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FILE NO. 160925 

AMENDED IN COMMITTEE 
11/28/16 

ORDINANCE N 

1 [Planning Code - Transportation Demand Management Program Requirement] 

2 

3 Ordinance amending the Planning Code to establish a citywide Transportation Demand 

4 Management (TOM) Program, to require Development Projects to incorporate design 

5 features, incentives, and tools that support sustainable forms of transportation; to 

6 create a new administrative fee to process TOM Plan applications and compliance 

7 reports; and to make conforming amendments to various sections of the Planning 

8 Code; affirming the Planning Department's determination under the California 

9 Environmental Quality Act, and making findings of public necessity, convenience, and 

10 welfare under Planning Code Section 302, and findings of consistency with the General 

11 Plan and the eight priority policies of Planning Code Section 101.1. 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

NOTE: Unchanged Code text and uncodified text are in plain Arial font. 
Additions to Codes are in single-underline italics Times New Roman font. 
Deletions to Codes are in strik~through italics Times NC''rV Roman font. 
Board amendment additions are in double-underlined Arial font. 
Board amendment deletions are in strikethrough Aria! font. 
Asterisks (* * * *) indicate the omission of unchanged Code 
subsections or parts of tables. 

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

19 Section 1. Findings. The Board of Supervisors of the City and County of San 

20 Francisco hereby finds and determines that: 

21 (a) The Planning Department has determined that the actions contemplated in this 

22 ordinance comply with the California Environmental Quality Act (California Public Resources 

23 Code Section 21 OOO et seq.). Said determination is on file with the Clerk of the Board of 

24 Supervisors in File No. ___ , and is incorporated herein by reference. The Board affirms 

25 this determination. 
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(b) On , the Planning Commission, in Resolution No. , the 

Board of Supervisors adopted findings that the actions contemplated in this ordinance are 

consistent, on balance, with the City's General Plan and eight priority policies of Planning 

Code Section 101.1. The Board adopts these findings as its o•..vn. /\ copy of said Resolution 

A Memorandum from the Planning Department discussing the ordinance's consistency with 

the General Plan and Planning Code Section 101.1 is on file with the Clerk of the Board of 

Supervisors in File No. , and is incorporated herein by reference. The Board adopts 

those findings as its own. 

(c) On , the Planning. Commission, in Resolution No. 
' 

approved this legislation, and recommended it for adoption by the Board of Supervisors=, A 

Memorandum from the Planning Department discussing how public necessity. convenience 

and welfare requir.e adoption of this ordinance is on file with the Clerk of the Board of 

Supervisors in File No. . and is incomorated herein by reference. The Board adopts 

those findings as its own. and adopted findings that it will serve the public necessity, 

convenience and •.velfare. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 302, the Board adopts these 

findings as its o·..vn. A copy of saiS Planning Commission Resolution No. 

recommending adoption of this Ordinance. is on file with the Clerk of the Board of Supervisor s 

in File No. , and is incorporated herein by reference. 

Section 2. The Planning Code is hereby amended by adding Sections 169, 169.1, 

169.2, 169.3, 169.4, 169.5, and 169.6, to read as follows: 

SEC. 169. TRANSPORTATION DEMAND MANAGEMENT PROGRAM. 

Sections 169 through 169. 6 (hereafter referred to collectively as "Section 169 ") set forth the 

requirements of the Transportation Demand Management Program (I'DM Program). 
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SEC. 169.1. FINDINGS. 

(a) According to Plan Bay Area 2040, the lon~range integrated transportation and land-

use/housing strategy for the San Francisco Bay Area through 2040 adopted in 2013 by the Association 

ofBay Area Governments and the Metropolitan Transportation Commission, San Francisco is expected 

to grow by approximately 191,000 jobs and 102,000 households 'from 2010 to 2040. 

{k) This growth will generate an increased demand for transportation infrastructure and 

services on an already constrained transportation svstem. One o(the challenges posed by this growth 

is the increased number of single occupancy vehicle trips, and the pressures they add to San 

Francisco's limited public streets and rights-ofwgy_. contributing to congestion, transit delt;IBS, and 

public health and sa(ery concerns caused by motorized vehicles, air pollution, greenhouse gas (GHG) 

emissions, and noise, thereby negatively impacting the qualiry oflife in the Ciry. 

(c) The Transportation Sustainability Program, or TSP, is aimed at accommodating this 

new growth while minimizing its impact on San Francisco's transportation system. It is a joint effort of 

the Mayor's Office, the Planning Department, the San Francisco Counry Transportation Authority, and 

the San Francisco Municipal Transportadon Agency that has spanned many years and has involved a 

robust process ofpublic outreach and discussion. The TSP includes three separate but related policy 

initiatives: the Transportation Sustainabiliry Fee (I'SF); the modernization of San Francisco's 

environmental review process under the Cali(Ornia Environmental Quality Act (CEQA); and the 

Transportation Demand Management (I'DM) Program. 

(1) The first component, the TSF, seeks to fund transportation improvements to 

support new growth by charging a development impact fee on new development. The City approved the 

TSF in 2015 with the enactment of Ordinance No. 200-15 (Board of Supervisors File No. 150790). 

(2) The second component, the modernization of the environmental review process 

under CEQA, has been shepherded by the State under Senate Bill 743 (Stats. 2013. C. 386, now 
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codified in Public Resources Code Section 21099). SB 743 required the Office of Planning and 

Research (OPR) to develop new gu,idelines to replace the existing transportation review standard. 

focused on automobile delav. with new criteria that "vromote the reduction of ereenhouse Pas 

emissions. the development ofmultimodal transportation networks, and a diversity ofland uses." OPR 

recommended a replacement metric of Vehicle Miles Traveled. or VMI'. that is, the amount and 

distance ofautomobile travel attributable to a project. The Planning Commission unanimously 

approved a Resolution adopting changes consistent with implementation ofSB 7 43, including the use o f 

Vehicle Miles Traveled as the metric for calculating transportation-related environmental impacts. at 

its hearing on March 3, 2016 (Planning Commission Resolution No. 19579). 

(3) The third component creates the TDM Program. detailed in Section 169. The 

TDM Program seeks to promote sustainable travel modes bv requiring new development projects to 

incorporate design Matures, incentives. and tools that support transit, ride-sharing. walking. and 

bicycle riding (or the residents, tenants. employees, and visitors oftheir projects. 

(d) State and regional governments have enacted many laws and policy initiatives that 

· promote the same sustainable transportation goals the TDM Program seeks to advance. For instance, 

at the state level, the Congestion Management Law, Gov. Code Section 65088. establishes that to 

reduce the state's traffic congestion crisis and "keep California moving, " it is important to build 

transit-oriented development, revitalize the state's cities, and promote all forms of transportation. 

Assembly Bill 32, the California Global Warming Solutions Act 0(2006 (Chapter 488. Statutes of 

2006), requires statewide GHG reductions to 1990 levels by 2020. Executive Orders B-30-15. S-3-05 

and B-16-12 set forth GHG reduction targets beyond that year, to 2050. Senate Bill 3 7 5, the 

Sustainable Communities and Climate Protection Act 0[2008 (Chapter 728, Statutes o[2008l sur2Ports 

the state's climate action goals to reduce GHG emissions through coordinated transportation and land 

use planning with the goal o[creating more sustainable communities. Under this statute, the 

California Air Resources Board establishes GHG reduction targets for metropolitan planning 
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organizations, based on land use patterns and transportation systems specified in Regional 

Transportation Plans and Sustainable Community Strategies. Plan Bay Area 2040 sets GHG and 

Vehicle Miles Traveledreduction targets and a target for increasing non-automobile mode share.for 

the Bay Area. 

(e) In addition, San Francisco has enacted many laws and policy initiatives that promote 

the same sustainable transportation goals the TDM Program seeks to advance. The "Transit First 

Policv. " in Section 8A. l l 5 of the City Charter, declares that public transit is "an economically and 

environmentally sound alternative to transportation bv individual automobiles, " and that within the 

City. "travel by public transit, bv bicycle and on foot must be an attractive alternative to travel by 

private automobile. " The GHG Reduction Ordinance. codified at Chapter 9 o(the Environment Code, 

sets GHG reduction emission targets of25% below 1990 levels by 2017: 40% below 1990 levels by 

2025; and 80% below 1990 levels by 2050. The City's Climate Action Strategy. prepared pursuant to 

the GHG Reduction Ordinance, has identified a target of having 50% oftotal trips within the City be 

made by modes other than automobiles by 2017. and 80% by 2030. One ofthe ways identified to 

achieve this target is through TDM for new devetopment. 

{f)_ San Francisco has long acknowledged the importance o{_TDM strategies in the 

I Transpo;tation Element of the City's General Plan, the San Francisco County Transportation Plan, 

and many Area Plans. For example, each of the Area Plans within Eastern Neighborhoods and the 

Transit Center District Plan identifY.. policies for the development o{_a TDM program within them. 

(g) The TDM Program set forth in Section 169 requires new projects subject to its 

requirements to incorporate design features, incentives, and tools to encourage new residents, tenants. 

employees, and visitors to travel by sustainable transportation modes, such as transit, walking, ride-

sharing. and biking. thereby reducing Vehicle Miles Traveled associated with new development. The 

I goals o(the TDM Program are to help keep San Francisco moving as it grows. and to promote better 
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environmental. health. and safety outcomes. consistent with the state. regional, and local policies 

mentioned above. 

(h) For projects that use Development Agreements and may not be required to complv fully 

with the requirements of Section 169. it is the Board of Supervisors' strong preference that 

Development Agreements should include similar provisions thatmeet the goals of the TDM Program. 

(i) The Board of Supervisors finds that it is in the public interest to exempt 

affordable housing from the fees and requirements of the TOM Program. in order to promote 

this important City J;:!Olicy and priority, and also because these projects generally generate less 

VMT. A 2014 study by Transform and California Housing Partnership Corooration. 'Why 

creating and preserving affordable homes near transit is a highly effective climate protection 

strategy." finds that "Higher Income households [defined as above 120% of area median 

income] drive more than twice as many miles and own more than twice as many vehicles as 

Extremely Low-lricome households [defined as 30% or less of AMI] living within 1/4 mile of 

frequent transit." which demonstrates how the TOM value for on-site affordable housing units 

is lamely dependent on the level of affordability of the taraeted households. 

SEC.169.2. DEFINITIONS. 

For purpose o[Section 169. the tollowing definitions shall apply. In addition. see the Planning 

Commission Standards for the Transportation Demand Management Program (I'DM Program 

Standards). described in Section 169. 6. (or additional definitions ofterms applicable to this Section 

169. 

Approval. Any required approval or determination on a Development Application that the / 

Planning Commission, Planning Department. or ZoningAdministrator issues. 

Development Application. As defined in Section 401. 

Development Project. As defined in Section 401. 
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Transportation Demand Management, or TDM Design features, incentives, and tools 

implemented bv Development Projects to reduce VMI'. bv helping residents. tenants. employees, and 

visitors choose sustainable travel ovtions such as transit. bicycle riding. or walking. 

Transportation Demand Management Plan. or TDM Plan. A Development Project's plan 

describing compliance with the TDM Program. 

Transportation Demand Management Program. or TDM Program. The San Francisco policy 

requiring Development Projects to incorporate TDM measures in their proposed projects, as set forth 

in Section 169. 

Vehicle Miles Traveled, or VMI'. A measure ofthe amount and distance that a Development 

Project causes people to drive. as set forth in more detail by the Planning Commission in the TDM 

Program Standards prepared pursuant to Section 169. 6. 

SEC 169.3. APPLICABILITY. 

(a) Except as provided in subsection (k), Section 169 shall apply to any Development 

Project in San Francisco that results in: 

02 Ten or more Dwelling Units, as de'fined in Section 102; or 

(2) Ten or more beds in a Group Housing or Residential Care Facility, as these 

18 terms are de'fined in Section 102; or 

19 (3) Any new construction resulting in 10, OOO occupied square feet or more of any 

20 use other than Residential, as this term is defined in Section 102. excluding any area used {or accessory 

21 parking; or 

22 (4) Any Change of Use resulting in 25, OOO occupied square feet or more of any use 

23 other than Residential. as this term is de'fined in Section 102, excluding any area used for accessory 

24 !parking, as set forth in the TDM Program Standards, if 

25 
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(A) The Change of Use involves a change (tom a Residential use to any use 

other than Residential; or 

(Ii) The Change of Use involves a change (tom any use other than 

Residential, to another use other than Residential. 

(5) For any Development Project that has been required to finalize and record a 

TDM Plan pursuant to Section 169. 4 below. any increase in accessory parking spaces or Parking 

Garage spaces within such Development Project that results in an increase in the requirements o[the 

TDM Standards shall be required to modify such TDM Plan pursuant to Section 169.4(.f) below. 

{k) Exemptions. Notwithstanding subsection (a), Section 169 shall not apply to the 

followinf!: 

O> One Hundred Percent Affordable Housing Projects. Residential uses within 

Development Projects where all residential units are affordable to households at or below 150% of the 

Area Median Income, as defined in Section 401, shall not be subject to the TDM Program. Any uses 

other than Residential within those projects, whose primary purpose is to provide services to the 

Residential uses within those projects shall also be exempt. Other uses shall be subject to the TDM 

program. All uses shall be subject to all other applicable requirements of the Planning Code. 

(2) Parking Garages and Parking Lots, as defined in Section 102. However, parkin g 

spaces within such Parking Garages or Parking Lots, when included within a larger Development 

Project, may be considered in the determination ofTDM Plan requirements. as described in the TDM 

Program Standards. 

(c) When determining whether a Development Project shall be subject to the TDM 

Program, the Development Project shall be considered in its entirety_. A DeveloJ2.ment Project shall not 

seek multiple applications (or building permits to evade the applicability_ o[the TDM Program. 

(d) The TDM Program shall not applv to any Development Project that receives Approval 

of a Development Application be(ore the effective date ofthis Section. 
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(e) Develooment Projects with a Development Application on or before September 

4. 2016 shall be subject to 50% of the taraet. Development Projects with a Development 

Application on or after September 5. 2016. and before January 1. 2018. shall be subject to 

75% of the target. Development Projects with a Development A1;mlication on or after JanuaDl: 
\ 

1. 2018 shall be subject to 100% of the taro et. .· 

SEC. 169.4. TRANSPORTATION DEMAND MANAGEMENT PLAN REQUIREMENTS. 

(a) A property owner shall submit a proposed TDM Plan along with the Devetopment 

Project's first Development Application. For all projects that require a pre-application community 

meeting. the Project Sponsor shall present a draft TOM Plan at that pre-application meeting 

and solicit feedback from the local community to be taken into consideration in preparing the 

proposed TOM Plan for submittal to the Planning Department. The proposed TDM Plan shall 

document the Development Project's proposed compliance with Section 169 and the Planning 

Commission's TDM Program Standards. 

(k) The proposed TDM Plan shall be reviewed in conjunction with the approval of the first 

Development Application for the Development Project. 

(c) Compliance with the TDM Program. including compliance with a finalized TDM Plan. 

shall be included as a Condition o[Approval of the Development Project. The Planning Commission 

shall not waive. reduce.· or adjust the requirements of the TDM Program through the approval 

processes described in Sections 304. 309, 329 or any other Planning Commission approval process 

that allows for exceptions. 

(d) The Development Project shall be subject to the TDM Program Standards in effect at 

the time ofits first Development Project Approval. !(the Planning Commission has issued revised 

TDM Program Standards subsequent to that Development Project Approval. then the property owner 
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may elect to have the Development Project be subject to the later-approved TDM Program Standards, 

but if so, must meet all requirements of such revised Standards. 

{e) The Zoning Administrator shall approve and order the recordation ofa Notice in the 

Official Records of the Recorder ofthe City and County o(San Francisco for the subject property prior 

to the issuance ofa building or site permit. This Notice shall include the Development Project's final 

TDM Plan and detailed descriptions of each TDM measure. 

(j) Upon application ofa property owner, after a TDM Plan is finalized and the associated 

building or site permit has been issued, a Development Project's TDM Plan may be modified in 

accordance with procedures and standards adopted by the Planning Commission in the TDM Program 

Standards. However, if such modification to an existing TDM Plan is required pursuant to Section 

169.3(a){5) above, the modified TDM Plan shall be finalized in accordance with the procedures and 

requirements of the TDM Standards in effect at the time o(the modification. 

SEC. 169.5. MONITORING1 REPORTING AND COMPLIANCE. 

(a) Prior.to the issuance o(a first certificate o(occupancy, the property owner shall 

facilitate a site insvection bv Plannirif! Devartment staff to confirm that all avvroved vhvsical 

improvement measures in the Development Pro;ect's TDM Plan have been implemented and/or 

installed The property owner shall also provide documentation that all approved programmatic 

measures in the Development Project's TDM Plan will be implemented. The process and standards for 

determining compliance shall be specified in the Planning Commission's TDM Program Standards. 

{k) Throughout the life o(the Development Project, the property owner shall: 

O> Maintain a TDM coordinator, as defined in the Planning Commission's TDM 

Program Standards. who shall coordinate with the City on the Development Project's compliance with 

its approved TDM Plan. 

' 
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(2) Allow City staff access to relevant portions of the property to conduct site visits, 

surveys, inspection ofphysical improvements, and/or other empirical data collection, and facilitate in-

verson vhone and/or e-mail or web-based interviews with residents tenants emvlovees and/or 

visitors. City staffs hall provide advance notice of any request for access and shall use all reasonable 

efforts to protect personal privacy during visits and in the use of any data collected during this process. 

(3) Submit periodic compliance reports to the P Tanning Department, as required by 

the Planning Commission's TDM Program Standards. 

SEC.169.6. TRANSPORTATION DEMAND MANAGEMENT PROGRAM 

STANDARDS. 

(a) The Planning Commission, with the assistance of the Planning Department and in 

consultation with staff ofthe San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency and the San Francisco 

County Transportation Authority, shall adopt the Planning Commission Standards {or the 

Transportation Demand Management Program, or TDM Program Standards. The TDM Program 

Standards shall contain the specific requirements necessary for compliance with the TDM Program. 

The TDM Program Standards shall be updated ftom time to time, as deemed av:r2.ropriate by the 

Planning Commission, to reflect best practices in the field of Transportation Demand Management. 

(k) When preparing, adopting, or updating the TDM Program Standards, the Planning 

Commission shall consider the primary goals of Section 169, that is, to reduce VM'I' f!._om new 

development in order to maintain mobility as San Francisco grows. and to achieve better 

environmental, health and sa(§ty outcomes.In addition, the·Planning Commission shall consider the 

followim! vrincivles: 

(]) The requirements ofthe TDM Program, as set forth in the TDM Program 

Standards, shall be proportionate to the total amount of VMT that Development Proiects produce, and 
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shall take into account site-specific information, such as density. diversitv ofland uses. and access to 

travel options other than the private automobile in the surrounding vicinity. 

(2) The TDM Program Standards shall provide flexibility for Development Projects 

to achieve the purposes ofthe TDM Program in a way that best suits the circumstances of each 

Development Project. To that end, the TDM Program Standards shall include a menu ofTDM 

measures from which to choose. Each measure in this TDM menu shall be design,ed to reduce VMT by 

site residents, tenants. employees, or visitors, as relevant to the Development Project, and must be 

under the control o[the developer, J2.rO"Qerty owner, or tenant. 

(3) Each o(the TDM measures in the TDM Program Standards shall be assigned a 

number ofpoints, reflecting its relative effectiveness to reduce VMT. This relative effectiveness 

determination shall be grounded in literature review, local data collection, best practice research, 

and/or J2.ro(essional transportation expert opinion, and shall be described in the TDM Program 

Standards. 

(c) Every (our years, following the periodic updates to the San Francisco Countywide 

Transportation Plan that the San Francisco County Transportation Authority preJ2.ares, the Planning 

Department shall u_reJ2.are a report analyzing the implementation o(the TDM Program and describing 

any changes to the TDM Program Standards. The Planning Department shall Present such report to 

the Planning Commission. and aREI- may present it to tAe the Board of Supervisors during a public 

hearings,_if a Supervisor chooses to request a hearing on the matter. 

Section 3. The Planning Code is hereby amended by revising Sections 102. 151, 163, 

1661 and 305, and 357 to read as follows: 

SEC. 102. DEFINITIONS. 

•* * * * 
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(b) "Gross Floor Area" shall not include the following: 

* * * * 

(21) Any area devoted to bicycle parking. bicycle maintenance rooms. or car share 

6 spaces when such features are provided as part of a Development Proiect's compliance with 

7 the Transportation Demand Management Program set forth in Section 169 of the Planning 

8 Code. 
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* * * * 

SEC.151. SCHEDULE OF REQUIRED OFF-STREET PARKING SPACES. 

(a) Applicability. Off-street parking spaces shall be provided in the minimum quantities 

specified in Table 151, except as otherwise provided in Section 151.1 and Section 161 of this 

Code. Where the building or lot contains uses in more than one of the categories listed, 

parking· requirements shall be calculated in the manner provided in Section 153 of this Code. 

Where off-street parking is provided which exceeds certain amounts in relation to the 

quantiti_es specified in Table 151, as set forth in subsection (c), such parking shall be 

classified not as accessory parking but as either a principal or a conditional use, depending 

upon the use provisions applicable to the district in which the parking is located. In 

considering an application for a conditional use for any such parking, due to the amount being 

provided, the Planning Commission shall consider the criteria set forth in Section 157 of this 

Code. Minimum off-street parking requirements shall be reduced, to the extent needed. when such 

1 

reduction is part of a Development Project's compliance with the Transportation Demand Management 

I Program set forth. in Section 169 of the Planning Code. 

* * * * 
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2 SEC. 163. TRANSPORTATION MANAGEMENT PROGRAMS AND 

3 TRANSPORTATION BROKERAGE SERVICES IN COMMERCIAL AND MIXED USE 

4 DISTRICTS. 

5 (a) Purpose. This Section 163 is intended to assure that adequate measures services 

6 are undertaken andmaintainedto minimize the transportation impacts of added office 

7 employment and residential development in the downtown and South of Market area, in a 

8 manner consistent with the objectives and policies of the General Plan, by facilitating the 

9 effective use of transit, encouraging ridesharing, and employing other practical means to 

1 O reduce commute travel by single-occupant vehicles. 

11 (b) Applicability. The requirements of this Section apply to any project meeting one of 

12 the following conditions: 

13 (1) · In Commercial and Mixed Use Districts, projects where the -gresrr occupied 

14 square feet of new construction, conversion, or added floor area for office use equals at least 

15 100,000 square feet; 

16 (2) In the C-3-0(SD) District, where new construction, conversion, or added 

17 floor area for residential use equals at least 100,000 square feet or 100 dwelling units; 

18 (3) In the C-3-0(SD) District, projects where the -gresrr occupied square feet of 

19 new construction or added floor area for any non-residential use equals at least 100,000 

20 square feet; or 

21 (4) In the case of the SSO, WMUO, or MUO District, where.the -gresrr occupied 

22 square feet of new, converted or added floor area for office use equals at least 25,000 square 

23 feet. 

24 (c) Requirement. For all applicable projects, the project sponsor property owner shall be 

25 required to provide on-site transportation brokerage services for the actual lifetime of the 
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project, as provided in this Subsection. Prior to the issuance of a temporary permit of 

occupancy (for this purpose Section 149(d) s-,71all apply), the project sponsor property owner shall 

execute an agreement with the Planning Department for the provision of on-site transportation 

brokerage services,_ andpreptfffl:tion afa transportation managementprogram to be approved by the 

Director af Planning and implemented by theprov·ider o.ftransportation brokerage services. The 

transportation rnanegementprogram and transportation brok~rage services shall be designed: 

(1) To promote and coordinate ·ejfecti'.Je and efficient use eftransit by tenants and their 

employees, including theprov·ision eftransit infonnation end sale oftmnsitpasses on site; 

(2) To promote and eoordirwte ridesh&ing eetivitics for all tenants end their 

employees within the structure or use; 

(3) To reduce pGtrking demand and ciisure the proper and most efficient use of'on site 

or a.ffsiteparldng, where tzpplicabk, such that ellpro'.Jidedperking conforms with the requirements e.f' 

1

Artick 1. 5 af this Code andproject approval requirements; 

(4) To promote and encourege the provision andprolifer-ation ofeGtr slwring services 

convenient to tenants and employees o.fthe subject buildings in eddition to those required by Section 

166, end to promote and encourage those tenGl1'tts and their eniployees to prioritize the use ofcGtr share 

services for activities that necessitate automobile travel, including the promotion and sale e.f individual 

and business memberships in certified e& sh&ing organizetions, es defined by Section 166(b)(2). 

(5) To promote m~d encourage project occupents to edopt a coordinatedflex time or 

staggered ·work hours program designed to more evenly distribute the arriv·al and deperture times ef' 

eniployees within nornwlpeak commute periods; 

(6) To p&ticipate with other project sponsor~ in a nefl.vork of transportation brokerage 

services for the respective dawntown, South of}.!arket &ea, or other area e.feniployment concentration 

'in },fixed Use Districts; 

J Supervisor Avalos 
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(7) Ta cwry out other ectivities determined by· the Plamiing Department to be 

appropriete to meeting the purpose of this requirement. 

SEC.166. CAR SHARING. 

* * * * 

(g) Optional Car-Share Spaces. 

(1) Amount of Optional Spaces. In addition to any permitted or required parking 

that may apply to the project, the property owner may elect to provide additional car-share 

parking spaces in the maximum amount specified in Table 166A; provided, however, that the 

optional car-share parking spaces authorized by this subsection (g) are not permitted for a 

project that receives a Conditional Use authorization to increase parking. Additional car-share 

varkine svaces shall be allowed bevond the maximum amount svecified in Table J 66A to the extent 

needed, when such additional car-share parking spaces are part ofa Development Project's 

compliance with the Transportation Demand Management Program set forth in Section 169 ofthe 

Planning Code. 

* * * ii 

17 SEC. 305. VARIANCES. 

18 (a) General. The Zoning Administrator shall hear and make determinations regarding 

19 applications for variances from the strict application ·of quantitative standards in this Code. He 

20 shall have power to grant only such variances as may be in harmony with the general purpose 

21 and intent of this Code and in accordance with the general and specific rules contained 

22 herein, and he shall have power to grant such variances only to the extent necessary to 

23 overcome such practical difficulty or unnecessary hardship as may be established in 

24 , accordance with the provisions of this Section. No variance shall be granted in whole or in 

25 part which would have an effect substantially equivalent to a reclassification of property; or 

Supervisor Avalos 
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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 415 through 415.9; or which would reduce or waive any portion of the usable open 

space applicable under certain circumstances in the Eastern Neighborhoods Mixed Use 

Districts pursuant to Section 135(i) and 135.3(d); or which would waive or reduce the quantity 

of bicycle parking required by Sections 155.2 through 155.3 where off-street automobile 

parking is proposed or existing; or which would waive. reduce or adjust the requirements of the 

TDM Program in Sections 169 et seq .. A variance may be granted for the bicycle parking !ayout 

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. 

* * * * 

18 Section 4. Ordinance 149-16 <Board of Supervisors File No. 160632. effective August 

19 31. 2016) repealed the entirety of Section 357. which this Ordinance sought to amend. As a 

20 result of the Board's action. amendments to Section 357 are no longer being proposed. 

21 

22 Section 5. Add the following to the Planning Department Fee Schedule (referenced in 

23 Board of Supervisors' Ordinance 149-16). as a new subsection (c) in the Section entitled 

24 "TRANSPORTATION REVIEW ASSOCIATED WITH PROJECT APPLICATIONS." 

25 
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(c) Transportation Demand Management Program fees. The fee for review of a 

Development Project's Transportation Demand Management Plan shall be $6.000. plus time 

and materials in excess of this initial one~time fee. The fee for periodic compliance review 

required under the Transportation Demand Management Program Standards shall be $1.000. 

In addition. the fee for voluntarv Transportation Demand Management Plan update review 

shall be $1,300. 

Section 4§. Effective Date. This ordinance shall become effective 30 days after 

enactment. Enactment occurs when the Mayor signs the ordinance, the Mayor returns the 

ordinance unsigned or does not' sign the ordinance within ten days of receiving it, or the Board 

of Supervisors overrides the Mayor's veto of the ordinance. 

Section az. Scope of Ordinance. In enacting this ordinance, the Board of Supervisors 

intends to amend only those words, phrases, paragraphs, subsections, sections, articles, 

numbers, punctuation marks, charts, diagrams, or any other constituent parts of the Municipal 

Code that are explicitly shown in this ordinance as additions, deletions, Board amendment 

additions, and Board amendment deletions in accordance with the "Note" that appears under 

the official title of the ordinance. Not\vithstanding the previous sentence, if the City enacts the 

ordinance in Board of Supervisors File No. 160632, which, among other things, deletes 

Planning Code Section 357 in its entirety and places the transportation study fees referenced 

in Planning Code Section 357 into the uncodified Section 4 of that ordinance, it is the intent of 

the Board of Supervisors that this ordinance not conflict with the ordinance in File No. 160632. 

Accordingly, if the City enacts the ordinance in File No. 160632 with the deletion of Planning 

·Code Section 357 in its entirety, it is the intent of the Board of Supervisors that Section 357 be 

likewise deleted from this ordinance, but that subsection (c) of Planning Code Section 357, 

Supervisor Avalos 
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FILE NO. 160925 

REVISED LEGISLATIVE DIGEST (11/28/16) 

[Planning Code - Transportation Demand Management Program Requirement] 

Ordinance amending the Planning Code to establish a citywide Transportation Demand 
Management (TOM) Program, to require Development Projects to incorporate design 
features, incentives, and tools that support sustainable forms of transportation; to 
create a new administrative fee to process TOM Plan applications and compliance 
reports; and to make conforming amendments to various sections of the Planning 
Code; affirming the Planning Department's determination under the California 
Environmental Quality Act, and making findings of public necessity, convenience, and 
welfare under Planning Code Section 302, and findings of consistency with the General 
Plan and the eight priority policies of Planning Code Section 101.1. 

Existing Law 

The Planning Code contains a number of requirements to promote modes of transportation 
. other than the automobile. For example, Section 155.2 requires some projects to provide 
bicycle parking; Section 155.4 requires non-residential uses over 10,000 square feet to 
provide shower facilities and locker rooms; and Section 163 requires transportation 
management programs and brokerage services for large office projects in Commercial and 
Mixed Use Districts. 

Amendments to Current Law 

This Ordinance would amend the Planning Code to add a comprehensive Transportation 
Demand Management (TOM) Program, codified in new Section 169. The Ordinance defines 
TOM to include "design features, incentives, and tools" implemented by development projects 
in order to reduce Vehicle Miles Travelled, or VMT, "by helping residents, tenants, employees, 
and visitors choose sustainable travel options such as transit, bicycle riding, or walking." It 
defines VMT, in turn, as "a measure of the amount and distance that a Development Project 
causes people to drive." The Ordinance makes extensive findings explaining· the Program's 
policy goals "to help keep San Francisco moving as it grows, and to promote better 
environmental, health, and safety outcomes, consistent with [many] state, regional, and local 
policies," including AB 32, Plan Bay Area, and the City's Transit First policy. 

The TOM Program would apply to most development projects in the City, both residential and 
non-residential. The major exceptions are small projects (less than 10 residential units or less 
than 10,000 square feet of commercial space), one hundred per cent affordable housing 
projects, and parking garages. The ordinance would not apply to development projects that 
have received their approval before the effective date of the ordinance. 

The Ordinance provides for gradual, phased-in implementation of the TOM Program: 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS Page 1 
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• Development Projects with a Development Application on or before September 4, 2016 
would be subject to 50% of the target; 

• Development Projects with a Development Application on or after September 5, 2016, 
and before January 1, 2018, shall be subject to 75% of the target; and 

• Development Projects with a Development Application on or after January 1, 2018 shall 
be subject to 100% of the target. 

Under the Ordinance, a development project must submit a proposed plan to comply with the 
TOM Program, called a TOM Plan, together with its first application. For all projects that 
require a pre-application community meeting, the Project Sponsor must present a draft TOM 

. Plan at that pre-application meeting and solicit feedback from the local community to be taken 
into consideration in preparing the proposed TOM Plan for submittal to the Planning 
Department. The proposed TOM Plan is reviewed in conjunction with the rest of the approvals 
required for the project, and compliance the Plan becomes a condition of approval of the 
project. The Ordinance includes reporting and monitoring requirements. ·For instance, 
development projects subject to the Program must maintain a TOM coordinator; allow City 
staff access to relevant portions of the property to conduct site visits, and surveys; and submit 
periodic compliance reports. 

The Ordinance delegates to the Planning Commission the authority to prepare the ''.Planning 
Commission Standards for the Transportation Demand Management Program, or TOM 
Program Standards," which "contain the specific requirements necessary for compliance with 
the TOM Program." The Ordinance provides that the Planning Commission shall prepare the 
TOM Program standards with the assistance of Planning Department staff and in consultation 
with staff of the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency and the San Francisco 
County Transportation Authority, and that the Standards shall be updated from time to time, at 
the Commission's discretion. 

The Ordinance establishes general principles to guide the Planning Commission in the 
preparation of the TOM Program Standards. First, it mandates•that the requirements of the 
TOM Program shall be proportionate to the total amount of VMT that development projects 
produce, and shall take into account site-specific information, such as density, diversity of 
land uses, and access to travel options other than the private automobile in the surrounding 
vicinity. Second, it requires that the TOM Program Standards provide flexibility to 
development projects to achieve the purposes of the TOM Program in a way that best suits 
the circumstances of each project, by including a menu of TOM measures from which to 
choose. Third, the Ordinance requires that each of the TOM measures in the TOM Program 
Standards shall be assigned a number of points, reflecting its relative effectiveness to reduce 
VMT. The Ordinance mandates that the Planning Department prepare a report on the 
implementation of the TOM Program, and any updates to the TOM Program Standards, every 
four years, and that staff present this report to the Planning Commission and the Board of 
Supervisors, if a Supervisor requests at hearing on the matter. 
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The Ordinance also sets forth administrative fees to cover the administrative costs of 
processing TOM Plan review and compliance reports, and amends several other sections of 
the Planning Code, to make conforming amendments. · 

Background Information 

This Ordinance is part of the Transportation Sustainability Program, or TSP. The TSP is a 
policy initiative aimed at accommodating new population growth in San Francisco, while 
minimizing its impact on the City's transportation system. It is a joint effort ofthe Mayor's 
Office, the Planning Department, the San Francisco County Transportation Authority, and the 
San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency. The TSP has spanned many years and has 
involved a robust process of public outreach and discussion. The TSP includes three 
separate but related policy initiatives: the Transportation Sustainability Fee (TSF); the 
modernization of San Francisco's environmental review process under the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA); and the Transportation Demand Management (TOM) 
Program. The two first components have already been adopted through a separate ordinance 
(in the case of the TSF) and resolution (in the case of CEQA modernization). 

This revised Legislative Digest incorporates amendments that the Land Use Committee made 
to the Ordinance on November 28, 2016. 

n:\legana\as2016\1600513\01.153950.docx 
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SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

Memo to the 
.Land Use and Transportation Committee· 

HEARING DATE: NOVEMBER28, 2016 

Date: 

Project: 

Staff Contact: 

Recommendation: 

BACKGROUND 

November 28, 2016 

Proposed TDM Program - Proposed Revisions 

Corey Teague - (415) 575-9081 

corey.teague@sfgov.org 

None - Informational Item Only 

1650 Mission St. 
Suite 400 
San Francisco, 

. CA 94103-2479 

Reception: 
415.558.6378 

Fax: 
415.558.6409 

Planning 
Information: 
415.558.6377 

A draft of the Planning Commission's Standards for the Transportation Demand Management Program 
("TDM Program Standards") was made available for public review in June 2016. Subsequent to the 
release of that draft, revisions were made to the document and a second draft of the TDM Program 
Standards was released, the July 2016 draft TDM Program Standards. These Standards were adopted by 
the Planning Commission on August 4, 2016. Upon ·additional outreach with stakeholders, staff has 
identified additional changes to the TDM Program Standards that will be proposed for adoption by the 
Planning Commission in the near future. These changes are outlined below. 

PROPOSED REVISIONS TO THE TOM PROGRAM STANDARDS 

(deletions are in strikethrough; additions are in bold double underline): 

Refinement of Target for Projects in Pipeline 

One of the additional benefits of the TDM Program is to provide more certainty to project sponsors in the 
development review process. This would occur through a project sponsor knowing their TDM measure 
requirements upfront, prior to submitting a development review application. If a Development Project 
submitted a development application prior to the TDM Program legislation being submitted to the Board 
of Supervisors, those upfront requirements were unknown. Therefore, it may be challenging for a 
Development Project to meet the target identified in the TDM Program Standards. Additionally, meeting 
the target may also be challenging for those developers ·that have already began the development process 
but have not yet submitted the first development application. In order to address 'this challenge, the 
following additions would be made to the TDM Program Standards: 

New Table 2-1 note 

**For Development Projects with .a Development Application on or before September 4, 2016 
shall be subject to 50 percent of the target. For Development Projects with a Development 
Application on or after September 5. 2016. and before January 1. 2018sha11 be subject to 75 
percent of the target. For Development Proiects with a Development Application on or after 
Ianuazy 1. 2018shall be subject to 100 percent of the target. 

New page 6 footnote at the end of the paragraph ending "as shown in Table 2-1." 
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Memo to the Land Use & Transportation Committee 
Hearing Data: November 28, 2016 

TOM Program Revisions 

3 For Development Projects with a Development Application on or before September 4, 2016 
shall be subject to 50 percent of the target. For Development Projects with a Development 
Application·on or after September 5. 2016, and before January l, 2018shall be subject to 75 
percent of the target. For Development Projects with a Development Application on or after 
January l, 2018shall be subiect to 100 percent of the target. 

Neighborhood Parking Rate 

The neighborhood parking rate map and spreadsheet for residential uses is being refined to reflect a 
record search of building permits from the Department of Building Inspection. The refinement will 
change the calculations for both the Unbundle Parking and Parking Supply measures. The following 
changes would be made to Unbundle Parking to reflect this refinement: 

• LocationA 

o One point if the residential neighborhood parking- rate is greater than G.8 0.95 or non­

residential neighborhood parking rate is greater than 1.4; OR 

• LocationB 

o Two points if the residential neighborhood parking rate is greater than M 0.80 and 

less than or equal to G.8 0.95 or non-residential neighborhood parking rate greater 

than 1.0 and less than or equal to 1.4; OR 

• Location C 

o Three points if the residential neighborhood parking rate is greater than GA 0.65 and 

less than or equal to M 0.80 or non-residential neighborhood parking rate is greater 

than 0.6 and less than or equal to 1.0; OR 

• Location D 

o Four points if the residential neighborhood parking rate is greater than Q.2o 0.50 and 

less than or equal to GA 0.65 or non-residential neighborhood parking rate is greater 

than 0.2 and less than or equal to 0.6; OR 

• Location E 

o Five points if the residential neighborhood parking rate is less than or equal to Q.2o 

0.50 or non-residential neighborhood parking rate is less than or equal to 0.2. 

No text edits are required for Parking Supply. 

Target Calculation 

Table 2-1 in the TDM Program Standards would be changed as follows: 

Land Use Category Typical Land # of Parking Spaces Target 
Use Type proposed by Land Use 

A Retail Base number: 0 <;; 4 Base Target: 13 points 

Each additional 2* 1 additional point 

B Office Base number: 0 <;; 20 Base Target: 13 points 

Each additional 10* 1 additional point 

SAN FRANCISCO 
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Memo to the Land Use & Transportation Committee 
Hearing Date: November 28, 2016 

c Residential 0<=5 

6 <=10· 

11<=15 

Base Rl:HE:Be:r: 16 ~ 20 

Each additional 10* 

D Other Any # of parking spaces 

TOM Program Revisions 

1011oints 

1111oints · 

· 12 J;!Qints 

Base Target: 13 points 

1 additional point 

3 point$ 

*For each. additional parking space proposed above the base target, the number of parking · 
spaces will be rounded up to the next highest target. For example, a project within Land Use 
Category c that proposes 21 parking spaces is subject to a 14 point target. 

REQUIRED COMMISSION ACTION 

This memo is for informational purposes only. No formal action by the Committee is required; 

I RECOMMENDATION: None - Informational Item Only 
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TDM Ordinance - Additional Benefits 

.J Better , 
Etrronmental outcomes 

I 

Improved 
Public Health 

lmpfved 
Planning(rocess 

I 

Keeping People Moving as Our City Grows 
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Commissions and 
Committees 

Other Gov't Agencies 

Neighborhood Groups 

Advocacy Groups, 
Organizations, Individuals 

Developers 

Appointed and Elected 
Officials 

7 

Outreach 

Planning; MTA PAG; MTA GAG; Environment; SFCTA GAG; 
MTA Board; SFCTA Plans and Programs; Small Business 

DOE; DPH; BAAQMD 

Market-Octavia GAG; Eastern NeighborHoods CAC; South 
Beach/Rincon/MB Nhd Assc; Potrero Boosters; Open House 

HAG; BOMA; SPUR staff and Forum; RBA; Livable City; 
CCHO; SF HSN; Seifel Consulting; Walk SF; Bicycle 
Coalition; Chamber of Commerce; TMASF; BART; 
Neighborhood Network 

AGI; Tishman; Strada; Emerald Fund; TMG Partners; Build, 
. Inc. 

Numerous meetings 

Program Structure 

Planning Code 

/ l ·~ 

Adopted by Planning Commission on August 4, 2016. 
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TDM Ordinance Basics 

Would apply to: 

• New residential > 10 units, excluding 100% Affordable Housing 
i 

• New non-residential > 10,000 sf 

• Change of Use that results in: 

• Non-residential > 25,000 sf; and 

• Residential to Non-residential use; or 

• Between non-residential use categories (e.g., industrial to office) 

" Only "net new" off-street parking spaces apply to Target for 
Change of Use and Additions 

How will this work? 

/ -,_ 
L_) 

;c:m 
TDM PLAN ( 

, DEVELOPMENT 

mm:lj 
PROJECT i 

ENTITLEMENT i 
i 

TOM Plan: 
Condition of Approval 

Determine 
Applicability 

~ool~:) 
TOM Plan 
A;evieWed 

Emnser:uch 
brRWM 

Ccard[Mor 
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TOM Ordinance Basics 

Target 
I 

Based on amount of 
parking provided, and 

aimed at reducing Vehicle 
Miles Traveled (VMT) 

S/Fi/JSor c!JOOSf.!S 

/-'1 t}f/lt.3ss tu ~o.::.'t ire 
are 3(/1/.-;ve(/ 

TOM Ordinance Basics 

Menu of Options 

Project sponsor chooses 
the best fit tor each project 

to reach targets 

i11leaswe /?!7d 
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TDM Menu 
66 Options: 
Under the control of the developer or tenant 
All reduce vehicle miles traveled (VMT) 

8 
0 
Range of Effectiveness: Example Options 

I 
Low: 1 point 

Showers 
and Lockers 

Medium: 3 points 

Family TOM Additional 
Amenities Bicycle 

Parking 

Neighborhood Parking Rate - Residential 

Residential Parking Rate 

Public 
Transit 
Subsidy 

High: 1 O + points 

Reduced >· 
Parking 
Supply 

r,-rip -.;10r!'·.ll"in '?.1:·::,<::w,,1l•ihif Pr::'.'.Jr~1:;1 

Meet Neighborhood 
Parking Rate 

"'""''"'''" = 1 Point 
ll!llOH5 
1111106-05 

Every 10% below 
Neighborhood 
Parking Rate 
= +1 point 

11 total points 
available 

Neighborhood 
Parking Rate = 0.7 
per unit 
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Online TDM Tool 

( s~lft DIMAND MANAGEMENT 
~~ TRAHSPORTATION 

\ t ;,C;i MEASURES FORM 

... 1"•''' -~\ 

7 

Current Q 
Point: 

Target 
Point; 

STEP 2, Choose land USB CatllU01(8S lollfi 

Q Gatogoiy k Rela.itl'ype ,- . Co.tegery C: Res!den1ial lYPl! 
.. , Categoiy B; Office Type CategoryD:Other 

0 

TOM Ordinance Basics 

/!Hlfi/(/ Ve/7/r.:!e 
Miles fr,weled (l!MTJ 

C/700SOS 

/i7e bes! flt lor eac/1 project 
to NN!Cfl 

Implementation 
Strategy 

Measure and enforce 
progress to ensure 
targets are achieved 
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How will this work? 

lPM Plan Update 
Op1ional, t;1nytfrne al/er entitletmrii 

Ongoing Monitoring 
and Reporting Statement 

TOM Program - Evaluation and Refinement 

• Standards updated over time to: 

• Reflect new research/information 

• Add new measures 

• Amend point values for existing measures 

• Clarify language for measures, as needed 

• Etc. 

• Analysis Report every 4 years 

• In line with SF Countywide Transportation Plan 
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TDM Program Support 

• Planning Commission (unanimous) 

• MTA Board (unanimous) 

• SF Commission on the Environment (unanimous) 

• BAAQMD 

• NRDC 

•SPUR 

• HAC 

• TransForm 

• SF Bicycle Coalition 

• Others 

Stakeholder Input 
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Program Refinement 

Require Planning Commission Modification of Standards 

-sf-p/anninq.orqlshiff-encourage-sustainab/e-travel 

i~/nail tsp@sfqov.orq 

Pl~iliiitig 
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SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

November 10, 2016 

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: Planning Department Case Number 2012.0726PCA: 
Transportation Sustainability Program - Shift Planning Code Amendments 
BOS File No: 160925 
Draft General Plan and Planning Code Section 101.1 Consistency Findings 

Dear Ms. Calvillo, 

Prior to adoption of the TDM Ordinance, the Board of Supervisors will need to incorporate 
findings of consistency into the draft Ordinance. Staff suggests the findings for the proposed 
Planning Code Amendments as written below for the list of General Plan policies and objectives; 
the eight priority policies (Planning Code Section 101.1); and the public necessity, convenience 
and general welfare (Planning Code Section 302), for the Board's consideration. 

Background. The Planning Commission (hereinafter "Commission") conducted a duly noticed 
public hearing at a regularly scheduled meeting to consider the proposed TOM Ordinance and 
Planning Commission Standards for the TOM Program (TOM Program Standards) on April 28, 
2016 and August 4, 2016.· On April 28, 2016 the Commission adopted Resolution No. 19628 to 
initiate the proposed Ordinance. On August 4, 2016, pursuant to Planning Code Section 302(b), the 
Commission adopted Resolution No. 19715 recommending approval of the TOM Ordinance to the 
Board of Supervisors. 

The proposed legislation would establish a citywide TOM program for new development; which 
seeks to promote sustainable travel modes by requiring new development projects to incorporate 
design features, incentives and tools that support transit, ride-sharing, walking, and bicycle riding 
for the residents, tenants, employees, and visitors of. their projects. The goals of the proposed 
legislation are to help keep San Francisco moving as the city grows, and to promote better 
environmental, health and safety outcomes, consistent with state, regional and local policies. 

The proposed legislation is consistent with the "Transit First Policy" in the City Charter the City's 
many plans policies and initiatives that seek to encourage safe travel by active modes of 
transportation including the San Francisco Bicycle Plan, the Green Connections Plan, the Better 
Streets Plan, Vision Zero, and others. 

www.sfplanning.org 

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

Reception: 
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Draft General Plan and Planning Code Section 101.1 
Consistency Findings 

CASE NO. 2012.0726PCA 
Transportation Sustainability Program 

Shift- Planning Code Amendments and TOM Program Standards 

The importance of TDM strategies are acknowledged in the Transportation Element of the General 
Plan, and the San Francisco County Transportation Plan. The following are the draft General Plan 
consistency findings for consideration by the Board of Supervisors. 

Draft General Plan Consistency Findings. The proposal will promote the following relevant 
objectives and policies of the General Plan: 

TRANSPORTATION ELEMENT 

OBJECTIVE 1 
MEET THE NEEDS OF ALL RESIDENTS AND VISIT.ORS FOR SAFE, CONVENIENT AND 
INEXPENSIVE TRAVEL WITHIN SAN FRANCISCO AND BETWEEN THE CITY AND OTHER 
PARTS OF THE REGION WHILE MAINTAINING THE HIGH QUALITY LIVING 
ENVIRONMENT OF THE BAY AREA. 

POLICYl.3 
Give priority to public transit and other alternatives to the private automobile as the means of 
meeting San Francisco's transportation needs, particularly those of commuters. 

Staff Comment: The proposed Ordinance directly addresses the needs of residents, commuters, 
and visitors through transportation demand management measures that encourage sustainable 
transportation options, including on transit. 

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

POLICY2.5 
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. 

Staff Comment: The proposed Ordinance includes transportation demand management measures 
that encourage sustainable transportation options, including transit, carpools, vanpools, walking 
and bicycling, and measures that support a reduction in auto-ownership and a reduction in new 
automobile parking facilities. 

OBJECTIVE 11 
ESTABLISH PUBLIC TRANSIT AS THE PRIMARY MODE OF TRANSPORTATION IN SAN 
FRANCISCO AND AS A MEANS THROUGH WHICH TO GUIDE FUTURE DEVELOPMENT 
AND IMPROVE REGIONAL MOBILITY AND AIR QUALITY. 

POLICYll.3 
Encourage development that efficiently coordinates land use with transit service, requiring that 
developers address transit concerns as well as mitigate traffic problems. 

SAN FRANCISCO 
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Staff Comment: The proposed Ordinance reduces vehicle miles travel associated with new 
development through design features, incentives, and tools that encourage travel by sustainable 
modes, such as transit, 

OBJECTIVE 12 

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

POLICY12.1 
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. 

POLICY12.3 
Implement private and public sector TDM programs which support each other and explore 
opportunities for private-public responsibility in program implementation. 

Staff Comment: The proposed Ordinance includes transportation demand management measures 
that encourage sustainable transportation options, including transit, carpools, vanpools, walking 
and bicycling to reduce the number of trips made in single-occupant automobiles. The proposed 
Ordinance will also require the implementation ofTDM programs for new development. 

. . 

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. 

POLICY14.8 
Implement land use controls that will support a sustainable mode split, and encourage 
development that limits the intensification of automobile use. 

Staff Comment: The proposed Ordinance will require the implementation of TDM programs for 
new development which will result in development projects that have a reduced reliance on auto 
use and support a sustainable mode split. 

OBJECTIVE 34 
RELATE THE AMOUNT OF PARKING IN RESIDENTIAL AREAS AND NEIGHBORHOOD 
COMMERCIAL DISTRICTS TO THE CAPACITY OF THE CITY'S STREET SYSTEM AND LAND 
USE PATTERNS. 

POLICY34.1 
Regulate off-street parking in new housing so as to guarantee needed spaces without requiring 
excesses and to encourage low auto .ownership in neighborhoods that are well serVed by transit 
and are convenient to neighborhood shopping. 
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Staff Comment: The proposed Ordinance encourages travel by non-auto modes and the provision 
of parking that is less than the neighborhood parking rate, which is lower in areas that are well 
served by transit. 

HOUSING ELEMENT 

OBJECTIVEl 
IDENTIFY AND MAKE AVAILABLE FOR DEVELOPMENT ADEQUATE SITES TO MEET THE 
CITY'S HOUSING NEEDS, ESPECIALLY PERMANENTLY AFFORDABLE HOUSING. 

POLICY1.10 
Support new housing projects, especially affordable housing, where households can easily rely on 
public transportation, walking and bicycling for the majority of daily trips. 

Staff Comment: The proposed Ordinance makes it easier to rely on non-auto modes of 
transportation. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION ELEMENT 

OBJECTIVE4 
ASSURE THAT THE AMBIENT AIR OF SAN FRANCISCO AND THE BAY REGION IS CLEAN, 
PROVIDES MAXIMUM VISIBILITY, AND MEETS AIR QUALITY STANDARDS. 

POLICY4.2 
Encourage the development and use of urban mass transportation systems in accordance with the 
objectives and policies of the Transportation Element. 

Staff Comment: The proposed Ordinance includes transportation demand management measures 
for new development that encourage the use of mass transportation. 

OBJECTIVE 15 
INCREASE THE ENERGY EFFICIENCY OF TRANSPORTATION AND ENCOURAGE LAND 
USE PATTERNS AND METHODS OF TRANSPORTATION WHICH USE LESS ENERGY. 

POLICY15.1 
Increase the use of transportation alternatives to the automobile. 

Staff Comment: The proposed Ordinance includes transportation demand management measures 
for new developments that encourage the use of transit, walking, and biking. 
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AIR QUALITY ELEMENP 

OBJECTIVE 2 
REDUCE MOBILE SOURCES OF AIR POLLUTION THROUGH IMPLEMENTATION OF THE 
TRANSPORTATION ELEMENT OF THE GENERAL PLAN 

OBJECTIVE3 
DECREASE THE AIR QUALITY IMP ACTS OF DEVELOPMENT BY COORDINATION OF LAND 
USE AND TRANSPORTATION DECISIONS, 

Staff Comment: The proposed Ordinance promotes the reduction of greenhouse gas emissions 
through promoting sustainable travel modes. 

Draft Planning Code Section 10.11 Consistency Findings. The proposed amendments to the 
Planning Code are consistent with the eight Priority Policies set forth in Section 101.l(b) of the 
Planning Code in that: 

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

Staff Comment: The proposed Ordinance will not adversely affect neighborhood-serving retail 
uses, or opportunities for residents to own or be employed by neighborhood-serving retail uses. 

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

Staff Comment: The proposed Ordinance will have no adverse effect on existing housing or 
neighborhood character. 

3. That the City's supply of affordable housing be preserved and enhanced; 

Staff Comment: The proposed Ordinance will have no adverse effect on the City's supply of 
affordable housing. 

4. That commuter traffic not impede MUNI transit service or overburden our streets or 
neighborhood parking; 

Staff Comment: The proposed Ordinance will encourage commuter trips by sustainable modes 
thus reducing the likelihood that commuter traffic would impede MUNI service or overburden 
streets or neighborhood parking. 

5. That a diverse economic base be maintained by protecting our industrial and service sectors 
from displacement due to commercial office development, and that future opportunities for 
resident employment and ownership in these sectors be enhanced; 

Staff Comment: The proposed Ordinance will not cause displacement of the industrial or service 
sectors due to office development, and future opportunities for resident employment or ownership 
in these sectors would not be impaired. 

6. That the City achieve the greatest possible preparedness to protect against injury and loss of life 
in an earthquake; 

1 Note: the policies cited here are located in the Transportation Element. 
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Staff Comment: The proposed Ordinance will not impact the City's earthquake preparedness. 

7. That the landmarks and historic buildings be preserved; 

Staff Comment: Landmarks and historic buildings will not be negatively impacted by the 
proposed Ordinance. 

8. That our parks and open space and their access to sunlight and vistas be protected from 
development; 

Staff Comment: The City's parks and open space and their access to sunlight and vistas will not 
· be affected by the proposed Ordinance. 

Planning Code Section 302 Findings. Please note, the Planning Commission did find from the 
facts presented that the public necessity, convenience and general welfare require the proposed 
amendments to the Planning Code as set forth in Section 302. 

Please let me know if you have any questions in regard to this memorandum. 

Senior Policy Advisor 

cc: 
Clerk of Land Use Committee, Alisa Somera 
City Attorney, Andrea Ruiz-Esquide 
Office of the Clerk of the Board, bos.legislation@sfgov.org 
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August 16, 2016 

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 

., .. 
-~I-..-_ 

17 PM ~:04 
Av.. 

Re: Transmittal of Planning Department Case Number 2012.0726PCA: 
Transportation Sustainability Program - Shift Planning Code Amendments 
BOS File No: (pending) 
Planning Commission Recommendation: Approval 

Dear Ms: Calvillo, 

On August 4, 2016 the San Francisco Planning Commission (hereinafter "Commission'') 
conducted duly noticed public hearings at regularly scheduled meetings to consider the proposed 
Ordinance that would amend the Planning Code to establish.a citywide Transportation Demand 
Management (TDM) Program, to require Development Projects to incorporate design features, 
incentives, and tools that support sustainable forms of transportation; to create a new 
administrative fee to· process TDM Plan applications and compliance reports; and to make 
conforming amendments to various sections of the Planning Code. 

At the August 4 hearing, the Commission voted to recommend approval of the proposed 
Ordinance to the Board of Supervisors via Planning Commission Resolution No. 19715. 

Also, at the August 4 hearing, the Commission also considered the adoption of the Planning 
Commission Standards for the TDM Program document in compliance with the proposed 
Ordinance, which establishes a framework of TDM requirements for new development projects, to 
make sure that these projects are designed to encourage residents, tenants, employees and visitors 
to get around using sustainable modes of travel such as transit, walking, and bicycling. 

At the August 4 hearing, the Commission voted to adopt the TDM Program Standards via 
Planning Commission Resolution No. 19715 conditioned upon approval of the proposed 
Ordinance by the Board of Supervisors. 

The proposed amendments were found to be categorically exempt from further CEQA review. A 
Class 7 and 8 Categorical Exemption was prepared and is included in this transmittal. 

Please find attached documents relating to the actions of the Commission. A hard copy of this 
transmittal including the original redlined version of the ordinance will also be delivered to your 

www.sfplanning.org 

1650 Mission St. 
Suite 400 
San Francisco, 
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office via interdepartmental mail. If you have any questions or require further information please 
do not hesitate to contact me. 

Sincerely, 

Aaron D. Starr 
Manager of Legislative Affairs 

cc: 
Clerk of Land Use Committee, Alisa Somera 
City Attorney, Andrea Ruiz-Esquide 
Office of the Clerk of the Board, Attn: John Carroll 

Attachments (one copy of the following): 
· Planning Commission Resolution No. 19628 
Planning Commission Resolution No. 19715 
Planning Commission Resolution No. 19716 
Planning Commission Executive Summary for Case No. 2012.0726PCA (2/11/2016) 
Planning Commission Executive Summary for Case No. 2012.0726PCA (4/28/2016) 
Planning Commission Executive Summary for Case No. 2012.0726PCA (8/4/2016) 
Draft Red-lined Ordinance (signed original sent via interoffice mail/MSWord version via email) 
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SEaff Contact: 

Planning Commission 

Resolution No. 19715 
HEARING DATE: AUGUST 4, 2016 

2012.0726PCA 
Transportation S\lstainability Program -
Shift Planning Code Amendments 
Rachel Schuett, (415) 575-9030 
rachel.schuett@sfgov.org 

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

Reception: 
415.558.6378 

Fax: 
415.558.6409 

Plannlng· 
Information: 
415.558.6377 

RECOMMENDING THAT THE BO.ARD OF SUPERVISORS ADOPT A PROPOSED ORDINANCE 
THAT WOULD AMEND THE PLANNING CODE TO ESTABLISH A NEW CITYWIDE 
TRANSPORTATION DEMAND MANAGEMENT (TDM) PROGRAM, ACCOMPANIED BY AN 
ADOPTED TDM PROGRAM STANDARDS DOCUMENT, WHICH ESTABLISHES A 
FRAMEWORK OF TDM REQUIREMENTS FOR NEW DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS, TO MAKE 
SURE THAT THESE PROJECTS ARE DESIGNED TO ENCOURAGE RESIDENTS, TENANTS, 
EMPLOYEES AND VISI'TORS TO GET AROUND USING SUSTAINABLE MODES OF TRAVEL 
SUCH AS TRANSIT, WALKING, AND BICYCLING, AND TO CREATE A NEW ADMINISTRATIVE 
FEE SCHEDULE TO PROCESS TDM PLAN APPLICATIONS AND COMPLIANCE REPORTS. 

PREAMBLE 

WHEREAS, on April 28, 2016, the Planning Commission (hereinafter "Commission") adopted Resolution 
No. 19628 to initiate the proposed Ordinance at a duly noticed public hearing at a regularly scheduled 
meeting; and 

WHEREAS, the Commission conducted a duly noticed public hearing ata regularly scheduled meeting to 
consider the proposed Ordinarn:e on April 28, 2016; and 

WHEREAS, the "Transit First Policy" in the City Charter declares that public transit is "an economically 
and environmentally sound alternative to transportation by individual automobiles", and that within the 
City, "travel by public. transit; by bicycle and on foot must be an attractive alternative to travel by private 
automobile"; and 

WHEREAS, the City has many plans policies and initiative that seek to encourage safe travel by active 
modes of transportation including the San Francisco Bicycle Plan, the Green Connections Plan, the Better 
Streets Plan, Vision Zero, and others; and 

WHEREAS, travel by transit, bicycle, or on foot are considered to be trips made sustain<;i.ble modes of 
transportation; and 

www.sfplanning.org 
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WHEREAS, according to Plan Bay Area 2040, the Bay Area's Regional Transportation Plan and 
Sustainable Community Strategy, San.Francisco is expected to grow by approximately 191,000 jobs apd 
102,000 households between 2010 and .2.040; and 

WHEREAS, this growth will generate an increased demand for transportation infrastructure and services 
on an aiready constrained transportation system; and 

WHEREAS, one of the challenges posed by this growth is the increased number of single occupancy 
vehicle 'trips~ and the pressure they add to San Francisco's limited public streets and rights-of-way, 
contributing to congestion, transit delays, and public health and Safety concerns, and the air pollution, 
greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions1 and rtoi8e caused by inotorizt!d vehicles, which negatively impact the 
quality of life in the City; and 

WHEREAS, at the state: level, the Congestion Management Law, Gov; Code Section 65088, has established 
that in order to reduce the state's traffic congestion crisis and "keep California moving,'r. it is important to 
build transit-oriented development, reVi.falize ~e .state's cities, and promote all forms of transportation; 
and 

WHEREAS,. various policies ·have beert ·adopted at the state level that set GHG reduction targets 
induding, Assembly Bill 32; the California Global WarmfugSolutions Act of 2006 (Chapter488, Statutes 
of 2006)l Executive Orders B-30-15, S-3-05 and B-16-12, Senate Bill 375, the S:Ustainable Communltie.s and 
Climate Protection Act of 2008 (Chapter 728, Statutes of 2008); and 

WHEREAS ... local plan$ and policies including Plan Bay Area 2()40,. .the GHG Reduct:lon Ordinance, and 
the San Francisco Climate Action Strategy 2013 Update also set GHGreduction targets; and 

WHEREAS,. the transportation sector contributes significantly to GHG emissfons and, as a result, many 
GHG emissions reduction t;;irgets are accompanied by targets to :reduce vehicle miles traveled and to 
increase non-automobile mode share; and c:me of the ways identilied to achieve these targets is through a 
requirement for the inclusion of transportation demand management (TDM) measures foi; new 
development; and 

WHEREAS, the importance of TDM strategies are acknowledged in the Transportation Element of the 
General Plan, the San Francisco County Transportation: Plan; and 

WHEREAS, many Area Plans including each of the Area Plans within Eastern Neighborhoods and the 
Tr{ll1Sit Center District PI?n identify policies for the development of a TOM program .for. the Plan Area; 
and · 

WHEl{E\AS, the proposed legislq,tion would establish a citywide TDM program for new development; 
and 

WHEREAS, the proposed legislation seeks to promote sustainable trav~ modes by requfring new 
development projec..ts to incorporate design features;, incentives and tools that support transit, ride-

SAN FRANOlSG(). . 
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sharing, walking, and bicycle riding for the residents, tenants; employees, and visitors of their projects; 
and 

WHEREAS, the goals 0£ the proposed legislation are to help keep San Francisco moving as the city grows~ 
and to promote better environmental, health and safety oukomes, consistent with state, regional and 
local policies; and 

WHEREAS, the Comrntssion 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 that pursuant to Plannirtg Code Section 302(b), the Planning Commission hereby adopts. 

this Resolution .to recommend approval of the Ordinance to the Board of Supervisors. 

I hereby certify that the foregoing Resolution was ADOPTED by the San Francisco Planning Commission 
on August 4, 2016. 

c r1· . ~~- ~ .. ' ....._ - ~ _/ ... , ____ ..; · .. ~;J-~- - _,..,.,,_,_.____., 

Jonas P. Ionin ' 
Commission Secretary 

AYES'. Fong, Richards, Antonini, Hillis, Johnson, Moore, Wu 

NOES: None 

ABSENT: None 

ADOPTED: . August 4, 2016 
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Resolution No. 19716 
HEARING DATE: AUGUST 4, 2016 

2012.0726PCA 
Transportation Sustainability Program -
Shift ID]M Program Standards 
Rachel Schuett, ( 415) 515-:9030 
rachel.schuett@sfgov.org 

1650 Mission st. 
Suite 400 
San Francisco, 
GA94103-2479 

Reception: 
415.558.6378 

Fax: 
415.558.6409 

Planning 
ln!ormatiOn: 
415.558.6377 

ADOPTION OF THE PLANNING COMMJSSION STANDARDS FOR THE TRANSPORTATION 
DEMAND MANAGEMENT (TDM) PROGRAM STANDARDS DOCUMENT IN COMPLIANCE 
WITH PLANNING CODE SECTION 169 (TDM ORDINANCE), WHICH ESTABLISHES A 
FRAMEWORK OF TDM REQUIREMENTS FOR NEW DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS, TO MAKE 
SURE.THAT THESE PROJECTS ARE DESIGNED TO ENCOURAGE RESIDENTS, TENANTS, 
EMPLOYEES AND VISITORS TO GET AROUND USING SUSTAINABLE MODES OF TRAVEL 
SUCH AS TRANSIT, WALKING, AND BICYCLING. 

PREAMBLE 

WHEREAS, the "Transit First Policy" in the City Charter declares that public transit is ''an economically 
and environmentally sound alternative to transportation by individual autornobiles", and that within the 
City; "travel by public transit, by bicycle and ort foot must be an attractive altemafore to travel by private 
automobile"; and ' 

WHEREAS, the City has many plans policies arid initiative that seek to encourage safe travel by active 
modes of transportation including the San.Francisco Bicycle Plan, the Green Connections Plan, the Better 
Streets Plan, Vision Zero, and others; and• 

WHEREAS1 travel by transit, bicycle, or on foot are considered to be trips made sustainable modes of 
transportation; an.d 

WHEREAS, according to Plan Bay Area 2040, the Bay Area's Regional Transportation Plan and 
Sustainable Community Strategy, San Francisco is expected to grow by approximately 191,000 jobs and 
102,000 households between 20lb and 2040; and 

WHEREAS, this growth will generate an increased demand for transportation infrastructure and services 
on an already constrained transportation system; and 
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WHEREAS, one of the challenges posed by this. growth is the increased number of single occupancy 
vehicle trips, and the pressur,e they add to San Francisco's limited public streets and rights-of~way, 
cont:J:ibuting to congestion, transit c{elays, and public healtl:i. and safety concerns, and the ait pollution, 
greenhouse.gas (GHG) emisSious~ !ilid noise caused by motorized vehides, which negatively i:tnpactthe 
quality of life in the Cityi and 

WHEREAS, at the state level, the Congestion Management Law, Gov. Code Section 65088, has established 
that in order to reduce the state's traffic' conge.stion crisis and "keep California moVing/' it is important to 
build transit-oriented development, revitalize the .state's cities, and promote all forms of transportation; 
and 

WHEREAS, various policies have been adopted at the state level that set GHG reduction targets 
including; Assembly Bill 32, the California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006 (Chapter. 4881 Statutes 
of 2006), Executive Orders B-30-15, S-3-05 and B-16-1'.4 Senate Bill 375, the Sustafoable Com1:rtunities and 
Oimate Protection Act of 2008 (Chapter 728, Statutes of 2008);and 

. . . 

. 
WHEREAS, local plans and policies including Plan Bay Area 2040, the GHG Reduction Ordmance, and 
the San.Francisco Climate Actiort Strategy 2013 Update also set GHG reduction targets; and 

WfIERE.AS, the transportation sector contributes significantly to GHG emissions and, as a result; many 
Gf{G. emissions reduction targets are accompanied by targets to reduce vehicle miles traveled <rnd to 
increase non~automobile mode sha:re; and one of the ways -identified to achieve, these targets is thro:ugh a 
requirement for the inclusion of transportation demand management (TDM) measures for new 
development; and 

WHEREAS, the importance of TDM strategies are acknowledged in the Transportation Element of the 
General Plan, the Sart Francisco County Transportation Plan; and 

WHEREAS, many Area Plans including each of the Area Plans within Eastern Neighborhoods and the 
Transit Center District Plan identify policies for the development of a TDM program for the PI!ID Atea; 
qnd 

WHEREAS; the TOM Ordinance establishes a citywide TOM program for new development; and· 

WHEREAS, the TDM Ordim,mce seeks to promote s-qstainabie travel modes by requirirtg. new 
development projects to incorporate design features, incentives and tools that support transit, ride­
sharing, walking, and bicycle riding for the residents, tenants, employees, and visitors of tli.ejr projectSi 
and 

WHEREASr the goals of the IDM Ordmance are to help keep .San Francisco moving as the city grows1 

and to promote better environmental, health and safety oµtcomes, co~istent with state; regional !fild 
· foca1 policies; and · . . . . 

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission (J:i.ereinafter "Conuni.ssfon'') conducted a duly noticed public 
hearing at a regularly scheduled meeting to consider the proposed TDM O.rdinance and Planning 
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Commission Standards for the TOM Program (TDM Program Standards) on April 28, 2016 and August 4, 
2016;and 

WHEREAS, the Commission on August 4, 2016, pursuant to Planning Code Section 302(b), adopted a 
Resolution to recommend approval of the TOM Ordinance to the Board of Supervisors; and 

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 docurrtents may be found in the files of the Department, as the custodian of 

records, at1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco; and 

WHEREAS, the Commission has reviewed the TOM Program Standards;. 

MOVED, that the Planning Commission hereby Adopts the TDM Program Standards to establish the 
specific requirements necessary for compliance with the citywide TOM Program conditioned upon 
approval of the TOM Ordinance Planning Code amendments by the Board of Supervisors. 

thereby certify that the foregoing Resolution was ADOPTED by the San Francisco Planrting Commission 
on August 4, 2016. 

!1 ' J. ~·· . ........_. 
\ .··. . .._) 

. ··-..._._~-' "'-') J:L-"-.-• . _,, _..,__ 

Jonas P. Ionin " 
Commission Secretary 

AYES: Fong, Richards, Antonini, Hillis, Johnson, Moore, Wu 

NOES: None 

ABSENT: None 

ADOPTED: August 4, 1016 
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Planning Commission Resolution No. 19628 
HEARING DATE~ APRIL 28, 2016 

Case No.: 
Project: 

Staff Contact: 

Recommendation: 

2012.0726PCA 
Transportation Sustainability Program -
Shift Planning Code Amendments Initiation 
Rachel Schuett, (415) 575-9030 
rachel.schuett@sfgov.org 
Recommend Initiation 

1650 Misslon St. 
Sulte400 
San Franc~sco, 
CA 94103-2479 

Reception: 
415,55B.ti378 

Fax:. 
415.558.6409 

Pfannlng 
lnformatlon: 
415.558.6377 

lNITIATING AMENDMENTS TO THE ]>LANNING corn~ TO ESTABUSH A NEW CITYWIDE 
TRANSPORTATION DEMAND MANAGEMENT (TDM) PROGRAM, ACCOMPANIED BY AN 
ADOPTED TDM PROGRAM STANDARDS DOCUMENT, WHICH ESTABLISHES A 
FRAMEWORK OF TOM REQUIREMENTS FOR NEW. DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS, TO MAKE 
SURE THAT THESE· PROJECTS ARE DESIGNED TO ENCOURAGE RESIDENTS, TENANTS, 
EMPLOYEES AND VISITORS TO GET AROUND USING SUSTAINABLE MODE OF TRAVEL 
SUCH AS TRANSIT, WALKING, AND BICYCLING, AND TO CREATE A NEW ADMINISTRATIVE 
FEE SCHEDULE TO PROCESS TDM PLAN APPLICATIONS AND COMPLIANCE REPORTS. 

PREAMBLE 

WHEREAS, the "Trartsit First Policy'' irt the City Charter declares that public transit is nan econoJ,nicaHy 
and environmentally sound alternative to transportation by ihdividual automobiles", and that within the 
City, "travel by public transit, by bicycle and on foot must be ah attractive alternative to. travel by private 
automobile"; and 

WHEREAS, the City has many plans policies and initiative that seek to encourage safe travel by active 
mod~s of transportation inc:,luding the San Francisco Bicycle Plan,. the Green Connections Plcm, the Better 
Streets Plan, Vision Zero, and others; and 

WHEREAS{. travel by transit, bicycle, or on foot are considered to be trips made stistainable modes of 
transportation; and 

WHEREAS, according to Plan Bay Area 2040, the Bay Area's Regional Transportation Plan . and 
Sustainable Community Strategy, San Francisco is expected to grow by approximately 191,000 jobs and 
102,000 households between 2010 and 2040; and . 

WHEREAS, this growth will generate an increased demand for transportation infrastructure and services 
on an already constrained transportation system; and 
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Shift Planning Code Amendments Initiation .. 

WBEREAS, one of the challenges posed by this growth is the increased number of single occupancy 
vehicle trips, and the pressure they a:dd to San Frands<:o's limited public streets and rights-of-way, 
contributing to congestion, transit delays, and ptiblic health and safety concerns, and the air pollution, 
greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions, and noise caused by motorized vehicles, which negatively impact the 
quality of life in the City; and 

WHEREAS, at the state level, the Congestion Management Law, Gov. Code Section 65088, has established 
that in order to reduce the state's traffic congestion crisiS and "keep California moving,11 it is importapt to 
build transit-oriented development, revitalize the state's cities, and promote all forms of transportation; 
and · 

WHEREAS, various policies have been adopted at the state level that set GHG reduction targets 
including, Assembly Bill 32, the California Glooal Warming Solutions Act ot°2006 (Chapter 488, Statutes 
of 2.006), Executive Orders B~3045( S-3-05 and B-16-12, Senate Bill 375, the Sustainable Communities and 
Climate Protection Act of 2008 (Chapter 728, Statutes of 2008); and 

WHEREAS, local plans and policies including Plan Bay Area 2040; the GHG Reduction Ordinance, and 
the San Francisco Climate Action Strategy 2013 Update also set GHG reduction targets; and 

WHEREAS, ffie transportation sector contributes slg~ficantly to GH'G ern!ssiohs and, as a result, many 
GHG emissions reduction targets are acc6.n:i.panied by targeWto reduce vehicle miles traveled and to 
increase non-automobile mode share; and ~rte of the w~ys ide~tified to achieve these targets is through a 
requirement for the inclusfon of· transportation demand management (TOM) measures for new 
development; and 

WHEREASr the importance of TDM strategies are acknowledged in the Transportation Elell).ent of the 
General Plan, the San Francisco County Transportatlon Plan; and 

WHEREAS~ many Area Plaris including each of the Area Plans within Eastern Neighborhoods and trie 
Transit Center District Flan identify policies for the development of a TDM program for the Plan Area; 
and · 

WHEREAS, the proposed fogislation would est~blish ·a citywide TOM program for new development; 
and 

WHEREAS, the: proposed legislation seeks to promote sustaihable travel modes by requiring new 
development projects to incorporate design features1 incentives and tools that support .;ansit, ride­

. sharing, walking, and bicycle riding for the residents, tenants, employees, and visitors of their projects; 
and · 

WHEREAS~ the goals of the proposed legislation are to help keep San Frandsco moving as the dfy grows, 
and to promote better environmental, health and safety out~omes, consistent with state, regional and 
local policies; ahd · · 

WB;EREASt ·the Planning Commission (hereinafter "Commission"} conducted a duly notked public 
hearing at a regularly scheduled meeting to consider the p~oposed Ordinance on April 28, 2016; and . 

SAN FRANCISC(} . . 
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Resolution No. 19628 
Hearing Date: April 28, 2016 

Case No 2012.0726PCA 
Shift Planning Code Amendments lnitiation 

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 Frandscoi and 

WHEREAS, the Commission has reviewed the proposed Ordinance: 

MOVED, that pursuant to Planning Code Section 302(b), the Planning Commission Adopts a Resolution 
of Intent to Initiate amendments to the Planning Code. 

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That pursuant to Planning Code Section 306.3, the Planning 
Commission authorizes the Department to provide appropriate notice for a public hearing t-0 consider the 
above referenced Planning Code amendments contained in the draft ordinance, approved as to form by 
the City Attorney in Attachment B, to be considered at a publicly noticed hearing on or after July 7, 2016. 

I hereby certify that the foregoing Resolution was ADOPTED by the San Francisco Planning Commission 
on April 28, 2016. 

1'\ p 
\ j )~ '"" 

'-...... _.,/ 
Jonas P. Ionin 
Commission Secretary 

AYES; Fong, Richards, Antonini, Hillis; Johnson, Moore, Wu 

NOES: None 

ABSENT: None 

ADOPTED: April 28, 2016 
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This :informational hearing is focused on the Transportation Sustainability Program, a set of three 
citywide policy initiatives focused on keeping people moving as our city grows. The purpose of 
the :informational hearing is to provide updates and obtain feedback on the Shift component of 
the Transportation Sustainability Program, which is focused on reducing vehicle miles traveled 
(VMT) associated with new development projects. The main element of the Shift Component is a 
proposed Transportation Demand Management (TDM) Ordinance. Planning Department, San 
Francisco County Transportation Authority ("Transportation Authority"), and San Francisco 
Municipal Transportation Agency ("SFMTA") staff are currently conducting stakeholder 
outreach regarding the framework and details of a proposed TDM Ordinance, prior to drafting 
and introduction of the ordinance. In particular, staff is interested in feedback from the Planning 
Commission regarding the overall framework for the proposed legislation, as . well as specific 
detailed feedback regarding applicability, grandfathering, and exemptions. 

Pending feedback from this Commission and other outreach efforts, staff is hopeful that the TDM 
Ordinance would be introduced at the Board of Supervisors in March. Following introduction at 
the Board of Supervisors, staff would return to the Planning Commission to receive further 
feedback and recommendations regarding approval of the proposed legislation. The proposed 
legislation would establish a framework of TDM requirements for new land use development 
projects, making sure these projects are designed to make it easier for new residents, visitors, and 
workers to get around by sustainable modes of travel such as transit, walking, and bicycling. 

KEY TERMINOLOGY: 

Transportation Demand Management (TDM). TDM describes strategies or measures that 
incentivize sustainable travel choices. In San Francisco, development-focused TDM measures 
reduce single occupancy car trips and vehicle miles traveled by helping residents, business 
tenants, and visitors choose sustainable travel options. These measures may be included by the 
developer as project amenities. 

Other TDM programs and policies are applied on a 'larger scale than a land use development 
project. These TDM programs and policies are within the purview of the Planning Department, 
the SFMTA, Transportation Authority, and Department of Environment, and may include: 

• Expanding bike share, on-street bicycle parking, a.Il.d bicycle education; 
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• Demand-based parkmg pricing, and the study of congestion pricing; 
• Education and outreach efforts; 
• Upgrading transportation maps and other transportation information programs; and 
• Piloting smart-phone payment for Muni to make using transit easier. 

At an even more fundamental level, the Planning Department, the SFMTA, Transportation 
Authority, and Public Works are responsible for planning and providing multi-modal 
infrastructure and services including bicycle routes, pedestrian connections, and public 
transportation. 

Level of Service (LOS). LOS was developed in the 1950s by traffic engineers primarily for 
analyzing traffic capacity on highways, as opposed to environmental effects. LOS is represented 
as a letter grade A through F. LOS A represents little to no automobile delay, while LOS F 
represents congested conditions with substantial amounts of automobile delay. 

Senate Bill 743. California Senate Bill 743 ("SB 743") (Public Resources Code 21099) was signed 
into law in September 2013. SB 743 directed the California Office of Planning and Research to 
prepare, develop, and transmit to the California Natural Resources Agency for certification and 
adoption proposed revisions to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines to 
establish criteria for determining the significance of transportation impacts that "promote the 
reduction of greenhouse gas emissions, the development of multimodal transportation networks, 
and a diversity of land uses." SB 743 recommended that vehicle miles traveled may be an 
appropriate metric to establish that criteria. 

SB 743 also stated that upon certification of the CEQA Guidelines by the California Natural 
Resources Agency, "automobile delay, as described solely by LOS or similar measures of 
vehicular capacity or traffic congestion, shall not be considered a significant impact on the 
environment" pursuant to CEQA. 

Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT). Vehicle miles traveled measures the amount and distance that a 
project might cause people to drive, including the number of passengers within a vehicle. An 
increase in vehicle miles traveled results in an increase of emissions of air pollutants, including 
greenhouse gases, as well as increased consumption of energy. 

OVERVIEW: THE TRANSPORTATION SUSTAINABILITY PROGRAM (TSP) 

The City and County of San Francisco (Gty or San Francisco) is a popular place to work, live and 
visit, placing strains on the existing transportation network. The City is projected to grow 
substantially over the next 25 years - by 2040, up to 100,000 new households and 190,000 new 
jobs are expected in San Francisco.1 Without enhancements to our transportation network, this 
growth could result in more than 600,000 additional cars on our streets -or more than all the cars 
traveling each day on the Bay and Golden Gate bridges combined. 

The Transportation Sustainability Program ("TSP'') is an initiative aimed at improving and 
expanding the transportation system to help. accommodate new growth, and creating a policy 
framework for private development to contribute to minimizing its impact on the transportation 
system, including helping to pay for the system's enhancement and expansion. The TSP is a joint 

1 Association of Bay Area Governments (ABAG), Projections 2013. 
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effort by the. Mayor's Office, the San Francisco Planning Department, the Transportation 
Authority, and the SFMTA, comprised of the following three components: 

1. Align~ Modernize Environmental Review. This component of the TSP would change 
how the City analyzes impacts of new development on the transportation system under 
the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). This reform has been helped by 
California Senate Bill 743, which requires that the existing transportation review 
standard, focused on automobile delay (vehicular level of service), be replaced with a 
more meaningful metric, vehicle miles traveled. Public outreach on Align is underway 
and a resolution regarding this reform will be considered at the Planning Commission 
hearing on March 3, 2016. 

2. Shift Encourage Sustainable Travel. This component of the TSP would help manage 
demand on the transportation network through a Transportation Demand Management 
(TDM) Program, making sure new developments are designed to make it easier for new 
residents, visitors, and workers to get around by sustainable travel modes such as transit, 
walking, and biking. Each measure that would be included in the TDM program is 
intended to reduce vehicle miles traveled from new development. Stakeholder outreach 
on the TDM Program is also underway. Outreach efforts are described in more detail 
below. 

3. Invest: Fund Transportation Improvements to Support Growth. The Transportation 
Sustainability Fee ("TSF") is assessed on new development, including residential 
development, to help fund improvements to transit capacity and reliability as well as 
bicycle and pedestrian improvements. A Planning Commission hearing was held on 
September 10, 2015 regarding TSF. The TSF was passed by the Board of Supervisors and 
signed into law by the Mayor on November 25, 2015 (Board of Supervisors File No. 
150790).2 

These three components are discrete policy initiatives that are programmatically linked through 
the TSP. While each component is useful and necessary on its own, staff concludes that all 
complement each other and are most effective together. The focus of this informational item is on 
the Shift component of the program. As mentioned above, the Align component is currently 
undergoing public outreach and is scheduled to be heard at the regularly scheduled Planning 
Commission hearing on March 3, 2016. The Invest component has been approved and is 
currently being implemented. 

Goals and Secondary Benefits. Prior to articulating the elements of the Shift component, this 
section first outlines the goals and secondary benefits of the component. 

Goal - Maintain Mobility. The overarching goal of the Transportation Sustainability Program 
is to maintain mobility, that is, to keep people moving as the city grows. The Shift 
component of the Transportation Sustainability Program was developed around a desire to 

2 Two additional files were created at the Board of Supervisors for TSF regarding hospitals and 
health services, grandfathering, and additional fees for larger projects: 151121 and 151257. 
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m:irrimize the impact of new development on the transportation system. The product of Shift, 
a IDM Ordinance, supports the goal of maintaining mobility and access by focusing on 
reducing the overall percentage of single occupancy vehicle trips and vehicle miles traveled. 

Based on the City's geographic limitations, the City cannot accommodate a substantial 
increase in vehicles. Therefore, a IDM Ordinance reduces the impacts from growth to the 
transportation system by reducing vehicle miles traveled from new residents, employees, and 
visitors. A reduction in vehicle miles traveled may result from shifting auto trips to other 
travel modes, increasing vehicle occupancy through carpool or rideshare activities, or 
reducing the average trip length by increasing the diversity of land uses in a particular 
location. 

Secondary Benefit - Better Environmental Outcomes. Reducing the overall percentage of single 
occupancy vehicle trips and vehicle miles traveled from new development also results in 
better environmental outcomes. For each mile we drive, our vehicles emit pollutants. Despite 
technological advancements, the transportation sector continues to account for a large 
amount of emissions by an increase in·vehicle miles traveled. 3 

The transportation sector accounts for 36 percent,4 37 percent,5 and 40 percent6 of all 
greenhouse gas emissions in California, San Francisco Bay Area, and San Francisco, 
respectively. Several state, regional, and local policies are aimed at reducing greenhouse gas 
emissions. The transportation sector is also responsible for a large percentage of air 
pollutants that affect the air quality locally and regionally, toxic air contaminants and criteria 
air pollutants. For example, the transportation sector accounted for 83 percent of oxides of 
nitrogen emissions statewide, which is a precursor to ozone (criteria air pollutant) and for 
which a larger area of the state is designated as n.onattainment by both the state and federal 
government. 7 

In addition, vehicle travel consumes substantial amounts of energy. Over 40 percent of 
California's energy consumption occurs in the transportation sector.8 Passenger vehicles 
account for 74 percent of emissions from the transportation sector.9 

Secondary Benefit -Better public health and safety. Reducing the overall percentage of single 
occupancy vehicle trips and vehicle miles traveled from new development also results in 
better public health and safety outcomes. Public health is improved when trips are made by · 
active modes, primarily trips made by people walking and bicycling, and harmful air 
pollutants are reduced. The IDM Ordinance would include measures that developers can 
choose to encourage trips by active modes. In addition, higher total amounts of motor vehicle 

3 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Our Built and Natural Environments 2nd Ed, June 2013. 
4 California Air Resources Board, First Update to the Climate Change Scoping Plan, May 2014. 
5 Plan Bay Area 2040, Plan Bay Area Environmental Impact Report, July 2013. 
6 San Francisco Department of Environment, San Francisco Climate Action Strategy, October 
2013. 
7 California Air Resources Board, Emission Inventory Data, Year 2012. 
8 California Energy Commission, Energy Aware Planning Guide, February 2011. 
9 Ibid. 
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travel creates higher crash exposure. Therefore, reducing vehicle miles traveled enhances 
safety. 

Secondary Benefit -Improved development review process and projects. The framework developed 
under the proposed TOM Ordinance would also provide more certainty and flexibility for 
developers. A developer would know their TOM measure requirements upfront, prior to 
submitting a development review application. As crafted, the proposed legislation would 
also provide flexibility to the developer in crafting a TOM program that best fits the needs of 
their project. 

Developments that offer transportation options are considered an amenity to tenants. Real 
estate advertisements regularly rate the walkability of the project location, along with 
proximity to transit, and bicycle facilities. TOM measures that are incorporated into the 
design of a project or provide operational services are considered amenities to development 
because they enhance convenience and freedom and provide easy-to-use travel options. 

Additionally, the vehicle miles traveled reduction associated with certain TDM measures 
would be accounted for in the air quality, greenhouse gases, and transportation CEQA 
analyses for a project. A tool developed by a transportation consultant, based upon literature 
review and San Francisco specific research, would allow the Planning Department to account 
for those benefits from certain TDM measures. Providing TDM as a way to reduce vehicle 
miles traveled is also consistent with forthcoming changes to CEQA pursuant to California 
Senate Bill 743. 

Lastly, the proposed legislation includes a robust implementation strategy to ensure that 
TDM measures selected by a developer are implemented and that measures offered to 
developers for inclusion in their TDM program are t;ffective. 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: 

The Planning Code currently contains a number of development-focused TDM measures, 
although the requirements are not specifically identified as TDM measures in the Planning Code. 
Table 1 summarizes these existing TDM measures and a summary of the applicability associated 
with the Code requirements. 

$111'1 rnA~()l$CO 
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Table 1. Existing Planning Code Transportation Demand Management Requirements 

Code 
Code Title 

Summary of Applicability 

Section Residential 

Scheduled of permitted off-street parking spaces Parking maximums vary, depending 151.1, 
in specified districts (i.e., parking maximums) on specified district 

General standards as to location and arrangement 
155(g) of off-street parking, freight loading, and service Not applicable 

vehicle facilities (i.e., parking pricing) 

Class 1 spaces required for all new 
155.2 Bicycle parking units; Class 2 spaces required on lots 

with four or more units. 

155.4 Shower facilities and lockers Not applicable 

In the C-3-0(SD) District, applicable 
Transportation management programs and where new, converted, or added 

163 transportation brokerage services in Commercial floor area equals at least 100,000 
and Mixed Use Districts gross square feet or 100 dwelling 

units. 

166 Car Sharing 
Required starting at 50 dwelling 
units 

Parking costs separated from housing costs in 
Required starting at 10 dwelling 

167 new residential buildings (i.e., parking 
unbundling) 

units 

Institutional Master ··Plans, including 
304.5 Not applicable 

transportation strategies 
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Non-Residential 

Parking maximums vary, depending on 
specified district 

Applicable in specified districts 

I 

Class 1 and Class 2 spaces requirements vary, 
but generally required for most uses. 

Generally required for most uses above 10,000 
square feet. 

Required for new, converted, or added floor 
area equals at least 25,000 gross square feet of 
office in specified districts or equals at least 
100,000 gross square feet of office in other 
specified districts 

Required starting at 25 parking spaces (bold 
emphasis mine) 

Not applicable 

Required for each Hospital and Post-Secondary 
Educational Institution,. including Group 
Housing affiliated with such Institution 
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As shown in Table 1, depending on the size and land use associated with a project and its Use 
District, a project may be required to implement TDM measures. In addition, a TDM program for 
a project may be developed during the development review process. The development of a TDM 
program generally occurs one of four ways: 1) voluntarily; 2) as mitigation measures via CEQA; 
3) through a negotiated Development Agreement; or 4) through Institutional Master Plan 
requirements. 

Some developers may propose to implement additional TDM measures as valuable amenities for 
their tenants; or voluntarily agree to implement additional TDM measures after receiving input 
from City staff to further reduce project impacts to air quality, greenhouse gases, and/or 
transportation identified during the environmental review process. These IDM measures are 
typically included as improvement measures in the CEQA document. These improvement 
me~ures then can become adopted or modified as conditions of approval for the project. 

Conversely, some developers may be required to implement additional TDM measures because 
of project impacts identified to air quality, greenhouse gases, and/or transportation identified 
during the environmental review process. These TDM measures are identified as mitigation 
measures in the CEQA document. These mitigation measures are then required to be adopted as 
conditions of approval for the project, unless the Planning Commission deems them infeasible. 

For projects where the City has entered into a Development Agreement with a developer, a TDM 
program is typically included as part of the proposed project. In these cases, the components of 
the TDM program is negotiated between City staff and the developer, often with the assistance of 
a transportation consultant who conducts an analysis of the project's transportation impacts and 
who may prepare a formal IDM report. 

Institutions may also include a IDM program as part of an Institutional Master Plan, as required 
under Section 304.5 of the Planning Code. Subsequent projects that may have been identified in 
an Institutional Master Plan then proceed through one of three processes described above. 

Besides those TDM measures that are already known to be required by the Planning Code, the 
current process creates uncertainty for the developer in terms of potential TDM requirements that 
may be requested or imposed later in the development review process. The developer does not 
build these additional TDM measures into their overall development program or their real estate 
pro forma prior to submitting a development review application. Additionally, the reduction 
associated with various TDMmeasures are not accounted for in the air quality, greenhouse gases, 
and transportation CEQA analyses for a project. Instead, the Plannillg Department's current 
Transportation Impact Analysis Guidelines for Environmental Review, October 2002, calculates 
vehicle trips based upon size and type of land use and location. Lastly, as mentioned in the 
Overview of TSP section, the City needs to do more to maintain mobility as our City grows. 

SAN fRANG1$()(J 
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THE WAY IT WOULD BE: 

TDM Ordinance - Overview. If adopted, the TDM Ordinance would amend the Planning Code 
to include a set of requirements related to transportation planning for land use development 
projects. Based on a review of best practices for TDM legislation passed in several other cities, 
the most successful models typically do not include technical details within the legislation itself. 
fustead, the technical details are included in a separate document(s). 

This is because the TDM field is highly dynamic, due to ongoing data collection and analysis. 
Therefore, proposing new legislation on a regular basis in order to remain current with best 
practices for TDM requirements is not a practical approach. As a result, City staff is currently 
preparing two implementation documents that would accompany the TDM ordinance 
legislation. The structure and contents of both documents are described in further detail, below, 
just after the discussion of the details that would be included in the TDM Ordinance, explained 
here. 

TDM Ordinance - Details. The basic structure of the TDM Ordinance would include a 
discussion of findings, applicability, grandfathering, exemptions, requirements, and 
administrative fees. 

Each of these details is summarized, as follows: 

Findings. The proposed legislation would articulate the goals and secondary benefits 
described above and reference various state, regional, and local policies aimed at maintaining 
mobility, reducing auto mode. share, increasing mode share for sustainable modes, and 
reducing vehicle miles traveled. 

Applicability. The proposed legislation would apply to all land use development projects, 
except as described in the exemptions section, below. 

Grandfathering. The proposed legislation would apply to all non-exempt land use 
development projects that have not yet received final Planning Department sign off on a 
building permit prior to the effective date of the legislation. 

Exemptions. The proposed legislation preliminarily includes the following exemptions: 

• One hundred percent affordable housing projects; 
• Residential projects with nine dwelling units or less; and 
• Non-residential projects with less than 10,000 square feet. 

These exemptions would only apply if the number of off-street vehicular parking spaces 
proposed does not exceed the parking minimum required or principally permitted (i.e., 
without a conditional use authorization) allowed under the Planning Code. 

• One Hundred Percent Affordable Housing. One hundred percent affordable 
housing projects are proposed to be exempt from the legislation because based upon 
a review of 63 affordable housing projects over the last 10 years, 52 of these projects 
were built with little (20 off-street vehicular parking spaces or fewer) to no off-street 
vehicular parking. Therefore, these types of development would not need further 
incentives to reduce vehicle miles traveled anyway. 

• Residential .:... Nine Dwelling Units (or Less). Residential projects with nine 
dwelling units or less are proposed to be exempt as these size developments may riot 
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have space to accommodate or resources to implement many of the TDM measures. 
In addition, these developments, based on the existing pipeline represent only a 
small portion of overall development in the City (three percent)10 and associated 
vehicle trips. Furthermore, it would take a disproportionate amount of staff 
resources to monitor compliance for these small residential projects, given the 
number of applications these projects i:epresent.11 

• Small Non-Residential Projects. Lastly, non~residential projects with less than 
10,000 square feet are exempt because many TDM measures are not relevant for a 
project of this size and these types of development typically reduce overall vehicle 
trips by increasing diversity of land uses in a neighborhood. 

These exempt projects would still be subject to any existing Planning Code TDM 
requirements identified in Table 1. 

Requirements. The proposed legislation would reference that certain "point targets" aimed at 
reducing vehicle miles traveled would need to be met for each non-exempt project. TDM 
measures would be assigned points based on their documented relative effectiveness. The 
implementation documents would identify those specific targets. In addition, the proposed 
legislation would identify that all non-exempt projects would be required to identify a TDM 
Coordinator and register the coordinator's contact information with City staff on an on-going 
basis and allow City staff access to all common areas of the property for the purpose of data 
collection and/or compliance monitoring. 

The implementation documents would identify that the TDM requirements vary depending 
on the land use and the number of off-street vehicular parking spaces proposed for a project. 
In order to maintain mobility in the City, the number of vehicles coming and going from a 
development site is more important to manage than the ratio of vehicles to overall units or 
non-residential square footage at a project site (or parking ratio). 

Literature review has indicated that an area with a high off-street vehicular parking supply 
may generate more overall vehicular traffic than an area with a low off-street vehicular 
parking supply.12 Therefore, more incentives and tools to support non-auto modes and 
disincentives to using personal vehicles (i.e., TDM measures) are needed at a site with a 
greater amount of off-street vehicular parking spaces than . a site with fewer off-street 
vehicular parking spaces to encourage sustainable travel and discourage single-occupancy 

10 Based upon a San Francisco Development Pipeline, Quarter 2 report. The report identifies a 
total of 61,559 units in the pipeline, of which 1,870 Units are from projects with 20 units or less. 

11 Based upon a San Francisco Development Pipeline, Quarter 2 report. Although these projects 
represent only 3 percent of total units in the pipeline, they represent 78 percent (793 out of 1,017) 
of all projects with dwelling units in the pipeline. 

12 Literature review includes, but is not limited to: Chris Mccahill, et al., "Effects of Parking 
Provision on Automobile Use in Cities: Inferring Causality," Transportation Research Board, 
November 13, 2015; Daniel Chatman, "Does Transit-Oriented Development Need the Transit?", 
Access, Fall 2015; and Rachel Weinberger,"Death by a thousand curb-cuts: Evidence on the effect 
of minimum parking requirements on the choice to drive," Transport Policy, March 2012. 
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vehicle travel. This approach does not restrict the ability of a sponsor to build off-street 
vehicular parking up to existing Code requirements or allowances; instead, it provides 
flexibility to sponsors in developing a TDM plan to reduce VMT that best fits the 
programming needs of the development. 

A developer would be able to select from approximately 30 measures in a TDM Menu of 
Options (TDM Menu) to achieve the target associated for the project (Attachment A), across 
eight different categories. Each measure in the TDM Menu is designed to reduce single 
occupancy vehicle trips and vehicle miles traveled by site residents, tenants, and visitors and 
must be under the control of the developer or tenant. The measures in the TDM Menu 
include some of the TDM requirements identified in Table 1. 

Each measure in the TDM Menu is assigned a point value based upon the relative efficacy of 
each measure to other measures in terms of reducing vehicle miles traveled. The relative 
efficacy determination was a multi-agency decision (Planning, SFMTA, SFCTA) grounded in 
literature ·review, local data collection, best practice research, and/or professional 
transportation expert opinion. A maximum amount of points is also provided for certain 
categories in the TDM Menu. . 

Subject to updating based on new information, feedback, and additional testing, the 
following targets are currently being considered: 

• Residential and Office Projects. For non-exempt projects with between zero and 20 
off-street vehicular parking spaces, the target is 13 points. For every additional 10 off­
street vehicular parking spaces provided for these projects, rounded up to the next 
highest 10 off-street vehicular parking spaces, a project has to achieve an additional 
point. The target would be capped at the total amount of points available (i.e., based 
on TDM·measures available) for that land use. 

• Retail Projects. For non-exempt projects with between zero and four off-street 
vehicular parking spaces, the target is 9 points. For every additional two off-street 
vehicular parking spaces provided for these projects, rounded up to the next highest 
two off-street vehicular parking spaces, a project has to achieve an additional point. 
The target would be capped at the total amount of points available (i.e., based on 
TDM measures available) for that land use. The off-street vehicular parking space 
threshold is lower for retail projects than for residential and office projects because 
off-street vehicular parking spaces associated with retail land uses generate more 
vehicle trips than off-street vehicular parking spaces associated with other types of 
land uses. 

• Other Types of Land Use Projects. Staff is currently developing a proposal for other 
types of non-exempt land use projects similar in concept to the types of land uses 
identified above. This. proposal would be defined, in greater detail, in advance of the 
next Planning Commission hearing. 

• Mixed-Use Projects. For mixed-use projects, each non-exempt project would be 
required to meet. the targets for each land use and associated parking included for 
the project, as illustrated by the following example. A project consists of 100 units, 
30,000 square feet of retail use, and 30 off-street vehicular parking spaces (20 for 
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· residential and 10 for retail). The residential portion of the project would be subject to 
a 13 point target. The retail portion of the project would be subject to a nine point 
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• High-Turnover to Low-Turnover. Some off-street vehicular parking spaces exhibit a 
higher turnover and more vehicle trips (e.g., retail spaces) than other off-street 
vehicular parking spaces, where the space may be used primarily for storage (e.g., 
residential). When a project replaces a use and its associated high turnover parking 
spaces with a use and associated lower turnover parkillg spaces, the Ordinance 
applicability is based upon the number of net new off-street vehicular parking 
spaces. For example, a surface vehicular parking lot with 20 spaces is utilized for a 
retail store nearby. A developer proposes replace the . surface parking lot with. a 
building that includes 200 residential units and 40 off-street vehicular parking 
spaces. The developer has demonstrated that the existing off-street vehicular parking 
spaces exhibit high turnover. Therefore, the applicability and target for this project 
would be based on 20 "net new" off-street vehicular parking spaces, and would be 13 
points. 

Administrative Fee. The proposed legislation would identify a fee structure to fund the costs of 
administering the legislation, which would ihclude pre-approval review of a TOM program, 
pre-occupancy compliance, and post-occupancy compliance monitoring, which would occur· 
at regular time intervals, likely on a annual or biennial basis. The costs and timing of the 
administrative fee structure are currently being discussed at the staff level. 

Implementation Documents - Overview. 

The proposed legislation would reference the two implementation documents described below, 
and discuss who, when, and what components of the documents would be updated. The 
proposed legislation would also reference reporting requirements to various decision-making 
bodies regarding those updates. 

The two implementation documents are: 

• Technical Justification 
• Handbook for Developers 

Both documents would be available online. Developers would access these documents prior to 
submitting their development review application. 

The purpose and contents of each document are described below. Following introduction at the 
Board of Supervisors, staff would return to the Planning Commission to receive further feedback 
and recommendations regarding approval of the proposed legislation. At that time, the staff 
report would include draft versions of both of these implementation documents as appendices. 

Technical Justification. The development of the TDM Ordinance framework has primarily 
been developed by a technical working group comprised. of members from the Planning 
Department, the Transportation Authority, and the SFMTA, in cooperation with Fehr & Peers 
Associates. The technical working group also hosted a series of workshops attended by other 
transportation consultants. In addition, key Planning Department and SFMTA staff 
partnered with Fehr & Peers Associates to undertake an empirical data collection process in 
San Francisco during the summers of 2014 and 2015. 

The Technical Justification document would serve to document the work of the technical 
working group including an extensive literature review, empirical data collection and 
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analysis, and consultation with experts in the field. This document would provide ·the 
technical basis for the creation of the following: 

• TDM Menu (i.e:, approximately 30 measures a developer can select from); 
• Point System and associated Targets; 
• Applicability; 
• Exemptions; and, 
• Compliance/Compliance Monitoring 

The Technical Justification document would also describe: 

• Ongoing and future research and data collection effort; 
• How the data would be used to refine/expand understanding of TDM efficacy and 

integrate into model and targets; and . 
• How various aspects of the program could/would be refined after implementation 

for the TDM Ordinance including: 
o Adding/changing TDM measures; and 
o Updating the Targets. 

Handbook for Developers. The Handbook for Developers document would guide developers 
through the process of compliance with the TDM Ordinance, from developing a TDM 
program for a project through on-going compliance once the building is constructed and 
occupied. 

Key contents of the handbook would include: 

• TDM Menu (i.e., approximately 30 measures a developer can select from); 
• TDM Fact Sheets, which would define each measure in the TDM Menu and how 

compliance is determined for each measure; 
• How developers would use the TDM Menu to reach their Points Target(s); 
• How developers may propose TDM measures to be included in the TDM Menu and 

the associated City review process for approving the TDM measure(s); and 
• Compliance/Compliance Monitoring: 

o Physical measures-- pre~occupancy site visit, spot audits post-occupancy; and 
o On-going measures - annual compliance (shifting to every 3 years after 5 

sequential years of demonstrated compliance). 

ISSUES AND CONSIDERATIONS: 

Public Outreach and Comment. As part of the fuvest component of the Transportation 
Sustainability Program (i.e., Transportation Sustainability Fee) outreach,. City staff informed 
numerous stakeholders of the basic framework of the Shift component. 13 During adoption 
proceedings for the Transportation Sustainability Fee and as staff refined the Shift Component 
proposal, staff has conducted additional outreach to key stakeholders, including: Housing Action 
Coalition; Council of Community Housing Organizations; San Francisco Human Services 
Network; Residential Builders Association; Walk SF; San Francisco Planning and Urban Research; 

13 Refer to September 10, 2015 Planning Commission staff report for the Transportation 
Sustainability Fee for a list of those stakeholders (Case Number 2015-009096PCA). 
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residential and commercial real estate developers; Livable City; Seifel Consulting; staff at the 
Department of Environment, Department of Public Health, and Bay Area Air Quality 
Management District; elected officials; and Building Owners and Management Association of San 
Francisco (scheduled February lQth). 

The proposal thus far has incorporated feedback regarding, but not limited to, applicability, point 
values associated with individual TDM measures or categories of TDM measures, point targets 
for different size projects, family-friendly TDM measures, and the definitions regarding 
individual TDM measures. 

Potential Modifications. Staff is interested in general feedback from the Planning Commission 
on the overall framework for the proposed legislation, as well as more specific feedback on the 
applicability, grandfathering, and exemptions details, as currently proposed. 

NEXT STEPS 

Pending feedback from this Planning Commission hearing and other outreach efforts, staff is 
hopeful that the TDM Ordinance would be drafted and introduced at the Board of Supervisors in 
March 2016. Prior to introduction at the Board of Supervisors, staff intends to conduct further 
outreach, including to various neighborhood Citizen Advisory Committees. 

Following introduction at the Board of Supervisors, the Planning Commission will consider 
further feedback and recommendations regarding approval of the proposed legislation. In 
addition, other opportunities for public input would be facilitated, as deemed necessary and 
prudent by the elected and appointed officials. At a minimum, such opportunities would include 
hearings in front of the Board of Supervisors and our partner agencies' governing bodies (i.e., 
Transportation Authority and the SFMTA). 

REQUIRED COMMISSION ACTION 

Informational item. No action required. 

Attachments: 
Attachment A: TDM Menu of Options 
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Attachment A: TDM Menu of Options 

Category-# Measure 

ACTIVE-1 Improve Walking Conditions 

ACTIVE-2a Bicycle Parking; OR 
ACTIVE-2b Bicycle Parking beyond Planning Code 

ACTIVE-3a Showers and Lockers: OR 
ACTIVE-3b Showers and Lockers beyond Planning Code 

ACTIVE-4a Bike Share Location 
ACTIVE-4b Bike Share Membership 

ACTIVE-Sa Bicycle Repair Station 
ACTIVE-Sb Bicycle Repair Services 

ACTIVE-6 Fleet of Bicycles 

CSHARE-la Car-Share Parking; OR 

CSHARE-lb Car-Share Parking beyond Planning Code 

CSHARE-2 Car-Share Membership 

DESIGN-1 Multi.modal Wayfinding Signage 

DESIGN-2 Real Time Transportation fuformation Displays 

DESIGN-3 Delivery Supportive Amenities 

LU-1 Grocery Store in Food Desert 

LU-2 On-site Affordable Housing 

FAMILY-1 Family TDM -Amenities 

FAMILY-2 Family TDM - On-site childcare 

HOV-1 Public Transit Subsidy 

HOV-2 Provide Delivery Services 

HOV-3 Shuttle Bus Service 

HOV-4 V anpool Program 

HOV-S fucentives for Sustainable Transportation 

MGMT-1 Tailored Transportation Marketing Services 

PKG-1 Unbundle Parking 

PKG-2 Parking Pricing 

PKG-3 Parking Cash Out - Employers 

PKG-4 Parking Supply Management 

$AN FMl'IOISCO 
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PLANNING CODE AMENDMENT: 

The action before the Commission is initiation of the Planning Code amendments described 
below. Initiation does not involve a decision on the substance of the amendments; it merely 
begins the required 20 day notice period, after which the Commission may hold a hearing and 
take action on the proposed Planning Code amendments. A resolution regarding the initiation is 
provided in Attachment A. 

Ordinance amending the Planning Code to establish a citywide Transportation Demand 
Management (TDM) Program, to require Development Projects to incorporate design features, 
incentives, and tools that support sustainable forms of transportation; to create a new 
administrative fee to process TDM Plan applications ail.d compliance reports; and to make 
conforming amendments to various sections of the Planning Code; affirming the Planning 
Department's determination under the California Environmental Quality Act, and making 
findings of public necessity, convenience, and welfare under Planning Code Section 302, and 
findings of consistency with the General Plan and the eight priority policies of Planning Code 
Section 101.1. 

. A Planning Commission informational hearing regarding the Planning Code amendments was 
held previously on February 11, 2016. For clarity sake, this Executive Summary repeats some of 
the information provided in the February 11, 2016 Executive Summary. This Executive Summary 
also updates and provides new information regarding the TDM Program, some based upon 
feedback received at the February 11 th hearing and other outreach conducted between February 
and April. 

OVERVIEW: THE TRANSPORTATION SUSTAINABILITY PROGRAM (TSP) 

The City and County of San Francisco (City or San Francisco) is a popular place to work, live and 
visit, placing strains on the existing transportation network. The City is projected to grow 
substantially over the next 25 years - by 2040, up to 100,000. new households and 190,000 new 
jobs are expected in San Francisco.1 Without enhancements to our transportation network, this 

1 Association of Bay Area Governments (ABAG), Projections 2013. 
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growth could result in more than 600,000 additional cars on our streets - or more than all the cars 
traveling each day on the Bay and Golden Gate bridges combined. 

The Transportation Sustainability Program is an initiative aimed at improving and expanding the 
transportation system to help accommodate new growth, and creating a policy framework for 
private development to contribute to minimizing its impact on the transportation system, 
including helping to pay for the system's enhancement and expansion. The Transportation 
Sustainability Program is a joint effort by the Mayor's Office, the San Francisco Planning 
Department, the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency ("SFMTA"), and the San 
Francisco County Transportation Authority ("Transportation Authority"), comprised of the 
following three components: 

1. Invest: Fund Transportation Improvements to Support Growth. The Transportation 
Sustainability Fee ("TSF") is assessed on new development, including residential 
development, to help fund improvements to transit capacity and reliability as well as 
bicycle and pedestrian improvements. A Planning Commission hearing was held on 
September 10, 2015 regarding TSF. The TSF was passed by the Board of Supervisors and 
signed into law by the Mayor on November 25, 2015 (Board of Supervisors File No. 
150790).2 

2. Align: Modernize Environmental Review. This component of the Transportation 
Sustainability Program would change how the City analyzes impacts of new 
development on the transportation system under the California Environmental Quality 
Act ("CEQA"). This reform has been helped by California Senate Bill 743, which requires 
that the existing transportation review standard, focused on automobile delay (vehicular 
level of service), be replaced with a more meaningful metric, vehicle miles traveled. 
Vehicle miles traveled is a measure of the amount and distance that a project causes 
potential residents, tenants, employees, and visitors of a project to drive, including the 
number of passengers within a vehicle. Resolution 19579 regarding this reform was 
adopted at the Planning Commission hearing on March 3, 2016. 

3. Shift: Encourage Sustainable Travel. This component of the Transportation 
Sustainability Program would help manage demand on the transportation network 
through a Transportation Demand Management (TDM) Program, making sure new 
developments are designed to make it easier for new residents, tenants, employees, and 
visitors to get around by sustainable travel modes such as transit, walking, and biking. 
Each measure that would be included in the TDM program is intended to reduce vehicle 
miles traveled from new development. Shift is the subject of this Planning Code 
Initiation. 

2 Two additional files were created at the Board of Supervisors for TSF regarding hospitals and health services, 
grandfathering, and additional fees for larger projects: 151121 and 151257. 
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These three components are discrete policy initiatives that are programmatically linked through 
the Transportation Sustainability Program .. While each component is useful and necessary on its 
own, staff concludes that all complement each other and are most effective together. The focus of 
Planning Code amendment is on the Shift component of the program. 

Goals and Additional Benefits. Prior to articulating the elements of the Shift component, this 
section first outlines the goals and additional benefits of the component. 

Goal~ Maintain Mobility. The overarching goal of the Transportation Sustainability Program is to 
maintain mobility, that is, to keep people moving as the city grows. The Shift component of the 
Transportation Sustainability Program was developed around a desire to minimize the impact of 
new development on the transportation system. The product of Shift, a IDM Program, would 
support the goal of maintaining mobility and access by focusing on reducing vehicle miles 
travel ed. 

Based on' the City's geographic limitations, the City cannot accommodate a substantial increase in 
vehicles. Therefore, a IDM Program would reduce the impacts from growth to the transportation 
system by reducing vehicle miles traveled from new residents, tenants, employees, and visitors. 
A reduction in vehicle miles traveled may result from shifting auto trips to other travel modes, 
increasing vehicle occupancy through carpool or rideshare activities, or reducing the average trip 
length by increasing the diversity of land uses in a particular location. 

Additional Benefit - Better Environmental Outcomes. Reducing vehicle miles traveled from new 
development also results in better environmental outcomes. For each mile we drive, our vehicles 
emit pollutants. Despite technological advancements, the transportation sector continues to 
account for a large amount of emissions by an increase in vehicle miles traveled. 3 

The transportation sector accounts for 36 percent,4 37 percent,5 and 40 percent6 of all greenhouse 
gas emissions in California, San Francisco Bay Area, and San Francisco, respectively. Several 
state, regional, and local policies are aimed at reducing greenhouse gas emissions. The 
transportation sector is also responsible for a large percentage of air pollutants that affect the air 
quality locally and regionally, toxic air contaminants and criteria air pollutants. For example, the 
transportation sector accounted for 83 percent of oxides of nitrogen emissions statewide, which is 
a precursor to ozone (criteria air pollutant) and for which a larger area of the state is designated 
as nonattainment by both the state and federal government. 7 

In addition, vehicle travel consumes substantial amounts of energy. Over 40 percent of 
California's energy consumption occurs in the transportation sector. s Passenger vehicles account 
for 74 percent of emissions from the transportation sector. 9 

3 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Our Built and Natural Environments 2nd Ed, June 2013. 
4 California Air Resources Board, First Update to the Climate Change Scoping Plan, May 2014. · 
5 Plan Bay Area 2040, Plan Bay Area Environmental Impact Report, July 2013. 
6 San Francisco Department of Environment, San Francisco Climate Action Strategy, October 2013. 
7 California Air Resources Board, Emission Inventory Data, Year 2012, 
8 California Energy Commission, Energy Aware Planning Guide, February 2011. 
9 Ibid. 
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Additional Benefit -Better public health and safety. Reducing vehicle miles traveled from new 
development also results in better public health and safety outcomes: Public health is improved 
when trips are made by active modes, primarily trips made by people walking and bicycling, and 
harmful air pollutants are reduced. The TDM Program would include measures that project 
sponsors can choose to encourage trips by active modes. In addition, higher total amounts of 
vehicle travel creates higher crash exposure. Therefore, reducing vehicle miles traveled enhances 
safety. 

Additional Benefit -Improved development review process and projects. The framework developed 
under the proposed TDM Ordinance would also. provide more certainty and flexibility for project 
sponsors. A project sponsor would know their TDM measure requirements upfront, prior to 
submitting a development review application. As crafted, the proposed legislation would also 
provide flexibility to the project sponsor in crafting a TDM program that best fits the needs of 
their project and neighborhood. The public would also be made more aware of additional TDM 
requirements for projects, as opposed to the process that is described in The Way It Is Now 
section. 

Developments that offer transportation options are considered an amenity to tenants. Real estate 
advertisements regularly rate the walkability of the project location, along with proximity to 
transit, and bicycle facilities. TDM measures that are incorporated into the design of a project or 
provide ongoing services are considered amenities to development because they enhance 
convenience and freedom and provide easy-to-use travel options. 

Additionally, the vehicle miles traveled reduction associated with certain TDM measures would 
be accounted for in the air quality, greenhouse gases, and transportation CEQA anaiyses for a 
project. A tool developed by a transportation consultant, based upon literature review and San 
Francisco specific research, would allow the Planning Department to account for those benefits 
from certain TDM measures. Providing TDM as a way to reduce vehicle miles traveled is also 
consistent with changes to CEQA pursuant to California Senate Bill 743 and Planning 
Commission Resolution 19579. 

Lastly, the proposed legislation would include a robust implementation strategy to ensure that 
TDM measures selected by a project sponsor are implemented and that measures offered to 
project sponsors for inclusion in their TDM program are effective. 

THE WAY IT IS NOW: 

The Planning Code currently contains a number of development-focused TDM measures, 
although the requirements are not specifically identified as TDM measures in the Planning Code. 
Table 1 summarizes these existing TDM measures and a summary of the applicability associated 
with the Planning Code requirements. As shown in Table 1, depending on the size and land use 
associated With a project and its Use District, a project may be required to implement TDM 
measures. 
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Table 1. Existing Planning Code Transportation Demand Management Requirements 

Code Year Initially Summary of Applicability 

Section Adopted Code Title 
Residential Non-Residential 

Scheduled of permitted off-street 
Parking maximums vary, depending 

151.1 2005 parking spaces in specified districts 
Parking maximums vary, depending on 

(i.e., parking maximums) 
on specified district specified district 

General standards as to location 
and arrangement of off-street 

155(g) 1985 parking, freight loading, and Not applicable Applicable in specified districts 
service vehicle facilities (i.e., 
parking pricing) 

155.2 1998 Bicycle parking 
Class 1 spaces required for all new 

Class 1 and Class 2 spaces requirements vary, 
units; Class 2 spaces required on lots 
with four or more units. 

but generally required for most uses. 

155.4 1998 Shower facilities and lockers Not applicable 
Generally required for most uses above 10,000 

.. 
square feet. 

Transportation management In- the C-3-0(SD) District, applicable 
Required for new, converted, or added floor 

163 1985 
programs and transportation where new, converted, or added floor 

area equals at least 25,000 gross square feet of 

brokerage services in Commercial area equals at least 100,000 gross 
office in specified districts or equals at least 

and Mixed Use Di~tricts square feet or 100 dwelling units. 
100,000 gross square feet of office in other 
specified districts 

166 2005 Car Sharing Required starting at 50 dwelling units 
Required starting at 25 parking spaces (bold 
emphasis added) 

Parking costs separated from 
167 2005 housing costs in new residential Required starting at 10 dwelling units Not applicable 

buildings (i.e., parking unbundling) 

304.5 1978 
Institutional Master Plans, 

Required for each Hospital and Post-Secondary 

including transportation strategies 
Not applicable Educational Institution, including Group 

Housing affiliated with such Institution 
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The majority of the IDM requirements were initially adopted to coincide with the Downtown 
Plan in 1985 or the Rincon Hill Plan in 2005. Of particular note is the Section 163 requirements 
first adopted in 1985. This section currently requires projects of certain sizes in certain Use 
Districts to provide on-site transportation brokerage services for the actual lifetime of the project 
and prepare a transportation management program. To comply with Section 163, buildings must 
either provide the services directly themselves or obtain from a broker. Since the inception of 
Section 163, the only City-approved vendor of transportation brokerage services is 
Transportation Management Association of San Francisco (TMASF) Connects. Founded as a non­
profit in 1989, TMASF Connects membership is made up of 68 San Francisco office buildings. 10 

Prior to 2010, TMASF's Work Plan was approved in one-to-four year intervals by the Planning 
Commission. In 2010, the Planning Commission approved a TMASF Connects Work Plan that 
extends through 2021 (Motion 18210). 

The requirements of a transportation management program are not narrowly defined in Section 
163. Planning Department staff created a developer's manual for complying with Section 163, 
which the third and latest edition was adopted by resolution by the Planning Commission in 
1988. The developer's manual describes a progrrup aimed at educating developers, employers, 
and commuters about the benefits of commuting by public transit or ridesharing, and providing 
incentives to do· so. While elements of the education program and incentives are still relevant 
today, other elements of the 1988 developer's manual do not reflect the latest understanding in 
the TDM field. 

The Planning Code does not establish an administrative fee for Section 163. In staff's opinion, the 
lack of a dedicated administrative fee has resulted in limited staff resources to enforce Section 163 
and work proactively with TMASF Connects regarding transportation management programs for 
its member buildings. 

Other TDM requirements. A TDM program for a project may be developed during the 
development review process. The development of a TDM program generally occurs one of four 
ways: 1) voluntarily, possibly after being identified as improvement measures; 2) as mitigation 
measures via CEQA; 3) through a negotiated Development Agreement; or 4) through 
Institutional Master Plan requirements. 

Some project sponsors may propose to implement additional TDM measures as valuable 
amenities for their tenants; or voluntarily agree to implement additional IDM measures after 
receiving input from City staff to further reduce project impacts to air quality, greenhouse gases, 
and/or transportation identified during the environmental review process. These TDM measures 
are typically included as improvement measures in the CEQA document. These improvement 
measures then can become adopted or modified as conditions of approval for the project. 

Conversely, some project sponsors may be required to implement additional TDM measures 
because of project impacts identified to air quality, greenhouse gases, and/or transportation 
identified during the environmental review process. These TDM measures are identified as 
mitigation measures in the CEQA document. These mitigation measures are then required to be 

10 It is estimi.ted approximately 20 to 30 additional buildings are subject to Section 163 requirements, but these buildings 
are not members of 1MASF Connects. Some of these build~gs are currently under construction. 
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adopted as conditions of approval for the project, unless the Planning Commission deems them 
infeasible. 

For projects where the City has entered into a Development Agreement with a project sponsor, a 
TDM program is typically included as part of the proposed project. In these cases, the 
components of the IDM program is negotiated between City staff and the project sponsor, often 
with the assistance of a transportation consultant who conducts an analysis of the project's 
transportation impacts and who may prepare a formal TDM report. ' 

Institutions may also include a TDM program as part of an Institutional Master Plan, as required 
under Planning Code Section 304.5. Subsequent projects that may have been identified in an 
Institutional Master Plan then proceed through one of three processes described above. 

Besides those TDM measures that are already known to be required by the Planning Code, the 
current process creates uncertainty for the project sponsor in terms of potential IDM 
requirements that may be requested or imposed later in the development review process. The 
project sponsor does not build these additional TDM measures into their overall development 
program or their real estate pro forma prior to submitting a development review application. 
Furthermore, the public is often not aware of the additional TDM requirements mentioned above. 
Additionally, the reduction associated with various TDM measures are not accounted for in the 
air quality, greenhouse gases, and transportation CEQA analyses for a project. Instead, the 
Planning Department's current Transportation Impact Analysis Guidelines for Environmental 
Review, October 2002, calculates vehicle trips based upon size and type of land use and location. 
Lastly, as mentioned in the Overview of Transportation Sustainability Program section, the City 
needs to do more to maintain mobility as our City grows. 

THE WAY IT WOULD BE: 

TDM Program - Overview. If adopted, the TDM Program would amend the Planning Code to 
include a set of requirements related to transportation planning for development projects. Based 
on a review of best practices for TDM legislation passed in several other cities, the most 
successful models typically do not illclude the standards and technical details within the 
legislation itself. Instead, the standards and technical details are included in a separate 
document(s). 

The rationale for including the standards and technical details in separate documents is the IDM 
field is highly dynamic, due to ongoing data collection and analysis. In order to be nimble, 
responsive, and up-to-date in this highly dynamic field, while setting clear standards that the 
Planning Commission would adopt; City staff is currently preparing two implementation 
documents that would accompany the TDM Ordinance: the Planning Commission Standards for 
the Transportation Demand Management Program ("TDM Program Standards") and Technical 
Justification document. The draft structure and contents of both documents are described in 
further detail below, following the discussion of the details that would be included in the IDM 
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Ordinance. Following feedback received at this hearing, as well as additional public outreach 
described later in this report, staff will make available the two implementation documents.11 

TDM Ordinance - Details. The draft TDM Ordinance would amend the Planning Code to add a 
new Section 169. This draft new section includes a discussion of findings; definitions; 
applicability; exemptions; requirements; and monitoring, reporting, and compliance; and a 
reference to one of the implementation documents. In addition, the draft TOM Ordinance 
includes amendments to existing Planning Code Sections 151, 163, and 357 and discusses 
grandfathering and the effective date. Some of these details are summarized below. For full 
details, refer to the draft TOM Ordinance, provided in Attachment B. 

Applicability. The draft TOM Ordinance would apply to all development projects, including 
change of uses, with greater than or equal to 10 dwelling units, 10 or more beds in· a group 
housing cir residential care facility, or 10,000 square feet of space other than residential, except as 
described in the exemptions description, below. 

Residential - Nine Dwelling Units (or Less). Residential projects with nine dwelling units or 
less are proposed not to be applicable as these size developments may not have space to 
accommodate or resources to implement many of the TDM measures. In addition, these 
developments, based on the existing pipeline represent only a small portion of overall 
development in the City (three percent)12 and associated vehicle trips. Furthermore, it would 
take a disproportionate amount of staff resources to monitor compliance for these small 
residential projects, given the number of applications these projects represent. 13 

Small Non-Residential Projects. Non-residential projects with less than 10,000 square feet are 
proposed not to be applicable because many TDM measures are nqt relevant for a project of 
this size and these types of development typically reduce overall vehicle trips by increasing 
diversity of land uses in a neighborhood. 

These non-applicable projects would still be subject to any existing applicable Planning Code 
TDM requirements identified in Table 1. 

Exemptions. The draft TOM Ordinance proposes to exempt one hundred percent affordable 
housing projects and parking garages and parking lots, as defined in Section 102. 

One Hundred .Percent Affordable Housing Projects. One hundred percent affordable housing 
projects are proposed to be exempt from the legislation because based upon a review of 63 
affordable housing projects over the last 10 years, 52 of these projects.were built with little (20 
off-street vehicular parking spaces or fewer) to no off-street vehicular parking. Therefore, these 
types of development would not need further incentives to reduce vehicle miles traveled 
anyway. 

11 When drafted, the implementation documents will be posted online at http:Usf-planning.orwtransportation­
sustainability-program. An email notification will be sent to the Transportation Sustainability Program email listserv 
when the documents become available. People can subscribe for updates at the above website or email TSP@sfgov.org to 
be added to this email listserv. 
12 Based upon a San Francisco Development Pipeline, Quarter 2 report. The report identifies a total of 61,559 units in the 
pipeline, of which 1,870 units are from projects with 20 units or less. 
13 Based upon a San Francisco Development Pipeline, Quarter 2 report. Although these projects represent only 3 percent 
of tot~ units in the pipeline, they represent 78 percent (793 out of 1,017) of all projects with dwelling units in the pipeline. 
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Parking Garages and Parking Lots. The purpose of the TOM Program is to reduce vehicle miles 
traveled, using an efficiency metric (e.g., per capita, per employee), from new development. 
The purpose of parking lots and parking garages is to accommodate a~tomobile use. It would 
be counterintuitive to apply a IDM Program that would defeat the purpose of the facilities. 
Second, the Planning Code requires a conditional use authorization for these uses in most Use 
Districts. Lastly, through the environmental review process, these types of uses may be 
considered to have significant impacts on vehicle miles traveled, which would result in 
alternatives and mitigation measures that seek to reduce the vehicle miles traveled impacts of 
such uses. 

These exempt projects would still be subject to any existing applicable Planning Code TOM 
requirements identified in Table 1. 

Requirements. The draft TDM Ordinance requires project sponsors to submit a TOM Plan with a 
first Development Application. The TDM Plan is required to document the project's compliance 
with Section 169 and one of the implementation documents, TOM Program Standards. The final 
TOM Plan becomes conditions of approval for projects. 

Monitoring, Reporting, and Compliance. The draft TOM Ordinance requires a project sponsor to 
commit to monitoring, reporting, and compliance throughout the life of the project. This is to 
ensure that the IDM Plan committed to in the conditions of approval is being implemented. The 
monitoring, reporting, and compliance consists of four basic parts: maintaining a TOM 
coordinator (refer to Attachment C for draft description), .which can include providing on-site 
transportation brokerage services; allowing City staff to access the property for monitoring, 
reporting, and compliance; facilitating a site inspection prior to issuance of a first certificate of 
occupancy; and submittal of periodic con;ipliance reports. Each of these parts is briefly described 
further in the IDM Program Standards - Details heading below. 

TDM Program Standards. The draft TOM Ordinance requires the Planning Commission to adopt 
TOM Program Standards14, in consultation with the SFMTA and the Transportation Authority. 
This document is described further in IDM Program Standards - Details heading below. 

Section 151. Minimum off-street parking requirements would be reduced, only to the extent 
needed that such reduction is part of a project's compliance with a TOM Program set forth in 
Planning Code Section 169. For example, a project is required pursuant to Planning Code Section 
151 to provide 50 parking spaces. The project has provided 40 parking spaces and measures from 
the TDM Menu of Options described below. The 40 parking spaces would still be considered 
required parking spaces, but the other 10 parking spaces would be reduced. 

Section 163. The projects currently subject to Section 163 (refer to Table 1 above) would cpntinue 
to be required to provide on-site transportation brokerage services, which would serve as a TDM 
Coordinator for purposes of Section 169. The draft TOM Ordinance would remove language 
requiring preparation of a transportation management program as defined in Section 163. 
Instead, these projects would be required to include a TOM Plan pursuant to Section 169, which 
reflects the latest understanding of effective IDM Plans. 

14 In the February 11, 2016 Executive Summary, this document was referred to as the Handbook for Developers. 
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Section 357. The draft TDM ordinance identifies a fee structure to fund the costs of administering 
the TDM Program: an initial one-time administrative fee that would cover development review 
of a TDM J?lan and pre-occupancy compliance; a periodic compliance fee for post-occupancy 
compliance monitoring; and an optional fee to update the TDM Plan after approval. The 
administrative fees identified in the draft TDM Ordinance are preliminary in nature and may be 
updated during the legislative process to reflect a refined understan,ding of staff time and rates to 
implement the TDM Program. is The administrative fees are an important element of the TDM 
Program to ensure TDM Plans are being implemented. · 

Grandfathering and Effective Date. The requirements of the TDM Program would apply to projects 
that filed a development application or environmental review application before the effective 
date of Section 169, and have not received approval of any such development application. The 
effective date of Section 169 would be 30 days after enactment. 

Since July 2014, during the transportation review process, Planning staff has requested project 
sponsors consider providing additional TDM measures via a TDM Checklist. The TDM Checklist 
includes many of the TDM measures considered in this proposed TDM Program. If the Planning 
Commission initiates the Planning Code amendments, Planning staff will update the TDM 
Checklist. and provide language regarding the proposed TDM Program in Preliminary Project 
Assessment letters to alert project sponsors of the proposed TDM Program. Staff believes with 
these steps, combined with the robust outreach conducted thus far for the Transportation 
Sustainability Program, project sponsors should have adequate time to accommodate to any 
changes that may be required to projects due to the TDM Program. 

TDM Program Standards - Details. The draft TDM Ordinance requires the Planning 
.-Commission to adopt TDM Program Standards. The TDM Program Standards would provide 

step-by-step instructions for developing a TDM Plan; describe monitoring, reporting, and 
compliance in detail; and discuss TDM Program updates. The following is a summary of 
information from the TDM Program Standards: 

TDM Program Requirements. The section would provide the information needed to fill out and 
submit a TDM Plan Application. The TDM Plan Application would require the project sponsor to 
understand the requirements specific to the project. The requirements would be based upon 
meeting a Target. This section would define and discuss the Target, describe how a project would 
achieve the Target, and describe the information needed for the TDM Plan Application. 

Target. Each project subject to the TDM Program would be required to meet a Target. The 
Target would be based upon the land use associated with the project and the number of 
accessory parking spaces proposed for the land use. In order to maintain mobility in the City, 
the nillnber of vehicles coming and going from a development site is more important to 
manage than the ratio of vehicles to overall units or non-residential square footage at a project 
site (or parking ratio). The Planning Code contains definitions for over 100 different land uses. 

is At the April 21, 2016 Planning Commission hearing, proposed legislation is being considered that would delete the 
administrative f~e amounts from the Planning Code and place them in an uncodified section (Planning Case No 2016-
004497PCA). If that proposed legislation is adopted prior to the draft TDM Ordinance adoption, the draft TDM Ordinance 
would be updated to be consistent with that legislation and vice versa. 
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In order to simplify application of the draft TDM Ordinance, land use definitions are classified 
into four land use categories, as shown in Table 2. 

Table 2: Land Use Categories and Targets 

Land Use Typical Land # of Parking Spaces Target 
Category Use Type proposed by Land Use 

A Retail Base number: 0 <= 4 Base Target: 13 points 
e--------------------~------------------

Each additional 21 1 additional point 

B Office Base number: 0 <= 20 Base Target: 13 points 
!---------------------t--------------------------

Each additional 101 1 additional point 

c Residential Base number: 0 <= 20 Base Target: 14 :points 
--------------------------!---------------------------
Each additional 101 1 additional point 

D Other Any # of parking spaces 3points 

1. For each additional parking space proposed above the base number, the number of parking spaces 
would be rounded up to the next highest Target. For example, a project within Land Use Category C that 
proposes 21 parking spaces would be subject to a 15 point Target 

The following provides some typical types of land uses that fall within each of the four land 
use categories. Land Use Category A: formula retail, museums, entertainment venues, and 
grocery stores. Land Use Category B: office, child care facility, school. Land Use Category C: 
residential. Land Use Category D: internet service exchange, manufacturing, and production, 
distribution, and repair. A complete list of land uses classifi,ed from the Planning Code into 
land use categories is included as Attachment D: Proposed Land Use Categories for TDM 
Targets. The rationale for the land use categories will be described in the Technical Justification 
document. 

The Base Target that all projects within Land Use Category A, B, and C would be required to 
meet is set at 25% of the total reasonably available number of points available in the relevant 
land use categories. Given the infrequency of development applications for land uses 
associated with Land Use Category D, the uniqueness of these land uses, the trip generation for 
these uses is comparatively m,uch lower than the other land use categories, and, as a result, that 
these land uses would not substantially affect vehicle miles traveled, all remaining land uses 
other than residential with greater than 10,000 square feet would be required to achieve a 
Target of three points. Through the environmental review process, although rare, some projects 
may be required to implement additional TDM as mitigation measures that go beyond the Base 
Target. 
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As would be described more in the Technical Justification document, literature review has 
indicated that an area with a high off-street vehicular parking supply may generate more 
overall vehicular traffic than an area with a low off-street vehicular parking supply.16 

Therefore, more incentives and tools to support non-auto modes and disincentives to using 
personal vehicles (i.e., TDM measures) are needed at a site with a greater amount of off-street 
vehicular parking spaces than a site with fewer off-street vehicular parking spaces to encourage 
sustainable travel and reduce vehicle miles traveled. This approach does not restrict the ability 
of project sponsors to build off-street vehicular parking up to existing Code requirements or 
allowances; instead, it provides flexibility to project sponsors in developing a TDM plan to 
reduce vehicle miles traveled _that best fits the programming needs of the development and 
neighborhood. 

Mixed Use Projects. For projects that propose a mix of land uses, each land use is grouped 
into one of the four land use categories. All land ~ses associated with one land use category is 
subject to the same Target. If a project includes multiple land use categories, each land use 
category is subject to a separate Target. If one land use is subject to the TOM Ordinance (e.g., 
100 market-rate units), it does not pull in other land uses that are not applicable to the TDM 
Ordinance (e.g., 9,000 square feet of retail)'. Examples would be provided in the TDM 
Program Standards. 

Calculating the Number of Parking Spaces Proposed by Land Use Category. The Target for a 
project is based on the number of accessory parking spaces proposed by land use category. 
For Change of Use and Additions, the Target is based on the number of "net new" accessory 
parking spaces associated with the land use category. For New Construction and 
Replacement of Use projects, no credit is given to existing parking. Examples would be 
provided in the TbM Program Standards. 

TDM Menu of Options. A project sponsor in Land Use Categories A, B, or C could potentially17 

select from 26 TDM measures in the TDM Menu of Options (TDM Menu) to achieve the Target. 
The 26 TDM measures are grouped into eight different categories: Active Transportation, Car­
Share, Delivery, Family, High-Occupancy Vehicles, Communications and Information, Land 
use, and Parking. Of the 26 TDM measures, a project sponsor could potentially select one or 
more options from 13 TDM measures. A project sponsor with a project in Land Use Category 
D would be required to achieve a Target of three points from a list of seven TDM measures. 
The draft TDM Menu, including TDM measure applicability by Land Use Category and point 
assignment, is included as Attachment E: Draft TDM Menu of Options. The measures in the 
TDM Menu include some of the TDM requirements identified in Table 1. 

16 Literature review includes, but is not limited to: Chris McCahill, et al., "Effects of Parking Provision on Automobile Use 
in Cities: Inferring Causality," Transportation Research Board, November 13, 2015; Daniel Chatman, "Does Transit­
Oriented Development Need the Transit?", Access, Fall 2015; ~d ~ache! Weinberger, "Death by a thousand curb-cuts: 
Evidence on the effect of minimum parking requirements on the choice to drive," Transport Policy, March 2012. 
17 Not all IDM measures are applicable to each land use category. 
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As stated in the draft TDM Ordinance, each measure in the TDM Menu shall be designed to 
reduce vehicle miles traveled by site residents, tenants, and visitors and must be under the 
control of the project sponsor, property owner, or tenant. Each of the TDM measures in the 
TDM Program Standards shall be assigned a number of points, reflecting its relative 
effectiveness to reduce vehicle miles traveled. These relative effectiveness determinations shall 
be grounded in literature review, local data collection, best practice research, and/or 
professional transportation expert opinion. 

Fact Sheets. A fact sheet would be provided for each TDM measure. Each fact sheet would 
_include a description of the TDM measure, the land use categories that the measure may be 
applied to, the points value(s) associated with the TDM measure, instructions for assigning 
points (where applicable), and compliance requirements during development review, prior 
to occupancy, and on an ongoing basis for the life of the project. In addition, each fact sheet 
would include relevant municipal code references. The fact sheets would be provided as an 
appendix in the TDM Program Standards. 

Projects with a Substantial Amount of Parking. A project may initially propose more parking 
spaces than the TDM Menu has measures and associated points available for that many 
parking spaces. The following identifies the appro:ximate18 number of parking spaces for each 
land use category when no more points associated with measures are reasonably available19 

for the project: 

• Land Use Category A (Retail Type Uses)= 51 parking spaces. 

• Land Use Category B (Office Type Uses)= 259 parking spaces. 

• Land Use Category C (Residential Type Uses)= 279 parking spaces. 

Given no more measures and points are available for these projects, these projects would be 
required to park at or below the neighborhood parking rate for their land use category. The 
methodology regarding the neighborhood parking rate would be provided in the Technical 
Justification document. 

TDM Tool. A Microsoft Excel-based, downloadable TDM Tool would be provided on the 
Planning Department's website. A project sponsor would be required to use the TDM Tool to 
describe basic project characteristics and select the TDM measures to be included in the TDM 
Application. The Target in the TDM Tool would be automatically calculated based upon the 
number of accessory parking spaces proposed for the land use category. An instruction manual 
for the TDM Tool would be provided as an appendix in the TDM Program Standards. 

TDM Plan Application Submittal. A TDM Plan Application would be provided on the Planning 
Department's website .. A project sponsor would be required to fill out the TDM Application, 
which would require, but not limited to, the following: 

1s Exact number would vary and would need to be determined if a project approaches this number of parking spaces. 
Given some of the TDM measures are based upon location or the size or type of the land use associated with the project, 
an approximate number is given, instead of an exact number. 
19 The Technical Justification Document would document the methodology for identifying the total number of reasonable 
available points for each land use category, as every measure is not applicable to every land use. In addition, this number 
of parking spaces assumes the HOV-2 Shuttle Bus Service measure is not available .. 
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• Check for the TOM Plan Review Application fee (which covers Development Review and 
Pre-Occupancy Compliance), payable to the San Francisco Planning Department; 

• A copy of the TOM Coordinator Description (i.e., Attachment C); 

• A copy of the Basic Project Characteristics tab from the TOM ';rool; 

• For each Land Use Category associated with the project, a copy of the Land Use Category 
tab from the TOM Tool; 

• For each TOM measure selected, a copy of the associated fact sheet; 

• Plans that illustrate the location, number, and/or dimensions of physical TOM measures 
(e.g., bicycle parking, car-share parking, etc.); 

• For programmatic measures (e.g., tailored transportation marketing services, 
contributions or incentives for sustainable transportation, etc.), the project sponsor 
should include a description of the services to be provided; and 

• A signed statement committing to the basic TOM Program requirements and clarifying 
that of different options in meeting the Target, the project sponsor selected the TOM 
measures included in the TOM Application. 

TDM Plan Development Review and Approval. This section would discuss the TOM Plan 
development review process and approval process for the Planning Department and Planning 
Commission. 

Monitoring, Reporting, and Compliance. This section would describe more in detail pre-occupancy 
and ongoing compliance. 

Pre-Occupancy Compliance. Prior to receiving the first Certificate of Occupancy and after the 
project sponsor has completed construction and installation of all physical measures of their 
TOM plan, including the location and dimensions of car-share, vehicular, bicycle parking 
spaces, etc. and purchase of amenities such as bicycles, carts, tools, etc., the project sponsor 
would be required to submit- an online request for a site visit. If an online request form is not 
available, City staff would track and monitor the building permit approval process for projects 
subject to the TDM Ordinance and notify project sponsor of the site visit requirement. After the 
project sponsor . would submit a request for a site visit or concurrent with the City staff 
notifying the project sponsor of the site visit requirement, City staff would provide project 
sponsors with a copy of the final TOM plan that outlines the TOM measures that the project 
sponsor has agreed to provide and schedule a site visit. 

After receiving the final TOM Plan, the project sponsor would add contact information for the 
TOM Coordinator. If available, the project sponsor would also include any additional 
info.rmation regarding the TOM plan and/or individual TOM measures. For example, the 
project sponsor might include additional information regarding an online sign-up system for a 
TOM measure. The project sponsor would then be required submit to City staff an electronic 
copy of the amended TOM plan and an electronic copy of a signed letter stating that the project 
sponsor agrees to distribute a copy of the amended TOM plan with new employee packets, 
tenant lease documents, and/or deeds to each new employee or tenant. City staff would review 
the amended TDM plan and letter as part of a pre-occupancy compliance form and may contact 
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the designated TDM Coordinator to confirm that the project sponsor is prepared to implement 
programmatic measures as specified in the project approvals. 

After the aforementioned is completed, City staff would conduct the site visit. During the site 
visit, City staff would verify that all physical measures have been provided as specified in the 
project approvals and complete corresponding sections of a pre-occupancy compliance form 
for programmatic measures. Following the site visit for physical measures and submittal of 
any documentation required for physical and programmatic measures, City staff would review 
the documentation and finalize a pre-occupancy compliance form. When the project sponsor 
receives an approved pre-occupancy compliance form, the first Certificate of Occupancy from 
the Department of Building Inspection· may occur, pending no other City approvals are 
required. 

Ongoing Compliance. For Land Use Categories A, B, and C, during the life of the project, City 
staff would verify that the project sponsor is maintaining physical measures and continuing to 
provide programmatic measures as specified in project approvals. For the life of the project, the 
project sponsor would submit annual ongoing compliance forms, supporting documentation, 
and an ongoing administrative fee, commencing 18 months after initial occupancy. 

If a project is in good standing (i.e., submits satisfactory ongoing compliance forms for five 
consecutive years), then the project's requirement would shift to one submittal every three 
years. If, at any time, the project fails to demonstrate compliance, the project would revert to 
annual submittal of an ongoing compliance form until the project again demonstrates five 
consecutive years of compliance. 

City staff would visit projects once every three years to confirm ongoing compliance. Project 
sponsors would not necessarily be informed in advance of these site visits. In addition, City 
staff would make each TDM plan available online and would investigate and respond to 
complaints from the public of non-compliance. 

For Land Use Category D, all TDM measures provided as options for Land Use Category D 
projects are physical, rather than programmatic. No compliance would be required on an 
ongoing basis, although random audits may be performed by City staff without being subject 
to the ongoing administrative fee. In addition, City staff would make each TDM plan available 
online and would investigate and respond to complaints from the public of non-compliance. 

TDM Program Updates. This section would describe TDM Program updates made by Planning, 
including potential updates to the TDM Menu and reporting requirements to City decision­
makers. 

Potential updates to the TDM Menu may occur, consistent with the dynamic nature of the TDM 
field. The purpose of the. updates would be to reflect new findings (literature review, local data 
collection, best practice research, and/or professional transportation expert opinion) on the 
efficacy of the measures in the TDM Menu or for measures not previously included in the TDM 
Menu. Proposed updates could include addition or removal of measures, or adjustment of 
definition, points, or compliance actions associated with measures. Proposed updates would be 
made in consultation with SFMTA and Transportation Authority staff. Minor updates would be 
made at the .discretion of the Planning Director or designee. Substantive updates would require 
Planning Commission approval prior to being implemented. Substantive updates are defined as 
follows: 1) proposed addition of a new measure to the TDM Menu; 2) proposed increase or 
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decrease of five points or more for an existing measure on the TDM Menu; 3) proposed increases 
or decreases related to multiple existing TDM Menu measures that result in a cumulative change 
of 10 points or more (increase or decrease); or 4) proposed increase or decrease of a Target for any· 
land use category by three points or more. 

In addition to the TDM Menu updates, the draft TDM Ordinance would require that every four 
years, following the periodic updates to San Francisco Countywide Transportation Plan prepared 
by the Transportation Authority, the Planning Department would prepare a report analyzing the 
implementation of the TDM Program and describing any proposed changes to the TDM Program 
Standards (e.g., updates to the TDM Menu described above). ·The Planning Department would 
present such report to the Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors during public 
hearings. · 

Technical Justification - Details. The TDM Program has primarily been developed by a 
technical working group comprised of members from the Planning Department, the 
Transportation Authority, and the SFMTA, in cooperation with Fehr & Peers Associates. The 
technical working group also hosted a series of workshops attended by other transportation 
consultants. In addition, key Planning Department and SFMTA staff partnered with Fehr & 
Peers Associates to undertake a'n empirical data collection process in San Francisco during the 
summers of 2014 and 2015. 

The Technical Justification document would serve to document the work of the technical working 
group including an extensive literature review, best practice research, empirical data collection 
and analysis, and consultation . with experts in the field. This document would provide the 
technical basis for the creation of the applicability, Targets, and assignment of points to 
individual measures in the TDM Menu. 

ISSUES AND CONSIDERATIONS: 

Public Outreach and Comment. As part of the .Invest component of the Transportation 
Sustainability Program (i.e., Transportation Sustainability Fee) outreach, City staff informed 
numerous stakeholders of the basic framework of the Shift component. 20 During adoption 
proceedings for the Transportation Sustainability· Fee and as staff refined the Shift Component 
proposal, staff has conducted additional outreach to key stakeholders, including: Housing Action 
Coalition; Council of Community Housing Organizations; San Francisco Human Services 
Network; Residential Builders Association; Walk SF; San Francisco Planning and Urban Research; 
residential and commercial real estate developers; Livable City; Seifel Consulting; staff at the 
Department of Environment, Department of Public Health, and Bay Area Air Quality 
Management District; elected officials; and Building Owners and Management Association of San 
Francisco. 

Since the February 11 th Planning Commission informational hearing regarding the Shift 
component, staff has conducted or intends on conducting further outreach with the following 
stakeholders: Market-Octavia Citizens Advisory Committee, Eastern Neighborhoods Citizens 
Advisory Committee, Transportation Authority Citizens Advisory Committee (scheduled April 

20 Refer to September 10, 2015 Planning Commission staff report for the Transportation Sustainability Fee for a list of those 
stakeholders (Case Number 2015-00909_6PCA). 
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27th), SFMTA Gtizen Advisory Committee (scheduled May Slh), Potrero Boosters Neighborhood 
Association (scheduled May lllh), Transportation Authority Plans and Programs (scheduled May 
17lh), SFMTA Board (scheduled May 17lh), an Open House at San Francisco Planning Department 
(scheduled May 18lh), and Environment Commission (scheduled May 24lh). Following adoption at 
the Planning Commission, the legislation would be forwarded to the Board of Supervisors for 
their consideration. This process would provide further opportunities for public input. 

The proposal thus far has incorporated feedback regarding, but not limited to, applicability, point 
values associated with individual TDM measures or categories of TDM measures, Targets for 
different size projects, family-friendly TDM measures, and the definitions regarding individual 
TDM measures. 

Potential Modifications. Staff is interested in specific feedback from the Planning Commission 
regarding grandfathering and TDM Program Updates as it relates to Planning Commission 
approval and reporting, as currently proposed. In additioni staff is interested if the Planning 
Commission has recommendations regarding potential incentives to offer project sponsors that 
may voluntarily go above and beyond the Target required for their project as part of their TDM 
Plan. 

REQUIRED COMMISSION ACTION 

The proposed Resolution is before the Commission so that it may recommend approval or 
disapproval to initiate the Planning Code amendments. 

RECOMMENDATION 

The Department recommends that the Commission recommend approval of . the resolution of 
intent to initiate the Planning Code amendments. 

BASIS FOR RECOMMENDATION 

The TDM Program herein is the third component, Shift, of the Transportation Sustainability 
Program, a policy initiative aimed at maintaining mobility as our Gty grows. The two adopted 
components of the Transportation Sustainability Program will provide funding for sustainable 
modes of transportation to support growth from new development or improve the development 
review process so that sustainable modes of transportation projects may be delivered faster. The 
results of these two components could lead to a shift in travel behavior from new residents, 
tenants, employees, and visitors. However, the adoption of the Shift Component will 
complement the other two components by providing those new residents, tenants, employees, 
and visitors more tools (i.e., TDM measures) to travel by sustainable modes. 

I RECOMMENDATION: Approval to Initiate 

Attachments: 
Attachment A: Resolution to Initiate the Draft Ordinance 
Attachment B: Draft Ordinance 
Attachment C: Draft TDM Coordinator Description 
Attachment D: Draft Land Use Categories for TDM Targets 
Attachment E: Draft TDM Menu of Options 
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PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

Planning Commission Resolution No. __ 
HEARING DATE: APRIL 28, 2016 

Case No.: 
Project: 

Staff Contact: 

Recommendation: 

2012.0726PCA 
Transportation Sustainability Program -
Shift Planning Code Amendments Initiation 
Rachel Schuett, (415) 575-9030 
rachel.schuett@sfgov.org 
Recommend Initiation 

165Q Mission St 
Suile400 
San Francisco, 
CA 94103-2479 

Reception; 
415.558.6378 

Fax: 
415.558.6409 

Planning 
Information: 
415.558.637-7 

INITIATING AMENDMENTS TO THE PLANNING CODE TO ESTABLISH A NEW CITYWIDE 
TRANSPORTATION DEMAND MANAGEMENT (TDM) PROGRAM, ACCOMPANIED BY AN 
ADOPTED TDM PROGRAM STANDARDS DOCUMENT, WHICH ESTABLISHES A FRAMEWORK 
OF TDM REQUIREMENTS FOR NEW DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS, TO MAKE SURE THAT THESE 
PROJECTS ARE DESIGNED TO ENCOURAGE RESIDENTS, TENANTS, EMPLOYEES AND 
VISITORS TO GET AROUND USING SUSTAINABLE MODE OF TRAVEL SUCH AS TRANSIT, 
WALKING, AND BICYCLING, AND TO CREATE A NEW ADMINISTRATIVE FEE SCHEDULE TO 
PROCESS TDM PLAN APPLICATIONS AND COMPLIANCE REPORTS. 

PREAMBLE 

WHEREAS, the "Transit First Policy" in the City Charter declares that_ public transit is "an economically 
and environmentally sound alternative to transportation by individual automobiles", and that within the 
City, "travel by public transit, by bicycle and on foot must be an attractive alternative to travel by private 
automobile"; and 

WHEREAS, the City has many plans policies and initiative that seek to encourage safe travel by active 
modes of transportation including the San Francisco Bicycle Plan, the Green Connections Plan, the Better 
Streets Plan, Vision Zero, and others; and 

WHEREAS, travel by transit, bicycle, or on foot are considered to be trips made sustainable modes of 
transportation; and 

WHEREAS, according to Plan Bay Area 2040, the Bay Area's Regional Transportation Plan and 
Sustainable Community Strategy, San Francisco is expected to grow by approximately 191,000 jobs and · 
102,000 households between 2010 and 2040; and 

WHEREAS, this growth will generate an increased demand for transportation infrastructure and services 
on an already constrained transportation system; and 
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WHEREAS, one of the challenges posed by this growth is the increased number of single occupancy 
vehicle trips, and the pressure they add to San Francisco's limited public streets and rights-of-way, 
contributing to congestion, transit delays, and public health and safety concerns, and the air pollution, 
greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions, and noise caused by motorized vehicles, which negatively impact the 
quality of life in the City; and 

WHEREAS, at the state level, the Congestion Management Law, Gov. Code Section 65088, has established 
that in order to reduce the state's traffic congestion crisis and "keep California moving," it is important to 
build transit-oriented development, revitalize the state's cities, and promote all forms of transportation; 
and 

WHEREAS, various policies have been adopted at the state level that set GHG reduction targets 
including, Assembly Bill 32, the California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006 (Chapter 488, Statutes 
of 2006), Executive Orders B-30-15, S-3-05 and B-16-12, Senate Bill 375, the Sustainable Communities and 
Climate Protection Act of 2008 (Chapter 728, Statutes of 2008); and 

WHEREAS, local plans.and policies including Plan Bay Area 2040, the GHG Reduction Ordinance, and 
the San Francisco Climate Action Strategy 2013 Update also set GHG reduction targets; and 

WHEREAS, the transportation sector contributes significantly to GHG emissions and, as a result, many 
GHG emissions reduction targets are accompanied by targets to reduce vehicle miles traveled and to 
increase non-automobile mode share; and one of the ways identified to achieve these targets is through a 
requirement for the inclusion of transportation demand management (TDM) measures for new 
development; and 

WHEREAS, the importance of TDM strategies are acknowledged in the Transportation Element of the 
General Plan, the.San Francisco County Transportation Plan; and 

WHEREAS, .many Area Plans including each of the Area Plans within Eastern Neighborhoods and the 
Transit Center District Plan identify policies for the development of a TDM program for the Plan Area; 
and 

WHEREAS, the proposed legislation would establish a citywide TDM program for new development; 
and 

WHEREAS, the proposed legislation seeks to promote sustainable travel modes by requiring new 
development projects to incorporate design features, incentives and tools that support transit, ride­
sharing, walking, and bicycle riding for the residents, tenants, employees, and visitors of their projects; 
and 

WHEREAS, the goals of the proposed legislation are to help keep San Francisco moving as the city grows, 
and to promote better environmental, health and safety outcomes, consistent with state, regional and 
focal policies; and 

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission (hereinafter "Commission") conducted a duly noticed public 
hearing at a regularly scheduled meeting to consider the proposed Ordinance on April 28, 2016; and 

SAN FRANCISCO 
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Resolution No. 
Hearing Date: April 28, 2016 

Case No 2012.0726PCA 
Shift Planning Code Amendments Initiation 

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 pursuant to Planning Code Section 302(b), the Planning Commission Adopts a Resolution 
of Intent to Initiate amendments to the Planning Code. 

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That pursuant to Planning Code Section 306.3, the Planning 
Commission authorizes the Department to provide appropriate notice for a public hearing to consider the 
above referenced Planning Code amendments contained in the draft ordinance, approved as to form by 
the City Attorney in Attachment B, to be considered at a publicly noticed hearing on or after July 7, 2016. 

I hereby certify that the foregoing Resolution was ADOPTED by the San Francisco Planning Commission 
on April 28, 2016. 

Jonas Ionin 
Commission Secretary 

AYES: 

NOES: 

ABSENT: 

SAN FRANCISCO 
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ATTACHMENT B: DRAFT ORDINANCE 



FILE NO. ORDINAN.CE NO. 

1 [Planning Code - Transportation Demand Management Program Requirement] 

2 

3 Ordinance amending the Planning Code to establish a citywide Transportation Dein~nd · · 

. 4 Man~gement (TOM) Program, to require Development Projects to incorporate design 

5 featur~, incentives; and t9ols that: support sustainal>le forms of transportation; to 

6 create a new· administrative tee to process TOM Plan .applications and compliance 

7 reports; and to make conforming amendments to various sections of the Planning ·. 

8 Code; affirming the Pla.nning Departmenf s determination under the California 

.g Environmental· Quality Act, and making finding$ of public necessity, convenience; and: ' 

;to welfare under Pl~nning Code Section 302·, and findings.of consistency with the Ger)~~al! 

.· t1 Plan and the eight priority policies of Plann•ng.Code Section 101.1. 

:. 1~ .· 

·1;3 

· .. 14 

·, :1'.5 
,• 

NOTE: Unc~anued. Code text and uncodified te}(tare in plain Arial font 
Additions to Codes are in singfe:-underline italics Times New Roman font. · 
Deletions to Codes are in strikethrough italics Times 1'le·,v Roman /0.nt. 
Board .a·mendment additions are in double""underlined.Arial font 
Bi;ia~d amendment d~'tetions are iri striketqro1;1gh /\rial fo,nt 
Asterisks(* * * *)indicate the omission-of unchanged Code 
subsections or parts oftables. 

.. · .. 1:6 
,. 

·. : .. :17 
.·;.·'.·:. 

'1'8 

·: •,· .·1g: 

,i,o 

·?1 

.. · :z2 
·· ... · 

.. '13. 

24 

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

Section 1. Findings. The Board of Supe.rvisors of the City a.nd County of San 

Francisco hereby finds and determines that 

(a) . The :Planning Department has determined that the actions c.ontemplated in this 

ordinance comply with the California Environmental Quality Act (California Public Resourc;e.s · 

Code Section 21000 et seq.). Said determination is on file with the Clerk of the Board of 

Supervisors in File No. ___ , and is incorporated herein by reference. The Board affirm~. 

· 25 this determinatiqn. 

Planning Commission 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
.. 

9 

10 

11 

.1'2 

:13 

" :14 

·15 .. 

16 

·17 
'/: 

1'8. 

•' 19 

··20 

·21 

22 

.. 23 

24 

25 

(b) On----·' the Planning Commission, in Resolution No. ___ , adopted 

findings that the actions contemplated in this ordinance are consistent, on balance, with the 

City's General Plan and eight priority policies of Planning Code Section 101 .. 1. The· Board 

adopts these findings as its own. A copy of said Resolution is on file with the Clerk of the 

Board of Supervisors in File No. ___ , and is incorporated herein by ref~rence. 

(c) On _____ , the Planning Commission, in Reso1ution No. __ _ 

approved this legislation, recommended it for adoption by the Board of Supervisors, and 

adopted· findings that it will serve the public necessity, convenience and welfare. Pursuant to 

Planning Code Section 302, the Board adopts these findings as its own. A copy of said 

Resolution is on file with the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors in File No. ___ ,, and is 

incorporated herein by reference. 

Section 2. The Plqnning Code is hereby amended by adding Sections 169, 169.1, 

169.2, 169.3,,169.4, 169.5, and 169.6, to read as foll<;>ws: 

SEC. 169. TRANSPORTATION DEMAND MANAGEMENT PROGRAM. 

Sections J 69 through 169. 6 (Jzereafier referred to collectively as "Section 169 ")set '{Orth th,e 

requirements of the Transportation Demand Management Program (TDM Program). 

SEC.169.1. FINDINGS. 

(a) According to Plan Bay Area 2040. the long-range integrated transportation and land-

use/housing strategy for the San Francisco Bay Area through 2040 adopted in 2013 bv the Association 

of Bay Area Governments and the Metropolitan Transportation Commission, San Francisco is expected 

to grow by approximately 191,000 jobs and 102.000 households from 2010 to 2040. 

Planning Commission 
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1 &> This. gr_owth will generate an increased demand fjJr transportation in6:_astructure arid 

2 services on an alreadj; constrained transportation system. One ofthe challenges posed by this gr_owth 

3 is the increased number o(single occupancy vehicle trips, and.the pressures they add to San 

4 Francisco's limited public streets and rights-of-way, contributing to congestion, transit delays. and 

5 public health and safety concerns caused by motorized vehicles, air pollution, .greenhouse gas (GHG) 

6 emissions, and noise. thereby negatively impacting the quality of life in the City. 

7 (c) The Trans12ortation Sustainability Program, or TSP, is aimed at accommodating. this· 

8 new growth while minimizing its }m12act on San Francisco's transportation system. It is a joint effi?rt-of 

.. 9 the Mayor's Office. the Planning Department, the San Francisco County Transportation Authority, and 

10 the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency that has spanned many years and has involved a·. 

11 robust 12rocess ofpublic outreach and discussion. The TSP includes three separate but related policy 
., 

'12 initiatives: the Transpo.rtation Sustainability Fee {TSF); the modernization of San Francisco's 

:··. ·'1.3 environmental review process under the Cali(grnia Environmental Qualitv Act (CEQAl; and the .. 
. . .. 

·14. Transportation Demand Management (I'DM) Program, 

' ·15 {J) The first component. the TSF, seeks to fimd transportation improvements to . . 

' 
.16 sullJ2ort new gr_owth by chargj.ng a develo12ment imeact f§e on new develo12ment. The Citr. allJ1.roved the . . . . ·~ . 

.. 
17 TSF in 2015 with the enactment of Ordinance No. 200-15 (Board o(Supervisors File.No. 150790) .. 

18 (2) The second component, the modernization o[the environmental review process 
. '· 

19 under CEQA, .has been shepherded by the State under Senate Bill 743 (Stats. 2013. C. 386, now 

20 codified in Public Resources Code Section 21099 ). SB 7 43 re9pired the Office of Planning and . 

·21 Research (OPRl to develop new gM}delines to replace the existing transportatio,n review standard; 

22 focused on automobi[e delav. With new criteria that "oromote the reduction Of f!!'ee~house f!aS 

23. emissions, the development o(multimodal transportation netw.orks. and a diversity ofland uses. " . OfR 

·24 recommended a replacement metric of Vehicle Miles Traveled or VMT, that is, the amount and 

25 distance o(automobi/e.travel attributable to a project. The Plannin[{ Commission unanimously 
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... 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

.6 

7 

8 

$ 

.10 

11 

12 

13 

. 14 

15 

1'6 

'.' · .. 17 

.. 18 

19 

'.'· ·20 

·21 

'. 22 

Z3 

24 
25 

approved a Resolution adopting changes consistent with implementation of SB 7 43, including the use o f 

Vehicle Miles Traveled as the metric for calculating transportation-related environmental impacts. qt 

its hearing on March 3, _2016· {E]anning Commission Resolution No. 195792. 

(Ji The third component creates the TDM Progtam, detailed in Section 169. the 

TDM Program seeks to promote sustainable travel modes by requiring new development projects to. 

incorporate design features, incentives, and tools that support transit, ride-sharing. walking, and 

bicycle riding for the residents, tenants, employees, and visitors o(their protects. 

(d) State and regional governments have enacted many laws andpolicy initiatives that 

promote the same sustainable transportation goals the TDM Program seeks to advance. For instance, 

at the state level, the Congestion Management Law, Gov. Code Section 65088, establishes that to 

reduce the state's traffic congestion crisis and "keep California moving, " it is important to build 

transit-oriented development, revitalize the state's cities, and promote all forms of transportation. 

Assembly Bill 32. the CalifOrnia Global Warming Solutions Act 0(2006 (Chapter 488, Statutes of 

2006), requires statewide GHG reductions to 1990 levels by 2020. Executive .Orders B-30-15, S-3-.05 . 

and B-16-12 set forth GHG reduction targets beyond that year, to 2050. Senate Bill 375, the 

Sustainable Communities and Climate Protection Act 0(2008 (Chapter 728, Statutes 0(2008) supports .. 

the state's climate action goals to reduce GHG emissions through coordinated transportation andlarid 

use planning with the goal o[creatingmore sustainable communities . Under this statute, the 
' 

California Air Resources Board establishes GHG reduction targets for metropolitan planning 

organizations, based on land use ]2.attems and transportationt)!_stems spectfi.ed in Regj_onal 

Transportation Plans and Sustainable. Community Strategj_es. Plan Bay Area 2040 sets GHG and 

Vehicle Miles Traveled reduction targets and a target for increasing non-automobile mode share for 

the B@ Area. 

(e) Jn addition, San Francisco has enacted many laws and policy initiatives that promote. 

the same sustainable transportation goals the TDM Program seeks to advance. The "Transit First 

Planning. Commission 
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1 Policy. " in Section BA.115 of the. City Charter. declares that public transit is "an economically and 

2 environmentally sound alternative to transportation by individual automobiles, " and that within the 

3 CitJ!.,. '_'travel_ b"Jt, "[!.Ublic transit, by__ bicycle and on fjJot must be an attractive alternative to travel by 

4 private automobile. " The GHG Reduction Ordintin.ce. codified at Chapter 9 of the Environment Code, 

5 sets GHG reduction emission targets of25% below 1990 levels by 2017; 40% below 1990 levels -by 

6 2025; and 80% below 1990 levels by 2050. The City's Clim~te Action Strategy. prepared pursuant to 

·7 the GHG Reduction Ordinance. has identified a target of having 50% of total trips within the City be 

8 made by modes other than automobiles by 2017, and 80% by 2030. One o[the wavs identi"fied to 

9 achieve this target is through TDM fjJr new development. 

.10 (j) San Francisco has long acknowledged the importance of TDM strategies in the 

.:11 Transportation Element ofthe City's General Plan, the San Francisco County Transportation Plan, 

12 . and marry Area Plans. For example, each of the Area Plans within Eastern Neighborhoods and the 
.. 

··13 Transit Center District Plan identifY policies ror the development of a TDM program within them. 

··14 (g) The TDM Program set fjJrth in Section 169 requires new projects subject to its 

.··15 requirements to incorporate design &atures. incentives, and tools to encourage new residents, tenant~r .··, 

·16· employees, and visitors to travel b"J!. sustainable transportation modes, such as transit, walking, ride-. . . . 

.. 17 sharing. and biking. thereb"J!. reducing Vehicle Miles Traveled associated with new development. The 
' 

18 goals o[the TDM Program are to hel72 keee San Francisco moving as it grows, and to promote better 

19 environmental, health, and safety outcomes, consistent w_ith the state, regional, and local policies 

··.20 mentioned above. 

21 (h) . · For projects that use Development Agreements and.mriy not be. required to comply fUllY:. 

22 with the requirements of Section 169, it is the Board o(Su72ervisors' strong preference that 

23 Development Agreements should include·similar provisions that meet the goals of the TDM Program . 
.. 

24 

25 

I 

I 
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1 SEC..169.2. DEFINITIONS. 

2 For purpose o[Section 169. the following definitions shall applv. In addition, see the Planni.n g 

3 Commission Standards for the Transportation Demand Management Program a'DM Program 

4 Standards). described in Section 169. 6._ for addf.tional definitions of terms applicable to this Section 

5 169. 

6 Development Application.· As defin_ed in Section 401. 

7 Development Project. As defined in Section 401. 

8 Transportation Demand Management. or TDM Design features. incentives. andtools 

9 im-g_lemented bJ!. Development Protects to reduce VMT, by__ hel(l_ing residents, tenants, emalo'J!_ees, and 

10 visitors choose sustainable travel options such as transit, bicycle riding. or walking. 

11 Transportation Demand Management Plan. or TDM Plan. A Development Project's plan · 

12 describing compliance with the TDM Program. 

13 Transeortation Demand Management Program; or TDM Program. The San Francisco v.olicy_ 

-· 14 requiring Development Projects to incoiporate TDM measures in their proposed protec_ts, as set tDr.th 

: 1'5 in Section 169. 

16 Vehicle Miles Traveled or VMI'. A measure ofthe amount and distance that a Development 

< .. 

17 Project causespeov.le to drive, as set forth in more detail by__ the Planning Commission in the TDM . 

·18 Program Standards preparedpursuant to Section 169. 6. 

19 

20 SEC. 169.3. APPLICABILITY. 
' 
21 (a) . Except as provided in subsectjon (k),· Section 169 shall apply to any Development. 

22 Protect in San Francisco that results in: / 

23 (]) Ten or more Dwelling Units, as de'fined in Section 102; or 
(' 

24 (2) Ten or more beds in a Group Housing or Residential Care Facility. as these 

25 terms are defined in Section 102; or 

Planning Commission 
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-
1 (3) Any new construction resulting in I 0, OOO gross square feet or more ofqny.use 

2 other than Residential, as this term is defined in Section I 02. excluding any area used for accessory 

3 lvarkine-: or 

4 (4) Any Change o(Use resultin[J in I 0, OOO gross square feet or more of any use 

5 other than Residential, as this term is defined in Section I 02, excluding any area used for accessory 

6 varkinfT. if 

7 (A) The Change of Use involves a change ttom a Residential use to arzy use 

8 other than Residential; or 

9 {B) The Change of Use involves a change from any use other than 

10 Residential, to another use other than Residential. 

n {lz) Exemptions. Notwithstanding subsection (a), Section 169 shall not apply to the 

i :12 followinI!: 
'. 

:·.:· ·1'3 {I) One.Hundred Percent Affordable Housing Projects. Residential uses within 

" . ·14 Development Pro.jects where all residential units are affordable to households at or below 150% ofthe 
. ,,, 
·" 15 Area Median Income, as defined in Section 401, shall not be subject to the TDM Program. Any us.es . •"! : 

16 other than Residential within those projects, whose primary purpose is to provide.services to the " 

·,17 Residen~al.uses within those projects shall also be exempt. Other uses shall be subject to the TDN[ 

18 J2.rogram. All uses shall be subject to all other applicable requirements o[the Planning Code. 

19 (2) Parking Garages and Parking Lots, as.defined in Section 102. 

. 2.0 (c) When determining whether a Development Project shall subject to the TDM Program, 
·:~ 

21_ the Development Project shall be considered in its entirety. A project sponsor shall not seek multiple 
" 

22 applications tor buildingpermits to evade the applicability o(the TDM Program. 

23 (d) ApJ2.lication of the. TDM Program to Development Projects in the ApJ2.roval Process. 
-

24 Section 169 shall apply to Development Projects that filed a Development Application or 

25 
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2. 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

. . 9 

10 

... 11 

12 

. t3 

14 

15 

: 16 

-17 

18 

19 

20 

·21 

: 22 

• 23 

24 

25 

I 

erivfronmental review application before its effective date. and have not receiVed approval ofthe · 

Development Application as ofits effective date. 

SEC 169.4. TRANSPORTATION DEMAND MANAGEMENT PLAN REQUIREMENTS. 

(a) A TDM Plan shall be submitted along with a Development Project's first Development 

Application. The TDM Plan shall document the De_velopment Project's compliance with Section 169 

and the Planning Commission's TDM Program Standards. 

{k) The TDM Plan shall be reviewed and finalized in conjunction with the approval of the 

first Develovment Annlicationfor the Develovment Proiect . 

(c) The TDM Plan shall be incorporated as a Condition o[Approval of the Development-

Project 

SEC.1695~ MONITORINGr:;REPORTINGAND COMPLIANCE . 

(a) Prior to the issuance o(_a first cerfffi.cate of_occupan<;J!,. the project sg_onsor shall 

facilitate a site insvection bv Planninr£ Devartment staff to confirm that all annroved vhvsical 

improvement measures in the Development Project's TDM Plan have been implemented and/or 

installed. The project sponsor shall also provide documentation that all approved programmatic . 

measures in the Development Project's TDM Plan will be implemented The process and standards tor. 

determining compliance shall be specified in the Planning Commission's TDM Program Standards. 

02> Throughout the life ofthe Development Project. the project sponsor or successor in · 

interest shall: ... 

(1) Maintain a TDM coordinator. as defined in the Planning Commission's TDM 

Program Standards, who shall coordinate with the City on the Development Project's compliance with 

its approved TDM Plan. 

Planning Commission 
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11 
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·15 

. ·16 

' ~ ·. . . 

17 

·13 

19 

20 
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25 

(2) . Allow City staff access to relevant portions of the property to conduct site visits, 

surveys, insv_ection o{p_fut.sical improvements, and/or other em:airical data collection, and ff!cilitate in-

person. phone, and/or e-mail or web-based intennews with. residents, tenants. employees, and/or 

visitors. City staffshall provide advance notice ofany request fo.r access and shall use all reason.ah.le 

efforts to v_rotect personal privacy during visits and in the use of any data collected during this process. 

(3) . Submit periodic compliance rev_orts to the Planning Department, as required by 

the Planning Commission's TDMProgram Standards. 

SEC.169.6. TRANSPORTATION DEMAND MANAGEMENT PROGRAM 

STANDARDS. 

(a) The Planning Commission, with the assistance of the Planning Department and in 

consultation with. staff of the San Francisco Municiv_al Transportation Agency and the San Francisco . 

Count)! '{ransportation Authority. shall adopt the Planning Commission Standards for the 

Transportation Demand Management Program, or TDM Program Standards. The TDM Program. · 

Standards shall contain the specific requirements necessary for compliance with the TDM Program'. 

The TDM Program Standards shall be updated from time to time, as deemed appropriate by the 

Planning Commission. to reflect best practices in the field of Transportation Demand Management. 

(b) When preparing. adopting. or updating the TDM Program Standards, the Planning 

Commission·shall consider the primary goals o(Section 169,. that is. to reduce VMI' from new 

development in order to ma.intain m?bility as San Francisco grows, and to .achieve better 

environmental. health and safety outcomes. In addition; the Planning Commission shall consider.t~e: 
.. 

following principles: 

(1) The requirements ofthe TDM Program, as set forth in the TDM Program. · 

Standards, shall be J?roportionate to the total amount o(VMI' that Development Projects produce, and 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

,12 

14 

.·. <1s 

'·16 
17 

18 

.19 

'20 

.:. -··· 2·1 

'' 22 

23 

24 

25 

shall take into. account site-specific information. such as density .. diversity ofland uses. and access to 

travel options other than the private automobile in the surrounding vicinity. 

(2l The TDM Program Standards shall {l.rovide flexibilitv tpr Development Protects 

to achieve the purposes of the TDM Program in a way that best suits the Circumstances of each 

Development Project. To that end, the TDM Program Standards shall include a menu ofTDM 

measures from which to choose. Each measur.e in this TDM menu shall be designed to reduce VMT by 

site residents. tenants, employees, or visitors. as relevant to the Development Project,· and must be 

under the control ofthe developer, property owner, or tenant. 

(3) Each of the TDM measures in the TDM Program Standards shall be assigneda 

number ofaoints, re'f1.ecting its relative effectiveness to reduce VMT.. This relative effectiveness 

determination shall be grounded in literature review, local data collection, best practice research, 

and/or professional transportation expert opinion. and shall be described in the TDM Program 

Standards. · 

{c) Every fgur years. tpllowing the periodic updates to the San Francisco Countywide 

Tran'g?ortation Plan that the San Francisco County Transportation Authority prepares, the Planni~g 

Department shall prepare a report analyzing the implementation o[the TDM Program and describing 

any changes to the TDM Program Standards. The Planning Department shall present such report to · 

the Planning Commission and the Board of Supervisors during public hearings. 

Section 3. The Planning Code is hereby amended by revising Sections 151, 163; and. 

· ·357 to read· as. follows: '' 

SEC. 151. SCHEDULE OFREQUIRED OFF-STREET PARKING SPACES. 

(a) Applicability. Off-street parking spaces shall be provided in the minimum quantJti~: 

specified. in Table 151, except as otherwise provided in Section 151.1 and Section 161 of this 

Planning Commission 
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···. 

.· 

.. 

1 Code. Where the building or lot contains uses in more than one of the categories listed, 

2 parking requirements shall be calculated in the manner provided in Section 153 of this Code. 

4 

5 

6 

3 Where off-street parking is provided which exceeds certain amounts. in relation to the 

quantities specified in Table 151, as set forth in $Ubsection (c), such.parking shall be 

clas$ified not as accessory parking but as either a principal or a conditional use, depending: 

upon the use provisions applicable to the district in which the parking is located. In 

7 

.'8 

9 

10 

11 

considering an application for a conditional use for any such parking, due to the· amount bei~g : 

provided, the Planning Commission shall consider the criteria set forth in Section- 157 of.this:· 

Code. Minimum off-street parking requirements shall be reduced. to the extent needed. when such 

reduction is part ofa Development Proiect's compliance with the Transportation Demand Management 

Program set (orth in Section 169 of the Planning Code. 

·-12 * * * * 

·13 

.14 

15 

16 

SEC. 163. TRANSPORTATION MANAGEMENT PROGRAMS AND 

TRANSPORTATION BROKERAGE SERVICES IN· COMMERCIAL AND MIXED USE 

DISTRICTS~ 

-17 (a) Purpose. This Section 16J. is intended to assure that adequate measures services 

18 are undertaken and mainttiinedto minimize the= transportation impacts of added office 
. : . 

19· employment and residentiaf development in the· downtown and South of Market area, in a 

20 manner consistent with the objectives and policies of the General Plan, by facilitating the 

21 · effective use of transit, encouraging: ridesharing. and employing other practical means to ·. 

·. 22 reduce commute travel by single-occupant vehicles • 

.. . ~3 · (b) Applicability. The reqL1irements of this Section apply to any project meeting one.pt 

24 

25 

the following conditions:· 
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2 

3 

4 

5 

.6 
.·. ' 7 

8 

.9 

10 
11 

12 

·! 13 

., ·14 

'15 

16 

17 
:. 

18 

19· 

20 
' 
'' 21 

22 
.. 

23: 

24 

25 

(1) In Commercial and Mixed Use Districts, projects where the gross square 

feet of hew construction, conversion, or added floor area for office use equals at least 100,000 · 

square feet; 

(2) In the C-3-0(SD) District, where new construction, conversion, or adc]ed 

floor' area for residential use equals at least 100,000 square feet or 100 dwelling units; 

(3) In the C-3-0(SD) District, projects where the gross- square feet of new 

construction or added floor area for any non-residential use equals at least 100,000 square . 

feet; or 

(4) In the case of tne SSO, WMUO, or MUO District, where the gross squG!re· · 

feet of new, converted or added floor ar~a for office use equals at least 25,000 square feet 

(c) Requirement. For all applicable projects, the project sponsor shall be required to· 

provide on-site transportation brokerage services for the actual lifetime of the project, as. 

provided in this Subsection. Prior to the issuance of a temporary permit of occupancy (fer.this 

. purpese Section 149{d) shall Clf1Ply}, the project sponsor shall execute an agreement with the 

Planning Department for the provision of on-site transportation brokerage services~ £md· 

preparation ofa transpe:rtcmon mtzntzgementpregrem to be tlppffl-..ied by the Director of'Plr:mning tHid · · 

implemented by thepro·lider oftransportation brokerage serviees. The transportation managcmenf. 

program and transportation brokerage services shall be designed: 

(1) To promote and coordinate effective and efficient use e.ftransit by tenants 6fld their , 

employees, includingthepre'lision of1ransit information andsak oftransitpasses on site; 

(2) To promote and coordinate ·ridesharing activities for ail tenants and their 

employees within the strucnlre or use; 

(3) To reduce parking demand and assure the proper and mest efficient use o.fon site 

or qffsite parking, ·w-h.ere. applicable, such that allprovidedpar!dng conforms with the requirements o.f · 

Article 1.5 o.fthis Code andproject appro•Yil requirements; 
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1 (4) Ta promote and encourage thepro7ision andj:Jrolifc-rstion o.fcar sharing services 

2 convenient te tenants and employees of"the subjeet buildings in addition to these required by SectiQn 

3 166, and to promote and encourage those tenants and their emplayees to prioritize the use of ear sh.(lre 

4 services/or activities that necessitate automobik travel, including thepromotion andsak ofindfvidual 

5 and business memberships in certified ear sharing organizatfrms, as defined by Section 166(b)(2). 

6 (5) To promote and encourage project occupants te adopt a coordintltedjlex time· er 

7 staggered work hours pro-gram designed to more evenly distribute the arrival f:fnd departure times o.f 

8 employees ·within normalpef;fk cQmmute periods; 

9 (6) To participate with otherproject sponsors in t1 network of"transportation brokere,ge 

10 services for the respective downtawn, South of}Jark11t area, or other area o.femployment concentr@on' 

11- in },JiXed lise Districts; 
.,'. 

·.12 (7) To carry out other activities determined by the Planning Departn1ent to he 
1· ••• 

13 appropritlte to meeting the purpose o.fthis requirement. 

14 

-15 SEC. 357. TRANSPORTATION REVIEW ASSOCIATED WITH PROJECT 

16 APPLICATIONS. 

:17 (a) Transporta.tion Study $21,758.00 ·plus time and materials as set forth in Section 

18 350(c). Bd:remely complex transportation studies wilrbe charged a higher initial fee based- on 

19 the specifics of the project whfoh will be outlined in an Agreement between the Department. 
·' 

20 r;ind the project sponsor. 

21 (b) Municipql Transportation Agency review of transportation impact ~tudy: $4, 18'!5' per 

22 study. 

., -23 (c) Transportation Demand Management Program fees. The fee for review of a Development·. 

24 Project's Transportation Demand Management Plan shall be$ 5.000. plus time and materials in eXCf!SS 

25 of this initial one-time fee. The te_e for periodic compliance review required under the. Transportation . 

Planning Commission 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS Page 13 



1 Demand Management Program Standards shall be $ 1. OOO. In addition. the fee for voluntary 

2 Transportation Demand Management Plan update review shall be $ 1.300. 

3 

4 Section 4. Effective Date. This ordinance shall become effective 30 days after 

5 enactment. Enactment occurs when the Mayor signs the ordinance, the Mayor returns the-

6 ordinance unsigned or does not sign the ordinance within ten days of receiving it, or the Board 

7 of Supervisors overrides the Mayor's veto of the ordinance. 

6 

:9 

.10 

11 

.12 

13 

.. 14 

15 

Section 5. Scope of Ordinance. In enacting· this ordinance, the Board of Supervisors 

intends to amend only those words, phrases, paragraphs, subsections, sections, articles, 

numbers, punctuation marks, charts, diagrams, or any other constituent parts of the Municipal 

Code that are explicitly shown iri this ordinance as additions, deletions, Board amendment 

additions, and Board· amendment deletions in accordance with the "Note" that appears under 

the official title of the ordinance. Notwithstanding the previous sentence, if the City enacts.th~ 

ordinance in Board· of Supervisors File No~· _____ , which, among other things, delete$ 

16 Planning Code Section 357 in its entirety and places the transportation study fees referericeq· ·. 

· 17 iri Planning Code Section 357 into the uncodified Section 4 of that ordinance, it is the intent °c~f . · 

·1 a the Board of Supervisors that this ordinance not conflict with the ordinance in File No. 

.19 

·io 
. 21 

22 

. ·23 

24 

25 

____ . Accordingly, if the City enacts the ordinance in· File No. ___ with the 

deletion of Planning Code Section 357 in its entirety, it is the intent of the Board of 

Supervisors ·that Section 357 be likewise deleted from this ordinance; but that subsection· ( c}· · 

of Planning Code Section 357, which is added by this ordinance, be treated as an uncodified 

provision of this ordinance, and serve as the basis for the inclusion of the fee established in 

subsection (c) in the Planning Department Schedule of Fees. 

Planning Commission 
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Executive Summary 
Hearing Date: April 28, 20~ 6 

· Transportation Sustainability Program -
Shift Planning Code Amendments Initiation 

ATTACHMENT C: DRAFT TOM COORDINATOR DESCRIPTION 

The project sponsor of each building(s) subject to the requirements of Planning Code Section 169 
must designate a Transportation Demand Management (TDM) Coordinator. This TDM 
Coordinator may be an empioyee for the building(s) (e.g., property manager) or the project 
sponsor may contract with a third-party provider(s) of TDM (e.g., transportation brokerage 
services as required for certain projects pursuant to Planning Code Section 163). The TDM 
Coordinator shall be delegated authority to coordinate and implement all aspects of the TDM 
Plan. 

The purpose of the TDM Coordinator is to provide oversight and management of the project's 
TDM Plan implementation. In this way, it can be assured that a single representative of the 
project sponsor is aware of and responsible for the orderly and timely implementation of all 
aspects of the TDM Plan, and can adequately manage the components of the TDM Plan. This is 
especially important when implementation of individual measures is undertaken by different 
individuals or entities. The TDM Coordinator may also implement certain elements of the TDM 
Plan, thereby also acting as a provider of certain programmatic measures (see detail below). 

The primary responsibilities of the TDM Coordinator are: 

• To serve as a liaison to the San Francisco Plannir:lg Department regarding all aspects of 
the TDM Plan for the building(s); 

• To facilitate City staff access to relevant portions of the property to conduct site visits, 
surveys, inspection of physical improvements, and/or other empirical data collection, 
and facilitate in-person, phone, and/or e-mail or web-based interviews with residents, 
tenants, employees, and/or visitors; 

• To ensure that all TDM measures required for the building(s) are implemented. This will 
include certifying that all physical (e.g. requisite bicycle parking supply and quality; 
bicycle repair station; car-share parking, etc.) and programmatic (e.g., tailored 
transportation marketing services, contributions or incentives for sustainable 
transportation, etc.) measures for the building are in place for the time period agreed to 

. in the conditions of approval and that they are provided at the standard of quality 
described in the TDM Program Standards; 

• To prepare and submit ongoing compliance forms and supporting documentation to the 
Planning Department; 

• To request a TDM Plan review by City staff if changes to the plan are desired; and 

• To work with City staff to correct any violations through enforcement proceedings, if 
necessary. 

The TDM Coordinator should participate in any trainings/workshops offered by th.e City, on a 
regular basis, as they become available (e.g., on an annual basis). 

SM FRANCISCO 
PLANNIPiG DEP"8TllllENT 
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Executive Summary 
Hearing Date: April 28, 2016 

Transportation Sustainability Program -
Shift Planning Code Amendments Initiation 

ATTACHMENT D: DRAFT LAND USE CATEGORIES FOR TOM TARGETS 

Land Use 
Land Use Definition Category 

Adult Business Category A 

Agriculture* * 

Agriculture, Large-Scale Urban CategoryD 

Agriculture, neighborhood CategoryD 

Animal Hospital CategoryB 

Arts Activities* * 

Automobile Assembly CategoryD 

Automobile Wrecking CategoryD 

Automobile Sale or Rental Category A 

Automotive Service CategoryD 

Automotive Service Station CategoryD 

Automotive Use* * 

Automotive Use, Non-Retail* CategoryD 

Automotive Use, Retail* Category A 

Automotive Wash CategoryD 

Bar Category A 

Bona Fide Eating Place Category A 

Cat Boarding CategoryB 

Catering CategoryD 

Child Care Facility CategoryB 

Commercial Use* * 

Community Facility Category A 

Community Facility, Private Category A 

Community Recycling Collection Center CategoryD 

Cottage Food Operation** CategoryC 

Design Professional CategoryB 

Drive-Up Facility Category A 

Eating and Drinking Use Category A 

Entertainment* * 

Entertainment, General Category A 

Entertainment, Nighttime Category A 

Entertainment, Outdoor Category A 

Entertainment, Arts and Recreation, Non-Commercial* Category A 

Entertainment, Arts and Recreation, Retail* Category A 

Entertainment~ Arts and Recreation Use* Category A 

SAi'! FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPAQTMElllT D-1 



Executive Summary 
Hearing· Date: April 28, 2016 

Land Use Definition 

Food, Fiber and Beverage Processing 1 

Food Fiber and Beverage Processing 2 

Formula Retail* 

Gas Station 

Gift Store-Tourist Oriented 

Greenhouse 

Grocery, General 

Grocery, Specialty 

Gym 

Hazardous Waste Facility 

Hospital 

Hotel 

Industrial Use* 
Institutional Community Use* 

Institutional Education Use 

Institutional Healthcare Use* 

Institutional Use* 

Internet Service Exchange 

Jewelery Stor.e 

Job Training 

Junk Yard 

Kennel 

Laboratory 

Licensed Child Care Facility 

Life Science 

Liquor Store 

Livery Stable 

Livestock Processing 1 

Livestock Processing 2 

Manufacturing 1, Heavy 

Manufacturing 2, Heavy 

Manufacturing 3, Heavy 

Manufacturing, Light 

Maritime Use* 

Massage, Chair/Foot 

Massage Establishment 

Medical Cannabis Dispensary 

Metal Working 

SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

Transportation Sustainability Program -
Shift Planning Code Amendments Initiation 

Land Use 
Category 

CategoryD 

CategoryD 

Category A 

Category A 

Category A 

CategoryD 

Category A 

Category A 

Category A 

CategoryD 

CategoryB 

CategoryB 

* 
* 

CategoryB 

* 

* 

CategoryD 

Category A 

Category A 

CategoryD 

CategoryB 

CategoryB 

CategoryB 

CategoryB 

Category A 

CategoryD 

CategoryD 

CategoryD 

CategoryD 

CategoryD 

CategoryD 

CategoryD 

CategoryD 

Category A 

Category A 

Category A 

CategoryD 

D-2 



Executive Summary 
Hearing Date: April 28, 2016 

Land Use Definition 

Mobile Food Facility 

Mortuarv 

Motel 

Movie Theater 

Neighborhood-Serving Business* 

Non-Auto vehicle Sales or Rental 

Nonprofit Organization 

Non-Retail Use* 

Office, General 

Office Use* 

Open Air Sales 

Open Recreation Area 

Outdoor Activity Area 

Passive Outdoor Recreation 

Pharmacy 

Post-Secondary Educational fustitution 

Power Plant 

Production, Distribution, and Repair (PDR)* 

Public Facility* 

Public Transportation Facility 

Public Utilities Yard 

Religious Institution 

Residential Care Facility 

Restaurant 

Restaurant, Limited 

School 

Service, Ambulance 

Service, Business 

Service, Financial 

Service, Fringe Financial 

Service, Health 

Service, Instructional 

Service, Limited Financial 

Service, Motor Vehicle Tow 

Service, Non-Retail Professional 

Service, Parcel Delivery 

Service, Personal 

Service, Philanthropic Administrative 

SA~ FRANGIS1l0 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

Transportation Sustainability Program - · 
Shift Planning Code Amendments Initiation 

Land Use 
Category 

** 

Category A 

CategoryB 

Category A 

* 

Category A 

CategoryB 

* 

CategoryB 

CategoryB 

Category A 

CategoryD 

* 

CategoryD 

Category A 

CategoryB 

CategoryD 

CategoryD 

* 

CategoryD 

CategoryD 

Category A 

CategoryB 

Category A 

Category A 

CategoryB 

CategoryD 

CategoryB 

Category A 

Category A 

CategoryB 

CategorvB 

Category A 

CategoryD 

CategoryB 

CategoryD 

Category A 

CategoryB 

D-3 



Executive Summary 
Hearing Date: April 28, 2016 

Transportation Sustainability Program -
Shift Planning Code Amendments Initiation 

Land Use 
Land Use Definition Category 

Service, Retail Professional Category A 

Shipyard CategoryD 

Small Enterprise Workspace (S.E.W.)* CategoryB 

Social Service or Philanthropic Facility CategoryB 

Sports Stadium Category A 

Storage, Commercial CategoryD 

Storage, Self CategoryD 

Storage, Volatile Materials CategoryD 

Storage, Wholesale CategoryD 

Storage Yard CategoryD 

Take-Out Food Category A. 

Tobacco Paraphernalia Establishment Category A 

Trade Offices CategoryB 

Trade School CategoryB 

Trade Shop Category A 

Truck Terminal CategoryD 

Utility and Infrastructure CategoryD 

Utility Installation CategoryD 

Walk-Up Facility Category A 

Wholesale Sales CategoryD 

Wireless Telecommunication Services (WTS) Facility CategoryD 
*Definition covers a number of different land uses. Refer to specific land use proposed to 
identify relevant category for the TDM Program 

*~Mobile food facility defined as a vehicle or pushcart; TDM measures not applicable 

SM! FflANGISC!l 
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TOM Menu of Options ATTACHMENT 

0 = not applicable to land use. 
© = reasonably applicable to land use. 
© = applicable to land use, only for certain large projects or based on location. 
© = reasonably applicable only if project includes some parking. 

C1 = project sponsor can select these measures, but will not receive points under Land Use Category D. 
LAND USE CATEGORY 

I 

CATEGORY MEASURE I POINTS • A B c D 

Improve Walking Conditions: Option A; or I 1 • © ® © 0 
Improve Walking Conditions: Option B · ~ • © ® © 0 
-ei~y~i;-.;~~king: opti-;:;;~-A; ~r----------- -----------\ 1 -~----------

1 

© ___ © ____ © ____ . ©---

Bicycle Parking: Option B; or . 

1

, 2 u i © ® © © 

Bicycle Parking: Option C; or 3 n• ! © ® © © 
I 

Bicycle Parking: Option D 4· n•• i © ® © ( ) 
---------· -- -- ----~- - - ---------- - - - - _ _L~ ---------- -----

Showers and Lockers \ 1 • ) © ® 0 © 
-~------------------------------~----i------------,--------------~----

Bike Share Membership: Location A; or · I 1 • 1 © ® © 
Bike Share Membership: Location B . J3.. H I © © © . 0 . 

::::::·:::::::::~c:s ----------------- \
1

: ·:·--------r-:-- : : :~--
------------------------------------------------------------------ - I -----·-· 

Fleet of Bicycles \ 1 • I © ® © O 
---~-· -- -----------~-------------J·--·---
Temporary Bicycle Valet Parking: Option A; or [ 1 • I © 

Temporary Bi~ycle Valet Parking: Option B . k H · l © 
Car-Sha;; Parking~ Option A; o·;--------------

1

1 1 • J © 

Car-Share Parking: Option B; or , 2 •• © 
I 

0 0 0 

0 0 

© © © 

© © © 
Car-Share Parking: Option C; or I a ••• © © © © 

! 
14 HH I @ @ @ 

. - I : :::::. l : : : 
Delhrery-Supp~;tive A~eniti~;------ ---- - - - - --11-;------ . i _© ___ © ___ © __ 

'I ! -·--- -- .. ------· --·----· ---·-- ---·-·· ------·-·---·------- . ------,-:----------------,---·-:-------------

Provide Delivery Services I 1 • 1 © 0 0 
-F~~ily Ti>M -Ameniti~~: O~lior~-[:,~;;~~j/~~-------·-· ---- t·1·-~------------- --~-t 0 0 --© -0 

I , 
Family TOM - Amenities: Option B I 1 • i 0 0 © U 

Car-Share Parking: Option D; or 0 
Car-Share Parking: Option E; or 

Car-Share Parking: Option F 0 

----------·--·-·-----·------·-···-------··-·-·----·-----····--·-1-·-----------------r·----------------

Family TDM - On-site Childcare i 2 n I 0 0 © () 
----·-------------·--- ---- -·· ----·-·--------------- ------ -·------1-·--·---- ------·-··-·-r--· -------

Family TOM Package \ 2 u 
1 

0 0 © 
--···-- ---------------------·------··--------------·-···------------1···-··-- -------------··--------···-·------------------

Contributions or Incentives for Sustainable Transportation: i 2 • • 
Option A; or I © ® © 

Contributions or Ince ives for Sustainable Transportation: i 4 • • • • 
Option B; or i © ® © (} 

Contributjp or Incentives for Sustainable Transportation: ( 6 •••••• 
Optiowc; or 

I 

© ® © 

Contributions or Incentives for Sustainable Transportation: i 8 ••eecuHH 
Option D ! 

i© ® © "._-) 

--·-------·- -- . - - - -- -------- ------ ----- ----~--~ -----· -------- - ---- - ---------- -- -- ---··----------~-------- --



CATEGORY MEASURE 

Shuttle Bus Service: Option A; or 

Shuttle Bus Service: Option 81 

----------
Vanpool Program: Option A1; or 

Vanpool Program: Option 8 1; or 

Vanpool Program: Option C1; or 

Vanpool Program: Option 0 1
; or 

Vanpool Program: Option E1
; or 

Vanpool Program: Option F1; or 

Vanpool Program: Option G1 

LAND USE CATEGORY 

I POINTS A B c D 

17 ••••••• © © © 

I 14 •••••••••••••• I © © © 

0 
C1 

,------------ ---------,--------- --------

11 e I@ @ 0 ( 

1

2 .. : © © 0 ,-1 

3•ee i© © 0 () 

14 .... i © © 

I
s..... I © © 0 
s ...... I © © 0 

--------

Multimodal Wayfinding Signage 

12....... I@ © 0 ---------11 --;-------------~:-- ® - - -® ----~ ® -

_R __ ea_l_T_i_m_e_li_ra_n_s_p~rta~~-n_ln_formation-D-is_p_la_y_s ______ l2_ • ----------y@ ----@-- ® ® 

Tailored Transportation Marketing Services: Option A; or 

Tailored Transportation Marketing Services: Option B; or 

I 
1 • I @ 
2 •• 

I 
'® 

® 
® 

® 
® 

I Tailored Transportation Marketing Services: Option C; or 3 ••• I © © © () 

Tailored Transportation Marketing Services: Option D 4 •••• I © © © CJ 

On-site Affordable Housing: Option c; or 3 ••• 

-G~;;Store in ~dDesert _-------=~=-12__• ________ I ® ---~--~----= 
On-site Affordable Housing: Option A; or I 1 • i 0 0 ® 

. - - - I - - -
On-site Affordable Housing: Option B; or 2 H . 0 0 ® () 

1-0 0 ® 

Unbundle Parking: location A; or 

Unbundle Parking: location B; or 

1-

0n-site Affordable Housing: Option D I 4 eeu I 0 0 ® 
-·-----------L.------~--~~~-------------

1

1 • I©© ©© ©© 
- - I 2 ee ! ©@ ©@ ©@ 

! 
Unbundle Parking: Location C; or 3 ... ii©@-©@ ©@ 

Unbundle Parking: Location D; or 4 •••• 
I 
I®® ©© ©© (i 

5 ••••• 
---+---

\ 2 •• () 

f ©@ ©@ ©@ 

I@ @ 0 
---------1 -----

@ @ 
-----------

0 Parking Cash Out: Non-residential Tenants 

Parking Supply: Option B; or 

Parking Supply: Option C; or 

Parking Supply: Option D; or 

Parking Supply: Option E; or 

Parking Supply: Option F; or 

Parking Supply: Option G; or 

Parking Supply: Option H; or 

Parking Supply: Option I; or 

1 2 (!I. 
_J 

1 • 

2 •• 
3 ••• 
4 ••111• 
5 ••111•• 
6 41H!le9eCI> 

7 ••••••• 
I 
JS eeelll>Ol!UPlll 

I 
19 ••••••••• 

@ @ 

@ @ 

@ @ 

@ @ 

@ @ 

@ @ 

@ @ 

@ @ 

@ @ 

@ 

@ 

@ 

@ 

@ 

@ 

@ 

@ 

@ 

@ 

@ 

@ 

() 

(_') 

Parking Supply: Option J; or \ 10 •E1111111111111111Hu,111 @ @ @ (_1 

Parking Supply: Option K I 11 111111•e111e111e1HH• ii ® ® ® , 
-------------~-------------~-·----!----~~--------· --~-- ------------

1. Altl1ougl1 a project sponsor can select botl1 of these measures, a sponsor can only receive up to 14 points combined between these two measures. 



SAN FRANCISCO 
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Executive Summary. 
Planning Code Amendments 

and 
Adoption of Standards 

HEARING DATE: AUGUST 4, 2016 
Case Number: 2012.0726PCA . 
Project Name: Transportation Sustainability Program -

Shift - Planning Code Amendments Approval 
Adoption of Standards 

Staff Contact: Rachel Schuett, (415) 575-9030 
rachel.schuett@sfgov.org 

Reviewed by: Wade Wietgrefe, (415) 575-9050 
wade.wietgrefe@sfgov.org 

Recommendation: · Recommend Approval 

PLANNING CODE AMENDMENT: 

The first action (item a on the Agenda) before the Commission is adoption of an ordinance 
amending the Planning Code to establish a citywide Transportation Demand Management 
(TDM) Program, to require Development Projects to incorporate design features, incentives, and 
tools that support sustainable forms of transportation; to create a new administrative fee to 
process TDM Plan applications and compliance reports; and to make conforming amendments to 
various sections of the Planning Code; affirming the Planning Department's determination under 
the California Environmental Quality Act, and making findings of public necessity, convenience, 
and welfare under Planning Code Section 302, and findings of consistency with the General Plan 
and the eight priority policies of Planning Code Section 101.1. 

The Planning Code amendments are described below. A resolution regarding the adoption is 
provided in Attachment A. The draft TDM Ordinance is provided in Attachment B. 

ADOPTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION STANDARDS FOR THE TOM PROGRAM: 

If adopted, the TDM Ordinance would require the Planning Commission to adopt the Planning 
Commission Standards for the TDM Program, or TDM Program Standards. The TDM Program 
Standards contain the specific requirements necessary for compliance with the TDM Program. 
The second action (item b on the Agenda) before the Commission is adoption of the TDM 
Program Standards. 

A resolution regarding the adoption is provided in Attachment C. The draft TDM Program 
Standards (July 2016) document is included in Attachment. D. It should be noted that this draft is 
revised from an earlier draft circulated to the public and Commission dated June 2016. 
Attachment D also :includes a sheet that documents the substantive revisions made to the TDM 
Program Standards between the June 2016 and July 2016 drafts of the document. 

1650 Mission St. 
Suite 400 
San Francisco, 
CA 94103-2.479 

Reception: 
415.558.6378 

Fax: 
415.558.6409 

Planning 
Information: 
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Executive Summary 
Hearing Date: August 4; 2016 

Transportation Sustainability Program -
Shift Planning Code Amendments 

Adoption of Standards 

A Planning Commission informational hearing regarding the Planning Code amendments and 
the TDM Program Standards was held on February 11, 2016 .. This legislation was initiated by the 
Planning Commission at a public hearing held on April 28, 2016. The legislation was initiated by 
a 7-0 unanimous vote via Resolution No. 19628. 

For the sake of clarity, this Executive Summary repeats some information provided in the 
February 11, 2016 and the April 28, 2106 executive summaries. This Executive Summary also 
updates and provides new information regarding the TDM Program based upon feedback 
received at the April 28th hearing and via other outreach conducted since Aprll 28lh. 

THE WAY IT IS NOW 

The Planning Code currently contains a number of development-focused TDM measures, 
although the requirements are not specifically identified as TDM measures in the Planning Code. 
Table 1 summarizes these existing TDM measures, the topics they cover, and whether they apply 
to residential or non-residential development projects. It should be noted that many of these 
existing requirements are only applicable in certain Use Districts and/or for projects of a certain 
size. 

Table 1. Existing Planning Code Transportation Demand Management Requirements 

Code Summary of Applicability 

Section 
TDMTopic 

Residential Non-Residential 

138.l( c)(2) improve walking conditions yes yes 

151.1 parking supply yes yes 

155(g) parking pricing no yes 

155.2 bicycle parking yes yes 

155.4 shower facilities and lockers no yes 

163 tailored transportation marketing services yes yes 

165 on-site child-care no yes 

166 car share parking yes yes 

167 unbundling parking costs yes no 

415 on-site affordable housing yes no 

A TDM program for a project may also be created during the development review process. The 
development of a TDM program generally occurs one of four ways: 

• 
• 

• 
• 

voluntarily, through an improvement measure(s); 

mitigation measures via CEQA; 

through a: negotiated Development Agreement; or 

through Institutional Master Plan requirements . 

SAN FRANCISCO 
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Executive Summary 
Hearing Date: Aug~st 4, 2016 

Transportation Sustainability Program -
Shift Planning Code Amendments 

Adoption of Standards 

Since July 2014, during the transportation review process, Planning staff has requested project 
sponsors consider providing additional TDM measures, as improvement measures, via a TDM 
Checklist. The TDM Checklist includes many of the TDM measures considered in this proposed 
TDM Program. Public notification regarding which TDM measures are selected is limited. 

The Planning Department does not currently have adopted guidance on the provision of TDM 
measures, nor is there a formal monitoring program beyond steps included in a mitigation 
monitoring and reporting plan adopted as conditions of approval for a smaller number of 
projects approved before the Commission. 

THE WAY IT WOULD BE 

TDM Ordinance - Details. The draft TDM Ordinance would amend the Planning Code to add a 
new Section 169 (Attachment B). This draft new section includes a discussion of findings; 
definitions; applicability; exemptions; requirements; and monitoring, reporting, and compliance; 
and a reference to TDM Program Standards. Some of these details are summarized below. In 
addition, the draft TDM Ordinance includes making conforming amendments to existing 
Planning Code Sections 151, 163, 166, 305 and 357. 

Applicability. The draft TDM Ordinance would apply to all Development Projects, with greater 
than or equal to 10 dwelling units, 10 or more beds in a group housing or residential care facility, 
or 10,000 square feet of non--residential space, except as described in the exemptions description, 
below. In addition, the draft TDM Ordinance would apply to Change of Use of greater than 
25,000 square feet of non--residential space. Discussion regarding Change of Use size applicability 
is described in the Revisions to the TDM Ordinance Since Initiation heading below. 

Exemptions. The draft TDM Ordinance includes exemptions for one hundred percent affordable 
housing projects and Parking Garages and Parking Lots. It should be noted that exempt projects 
would still be subject to any existing applicable Planning Code TOM requirements identified in 

Table 1. Discussion regarding Parking Garages and Parking Lots is described in the Revisions to 
the TDM Ordinance Since Initiation and Public Outreach headings below. 

Requirements. The draft TDM Ordinance requires a property owner to submit a TDM Plan with 
the first Development Application. The TDM Plan is required to document the Development 
Project's compliance with Planning Code Section 169 and the TDM Program Standards. The 
requirement for a TDM Plan becomes a condition of, approval for the Development Project. 

Monitoring, Reporting, and Compliance. The draft TDM Ordinance requires a property· owner to 
commit to monitoring,· reporting, and compliance throughout the Life of the Project. This is to 
ensure that the TDM Plan is being implemented correctly, on an on--going basis. The monitoring, 
reporting, and compliance includes: 

• Maintaining a TDM coordinator (who could be the provider of on--site transportation 
brokerage services); 

• Allowing City staff to access the property for monitoring, reporting, and compliance 
activities; 

• Facilitating a site inspection prior to issuance of a first Certificate of Occupancy; and 

• Submittal of periodic compliance reports to document ongoing compliance. 

SAN FRANCISCO 
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Executive Summary 
Hearing Date: August 4, 2016 

Transportation Sustainability Program -
Shift Planning Code Amendments 

Adoption of Standards 

TDM Program Standards (Attachment D).The TDM Program Standards contain the specific 
requirements necessary for a Development Project's compliance with Planning Code Section 169. 
The document is organized as follows: 

• Section 1 provides an overview of the overall process for a TDM Plan, summarizing the 
information that is provided in Section 2 and 3 of the TDM Program Standards. 

• Section 2 provides the standards for a TDM Plan. The standards require a Development 
Project to achieve a target, based upon the number of Accessory Parking spaces proposed 
for a land use, by selecting TDM measures that reduce Vehicle Miles Traveled.in a TDM 
menu. 

• Section 3 discusses the monitoring and reporting process after a Development Project 
has been entitled. 

• Section 4 describes the TDM Program updates made by Planning, including potential . 
updates to the TDM menu and reporting requirements to City decision-makers. 

• Appendix A provides the detailed description of the TDM measures in the TDM menu. 

The TDM Program Standards are the culmination of years of work and research. This research i& 
summarized in the TDM Technical Justification document. 

TDM Technical Justification (Attachment E). The TDM Program was developed by a technical 
working group comprised of staff from the Planning Department, the San Francisco County 
Transportation Authority, and the San Francisco Metropolitan Transportation Agency, in 
consultation with the Commission, transportation consultants, stakeholders, and members of the 
public. The. TDM Technical Justification documents the work of the technical working group 
including an extensive literature review, best practice research, empirical data collection and 
analysis, and consultation with aforementioned groups. This document provides the technical 
basis for the creation of the applicability, targets, and assignment of points to individual 
measures on the T.DM menu. The TDM Technical Justification is not the subject of _an action 
taken by the Commission. 

REVISIONS TO THE TOM ORDINANCE SINCE INITIATION 

Revisions to the TDM Ordinance language have occurred since the April 28th hearing in response 
to comments received from the Commission or the public on or since that time, further 
discussions between staff, or to correct minor inaccuracies, typographical errors, or to clarify 
material further. Substantive language revisions are described below: 

Planning Code Section 169.3. Applicability- Change of'Use. 

Amendment. The applicability of the TDM Ordinance to Changes of Use was increased from 
10,000 square feet of Occupied Floor Area to 25,000 square feet of Occupied Floor Area. In 
addition, the TDM Program Standards were clarified to note that the TDM Program Standards 
only apply if the Change of Use results in an intensification of use (e.g., Production, Distribution, 
and Repair to office). 

Discussion. Many of the TDM measures included on the TDM menu are physical measures, such 
as bicycle parking, car-share parking, and delivery supportive amenities. These physical 
measures typically require accessible ground floor or basement-level space which is most 
effectively included in the original design of the building. Subsequent tenants may not have 
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control over, or the ability to modify the required building space, rendering such measures 
potentially difficult to incorporate for smaller Changes of Use (i.e., less than 25,000 square feet). 

Further, the number of projects that would be affected by this modification and the Vehicle Miles 
Traveled associated with those projects is expected to be relatively low. Thus staff concludes that 
the constraints that may be caused to Changes of Use and the effort it would take for staff to 
document compliance would not be warranted based on the Vehicle Miles Traveled reduction 
that may result. 

Planning Code Section 169.3. Applicability- Parking Garages and Parking Lots. 

Amendment. The draft TDM Ordinance continues to exempt Parking Garages and Parking Lots 
(i.e., non-accessory parking). However, a statement has been added to clarify that the parking 
spaces within such Parking Garages or Parking Lots may be considered in the determination of 
TDM Plan requirements, as described in the TDM Program Standards. 

Discussion. Additional language has been added, in response to Livable City's comments, to 
avoid the unintended consequence of a Development Project assigning all parking spaces 
associated with a Development Project tc;> a Parking Garage or Parking Lot for the purpose of 
having less TDM Plan requirements. A further discussion regarding this additional language and 
the requirements in the TDM Program Standards is provided in the Public Outreach heading 
below. 

Planning Code Section 169.4. Transportation Demand Management Plan Requirements -
timing clarifications. 

Amendment. The revisions provide clarification as to when a TDM Plan must be submitted and 
when the TDM Plan is finalized. 

Discussion. Previously the draft language indicated that a proposed TDM Plan should be 
submitted with the first Development Application, and that the TDM Plan would be finalized at 
the time that the Development Project becomes entitled. The revisions do not adjust the timeline 
for submission of the proposed TDM Plan. However, the TDM Plan would not be finalized until 
the first building permit is issued, which is the same as many other Planning Code compliance 
checks. The TDM Plan is a Planning Code compliance check and- not a separate discretionary 
approval. The requirement for a TDM Plan shall be incorporated as a Condition of Approval for a 
Development Project. 

Planning Code Section 166. Car Sharing - consistency with TDM Program. 

Amendment. The changes allow additional car~share parking spaces beyond the maximum 
amount specified in Table 166A, when such additional car-share parking spaces are part of a 
Development Project's compliance with the TDM Program. 

Discussion. Staff realized that maximum number of car-share spaces identified in Planning Code 
Section 166(g) would reduce the potential·of CSHARE-1 Car-share Parking and Memberships. 
Staff will proactively monitor and revise the number of car-share parking spaces available for this 
TDM measure, if needed, to avoid any unattended consequences that may result from its 
implementation (e.g., oversaturation of car-share parking, which in turn leads to unused space in 
buildings). This proactive monitoring has not been a component of prior revisions to Planning 
Code Section 166, which placed the maximum number of car-share parking spaces to avoid 
aforementioned unattended consequences. 

SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

5 



Executive Summary 
Hearing Date: August 4, 2016 

Transportation Sustainability Program -
Shift Planning Code Amendments 

Adoption of Standards 

Planning Code Section 169.4. Transportation Demand Management Plan Requirements -
exceptions and Planning Code Section 305. Variances. 

Amendment. New language was included to specify that the requirements under the TOM 
Program cannot be waived, either through a variance, or a Planning Commission exception. 

Discussion. The TOM Program provides flexibility for property owners to develop a TDM Plan 
that best fits the need of their Development Project. Additionally, many TOM measures are 
operational, or otherwise have little-to-no impact on the physical characteristics of a 
Development Project. Therefore, compliance with the TDM Program should always be 
reasonably achievable for Development Projects of the size subject to the TOM Program. 

CHANGES TO THE TOM PROGRAM STANDARDS SINCE PUBLIC RELEASE IN JUNE 

An email was sent to the Transportation Sustainability Program email listserv and Commission 
on June 23, 2016 upon the online posting of the draft TOM Program Standards. Since June 23rd, 
revisions were made to the draft TOM Program Standards in response to comments received 
from the public since that time, further discussions between staff, or to correct minor 
inaccuracies, typographical errors, or to clarify material further. A revised version of the draft 
TOM Program Standards (July 2016) is included as Attachment D. Attachment D .also includes a 
sheet that documents the substantive revisions made to the TOM Program Standards between the 
June 2016 and July 2016 drafts of the document. Substantive language revisions are described in 
the Public Outreach heading below. · · 

PUBLIC OUTREACH 
As part of the Invest component of the Transportation Sustainability Program (i.e., the 
Transportation Sustainability Fee) outreach, City staff informed numerous stakeholders of the 
basic framework of the Shift componentl of the Transportation Sustainability Program. During 
the adoption proceedings for the Transportation Sustainability Fee and in preparation for the 
April 281h Planning Commission initiation hearing for the TOM Ordinance, staff continued to 
conduct additional outreach to stakeholders. Further, since the April 281h Planning Commission 
initiation hearing, staff has conducted further stakeholder outreach. A summary of the 
stakeholder outreach has been included as Attachment F, along with results of a public survey 
discussed below. 

If the Planning Commission adopts a resolution recommending approval of the proposed 
legislation by the Board of Supervisors and/or adopts the TOM Program Standards (contingent 
upon approval of the TOM Ordinance by the Board of Supervisors), the proposed legislation 
would be forwarded to the Board of Supervisors for their consideration. This process would 
provide further opportunities for public input. 

Thus far, feedback from the public outreach efforts has resulted in changes to (at a minimum): 
applicability of the TOM Ordinance; point values associated with individual TOM measures or 
categories of TOM measures; targets for Development Projects of varying sizes; the inclusion of 
family-friendly TOM measures; and various aspects of the definitions for individual TOM 
measures. 

1 Refer to September 10, 2015 Planning Commission staff report for the Transportation 
Sustainability Fee for a list of those stakeholders (Case Number 2015-009096PCA). 
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The following summarizes some comments received from the Planning Commission and the 
public between April 28th and July 21 stand provides responses to those comments. 

Public Survey 

An open house was hosted at the San Francisco Planning Department offices by staff from the 
Planning Department, San Francisco County Transportation Authority and San Francisco 
Metropolitan Transportation Agency, on the evening of May 18, 2016. At the open house, City 
staff invited members of the public to participate in a brief survey about the proposed TDM 
Program. The five-question survey was designed to gather community. members' general 
opinions on TDM, preferences for specific TDM measures, and preferences for particular TDM 
measures based on the respondents' geographic context. 

The survey was first made availabie at the Planning Department open house on May 18, 2016. 
The survey was also made available online on the Planning Department's website from May 18, 
2016 to July 1, 2016. During that time staff received 38 completed individual surveys submitted 
by residents from 29 different neighborhoods across all 11 supervisor districts. Survey 
respondents identified an affiliation with 17 different neighborhood organizations, which 
primarily included homeowner's associations and neighborhood associations. The TDM 
measures the most respondents ranked as the highest priority were ACTNE-1 Improve Walking 
Conditions, PKG-4 Parking Supply, HOV-1 Contributions or Incentives for Sustainable 
Transportation, LU-2 On-site Affordable Housing and ACTNE-2 Bicycle Parking. A summary of 
survey results and survey responses is included as Attachment F. 

Non-Accessory Parking 

Comment: Livable City recommends that the targets in the TDM Program Standards should be 
based on the number of non-accessory and Accessory Parking spaces, in instances that a 
Development Project includes both. Their concern is that by excluding non-accessory parking, the 
TDM Program could create an unintended consequence whereby property owners would assign 
all or a majority of their parking spaces as non-accessory parking spaces to avoid higher targets 
set in the TDM Program Standards .. Additional recommendations include eliminating the 
potential for approving a conditional use for Parking Garages or Parking Lots or strengthening 
conditional use criteria for Parking Garages and Parking Lots to reference Vehicle Miles Traveled 
and/orTDM. 

Respom;e: Non-accessory parking is treated as a separate use in the Planning Code (i.e., Parking 
Garages and Parking Lots). Such parking is temporary and not for storage, unlike Accessory 
Parking. For example, in Mixed Use Districts for example, such parking generally shall be 
available for use by the general public on equal terms and shall not be deeded or made available 
exclusively to tenants, residents, owners or users of any particular use or building. With the 
monitoring and reporting associated with the TDM Program, Planning Department will conduct 
site visits to review characteristics of the use of parking at sites. 

No known TDM Program can offset the vehicular travel created through non-accessory parking 
because the sole purpose of that use is to attract vehicle trips. Therefore, we have not included 
this use in the TDM Ordinance. However, staff acknowledges that some of these non-accessory 
parking spaces may be used like Accessory Parking spaces, particularly in retail and office use 
settings. Although staff does not believe the circumstances that Livable City describe· may be 

. encountered frequently, staff. has added language to Section 2.2(a) of the TDM Program 
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Standards to avoid such unintended consequence. The additional language requires, for the 
purposes of determining the target(s), all parking spaces associated with any such Parking 
Garage or Parking Lot shall be assigned to distinct land uses categories (A, B, and C) that trigger 
the TDM Plan requirement within the Development Project. However, no individual land use 
category within the Development Project shall be assigned such parking spaces in an amount that 
exceeds the maximum amount of parking permitted for the associated land use(s) by the 
Planning Code. 

Additionally, non-accessory parking uses would need to be considered as part of the 
environmental review process. It is possible that the project could have significant transportation 
impacts under CEQA, which would require mitigation measures and alternatives to reduce that 
impact. Furthermore, the approval of Parking Garages and Parking Lots would need to be 
considered separately by the Planning Commission for those that require conditional use 
authorizations. 

A discussion of conditional use criteria for or the elimination of Parking Garages and Parking 
Lots has not been the subject of the tremendous amount of public outreach and research put into 
the TDM Program. Therefore, staff does not recommend including legislative amendments 
regarding conditional use criteria for these uses in this legislation. Instead, a separate legislative 
and outreach process should occur for this sort of proposal. 

Neighborhood Parking Rate 

Comment: Commissioners express the desire to apply negative points to Development Projects 
that exceed the neighborhood parking rate and to update the Planning Code to reflect the 
neighborhood parking rate. 

Response: Staff considered many options for awarding points including the use of negative points 
and partial points. Staff chose whole positive numbers to simplify the point calculations. 
However, staff may reconsider negative points in the future as more research is conducted, 
particularly regarding the relationship between a project's neighborhood parking rate and 
Vehicle Miles Traveled. Staff does not recommend pursuing updates to the Planning Code to 
reflect the neighborhood parking rate as part of this legislation, as parking, in and by itself, has 
not been the subject of the TDM Program. 

Fee Out Option 

Comment: Comments from the Commission and members of the public have been received 
regarding the option for property owners to pay a fee (aka fee out) in lieu of meeting all or a 
portion of the target required for a Development Project. 

Response: Financial support for public improvements to the transportati<;m system is the purpose 
of the Transportation Sustainability Fee. A fee out option does not support the policy objective of 
the TDM Program which is to reduce Vehicle Miles Traveled from new development by 
including on-site TDM measures, under the control of the property owner·. Payment of a fee does 
not directly result in a Vehicle Miles Travel reduction from a new development and the resulting 
TDM measures from the fee would not be under the control of the new development's property 
owner. Lastly, the TDM Program provides flexibility for property owners to develop a TDM Plan 
that best fits the need of their Development Project, so a fee out is not necessary. If the 
Commission were to direct staff to research this further, staff would need to spend a considerable 
amount of resources identifying a fee amount, the types of TDM measures that the fee could go 
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towards, the associated Vehicle Miles Traveled and points from those TDM measures, and an 
administrative process system to collect and administer the fee. Staff does not recommend 
pursuing the fee-out option. 

Financing for Development Projects 

Comment: Commissioners and members of the public were interested if the TDM Program breaks 
the myth that banks require parking to finance projects. 

Response: The baseline target set for Development Project was set at a level determined reasonable 
(i.e., feasible) by staff based upon a review of San Francisco specific case studies. The TDM 
Program is not focused solely on parking. Instead the TDM Program is focused also at the TDM 
measures that provide more travel options for residents, workers, and visitors, particularly in the 
event a person does not own a car (or parking space). Research demonstrates that projects are 
able to be entitled with little (20 Accessory Parking spaces or fewer) to no Accessory Parking. 
Based on a review of 43 projects in front of the Planning Commission that would have been 
subject to the TDM Program had it been .in place between July 1, 2014 and June 30, 2015, 20 
projects were entitled with less than 20 parking spaces, including 14 without any parking, 
totaling 699 Dwelling Units, approximately 350,000 square feet of ·office, and approximately 
300,000 square feet of other uses. This is an indication that projects without little to no Accessory 
Parking are able to receive fin<:mcing for construction. 

Exemptions for Health and Human Services Non-Profits 

Comment: The San Francisco Human Services Network recommends health and human services 
non-profits. should be exempt from TDM requirements. The rationale provided is that these 
populations use private vehicles less frequently than other uses and the ongoing administrative 
fee would be a financial burden on their operations. 

Response: The Planning Department typically regulates land uses rather than ownership and 
tenancy. Therefore, it would be difficult to track this type of ownership change to uses within a 
building. For example, a new building could include 25,000 square feet of health and human 
services non-profit office uses. A private office tenant could then move into the building without 
any Planning Commission discretionary approval. If health and human services were exempt 
from this TDM Program, the subsequent private office tenant would also not be subject to the 
TDM Program, as the Planning Commission would have no authority to require it. 

In addition, the TDM Program is intended to reduce Vehicle Miles Traveled from new 
development, regardless of land use. Non-profit organizations contribute to impacts to the 
transportation system. Additionally, employees to these sites would benefit from TDM 
amenities. Lastly, staff evaluated recent non-profit health and human services projects and staff 
could only identify one project, the Boys and Girls Club at Parcel F/380 Fulton Street in the 
Market/Octavia Plan Area, which would have been subject to the TDM Program had it been in 
place at that time. This project was required to have TDM requirements as conditions of approval 
based upon the environmental review document. The reason staff could only locate one project is 
that most often non-profit organizations move into existing buildings that would not trigger the 
TDM Program, either because they are less than 25,000 square feet or would not result in an 
intensification of the use. These existing buildings have little to no Accessory Parking, so if the 
use were to be subject to the TDM Program, the target in the TDM Plan may be met by separate 
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Planning Code TOM requirements (e.g., bicycle parking). Therefore, staff does not recommend 
exempting health and human services non-profits from TDM requirements. 

Separately, staff is reviewing overal.l Planning Department processes to see if improvements can 
be made that would benefit non-profit organizations. 

Public Review Process 

Comment: Council of Community Housing Organizations expressed a desire for a public review 
process regarding the selection of TDM measures in a Development Project's TDM Plan. 

Response: A TDM Plan is a Planning Code compliance check and not an approval. A TOM Plan is 
considered code compliant if it meets the TDM Program Standards. The TDM Program Standards 
require a Development Project to achieve a target, based upon the number of Accessory Parking 
spaces proposed for a land use, by selecting TDM measures from a TDM menu. Each TDM 
measure is assigned a point value, reflecting its relative effectiveness in reducing Vehicle Miles 
Traveled~ The TDM menu provides flexibility to a Development Project, while acknowledging 
the variables that affect travel behavior in different neighborhoods in San Francisco (e.g., 
neighborhood parking rate, bike share proximity). The assignment of point values to TDM 
measures may be updated over time to reflect research regarding those variables. While the 
public may weigh in on policy considerations that could affect a TDM Plan (e.g., the amount of 
parking provided), the technical nature of the TDM Program is intended to address the goal of 
reducing Vehicle Miles Traveled from new development, regardless of the TDM measures 
selected by the Development Project to achieve the target. Note that some TDM measures may 
not be applicable to certain Development Projects (e.g., refer to Shuttle Services discussion 
below). 

The TDM Program is also an improvement over the existing public review process for regarding 
TDM measures. Currently, beyond existing Planning Code provisions, TDM measures are 

. applied to a much smaller set of Development Projects than that proposed for the TDM Program. 
For these projects, the majority of TDM measures are suggested as improvement measures by 
City staff or project consultants, often late in the development review process, with little to no 
input from the public. Under the TDM Program, the TDM Plan becomes part of the Development 
Project. This means that envirol11llental review documents that are circulated for public comment 
and other notifications may include TDM Plan details. Therefore, staff recommends maintaining 
the process as proposed for a TOM Plan. 

TOM Package 

Comment: The commenters suggest that staff should require packages of TDM measures that 
work well together, particularly in different neighborhood contexts and with different types of 
developments. 

Response: Synergies between TDM measures do exist and context affects travel behavior. Staff will 
research .these synergies further as new developments incorporate different TOM measures 
throughout different neighborhoods in San Francisco. Staff may also provide some examples of 
TOM Plans designed for various hypothetical development projects on the Planning 
Department's website, along with some guidance on the development of those hypothetical TDM 
Plans. The hypothetical Developments Projects will be merely guides, as a property owner may 
continue to select TDM measures from the TOM menu applicable to the Development Project for 
the reasons described in the previous Public Review Process response. 

SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 10 



Executive Summary 
Hearing Date: August 4, 2016 

Transportation Sustainability Program -
Shift Planning Code Amendments 

Adoption of Standards 

Members of the public and neighborhood groups may also recommend to property owners the 
types of TDM measures they wish to see within their neighborhood. At and following a Planning 
Department Open House hosted on May 18th, members of the public were asked to fill out an in­
person or online survey which focused on identifying the top five TDM measures, preferably 
based on location-specific circumstances. Although the results are limited, given the number of 
respondents (38 total, with at least one in each Board of Supervisor district), trends emerged that 
may guide conversations between various parties in pre-development reView processes. See 
earlier Public Survey response regarding some of these trends. 

Shuttle Services 

Comment: Several commenters have expressed concerns about the inclusion of private shuttle 
services on the TDM menu. The general concern is that having myriad new private shuttle 
services operating in San Francisco is undesirable for a variety of reasons. 

Response: The TDM menu was created to provide a wide. selection of TDM measures ~or inclusion 
in future Development Projects. As a result, some TDM measures included in the TDM menu 
may have a limited applicability; This is the case for HOV-2 Shuttle Bus Service. Although this 
TDM measure has a high point value, it is anticipated that the vast majority of property owners 
will not select this measure. The TDM measure requires shuttle services to operate with a 15 
minute headway (or less) during peak hours, and a.30 minute headway (or less) during off-peak 
hours. Only large projects would generate enough demand for shuttle services to warrant the 
required service frequency or have the financial resources to support such frequency. These large 
projects are often subject to Development Agreements. Second, if a property owner does select 
this TDM measure, the shuttle service li1;1-es may not replicate Muni transit service lines, unless 
approved by SFMTA. Some areas of the City experiencing substantial amounts of growth will be 
receiving substantial upgrades in transit (e.g., 16th Street) and it is not the intent of staff that each 
new building within these areas will run shuttle services. 

Transportation Network Companies 

Comment: Several cornmenters expressed interest regarding the inclusion or exclusion of 
Transportation Network Companies on the TDM menu. 

Response: All of the TDM measures included in the TDM menu result in a reduction in Vehicle 
Miles Traveled. Staff has not included measures regarding Transportation Network Companies 
because no research or literature provides evidence of a relationship between these services and 
Vehicle Miles Traveled. Without adequate data or research it is difficult to comprehensively 
understand the effect of Transportation Network Companies on Vehicle Miles Traveled. 

Planning Code Section 163 Applicability 

Comment: At a Chamber of Commerce public policy forum, commenters raised applicability 
questions regarding existing Section 163 (transportation brokerage services) requirements in 
relation to the draft TDM Ordinance, particularly for existing buildings subject to Section 163. 

Response: Section 163 currently requires projects of certain sizes in certain Use Districts to provide 
on-site transportation brokerage services for the lifetime of the project and to prepare a 
transportation management program. To comply with Section 163, buildings must either provide 
the ~ervices directly themselves or obtain them from a broker. Since the inception of Section 163, 
the only City-approved vendor of transportation brokerage services is Transportation 
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Management Association of San Francisco ('IMASF) Connects. Founded as a non-profit in 1989, 
TMASF Connects membership is made up of 68 San Francisco office buildings.2 

The existing and new buildings currently subject to Section 163 would continue to be required to 
provide on-site transportation brokerage services. If a Development Project were to result in an 
intensification of a Change of Use (e.g., PDR to. office) of 25,000 square feet or more, the 
Development Project would be subject to the TDM Ordinance. If the existing building _was also 
subject to Planning Code Section 163 requirements, the transportation brokerage service (e.g., 
TMASF) can serve as the TDM coordinator for the draft TDM Ordinance requirements. _The 
aforementioned increase regarding Change of Use . to 25,000 square feet for TDM Program 
applicability was partially made also as a result of this comment. 

Ongoing Compliance Fee 

Comment: In regard to the ongoing monitoring and reporting fee, a commenter questioned why a 
smaller building (e.g., 10 unit) would pay the same amount as a larger building (e.g., 100 _unit, 500 
unit, etc.). 

Response: Although land use category D is exempt from the ongoing compliance fee, there is no 
policy reason for waiving or reducing fees fof any land use category A, B, and C type project. The 
fee was set at an average level of effort anticipated to review monitoring and reporting submittals 
based upon a review of best practices and time and materials will be charged for costs in excess 
of the initial fee. Staff will track level of effort expended on different types of projects over time to 
see if fees should be adjusted for different types of projects. 

Environment Commission 

Comment: The San Francisco. Environment Commission adopted a resolution in support of the 
TDM Ordinance, which is included in Attachment G. In the resolution, the Environment 
Commission also asked the authors, specifically, to include the San Francisco Department of the 
Environment as one of the collaborators in the development of the TDM Program Standards. 

Response: The TDM Program Standards have been the result of several years of research, analysis, 
and discussion by a technical working group comprised of staff from the Planning Department, 
San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency (SFMTA), and the San Francisco County 
Transportation Authority. At this time, this technical working group has already created the 
TDM Program Standards. However, in the future Department of Environment staff could play a 
role in sharing new TDM measures and research with the technical working group regarding 
potential updates to the TDM Program Standards. Acknowledging this, language has been added 
to ·Section 4.1 of the TDM Program Standards providing an opportunity for Department of 
Environment staff to provide input on substantive updates. Department of Environment staff has 
agreed that this language is appropriate. 

2 It is estimated approximately 20 to 30 additional buildings are subject to Section 163 
requirements, but these buildings are not members of TMASF Connects. Some of these buildings 
are currently under construction. 
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San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency Board 

Comment: The SFMTA Board adopted a resolution in support of the TDM Ordinance, which is 
included in which is included in Attachment G. 

Response: No response is necessary, other than staff appreciates the support from the SFMTA 
Board. 

Bay Area Air Quality Management District 
Comment: The Bay Area Air Quality Management District submitted a letter in support of the 
TDM Ordinance, which is included in which is included in Attachment G. Of particular note the 
letter states "The research literature supports the use of TDM measures to reduce the demand for 
auto travel, thereby reducing VMT." 

Response: No response is necessary, other than staff appreciates the support from the Bay Area 
Air Quality Management District staff. 

Small Business Commission 
Comment: The Small Business Commission expressed an overall .lack of support for the TDM 
Program proposal in comments to staff. Commissioners opined that people need private vehicles 
to access businesses and other destinations and vehicles require parking spaces. Commissioners 
would prefer to see more parking in new development projects because they perceived this 
would not further increase the competition for existing public parking spaces. The 
commissioners posited that competition has increased because of the removal of on-street 
parking from transportation-related projects and growth in traffic. Some commissioners 
associate the increased competition with a reduction in the economic viability of small 
businesses. 

Although some comnuss1oners acknowledged that providing less parking results in fewer 
Vehicle Miles Traveled from development, the commission does not see this proposal as a 
solution to the City's transportation problems. Some commissioners were skeptical about the 
need to measure transportation impacts using Vehicle Miles Traveled, given that they perceived 
that electric cars will eliminate emissions-related air quality impacts, and they perceived that 
autonomous vehicles will alleviate traffic congestion. Instead, commissioners see the solution as 
more parking and increased frequency of service on public transit. 

Response: Staff appreciates the candid feedback offered by the Small Business Commission. For 
the most part, comments expressed by commissioners are outside the scope of the TDM Program, 
and the (sole) purview of the Planning Department. Staff acknowledges that the TDM Program is 
not the solution to San Francisco or the region's transportation puzzle. It is just one piece, but it 
will lessen the transportation impacts felt from new development. Other pieces, including the 
Transportation Sustainability Fee and a bond measure that voters passed in November 2014, will 
go towards funding other measures and projects needed for the transportation system. 

The TDM Program has been shaped by a multi-agency team, the agencies of which are 
collectively mostly responsible for short-term and long-term transportation planning within San 
Francisco. Therefore, brief responses to commissioner comments are included herein, but many 
of the responses require further dialogue between staff at these agencies and the Small Business 
Commission or the Office of Small Business. Since the Small Business Commission hearing, 
Planning Department and Office of Small Business staff have started such discussions. 
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Private Vehicle Ownership. Staff acknowledges that owning and operating private 
vehicles are a key part of fulfillirig the transportation needs of many people. The focus of 
the TDM Program is to encourage, where feasible, other viable transportation options, so 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~d~~h 

Vehicle Miles Traveled associated with Development Projects. One of the best ways to 
reduce Vehicle Miles Traveled is to make it easier for new residents, workers, and 
'visitors to travel by sustainable modes. It is acknowledged the feasibility of not owning a 
private vehicle is determined by many factors, including where an mdividual lives, 
works, and goes to school; proximity to reliable transportation options and a variety of 
land uses; and lifestyle and financial considerations. The TDM Program does not prevent 
a property owner from providing up to existing Planning Code requirements or 
allowances; instead, it provides flexibility to property owners in developing .a TDM Plan 
to reduce Vehicle Miles Traveled that best fits the needs of the Development Project. 
Reducing parking is an effective, but limited TDM measure. The TDM program is not 
focused solely on parking but also at the measures that provide more travel options for 
residents, workers, and visitors, particularly in the event a person does not own a car (or 
parking space). In add1tion, TDM measures include items to make it easier to live 
without car ownership if an individual does need to use a car on occasion (e.g., car-share 
and family-friendly measures). 

Competition for Parking. This concerh is focused on increased competition from on-street 
public parking spaces due to new development providing less parking than what was 
previously required in many areas of the City prior to instituting parking maximums. 
This is to say that a person driving destined to a development project, might "spill over" 
onto on-street parking spaces, if the person driving does not have their own onsite 
parking space. Spillover effects are both complex and variable, depending on land use 
and location. 

As documented in the TDM Technical Justification, data suggests that having less 
parking does means less cars while acknowledging some people from buildings will park 
on the street whether they have access to onsite parking or not. In addition, data suggests 
many new arrivals to San Francisco are choosing not to own a car. Based on research 
from the U.S. Census Bureau's American Communities Survey, 62 percent of net new 
households added to San Francisco between 2000 and 2014 do not own a car, and 26 
percent own just one car. This indicates that many existing and new residents are 
choosing not to own a car and would not be seeking on-street parking. 

The SFMTA is also in the midst of two programs looking at the management of parking. 
One program is a comprehensive, data-driven evaluation of the Residential Parking 
Peirnit Program. Many of the areas within the Residential Parking Permit Program are 
along or near commercial corridors.3 The S:FMTA has also recently completed an 
evaluation of the SFpark pilot and will use the results of the evaluation to develop a 
proposal for expanding the SFpark approach to the SFMTA's other meters, lots, and 

3 San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency (SFMTA), "Residential Parking Permit Evaluation & Reform Project", 
accessed July 2016. · 
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garages. The evaluation included indicators of economic impacts of the pilot. To evaluate 
how SFpark influenced the number of visitors to an area, the SFMTA administered an 
intercept survey in the Downtown and Marina pilot areas and .in control areas. The 
survey showed that, of people who drove, there was a 30% increase in people who 
visited for shopping or dining compared to people who drove for other reasons such as 
work or school. In other words, more of the people who chose to drive to these areas 
were visiting to shop, eat, or for entertainment. This trend suggests that SFpark made it 
more attractive for drivers to shop, dine, and participate in other entertainment activities. 
Visitor spending in neighborhood commercial districts also rose as indicated by sales tax 
from retail and dining purchases. An increase in sales tax collections would indicate 
more sales, which is an important measure of improved economic vitality.4 

Parking Supply. San Francisco's public right-of-way is finite. Given this constraint, 
decisions must be made regarding the allocation of this limited public space. Decisions 
regarding the allocation of the public right-of-way are guided by adopted plans and 
policies, including the Trq.nsit First Policy, Vision Zero, and others. As stated in the 
Transit-First Policy, "to ensure quality of life and economic health in San Francisco, the 
primary objective of the transportation system must be the safe and efficient movement 
of people and goods." Thus, transportation-related improvements · and other 
transportation policies, such as the TDM Program,· must be guided by safety and 
efficiency considerations. 

With regard to safety considerations, higher total amounts of vehicle travel result in 
higher crash exposure5• In addition, off-street parking garages require driveways and 
curb cuts which create opportunities for conflicts with other modes of the transportation 
system as vehicles enter and exit the garages. 

Regarding efficiency, the allocation of parking at every location people want access to 
will result in more vehicles (and congestion, pollution, noise), not less, given the strong 
incentive a parking space provides for an individual to drive, and will not resolve 
transportation challenges. In addition, electric and autonomous vehicles are still vehicles. 
Electric vehicles do not solve the safety challenges posed by automobiles and air 
pollution issues are not resolved if the source of the electricity is not renewable. 
Autonomous vehicles may someday result in better safety outComes, but autonomous 
vehicles have numerous legal, consumer, technological, and regulatory hurdles and thus 
are still years from potential widespread adoption. Unless San Francisco shifts to a 
shared model of vehicle rather than individual ownership, autonomous vehicles will not 
solve San Francisco's space efficiency challenges. Furthermore, providing abundant 
amounts of parking will result in a less overall livable city. Off-street parking requires 
space that could be used more productively, including for housing, businesses, or parks. 
Similarly, on-street parking is sometimes repurposed for safety reasons (e.g., 
daylighting), to provide livable, active uses (e.g., curb extensions which allow for 

4 SFMfA, SFpark Pilot Project Evaluation. Tune 2014. 

5 Office of Planning and Research, Revised Proposal on Updates to the CEQA Guidelines on Evaluating Transportation Impacts in 
CEQA, fanuary 2016. 
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commercial business seating), or to provide more reliable, frequent transit se:fvice (e.g., 
transit-only lanes). Staff acknowledges people deserve a reliable transportation system 
that provides the freedom of moving around the City using multiple options. Although 
the TDM Program will not provide the totality of that system, it will provide more 
options for people than parking alone can provide, particularly as a system of these TDM 
amenities are built up over time at numerous buildings. 

REQUIRED COMMISSION ACTION 

The proposed Resolutions are before the Commission so that it may recommend approval or 
disapproval to adopt the Planning Code amendments and TDM Program Standards. 

RECOMMENDATION 

The Department recommends that the Commission recommend approval of the resolution of 
intent to adopt the Planning Code amendments and TDM Program Standards. 

BASIS FOR RECOMMENDATION 

The TDM Program herein is the third component, Shift, of the Transportation Sustainability 
Program, a policy initiative aimed at maintaining mobility as our City grows. The two adopted 
components of the Transportation Sustainability Program will provide funding for sustainable 
modes of transportation to support growth from new development or improve the development 
review process so that sustainable modes of transportation projects may be delivered faster. The 
results of these two components could lead to a shift in travel behavior from new residents, 
tenants, employees, and visitors. However, the adoption of the Shift Component will 
complement the other two components by providing those new residents, tenants, employees, 
and visitors more tools (i.e., TDM measures) to travel by sustainable modes. 

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 

The actions described herein are subject to review under the California Environmental Quality 
Act. The requisite environmental review has been completed, a Categorical Exemption has been 
issued, and the Certificate of Categorical Exemption is included, herein, as Attachment H 
Certificate of Categorical Exemption. 

I RECOMMENDATION: Approval to Adopt 

Attachments: 
Attachment A: Draft Resolution Recommending Approval of the TDM Ordinance 
Attachment B: Draft WM Ordinance ' 
Attaclullent C: Draft Resolution Recommending Adoption of the TDM Program Standards 
Attachment D: Draft TDM Program Standards (July 2016) and Summary of Revisions to 

June 2016 Draft IDM Program Standards 
Attachment E: TDM Teclmical Justification 
Attachment F: Summary of Stakeholder Outreach 
Attachment G: Public Comment Letters since April 28, 2016 

• SFMTA Board 
• Environment Commission 
• Bay Area Air Quality Management District staff 

Attachment H: Certificate of Categorical Exemption 
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FILE NO. ORDINANCE NO. 

1 [Planning. Code - Transportation Demand Management Program Requirement] 

2 

. 3 Ordinance amending the Planning Code to establish a citywide Transportation Demand 

· 4 .Management (TOM) Program, to require Development ~rojects to incorporate design 

•' 

" 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

features, incentives, and tools that support sustainable forms of transportation; to 

create a. new administrative fee to process TOM Plan applications and compliance 

reports; and to make conforming amendments to. various sections of the Planning 

Code; affirming the Planning Department's determination under the California 

Environmental Quality Act, and making findings of public necessity, convenience,·.and 

1 o welfare under Planning Code Section 302, and findings of consistency with the Generar · 

· · .11 Plan and the eight priority policies of Planning Code Section 101.1. 

1.2 

,. 13 
,1 : 

.. ,_; 

" ' .:15 
'' ...... 
. ' .. 16, 
. :~ 

17 

· .. ·,18 

,, 1.~ 

.;. ;· 2o 
" . 

'".22 

. 23 

: : 24 

NOTE: Unchanged Code text and uncodified text are in plain Arial font. 
Adµitions tO Codes are in single-underline italics Times New Roman font: . 
Deletions _to Code~ are· in strikethrmigh italics Times ... \,.e-wRomcm.fent. 
Board amendment additions are in double-underlined.Aria! font. 
Board amendment deletions are in strikethrough Aria! font. 
Asterisks (* * · * *) indicate the omission of unchanged Code 
subsections or parts of tables. 

Be it ordained by the People of the City and County of sa·n FranGisco: 

Section 1. · Findings. The Board of Supervisors of the City and County of San· 

Francisco hereby finds and determines that: 

(a) The Planning Department has determined that the actions contemplated in this 

ordinance comply with the.California Environmental Quality Act (California Public Resources· 

Code Section 21 OOO et seq.). Said determination is on file with the Clerk of the Board of 

Supervisors in File No. ___ ,, and is incorporated herein by reference. The Board affinns 

.25 this det~rmin~tion. 
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·' 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

(b) On ____ , the. Planning Commission, in Resolution No. ___ , adopted 

findings that the actions contemplated in this ordinance are consistent, on balance, with the 

City's General Plan and eight priority policies of Planning Code Section 101.1. The Board 

adopts these findings as its own. A copy of said Resolution is on file with the Clerk of the 

Board of Supervisors in File No. ___ , and is incorporated herein by reference. 

(c) On _____ , the Planning Commission, in Resolution No. __ _ 

. 7 approved this legislation, recommended it for adoption by the Board of Supervisors, and 

. 8 adopted findings that it will serve the public necessity, convenience and welfare. PursuanUo 

.• 9 Planning Code Section 302, the Board adopts these findings as its own. A copy of said 

10 Resolution is on file with the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors in File No. ___ ,, and is 

· .11 incorporated here.in by reference. 

/ :12 

.··13 Section 2. The Planning Code is hereby amended by adding Sections 169,169.1, 

14 169.2, 169.3, 169.4, 169.5, and 169.6, to read as follows: 

'15 

"' .16 
., :j7 

18 
.·· ·19 

20 

·21 

42 
. ·. 23 

24 

25 

SEC. 169. TRANSPORTATION DEMAND MANAGEMENT PROGRAM. 

Sections 169 through 169. 6 (hereafter reterred to collectively as "Section 169 ") set fOrth the . 

,requirements of the Transportation Demand Management Program (I'DM Program). 

SEC. 169.1. FINDINGS. 

(a) According to Plan Bay Area 2040, the long-ran¥e integrated transportation and !ant/-· 

use/housing strategy tor the San Francisco Bay Area through 2040 adopted in 2013 by the Association . . . . . ~ 

" of Bay Area Governments and the Metropolitan Transportation Commission. San Francisco is expected , 

to grow by approximately 191,000 jobs and 102.000 households from 2010 to 2040. 

Plannin!J Commission 
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1 {k) Thfs growth will generate an increased demand tor transportation infrastructure and 

2 services on an alrea©!_ constrained trans]l_ortation {JJ!_stem. One o[the challenges 72osed by_ this gr__owth 

3 is the increased number o[_single occu{2.anf)!_ vehicle tries, and the "{l.ressures they_ add to San 

4 Francisco's limited Jlll.blic streets and rights-of Wf!J!., contributing to congestion, transit delf!:J!..S, and 

5 public health and safety concerns caused by_ motorized vehicles, air poilution, greenhouse gas (GHG) 

6 emissions, and noise, thereby_ negatively_ im72acting the guality o[_li& in the Citl!: 

,7 {c) The Trans"{l.ortation Sustainability Program, or TSP, is aimed at accommodating this 

8 new growth _while minimizing its impact on San Francisco's tranmortation zystem. It is a joint effort of 

9 the Mayor's Olfice; the Planning Department, the San Francisco County Transportation Authority, an~ 

: 10 the San Francisco Munici]l.al Tranwortation Agency that has spanned many_ years and has involved a 

.. ·11 robust process ofoublic outreach and discussion. The TSP includes three se"{l.arate but related policy 
;. 

=.12 initiatives: the Transportation Sustainability Fee (J'SF); the modernization o[_San Francisco's 

'1.3 environmental review Jl_rocess under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).· and the 

,, .. 14 Trans"{l.ortation Demand Management (I'DM} Program. 

'15 
•.', 

(]) The first component, the TSF, seeks to fimd trans]l_ortation im]l_rovements to .. 

16 support new growth by charging a develo]l_ment im72act tee on new development. The City awroved the 

'•; 17 TSF in 2015 with the enactment o[_ Ordinance No. 200-15 (]1oard o[_Suaervisors File No. l 50790l. 

,'': .-.18 (2) The second com]l_onent, the modernization of.the environmental review arocess 

19 ., under CEQA, has been shepherded by_ the State under Senate Bill 743 (Stats. 2013. C. 386, now 

--20 codified in Public Resources Code Section 21099). SB 743 required the Office o[_Planningand 

21 Research (OPR) to develop new guidelines to re]l_lace the.existing trans]l_ortation review standard .. 

22 focused on automobile delf!J!.. with new criteria that 'promote the reduction o[_greenhouse gas 

23 
' 

emissions, the development o[_multimodal trans]l_ortation.networks, and a diversity ofland uses.". OPR · 

24 recommended a replacement metric of Vehicle Miles Traveled or VMI', that is, the amount and 

25 distance o[_automobile travel attributable to a project. The Planning Commission unanimously_ 

Planning Commission 
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1 approved a Resolution adopting changes consistent with implementation of SB 743. including the use of 

2 Vehicle Miles Traveled as the metric for calculating transportation-related environmental impacts, at 

3 its hearing on March 3. 2016 (Planning Commission Resolution No. 19579). 

4 (3) The third component creates the TDM Program, detailed in Section 169. The 

5 TDM Program seeks to promote sustainable travel modes by requiring new development projects to 

,5 incorporate desig]l '&atures, incentives, and tools that support transit, ride-sharing,,_ walking,_ and · 

7 bicycle riding for the residents, tenants, employees, and visitors of their projects. 

:8 (d) State and regional governments have enacted many laws and policy initiatives that 

9 promote the same sustainable transportation goals the TDM Program seeks to advance. For instance; 

10 at the state level, the Congestion Management Law, Gov. Code Section 65088, establishes that to . . 

11 reduce the state's traffic congestion crisis and "keep California moving. " it is important to build 

1.2 transit-oriented development, revitalize the state's cities, and promote all forms of transportation. 

. '13 Assembly Bill 321 the Calif'grnia Global Warming Solutions Act 0(2006 (Ch@ter 488, Statutes o[ 

. »14 .20061, requires statewide GHG reductions to 1990 levels by 2020. Executive Orders B-30-15, S;..;3.,05 . , , 

•.· 15 and B-16-12 set f'grth GHG reduction targets bey,,ond that year, to 2050. Senate Bill 3751 the 

16 Sustainable Communities and Climate Protection Act of 2008 (Chapter 7281 Statutes of2008) supports 

·.17 the state's climate action goals to reduce GHG emissions through coordinated transportation and lanif. 

18 use planning with the goal of creating more sustainable communities. Under this statute1 the 

·19 Calif'grnia Air Resources Board establishes GHG reduction targets for metropolitan planning 

.20 organizations, based on land use patterns and transp_ortation ~stems speci-fied in Regional 

21 Transportation Plans·and Sustainable Commu~ity Strategies. Plan Bay Area 2040 sets GHG and 

22 Vehicle Miles Traveled reduction targets and a target tor increasing non-automobile mode share tor . 

2,3 · the Bay Area. 

24 (e) In addition, San Francisco has enacted manv laws and p_olicy initiatives that promote 

·. 25 the same sustainable transportation goals the TDM Program seeks to advance. The. "Transit First 
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14 

. · 15 
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·18 
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22 
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24 

25 

Policy, " in Section 8A. l 15 of the City Charter, declares that public transit is "an economically and 

environmentally sound alternative to transportation by individual automobiles, " and that within the 

Ciry. "travel by public transit. by bicycle and on root must be an attractive alternative to travel by 

private automobile. " The GHG Reduction Ordinance, codified at Chapter 9 ofthe Environment Code, 

sets GHG reduction emission targets of25% below 1990 levels by 2017; 40% below 1990 levels ~y 

2025.· and 80% below 1990 levels by 2050. The City'sClimate Action Strategy, preparedpursuantto. 

the GHG Reduction Ordinance, has identified a target ofhaving 50% oftotal trips within the Ci()l be: 

made by modes other than automobiles by 2017, and 80% by 2030. One o[.the w~s identifi.ed to 

achieve this target is through TDM fjJr new develoe,ment . 

(f) San Francisco has long acknowledged the importance of TDM strategies in the 

Transportation Element oft he City's General Plan, the San Francisco County Transportation Plan,· 

and many Area Plans.· For example, each of the Area Plans within Eastern Neighbor hoods and the 

Transit Center District Plan identify policies fjJr the development of a TDM program within them. 

(g) The TDM Program set fjJrth in Section 169 requires new 12rof ects subf ect to its 

requirements to incorporate design features, incentives, and tools to encourage new resid~nts, ten.ants, 

employees, and visitors to travel by sustainable transportation modes, such as transit, walking. ride.:. 

sharing, tind biking. thereby reducing Vehicle Miles Traveled associated with new development. The 
goals of.the TDM Program are to helJ2 keep San Francisco moving as it gr.ows, and to a_romote bette.~ 

.. 
environmental, health. and saf§ty outcomes, consistent with the state, regional, and local policies 

.. 

mentioned above. 

{h) For protects that use Development Agreements and may not be required to comply fillly 

with the requirements o(Section 169. it is the Board o(Supervisors' strong preference that 

Develo12ment Agreements should include similar provisions that meet the goals of the TDM Program: 

Planning Commission 
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SEC.169.2. DEFINITIONS. 

For purpose o(Section 169, the following definitions shall apply, In addition, see the Plann ing 

Commission Standards for the Transportation Demand Management Program (I'DM Program 

Standards), described in S~ction 169. 6, for additional definitions of terms applicable to this Section 

169. 

Approval. Any required approval or determination on a Development Application that the 

Planning Commission, Planning Department. or Zoning Administrator issues. 

Development Application. As defined in Section 401. 

Development Project. As defined in Section 401. 

Transportation Demand Management, or TDM Design features, incentives, and tools 

implemented by Development Projects to reduce VMT. by helping residents, tenants, employees. an d 

visitors choose sustainable travel options such as transit, bicycle riding. or walking. 

Transportation Demand Management Plan, or TDM Plan. A Development Project's plan 

describing compliance with the TDM Program. 

Transportation Demand Management Progtam, or TDM Program. The San Francisco poli cy 

th requiringDevelopment Projects to incorporate TDMmeasures in their proposed projects, as set for 

in Section 169 . 

Vehicle Miles Tr(/Veled or VMI'. A measure ofthe amount and distance_that a D~velopment 

Project causes people to drive, as set forth in more detail by the Planning Commission in the TDM 

Program Standards prepared pursuant to Section 169.6 . > 

SEC. 169.3. APPLICABILITY. 
.. 

(a) Except as provided in subsection (b}. Section 169 shall apply to any Development 

Project in San Francisco that results in: 

(1) Ten or more Dwelling Units, as defined in Section 102; or 

Planning Commission 
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10 
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14 
·:15 

16 

:'17 

·"1'8 
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(2) Ten or more beds in a Group Housing or Residential Care Facility, as these 

terms are defined in Section 102: or 

{3) Any new construction resulting in 10. OOO occupied square feet or more of any 

use other than Residential, as this term is defined in Section 102, excluding any area used for accesso1')1 

'{2.arking,,· or 

(4) ·Any Change of Use resulting in 25. OOO occupied square feet or more o fanyuse .. 

other than Residential, as this term is defined in Section 102, excluding any area used {Or ace essory 

parking, as set forth in the TDM Program Standards, if: 

{A) The Change o(Use involves a change from a Residential use to any use 

other than Residential; or 

(B) The Change of Use involves a change from any use other than 
) .. 

Residential, to another use other than Residential . 

{h) Exemptions. Notwithstanding subsection (a), Section 169 shall not apply to th e 

{Ollowing: ·:·, . 

{J) One Hundred Percent Affordable Housing Projects. Residential uses within 

Development Projects where all residential units are a@rdable to households at or below 15 0%ofihe. 

Area Median Income, as defined in Section 401, shall not be subject to the TDM Program. A nyuses 

other than Residential within those projects, whose primarypurpose is to provide services to the 

'Residential uses within those projects shall also be.exempt. Other uses shall be subject to the TDM 

program. All uses shall be subject to all other applicable requirements of the Planning Code. 

{2) Parking Garages and Parking Lots, as defined in Section 102. Howeve 

spaces within such Parking Garages or Parking Lots, when included within a larger Develop ment · 

Project, mqy be considered in the determination o(TDM Plan requirements, as described in t heTDM 

Program Standards. 

Planning Commission 
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1 (c) When determining whether a Development Project shall be subject to the TDM 

2 !not Program. the Development Project shall be considered in its entirety. A Development Project shal 

3 seek multiple applications tor building permits to evade the applicability of the TDM Program. 

4 (d) The TDM Program shall not apply to any Development Project that receives Approv al 

,5 of a Development Application betore the effective date of this Section. 

.6 

7 TS. SEC. 169.4. TRANSPORTATION DEMAND MANAGEMENT PLAN REQUIREMEN 
: 

8 (a) A property owner shall submit a proposed TDM Plan along with the Development 

9 Project's first Development Application. The proposed TDM Plan shall document the Development 

10 . Project's proposed com12.liance with Section 169 and the Planning Commission's TDM Program 

·11 Standards. 
\ 

12 (k) rsf .. ·· The proposed TDM Plan shall be reviewed in conjunction with the approval of the· fi 

, . 13 . Development Application tor the Development Project. 
.. 

14 (c) Compliance with the TDM Program. including compliance with a finalized TDM PI ·. an, 

15 shall be included as a Condition o[A"!l11.roval of_the Development Protect. The Planning Commissio n 

16 shall not waive, reduce, or adjust the requirements o[the TDM Program through the approval 

·~7 processes described in Sections 304, 309, 329 or any other Planning Commission approval process 

18 that allows tor exceptions. . ·. 

19 . .., : 
(d) The Development Project shall be subject to the TDM Program Standarqs in effect a 

:20 . the time ofits first Development Project Approval. Jfthe Planning Commission has issued revised 

21 TDM Program Standards subsequent to that Development Protect Approval, then the property own er-··. 
22 ds, may elect to have the Development Protect be subiect to the later-approved TDM Program Standar 

23 ·but i[so, must meet all reguirements o{_such revised Standards. 

24 (e) The Zoning Administrator shall approve and order the recordation of a Notice in the 

25 rior Official Records of the Recorder of the City and County o(San Francisco "{Or the subject propertyp 
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to the issuance o(_a building or site Jl.ermit. This Notice shall include the DeveloJl.ment Prof ect's fi.nal 

TDM Plan and detailed descrie.tions o(_each TDM measure. 

(f) Ue.on application o(_a e.roe.erty owner, after a TDM Plan is finalized and the associate d 

building or site e.ermit has been issued a DeveloJl.ment Profect's TDM Plan may be modified in 

m .. accordance with e.rocedures and standards ado]l.ted by the Planning Commission in the TDM Pro_gra 

Standards . 

SEC.169.5. MONITORING, REPORTING AND COMPLIANCE. 

(a) Prior to the issuance o[_a ll.rst certill.cate o(_occue.an9!.,. the e.roeerty owner shall 

facilitate a site inse.ection by Planning Deeartment staff to conll.rm that all approved e.hysical 

imJl.rovement measures in the Development Project's TDM Plan have been implemented and/or 

installed. The property owner shall also provide documentation that all approved programmatic 

measures in the Development Project's TDM Plan will be im]l.lemented. The Jl.rocess and standards fo r 

determining come.liance shall be specified in the Planning Commission's TDM Program Standards. 

Oz> Throughout the life ofthe Development Project, the property owner shall: 

rn Maintain a TDM coordinator, as dell.ned in the Planning Commission's TDM 

Program Standards, who shall coordinate with the City on the Development Project's compliance with 

its approved TDM Plan. 

(2) Allow City staff access to relevant portions of_the property to conduct site visi~s, 

surveys, inspection ofphysical improvements, and/or other empirical data collection, and facilitate in~ 

person, phone, and/or e-mail or web-based interviews with residents, tenants, emll.loyees, and/or 

visitors.- City staff shall provide advance notice of any request tor access and shall use all reasonabie·: 

efforts to protect personal privacy during visits and in the use o(_any data collected during this process 

{3) Submit e.eriodic compliance ree.orts to the Planning Department, as required by-

the Planning CommissiOn 's TDM Program Standards. 
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SEC 169.6. TRANSPORTATION DEMAND MANAGEMENT PROGRAM 

STANDARDS. 

(a) The Planning Commission, with the assistance o[the PlanningDeQartment and in 

consultation with staff of the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency and the San Francisco 

County Transportation AuthoriIB. shall adoet the Planning Commission Standards -(pr the 

Trans]2_ortation Demand Management Proft!..am, or TDM Program Standards. The TDM Progr.am :· 

Standards shall contain the specific requirements necessary -(pr comeliance with the TDM Program. 

The TDM Program Standards shall be updated from time to time, as deemed appro]2.riate by the 

Planning Commission, to reflect best practices in the field o(Transportation Demand Management. 

{h) When preparing. ado]2.ting. or updating the TDM Program Standards, the Planning.· 

Commission shall consider the primary goals of Section 169. that is, to reduce VMI' from new 

development in order to maintain mobility as San Francisco ~ows, and to achieve better 

environmental: health and safety outcomes. In addition, the Planning Commission shall consider the 

fOllowingprinciples: 

(12 The requirements o[the TDM Program, as set t].Jrth in the TDM Program 

Standards, shall be pro]2_ortionate to the total amount o(VMI'that Development Projects produce, an d· 

shall take into account site-specific int].Jrmation, such as density, diversity ofland uses, and access to 

travel options other than the private automobile in the surrounding vicinity. 

(2) The TDM Program Standards shall provide flexibility '/Pr Development Project. s . 

to achieve the purp_oses o[_the TDM Program in a w~ that best suits the circumstances o(_each 
·.' 

Develoe.ment Protect To that en4 the TDM Program Standards shall include a menu o(_TDM : , , 

measures from which to choose. Each measure in this TDM menu shall be design,ed to reduce VMr b 

site residents, tenants, emQloyees, or visitors, as relevant to the DeveloQment Protect, and must be 

under the control of th~ developer. pro]2_erty owner, or tenant. 

Planning Commission 
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1 (3) · Each ofthe TDM measures in the TDM Program Standards shall be assigned a 
. ' 

2 number ofpoints. reflecting its relative effectiveness to reduce VMT. This relative effectiveness 

3 determination shall be grounded fn literature review, local data collection, best practice research. 

4 and/or professional transportation expert opinion. and shall be described in the TDM Program 

5 Standards. 

6 (c) Every tour years, following the periodic updates to the San Francisco Countywide 

· 7 Transportation Plan that the San Francisco County Transportation Authority prepares, the Planning 

• 8 Department shall prepare a report analyzing the implementation of the TDM Program and describing· 

.· 9 any changes to the TDM Program Standards. The Planning Department shall present such report to· 

· 1 O the Planning Commission and the Board ofSupervisors during public hearings. 

,; 11 

,, · 12 
... 

. ·· 13 
. ···.· 

;·' .·14 

.. _1'5 

· .·1a 

Section 3. The Planning Code is hereby amended by revising Sections 151, 163, 166, .:. · 

305, and 357 to read as follows: 

SEC. 151. SCHEDULE OF REQUIRED OFF-STREET PARKING SPACES. 

(a) Appli'cability. Off-street parking spaces shall be provided in the minimum quantiti$s .. 

·17 specified in Table 151, except as otherwise provided in Section 151.1 and Sectio_n 161 ofthis 

·· 18 

· · .. . 1e 
2.o 

21 

Code. Where the building or lot contains uses in more than one of the categories listed,· · 

parking requirements shall be calculated in the manner provided in Section 153 of this Code. 

Where off-street parking is provided which exceeds certain amounts in relation to the 

quantities specified in Table 151, as set forth in subsection (c), such parking shall be 

· 22 · classified not as accessory parking but as either a principal or a conditional use, depending 

·73 upon the use provisions applicable to the district in which the parking is located. In 

.. ·. 

:" 24 con~idering an application for a conditional use for any such parking, due to the amount being"·, 

.25 provided, the Planning Commission shall consider the criteria set forth in Section 157 of this- · 

Planning Commission 
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.... 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

Co.de. Minimum off-street parking requirements shall be reduced to the extent needed, when such 

reduction is part of a Development Project's compliance with the Transportation Demand Management 

Program set (Orth in Section 169 of the Planning Code. 

* * * * 

· 6 SEC. 163. TRANSPORTATION MANAGEMENT PROGRAMS AND 

7 TRANSPORTATION BROKERAGE SERVICES IN COMMERCIAL AND MIXED. USE 

8 

9 

' 10 

11 

. -12 

DISTRICTS. 

:, :.13 

{a) Purpose. This Section 163 is intended to assure that adequate measures services 

are undertaken cmdmeintsinedto minimize the transport~tion impacts of added office 

employment and residential development in the downtown and South of Market area, in a 

manner consistent with the objectives and policies of the General Plan, by facilitating the 

effective use. of transit, encouraging ridesharing, and employing other practical means to 

reduce commute travel by single-occupant vehicles. 

. ·. ·~: . 

14 

15 
.. 16 

. ' 17 

. 18 

{b) Applicability. The requirements of this Section apply to any project meeting one of , 

the following conditions: 

(1) In Commercial and Mixed Use Districts, projects where the gFfF99 occupied 

square feet of new construction, conversion, or added floor area for office use equals at lei;1st 

,· · 19 100,000 square feet; 

.20 (2) In the C-3-0{SD) District, where new construction, conversion, or added 

. 41 _ floor area for residential use equals at least 100,000 square· feet or 100 dwelling units; 

· ?2 (3) In the C-3-0(SD) District, projects where the. gffJ99 occupied squar~ feefof- · 

·. · 23 new construction or added floor area for any non-residential use equals.at least 100,000 

i: '.;. · 24 square feet; or 

25 

Planning Commission 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

•· 13' 
·.·14 

.15 

16 

·17 

.18 

19 

20 

... .: g1 

22 

•. ·23 

24 

25 

(4) In the case of the SSO, WMUO, or MUO District, where thegF65fl occupied 

square feet of new, converted or added floor area for office use equals at. least 25,000 square 

feet. 

( c) Requirement. For all applicable projects, the project spenS<Jr property owner shall be 

required to provide on-site transportation brokerage services for the actual lifetime of the 

project, as provided in this Subsection. Prior to the issuance of c;i temporary permit of 

occupancy (fer thispurpese Seetien 149(d) shalltipJJly), the projectsponser property owner shall 

execute an agreement with the Planning Department for the provision of on-site transportation 

brokerage services .. andpreparatien a.fa t!Ym$pertation managementprogram te be EJPPre-.·ed hy the · 

Director OJ.fPlanning and implemented hy the provider e.ftranspertatien brokfJrage services. The 

·transportstion managementp1'f7gl'Elm and transportatien brokeMge services shall be designed: 

(1) To premote and eeerdinate ejfccti·,.,e and efficient use ct+'transit by tenants and the·ir · 

·empleyees, including theprevisien o.ftransit ifb.formation andsak OJ+'fransitpasses en site; 

(2) .To promete cmd coordinete ridesh«ring aetillities fer sll tenants and their 

·eniployee$. within the structure or use; 

(3) To redueeparking demand and assure the proper and most efficient use af on site . 

·or ajfsite parking, where applleable, such that allprovidedparking conforms with. the requirements of" 

Article 1.5 o,fthis Cede andproject eppreval: requirements; 

(4) Te premote and enceurage the prevision andpreUfeMtien a.fear sharing servic.es 

,cerwenient to tenants and eniployees of the subject buildings in ctdtlitien to these required by Section · · 

·166, e:ndtopremete andenceurage these tenants and their employees teprierime the use a.fear sh~, 

~enices for activities that necessitate autemebile trm•el, including the prometien and sale afindividiJt!Z 

·and busi'f1;ess membersh:ips in certified ear sharing erganlzations, fJS defined by Sectien 166(/J)(2) . 

Planning Commission 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

.. 6 

·7 

.8 

9 

.10 

·11 

... 12 

(5) To f»'8'f1wte EffUi encourage poject occupants to adept a eoordinqtedflex time or 

staggered work hoursprogram designed to more e'.'Cnly distribute the ·arrival and def16rture times of: 

employees within normalpesk commute periods; 

(6) Th pEfl'ticipate with other project sponsors in a network o.ftransportation broke-rage 

services for the respee#ve delflfltown, South o.fl',.fark-0t area, or other area o.femploymcnt concentration. 

in Mixed Use Districts; 

(7) To· earry out other activities determined by the Planning Department to be 

appropriate to meeting the purpose o.fthis requirement 

SEC. 166. CAR SHARING. 

* * * * 

(g) Optional Car-Share Spaces. 

(1) Amount of Optional Spaces. In addition to any permitted or required parki.ng :· 

· 13 that may apply to the project, the property owner may elect to provide additional car-sh~re · · ··· 

... 14 

.. . 15 

16 

17 

.18 

19 

20 

21 

. 22 
) ... 

parking spaces in the maximum amount specified in Table 166A; provided, however, that th~ .. 

optional car-share parking spaces authorized by this subsection (g) are not pe1111itted for ·c:t . 
.. ' . 

project that receives a Conditional Use authorization to increase parking. Additional car-shate. · 

parking spaces shall be allowed beyond the maximum amount specified in Table I 66A. to the extent 

,needed when such additional car-share parking spaces are part of a Development Project's 

.compliance with the Transportation Demand Management Program set forth in Section 169 ofthe 

Planning Code. 

* * * * 

23 SEC. 305. VARIANCES. 

24 (a) General. The Zoning Administrator shall hear and make determinations regardihg: · 

25 applications for variances from the strict application of quantitative standards in this Code. He· 

Planning Commission 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS Page 14 



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

: 11 

:12 

A3 

.:'14 

.. 
" 15 

16 . " 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

'22 

23 

24 

25 

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 415 through 415.9; or which would reduce or waive any portion of the usable ope.n.. 

space applicable under certain circumstances in the Eastern Neighborhoods Mixed Use 

Districts pursuant to Section 135(i) and 135.3(d); or which would waive or reduce the quantity 

of bicycle parking required by Sections 155.2 through 155.3 where off-street automobile 

parking is proposed or existing; or which would waive. reduce or adjust the requirements of the 

TDM Program 1n Sections 169 et seq .. A variance may be granted for ttie bicycle parking layout, 

requirements in Section 155.1 of this Code. If the relevant Code provisions are later chang~d· 

so as to be more restrictive before a variance authorization is acted upon, the more restri~tive . 

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. 

* * * * 

SEC. 357. TRANSPORTATION REVIEW ASSOCIATl;D WITH PROJECT 

APPLICATIONS. 

Planning Commission 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

. 5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

. 10 

' .. · 11 

.... :··.:12 

. 13 

' : ·14 
: . ~ 

.... , 

(a) Transportation Study $21,758;-{}f) plus time and materials as set forth in Section 

350(c). Extremely complex transportation studies will be charged a higher initial fee based on 

the specifics of the project which will be outlined in an Agreement between the Department 

and the project sponsor. 

(b) Municipal Transportation Agency review of transportation impact study: $4, 185 per . 

study. 

(c) Transportation Demand Management Program fees. The fee for review of a Development 

Project's Transportation Demand Management Plan shall be $6. 000. plus time and materials in excess· 

of this initial one-time fee. The fee for periodic compliance review required under the Transportation · 

Demand Management Program Standards shall be $1. OOO. In addition. the fee for voluntary 

Transportation Demand Management Plan update review shall be $1.300 . 

Section 4. Effective Date. This ordinance ·shall become effective 30 days after 

enactment. Enactment occurs when the Mayor signs the ordinance, the Mayor returns the 

ordinance unsigned or does not sign the ordinance within ten days of receiving it, or the Board ' . 

.16 . of Supervisors overrides the Mayor's veto of the ordinance . 

: 

.. 

. 17 

18 

.19 

20 

21 

22 

·23 

Section 5. Scope of Ordinance. In enacting this ordinance, the Board of Supervisors 

intends to amend only those words, phrases, paragraphs, subsections, sections, articles, 

numt>ers, punctuation marks, charts, diagrams, or any other constituent parts of the Muriipip.~i. 

Code that are explicitly shown in this ordinance as additions, deletions, Board amendment 

additions, and· Board amendment deletions in accordance with the "Note" that appears under 

the official title of the ordinance. Notwithstanding the previous sentence, if the City enacts the · 

ordim~nce in Board of Supervisors File No. 160632, which, among other things, deletes 

25 Planning Code Section 357 in its entirety and places the transportation study fees referented 
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1 

·2 

3 

4 

5 

:5 

7 

8 

9 

10 

<l 1 

;12 
.. 

·· 13. 

14 

:15 

'16 
17 

18 

.1.9 

20 

21 

.22 

2.3 

24 

25 

in Planning Code Section 357 into the uncodified Section 4 of that ordinance, it is the intent of 

the Board of Supervisors that this ordinance not conflict with the ordinance in File No. 160632 .. 

Accordingly, if the City enacts the ordinance in File No. 160632 with the deletion of Planning. 

Code Section 357 in its entirety, it is the intent of the Board of Supervisors that Section 357 be 

likewise·deleted from this ordinance, but that subsection (c) of Planning Code Section 357; 

which is added by this ordinance, be treated as an uncodifted provision of this ordinance,: anc:t ; 

serve as the basis for the inclusion of the fee established in subsection (c) in the Planning 

Department Schedule of Fees .. 

APPROVED AST FORM: 
DENNIS J. HERR RA, ity Attorney 

By: 

n:\legana\as2016\1600513\01.122863.doc 
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TOM Program Standards 

The City and County of San Francisco (City or San 
Francisco) is a popular place to work, live and visit, 
placing strains on the existing transportation network. 
The City is projected to grow substantially between 
201 O and 2040 - with the addition of up to 100,000 
new households and 190,000 new jobs. 1 Without 
enhancements to our transportation network, this 
growth could result in more than 600,000 additional 
cars on our streets.2 

The Transportation Demand Management (TDM) 
Program is part of an initiative aimed at improving 
and expanding the transportation system to help 
accommodate new growth, and creating a policy 
framework for private development to contribute 
to minimizing its impact on the transportation 
system, including helping to pay for the system's 
enhancement and expansion. The TDM Program 
described herein is one of the three interrelated 
policy initiatives comprising the Transportation 
Sustainability Program. The Transportation 
Sustainability Program is summarized in the TDM 
Technical Justification document. 

1 Association of Bay Area Governments (ABAG), Projections 2013. 

2 San Francisco County Transportation Authority, San Francisco Transportation 
Plan 2040, Appendix B: Needs Analysis White Paper, December 2013. 

PURPOSE OF THE TOM PROGRAM 

Applying TDM to new development is a sensible 
step forward in maintaining mobility as our city 
grows. The TDM Program helps manage demand 
on the transportation network by making sure new 
developments are designed to make it easier for new 
residents, tenants, employees, and visitors to get 
around by sustainable travel modes such as transit, 
walking, and biking. Each measure included in the 
TDM Program is intended to reduce Vehicle Miles 
Traveled, using an efficiency metric (e.g., per capita, 
per employee), from new development. 

TOM PROGRAM STANDARDS CONTENTS 

Under Planning Code Section 169.6, the Planning 
Commission has adopted these Standards for the 
Transportation Demand Management Program {To'M 
Program Standards) in compliance with Planning 
Code Section 169. The TDM Program Standards 
contained herein are the culmination of years of work 
and research. The research is summ·arized in the 
TDM Technical Justification document. 

DRAFT JULY 2016 TOM PROGRAM STANDARDS 



The TOM Program Standards contain the specific 
requirements necessary for a OevelopmE3nt Project's 
compliance with the TOM Program requirements 
of Planning Code Section 169. This document is 
organized as follows: 

Section 1 provides an overview of the overall 
process for a TOM Plan, summarizing the information 
that is provided in Sections 2 and 3 of the TOM 
Program Standards. 

Section 2 provides the requirements and standards 
for a TOM Plan. 

Section 3 discusses the monitoring and reporting 
process after a [)E3yel()prrient Pr()iE3~t has been 
entitled. 

Section 4 describes TOM Program updates made 
by Planning, including potential updates to the 
TOM menu and reporting requirements to City 
decision-makers. 

Appendix A provides the detailed description of the 
TOM measures on the TOM menu. 

2 TRANSPORTATION DEMAND MANAGEMENT (TOM) 

Note that several of the terms used throughout the 
document are defined in the Glossary of Terms, 
provided at the end of the TOM Program Standards. 
Terms defined in the Glossary of Terms are italicized 
the first time they appear in the remainder of the TOM 
Program Standards, excluding tables and figures. 



Transportation Demand 
Management Plan Process 

Figure 1-1 provides an overview of the overall process for developing a Transportation Demand Management 
(TOM) Plan. Figure 1-1 is discussed in more detail in Sections 2 and 3 and is summarized in Table 1-1: Overall 
Process, as follows: 

TABLE 1-1: OVERALL PROCESS 

Phase Action (Responsible Party) Description 

TOM Plan 
Development 

TOM Plan 
Review 

Project 
Entitlement 

TOM Plan 
Monitoring 
and 
Reporting 

0 Determine Applicability 
(property owner) 

9 Fill out Application 
(property owner) 

9 File Application 
(property owner) 

0 TDM Plan Reviewed 
(Planning Department staff/ 
property owner) 

0 TDM Plan: Condition of Approval 
(Planning Department staff/ 
Planning Commission) 

0 Pre-Occupancy Site Visit 
(Planning Department staff/ 
property owner) 

G Ongoing Monitoring and 
Reporting Statement 
(Planning Department staff/ 
property owner) 

0 TDM Plan Update 
(Planning Department staff/ 
property owner) 

Property owner determines if the TOM Program is applicable to the 
Development Project.· 

If subject to TOM Program, property owner understands TOM 
requirements and gathers information necessary for TOM Plan 
Review Application. · 

Property owner submits a TOM Plan Review Application for City 
review, along with an administrative fee. 

Planning Department staff reviews the TOM Plan, compares it to 
the TOM Program Standards. 

If the Development Project is approved, the requirement for a TOM 
Plan is included as a Condition of Approval. 

Prior to issuance of a First Certifica,te of Occupancy, Planning 
Department staff will conduct a site visit with the property owner 
to verify that all physical measures (bicycle parking, signage, etc.) 
have been included as planned. 

Once the building is occupied, the property owner is required 
to submit an Ongoing Monitoring and Reporting Statement with 
an administrative fee. Planning Department staff will review the 
statement to ensure compliance with the TOM Plan. Enforcement 
steps will be taken, if needed, to attain compliance status. 

At any time after the Development Project's entitlement, the property 
owner may voluntarily initiate review of the TOM Plan, by filing a 
TOM Plan Update Application, along with an administrative fee. 
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FIGURE 1-1: OVERALL PROCESS 
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Transportation Demand 
Management Plan 

This section provides the standards a property owner 
uses in developing a TOM plan. 

2.1 DETERMINE APPLICABILITY 

Any Development Project that meets the applicability 
criteria of Planning Code Section 169.3 shall be 
subject to the TOM Program requirements of 
Planning Code Section 169 and the TDM Program 
Standards. The TDM Program Standards require 
each land use within a Development Project to 
be categorized as one of four separate land use_. 
categories (see Section 2.2(a)(1) below), and each 
land use category within a Development Project 
to trigger individual TDM targets within the overall 
TOM Plan (see Section 2.2(a) below). As such, the 
TDM Program Standards allow for a mixed use 
Development Project to have some land uses that 
must meet a TOM target within the TDM Plan, and 
some land uses that will not be required to meet a 
TOM target. 

For a Development Project that involves a Change 
of Use, the Change of Use must result in an 
intensification of use for the TOM Program to apply. 
An intensification of use is described as going 
from a lower land use category to a higher land 
use category, according to the estimated number 
of vehicle trips per parking space provided for the 
primary user. For example, a change from land use 
category D to land use category B constitutes an 
intensification of use. If the Change of Use does not 
result in an intensification of use, the base target 
score is zero points and the Development Project is 
not required to submit a TOM Plan or monitoring and 
reporting. 

2.2 TOM PLAN STANDARDS 

Any Development Project subject to the TDM 
Program shall submit a TDM Plan Revievv 
Application and administrative fee along with its 
first Develop171ent Application. The TDM Plan shall 
document the Development Project's compliance 
with the TOM Program. 

2.2(a) Targets. The TDM Program Standards require 
each Development Project subject to the TDM 
Program to meet a target, without exceptions. The 
target is based upon the land use(s) associated 
with the Development Project and the number of 
Accessory Parking spaces proposed for the land 
IJse.1•

2 The Planning Code contains definitions for 
over 100 different land uses. In order to simplify the 
applicability of the TDM Program, the TDM Program 
Standards classify land use definitions into four land 
use categories, based upon reducing Vehicle Miles 
Traveled from the primary trip generator associated 

1 Each land use within a Development Project will fall within a land use 
category. The TDM Program Standards require each Accessory Parking 
space to be assigned to a distinct land use, including t~o~e Acce~so'.Y 
Parking spaces within Development Projects located w1thm Use D1stncts that 
permit Accessory Parking up to a certain percentage of gross floor area (e.g., 
C-3 Districts). If an Accessory Parking space is used by more than one land 
use (e.g., shared spaces}, the Accessory Parking space shall be counted 
toward each land use for which it is assigned. 

2 For any Development Project that meets the applicability cri.teria of Planning 
Code Section 169.3 and includes a Parking Garage or Parking Lot, for the 
purposes of determining the target(s}, all parkin~ spaces ass.oclated with any 
such Parking Garage or Parking Lot shall be assigned to distinct land uses 
categories (A, B, and C) that trigger the TDM Pl~n requirement.within the 
Development Project. The number of such parking spaces assigned to each 
qualifying land use category shall be proportional, so that the percentage 
of total parking spaces assigned to a land use category is equal to the 
percentage of occupied square feet that such land use category represents 
within the total area of qualifying land use categories within the Development 
Project. However, no individual land use category within the Development 
Project shall be assigned such parking spaces in an amount that exceeds 
the maximum amount of parking permitted for the associated land use(s) by 
the Planning Code." 
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TABLE 2-1: LAND USE CATEGORIES AND TARGETS 

Land Use Category Typical Land Use Type # of Parking Spaces proposed by Land Use Target 

@ Retail Base number: O < 4 Base Target: 13 points 

Each additional 2* 1 additional point 

® Office Base number: O < 20 Base Target: 13 points 

Each additional 1 O* 1 additional point 

© Residential Base number: O <20 Base Target: 13 points 

Each additional 1 O* 1 additional point 

@ Other Any # of parking spaces 3 points 

* For each additional parking space proposed above the base target, the number of parking spaces will be rounded up to the next highest target. For example, a 
project within Land Use Category C that proposes 21 parking spaces is subject to a 14 point target. 

with that land use. The TDM Program Standards 
rank the four land use categories, from highest (A) 
to lowest (D), according to the estimated number 
of vehicle trips per parking space provided for that 
primary user: visitors and customers, employees, or 
residents as shown in Table 2-1 . 

Typical types of land uses that fall within each of the 
four land use categories include: Land use ~ategory 
A: formula retail, museums, entertainment venues, 
and grocery stores. Land use category B: office, child 
care facility; school. Land use category C: residential. 
Land use category D: internet service exchange, 
manufacturing, and production, distribution, and 
repair. A complete list of land uses classified from the 
Planning Code into land use categories is included 
as Section 2.2(a)(1) of the TDM Program Standards. 
The rationale for the land use categories is described 
in Chapter 3 in the TDM Technical Justification 
document. 

The TDM Program Standards set_ a base target that 
all Development Projects within land use categories 
A, B, and C are required to meet at 25% of the total 
available number of points in the relevant land use 
categories. The TDM Program Standards allow for 
the base target to change as TOM measures are 
added or removed from the TDM menu of options 

6 TRANSPORTATION DEMAND MANAGEMENT (TOM) 

(menu) or points associated with existing TDM 
measures are refined. As stated in Planning Code 
Section 169 and defined further in the Glossary 
of Terms, each TDM measure on the menu shall 
be designed to reduce Vehicle Miles Traveled by 
residents, tenants, employees, and visitors and 
must be under the control of the property owner. 
This process is described in Section 4 of the TDM 
Program Standards. The TDM Program Standards 
require land uses associated with land use category 
D to achieve a target of three points. The target for 
these land uses is lower than the other three land 
use categories because the land uses within this 
category would not substantially affect Vehicle Miles 
Traveled. The rationale for setting the base target for 
all land use categories is described in Chapter 3 of 
the TDM Technical Justification document. 

2.2(a)(1) Planning Code Land Use Categorization. 
Table 2-2 provides a complete list of land uses 
classified from Planning Code Section 102 into 
the four land use categories described in Section 
2.2(a) of the TDM Program Standards. If a land use 
is not listed in Table 2-2, the Planning Department 
will classify the land use based upon the standards 
provided in Section 2.2(a) of the TDM Program 
Standards for the classifications and consultation 
with the Zoning Administrator. 



TABLE 2-2: PLANNING CODE LAND USE CATEGORIZATION 

Land Use Category Planning Code Definition Title (Section 102) 

® 
Retail 

® 
Office 

© 
Residential 

@ 
Other 

• Adult Business; Automobile Sale or Rental; 
Automotive Use, Retail; 

• Bar; Bona Fide Eating Place; 
• Community Facility; Community Facility, Private; 
• Drive-Up Facility; 
• Eating and Drinking Use; Entertainment, General; 

Entertainment, Nighttime; Entertainment, Outdoor; 
Entertainment, Arts and Recreation, Non­
Commercial; Entertainment, Arts and Recreation, 
Retail; Entertainment, Arts and Recreation Use; 

• Gas Station; Gift Store-Tourist Oriented; Grocery, 
General; Grocery, Specialty; Gym 

• Jewelry Store 
• Job Training 
• Liquor Store 

• Animal Hospital 
• Cat Boarding; Child Care Facility 
• Design Professional 
• Hospital; Hotel 
• Institutional Education Use 
• Kennel 
• Laboratory; Licensed Child Care Facility; Life 

Science 
• Motel 
• Nonprofit Organization 

Residential Use 

• Agriculture, Large-Scale Urban; Agriculture, 
Neighborhood; Automobile Assembly; Automobile 
Wrecking; Automotive Service; Automotive 
Service Station; Automotive Use, Non-Retail; 
Automotive Wash 

• Catering; Community Recycling Collection Center 
• Food, Fiber and Beverage Processing 1; Food 

Fiber and Beverage Processing 2 
• Greenhouse 
• Hazardous Waste Facility 
• Internet Service Exchange 
• JunkYard 
• Livery Stable; Livestock Processing 1; Livestock 

Processing 2 

• Massage, Chair/Foot; Massage Establishment; 
Medical Cannabis Dispensary; Mortuary; Movie 
Theater 

• Non-Auto vehicle Sales or Rental 
• Open Air Sales 
• Pharmacy 
• Religious Institution; Restaurant; Restaurant, 

Limited 
• Service, Financial; Service, Fringe Financial; 

Service, Limited Financial; Service, Personal; 
Service, Retail Professional 

• Sports Stadium 
• Take-Out Food; Tobacco Paraphernalia 

Establishment; Trade Shop 
• Walk-Up Facility 

• Office, General 
• Post-Secondary Educational Institution 
• Residential Care Facility 
• School; Service, Business; Service, Health; 

Service, Instructional; Service, Non-
Retail Professional; Service, Philanthropic 
Administrative; Small Enterprise Workspace 
(S.E.W.); Social Service or Philanthropic Facility 

• Trade Offices; Trade School 

• Manufacturing 1 , Heavy; Manufacturing 2, Heavy; 
Manufacturing 3, Heavy; Manufacturing, Light; 
Maritime Use; Metal Working 

• Open Recreation Area 
• Passive Outdoor Recreation; Power Plant; 

Production, Distribution, and Repair; Public 
Transportation Facility; Public Utilities Yard 

• Service, Ambulance; Service, Motor Vehicle 
Tow; Service, Parcel Delivery; Shipyard; Storage, 
Commercial; Storage, Self; Storage, Volatile 
Materials; Storage, Wholesale; Storage Yard 

• Truck Terminal 
• Utility and Infrastructure; Utility Installation 
• Wholesale Sales; Wireless Telecommunication 

Services (WTS) Facility 
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2.2(a)(2) Mixed Use Projects. The TOM 
Program Standards require each land use within 
a Development Project to be grouped into one 
of the four land use categories. All land uses 
associated with one land use category shall be 
considered to determine the required target. If 
a project involves multiple land use categories, 
each of the land uses within each land use 
category are subject to separate targets. 3 

3 For simplicity sake, the TDM Program Standards refers to a 
Development Project's target in singular form to encompass the whole 
of the project, even in instances where a mixed use project may be 
subject to multiple targets. 

8 TRANSPORTATION DEMAND MANAGEMENT [TOM) 

A project proposes new construction that includes 
25,000 square feet of retail space with five Accessory 
Parking spaces and 100 dwelling units with 50 
Accessory Parking spaces. 

Retail space is identified as land use category A. Land 

use category A has a base target of 13 points. For every 

additional two Accessory Parking spaces provided 

above four, rounding up, one additional point is required. 

Therefore, the land use category C target for this project 
is 14 points. 

Dwelling units are identified as land use category C. 

Land use category C has a base target of 13 points. For 

every additional 1 O Accessory Parking spaces provided 

above 20, rounding up, one additional point is required. 

Therefore, the land use category C target for this project 

is 16 points. 

A property owner proposes new construction that 
includes 7,500 square feet for a gym and 2,000 square 
feet for a restaurant with five Accessory Parking 

spaces, and 50 dwelling units with 24 Accessory 
Parking spaces. 

A gym and a restaurant are both identified as land use 

category A. However, the combined space is less than 

10,000 square. feet. Therefore, the combined space is not 

subject to the TOM Program. 

Dwelling units are identified as land use category C. 
Land use category C has a base target of 13 points. For 

every additional 1 O Accessory Parking spaces provided 

above 20, rounding up, one additional point is required. 

Therefore, the land use category C target for this project 

is 14 points. 



2.2(a) (3) Calculating the Number of Parking 
Spaces Proposed by Land Use Category. The 
TOM Program Standards require a Development 
Project's target to be based on the number of 
Accessory Parking spaces proposed by each land 
use category. For Change ofl}se and additions, 
the target shall be based on the number of "net 
new" Accessory Parking spaces associated with 
the land use category. For new construction and 
Replacement of Use Development Projects, no 
credit shall be given for existing parking. 

New Construction or Replacement of Use: A property 
owner proposes New Construction that includes 100 
dwelling units with 50 Accessory Parking spaces on an 
existing surface parking lot with 50 spaces. 

Residential is identified as land use category C. Land 

use category C has a base target of 13 points. For every 

additional 1 o Accessory Parking spaces provided above 

20, rounding up, one additional point is required. No 

credit is given for existing surface parking. Therefore, the 

land use category C target for this project is 16 points. 

Addition: A property owner proposes a 25,000 square 
foot office Addition with 1 O Accessory Parking spaces 
to an existing 50,000 square foot office building with 
50 existing Accessory Parking spaces. 

Office space is identified as land use category B. Land 

use category B has a base target of 13 point!). Given this 

is an Addition to an existing building, only the associated 

net new Accessory Parking spaces are calculated to 

determine the target. Therefore, the Land Use Category 

B target for this project is 13 points. 

Change of Use: A property owner proposes a Change 
of Use from Production, Distribution, and Repair space 
to Office in an existing 50,000 square foot building with 
20 existing Accessory Parking spaces. The property 
owner proposes to add 53 Accessory Parking spaces. 

Office space is identified as land use category B. Land 

use category B has a base target of 13 points. Given 

this is a Change of Use to an existing building, only 

the associated net new Accessory Parking spaces are 

calculated to determine the target. For every additional 

1 o Accessory Parking spaces provided above 20, 

rounding up, one additional point is required. Therefore, 

the land use category B target for this project is 17 

points. 
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2.2(b) TOM Menu of Options. To achieve the 
target, a property owner can select up to 26 TOM 
measures from the TOM.menu. The TOM Program 
Standards group the 26 TOM measures into eight 
different categories for ease of understanding: 
Active Transportation, Car-share, Delivery, Family, 
High-Occupancy Vehicles, Communications .and 
Information, Land Use, and Parking. However, 
not all TOM measures are applicable to each land 
use category. For example, the On-Site Affordable 
Housing TOM measure is only available to land use 
category C "residential" and is not available to land 
use categories A, B, and D. The menu, including 
TOM measure applicability by land use category and 
point assignment, is provided as Table 2-3. 

Planning Code Section 169.6 provides the 
requirements for the TOM menu. The Section 
requires each TOM measure on the TOM menu to 
be designed to reduce Vehicle Miles Traveled by 
residents, tenants, employees, and visitors and 
must be under the control of the property owner. 
The Section requires each of the TOM measures 
on the menu to be assigned a number of points, 
reflecting its relative effectiveness in reducing Vehicle 
Miles Traveled. This Section requires this relative 
effectiveness determination to be grounded in 
literature review, local data collection, best practices 
research, and/or professional transportation expert 
opinion. The TOM Program Standards provides a 

Til.IHS'QlT.(TIOjtlpj1/llll11U.OWDO'litl.sull(!I: 
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point range for some TOM measures in the TOM 
menu because the point value is dependent upon 
the degree of implementation in the TOM measure 
selected by the property owner or the location in the 
City where the TOM measure will be implemented. 
Further information regarding the assignment of 
points to individual TOM measures for the TOM 
Program Standards is provided in Chapter 4 of the 
TOM Technical Justification document. 

2.2(b)(1) Fact Sheets. The TOM Program Standards 
provide a fact sheet for each TOM measure. Each fact 
sheet includes a description of the TOM measure, the 
land use categories that the measure may be applied 
to, the points value(s) associated with the TOM 
measure, instructions for assigning points (where 
applicable), and compliance requirements during 
development review, prior to occupancy, and on an 
ongoing basis for the Life of the Project. 

In addition, each fact sheet includes relevant 
municipal code references. In some cases, a 
property owner may receive a point value for 
selecting a TOM measure, even if the TOM measure 
is required elsewhere in the Planning Code. For 
example, a property owner can select from four 
options within ACTIVE-2 Bicycle Parking. Option A 
provides one point if the property owner provides 
Class I and II bicycle parking spaces as required by 
Planning Code Section 155.2. The fact sheets are 
included as Appendix A 
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2.2(b)(2) Mixed Use Projects. For projects that 
propose a mix of land uses, the TOM Program 
Standards allow six of the 26 TOM measures in the 
TOM menu to apply to any land use associated 
with a Development Project, assuming that all users 
of the Development Project are able to access 
the TOM measures. The six TOM measures are: 
Improve Walking Conditions, Bicycle Repair Station, 
Delivery Supportive Amenities, Shuttle Bus Service, 
Multimodal Wayfinding Signage, and Real Time 
Transportation Displays. Therefore, a property owner 
developing a TOM Plan for a project that proposes a 
mix of land uses and selecting any of these six TOM 
measures for one I.and use category must select 
the same TDM measure for every other land use 
category. 

A property owner proposes new construction that 
includes 500,000 square feet of office space and 400 
dwelling units. 

Office space is identified as land use category B. 

Residential units are identified as land use category 

C. Of the six TDM measures identified above, the 

property owner for land use category B has selected 

Improve Walking Conditions (Option A), Bicycle Repair 

Station, and Shuttle Bus Service (Option A). Improve 

Walking Conditions requires the property owner to 

make streetscape improvements along or near the 

frontages of the project site. Bicycle Repair Station 

requires an on-site bicycle repair station. The property 

owner will allow this station to be accessed by all 

users of the Development Project. Shuttle Bus Service 

requires a local shuttle bus service to provided free of 

charge to residents, tenants, employees, and visitors. 

Given that these three TDM measures will benefit the 

whole of the Development Project, the property owner 

must also select these three TOM measures for land 

use category C. 

2.2(b)(3) Development Projects With a Substantial 
Amount Of Parking. A Development Project may 
initially propose more Accessory Parking spaces 
than the TOM menu can address. The following are 
the approximate4 maximum number of Accessory 
Parking spaces may be included for Development 
Projects within land use categories A, B, and C. 
Beyond this number of Accessory Parking spaces all 
available points have been exhausted5 (excluding the 
Parking Supply measure): 

» Land use category A (Retail Type Uses) = 56 
parking spaces. 

» Land use category B (Office Type Uses) = 270 
parking spaces. 

» Land use category C (Residential Type Uses) = 
280 parking spaces. 

Given no more TOM measures and points are 
available for these Development Projects, excluding 
the Parking Supply measure, the TOM Program 
Standards require these projects to park at or 
below the neigflborhood parking rate for their land 
use category. The neighborhood parking rate 
requirement is in addition to including all measures 
and points applicable for the land use category in the 
Development Project's TDM Plan. The methodology 
and the rationale for the neighborhood parking 
rate requirement for these Development Projects 
is described in Chapter 4 of the TDM Technical 
Justification Document. 

4 The exact number will vary and will need to be determined by the Planning 
Department if a Development Project approaches this number of Accessory 
Parking spaces. Given some of the TDM measures are based upon location 
or the size or type of the land use associated with the Development Project, 
an approximate number Is given in the TDM Program Standards, instead of 
an exact number. 

5 Chapter 3 of the TDM Technical Justification Document describes the 
methodology for Identifying the total number of available points for each land 
use category, as every TDM measure is not applicable to every land use. In 
addition, this number of Accessory Parking spaces assumes the Shuttle Bus 
Service measure is not available. 
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TABLE 2-3: TOM MENU OF OPTIONS 

Improve Walking Conditions: Option A; or 
--------··-·····-· ··-- --------- ........ 

Improve Walking Conditions: Option B 1 • ® ® ® ( ., 
,_,' 

Bicycle Parking: Option A; or 1 • ® ® ® ® 
Bicycle Parking: Option B; or 2 •• ® ® ® ® 
Bicycle Parking: Option C; or 3 ••• ® ® ® ® 
Bicycle Parking: Option D 4 •••• ® ® ® 
-------~--------------------- ---------- ------

Showers and Lockers 1 • ® ® 0 ® 
--------· --·------

Bike Share Membership: Location A; or 1 • ® ® ® 
Bike Share Membership: Location B 2 •• @ @ @ 

Bicycle Repair Station 1 • ® ® ® I 
,. 

Bicycle Maintenance Services 1 • ® ® ® (! 
------- ---------- ------

1 @ ® ® ® 
------------
1 Iii @ 0 0 { ,'i 

Car-share Parking and Membership: Option A; or 1 • ® ® ® ® 
Car-share Parking and Membership: Option B; or 2 •• ® ® ® ® 
Car-share Parking and Membership: Option C; or 3 ••• ® ® ® ® 
Car-share Parking and Membership: Option D; or 4 ••@• ® ® ® 
Car-share Parking and Membership: Option E 5 ••••• ® ® ® 1'_) 

Delivery Supportive Amenities 1 • ® ® ® 
--------------------------

Provide Delivery Services 1 • @ 0 0 \ -
, 

_. ______________________ 
Family TDM Amenities: Option A; and/or 1 • 0 
Family TDM Amenities: Option B 1 • 0 ____________ .. __________________ ··-----~-------------------~------
On-site Childcare 

Family TDM Package 

Contributions or Incentives for Sustainable Transportation: 

Option A; or 

Contributions or Incentives for Sustainable Transportation: 

Contributions or Incentives for Sustainable Transportation: 

Contributions or Incentives for Sustainable Transportation: 

Option D 

Shuttle Bus Service: Option A; or 

Shuttle Bus Service: Option B 

2 •• 

2 •• 

4 •••• 

6 •••••• 

8 •••••••• 

7 ••••••• 

14 •••••••••••••• 

® 

0 

® 

® 

® 

® 

@ 

@ 

0 
0 

® 
0 

® 

® 

® 

® 

@ 

@ 

® 0 
® 0 
------
® 

® 

® 

® 

® 

@ 

@ 

0 

0 

( -. 

. --------------------------------------- -------~-------

® = applicable to land use category. 

@ = applicable to land use category, see fact sheets for further details regarding project size and/or location. 

® = applicable to land use catgory only if project includes some parking. 

0 = not applicable to land use category. 

-: = project sponsor can select these measures for land use category D, but will not receive points. 
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Vanpool Program: Option B; or 

Vanpool Program: Option C; or 

Vanpool Program: Option D; or 

Vanpool Program: Option E; or 

Vanpool Program: Option F; or 

Vanpool Program: Option G 
-- - ----- ---------------------- -

Multimodal Wayfinding Signage 

•• 
3 ••• 
4 •••• 
5 ••••• 
6 •••••• 
7 ••••••• ------- ----------------------
1 • 

@ @ 
@ @ 
@ @ 
@ @ 

@ @ 

@ @ 
-------·---- --- -----~--- ·---

@ 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

C: 

l,) 
-------------
@ 

------·------------------------~----------------- ---------------------·------------·--

1 • @ 
---~------- -----·-------·----·-------·------------------- ---

1 • \ \ 

Tailored Transportation Marketing Services: Option B; or 2 •• () 

Tailored Transportation Marketing Services: Option C; or 3 • • • @ @ @ 
Tailored Transportation Marketing Services: Option D 4 • • • • @ @ @ u 
-------------~---.. ------- --------------------------------------------------------·-

Healthy Food Retail in Underserved Area 2 • • @ 0 0 0 
------------------·-----------------------------------------------------

On-site Affordable Housing: Option A; or 1 • 0 0 @ 0 
On-site Affordable Housing: Option B; or 

On-site Affordable Housing: Option C; or 

2 •• 

3 ••• 

0 
0 

0 
0 

@ 

@ 

0 
0 

On-site Affordable Housing: Option D · 4 nu 0 0 @ 0 
--------------------------------------------·-------------------------

Unbundle Parking: Location A; or 1 • @® @® @® 
Unbundle Parking: Location B; or 2 

Unbundle Parking: Location C; or 3 

Unbundle Parking: Location D; cir 4 

Unbundle Parking: Location E 5 

•• 
••• 
•••• 
••••• 

@® 
@® 
@® 

@® 
@® 
@® 

@® 
@® 
@® 

@® @® @® 

u 

--~-----------------------------·------------------·--·- -------------------------------~ 

Parking Pricing 2 • • ® ® 0 (1 
------- ---------------~ ---------- -------------·---- -----------~-----~----------~--·---------- ~----------------------

Parking Cash Out: Non-residential Tenants 2 • • ® ® 0 

Parking Supply: Option A; or 

Parking Supply: Option B; or 

Parking Supply: Option C; or 

Parking Supply: Option D; or 

Parking Supply: Option E; or 

Parking Supply: Option F; or 

Parking Supply: Option G; or 

Parking Supply: Option H; or 

Parking Supply: Option I; or 

Parking Supply: Option J; or 

Parking Supply: Option K 

@ = applicable to land use category. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

• 
•• 
••• 
•••• 
••••• 
•••••• 
eeeeeoo 

•••••••• 
••••••••• 
••••••11•••• 

@ = applicable to land use category, see fact sheets for further details regarding project size and/or location. 

® = applicable to land use catgory only if project includes some parking. 

0 = not applicable to land use category. 

' ' = project sponsor can select these measures for land use category D, but will not receive points. 

® 
® 
® 
® 
® 
® 
® 
® 
® 
® 
@ 

® 
® 
® 
® 
® 
® 
® 
® 
® 
® 
@ 

® 
® 
® 
® 
® 
® 
® 
® 
® 
® 
@ 

® 
® 
® 
I l 

' ! 

NOTE: A project sponsor 
can only receive up to 14 
points between HOV-2 and 
HOV-3. 
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2.2(c) TOM Tool. The Planning Department shall 
provide a TOM tool on the Planning Department's 
website. A property owner must use the TOM tool 
to describe basic project characteristics and select 
the TOM measures to be included in the TOM Plan 
Review Application. The target in the TOM tool is 
automatically calculated based upon the number of 
Accessory Parking spaces proposed for the land use 
category. Descriptions for each TOM measure are 
summarized in the TOM tool. 

2.2(d) TOM Plan Review. The Planning Department 
will review each TOM Plan Review Application to 
ensure it is complete. Once deemed complete, 
the Planning Department will review to ensure the 
required target has been achieved by a selection of 
TOM measures for each land use category included 
in the Development Project. The TOM Plan shall be 
reviewed in conjunction with the first Deyelopment 
project Approval. The requirement for a TOM Plan 
shall be incorporated as a Condition of Approval of 
the Development Project. 

In some cases, the Planning Commission may 
modify a Development Project in a way that 
impacts its proposed TOM Plan. For example, the 
Planning Commission may reduce or increase the 
number of parking spaces, bicycle parking spaces, 
car-share spaces, etc. for specific policy reasons 
(e.g., concerns about parking supply in relation to 
a transit-oriented street). Alternatively, the Planning 
Commission may modify a Development Project in 
a way that reduces the overall number of dwelling 
units, which may impact the parking ratio. 
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In the event that the Planning Commission modifies 
a Development Project in a way that results in a 
reduction of the Development Project's total number 
of Accessory Parking spaces, the project's TOM 
Plan may be amended administratively without 
Planning Commission action. Similarly, after Planning 
Commission entitlement and prior to Planning 
Department approval of a Development Project's 
building permit, its TOM Plan may be amended 
administratively. As stated in Planning Code Section 
169.4, the Development Project's TOM Plan shall 
be reviewed and finalized in conjunction with the 
Planning Department approval of a Development 
Project's building permit. 

At the time that the Planning Department approves 
a Development Project's building permit, the 
Development Project shall be subject to the 
TOM Program Standards in effect at the time of 
the approval of the Development Project's first 
Development Project Application. However, a 
Development Project may also choose to use the 
TOM Program Standards in effect at the time the 
Planning Department approves a Development 
Project's building permit. 



TOM Plan Monitoring And 
Reporting 

The TDM Program includes three monitoring and 
reporting processes. The first process occurs prior 
to issuance of the First(Jertificate of Occupancy (San 
Francisco Department of Building Inspection), and 
the second process occurs after the First Certificate 
. of Occupancy is issued by the San Francisco 
Department of Building Inspection and the project 
is operational. An optional third process to revise 
an approved TDM Plan is also provided, which may 
occur at any point after the Development Project's 
entitlement. Section 3 of the TDM Program Standards 
describes all three processes. The Planning 
Department will follow standard enforcement 
procedures, per Planning Code provisions, 
to address any issues of noncompliance with 
monitoring and reporting. Refer to the fact sheets in 
Se.ction 2.2(b)(1) for more details regarding submittal 
requirements for each TDM measure. 

3.1 PRE-OCCUPANCY MONITORING AND REPORTING 

3.1 {a) All Projects. Prior to the issuance of a First 
Certificate of Occupancy, the property owner shall 
facilitate a site inspection by Planning Department 
staff to confirm that all approved physical 117easures 
in the Development Project's TDM Plan have been 
implemented and/or installed. Prior to the site visit, 
Planning Department staff will provide the property 
owner with a copy of the TDM Plan that outlines the 
TDM measures that the property owner is required 
to provide. The administrative fee associated with 
the TDM Plan Review Application covers the cost of 
pre-occupancy monitoring and reporting. 

Planning Code Section 169.5 requires every 
Development Projectsubject to the TOM Program to 
maintain a TOM coordinator. The TOM coordinator's 
responsibilities are defined further in the Glossary 
of Terms. The property owner must provide contact 
information (e.g., name, email address, phone 
number, etc.) for the TDM coordinator, who shall 
coordinate with Planning Department staff on the 
Development Project's compliance with the TOM 
Plan, and schedule a site visit. The TOM coordinator 
shall provide documentation that approved 
programmatic measures in the Development Project's 
TOM Plan have or will be implemented as required. 
For example, the TOM coordinator might include 
additional information regarding an online sign-up 
system for a TDM measure. The TOM coordinator 
will then be required to submit to Planning 
Department staff a copy of the TDM Plan with the 
TOM coordinator contact information and a copy of a 
signed letter stating that the TOM coordinator agrees 
to distribute a copy of the amended TDM Plan with 
new employee packets, tenant lease documents, 
and/or deeds to each new employee or tenant. 
Planning Department staff will review the TOM Plan 
documentation and signed letter as part of a Pre­
Occupancy Monitoring and Reporting Form. 

After the aforementioned is completed, Planning 
Department staff will conduct the. site visit. During 
the site visit, Planning Department staff will verify 
that physical measures are provided as specified in 
the TDM Plan and complete corresponding sections 
of a Pre-Occupancy Monitoring and Reporting 
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Form for programmatic measures. Following the 
site visit for physical measures and submittal of 
any documentation required for physical and 
programmatic measures, Planning Department 
staff will review the documentation and finalize a 
Pre-Occupancy Monitoring and Reporting Form. The 
First Certificate of Occupancy from the Department of 
Building Inspection shall not be issued until the TOM 
coordinator receives an approved Pre-Occupancy 
Monitoring and Reporting Form. 

3.2 ONGOING MONITORING AND REPORTING 

3.2(a) Land Use Categories A, B, and C. Over 
the Life of the Project, Planning Department staff 
will verify that the TOM coordinator is maintaining 
physical measures and continuing to provide 
programmatic measures as specified in the TOM 
Plan. For the Life of the Project, the TOM coordinator 
will submit Ongoing Monitoring and Reporting 
Forms and supporting documentation, along with 
the associated administrative fee. The first Ongoing 
Monitoring and Reporting Form shall be due within 
30 calendar days of the 18 month anniversary of 
the issuance of the First Certificate of Occupancy. 
Subsequent Ongoing Monitoring and Report Forms 
shall also be due within 30 calendar days of the 
18 month anniversary of the issuance of the First 
Certificate of Occupancy. 

A Development Project receives its First Certificate 
of Occupancy on June 1, 2018. 

The 18 month anniversary of the First Certificate of 

Occupancy is December 1, 2019. The first Ongoing 

Monitoring and Reporting Form is due by December 

30, 2019. Subsequent Ongoing Monitoring and 

Reporting Forms are required to be submitted by 

December 3oth of supsequent years (2020, 2021, etc.). 

If a Development Project is in good standing (i.e., 
submits satisfactory Ongoing Monitoring and 
Reporting Forms for five consecutive years), then 
the Development Project's Ongoing Monitoring and 
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Reporting Form requirement shifts to one submittal 
every three years. If, at any time, the Development 
Project fails to demonstrate satisfactory ongoing 
monitoring and reporting, the Development Project 
may be required to revert back to an annual submittal 
schedule until the Development Project again 
demonstrates five consecutive years of satisfactory 
monitoring arid reporting. 

Planning Departmer;it staff will conduct a site visit 
of Development Projects once every three years 
to confirm all approved physical measures in the 
Development Project's TOM Plan continue to be 
implemented and/or installed. TDM coordinators will 
be informed in advance of these site visits. 

3.2(b) Land Use Category D. All TOM measures 
provided as options for land use category D 
projects are physical, rather than programmatic. No 
monitoring and reporting is required for land use 
category D projects on an ongoing basis, although 
site visits may be performed by Planning Department 
staff without being subject to the ongoing 
administrative fee. TOM coordinators will be informed 
in advance of these site visits. 

3.3: TOM PLAN UPDATE (OPTIONAL) 

3.3(a) All Projects. At any time after the Planning 
Department approves a Development Project's 
building permit, the property owner may propose 
an update to the TOM Plan by submitting a TOM 
Plan Update Application. The Planning Department 
shall ensure that the updated TOM Plan meets the 
TOM Program Standards that were in effect at the 
time of the approval of the Development Project's 
first Development Application or the TDM Program 
Standards in effect at the time that the TOM Plan 
Update Application is filed, if elected by the project 
sponsor. Possible reasons that a property owner 
may request review of a TOM Plan by the Planning 
Department include altering the TOM measures 
within the TDM Plan1 or reducing or increasing the 
number of Accessory Parking spaces associated with 
the Development. 

1 As described below in Section 4 of the TOM Program Standards, the point 
values associated with TOM measures may be updated and new TOM 
measures may be added. If these updates have occurred, a TOM coordinator 
can select from and use the associated point values of these updated or new 
measures for their TOM Plan Update. 



FIGURE 3-1: COMPLIANCE PROCESS FLOW CHART 

Refer to Table 3-1 for more details on each compliance step. 

PRE-OCCUPANCY 
MONITORING 
AND REPORTING 

ONGOING 
MONITORING 
AND 
REPORTING 
lyltfii 

TOM PLAN 
UPDATE 
I OPTIONAL I 

0 

®® 

Site visit 
scheduled 

18 Months 

Ongoing Monitoring 
and Reporting Statement 

Annually* 

File TOM Plan Update 
Application 

After project entitlement 

Pre-Occupancy 
Site Visit 

Site visits 
Every 3 years 

Review I Revise 
.TOM Plan 

Pre-Occupancy Monitoring 
·and Reporting Form 

l 

First Certificate of 
Occupancy issued 

RESPONSIBLE PARTIES: 

TOM Coordinator @ 
Property Owner @ 

City Staff® 

Department of Building Inspection @ 

® 

Post New TOM Plan 
on website 

www.sfplanning.org 

* Development Projects in good standing (with five consecutive years ofTDM Plan compliance) will be shifted to a triennial compliance' schedule, whereby an 
Ongoing Monitoring and. Reporting Statement will be required once every three years. 
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TABLE 3-1: COMPLIANCE PROCESS - EXPLANATION 

Phase & Timmg Action (Responsible Party) Description 

Pre-Occupancy Monitoring O Site visit scheduled 
and Reporting (City staff/TOM coordinator) 

Prior to issuance of the First 

Certificate of Occupancy 

Certificate of Occupancy 
issued 

Ongoing Monitoring and 
Rep<?rting 

Annually* over the Life of the 

Project - commences 18 months 

after the issuance of the First 

Certificate of Occupancy. 

TOM Plan Update 
{Optional) 

Any time after the Development 

Project is entitled 

f) Pre-Occupancy Site Visit 
(City staff/property owner) 

0 Pre-Occupancy Monitoring 
and Reporting Form 
(City staff) 

O First Certificate of Occupancy 
issued 
(San Francisco Department of 

Building Inspection) 

G Ongoing Monitoring and 
Reporting Statement 
(City staff/property owner) 

O Site visits 
(City staff/TOM coordinator) 

CD File TOM Plan Update 
Application 
(property owner) 

® Review/Revise TOM Plan 
(City staff) 

® Post New TOM Plan 
(City staff) 

Once all of the physical measures are completed and 

the Development Project is ready for occupancy, the 

TOM coordinator contacts the City to schedule a site 

visit. 

City staff will conduct a site visit with the property 

owner to verify that all physical measures (bicycle 

parking, signage, etc.) have been included as planned. 

Following the site visit for physical measures and 

submittal of any documentation required for physical 

and programmatic measures, City staff will review 

the documentation and finalize a Pre-Occupancy 

Monitoring and Reporting Form. 

Once the building is occupied, the TOM coordinator 

is required to submit an Ongoing Monitming and 

Reporting Statement with an administrative fee. City 

staff will review the statement to ensure compliance 

with the TOM Plan. Enforcement steps will be taken, if 

needed, to attain compliance status. 

City staff will conduct a site visit of Development 

Projects once every three years to confirm all approved 

physical measures in the Development Project's TOM 

Plan continue to be implemented and/or installed. 

At any time after the Development Project's 

entitlement, the property owner may voluntarily initiate 

review of the previously approved TOM Plan, by 

filing a TOM Plan Update Application, along with an 

administrative fee. 

City staff will review the TOM Plan along with any 

proposed changes and work with the project sponsor 

to revise the TOM Plan. 

City staff will upload the new TOM Plan to the Planning 

Department website. 

* Development Projects in good standing (with five consecutive years ofTDM Plan compliance) will be shifted to a triennial compliance schedule, whereby an 
Ongoing Monitoring and Reporting Statement will be required every three years. 
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TOM Program Updates 

This section describes how TDM Program updates 
may be made by the Planning Department or the 
Planning Commission, including potential updates 
to the TDM menu, and the reporting requirements to 
City decision-makers. More explanation regardir:ig 
potential future updates is provided in Chapter 5 of 
the TDM Technical Justification document. Updates 
and reporting may occur at the same time. 

4.1 TOM MENU UPDATES 

TDM is an evolving field and new technological 
advances occur regularly. Potential updates to the 
TDM menu may occur, consistent with the dynamic 
nature of the TDM field. The purpose of the updates 
will be to reflect new findings on the efficacy of the 
measures in the TDM menu or for measures not 
previously included in the TDM menu. City staff 
will continue to conduct research and collect and 
analyze data in support of the TDM Program. 

Proposed updates could include the addition 
or removal of TDM measures, or adjustment of 
definitions, points, or monitoring and reporting 
actions associated with TDM measures. Proposed 
updates will be made in consultation with San 
Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency and 
San Francisco County Transportation Authority staff. 
Minor updates will be issued at the discretion of the 
Planning Director or designee. Substantive updates 
will require Planning Commission approval prior to 
being implemented. A Development Project subject 

to the TDM Program will only be allowed to use the 
updates after they have been issued or approved. 

The Planning Department will also provide the 
opportunity for San Francisco Department of 
Environment staff to provide input to Planning 
Department staff for any proposed substantive 
updates regarding (a), (b), and (c) below prior to any 
Planning Commission hearing of said updates. 

Substantive updates requiring Planning Commission 
approval are defined as follows: 

(a) proposed addition of a new or removal of an 
existing measure to the TDM menu; 

(b) proposed increase or decrease of five points or 
more for an existing measure on the TDM menu; 

(c) proposed increases or decreases related to 
multiple existing TOM menu measures that result in a 
cumulative change of 1 O points or more (increase or 
decrease); 

(d) proposed increase or decrease of a base target 
for any land use category by three points or more; or 

(e) any changes to the fact sheets that would result 
in any change in the property owner's obligations 
when implementing that TOM measure. Each of 
these substantive updates is described in more detail 
below. 
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4.1 (a) Addition or Removal of TOM Measures. 
Any newly proposed TOM measure must meet 
the definition of a TOM measure as defined in the 
TOM Program Standards. If the measure meets this 
definition, City staff will assign point values according 
to the efficacy of the new measure in reducing 

· Vehicle Miles Traveled, relative to other measures 
in the TOM menu, with more effective measures 
assigned higher point values than less effective 
measures. City staff determination of the relative 
efficacy of new measures will be consistent with the 
methodology used to assign points to existing TOM 
measures. This methodology is grounded in literature 
review, local data collection, best practice research, 
and professional transportation expert opinion. 
Any new TOM measure proposed to be added to 
the menu will also require Planning Commission 
approval. 

A TOM measure may be recommended for removal 
by City staff to the Planning Commission if the 
methodology described above determines that this 
TOM measure no longer qualifies as a TOM measure 
as defined in the TOM Program Standards. Any 
measure proposed to be removed from the menu will 
require Planning Commission approval. 

4.1 (b) Increase or Decrease of Five Points or 
. More for an Existing TOM Measure. When a point 
value associated with an existing TOM measure is 
proposed to be changed by City staff, based upon 
the methodology described in Section 4.1 (a) of the 
TOM Program Standards, increases or decreases of 
five points or more will require Planning Commission 
approval. Such approval is required for one-time 
point value amendments of five or more points, as 
well as cumulative point value amendments over 
time. For cumulative point value amendments, the 
Planning Commission approval is required at the 
point when the cumulative difference reaches five or 
more points. 
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4.1 (c) Increase or Decrease of 1 o Points or More 
for Multiple Existing Measures. When the total, raw 
point values associated with multiple existing TOM 
measures is proposed to be changed by City staff, 
based upon the methodology described in Section 
4.1 (a) of the TOM Program Standards, increases or 
decreases of 10 points or more will require Planning 
Commission approval. The increase or decrease in 
point value for multiple existing TOM measures of 1 O 
points does not have to occur all at once, but once 
cumulative point value increases or decreases of 1 O 
or more points from any prior Planning Commission 
approval to TOM menu updates, the increase or 
decrease will require Planning Commission approval. 

No Planning Commission Approval 

The Planning Commission approved updates to the TOM 

menu in 2020. Since that time, the point values of four 

TDM measures have changed: two TDM measures have 

increased by two points and two TDM measures have 

decreased by two points. This results in a cumulative 

point value change of eight points. No Planning 

Commission approval is required until the cumulative 

point value change is 1 o points. 

Planning Commission Approval 

The Planning Commission approved updates to the 

TDM menu in 2020. Since that time, the point values of 

four TDM measures have changed: one TDM measure 

has increased by three points, one TDM measure 

has increased by two points, one TDM measure has 

decreased by three points, and one TDM measure has 

decreased by two points. This results in a cumulative 

point value change of 1 O points. Planning Commission 

approval is required and the cumulative point value 

changes will start over again after Planning Commission 

approval. 



4.1 (d) Increase or Decrease of a Target for any 
Land Use Category by Three Points or More. 
As discussed in Section 3 of the TOM Program 
Standards, the base target that all Development 
Projects within land use categories A, B, and C are 
required to meet is set at 25% of the total available 
number of points for each land use category. Given 
this, the base target may change as TOM measures 
are added or removed from the TOM menu or points 
associated with existing measures are refined as 
described above. An alternative methodology based 
on all new development's contribution to a city 
or regional Vehicle Miles Traveled reduction goal 
could also inform the base targets in the future. For 
example, a city or regional goal for new development 
may be adopted separately as part of a regional plan 
(e.g., Plan Bay Area) or City/County plan (e.g., San 
Francisco Countywide Transportation Plan). The 
Planning Commission must review and approve any 
TOM menu update that increases or decreases the 
base target for a land use category by three points or 
more. 

4.1 (e) Updates to Fact Sheets. Planning 
Commission approval is required for any changes 
to the fact sheets that would result in any change in 
the property owner's obligations when implementing 
that TOM measure, as determined by the Zoning 
Administrator. For example, a property owner can 
select from four options in measure ACTIVE-2 
Bicycle Parking. Each option specifies the number 
of bicycle parking spaces required per land use · 
associated with the Development Project. Planning 
Commission approval would be required if the 
number of bicycle parking spaces associated with an 
option is recommended for change. Clarifying text 
edits or documentation necessary to demonstrate 
compliance with individual measures are not 
considered substantive updates and would not be 
subject to Planning Commission approval. 

4.2 TOM PROGRAM REPORTING 

In addition to the menu updates described above, 
under Planning Code Section 169.6(c) every 
four years, following the periodic updates to San 
Francisco Countywide Transportation Plan prepared 
by the County Transportation Agency, the Planning 
Department shall prepare a report analyzing the 
implementation of the TOM Program and describing 
any proposed or past changes to the TOM Program 
Standards. The Planning Department shall present 
such report to the Planning Commission and Board 
of Supervisors during public hearings. 

The report will include, at a minimum, the following 
information, as applicable: 

» The number and size (units, square footage, 
parking spaces, etc.) of projects subject to the 
TOM Program, including the number of projects 
added since the last report and a breakdown 
of measures that have been selected; status of 
projects (under development review; entitled; 
under construction; occupied); and monitoring 
reports noting the number of projects reviews, 
rates of compliance, and any concerns associated 
with occupied projects; 

» Any updates to the TOM menu that occurred since 
the last report (or could coincide with this report); 

» Trends in the TOM field, including a summary of 
empirical research conducted by City staff since 
the last report; 

» Recommended changes to the TOM Program, 
other than the TOM menu described above, based 
upon experience administering the TDM Program 
and best practice research; and 

» Other relevant findings associated with the TOM 
Program. 
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Glossary of Terms 

Affordable Housing. Refer to Planning 

Code Section 401 . 

Base target. The minimum number 

of points a Development Project must 

achieve in order to comply with the TDM 

Program, which is based on the amount 

of Accessory Parking provided, and is 

aimed at reducing Vehicle Miles Traveled. 

Car-share Service. Refer to Planning 

Code Section 166. 

Car-share Vehicle. Refer to Planning 

Code Section 166. 

Cash-Out. Refer to California Health and 

Safety Code §43845. 

Certified Car-share Organization. Refer 

to Planning Code Section 166. 

Change of Use. Refer to Planning Code 

Section 401 . 

Class 1 Bicycle Parking Spaces. Refer 

to Planning Code Section 155.1. 

Class 2 Bicycle Parking Spaces. Refer 

to Planning Code Section 155.1. 

Condition(s) of Approval. Refer to 

Planning Code Section 102. 

Development Application. Refer to 

Planning Code Section 401. 

Development Project. Refer to Planning 

Code Section 401. 

Development Project Approval. Refer to 

Planning Code Section 169. 

Dwelling Unit. Refer to Planning Code 

Section 102. 

First Certificate of Occupancy. Refer to 

Planning Code Section 401. 

Floor Area, Occupied. Refer to Planning 

Code Section 102. 

Land use categories. The four land use 

categories defined for the purposes of 

applying the TDM Program Standards. The 

land use categories are A, B, C, and D. 

Life of the Project. Refer to Planning 

Code Section 401. 

Locker. Refer to f)lanningCode Section 

155.1. 

Monitored Parking (Bicycle). Refer to 

PlanningCode Section 155.1 . 

Neighborhood parking rate. The 

neighborhood parking rate refers to the 

number of Accessory Parking spaces 

provided per Dwelling Unit or per 1,000 

square feet of non-residential uses. A full 

description of the methodology for the 

neighborhood parking rate is included 

in Appendix B of the TOM Technical 

Justification document and may be 

refined overtime. 

Off-Street Car-share Parking Space. 

Refer to Planning Code Section 166, 

except that any such spaces may not 

be occupied by other vehicles when no 

certified car-share organization can make 

use of the dedicated car-share spaces. 

Ongoing Monitoring and Reporting 

Forms. The forms required to be 

submitted by a property owner as part 

of ongoing monitoring and reporting 

requirements for the TOM Program. 
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Parking, Accessory. Accessory Parking is 

the number of Accessory Parking spaces 

. that are only to be used for storage of 

private passenger automobiles, private 

automobile trailers and boats, and trucks 

of a rated capacity not exceeding three­

quarters of a· ton. In addition, Accessory 

Parking spaces must not exceed the 

amounts permitted by Planning Code 

Section 151 (c), or Table 151.1. The total 

number of Accessory Parking spaces 

is the total number of parked cars 

accommodated in the Development 

Project, regardless of the arrangement 

of parking, and shall include all spaces 

accessed by mechanical means, valet, 

or non-independently accessible means. 

For the purposes of determining the 

total number of cars parked, the area of 

an individual parking space, except for 

those spaces specifically designated for 

persons with physical disabilities, may not 

exceed 185 square feet, including spaces 

in tandem, or in parking lifts, elevators 

or other means of vertical stacking. Any 

off-street surface area accessible to 

motor vehicles with a width of 7.5 feet 

and a length of 17 feet {127.5 square feet) 

not otherwise designated on plans as a 

parking space may be considered and 

counted as an off-street parking space at 

the discretion of the Zoning Administrator 

if the Zoning Administrator, in considering 

the possibility for tandem and valet 

arrangements, determines that such area 

is likely to be used for parking a vehicle 

on a regular basis and that such area is 

not necessary for the exclusive purpose 

of vehicular circulation to the parking or 

loading facilities ot11erwise permitted. In 
reviewing the total number of Accessory 

Parking spaces with a Development 

Project, the Development Project shall be 

considered in its entirety. 

Physical measure. A physical measure 

is an individual TOM measure included 

in a TOM Plan that can be touched and 

seen. Examples of such TDM measures 

are Accessory Parking, car-share, and 

bicycle parking spaces. Components of 

an individual physical TOM measure may 

be programmatic. 
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Pre-Occupancy Monitoring and 

Reporting Forms. The forms required 

to be submitted by a property owner as 

part of pre-occupancy monitoring and 

reporting requirements. 

Programmatic measure. A programmatic 

measure is an individual TDM measure 

included in a TOM Plan that cannot be 

touched or seen. Examples of such TOM 

measures are services, contributions, or 

incentives. Components of an individual 

programmatic TOM measure may also be 

physical. 

Property owner. Refer to Planning 

Code Section 166. The property owner 

may designate a representative to 

communicate with Planning Department 

staff regarding the TOM Plan (i.e., TOM 

coordinator). 

Replacement of Use. Refer to Planning 

Code Section 102. 

Streetscape Improvements. Refer to 

Planning Code Section 138.1. 

Target. A number of points a 

Development Project must achieve in 

order to comply with the TOM Program, 

which is based on the amount of 

Accessory Parking provided, and is aimed 

at reducing Vehicle Miles Traveled. 

Transportation Demand Management 

or TOM. Refer to Planning Code Section 

169. 

Transportation Demand Management 

(TOM) coordinator. The project sponsor 

of a Development Project subject to the 

requirements of Planning Code Section 

169 must designate a TOM coordinator. 

The TOM coordinator rriay be an 

employee for the Development Project 

(e.g., property manager) or the project 

sponsor may contract with a third-party 

provider{s) of TOM (e.g., transportation 

brokerage services as required for certain 

projects pursuant to Planning Code 

Section 163). The TOM coordinator shall 
be delegated authority to coordinate and 

implement the TOM Plan. 

The purpose of the TDM coordinator is 

to provide oversight and management of 

the project's TOM Plan implementation. 

In this way, a single representative of 

the property owner is aware of and 

responsible for the orderly and timely 

implementation of all aspects of the TOM 

Plan, and can adequately manage the 

components of the TOM Plan. This is 

especially important when implementation 

of individual measures is undertaken 

by different individuals or entities. The 
TOM coordinator may also implement 

certain elements of the TOM Plan, thereby 

also acting as a provider of certain 

programmatic measures (see detail 

below). 

The primary responsibilities of the TOM 

coordinator are: 

• To serve as a liaison to the San 

Francisco Planning Department 

regarding the TOM Plan for the 

Development Project, including 

notifying the San Francisco Planning 

Department of new contract information 

if TDM coordinator changes; 

• To facilitate City staff access to relevant 

portions of the property to conduct site 

visits, surveys, inspection of physical 

measures, and/or other empirical data 

collection, and facilitate in-person, 

phone, and/or e-mail or web-based 

interviews with residents, tenants, 

employees, and/or visitors; 

• To ensure that TOM measures 

required for the Development Project 

are implemented. This will include 

certifying that physical (e.g., requisite 

bicycle parking supply and quality; 

bicycle repair station; car-share 

parking, etc.) and programmatic (e.g., 



tailored transportation marketing 

services, contributions or incentives 

for sustainable transportation, etc.) 

measures for the building are in 

place for the time period agreed to in 

the conditions of approval and that 

they are provided at the standard of 

quality described in the TOM Program 

Standards; 

• To prepare and submit ongoing 

compliance forms and supporting 

documentation to the Planning 

Department; 

• To request a TOM Plan review by 

Planning Department staff if changes to 

the plan are desired; and 

• To work with Planning Department 

staff to correct any violations through 

enforcement proceedings, if necessary. 

The TOM coordinator should participate 

in any trainings/workshops offered by the 

City, on a regular basis, as they become 

available (e.g., on.an annual basis). 

Transportation Demand Management 

(TOM) measure. As stated in Planning 

Code Section 169, each TOM measure 

on the menu shall be designed to reduce 

Vehicle Miles Traveled by residents, 

tenants, employees, and visitors and 

must be under the control of the property 

owner. A reduction in Vehicle Miles 

Traveled may result from shifting vehicle 

trips to other sustainable travel modes 

or reducing vehicle trips, increasing 

vehicle occupancy, or reducing the 

average vehicle trip length. Measures 

may accomplish this in one or more of 

the following ways, with some measures 

fitting within .multiple categories: 

Shifting Vehicle Trips to Sustainable 

Modes or Reducing Vehicle Trips 

A TOM measure may accomplish t11is by 

increasing the appeal and convenience of 

sustainable modes by providing: 

• Bicycles and bicycle-oriented 

amenities. 

• Elements that promote walking 

including amenities and safety features. 

• Communications, contributions, and 

incentives such as transportation 

marketing, real time transportation 

information displays, on-site 

signage, campaigns to promote 

use of sustainable modes, passes 

or memberships, or sustainable 

transportation allowances. 

A TOM measure may accomplish this by 

supporting access and mobility without 

having to own a personal vehicle: 

• Supporting car-sh&re or other shared 

vehicle types by providing space and 

memberships for such vehicles and 

services. 

• Enabling deliveries by_providing 

delivery services or delivery supportive 

amenities. 

A TOM measure may accomplish this by 

reducing vehicle trips by: 

• Limiting on-site parking; 

• Managing parking including pricing 

parking, unbundling parking from 

housing or commercial space costs, or 

offering parking cash out to employees. 

• Including uses where demographics 

indicate lower vehicle trip generation 

rates (e.g., on-site affordable housing). 

Increasing Vehicle Occupancy 

A TOM measure may accomplish this by: 

• Offering vanpool programs or shuttle 

bus services. 

Reducing Vehicle Trip Length 

A TOM measure may accomplish this by: 

• Increasing land use diversity noticeably 

to affect travel behavior in the 

surrounding (e.g., on-site childcare, 

grocery store in a food desert). 

Transportation Demand Management 

(TOM) menu of options (menu). 

The menu of TDM measures that a 

Development Project may choose to 

achieve its minimum TOM target. 

Transportation Demand Management 

(TOM) Plan. Refer to Planning Code 
Section 169. -

Transportation Demand Management 

(TOM) Plan Application. The application 

that is required to be submitted for the 

review of a proposed TOM Plan. 

Transportation Demand Management 

(TOM) Program. Refer to Planning Code 

Section 169. 

Transportation Demand Management 

(TOM) Plan Update Application. 

The application required to update an 

approved TDM Plan, or have City staff 

review an approved TOM Plan. 

Vanpool. Refer to Environment Code 
Section 427. - . 

Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT). Refer to 

Planning Code Section 169. 

DRAFT JULY 2016 TDM PROGRAM STANDARDS 25 





' \' I f 



TOM MENU OF OPTIONS 

CATEGORY MEASURE 

Improve Walking Conditions: Option A - B 
Provide streetscape improvements to encourage walking. 

Bicycle Parking: Options A • D 
Provide secure bicycle parking, more spaces given more points. 

Showers and Lockers 

Bike Share Membership: Locations A • B 
Provide a bike share r:nembership to residents and employees for one point, another 
point given for each project within the Bike Share Network. 

Bicycle Repair Station 

Bicycle Maintenance Services 

Fleet of Bicycles 

Bicycle Valet Parking 

Car-share Parking and Membership: Options A - E 

Delivery Supportive Amenities 

Provide Delivery Services 

Family TOM Amenities: Options A • B 

On-site Childcare 

Family TOM Package 

POINTS 

1 

•••• 1-4 

1 

•• 1-2 

1 

1 

1 

1 

••••• 1-5 

• 1 

• 1 

1 

2 

•• 2 
------- -----·· -- -·-------- ·----------·----~-- --·----- -----~- ----------- -- --·- -------- ----------------- ----- . ------·-- ------ - ------ ------·--· 

Contributions or Incentives for Sustainable Transportation: Options A - D 

Shuttle Bus Service: Options A - B 

Vanpool Program: Options A - G 

Multimodal Wayfinding Signage 

Real Time Transportation Information Displays 

Tailored Transportation Marketing Services: Options A - D 

Healthy Food Retail in Underserved Area 

On-site Affordable Housing: Options A - D 

Unbundle Parking: Locations A - E 

Short Term Daily Parking Provision 

Parking Cash Out: Non-residential Tenants 

Parking Supply: Option A - K 

NOTE: A project sponsor can only receive up to 14 points between HOV-2 and HOV-3. 

Cover photo by Jrm Maurer, Flickr CC BY-NC-ND 2.0 

•••••••• 2-8 

•••••••••••••• 7-14 

••••••• 1-7 

1 

• 1 

•••• 1-4 

•• 2 

•••• 1-4 

••••• 1-5 

•• 2 

•• 2 



Introduction 

Appendix A includes the information on all of 
the Transportation Demand Management (TDM) 
measures included on the TOM menu of options. 

The TDM measures are grouped into the following 
eight categories: 

ACTIVE 
TRANSPORTATION 

DELIVERY 

HIGH OCCUPANCY 
VEHICLES 

LAND USE 

v. 07.19.2016 

CAR-SHARE 

FAMILY 

INFORMATION & 
COMMUNICATIONS 

PARKING 
MANAGEMENT 

There is a cover sheet preceding each category of 
measures that describes the nature of the category 
of measures; this includes how the measures within 
that category relate to one another, and how the 
measures reduce vehicle miles traveled (VMT). 

OPTIONS 

Many of the TOM measures on the menu of options 
include different options within the same measure. 
These options are called out with letters, "Option 
A, Option B, Option C ... " and so forth. The 
options define the particular conditions that lead 
to a different point value awarded within· a TDM 
measure, different ways that a TOM measure may 
be applied, how a TDM measure may be applied 
under various circumstances (project site location, 
project size, or land use type, etc.}, or various levels 
of implementation. 

Example 1. ACTIVE-1 Improve Walking Conditions 
includes two options. Option A is applicable to 
Development Projects that meet certain criteria 
under Planning Code Section 138.1 with regard to 
the size of the project site (in particular the length 
of the project site's frontages onto public rights-of 
way). Option Bis offered to Development Projects 
that have smaller project sites that do not meet the 
criteria identified for Option A. 

Example 2. HOV-1 Contributions or Incentives 
· for Sustainable Transportation includes four 
options. Here, the options are focused on a range 
of point values assigned for different levels of 
implementation. The measure includes financial 
incentives to ride public transportation in the form 
of subsidized transit passes. The guidelines for 
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providing the subsidies are the same across all 
of the options; the options identify four levels of 
subsidy and corresponding point values. Option A 
is a 25% subsidy (two points), Option Bis a 50% 
subsidy (4 points), Option C is a 75% subsidy (6 
points) and Option 0 is a 100% subsidy (8 points). 

ON THE FACT SHEETS 

Each fact sheet includes the following information: 

TOM Measure (including Options). This language 
describes the measure itself including, a description 
of the transportation amenity being provided, the 
amount/frequency of this amenity, and the property 
owner's responsibilities with regard to this measure 
over the Life of the Project. 

Applicability. The applicability section states which 
land use categories the measure applies to among 
land use categories A, B, C, and D (see Table 2-2: 
Planning Code Land Use Categorization in the TOM 
Program Standards for a complete list of categorized 
land use types). In some cases, additional 
applicability information is also supplied. Additional 
information typically relates to the size and/or 
location of the Development Project. Example. 
INF0~2 Real Time Transportation Information 
Displays is applicable to Development Projects tn all 
land use categories "particularly if the project site is 
within % mile of the Muni Rapid Transit Network and/ 
or a regional transit hub (such as Caltrain or a BART 
station)." 

Points. The points section identifies the number 
of points awarded for the selection ofthe TOM 
measure. In some cases there are a range of point 
values assigned. Here, it is important to carefully 
review each option, as the options provide key 
details on how to earn a particular number of points 
for the measure. 

Compliance Information. The compliance 
information section includes information about 
the property owner's actions and obligations 
during the three identified compliance phases; the 
Development Review phase, the Pre-occupancy 
Monitoring and Reporting phase, and the Pre­
occupancy Monitoring and Reporting phase (see 

Figure 3-1: Compliance Process Flow Chart in 
the TOM Program Standards for more detail). 
Information on each compliance phase includes: 

» Development Review. This section documents 
what the property owner must provide with the 
TOM Review Application in order to document 
how the TOM measure would be implemented 
so that City staff may confirm that the TOM 
measure meets the criteria in the TOM fact sheet, 
is in compliance with relevant municipal code 
sections, and so that the appropriate point value 
may be assigned. 

» Pre-occupancy Monitoring and Reporting. This 
section documents what the property owner must 
provide prior to the pre-occupancy site visit, to 
be conducted by City staff prior to the issuance 
of the first Certificate of Occupancy by the 
Department of Building Inspection. 

» Ongoing Monitoring and Reporting. This 
section documents what the property owner 
must provide on an ongoing basis throughout 
the Life of the Project to show that the TOM 
measure continues to be correctly and 
appropriately implemented. This information is 
typically required on a annual basis starting 18 
months after the issuance of the first Certificate 
of Occupancy by the Department of Building 
Inspection. However, for Development Projects in 
good standing, that have met all of the ongoing 
monitoring and reporting requirements for 
five consecutive years, this requirement may 
be shifted to a triennial requirement, whereby 
materials are required to be submitted once every 
three years. 

Relevant Municipal Code(s). This includes a list 
of (and links to) relevant sections of municipal code 
that apply to the TOM measure. The most typical 
references are to the San Franci.sco Planning Code 
because some measures may be required, at some 
level, elsewhere within the Planning Code. Other 
references are to state legislation, the San Francisco 
Environment Code, Zoning Administrator Bulletins, 
etc. It is important to review the references prior to 
selecting a TOM measure, as these references may 
contain key details. 



I 

This category of measures encourages active modes 
of transportation, including trips made by walking or 
cycling. The measures within this category include 
amenities to make travel by active modes safer and 
more convenient including streetscape elements, a 
fleet of bicycles, bicycle parking (including valet parking 
at large events), showers and clothes lockers, bicycle 
repair st9tions or services, and/or subsidized bike share 
memberships. 

v. 07.19.2016 

I 
Encouraging trips by active modes may also encourage 
trips by transit. first because every transit trip has a 
walk trip associated with it, and second because walking 
and bicycling provide a "last mile" solution to connect 
major transit stations to final destinations. 

Lastly, contributions to bike share memberships provide 
a(:cess to and incentives for the use of a network of 
bicycles for last-mile, short trip, or multi-destination 
trips. It also can help relieve crowding on particularly 
congested transit lines. 
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TRANSPORTATION DEMAND MANAGEMENT MEASURES: 
ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION 

Improve Walking Conditions 

TOM MEASURE: 

The streetscape improvements shall include, at a minimum: 

POINTS: 

For large projects as defined by and subject to planning Code Section 138. I , the 
property owner shall complete streetscape improvements consistent with the Better 
Streets Plan and any local streetscape plan so that the public right-of-way is S;3.fe, 
accessible, convenient and attractive to persons walking. 

» The recommended sidewalk width adjacent to the property, unless the recommended 
sidewalk width is determined to be infeasible or undesirable by City staff; 

» The required streetscape elements; AND one of the following: 

» Ten additional streetscape elements identified by City staff that contribute to VMT 
reduction/increased walking1; OR 

» Five of the additional streetscape elements identified by City staff, PLUS the 
recommended sidewalk adjacent to and beyond the project site (but not to exceed 
50 feet beyond the project site in any direction), unless the recommended sidewalk 
width is determined to be infeasible or undesirable by City staff; OR 

» Five of the additional streetscape elements identified by City staff, P"-US the 
Development Project provides a minimum of two Safety Tools identified in the 
WalkFirst toolkit1 if the Development Project is located on a High-Injury Corridor2• 

APPLICABILITY: 

This measure is required for some projects under Planning 
Code Section 138.1, however, this measure is applicable 
to.any project in any land use category that could benefit 
from an enhanced pedestrian realm, including Development 
Projects that would serve sensitive or vulnerable 
populations, such as children and the elderly and/or for 
projects that are located along a High-Injury Corridor. 

POINTS: 

1 • 
NOTE: To receive 

points for this 

measure, the 

improvements cannot 

be credited towards 

an In-Kind Agreement. 

1 
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Improve Walking Conditions 

For projects not subject to the large project requirements of Planning Code s.ection 
138.1, the propefiy owner shall complete streetscape improvements consistent with the 
13etter StreetsPlan and any local streetscape plan. The streetscape improvements shall 
include: 

» The recommended sidewalk width, unless the recommended sidewalk width is 
determined to be infeasible or undesirable by City staff; 

» The required streetscape elements; AND one of the following: 

» Five of the additional streetscape elements identified by City staff; OR 

» The Development Project provides a minimum of two Scifety Tools identified in the 
WalkFirst toolkit2 if the Development Project is located on a High-Injury Qorridor3. 

ACTIVE-1 

POINT~: 

1 



Improve Walking Conditions ACTIVE-1 

DEVELOPMENT 
REVIEW: 

PRE-OCCUPANCY 
MONITORING AND 
REPORTING: 

ONGOING 
MONITORING AND 
REPORTING: 

RELEVANT 
MUNICIPAL 
CODECS): 

NOTES: 

The property owner shall submit a streetscape plan and sections that show the 
location, design, and dimensions of existing and proposed pedestrian-oriented 
streetscape elements along the project frontage(s). 

SFMTA and Planning Department staff shall review the proposed streetscape 
plan during the development review process to provide a staff recommendation 
regarding the streetscape improvements. If the Streetscape Design Advisory Team 
(SDAT) recommends that the streetscape improvements should be approved, the 
Development Project shall receive the points outlined above. 

The TDM coordinator shall facilitate a site inspection by Planning Department 
staff to verify that the standards specified as conditions of Planning, SFMTA, 
Public Works, and/or Fire Department approval are met. If the property owner 
is responsible for funding, but not constructing/implementing the streetscape 
elements, then the property owner shall provide documentation that they have 
submitted the appropriate fees to the City. 

Additionally, City staff shall provide the TDM coordinator with a copy of the 
approved TDM Plan. The TDM coordinator will provide City staff with a signed 
letter agreeing to distribute the TDM Plan via new employee packets, tenant lease 
documents, and/or deeds. 

The property owner shall maintain all streetscape improvements in good repair, and 
repair or replace, as needed, unless the maintenance and ownership of specific 
streetscape elements have been transferred to the City. The property owner shall 
submit photographs to verify maintenance. City staff shall ensure that the standards 
and minimums identified in the Planning Code and/or those specified in the project 
approvals by Planning, SFMTA, Public Works, Fire, or other Departments are 
met. City staff will perform one site visit every three years to verify that the project 
continues to meet the standards specified in the project approvals. 

San Francisco Planning Code Section 138.1, Charter Section 4.105, 
Public Works Code Section 708.1. 

1 Within Table 1 of Section 138.1 of the San Francisco Planning Code, property owners can choose from item #s, which reduce VMT/increase 
walking: 3, 4, 5, 7, 8, 9, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 23, 24, 26, 27, 28, 32. The property owner can construct or install these items or provide 
funding to the City to construct or install them on the sidewalk or street right of way adjacent to and beyond the project site {but not to exceed 50 
feet beyond the project site in any direction). 

2 The property owner can construct or install the WalkFirst toolkit Safety Tools, http://walkfirst.sfplanning.org/, or provide funding to the City to 
construct or install them. · 

3 http://walkfirst.sfplanning.org/index.php/home/streets 
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TRANSPORTATION DEMAND MANAGEMENT MEASURES: 
ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION 

Bicycle Parking 

TOM MEASURE: 

The property owner may choose ONE of the following options to provide Class 1 and/or Class 2 
Bicycle Parking spaces as defined by the Planning Code: 

POINTS: 

Residential: Class 1 and~ bicycle parking spaces as required by the Planning Code. 

Office: Class 1 and 2 bicycle parking spaces as required by the Planning Code. 

Retail: Class1 and 2 bicycle parking spaces as required by the Planning Code. 

1 

POINTS: 

Residential: One Class1 Bicycle Parking space for each Dwelling Unit, and two Class 2 2 
Bicycle Parking spaces for every 20 pwelling Units. 

Office: One Cla.ss 1 Bicycle Parking space for every 2,500 square feet of OccupiedFloor 
Area, and two Class 2 Bicycle P~rking spaces for every 25,000 square feet of Occupied 
Floor Area. 

Retail: One Class 1 Bicycle Parking space for every 3,750 square feet of Occupied Floor 
Area, and one Class 2 Bicycle Parking space for every 750 square feet of Occupied Floor 
Area; or five percent of the maximum number of visitors which the project is designed to 
accommodate, whichever is less. 

APPLICABILITY: 

This measure is required for some projects under Planning Code Section 
155.2, and is applicable to Development Projects in any land use category. 

POINTS: 

1-4 0000 
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Bicycle Parking ACTIVE-2 

POINTS: 

Residential: One and a half Class 1 Bicycle Parking spaces for each Dwelling Unit, and 3 
three Class 2 Bicycle Parking spaces for every 20 Dwelling Units . 

. Office: One Class 1 Bicycle Parking space for every 1,667 square feet of Occupied floor 
j\rea, and three Class 2 Bicycle Parking spaces for every 25,000 square feet of Qccupied 
Floor Area. 

Retail: One Class 1 Bicycle Parking space for every 2,500 square feet of Occupied flQ()r 
j\rea, and two Class 2 Bicycle Parking spaces for every 750 square feet of Occupied Floor 
j\rea or 1 O percent of the maximum number of visitors which the project is designed to 
accommodate, whichever is less. 

POINTS: 

Residential: For each DwellingUnit, one and half Cla.ss 1 Bicycle Parking spaces or one 4 
Class 1 Bicycle Parking space for each bedroom, whichever is greater, and four Class 2 
Bicycle Parking spaces for every 20 !)welling Units. 

Office: One Class 1 Bicycle Parking space for every 1,250 square feet of Occupi~dFl09r 
j\rea., and four Class 2 Bicycle Parking spaces for every 25,000 square feet of Occupied 
Floor Area. 

Retail: One Class 1 Bicycle Parking space for every 1 ,875 square feet of Qccupiedfl()()r 
Area, and three glass 2 Bicycle Parking spaces for every 750 square feet of Occupied 
Floor Area or 20 percent of the maximum number of visitors which the project is designed 
to accommodate, whichever is less. 



Bicycle Parking ACTIVE-2 

DEVELOPMENT 
REVIEW: 

PRE-OCCUPANCY 
MONITORING AND 
REPORTING: 

ONGOING 
MONITORING AND 
REPORTING: 

RELEVANT 
MUNICIPAL 
CODE(S): 

NOTES: 

The P.ro. perty owner shall submit plans that identify the amount, type (Class 1 or 
' -- ·-· ,._____ -

Class 2), and location of bicycle parking. City staff shall review the plans to ensure 
that the bicycly parking spaces provided meet the standards and minimums 
identified in the Planning Code, Zoning AdministratorBulletin f\Jo. 9, and/or those 
specified in this measure. City staff shall assign points based on the level of 
implementation. Class 1 Bicycle Parking spaces provided in excess of Planning 
Code requirements may vary from Planning Code standards as to location and 
spacing, provided that the intent of the standards regarding convenience and 
security is preserved. 

The TDM coordinator shall facilitate a site inspection by Planning Department 
staff to verify that the bicycle parking meets the standards specified in the project 
approvals. 

Additionally, City staff shall provide the TOM coordinator with a copy of the 
approved TDM Plan. The TDM coordinator will provide City staff with a signed 
letter agreeing to distribute the TDM Plan via new employee packets, tenant lease 
documents, and/or deeds. 

The property owner shall provide photographs of the bicycle parking. City staff shall 
verify that the standards specified in the project approvals are met. City staff will 
perform one site visit every three years to verify that the project continues to meet the 
standards specified in the project approvals. 

San Francisco Planning Code Sections 155.1, 155.2, 155.3 and 430. 

1 At least five percent of all Class 1 Bicycle Parking spaces provided in excess of Planning Code requirements shall be designed to accommodate 
cargo bicycles. The number of Class 2 Bicycle Parking spaces in excess of Planning Code requirements may be reduced by up to 50 percent 
provided all Class 2 spaces provided are free to patrons of the project; located in one or more on-site facilities; easily accessible; monitored; 
protected from inclement weather; and designed and operated to reasonably allow patrons the ability to retrieve their bicycle. 
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TRANSPORTATION DEMAND MANAGEMENT MEASURES: 
ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION 

Showers and Clothes Lockers 

TOM MEASURE: 

The Development Project shall provide at least one shower and at least six clothes lockers for every 
30 Class 1 Bicycle Parking spaces, but no fewer than the number of showers and clothes lockers 
that are required by the Planning Code, if any. 

DEVELOPMENT 
REVIEW: 

PRE-OCCUPANCY 
MONITORING AND 
REPORTING: 

ONGOING 
MONITORING AND 
REPORTING: 

RELEVANT 
MUNICIPAL 
CODECS): 

APPLICABILITY: 

The property owner shall submit plans that identify the location and number of 
showers and clothes lockers. City staff shall review the proposed plan to ensure 
that the showers and clothes lockers meet the standards and minimums identified 
in the Planning Code or those specified in this measure. 

The TDM coordinator shall facilitate a site inspection by Planning Department staff 
to verify that the showers and clothes lockers have been constructed and meet the 
standards specified in the project approvals. 

Additionally, City staff shall provide the TDM coordinatorwith a copy of the 
approved TDM Plan. The TDM coordinator will provide City staff with a signed 
letter agreeing to distribute the TOM Plan via new employee packets, tenant lease 
documents, and/or deeds. 

The property owner shall provide photographs of the showers and clothes lockers. 
City staff shall verify that the standards specified in the project approvals are 
met. City staff will perform one site visit every three years to verify that the project 
continues to meet the standards specified in the project approvals. 

San Francisco Planning Code Section 155.4. 

POINTS: 

This measure is required for some non-residential projects under Planning 
Code Section 155.4; and is applicable to any non-residential Development 
Project (land use categories A, B, and D), particularly if the project site is 
along or near bicycle lane facilities. 

1 • 
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TRANSPORTATION DEMAND MANAGEMENT MEASURES: 
ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION 

Bike Share Membership 

TDM MEASURE: 

The property owner shall proactively offer one complimentary bike share membership to each 
Dwelling.Unit and/or employee1, at least once annually, for the Life of the Project or a shorter period 
if a bike sharing program ceases to exist. If requested by a resident and/or employee, the property· 
owner shall pay for memberships minimally equivalent to the cost of one annual BayArea Bike Share 
(or a similar successor entity) membership per Dwelling Unit and/or employee2

• The cost of the 
membership shall be determined at the time of project approval and increased annually to reflect the 
two-year average consumer price index change for the San Francisco/San Jose Primary Metropolitan 
Statistical Area or the change in the cost of the membership, whichever is less. The residents and 
employees shall pay all other costs associated with the bike share membership, including hourly 
fees. 

One point if the project site is located more than 1,000 feet from an existing or 
proposed Bay Area Bike Share station; OR 

Two points if the project site is located within 1,000 feet of an existing or planned 
Bay Area Bike Share station. 

APPLICABILITY: POINTS: 

1-2 00 

POINTS: 

1 

POINTS: 

2 

This measure is applicable to Development Projects in any land 
use category, particularly if the project site is within 1,000 feet of an 
existing or proposed Bay Area Bike Share station and along or near 
bicycle lane facilities. · · ·· (assuming 100 percent subsidy ) 
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Bike Share Membership ACTIVE-4 

DEVELOPMENT 
REVIEW: 

PRE-OCCUPANCY 
MONITORING AND 
REPORTING: 

ONGOING 
MONITORING AND 
REPORTING: 

RELEVANT 
MUNICIPAL 
CODECS): 

NOTES: 

The measure must be included in the Development Project's TOM Plan. 

City staff shall provide the TOM coordinator with a copy of the approved TOM 
Plan. The TOM coordinator will provide City staff with a signed letter agreeing to 
distribute the TOM Plan via new employee packets, tenant lease documents, and/ . 
or deeds. 

If available, the TOM coordinator will also submit any additional information 
regarding this measure (e.g., online sign-up portals or additional marketing 
materials) that demonstrates how the propertygvvner will offer bike share 
memberships. City staff may cont9ct the TOM coordinator for further information 
regarding this measure. 

The property owner shall submit Bay j.\r~a Bi~eShare invoices with any sensitive 
billing information redacted and any other marketing materials that have been 
provided to residents and employees to describe the available membership benefits. 

None. 

1 Although the property owner may opt to provide an annual membership to all employees, the requirement is one membership per full time 
employee. 

2 Full compliance means that the property owner offers one membership per employee and/or Dwelling Unit regardless of whether or not the 
memberships are accepted. 



TRANSPORTATION DEMAND MANAGEMENT MEASURES: 
ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION 

Bicycle Repair Station 

TOM MEASURE: 

The Development Project shall include a bicycle repair station consisting of a designated, secure 
area within the building, such as within a bicycle storage room or in the building garage, where 
bicycle maintenance tools and supplies are readily available on a permanent basis and offered in 
good condition to encourage bicycling. Tools and supplies should include, at a minimum, those 
necessary for fixing a flat tire, adjusting a chain, and performing other basic bicycle maintenance. 
Available tools should include, at a minimum, a bicycle pump, wrenches, a chain tool, lubricants, tire 
levers, hex keys/Allen wrenches, torx keys, screwdrivers, and spoke wrenches .. 

DEVELOPMENT 
REVIEW: 

PRE-OCCUPANCY 
MONITORING AND 
REPORTING: 

APPLICABILITY: 

The property ovmer shall submit plans that identify the location of the on-site 
bicycle repair station. The property owner shall provide a description of the 
amenities to be provided, a means of providing access to all residents and tenants, 
and a plan for maintaining these amenities. City staff shall review the plans and 
description to ensure the bike repair station meets the standards and minimums 
specified in this measure. 

The TOM coordinator shall facilitate a site inspection by Planning Department staff 
to verify that the on-site bicycle repair station meets the standards specified in the 
project approvals. 

Additionally, City staff shall provide the TOM coordinator with a copy of the 
approved TOM Plan. The TDM coordinator will provide City staff with a signed 
letter agreeing to distribute the TDM Plan via new employee packets, tenant lease 
documents, and/or deeds. 

POINTS: 

This measure is applicable to Development Projects in any land use category, 
particularly if the project site is along or near bicycle lane facilities. 1 • 
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Bicycle Repair Station ACTIVE-5A 

ONGOING 
MONITORING AND 
REPORTING 

RELEVANT 
MUNICIPAL 
CODECS): 

The property ()IJllner shall submit photographs demonstrating that tools continue 
to be in place, maintained, and available to tenants and residents. City staff shall 
verify the continued operation of the on-site bicycle repair station. City staff will 
perform one site visit every three years to verify that the project continues to meet 
the standards specified in the project approvals. 

None. 



TRANSPORTATION DEMAND MANAGEMENT MEASURES: 
ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION 

Bicycle Maintenance Services 

TOM MEASURE: 

The property owner shall offer bicycle maintenance services to each Dwelling Unit and/or employee, 
at least once annually, for 40 years. If requested by the Dwelling Unit and/or employee, the property 
owner shall pay for bicycle maintenance services minimally equivalent to the cost of one annual 
bicycle tune-up per Dwelling Unit and/or employee. Tune-ups include inspection and adjustment of 
brakes, derailleur/shifting mechanism, and cables, and chain cleaning and inspection for wear and 
tear on all bicycle components. The cost of a basic tune-up shall be estimated in consultation with 
local bicycle repair shops. 

The maintenance ~ervices shall be provided through an on-call bicycle mechanic, or through 
vouchers for nearby bicycle shops. 

DEVELOPMENT 
REVIEW: 

PRE-OCCUPANCY 
MONITORING AND 
REPORTING: 

APPLICABILITY: 

The measure must be included in the Development Project's TOM Plan. 

City staff shall provide the TDM coordinator with a copy of the approved TDM 
Plan. The TDM coordinator will provide City staff with a signed letter agreeing to 
distribute the TDM Plan via new employee packets, tenant lease documents, and/ 
or deeds. 

If available, the TDM coordinator will also submit any additional information 
regarding this measure (e.g., the value of the reimbursement, instructions for using 
an online sign-up portal, or marketing/instructional materials) that demonstrates 
how the property owner will offer bicycle maintenance services. City staff may 
contact the TDM coordinator for further information regarding this measure. 

POINTS: 

This measure is applicable to Development Projects in any land use category, 
particularly if the project site is along or near bicycle lane facilities. 1 • 
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Bicycle Repair Station ACTIVE-58 

ONGOING 
MONITORING AND 
REPORTING: 

RELEVANT 
MUNICIPAL 
CODECS): 

The pr()perty owner shall submit invoices for services (with sensitive billing 
information redacted) or vouchers provided within the last year, and documentation 
of marketing materials for the service (e.g. announcements in lobbies, e-mail blasts, 
etc.) 

None. 



TRANSPORTATION DEMAND MANAGEMENT MEASURES: 
ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION 

Fleet of Bicycles 

TDM MEASURE: 

The Development Project shall provide a fleet of bicycles for residents, visitors, and/or employees 
for their use to encourage bicycling. The number of bicycles in the fleet shall be equivalent to the 
number of qass 2 Bicycle Parking spaces required by the Planning Code, at a minimum five bicycles 
must be provided. The property owner shall ensure that bicycles are properly stored and maintained, 
and shall provide additional Class 1 Bicycle Parking-beyond the amount required by the Planning 
Code-to accommodate these bicycles. Secure bicycle parking shall be provided for the fleet of 
bicycles within an easily accessible bicycle room, a bicycle cage, or clothes Lockers. The property 
owner shall provide helmets, locks, lights, baskets, and other amenities to facilitate convenient use of 
the fleet of bicycles. Electric-powered bicycles are encouraged. 

DEVELOPMENT 
REVIEW: 

The property owner shall submit plans that identify the location of the Class 1 
Bicycle Parking for the fleet of bicycles. City staff shall review the proposed plan to 
ensure that the fleet of bicycles would be properly housed and easily accessed. 

PRE-OCCUPANCY The TOM coordinator shall facilitate a site inspection by Planning Department staff 
MONITORING AND to verify that the Class 1 Bicycle Parking, the fleet of bicycles, and related amenities 
REPORTING: 

meet the standards specified in the project approvals. 

APPLICABILITY: 

Additionally, City staff shall provide the TOM coordinator with a copy of the 
approved TOM Plan. The TOM coordinator will provide City staff with a signed 
letter agreeing to distribute the TOM Plan via new employee packets, tenant lease 
documents, and/or deeds. 

POINTS: 

This measure is applicable to Development Projects in any land use category, 
particularly if the project site is along or near protected bicycle lane facilities. 1 • 
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Fleet of Resident/Employee Bicycles . ACTIVE-6 

ONGOING 
MONITORING AND 
REPORTING: 

RELEVANT 
MUNICIPAL 
CODECS): 

The prop13rty owner shall submit photographs and receipts with sensitive billing 
information redacted to verify the ongoing maintenance and operation of the fleet 
of bicycles as specified in the approved project. City staff will perform one site 
visit every three years to verify that the project continues to meet the standards 
specified in the project approvals. 

None. 



TRANSPORTATION DEMAND MANAGEMENT MEASURES: 
ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION 

Bicycle Valet Parking 

TOM MEASURE: 

For all events where the anticipated number of attendees is greater than 1,000 people, the property 
owner shall provide Monitored Parking for bicycles designed to accommodate at least 20 percent of 
the event attendees. The monitored bicycle parking must be available to attendees at least one hour 
before the start of the event until at least 30 minutes after the end of the event. The Mcmitored Parking 
for bicycles shall be located within a one block radius of a regular entrance to the event. Since the 
parking will be temporary in nature, it likely will need to be staffed in ·order to be properly supplied. 

DEVELOPMENT 
REVIEW: 

The property owner shall identify a potential space·for bicycle valet parking. 

PRE-OCCUPANCY The TDM coordinator shall facilitate a site inspection by Planning Department staff 
MONITORING AND to verify that there is suitable space for bicycle valet per the project approvals. 
REPORTING: 

ONGOING 
MONITORING AND 
REPORTING: 

The property owner shall submit a schedule of events held during the last year 
and date-stamped photographs showing bicycle valet at the events where it 
was provided or receipts with any sensitive billing information redacted showing 
ongoing contracting for bicycle valet services that meet the standards specified in 
the project approvals, and documentation of marketing materials for the service. 

Additionally, City staff shall provide the TDM coordinator with a copy of the 
approved TDM Plan. The TDM coordinator will provide City staff with a signed 
letter agreeing to distribute the TDM Plan via new employee packets, tenant lease 
documents, and/or deeds. 

RELEVANT Planning Code Section 155.1 and Transportation Code Section 6.15,. 
MUNICIPAL 
CODECS): 

APPLICABILITY: POINTS: 

This measure is applicable to Development Project that are expected to 
generate at least 12 events annually with more than 1,000 attendees. 1 • 
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Availability of car-share vehicles reduces the need for 
individual vehicle ownership, which, in turn, reduces 
the number of Vehicle Miles Traveled by individuals. 
Car-share provides vehicles for those trips that are not 
convenient to make by transit. walking, or bicycling, 
such as large shopping trips. Subsidizing car-:share 

V. 07.19.2016 

membership creates a higher demand for car-share 
vehicles and may reduce the barrier for individuals to try 
car-share services. As a result, the membership options 
within this category are paired with provision of a higher 
number of car-share spaces. 
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TRANSPORTATION DEMAND MANAGEMENT MEASURES: 
CAR-SHARE 

Car-Share Parking and 
Membership 

TOM MEASURE: 

The property owner shall offer memberships to a certified car-share organization, at least once 
ann1,1ally, to each Dwelling Unit and/or employee1 for the Life ()f the Project and/or provide car-share 
parking spaces as specified below. If requested by the resident and/or employee, the property owner 
shall pay for memberships minimally equivalent to the cost of one annual membership per Dwelling 
Unit and/or employee. The cost of the membership shall be determined at the time of project 
approval and 'increased annually to reflect the two-year average consumer price index change for 

· the San Francisco/San Jose Primary Metropolitan Statistical Area or the change in the cost of the 
membership, whichever is less. Residents or employees shall pay all other costs associated with 
the car-share usage, including hourly fees. The car-share parking spaces shall meet the availability 
and specifications required in the Planning Code, and Zo11ing Administrator Bulletin Nb. 6. Car-share 
parking spaces required for Option C may be waived if no Accessory Parking is provided for the 
project. The property owner may choose ONE of the following five options: 

Residential: Car-share parking spaces as required by the Planning Code. 

Office: Car-share parking spaces as required by the Planning Code. 

Retail: Car-share parking spaces as required by the Planning Code. 

APPLICABILITY: 

This measure is applicable to Development Projects in any land 
use category. 

POINTS: 

1-5 000000 

POINTS: 

1 
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Car-Share 

Residential: One car-share parking space for every 80 Dwelling L)nits, with a minimum of 
two car-share parking spaces. 

Office: One car-share parking space for each 20,000 square feet of ()ccupied Floor Area, 
with a minimum of two car-share parking spaces. 

Retail: Two car-share parking spaces for each 20,000 square feet of Occupied Floor 
Area, with a minimum of four car-share parking spaces. 

Residential: One car-share membership for each Dvvelling Unit, and car-share parking 
spaces as required by the Planning Code. 

Office: One car-share membership to each employee, and car-share parking spaces as 
required by the Planning Code. 

Retail: One car-share membership to each employee, and car-share parking spaces as 
required by the Planning Code. 

Residential: One car-share membership for each Dwelling Unit, and one car-share 
parking space for every 80 Dwelling Units, with a minimum of two car-share parking 
spaces. 

Office: One car-share membership to each employee, and one car-share parking space 
for each 20,000 square feet of Occupied Flo()r Area, with a minimum of two car-share 
parking spaces. 

Retail: One car-share membership to each employee, and two car-share parking spaces 
for each 20,000 square feet of Occupiecj Floor ,A.rea, with a minimum of four car-share 
parking spaces. 

CSHARE-1 

POINTS: 

2 

POINTS: 

3 

POINTS: 

4 



Car-Share 

Residential: One car-share membership for each Dwelling Unit, and one car-share 
parking space for every 40 car-share memberships provided, with a minimum of three 
car-share parking spaces. 

Office: One car-share membership to each employee, and one car-share parking space 
for every 10,000 square feet of Occupied Floor Area, with a minimum of three car-share 
parking spaces. 

Retail: One car-share membership to each employee, and two car-share parking spaces 
for every 10,000 square feet of Occupied Floor Area, with a minimum of three car-share 
parking spaces. 

CSHARE-1 · 

POINTS: 

5 
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Car-Share 

DEVELOPMENT 
REVIEW: 

PRE-OCCUPANCY 
MONITORING AND 
REPORTING: 

ONGOING 
MONITORING AND 
REPORTING: 

RELEVANT 
MUNICIPAL 
CODECS): 

NOTES: 

CSHARE-1 

The pr()perty ovvner shall select an option and submit plans that identify the car­
share parking spaces, The measure must be included in the Development Project's 
TOM Plan. City staff will assign points based on the level of implementation. 

The TOM coordinator shall facilitate a site inspection by Planning Department staff 
to verify that the car-share parking meets the standards specified in the Planning 
Code and the project approvals. 

Additionally, City staff shall provide the TOM coordinator with a copy of the 
approved TOM Plan. The TOM coord.inator will provide City staff with a signed 
letter agreeing to distribute the TOM Plan via new employee packets, tenant lease 
documents, and/or deeds. 

The property ovvner shall submit invoices or receipts with any sensitive billing 
information redacted and document the total number of employees and/or occupied 
[)vvelling Units and the number of memberships purchased within the last year2• City 
staff shall verify that the .standards and minimums identified in the Planning Code and 
those specified in the project approvals are met3. 

San Francisco planning Code Sectioni:; 1.51 ~1 and 166. 

1 Although the property owner may opt to provide an annual membership to.all employees, the requirement is one membership per full time 
employee. 

2 Full compliance means that the property owner offers one membership per employee and/or Dwelling Unit regardless of whether or not the 
memberships are accepted. 

3 If a property owner offers the off-street car-share spaces to a certified car-share organization for two consecutive ongoing reporting periods and no 
certified car-share organization agrees to use the spaces, the property owner must file a TDM Plan Update Application to revise the TDM Plan with 
new measures to ensure that. the target is achieved. 

For Option D, for all car-share spaces that are provided, above and beyond the Planning Code requirements, up to 15 percent of the car-share 
parking spaces and memberships may be substituted with spaces and memberships for another shared vehicle type. Other shared vehicle types 
include: scooters, motorized bicycles and/or other motorized vehicles. 

The maximum number of car-share spaces for any Development Project is 50 spaces. 



ELIVE 

Providing delivery services and facilitating deliveries help 
to reduce the need for individual vehicle ownership. For 
example, providing delivery services for groceries and 
sundry items, and facilitating delivery with a refrigerated 
storage area allow grocery shopping to be accomplished 

v. 07.19.2016 

without a private vehicle. Further, providing deliveries of 
food, laundry, dry cleaning, etc. consolidates trips to and 
from a central location into one trip with multiple stops, 
thus reducing Vehicle Miles Traveled. 
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TRANSPORTATION DEMAND MANAGEMENT MEASURES: 
DELIVERY 

Delivery Supportive Amenities 

TOM MEASURE: 

The Development Project shall facilitate delivery services by providing a staffed reception area for 
receipt of deliveries, and offering one of the following: (1) clothes lockers· for delivery services, (2) 
temporary storage for package deliveries, laundry deliveries, and other deliveries, or (3) providing 
temporary refrigeration for grocery deliveries, and/or including other delivery supportive measures as 
proposed by the property OWQer that may reduce Vehicle Miles Traveled per household by reducing 
number of trips that may otherwise have been by single occupancy vehicle. 

DEVELOPMENT 
REVIEW: 

PRE-OCCUPANCY 
MONITORING AND 
REPORTING: 

ONGOING 
MONITORING AND 
REPORTING: 

APPLICABILITY: 

The property ownE~r shall describe the delivery supportive amenities to be provided 
and submit plans that identify the location of the amenities. 

The TOM coordinator shall facilitate a site inspection by Planning Department staff 
to verify that the physical measures, such as a staffed desk, clothes Lockers for 
larger deliveries, refrigerator for groceries, etc., have been constructed and meet 
the standards specified in the project approvals. 

Additionally, City staff shall provide the TOM coordinator with a copy of the 
approved TOM Plan. The TOM coordinator will provide City staff with a signed 
letter agreeing to distribute the TOM Plan via new employee packets, tenant lease 
documents,. and/or deeds. 

The property owner shall submit photographs to verify the continued availability and 
operation of delivery supportive amenities. City staff will perform one site visit every 
three years to verify that the project continues to meet the standards specified in the 
project approvals. 

POINTS: 

This measure is applicable to any Development Project in any land use 
category. However, it is best suited to larger residential (land use category 1 • 
C) and office (land use Category B) developments and/or other employment 
centers, such as large retail (land use category A) and institutional uses (land 
use Category B), particularly in locations with low auto mode share. 
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Delivery Supportive Amenities 

RELEVANT 
MUNICIPAL 
CODECS): 

None .. 

DELIVERV-1 



TRANSPORTATION DEMAND MANAGEMENT MEASURES: 
DELIVERY 

Provide Delivery Services 

TOM MEASURE: 

The Development Project shall provide delivery services that reduce Vehicle Miles Traveled from 
single-stop motorized deliveries. The provided services may include deliveries by bicycle, on foot, or 
in a delivery vehicle that makes multiple stops. Delivery services should be provided during normal 
business hours. 

DEVELOPMENT 
REVIEW: 

PRE-OCCUPANCY 
MONITORING AND 
REPORTING: 

ONGOING 
MONITORING AND 
REPORTING: 

RELEVANT 
MUNICIPAL 
CODECS): 

APPLICABILITY: 

The measure must be included in the Development Project's TOM Plan. 

City staff shall provide the TOM coordinator with a copy of the approved TOM 
Plan. The TOM coordinator will provide City Staff with a signed letl;er agreeing to 
distribute the TOM Plan via new employee packets, tenant lease documents, and/ 
or deeds. 

The property owner shall submit copies of marketing materials offering delivery 
services and invoices with any sensitive billing information redacted to verify the 
continued provision of delivery services. 

None. 

POINTS: 

This measure is applicable to Development Projects in land use category A. It 
is best suited to retail uses of any size, particularly grocery stores, or uses that 
may require deliveries of larger goods. 

1 • 
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I 

The theme of this category is to address the particular 
challenges that families face in making trips without 
a p_rivate vehicle, including large shopping trips, and 
transportation to and from childcare providers, school, 
etc. These measures acknowledge the complementary 
and synergistic effects of family-supportive measures 
in the TOM menu when packaged together as a suite of 
measures. 

v. 07.19.2016 

This category of measures is generally focused on 
buildings with a higher likelihood of families as 
residents, but also highlights the benefits of providing 
on-site childcare for any land use. Family-oriented units 
are typically considered to be units with at least two 
bedrooms. Some of these measures are only applicable 
to buildings that meet the dwelling unit mix identified in 
Planning Code Section 207.6(c)[2). 
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TRANSPORTATION DEMAND MANAGEMENT MEASURES: 
FAMILY 

Family TOM Amenities 

TOM MEASURE: 

To address particular challenges that families face in making trips without a private vehicle, the 
property owner shall provide one or both of the following options: 

POINTS: 

Amenities: On-site secure location for storage of personal car seats, strollers, and cargo 1 
bicycles or other large bicycles. Personal car seat storage should be located near off-
street car-share parking space(s). 

Amenities: One shopping cart for every 1 O residential units and one cargo bicycle for 
every 20 Dwelling Units. All equipment shall be kept clean and well maintained. 

APPLICABILITY: 

This measure is applicable to residential 
Development Projects {land use category C), 
particularly those with larger Dwelling Units. 

POINTS: 

1-2 00 

One point for each 

up to two points. 

POINTS: 

1 
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Family TOM Amenities FAMILY~t 

DEVELOPMENT 
REVIEW: 

PRE-OCCUPANCY 
MONITORING AND 
REPORTING: 

ONGOING 
MONITORING AND 
REPORTING: 

RELEVANT 
MUNICIPAL 
CODECS): 

The property owner shall submit plans that identify the location of the space for the 
amenities. City staff will review the proposed plan to ensure that the amenities meet 
the standards and minimums specified in this measure and assign points based on 
the level of implementation. 

For Options A and B, the TOM coordinator shall facilitate a site inspection by 
Planning Department staff to verify that the amenities have been constructed anq/ 
or provided as specified in the project approvals. City staff will verify that there is a 
system in place to make amenities accessible to tenants that meets the standards 
specified in the project approvals. 

Additionally, City staff shall provide the TOM coordinator with a copy of the 
approved TOM Plan. The TOM coordinator will provide City staff with a signed 
letter agreeing to distribute the TOM Plan via new employee packets, tenant lease 
documents, and/or deeds. 

For Option A, the property ()\nmer shall submit photographs of the secured storage 
spaces or an inventory of assigned storage spaces. For Option B, the propeity 
owner shall submit documentation tracking the use of the shared amenities to verify 
that the carts and cargo bicycles remain available to tenants. City staff will perform 
one site visit every three years to verify that the project continues to meet the 

. standards specified in the project approvals. 

San Francisco Planning Code Section 207.6(c)(2.) .. . . - - . - ~. -- - - - - - - . - ~ - - .. - . - . 



TRANSPORTATION DEMAND MANAGEMENT MEASURES: 
FAMILY 

On-site Childcare 

TOM MEASURE: 

The Development Project shall include an on-site childcare facility to reduce commuting distances 
between households, places of employment, and childcare. The on-site childcare facility must 
comply with all state and City requirements, including provisions within the San Francisco Planning 
Code. 

DEVELOPMENT 
REVIEW: 

The property owner shall describe the childcare facility space and submit plans 
that identify the location of the space for the childcare facility. City staff shall review 
the proposed plans to ensure that the child care facility meets the standards and 
minimums specified in this measure and the Planning Code. 

PRE-OCCUPANCY The TDM Coordinator shall facilitate a site inspection by Planning Department staff 
MONITORING AND to verify that the childcare space has been constructed as specified in the project 
REPORTING: approvals. 

ONGOING 
MONITORING AND 
REPORTING: 

APPLICABILITY: 

Additionally, City staff shall provide the TDM coordinator with a copy of the 
approved TDM Plan. The TDM coordinator will provide City staff with a signed 
letter agreeing to distribute the TDM Plan via new employee packets, tenant lease 
documents, and/or deeds. 

The property owner shall submit a letter from the contracted childcare provider that 
includes a description of the services provided (days of the week, hours, etc.) and 
the provider's contact information to verify the availability on-site childcare services, 
OR if no childcare provider has been retained, document outreach efforts to childcare 
providers. City staff will perform one site visit every three years to verify that the 
project continues to meet the standards specified in the project approvals. 

POINTS: 

This measure is applicable to Development Projects in land use categories 
A, B, and C. 2 •• 
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On~site Childcare FAMILY-2 

RELEVANT 
MUNICIPAL 
CODECS): 

San Francisco Planning Qode Secti()nl:) .q.1 Lh!J (as related to the provision of on-site 
childcare only, off-site and/or in-lieu fee payment options do not apply), 414.11 and 
414.13. 



TRANSPORTATION DEMAND MANAGEMENT MEASURES: 
FAMILY 

Family TOM Package 

TOM MEASURE: 

For residential Development Projects that meet the dwelling unit mix requirements in Planning Code 
Section 207.6(<;)(2), a property owner shall include all of the following measures: 

» CSHARE-1: Car-Share Parking and Membership Option D or E; AND 
» FAMILY-1: Family TOM Amenities, Options A and B. 

ONE of the following Car-share measures: 

tml 
C·SHARE-10 CSHARE-1E 

AND BOTl'.1 of the following Family TOM _:,Amenities measures: 

FAMILV-1A 

APPLICABILITY: 

This measure is applicable to residential 
Development Projects (land use category C), 
that meet the dwelling unit mix requirements in 
Planning Code Section 207.6(c){2). 

V. 07.19.2016 

POINTS: 

2 •• 
Two points beyond those already 

stipulated in the individual measures, 

and only if the Development Project 

includes both of the measures, and 

all of the required options. 
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Family TOM Package FAMllY-3 

DEVELOPMENT 
REVIEW: 

The property owner shall meet the requirements specified in CSHARE-1 and 
FAMILY-1. 

PRE-OCCUPANCY The property ovvner shall meet the requirements specified in CSHARE-1 and 
MONITORING AND FAMILY-1. 
REPORTING: 

ONGOING 
MONITORING AND 
REPORTING: 

RELEVANT 
MUNICIPAL 
CODE(S): 

Additionally, City staff shall provide the TDM coordinator with a copy of the 
approved TDM Plan. The TDM coordinator will provide City staff with a signed 
letter agreeing to distribute the TDM Plan via new employee packets, tenant lease 
documents, and/or deeds. 

The property ovvner shall meet the requirements specified in CSHARE-1 and 
FAMILY-1. 

See the Planning Code Sections for each individual measure. 



I 
I 

The premise of this category is to get multiple people 
heading in the same (or similar) general direction for 
a trip to make that trip in a high occupancy vehicle 
(HOV). HOV are commonly defined as vehicles that are 
occupied by more than one person, or more than two 
people (depending on the vehicle type) for the purposes 
of governing high occupancy vehicle travel lanes. For 
the purposes of the TOM Program, the vehicles involved 
in this category of measures are typically larger than 
private vehicles with multiple passengers. This category 
of measures is currently focused on vanpools, private 
shuttle services and public transportation vehicles, as 
detailed further within the relevant fact sheets. 

v. 07.19.2016 

More specifically, the provision of complimentary 
vanpool or shuttle se·rvices, or contributions 
or incentives for publicly-provided sustainable 
transportation options encourage residents, visitors, 
tenants, and/or employees to use sustainable 
transportation options, and support ongoing use of such 
options through a direct financial incentive. 

Any of these options may also indirectly encourage trips 
by public transportation by offering first and last-mile 
connections, which enable residents, visitors, tenants 
and/or employees to make longer transit-based trips. 
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TRANSPORTATION DEMAND MANAGEMENT MEASURES: 
HIGH OCCUPANCY VEHICLES 

Contributions or Incentives for 
S'-'stainable Transportation 

TOM MEASURE: 

The Development Project shall offer contributions or incentives to each Dvvelling Unit and/or 
employee1, at least once annually, for the Life of the Project. If requested by a resident or employee, 
the property owner shall pay for contributions or incentives equivalent to the cost of a (25, 50, 75, 
or 100 percent) monthly Muni only "M" pass, or equivalent value in e-cash loaded onto Clipper 
Card, per Dwelling Unit, and/or employee. The percent contribution shall be determined at the time 
of project approval and increased annually to reflect the two-year average consumer price index 
change for the San Francisco/San Jose Primary Metropolitan Statistical Area or the change in the 
cost of a monthly Muni only "M" pass, whichever is less. 

Examples of contributions or incentives include non-taxable monthly subsidy to support bicycle 
,purchase and maintenance or transit fare subsidies. Contributions or incentives must be spent on 
eligible sustainable transportation purposes. Ineligible expenses include: vehicle parking, personal 
vehicle purchase/lease/maintenance, for-hire ride hail services, tolls, or fines/citations. HOV-1 fulfills 
the Employer Paid Benefit option for projects subject to Environment Code$(3ction.427. Commuter. 
Benefits Program if a 100 percent subsidized monthly Muni only "M" pass, or equivalent value in 
e-cash loaded onto Clipper Card is provided (Option D). 

For guests at hotels and convention centers, the property owner shall pay for contributions 
equivalent to 25, 50, 75, or 100 percent of the cost of a public transit day pass for each registered 
guest. At a minimum, the public transit day pass shall be equivalent to the costs associated with a 
Muni Visitor Passport for the number of days the visitor has booked travel, not to exceed a 7-day 
Visitor Passport, and, if the visitor indicates they are flying into San Francisco International Airport, a 
Bay Area Rapid Transit(BART) SFQ Ticket Voucher. 

NOTES: 
1 Although the property owner may opt to provide a subsidy to all employees, the requirement is one subsidy per full time employee. 

2 Full compliance means that the property owner offers one subsidy per employee and/or Dwelling Unit regardless of whether or not the subsidies are 
accepted. 

APPLICABILITY: 

This measure is applicable to Development Projects in any land 
use category. 

POINTS: 

2-8 00000000 
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Contributions or Incentives for Sustainable Transportation HOV-1 

'·14h·h'M POINTS: 

Two points for providing at least 25 percent contribution or incentive; OR 2 
1.14u.1a:1 · POINTS: 

Four points for providing at least 50 percent contribution or incentive; OR 4 
POINTS: 

Six points for providing at least 75 percent contribution or incentive; OR 6 
POINTS: 

Eight p'oints for providing 100 perc_ent contribution or incentive. 8 

DEVELOPMENT 
REVIEW: 

PRE-OCCUPANCY 
MONITORING AND 
REPORTING: 

ONGOING 
MONITORING AND 
REPORTING: 

RELEVANT 
MUNICIPAL 
CODECS): 

The Development Project shall specify the level of subsidy and how it will be 
provided (e.g., one FastPass per unit, two per unit, etc.). 

City staff shall provide the TOM coordinator with a copy of the approved TOM 
Plan. The TOM coordinator will provide City staff with a signed letter agreeing to 
distribute the TOM Plan via new employee packets, tenant lease documents, and/ 
or deeds. 

If available, the TOM coordinator shall also submit any additional information 
regarding this measure (e.g., online sign-up portals or additional marketing 
materials) that demonstrates how the property owner will offer contributions 

-· -- . ·-. --

or incentives for sustainable transportation. City staff may contact the TOM 
coordinator for further information regarding this measure. 

The property ()Wl}er shall document the total number of employees, occupied 
Dvvelling Unit, and/or registered guests that requested and were provided with 
contributions or incentives for sustainable transportation within the last year. 
The property OIJVl}E3r shall also submit invoices or receipts, with sensitive billing 
information redacted, to document the number and dollar amount of transit subsidies 
purchased within the last year. If no employees, tenants, or guests have opted to use 
the available transit subsidies, then the property ovvner shall submit documentation 
demonstrating that the transit contributions were offered and declined2• City staff shall 
verify that contributions are offered as specified in the project approvals. 

Environment Code S1:3c;tion 427; 
Bay Area Air Quality Management [)istrict Regulc:ltion .14, Rule 1. 



TRANSPORTATION DEMAND MANAGEMENT MEASURES: 
HIGH OCCUPANCY VEHICLES ·· 

Shuttle Bus Service 

TOM MEASURE: 

The Development Project shall provide local shuttle service. The local shuttles will primarily provide 
service between the project site and regional transit hubs, commercial centers, and/or residential 
areas. Local shuttle service shall be provided free of charge to residents, tenants (employees), and 
guests. Shuttle stop locations shall be posted with shuttle schedules (or frequency and hours). 

Shuttle service lines may not replicate Muni transit service lines, unless approved by the SFMTA. 
Shuttles must stop at legal curb space and comply with parking and traffic regulations. Eligible 
shuttle service should typically run from 7 AM to 8 PM, continuously, and must offer headways of 15 
minutes or better during peak hours (generally 7 AM to 9 AM and 4 PM to 6 PM on weekdays), and 
headways of 30 minutes or better during off-peak periods (which should generally run at least until 8 
PM, unless unnecessary for the particular land use). Shuttle service should be provided in vehicles 
with engines that meet the most recent emissions standards adopted by the California Air Resources 
Board. 

POINTS: 

Seven points for providing 15 minute headways or less during peak hours and 30 
minute headways or less during off-peak hours, as defined above. 

7 

POINTS: 

Fourteen points for providing 7.5 minute headways or less during peak hours and 30 14 
minute headways or less during off-peak hours, as defined above. 

APPLICABILITY: 

This measure is applicable to any Development Project 
in land use categories A, B, and C that does not have a 
Muni Rapid network connection within % mile from the 
project site. No shuttle service lines shall replicate a 
Muni service line, except with approval by the SFMTA. 

POINTS: 

7or14 0000000 
0000000 

NOTE: A project sponsor can only receive up 

to i 4 points between HOV-2 and HOV-3. 
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Shuttle Bus Service HOV-2 

DEVELOPMENT 
REVIEW: 

PRE-OCCUPANCY 
MONITORING AND 
REPORTING: 

The Development Project shall submit a conceptual service plan describing 
the hours of operation, stop location(s), routes, and headways for the shuttle 
service. The propei-ty ovvnE)r shall also submit plans that identify the location 
and dimensions of potential shuttle stops at the project site and the proposed 
destination(s) stops. The plans should identify any other relevant information that 
may be helpful in understanding potential conflicts at the proposed shuttle stop 
locations (e.g., proximity to transit stops, crosswalks, etc.) If requesting loading 
zones from SFMTA, the propE)rty O\,A/ner shall include documentation of these 
requests. 

City staff will review the feasibility and adequacy of the proposed service plan, 
including the shuttle stop locations, and provide a staff recommendation regarding 
the shuttle stop locations and service. If SFMTA and Planning Department staff 
recommend the shuttle stop locations and service should be approved, City staff 
will assign TOM points based on the level of implementation. 

The property ow~er shall submit a detailed service plan to the City for review 
and approval. The TOM coordinator shall facilitate a site inspection by Planning 
Department staff to verify that the shuttle stop locations were .constructed according 
to the approved plan. 

Additionally, City staff shall provide the TOM coordinator with a copy of the 
approved TOM Plan. The TOM coordinator will provide City staff with a signed 
letter agreeing to distribute the TOM Plan via new employee packets, tenant lease 
documents, and/or deeds. If available, the TDM coordinator will also submit any 
additional information regarding this measure (e.g., online sign-up portals or 
additional marketing materials) that demonstrates how the prop€lrty owner will offer 
shuttle services. City staff may contact the TDM coordinator for further information 
regarding this measure. 

ONGOING The property gwner shall submit the shuttle schedule, routes, and contact 
MONITORING AND information for the shuttle operator. City staff shall verify that the provided services 
REPORTING: 

comply with the standards specified in the project approvals. 

RELEVANT 
MUNICIPAL 
CODECS): 

Planning {]ode Section 151 '.1 {i), E::nvironfT1e.rit Code Section 427', Transportation 
Qod€l §ection _914, B(iy f\rea Air Quality rvianagement District Regulation 14-, Rule 1. 



TRANSPORTATION DEMAND MANAGEMENT MEASURES: 
HIGH OCCUPANCY VEHICLES 

Vanpool Program 

TDM MEASURE: 

For Development Projects with at least 25 employees, the prop~rty owner shall implement an 
employer or building manager-sponsored Vanpool, coordinated by the Development Project's TDM 
coordinator. The Vanpool will primarily provide service between the project site and locations where 
Vanpool users live. The property owner shall purchase or lease vans for employee use and pay for 
mileage and maintenance of the vehicles. Vanpool service shall not replicate Muni transit service. 
HOV-3 fulfills the Employer Provided Transit option for projects subject to E11vironment Code Section 
427 (Commuter Benefits Program). 

POINTS: 

One point for non-residential Development Projects with less than 100,000 square feet of 1 
Occupied Floor Area. 

POINTS: 

Two points for non-residential Development Projects with greater than or equal to 100,000 2 
and less than 200,000 square feet of Occupied Floor Area. 

POINTS: 

Three points for non-residential Development Projects with greater than or equal to 
200,000 and less than 300,000 square feet of Occupied Floor Area. 

APPLICABILITY: . 

This measure is applicable to any type of non-residential 
Development Project in land use category A or B that employs at 
least 25 people and is located in an area that is either (1) not well 
served by public transit or (2) is located in an area that does not 
have regular public transit service between the project site and 
the origins or destinations of the project site's employees. 

POINTS: 

1-7 0000000 
NOTE: A project sponsor can only 

receive up to 14 points between 

HOV-2 and HOV-3. 

3 
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Vanpool Program HOV-3 

'·14ii•U'•• POINTS: 

Four points for Development Projects with greater than or equal to 300,000 and less than 4 
400,000 square feetof Occupied flocx Area. 

'·14U•#ii POINTS: 

Five points for Development Projects with greater than or equal to 400,000 and less than 5 
500,000 square feet of Occupied Flc)Qr j\rea. 

POINTS: 

Six points for Development Projects with greater than or equal to 500,000 and less than 6 
600,000 square feet Occupied Floor,t\rea. 

POINTS: 

Seven points for Development Projects with greater than or equal to 600,000 square feet 7 
of Occupied Floor Area. 

DEVELOPMENT 
REVIEW: 

The propE)rty ownE)r shall submit plans that identify the location and dimensions of 
theVanpool parking spaces on the project site. SFMTA and Planning Department 
staff shall review the plans to provide a staff recommendation regarding the service. 
If SFMTA and Planning Department staff recommend that the service should be 
approved, City staff shall allocate points based on the description below. 

PRE-OCCUPANCY The TDM coordinator shall facilitate a site inspection by Planning Department staff 
MONITORING AND to verify that the Vanpool parking spaces were constructed as specified in the 
REPORTING: 

project approvals. 

ONGOING 
MONITORING AND 
REPORTING: 

RELEVANT 
MUNICIPAL 
CODECS): 

Additionally, City staff shall provide the TDM coordinator with a copy of the 
approved TOM Plan. The TOM coordinator will provide City staff with a signed 
letter agreeing to distribute the TOM Plan via new employee packets, tenant lease 
documents, and/or deeds. City staff may contact the TOM coordinator for further 
information regarding this measure. 

The property owner shall submit invoices for \fanpool services provided during 
the last year with any sensitive billing information redacted, and documentation 
of marketing materials provided for the service. City staff will perform one site 
visit every three years to verify that the project continues to meet the standards 
specified in the project approvals. 

Planning Code Sectioris_ 151.1 (g)(1J(C)(i), 163, and 962 and Environment Code 
Section 427. 



I 
I 

This category of measures is focused on making sure 
that residents, tenants, visitors, and employees are 
well-informed about the transportation options open 
to them, in general. Also, when opting to exercise 
sustainable transportation choices, a person feels like 

v. 07.19.2016 

I 
I 

there is a fair degree of predictability/reliability which is 
largely born out of the provision of real time information 
on a continual basis. Examples of this would be transit 
arrival times, availability of bike share bicycles at 
particular docking stations, etc. 
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TRANSPORTATION DEMAND MANAGEMENT MEASURES: 
COMMUNICATIONS & INFORMATION 

Multimodal Wayfinding ·signage 

TOM MEASURE: 

The Development Project shall p'rovide multimodal wayfinding signage in key locations to support 
access to transportation services and infrastructure, including: 
» transit 
» bike share 
» car-share parking 
» bicycle parking and amenities (including repair stations and fleets) 
» showers and lockers 
» taxi stands 
» shuttle/carpool/Vanpool pick-up/drop-off locations 

Wayfinding signage shall meet City standards for any on-street wayfinding signage, in particular for 
bicycle and car-share parking, and shall nieet best practices for any interior wayfinding. 

DEVELOPMENT 
REVIEW: 

The property owner shall submit plans that identify general locations for the 
- . . . . --- - - - ,_ - - --

proposed signage. City staff shall review the proposed plans to ensure that sign 
placement meets the intent of this measure. 

PRE-OCCUPANCY The TOM coordinator shall facilitate a site inspection by Planning Department staff 
MONIT,ORING AND to verify that the installed signage meets the standards specified in the Planning 
REPORTING: Code and the project approvals. 

ONGOING City staff will perform one site visit every three years to verify that the project 
MONITORING AND continues to meet the standards specified in the project approvals. 
REPORTING: 

RELEVANT 
MUNICIPAL 
CODECS): 

APPLICABILITY: 

San Francisco PlanningCode Sections 155.1 (c)(4), 166 (g)(2)(F), 603(k), and 
803.5(b)(6), and Zoning Administrator Bulletin No. 9. 

POINTS: 

This measure is applicable to Development Projects in any land use category. 1 • 
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TRANSPORTATION DEMAND MANAGEMENT MEASURES: 
COMMUNICATIONS & INFORMATION 

Real Time Transportation 
Information Displays 

TOM MEASURE: 

The Development Project shall provide real time transportation information on displays (e.g., large 
television screens or computer monitors) in prominent locations (e.g., entry/ exit areas, lobbies, 
elevator bays) on the project site to highlight sustainable transportation options and support 
informed trip-making. At minimum, a Development Project should include such screens at each 
major entry/exit. 

The displays shall include real time information on sustainable transportation options in the vicinity of 
the project site, which may include, but are not limited to, transit arrivals and departures for nearby 
transit routes, walking times to these locations, and the availability of car-share vehicles (within or 
adjacent to the building), shared bicycles, and shared scooters. 

APPLICABILITY: 

This measure is applicable to Development Projects in any land use category, 
particularly if the project site is within 114 mile of the Muni Rapid Transit 
Network and/or a regional transit hub (such as a Caltrain or BART station). 

POINTS: 

1 • 
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Real· Time Transportation Information Displays INF0-2 

DEVELOPMENT 
REVIEW: 

The property owner shall submit plans that identify the general locations for 
proposed displays and a description of the content (e.g., transit lines, walk time 
to transit locations, availability of on-site car-share vehicles, availability of nearby 
bike share bikes, etc.) to be displayed. City staff shall review the proposed plan to 
ensure that the display placement and content meets the intent of this measure. 

PRE-OCCUPANCY The TDM coordinator shall facilitate a site inspection by Planning Department staff 
MONITORING AND to verify that real time transportation information display(s) have been installed and 
REPORTING: 

are functioning as specified in the project approvals. 

ONGOING 
MONITORING AND 
REPORTING: 

RELEVANT 
MUNICIPAL 
CODE(S): 

Additionally, City staff shall provide the TDM coordinator with a copy of the 
approved TDM Plan. The TOM coordinator will provide City Staff with a signed 
letter agreeing to distribute the TDM Plan via new employee packets, tenant lease 
documents, and/or deeds. 

The pro!Jerty owner shall submit photographs of the displays. City staff shall verify 
the ongoing maintenance and operation of the displays. City staff will perform one 
site visit every three years to verify that the project continues to meet the standards 
specified in the project approvals. 

N/A. 



TRANSPORTATION DEMAND MANAGEMENT MEASURES: 
COMMUNICATIONS & INFORMATION 

Tailored Transportation 
Marketing Services 

TOM MEASURE: 

The Development Project shall provide individualized, tailored marketing and communication 
campaigns, including incentives to encourage the use of sustainable transportation modes. 
Marketing services shall either be provided by the TDM coordinator or a communications 
professional. 
Marketing services shall include, at a minimum, the following activities: 

(1) Promotions. The TDM coordinator shall develop and deploy promotions to encourage use 
of sustainable transportation modes. This includes targeted messaging and communications 
campaigns, incentives and contests, and other creative strategies. These campaigns may target 
existing and/or new residents/employees/ tenants. 

(2) Welcome Packets. New residents and employees shall be provided with tailored marketing 
information about sustainable transportation options associated with accessing the project site 
(e.g., specific transit routes and schedules; bicycle routes; carpooling programs, etc.) as part of a 
welcome packet. For employees, the packet should reflect options for major commute origins. New 
residents and employees shall also be offered the opportunity for a one-on-one consultation about 
their transportation options. 

APPLICABILITY: 

Options A and B are applicable 
to Development Projects in 
any land use category. Options 
C and D are applicable to 
Development Projects subject 
to Planning Code Section 163 
in any land use category. 

v. 07.19.2016 

POINTS: 

1-4 
0000 

One to four points, depending on degree of 

implementation. Please note, the descriptions for 

the following options are meant to be illustrative, 

not exhaustive. Upon submittal of the marketing 

plan. City staff may approve a different set of 

marketing activities as long as they can be 

reasonably demonstrated to result in a comparable 

reduction in vehicle miles traveled. 
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Tailored Transportation Marketing Services INF0-3 

POINTS: 

One point for providing promotions and welcome packets as described above. 1 

POINTS: 

Two points for providing promotions and welcome packets (per Option A), AND personal 2 
consultation for each new resident/employee AND.a request for a commitment to try new 
transportation options. A commitment could include a pledge, for example, to try transit, 
carpooling, bicycling, walking, etc. within the first month of moving to or beginning 
employment at the project site. 

POINTS: 

Three points for providing all of Option B, AND a one-time financial incentive to try new 3 
options, AND conduct outreach to tenant employers on an annual basis to encourage 
adoption of sustainable commute policies. 

Financial incentives for Option C and Option D shall be at least equivalent to the 25 
percent of the cost of a monthly Muni only "M" pass per participating resident/employee 
per year. The cost of the financial incenth.re shall be determined at the time of project 
approval and increased annually to reflect the two-year average consumer price index 
change for the San Francisco/San Jose Primary Metropolitan Statistical Area or the 
change in the cost of the membership, whichever is less. Financial incentives must 
be spent on eligible transportation purposes as documented in HOV-1 Contributions 
or Incentives for Sustainable Transportation, which this or other measures could 
fulfil! the requirements of this financial incentive. Sustainable commute policies could 
include enrolling employees in pre-tax commuter benefits, providing employees with 
the opportunity to telework or work flexible schedules, providing priority parking for 
carpoolers, providing direct transit subsidies, etc. 

POINTS: 

Four points for providing all of Option C, AND enrol! tenants in trip tracking application, 4 
and provide ongoing financial incentives to support shift to sustainable modes, AND 
provide employers with access to an expert consultant for help in developing new 
policies. 



Tailored Transportation Marketing Services INF0-3 

DEVELOPMENT 
REVIEW: 

PRE-OCCUPANCY 
MONITORING AND 
REPORTING: 

ONGOING 
MONITORING AND 
REPORTING: 

RELEVANT 
MUNICIPAL 
CODECS): 

v. 07.19.2016 

The property owner shall provide a description of the services to be provided. City 
staff will assign points based on the level of implementation. 

The property owner shall provide the contracted provider's contact information, a 
description of his or her qualifications, and a sample individualized transportation 
plan. City staff shall contact the designated provider and/or review the plan to verify 
that the pr()perty owner is prepared to offer tailored travel marketing services in the 
time frame specified in the project approvals. 

Additionally, City staff shall provide the TOM coordinator with a copy of the 
approved TOM Plan. The TOM coordinator will provide City Staff with a signed 
letter agreeing to distribute the TOM Plan via new employee packets, tenant lease 
documents, and/or deeds. 

The prop~rty owner shall maintain updated contact information for the contracted 
TOM coordinator with City staff. The property owner shall submit a marketing plan 
and documentation of marketing activities-for example, promotions and outreach 
activities-for the prior year. 

San Francisco Planning Code § 151.1 (i), 163. 
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The measures in this category are focused on particular 
land use choices that reduce overall Vehicle Miles 
Traveled because they either (1) include land uses that 
generate less Vehicle Miles Traveled than similar land 
use choices, or (2) add to the land use diversity in a 
particular location in such a way that the overall Vehicle 
Miles Traveled associated with the land use or location 
is reduced. 

For example, affordable housing units are known to 
result in fewer Vehicle Miles Traveled than market rate 
units. This typically occurs because there is a lower auto 
ownership rate among individuals in affordable units, 
and, thus, fewer trips are made by a private vehicle. 

v. 07.19.2016 

Also, increasing the land use diversity in an area 
(typically within l/2 mile of a particular project site) in 
a way that is significant, by providing a retail use or 
service commonly accessed daily or weekly such as a 
grocery store, may also reduce Vehicle Miles Traveled. For 
example, placing a grocer in an area that is underserved 
by grocery stores would have two effects. First, the 
number of trips made by private vehicle would be 
reduced, due to the convenience of the closer location 
to a previously underserved area (e.g., people that 
previously drove to a grocer may now be able to walk to 
the new grocer). Second, for trips that continue to be 
made by private vehicle, these trips would be reduced 
in distance. Both contribute to an overall reduction in 
Vehicle Miles Traveled. 
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TRANSPORTATION DEMAND MANAGEMENT MEASURES: 
LAND USE 

Healthy Food Retail in 
Underserved Area 

TOM MEASURE: 

For Development Projects located in an underserved neighborhood, as determined by Healtby 
Retail SF, the property owner shall demonstrate the availability of healthy food, as determined by the 
Healthy Retail SF program. 

DEVELOPMENT 
REVIEW: 

PRE-OCCUPANCY 
MONITORING AND 
REPORTING: 

The property owner shall submit a plan showing a design compatible with a food 
retail store and commit to providing healthy food options. Healthy Retail SF will 
confirm that the Development Project is in an underserved area and meets the 
requirements of a Healthy Food Retailer as defined by Administrative Code Chapter 
59. Staff of Healthy Retail SF will provide a letter to Planning Department staff with a 
compliance determination. 

The TDM coordinator shall facilitate a site inspection by Planning Department staff 
to verify that the grocery store meets the standards agreed to in theTDM Plan 
and conditions of approval. Healthy Retail SF shall provide a letter to Planning 
Department staff with a compliance determination. 

ONGOING As determined by Healthy Retail SF, the property owner shall submit evidence of 
MONITORING AND compliance. Healthy Retail SF shall provide a letter to Planning Department staff with 
REPORTING: 

a compliance determination. 

RELEVANT Administrative Code Chapter 59. 
MUNICIPAL 
CODECS): 

APPLICABILITY: POINTS: 

This measure is applicable to any Development Project that includes 
qualifying retail {land use category A) in a location determined to be 
underserved by Healthy Retail SF. 

2 •• 
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TRANSPORTATION DEMAND MANAGEMENT MEASURES: 
LAND USE 

On-site Affordable Housing 

TOM MEASURE: 

The Development Project shall include on-site Affordable Housing, as defined in Planning Code 
Section 4151, as research indicates that Affordable Housing units generate fewer vehicle trips than 
market-rate housing units. 

One point if providing greater than or equal to 12 percent and less than or equal to 25 
percent on-site Affordable Housing; OR 

Two points if providing greater than or equal to 26 percent and less than or equal to 
50 percent on-site Affordable Housing; OR 

Three points if providing greater than or equal to 51 percent and less than or equal to 
75 percent on-site Affordable Housing; OR 

Four points if providing equal to or greater than 76 percent on-site Affordable Housing 

APPLICABILITY: POINTS: 

POINTS: 

1 

POINTS:· 

2 

POINTS: 

3 

POINTS: 

4 

This measure is applicable to residential Development Projects (land 
use category C). 1-4 0000 
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On-site Affordable Housing LU-2 

DEVELOPMENT 
REVIEW: 

PRE-OCCUPANCY 
MONITORING AND 
REPORTING: 

ONGOING 
MONITORING AND 
REPORTING: 

RELEVANT 
MUNICIPAL 
CODECS): 

NOTES: 

The property ovvner shall submit a project description that specifies the number of 
affordable units and income levels to which they are affordable. City staff will assign 
points based on the level of implementation. 

The property owner shall submit a copy of the Notice of Special Restrictions 
specifying the affordability restrictions for the project, including the number, 
location, and sizes for all affordable units. City staff shall confirm that affordable 
units are offered as described in the project approvals. 

Additionally, City staff shall provide the TDM coordinator with a copy of the 
approved TOM Plan. The TDM coordinator will provide City staff with a signed 
letter agreeing to distribute the TDM Plan via new employee packets, tenant lease 
documents, and/or deeds. 

The Mayor's Office of Housing and Community Development (MOHCD) shall 
monitor and require occupancy certification for affordable ownership and rental 
units on an annual or bi-annual b?sis, as outlined in the Procedures Manual2 • 

The MOHCD may also require the owner of an affordable rental unit, the owner's 
designated representative, or the tenant in an affordable unit to verify the income 
levels of the tenant on an annual or bi-annual basis, as outlined in the Procedures 
Manual. 

San Francisco Planning Code Section 415. 

1 In order to select this measure, the on-site affordable Dwelling Units must average 25 percent below Area Median Income as defined in Planning 
Code Section 401. 

2 City and County of San Francisco lnclusionary Affordable Housing Program Monitoring and Procedures manual, effective May, 2013. 



I 

This category of measures is focused on discouraging 
trips made by private vehicles (particularly single 
occupancy vehicles) by controlling the supply of 
Accessory Parking spaces. This may be accomplished 
in one of two ways. First, the parking supply may be 
controlled by reducing the total number of Accessory 
Parking associated with a Development Project. Second, 
the terms of the availability of these Accessory Parking 
spaces may further control the supply of parking by: 
unbundling the cost of a parking space from the cost of 

v. 07.19.2016 

housing and/or not providing free parking as a benefit 
of employment without offering the opportunity to 
accept a financial incentive rather than a parking space. 
Further, the limitation on the "parking package" offered 
[i.e. no parking rates offered past one day maximums) 
creates a setting where parking is not a "sunk cost" on a 
weekly or monthly basis. Functionally, this creates the 
opportunity for an individual to weigh the cost of parking 
against the cost of taking a sustainable transportation 
mode on a daily basis. 
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TRANSPORTATION DEMAND MANAGEMENT MEASURES: 
PARKING MANAGEMENT 

Unbundled Parking 

TOM MEASURE: 

All Accessory Parking spaces shall be leased or sold separately from the rental or purchase fees for 
use for the Life of the DevelopmentProject, so that residents or tenants have the option of renting or 
buying a parking space at an additional cost, and would, thus, experience a cost savings if they opt 
not to rent or purchase parking. 

One point if the residential neighborhood parking rate is greater than 0.8 or non­
residential neighborhood parkin!J rate is greater than 1.4 OR; 

Two points if the residential neighborhood parking rate is greater than 0.6 and less 
than or equal to 0.8 or non-residential neighborhood parking rate greater than 1.0 and 
less th.an or equal to 1 .4 OR; 

Three points if the residential neighborhood parking rate is greater than 0.4 and less 
than or equal to 0.6 or non-residential neighborhood parking rate is greater than 0.6 
and less than or equal to 1.0 OR; 

APPLICABILITY: POINTS: 

POINTS: 

1 

POINTS: 

2 

POINTS: 

3 

This measure is applicable to Development Projects in any land use 
category but only if the Development Project includes Accessory 
Parking 

1-5 00000 
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Unbundled Parking 

Four points if residential neighborhood parking rate is greater than 0.2 and less than 
or equal to 0.4 or non-residential neighborhood parking rate is greater than 0.2 and 
less than or equal to 0.6 OR; , 

Five points if the residential neighborhood parking rate is less than or equal to 0.2 or 
non-residential neighborhood parking rate is less than or equal to 0.2. 

PKG-1 

POINTS: 

4 

POINTS: 

5 

DEVELOPMENT 
REVIEW: 

The measure must be included in the Development Project's TDM Plan. City staff 
will review the Development Project proposal and assign points based on the 
project site location. 

PRE-OCCUPANCY N/A. 
MONITORING AND 
REPORTING: 

ONGOING The propertyowrier shall provide documentation demonstrating separate payment 
MONITORING AND (or commercial availability) for each parking space. City staff shall verify that the 
REPORTING: 

cost of parking is not included in property rents or sale prices. 

RELEVANT 
MUNICIPAL 
CODECS): 

Additionally, City staff shall provide the TDM coordinator with a copy of the 
approved TDM Plan. The TDM coordinator will provide City staff with a signed 
letter agreeing to distribute the TDM Plan via new employee packets, tenant lease 
documents, and/or deeds. 

San Francisco planning Code Section 167. 



TRANSPORTATION DEMAND MANAGEMENT MEASURES: 
PARKING MANAGEMENT · 

Short Term Daily Parking 
Provision 

TOM MEASURE: 

The Development Project shall not include a parking rate or pass beyond one day; in other words, 
no weekly, monthly, or annual parking passes would be provided. 

DEVELOPMENT 
REVIEW:· 

The measure must be included in the Development Project's TOM Plan. 

PRE-OCCUPANCY N/A 
MONITORING AND 
REPORTING: 

ONGOING 
MONITORING AND 
REPORTING: 

RELEVANT 
MUNICIPAL 
CODECS): 

APPLICABILITY: 

The property ovvner shall submit copies of parking rate sheets from its submittal 
to the San Francisco Tax Collector's office and photos of signs documenting 
the parking rates for the facility. The property ovvner must also send evidence of 
parking revenues that reflect daily or shorter (i.e., hourly) payments for parking. If 
parking is sold to the building tenant (i.e., employer/store) rather than directly to the 
consumers of parking, the property owner must send evidence that the lease (or 
deed) of parking includes a provision that the tenant cannot offer parking passes of a 
duration greater than one day and must be either sold each day to the employee or 
have a structure where employees only pay for parking when they use the spaces. 
The property owner must provide evidence of compliance withthe requirements 
of parking provision as stated in the lease or deed. Revenues must reflect daily 
payments from users of garage. 

San Francisco Planning Code '155(g) 

POINTS: 

This measure is applicable to any non-residential Development Project (land 
use categories A, B, and D} that charges a price greater than $0 for Accessory 
Parking. Only Development Projects that have received points for unbundled 
parking (PKG~1} qualify for this measure. 

2 •• 
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TRANSPORTATION DEMAND MANAGEMENT MEASURES: 
PARKING MANAGEMENT 

Parking Cash Out: 
Non-residential Tenants 

TDM MEASURE: 

Any tenant employer that subsidizes parking for its employees shall provide all employees with 
a choice of forgoing any subsidized/free parking for a cash payment equivalent to the cost of the 
parking space to the employer. Employers shall promote the program to all employees eligible to 
receive parking at a subsidized level. 

DEVELOPMENT 
REVIEW 
COMPLIANCE: 

PRE-OCCUPANCY 
MONITORING AND 
REPORTING: 

ONGOING 
MONITORING AND 
REPORTING: 

RELEVANT 
MUNICIPAL 
CODECS): 

APPLICABILITY: 

The measure must be included in the Development Project's TOM Plan. 

City staff shall provide the TOM coordin13.tor with a copy of the approved TOM 
Plan. The TOM coordinator will provide City staff with a signed letter agreeing to 
distribute the TOM Plan via new employee packets, tenant lease documents, and/ 
or deeds. 

This measure will be passed on to tenants that have employees and the responsibility 
shall be transferred in any lease or sale of commercial space. The prope~ O'l'Jner 
shall provide contact information for lessees and shall provide copies of active lease 
documents. City staff shall verify that any commercial tenant that leases or owns 
on-site parking offers a parking Cash-Out to employees. 

California Health and Safety Code Section 43845. 

POINTS: 

This measure is applicable to any non-residential Development Project (land use 
categories A, B, and D) that has employees, and provides Accessory Parking. 2 •• 
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TRANSPORTATION DEMAND MANAGEMENT MEASURES: 
PARKING MANAGEMENT 

Parking Supply 

TOM MEASURE: 

The Development Project shall provide off-street private vehicular parking (Accessory Parking) in an 
amount no greater than the off-street parking rate for the neighborhood (neighborhood parking rate), 
based on the transportation analysis zone for the project site. For non-residential uses (land use 
categories A, B, and D), the neighborhood parking rate is shown in the non-residential neighborhood 
parking rate map and spreadsheet. For residential uses (land use category C), the neighborhood 
parking rate is shown in the residential neighborhood parking rate map and spreadsheet. The 
neighborhood parking rates may be updated over time to reflect refined estimates, but shall not be 
higher than the rates established at the time of TOM Ordinance adoption. The property owner shall 
be subject to the neighborhood parking rates established at the time of project approval. 

POINTS: 

One point for providing less than or equal to i 00 percent and greater than 90 percent of 1 
the neighborhood parking rate; OR 

POINTS: 

Two points for providing less than or equal to 90 percent and greater than 80 percent of 2 
the neighborhood parking rate; OR 

POINTS: 

Three points for providing less than or equal to 80 percent and greater than 70 percent 3 
of the neighborhood parking rate; OR 

APPLICABILITY: 

This measure is applicable to Development Projects 
in any land use category. 

v. 07.19.2016 . 

POINTS: 

1-11 00000000000 
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Parking Supply Management 

+.i;Ma·+ 
Four points for providing less than or equal to 70 percent and greater than 60 percent of 
the neighborhood parking rate; OR 

Five point for providing less than or equal to 60 percent and greater than 50 percent 
of the neighborhood parking rate; OR 

Six points for providing less than or equal to 50 percent and greater than 40 percent 
of the neighborhood parking rate; OR 

Seven points for providing less than or equal to 40 percent and greater than 30 
percent of the neighborhood parking rate; OR 

Eight points for providing less than or equal to 30 percent and greater than 20 
percent of the neighborhood parking rate; OR 

Nine points for providing less than or equal to 20 percent and greater than 1 O percent 
of the neighborhood parking rate; OR 

PKG-4 

POINTS: 

4 

POINTS: 

5 

POINTS: 

6 

POINTS: 

7 

POINTS: 

8 

POINTS: 

9 

POINTS: 

Ten points for providing less than or equal to 1 O percent of the neighborhood parking 1 Q 
rate but at least one parking space; OR 

POINTS: 

Eleven points for providing no parking. 11 



Parking Supply Management PKG-4 

DEVELOPMENT 
REVIEW: 

PRE-OCCUPANCY 
MONITORING AND 
REPORTING: 

ONGOING 
MONITORING AND 
REPORTING: 

RELEVANT 
MUNICIPAL 
CODECS): 

v. 07.19.2016 

The pr()perty owner shall submit plans showing the proposed number of parking 
spaces and the spatial layout of the parking, including means of ingress/egress. In 
the project description, the property owner shall describe any planned components 
that may increase the capacity of the parking facility (e.g., by providing valet 
parking or installing mechanical parking systems). City staff will compare the 
amount of proposed parking to the parking rate in that neighborhood to confirm 
the Development Project's point allocation under this measure. City staff will also 
review the parking facilities to confirm that use of the facility would not create 
hazards for persons using other modes of transportation. 

The TDM coordinator shall facilitate a site inspection by Planning Department staff 
to verify that the project meets the standards specified in the project approvals, and 
that the configuration of the vehicular parking (including ingress/egress) does not 
create hazards. 

Additionally, City staff shall provide the TDM coordinator with a copy of the 
approved TDM Plan. The TDM coordinator will provide City staff with a signed 
letter agreeing to distribute the TDM Plan via new employee packets, tenant lease 
documents, and/or deeds. 

The property owner shall submit photographs of the parking facilities. City Staff shall 
verify that the project continues to meet the standards specified in the Development 
Project's approvals, and that the configuration of the vehicular parking (including 
ingress/egress) does not create hazards .. City staff will perform one site visit every 
three years to verify that the project continues to meet the standards specified in the 
project approvals. 

San Francisco PlanningCode Sections 150, 151, 151.1, and 161. 
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TOM Coordinator 

Description: The project sponsor of each 
building(s) subject to the requirements of 
Planning Code Section 169 must designate a 
Transportation Demand Management (TOM) 
coordinator. This TOM coordinator may be an 
employee for the building(s) (e.g., property 
manager) or the project sponsor may contract 
with a third-party provider(s) of TOM (e.g., 
transportation brokerage services as required 
for certain projects pursuant to Planning 
Code Section 163). The TOM coordinator 
shall be delegated authority to coordinate and 
implement all aspects of the TOM Plan. 

The purpose of the TOM coordinator is to 
provide oversight and management of the 
project's TOM Plan implementation. In this way, 
it can be assured that a single representative of 
the project sponsor is aware of and responsible 
for the orderly and timely implementation of all 
aspects of the TOM Plan, and can adequately 
manage the components of the TOM Plan. This 
is especially important when implementation of 
individual measures is undertaken by different 
individuals or entities. The TOM coordinator may 
also implement certain elements of the TOM 
Plan, thereby also acting as a provider'of certain 
programmatic measures (see detail below). 

The primary responsibilities of the TOM 
coordinator are: 

» To serve as a liaison to the San Francisco 
Planning Department regarding all aspects 
of the TOM Plan for the building(s), including 
notifying the San Francisco Planning 
Department of new contract information if 
TOM coordinator changes; 

v. 07.19.2016 

g 
TOM 

» To facilitate City staff access to relevant 
portions of the property to conduct site visits, 
surveys, inspection of physical measures, 
and/or other empirical data collection, and 
facilitate in-person, phone, and/or e-mail or 
web-based interviews with residents, tenants, 
employees, and/or visitors; 

» To ensure that all TOM measures required 
for the building(s) are implemented. This 
will include certifying that all physical 
(e.g., requisite bicycle parking supply and 
quality; bicycle repair station; car-share 
parking, etc.) and programmatic (e.g., 
tailored transportation marketing services, 
contributions or incentives for sustainable 
transportation, etc.) measures for the building 
are in place for the time period agreed to in 
the conditions of approval and that they are 
provided at the standard of quality described 
in the TOM Plan Standards; 

» To prepare and submit ongoing compliance 
forms and supporting documentation to the 
Planning Department; 

» To request a TOM Plan review by City staff if 
changes to the plan are desired; and 

» To work with City staff to correct any 
violations through enforcement proceedings, 
if necessary. 

The TOM coordinator should participate in any 
trainings/workshops offered by the City, on a 
regular basis, as they become available (e.g., on 
an annual basis). 
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SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

Certificate of Determination 
Exemption from Environmental Review 

Case No.: 
Project Title: 
Project Sponsor: 
Staff Contact: 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 

2012.0726E 
Transportation Demand Management (TDM) Ordinance 
San Francisco Planning Commission 
Rachel A. Schuett- (415) 575-9030 
Rachel.Schuett@sfgov.org 

1650 Mission St. 
Suite400 
San Francisco, 
CA 94103-2479 

Reception: 
415.558.6378 

Fax: 
415.558.6409 

Planning 
Information: 
415.558.6377 

The proposed project is the Transportation Demand Management (TDM) Ordinance (herein after referred 
to as the "TDM Ordinance"), which is sponsored by the San Francisco Planning Commission. The TDM 
Ordinance would amend .the Planning Code to establish a citywide TDM Program for new Development 
Projects in San Francisco. This TDM Program seeks to promote the use of sustainable travel modes by 
requiring new Development Projects to incorporate design features, incentives, and other tools that 
support transit, ride-sharing, walking, and bicycle riding, and use of other sustainable modes of travel by 
the residents, tenants, employees, and visitors of their projects. In support of the TDM Ordinance, the 
Planning Commission would also adopt the Planning Commission's Standards for the TDM Program 
("TDM Program Standards")1 a document.that contains detailed information on how to comply with the 
TDM Ordinance. 

EXEMPT STATUS: 

Categorical Exemption, Class 8 (California Environmental Quality Act [CEQA] Guidelines Section l5308). 

Seepage3. 

DETERMINATION: 

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

Sarah B. Jones 
EnVironmental Review Officer 

Board of Supervisors, All Districts, (via Clerk of the Board) 

Vima Byrd, M.D.F. 

Date 

1 San Francisco Planning Department, draft Planning Commission Standards for the Transportation Demand Management (TDM) Program, 
July 2016. 1bis document, and other documents cited in this Certificate unless otherwise noted, are available for review at the San 
Francisco Planning Department, 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, as part of Case File No.2012.0726. 



Exemption from Environmental Review Case No. 2012.0726E 
Transportation Demand Management Ordinance 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION (continued): 

Background: Transportation Demand Management (TDM) 

The Planning Code currently includes a number of development-focused TDM measures, although the 
requirements are not specifically identified as TDM measures in the Planning Code. These measures 
include, but are not limited to, requirements for bicycle parking, car-share parking, and the unbundling 
of parking costs from the sale or rental of a dwelling unit. 

Currently, TDM for a Development Project also may be required or included during the development 
review process. This generally occurs in one of four ways: voluntarily, through an improvement 
measure{s); through required mitigation measure(s) via CEQA; through a negotiated Development 
Agreement; or through Institutional Master Plan requirements. -

Proposed Transportation Demand Management (TDM) Program Planning Code Amendments 
The TDM Ordinance would apply to Development Projects that include: ten or more dwelling units, or 
ten or more group housing beds, or new construction resulting in 10,000 occupied square feet or more of 
any use other than Residential, and/or any Change of Use resulting in 25,000 occupied square feet or 
more of any non-residential use. 2 For these Development Projects, a property owner would be required to 
submit a TDM Plan with the Development Project's first Development Application. A TDM Plan is. 
required to document the Development Project's compliance with the TDM Program Standards. 

The TOM Program Standards require a Development Project to achieve a target. The target is based on 
the land use(s) associated with the Development Project and the number of Accessory Parking spaces 
proposed for each land use. The Planning Code defines myriad land uses. The TDM Program Standards 
classify these land use definitions into four land use categories, based upon reducing Vehicle Miles 
Traveled from the primary trip generator associated with that land use. The TDM Program Standards 
rank the four land use categories, from highest (A) to lowest (D), according to the estimated number of 
vehicle trips per parking space provided for that primary user: visitors and customers, employees, or 
residents as shown in Table l. 

Table 1: Land Use Categories and Targets 

Land Use Typical Land # of Parking Spaces Target· 
Category Use Type proposed by Land Use 
A Retail -~?-~~ _l].~~~--:r_::_Q_~-~- ------ --- . - -~-~~-T-~r_:g~!:_~~-p~i_I].!~---

Each additional 21 1 additional point 
B Office -~!:~~-1].~~~!:I_'.:_ g_ ~-?9.. _ ----- ---- -~-~~i: _ T ~r_:g~!: _~~ _p_~i~!~ ---. 

Each additional 101 1 additional point 
c Residential -~?-~t:D~~~~_r._:_ g_~?_Q ____ . --- --- .1?3:~i: _T~.r_:g~~:-~~ _p~i-~!~ ---

Each additional 101 1 additional point 
D Other Any # of parking spaces 3 points 
" For each additional parking space proposed above the base target, the number of parking spaces will be rounded 
up to the next highest target. For example, a project within Land Use Category C that proposes 21 parking spaces is 
subject to a 15 point target. 

2 As drafted, the TDM Ordinance includes exernptio~s for Parking Garages and Parking Lots and 100 percen\ Affordable Housing 
Projects. The inclusion of additional exemptions (e.g., health and human services) would not change the conclusions of the 
Certificate of Determination. 
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Exemption from Environmental Review Case No. 2012.0726E 
Transportation Demand Management Ordinance 

To achieve the target, a property owner can select measures from the TOM menu of options ("TOM 
menu"). Each TOM measure on the TOM menu has been demonstrated to reduce Vehicle Miles Traveled 
by residents, tenants, employees, and visitors and must be under the control of the·property owner. Each 
TOM measure on the TDM menu has been assigned. a number of points, reflecting its relative 
effectiveness in reducing Vehicle Miles Traveled. 3 

TOM measures on the menu include physical measures and programmatic measures. Physical measures 
may include, but are not limited to, pedestrian amenities, bicycle amenities, car-share parking.spaces, and 
affordable housing units. Programmatic measures may include, but are not limited to~ transit subsidies, 
car-share memberships, and bicycle repair services.4 

Project Approvals 
The proposed project is subject to review by the Planning Commission and the Board of Supervisors. The 
Planning Commission would review the TOM Ordinance and the TOM Program Standards. The Board of 
Supervisors would review the TOM Ordinance. The Approval Action for the proposed project would be 
the approval of the TDM Ordinance by the Board of Supervisors followed by a 10 day period or signature 
by the Mayor. 'J;'he Approval Action date establishes the start of the 30-day appeal period for this CEQA 
exemption determination pursuant to Section 31.04(h) of the San Francisco Administrative Code. 

EXEMPT STATUS (CONTINUED): 
CEQA Guidelines Section 15308, or Class 8, provides for an exemption for "actions taken by regulatory 
agencies, as authorized by state or local ordinance, to assure the maintenance, restoration, enhancement, 
or protection of the environment where the regulatory process involves procedures for protection of the 
environment." The proposed project would establish a cityw.ide TDM Program, with the goals of helping 
keep San Francisco moving as it grows, and to promote better environmental~ and public health and 
safety outcomes, consistent with state, regional, and local policies. 

The proposed project would result in an overall reduction in the Vehicle Miles Traveled associated with 
new development compared to the Vehicle Miles Traveled that would occur without the implementation 
of the TOM Program. As a result, the proposed project would result in a reduction in air pollutants, 
including greenhouse gas emissions. As such, the adoption of the TDM Ordinance and associated TOM 
Program Standards would constitute actions by the Planning Department meant to maintain and protect 
the environment through procedures that guide Development Projects. Therefore, the proposed project 
would be exempt from CEQA under Class 8. 

DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES: 

CEQA <;;uidelines Section 15300.2 establishes exceptions to the application of a categorical exemption for 
a proposed project. None of the established exceptions apply to the proposed project. CEQA Guidelines 
Section 15300.2, subdivision ( c), provides that a categorical exemption shall not be used for an activity 
where there is a reasonable possibility that the activity will have a significant effect on the environment 

3 Detailed information on how point assignments were made is included in the San Francisco Planning Department, Transportation 
Demand Management Technical Justification, June 2016. 
4 San Francisco Planning Department, draft Planning Commission Standards for the Transportation Demand Management (TDM) 
Program, July 2016. 
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Exemption from Environmental Review · Case No. 2012.0726E 
Transportation Demand Management Ordinance 

due to unusual circumstances. As discussed below, there is no possibility of a significant effect on the 
environment due to unusual circumstances. 

Approach to Analysis 
The TOM Program was developed by a technical working group comprised of staff from the Planning 
Department, the San Francisco County Transportation Authority, and the San Francisco Metropolitan 
Transportation Agency, in consultation with the Planning Commission, transportation consultants, 
stakeholders, and members of the public. 

The work of the technical working group is documented in a TOM Technical Justification document 
which includes an extensive literature review, best practice research, empirical data collection and 
analysis, and consultation with experts in the field. This document provides the teclmical basis for the 
applicability, targets, and the assignment of points to each measure on the TOM menu. 5 The focus of the. 
technical justification is identifying the expected VMT ·reduction ass~ciated with each TOM measure. The 
analysis below largely relies on the research and analysis documented in the TOM Technical Justification. 

If the TOM Ordinance is adopted, a property owner would be required to submit a TOM Plan along with 
the Development Project's first Development Application. Each TOM Plan may include both physical and 
programmatic TOM measures. All of the TOM measures on the menu would be constructed or provided 
on ~ Develop~ent Project's site, with two exceptions. The two exceptions are: ACTIVE-1 hnprove 
Walking Conditions, which would require construction in the public right-of-way, and HOV-2 Shuttle 

· Bus Service, which may require designation of shuttle stops within the public right-of-way. Each 
Development Project and the TDM Plan would be subject to environmental review in accordance with 
state and local requirements. 

Thus, this environmental· review does not focus on the physical impacts associated with the 
implementation of TOM measures at any particular location, but, rather, assesses the overall effects on 
the environment associated with the implementation of the TOM Proiµam. This overall effect would be a 
reduction in Vehicle Miles Traveled associated with new Development Projects, resulting from a mode 
split incrementally more weighted to sustainable modes including walking, bicycling, or riding tra:i:i.sit as 
compared to Development Projects that incorporate a lower level of TOM. A reduction in Vehicle Miles 
Traveled could also result from reducing vehicle trips, increasing vehicle occupancy, or reducing the 
average vehicle trip length. The secondary effect associated with a reduction in Vehicle Miles Traveled is 
a reduction in ait pollutants, including a reduction in greenhouse gas, emissions. 

Transportation 
The effects of shifting vehicle trips to sustainable travel modes including trips made by transit, bicycle, or 
by walking are discussed below. 

Transit 
The impacts of the proposed project on transit are difficult .to predict. If a substantial number of vehicle 
trips were to shift to transit trips, transit capacity on individual transit lines may be exceeded. The 
potential for such transit capacity utilization exceedances to occur as a result of the proposed project is 

5 Ibid. 
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Exemption from Environmental Review Case No . .Z012.0726E 
Transportation Demand Management Ordinance 

speculative because it is unknown which TDM measures future Development Projects would select. 
Moreover, current literature does not document which sustainable travel modes vehicle trips would shift 
to with implementation of several of the TDM measures in the TDM menu. 

Further, a substantial cause of transit delay is due to transit lines traveling in mixed-flow travel lanes with 
private vehicles. For example, the Van Ness Bus Rapid Transit Final Environmental Impact 
Statement/Environmental Impact Report identified that signal and mixed-traffic delays account for 
approximately 50 to 58 percent of total delay for Van Ness Avenue buses along the corri.dor.6 Therefore, a 
reduction in vehicle trips from Development Projects would be expected to reduce potential delay 
impacts to transit. As such, the proposed project would not result in a significant impact related to transit. 

Bicycles 
The proposed project would not create potentially hazardous conditions for bicyclists or otherwise 

substantially interfere with bicycle accessibility. The TDM Ordinance includes procedures for review of 

Development Project's TDM Plans and thereby considers issues associated with bicycle safety and access. 

Therefore, the proposed project would not result in significant impacts to bicyclists. 

Pedestrians 
The proposed project would not create potentially hazardous conditions for people walking or otherwise 
substantially interfere with accessibility for people walking. Most areas of San Francisco have adequate 
sidewalk widths. Moreover, projects that are of a size sufficient to result in sidewalk. overcrowding are 
subject to Better Streets Plan requirements and environmental review. 

The potential for such sidewalk overcrowding impacts to occur as a result of the proposed project is 
speculative because it is unknown which TDM measures future Development Projects would select. 
Moreover, current literature does not document which sustainable travel .modes vehicle trips would shift 
to with implementation of several of the TDM measures in the TDM menu. In addition, most 
Development Projects subject to the TDM Program requirements would also be subject to the 
Transportation Sustaina)Jility Fee (Plal)ning Code Section 41 lA). The Transportation Sustainability Fee 
requires developers to pay a portion of their fair share to enhance intersections· and sidewalks to 
accommodate the increase in walking trips associated with new development. Therefore, the proposed 
project would not result in significant impacts to pedestrians. 

Loading 
The proposed project includes measures related to deliveries and shuttle bus services, which may 
potentially increase localized loading. However, the demand generated for the loading would occur from 
people within Development Projects subject to the TOM Program. The effects of loading demand and the 
potential to create hazardous conditions would be evalua~ed for each Development Project subject to 
environmental review and Development Projects would be subject to all applicable requirements to 
accommodate expected loading demand. Therefore, the proposed project would not result in significant 
impacts related to loading. 

6 San Francisco County Transportation Authority, Van Ness Bus Rapid Transit Final Environmental Impact Report/Environmental· Impact 

Statement. 
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Transportation Demand Management Ordinance 

Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases 
Passenger vehicles emit pollutants for each mile driven. Despite technological advancements, the 
transportation sector continues to account for a large amount of emissions given an increase in vehicle 
miles traveled.7 The transportation sector accounts for 36 percent,8 37 percent,9 and 40 percent10 of all 
greenhouse gas emissions in California, the San Francisco Bay Area, an~ San Francisco, respectively. The 
transportation sector is also responsible for a large percentage of air pollutants that affect the air quality 
locally and regionally, toxic air contaminants. and criteria air pollutants. For example, the transportation 
sector accounted for 83 percent of oxides of nitrogen emissions statewide, which is a pr:ecursor to ozone 
(criteria air pollutant) and for which a larger area of the state is designated as ri.onattainment by both the 
state and federal government. 11 

The proposed project would result in an overall reduction in the Vehicle Miles Traveled associated with 
new development compared to Vehicle Miles Traveled without the implementation of the TOM Program. 
Therefore, the proposed project would not result in significant impacts related to air quality, incl.uding 
greenhouse gases. · 

Conclusion 
The proposed project satisfies the criteria for exemption under the above-cited classifications. In addition, 
none of the CEQA Guidelines Section 15300.2 exceptions to the use of a categorical exemption applies to 
the proposed project. For . the above reasons, the proposed project is appropriately exempt from 
environmental re-view. 

7 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Our Built and Natural Environments 2nd Ed, June 2013. 
a California Air Resources Board, First Update to the Climate Change Scoping Plan, May 2014. 
9 Plan Bay Area 2040, Plan Bay Area Environmental Impact Report, July 2013 .. 
10 San Francisco Department of Environment, San Francisco Climate Action Strategy, October 2013. 
11 California Air Resources Board, Emission Inventory Data, Year 2012. 
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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 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO 

LAND USE AND TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT the Land Use and Transportation 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 heard: 

Date: · Monday, November 28, 2016 

Time: 1 :30 p.m. 

Location: Legislative Chamber, Room 250, located at City Hall 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, San Francisco, CA 

Subject: File No. 160925. Ordinance amending the Planning Code to 
establish a citywide Transportation Demand Management (TOM) 
Program, to require Development Projects to incorporate design 
features, incentives, and tools that support sustainable forms of 
transportation; create a new administrative fee to process TOM · 
Plan applications and compliance reports; make conforming 
amendments to various sections of the Planning Code; affirming 
the Planning Department's determination under the California 
Environmental Quality Act; and making findings of public necessity, 
convenience, and welfare under Planning Code, Section 302, and 
findings of consistency with the General Plan, and the eight priority 
policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1. 

If the legislation passes, new fees would be established to cover the administrative 
costs for the Transportation Demand Management (TOM) Program that would apply to 
most residential and non-residential development projects in San Francisco, except for 
small projects (less than ten residential units or less than 10,000 square feet of 
commercial space), 100% affordable housing projects, and parking garages. The initial 
fee for review of a TOM Plan shall be $6,000, plus time and materials in excess of thi$ 
one-time fee. The fee for required periodic compliance review shall be $1,000, and the 
fee for voluntary update review shall be $1,300. 

In accordance with 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 



NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEAR 
File No. 160925 (10-Day Fee Ad) Page2 

time the hearing begins. These comments will be made as part of the official public 
record in this matter, 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, City Hall; 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244, San Francisco, CA 94102. 
Information relating to this matter is available in the Office of the Clerk of the Board. 
Agenda information relating to this matter will be available ·for public review on 
Wednesday, November 23, 2016. 

~::.-..A+--~~ 
Angela Calvillo 
Clerk of the Board 

DATED: November 17, 2016 
PUBLISHED/POSTED: November 18 and 24, 2016 
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Ad Description 
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To the right is a copy of the notice you sent to us for publication in the SAN 

FRANCISCO EXAMINER. Thank you for using our newspaper. Please read 

this notice carefully and call us with ny corrections. The Proof of Publication 
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11/18/2016' 11/24/2016 

EXM# 2948375 
NOTICE OF PUBLIC 

HEARING 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

OF THE CITY AND 
COUNTY OF SAN FRAN-

CISCO 
LAND USE AND TRANS­
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MONDAY, NOVEMBER28, 

2016-1:30 PM 
LEGISLATIVE CHAMBER, 

ROOM 250, CITY HALL 
1 DR. CARLTON B. 

GOODLETI PLACE, SAN 
FRANCISCO, CA 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN 
THAT the Land Use and 
Transportation 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 heard: File No. 
160925. Ordinance amend­
ing the Planning Code to 
establish a citywide 
Transportation Demand 
Management (TDM) 
Program, to require 
Development Projects to 
incorporate design features, 
Incentives, and tools that 
support sustainable forms of 
transportation; create a new 
administrative fee to process 
TDM Plan applications and 
compliance reports; make 
conforming amendments to 
various . sections of the 
Planning Code; affinning the 
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Quality Act; and making 
findings of public necessity, 
convenience, and welfare 
under Planning Code, 
Section 302, and findings of 
consistency with the General 
Plan, and the eight priority 
policies of Planning Code, 
Section 101.1. If the 
legislation passes, new fees 
would be established to 
cover the administrative 
costs for the Transportation 
Demand Management 
(TDM) Program that would 
apply to most residential and 
non-residential development 
projects in San Francisco, 
except for small projects 
(less than ten residential 
units or less than 10,000 
square feet of commercial 
space), 100% affordable 
housing projects, and 
parking garages. The initial 
fee for review of a TDM Plan 
shall be $6,000, plus time 
and materials in excess of 
this one-time fee. The fee for 
required periodic compliance 
review shall be $1,000, and 
the fee for voluntary update 
review shall be $1,300. In 
accordance with Administra­
tive Code, Section 67.7-1, 
persons who are unable to 
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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 as part of the official 
public record Jn this matter, 
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, City Hall, 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett 
Place, Room 244, San 
Francisco, CA 94102. 
Information relating to this 
matter is available in the 
Office of the Clerk of the 
Board. Agenda infonnation 
relating to this matter will be 
available for public review on 
Wednesday, November 23, 
2016. - Angela Calvillo, Clerk 
of the Board 




