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FILE NO. 131131 RESOLUTION NO. 

_';\ 

1 [Street Encroachment - Operator Convenience Facilities,_ Terminus of Muni Transit Lines] 

2 

3. Resolution correcting Resolution No. 362-13, which granted revocable permission to 

4 the Municipal Transportation Agency to occupy portions of the public right-of-way to 

5 insta1fJiJd ·fri
1

ain1~rkl\io new operator convenience facilities at the terminus of various 

6 Muni bus routes; and making environmental findings, and findings of consistency with 

7 the General Plan, and the eight priority policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1. 

8 

9 WHEREAS, The Municipal Transportation Agency intends on installing two new 

10 operator convenience facilities within the public right-of-way at the terminus of Muni bus 

11 routes; and 

12 WHEREAS, The Transportation Advisory Staff Committee (TASC) at their meeting of 

13 December 20, 2012, the Planning Department by letter dated October 19, 2012, San 

14 Francisco Arts Commission by Resolution No. 0910-12-227, and upon a duly noticed public 

15 hearing, the Department of Public Works (DPW) in DPW Order No. 181381, approved June 

16 13, 2013, all recommended approval of the proposed encroachments; and 

17 WHEREAS, The Planning Department, by letter dated October 19, 2012, found the 

18 proposed restroom locations to be in conformity with the General Plan, including the following 

1 g specific locations: (1) dn 25th sfreet, west of Potrero Avenue (1298 Pofrero Avenue); and, (2) 

20 On Ortega Street, west of 4gth Avenue (4101 Ortega Street). This letter also included a 

21 determination pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (California Public 

22 Resources Code section 21000 et seq.). A copy of said letter is on file with the Clerk of the 

23 Board of Supervisors in File No. 131131, and is incorporated herein by reference; and, 

24 

25 
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1 WHEREAS, The Resolution presented to the Board of Supervisors for approval 

2 erroneously states one of the approved convenience facilities shall be installed on the south 

3 side of 25th Street, east of Potrero Avenue (1298 Potrero Ayenue); and 

4 WHEREAS, The Board of Supervisors approved the convenience facilities in 

5 Resolution No. 362-13 containing the erroneous location; now, therefore, be it 

6 RESOLVED, That the Board of Supervisors hereby approves a correction to Resolution 

7 No. 362-13, striking the erroneous location on 25th Street, east of Potrero Avenue, and 

8 replacing it with the correct location on 25th Str~et, west of Potrero Avenue. 

9 FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Board adopts as its own the findings of consistency 

1 O with the General Plan and Planning Code Section 101.1 as set forth in the Planning 

11 Department letter dated October 19, 2012, and affirms the environmental determination 

12 contained in said letter. 

13 

14 
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BOARD of SUPERVISORS 

Sarah Jones 
· Environmental Review Officer 
Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, 4th Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94103 

Dear Ms. Jones: 

November 21, 2013 

City Hall 
Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 

San Francisco 94102-4689 
Tel. No. 554-5184 · 
Fax No. 554-5163 

TDDffTY No. 554-5227 

File No. 131131 

On N·ovember 19, 2013, Supervisor Weiner introduced the following legislation: 

File No. 131131 

Resolution correcting Resolution No. 362-13, which granted revocable permission to the 
Municipal Transportation Agency to occupy portions of the public right-of-way to install 
and maintain two new operator convenience facilities at the terminus of various Muni bus 
routes; and making environmental findings, and findings of consistency with the General 
Plan, and the eight priority policies of Planning Code, Section 101: 1. · 

This legislation is being transmitted to you for environmental review. 

Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board 

QI~~ 
By: Alisa Miller, Committee Clerk 

Land Use & Economic Development Committee 

Attachment 

c: Monica Pereira, Environmental Planning 
Nannie Turrell, Environmental Planning 
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SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

Certificate of Determination 
Exemption from Environmental Review 

Ca.c::!No.: 

Project Tiile: 
Zo11i11g: 
BlocklLDt: 

Lot Sizr:: 
Project 5po11sor: 

St.if! Ca11t11ct: 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 

2012.0631E 
Sf.MIA - Operator Convenience Facilities 
Varies 
5260i001 (1601 Hudson St); 4912/006 (1398 Fit7gerald Ave); 

2086/001 (4101 Ortega Ave); 157-1/001(68232...i Ave); 

4265/007(1298 Potrero Ave); 4276/014 (1451 liampshire St); 
Plus 30 other locations 
I 12 square feet each, 600 square feet total . 
San Francisco Municipal Ti-;insportation Agency 
Andrew Howard -{415) 701-4298 

Christopher Espiritu -(415) 575-9022 

christopher.espiritu@sfgov.org 

1 650 Mission st. 
Su1e40Q 
Sa:i Francisco, 
CA 94103-2-479 

Recepbon: 
415.551.6378 

Fax: 
415.558.6409 

Pla:inilllJ 
lnlormawn: 
4"1 s.ssa.&3n 

The San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency (SFMTA) proposes the installation of SFMTA 
operator convenience facilities, or restrooms, at multiple locations near bus terminals throughout the city. 

The objective of thC' project is lo address the lack of accessible restroom facilities available to SfMTA 
operators at terminals. Currently, availab:e facilities for SfMTA operators include licensed facilities at 
existing businesses or portable rental facililies. 1 nitially, five (5) locations have been identified at 1601 

Hudson Avenue, 1398 Fitzgerald A.venue, 4101 Ortega Street, 68:2 32nd Av!:'nue, 1298 Putrero Avenue, and 
1451 I rampshire Street, where convenience facilities would be installed. An additional 30 locations have 
been identified, but a precise locatioi1 (block/lot) ha-; not been detemiined; the nearest cross streets have 
bL-en provided to identify the location of the 30 additional sites. (Continued on the follo\ving page) 

EXEMPT STATUS: 

Categorical Exemption, Class 3, !State CEQA Guidelines Sections 153031 

REMARKS: 

See next page. 

DETERMINATION: 

r do J;rereby certify that the above determination has bc.-en made pursuant to State and local requirements. 

:~Z··P'~~~::-- .::·~::-·~~-::~<'.''~, Y_ .. ~-?.0/2 
Bill Wycko 

..... ~;;: .... · ... --
Environmental Review Officer 

cc: Andrew How a.rd, SfMT A. Project Spon..or 

Sarah Dennis-l'hillips, Citywide Pl:mnin& 

- - ·--------- . ..,.._ ------
Date 

Viina By~d. M.D.F. 
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Exemption from Environmental Review 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION {continued}: 

Case No. 20120631E 
SFMTA Operator Convenience Facilities 

· SFMTA proposes to provide restroom facilities for operatoTS at several bus terTilinalfocations in order to 

minimize gaps between available rest.room facilities for the comfort and safety of bus operators. At eai:h 

location, an approximately 8-ft long by J 3-ft wide,. prefabricated ADA compliant restroom facility would 
be installed. Restroom facilities would be connected to existing utilities, but could. be moved if route 
changes require the terminal to be relocated. The restroom facilities would solely be used by MUNI 

operators and ·would not be available for public use.· 

REMARKS (continued): 

Initially, SFMTA has idei;itified five (5} locations· where prefabricated restroom facilities would be 
installed; however, the proposed project includes the installation of these facilities at 30 ;idditional 
locations throughout the SFMTAbus system The precise locations of the other 30 restroom facilities are 
currently under review by SF!\ITA and would be determined at a later date. SFMTA has provided a list 
of approximate locations for the additional 30 restroom sites identified by cross street (See Table 1). The 
proposed project would not cause adverse impacts to the environment since no new permanent 
construction would occur. The installation of the proposed restroom facilities would not be considered 
as a permanent modification to the built environment, since these facilities would include reversible 

connections to e.xiSting utilities ·~d no major excavation activities are required. 

Tab!e 1: Proposed Locations o~ A_dd_itional SFMTA Operator Convenience Facilities 

19th Ave & Buckingham Way Dublin behveen Persia &: La Gr .:.nde Mission St & Lowell St 

19th Ave & ~ollowl'l.Y Ave Evans Ave & 3rd St !",fission St & San J os_e Ave 
·-

20th St & 3rd St Geary Blvd & 25th Ave Noriega St & 44"' Ave 

25th Ave & California Geneva & Rio Verde Pacific Ave& Van Ness Ave 
I 

Parkrid ge Dr & Burnett Ave 32nd Ave & Balboa I Gene\ia St & Schwerin St. 

!:!each St & Divisadero I Jones St & Beach St Sacramento St & Cherry St 

Cesar Chavez St & Mission St lower Great Hwy & Rivera St Sickles Ave & Alemany Blvd 
-

Chestnut St & Fillmore St Marina Blvd & Laguna St Sunnydale Ave at McLaren School 

Oement & 14th Ave McAllister & Jones Taylor St & Bay St . 
Divisadero St & Chestnut St I Mellon Circle & Alana Way Valencia St & Cesar Chavez St .,_ 

Source: SFMTA,. 2012 

Ine proposed project is subject to the reciuirements for excavation pem1its in Article 2.4 of the Public 
Works Code and the requirements of Depa:rtinent of Public Works (DPW) -Order No. 175,566 concerning 

. placement of surface-mounted facilities in the public right-of-way.1 Dl'W reviews each application on an 

individual basis and evaluates the potential for the proposed facilities to imp~e travel on public streets, 
inconvenience property oWners, or 9therwise disturb the use of the public right-of-way by the public. 

1 Regulations for ls.o;uing Excavation Permits fo~ Lite Inst.allaUon of Surface-Mounted Facilities in the Pt1blic Right-Of~Way, DP\V 

Order No. 175,566. Titis document is available for Teview at the Plar.ning Deparlrncnt, at 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, as part of 

Case No. 2012.0631 E. 

S,Ui f P.ARCJSCO 
PLANNfMG DEPAR'r .. EHT 2 
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Exemption from Environmental Review Case No. 2012.0631E 
SFMTA Opera.for Convenience Facilities 

DPW would ensure that persons affected by the in!.tallation have an opportunity to be heard before an 
impartial hearing officer appcinted by !he Director of DPW. The hl'aring officer would summarize !he. 
evidence and testimony and will make recommendations to the Director, who would make the final 
detennination. In addition, 5FMTA will provide notice to all residents within 300 feet of the work ~8 

· hours prim to the commencement of work. 

fubHc Views and Aesthetics. in evaluating whether the SfMTA oper;itor restroom facilities would be 
t>Xempt from environmental review, th~ Planning Department dt-termined that tlie proposl:!d facilities 
would not rP.sult in a significant impact to public views and aesthetics. Visual quality, by nature, is 
highly subjcctiv~ and different viewers may have varying opinions as to whether a proposl'd n..>stroom 
facility contributes negatively lo the visual landscape of the City and its neighborhoods. The Planning 
Department's: Initial Study Checklist, which is based on Appendix G e>f the California Environmental 
Quality Act· .. (CEQA) Guidelines, indic-ates that assessments <.•f significant impacts on visual resources 
~hould consider whether the proj<"!ct would result in: (1) a substantial, demonstrable negative aesthetic 
effect; (2) a substantial dl!gradation or obstruction of any SCE>nic view or vista now observed from public . 
areas; or (3) generation of obtrusive light or gl:ue substantially impacting other properties. The 
installation of the proposed restroom facilities would not result in any of these conditions, as described 
below. 

SFMTA proposes to install 35 restroom facilities in a disperst•d manner within public right,.of-way. '!lie 
profile of these faciliti(•s would be visible to passersby and observers from nea1by buildings, but may not 
be notked by the casual o~erver. The visual impacts of the restrooms would be rnnfin£-d lo the 
immediate areas in which the units :are located. Utility-n-late>d faciliti!C'S, as-wE>ll as public restroom units, 
in the public right-of-way are common throughout the City's urbanized environment (e.g., traffic control 
cabinets,. utility cabinets, public toilets, and portable rc·strooms). SFMTA's restroom facilities would 
gmerally be viewed in the context of the existing urban background, and the incremental visual effect of. 
the proposed facilities would be minimal. In addition, the proposed restrooms would not generate any 
obcrusive light or glare. The initial five (5) loL-a.tions identified by SFl'vtTA werf'. reviewed by the Planning 
Department and the proposed plar_is support the Department's condusion that the restroom facilities. 
would have a negligible effect on public views and at-sthl'tic&. 

fn reviewing aesthetics under CEQA, generally, coni.ideration of the E'-isting context in which a project is 
propose-d is require-d and evaluation must be based on the impact on the exi~ting environment. TI1at 
some people may not find the proposed restroom facilities attractive docs not mean that thL'Se would 
create a significant aestt.etic environmental impact; these mu~t b~ judged in the context of existing 
conditions. For the proposed project, the contc.\.I is urban right-of-way that supports similar utility and 
public restroom structures dispersed thrcughout thi.! City. 1he proposed restroom facilities are thus 
consi.st~nt with existing dc·veloped environment. The aestlietics of the restroom facilitit"s are si'milar to 
oth»r structures in public right-of-way and therefore cannot be deemed an "unu;ual circumstance.'' For 

Lho;;e ~ame reasons, the "unusual circumstan~' exception to thl' categorical e>.C'mptions is not applicable 
to aesthetic impacts that are similar to existing er potelltial comparable structurl.!S. The restroom facilitie<J 

would not be unusual and would not create ~dverse ae.stlwtic impacts c~n !he ~nvironment. 

':'UIB.li~ISC:J 
PLANNlNQ DE.PARTNIS.NT 3 
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Exemption from Environmental Review Case No. 2012.0631E 

SFJl..ITA Operator Converuence Facilities 

for all the above reasons, installation of the proposed restroom facilities would not result in a significant 
adverse effect on public views or aesthetics. . · 

Historic Architectural Resources. None of the 35 identified SFMTA convenience station sites are locLJted 
within a historic or potentially historic district, or adjacent to a historic resource. Therefore, the proposed 

. project would not result in a significant impact to historic resources. 

Exemption Status. CEQA State Guidelines Section 15303, or Cfass 3, provides an exemption from 
environmental review for the construction and location of limited numbers of new, small facilities or 
structures; installation of small new equipment and facilities in small structures; and the conversion of 
existing small structures from one use to another where only minor modifications are made in the 

exterior of the structure. Class 3 also provides·an exemption for accessory structures· including garages, 
carports, patios, swimming pools, and fences, and others. The proposed project would install temporary 
restroom facilitie!> on existing on-street parking space.5 at the terminals of five (5) initial bus routes and 30 

additional locations. Furthermore, the proposed project would not impair sidewalk access or_encroach 
onto private reside11tial or comm·ercial properties near the bus terminals. Therefore, the proposed project 
meets the criteria for exemption under Class 3.. 

As SFMTA identifies additional locations in the future, Planning Department review and evaluation 
would be documented in a sepLJrate environmental analysis. 

CONCLUSION: 

CEQA State Guidelines Section 15300.2 states that a categoricaJ ell.<O> Jtfon shall not be used for an· 

activity where there is a reasonable possibility that the activity would have a significant-effect on th!:! 
environment due to WlUsual circumstances. As. described above, the proposed project is not expected to 

have a significant effect on aesthetics and public .views. Also, the proposed 35 restroom facilities would 
not be located within historic districts or potentially historic di~trict, or adjacent to historic resources. 
There are no un_usual cir.cumstances surrounding the current proposal that would suggest a reasonable 
possibility of a significant environmental effect. The project would be exempt under each of the above­
cited classifications. For all of the above reasons, the proposed project is appropriately e:o:empt from 
environmental review. 

:i:.1' fFIA.NCISCD 
PLANNINQ DEPARTMENT 4 

290 

( 



BOARD of SUPERVISORS 

City Hall 
Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 

San Francisco 94102-4689 
Tel. No. 554-5184 
Fax No. 554-5163 

TDDffTY No. 554-5227 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Edward Reiskin, Director, Municipal Transportation Agency 
Tom DeCaigny, Director, Arts Commission 
Mohammed Muru, Director, Public Works Department 

FROM: Andrea Ausberry, Clerk, Land Use and Economic Development Committee 
Board of Supervisors 

DATE: November 21, 2013 

SUBJECT: LEGISLATION INTRODUCED 

The Board of Supervisors' Land Use and Economic Development Committee has 
received the following proposed legislation, introduced by Supervisor Wiener on 
November 19, 2013: 

File No. 131131 

Resolution correcting Resolution No. 362-13, which granted revocable permission to the 
Municipal Transportation Agency to occupy portions of the public right-of-way to install 
and maintain two new operator convenience facilities at the terminus of various Muni bus 
routes; and making environmental findings, and findings of consistency with the General 
Plan, and the eight priority policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1. 

If you would like to submit reports or comments prior to the hearing, please forward them 
to me at the Board of Supervisors, City Hall, Room 244, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, 
San Francisco, CA 94102 or by email: alisa.miller@sfgov.org and 
andrea. ausberry@sfgov.org. 

c: Janet Martinsen, Municipal Transportation Agency 
Kate Bren, Municipal Transportation Agency 
Roberta Boomer, Municipal Transportation Agency B.oard 
Rebecca Krell, Arts Commission 
Sharon Paige Ritchie, Arts Commission 
Howard Lazar, Arts Commission 
Frank Lee, Public Works Department 
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BOARD of SUPERVISORS 

Sarah Jones 
Environmental Review Officer 
Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, 4th Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94103 

Dear Ms. Jones: 

November 21, 2013 

City Hall 
Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 

San Francisco 94102-4689 
Tel. No. 554-5184 
Fax No. 554-5163 

TDD/TTY No. 554-5227 

File No. 131131 

On November 19, 2013, Supervisor Weiner introduced the following legislation: 

File No. 131131 

Resolution correcting Resolution No. 362-13, which granted revocable permission to the 
Municipal Transportation Agency to occupy portions of the public right-of-way to install 
and maintain two new operator convenience facilities at the terminus of various Muni bus 
routes; and maki11g environmental findings, and findings of consistency with the General 
Plan, and the eight priority policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1. 

This legislation is being transmitted to you for environmental review. 

Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board 

Q(~~ 
By: Alisa Miller, Committee Clerk 

Land Use & Economic Development Gommittee 

Attachment 

c: Monica Pereira, Environmental Planning 
Nannie Turrell, Environmental Planning 
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Print Form' ~-I 

Introduction Form 
By a Member of the Board of Supervisors or the Mayor 

Time stamp 

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

IZl 1. For reference tb C01mnittee. 

An ordinance, resolution, motion, or charter amendment. 

D 2. Request for next printed agenda without reference to C01mnittee. 

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

D 4. Request for letter beginning "Supervisor inquires" 

D 5. City Attorney request. 

D 6. Call File No. from C01mnittee. 

D 7. Budget Analyst request (attach written motion). 

D 8. Substitute Legislation File No. 
'---'-~~~~~--'--~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~__J 

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

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

~ 11. Question(s) submitted for Mayoral Appearance before the BOS on 
'--~~~~~~~~~~~~~-_J 

Please check the appropriate boxes. The proposed legislation should be forwarded to the following: 

D Small Business C01mnission D Youth C01mnission D Ethics Commission 

D Planning Commission D Building Inspection Commission 

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

Sponsor(s): 

I Supervisor Wiener 

Subject: 

Street Encroachment- Operator Restroom Facilities-Terminus of Muni Transit Lines 

The text is listed below or attached: 

Resolution correcting Resolution No. 362-13, which granted revocable permission to the Municipal Transportation 
Agency (MTA) to occupy portions of the public right-of-way to install and maintain two new operator convenience 
facilities at the tenninus of various Muni bus routes; and making enviroru.nental findings, and findings of consistency 
with the General Plan, and the eight priority policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1. 

For Clerk's Use Only: 
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