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: AMENDED iN BOARD
FILE NO. 170589 : 12/5/2017 ORDINANCE NO.

[Public Works, Police Codes -
R&ght—ef—WayeRequmnge Permit for Testlng of Autonomous Dehvegé Devnces on Sldewalksl

Ordinance amending the Public Works Code to preh+b+t—t~he—eperatten—ef-autenemeus

require a permit for the gesting of autonomous delivery devices on sidewalks and fo sef

. rules governmg the ogeratnon of such devices; amending the Public Works Code and
Police Code to provide for administrative, civil, er and criminal penalties for unlawful
operatlon of au%enemeusdehvew& devices; and affirming the Planning

Department’s determination undér the California Environmental Quality Act.

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 strikethrough-itaties-Tines New-Roman fort.
Board amendment additions are in double-underlined Arial font
Board amendment deletions are in strikethrough-Arial-font. 8
Asterisks (* * * *)indicate the omission of unchanged Code :
subsections or parts of tables. _ )

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

Section 1. The Planning Department has determined that the actlons contemp|ated in
this ordinance comply with the California Environmental Quality Act (California Public
Resources Code Sections 21000 et seq.). Said determination is on file with the Clerk of the
Boatd of Supervisors in File No. 170599 and is'incorporated. herein by reference. The Board

affirms this determination.

Section 2. The Public Works Code is hereby amended by addlng Sectlon 123—4 794, to

read as follows:
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SEC. 794. AUTONOMOUS DELIVERY DEVICES ON SIDEWALKS — PERMIT
 REQUIRED.

(@) Purpose. “‘Autonomous Delivery Device” means a motorized device used to
transport items, products, or any other materials on City sidewalks for commercial purposes.

and guided or controlled without a human operator sitting or standing ugoh and actively and

physically controlling the movemenfs of the device. The purpose of this Section 794 is to

establish a Qennit program to authorize and regulate the ogefation of Autonomous Delivery
Devices on City sidewalks for the-limited purposes of festing for research and development
(“Testing”) for antiéigated commercial uses. Under thls Seétion! the operation of Aufonomous| -
Delivery Devices for any otherAgurgose is prohibited. Thié Section shall not govern the -
ogefation of Autonomous DeliveggDevices on City streets and hig hw'axs subiécf to the
exclusive jurisdiction of the San Francisco Municipal Transg»ortat»ion Agency (“SEMTA").

(b) Permit Required. It shall be unlawful for a.ng.gerson, including but not limited to

natural persons and businesses, to operate an Autonomous Delivery Device.in. on, or above

any public sidewalk (as defined in Atticle 2.4 of the Public Works Code) without a permit.;

Supervisors Yee; Fewer, Ronen, Peskin o . A :
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. shall administer all Autonomous Delivery Device permits pursuant to the requirements, rules.

- prior 90-day extension. When a Qerm'rftee reguests an extension! the permittee muét—shall‘

{c) Public Works Director’s Administration of Pefmit. The Public Works Director

and regulations set forth in this Section 794 or in orders, requlations. or procedures that the'
Public Works Director shall adogt as he or she déems necessary fo preserve and -maintain the
public health, séfegg' ', welfare, .a"d .conveg.‘ ience g“Reg' uiaﬁons’f}. Such Regul‘ationé mag |
include, but are not limited to, gérmit agglicaﬁbh materials, glécerhéht of and information _
contained on s_igns; site conditions, accessibility of sidewalks and étreetég the ﬁumber of

Autonomous Deli\)eg Devices that may simultaheous& undergo Testing in the same area,

and the minimum distance between Autohomous Delivery Devicés during Testing. When

(d) Restrictions on Dufation and Number g')f Autonomous Delivery Device.

Permits. Not\Niths»fanding the éuthorig granted to the Public Works Di'rector‘un'der subsection
(c). the following restrictions shall éggll to éutonomous' Delivery Device permits.
' (1) No permit issued»under this Section 794 shall r'e'm_ain'valid for: Iog.ger than 84

180 days; provided that the P‘ub.lid Works Director may ‘grént uQ' to tviidQO-dag extenéions! if

provide Public Works with a report that provides all data collected during prior Testing and
describes ah¥ public safeg-rélated incidents that have occurred, |

(2) No permit shall authorize the Testing of more than thrée we-(2)
Autonomous Deliveg Devices for each permittee.

(3) No more than a total of three{3)-active permits nine Autonomous Delivery
Devices shall be permitted are-allowed at any time. |
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Autonomous Dehveg Device on City S|dewalks or above sidewalks and public nght—of ways

(4) No permittee may hold more than one permit at any time:; grovid'ed. that a

permittee may apply for a second pemit, if after six months have elapsed from the effective

date of this Section 794, no more than two prospective permittees have aggliéd for an
Autonomous Delivery Device Tesfing permit. In the eventa Qerrﬁittee applies for and is
issued a second permit under th'is subsection (d)(4). that second permit shall not be eligible
for an extension under subsection (d)(1). | S |
(de) Application Process. _Public Works shall recelve and Qrocess each germt
application, and Ihe the content of permit agghcatlons shall comglg with the Public Works
Difectofs Requlations. All applications shall be on forms prescribed therefor and shall contain
or be aooomganied by all information required to assure the Qresentaﬁon of pertinent faots for
proper consideration of the égglication. Public Works may refer a permit application to any
other aggro’gfiate City department for its review and consultation. The applicant shall provide
the following mformatlon as part of the agglicétion submittal: | ‘
' g1) Name! office address, teleghone number, and email address of applicant;
(2) Description, physical dimensions, and technical specifications of the
Autonomous Delivery Device: o |
(3) Description and Q. urpose of Testing;
(4) Dates and times of Testiog : : A
(5) Description of and visual diégram deg'i'cting grogosed path of. travel of the :

within the jurisdiction of the Department of Pubhc Works (“Public Works”)

geg Operations manuals and gnstruc‘uons for ogeratlon of the Autonomous
Delivery Device, including manner of causing i Au{ceﬂemeu&DehJufew—Deweeto come to a full
and complete stop;
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right-ef-ways according to a public notice plan acceptable to Public Works. The aggiicanf
- shall submit to Public Works photoaraphic evidence that the Notice(s) were posted _

hearing reg'ardigg the each Autonomous Délﬁvegg.:Device permit application, . Fhe-applicant

{87) Privacy policy that addresses the manner in which applicant will use, store,
and saféguard ghotograghic! vidéo! and other data obtained through the Testing; and
LQ ) A description of the means by which the applicant has consxdered any

potential labor dlsgutes involving the agghcant’s workforce
(ef) Public Notice and Oggortumg to Comment Ugon submlssmn of the

Autonomous Delivery Device. Qermtt application;, the aggllcant shall Qost Notices of Agglicaﬁon

provided by Public Works for a Qériod of 20 calendar days at the Testmg site(s). as prescribed!

'bs_( the Director's Requlations. The Notice(s) shall be posted al'on'g. the sidewalks aﬁd—pﬁbhe

appropriately. The applicant shall remove the Notice of Application the day after exgiration of |

the 20-day notice period. Pubﬁc Works shall accept public comments Ol"l. the Notice of

Application for 2 -calendar days from the first day the Notxce was posted. Pubhc Works shall

also list pending aggllcatlons and all aggroved permits on their website.
(fa) Public Hearings-on-Permit-Applications,
(1) PAu.blic Works Hearing. The Public Works Director shall hold a public .

the-expiration-of the-10-day-peried- Unless otherwise outlined in this Section 794, the Notice

of Public Hearing posting shall comply with Article 5.6 of the Public Works Code. . The Public

Supervisors Yee; Fewer, Ronen, Peskin
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subsection (fg)(1)-, and thé Director’s written determiha;i_on after such hearing.

©w 0 N O U A N

- the Public Works Director’s decision, and may éggr‘ove,- disapprove, or modg thé:.Director of

appeal is final.

Works Director shall also notify t_he Boérd of Sugervisors of any public hearing held under this

(2) Appeal to Board of Supervisors. The Public Works Director’s a roval or

disaggfoval of avn.Auto'nomous Delivery Device permit application, or the Public Warks

Director’'s modification. withdrawal-suspension.or revocation of an Autonomous Delivery
Device permit, applieation; may be appealed to the Board of Superyisors. During the appeal,
the permittee may not operate any Autonomous Delivery Device. The Board of Supervisors

shall hold a public hearing on an agg.eal of an-Autonemeous-Delivery-Device-permit-application

Public Works' deemeﬁ prior determination. The Board of 'Sljpervist)rs’ _deci'sioh on such an

.gA-{ énl‘éucg appeal must-shall be ﬁled in wr_iting With the Clerk of the
Board of-Supervisors within 10 days of the date of the Public Works Director’s decision, and

masi—sha!l be éccomnanied by payment of aAfee c_)f '$300. payable to the Office of the Q!erk of

the Board. The Clerk of the Board may establish a g.olicg to waive the agg eal fee for
heighborhood orgahizations or those whoée' income is not enough to pay for thé feé without
affecting his,-ex her or their abilities to pay for the necessities of life. |

(BY With resg ect to appeals under this subsection gg)QZL the Board of
Supervisors shall schedule é.hearing on the appeal to be held no.less than 14 days and no
more than 30 dags gﬁerithe last available filing date of the app éal'-;‘ p rp;}ided that if the Board
of Supervisors does not conduct at least three regular Board 6f'Sugéwiéor§ meetings during
such 30 day period, the Board of Supervisors shall hold ifs hearing within 45 days of the last
available filing date of the appeal or at the next regularly séheduled Board of Supervisors

meeting should such deadline fall within a Board of Supervisors recess.;—éad—p%ee}@ded—fuﬁhep
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consohdate such appeals so that thex are heard smultaneouslx

‘the SFMTA and any aggrognate City Department, shall i lmgose any condl'nons of approval

" BOARD OF SUPERVISORS . _ ’ ' : ' Page §

potmore The Board of Sugervnsors shall make afi nal decnsmn no Iater than 90 dags from the
last avaxlable fi hng date of the ag_geal . ' , V
| {(C) The Clerk of the Board of Sugerwsors shall gublish a Notice of Public

Heafing at least 10 days in advance of the appeal hearing in at least one newspaper of
general circulation within the City and County of San Francis.co; and gr.ovide mailed notiee fo
(i) anxoge requesting notification in writing to the Office of the CTerk of the Board of
Supervisors, and (ii) the neighborhood organization(s) on the list maintained by the Planning
Department located within the Testing area, at least ten days in advence of the appeal -
hearing. ' 4 . C o ‘

gD) The aggellant orits regresentatlve and other mterested members of
the gubhc lncludmg the Qermlﬁee shall submit any wntten bnefs and. documentatlon thex want; .
available to the members of the Board of Sugervxsors and mcluded in the Qacket materials
prior to the hearing to the Office of the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors no later than 12.00
pm, at least 11 aaxs prior fo the hearing date for the appeal. and City departments shall
submit their responses fo ah¥ wriﬁen briefs and documentation from the eg'gellant no later
than 12:00 pm, at least eight days prior to the hearing .date for the ag_p_eaI; any written briefs
and documentz_ation received after these deadlines may not be a part of the heéring packet
materials and the submitting party shall be responsible for distribution.

(E) If the Office of the Clerk of the Board of Sugervisore receives multiplel

tmelx aggeals of Publlc Works Du‘ec’(or S deC|S|on! the Clerk of the Board of Sugervnsors may

(gh ) Condlyons of Aggrgval and Data Sharmg S
(1} Cogdltlogs of Approval. The Pubhc Works Dxrector[ in consultatlon with

that the Direetog deems necessag to grdtect the gublfc health -safety, and welfare of 4

Supervisors Yee; Fewer, Ronen, Peskin
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‘ ge_destn‘ané and other users of.the sidewalks and Qublié right;of-way_'s. The Public Works

'Director shall have the éuthorig to add conditions of aggro'vaj to; modify, or withdraw-suspehnd

~ the Autonomous Delivery Device pemit to addiess public heal;h! safety, and welfare issues
arising from the Testing. Befe;e#h&PubheWerks—D#eeteH%peses—ﬁsimal—eeﬂémﬂ%ef ‘

Authenty— rity- Failure to comply with the Director’s conditions of a roval shalt may result in

© ® N O g A W N -

. shall be ineligible for énx future Autonomous DelivégDévice.germ'its. _'Ang' such revocation

A o Werke:

immediate revocation of the permit-and [f the failure to comply with the Director’'s conditions |
of approval also créates a significant risk to public safety, the Director shall immediately
revoke the permit. If the Director revokes a permit under}this éubsectiéh (hy(1 )'! the g ermittee

may be appealed to the Board of Sugervisors_ under s‘ljbéébﬁ}c')n (9)2).

(2) Data :Sﬁaring. TFhe-Each Autpnbmous Delivery Device Q'ermiﬁéé' shall
disclose the following- information to the City_Adminis‘trgtor’sx Office and Public Works ona
monthly basis: | |

gé)zall{laté collected during the Testing of an Autonomous Delivery
Device _inclﬁdih jan Globa'l Positioning System (“GPS”) or photographic data',—wi{ekkreievaﬂfe

(B) information reg.arding the San Francisco-businesses that are.

inéorgoraﬁngthe Tésting of Autonomous Deliver:\é DeVicés intQ their 6geraﬁons;‘éndﬁe¢he

Supervisors Yee; Fewer, Ronen, Peskin .
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furniture, vehicles or gersoné in the public right of way.

. (€C) incidents arising from the Testing ofihé. each Autonomous Delivery

Device, including but not limited to, violation:_é of the op erational requirerrients ée’t forth in

any malfunctions or public tampering g ith a permitted device, or any collisions with street

 (gi) (.)g‘ eratibnél R.eg’ uirementé. Thé'Testiﬁg of Autonomous Delivery Devices must
shall abide B¥ the followinQ requirements. ATo evaluate Whether a permittee has complied with
these regutrementsz Public Works may seek the review and consultatlon of any other
appropriate Clg degartment A 4 ' e . N
‘ ) Sgeed llmlt Autonomous Dehveg Devxces shaH not travel more than three
fwo-{2) miles per hour ' . - o
(2) Human Ogerator A human operator shall remain WIthm 45 30 feet of the
Autonomous Dehvegg Device for the entire duration of the Testmg—a”—t&mes
(3) Rights of Way. Autonomous Dehveg Devices shall.vield the right of way to
pedestrians and bicycles. . o | L | . |
' M&M&M@&
MAMAM@MMM
Production, Des:gn! and Regalr g“PDR”) uses, (B) eemplyw*#h—the—adewaﬂewd%hs

Supervisors Yee; Fewer, Ronen, Peskin
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by%he—P%aﬂnmg—Depathent—er—can simultaneously accommodate the Testing of Autonomous
Delivery Devices and paths of travel for Qersons' with disabilities -or have an effective sidewalk
width of six feet. . | . | A - |
' (5) Traffic Signals. Autonomous Delivery Devicés shall obéy all sians and
signals governing traffic and D edestrians. o - : ‘
' | (6) HaZardoqo Materials. Autonomous Délivegg~ Devices shall may not
tranégor.’t waste or hazardous materials gsaehés—inciud'gng flammables or ammunition).
' (2) Headlights, Autonomous Delivery Devices shall be equipped with
headlights that. operate at night, sunrioe! and sunset. .
(8) 'Warniog Noise. Autonomous Delivery Devices shall emit a warhing noise
while in operation, at a volume sufficient to warn nearby Qédesfrians and -bic¥olists.
(9) Unique Identifier. Each geﬁnittee must shall place a.unique identifier on
each Autonomous Delivery Device that also includes the permittee’s oontaot. information.
(10) Insurance Requirements. Each Qe‘rmi"ttee méls{;sha_ﬂi obtain and have

readil accessible proof of general liability; automotive liability, and w_orkers’ compensation

Insurance.

(11) Indémnification of City. Each permittee shall agree to '!odemhig defend
grotect!' and hold harmless fhé City from and against any and all claims of any kind allegedly

sidewalks, ) . o , 4

(12) Docking. When not in use for Tostingg each permittee shall dock
Autonorﬁous Delivegg'Devices on private property and noton a Cig. sidewalk or in the public
rjg'ht of way. . | |

Supervisors Yee; Fewer, Ronen, Peskin - o : )
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!13) Site' Visits. Each permittee shall allow Pﬁblic'Works td attend and observe
at least one Testing éeééion 'during:' the term of each AUtonomqu‘s‘Del}iveg; Device fésting"
permit | | : ., .
Q);Pubﬁe—HeéFing;Public Works’ gegort‘Rgggrdihg.Permigipg isrogi'am. The

£ 0o O ALY
oo HBA R G ats Nolgd-a-aeadng daraing-inae-ope atalla » Qo ala 4T Vihda'

pregrarm-_Within onegear of the issuance of the first Autonomous Delivery Device testing

Qérmit under this Sectibn 794, Public Works shall provide a report to the Board of Sugervisdrs
fegarding the oge:ration of the permitting program. summérizing the data it has collected from
permittees, and offering ﬁndings and recommendations regarding ‘ifs administraﬁon of this
program. ' - SR ‘
-(hk) Penalties. ‘ A o . .
(1) Criminal'i:‘englgg5 AHpreremNheAﬁelafées%hls—SeeHen—I&Lshau—be@ﬂ&y

....... oOr-o a alls aYalRVViatlala - - on-ao A are O ala -
AT 1O = - Sasae G - Fithatio \/ Y

: Arﬁ Qermiﬁee who shall violate any of the Qrovisiohs of this Section 794 shall be;
g‘ uilg of an infraction. Every violation aetemined to be an infraction is punishable by (1) a
ﬁne not exceeding $100 for the first violation within one vear, (2) a fine not exceeding $200 for
a second violation within one year from the date of the first violation; (3) a fine not exceeding
§500 for the third and eadh additional violation within one vear from the date of the’ﬁrst

violation.
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" violation of this Section 794.

: not limited to, the followmg the nature and seriousness of the mlsconduct! the number of

No criminal penalty may be imposed on the employee or staff of any company,
corporation or other business entity that is operating an Autonomous Delivery Device in

(2) Civil Pg_naltg
gA) The Pubhc Works Dlrector mgx sau—upepf eguest the City Attorneg to
mamtam an actlon for m;unctlon to restraln or summag abatement to cause the correctlon or

abatement of themelaﬂewef—s&bseet&eﬂ—(b} a violation of this Section 794 and for assessment_
and recovery of a civil genalg and reasonable attorney's fees for such wolatron
gB) Anx person who violates s subsections{b}-or{} h|§ Section 794 may
be liable for a civil penalty, not to exceed $500 for each day such violation is. committed or
permiitted to continue, whfch penalty shall be assessed and recovered in a civil action brought
in the name of the people of the City by the City Attorney in any sourt of competent -
'|ljrisdicti0n In assessing the amount' of the civil genalgé, the court may cdnsidef any one or

more of the relevant c1rcumstances gresented by anx of the Qartles to the case, mcludmg! but

vno!atlons the ersnstence of the mlsconduct.the len t' of tlme over WhICh the mrsconduct

occurred, the Wlllfulness of the defendant's mlsconduct and the defendant's assets, liabilities

and net worth. The Clg Attorney may seek recovery of attorney’s fees.and costs incurred in
bringing a civil ectiongurs'uant to this subsecﬁoﬁ ( d& A '
(3) Administrétive Penalg In-addition to the cr'lminal or civil genalﬁes
authorized by subsectlons (1) and (2), Public Works employees desngnated in Section 38 of
the Police Code may issue administrative citations for such vnolatlons The admlmstratlve

penalty shall not exceed $1,000 per day for each violation, Such penalty shall be assessed ,

enforced, and collected in accordénce with Sec‘tibn 39-1 of the Police Code.

Supervisors Yee';'Fe\./ver, Ronen,-Peskin . T L : : . ’ h
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' enactment Enactment occurs when the Mayor srgns the ordlnance the Mayor returns the

Sec’clon 3 The PoIIce Code is hereby amended by revrsmg Sectlon 39-1; to read as
foIIows ) . . :

. SEC. 39-1. PROCEDURE FOR ASSESSMENT AND COLLECTION OF
ADMINISTRATIVE PENALTIES FOR. SPECIFIED LITTERING AND NUISANCE
VIOLATIONS. | | .

(a) This Section 9 1. shall govern the imposition, assessment and collection of
administrative penalties imposed pursuant to Sections 37, 38 and 63 of the Police Code,
Sections 41.13, 283.1, 287, 288.1 and 600 of the Health Code, and Sec’rIons 170, 173, 174,
174.2, 723.4, and 724.5_and 794 of the Public Works Code.

Tk ok ok %

Seotlon 4, Effectlve Date This ordinance shaII become effectlve 30 days after

ordinance unsrgned or does not srgn the ordinance w1thrn ten days of recervmg it, or the Board|

of Supervrsors overrides the Mayor s veto of the ordlnance

Section 5 Scope of Ordlnance In enac’nng this ordinance, the Board of Supervrsors
intends to amend onIy those words, phrases, paragraphs, subsections, sectrons 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.

Section 6. Severabrllty if any section, subseotron sentence clause phrase -or word

of thrs ordlnance or any apphcatlon thereof to any person or crrcumstance is held to- be

Supervisors Yee; Fewer, Ronen, Peskin ] . - : ’
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invalid or unconstltutlonal by a decision of a court of competent le’ISdlC’(lon such decision
shall not affect the validity of the remaining portlons or appllcatlons of the ordlnance The

Board of Supervisors hereby declares that it wbuld have passed this ordinance and each and

1l every section, subsection, sentence clause phrase, and word not declared invalid or

unconstitutional without regard to whether any other portion of this. ordlnance or appllcatlon

i thereof would be subsequently declared invalid or unconstitutional. -

Section 7. Undertaking for the General Welfare. In enacting and implementing this

ordinance. the City is assuming an undertaking only to promote the general welfare. ltis not

assuming, nor is it imposing on its officers and employees, an obligation for breach of which it

‘is liable in money damages to any person who claims that such breach proximately caused

injury.

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

By:

ANDREW SHEN
Deputy City Attorney

n:\Nlegana\as2017\1700514\01238061.docx
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FILE NO. 170599

REVISED LEGISLATIVE DIGEST
(12/5/2017, Amended in Board)

[Public Works; Pollce Codes - Permit for Testing of Autonomous Delivery Dewces on
Sidewaiks]

Ordinance amending the Public Works Code to require a permit for the testing of

" autonomous delivery devices on sidewalks and to set rules governing the operation of
such devices; amending the Public Works Code and Police Code to provide for
administrative, civil, and criminal penalties for unlawful operation of such devices; and
affirming the Planning Department’s determmation under the California Environmental
Quality Act. :

Existing Law

Current law does not prohibit or regulate the operation of autonomous dehvery dev:ces on City
SIdewaIks

Amendments to Current Law

The proposed ordinance would amend the San Francisco Public Works and Police Codes to
allow for the testing of autonomous delivery devices, for anticipated commercial uses, on City
sidewalks. This legislation defines an “Autonomous Delivery Device” as a motorized device
used to transport items, products, or any other materials on City sidewalks for commercial
purposes, and guided or controlled without a human operator sitting or standing upon and
actively and physically controlling the movements of the device.

Under this legislation, the Public Works Director would administer and adopt regulations
governing the permitting of autonomous delivery devices. The legislation would also impose
the following restrictions regarding such permits:

» no permit would be valid for longer than 180 days, provided that the Public Works
Director may grant up to two 90-day extensions;

» no permit would authorize the testing of more than three autonomous delivery devices
per permittee;

e no more than a total of nine autonomous delivery devices may be permitted at any

, time; and

* no permittee may hold more than one permit at any time; provided that a permittee may
apply for a second permit, if after six months have elapsed from the effective date of
this ordinance, no more than two prospective permittees have applied for an
Autonomous Delivery Device Testing permit. If a permittee has received a second
permit under this prOVISion that second permit shall not be eligible for a 90-day
extension.
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FILE NO. 170599

The :tes'ting' of autonomous delivery devices would be subject to the following operational
restrictions: ‘ ,

1.

2.

8-,

9.

Speed limit: autonomous dehvery devices would not be allowed to travel more than
three miles per hour.

Human operator presence required: a human operator would be required té remain
within 30 feet of the device during testing.

Rights of way: autonomous delivery devices would be required to yield the right of way
o pedestrians and bicycles.

Permissible testing areas: permittees would ‘only be allowed to test autonomous
delivery devices on sidewalks that (A) are located in-zoning districts designated for
Production, Design, and Repair (“PDR”") uses, (B) are not identified as a high-injury
corridor by the City’s Vision Zero SF road safety initiative, and (C) can simultaneously

 accommodate the testing of autonomous delivery devices and paths of travel for

persons with disabilities or have an effective sidewalk width of six feet.
Traffic signals: autonomous delivery devices would be required to obey all signs and

" signals governing traffic and pedestrians.

Hazardous materials:. autonomous delivery devices would be prohibited from

" transporting waste or hazardous materials (such as flammables or ammunition).

Headlights: autonomous delivery devices would be required to have headlights that
operate at night, sunrise, and sunset.

Warning-noise: autonomous deltvery devices would be required to emit a warning
noise while in operation.

Unique identifiers: each permittee would be required to place a unique identifier on
each autonomous delivery device.

10.Insurance requirements: each permittee would be required to obtain and have readily

accessible proof of general liability, automotive hablllty, and workers’ compensation
insurance.

11.Indemnification of City: each permittee would be required to agree to indemnify the

City from any legal claims arising directly or indirectly out of permittee’s testing of
autonomous delivery devices on City sidewalks.

12.Docking:. when not in use for Testing, each permittee would be required to dock

autonomous delivery devices on private property and not on a City SIdewaIk orinthe
public right of way.

13.Site Visits: each permittee would be required to allow Public Works to attend and

observe at least one testing session during the term of each permit.

The proposal would require each permittee to, on a monthly basis, share the following
information with the City Administrator's Office and Public Works: :

data collected during testing, including any Global Posmonlng System (“GPS”) or
photographic data;
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FILE NO. 170599

e the San Francisco businesses that are lncorporatmg the testlng of autonomous delivery
' devices into their operations; and
e incidents arising from the testing of the each autonomous dehvery device, including but
not limited to, violations of the operational requirements, incidents lmpactmg public
safety, public complaints, any malfunctions or public tampering with a permitted device,
or any collisions with street furniture, vehicles or persons in the public right of way.

The'legislation would require the Public Works Director to hold a hearing regarding each
application for an autonomous delivery device permit. The legislation would also allow for
appeals of the Public Works Director’s decisions to the Board of Supervisors.

The proposed ordinance also establishes criminal, civil, and admmlstratlve penalties for
unlawful operation of such devices.

n\legana\as2017\1700514\01233333.docx
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: City Hall
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244"

BOARD of SUPERVISORS San Francisco 94102-4689
’ Tel. No. 554-5184
Fax No. 554-5163
TDD/TTY No. 554-5227
May 23, 2017
File No. 170599
Lisa Gibson

Interim Environmental Review Officer
Planning Department

1650 Mission Street, 41 Floor

San Francisco, CA 94103

Dear Ms. Gibson:
On May 16, 2017, Supervisor Yee introduced the following legislation:
File No. 170599

Ordinance amending the Public Works Code to prohibit the operation of
autonomous delivery devices on sidewalks and right-of-ways within the
jurisdiction of Public Works, amending the Police Code to provide for
administrative, civil,. or crimihal penalties for unlawful operation of
autonomous delivery devices; and affirming the Planning Department’s
determination under the California Environmental Quality Act.

This legislation is being transmitted to you for environmental review.

Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board
By: Erica Major, Assistant Clerk

Public Safety -and Neighborhood Services
Committee

Not defined as a project under CEQA Guidelines
~sections 15378 and 15060 (c) {(2) because it does not

result in a physical change in the environment.

Attachment '

¢:  Joy Navarrete, Environmental Planning
Jeanie Poling, Environmental Planning

- Digitally slgned by Joy Navarrete
DN: en=Joy Navarrete, o=Planning,
_J Oy N aVa rrete»wa:_nvlmnmenral Planning,
. emall=joy.navarrete@sfgov.org, c=US
. Date: 2017.0B28 16:56:43 -07'00"
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CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO
EpwiN M. LEE, MAYOR

OFFICE OF SMALL BUSINESS
SAN FR“NC'SCO ~ REGINA DICK-ENDRIZZI, DIRECTOR

OFFICE OF SMALL BUSINESS

Aungust 17,2017

Ms. Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board
City Hall Room 244

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place

San Francisco, CA 94102-4689

RE: BOS File No. 170599 [Pubhc Works, Police Codes - Prohlbltmg Autonomous Delivery Devices on -
Sidewalks and Right-of-Ways]

Small Business Commission Recommendation to the Board of Supervisors: Do not approve
Dear Ms. Calvillo,

On August 14,2017, the Small Business Commission voted (5-1, 1 absent) to recommend that the Board
of Supervisors not approve BOS File No. 170599.

The Commission noted that the issue has not been adequately studied and not enough data has been
presented to justify a permanent ban. Given the potentially significant impacts of automation (including
automated delivery devices), the Commission recommended that the Board of Supervisors convene a
working group charged with developing policies regarding automation in San Francisco, including the use
of automated or autonomous delivery devices. The Department of Public Works’ Pilot Program should be
continued in the meantime, conditional upon enforcement.

It adopted the attached resolution, which fully articulates its recommendations.

The Small Business Commission respectfully requests that you vote against this legislation and instead
take steps to facilitate the development of informed and thoughtful policies regardmg the future of
automation in San Francisco. -

Thank you for-considering the Small Business Commission’s comments. Please feel free to contact me
should you have any questions.

Sincerely,

ey %

Regina Dick-Endrizzi
Director, Office of Small Business

OFFICE OF SMALL BUSINESS o SMALL BUSINESS COMMISSION
1DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETT PLACE, ROOM 110, SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 941024681
(415) 554-6408 -




CC:

Norman Yee, Board of Supervisors ;
Mohammed Nuru, Department of Public Works
Jerry Sanguinetti, Department of Public Works
Rahul Shah, Department of Public Works
Mawuli Tugbenyoh, Mayor’s Office

Francis Tsang, Mayor’s Office

* Lisa Pagan, Office of Economic and Workforce Development

Jobn Carroll, Public Safety and Neighborhood Services Committee

OFFICE OF SMALL BUSINESS « SMALL BUSINESS COMMISSION
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C11Y AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO
EDpwIN M, LEE, MAYOR

» g OFFICE OF SMALL BUSINESS
SAN FRANCISCO REGINA DICK-ENDRIZZI, DIRECTOR

OFFICE OF SMALL BUSINESS

Small Business Commission
Resolution
HEARING DATE AUGUST 14, 2017 '
AUTOMATION & AUTOMATED DELIVERY DEVJCES WORKING: GROUP

BOS FILE NO. 170599
RESOLUTION NO. 002-2017-SBC

Resolution urging the San Francisco Board of Supervisors to convene a working group charged with
developing policies to govern the use of automated delivery devices in San Francisco, and to
continue the Department of Public Works’ Pilot Program (Public Works Order No. 185922) until such
time as comprehensive requlations are adopted.

WHEREAS, autornation comes in'many forms, including but not limited to automated dellvery devices (a k.a.
“delivery robots"); and

WHEREAS, 'automation has the potential to significantly affect the loeal economy; and

WHEREAS, autornated delivery devices WOuld gperate on the public right of way, posing public safety and
logistical challenges; and.

A WHEREAS, the consequences and- opportunltles for residents, workers, and busmesses in San Francssco
" are not adequately understood; and

WHEREAS, San Francisco's experience suggests that carefully developed regulation should precede rather
than succeed the spread of new technologies, to encourage cooperative behavior from businesses from the
outset.

BE IT RESOLVED that the Department of Public Works' Pilot Program be continued, conditional upon
enforcement.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Small Busmess Commission hereby recommends the- convenmg ofa
working-group (as soon as is-practical) charged with studying the impacts of automation {including automated
delivery devices) and build San Francisco's-automation policy based on a set of thoughtful principles and the
insights gleaned from the working group.

BE IT'FURTHER RESOLVED that the Small Business Commission récommends that the workmg group be
composed of at least the following members:

The Mayor’s Office

Office of Economic and Workforce Development
Office of Small Business

Mayor's Office on Disability

s » 2w

1 DR, CARLTON B. GOQDLETT PLAGE, RCOM 110, SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94102-4681
_ 144RY RRA-R134 | www ':fcmh ora | @hr@qfanv ora
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“CITY AND. COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO
EDWIN.M: LEE, MAYOR-

OFFICE OF SMALL BUSINESS
‘SAN FRANCISCO - . REGINA DICK-ENDRIZZI, DIRECTOR

OFFICE OF SMALL BUSINESS

Department of Public Works '
Municipal Transportation Agency -
Police. Department

City Attomey

st a0 .

_ BEIT FURTHER RESOLYED that the Srmall Business Commission urges consu!tatron with stakeholders in
- the community, includinig but not limited to:
» Pedestrian:safety groups
Merchant and business.asseciations
Business representativés:in impacted industries
Automation product develapers
Labierrepreséntatives (ingluding, but not.limited to, the Tearisters)

] hereby certify that the*foregoing Resolutron ‘was ADOPTED by the Small Busmess Commnssnon on
August 14, 2017..

egina Dick-Endrizzi
Director

RESOLUTION. NO, 002-2017-SBC

Ayes — 6 (Dooley, Dwight, Ortiz-Cartageha, Tour-SarKissian, Yee Rlley, Zouzounis)
Nays -0 )

Abstained— 0

Absent — 1 (Adams)

1 DR. CARLTON.B. GOODLETT PLACE, ROOM. 110, SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94102- 4581
{415) 554~ 6134 I www.sfosb.org / sbe@sfgov.org
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Carroll, John (BOS)

From: Carroll John (BOS)

Sent: . Tuesday, December 05, 2017 10; 47 AM

To: ) ‘political_bob@att.net' :

Cc: . Board of Supervisors, (BOS)

Subject: RE: Item 16 — Supe. Yee's sidewalk robot leglslatlon File # 170599
Categories: T 170598

Thanks for your comment letter. | have added your message to the official file for the ordinance.

I invite you to review the entire matter on our Legislative Research Center by following the link below:

Board of Supervisors File No. 170599

John Carroll

Assistant Clerk

Board of Supervisors

San Francisco City Hall, Room 244

San Francisco, .CA 94102

(415)554-4445 - Direct | (415)554-5163 - Fax
john.carroli@sfgov.org | bos.legislation@sfgov.org

@

Y Click here to complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Service Satisfaction form.
The Legistative Research Center provides 24-hour access to Board of Supervisors legislation and archived matters since August 1998.

Disclosures: Personal information that is provided in communications to the. Board of Supervisors is subject to disclosure under the California Public Records Act and
the San Franicisco Sunshine Ordinance. Personal information provided will not be redacted. Members of the public are not required to provide personal identifying
information when they communicate with the Board of Supervisors and its committees. All written or oral communications that members of the public submit to the
Clerk’s Office regarding pending legislation or hearings will be made available to all members of the public for inspection and copying. The Clerk's Office does not
redact any information from these submissions. This means that personal information—including names, phone numbers, addresses and similar information that a
member of the public elects to subinit to the Board and its committees—may appear on the Board of Supervisors website or in other public documents that members
of the public may inspect or copy.

-—-—0Original Message-—

From: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)

Sent: Tuesday, December 05, 2017 9:52 AM

To: BOS-Supervisors <bos-supervisors@sfgov.org>; Carroll, John (BOS) <john. carroll@sfgov org>
Subject: FW: Item 16 - Supe. Yee's sidewalk robot legislation File # 170599

-——Original Message——

From: Bob Planthold [mailto:political_| bob@att net]

Sent: Monday, December 04, 2017 5:50 PM

To: Breed, London (BOS) <london.breed@sfgov.org>; Tang, Katy (BOS} <katy. tang@sfgov org>; Farrell, Mark (BOS)
<mark farrell@sfgov.org>; asha.safai@sfgov.org; Cohen, Malia (BOS) <malia.cohen@sfgov.org>; Sheehy, leff (BOS)
<jeff.sheehy@sfgov.org>; Ronen, Hillary <hillary.ronen@sfgov.org>; Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
<board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>; Kim, Jane (BOS) <jane.kim@sfgov.org>

Cc: Lloyd, Kayleigh (BOS) <kayleigh.lloyd@sfgov.org>; meneka.mohan@sfgpv.org; Montejano, Jess (BOS)
<jess.montejano @sfgov.org>; Sandoval, Suhagey (BOS) <suhagey.sandoval@sfgov.org>; sopina.kittler@sfgov.org;
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Hamllton Megan (BOS) <megan.hamilton@sfgov.org>; Morales, Carolina (BOS) <carélina.morales@sfgov. org> Lee, Ivy
{BOS) <ivy.lee@sfgov.org>; Yee, Norman (BOS) <norman.yee@sfgov.org>; Maybaum, Erica (BOS)

<erica. maybaum@sfgov org>; Bob Planthold <political_bob@att.net>

Subject: Item 16 — Supe. Yee's sidewalk robot legislation File # 170599

[ urge passage of the cu_rrent version of Supe. Yee's legislation to permit and regulate sidewalk robots.

Those who do not hear or do not see may mis-step to get out of the way
of these quiet and low-stature machines.

Young children,seniors, those pushing babies in strollers, and people
with disabilities should have SAEE sidewalks.

Supe.Norman Yee's legislation is a major step towards improving safety
and keeping our sidewalks safer than they are now.

Please pass [tem 16.

Bob Planthold

~
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Carroll, John (BOS)

From: = - ' Carroll, John (BOS)

Sent: ’ Thursday, October 19, 2017 3:57 PM

To: _ ‘pete.a.lester@gmail.com’

Cc: " Board of Supervisors, (BOS)

Subject: RE: Push back on Robot delivery, our sidewalks are already too crowded.
Categories: 170599

Thanks for your comment letter. | have added your message to the official file for the ordinance.

| invite you to review the entire matter on our Legislative Research Center by following the link below:

- Board of Supetrvisors File No. 170599

John Carroll

Assistant Clerk

Board of Supervisors

San Francisco City Hall, Room 244

San Francisco, CA 94102

(415)554-4445 - Direct | {415)554-5163 - Fax
john.carroll@sfgov.org | bos.legislation@sfgov.org

@

&5 Click here to complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Service Satisfaction form.
‘The Legislative Research Center provides 24-hour access to Board of Supervisors legislation and archived matters since August 1998.

Disclosures: Personal information that is provided in communications to the Board of Supervisors is subject to disclosure under the California Public Records Act and
the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance. Personal information provided will not be redacted, Members of the public are not required to provide personal identifying
information when they communicate with the Board of Supervisors and its committees. All written or oral communications that members of the public submit to the
Clerk's Office regarding pending legisiation or hearings will be made available to all members of the public for inspection and copying. The Clerk’s Office does not
redact any information from these submissions. This meuons that personal iriformation—including names, phone numbers, addresses and similar information thata
member of the public elects to submit to the Board and its committees—may appeor on the Board of Supervisors website or in other public documents that members
of the public may inspect or copy.

From: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)

Sent: Wednesday, October 18, 2017 4:46 PM .
To: BOS-Supervisors <bos-supervisors@sfgov.org>; Carroll, John (BOS) <john.carroll@sfgov.org>
Subject: FW: Push back on Robot delivery, our sidewalks are already too crowded.

From: Pete Lester Mailto:pete.a.Iestef@gmail.com]

Sent: Wednesday, October 18, 2017 8:31 AM

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS) <board.ef.supervisars@sfgov.org>; Walk San Francisco <info@walksf.org>
Subject: Push back on Robot delivery, our sidewalks are already too crowded.

I awoke to read the paper yesterday and read that the board had decided to give the robot delivery companies a
break, "...amid mounting pressure by robot companies and businesses interests..." SF Examiner oct
17, 2017. '

| 791



To say that I am disappoinfed is an understatement. I feel like what I am seeing here is that the board is more
interested in representing business interests than they are in representing the people who elected them.

These robots do not belong on our already crowded streets. The founders of the companies who make them are
out of touch-Matt Delaney, co-founder of Marble calls our sidewalks, “...an infrastructure that is barely
used”. Meanwhile Starship spokesperson imagines a vision Where there are thousands of robots on
sidewalks around the world.

(Both quotes can be found here in this Gaurdian UK article; please read.)

"Barley used," can you imagine what our sidewalks in the Financial district would look like at
lunchtime if we ad hundreds of delivery 'bots to the mix? How about the narrow sidewalks in
Chinatown, The Castro, Glen Park, and so many other neighborhoods? IT seems to me that Delaney
thinks all our sidewalks are like those over by where he builds his robots. They are not.

In a Goal Zero city we need to prioritize pedestrians and pedestrian safety, not profits for a very small number
of people.

Thank you for your time.
I vote, I pay attention and I-am very upset that the board seems hell bent on giving our Clty to these robots.

Pete A Lester

Vice President Chooda Board of Directors

Event Planner and Coordinator

Bike Zambia Planning Committee

Certified Bike Fitter

Certified Bosch E-Bike Mechanic

Help me raise money to fight HIVV/Aids and Povertv in Zambla
Join Us on the ride!

792 o




Carroll, John (BOS)

From: : Carroll, John (BOS)

Sent; Tuesday, October 17, 2017 9:34 AM

To: . 'gail.wechsler@gmail.com’

Cc:. Board of Supervisors, (BOS)

Subject: RE: sidewalks are for pedestrians, not robots
Categories: 170599

Thanks for your comment letter. | have added your message to the official file for the ordinance.

[ invite you to review the entire matter on our Legislative Research Center by following the link below:

Board of Supervisors File.No. 170599

John Carroll

Assistant Clerk

Board of Supervisors

San Francisco City Hall, Room 244

San Francisco, CA 94102

(415)554-4445 - Direct | (415)554-5163 - Fax
john.carroll@sfgov.org | bos.legisiation@sfgov.qrg

]

&% Click here to complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Service Satisfaction form.
The Legislative Research Center provides 24-hour access to Board of Supervisors legislation and archived matters since August 1998.

Disclosures: Personal information that is provided in communications to the Board of Supervisors is subject to disclosure under the California Public Records Act and
the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance. Personal information provided will not be redacted. Members of the public are not required to provide personal identifying

. Information when they communicate with the Board of Supervisors and its committees. All written or oral communications that members of the public submit to the

Clerk's Office regarding pending fegislation or hearings will be made available to all members of the public for inspection and copying. The Clerk's Office does not
redact any information from these submissions. This means that personal inform atlon—/ncludmg names, phone numbers, addresses and similar information that o
member of the public elects to submit to the Board and its committees—may appear on the Board of Supervisors website or in other public document‘s that members
of the public may inspect or copy.
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From: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)

Sent: Tuesday, October 17, 2017 8:18 AM -
To: Carroll, John (BOS) <John carroll@sfgov.org>; BOS-Supervisors <bos—superwsors@sfgov org>
Subject FW: sidewalks are for pedestrians, not robots

¥

From: Gail Wechsler [mailto:gail.wechsler@gmail.com]

Sent: Monday, October 16, 2017 9:14 PM

To: Calvillo, Angela (BOS) <angela.calvillo@sfgov.org>; Board of Supervisors, {BOS) <board.of. supemsors@sfgov org>
Cc: Lee, Mayor (MYR) <mayoredwinlee@sfgov.org>; Nuru, Mohammed (DPW) <mohammed.nuru@sfdpw.org>; Rahaim,
John {CPC) <john.rahaim@sfgov.org>; Reiskin, Ed (MTA) <Ed.Reiskin@sfmta.com>; MTABoard@sfmta.org;
tilly.chang@sfcta.org; Roxas, Samantha (BOS) <samantha.roxas@sfgov.org>; Angulo, Sunny (BOS)
<sunny.angulo@sfgov.org>; Beinart, Amy (BOS) <amy.beinart@sfgov.org>; Yu, Angelina (BOS) <angelina.yu@sfgov.org>;
Duong, Noelle (BOS) <noelle.duong@sfgov.org>; Lopez, Barbara (BOS) <barbara.lopez@sfgov.org>; Meyer, Catherine

| (BOS) <cathy.mulkeymeyer@sfgov.org>; Summers, Ashiey (BOS) <ashley.summers@sfgov.org>; Chicuata, Brittni (BOS)




<brittni.chicuata @sfgov.org>; Karunaratne, Kanishka (BOS) <kanishka.karunaratne@éfgov.orgx Maybaum, Erica {(BOS)
<erica.maybaum@sfgov.org>; Barnes, Bill (BOS) <bill.barnes@sfgov.org>; Power, Andres {(MYR})
<andres.power@sfgov.org>; Thomas, Jochn (DPW) <John.Thomas@sfdpw.org>

Subject: sidewalks are for pedestrians, not robots

Dear Supervisors:

I urge you to support Sup. Yee's legislation to ban Autonomous Delivery Devices - in other words, robots -
from our city's sidewalks. It should go without saying that sidewalks are for pedestrians, not for robots. So are
delivery jobs. ' A | ‘

Walk SF speaks for me when it says

Sidewalks are the one of the only spaces in the city that [are] dedicated to pedestrians, and these spaces are already narrow and
crowded throughout much of the city. If anything, we need more space dedicated to people walking, rather than having to share the
limited space we do have.

and

when an industry’s business model uses public space, it is crucial that our elected officials prioritize the needs of the community and
consider the impact to their quality of life.”

Again, I ask you to support a total ban on robot delivery vehicles.

Yours truly,
Gail Wechsler
94110
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Carroll, John (BOS)

From: ) Carroll, John (BOS)

Sent: . Monday, October 16, 2017 11:50 AM

To: : ‘selizabethvaughan@gmail.com’

Cc: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)

Subject: : RE: Drones are banned from national parks; delivery robots should be banned from sidewalks
Categories: 170599

Thanks for your commént letter. 1 have added your message to the official file for the ordinance.

| invite you to review the entire matter on our Legislative Research Center by following the link below:

Board of Supervisors File No. 170599

John Carroll

Assistant Clerk

Board of Supervisors

San Francisco City Hall, Room 244

San Francisco, CA 94102

(415)554-4445 - Direct | {(415)554-5163 - Fax
john.carroll@sfgov.org | bos.legistation@sfgov.org

&G Click here to complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Service Satisfaction forn.
The Legislative Research Center provides 24-hour access to Board of Supervisors legislation and archived matters since August 1998.

Disclosures: Personal information that is provided in communications to the Board of Supervisors is subject to disclosure under the California Public Records Act and
the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance. Personal information provided will not be redacted. Members of the public are not required to provide personal identifying
information when they communicate with the Board of Supervisors and its commiittees. Afl written or oral communications that members of the public submit to the

- Clerk's Office regarding pending legislation or hearings will be made available to all members of the public for inspection and copying. The Clerk's Office does not
redact any information from these submissions. This means that personal information—including names, phone numbers, addresses and similar information that a
member of the public elects to submit to the Board and its committees—may appear on the Board of Supervisors website or in other public documents that members
of the public may inspect or copy. ’

From: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)

Sent: Friday, October 13, 2017 10:11 AM

To: BOS-Supervisors <bos-supervisors@sfgov.org>; Carroll, John (BOS) <john.carroll@sfgov.org>
Subject: FW: Drones are banned from national parks; delivery robots should be banned from sidewalks

From: Sue Vaughan [mailto:selizabethvaughan@gmail.com]

Sent: Thursday, October 12, 2017 9:55 PM ’

To: Fewer, Sandra (BOS) <sandra.fewer@sfgov.org>; Farrell, Mark (BOS) <mark.farrell@sfgov.org>; Peskin, Aaron {BOS)
<aaron.peskin@sfgov.org>; Tang, Katy (BOS) <katy.tang@sfgov.org>; Breed, London (BOS) <london.breed@sfgov.org>:
Kim, Jane (BOS) <jane.kim@sfgov.org>; Yee, Norman (BOS) <norman.vee @sfgov.org>; Sheehy, Jeff (BOS)

<jeff.sheehy @sfeov.org>; Cohen, Malia (BOS) <malia.cohen@sfgov.org>; Safai, Ahsha (BOS) <ahsha.safai@sfgov.org>
Cc: Board of Supervisors, (BOS) <board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>

Subject: Drones are banned from national parks; delivery robots should be banned from sidewalks




Dear Supervisors:

Please vote to support Supervisor Norman Yee's legislation to ban delivery robots from our sidewalks. The law
currently prohibits people from parking motorcycles and cars on sidewalks, from operating Segways on
sidewalks, and from riding bicycles on sidewalks (unless a child).

Please do not give up this valuable public space to another motorized vehicle -- the delivery robot.

- We need to preserve the sidewalk for walking -- especially for the elderly and the disabled, and people with
small children -- and for people who use wheelchairs. Our sidewalks are important places where people should
be able to walk safely and in peace. As a reminder, to maintain national parks as places of peace and
rejuvenation, federal law prohibits drones in national parks.

Sincerely,
~ Sue Vaughan
District 1
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Itemn #ﬂ- [Public Works, Police Codes - Prohibiting Autonomous Delivery Devices on Sidewalks and
Right-of-Ways] Sponsor: Yee

Packet Includes:

Photos of Automated Delivery Device (ADD) with Dimensions

Marble’s Cut Sheet

Rendering of ADD on a 12foot street (a majority of SF streets are NOT 12 feet)
A Permit showing expiration and photos/documentation of ADD operating w/o
permit :

Transportation Authority Guiding Principles for Management of Emerging
Services and Technology- Approved July 25™ 2017

A few letters of support

o
O

©

O 0 O 0 0O 0 O

Walk SF

Pomeroy Recreation and Rehabilitation Center— Serving more than 500
adults and children across the city with disabilities

Neighborhood Association:The South Beach Rincon Mission Bay
Neighborhood Assoc. '
Chinatown TRIP- Transportation Research and Improvement Project
Alice Chiu- SF Resident and advocate who is visual impaired
Chinatown TRIP (Transportation Research and Improvement Project)
Senior (70) SF Resident and bike rider

Registered Nurse

Parent

1 of the more than 250 sign-on letters received




Automated Delivery Devices

Dimensions: 52 L X28 V x 54 H (inches)

(oo]
(0w

0 e



L08

>

s 6 L ‘ 4. i 8 I 2 1 !
NOTES:
o) D
o
. MM
[28in] vk
705mm
(*)
[
c
8- =] b
E==3
[54in]
. ! 1369mm
T B
: == . @ S --Ior:
LEFT BACK
[52in] |
It
1324 mm Lp M a rb Le 1660 17TH STREET 3
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94107
{ DNLESS DTHERWISE SPECRED: 3 AUTHOR: DATE:  (TITLE: . g
M “xs«w‘m)l HARRISON SHIH 4/14/2017 | HAPPY DELIVERY ROBOT E
" :

TGTER D oA e sapt CONTACT: {NUMBER: REV: g

eSS e o VA ResoT N i) OTERRET CEErEToUmaReN | HARKISON @MARBLE.IO ! RO000D3 o1 g

AL ERIAISSION OF MARLE ROBOT, INC. 1y ey a1 punns aND swane soass (B47) B59-9017 i NOTTOSCALE | SIZEB {SHEET10F i

4

3

)



ety e T o s AT

T

..ZI.Zj o lzl

e

BUILDING'-FACE I/

2

EDGE ZONE

ORa Exocom zﬁ

O

m '

FRONTAGE

Jrafoty e e e

o

FACE OF ocmm l\a " TREE zmﬁ t\

-
s
e,
Y
Sy
(A}
o
AR
fa

bf R

N,

1
= =

K4 ﬁ
7L
i

T
"
i

f\?:

EDGE ZONE . ¥

=
=
-
)
o]
)
mnu
-

=)

i

A g
R es

TAGE ™

‘FRON

Py DR



4
' v A i 1
Yoo
D R
' CISENY
. A
- car b
___— : N...m .
. -
T
o
5y
‘

4.5

O IS ——
- o w

-«

(N

~

EDGE ZONE
FRONTAGE

BUILDING FACE l/

EDGE ZONE

THROUGH WAY

4183

803

.‘3 . R —

e e e ae ee evssnd . - ..f;.... e e o e st o e

FRONTAGE | ',

A

A

O.Jd . \\ «..rzx“}‘fz ' ? ,. .. :
L \.HIEOCOI §>4\ A

B,

FACE OF OHRB I\ TREE WELL-, u\



Eo124 Servigs Ao

Veuioms

Mervrmrsn v

- Ashrr 2 Bow © P

< aen
Trnsrutnn

e e A Apsind .

Smering

W tmn -
T Dl Thee

S YHE CagTRo WO
THECLITRO VS

vt

e Also spotted: July 20% on 22" between Mission & S. Van Ness .
e 8/16- “Partnered with restaurant chain Jack in the Box in early August to test out a delivery in the North
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City and County of San Francisco
San Francisco Pablic Works © Bureau of Street Use and Mapping

PUBLIC
WORKS

17TOC-2744

Address : 3109 16TH ST

1155 Market Streat, 3“’" Flear- San Franeiscn, CA 94103
sfpublicivorks.org - tel :115~554w5810 fax 415—554—5161

Temporary Occupancy Permit

Cost: $930.50 Block:3568 Lot: 001 Zip: 94103

Pursuant to Sections 724, 724.1, 724.2, and 724.3, of the Public Works Code, permission revocable at the will of the
Director of Public Works to occupy a portion of the public right-of-way is granted to Permittee.

Name:

Marble Robotics

_ Marble Robotics

“IMPROVING THE QUALITY OF LIFE IN SAN FRANCISCO™ We are dedicated individuals cammiﬂe& to

Conditions -

~ Public Works Order No. 185922 is reached.

" the order

All operation shall be conducted in accordance with
Public Works Order No. 185922,

In accordance with Public Works Order No. 185922,
this pilot program shall terminate on December 31,
2017 or upon adoption of legislation related to the
regulation of "autonomous robot".

This permit may be revoked once the pilot prograrh
terminates or upon adoption of legislation related to
the "autonomous robot.”

No renewal of this permit will be allowed once the pilot
program terminates or upon adoption of legislation
related to the "autonomous robot" or once the
maximum number of permit renewals as stipulated in

The "autonomous robot" shall be equipped with
sensors and visual and audio indicators to alert object
or person is within the autonomous robot's operating
area. All sensors and indicators shall be in
accordance with applicable regulations including but
not limited to Article 29 of the San Francisco Police
Code.

Permittee shall provide to the permit office the
travel/log, incident report and any other report
including but not limited to police report in accordance
Section V - Operation Requirement and Restriction of

The permit holder shall ensure the autonomous robot
maintains stability at all times, and that the
autonomous robot does not overturn while completing
turns, when pushed or nudged, or during other events.

service and i} Imrovement in partnership with the
community.
Teamwork Continuous Improvement

Page 1 of 8
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Event/Operation:

Permit Linear Footage
Elements of Occupancy

From:
Start Time
To:
End Time
Need to call for Inspection
Need to post tow-away sign

Special Traffic permit required

Food:
Other:
Performing Arts:

. 1. The operator shall be clearly identified with

- 3. The operator shall remain within ten (10) feet of the

A feet of sidewalk in front of 3109 - 16th Street while not

In accordance with Section V o1 Public Works Order
No. 185922, the autonomous robot must be always
aftended by a trained operator familiar with San
Francisco streets/conditions while the autonomous
robot is not resting or docked in the docking station.

company name and phone number/website matching
vehicle. '
2. The operator shall not abandon the device in the
public right of way at any time while the autonomous
robot is not docked or resting in the docking area.

device at all times.

4. The operator shall keep a copy the Public Works
Permit at all times during operation and shall produce
the copy to any City official upon request.

In the event that Public Works determines the
autonomous robot must be removed, the autonomous
robot shall be removed from the public right of way at
the direction of Public Works., and the right of way
shall be brought to a condition satisfactory to Public
Works.

Autonomous robot operation in accordance with Public
Works No. 185922

12

Pursuant to Public Works Order No. 185922, one
"autonomous robot" with diverters occupying 12 linear

in operation and operating in the public right of way for
the purposes of delivery and pickup.in Mission District
as shown in the attached map.

6/13/2017 11am
t1am
6/27/2017 11:59pm
11:59pm

To activate and register this permit for towing, follow
the tow-away sign activation and photo upload
process. To tow a vehicle call the Tow Desk at (415)
553-1200.

CALL FOR Special fraffic permit MAY BE required
(Please check DPT Blue Boogk for any traffic .
restrictions; to obtain a "Blue Book", please contact
MTA at (415) 701-4673).

N

N

"IMPROVING THE QUALITY OF LIFE IN SAN FRANCISCO™ We are dedicated individuals committed to teamwork, customer service and continuous imrovement in partnership with the

Customer Service

community.
Teamwork Continuous Improvement

Page 2 of 8
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Safety

Transit

Equitable Access
" Disabled Access

Sustainability

Congestion

Accountability

Labot

Financial Impact

Collaboration

' TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
~ June 20, 2017 Revised Guiding Principles for
Management of Emetging Mobility Services and Technologies

Emerging Mobility Services and Technologies must be consistent with the City and County .

of San Francisco’s goal for achieving Vision Zero, reducing conflicts, and ensuting public
safety and security.

Emerging Mobility Services and- Technologies must complement rather than compete with
public space and transit setvices, must support and account for the access to and
operational needs of and tar transit and encourage use of high-occupancy modes.

Emerging Mobility Services and Technologies must promote equifable access to services.
All people, régardless of age, race, colot, gender, sexual otientation and identity, national
origin, religion, or any other protected category, should benefit from Emerging

Mobility Setvices and Technologies, and groups who have histotically lacked access to.

mobility and orber benefits must be prioritized and should benefit most.

Emerging Mobility Services and Technologies must be inclusive of petsons with
disabilities. Those who require accessible vehicles, physical access points, setvices, and

- technologies are entitled to receive the same or comparable level of access as persons

without disabilities.

Emerging Mobility Services and Technologies must’ support sﬁstainabﬂity, including

helping to meet the city’s greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions teduction goals, promote use

of all non-auto modes, and support efforts to inctease the rcslhency of the transportation
system and public space.

Emerging Mobility Setvices and Technologies must consider the effects on
sicdewalk, public :’ighlj of wav, and  traffic congestion, indudjng the Iesulting
impacts on road safety, modal choices, emergency vehicle response time, transit
performance and reliability.

' Emetging Mobility Setvices and Technologies providers must share relevant data so that

the City and the public can effectively evaluate. the setvices’ benefits to and impacts on the
transportation and other systems  system including but not limited to labor, health,
enviconment  and determine whether the services reflect the goals of San
Francisco. '

* Emerging Mobility Services and Technologies must ensure fairness in pay and labor

policies and practices. Emerging Mobility Services and Technologies should suppott San
Francisco’s local hire ptinciples, promote equitable job training oppottunities, and
maximize procurement of goods and services from disadvantaged business enterprises.

Emerging Mobility Services and Technologies must promote a positive financial impact on
the City’s infrastructure  investments and  delivety of  publidy-provided
transportation services.

Emerging Mobility Setvices and Technology providers and the City must engage and
collaborate with each other and the community to improve the city and its transportation
system. ‘
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Use of Guiding Principles: The SFCTA and SFMTA will use these Guiding Principles to shape our
approach to Emerging Mobility Services and Technologies. For the SFMTA, these Guiding Principles
willserve as a framewotk for the consistent apphcatlon of policies and programs. The SFCTA will use
_ these Guiding Pdnciples to evaluate these services and technologies; identify ways to meet city goals, and
shape future areas of studies, policies and programs. Every Guiding Principle may not be televant to
every consideration associated with Emerging Mobility Setvices and Technologies, and in some cases. 2
setvice may not meet all of the principles consistently. SFMTA and SFCTA Directors and staff will
consider whether a service or technology is consistent with the Guiding Principles, on balance. If a service
provider ot technology does not support these Guiding Principles, SEMTA and SFCTA will work with
the setvice provider to meet the principles, or may choose to limit their access to City resources.
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WALK

&% Y@ SAN FRANCISCO

Octovber 2,2017

Board of Supervisors

San Francisco City Hall

1 Dr Carlton B Goodlett PI
San Francisco, CA 94102

RE: File 170599: Autonomous Delivery Device Ban (Yee) -- SUPPORT

Dear Board of Supervisors,

On behalf of Walk San Francisco and our members, | am writing to urge you to support
Supervisor Norman Yee’s proposal to prohibit Autonomous Delivery Devices from
Sidewalks and Right-Of-Ways (File 170599).

Walk San Francisco strives to make San Francisco a more livable, walkable city. This
legislation is important to us because in order for the city to be walkable, sidewalk space
must be ample, accessible, and ideally beautiful. We are very concerned about the impacts
of Autonomous Delivery Vehicles on the safe and unfettered use of the sidewalk by
pedestrians. Autonomous Delivery Devices are an example of a technological innovation
that could have positive uses; however, this technology is in its infancy and the City must
act quickly to ensure it does not negatively impact the community.

San Francisco has always prioritized our sidewalks for the use of pedestrians — from
banning bicycles and Segways from our sidewalks, to prioritizing the “pedestrian
environment” under the Better Streets Plan. Sidewalks are the one of the only spaces in the
city that is dedicated to pedestrians, and these spaces are already narrow and crowded
throughout much of San Francisco. If anything, we need more space dedicated to people
walking, rather than having to share the limited space we do have.

Sidewalks are also the heart of our community. They are where people gather to talk, where
they shop, where they walik their dogs, and how they get from one place to another in our
great city. We must proactively preserve this limited pedestrian-prioritized space for people
to use safely, without fear of moving vehicles. This is especially important for seniors,
people with disabilities, and for families. These Autonomous Delivery Devices will be an
obstacle in their path, taking up limited sidewalk space and potentially blocking curb ramps
that are vital for people in wheelchairs or people pushing strollers.

San Francisco is a hub for innovation and small business. However, when an industry’s
business model uses public space, it is crucial that our elected officials prioritize the needs
of the community and consider the impact to their quality of life. One or two Delivery
Devices might not seem like a problem, but as these vehicles become truly autonomous
and their numbers increase, we can expect many of them to be operating on a single block

333 Hayes Street, Suite 202 [ San Francisco, CA 94102 o
415431 WALK |. walksf.org




Dawd Dubmsky

Chief Executive Officer- Poméroy: Recreatmn and Rehabllltatm
Sent: Thursday, June 08, 2017 3:24 PM

Erica,

Thank you for sharing this information, We will be very happy to share this with our
participants and their families! As one of San Francisco’s largest programs supporting
individuals with significant disabilities and our seniors, we of course are very concemed that are
streets and sidewalks are as safe and accessible as p0351ble Let me know how else we can
support Supervisor Yee!

Best personal regards,

David

From: David Dubinsky [mailto:ddubinsky@prrcsf.org]

Sent: Friday, October 06, 2017 3:00 PM

To: Maybaum, Erica (BOS) <erica.maybaum@sfgm}.org>
Subject: Re: Delivery Robots - Speak/Attend in Support of Ban

. Good grief.....I did sign the petition. Not sure I can make it next Wednesday as I have some
outpatient surgery scheduled for Tuesday....but if all goes well and I can work, I am glad to .
come and provide some support. Iknow how to sign up for my two minutes and will be glad to
speak on behalf of the more than 500 adults and children we serve at the Pomeroy

Center. Although I could support this technology being used in corporate settings and in a

. limited way in some other settings such as back rooms, warehouses, etc., these robots really do
not belong on our city sidewalks. This clearly goes under the heading of “just because you can,
doesn’t mean you should™!

David

David Dubinsky .

Chief Executive Officer

Pomeroy Recreation and Rehabilitation Center
207 Skyline Blvd. San Francisco, CA 94132
415-213-8564 (O)

925-406-9691 (C)
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The South Beach | Rincon | Mission Bay Neighbofhood Association Board

Board of Supervisors

San Francisco City Hall

1 Dr Carlton B Goodlett Pl
San Francisco, CA 94102

Re: File 170599-Prohibit Autonom‘ovus Delivery Devices from Sidewalks and Right-Of-Ways

Dear Board of Supervisors,

We, the Officers and Directors of the South Beach | Rincon | Mission Bay Neighborhood
Association Board, are writing to urge you to support Supervisor Norman Yee’s proposal to
prohibit Autonomous Delivery Devices from Sidewalks and Right-Of-Ways (File 170599). -
Our Association is a member of the Vision Zero Coalition and is actively engaged in
promoting sidewalks and streets that are designed for safe use by pedestrians including
those with limited or compromised mobility, cyclists and lawfully operated vehicles.

This legislation is important to us because we are concerned about the impacts of
Autonomous Delivery Vehicles on the safety of people using sidewalks, as well as the
commercialization of our public realm. This technology is in its infancy and the City must act
quickly to ensure that its implementation is managed in a safe, equitable and sustamable
way so that it does not endanger already vulnerable pedestrians.

Sidewalks are the lifeblood of our neighborhoods. They are where people gather to talk,
shop, walk their pets, and move about doing their daily business. We must proactively
preserve this already-limited, pedestrian-prioritized space for people to use safely, without
fear of motorized vehicles, especially those with erratic paths and sudden stops. Thisis
critically important for seniors, people with disabilities, and families walking with children.

Autonomous Delivery Vehicles may seem a novelty -now, but as their numbers increase, so
will the ill-effects of their added congestion and irregular travel patterns. And when an
industry’s business model uses public space, our elected officials must proactively ensure
that our sidewalks don't become robot-dominated runways, but instead remain safe, healthy
and enjoyable places for the people who live, work and visit here.

San Francisco has a proven record of valuing vehicle-free sidewalks. Please continue this by
supporting Supervisor Yee’s legislation to prohibit the use of Autonomous Delivery Devices
on our sidewalks and public right-of-way. The emerging ranks of small motorized
transportation devices, autonomous and not will require a new—and separate—
management plan.

Sincerely,

The South Beach | Rincon | Mission Bay Neighborhood Association Board
Katy Liddell, President

Alice Rogers, Vice President

Gary Pegueros, Secretary

Jamie Whitaker, Treasurer

Bruce Agid, Director

Mike Anthony, Director

Peggy Fahnestock, Director
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Alice Chiu .
SE reSIdent- usesa whlte cane
Human nghts Advocate

Sent: Sunday, October 08, 2017 7:00 PM
Subject: Please support Supervisor Norman Yee's ban on delivery robots on our sidewalks.

Hi,

I'm writing to express my strong support for Supervisor Norman Yee's ban on delivery robots on
our sidewalks.

1 ask you to consider this because as a person with a disability using a white cane, | already face
difficulty in navigating sidewalks everyday and now, fearing robots will be added amount the
already crowded sidewalks to be the additional obstacles and possibly making these sidewalks
more dangerous, are you kidding me? As a human rights advocate, | ask you, how many
seniors, people who use walkers, crutches, canes and people with vision impairments were
consulted when robots were first brought onto “our” sidewalks in San Francisco? | wonder how
often do you, the law makers of this city sit down and see things form the view of seniors and
people with disabilities on safety and basic human rights? And let me ask you this, if you had . -
ever sprained your ankle, you would know the simple act of navigating down the sidewalk
would be a huge effort.” This is a small window for you to peek at the daily perspective of how it
feels— the unsteady feet on cracked sidewalks, parked cars, AT & T boxes, skateboarders, cell
phone watching walking people, garbage, etg, etc, etc, and add robots too... How would that
looks like for our seniors and people with disabilities?

Let’s remind ourselves, for safety reasons, Segways are not allowed to be on the sidewalks and
the same should be true for robots.. Let me give you a clear image— if we allow robots on our
sidewalks, it would be as if we allow skateboards without people on them. 1t would be
dangerous to pedestrians, especially seniors and people with disabilities. Allowing robots on
our sidewalks is also a form of privatizing public space, giving private companies ways to make
money at the same time making it harder for everyone else. Not to mention taking away union
jobs such as UPS delivery workers.

| ask you to protect the safety of our people. | ask you to take action to prioritize basic human
rights over profits. Please support Supervisor Norman Yee's ban on delivery robots on our
sidewalks. Thank you Supervisor Yee for your leadership on this and thank you all for your
vision for ALL San Francnscans in living safely.

Sincerely, -

Alice Chiu |

813 -



Transporiation
Research and
Improvement

ARz M o Project

Board of Supervisors:
Supervisor London Breed
Supervisor Malia Cohen
Supervisor Mark Farrell
Supervisor Sandra Lee Fewer
Supervisor Jane Kim
Supervisor Aaron Peskin

. Supervisor Hillary Ronen

Supervisor Ahsha Safai
Supervisor Jeff Sheehy
Supervisor Katy Tang
Supervisor Norman Yee

San Francisco City Hall

1 Dr Carlton B Goodlett P

San Francisco, CA 94102

Dear Board of Supervisors,

On behalf of the Chinatown Transportation Research and lmprévement Project (TRIP), l am
writing to urge you to support Supervisor Norman Yee's proposal to prohibit Autonomous
Delivery Devices from Sidewalks and Right-Of-Ways (File 170599).

Chinatown TRIP is a community volunteer organization with the mission to improve
transportation and pedestrian safety in Chinatown through research and planning, bringing
improvements to transit service, traffic circulation, quality of life, and pedestrian safety. This
legislation is important to us because we are concerned about the impacts of Autonomous
Delivery Vehicles on the safety of people walking and the possible loss of jobs due to these
devices. Autonomous Delivery-Devices are an example of a technological innovation that could
have positive uses; however, this technology is in its infancy and the City must act quickly to
ensure it does not negatively impact the community.

San Francisco has always.prioritized our sidewalks for the use of pedestrians — from banning
bicycles and Segways from our sidewalks, to prioritizing the “pedestrian environment” under
the Better Streets Plan. Sidewalks are the one of the only spaces in the city that is dedicated to
pedestrians, and these spaces are already narrow and crowded throughout much of the city. If
anything, we need more space dedicated to people walking, rather than having to share the
limited space we do have. '

1of2
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Sidewalks are also the heart of'ou“rvcommunity. They are where people gather to talk, where
they shop, where they walk their dogs, and how they get from one place to another in our great
city. Chinatown sidewalks are characterized by high pedestrian volumes, especially along
Stockton Street and Grant Avenue, where one will find themselves “elbow-to-elbow” with
visitors and residents. We must proactively preserve this limited pedestrian-prioritized space
for peoplé to use safely, without fear of moving vehicles. This is especially important for
seniors, people with disabilities, and for families. These Autonomous Delivery Devices will be an
obstaclé in their path, taking up limited sidewalk space, potentially blocking curb ramps that are
vital for people in wheelchairs or people pushing strollers, and overall decreasing the quality of
life on our sidewalks.

One or two Delivery Devices might not seem like a problem, but as these vehicles become fruly
autonomous and their numbers increase, we can expect many of them to be operating on a
single block at the same time. The City must be proactive to-ensure that our sidewalks don’t
become robot superhighways, but instead remain safe and enjoyable places for people.

San Francisco is a hub for innovation and small businesses. However, when an industry’s
business model uses public space, it is crucial that our elected officials prioritize the needs of
the community and consider the impact to their quality of life. Additionally, the economic -
climate of the city makes it hard for many people to live here. Replacing entry-level delivery
jobs with robot deliveries will negatxvely impact people’s oppertunities for working in San
Francisco.

San Francisco has a proven record of valuing vehicle-free sidewalks. | urge you to continue the
codification of this value by supporting Supervisor Yee’s legislation to prohibit the use of
Autonomous Delivery Devices on our sidewalks arid public right-of-way.

Sincerely,

‘xad

Phil Chin, Co-Chairman
Chinatown TRIP

€C:.  San Francisco Mayor Edwin Lee _

: San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency Board of Directors
San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency Director Ed Reiskin
San Francisco Public Works Director Mohammed Nuru
San Francisco-Planning Department Director John Rahaim.
San Francisco Country Transportation Agency Director Tilly Chang

20f2

815



Fran Tayldr
2982 26th Street, San Francisco (D9)
“Almost” 70 years old and bike rider

With its compact size and beautiful views, San Francisco is often touted for its walkability. But -
residents on foot know that the reality can be less rosy. Drivers park with impunity across
sidewalks and crosswalks in our neighborhoods. In forty years in San Francisco, I’ve pushed an
elderly mother in a wheelchair, been on crutches for weeks on two occasions, and weekly
wheeled a granny cart to the laundromat or grocery store. I’ve lost count of the times I’ve been
forced into the street because drivers know that no one will punish them for obstructing
pedestrian space. '

As a bicyclist, I try to shame other cyclists riding bikes on sidewalks: “I’m almost 70 and not too
chickenshit to ride in the street. Why are you such a wuss?” Most curse me, but a few have
looked abashed and may have changed their ways.

Now we face a new threat: delivery robots invading the space supposedly carved out for us, the
people using our two feet or assistive devices to go about our daily business. How can the City
even consider allowing machines to whiz by children, seniors, or people with disabilities?

The sidewalk is our space! It’s encroached upon enough already. Many of us already feel like
pigeons, expected to flutter out of the way of turning cars at intersections. Now we have to worry
about a refrigerator flying our way as we contemplate the cantaloupes at a local market?

Seniors and people with disabilities are already being displaced from our homes in San
Francisco. Do you really believe startups are spending money to serve this population? Bland
assurances by the manufacturers that these robots are designed to serve homebound seniors
waiting for medications are disingenuous. They will just be the latest hot thing in the culture of
entitlement, bringing bourbon ice cream to able-bodied young people making 51x figures who
can’t be bothered to step out31de and get it themselves.

San Francisco did the right thmg and banned Segways on our sidewalks. Please support the ban
on delivery robots. Once again, it’s the right thing to do.

Sincerely,

Fran Taylor

2982 26th Street, San Francisco
duck.taylor@yahoo.com

CC: San Francisco Mayor Edwin Lee
San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency Board of Directors
San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency Director Ed Reiskin
San Francisco Public Works Director Mohammed Nuru
- San Francisco Planning Department Director John Rahaim
Sar Francisco Country Transportation Agency Director T111y Chang
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Iris Biblowitz
Registered Nurse

Subject: Support Supervisor Yee’s Autonomous Delivery Device legislation

Hello - I'm writing to express my strong support for Supervisor Norman Yee's ban on delivery
robots on our sidewalks. As a nurse, I'm alarmed at-the harm that these robots on the sidewalks
could potentially cause, especially to seniors, people with disabilities, and children. The
assertion that these robots will be helpful in delivering food and medications to seniors is
absurd. Seniors and people with disabilities who need services delivered to their homes (often
with many steps) are often isolated. They need people not only to deliver food and medications
but also to evaluate them, or just eye ball them, to make sure they haven't fallen, aren't more
confused or weak, or if they need medical attention. They also need connections with other -
people. Means On Wheels, and vanous stores and pharmacies, provnde these humane services
which robot are incapable of.

Our sidewalks are crowded enocugh, People with canes (including white canes for people with
visual impairments), wheelchairs, crutches, walkers, children in strollers, have a hard enough
time navigating the sidewalks and risk their lives crossing the streets. Now, they'll be more at
risk on the sidewalk, with robots (small and large), unpredictably obstructing their paths. For
- safety reasons, Segways have to be in the streets and the same should be true for robots.

Jane Jacobs was the guiding light of urban planning, speaking of "eyes on the street," people
walking around, taking public transit, having walkable and interesting cities that are diverse and
welcoming, and, of course, safe. This is the opposite of what will happen with robots on the
sidewalks and the increased hazards for many people who aren't able bodied and young.

What is the point? Is it to give rich people yet another luxury of having évéfy little thing at their
fingertips, and a robot to do their bidding? it will enhance what is already happemng in the
streets of San Francisco: growing apartheid of haves and have nots.

I'm also concerned about the loss of jobs.with robots delivering food. We need people doing
useful work, not robots causing anxiety and increased risk for people who are unsteady on their
feet, people who are vulnerable and need the safest sidewalks that our city can provide.

No robots on the sidewalks of San Francisco. That's a nurse's order.

Thank you - Iris Biblowitz, RN

CC: San Francisco Mayor Edwin Lee
San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency Board of Directors
San Francisco-Municipal Transportation Agency Director Ed Reiskin
San Francisco Public Works Director Mohammed Nuru
San Francisco Planning Department Director John Rahaim
San Francisco Country Transportation Agency Director Tilly Chang
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Sent: Wednesday, September 20, 2017 3:15 PM

I'm interested in this topic. Can you add me to the list of those who want to keep informed of
Supervisor Yee's legislation?

I live and work in Potrero Hill where Marble operates their robots. My son is 5 and loves scootering
around Jackson park on the sidewalks which is legal for kids under 13. It's crazy that these huge, metal,
heavy and sharp edged robots are roaming right around the park.

Trucking companies pay billions a year in fees to the public agencies like HTSB to compensate for their
commercial activity on public roads. If your legislation doesn't pass | think it's only fair that these

companies are similarly taxed for taking advantage of public resources to pay for public education,

safety and expansion of sidewalk improvements. In the highway analogy there are those who advocate
to eliminate triple trailer trucks from the road.for public safety due to their size. At least in those cases
it's licensed adults contending with them on the streets and highways.. In this case we ‘re pitting kids vs.
machinery that weighs 6+ times their WEIght

Thanks,

Tom Connard i
Home: 324 Pennsylvania Ave #4 94107
Business: 340 Rhode Island Suite 240
415-786-7456

Wed, Sep 20, 2017 at 4:28 PM, Tom Connard <tconnard@gmail.com> wrote:

Thank you Erica. Yes, also my son goes to New School which is at the Enola Maxwell campus just south
of Jackson park. | walk him to school, | walk to work, I walk home and almost every day | see these bots
rolling out of Marble HQ. There are a lot of kids in the area, just not ok for them to have to-share the
sidewalks with commerual bots the size of cows. :

[ saw them at 1pm today crossing the street onto the sidewalk that surrounds Jackson Park. | asked
them if they were allowed to operate and the man said, "yes, just right around this area"” Here are the

"photos | took today: https://photos.app.goo.gl/0TSx24NTiUTO1bvQ2

I'll try to make the 10/11 meeting.

-tom

|
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More than 250 Received
Dear Board of Supervisors

| am writing to urge you to support Supervisor Norman Yee’s proposal to prohibit Autonomous Delivery
Devices from Sidewalks and Right-Of-Ways (File 170599).

San Francisco has always prioritized our sidewalks for the use of pedestrians — from banning bicycles-
and Segways from aur walkways, to prioritizing the “pedestrian environment” under the Better Streets
Plan. Sidewalks are the heart of our community. They are where people gather to talk, where they shop,
where they walk their dogs, and how they get from one place to another in our great city.

In many placeés today, our sidewalks aren’t wide enough to fit everyone. We must proactively preserve
this limited pedestrian-prioritized space for people to use safely, without fear of moving vehicles. This is
especially important for seniors, people with disabilities, and for families. These Autonomous Delivery
Devices will be an obstacle in their path, clogging up already limited sidewalk space, blocking important
curb ramps for use by people in wheelchairs or people pushing strollers, and decreasing the overall
quality of life on our sidewalks. R

" San Francisco is a hub for innovation and small businesses. However, when an industry’s business model
uses the public space, it is crucial that our elected officials prioritize the needs of the community and
consider the impact to their quality of life. One or two autonomous delivery devices might not seem like
a problem, but as these vehicles expanded to fleets, we can expect many of them to be operating on a
single block at the same time. The City must be proactive to ensure that our sidewalks don’t become
robot superhighways, but instead remain safe places for people.

San Francisco has a proven record of valuing vehicle-free sidewalks. | urge you to continue this policy
approach by supporting Supervisor Yee’s legislation to prohibit the use of Auténomous Delivery Devices
on our sidewalks and public right-of-way.

Josie Ahrens
josieahrens@gmail.com
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Carroll, John (BOS)

From: Carroll, John (BOS)

Sent: Thursday, October 12, 2017 4'20 PM

To: ‘zrants'

Cc: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)

Subject: " RE: October 11, item 2 - Autonomous Delivery Devices on Sidewalks

Thanks for your comment letter. | have added your message to the official file for the ordinance.

| invite you to review the entire matter on our Legislative Research Center by following the link below:

Board of Supervisors File No. 170599

John Carroli

Assistant Clerk

Board of Supervisors

San Francisco City Hall, Room 244

San Francisco, CA 94102

(415)554-4445 - Direct | (415)554-5163 - Fax
iohn.carroll@sfgov.org | bos.legislation@sfgov.org

A Click here to complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Service Satisfaction form.

The Legislative Research Center provides 24-hour access to Board of Supervisors legislation and archived matters since August 1998.

Disclosures: Personal information that is provided in communications to the Board of Supervisors is subject to disclosure under the California Public Records Act and
the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance. Personal information provided will not be redacted. Members of the public are not required to provide personal identifying
information when they communicate with the Board of Supervisors and its committees. All written or oraf communications that members of the public submit to the
Clerk’s Office regarding pending legislation or hearings will be made available to all members of the public for inspection and copying. The Clerk's Office does not
redact any information from these submissions. This means that personal information—including names, phone numbers, addresses and similar information that a
member of the public elects to submit to the Board and its committees—may appear on the Board of Supervisors website or in other public documents that members
of the public may inspect or copy.

From zrants [mallto zrants@gmall com]

Sent: Wednesday, October 11, 2017 2:44 AM

To: Yee, Norman (BOS) <norman.yee @sfgov.org>

Cc: Ronen, Hillary <hillary.ronen@sfgov.org>; Sheehy, leff (BOS) <jeff.sheehy@sfgov.org>; Fewer, Sandra {BOS)
<sandra.fewer@sfgov.org>; Peskin, Aaron (BOS) <aaron.peskin@sfgov.org>; Farrell, Mark {BOS)
<mark.farreli@sfgov.org>; Tang, Katy {(BOS) <katy.tang@sfgov.org>; Kim, Jane (BOS) <jane. kim@sfgov.org>; Breed,
London (BOS) <london. breed@sfgov org>; Cohen, Malia (BOS) <malia.cohen@sfgov.org>; Safai, Ahsha (BOS)
<ahsha.safai@sfgov.org>; Lee, Mayor (MYR) <mayoredwinlee @sfgov.org>; Carroll, John (BOS) <john. carroll@sfgov org>
Subject: October 11, item 2 - Autonomous Delivery Devices on Sidewalks

October 11, 2017
Pubic Safety and Neighborhood Committee:

Supervisors:




re: Please support Norman Yee’s leglslatlon 170599 to prohibit autonomous Dehvery
Devices on San Francisco sidewalks and streets.

A few months ago I ran across a robotic device with four handlers being tested on 17th

~ Street in the Mission and I was immediately turned off. Considering the large number of
pedestrians, animals, wheel-chairs, strollers, personal carts, bikes and other moving
devices on the walkways and streets now, and the difficulty one can have maneuvering
between the various dumpsters; trash containers, power boxes, street trees and the
occasional outside table and chairs, it seems like a bad idea to add any more devices to
the mix. They take up a bit more space than a single human walking.

In addition to the practical nature of keeping these devices off the sidewalk and streets,
the idea of promoting robots that replace human jobs for low-wage workers is
particularly hard to take. Any business that can’t support a delivery service or person is
not going to succeed anyway in today’s market. We need to protect the entry level jobs
for people who are entering the workforce, tran31t1on1ng, or need the extra part-time job
we hear so much about.

Not just entry-level jobs are threatened by these devices. There is a robotic guard that
roams the garage across from the Warriors site. You can’t miss it at a night. It has bright
blue and red lights that flash out from its sleek white cyhndrlcal frame. No need to hire a
garage guard When you can purchase on of these.

We already know that Amazon and Google are planning to replace drivers with
autonomous vehicles that will presumably be delivering mail and groceries soon for those
. that can afford that service. We don’t need to eliminate any more jobs by encouraging
deliveries by robotic machines on sidewalks.

Please support the Yee legislation to prohibit these things on sidewalks.

Sincerely,

Mari Eliza

—
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Carroll, John (BOS)

From: Carroll, John (BOS)

Sent: Thursday, October 12, 2017 4:21 PM

To: . "Vikrum Aiyer'

Cc: . Board of Supervisors, (BOS)

Subject: RE: Proposed Regulatory Framework for Small Business Rovers

Thanks for your comment letter. | have added eg’éh of your messages to the official file for the ordinance.

| invite you to review the entire matter on our Legislative Research Center by following the link below:

Board of Supervisors File No. 170599

John Carroll -

Assistant Clerk

Board of Supervisors

San Francisco City Hall, Room 244

San Francisco, CA 94102

{415)554-4445 - Direct | (415)554-5163 - Fax
john.carroll@sfgov.org | bos.legislation@sfgov.org

®

¢ Click here to complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Service Satisfaction form.
The Legislative Research Center provides 24-hour access to Board of Supervisors legislation and archived matters since August 1998.

Disclosures: Personal information that is provided in communications to the Board of Supervisors is subject to disclosure under the California Public Records Act and
the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance. Personal information provided will not be redacted. Members of the public are not required to provide personal identifying
information when they communicate with the Board of Supervisors and its committees. Afj written or oral communications that members of the public submit to the
Clerk's Office regarding pending legislation or hearings will be made available to all members of the public for inspection and copying. The Clerk’s Office does not
redact any information from these submissions. This means that personal information—including names, phone numbers, addresses and similar information that a
member of the public elects to submit to the Board and its committees—may appear on the Board of Supervisors website or in other public documents that members
of the public may inspect or topy.

From: Vikrum Aiyer [mailto:vikrum@postmates.com]

Sent: Wednesday, October 11, 2017 8:27 AM

To: Ronen, Hillary <hillary.ronen@sfgov.org>

Cc: Carroll, John (BOS) <john.carroll@sfgov.org>

Subject: Proposed Regulatory Framewaork for Small Business Rovers

Sincere apologies to bombard your inbox, Supervisor Ronen -- but on behalf of a coalition of a few small SF-based startups, we ask for your
consideration of crafting smart regulations and permitting frameworks around the development of sidewalk delivery robotics, in lieu of a
whole-sale ban that's been proposed.

As your leadership suggests -- investing in in the economic growth, minimiijng inequity among neighborhoods, and driving the inventive
potential of the City could not be more vital at this moment in history. ) '

Consistent with Vision Zero objectives, delivery rovers have the potential to: alleviate car congestion; minimize emissions by operating
carbon neutrally; and solve for mobility concerns among underserved communities, by delivering products to residents with disabilities or in
food deserts. '

While we understand the Public Safety Committee is considering a ban, the undersigned companies are attaching a proposed regulatory
framework for your & the Board's consideration, to establish safety & enforcement standards. We recognize this is only a starting point of
the discussion--and we welcome a spirited debate around what would work best.

s o e e e - - . 812 2 : R



We admire and appreciate the leadership of the Board for encouraging us to establish norms for this cutting edge industry. And we eamnestly
hope to find ways to work with you to institute a framework that balances safety, with the ability for local businesses to use such tools to
connect their products with the communities around them.

Best,
Postmates + Marble + Starship

Vikrum D. Aiyer
Head of Strategic Comms+Public Policy
Postmates | @vikrumaiyer | @postmates
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Carroll, John (BOS)

From: Vikrum Aiyer <vikrum@postmates.com>

Sent: _ Wednesday, October 11, 2017 8:30 AM

To: Sheehy, Jeff (BOS)

Cc: Carroll, John (BOS) :

Subject: Proposed Regulatory Framework for Small Business Rovers
Attachments: . Letter to the Hon Mayor Lee and Members of the Board - Oct 11 2017 .pdf
Categories: - 2017.10.11 - PSNS, 170599

Sincere apologies to bombard your inbox, Supervisor Sheehy - but on behalf of a coalition of a few small SF-based startups, we ask for your
consideration of crafting smart regulations and permitting frameworks, around the development of sidewalk delivery robotics, in lieu of a
whole-sale ban that's been proposed.

As your leadership suggests — investing in economic growth, minimizing inequity among neighborhoods, and driving the inventive potential
of the City could not be more vital at this moment in history.

Consistent with Vision Zero objectives, delivery rovers have the potential to: alleviate car congestion; minimize emissions by operating
carbon neutrally; and solve for mobility concérns among underserved communities, by delivering products to residents with disabilities or in
food deserts. ’ ’

While we understand the Public Safety Committee is considering a ban, the undersigned companies are attaching a proposed regulatory
framework for your & the Board's consideration, in an effort to establish safety & enforcement standards. We recognize this is only a
starting point of the discussion—-and we welcome a spirited debate around what would work best.

We admire and appreciate the leadership of the Board for encouraging us to establish norms for this cutting edge industry. And we eanestly
hope to find ways to work with you to institute a framework that balances safety, with the ability for local businesses to use such tools to
connect their products with the communities around them.

Best,
Postmates + Marble + Starship

Vikrum D. Ajyer
Head of Strategic Comms+Public Policy
Postmates | @vikrumaiyer | @postmates
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Carroll, John (BOS)

From: Vikrum Aiyer <vikrum@postmates.com>

Sent: Wednesday, October:11, 2017 8:32 AM

To: " Fewer, Sandra (BOS)

Cc: Carroll, John (BOS); Pagoulatos Nick (BOS)

Subject: Proposed Regulatory Framework for Small Business Rovers
Attachments: © Letter to the Hon Mayor Lee and Members of the Board - Oct 11 2017.pdf -
Categories: 2017.10.11 - PSNS, 170599

Sincere apologies to bombard your inbox, Supervisor Fewer - but on behalf of a coalition of a few small SF-based startups, we ask for your
consideration of crafting smart regulations and permitting frameworks, around the development of sidewalk delivery robotics, in lieuof a
whole-sale ban that's been proposed. (And we very much appreciate Nick taking the time to chat with us yesterday.)

As your leadershlp suggests ~ investing in economic growth, minimizing inequity among neighborhoods, and dnvmg the inventive potentlal
of the City could not be more vital at thls moment in hlstory

Consistent with Vision Zero objectives, delivery rovers have the potential to: alleviate car congestion; minimize emissions by operating
carbon neutrally; and solve for mobility concerns among underserved communities, by delivering products to residents with disabilities or in

food deserts.

‘While we understand the Public Safety Committee is considering a ban, the undersigned companies are attaching a proposed regulatory
framework for your & the Board's consideration, in an effort to establish safety & enforcement standards. We recognize this is onlya
starting point of the discussion--and we welcome a spirited debate around what would work best.

‘We admire and appreciate the leadership of the Board for encouraging us to establish norms for this cutting edge industry. And we earnestly
bope to find ways to work with you to institute a framework that balances safety, with the ability for local businesses to use such tools to
connect their products with the communities around them.

Best,
Postmates + Marble + Starship

Vikrum D. Aiyer
Head of Strategic Comms+Public Policy
Postmates | @vikrumaiyer | @postmates
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Carroll, John (BOS)

. From: - Vikrum Alyer <vikrum@postmates.com>
Sent: Wednesday, October 11, 2017 8:38 AM
To: Yee, Norman (BOS) . .
Ce: : -~ Maybaum, Erica (BOS); Carroll, John (BOS)
Subject: Proposed Regulatory Framework for Small Business Rovers
Attachments: Letter to the Hon Mayor Lee and Members of the Board - Oct 11 2017.pdf
Categories: 2017.10.11 - PSNS, 170599 -

Sincere apologies to bombard your inbox, Supervisor Yee - but on behalf of a coalition of a few small SF-
based startups, we ask for your consideration of crafting regulations and permitting frameworks, around the
development of sidewalk delivery robotics, in lieu of a whole-sale ban that's been proposed.

We admire and appreciate your leadership in encouraging us to establish norms for this cutting edge

industry. And while we understand the Public Safety Committee is considering a ban, the undersigned
companies are attaching a proposed regulatory framework for your & the Board's consideration, in an effort
to establish safety & enforcement standards. We recognize this is only a starting point of the discussion--and we
welcome a spirited debate around what would work best.

As your leadership suggests -~ investing in economic growth, mlmmlzmg inequity among neighborhoods, and
driving the inventive potential of the City could not be more vital at this moment in history. Consistent with
Vision Zero objectives, delivery rovers have the potential to: alleviate car congestion; minimize emissions by
operating carbon neutrally; and solve for mobility concerns among underserved communities, by delivering
products to residents with disabilities or in food deserts. '

Again, we want to thank you and Erica who have been immensely helpful in motivating us to think through how
we can be good stewards of the community. And moving ahead we earnestly hope to find ways to work with
you and the City to institute a framework that balances safety, with the ability for local businesses to use such
tools to connect their products with the communities around them.

Best,
Postmates + Marble + Starship
Vikrum D. Aiyer '

Head of Strategic Comms+Public Policy
Postmates | @vikrumaiyer | @postates




October 11, 2017

The Hon. Edwin M. Lee ) - The Hon. Board of Supervisors
Mayor of San Francisco . 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place ) Room 244

San Francisco, CA 94102 . - San Francisco, CA 94102

Re:  File 170599 — Prohibit Autonomous Delivery Devices from Sidewalks and Right-Of-
Ways

Dear Mayor Lee and Members of the Board of Supervisors,

On behalf of Starship Technologies, Marble, and Postmates — leaders in the robot1c and .
on-demand delivery sectors, we respectfully ask for a different regulatory approach than the
proposed ban on autonomous delivery devices on sidewalks and right-of-ways. To help local
businesses, minimize congestion and aid residents with mobility challenges, we ask for your
leadership and support in developing a permitting framework to enable the testing of this
technology n San Francisco.

‘We very much appreciate Supervisor Yee’s leadership in kick-starting an important
dialogue around this issue. And over the course of numerous discussions with a diverse
collection of stakeholders, community advocates, and residents, we believe that our mission to
improve the “last mile” of local delivéry is directly aligned with many of the City’s goals. While
it is early in the technology’s development and application, the initial results have validated its
potential to meaningfully mmpact several of the City’s Vision Zero and “Plan Bay Area 2040”
priorities, including: v

. easmg traffic congestion (fewer cars on the roads; reduced double parking associated
with deliveries); .

e reducing CO,emissions (autonomous delivery devices are electric powered);

e expanding opportum’ues for small businesses (enhanced merchant sales due to an

. increased supply of delivery options);

» creating additional jobs (San Fram:lsco—based research & development in this
promising sector); and

¢ solving for mobility issues posed by congestion (by delivering food, health and
grocery essentials for residents with disabilities or residents living in underserved
communities)

On-demand delivery tools are already accounting for a three-fold increase in revenue for
San Francisco businesses using platforms, like Postmates, to connect their products to residents
all over the city. This not only creates jobs while expanding the city’s taxable revenue base —
but it also allows local merchants to build bridges betweén disparate neighborhoods with the
goods crafted by San Francisco residents. A
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Adding new tools to the toolkit of community deliveries does not just help merchants --
our companies also envision considerable opportunities for civic and social applications of this
technology. To further explore this concept, we are actively working on ways to connect this
technology to underserved communities, seniors, and people living with disabilities. In
Washington D.C., for example, Starship recently partnered with the one of Johns Hopkins’
hospitals, Sibley Memorial Hospital, on a “proof of concept™ trial, exploring how the technology
‘could be used to support newly released patients in their homes by transporting needed medical
supplies and durable medical equipment. And, in San Francisco, both Postmates and Marble are
in active discussions with senior citizen in-home care groups, as well as food-advocacy:
organizations, to create bridges among aging populations, communities 1dent1ﬁed as food
deserts, and local businesses.

Unlike some others in the technology sector, autonomous delivery companies are unique
in that we are proactively engaging municipal governments in pursuit of regulations. We have
" sought and obtained legal authorization to operate in Washington, D.C. and five California cities,
as well as cities across the globe. In addition, we have successfully pursued statewide laws in
Virginia, Idaho, Wisconsin, Florida, and Ohio.

‘While pilot programs are currently underway in certain Bay Area jurisdictions, we
appreciate the fact that San Francisco is unique and requires its own set of specific regulations.
As an initial matter, and as a starting point for discussion, we propose a regulatory structure that
would require autonomous delivery companies adhere to:

e Appropriate business licensure and taxation requirements;

¢ A time-certain limitation on the number of autonomous delivery devices, which each
company may operate;

e Insurance requirements, including: (i) General Liability, (ii)) Automotive Liability,
and (iii) Workers” Compensation;

¢ A uniform maximum speed for all autonomous delivery devices;
» A limited window on hours of operation for the initial period of the prégram;

e Reporting requirements, including notifying the City of a disruptive incident
involving injury or property damage. Accordingly, each antonomous delivery device
must be equipped with a clearly visible plate, containing the contact information of
the operator and unique identification number;

e Data reporting requirements including: (i) the degree to which small businesses are
incorporating autonomous delivery devices into their operations; (ii) how outreach to
underserved communities is being facilitated by autonomous delivery companies; and
(i1i) processing requests from public bodies for infrastructure information, e.g. quality
of sidewalks, mapping information to enable upgrades by DPW or MTA, etc. without
revealing personally identifiable customer information
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» Indemnification and hold harmless prov1s1ons with respect to the City and County of
San Francisco; and

» Punitive measures for a company’s failure to obey the City’s regulations.

Of course, these are suggestions and we welcome your continued leadership and a
thoughtful discussion around how best to craft smart regulations. In addition to adhering to a
framework you deem fitting for the operation of these next generation business & community
tools — we also commit to ensuring that no autonomous delivery device may be operated in a
manner that creates a nuisance or in any way compromises the public’s health, safety, or welfare.

Investing in the economic growth, access to opportunity, and inventive potential of the
City could not be more vital at this moment in history. We stand ready to work with you to build
a framework of rules which reflect both the progressive and innovative spirit of the City of San
Francisco. Thank you in advance for considering of our suggestions, as we respectfully request
* you not support the outright, proposed ban of such devices.

Regards,

Ahti Heinla, CEO ~ Matt Delaney, CEO Bastian Lehmann, CEO

{ STARSHIP - marble® *:‘ge) POSTMATES
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Carroll, John (BOS)

From: Carroll, John (BOS)
Sent: Thursday, October 12, 2017 4:22 PM
To: 'selizabethvaughn@gmail.com'
. Cc: ' Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: RE: Please support Supervisor Norman Yee's legislation to ban Autonomous Delivery Devices

on San Francisco sidewalks

Thanks for your comment letter. | have added your message to the official file for the ordinance.

] invite you to review the entire matter on our Legislative Research Center by following the link below:

Board of Supervisors File No. 170599

John Carroll

Assistant Clerk

Board of Supervisors

San Francisco City Hall, Room 244

San Francisco, CA 54102

(415)554-4445 - Direct | {415)554-5163 - Fax
jehn.carroll@sfgov.org | bos.legislation@sfgov.org

@

&3 Click here to complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Service Satisfaction form.

The Legislative Research Center provides 24-hour access to Baard of Supervisors legislation and archived matters since August 1998.

Disclosures: Personal information that is provided in communications to the Board of Supervisors is subject to disclosure under the California Public Records Act and
the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance. Personal information provided will not be redacted, Members of the public are not required to provide personal identifying
information when they communicate with the Board of Supervisors and its committees. All written or oral communications that members of the public submit to the
Clerk's Office regarding pending legislation or hearings will be made avdilable to all members of the public for inspection and copying. The Clerk's Office does not
redact any information from these submissions. This means that personal information—including names, phone numbers, addresses and similar information that a
member of the public elects to submit to the Board and its committees—may appear on the Board of Supervisors website or in other public documents that members
of the public may inspect or copy. :

From: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)

Sent: Wednesday, October 11, 2017 8:57 AM

To: BOS-Supervisors <bos-supervisors@sfgov.org>; Carroll, John {BOS} <john.carroll@sfgov.org>

Subjeét: FW: Please support Supervisor Norman Yee's legislation to ban Autonomous Delivery Devices on San Francisco
sidewalks '

From: Sue Vaughan [mailto:selizabethvaughan@gmail.com]

Sent: Tuesday, October 10, 2017 12:20 PM

To: Calvillo, Angela {BOS) <angela.calvilio @sfgov.org>; Board of Supervisors, (BOS) <board.of supervisors@sfgov.org>
Cc: Lee, Mayor {(MYR) <mayoredwinlee @sfgov.org>; Nuru, Mohammed (DPW) <mohammed.nuru@sfdpw.org>; Rahaim,
John (CPC) <john.rahaim@sfgov.org>; Reiskin, Ed {MTA) <Ed.Reiskin@sfmta.com>; MTABoard @sfmta.org;
tilly.chang@sfcta.org; Roxas, Samantha {BOS) <samantha.roxas@sfgov.org>; Angulo, Sunny (BOS) .
<sunny.angulo@sfgov.org>; Beinart, Amy (BOS) <amy.beinart@sfgov.org>; Yu, Angeliha (BOS) <angelina.yu@sfgov.org>;
Duong, Noelle (BOS) <noelle.duong@sfgov.org>; Lopez, Barbara (BOS) <barbara.lopez@sfgov.org>; Meyer, Catherine
(BOS) <cathy.mulkeymeyer@sfgov.org>; Summers, Ashley (BOS) <ashley.summers@sfgov.org>; Chicuata, Brittni (BOS)
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<prittni.chicuata@sfgov.org>; Karunaratne, Kanishka (BOS) <kanishka.karunaratne @sfgov.org>; Maybaum, Erica (BOS)
<erica.maybaum@sfgov.org>; Barnes, Bill (BOS) <bill.barnes@sfgov.org>; Power, Andres (MYR)
<andres.power@sfgov.org>; Thomas, John {DPW) <John.Thomas@sfdpw.org>

Subject: Please support Supervisor Norman Yee's Ieglslatlon to ban Autonomous Delivery Devices on San Francisco
sidewalks

Dear Supervisors,
1 support the efforts of Walk SF to ban the operation of Autonomous Delivery Devices -- vehicles, really -- on our sidewalks.

Our sidewalks should be safe places for people to walk, away from the dangers of bicycles and motorized vehicles. They should also part of
our local plan to combat climate change -- providing safe places for people to walk means people can be less dependent on cars. I support the
language of the Walk SF letter below:

San Francisco has always prioritized our sidewalks for the use of pedestrians — from banning bicycles and Segways from our sidewalks, fo

prioritizing the "pedestrian environment” under the Better Streets Plan. Sidewalks are the one of the only spaces in the city that is dedicated
to pedesirians, and these spaces are already narrow and crowded throughout much of the city. If anything, we need more space dedicated to
people walking, rather than having to share the limited space we do have.

Sidewalks are also the heart of our community. They are where people gather to talk, where they shop, where they walk their dogs, and how
they get from one place to another in our great city. We must proactively preserve this limited pedestrian-pricritized space for people to use
safely, without fear of moving vehicles. This is especially important for seniors, people withvdisabilities, and for families. These Autonomous
Delivery Devices will be an obstacle in their path, taking up limited sidewalk space, potentially blocking curb ramps that are vital for people
in wheelchairs or people pushing strollers, and overall decreasing the quality of life on our sidewalks.

One or two Delivery Devices might not seem like a problem, but as these vehicles become truly autonomous ana’ their numbers increase, we
can expect many of them to be operating on a single block at the same tlme

The City must be proactive to ensure that our sidewalks don’t become robot superhighways, but instead remain safe and enjoyable places for
people. San Francisco is a hub for innovation and small businesses. However, when an industry's business model uses public space, it is
crucial that our elected officials prioritize the needs of the community and consider the impact to their quality of life. Additionally, the
economic climate of the city makes it hard for many people to live here. Replacing entry-level delivery jobs with robot deliveries will
negatively lmpact people’s oppor tunities for working in San Francisco.

San Francisco has a proven record of valuing vehicle-free sidewalks. I urge you to continue the codification of t};is; value by supporting
Supervisor Yee's legislation to prohibit the use of Autonomous Delivery Devices on our sidewalks and public right-of- way.

Sincerely,

Sue Vaughan
94121

op
b
—r



Carroll, John (BOS)

From: Carroll, John (BOS)
Sent: Thursday, October 12, 2017 4:23 PM
- To: ‘occexp@aol.com’
Cc: . Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: . RE: Item #10599 [Public Works, Police Codes - Prohibiting Autonomous Delivery Devices on

Sidewalks and nght—of Ways]

Thanks for your comment letter. | have added your message to the official file for the ordinance.

linvite you to review the entire matter on our Legislative Research Center by following the link below:

Board of Supervisors File No. 170599

John Carroll

Assistant Clerk

Board of Supervisors

San Francisco City Hall, Room 244

San Francisco, CA 94102

(415)554-4445 - Direct | (415)554-5163 - Fax
john.carroll@sfgov.org | bos.legislation@sfgov.org

@

&% Click here to complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Service Satisfaction form.
The Legislative Research Center provides 24-hour access to Board of Supervisors legistation and archived matters since August 1998.

Disclosures: Personal information that is provided in communications to the Board of Supervisors is subject to disclosure under the California Public Records Act and
the SonFrancisco Sunshine Ordinance. Personal information provided will not be redacted. Members of the public are not required to provide personal identifying
information when they communicate with the Boord of Supervisors and its committees. All written or oral communications that members of the pubiic submit to the
Clerk's Office regarding pending legislation or hearings will be made available to all members of the public for inspection and copying. The Clerk's Office does not
redact any information from these submissions. This means that personal information—including names, phone numbers, addresses and similar information thata
member of the public elects to submit to the Board and its commlttee_s—may appear on the Board of Supervisors website or in other public dacuments that members
of the public may inspect or copy

From: Somera, Alisa (BOS)

Sent: Wednesday, October 11, 2017 10:46 AM

To: Carroll, John {BOS) <john.carroli@sfgov.org>

Subject: FW: Item #10599 [Public Works, Police Codes - Prohlbutmg Autonomous Delivery Devices on Sidewalks and
Right-of-Ways]

John... for today’s meeting ltem #2.

Alisar Somera

Legislative Deputy Director

San Francisco Board of Supervisors

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102

415.554.7711 direct | 415.554.5163 fax
alisa.somera@sfgov.org
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#:5Click HERE to complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Service Satisfaction form.

The Legislative Research Center provides 24-hour access to Board of Supervisors legislation, and archived matters since August 1998.
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Disclosures: Personal information that is provided in communications to the Board of Supervisors is subject to disclosure under the
California Public Records Act and the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance. Personal information provided will not be

redacted. Members of the public are not required to provide personal identifying information when they. communicate with the”
Board of Supervisors and its committees. All written or oral communications that members of the public submit to the Clerk’s Office
regarding pending legislation or hearings will be made available to all members of the public for inspection and copying. The Clerk’s
Office does not redact any information from these submissions. This means that personal information—including names, phone
numbers, addresses and similar information that a member of the public elects to submit to the Board and its committees—may
appear on the Board of Supervisors website or in other public documents that members of the public may inspect or copy.

From: Calvillo, Angela (BOS)

Sent: Tuesday, October 10, 2017 6:10 PM

To: Somera, Alisa (BOS) <alisa.somera@sfgov.org> ‘ .
Subject: FW: Item #10599 [Public Works, Police Codes - Prohibiting Autonomous Delivery Devices on Sidewalks and
Right-of-Ways]

For distribution please for tomorrows hearing.
Thank you.
Angela

From: Henry Karnilowicz [mailto:occexp@aol.com]

Sent: Monday, October 09, 2017 6:12 PM '

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS) <board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>; Calvillo, Angela (BOS) <angela.calvillo@sfzov.org>
Cc: Ross@lh-pa.com; henry@sfcdma.org

Subject: Item #10599 [Public Warks, Police Codes - Prohibiting Autonomous Delivery Devices on Sidewalks and Right-of-
Ways] : ’

Dear Clark of the Board of Supervisors,

Please distribute the attached letter to all the supervisors for the BOS Public Safety and Neighborhood Services
Committee hearing this Wednesday at 10:00 am.. :

Thank you.
. Kind regards,

Henry Karnilowicz
President ’
San Francisco Council of District Merchants Associations




1019 Howard Street

‘San Francisco, CA 94103-2806
415.420.8113 cell
415.621.7583 fax
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SFCDMA

MEMBER ASSOCIATIONS

Arab Kmerican Grocers Assodation
Balboa Village (Derchants Hssociation
Bayview Merchants ,Kssodazion
. Castro G)a-cbaﬁ
Chinatown (Derchants Association
Clemenc St. Derchants Association
Dogpauch Business Assodation
Fillmore Merchants Association
Fishermans Wharf Derchants Hssn.
Golden Gate Restatrant Hssodation:
Glen Park Merchants Association
Golden Gate Restauranc Bssodiation
Greaver Geary Boulevard Merchants
& Propercy Owners Hssociation
Japancown ercharnts Associarion
“Dission Creek Merchants Association.
Dission Merchants Assodation v
INoe Valley Merchancs Hssociacion
North Beach Business Assodation
North €asc Mission Business Assn.
People of Parkside Sunsec ’
Polk Districe Derchants Association
FPorrero Dogpacch Merchants Assn.
Sacramento St. Derchants Association
Sanandsw Commumity Alliance for
Jobs andDousing’ '
South Beach Dission Bay Business Assn.
. South of Darkec Bﬁsinzss Hssociation
Ghe Outer Sunsec Werchant
& Professional Bssociation
Union Screec Merchants
Valencia Corridor (Derchants Assn. -
West Porral Merchants Association

San Francisco Council of District Merchants Associations

Henry Karnilowicz Maryo Mogannam ‘Vas Kiniris Keith Goldstein
President Vice President Secretary Treasnrer
October 8, 2017

\Board of Supervisors .
San Francisco City Hall

1 Dr Carlton B Goodlett Pl
San Francisco, CA 94102

Re: Proposed Ban on Autonomous Delivery Devices on Sidewalks and Right-of-
Ways ' ‘

Dear Board of Supervisors,

On behalf of the San Francisco Council of District Merchants (SFCDMA), we urge
you to oppose the proposed ban on sidewalk delivery devices. As an alternative to
an outright ban, we ask you to consider forward-thinking regulations around this
nascent industry.

For the past 64 years, our mission has been to protect, preserve, and promote
small businesses in San Francisco. We represent a diverse range of neighborhood
commercial districts that are the heart and soul of our City. It is our view that this
technology has the potential to support local business owners through a variety of
ways In today’s changing consumer landscape. A complete ban on this technology,
which is successfully operating in other cities throughout the world, is not the
answer.

This is San Francisco, the home of innovation. If other cities are developing pilot
programs to test this new technology, then we can certainly develop our own
regulations that make sense for our City. :

Let's see if this technology can help our small businesses compete with larger
players by offering a convenient way for business owners to reach their customers.
The popularity of on-demand delivery platforms continues to grow and these
devices could provide a valuable tool for businesses to meet the demand as well
as expand their customer base. '

Other potential benefits include taking freight trucks off our already congested
streets, reducing CO2 emissions from the last mile of delivery, and providing a
convenient delivery method to hemebound residents. If we simply ban these
devices, how will we ever know its possibilities?

Here in the City, we understand what happens when new technology takes hold
without proper government oversight. However, that is not the case with these
delivery robots — the industry is asking the City to regulate them.

Again, we urge you to not support this ordinance.

Sincerely,

Oblowsloy.

Henry Karnilowicz
President

The San Franclsco Coundlf of Merchants' Assoclations « 1019 Howard Street, Sap Francisco, CA 941032606 « 4156217533 « www.sfedma.org .
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Carroll, John (BOS). K : :

From: Carroll, John (BOS)

Sent: Thursday, October 12, 2017 4:23 PM

To: . 'pete.a.lester@gmail.com’

Cc: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)

Subject: RE: No robots on our already crowded sidewalks

Thanks for your comment letter. | have added your message to the official file for the ordinance.

| invite you to review the entire matter on our Legislative Research Center by following the link below:

Board of Supervisors File No. 170599

John Carroll

Assistant Clerk

Board of Supervisors |

San Francisco City Hall, Room 244

San Francisco, CA 94102

(415)554-4445 - Direct | {415)554-5163 - Fax
john.carroll@sfgov.org | bos.legislation@sfgov.org

& Click here to complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Service Satisfaction form.
The Legislative Research Center provides 24-hour access to Board of Supervisors legislation and archived matters since August 1998.

Disclosures: Personal information that is provided in communications to the Board of Supervisors is subject to disclosure under the California Public Records Act and
the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance. Personal information provided will not be redacted. Members of the public are not required to provide personal Identifying
information when they communicate with the Board of Supervisors and its committees. All written or oral communications that members of the public submit to the
Clerk's Office regarding pending legislation or hearings will be made available to oll members of the public for inspection and copying. The Clerk'’s Office does not
redact any information from these submissions. This means that personal information—including names, phone numbers, addresses and similar information thata
member of the public elects to submit to the Board and its commlttees-—may appear on the Board of Supervisors website or in other public documents that members
of the public may inspect or copy.

From Board ofSupervnsors (BOS)

Sent: Wednesday, October 11, 2017 3:12 PM
To: BOS-Supervisors <bos-supervisors@sfgov.org>; Carroll, John (BOS) <John carroll @sfgov org>
Subject: FW: No robots on our already crowded sidewalks

From: Pete Lester [mailto:pete.a.lester@gmail.com]

Sent: Wednesday, October 11, 2017 6:06 AM

To:Board of Supervisors, (BOS) <board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>; Sheehy, Jeff (BOS) <jeff.sheehy@sfgov.org>
Subject: No robots on our already crowded sidewalks -

I would be at city hall today but I’'m on my honeymoon.

That’s right, I woke up at 6:00am while celebrating my marriage thinking, “My supervisors need to know that
there is no place on our sidewalks for robot delivery.” '

Stop this horrible intrusion into a shared public space.

Sidewalks keep people safe. '

[




Thank you.

Pete Lester

SF,CA .

94131

Pete A Lester

Vice President Chooda Board of Directors -
Event Planner and Coordinator

Bike Zambia Planning Committee

Certified Bike Fitter

Certtified Bosch E-Bike Mechanic

Help me raise money to fight HIV/Aids and Povertv in Zambla
Join Us on the ridel :




Carroll, John (BOS)

From: : Carroll, John (BOS)

Sent: Tuesday, October 10, 2017 4:53 PM
To: : . 'igpetty@juno.com'

Cc: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: RE: Delivery Robot Ban
Categories: 2017.10.11 - PSNS, 170599

Thanks for your comment letter. | have added your message to the official file for the ordinance.

| invite you to review the entire matter on our Legislative Research Center by following the link below:

Board of Supervisors File No. 170599

John Carroll

Assistant Clerk

Board of Supervisors

San Francisco City Hall, Room 244

San Francisco, CA 94102

{415)554-4445 - Direct | {415)554-5163 - Fax ,
john.carroll@sfgov.org | bos.legislation@sfgov.org

o

A% Click here to complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Service Satisfaction form.
The Legislative Research Center provides 24-hour access to Board of Supervisors legislation and archived matters since August 1998.

Disclosures: Personal information that is provided in communications to the Board of Supervisors is subject to disclosure under the California Public Records Act and
the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance. Personal information provided will not be redacted. Members of the public are not required to provide personal identifying
information when they communicate with the Board of Supervisors and its committees. All written or oral communications that members of the public submit to the
Clerk's Office regarding pending legisiation or hearings will be made available to all members of the public for inspection and copying. The Clerk's Office does not
redact any information from these submissions. This means that personal information—including names, phone numbers, addresses and similar information that a
member of the public elects to submit to the Board and its committees—may appear on the Board of Supervisors website or in other public documents that members
of the public may Inspect or copy. ’

From Board of Superwsors (BOS)

Sent: Tuesday, October 10, 2017 4:31 PM

" To: BOS-Supervisors <bos-supervisors@sfgov.org>; Carroll, John (BOS) <john.carroll@sfgov.org>
Subject: FW: Dehvery Robot Ban

From: lgpetty@juno.com [mailto:lgpetty@ijuno.com}

Sent: Tuesday, October 10, 2017 2:37 PM

To: Board of Supervisors, {BOS) <board.of. supervisors@sfgov.org>
Subject: Delivery Robot Ban

To All San Francisco Supervisors

Dear Supervisor,

=




I'm writing in support of Supervisor Norman Yee’s proposal to ban delivery robots on San Francisco public
sidewalks. ‘ '

Delivery robots would endanger the safety of myself and other seniors, people with disabilities, and anyone else
walking on public sidewalks. ‘

Public sidewalks are designed and codified for use by people. They belong to the people for their use and
enjoyment in safety and security -- not in competition with driverless commercial mechanical moving vehicles.
Skateboards, Segways and bicycles are not allowed for safety reasons. It should be obvious that robots belong
on this banned list.

Thank you,

Lorraine ‘

Petty Member, Senior
& Disability Action . District 5
Voter

| Felt Like Someone Was Blowing Up A Balloon In My Stomach
Activated You . .
http://thirdpartyoffers. juno.com/TGL3132/59dd3dae4a2b93dae388est02duc
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Carroll, John (BOS)

From: Carroll, John (BOS)

Sent: "~ Tuesday, October 10, 2017 4:52 PM

To: 'kaleda@ggsenior.org’

Cc: Board of Supetrvisors, (BOS)

Subject: RE: Richmond Senior Center supports the ban of robots on our sidewalks
Categories: .2017.10.11 - PSNS, 170599

Thanks for your comment letter. | have added your message to the official file for the ordinance.

I invite you to review the entire matter on our Legislative Research Center by following the link below:

Board of Supervisors File No.' 170599

John Carroll

Assistant Clerk

Board of Supervisors

San Francisco City Hall, Room 244

San Francisco, CA 94102

(415)554-4445 - Direct | (415)554-5163 - Fax
john.carroll@sfgov.org | bos.legislation@sfgov.org

@

¥ Click here to complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Service Satisfaction form.
The Legislative Research Center provides 24-hour access to Board ofSupervisors legislation and archived matters since August 1998,

Disclosures: Personal information that is provided in communications to the Board of Supervisors is subject to disclosure under the California Public Records Act and
the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance. Personal information provided will not be redacted. Members of the public are not required to provide personal identifying
information when they communicate with the Board of Supervisors and its committees. All written or oraf communications that members of the public submit to the
Clerk's Office regarding pending legislation or hearings will be made available to alf members of the public for inspection and copying. The Clerk's Office does not
redact any information from these submissions. This means that personal information—including names, phone numbers, addresses and similar information that a
member of the public elects to submit to the Board and its committees—may appear on the Boord of Supervisors webSIte or in other public documents thatmembers
of the public may inspect or copy.

From Board of Supervnsors (BOS)

* Sent: Tuesday, October 10, 2017 4:30 PM

To: BOS-Supervisors <bos-supervisors@sfgov.org>; Carroll, John {BOS) <john. carroll@sfgov org>
Subject: FW: Richmond Senior Center supports the ban of robots on our sidewalks

From: Kaleda Walling [mailto:kaleda@ggsenior.org]
Sent: Tuesday, October 10, 2017 1:56 PM

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS) <board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>; Breed, London (BOS) <london.breed @éfgov.org>;
Peskin, Aaron (BOS) <aaron.peskin@sfgov.org>; Ronen, Hillary <hillary.ronen@sfgov.org>; Fewer, Sandra (BOS)
<sandra.fewer@sfgov.org>; Kim, Jane (BOS) <jane.kim @sfgov.org>; Safai, Ahsha (BOS) <ahsha.safai@sfgov.org>; Tang,
Katy (BOS) <katy.tang@sfgov.org>; Cohen, Malia (BOS) <malia.cohen@sfgov.org>; Farrell, Mark (BOS)
<marlk.farrell@sfgov.org>; Yee, Norman {BOS) <norman.yee @sfgov.org>; Sheehy, Jeff (BOS) <jeff.sheehy@sfgov.org>
Cc: Lee, Mayor (MYR) <mayoredwinlee @sfgov.org>; Nuru, Mohammed (DPW) <mohammed . nuru@sfdpw.org>; Rahaim,

1




John {CPC) <john.rahaim@sfgov.org>; Reiskin, Ed (MTA) <Ed.Reiskin@sfmta.com>; MTABoard@sfmta.org;
tilly.chang@sfcta.org; Roxas, Samantha (BOS) <samantha.roxas@sfgov.org>; Angulo, Sunny (BOS)
<sunny.angulo@sfgov.org>; Beinart, Amy (BOS) <amy.beinart@sfgov.org>; Yu, Angelina (BOS) <angelina.yu@sfgov.org>;
noelle.duong@sfgov.or '

. Subject: Richmond Senior Center supports the ban of robots on our sidewalks

IMOND
OR CENTER

-October 10, 2017

Board of Supervisors

San Francisco City Hall

1 Dr Carlton B Goodlett P
San Francisco, CA 94102

Dear Board of Supervisors;,

On behalf of Richmond Senior Center, | am writing to urge you to support Supervisor Norman Yee’s proposat to prohlblt
Autonomous Delivery Devices from Sidewalks and Right-Of-Ways (File 170599).

Richmond Senior Center, which represents more than 500 Seniors and Adults with Disabilities in the Richmond district,
provides programs and activities that support healthy aging and community connections. This legislation is important to
-us because we are concerned about the impacts of Autonomous Delivery Vehicles on the safety of people who rely on
walking as a primary means of transportation and healthy activity. Autonomous Delivery Devices are an example of a
technological innovatjon that could have positive uses; however, this technology is in its infancy and the City must act

- quickly to ensure it does not negatively impact the community. '

San Francisco has always pnontlzed our sidewalks for the use of pedestrlans — from banning bicycles and Segways from
our sidewalks, to prioritizing the “pedestrian environment” under the Better Streets Plan. Sidewalks are the one of the
only spaces in the city that is dedicated to pedestrians, and these spaces are already narrow and crowded throughout
much of the city. If anything, we need more space dedicated to people walking, rather than having to share the limited
space we do have.

Sidewalks are also the heart of our cdmmunity: They are where people gather to talk, where they shop, where they walk
their dogs, and how they get from one place to another in our great city. We must proactively preserve this limited
pedestrian-prioritized space for people to use safely, without fear of moving vehicles. This is especially important for
seniors, people with disabilities, and for-families. These Autonomous Delivery Devices will be an obstacle in their path,
taking up limited sidewalk space, potentially blocking curb ramps that are vital for people in wheelchairs or peaple
pushing strollers, and overall decreasing the quality of life on our sidewalks.

One or two Delivery Devices might not seem like a problem, but as these vehicles become trily autonomous and their’
numbers increase, we can expect many of them to be operating on a single block at the same time. The City must be
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proactive to ensure that our sidewalks don’t become robot superhighways, but instead remain safe and enjoyable places
for people. -

San Francisco is a hub for innovation and small businesses. However, when an industry’s business mode| uses public
space, it is crucial that our elected officials prioritize the needs of the community and consider the impact to their-
quality of life. Additionally, the economic climate of the city makes it hard for many people to live here. Replacing entry-
level delivery jobs with robot deliveries will negatively impact people’s opportunities for working in San Francisco.

San Francisco has a proven record of vajuing vehicle-free sidewalks. | urge you'to continue the codification of this value
by supporting Supervisor Yee's legislation to prohibit the use of Autonomous Delivery Devices on our sidewalks and
public right-of-way.

Sincerely,

Kaleda Walling, Director
Richmond Senior Center

CC:  San Francisco Mayor Edwin Lee
San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency Board of Directors
San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency Director Ed Reiskin
San Francisco Public Works Director Mohammed Nuru
San Francisco Planning Department Director John Rahaim
San Francisco Country Transportation Agency Director Tilly Chang
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Carroll, John (BOS)

From: ‘ Carroll, John (BOS)

Sent: Tuesday, October 10, 2017 4:51 PM_

To: ‘occexp@aol.com’

Cc: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)

Subject: - - RE: tem #10599 [Public Works, Police Codes - Prohibiting Autonomous Dehvery Devices on

Sidewalks and Right-of-Ways]

Categories: 2017.10.11 - PSNS, 170599

Thanks for your comment letter. | have added your message to the official file for the ordinance.

 invite you to review the entire matter on our Legislative Research Center by following the link below:

Board of Supervisors File No. 170599

John Carroll

Assistant Clerk

Board of Supervisors

San Francisco City Hall, Room 244

San Francisco, CA 94102

(415)554-4445 - Direct | (415)554-5163 - Fax
john.carroli@sfgov.org | bos.legislation@sfgov.org

&

Y Click here to complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Service Satisfaction form.
The Legislative Research Center provides 24-hour-access to Board of Supervisors legislation and archived matters since August 1998.

Disclosures: Personal information that Is provided in communications to the Board of Supervisors is subject to disclosure under the California Public Records Act and
the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance. Personal informution provided will not be redacted. Members of the public are not required to provide personal identifying
information when they communicate with the Board of Supervisors and its committees. All written or oral communications that members of the public submit to the
Clerk's Office regarding pending legislation or hearings will be made available to all members of the public for inspection and copying. The Clerk’s Office does not
redact any information from these submissions. This means that personal information—including names, phone numbers, addresses and similar information that a
member of the public elects to submit to the Board and its committees—may appear on the Board of Supervisors website or in other public documents that members
of the public may inspect or copy.

From: Board of Supervisors, {BOS)

Sent: Tuesday, October 10, 2017 1:16 PM

To: Carroll, John (BOS) <john.carroli@sfgov.org>
Subject: FW: Item #10599 [Public Works, Pohce Codes - Prohlbmng Autonomous Delivery Devices on Sldewalks and
Right-of-Ways]

From: Henry Karnilowicz [mailto:occexp@aol.com]

Sent: Monday, October 09, 2017 6:12 PM

To: Board of Supennsors (BOS) <board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>; Calvillo, Angela (BOS) <angela.calvillo@sfgov.org>
Cc: Ross@ih-pa.com; henry@sfcdma.org

Subject: {tem #10599 [Public Works, Police Codes - Prohibiting Autonomous Delivery Devices on Sidewalks and Right—of—
Ways]




Dear Clark of the Board of Supérvisors,

Please distribute the attached letter to all the superv:sors for the BOS, Pubhc Safety and Neighborhood Services
Committee hearing this Wednesday at 10:00 am..

Thank you.

~ Kind regards,

Henry Karnilowicz
President.
San Francisco Council of D!stnct Merchants Associations

1019 Howard Street

San Francisco, CA 94103-2806
415.420.8113 cell
415.621.7583 fax




SFCDMA

MEMBER ASSOCIATIONS

Arab American Grocets Association
Balboa Village Merchants Association
Bayview MDerchancs Assodation
Castro erchancs

Chinatown (Derchancs Association
Clement St. Merchans Association
Dogpa%cf) Business Association
Fillmore CDcrcbants Hssociazion
Fishermans Wharf erchants Hssn.
Golden Gate Restaurant Association
Glen Park (erchants Association
Golden Gare Restaurant Assodiation
Greazrer Geary Boulevard Derchants

& Property Owners Bssociation
Japantown (erchants Bssociacion
Dission Creek Merchants Association
ission Merchants Assodation

DNoe Valley Merchants Association
Norch Beach Business Association
North €ast Mission Business Assn.
People of Parkside Sunsec

Polk Districc Merchants Association
Potrero Dogparch (Dercharcs Assn.
Sacramento St. (Derchants Association
San Francisco Gommunicy Alliance for
Jobs and Housing: ‘
South Beach Mission Bay Business Assn.
South of Marker Business Association
Bhe Outer Sunser Merchanc

& Professional Association

Union Streer Derchants )
Valencia Corridor Merchants Assn.
West Porcal (Derchancs Associadion

San Francisco Council of District Merchants Associations

Henry Kamnilowlcz Maryo Mogannam Vas Kiniris Keith Goldstein
President Vice President Secretary . Treasurer
October 9, 2017 -

\Board of Supervisors

San Francisco City Hall

1 Dr Carlton B Goodlett Pl
San Francisco, CA 94102

Re: Proposed Ban on Autonomous Delivery Devices on Sidewalks and Right-of-
Ways

Dear Board of Supervisors,

On-behalf of the San Francisco Council of District Merchants (SFCDMA}, we urge
you to oppose the proposed ban on sidewalk delivery devices. As an alternative to
an outright ban, we ask you to consider forward-thinking regulaﬁons around this
nascent industry. '

For the past 64 years, our mission has been to protect, preserve, and promote
small businesses in San Francisco. We represent a diverse range of neighborhood

- commercial districts that are the heart and soul of our City. It is our view that this

technology has the potential to support local business owners through a variety of
ways in today’s changing consumer landscape. A complete ban on this technology,
which is successfully operating in other cities throughout the world, is not the
answer.

This is San Francisco, the home of innovation. If other cities are developing pilot
programs to test this new technology, then we can certainly develop our own
regulations that make sense for our City.

Let’s see if this technology can help our small businesses compete with larger
players by offering a convenient way for business owners to reach their customers.
The popularity of on-demand delivery platforms continues to grow and these
devices could provide a valuable tool for businesses to meet the demand as well
as expand their customer base.

Other potential benefits include taking freight trucks off our already congested
streets, reducing CO2 emissions from the last mile of delivery, and providing a
convenient delivery method to homebound residents. If we simply ban these
devices, how will we ever know its possibilities?

Here in the City, we understand what hapbens when new technology takes hold
without proper government oversight. However, that is not the case with these
delivery robots — the industry Is asking the City to regulate them.

Again, we yrge you to not support this ordinance.

Sincerely,

Henry Karnilowicz

President

ST,

{ The San Francisco Council of Merchants’ Assoclations « 1019 Howard Street, San Francisco, CA 8471032806 - 415:621-7533 + www.sfcdma.org i




Carroll, John (BOS)

From: Carroll, John (BOS)

Sent: Friday, October 06, 2017 1:47 PM

To: : : ‘amitra@sfchamber.com’

Cc: Somera, Alisa (BOS); Board of Supervisors, (BOS)

Subject: RE: SF Chamber letter re: File 170599, Ordinance Prohibiting Autonomous Delivery Devices
Categories: 170599

Thanks for your comment letter. | have added your message to the officiai file for the ordinance.

| invite you to review the entire matter on our Legislative Research Center by following the link below:

Board of Supervisors File No. 170599

John Carroll
Assistant Clerk
Board of Supervisors
San Francisco City Hall, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102
. (415)554-4445 - Direct | (415)554-5163 - Fax
john.carroll@sfgov.org | bos.legislation@sfgov.org
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&5 Click here to complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Service Satisfaction form.
The Legislative Research Center provides 24-hour access to Board of Supervisors fegislation and archived matters since August 1998.

Disclosures: Personal information that is provided in communications to the Board of Supervisors is subject to disclosure under the California Public Records Act and
the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance. Personal information provided wifl not be redacted. Members of the public are not required to provide personal identifying
information when they communicate with the Board of Supervisors and its committees..All written or oral communications that members of the public submit to the
Clerk's Office regarding pending legislation or hearings will be made available to alf members of the public for inspection and copying. The Clerk’s Office does not
redact any information from these submissions. This means that personal information—including names, phone numbers, addresses and similar information that a
member of the public elects to submit to the Board and its committees—may appear on the Board of Supervisors website or in other public documents that members
of the public may inspect or copy.

From: Alexander Mitra [mailto:amitra@sfchamber.com]

Sent: Friday, October 06, 2017 11:22 AM

To: Breed, London {BOS) <london.breed @sfgov.org>

Cc: Calvillo, Angela (BOS) <angela.calvillo@sfgov.org>; Farrell, Mark (BOS} <mark.farrell@sfgov.org>; Fewer, Sandra
(BOS) <sandra.fewer@sfgov.org>; Peskin, Aaron (BOS) <aaron.peskin@sfgov.org>; Tang, Katy (BOS) :
<katy.tang@sfgov.org>; Kim, Jane (BOS) <jane.kim@sfgov.org>; Yee, Norman (BOS) <norman.yee @sfgov.org>; Sheehy,
_ Jeff (BOS) <jeff.sheehv@sfgov.org>; Cohen, Malia (BOS) <malia.cohen@sfgov.org>; Safai, Ahsha (BOS) '
<ahsha.safai@sfgov.org>; Ronen, Hillary <hillary.ronen@sfgov.org>; Tugbenyoh, Mawuli (MYR)
<mawuli.tugbenyoh@sfgov.org> ’ ’

Subject: SF Chamber letter re: File 170599, Ordinance Prohibiting Autonomous Delivery Devices

Dear President Breed,

Please see the attached letter from the San Francisco Chamber of Commerce regarding file 170599, prohlbltmg
autonomous delivery devices on City sidewalks and public right-of-ways.

" Thank you,

- _ SR e i S __8,4.6._,...._“._ i - S



Alex Mitra .

Manager, Public Policy .

San Francisco Chamber of Commerce

' 235 Montgomery St., Ste. 760, San Francisco, CA 94104
{0) 415-352-8808 * (E} amitra@sfchamber.com
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October 6, 2017

The Honorable London Breed

President, San Francisco Board of Supervisors
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room #244
San Francisco, CA 94102

RE: File #170599 Ordinance Prohibiting Autonomous Delivery Devices

Dear President Breed:

The San Francisco Chamber of Commerce, representing over 2,500 businesses of all types and sizes,
urges the Board of Supervisors to reject the proposed ordinance prohibiting personal delivery devices on
the sidewalks of San Francisco and instead to follow the lead of varlous Bay Area communities and enact
sensible regulations.

The development of cuiting age technology is a large part of the city’s knowledge based economy. To
ban the development of personal delivery devices in San Francisco, of all places, could shut down this
industry in its infancy.

This is legislation in search of a problem, where no problem currently exists. A serious look at the
development of these devices shows that sharing a sidewalk with a-robot vehicle will pose virtually no
risk to pedestrians, will expand the methods small businesses connect with customers and will provide
new access to services for seniors and the disabled. With only a handful of these devises being tested on
our sidewalks, the city has more than enough time to enact a proper regulatory scheme before
widespread commercial application occurs, without a ban.

The San Francisco Chamber has convened a working group to develop and support regulations that will
allow this industry to continue to grow in the city, employing your constituents and partnering with.our
small business community. We urge the Board of Supervisors to reject this legislation and to direct the
Department of Public Works to draft reasonable, workable regulations for this important industry.

Sincerely,

Jim Lazarus
Senior Vice President of Public Policy

cc: Clerk of the Board of Supervisors, to be distributed to all Supervisors; Mayor Ed Lee
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Carroll, John (BOS)’

From: Carroll, John (BOS) .

Sent: . Thursday, October 05, 2017 9:17 AM

To: 'Fiona Hinze'

Cc: Board of Superwsors (BOS)

Subject: RE: Statement for record File No 170599- Hearing on Autonomous Dellvery Vehlcle
| egislation

Categories: 170599

Thanks for your comment letter.
I have added your message to the official file for the ordinance. -

| invite you to review the entire matter on our Legislative Research Center by following the link below:

Board of Supervisors File No. 170599

John Carroll

Assistant Clerk

Board of Supervisors

San Francisco City Hall, Room 244

San Francisco, CA 94102

{415)554-4445 - Direct | (415)554-5163 - Fax
john.carroll@sfgov.org | bos.legislation@sfgov.org

@

# Click here to complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Service Satisfaction form.
The Legislative Research Center provides 24-hour access to Board of Supervisors legislation and archived matters since August 1998.

Disclosures: Personal information that is provided in communications to the Board of Supervisors Is subject to disclosure under the California Public Records Act and
the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance. Personal information provided will not be redacted. Members of the public are not required to provide personal identifying
information when they communicate with the Board of Supervisors and fts committees. All written or oral communications that members of the public submit to the
Clerk’s Office regarding pending legislation or hearings will be made available to all members of the public for inspection ond copying. The Clerk's Office does not
redact any information from these submissions. This means that personal information—including names, phone numbers, addresses and similar information that a
member of the public elects to submit to the Board and its committees—may oppear on the Board of Supervisors website or in other public documents that members
of the public may inspect or copy.

From: Fiona Hinze [mailto:fiona@ilrcsf.org]

Sent: Wednesday, October 04, 2017 10:19 AM

To: Carroll, John (BOS) <john.carroll@sfgov.org>

Subject: Statement for record File No 170599- Hearing on Autonomous Delivery Vehicle Legislation

Hi John,

Attached please find the statement for the record from Independent Living
Resource Center San Francisco for file No 170599~ Hearing on
Autonomous Delivery Vehicle Legislation.

1
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If you would please insert the statement into the file for the hearing and
confirm receipt of it, that would be great. | ‘
Thank you for all your help Please feel free to contact me with any
questions.

Fiona Hinze
Systems Change Coordinator/fCommunity Organizer

Independent Living Resource Center San Francisco

825 Howard Street

San Francisco, CA 94103
Email: fiona@ilrcsf.org

Phone: 415—543—6222Lext. 1106

Please note that ILRCSF is a scent-free environment, and we ask that you refrain from
wearing scented products when visiting our office. '

http://www.facebook.com/ILRCSF
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" ILRCSF

support-information- advocacy

Statement for File No 170599 on Behalf of lndependent Living Resource Center San
Francisco
On behalf of the Independent Living Resource Center San Francisco (ILRCSF), | submit the
following statement in regards to File No 170599- Hearing on Autonomous Delivery Vehicle

Legislation.

ILRCSF is neutral on the proposed Ieglslatlon to ban autonomous delivery vehicles in San
Francisco.

While we remain neutral on the piece of legislation under consideration today, we have had a
- positive and collaborative relationship with Marble on issues related to how we can improve the
accessibility and usability of these vehicles. Marble first reached out to ILRCSF to introduce us
to their product and here about any concerns or suggestions that we may have. We are always
pleased when companies developing new technologies such as these vehicles show an interest
in accessibility from an early stage in product development. At that first meeting, we expressed’
some concerns that we have regarding these vehicles such as an Increase in congestion on
sidewalks and impeding path of travel for those using mobility devices. At the same time, we
see some of the potential benefits of the technology for the community. For example, the
mapping technology used in these vehicles could be used to better map curb ramps and
accessible paths of travel. Marble was very open to hearing our concerns, feedback and ideas.

~ Out of that first meeting came a mutual desire to hold an accessibility stakeholder
meeting at Marble’s offices so that multiple disability community groups could engage in _
constructive dialogue with the Marble team. The feedback session included representatives
from ILRCSF, Mayor’s Office on Disability, The Arc San Francisco, Toolworks, Marin Center for
Independent Living, Center for Independence of People with Disabilities, and many members of
the marble team. In that session, Marble again showed their commitment to accessibility by
asking relevant questions about how wheelchair users navigate the streets and being open to
feedback regarding possible audible cues to alert pedestrians to the presence of these vehicles.
ILRCSF. acknowledges that there are concerns around these vehicles, particularly around
sidewalk congestion and path of travel. However, we also see the potential in some of the
technology used in these vehicles, such as the potential to more accurately map the city’s curb
ramps. We would like to commend marble for their desire to reach out to and work with the

Independent Living Resource Center San Francisco
825 Howard Street, San Franc1sco CA 94103-3009 (415) 543-6222 (415) 543-6318 Fax (415) 543-6698 TTY only
www.ilresf.org

'y

o
o



disability community to ensure that our feedback and concerns are addressed and considered.
We appreciate that Marble is taking proactive steps to consider the impact of their work on
people with disabilities. ‘ '

If you have any questions regarding this statement, please feel free to contact Fiona Hinze,
Systems Change Coordinator/Community Organizer at fiona@ilrcsf.org or 415-543-6222
ext.1106 ' '

Independent Living Resource Center San Francisco
825 Howard Street, San Francisco, CA 94103-3009 (415) 543-6222 (415) 543-6318 Fax (415) 543-6698 TTY only
' www.ilcosforg




Carroll, John (BOS)

From: Carroll, John (BOS)

Sent: Monday, October 02, 2017 3:19 PM

To: Board of Superwsors (BOS); 'cathy@walksf.org'

Subject: RE: CC Puede Letter of Support: Yee's ban on sidewalk robots
Categories: 170599

Thanks for your comment letter. '
| have added your message to the official file for the ordinance.

I invite you to review the entire matter on our Legislative Research Center by following the link below:

Board of Supervisors File No. 170599

John Carroli

Assistant Clerk

Board of Supervisors

San Francisco City Hali, Room 244

San Francisco, CA 94102 -

(415)554-4445 - Direct | {415)554-5163 - Fax
john.carroll@sfgov.org | bos.legislation@sfgov.org

@

&0 Click here to complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Service Satisfaction form.
The Legislative Research Center provides 24-hour access to Board of Supervisors legislation and archived matters since August 1998,

Disclosures: Personal information that is provided in communications to the Board of Supervisors is subject to disclosure under the California Public Records Act and
the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance. Personal information provided will not be redacted. Members of the public are not required to provide personal identifying
information when they communicate with the Board of Supervisors and its committees. Alf written or oraf communications that members of the public submit to the
Clerk's Office regarding pending legislation or hearings will be made available to all members of the public for inspection and copying. The Clerk's Office does not

" redact any information from these submissions. This means that personal information—including names, phone numbers, addresses and similar in iformation that a
member of the public elects to submit to the Board and jts commlttees——may appear on the Board of Supervisors website or in other public documents that members
of the public may inspect or copy.

From: Board of Supervisors, {BOS)

Sent: Monday, October 02, 2017 11:47 AM

To: Carroll, John {(BOS) <john.carroll @sfgov.org>

Subject: FW: CC Puede Letter of Support: Yee's ban on sidewalk robots

From: Cathy Deluca [mailto:cathy@walksf.org]

Sent: Monday, October 02, 2017 9:25 AM '

To: FewerStaff (BOS) <fewerstaff@sfgov.org>; Ronen, Hillary <h|IIary ronen@sfgov.org>; Sheehy, leff (BOS)
<jeff.sheehy@sfgov.org>

Cc: Board of Supervisors, (BOS) <board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>; Maybaum, Erica (BOS) <erica.maybaum@sfgov.org>;

Beinart, Amy (BOS) <amy.beinart@sfgov.org>; Yu, Angelina (BOS) <angelina.yu@sfgov.org>; Hamilton, Megan (BOS)

1
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<megan.hamilton@sfgov.org> o
Subject: CC Puede Letter of Support: Yee's ban on sidewalk robots

Dear PSNS Committee members,

Attached please find a letter from CC Puede in support of Supervisor Yee's legislation banning autonomous delivery
devices. :

Best,
Cathy

Cathy DelLuca

Interim Executive Director

333 Hayes St, Suite 202, San Francisco, CA 94102
415.431.9255 (office) | 415.610.8025 (cell) | walksorg

Celebrate Walk & Roll to School Day on Wednesday, October 4th - Learn How to Sign Your School Up Today!
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September 25, 2017

To: Supervisors Ronen, Fewer, Sheehy
From: CC Puede / contact: Fran Taylor, duck. taylor@yahoo com
RE: Ban Delivery Robots on Sidewalks

CC Puede is the community organization that initiated the award-winning redesign of Cesar Chavez
Street.-For almost ten years, we worked with city agencies to create flood mitigation greening,
landscaping on connecting streets, and pedestrian and bicycling infrastructure improvements that have
changed this maj or artery from a traffic sewer to a neighborhood-friendly showcase. .

' Coricern for pedestrian safety was a major motivation when we began in 2005. Sidewalks along Cesar
Chavez Street are only about nine feet wide in most places, with about three feet of that space taken up
with street trees, lampposts, and signage poles. Two strollers can squeak past one another, but adding a

- toddler or two trailing along makes passage difficult.

Cesar Chavez Street is home to two elementary schools, a daycare center, a health clinic, a day labor
center, a board and care facility, and St. Lukes Hospltal Vulnerable pedestnans use the street every day
to travel to school, work, transit, and other services.

Before the streetscape changes, speeding automobiles would crash into residences with alarming
frequency. Bicyclists, spooked by this speeding traffic, would ride on the sidewalks, invading the
already inadequate pedestrian space. The new traffic calming measures and striped bike lanes have
reduced these dangers. :

But we now face anew danger: delivery robots. These machines would compete for space with children,
seniors, hospital patients, Muni riders, and residents of all ages. On a busy street, the sidewalks are a
refuge for San Franciscans traveling on foot or simply standing and talking with their neighbors. We do
not need machines bearing down on us in the skimpy space we have for these human activities.

CC Puede suppoits Supervisor Yee’s proposed ban on delivery robots. San Francisco was a national
leader in banning Segways from our sidewalks, and we hope the City will continue to offer leadership in
protecting pedestrians from these unnecessary and intrusive robots.
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. Carroll, John (BOS)

From: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)

Sent: : Tuesday, August 29, 2017 9:12. AM

To: BOS-Supervisors; Carroll, John (BOS)

Subject: ‘ FW: Support Legislation banning Robot Delivery systems from our sidewalks. File No. 170599
Categories: . 170599

From: Pete Lester [mailto:pete.a.lester@gmail.com]

Sent: Tuesday, August 29, 2017 7:44 AM

To: Board of Supervisors, {BOS) <board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>

Subject: Support Legislation banning Robot Delivery systems from our sidewalks.

Please support efforts to keep robots off of San Francisco sidewalks.
Our city is a walking city and these robots have no use or reason to be on taxpayer funded sidewalks.

Thank you.

Pete A Lester
_Event Planner and Coordmator
Bike Zambia Planning Committee
Certified Bike Fitter
Certified Bosch E-Bike Mechanic
Help me raise money to fight HIV/Aids and Poverty in Zambia
Join Us on the ridel
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Carroll, John (BOS)

From: - Board of Supervisors, (BOS) :

Sent: Wednesday, August 23, 2017 12:18 PM

To: ) BOS-Supervisors; Carroll, John (BOS)

Subiject: FW: sf.citi Lefter RE: BOS File No. 170599

Attachments: sf.citi letter re opposition to Automated Delivery Devices Robot Sidewalk Ban (2).pdf
Categories: 170599

From: Jennifer Stojkovic [mailto:jennifer@sfciti.org]
Sent: Wednesday, August 23, 2017 11:29 AM

To: Jennifer Stojkovic <jennifer@sfciti.org>

Subject: sf.citi Letter RE: BOS File No. 170599

August 22, 2017

The Honorable Norman Yee

San Francisco Board of Supervisors

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102

RE: BOS File No. 170599 [Public Works, Police Codes - Prohlbltlng Autonomous. Delivery Devices on
Sidewalks and Right-of-Ways]

Dear Supervisor Yee,

sf.citi, representlng nearly 1,000 member and supporting companies, requests the Board of Supervisors to vote
against BOS File No. 170599.

We at sf.citi work to promote collaboration towards building thoughtful, forward-thinking policies between our
local tech sector and the City of San Francisco. This legislation is neither thoughtful nor forward-thinking, has
not been adequately studied, and has very little data presented to justify a permanent ban. The impact of such a
ban on automated delivery services could create a massive barrier to future innovation in the industry,
particularly in regards to the future of automation.

sf.citi strongly urges the Board of Supervisors to vote against this legislation, and rather, take steps towards
collaborating on informed, thoughtful policies regarding the future of automation in San Francisco. We
welcome the opportunity to engage our members in working towards building these policies.
' Sincerely,

The sf.citi Board of Directors

cc: Clerk of the Board, to be distributed to each member of the Board of Supervisors, Mayor Lee




Jennifer Stojkovic
xecutive Director

jennifer@sfeiti.org | LinkedIn | p. 415-291-9502 | m. 727-798-1860
Fikg

of.citi




August 22, 2017

The Honorable Norman Yee.

San Francisco Board of Supervisors

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 941 02

RE: BOS File No. 170599 [Pubhc Works, Police Codes - Prohlbltmg Autonomous
Delivery Devices on Sidewalks and Right-of-Ways]

Dear Supervisor Yee,

sf.citi, representing nearly 1,000 member and supporting companies, requests the
Board of Supervisors to vote against BOS File No. 170599.

We at sf.citi work to promote collaboration towards building thoughtful, forward-thinking
-policies between our local tech sector and the City of San Francisco. This legislation is
neither thoughtful nor forward-thinking, has not been adequately studied, and has very
little data presented to justify a permanent ban. The impact of such a ban on automated
delivery services could create a massive barrier to future innovation in the industry,
-particularly in regards to the future of automation. '

sf.citi strongly urges the Board of Superwsors to vote against this legislation, and rather,
take steps towards collaborating on informed, thoughtful policies regarding the future of
automation in San Francisco. We welcome the opportunlty to engage our members in
working towards building these pollcxes

Sincerely, .
The sf.citi Board of Directors

cc: Clerk of the Board, to be distributed to each member of the Board of Subérvisors,
Mayor Lee '

58 2nd Street, 4th floor San Francisco, CA 94105

www.sfciti.org
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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

BOARD of SUPERVISORS

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

PUBLIC SAFETY AND NEIGHBORHOOD SERVICES COMMITTEE

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT the Public Safety and Neighborhood Services
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: Wed'nesd'ay, November 29, 2017
Time: 1:00 p.m.

Location: Legislative Chamber, Room 250, located at City Hall
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, San Francisco, CA

Subject: File No. 170599. Ordinance amending the Public Works Code to require
a permit for the testing of autonomous delivery devices on sidewalks and
to set rules governing the operations of such devices; amending the
Public Works Code and Police Code to provide for administrative, civil,
and criminal penalties for unlawful operation of such devices; and
affirming the Planning Department’s determination under the California
Environmental Quality Act.

If the legislation passes, a new appeal fee of $300 would be established for individuals
filing an appeal with the Board of Supervisors on the Public Works Director’s approval or
disapproval of an Autonomous Delivery Device permit application, or the Public Works Director’s
withdrawal or revocation of an Autonomous Delivery Device permit application. This appeal fee
would be collected by the Office of the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors at the time of the appeal
filing. S . ' ‘

- Inaccordance 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 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. Agendainformation relating to this matter will be available for public review
on Wednesday, November 22, 2017. '

=Sl
Angela Calvillo
Clerk of the Board

POSTED: November 17, 2017
PUBLISHED: November 19 & 26, 2017
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by the Deparment of
Industdal Rslatians.

No conractor o subcontractor
may balls:nd on abld popasal
for a pubd! ug rojact and
" mnlraclor or subcontractor
may ba awarded a uonlml:t ior
public work on a public wi
project Uniess reglsterad whh
the Department of |ndus‘k
Relations  pursuant
Labor Code saclion 1725.5
This pru]ect is subject 10
compliance monitoring

#SMS 8HEAS moved up

2, Said sealed pmpnsans‘

sha:&be dafiverad to the CI

Hat, 330 West2:
Avanite, San Mateo, California
84403, at or bafora 2:00 p.m.,
Decembar 20, 2017, and they

shall ba npnned and fead by
& City Represeniative at sald

o and tima.
ISMS afsis
3. The Contractor's license
mqulmd for this contract s
Class A or a combinallon
of 0-10 and/or 027‘ Ustad

NAME STATEMENT
Flia No. A-0378203-00

Masan St San
sunz
‘business is conducted by:
A Li'Med Liability Comm
fo

naml! llsiad above on Aprit

I dadars that all hlovmaﬂnn

in this statamant is tre”and

comact, (A registrant who

declases as trus any maierlal
er pursuant

of an Delivary
Dewca pemmit  application,
al fee would be

ce)lacle by the Office of
the Clerk of the Board of
Supemsmsluhe!me the
peal fifng. In accordance
wﬂh Admlnlslrauvs Code,
Section 67.7-1, persons who
are unsble o' attend the
hearing on this matter may
submil_writlen comments
1o the CRY prior to the tims
fha hearing bagins. Thess
comments Wil bs made =s

Cannabls  Retailer and
Dslivary-Only Cannabls
Rafaller, _Initial
upon app
inspection based on the
siza of the premisss: $600
for premises undar 5,001 sq.
for pmm-ans 5,001~
f; $1,300 for
remkss 10 001-20 000 sq.
faal; and $1,500 for premises
avar 20,000 sq, foet, Cannabis

Judgment of dissolution of

maniage, terminale marital
stalus, lerminats jurisdiation
{ support f;'nd

community pyopeny
be dividad, and waive ma
raquirement  Petilloner  fila
Prefiminary
Daclaration of Disclosure.
court  hearing . will
ba held as tfollows:

and annuat ficense fea ol 8. GOODLETT PLACE SAN
$5,000 for subsaque £ FAANCISCD, CASHO2 %Z:.Li:.,‘nz" “ai"f"&';?i am"ﬂ
agislation also requires gen packel knows to be false
that  cannabis siness Iagxslahvaﬂlesamavanlab{e a| ;5 ity of a mlsdemaanbr
pgmm puy lses in Aoom 244 ey fine not to
io the Dapariment of P at the addrass listed above of  excesd ona mand dollars
Health {-DPH?)} to wverPH‘k by calling 415-5654-5184 ($1,000).)
tosts i conducling inilial . &/ Scott Murphy, Managing
and angoing Mamber i
' : c;mlssmossas. ﬁ Jasper Hall, LLG
allows:
s 3700 Which ooy o CIVIL ms ;Mument was fllad wl!‘.hy
walvetd af redy by ClsrknnDdDberZS 2017
if tha facilty & not new or NOTICE-n accordance witts
requlras no conslruction, Subdlvision (a)} of Section
and annua! inspection based Marraga nlw-mdyw-gner 17920, & Fictilous Nams
on skze of premises: §1,000 for v. Patrlck Bo: Statement gansmuy axplres
premisas under §,001 sq. fast; 5- No. FDI—15-783933 at the end of five yi from
51.500 for premlses 5,000- To PENTIONER WENDY  tha dala on which n w;s flod
10,000 s, fest; 32000 for  WAGNER: ‘A REQUES the office of the County
- pramises 10,4 001-20000 FOR ORDER Fer En(ry Clerk, excapt, as wided
fast; and &.500 for 8;“““5 Judgment Of Dissofuon Of [y Subdivision (b) of Section
warzaoousq Mamage, Tsrmlnallon 01 17920, whara I expires 40
Mandacturing radmy and days 'after any change
Cumahl! Dls!nh\nnr 53700 ! Peﬂ!:onsfs Pmllmhary in the facts eet forth in the
which be walva Declaration Of Disclosura femant putsuant to Section
radumd hy DPH n the rac‘mly was lllsd on Seplmnher 17813 other than a change
is not new or requiras no 22,2017, and refssued on |y the residence address of
5735 for inhlal Novambgr 13, 20}}’?“(% a mgistered owner, A new
Bk el papebn(oh  OBWELL,  Recpordem  olous Busiwes Name
Cannabis Ratailer, Medicihal  requests the Coult enter (e axpiration. Tha of

Bu: Name
in viofation of the dghls of
annlhar undar foderal, slzle,

law {Ses S
14411 el 500, Bu:lnus und
Pm(asslv ns Cods),
1126, 12/3, 1210, 121717
CNSI074660#
SAN FRANCISCD
EXAMINER

possess ihe wnuaﬂm’s
Vcense required for each
specialty work spacified andl

10 the pmvlsin of Public
Conlract Coda Senlon 10164,
. shall purchasa
a complele sef of plans and
:pacrf cations and provide

contact infarmation through
Barar Blus I order to bs

pragosal lanns ars availabla
t Clty of San Mateg — Publlc
Works Bidding Wabh Podal.
Contraciors can alsa smail
BarkerBlua's Customsr

suppon Tsam :n plano

Mdandashalmbagwunds and enforcemant by the
or with th of  Indusifal
ferma of the instruclions, RJarmu ASMS 1072315
is the rnsponsihnhly ul lhe from Monta Diablo. Not
bidder to contact tha Clty o usad; appsars canfusing
daterming thu existence of any . per COIN doc

and alf add Per lLabar Cods Seclion
8, The IIma of cnmpleunn 20103,5. a conlraclor can

for this contract shall

working days, beglnmng
lmm the ls spacitia
in tha Notlce to Proceed.

batween Dalawara Street
and the N/S Trai) must meat
environmental compliance
and may only begln after
A 57, 2018,

i atenate bid tlems ars

of project for the purpose

tagister at time prior o
blg award ::'3 no eu?llradnr

convenience of bidders, The

ent of
industdal Relations Internat
wabsita at hitpi/)

e i nnt excuss a
tidders taliure to camply with
actual scala then

13. Thaﬂgus (Dsg.ra_)mner?dul

Transpu ovides
a folres “hoiline” st?r(vme o
report bid rigging anvmas.
8id dgglng achviies can be
raparted Mondnys Ihmugh

of p bid dggmg. bsdd%r
collusion, or ather fraudulent
acliviles  should use Ihe
“hatfine” _to reporl
activitios. Tha halline” k parl
of DOT's continting afforis to
iderilly and invostigata. the
highway construction confract
(raud and ahuse and |s
opamed under tha direction
of the DOT Inspocior Genoral,
All information will ba trealed
mnfdenlhvldlyb and callar

may be
awandod a contract for public
work on a public works
pm]ed unlsss mgls(amd with

ndustriat

Da anmnm of
Ralatio

Ingeneral, the prav wage
swglu, s detemined iy i

Dlredw of Indusirhl Helaﬂons
of the State L I
force on \hn day !hls b!ﬂ was

industriat

o
and aquipment rolated to
efoctrical & lighting bid

loms.
“*Project must ba complete
by Moy 30, 20187
:ms na DBE par

will ensure that

n any coniract anlered Inlo

barks b
696 2100 lor
‘quastions regarding ih

confract documents shnuld
be directed to Yreu Tran,
Associate Enginesr, at 650-
5227330 or ln wriling at the
above atid

#SMS 1nl2_’ll15 per emal}

1

5. The gslimated constluctmn

eoslotmlspm act s $315,
This estimata is not bassd on

a “contracior’s cost take off*

it
magniude of this project and
ls nol inlended fo I&ﬁum m?ﬁ
any way the sma!
hud (nr this pn7
#SMS  8/15/15  raworded
pam balmn, and used 2006

G. Au blds shall be
ancomganed by a bid E:‘%m

ers
<hsckmada pes bla tothe
of San Malag lny:n amun!crg

conract lume Ckyand (umlst:
tha othar Hems required under
section 3, “Coniract Award

10I23[(5 Retein par amail

11. a right Is rasarvad, as

the Interast of tha Cly m:

mqulm, to_mject or all

bids, ta walva any Inf ormallly

In bids, or In the

singla bid being uoenvsd to
extend the ecceplance dale

subjedt to mu'fmvmnr\s of

8 Jaw.
;sus 10123/!5 From DOT

ln Iiau of Monu Disblo para
ed MD final sentence.
12, A contrmclor or
subconiractor shall not be
qualiied 10 bid on, be fisted
in a bid propnsa! subjact to
Ihe. mqmremen‘tjsh of Section

4104 of th e Cordract
ode, or engage In ma
performance of any contral

regmamd

riorm public work
ro Section 17255, It is not
a viotatlon of this saclion for
an enregistered contractor to
subrmit a bid that Is aulhﬂrfzad
by Setlon 7029.1 of th

or

by the acministrator of the

an and Hour Dnvlsmn,
Depariment of Labor,

m !nrce on tha day bids are

apened, whichevar is highar,

working on this project.
[n some cases, prava;bng
wage detem'unallcn:

risk (°} o

either & sr\ﬁ
N douua astersks (“ after tha
. axpnaﬁm date in offact on the

8 raspect
Asms S1SHS _ does ant

=l
14.Said l::rty Hapresamative
shall report lha resulls of the

bldd' fo the City Councli
at a laler date, at which fime
tha Counclt may award

ity
the contract to n‘:y lowast

po
inlerest may diclals, cny
Counal maymsemmlse s right

to_modily award or to
rejact any or all bids,
14, The lowast respi e

hitp://www.laginfo. oa, L.gov/
gu 5-16/bill/asm/ab_0201-
250/ab_219_bili_20151016_
chaptersd.htmi

15, The lowast IASponslbla
bidder = shall subi
requirad bonds, msuvanes,
slgned agrasmenls. and

for bids,

fn mses whera the prevalling
wags detemninations have
a singla asterisk () aftar
the explaton data which
are in effect on the date of
advertisament * for  blds,
:uch dslarmlnaﬂcns Temaln
affact the lifs of the

dowbls astarisks () aft
the expiration date Ind|x|s
thal the basic hourdy wage
rate, overtime, and “hollday
pay vales. and amploysr
eymants 1o be paid for work
Normad aftor this dats have
gean predolanmined. If work
ls axendad past iz data,
new rate must be pakd
and should be Ineurparalsd
In contracts the Contractor
enters nto. N
Pupsiiant 1o Saction 1773 of
the Labor Coda, the general

pravalling wage mates In the -

ik
been delermined by the
Ditsclor of tha Califomiz
Dapartment of Industral
Refations. The wages as sat
forthin the General Prevail
Wa 8 ﬁ;ﬁsdhr !hm’gbm;;m
bs 6

ll Is understood that it
raspansbifty of e b
to datermine the carrect

uls of

valuss (Appsndlx 1) with

ganmlusan costs within 5
ys after bld opaning.

nsus BI15/15 covered in
LwarnburZG 20)7

69K
° EXAMINER - SAN MATEO

-NOYICETO BAY AREA
REGIDN CUSIDMERS

G
PRI E-AUYHOHIZ%I;
IMPR:)VEMENT RATE”

On November 18, 2017,
lfomia Water Sarvice (Cal
Walnr) flled Advice Letler
with the California Public
Umlllu Commission (OPUC),
seaking permission to changa
ates n its Bay Area Haglnn
for costs assoclated with th
completion of the Cnmb{n
Customer & Operations
Cenler Bwk!’ng Haplamment
focal in San Mateo,
{PID msn. Tha  project was
prevu:usly
C in Dwslen 15—12042
as pan of the ullity's trfonnlal
s review process, with the
rale changa fo accur affer
the bulding was compleled
instead of at the heginning
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GOVERNMENT CIVIL
NOTICE OF PUBLIC Man'lage of Wencty Wﬂgnsr
HEARING M
BOARD O ) Casa 2.
FTHE CITY AND COUNTY  To PEI'ITIONER WENDY
F FRANCISCO GNER:
PUYBLIC SAFETY FOR ORDEH For
NEIGHBORHOOD Judgment Of Dlssolu\!on Qf
SERVICES COMM Marﬂage. Termination Of
WEDNE! SDAV NOVEHBEH al Status, Walver
2,2017—1:00 PM of Paillioners Peellminary
CITY HALL, LEs Declaratlon  Of Disclosure
HAMBER, ROOM 250 was filed on Septambsr
1 DA, CARLTON 22, 2017, and relssuad on
GOODLETT PLACE, SAN November 13, 2017, by
FRANCISCO, C Hespondam PATRICK
NOYICE 1S HEREBY GIVEN OSWELL. Respandent
THAT tha Public Safety and sguasls the Court enter
Nslghuwhuud Sarvicas gment of dissolitlon of
Committes hald a public ma ge, terminate marital
aring |o nauslder uw status, lerminate Jurisdiction
following pro; on  spousal support, find
public hnmg will be hsld that thera s no further
as follows, at which i cammunlly

all interasted parties mny
attand and be heard: Fila No.

require a permil for the testing
of autonomous dellvery
devices on skdewalks and

provide for adminlstrative,
civil, and criminal penalties
for untawfut apalatlnn ol

such devices; and affirming
the Planning Depariment's
deteymination _ under the
California ental
Cuality Act, If tha legislation
passes, a new a

Environm

properly  to
be divided, and waive the
raqulramanl Pathioner  flle
and sarve a  Preliminary
Declaration of Disclosure.
A court  hearing wdl
be held as follows:
Janvary 23, 2018 at 900
AM. in Dapt. 404 o
Superlor Caurt of Cal'ﬂnmla,

7

Chanter limits the
psrs:ms ssrvmg

The G
terms

as tho M
of the Board 01 SuparvLsors
(Hoard") may be in offica,

A full ferm as mayor ks four

yoars. A person may naf

anrva 8s mayar for more than

8 ferms, The

Char(er doas nu\ fimit the

non-consscutive terms that a
parson may serve s mayor.

A full tarm on the Board s
four years, Board members
may not serve mors {hen two
consacutive four-year terms,
A Board mamber who serves
twa consacutlva  four-yaar
terms may nol serve on the
Board again unless at Jeast
lour years hava passed sinca
e and of the second term.

‘Tha  propased  Chartar
amendment would prohibit
any persen from aver serving
as mayor for mors than twn
four-year terms, The proposed
Charter amendment would
apply to cument and former
mayors.

The proposed Charter
amendment  would also
prabibit any persan from ever
serving on the Board for more
than two four-year terms.
Thls pmhibhbn would spply

ert and formar Bnayd
memhsrs, with two axcaplions,

The first ex:eplloﬂ Is for any
currert Board, mambar who;
{1) sarvnd two consecufive
tams on the i and
{2) was re-slected o the
Board befora tha adoption

od  Chartar

sealed proposals
ahau bu deﬁve:;go 10 the

Dacamber 15, 2017, and they
shall ba upaned and tead by
a City Hepmsamaﬁve at said
date and timi

3. iani GKy Heprasem'aﬂve

repor! the
hlddlng to tha Cly Coundil
at a later dale, at which tima
th Cous

responsibla  bidder as so
reparled; or as tha Cliys
Interast may diclate, City

4, Proposers shall puichase &
complata plan set and provide
contact information through
Barker Blue In order to bo
eligile to bkl on this proj
“The Contract Book, proposal
{nrms and  Performanca
Specifications are avafable at
\iy of San Matap — Public
Works Bidding Web Portal, -
Proposers can aiso email
Barker-  Blue's Customer

at 850-522-7288 or in wriling
a!\heabove address,
6. An opllonat pre-bid walling
mseung is_ achaduled Tor
Wadnasday, November
28, 2017 at 10 a.m. City
mpmsamaﬂva: will  maat
interested partles at the
Corfral Garago located at
Sirost between

shmilar projects In 'hs area of
which City is aware. Thls

way the amaunt bid for \hs

projact.

8, R“adbd‘d:y shall be

accom| la: bid bond,
Cashiafe. chack, or cartiied

chedk made payable to tha City
of San Matee n an amaunt nol
lass than Iun parcamt (10%)
of ﬂvs‘d.

o farfalted 1o the Clty ﬂ the
bnddar daposmng same doss
nat, within 8 wos days after
the b}ddarhas 1aceivad nolica
from the Gily of San Mateo
that the confract has baen
awarded, sign and zetum the
contract {o the Cly and fumish
the other Hsms rsqulred under

) sect(on 4, “Contract Award

Exacution,” of lha spedal
ymv&slms.
9. Propaser is noiifled that
thay shall comply with
the requirements lor Nog-
Olsciimination &3 set farth in
Section 2, *Bidd ng. in the

Provisio
Addenda lssund during tha
ﬂma of bl shall bacoma
pait of the decuments
tumished bldders for tha
praparation of bids, shall ba
wvarad in tha bids, and shall
he made 1&;\; of tha Contract,
hude specific

ncknnwledgamon( in_ the
ca provided of recaipt of

2 Adbonda. Issued duing
bidding paricd. Fatiure to

in tha bid baing rejacted as

suparsede cortain
provislr;\:sy of the Public
da and other

vab‘oﬂ of state faw,
8. A conlmclor  or
suhwnﬂac\or shafl not ba

qualified to bid on, be listed in
& bid proposal, subject to the
mqu!mmams ol Senxm 4104
the Pubﬂcl Gontrat ract Code,
orem age [n o upn formanca
of publia work, 65 defined
Laber Cods Sschon 1720,
which includes construction,
enance, a tion,
unless currenuy registerad
ami qualified "to  parform
bile work pursuant  to
Sedlon 17255, it Is not a

vialation of this section for
an unte; od r {0
submit a bid that s authorized

by Sactlon 7029,1 of 1ha

Business and . Professions
Code o by Sectlon 10164 or
201&3.5 of tha Public Contract
Coda, provided the contractor
Is regls(arsd to perform public

“work pursuant to  Secllon

17255 at the time the contract
Is awardad. This project
Is subject to compllance
manmmng and enforcament
by Department  of
lndusﬂ'ial Relztions.
Ingensral, the prevalling wage
scale, as delermined

force on the day this bl wag
anncunced of as detarmined
by the administrator of the
Wage and Hour Division,
U5, Department of Labor,
In forca on the day bids are
openad, whichaver Is higher,
il be tha minimum pald to
all craftsmen and |

wage ratas for this prolud a5
pmdalasrmmed by the Unfled
acre!

¥ necassary, will ba KsuSd |a
the holders of the Contract
Book, Futirs effective generat

provaiiing which have been
predularwd nnd are on fie

lawitlly or Uegally and then
usa them to commit ciimes
resulting In iojury or death of
thelr viclims of wha use them
in the -commission af othar
coercive edmes such as
robbery, sexual assault or
hom!dda Includlng recent
Vagas, Neval
and Smherland Springs,
'zs‘xas, a3 woll as tha many

of Industial Haluuon: are
referenced not printed i
the general prevailing wage

gmtﬁaremlsmla“ difference
iween the Imum waga
y

mia Department of
Industrial Retations for simBar
classifications of labor, tha
Contractor and Subzantractor
| not pay less than the
higher waga rate.
Depmmam will not_accept
lower Stale wage rates not
spaclmxuy Included in_ the

Fodoral waga deteminations,
This includas 'helpar‘ {or
other classifications based

on hours of expsriance) or
any other dlassification
appaaﬂng in 1he Fsduml
e detorminations. Where
F laral wa,

pastsnvmlyuam.wﬂ
. on Oclabet 23, 2017, the Cily
Goundil receivad axtensive
public commants on the issue
ol whether the Clty should
consider adopting regulations
conceming  the iness
oparalions and sales of
ammuaition and ficeamms,
the conclusion of the_public
commeni, the Clty Councll
diracted City staff to bring
forward & moratorium for
consideration fa enablg sludy
ol the Issues ralsod y
comminity wnn&gm uﬂ
meating, WHER! mlhnut
an immediate moratos
retail asl&bll:hmanl
ammunition or fitearms
oblain & business
ragistration  and  building
permils in City In a shait
period of ime, WHEREAS ,
other Gamnrnia cities hava
adopted zoning ordinances
business lions thiat

g8
dn not contain tha Staja

Y Contractor,
Submnlradals. the Contractar

govern tha  sales of
ammunition and firearms, The
Town of Boulder Creek, Tovm
of Los Gatos and the County
of Sama Cruz ali adoplad

nol less than the Fedgv?l
minlmum wags rate which
mas! clpsely appraximates the
dutiss of the employeas in

ria o0 81 Urgency basis
pmh!bhlng new commercial
sales of ammuniias and
firsarms. WHEREAS , the

Bi

and 4* Avenues in Downlow not respansive. Falturs of  [n some cases, prevalling quasuon scessary for the City Stalf,
o A
B e oo o ohe honnd, 2d e o by San  Matao. Ploase notity ary, biddsr 10 focetve such  vega detererinalions have 18, The US. Departmant of ing Commission and
o of Soporicors  Eorm. FL-020nte. for more  member who mests thesa  Vivian' Np, Adminlsimnvn sndashannmbagmunds cthor 2 singls asterisk () or  Transporation (DOT) providas  Gity Councd ta sludy and
o the Public Warks mmcm(s Ieformation, visit tha Ssif conditions could serve the Tschniclan, i you for pon-compliance double asterisks (*) after tha & tok-free “hotlina® service to  devalop regulations in &
eoprovel o diéapproval of  Cantar sl Whe courthouss,  romainder of the fouryar atend 1 pra-b)d maaﬂl\g Tormis o e ot explcation Gata In oo o the tepot bd doging actidiss.  reasonable “iims mgaiding

an Autonomous Dgnvery or contact an attorney. lorm and, # re-slecied, sarve ocnyo(samnalaon ). is the (asponslbllky ol lhn dale of advartisemant for bids. d ngging activiles can new retall stablishms
Device pol pplication, or  Diana L. Leanida (234134}, " an additional four- 6. Tha bidder 1o contact in cases where the prevalling yaponsd Mondays mrwgh . seliing ammunition or flrearms:

tha Publla Wnrks Direclor's  Attorney 1ar Respondent,  yaartesm. requimd lor {Hs Fedoral Nd detemineihse)ostenneohny wage dolorminalions have  Fridays between 8:00 in tha City of San Cados;
P T oy Sldaman & Broree TR G rat Ia Class A. Listed andal addenda, a 3ingla. ostodsic () ater  and &:00 PM, Esstom e, EAS , Tha Cly has
of on Aulonomnus Defive Embau:adsm Gorter, 22“d The second exception is for :ubcon&radurs shall also 1. Tha fime of comploon the expirstion data which talephona number 1-800-424. xist estabishments
Device permit application,  Floor, San Franclsca, ‘o, CA any parson who: (1) sarved the contraclo’s  {or this contract shall 00 are In effect on the date of 9071, MY e with ge  that sell ammusition and
This. ay P oo would b 94105_ “15) 352_1950 ecutive famms on the  Jicense required for each  warking days, baghning from advsnlsamsm for  blds, n] paxxbeb;d rigging, bidder  flrearms  and  additlonal
mlladaWy the Ofiica of  11/19, 11128, 12[:! 121017 Board o than four years  SPecialy work speciied and/  the date specifled In the  such detasminations semain usion, or other fraudulent  Inquides have babn mads
the Clerk 4t the Board of CNSJOTZG ago.and (2) is slected 1o an  Of possess a Class A . Notice to Prot: in atfect for the He of the anwmas should uss ms regarding applications for new
Suparvisors At the fima of e SAN FRANclsco additional ferm on the Board  Aftentionis also dirscted tathe 12 This profect is not on the  project, P(avalllng wage ‘holline” to report these  retall firearnt establistunents
appoat fling, In accordance  EXAMINER at the same alsction that this  Provisions "of Public Contiact Naﬂona.l ighway Sysiem dslerm!naﬂa have acﬁvm 'n:s hotline” is pan selling ammunition or firearms
with  Administrativa  Cods, sed Charler. Cads Section 10164, For this  (NHS). doubla aslensks (“) after DOT's coptinuing efforts in the Cliy near public and
o e s [ 'an e bafla. A parson who  FEDERAL  PA tha  13.This contract is subect i tha expiration date indicale ldcnllly and. ;mesﬂgata e privale school fafiies, and
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CALIFORNIA NEWSPAPER SERVICE BUREAU
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Mailing Address : 915 E FIRST ST, LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

ALISA SOMERA

CCSF BD OF SUPERVISORS (OFFICIAL NOTI
1 DR CARLTON B GOODLETT PL #244

Telephone (800) 788-7840 / Fax (800) 464-2839

Visit us @ www,LegalAdstore.com

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102

Notice Type:

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

COPY OF NOTICE

GPN GOVT PUBLIC NOTICE
Ad Description " AS - 11/29/17 PSNS - 170599 Fee Ad

CES)

FRANCISCO EXAMINER. Thank you for using our newspaper. Please read.
this notice carefully and call us with ny comections. The Proof of Publication
will be filed with the County Clerk, if required, and mailed to you after the last

date below. Publication date(s) for this notice is (are):

11/19/2017 , 11/26/2017

The charge(s) for this order is as follows. An invoice will be sent after the last

date of publication. If you prepaid this order in full, you will not receive an

invoice.

R

EXM# 3073217
NOTICE OF PUBLIC
HEARING
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

OF THE CITY AND
COUNTY OF SAN FRAN-
CISCO

PUBLIC SAFETY AND
NEIGHBORHOOD SER-
VICES COMMITTEE
WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER
29, 2017 - 4:00 PM
CITY HALL, LEGISLATIVE
CHAMBER, ROOM 250
1 DR. CARLTON B,
GOODLETT PLACE, SAN
FRANCISCO, CA
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN
THAT the Public Safety and
Neighborhood Services
Committee will hold a public
hearing to consider the
following proposal and said
public hearing will be held as
follows, at which fime all
interested parties may attend
and be heard: File No.
170899. Ordinance amend-
ing the Public Works Code ta
require a permit for the
testing of autonomous
delivery devices on
sidewalks and to set rules
goveming the operations of
such devices; amending the
Public Works Code and
Police Code to provide for
administrative, civil, and
criminal penalties for
unlawful operation of such
devices; and affrming the

Planning . Department's
determination _under the
Califomia Environmental

Quality Act. If the legislation
passes, a new appeal fee of
$300 would be established
for individuals filing an
appeal with the Board of
Supervisors on the Public
Works Director’s approval or
disapproval of an Autono-
mous Delivery Device permit
application, or the Public
Works Director's withdrawal
or revocation of an Autono-
mous Delfivery Device permit
application. This appeal fee
would be collected by the
Office of the Clerk of the
Board of Supenisors at the
time of the appeal filing. In
accordance with Administra-
tive Code, Section 67.7-1,
persons who are unable to

. attend the heating on this

maiter may submit written
camments {o the City prior to -
the time the hearing begins.
These comments will
made as part of the official
public record in this matter,
and shall be brought to the
attenfion of the members of
the Committee. = Wiitten
comments should be
addressed to Angela Calvillo,
Clerk of the Board, City Hall,
1 Dr. Cairton B. Goodlett
Place, Room 244, San
Francisco, CA  s4102.
Information relating to this

malter is avaflable In the
Office of the Clerk of the
Board. Agenda information
relating to this matter will be
available for public review on

‘ednesday, November 22,
2017. - Angela Calvilio, Clerk
of the Board
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: City Hall
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244

BOARD of SUPERVISORS San Francisco 94102-4689
. Tel. No. 554-5184
Fax No. 554-5163
TDD/TTY No. 554-5227
May 23, 2017
File No. 170599
Lisa Gibson

Interim Environmental Review Officer
Planning Department

1650 Mission Street, 4" Floor

San Francisco, CA 94103

Dear Ms. Gibson:
On May 18, 2017, Supervisor Yee introduced the following legislation:
File No. 170599

Ordinance amending the Public Works Code to prohibit the operation of
autonomous delivery devices on sidewalks and right-of-ways within the
jurisdiction of Public Works, amending the Police Code to provide for
administrative, civil, or criminal penalties for unlawful operation of
autonomous delivery devices; and affirming the Planning Department’s
determination under the California Environmental Quality Act.

This legislation is being transmitted to you for environmental review.

Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board

By: Erica Major, Assistant Clerk
Public Safety and Neighborhood Services
Committee .

Attachment

c: Joy Navarrete, Environmental Planning
Jeanie Poling, Environmental Planning -
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BOARD of SUPERVISORS

TO:

FROM:

DATE:

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

MEMORANDUM
Williarh Scott, Police Chief; Police Department
Mohammed Nuru, Director,. Public Works

Ed Reiskin, Executive Director, Municipal Transportation Agency
John Rahaim, Director, Planning Department

Committee, Board of Supervisors

May 23, 2017

SUBJECT: LEGISLATION INTRODUCED -

Erica Major, Assistant Clerk, Public Safety and Neighborhood Services

The Board of Supervisors’ Public Safety and Neighborhood Services Committee has
received the following proposed legislation, introduced by Supervisor Yee on May 16,

2017:

File No. 170599

Ordinance amending the Public Works Code to prohibit the operation of
autonomous delivery devices on sidewalks and right-of-ways within the
jurisdiction of Public Works, amending the Police Code to provide for
administrative, civil, or criminal penalties for unlawful operation- of
autonomous delivery devices; and affirming the Planning Department’s
determination under the California Environmental Quality Act.

If you have any comments or reports to be included W|th the file, please forward them to
me at the Board of Supervisors, City Hall Room 244, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place,
San Francisco, CA 94102.

" Rowena Carr, Police Department

Kristine Demafeliz, Police Department

- Jennifer Blot, Public Works

John Thomas, Public Works

Lena Liu, Public Works

Janet Martmsen Municipal Transportation Agency
Kate Breen, Municipal Transportation Agency
Dillon Auyoung, Municipal Transportation Agency
Scott Sanchez, Planning Department

Lisa Gibson, Planning Department

AnMarie Rodgers, Planning Department

Aaron Starr, Planning Department

Joy Navarrete, Planning Department
Jeanie Poling, Planning Department
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City Hall
President, District 5 1 Dr. Carlion B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 '?g/ 7%~ 3~
BOARD of SUPERVISORS San Francisco 94102-4689 E’%
Tel. No. 554-7630 .\
Fax No. 554-7634 =1y
TDD/TTY No. 544-5227
London Breed
_ PRESIDENTIAL ACTION
Date: 10/24/2017
To: - Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Boatd of Supervisors
Madam Cletk, | " BoW
Pursuant to Board Rules, I am heteby: =
[ Waiving 30-Day Rule (Board Rue No. 3.23) C N s
File No. ) ﬁ =
(Primary Sponsor) o
Title. » R
W]
X VTransferring (Boaxd Rule No 3.3)
File No. 170599 Yee
_ (Primary Sponsor)
Title. ' ’

Otdinance amending the Public Works Code to requite a permit for the
testing of autonomous delivery devices on sidewalks; arﬁendjng the

I+
From: Land Use & Transportation Committee
To:  Public Safety & Neighborhood Setvices Committee
[0 Assigning Temporary Committee Appoiﬁtment (Board Rule No. 3.1) -
Supetvisor |
Replacing Supervis.or
For: A B Meeﬁng

(Date)

London Breed, President
Boatd of Supervisots
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| o : | RECEAVED
Introduction Form B[ 1 QU5%m,
By a Member of th;a Board of Supervisors or Mayor '

Time stamp
|or meeting date

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

1. For reference to Committee. (An Ordinance, Resolution, Motion or Charter Amendment).
[ ] 2. Request for next printed agenda Without Reference to Committee.

[] 3. Reqﬁest for hearing on a subject matter at Committee.

[ ] 4. Request for letter begiﬁm'ng :"Supervisor ’ , ' inquiries"

[] 5. City Attorney Request. .
[ ] 6. Call File No. ' from Committee.

[ L] 7. Budget Analyst request (attached written motion).

[ ] 8. Substitute Legislation File No.

[ ] 9. Reactivate File No.

L1 10. Queétion(s) submitted for Mayoral Appearance before the BOS on

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

[ ]Small Business Commission [ Youth Commission I:IEthics' Commission
[ ]Planning Commission " [_]Building Inspection Commission

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

Sponsor(s):
Yee A

Subject:

{Police Codes - Prohibiting Autonomous Delivery D;:vices on Sidewalks and Right-of-Ways

The text is listed:

Attached

AR

=
&

" Signature of Sponsoring Supervisor:| f\m

For Clerk's Use Only
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