements only differentiate between residential and commercial uses.
This existing parsing of uses in is inconsistent with other standards in the Code. For example, commercial
uses are defined to include professional services, retail, industrial, and even some institutional and
research and development. The proposed Ordinance (Section 155.2) would tailor the bike parking
requirements to specific uses, consistent with other requirements in the Code such as automobile parking.
Not only would this format result in consistency and easing of implementation, but also this change
acknowledges that some use types have a higher demand for bike parking than others. Examples of use
categories include schools and colleges, general retail, offices, grocery stores, manufacturing, medical
services, childcare, cultural centers and so forth. For more details see the draft Ordinance in Exhibit C.

X5 Triggers for Bike Parking Requirements in Existing Uses

Currently, the Code defines three criteria that trigger existing commercial builbdings to provide bicycle
parking: major renovation, major change of use, and the addition of automobile parking. Major
renovation includes enlargement that costs more than $1 million, while major change of use remains
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unclear and difficult to implement. The proposed Ordinance would modify such triggers to align with
triggers of other established requirements in the Code. The new criteria would include: addition of a
dwelling unit, enlargement by 20%, change of use when bicycle parking requirement would increase by
20%, and addition of parking. The existing Building Code also has some triggers for providing bicycle
parking subject to the State Green Building Requirements. State Law California Title 24, Part 11, Sec
5.701.6.2 requires that under no circumstances may total bicycle parking provided for any use, building,
or lot constitute less than five (5) percent of the automobile parking spaces for the subject building. The
State requirements are attached in Exhibit D. The proposed Ordinance would incorporate the State Law
triggers for providing bicycle parking so that when DBI determines that an alteration would trigger the
bicycle parking requirements per State Law, they will route such projects to the Planning Department.

@ Bike Parking Design Standards

The existing bike parking requirements specify the minimum size of a bike parking space as two feet by
six feet. It also requires a 5 feet wide pathway to enter or exit the facility. Upon discussions with the
Residential Builders Association, such pathways can be narrowed to three feet at maximum of two points
(See Public Comment section below for further descriptions of such discussions). The proposed
Ordinance provides clearer and more detailed requirements for placement and design of bike parking. A
new Zoning Administrator Bulletin would establish design and layout requirements, updated based on
more modern bike parking space design and layout standards® and would better direct project sponsors
on locating and designing usable bicycle parking within their projects. This Zoning Administrator
Bulletin would describe specific allowable bicycle facilities as well as the process for securing ZA
approval of new types of racks and parking facilities.

Mo Bike Parking Fund

The proposed Ordinance would establish an alternative method to satisfy Class 2 bike parking
requirements. Project sponsors could elect to pay a $400 in lieu fee per space to fulfill up to 50% of the
Class 2 bike parking requirements for up to 20 bike spaces. The in lieu fee was established by SFMTA
based upon the cost of installing a bike parking space®. The Ordinance would establish a bike parking
fund to maintain these fees. SFMTA would administer this fund and would use the monies to provide on-
street bike parking where deficiency exists. The option of paying in lieu fee would also be available when
project sponsors seek a waiver for their requirements. Providing this option could streamline the process
of installing bike parking on public right-of-ways. Currently project sponsors who choose to satisfy the
Class 2 bike parking within the public right-of-way need to secure permits through the Department of
Public Works- (DPW). The in lieu fee would satisfy the requirement without placing the permit burden on
the project sponsor. Instead, through fee payment, DPW and SFMTA would install the bike racks with
less required administrative process.

5 Such as Guidelines from Association of Pedestrian and Bicycle Professionals.

6 Similarly the Code’s existing in lieu fee for street trees in Section 428 was developed by SF DPW based upon the cost of providing
street trees.
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@¥© Bike Parking as an Active Use

Like other facility users, bike users feel safe when parking their bikes in a highly visible and well lit
facility. They also prefer easy access to the facility as opposed to needing to walk their bikes for a long
time, or carry their vehicle up or down the stairs. A space near the lobby of buildings can accommodate
accessibility, visibility, and safety. The proposed Ordinance would incentivize designating a space near
lobby area for bicycle parking by including bicycle parking in the Active Use definition, Section 145 of the
Planning Code. Such policy would allow project sponsors to count the bicycle parking space as space
eligible for a five foot height bonus in certain zoning districts of the City. This policy also limits the
combined lobby and bicycle parking space frontage to 40 feet or 25% of the lot frontage. It requires a
direct entrance from the sidewalk into the bicycle parking facility, as well as visibility of the space
through window openings. This change is one that the Department anticipates will assist the developers
of small projects, which currently have a difficult time meeting the Active Use requirements in the Code.

&9 Conversion of Auto Parking to Bike Parking

The existing bike parking requirements allow the voluntary conversion of automobile parking to bicycle
parking where Class 1 bike parking is required. However, this provision in the Code does not specify the
details of such conversion and therefore remains unclear and difficult to implement. The proposed
Ordinance adds details for such conversion. It would allow conversion of car parking to bicycle parking
for both Class 1 and Class 2 requirements, with a minimum of eight bike parking spaces, of any
combination, per one auto parking space. Section 150 of the Planning Code explains the requirements for
automobile parking. The proposed Ordinance would also amend this Section of the Code so that existing
buildings not subject to any bike parking requirements could voluntarily convert their auto parking space

to bike parking.

It is important to note that this provision continues to simply allow project sponsors and property owners
to convert their auto parking space to bike parking space and does not mandate such conversion.

&% Bike Parking Requirements for Existing Private Garages

In 1998, legislation” was passed that required private garages to provide bicycle parking. This legislation
not only applied to proposed new garages, but also to all existing private garages. It provided 18 months
since the enactment of the legislation for garages to comply with the requirements. Since this 18 months
implementation period has already terminated, the language has been removed from the proposed
Ordinance and the same requirements is reflected in the requirements for private garages. New garages
would be subject to the updated bicycle parking requirements of the proposed Ordinance while there
would be no change in bike parking requirements for existing private parking garages. '

HNo City-owned and Leased Buildings and Garages

7 Ordinance 343-98, November 19, 1998.
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The City values being a leader on green building design and the proposed Ordinance continues this
tradition. As mentioned earlier in this report, requirements for City-owned buildings were the first
bicycle parking requirements that were codified in San Francisco. The existing Code has requirements for
Class 1 and Class 2 bicycle parking for City-owned and leased buildings. The Code requires the
Department to conduct an annual survey of all these facilities. If the survey finds that the current required
bicycle parking is inadequate, the Code states: “the Director shall draft and submit to the Board of
Supervisors proposed legislation that would remedy the deficiency.”

This proposed Ordinance would require City-owned buildings and garages to comply with the new
bicycle parking requirements. This would modify the existing requirements for City-owned and leased
buildings. Instead of basing the bike parking requirement on the number of employees, the new
requirement would be based on the amount of occupied square feet. While the number of employees of
offices constantly changes, building size is constant and represents a more suitable variable to which the
bike parking requirements should relate. In consultation with the City’s Real Estate Department, City-
owned and leased buildings and garages will be given a year to comply with the new requirements after
the Ordinances went into effect. Further extensions for compliance may be granted by the Zoning

Administrator.

&% Waivers, Variances and Added Flexibility

The proposed Ordinance (Section 307 (k)) establishes that the Zoning Administrator (hereinafter “ZA")
could grant waivers from the bicycle parking requirements. Class 1 bicycle parking requirements could
not be waived, but could be allowed at alternative locations, under certain circumstances. All or portions
of Class 2 bicycle parking requirements could be waived under certain circumstances. The Ordinance
explicitly defines the findings which the ZA would use to make his or her decision. Currently, the Code
identifies the Department’s Director as the responsible party for granting exemptions for City-owned and
public and private garages. The change of making the ZA the arbiter would align bicycle parking
exemption processes with existing procedures of obtaining a waiver or variance from other requirements
in the Planning Code. The proposed Ordinance also amends Section 305 of the Code, which regulates
obtaining Variances. These changes would allow obtaining a variance from the quantity of bicycle
parking required only if off-street auto parking does not exist. Obtaining a variance from design and
layout requirements would be permissible. Additionally, if project sponsors propose racks that are not
listed in the Zoning Administrator Bulletin, such racks cannot be approved until the ZA makes a
determination of equivalency in consultation with the SEMTA.

HNo Requirements for Showers and Lockers

The existing requirements for showers and lockers target commercial and industrial uses. Consistent with
the proposed parsing of uses, this Ordinance would align uses that would be required to provide
showers and lockers with other use references in the Code. The provision of showers would not expand
beyond the broad categories of commercial and industrial uses but this Section would be amended to
match other Code references to specific use types within the commercial and industrial categories.
Additionally, the existing requirements mandate two lockers for every one shower. A survey conducted
by SEMTA indicated that lockers are more important as amenities for cyclists than showers. Gym
facilities with showers usually accommodate more than two lockers per shower. Upon the
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recommendation of SFMTA, the proposed Ordinance would adjust these ratios to 1 to 4 showers to

lockers.

Fo Bicycle Parking in the Environment Code

In March 2012 legislation® was passed that amended the Environment Code to require owners of existing
commercial uses to allow their tenants to bring their bikes into the building. The Tenant Bicycle Access
Law in the Environment Code requires such owners to provide a bicycle parking facility per Planning
Code requirements, if these existing building owners decide not to allow their tenants to bring their bikes
into the building. Staff consulted with the Department of Environment who manages implementation of
the Environment Code as well as BOMA who represents the owners of buildings that need to comply
with the Environment Code. The proposed Ordinance would make small amendments to the language of
the Environment Code regarding the Tenant Bicycle Access Law to clarify that only buildings that are not
subject to the Planning Code would be subject to this law.

@O Consolidation and organizing

A substantial portion of the proposed changes can be classified as “good government” measures meant to
improve the clarity of the Planning Code. These changes would consolidate definitions, parking layout,
and requiremeﬁts scattered throughout all the four sections and organize them in two sections. Such
changes would help decision makers, Department staff, and the public to better understand, interpret,
and implement the requirements of the Code.

REQUIRED COMMISSION ACTION

The General Plan and Planning Code Amendments are before the Commission for adoption.

RECOMMENDATIO N

The Planning Department recommends that the Commission adopt the Resolution recommending
adoption of the General Plan Amendments and the Planning Code Amendments.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

The Planning Commission certified an environmental impact report on the 2009 Bicycle Plan in
Resolution 17912 on June 25, 2009, which was affirmed by the Board of Supervisors in Motion M09-136.
On May 9, 2013, the Planning Department staff determined that no further environmental review was
required in relation to the Planning Code amendments herein.

8 Ordinance 46-12, March 16, 2012
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PUBLIC COMMENT

The Planning Department has received comments from different stakeholders throughout the process of
drafting and revising the Ordinance since the initiation date on August 9t 2012. Below are the summary

of these comments:

BOMA expressed concern on implementation of the Environment Code regarding tenant bicycle
parking requirements. The proposed Ordinance originally intended to require that existing
commercial buildings subject to the Tenant Bicycle Access Law to be subject to the new
requirements, when owners choose to provide a bicycle facility instead of allowing their tenants
to bring their bicycles to their workspace. While BOMA was one of the main supporters of the
Tenant Bicycle Parking, their members were concerned that the new Planning Code requirements
would incur a significant burden on the property owners. In such cases, BOMA found the new
requirements of the Planning Code too stringent for existing commercial buildings. Lack of
enough space in the building and need for significant remodeling to accommodate a bicycle
facility that complies with the proposed requirements were two major areas of concern for
BOMA members. After multiple meetings with BOMA and the Department of Environment, staff
decided to remove such provision ffom the proposed Ordinance. As proposed now, buildings
subject to the Environment Code’s Tenant Bicycle Access Law would not need to comply with the

proposed requirements.

Department of Environment (DOE) also focuses on the implementation of the Environment
Code. Having heard from many tenants whose employers are subject to the Environment Code,
DOE has found out that the existing Environment Code does not specify the bicycle parking
requirements clearly, in cases where owners choose to provide a bicycle facility instead of
allowing their tenants to bring their bicycles inside the building. This has raised an issue of
owners providing inadequate bicycle parking facilities in order to satisfy the requirements of the
Environment Code. However, as mentioned above, after discussions with BOMA, the
Department of Environment determined that further outreach and engagement with the existing
commercial building owners may be necessary to resolve such issues.

San Francisco Bicycle Coalition provided input specifically on incentives for owners and project
sponsors to provide more bicycle parking. SFBC specifically emphasized on allowing conversion
of automobile parking to bicycle parking. SFBC also stressed on the importance of locating
bicycle parking where bicyclists can ride their bikes to the facility. This also includes prohibiting
unreasonable rules that require bikers to walk their bikes in a parking garage.

Residential Builders Association expressed concerns regarding the design and layout
requirements for bicycle parking facilities. The RBA is concerned that in smaller scale projects
sufficient space would not be available to allow for clearances required between bicycle racks per
the proposed Zoning Administrator Bulletin. Staff worked closely with the RBA over several
meetings and a site visit to address this issue. The ZA Bulletin, as proposed, now includes
specific options for space efficient bicycle racks such as mechanically assisted stacked racks as
well as vertical bicycle parking. In consultation with MTA bicycle parking staff, the proposed ZA
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bulletin lowers the aisle requirements of the existing code, which is 5 feet from the front or rear of
the bicycle to the wall, to 4’ from the front or read of the bicycle to the wall. RBA also expressed
concern regarding the five foot requirement for the width of a hallway that leads to the bicycle
facility and requested for added flexibility. Staff accommodated such concern by allowing
constrictions to narrow down the hallway at maximum two points to be as narrow as 3 feet wide.
Finally, the RBA requested to exempt projects that have already received Planning Commission
approval and have not yet received their building permits to be subject to the new requirements
in order not to incur a cost burden on project sponsors to re-design their project. Staff modified
the proposed Ordinance to exempt such projects.

e Department of Real Estate (DRE) manages the City-owned and leased buildings and therefore
reviewed the requirements for such buildings. The DRE expressed concerns focused on how the
new requirements would apply to existing buildings, specifically historic buildings with
limitations in space. Some minor adjustments were made to the requirements to address such
concerns. The DRE concluded that a one year period would be reasonable to update the bicycle
parking facilities owned and leased by the City. The DRE felt that, at times, conflicts could arise
between pedestrian and bicyclists inside of garages.. To address this concern, legal provisions in
the proposed Ordinance would allow certain limiting rules for bikers in case of liability concerns.

e Finally, staff worked closely with SEMTA in a collaborative process to develop this Ordinance.
SFMTA provided input on many aspects of this Ordinance including: definitions of bicycle
parking types, quantity of bicycle parking specifically visitor parking, bicycle parking in lieu fee,
and most significantly on layout and design requirements.

Attachments

Exhibit A: Excerpt from SFMTA's Bicycling Strategy on benefits of bicycling.

Exhibit B: Bicycle Parking in Cities Similar to San Francisco

Exhibit C: Draft Zoning Administrator Bulletin (

Exhibit D: CalGreen State Requirements for Bicycle Parking

Exhibit E: Draft Resolution for General Plan Amendments

Exhibit F: Draft Signed Ordinance for General Plan Amendment

Exhibit G: Draft Signed Ordinance for Planning Code Amendm

Exhibit H: Draft Resolution for Planning Code Amendments (No
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Bicycling is the most cost and time effective catalyst for mode shifts when combined with complementary investments in
sustainable modes. It is the most convenient, affordable, quickest, and healthiest way to make the average trip within the
city (2 to 3 miles).

1. Bicycling is an affordable and convenient transportation option for those who rely on sustainable modes.

than driving.
eenagers, seniors, and people

- With low initial cost and negligible operating costs, bicycling is substantially chea
- Bicycles improves the personal mobility of those without cars, particularly child
with disabilities.

2. More connected neighborhoods, safer street intersections and quieter d circulation.

- Bicycling extends the reach of transit by replacing a long
+  Transit operates better when short peak trips are diverted
- Transit complements bicycling for long trips outside the bicy
- Bicycling allows for more spontaneous shoppifigsd ommercial ng

e.
ortable range.
yerhood areas and the city center.

4. Improved air quality and public health,

< Bicycling does not produce greenhouse gases cent life cycle cost analysis of average CO2
per passenger mile by mode shows that bicyclin ost energy efficient mode of transport available

- Replacing automobile traffic with: Ehir neighborhood quality of life by reducing air pollution

and ambient noise.

Even short periods of bicy(

fun way to travel, bicyc
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The Intent of this section and subsections require additional bicycle parking when 10 or more
parking spaces are added as part of an addition or alteration project, thus encouraging additional
building occupants to use alternate forms of transportation to standard automobiles.

Compliance and Enforcement: See § 5.106.4 of this guide

parking stalls when 10 or more parking spaces are added as part of an addition or alteration
project, thus encouraging additional building occupants to use alternate forms of transportation to
standard automobiles.

Compliance and Enforcement: See § 5.106.5.2 of this guide

2010 Guide Supplement Page 83 of 205
Including changes effective July 1, 2012




NEW DIVISION for 2012

This is a new division proposed to include standards for additions and alterations to existing
nonresidential buildings. The reason for this proposal is to extend the benefits of reduction in
greenhouse gas emissions, water use, and polluting finish products to a larger class of buildings
than newly constructed buildings. Itis modeled after similar provisions recently adopted locally
by the City of Los Angeles for its considerable body of construction projects. It proposes and
scopes some of the provisions from Divisions 5.3 through 5.5 for which cost benefit analysis was
prepared last cycle for the mandatory code. The provisions are those readily applicable to

additions and renovations.

SECTION 5.701 — ADMINISTRATION

[Afents Scope for additions and alterations to existing nonresidential buildings is limited to 2000
s.f for additions and $500,000 for alterations, with that limit to drop in the next edition of the code.
At the request of the Division of the State Architect, this section also includes an exception for
qualified historic buildings regulated by that agency. :

Existing Law or Requlation:
Building standards generally apply to additions and alterations for which a permit is applied.

CALGreen has an exception, applying only to newly constructed buildings, so this division aligns
CALGreen with other Parts of Title 24. There may be a more stringent local ordinance in place.

Compliance Method:
Determine if the addition or alteration triggers compliance (see Section 5.701 above and Section

7.502 Definitions) then comply with the specific provisions applicable.

Enforcement:

Plan Intake: The reviewer and/or plan checker should review the plans, specifications for the
areas of additions and construction cost estimates for alterations for to confirm the need for
complianc.

On-Site Enforcement: The inspector should review the permit set of plans and product data
sheets for compliance with specific provisions, following.

2010 Guide Supplement Page 80 of 205
Including changes effective July 1, 2012




Green Building Ordinance: Specific Local Requirements

Table 3: Other New Non-Residential Occupancies, Additions,
and Alterations ( Sheet10of2)

Attachment B
Table 3

This table is a summary, provided for reference. See San Francisco Building Code 13C for details. The following summarizes requirements for new non-residential buildings that are not
otherwise required to meet a green building standard (E, F, H, L, S, U occupancy of any size, or A, B, |, or M occupancy <25,000 sq. ft.), and for non-residential additions of 22,000 sq ft
or alterations of 2$500,000 value required by CBC Part 11 Division 5.7. Applicability of measures lo additions and alterations may depend on the presence of the regulated system, as

well as addttional criteria identified in CBC Part 11 Division 5.7.

el _s‘ I} L f rqug

32 i

Construction and demolition debris diversion — 100% of mixed debris must be iransported by a registered
hauler to a registered facility and be processed for recycling.

SF Consiruction and Demolition Debris Diversion Ordinance
(Ord. No.27-06)

Recycling by occupants: Provide adequate space and equal access for storage, collection and loading of
compostable, recyclable and landfill materials.

SFBC 106A.3.3 and other local regulations
(See DBI Administrative Bulletin 088 for details)

15% Energy reduction compared to Title-24 2008

13C.5.201.1.1 N/A

Construction site runoff pollution prevention - Provide a construction site Stormwater Poliution Prevention
Plan and implement SFPUC Best Management Practices.

13C.5.106.1 or CBC Part 11 Section 5.710.6, as well as
NPDES Phase 1l General Permit and other local regulations.

Stormwater Control Plan - Projects disturbing 25,000 square feet of ground surface must implement a
Stormwater Control Plan meeting SFPUC Stormwater Design Guidelines.

SF Public Works Code Arlicle 4.2, Sec. 147

Water efficient irrigation - Projects that include 1,000 square feet or more of new or modified landscape
must comply with the San Francisco Water Efficient Imrigation Ordinance.

==

Bicycle parking - Provide short-term and long-term bicycle parking for 5% of total motorized parking capacity

SF Admin Code 63 (See the guide, Complying with San Francisco’s
Water Efficient Irrigation Requirements at www.sfwater.orgflandscape.)

gl dhRer M
CBC Part 11 Section 5.710.6.2 - If

lavatories, kilchen faucets, wash fountains, water closets, and urinals.

each, or meet San Francisco Planning Code Sec 155, whichever is greater. . 13C5.106.4 10 more mor:dﬂir:ing stalls are
Fuel efficient vehicle and carpool parking - Mark 8% of total parking stalls for low-emitting, fuel efficient, 13C.5.106.5 CBC Part 11 Section 5.710.6.3 - if
and carpoolivan pool vehicles. A 10 more more parking stalls are
Light pollution reduction - Contain lighting within each source. No more than .01 horizontal footcandles 15
- 13C.5.106.8 N/A

feet beyond site.
Water meters - Provide submeters for spaces projected to consume more than 1,000 gal/day, or more than .
100 galiday if in building over 50,000 sq. ft 13C.5.303.1 CBC Part 11 Section 5.712.3.1

i . - CBC Part 11 Section 5.712.3.1.

. - ' 0/
Indoor water efficiency - Reduce overall use of potable water within the building by 20% for showerheads, 13C.5.303.2 See also SFBC 13A. Commercial

Water Conservation Requirements.

Commissioning - For new buildings greater than 10,000 square feet, commissioning shall be included in the
design and construction of the project to verify that the building systems and components meet ihe owner’s
project requirements. )

OR for buildings less than 10,000 square feet, testing and adjusting of systems is required.

13C.5.410.2 for buildings >10,000
square feet

13C.5.410.4 for buildings < 10,000
square feet

CBC Part 11 Section 5.713.10.4-

Ventilation system protection during construction - Protec! openings and mechanical equipment from dust

prevent water intrusion into buildings.

. . 13C.5.504.3 CBC Part 11 Section 5.714.4.1

and poliutants during construction
Adhesives, sea!ants, land caulks - Comply W|_th VOC limits in SCAQMD Rule 1168 VOC limits and California 13C.5.504.4.1 CBC Part 11 Section 5.714.4.4.1
Code of Regulations Title 17 for aerosol adhesives.
Paints and coatings - Comply with VOC limits in the Air Resources Board Architecturaf Coatings Suggested N
Control Measure and California Code of Regulations Title 17 for aerosot paints. 13C.5.504.4.3 CBG Part 11 Section 5.714.4.4.3
Carpet - All carpet must meet one of the following:

1. Carpet and Rug Institute Green Label Plus Program

2. California Department of Public Health Standard Practice for the testing of VOCs (Specification 01350)

3. NSF/ANSI 140 at the Gold level ’ 13C.5.504.4.4 CBC Part 11 Section 5.714.4.4.4

4. Scientific Certifications Systems Sustainable Choice
AND Carpet cushion must meet CRI Green Label,
AND Carpet adhesive must not exceed 50 g/L VOC content.
Composite wood - Meet CARB Air Toxics Control Measure for. Composite Wood. 13C.5.504.4.5 CBC Part 11 Section 5.714.4.4.5
Resilient flooring systems - For 50% of floor area receiving resilient flocring, install resilient flooring
complying with the VOC-emission limits defined in the 2009 Collaborative for High Performance Schools 13C.5.504.4.6 CBC Part 11 Seclion 5.714.4.4.6
(CHPS) criteria or certified under the Resilient Floor Covering Institute (RFCI) FloorScore program.
bAl:?l;:;r:tlon - Provide at least MERV-8 filters in regularly occupied spaces of mechanically ventilated 13C.5.504.5.3 CBC Part 11 Section 5.714.4.5.3
g-?(éu:gcal control - Wall and roof-ceilings STC 50, exterior windows STC 30, party walls and floor-ceilings 13C.5.507.4 CBC Part 11 Section 5.714.7.1
CFCs and halons - Do not install equipment that contains CFCs or Halons. 13C.5.508.1 CBC Part 11 Section 5.714.8.1
Sprinklers - Design and maintain landscape irrigation systems to prevent spray on structures. 13C.5.407.2.1 CBC Part 11 Section 5.713.7.2.1
Entries and openings - Design exterior enlries and/or openings subject to foot iraffic or wind-driven rain to 13C.5.407.2.2 CBC Part 11 Section 5.713.7.2.2

1) Requirements for additions or allerations apply to applications received on or after July 1, 2012.
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(Sheet 1 of 2)

Green Building Ordinance: Specific Local Requirements
Table 1: Requirements for projects meeting a LEED Standard

This table is a summary, provided for reference. See San Francisco Building Code 13C for details.

Attachment B
Table 1

LEED MR c2

lavatories, kitchen faucets, wash fountains, water closets, and
urinals.

Construction Waste Management — 75% Diversion
AND comply with San Francisco Construction & Demolition ) 130.5.103.1.2 | MeStCED | a0 410303 | MeetCED
. N (2 points) ordinance only ordinance only
Debris Ordinance
15% Energy Reduction Compared to Title-24 2008 LEED EA ct LEED prerequisite
(or ASHRAE 90.1-2007) (3 points}) 13C.5.103.1.7 | 13C.4.201.1.1 | 13C.4.201.1.1 (EAp2 Minimum energy performance)
LEED
issioni ildi prerequisite LEED prerequisite
Enhanced Commissioning of Building Energy Systems LEED EAc3 { 13C.5.103.1.3 (EAp1 2 Tesling (EAp1 Fundamental Commissioning)
& Verification)
Renewable Energy - Effective Jan 1, 2012, permit applicants
L L LEED EA c2
must either: generate 1% of energy on-site with renewables, OREA 6 OR| 13C.5.103.1.5 _ B _ _ _
OR purchase renewable power, OR achieve an additional 10% EAcl T
beyond Title 24 2008.
Indoor Water Efficiency - Reduce overalf use of polable water
within the building by specified percentage for showerheads, LEED WE ¢3 13C.5.103.1.2 _ 13C.4.103.2.2 LEED WE prerequisite1

{30% reduction)

(30% reduction)|  (20% reduction below UPC/IPC 2006, et al)

Stormwater Control Plan - Projects disturbing 25,000 square | LEED SS .
Publ .2

feet of ground surface must implement a Stormwater Control 54/ | 13C.5.103.1.6 | 13€.4.103.1.2 | 13C.4.103.2.4 (SlfF”:U(l)J s':grg:;k;rcgien:m)
Plan meeting SFPUC Stormwater Design Guidelines. 88c6.2

Construction Site Runoff Pollution Prevention - Provide a

! |

construction site Stormwater Pollution Prevention Planand | LEED S8 p1' | 13C.5.103.1.6 | 13C.4.103.1.2 |13C.4.103.2.4.1 - NPDES Phase Il Genera

N . Permit and other regulations.
implement SFPUC Best Management Practices.

Water Efficient Irrigation - Projects with 2 1,000 square feet SF Admin Code 63

of new or modified landscape must comply with the San LEED WE c1 (See "Complying with San Francisco's Water Efficient Irrigation Requirements™ at
Francisco Water Efficient Irrigation Ordinance. www.sfwaler.orgllandscape.)

Enh_anced Refngeralnt Management - Do no install LEED EA o4 | 13¢.5.508.1.2 } _ _ _ _
equipment that contains CFCs or Halons

Indoor Air Quality Management During Construction -
[Meet SMACNA Guidelines for Occupied Buitdings Under LEED EQ 43C.5.103.1.8 _ B B B _
Construction, protect materials from moisture damage, protect c3.1 AR

return air grills

Low-Emitting Adhesives, Sealants, and Caulks - Adhesives] LEED EQ

and Sealants meet VOC materials meeting SCAQMD Rule 41 13C.5.103.1.9 - - 13C.5.103.4.2 | 13C.5.103.3.2 | 13C.4.103.2.2
1168, aerosol adhesives meet Green Seal standard GS-36 )

Low-Emitting Paints and Coatings - Architectural paints and

coatings meet Green Seal GS-11 standard, anti-corrosive LEED EQ

oaints meel GC-03, and other coatings meet VOC limits of A2 13C.5.103.1.9 - - 13C.5.103.4.2 | 13C.5.103.3.2 [ 13C.4.103.2.2
SCAQMD Rule 1113

Low-Emitting Flooring, including Carpet - Hard surface
Iflooring (vinyl, linoteum, laminate, wood, ceramic, and/or rubber|

must be Resilient Floor Covering Instilute (RFCI) FloorScore LEED EQ

certified: Carpet must meel Carpet and Rug Institute (CRI) A3 13C.5.103.1.9 - 13C.5.103.4.2 | 13C.5.103.3.2 | 13C.4.103.2.2
Green Label Plus; Carpet Cushion must meet CRI Green

Label; Carpet Adhesive must meet LEED EQc4.1.

Low-Emitting Composite Wood - Composite wood and LEED EQ

agrifiber must contain no added urea-formaldehyde resins, and 13C.5.103.1.9 - - 13C.5.103.4.2 | 13C.5.103.3.2 | 13C.4.103.2.2

. . N cd.4

meet applicable CARB Air Toxics Control Measure.

Recycling by Occupants: Provide adequate space and equal

access for storage, collection and toading of compostable, LEED MRp1 SFBC 106A.3.3 and 13C.5.410.1;

recyclable and landfill materials. P (See DBI Administrative Bulleiin 088 for details)

Exceeds requirements of LEED MR prerequisite 1.

Bicycle parking: Provide short-term and long-term bicycle 13C.5.106.4

parking for 5% of iotal motorized parking capacity each, or and SF SF Planning E . ode Sec 15

meet San Francisco Planning Code Sec 155, whichever is LEED §5C4.2 Planning Code | Code Sec 1565 SF Planning Code Sec 155

greater. Sec 155

1) New residential projects of 75' or grealer to the highest occupied floor must use the "New Residential High Rise" column. New residential projects with 4 or more occuped floors
which are less than 75 feet to the highest occupied floor may use GreenPoint Rated (see table B2) or the LEED for Homes Mid Rise Rating System (see "New Mid Rise

Residential" column in this table.)
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heard:

BOARD of SUPERVISORS

City Hall
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco 94102-4689
Tel. No. 554-5184
Fax No. 554-5163
TDD/TTY No. 554-5227

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

LAND USE AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE
SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

NOTICE IS HEREBY. GIVEN THAT the Land Use and Economic Development
Committee will hold a public hearing to consider the following proposal and said public
hearing will be held as follows, at which time all interested parties may attend and be

Date:
Time:

Location:

Subject:

Monday, July 15, 2013
1:30 p.m.

Committee Room 263, located at City Hall
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, San Francisco, CA

File No. 130528. Ordinance amending the Planning Code to revise
the bicycle parking standards, allow a portion of the bicycle parking
requirements to be satisfied by payment of an in lieu fee, allow
automobile parking spaces to be reduced and replaced by bicycle
parking spaces, and authorize the Zoning Administrator to waive or
modify required bicycle parking; amending the Environment Code
to revise cross-references to the Planning Code and make
technical amendments; and making environmental findings and
findings of consistency with the General Plan and the priority
policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1.

If the legislation passes, project sponsors could elect to pay a Bicycle Parking In
Lieu Fee to satisfy some or all of the requirements to provide Class 2 bicycle parking.
Sponsors may elect to satisfy up to 50 percent of the requirement by paying an in lieu
fee if no more than 20 spaces are satisfied through the in lieu payment; up to 100
percent of the requirement could be satisfied if four or fewer spaces are required; or the
in lieu fee shall be paid for all spaces when the Zoning Administrator issues a waiver or
variance under specified circumstances. The fee shall be $400 per Class 2 parking
. space to be collected by the Department of Building Inspection and administered by the
Municipal Transportation Agency. Monies collected shall be deposited into the Bicycle
Parking Fund and used solely to install and maintain bicycle parking in areas of the City
that have inadequate public short-term bicycle facilities.




In accordance with San Francisco Administrative Code, Section 67.7-1, persons
who are unable to attend the hearing on this matter may submit written comments to the
City prior to the time the hearing begins. These comments will be made a part of the
official public record and shall be brought to the attention of the Members of the
Committee. Written comments should be addressed to Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the
Board, Room 244, City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton Goodlett Place, San Francisco CA 94102.
Information relating to the proposed fee is available in the Office of the Clerk of the
Board. Agenda information relating to this matter will be available for public review on
Friday, July 12, 2013.

% Mézlaw‘_@j’;&\/ﬁ{('

44 Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board
DATED: June 27, 2013
POSTED: June 28, 2013
PUBLISHED: July 1 & 8, 2013




CALIFORNIA NEWSPAPER SERVICE BUREAU

DAILY JOURNAL CORPORATION

Mailing Address : 915 E FIRST ST, LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
Telephone (213) 229-5300 / Fax (213) 229-5481
Visit us @ WWW.LEGALADSTORE.COM

Alisa Miller

S.F. BD OF SUPERVISORS (OFFICIAL NOTICES)
1 DR CARLTON B GOODLETT PL #244

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102

EXM 2504137

NOTICE OF PUBLIC
HEARING LAND USE AND
COPY OF NOTICE
MENT COMMITTEE SAN
FRANCISCO BOARD OF
SUPERVISORS MONDAY,
JULY 15, 2013 - 1:30 PM
COMMITTEE ROOM 263,
CITY HALL 1 DR. CARL-

Notice Type: GPN GOVT PUBLIC NOTICE pL JgEf:l sBi\sgthEgco,

CA

ipti AM - 07.15.13 Land Use - 130528 Fee Ad NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN

Ad Description ’ THAT the Land Use and
' Economic Development

. ., ) . Commiltee will hold a public

To the right is a copy of the notice you sent to us for publication in the SAN hearing to consider the

FRANCISCO EXAMINER. Thank you for using our newspaper. Please read i ng s o ba held o

this notice carefully and call us with ny corrections. The Proof of Publication ig{g’rv‘::iedal am;lscl;‘ atirr;lera‘g
will be filed with the County Clerk, if required, and mailed to you after the and be heard: Eile No.
last date below. Publication date(s) for this notice is (are): 130626, Ordinance amend-
ing the Planning Code to

revise the bicycle parking

standards, allow a porlion of

the %)icytcle bparking '[e uirté)a-

ments to be satisfie y

07/01/2013 , 07/08/2013 payment of an i ey fed,

. allow automobile parking

spaces to be reduced and

) 3 ) A . replaced by bicycle parking

The charge(s) for this order is as follows. An invoice will be sent after the spaces, aRSmﬁﬁé’?f’aTé? lh‘g
last date of publication. If you prepaid this order in full, you will not receive Y,”f““elg or ,Eod"y mq”é'-ed
invoi cycle parking;  amending
an invoice. the Envﬁonment Code to
{ﬁvi;? cgossér:cfierencées ':o

e e Planning Code and make
Publication $697.64  technical amendments; and
making environmental

findings and findings of

consis(encz with the General

NetTotal $627.88  Plan and the priority policies
of Planning Code, Section

101.1. If the legislation

passes, project sponsors

could elect to pay a Bicycle

Parking In !ﬁieufF?]e to salisfy

i i some or ail of the require-
Daily Journal Corporatlpn menis o provide. Gass 2
A el H H IcyCle arking. poNSors
Serving your legal advertising needs throughout California. Call your local may e,ecf’lo salisfy up 1o 50
percent of the requirement

by paying an in fieu fee if no

BUSINESS JOURNAL, RIVERSIDE (951) 784-0111 more than 20 spaces are

safisfied through the in lieu

DAILY COMMERCE, LOS ANGELES (213)229-5300  payment; up 10 100 percont
LOS ANGELES DAILY JOURNAL, LOS ANGELES (213)229-5300  ausfied i Tour or fower
ORANGE COUNTY REPORTER, SANTA ANA (714) 543-2027  SPRCns 2SS o Tor a
SAN DIEGO COMMERCE, SAN DIEGO (619)232-3486  spaces when the Zoning
Administrator _issues  a

SAN FRANCISCO DAILY JOURNAL, SAN FRANCISCO (800)640-4820  walver or variance  under
SAN JOSE POST-RECORD, SAN JOSE (408) 287-4866  {5a shall bo $400 por Class 2
THE DAILY RECORDER, SACRAMENTO (916) 444-2355  Paring space fo be eoocted
THE INTER-CITY EXPRESS, OAKLAND (510) 272-4747  Building Inspection  and
administered by the

: Municipat Transportation

Agency. Monies collected
shall be deposited into the
Bicycle Parking Fund and
used solely to instali and
maintain bicycle parking in
areas of the City that have
inadequate public short-term

dance with San Francisco
* AOOODO0ODO31213 36 %

Administrative Code, Section
67.7-1, persons who are
unable to attend the hearing
on this matter may submit
wrilten comments to the City
Erior to the time the hearin
egins. These comments will
be made a part of the official
ublic record and shall be
rought to the attention of
the Members of the
Committee. Witten
comments should be
addressed to Angela Calvillo,
Clerk of the Board, Room
244, City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton
Goodlett Place, San
Francisco CA 94102,
Information relating to the
proposed fee is available in
the Office of the Clerk of the
Board. Agenda information
retating to lhis matter will be
available for public review on
Friday, July 12, 2013. Angela
Calvillo, Clerk of the Board




Miller, Alisa ( {

From: ’ Caldeira, Rick

Sent: Thursday, June 06, 2013 3:53 PM

To: Miller, Alisa

Subject: Fwd: Supervisor Avalos would like to sponsor 130527 and 130528

Please review and process accordingly.

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Pollock, Jeremy" <jeremy.pollock@sfgov.org>

Date: June 6, 2013, 3:45:40 PM PDT

To: "Caldeira, Rick" <rick.caldeira@sfgov.org>

Cc: BOS Legislation <bos.legislation@sfgov.org>

Subject: Supervisor Avalos would like to sponsor 130527 and 130528

Hi Rick,

Supervisor Avalos would like to sponsor ordinances 130527 and 130528, which were introduced by the Planning
Department. Can you tell me what the process is for that? Do you need anything else from us?

Thanks,
Jeremy

Jeremy Pollock

Legislative Aide

Supervisor John Avalos .

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 273
San Francisco, CA 94102

{415) 554-7910 direct

{415) 554-6975 office

(415) 554-6979 fax
jeremy.pollock@sfgov.org




Print Form -~

Introduction Form

By a Member of the Board of Supervisors or the Mayor

Time stamp
or meeting date

I hereby submit the following item for introduction (select only one):

(] 1. For reference to Committee.
An ordinance, resolution, motion, or charter amendment.

2. Request for next printed agenda without reference to Committee.

3. Request for hearing on a subject matter at Committee.

4. Request for letter beginning "Supervisor inquires"

5. City Attorney request.

6. Call File No. from Committee.

. Budget Analyst request (attach written motion).

8. Substitute Legislation File No. |1306363— /3 (o) \f’zg

9. Request for Closed Session (attach written motion).

10. Board to Sit as A Committee of the-Whole.

O 0goxXxoogoo oo

11. Question(s) submitted for Mayoral Appearance before the BOS on

Please check the appropriate boxes. The proposed legislation should be forwarded to the following:
[[1 Small Business Commission [[1 Youth Commission [1 Ethics Commission

[] Planning Commission [1 Building Inspection Commission

Note: For the Imperative Agenda (a resolution not on the printed agenda), use a Imperative

Sponsor(s):

Supervisor John Avalos

Subject:

Ordinance - Planning, Environment Codes - Bicycle Pa}_L'](ing, In Lieu Fee

The text is listed below or attached:

Of ’ (
WA

Signature of Sponsoring Supervisor: A
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