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AMENDED IN COMMITTEF
FILE NO. 181028 11/05/2018 ORDII.. NCE NO.

[Planning Code - Medi
Street Parking Reguwement ]

Ordinance amending the Planning Code to add-new standard-required-streetscape

and-Second-Street;-eliminating eliminate minimum off-street parking requirements City-
wide forprojects-subject-io-thecurb-cutrestrictions-or-prohibitions; and making

findings under the California Environmental Quality Act, findings of consistency with
the General Plan, and the eight priority policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1, and
findings of public necessity, convenience and welfare under Planning Code, Section

302.

NOTE: Unchanged Code text and uncodified text are in plain Arial font.
Additions to Codes are in Szn,qle under Zzne ztalzcs Times New Roman font.
Deletions to Codes are in
Board amendment additions are in double-underlined Arial font.
Board amendment deletions are in
Asterisks (* * * *)indicate the omission of unchanged Code
subsections or parts of tables.
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Be it ordained by the People of the City and County of San Francisco:
Section 1. Findings, Including CEQA Findings and General Plan Consistency Findings.

13 3 M
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(af) The Planning Department has determined that the actions contemplated 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 Board of
Supervisors in File No. 181028 and is incorporated herein by reference. The Board affirms
this determination.

(b g) On October 18, 2018, the Planning Commission, in Resolution No. 20319,
adopted findings that the actions contemplated in this ordinance are consistent, on balance,
with the City’s General Plan and eight priority policies of Planning Code Section 101.1. The
Board adopts these findings as its own. A copy of said Resolution is on file with the Clerk of
the Board of Supervisors in File No. 181028, and is incorporated herein by reference.

(ch) Pursuant to Planning Code Section 302, this Board finds that this Planning Code
amendment will serve the public necessity, convenience, and welfare for the reasons set forth
in Planning Commission Resolution No. 20319 and the Board adopts these findings as its
own.

(d) In the 19503;the Planning Code established minimum parking requirements for
new buildings. Beginning in 1973, the City has reduced or streamlined minimum parking

reguirements in various San Francisco zoning districts as a strategy to reduce traffic

congestion, encourage the use of sustainable transportation modes (walking, cycling, and

transit), and reduce housing and building costs. The recently-enacted Accessory Dwelling
Unit, Transportation Demand Management, and HOME-SF ordinances all permit exceptions

from minimum parking requirements. Eliminating minimum parking requirements in all zoning

distficts City-wide will further these goals as well as the policies and objectives of the General

Plan’s Transportation Element.
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Section 2. As introduced, this ordinance proposed revising Planning Code Sections

138.1, 150(a), 155(r), 161(j), 209.4, 303(x) and Zoning Control Tables 714, 720, 721, 722,

727, and 750-764. At its reqular meeting on October 22, 2018, the Land Use and

Transportation Committee duplicated the file and amended this ordinance to remove the
amendments to Sections 138.1, 150(a), 155(r), 161(j), 209.4, 303(x), and Zoning Control

Tables 714, 720, 721, 722, 727, and 750-764.

Section 3. The Plahning Code is hereby amended by revising Sections 150, 151, 155,
161, 204.5, 209.1, 209.2, 210.1, 210.4, 239, 240.1, 240.2, 240.3, 242, 249.18, 304, 710-713,
715-719, 723-726, 728-734, and 810-812, and deleting Sections 159 and 160, to read as
follows:
ARTICLE 1.5:
TRANSPORTATION, OFF-STREET PARKING, AND LOADING

* * * *

SEC. 150. OFF-STREET PARKING-AND LOADING REQUIREMENTS.

* * * *

(b)  Spaces Required. The requirements for Ooff-street parking-and loading
spaces;-according-to-therequirements-stated-inthis-Article1-5,-shall-be-provided for any

structure constructed; and any use established, whether public or private, after the original

effective date of any such requirement applicable to such structure or use shall be as stated in

this Article 1.5.

(c) Additions to Structure and Uses.
(1) For any structure or use lawfully existing on such effective date, off-street
parking-and loading spaces need be provided only in the case of a major addition to such

structure or use, and only in the quantity required for the major addition itself. Any lawful

Supervisors Kim; Peskin, Brown
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deficiency in off-street parking-or loading spaces existing on such effective date may be
carried forward for the structure or use, apart from such major addition.

(2)  Forthese purposes, a "major addition" is hereby defined as any
enlargement, alteration, change of occupancy or increase in intensity of use which would

increase the-n

which-would-inerease the requirement for off-street loading spaces by at least 15% pereent.

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

(d) Spaces to be Retained. Once any off-street parking-er loading space has been
provided which wholly erparticiy meets the requirements of this Code, such off-street parking

or loading space shall not thereafter be reduced, eliminated or made unusable in any manner.

reguired accessory residential parking space may be leased or rented on a monthly basis as
provided under Section 204.5(c b}4) of this Code, and such lease or rental shall not be

considered a reduction or elimination of required spaces.

Supervisors Kim; Peskin, Brown
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(ef) Parking in Excess of the Maximum Permitted. Any off-street parking space or

spaces which existed lawfully at the effective date of this Section and which have a total

number in excess of the maximum permitted off-street parking spaces permitted under

Section 151.1 shall be considered noncomplying features pursuant to Section 180(a)(2) and

shall be regulated as set forth in Section 188.

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

C

Table 151
OFF-STREET PARKING SPACES REQUIRED

Use or Activity

Number of Off-Street Parking Spaces
Required

RESIDENTIAL USES

Dwelling, excépt as specified below;-and
EEE.ESE.’EE - the E.EI”'EIH.I leglght.s E’Sel ?E'l =S8

None required. P up to One 1.5 parking
spaces for each Dwelling Unit.

Dwelling, in the Telegraph Hill North
Beach Residential Special Use District

None required. P up to 0.5 parking spaces
for each Dwelling Unit, subject to the controls
and procedures of Section 249.49(c) and
Section 155(t); NP above preceding ratio.

Dwelling, in the Polk Street Neighborhood
Commercial District

None required. P up to 0.5 parking spaces
ears for each Dwelling Unit; NP above
preceding ratio.

Supervisors Kim; Peskin, Brown
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Dwelling, in the Pacific Avenue
Neighborhood Commercial District

None required. P up to 0.5 parking spaces
ears for each Dwelling Unit; C up to one car
for each Dwelling Unit; NP above preceding
ratios.

N i dlistri hor than RH-1 and RH-2.
. ’ . . In RH-1 and-RH-2 Districts. Gt 41

of H”.S Seel_e e‘l_!l;eu,smg ’G'. Persons with . it

|efhy5|e. &l ehsa_le!mtgle_s ‘a_sl_e.ieln:eel in-the “I.H'“.Ise'. of Sl P a!eels SBIES':;.GE! e_nle ‘sue 'G'I_H'e

Homeless-Shelters Nenereguired:

Group Housing of any kind

spaces required.

NON-RESIDENTIAL USES

Agricultural Use Category

Agricultural Uses*

None required

Greenhouse

None required. Maximum One 1.5 parking
spaces for each 4,000 square feet of
Occupied Floor Area, where the Occupied
Floor Area exceeds 5,000 square feet.

Automotive Use Category

Automotive Uses

None required.

Entertainment, Arts and Recreation Use Category

| Entertainment, Arts and Recreation Uses*

None required. Maximum One 1.5 parking
spaces for each 200 square feet of Occupied

Floor Area, where the Occupied Floor Area
exceeds 5,000 square feet.

Arts Activities, except theater or
auditorium spaces

None required. Maximum ©re 1.5 parking
spaces for each 2,000 square feet of

Supervisors Kim; Peskin, Brown
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Occupied Floor Area, where the Occupied
Floor Area exceeds 7,500 square feet.

Sports Stadium

None required. Maximum Gne 1.5 parking
spaces for each 15 seats.

Theater or auditorium

None required. Maximum ©re 1.5 parking
spaces for each 8 seats up to 1,000 seats

where the number of seats exceeds 50
seats, plus 1.5 parking spaces ene for each
10 seats in excess of 1,000.

Industrial Use Category

Industrial Uses*

None required. Maximum One 1.5 parking
spaces for each 2,000 square feet of
Occupied Floor Area, where the Occupied
Floor Area exceeds 10 ,000 square feet.

(A WY L |

None required. Maximum Ore 1.5 parking
spaces for each 2,000 square feet of
Occupied Floor Area, where the Occupied

Live/Work Units Floor Area exceeds 7,500 square feet,
except in RH or RM Districts, within which
the requirement shall be one space for each
Live/Work Unit.

Homeless-Shelters Neone-reqguired-

Institutional Uses Category

Institutional Uses®*

None required.

Child Care Facility

None required. Maximum ©nre 1.5 parking
spaces for each 25 children to be

accommodated at any one time, where the
number of such children exceeds 24.

Hospital

None required. Maximum ©nre 1.5 parking
spaces for each 8 beds excluding bassinets

or for each 2,400 square feet of Occupied
Floor Area devoted to sleeping rooms,
whichever results in the greater requirement,
provided that these requirements shall not
apply if the calculated number of spaces is
no more than two.

Supervisors Kim; Peskin, Brown
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Post-Secondary Educational Institution

None required. Maximum ©ne 1.5 parking
spaces for each two classrooms.

Religious Institution

None required. Maximum One 1.5 parking
spaces for each 20 seats by which the

number of seats in the main auditorium
exceeds 200.

Residential Care Facility

None requiredin-districts-other-than-RH-4
and-RH-2. Maximum }in RH-1 and RH-2
Districts, 1.5 parking spaces ene-for each 10
beds where the number of beds exceeds
nine.

None required. Maximum ©ne 1.5 parking

School -

spaces for each six classrooms.

lone required. Maximum ©ne 1.5 parkinc
Trade School None dired. Maximum One parking

spaces for each two classrooms.

Sales and Service Category

Retail Sales and Services*

None required. Maximum Gne 1.5 parking
spaces for each 500 square feet of Occupied

Floor Area up to 20,000 where the Occupied
Floor Area exceeds 5,000 square feet, plus
1.5 spaces ene-for each 250 square feet of
Occupied Floor Area in excess of 20,000.

Eating and Drinking Uses

None required. Maximum ©ne 1.5 parking
spaces for each 200 square feet of Occupied

Floor Area, where the Occupied Floor Area
exceeds 5,000 square feet.

Health Services

None required. Maximum One 1.5 parking
spaces for each 300 square feet of Occupied

Floor Area, where the Occupied Floor Area
exceeds 5,000 square feet.

Hotel in NC Districts

None required. Maximum 1.2 parking spaces
6.8 for each guest bedroom.

Hotel in districts other than NC

None required. Maximum One 1.5 parking
spaces for each 16 guest bedrooms where
the number of guest bedrooms exceeds 23,
plus one for the manager’s Dwelling Unit, if
any.

Supervisors Kim; Peskin, Brown
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Mortuary

Five Eight

Motel

None required. Maximum ©ne 1.5 parking
spaces for each guest unit, plus one for the

manager’'s Dwelling Unit, if any.

Retail space devoted to the handling of
bulky merchandise such as motor
vehicles, machinery or furniture

None required. Maximum ©#re 1.5 parking
spaces for each 1,000 square feet of
Occupied Floor Area, where the Occupied
Floor Area exceeds 5,000 square feet.

Retail Greenhouse or plant nursery

None required. Maximum Sne 1.5 parking
spaces for each 4,000 square feet of

Occupied Floor Area, where the Occupied
Floor Area exceeds 5,000 square feet.

Self-Storage

None required. Maximum ©#e 1.5 parking
sbaces for every three self-storage units.

Non-Retail Sales and Services*

None required. Maximum Sne 1.5 parking
spaces for each 1,000 square feet of

Occupied Floor Area, where the Occupied
Floor Area exceeds 5,000 square feet.

Commercial Storage or Wholesale
Storage

None required. Maximum ©ne 1.5 parking
spaces for each 2,000 square feet of
Occupied Floor Area, where the Occupied
Floor Area exceeds 10,000 square feet.

Office

None required. Maximum ©ne 1.5 parking
spaces for each 500 square feet of Occupied

Floor Area, where the Occupied Floor Area
exceeds 5,000 square feet.

Utility and Infrastructure Category

Utility and infrastructure uses

None required.

* Not listed below

(c)

Supervisors Kim; Peskin, Brown
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{2} Where no parking is required for a use by this Section 151, the maximum
permitted shall be one space per 2,000 square feet of Occupied Floor Area of use, three
spaces where the use or activity has zero Occupied Floor Area or the maximum specified
elsewhere in this Section.

SEC. 155. GENERAL STANDARDS AS TO LOCATION AND ARRANGEMENT OF OFF-
STREET PARKING, FREIGHT LOADING AND SERVICE VEHICLE FACILITIES.

Required off-street parking and freight loading facilities shall meet the following
standards as to location and arrangement. fr-addition; fFacilities which are not required but
are actually provided shall also meet the following standards unless such standards are stated
to be applicable solely to required facilities. In application of the standards of this Code for off-
street parking and loading, reference may be made to provisions of other portions of the
Municipal Code concerning off-street parking and loading facilities, and to standards of the
Better Streets Plan and the Bureau of Engineering of the Department of Public Works. Final
authority for the application of such standards under this Code, and for adoption of regulations
and interpretations in furtherance of the stated provisions of this Code shall, however, rest
with the Planning Department.

(a) Required Parking and Loading on the Same Lot as the Use Served. Every
required off-street parking or loading space shall be located on the same lot as the use served
by it, except as provided in Sections 459—160-and 161 of this Code.

(s) Off-Street Parking and Loading in C-3 Districts. In C-3 Districts, restrictions
on the design and location of off-street parking and loading and access to off-street parking
and loading are necessary to reduce their negative impacts on neighborhood quality and the

pedestrian environment.

Supervisors Kim; Peskin, Brown
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(1)  Ground Floor or Below-Grade Parking and Street Frontages with
Active Uses.

(A)  All off-street parking in C-3 Districts (both as aAccessory and
pPrincipal eUses) shall be built no higher than the ground-level (up to a maximum ceiling
height of 20 feet from grade) unless an exception to this requirement is granted in accordance
with Section 309 and Subsection 155(s)(2) below.

(B) Parking located at or above ground level shall conform to the
street frontage requirements of Section 145.1(c), and shall be lined with active uses, as
defined by Section 145.4(d), to a depth of at least 25 feet along all ground-level street
frontages, except for space allowed for parking and loading access, building 'egress, and
access to mechanical systems.

(2)  Residential Accessory Parking. For residential accessory off-street
parking in C-3 Districts, two additional floors of above-grade parking beyond the at-grade
joarking allowed by Section 155(s)(1), to a maximum ceiling height of 35 feet from grade, may
be permitted subject to the provisions of Section 309 of this Code provided it can be clearly
demonstrated that transportation easements or contaminated soil conditions make it
practically infeasible to build parking below-ground. The determination of practical infeasibility
shall be made based on an independent, third-party geotechnical assessment conducted by a
licensed professional and funded by the project sponsor. The Planning Director shall make a
determination as to the objectivity of the study prior to the Planning Commission’s
consideration of the exception application under Section 309.

(3) Temporary Parking Lots. Parking lots permitted in C-3 Districts as
temporary uses according to Section 156(f) are not subject to the requirements of subsections

(1)(B) above 455{sHH2).
(4) Parking and Loading Access.

Supervisors Kim; Peskin, Brown
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SEC. 161. EXEMPTIONS AND EXCEPTIONS FROM OFF-STREET PARKING, FREIGHT
LOADING AND SERVICE VEHICLE REQUIREMENTS.

The following exemptions shall apply to the requirements for off-street parking and
loading spaces set forth in Sections 151 through 155 of this Code. These provisions, as

exemptions, shall be narrowly construed. Reductions or waivers by the Zoning Administrator

Supervisors Kim; Peskin, Brown
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permitted by this Section 161 shall be conducted pursuant to the procedures of Section
307(h)(2). Where exceptions in this Section require approval by the Plarning-Commission-or
Zoning Administrator, the Planning-Cemmission-or Zoning Administrator shall consider the

criteria of Section 307(i).

ook k%

\(c) Joint Use of Off-Street Parking. Joint use of the same off-street parking

spaces to meet the requirements of this Code for fwo or more structures or uses may be

permitted, where the normal hours of operation of such structures or uses are such as to
assure the feasibility of such joint use of parking and where the total guantity of spaces
provided is at least equal to the total of the required spaces for the structures or uses in
operation at any given time. Waterfront-Special-Use-Distriets-{in-recognition-of-the policies

o ataialila aTaWELAY FalsdaYal arn ,A' atuddats » - a - a¥a ol alm », a) a¥a alia i a_0

(e) Freight Loading and Service Vehicle Spaces in-C-3-Distriets. In recognition

of the fact that site constraints ir-G-3-Bistriets may make provision of required freight loading

and service vehicle spaces impractical or undesirable, a reduction in or waiver of the pfovision
of freight loading and service vehicle spaces for uses in-C-3-Bistriets may be permitted by the
Zoning Administrator in all districts, or in accordance with the provisions of Section 309 of this

Supervisors Kim; Peskin, Brown
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS Page 16




o © oo N o g P> W N -

NN NN NN NN A ey e s s 3 W e
gl A WN A O W N AW -

Code in C-3 Districts. In considering any such reduction or waiver, the following criteria shall
be considered:

(1) Provision of freight loading and service vehicle spaces cannot be
accomplished underground because site constraints will not permit ramps, elevators,
turntables and maneuvering areas with reasonable safety;

(2)  Provision of the required number of freight loading and service vehicle
spaces on-site would result in the use of an unreasonable percentage of ground-floor area,
and thereby preclude more desirable use of the ground floor for retail, pedestrian circulation or
open space uses;

(3)  Ajointly used underground facility with access to a number of separate
buildings and meeting the collective needs for freight loading and service vehicles for all uses
in the buildings involved, cannot be provided; and

(4)  Spaces for delivery functions can be provided at the adjacent curb
without adverse effect on pedestrian circulation, transit operations or general traffic circulation,

and off-street space permanently reserved for service vehicles is provided either on-site or in

the immediate vicinity of the building.

SEC. 204.5. PARKING AND LOADING AS ACCESSORY USES.

In order to be classified as an Accessory Use, off-street parking and loading shall meet
all of the folléwing conditions:

(@)  Location. Such parking or loading facilities shall be located on the same lot as

the structure or use served by them. (For provisions concerning required parking on a

Supervisors Kim; Peskin, Brown
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separate lot as a Principal or Conditional Use, see Sections 156,-459-1606; and 161 of this
Code.)

(b)  Parking Accessory to Dwellings. Unless rented on a monthly basis to serve a
nearby resident as described in subsection (c) Pwelling-Unitpursuant-to-Section204-5(b}H;
below, required accessory parking facilities for any Dwelling in any R District shall be limited,
further, to storage of private passenger automobiles, private automobile trailers, boats, bicycle
parking, scooters, motorcycles, and car-share vehicles as permitted by Section 150 and
trucks of a rated capacity not exceeding three-quarters of a ton.

(c) Lease of Accessory Residential and Live/WWork Parking to Neighbors.
Notwithstanding any provision of this Code to the contrary, the following shall be permitted as
an Accessory Use:

Lease of lawfully existing off-street residential or live/work parking spaces by the
property owner or manager, for a term of no less than one month, is permitted as follows:

(1)  for use by any resident of a Dwelling Unit located on a different lot within
1,250 feet of such parking space; or

(2)  for use by any resident of a Dwelling Unit located on a different lot within
the City and County of San Francisco so long as no more than five spaces are rented to those
who live beyond 1,250 feet of such parking space.

(ed) Parking Exceeding Accessory Amounts. Accessory parking facilities shall
include only those facilities that do not exceed the amounts permitted by Section 151(c) or
Table 151.1. Off-street parking facilities that exceed the accessory amounts shall be classified
as a separate use, and may be principally or conditionally permitted as indicated in the Zoning

Control Table for the district in which such facilities are located.

Supervisors Kim; Peskin, Brown
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SEC. 209.1. RH (RESIDENTIAL, HOUSE) DISTRICTS.

* * * %

* ok k%

Table 209.1
ZONING CONTROL TABLE FOR RH DISTRICTS

Zoning Category

§ References

RH-1(D)

RH-1 |RH-1(S)

RH-2

RH-3

* * % %

RESIDENTIAL STANDARDS AND USES

Development Standards

* %k kK

k ok kX

* ok ok ok

* kX % L

* k k&

* Kk ok ok

Parking
Requirements

§§ 151, 161

None required. Maximum permitted per § 151.
Ege“e”.'a”% la.'“””“.’H'”I_G;' SRe-Space-ior-every
permitted-per§-161.

L

h ok ok %

k ok ok ok

k ok k% k ok k%

* k% K

* kK % K

NON-RESIDENTIAL STANDARDS AND USES

Development Standards

* Kk kK

EE I

ok ok ok

Kok ok Ok * ok kK

* Kk ok %k

* ok kX

Parking
Requirements

§§ 150, 151, 161

None Rrequired. Maximum permitted per § 151.

Number-of-spaces-determined-by-use-per§-154-
cortai . e S161.

* ok kK

KoK ok Kk

* Kk ok ok

* k k %k * R kR Kk

* Kk k%

NEE

SEC. 209.2. RM (RESIDENTIAL, MIXED) DISTRICTS.

* ok ok ok

*

Table 209.2
ZONING CONTROL TABLE FOR RM DISTRICTS

Zoning Category

§

References

RM-1

RM-2

RM-3

RM-4
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RESIDENTIAL STANDARDS AND USES

Development Standards

Parking §§ 151, 155, None required. Maximum permitted per 8 1‘51.. _
Requirements 161 ;EE“E.' aly-one space tor .E“s:& E"“;'Ihg"gl SRitrRiRimU:
® R k%

NON-RESIDENTIAL STANDARDS AND USES

Development Standards

kR ok ok k ok %k Kk kR ok * Kk k% Kok ok ok * k Kk K

§§ 150 151 [\loneT Rgeguwed. I\/lax!murrj permitted per § 15_1
155, 161 ’;“’"'”e.E' o spaces Eie';e”"”“el &by §HSIE§ |Iser §-454-

Off-Street Parking

* ok koK k ok ok Xk k ok ok k X KR I * kK Kk

I

SEC. 210.1. C-2 DISTRICTS: COMMUNITY BUSINESS.

Table 210.1
ZONING CONTROL TABLE FOR C-2 DISTRICTS
* R kR
Zoning Category § References C-2

RESIDENTIAL STANDARDS AND USES

Development Standards

| - " Dwelling Unit_E )
Residential Parking § 151, |permitted-per§-164 None required in-theWashington-
Requirements 155,161 |Breadway-Special-Use District. None Required. Maximum
permitted per § 151.

E O

NON-RESIDENTIAL STANDARDS AND USES

Development Standards
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Off-Street Parking

: irod-by-§ 451.C : . ittod by 58
§§115O’ 464 None required in-the- Washington-Broadway-Speecial

155,161

. None Required. Maximum permitted per §

)k ok ok

* ok koK I

o

SEC. 210.4. M DISTRICTS: INDUSTRIAL.

* ok k%

* ok k%

Table 210.4
ZONING CONTROL TABLE FOR M DISTRICTS

Zoning Category

§ References

M-1

M-2

RESIDENTIAL STANDARDS AND USES

Development Standards

Residential Parking
Requirements

§ 151, 166, 167,
204.5 464

None required. P up to one space for every
two units. C up to three spaces for every four

unifs. NP above.

* R kR

kR R

* kR %

NON-RESIDENTIAL STANDARDS AND USES

Development Standards

Off-Street Parking

§§ 150, 151.1, 167

Planning Code §
151.1.

kR R % * kR % R R X * R R R
None required. Minimum-parking
Maximums set in reguiredper§-151

* kR Xk

EE

SEC. 239. WASHINGTON-BROADWAY SPECIAL USE DISTRICT.
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[n order to provide for certain aréas with special traffic and parking considerations,
many existing buildings of small scale and established character that have been and will be
retained and converted, and certain wholesaling activities carried on with distinct benefit to the
City, there shall be a Washington-Broadway Special Use District, as designated on Sectional

Map No. SUO1 of the Zoning Map of the City and County of San Francisco. The following

provisions shall apply:

{6}  Drive-up Facilities. Drive-up Facilities, as defined in Section 102 of this Code,
are not permitted. |

(b ) Parking Lots. A Public Auto Parking Lot, or a Public Auto Parking Garage, shall
not be permitted as a permanent use. A Public Auto Parking Lot may be permitted as a
temporary use for up to five years only upon approval by the Planning Commission as a
conditional use under Section 303 of this Code.

(cd) Parking Pricing. The parking pricing requirements of Section 155(g) shall apply
within the district.
SEC. 240.1. WATERFRONT SPECIAL USE DISTRICT NO. 1.

The following provisions shall apply within Waterfront Special Use District No. 1:

* ® * *

(fg) The basic fEloor aArea fRatio limit shall be 5.0 to 1 to the extent provided in

Section 124(e) of this Code. To calculate the fFloor aArea #Ratio on piers under the

jurisdiction of the Port Commission, all building permit applications shall include a map of the

Supervisors Kim; Peskin, Brown
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lot or lease area with precise boundaries showing its location on the pier under consideration.
The proposed lot shall be reviewed and approved as part of the building permit and be the
basis for further alterations or expansions of the structure.

SEC. 240.2. WATERFRONT SPECIAL USE DISTRICT NO. 2.

The following provisions shall apply within Waterfront Special Use District No. 2:

(a) Industrial, commercial and other operations directly related to the conduct of
waterborne commerce or navigation shall be permitted as pPrincipal uUses, except in
residential zon’ing districts.

(b) A hHotel or mMotel, if otherwise listed in this Code as a permitted use, shall be
permitted only upon approval by the Planning Commission as a eConditional 4Use under
Section 303 of this Code.

(c) An autemobile Automotive sService sStation, if otherwise listed in this Code as a
permitted use, shall be permitted only upon approval by the Planning Commission as a
eConditional uUse under Section 303 of this Code.

(d)  Any building or use which provides a greater number of off-street parking
spaces than required under Section 151 of this Code shall be permitted only upon approval by
the Planning Commission as a conditional use under Section 303 of this Code; provided,
however, that this subsection shall not apply in any case where fewer than 10 such spaces

are provided. Any building or use which provides 10 or more off-street parking spaces shall be

permitted only upon approval by the Planning Commission as a Conditional Use under
Section 303 of this Code.

e}  Any uUse, whether pPrincipal or aAccessory, not screened from view from
adjacent streets and other public areas, with the exception of accessory off-street parking
areas for nine or fewer automobileé, shall be permitted only upon approval by the Planning

Commission as a eConditional #Use under Section 303 of this Code.

Supervisors Kim; Peskin, Brown
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(ef) The basic fFloor aArea fRatio limit shall be 5.0 to 1 to the extent provided in
Section 124(e) of this Code.

SEC. 240.3. WATERFRONT SPECIAL USE DISTRICT NO. 3.

The following provisions shall apply within Waterfront Special Use Distriét No. 3:

(a) Industrial, commercial and other operations directly related to the conduct of
waterborne commerce or navigation shall be permitted as pPrincipal uUses.

(b) A wholesale establishment conducted entirely within an enclosed building shall
be permitted as a-pPrincipal uUse.

) A hHotel or mMotel, if otherwise listed in this Code as a pPermitted uUse, shall
be permitted only upon approval by the Planning Commission as a eConditional aUse under
Section 303 of this Code.

(@) An autemebile Automotive sService sStation, if otherwise listed in this Code as a
pPermitted uUse, shall be permitted only upon approval by the Planning Commission as a
eConditional uUse under Section 303 of this Code.

(h)  Any building or use which provides a greater number of off-street parking
spaces than required under Section 151 of this Code shall be permitted only upon approval by
the Planning Commission as a conditional use under Section 303 of this Code; provided,
however, that this subsection shall not apply (1) in any case where fewer than 10 such spaces
are provided, or (2) for property under the jurisdiction of the Port of San Francisco, to the

extent such off-street parking spaces existed as of the effective date of this Subsection. Any

building or use which provides 10 or more off-street parking spaces shall be Qermittéd only

Code.
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(i) Any use, whether pPrincipal or aAccessory, not screened from view from
adjacent streets and other public areas, with the exception of temporary uses pursuant to
Section 205.1, accessory off-street parking areas for nine or fewer automobiles, or off-street
parking areas on property under the jurisdiction of the Port of San Francisco in existence as
of the effective date of this subsection, shall be permitted only upon approval by the Planning
Commission as a eConditional éUse under Section 303 of this Code.

1) The basic fEloor aArea #Ratio limit shall be 5.0 to 1 to the extent provided in

Section 124(e) of this Code.

SEC. 242. BERNAL HEIGHTS SPECIAL USE DISTRICT.

* * * *

()  Controls. All provisions of the Planning Code applicable to an RH-1, RH-1(S),
RH-2, and RH-3 District shall apply to applicable portions of the Special Use District except as

otherwise provided in this Section.

* * * *

Usable Floor-Area Parking-Spaces
0-te-4360 4
1301-t0-2250 2
2251102850 3
2851-16-3850 4
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(4 5) Curb Cuts and Garage Door Width. The maximum width of curb cuts

allowed for new construction shall be 10 feet; the maximum width of a garage door opening
shall be 12 feet.

(56 8) Design. In addition to meeting applicable standards provided in this
Section 242 and elsewhere in this Code, residential development subject to this Section 242
shall be subject to the review and notfification procedures provided by SubsSection 311(c) of
this Code. Requests for Planning Commission review shall be governed by Subsection 311(d)

of this Code. In addition to applicable guidelines cited by Section 311, the Elsie Street Plan

and the East Slope Building Guidelines shall be used as guidelines to determine

Supervisors Kim; Peskin, Brown
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neighborhood compatibility of new construction and alterations in the respective areas
covered by those guidelines.
(6 #) Demolition.

* * * *

SEC. 249.18. NORTHEAST CHINA BASIN SPECIAL USE DISTRICT.
(b) Controls.

(1) General. The provisions of the M-2 use district established by Section
201 of this Code shall prevail except as provided in subsections (b) paragraphs (2) through (4)
below.

(2)  Conditional Uses. An open-air ballpark with a maximum seating capacity
of 45,000, Sports Stadium as defined in Section 102 of this Code, with associated parking,
and various uses accessory to or related to ballpark and assembly and entertainment uses,
including sports clubs, restaurants, and retail shops, shall all be permitted as eConditional
gUses.

(3)  Parking. In recognition of the public transit anticipated to be available to

serve a ballpark in the proposed location, in recognition of the large supply of parking in the

~ vicinity, much of which can be made available for ballpark use in the evening and on

weekends, and in recognition of the availability of approximately 5,000 off-site parking spaces
near the ballpark during the first five years of the ballpark’s opera’tion, there shall be no
minimum requirement for off-street parking spaces for the aUses permitted in the Northeast

China Basin Special Use District. Fhis-provision-supersedes-the-parking-requirements-set

Supervisors Kim; Peskin, Brown
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SEC. 304. PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENTS.

In districts other than C-3, the Eastern Neighborhoods Mixed Use Districts, the DTR
Districts, the North Beach Special Use District, or the South of Market Mixed Use Districts, the
Planning Commission may authorize as €Conditional uUses, in accordance with the
provisions of Section 303, Planned Unit Developments subject to the further requirements and
procedures of this Section 304. After review of any proposed development, the Planning
Commission may authorize such development as submitted or may modify, alter, adjust or
amend the plan before authorization, and in authorizing it may prescribe other conditions as
provided in Section 303(d). The development as authorized shall be subject to all conditions
so imposed and shall be excepted from other provisions of this Code only to the extent
specified in the authorization.

(d)  Criteria and Limitations. The proposed development must meet the criteria
applicable to conditional uses as stated in Section 303(c) and elsewhere in this Code. In
addition, it shall:

(1)  Affirmatively promote applicable objectives and policies of the General

Plan;

(2)  Provide off-street parking appropriate to adequatefor the occupancy
proposed and not exceeding principally-permitted maximum amounts;

* * * *

SEC. 710. NC-1 — NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL CLUSTER DISTRICT.

* Ok ok %

Table 710. NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL CLUSTER DISTRICT NC-1
ZONING CONTROL TABLE

* ok k%
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NC-1

Zoning Category

§ References

Controls

RESIDENTIAL STANDARDS AND USES

Development Standards

Usable Open Space [Per
Dwelling Unit]

§§ 135, 136

100 square feet per unit if private,
or 133 square feet per unit if
common

Off-Street Parking
Requirements

§§ 145.1, 150, 151,
153 - 156, 459~ 161,

A-minimum-of-ene No car parking
Spaee fer QHQFL_! I ’;Mg,””:‘g ! !Hlt
required.-Maximum permitted per §
151, [ i i

Certain-exceptions-permitted
per-§§-455-and-164. Bike parking

166, 204.5 required per § 155.2. If car parking
is provided, car share spaces are
required when a project has 50
units or more per § 166.
Dwelling Unit Mix § 207.6 Not required

* R kR

NON-RESIDENTIAL STANDARDS

Development Standards

Floor Area Ratio

§§ 102, 123, 124

1.8to 1

Use Size

§ 102

P up to 2,999 square feet; C 3,000
square feet and above

Off-Street Parking
Requirements

§§ 145.1, 150, 151,
153 - 156, 459— 161,
166, 204.5

No car parking required fOeecupied
Floer-Area-isless-than-5-000
sguarefeet.-Seechartin-§-1514dor
uses-over 5,000 square feet. See
£5-155-and-164-for-carparking
waiver. Maximum permitted per §
151. Bike parking required per
Section 155.2. Car share spaces
required when a project has 25 or
more parking spaces per § 166.

Off-Street Freight Loading

§§ 150, 152, 153 - 155,
161, 204.5

None required if gross floor area is
less than 10,000 square feet.

Supervisors Kim; Peskin, Brown
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

Page 30




o © oo N o o b oW N -

N N N N N N e A a2 A e s
o Hh W N A~ O © 0o N ok wWw N e

Exceptions permitted per §§ 155
and 161.

R kR

SEC. 711. NC-2 — SMALL-SCALE NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL DISTRICT.

* ok kX

Table 711. SMALL-SCALE NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL DISTRICT NC-2
ZONING CONTROL TABLE

ok Rk

NC-2

Zoning Category

§ References

Controls

RESIDENTIAL STANDARDS AND USES

Development Standards

Usable Open Space [Per
Dwelling Unit]

§§ 135, 136

100 square feet per unit if private,
or 133 square feet per unit if
common

Off-Street Parking
Requirements

§§ 145.1, 150, 151, 153 -
156, 459161, 166, 204.5

A-minimum-of-one No-car parking

spacefor-every-Dwelling-Unit
required. Maximum permitted per §
per-§§-155-and-161- Bike parking
required per § 155.2. If car parking
is provided, car share spaces are
required when a project has 50
units or more per § 166.

Dwelling Unit Mix

§ 207.6

Not required

* k ok Kk

NON-RESIDENTIAL STANDARDS AND USES

Development Standards

Floor Area Ratio

§§ 102, 123, 124

25101

Use Size

§§ 102, 121.2

P up to 3,999 square feet; C 4,000
square feet and above
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Off-Street Parking
Requirements

§§ 145.1, 150, 151, 153 -
156, 459— 161, 166, 204.5

No car parking required if

Oecupied FHoor-Area is-less than
151 for-uses-over-5 000-seuare
feet-See-§§155-and-161-forear
parking-waiver. Maximum
permitted per § 151. Bike parking
required per Section 155.2. Car
share spaces required when a
project has 25 or more parking
spaces per § 166.

Off-Street Freight
Loading

§§ 150, 152, 153 - 1565,
161, 204.5

None required if gross floor area is
less than 10,000 square feet.
Exceptions permitted per §§ 155
and 161.

kR kX

SEC. 712. NC-3 - MODERATE-SCALE NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL DISTRICT.

* ok k¥

Table 712. MODERATE-SCALE NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL DISTRICT NC-3
ZONING CONTROL TABLE

kR koK

NC-3

Zoning Category

§ References

Controls

RESIDENTIAL STANDARDS AND USES

Development Standards

Usable Open Space [Per

80 square feet per unit if private, or

Requirements

156, 469—- 161, 166, 204.5

Dwelling Unit] 3§ 135,136 100 square feet per unit if common
A-minimum-of-one No car parking
: DwellinaUni
Off-Street Parking §§ 145.1, 150, 151, 153 - | required. Maximum permitted per

151. Certainexceptionspermitted
per-§§-155-and-16+: Bike parking
required per § 155.2. If car parking
is provided, car share spaces are
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required when a project has 50
units or more per § 166.

Dwelling Unit Mix

§ 207.6

Not required

* % k%

NON-RESIDENTIAL STANDARDS

Development Standards

Floor Area Ratio

§§ 102, 123, 124

3.6t0 1

Use Size

§§ 102, 121.2

P up to 5,999 square feet; C 6,000
square feet and above

Off-Street Parking
Requirements

§§ 145.1, 150, 151, 153 -
156, 459~ 161, 166, 204.5

No car parking required #

. o El : o | '
451 for uses-over 5;.000-square
feet-See §§155-and-161-forear
parking-waiver. Maximum
permitted per § 151. Bike parking
required per Section 155.2. Car
share spaces required when a
project has 25 or more parking
spaces per § 166.

Off-Street Freight
Loading

§§ 150, 152, 153 - 155,
161, 204.5

None required if gross floor area is
less than 10,000 square feet.
Exceptions permitted per §§ 7155
and 161.

Kok kR

SEC. 713. NC-S — NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL SHOPPING CENTER DISTRICT.

* Kk k ok

Table 713. NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL SHOPPING CENTER DISTRICT NC-S
ZONING CONTROL TABLE

Kok ROk

NC-S

Zoning Category

§ References

Controls

RESIDENTIAL STANDARDS AND USES
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Development Standards

Usable Open Space [Per
Dwelling Unit]

§§ 135, 136

Generally, either 100 square feet if
private, or 133 square feet if
common.(1)

Off-Street Parking
Requirements

§§ 145.1, 150, 151, 153 -
156, 459~ 161, 166, 204.5

N i : .
i it No

car parking required. Maximum
permitted per § 151. Certain

. tod $§-155
and-16%: Bike parking required per
§ 155.2. If car parking is provided,
car share spaces are required
when a project has 50 units or
more per § 166.

Dwelling Unit Mix § 207.6 Not required
K

NON-RESIDENTIAL STANDARDS

Development Standards

Floor Area Ratio §§ 102, 123, 124 1.8t01

Use Size

§ 102, 121.2

P up to 5,999 square feet; C 6,000
square feet and above

Off-Street Parking
Requirements

§§ 145.1, 150, 151, 153-
156, 459— 161, 166, 204.5

| No car parking required

Oecupied Floor-Area is lessthan
154-for-uses over5;000 square
feet: See§§-155 and-1461 for car
parking-waiver- Maximum

permitted per § 151. Bike parking
required per Section 155.2. Car

share spaces required when a
project has 25 or more parking
spaces per § 166.

Off-Street Freight
Loading

§§ 150, 152, 153 - 155,
161, 204.5

None required if gross floor area is
less than 10,000 square feet.
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Exceptions permitted per §§ 155
and 161.

k% k%

SEC. 715. CASTRO STREET NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL DISTRICT.

* ok ok ok

Table 715. CASTRO STREET NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL DISTRICT
ZONING CONTROL TABLE

Castro NCD

Zoning Category § References Controls

RESIDENTIAL STANDARDS AND USES

Development Standards

Usable Open Space [Per
Dwelling Unit]

80 square feet if private, or 100

§§ 135, 136 square feet if common

A-minimum-efone No car parking

spaceforevery-Dwelling-Unit
required. Maximum permitted per
Off-Street Parking §§ 145.1, 150, 151, 153 - | 12k

per-§§-1565-and-464- Bike parking
156, 459161, 166, 204.5 | | ired per § 155.2. If car parking

is provided, car share spaces are
required when a project has 50
units or more per § 166.

Requirements

Dwelling Unit Mix § 207.6 Not required

* % k%

NON-RESIDENTIAL STANDARDS AND USES

Development Standards

Floor Area Ratio §§ 102, 123, 124 3.0to 1

P to 1,999 square feet; C 2,000

Use Size 8§ 102, 121.2 square feet to 3,999 square feet;
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NP(1) 4,000 square feet and
above

Off-Street Parking
Requirements

§§ 145.1, 150, 151, 153 -
156, 4569— 161, 166, 204.5

No car parking required

Oceupied-FHoorAreaisless-than
15Hoeruses-over 5;,000-square
feet-See-§§155-and-161-forear
parking-waiver. Maximum

permitted per § 151. Bike parking

required per Section 155.2. Car
share spaces required when a
project has 25 or more parking
spaces per § 166.

Off-Street F

—

ight Loading

o 1
[¢1]
[¢)]
ot 1
4]

§§ 150, 152, 153 - 155,
161, 204.5

None required if gross floor area is
less than 10,000 square feet.
Exceptions permitted per §§ 155
and 161.

* ok kR

SEC. 716. INNER CLEMENT STREET NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL DISTRICT.

* k kK

Table 716. INNER CLEMENT STREET NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL DISTRICT
ZONING CONTROL TABLE

* ok ok ok

Inner Clement

Zoning Category

§ References

Controls

RESIDENTIAL STANDARDS AND USES

Development Standards

Usable Open Space [Per

80 square feet if private, or 100 square

166, 204.5

2
Dwelling Unit] 8§ 135,136 feet if common
A-minimum-of-one No car parking
space-forevery-Dwelling-Unit required.
Off-Street Parking ?g;f‘?géff 05 15125’1’ Maximum permitted per § 151, Gertain
Requirements exceptions-permitied-per§§-155-and

464 Bike parking required per § 155.2.
[f car parking is provided, car share
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spaces are required when a project
has 50 units or more per § 1686.

Dwelling Unit Mix - 1§207.6 | Not required

L

NON-RESIDENTIAL STANDARDS AND USES

Development Standards

Floor Area Ratio §§ 102, 123, 124 1.8to 1

P up to 2,499 square feet; C 2,500

Use Size §102,121.2 square feet and above
No car parking required #Oeceupied
Floor-Area-s lessthan-5;000-square
feet. See-chart-in § 154-for-uses over
: §§ 145.1, 150, 151, 5,000-square-feet-See-§§-155-and-164
gg‘ig:?nt;?;kmg 153 - 156, 459— 161, | for-carparking-waiver. Maximum
q 166, 204.5 : permitted per § 151. Bike parking

required per Section 155.2. Car share
spaces required when a project has 25
or more parking spaces per § 166.

None required if gross floor area is less
than 10,000 square feet. Exceptions

permitted per §5 155 and 161.

§§ 150, 152, 153 -

Off-Street Freight Loading 155 161. 204.5

* kR R

SEC. 717. OUTER CLEMENT STREET NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL DISTRICT.

ok ok ok

Table 717. OUTER CLEMENT STREET NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL DISTRICT
ZONING CONTROL TABLE

% ok k¥

Quter Clement

Zoning Category § References Controls

RESIDENTIAL STANDARDS AND USES

Development Standards
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Usable Open Space

80 square feet per unit if priVate, or 100 square

[Per Dwelling Unit] §§ 135, 136 feet per unit if common
A-minimum-of-one No car parking space-forevery
§§ 145.1, 150, | Bwelling-Unit required. Maximum permitted per §
Off-Street Parking 151, 153 - 1566, | 151. Cerain-exceptionspermitted-per§§-155-and
Requirements 459— 161, 166, | 464 Bike parking required per § 155.2. If car
204.5 parking is provided, car share spaces are required
when a project has 50 units or more per § 166.
Dwelling Unit Mix § 207.6 Not required

* R %R

NON-RESIDENTIAL STANDARDS AND USES

Development Standards

Floor Area Ratio

§§ 102, 123, 124

1.8101

P up to 2,499 square feet; C 2,500 square feet

Use Size §§ 102, 121.2 and above
No car parking required if-Oeceupied-Floor-Area-is
8§ 145.1, 150, W
ggfi’;;:;teﬁgking 12;“ 11551-, 122 or-car i wal ,_Maxir'num permitted per §
04 5 151. Bike parking required per Section 155.2. Car

share spaces required when a project has 25 or
more parking spaces per § 166.

Off-Street Freight
Loading

§§ 150, 152, 153
- 155, 161, 204.5

None required if gross floor area is less than
10,000 square feet. Exceptions permitted per §¢
155 and 161.

* Kok K

SEC. 718. UPPER FILLMORE STREET NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL DISTRICT.

EOE A

Table 718. UPPER FILLMORE STREET NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL DISTRICT
ZONING CONTROL TABLE

R R R K

Upper Fillmore NCD

Controls

Zoning Category

§ References
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RESIDENTIAL STANDARDS AND USES

Usable Open Space

80 square feet per unit if private, or 100 square feet

[Per Dwelling Unit] 3§ 135,136 per unit if common
A-minimum-of-one No car parking space-forevery
§§ 145.1, 150, | Bwelling-Unit-required. Maximum permitted per §
Off-Street Parking 151, 153 - 156, | 151. Certain-exceplionspermitted-per§§-155-and
Requirements 459 161, 166, | 464- Bike parking required per § 155.2. If car
204.5 parking is provided, car share spaces are required
when a project has 50 units or more per § 166.
Dwelling Unit Mix § 207.6 Not required

* kR ok

NON-RESIDENTIAL STANDARDS AND USES

Development Standards

Floor Area Ratio 85 102,123, 25101
124
Use Size 5§ 102, 1912 P up to 2,499 square feet; C 2,500 square feet and
above
No car parking required #Oeceupied-FloorArea-is
§§ 145.1, 150,
Off-Street Parking 151, 153 - 1586, SES-Ove 53;9@ Squa eMtaneitﬁ]Sumee §e§rml 5itt5edangel rl ; '
Requirements 2‘0542 5161’ 166, 151. Bike parking required per Section 155.2. Car
' share spaces required when a project has 25 or
more parking spaces per § 166.
: §§ 150, 152, None required if gross floor area is less than 10,000
Off-S_treet Freight 153 - 155, 161, | square feet. Exceptions permitted per §§ 155 and
Loading 204.5 161,

SEC. 719. HAIGHT STREET NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL DISTRICT.

* kR R

Table 719. HAIGHT STREET NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL DISTRICT
ZONING CONTROL TABLE

* % % X

Supervisors Kim; Peskin, Brown
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Haight Street NCD

Zoning Category § References

Controls

RESIDENTIAL STANDARDS AND USES

Development Standards

Usable Open Space

80 square feet per unit if private, or 100 square

[Per Dwelling Unit] §5 135, 136 feet per unit if common
A-minimum-of-one No car parking space-forevery
§§ 145.1, 150, | Bwelling-Unitrequired.-Maximum permitted per §
Off-Street Parking 151, 153 - 156, | 151. Certain-exceptionspermitted-per§§-155-and
Requirements 459—- 161, 166, | 464- Bike parking required per § 155.2. If car
204.5 parking is provided, car share spaces are required

when a project has 50 units or more per § 166.

Dwelling Unit Mix § 207.6

Not required

w %k kK%

NON-RESIDENTIAL STANDARDS AND USES

Development Standards

Floor Area Ratio 8§ 102, 123, 1.8 10 1
124
Use Size §§ 102, 121.2 P up to 2,499 square feet; C 2,500 square feet and
above
No car parking required-#Oecupied-FloorArea-s
lessthan-5;000-s¢ft-See-chartin §-151-foruses
§§ 145.1, 150,

Off-Street Parking 151, 153 - 156 over 5,000 EEIHE"E fect.-See §5-155-and-161 for-ea
) 159’ ’ parkmg—wawef aximum permitted per § 151.
Requirements 204 5161’ 166, Bike parking required per Section 155.2. Car share

' spaces required when a project has 25 or more
parking spaces per § 166.
, §§ 150, 152, None required if gross floor area is less than
E(;‘fji’t;eet Freight 153 - 165, 161, | 10,000 square feet. Exceptions permitted per §$
g 204.5 155 and 161.

Supervisors Kim; Peskin, Brown
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
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SEC. 723. POLK STREET NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL DISTRICT.

EE I

Table 723. POLK STREET NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL DISTRICT
ZONING CONTROL TABLE

kR Rk

Polk Street NCD

Zoning Category § References Controls

NON-RESIDENTIAL STANDARDS AND USES (7)

Development Standards

Floor Area Ratio §§ 102, 123, 124 | 2.5t0 1

P up to 1,999 square feet; C 2,000 to 3,999

Use Size §§ 102, 121.2 square feet; NP 4,000 square feet and above

No car parking required if-Oceupied-FHoorArea-is
§§ 145.1, 150, See §§-1455 and-161
Off-Street Parking 151, 153 - 156, e 90054 teet,

) 150 for-car-parking-waiver. Maximum permitted per §
Requirements 204 5161’ 166, 151. Bike parking required per Section 155.2. Car

share spaces required when a project has 25 or
more parking spaces per § 166.

None required if gross floor area is less than
10,000 square feet. Exceptions permitted per §§
155 and 161.

Off-Street Freight §§ 150, 152, 153
Loading - 155, 161, 204.5

* kR R

SEC. 724. SACRAMENTO STREET NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL DISTRICT.

R

Table 724. SACRAMENTO STREET NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL DISTRICT
ZONING CONTROL TABLE

E

Sacramento Street NCD

Zoning Category § References Controls

RESIDENTIAL STANDARDS AND USES

Supervisors Kim; Peskin, Brown :
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Development Standards

Usable Open Space

100 square feet per unit if private, or 133 square

[Per Dwelling Unit] 3§ 135, 136 feet per unit if common.
g p
A-minimum-of-ene No car parking spaceforevery
§§ 145.1, 150 Pwelling-Unit required. Maximum permitted per §
" ) i 151. Gertain-exceptions-permitted-per§§-155-and
gg—i’;;:rent;?;kmg 1} 5519’ 1155’1' 1‘22 484 Bike parking required per § 155.2. If car
q 204 5 ’ ’ parking is provided, car share spaces are
' required when a project has 50 units or more per
§ 166.
Dwelling Unit Mix § 207.6 Not required

E U

NON-RESIDENTIAL STANDARDS AND USES

Development Standards

Filoor Area Ratio

§§ 102, 123, 124

1.8to1

P up to 2,499 square feet; C 2,500 square feet

Use Size §§ 102, 121.2 and above
No car parking required ifOecupied-Floer-Area-is
v §§ 145.1, 150, : 5.000-square feet-See-§§-455-and
Off-Street Parking 151, 153 - 156 ' ) . .
. ’ ’ 161-for-carparking-waiver. Maximum permitted
Requirements ;502'5161’ 166, per § 151. Bike parking required per Section

155.2. Car share spaces required when a project
has 25 or more parking spaces per § 166.

None required if gross floor area is less than

Off—S-treet Freight §§ 150, 152, 153 10,000 square feet. Exceptions permitted per §§
Loading - 155, 161, 204.5 155 and 161

SEC. 725. UNION STREET NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL DISTRICT.

kR ok ok

Supervisors Kim; Peskin, Brown
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Table 725. UNION STREET NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL DISTRICT
ZONING CONTROL TABLE

L

Union Street NCD

Zoning Category

§ References

Controls

RESIDENTIAL STANDARDS AND USES

Development Standards

Usable Open Space

80 square feet per unit if private, or 100 square

[Per Dwelling Unit] §§ 135,136 feet per unit if common
A-minimum-of-one No car parking space-forevery
§§ 145.1, 150, Dweumguum requwed I\/laXImum permitted Qer §
Off-Street Parking 151, 163 - 156, | 151, tad-pe 5an
Requirements 459 161, 166, 46#8#@—&%%@%%—1—552— If car
204.5 parking is provided, car share spaces are required
when a project has 50 units or more per § 166.
Dwelling Unit Mix § 207.6 Not required |

* R k%

NON-RESIDENTIAL STANDARDS AND USES

Development Standards

§§ 102, 123,

Floor Area Ratio 124 3.0to 1
Use Size §§ 102, 121.2 P up to 2,499 square feet; C 2,500 square feet
and above
No car parking required if-Oceupied-Floor-Area-is
less-than-5;000-square-feet. Maximum permitted
§§ 145.1, 150, raximum Permited
Off-Street Parking | 151, 153 - 156, | R2LSASL.S Sechartin S 157 fof tses over 5000 SPLEPH l
Requirements 2‘ éi 5161’ 166, walver- Bike parking required per Section 155.2.
' Car share spaces required when a project has 25
or more parking spaces per § 166.
: §§ 150, 152, None required if gross floor area is less than
Eﬁéggeet Freight 153 - 155, 161, | 10,000 square feet. Exceptions permitted per §¢
oading 204.5 155 and 161,

Supervisors Kim; Peskin, Brown
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kR kR

SEC. 726. PACIFIC AVENUE NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL DISTRICT.

* ok R R

Table 726. PACIFIC AVENUE NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERGCIAL DISTRICT
ZONING CONTROL TABLE

EE I

Pacific Avenue NCD

Zoning Category

§ References

Controls

NON-RESIDENTIAL STANDARDS AND USES (6)

Development Standards

§§ 102, 123,

Floor Area Ratio 124 1.51t01
Use Size § 102, 121.2 P up to 1,999 square feet; C 2,000 square feet
' ' and above
No car parking required if-Oceupied-Fleor-Area-is
less-than-2,000-squarefeet.-Maximum permitted
§§ 145.1, 150, - aximum permiled
Off-Street Parking | 151, 153 - 156, | R2L3-10L ‘Sese elg'ag”l”s'f 101 ior tses over 2,090
Requirements 2‘ 054; 5161’ 166, waiver: Bike parking required per Section 155.2.
' Car share spaces required when a project has 25
or more parking spaces per § 166.
. §§ 150, 152, None required if gross floor area is less than
Ef;git;eet Freight | Y53 155, 161, | 10,000 square feet. Exceptions permitted per §¢
g 204.5 155 and 161,

E T

SEC. 728. 24TH STREET — NOE VALLEY NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL DISTRICT.

LR

Table 728. 24TH STREET — NOE VALLEY NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL DISTRICT
ZONING CONTROL TABLE

* ok k%

Supervisors Kim; Peskin, Brown
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24
25

24th Street - Noe Valley NCD

Zoning Category

§ References

Controls

RESIDENTIAL STANDARDS AND USES

Development Standards

Usable Open Space

80 square feet if private, or 100 square feet if

[Per Dwelling Unit] §§ 135,136 common
A-minimum-ef-one No car parking space-fer-every
§§ 145.1, 150, Dweng—Umt required. Maximum permitted per §
Off-Street Parking 151,153 - 156, | 161, Certain-exceptions-permitted-per§5-156-and
Requirements 159161, 166, | 464-Bike-parkingrequired-per§-155.2- If car
204.5 parking is provided, car share spaces are required
when a project has 50 units or more per § 166.
Dwelling Unit Mix § 207.6 Not required

* ok Rk

NON-RESIDENTIAL STANDARDS AND USES

Development Standards

Floor Area Ratio 85 102,123, 1.810 1
124
Use Size §§ 102, 121.2 P up to 2,499 square feet; C 2,500 square feet
and above
No car parking required i-Oeecupied-FloorArea-is
§§ 145.1, 150, uses-over5;000-square-feet-See §§-155-and-164
Off-Street Parking 151, 153 - 156, | forearparking-waiver- Maximum permitted per §
Requirements 459-161, 166, | 151. Bike parking required per Section 155.2. If
204.5 car parking is provided, car share spaces are
required when a project has 50 units or more per
§ 166.
: §§ 150, 152, None required if gross floor area is less than
(L)éfa—iitr:eet Freight 153 - 155, 161, | 10,000 square feet. Exceptions permitted per §¢
g 2045 155 and 161.

Supervisors Kim; Peskin, Brown
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SEC. 729. WEST PORTAL AVENUE NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL DISTRICT.

E

Table 729. WEST PORTAL AVENUE NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL DISTRICT
.ZONING CONTROL TABLE

EE

West Portal NCD

Zoning Category

§ References

Controls

RESIDENTIAL STANDARDS AND USES

Development Standards

Usable Opén . .
Space [Per §§ 135, 136 ggg—;?ou;re feet if private, or 133 square feet if
Dwelling Unit]
A-minimum-of-onre No car parking space-forevery
§§ 145.1, 150, Dwelling-Unit required._ Maximum permitted per §
Off-Street Parking | 151, 153 - 156, 151. GCertainexceptionspermitted-per §§-155-and
Requirements 459 161, 166, 464- Bike parking required per § 155.2. If car
204.5 parking is provided, car share spaces are required
when a project has 50 units or more per § 166.
Dwelling Unit Mix | § 207.6 Not required

xR xR

NON-RESIDENTIAL STANDARDS AND USES

Development Standards

Floor Area Ratio

§§ 102, 123, 124

1.81t0 1

P up to 2,499 square feet; C 2,500 to 3,999

Use Size §§102,121.2 square feet; NP 4,000 square feet and above
No car parking required #Oeceupied-Floer-Area-is
§§ 145.1, 150, less-than-5;000-square-feet. See-chartin§-154-for
Off—S’Freet Parking | 151, 153 - 156, fer—ea%paqtkmghwwvep I\/Iaxiﬁwum permitted per §
Requirements ;—05?:‘5161’ 168, 151. Bike parking required per Section 155.2. Car

share spaces required when a project has 25 or
more parking spaces per § 166.

Supervisors Kim; Peskin, Brown

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

Page 46




o ©W 0w N oo oA W N -

[ 2 T 2 TR % T 1N SR N TR N T GO G G G I (Ot W G G §
or AW N =~ O ©W 00 N OO O b W N -

Off-Street Freight

None required if gross floor area is less than

§§ 150, 152, 153 1 . e
; 0,000 square feet. Exceptions permitted per §§
Loading - 155, 161, 204.5 155 and 161,
R %Rk
SEC. 730. INNER SUNSET NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL DISTRICT.

* ok ok ok

Table 730. INNER SUNSET NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL DISTRICT
ZONING CONTROL TABLE

E o

Inner Sunset NCD

Zoning Category

§ References

Controls

RESIDENTIAL STANDARDS AND USES

Development Standards

Usable Open e
Space [Per §§ 135 136 100 square feet per unit if private, or 133 square feet
Dwelling Uni] ‘ per unit if common
A-mintmum-of-ene No car parking space-forevery
§§ 145.1, 150, Bwelling-Unit required. Maximum permitted per §
Off-Street Parking | 151, 153 - 156, | 151. Certain-exceptionspermitited-per§§-155-and
Requirements 459- 161, 166, | 46% Bike parking required per § 155.2. If car parking
204.5 is provided, car share spaces are required when a
project has 50 units or more per § 166.
Dwelling Unit Mix | § 207.6 Not required

A

NON-RESIDENTIAL STANDARDS AND USES

Development Standards

Floor Area Ratio $§ 102, 123, 1.810 1
124
Use Size §§ 102, 121.2 P up to 2,499 square feet; C 2,500 square feet and

above

Supervisors Kim; Peskin, Brown
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No car parking required #-Oeceupied-FloorArea-is
less-than-5;000-square-feet. Maximum permitted per

§§ 145.1, 150,
OffStreet Parking | 151, 153 - 156, | =2 See“ek% Ws phep |
Requirements 161, 166, Bike parking required per Section 155.2. Car share
204.5
spaces required when a project has 25 or more
parking spaces per § 166.
: §§ 150, 152, None required if gross floor area is less than 10,000
Off—S_treet Freight 153 - 155, 161, | square feet. Exceptions permitted per §$ 155 and
Loading 204.5 161,

% ok kK

SEC. 731. NORIEGA STREET NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL DISTRICT.

* ok ok ok

Table 731. NORIEGA STREET NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL DISTRICT
ZONING CONTROL TABLE

h ok kW

Noriega Street NCD

Zoning Category

§ References

Controls

RESIDENTIAL STANDARDS AND USES

Development Standards

g;:gée[gg?n §§ 135, 136 100 square feet per unit if private, or 133 square feet
Dwelling Uni] per unit if common
g
A-minimum-of-one Neo car parking space-forevery
§§ 145.1, 150, | Pwelling-Unit required. Maximum permitted per §
Off-Street Parking | 151, 153 - 156, | 151. Gertain-exceptions-permitted-per§§-155-and
Requirements 459— 161, 166, | 464 Bike parking required per § 155.2. If car parking
204.5 is provided, car share spaces are required when a
project has 50 units or more per § 166.
Dwelling Unit Mix | § 207.6 Not required

kR K

NON-RESIDENTIAL STANDARDS AND USES

Supervisors Kim; Peskin, Brown
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Development Standards

§§ 102, 123,

Floor Area Ratio 194 25101
Use Size §§ 102, 121.2 P up to 3,999 square feet; C 4,000 square feet and
above
No car parking required #-Oececupied-Floor-Area-is
§§ 1451 150, oot ; Maximum permitted per
Off-Street Parking | 151, 153 - 1586, § 151, See-ehartin§-151-for uses over E’EE.E Square
Requirements 161, 166, Bike parking required per Section 155.2. Car share
204.5 : ;
spaces required when a project has 25 or more
parking spaces per § 166.
: None required if gross floor area is less than 10,000
Off-Street Freight | §§ 150, 153 - crtimee £ venrtinme narmittad nar 8.0 )
Loading 155, 161, 204.5 ?g?a.e feet. Exceptions permitted per §§ 155 and
* k% %

SEC. 732. IRVING STREET NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL DISTRICT.

* kR Kk

Table 732. IRVING STREET NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL DISTRICT
ZONING CONTROL TABLE

* ok kR

[rving Street NCD

Zoning Category

§ References

Controls

RESIDENTIAL STANDARDS AND USES

Development Standards

gsggf[ggfn §§ 135, 136 100 square feet per unit if private, or 133 square feet
DSvelIing Uni] T per unit if common
A-minimum-of-one No car parking space-forevery
§§ 145.1, 150, | Bwelling-Unit required. Maximum permitted per §
Off-Street Parking | 151, 1563 - 156, | 151. Cerain-exceptions-permitted-per§§-155-and
Requirements 459 161, 166, | 464 Bike parking required per § 155.2. If car parking
204.5 is provided, car share spaces are required when a

project has 50 units or more per § 166.

Supervisors Kim; Peskin, Brown

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

Page 49




o O o0 N o o bW N =

N NN NN NN A A A s A A A A
g A WO N A O O 0o N oA WY A

Dwelling Unit Mix | § 207.6 Not required

k ok k%

NON-RESIDENTIAL STANDARDS AND USES

Development Standards

§§ 102, 123,

Floor Area Ratio 124

25t01

P up to 3,999 square feet; C 4,000 square feet and

Use Size § 102, 121.2 above

No car parking required if-Oeceupied-Floor-Area-s
less-than-5;000-square-feet. Maximum permitted per

. §§ 145.1, 150, § 151, Seechartin§151 feruses-over 5,000-square

Off-Street Parking | 151, 153 - 156,

: 150 ) feet-See §§ 155 and 161-for carparking-waiver-
Requirements 161, 166, Bike parking required per Section 155.2. Car share

204.5 spaces required when a project has 25 or more
parking spaces per § 166.
: §§ 150, 152, None required if gross floor area is less than 10,000
Off—S.treet Freight 153 - 155, 161, | square feet. Exceptions permitted per §§ 155 and
Loading 204.5 161.

* ok kK%

SEC. 733. TARAVAL STREET NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL DISTRICT.

xRk kR

Table 733. TARAVAL STREET NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL DISTRICT
ZONING CONTROL TABLE

L

Taraval Street NCD

Zoning Category | § References Controls

RESIDENTIAL STANDARDS AND USES

Development Standards

gszgf[(g&en §§ 135, 136 100 square feet per unit if private, or 133 square feet
DSvelling Unit] ’ per unit if common

Supervisors Kim; Peskin, Brown
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A-minimum-ef-ene No car parking space-forevery

§§ 145.1, 150, | PDwelling-Unit required. Maximum permitted per §
Off-Street Parking | 151, 153 - 156, | 151. Cerain-exceptions-permitted-per§§-155-and
Requirements 459 161, 166, | 464 Bike parking required per § 155.2. If car parking
204.5 is provided, car share spaces are required when a
project has 50 units or more per § 166.
Dwelling Unit Mix | § 207.6 Not required

* Ok Rk

NON-RESIDENTIAL STANDARDS AND USES

Development Standards

Floor Area Ratio §§4102’ 123, 2.5t0 1
Use Size § 102 P up to 3,999 square feet; C 4,000 square feet and
above
No car parking required i-Oeceupied-Floor-Area-s
§§ 145.1, 150 less-than-5;000-square-feet. Maximum permitted per
i M 1) ]
Off-Street Parking | 151, 153 - 156, §=——§15 : geeg‘g'e'lw o or 500
Requirements 204 5161’ 166, Bike parking required per Section 155.2. Car share
' spaces required when a project has 25 or more
parking spaces per § 166.
. None required if gross floor area is less than 10,000
(L)(gdsgzet Freight §§51 5106 11 523O;r 5 | Square feet. Exceptions permitted per §§ 155 and

161.

* k%R

SEC. 734. JUDAH STREET NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL DISTRICT.

* ok ok ok

Table 734. JUDAH STREET NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL DISTRICT
ZONING CONTROL TABLE

* ok ok R

Judah Street NCD

Zoning Category

§ References

Controls

Supervisors Kim; Peskin, Brown
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RESIDENTIAL STANDARDS AND USES

Development Standards

Requirements

§§ 151, 161, 166

g;ggf[ggﬁen §§ 135, 136 100 square feet per unit if private, or 133 square
Dwelling Unit] feet per unit if common
A-rainimum-of-one No car parking space forevery
required. Maximum permitted per §
Qweumg—umfe red. M itted
Off-Street Parking 151, Certain-excepti ttod é

464— Bike parking required per § 155.2. If car
parking is provided, car share spaces are required
when a project has 50 units or more per § 166.

Dwelling Unit Mix

§ 207.6

Not required

* ok ok ok

NON-RESIDENTIAL STANDARDS AND USES

Development Standards

Floor Area Ratio

§§ 102, 123, 124

2.5t01

P up to 3,999 square feet; C 4,000 square feet and

Requirements

§§ 150, 151, 161

Use Size §§ 102, 121.2 above
No car parking required #-Oecupied-Floor-Area-s
less-than-5,000-squarefeet. Maximum permitted
. See-chart-in§-15Horuses-over-5,000
Off-Street Parking per 3151,

square-feet—See §§-155-and-161forcarparking

waiver- Bike parking required per Section 155.2.
Car share spaces required when a project has 25 or
more parking spaces per § 166.

None required if gross floor area is less than 10,000

nga;gitrr\get Freight ?g; 51% 11 5,)3021 5 |Square feet. Exceptions permitted per §¢ 155 and
’ P 161.

SEC. 810. CHINATOWN COMMUNITY BUSINESS DISTRICT.

Kok kK

Supervisors Kim; Peskin, Brown
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25

Table 810

CHINATOWN COMMUNITY BUSINESS DISTRICT ZONING CONTROL TABLE

kR R

No.l

Zoning Category

§ References

Chinatown
Community
Business Controls

COMMERCIAL AND INSTITUTIONAL STANDARDS AND SERVICES

oo 2.8 to 1
.19 |Floor Area Ratio 8§ 102.9, 102.11, 123 S 124(a) (b)
P up to 5,000 sq. ft.
Use Size C 5,000 sq. ft. &
.20 [Nonresidential] § 890.130 above, except for
Restaurants
§ 121.4
1 sq. ft. for every 50
sq. ft. of building over
.21 |Open Space 10,000 sq. ft.
§ 135.1
Off-Street Parking,
.22 |Commercial and §§ 150, 151.1, 153 - 156, 166, 204.5, 303|None required 4
[nstitutional
Generally, none
required if gross floor
. area is less than
23 Eﬁ;jitr:eet Freight §§ 150, 153 - 155, 204.5 10,000 sq. .
oading §§ 152, 161(b).
xception permitted per|
$155.
- P in front
.24 |Outdoor Activity Area  |§ 890.71 C elsewhere
.25 |Drive-Up Facility § 890.30
o P if recessed 3 ft.
.26 Walk-Up Facility §.890.140 C otherwise
.27 |Hours of Operation S 890.48 No limit
30 g'eneral Advertising § 607.2 NP
ign
. . P
.31 |Business Sign §§ 602 - 604, 608.1, 608.2 s 607.2(f)

Supervisors Kim; Peskin, Brown
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No.

Zoning Category

§ References

Chinatown Community Business
Controls by Story

or Unauthorized Units

1st 2nd 3rd+
RESIDENTIAL STANDARDS AND USES
.90 |Residential Use § 890.88 P P P
v ‘ Generally, up to 1 unit per 200 sq. ft. lot
.91 [Dwelling Unit Density ggo‘zgg’(:)wm area #
‘ ' § 207(c)
92 Residential Density, §§ 207.1, 208, 1 bedroom per 140 sq. ft. lot area
‘ Group Housing 890.88(b) § 208
Residential Density, 8§ 102, 207.1, 208, e
92b |t omeless Shelters  [890.88(d) Density fimits per § 208(a)
Usabie Open Space 48 sq. ft.
93 Iper Residential Unit]  [5S 199 136 § 135 Table 3
None required. P up to one car for each
two Dwelling Units, but subject to § 155; C
up to .75 cars for each Dwelling Unit,
subject to the criteria and procedures of
Sections 303 and 151.1(e),1 NP above
, 8§ 150, 151.1, 153 - |0.75 cars for each Dwelling Unit
94 [or-Street Barking, 56, 166, 167, 204.5, [§ 303(u)
303 # mandatory discretionary review by the
Planning Commission if installing a
garage in an existing residential building
of four or more units and Section 311
notice for a building of less than four
units.
Automobile Parking Lot, :
95 Community Residential § 156, 160, 890.7 C C C
Automobile Parking
.96 |Garage, § 160, 890.8 C C
Community Residential
Residential Conversion
97 lor Demolition, S
Residential Hotels '
98 Removal of Residential § 317 c

Supervisors Kim; Peskin, Brown
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through Conversion,
Demolition, or Merger

* ok k ok

SEC. 811. CHINATOWN VISITOR RETAIL DISTRICT.

* ok ok ok

Table 811

CHINATOWN VISITOR RETAIL DISTRICT ZONING CONTROL TABLE

ES O

No.

Zoning Category

§ References

Chinatown
Visitor Retail
Controls

COMMERCIAL AND INSTITUTIONAL STANDARDS AND SERVICES

19

Floor Area Ratio

§§ 102.9, 102.11, 123

2.0to 1
§ 124(a) (b)

.20

Use Size
[Nonresidential]

§ 890.130

P up to 2,500
sq. ft.

C 2,501 to
5,000 sq. ft.
Except for
Restaurants -
5,000 sq. ft.
§ 121.4

21

Open Space

1 sq. ft. for
every 50 sq. ft.
above

10,000 sq. fi.
§ 135.1

22

Off-Street Parking, Commercial and Institutional

§§ 150, 151.1, 153 -
156, 166, 204.5, 303

None required

23

Off-Street Freight Loading

8§ 150, 153 - 155,
204.5

Generally,
none required
if gross floor
area is less
than 10,000
sq. ft.

§§ 152,
161(b).

[Exception

Supervisors Kim; Peskin, Brown
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24
25

ermitted per §

155,
- P in front
.24 |Outdoor Activity Area § 890.71 C elsewhere
.25 |Drive-Up Facility § 890.30
P if recessed
.26 Walk-Up Facility § 890.140 3 fl.
C otherwise
P6am. -11
. p.m.
.27 [Hours of Operation § 890.48 C11p.m. -2
a.m.
.30 |General Advertising Sign § 607.2 NP

W
—

Business Sign

§§ 602 - 604, 608.1, [P

608.2 § 607.2(f)
[k % R %
§ Chinatown Visitor
No. Zoning Category Retail Controls by
References
Story
1st | 2nd | 3rd+
RESIDENTIAL STANDARDS AND USES
.90 |Residential Use § 890.88 P P P
Generally, up to 1 unit
. . , §§ 207, 207.1, jper 200 sq. ft. lot area
.91 |Dwelling Unit Density 890.88(a) "
§ 207(c)
1 bedroom per 140 sq.
.92 |[Residential Density, Group Housing 3§ 207.1, 208, ft. lot area
890.88(b)
- 1§208
' — . §§ 102, 207.1, |Density limits per §
.92blResidential Density, Homeless Shelters 208, 890.88(d) [208(a)
Usable Open Space 48 sq. ft.
93 IPer Residential Unit] 58 135,136 I 135 Table 3
None required. P up to
8§ 150, 151.1, jone car for each two
. . , 153 - 156, 166,[Dwelling Units, but
.94 |Off-Street Parking, Residential 167, 204.5, subject 1o § 155- C up to
303 .75 cars for each

Dwelling Unit, subject

Supervisors Kim; Peskin, Brown
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to the criteria and
procedures of Sections
303(u) and 151.1(e),
NP above 0.75 cars for
each Dwelling Unit

.95 JAutomobile Parking Lot, Community Residential 291053’ 160, c [ C

96 Autqmob_ﬂe Parking Garage, Community § 160, 890.8 |C C C

Residential

97 Residential Conversion or Demolition, Residential [Ch. 41

' Hotels Admin. Code

08 Removal of Residential or Unauthorized Units § 317 C

' through Conversion, Demolition, or Merger

OTHER USES

.99 |Wireless Telecommunications Services Facility |§ 102 P P P

ko ok ok

SEC. 812. CHINATOWN RESIDENTIAL NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL DISTRICT.

* ok kR

Table 812

CHINATOWN RESIDENTIAL NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL DISTRICT
ZONING CONTROL TABLE

I S

No.

Zoning Category § References Neighborhood

Chinatown Residential

Commercial Controls

COMMERCIAL AND INSTITUTIONAL STANDARDS AND SERVICES

§§ 102.9, 102.11, [1.0 to 1

.19 Floor Area Ratio 123 § 124(a) (b)
: P up to 2,500 sq. ft.
20 |Use Size § 890.130 C 2,501 to 4,000 sq. ft.

[Nonresidential]

§ 121.4

21

Open Space

1 sq. ft. for every 50 sq. ft.
of building over 10,000 sq.
ft.

§ 135.1

Supervisors Kim; Peskin, Brown
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24
25

: : 8§ 150, 151.1, 153
g [Off-Street Parking, Commercialand ™355 165 904 5 [None Required
Institutional 303
Generally, none required if
) gross floor area is less than
23 |Off-Street Freight Loading gg 4120’ 153 =155, 116 000 sq. ft.
' 8§ 152, 161(b). Exception
ermitted per § 155,
. P in front
.24 |0utdoor Activity Area § 890.71 C elsewhere
.25 Drive-Up Facility § 890.30
" P if recessed 3 ft.
26 Walk-Up Facility § 890.140 C otherwise
. P6am. -11pm.
2 urs of On
.27 Hours of Operation § 890.48 C11pm. -2am.
.30 |General Advertising Sign § 607.2 NP
. : 8§ 602 - 604, P
.31 [Business Sign 608.1, 608.2 § 607.2(f)
Ik % % X
Zoning Chinatown Residential Neighborhood
No. Category § References Commercial Controls by Story

1st | 2nd | 3rd+

RESIDENTIAL STANDARDS AND USES

90 SGS‘denﬁa' S 890.88 P |p P
se
Dwelling .
91 lunit $§ 207, 207.1, 890.88(a) gzgiziily, up to 1 unit per 200 sq. ft. lot area #
Density
Residential
Density, 1 bedroom per 140 sq. ft. lot area
.92 Group §§ 207.1, 208, 890.88(b) § 208
Housing
Residential
Density, §§ 102, 207.1, 208, e
.92b Homeless [890.88(d) Density limits per § 208(a)
Shelters
Usable
48 sq. ft.
93 |open §§ 135, 136 ; 1;% Teble 3
Space ‘

Supervisors Kim; Peskin, Brown
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[Per
Residential
Unit]

.94

Off-Street
Parking,
Residential

§§ 150, 151.1, 153 - 1586,
204.5, 303

None required. P up to one car for each two
Dwelling Units, but subject to § 155; C up to .75
cars for each Dwelling Unit, subject to the
criteria and procedures of Sections 303(u) and
151.1(e), NP above 0.75 cars for each Dwelling
Unit

.95

Automobile
Parking Lot,
Community
Residential

§ 156, 160, 890.7

.06

Automobile
Parking
Garage,
Community
Residential

§ 160, 890.8

.97

Residential
Conversion
or
Demolition,
Residential
Hotels

Ch. 41
Admin. Code

.98

Residential
Conversion,
Demolition,
or Merger

§ 317

C for Removal of one or more Residential
Units or Unauthorized Units.

ok ok K

Section 4. Application. The terms of this ordinance shall not apply to any project

sponsor that submitted either an Environmental Evaluation Application or Development

Application prior to its effective date.

Section 5. Effective Date. This ordinance shall become effective 30 days after

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

Supervisors Kim; Peskin, Brown
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ordinance unsigned or does not sign the ordinance within ten days of receiving it, or the Board

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

Section 6. Scope of Ordinance. In enacting this ordinance, the Board of Supervisors
intends to amend only those words, phrases, paragraphs, subsections, sections, articles,
numbers, punctuation marks, charts, diagrams, or any other constituent parts of the Municipal
Code that are explicitly shown in this ordinance as additions, deletions, Board amendment
additions, and Board amendment deletions in accordance with the “Note” that appears under

the official title of the ordinance.

DENNIS J{HERRERA, City Attorney

Wﬁ%@/@u

JU 1M A. BOYAJIAN
uiy City Attorney

APPROVE@AS TO FORM:

n \Iegana\as 018 800630\01314174.docx

: Superv1§ors Kim; P
eskin, Bro
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FILE NO. 181028

REVISED LEGISLATIVE DIGEST
(Amended in Committee, 11/05/2018)

[Planning Code - Off-Street Parking Requirements]

Ordinance amending the Planning Code to eliminate minimum off-street parking
requirements City-wide; and making findings under the California Environmental
Quality Act, findings of consistency with the General Plan, and the eight priority
policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1, and findings of public necessity, convenience
and welfare under Planning Code, Section 302.

Existing Law

Article 1.5 establishes off-street parking and loading requirements for all uses in the City.
Sections 150, 151, and 155 set forth the parking requirements. Section 161 provides for
exemptions and exceptions.

Article 2, among other things, establishes various use districts and their controls.

e Section 204.5 establishes the requirements for parking and loading as Accessory
Uses.

e Sections 209.1 and 209.2 contain the Zoning Control Tables for RH (Residential,
House) and RM (Residential-Mixed) Districts.

e Sections 210.1 and 210.4 contain the Zoning Control Tables for C-2 (Community
Business) and M (Industrial) Districts.

e Sections 240.1, 240.2, and 240.3 are the Waterfront Special Use Districts.

e Section 242 establishes the Bernal Heights Special Use District.

e Section 249.18 establishes the Northeast China Basin Special Use District.

Article 3 establishes zoning procedures. Section 304 relates to Planned United
Developments.

Article 7 establishes Neighborhood Commercial Districts and their controls.

Amendments to Current Law

Amendments are proposed to the Planning Code sections listed above that eliminate
minimum parking requirements Citywide for all uses.

Background Information

In the 1950s, the Planning Code established minimum parking requirements for new
buildings. Beginning in 1973, the City has reduced or streamlined minimum parking
requirements in various San Francisco zoning districts as a strategy to reduce traffic

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS Page 1



FILE NO. 181028

congestion, encourage the use of sustainable transportation modes (walking, cycling, and
transit), and reduce housing and building costs. The recently-enacted Accessory Dwelling
Unit, Transportation Demand Management, and HOME-SF ordinances all permit exceptions
from minimum parking requirements. Eliminating minimum parking requirements in all zoning
districts City-wide will further these goals as well as the policies and objectives of the General
Plan’s Transportation Element.

n:\legana\as2018\1800630\01316046.docx
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City Hall
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
October 26, 2018
File No. 181028
Lisa Gibson

Environmental Review Officer
Planning Department

1650 Mission Street, Ste. 400
San Francisco, CA 94103

Dear Ms. Gibson:

On October 22, 2018, the Land Use and Transportation Committee HEARD AND DUPLICATED AS
AMENDED from the following Board File No. 180914:

File No. 181028

Ordinance amending the Planning Code to add new standard required streetscape
improvements under the Better Streets Plan; modifying the triggers that would require
project sponsors to construct streetscape improvements in the public right-of-way;
clarifying the recommended sidewalk width for street types; expanding curb cut
restrictions for off-street parking and loading to nearly all zoning districts and certain
designated streets, including those on the Citywide Transit Network and any officially
adopted bicycle routes or lanes, and requiring a Conditional Use authorization or a
Section 309 or 329 exception for new or expanded curb cuts in the applicable areas;
adding criteria for the Planning Commission to consider when granting a Conditional Use
authorization or an exception as part of a Downtown C-3-O(SD} (Downtown, Office (Special
Development)) or large project authorization in mixed-use districts for such curb cuts;
prohibiting new curb cuts in bus stops and on Folsom Street between Essex and Second
Street; eliminating minimum off-street parking requirements for projects subject to the
curb cut restrictions or prohibitions; and making findings under the California
Environmental Quality Act, findings of consistency with the General Plan, and the eight
priority policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1, and findings of public necessity,
convenience and welfare under Planning Code, Section 302.

This duplicate legislation is being transmitted to you for environmental review.
Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board
By: Erica Major, Assistant Clerk

Land Use and Transportation Committee
Attachment

Not defined as a project under CEQA Guidelines

: i anni ; i
c Joy Navarrete, Environmental Planning Sectiong 15378 and 15060 (c) (2) because it does not

Laura Lynch, Environmental Planning
result in a direct or indirect physical change in the

environment.

Joy Navarrete -

X
Date: 2018.11.01 16:28:02 0700



SAN FRANCISCO

October 19, 2018

Ms. Angela Calvillo, Clerk
Honorable Supervisor Kim
Board of Supervisors

City and County of San Francisco
City Hall, Room 244

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

Re: Transmittal of Planning Department Case Number 2018-008862PCA:
Better Streets Plan and Curb Cut Restrictions
Board File No. 180914
Planning Commission Recommendation: Approval with Modifications

Dear Ms. Calvillo and Supervisor Kim,

On October 18, 2018, the Planning Commission conducted duly noticed public hearings at
regularly scheduled meetings to consider the proposed Ordinance, introduced by Supervisor Kim
that would amend Planning Code Sections 138.1, 155(x), 161, 303(y). At the hearing the Planning
Commission recommended approval with modifications.

The Commission’s proposed modifications were as follows:
Section 138.1

1. Relocate the 50,000 GSF Trigger in Section 138.1. The proposed trigger to 138.1: The
project includes more than 50,000 gross square feet of new construction should be
relocated from Planning Code Section 138.1(c)(2)(A)(i)(b) to Planning Code Section
138.1(c)(2)(A)(D (@)

2. Change Use Size Trigger form 10,000 sq. ft. to 25,000 sq. ft. Change the threshold in the
new proposed trigger for Section 138.1 related to PDR uses. The ordinance proposes that a
10,000 sq. ft. conversion of PDR to non-PDR space would t11gge1 138.1. The Department
recommends the threshold be set at 25,000 sq. ft.

Section 155(x)

3. Exempt RH and NC-S Districts from 155(1)(3)(A). Exempt projects sited in REH and NC-S
Districts from the requirement that they seek a CUA fo establish a new curb cut on the

Transit Priority Network or a Class II or Class IV Bike or Neighborhood Commercial

Street,

4. Expand Definition of Protected Streets on Bike Networlk. Amend 155(r)(3)(A) to include
streets with Class Il Bike Facilities protected frontages requiring a CUA on the bike
network. '

5. Reestablish the last sentence in 155(r)(6) which was proposed to be removed from the
code,

www.sfplanning.org

1650 Mission St.
Suite 400

San Franeisco,
CA 94103-2479

Reception:
415.558.6378

Fax:
415.558.6409

Planning
Information:
415.558.6377



Transmital Materials ' CASE NO. 2018-008862PCA
Better Streets Plan and Curb Cut Restrictions

6. Eliminate Minimum Parking Requirements Citywide .

The proposed amendments are not defined as a project under CEQA Guidelines Section 15060(c)
and 15378 because they do not result in a physical change in the environment.

Supervisor, please advise the City Attorney at your earliest convenience if you wish to incorporate
the changes recommended by the Commission.

Please find attached documents relating to the actions of the Commission, If you have any
questions or require further information please do not hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely,

Aaron D, Starr
Manager of Legislative Affairs

cc

John Malamut, Deputy City Attorney

Noelle Duong, Aide to Supervisor Kim .
Erica Major, Office of the Clerk of the Board

Attachments:
Planning Commission Resolution
Planning Department Executive Summary

SAN FRANGISCO : 2
PLANNING DEPARTMENT



SAN FRANCGISCO

Planning Commission
Resolution No. 20319

HEARING DATE OCTOBER 18, 2018

Project Name: Amendments Planning Code Sectiong 138.1 Streetscape and Pedestrian
Improvements; and 155: General Standards as to Location and
Arrangement of Off-Street Parking, Freight Loading and Service
: Vehicle Facilities
Case Number; 2018-008862PCA [Board File No. 180914]

Initiated by: Supervisor Kim / Reintroduced October 22, 2013

Staff Contact: Paul Chasan, Citywide Policy Planning
paul.chasan@sfgov.org, 418-575-9065

Reviewed by: Aaron Starr, Manager Legislative Affairs

aaron.starr@sfgov.org, 415-558-6257

RESOLUTION APPROVING WITH MODIFICATIONS A PROPOSED ORDINANCE THAT
WOULD AMEND PLANNING CODE TO ADD NEW ITEMS TO THE LIST OF STANDARD
REQUIRED STREETSCAPE IMPROVEMENTS UNDER THE BETTER STREETS PLAN;
MODIFYING THE TRIGGERS THAT WOULD REQUIRE PROJECT SPONSORS TO
CONSTRUCT STREETSCAPE IMPROVEMENTS IN THE PUBLIC RIGHT-OF-WAY;
CLARIFYING THE RECOMMENDED SIDEWALK WIDTH FOR STREET TYPES; EXPANDING
CURB CUT RESTRICTIONS FOR OFF-STREET PARKING AND LOADING TO MOST
ZONING DISTRICTS AND CERTAIN DESIGNATED STREETS, INCLUDING THOSE ON THE
CITYWIDE TRANSIT NETWORK AND ANY OFFICIALLY ADOPTED CLASS |l BIKEWAYS
(BICYCLE LANES AND BUFFERED BIKE LANES) OR CLASS IV BIKEWAYS (PROTECTED
BICYCLE LANES), AND REQUIRING A CONDITIONAL USE AUTHORIZATION OR A
SECTION 309 OR 329 EXCEPTION FOR NEW OR EXPANDED CURB CUTS IN THE
APPLICABLE AREA; ADDING CRITERIA FOR THE PLANNING COMMISSION TO
CONSIDER WHEN GRANTING A CONDITIONAL USE AUTHORIZATION OR AN
EXCEPTION AS PART OF A DOWNTOWN C-3-O(SD) (DOWNTOWN, OFFICE (SPECIAL
DEVELOPMENT)) OR LARGE PROJECT AUTHORIZATION IN MIXED-USE DISTRICTS FOR
SUCH CURB CUTS; PROHIBITING NEW CURB CUTS IN BUS STOPS AND ON FOLSOM
STREET BETWEEN ESSEX AND SECOND STREET; ELIMINATING MINIMUM OFF-STREET
PARKING REQUIREMENTS FOR PROJECTS SUBJECT. TO THE CURB CUT
RESTRICTIONS OR PROHIBITIONS; AND MAKING FINDINGS UNDER THE CALIFORNIA
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT, FINDINGS OF CONSISTENCY WITH THE GENERAL
PLAN. AND THE EIGHT PRIORITY POLICIES OF PLANNING CODE, SECTION 101.1, AND
FINDINGS OF PUBLIC NECESSITY, CONVENIENCE AND WELFARE UNDER PLANNING
CODE, SECTION 302. :

www.sfplanning.org

1650 Mission St,

Suite 400
San Francisco,
CA 94103-2479

Reception:
416.558.6378

Fax:
415.558.6409

Planning
Information:

415.558.6377



Resolution 20319 CASE NO. 2018-008862PCA
October 18, 2018 Streetscape and Pedestrian Improvements;
and Curb Cuts on Protected Street Frontages

WHEREAS, on September 18, 2018, Supervisors Kim introduced a proposed Ordinance under Board of
Supervisors (hereinafter “Board”) File Number 180914, which would add new items to the list of -
standard required streetscape improvements under the Better Streets Plan; modifying the triggers that
would require project sponsors to construct streetscape improvements in the public right-of-way;
clarifying the recommended sidewalk width for street types; expanding curb cut restrictions for off-street
parking and loading to most zoning districts and certain designated streets, including those on the
citywide transit network and any officially adopted'class ii bikeways (bicycle lanes and buffered bike
lanes) or class iv bikeways (protected bicycle lanes), and requiring a Conditional Use Authorization or a
Section 309 or 329 exception for new or expanded curb cuts in the applicable area; adding criteria for the
Planning Commission to consider when granting a Conditional Use Authorization or an exception as part
of a downtown C-3-O(8D) (Downtown, Office (Special Development)) or Large Project Authorization in
Mixed-Use Districts for such curb cuts; prohibiting new curb cuts in bus stops and on Folsom Street
between Essex and Second Street; eliminating minimum off-street parking requirements for projects
subject to the curb cut restrictions or prohibitions; '

WHEREAS, The Planning Commission (hereinafter “Commission”) conducted a duly noticed public
hearing at a regularly scheduled meeting to consider the proposed Ordinance on October 18, 2018; and,

WHEREAS, the proposed Ordinance has been determined to be categorically exempt from environmental
review under the California Environmental Quality Act Section 15060(c) and 15378; and

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

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

WHEREAS, the Planning Commissjon has reviewed the proposed Ordinance; and

MOVED, that the Planning Commission hereby recommends that the Board of Supervisors approve with
modifications the proposed ordinance.

Those modifications include:

" Section 138.1

1. Relocate the 50,000 GSF Trigger in Section 138.1. The proposed trigger to 138.1: The project
includes more than 50,000 gross square feet of new construction should be relocated from
Planning Code Section 138.1(c)(2)(A)(i}{b) to Planning Code Section 138.1{c)(2)(A)(D)(a).

2. Change Use Size Trigger form 10,000 sq. ft. to 25,000 sq. ft. Change the threshold in the new
proposed trigger for Section 138.1 related to PDR uses. The ordinance proposes that a 10,000 sq.
ft. conversion of PDR to non-PDR space would trigger 138.1. The Department recommends the
threshold be set at 25,000 sq. ft.

Section 155(r)

SAN FRANGISCO B 5
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Resolution 20319 CASE NO. 2018-008862PCA
October 18, 2018 Streetscape and Pedestrian Improvements;

and Curb Cuts on Protected Street Frontages

3. Exempt RH and NC-5 Districts from 155(1)(3)(A). Exempt projects sited in RH and NC-S
Districts from the requirement that they seek a CUA to establish a new.curb cut on the Transit
Priority Network or a Class Il or Class IV Bike or Neighborhood Commercial Street.

4. Expand Definition of Protected Streets on Bike Network. Amend 155(r)(3)(A) to include streets
with Class III Bike Facilities protected frontages requiring a CUA on the bike network.

5. Reestablish the last sentence in 155(r)(6) which was proposed to be removed from the code.

6. - Eliminate Minimum Parking Requirements Citywide

FINDINGS

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

1.

The proposed Ordinance will support numerous existing City Policies including the Better
treets Policy, the Vision Zero Policy, the Transit First Policy and the Complete Streets Policy,

The ordinance will enable staff to more effectively implement the Better Streets Plan

The ordinance will enable staff to more effectively prevent the installation of new curb cuts on
key walking, biking and transit-corridors, thus increasing the safety and comfort of people
walking and biking and using transit.

General Plan Compliance. The proposed amendments to the Planning Code are not addressed
in the General Plan; the Commission finds that the proposed Ordinance is not inconsistent with
the Objectives and Policies of the General Plan.

TRANSPORTATION ELEMENT

OBJECTIVE 21 - Give first priority to improving transit service throughout the City, providing a
convenient and efficient system as a preferable alternative to automobile use,

POLICY 21.2 - Reduce, relocate or prohibit automobile facility features on transit preferential
streets, such as driveways and loading docks, to avoid traffic conflicts and automobile
congestion,

The ordiviance will reduce or prohibit automabile facilities features on Transit Preferential Streets by
expanding the list of zoning districts where a CUA is required to install new curbs cut on a Transit
Preferential Streets and establishing criterin for the Commission to consider when deciding on CUAs for
these curb cuts,

OBJECTIVE 24 - Design every street in San Francisco for safe and convenient walking,

POLICY 24.1 - Every surface street in San Francisco should be designed consistent with the
Better Streets Plan for safe and convenient walking, including sufficient and continuous
sidewalks and safe pedesirian crossings at reasonable distances to encourage access and mobility
for seniors, people with disabilities and children.

The ordinance will suppork staff's efforts to inplement the Better Streets Plan (BSP). Planning Code
Section 138.1 s staff's primary policy tool for implementing the BSP. The ordinance proposes numerous

SAN FRANGISCO 3
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Resolution 20319 CASE NO. 2018-008862PCA
October 18, 2018 : Streetscape and Pedestrian Improvements;

and Curb Cuts on Protected Street Frontages

amendments to 138.1 that will collectively improve the design review process and ensure streetscape
improvements built by project sponsors are better aligned with the intent of the BSP.

OBJECTIVE 29 - Ensure that bicycles can be used safely and conveniently as a primary means of
transportation, as well as for recreational purposes. "

POLICY 29.1 - Expand and improve access for bicycles on City streets and develop a well-
marked, comprehensive system of bike routes in San Francisco.

The ordinance will expand and improve access for bicycles on City Streets. It will result in improved safety
for people on bicycles by making it harder to get a curb cut on the bike network in certain zoning districts,

URBAN DESIGN ELEMENT

OBJECTIVE 1 -~ Emphasis of the characteristic pattern which gives to the city and its
neighborhoods an image, a sense of purpose, and a means of orientation.

POLICY 1.10 - Indicate the purposes of streets by adopting and implementing the Better Streets .
Plan, which identifies a hierarchy of street types and appropriate streetscape elements for each
street type.

The ordinance will support staff's efforts to implemerit the Better Streets Plan (BSP). Planning Code
Section 138.1 is staff's primary policy tool for implementing the BSP. The ordinance proposes numerous
amendments to 138.1 that will collectively improve the design review process and ensure streetscape
improvements built by project sponsors are better aligned with the intent of the BSP,

OBJECTIVE 4 ~ Improvement of the neighborhood environment to increase personal safety,
comfort, pride and opportunity

POLICY 4.4 - Design walkways and parking facilities to minimize danger to pedestrians.

The ordinance will make it harder to get a new curb cut on Neighborhood Commercial Streets which are
places where pedestrians are most likely to gather. In doing so, improve the safety of people walking by
reducing conflicts between pedestrians and private vehicles in.

POLICY 4.11 - Make use of street space and other unused public areas for recreation, particularly
in dense neighborhoods, such as those close to downtown, where land for traditional open spaces
is more difficult to assemble.

* The ordinance will grant City staff the ability to require projects construct sidewalk features such as
extended bulbouts that function as usable open space within the public right-of-way. Much of the
development that will construct these streetscape features is taking place in neighborhoods that arealready
dense or are quickly densifying.

5, Planning Code Section 101 Findings. The proposed amendments to the Planning Code are
consistent with the eight Priority Policies set forth in Section 101.1(b) of the Planning Code in
that:

SAN FRANCISCO 4
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and Curb Cuts on Protected Street Frontages
That existing neighborhood-serving retail uses be preserved and enhanced and future
opportunities for resident employment in and ownership of such businesses enhanced;
The proposed Ordinance would not have a negative impact on neighborhood serving retail uses and
will not impact opportunities for resident employment in and ownership of neighborhood-serving

retail.

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

The proposed Ordinance would not have a negative effect on housing or neighborhood character.
That the City’s supply of affordable housing be preserved and enhanced;
The propoesed Ordinance would not have an adverse effect on the City’s supply of affordable housing,

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

The proposed Ordinance would not fesult in commuter traffic zmpedmg MUNI trunszt service or
overbmdenmg the streets or neighborhood parking.

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

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

" That the City achieve the greatest possible preparedness to protect against injury and loss of life in an

earthquake;

The proposed Ordinance would not have an impact on City's preparedness against injury and loss of
life in an earthquake. '

That the landmarks and historic buildings be preserved;
The proposed Ordinance would not have an impact on the City’s Landmarks and historic buildings.

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

The proposed Ordinance would not have an impact on the City’s parks and open space and their access
to sunlight and vistas.

o b



Resolution 20319 CASE NO. 2018-008862PCA
October 18, 2018 ‘ Streetscape and Pedestrian Improvements;

and Curb Cuts on Protected Street Frontages

6. Planning Code Section 302 Findings. The Planning Commission finds from the facts presented
that the public necessity, convenience and general welfare require the proposed amendments to
the Planning Code as set forth in Section 302,

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Commission hereby approves with modifications the
proposed Ordinance as described in this Resolution.

I hereby certify that the foregoing Resolution was adopted by the Commission at its meeting on October
18, 2018.

Jonas P. Ionin
Commission Secretary

AYES: Hillis, Johnson, Koppel, Melgar, Moore
NOES: None
ABSENT: Fong, Richards

ADOPTED: October 18, 2018

SAN FRANGISCO 6
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Executive Summary

Planning Code Text Amendment
HEARING DATE: OCTOBER 18, 2018
EXPIRATION DATE: DECEMBER 25, 2018

Project Name: Amendments Planning Code Sections 138.1 Streetscape and
Pedestrian Improvements; and 155: General Standards as
to Location and Arrangement of Off-Street Parking,
Freight Loading and Service Vehicle Facilities

Case Number: 2018-008862PCA [Board File No. 180914]

Initiated by: Supervisor Kim / Introduced September 18, 2018

Staff Contact: Paul Chasan, Citywide Policy Planning

: paul.chasan@sfgov.org, 415-575-9065

Reviewed by: Aaron Starr, Manager of Legislative Affairs
aaron.starr@sfgov.org, 415-558-6362

Recommendation: Recommend Approval with Modifications

PLANNING CODE AMENDMENT
The proposed‘Ordinance would amend Planning Code sections 138.1 and 155 and 303.

Section 138.1 would be amended to clarify language regarding required streetscape improvements;
modify the triggers requiring project sponsors to construct streetscape improvements in the public right-
of-way; modify the recommended sidewalk width for Downtown Commercial street types.

Section 155 would be amended to, eliminate off-street parking requirements for projects who's only
viable frontage is on a protected street, prohibit new curb cuts along Folsom Street between 2nd and Essex
Streets, prohibit new curb cuts in transit stops, expand the areas where a Conditional Use Authorization

is required to install a new curb cut on the bike network and transit priority networks.

Section 303 would be amended to establish criteria the Commission should use to determine if a new
curb cut should be allowed on a protected corridor.

The new controls proposed in this ordinance would not apply to any active projects. Projects that submit
their first entitlement or environmental application to the Department after the ordinance is approved
will be subject to the new ordinance.

SUMMARY OF PROPOSED AMMENDMENTS TO THE PLANNING CODE

Planning Code Section 138.1

Recommended and Required StreetscapeF.eatures -138.1(b)(2) Table 1

www.sfplanning.org

1650 Mission St.
Suite 400

San Francisco,
CA 94103-2479

Reception:
415.558.6378

Fax:
415.558.6409

Planning
Information:
415.558.6377



CASE NO. 2018-008862PCA
Required Streetscape Improvements &
Curb Cut Restrictions

Executive Summary
Hearing Date: October 18, 2018

Under the Better Streets Plan, the City can require projects to construct “standard streetscape improvements” and

request that projects construct "non-standard streelscape improvements.”

The Way It Is Now

The Way It Would Be

1, The City may request a project that triggers The City may require a project that triggers
Section 138.1 to construct extended bulb-outs, Section 138,1 to construct extended bulb-outs,
mid-block bulb-outs and raised crosswalks, mid-block bulb-outs and raised crosswallks
adjacent to their project. adjacent to their project provided any raised

crogswalk spans a ROW that is 40 feet or less
and is installed at a street corner.

2. The Planning Code does not authorize the City to  The City may require a project that triggers

require projects to remove on-street parking at
crosswalks adjacent to their property (also
known as “intersection delighting”).

Section 138.1 to remove on-street parking at
crosswalks adjacent to their property (also
known as “intersection daylighting”).

Triggers — 138.1(c)(2)(A)

To trigger Section 138.1, projects mutst nieet at least one of three conditions related to site geometry and one or three
conditions related to the project’s scope.

The Way It Is Now

The Way It Would Be

3. Projects that contain 250" or greater of street Projects that contain 150 or greater of street
frontages on one or more public rights-of-ways frontages on one or more public rights-of-ways
meet the geometric triggers for Section 138.1. meet the geometric triggers for Section 138.1.

4. All new consiruction projects (including residential New construction projects with residentinl
projects) meet one of the project scope triggers components must include at least 10 or more
for Section 138.1. units of housing in the project scope to meet one

' of the project scope triggers for Section 138.1.

5. All new construction projects (including non- New construction projects with non-residential
residential projects) meet one of the project scope  components must include 10,000 gross square feet
triggers for Section 138.1. of non-residential space to meet one of the project

scope triggers for Section 138.1,
6. All change-of-use projects are currently exempt Change-of-use projects involving the conversion

from Section 138.1

Sidewalk Widths 138.1(c)(2)(b)

SAN FRANCISGO
PLANNING DEPARTVIENT

of 10,000 gross square feet or greater of PDR use to
residential or office use PDR use would trigger
Section 138.1. Other types of change-of-use
projects would remain exempt:
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Curb Cut Restrictions

Executive Summary
Hearing Date: October 18, 2018

The Better Streets Plan established a system of street types for all streets in San Francisco. Street types are based on
a street segment’s contextual zoning. For most streef types, the Better Streets Plan establishes a recommended

sidewnlk width. These widths are codified in Section 138.1.

The Way It Is Now

The Way It Would Be

7. In some instances, City policy indicates a Section 138.1 would be amended to allow the
preference for a sidewalk width greater than the City to require a project sponsor to widen
sidewalk width established in Section 138.1. The sidewalks by dimensions that exceed the
Planning code makes 1o provisions for the City to  recommended sidewalk widths in the Better
require a project sponsor to build a sidewalk to  Streets Plan where existing policies justify such
the wider dimension. Examples of such policies a widening. Instances where this provision may
include: apply include:

o GStreetscape plans or community-based e  Streetscape plans or community-based
plans adopted by the Board of Supervisors plans adopted by the Board of
which specify sidewalk widths greater Supervisors which specify sidewalk
than the Sidewalk width established in the widths greater than the Sidewalk width
Better Streets Plan established in the Better Streets Plan

e Legislated sidewalk widths previously e Legislated sidewalk widths previously
approved by the Board of Supervisors that approved by the Board of Supervisors
exceed the recommended sidewalk width that-exceed the recommended sidewalk
in the Better Streets Plan width in the Better Streets Plan

8. Section 138.1, allocates recommended sidewalk The proposed legislation amends the code to

widths for all street types except for Downtown
Commercial Streets (streets within the C-3, C-2,
andl CCB zoning districts). The Code defers to the
City's Downtown Streetscape Plan to determine
sidewalk widths on Downtown Commercial
Streets. However, some Downtown Commercial
Streets are sited outside of the Downtown
Streetscape Plan Area and thus have no
recommended sidewalk width. .

state that the recommended sidewalk width for
Downtown Commercial Streets that are sited
outside of the Downtown Streetscape Plan Area
is 15 feet,

Review and Approvals 138.1(c)(2)(C)

The Way It Is Now

The Way It Would Be

9. Section 138.1 requires project sponsors to supmit  Under the proposed legislation, a project
a required streetscape plan 60 days prior to any sponsor is required to submit a streetscape plan
ANCISGO
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Executive Summary
Hearing Date: October 18, 2018

10.

CASE NO. 2018-008862PCA
Required Streetscape Improvements &
Curb Cut Restrictions

Department or Planning Commission Approval
Action,

with  the first

Application.

roject’s Development
proj P

Under the existing code, a project’s public realm
improvements must be installed prior to the
City’s issuance of a project's final Certificate of
Occupancy or Temporary Certificate of
Occupancy unless otherwise extended by the
Zoning Administrator.

The proposed Ordinance would allow the
Zoning Administrator to extend the timeframe
for a completion of required streetscape
improvements for change-of-use projects after a
project has been constructed.

Planning Code Section i55

Restrictions on new Curb Cuts — 155 (v)

11,

12.

13,

14.

The Way It Is Now

The Way It Wouid Be

Project’s whose only available frontage is on a
street where a cur cut is prohibited or is only
allowed via a Conditional Use Authorization
are not explicitly exempted from their off-street
parking requirements.

Project’s whose only available frontage is on a
street where a cur cut is prohibited or is only
allowed via a Conditional Use Authorization
would be exempted from their off-street parking
requirements.

Vehicular access to off-street parking is
prohibited on Folsom Street between The
Embarcadero and Essex Street.

Vehicular access to off-street parking would be
prohibited on Folsom Street between The
Embarcadero and 20 Street,

Projects may seek a Conditional Use
Authorization to install a curb cut in a bus stop.

Projects would be prohibited from Installing a
curb cut in a bus stop.

Projects in C-3, NCT or RTO Districts are
required to seek a Conditional Use
Authorization to be granted a curb on any
Transit Preferential Street, the Citywide
Pedestrian ~ Network or  Neighborhood
Commercial Streets or on a street fronting a bike
lane if no other frontage is available.

Projects in all zoning districts except for M, P,
PDR, all RH1, RH2, RH3 and SALI Districts are
required to seek a Conditional Use
Authorization to be granted a curb on any
Transit Preferential Street, the or Neighborhood
Commercial Streets or on a street fronting a bike
lane or protected bikeway if no other frontage is
available,

SAN FRANGCISGE
PLANNING DEPARTVIENT
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Hearing Date: October 18, 2018

15.

16.

17.

CASE NO. 2018-008862PCA
Required Streetscape Improvements &
Curb Cut Restrictions

Projects in Neighborhood Commercial Transit
Districts  have no  minimum  parking
requirement and be required to seek a
Conditional Use Authorization to install a new
curb cut on a Neighborhood Commercial Street.

Projects in all Neighborhood Commercial
Districts Citywide would have no minimum
parking requirement and be required to seek a
Conditional Use Authorization to install a new
curb cut on a Neighborhood Commercial Street.

The Planning Code currently prohibits curb cuts

on the Citywide Pedestrian Network as defined
in the City’s General Plan where other frontages
are available.

The Planning Code would no longer reference
the Citywide Pedestrian Network, which was
recently removed from the City’s General Plan.

Projects that trigger both Section 155(r) and
either Section 309 or 329 must schedule two
separate items at the Planning Commission.

Projects that trigger both Section 155(r) and
either Section 309 or 329 would be able to
schedule one item at the Planning Commission
resulting in more efficient use of staff time.

Planning Code Section 303

Conditional Uses - 303 (x)

18.

The Way It Is Now

The Way It Would Be

The Planning Code currently includes no
additional criteria the Commission should
consider when determining whether a CUA for
a curb cut on a protected corridor should be
granted.

The Planning Code would be amended to
include additional criteria for the Commission
to Consider when determining whether a CUA
for a curb cut on a protected corridor should be
granted

Planning Code Section 161 -

Exemptions and Exceptions from Off-street Parking, Freight Loading and Service
Vehicle Requirements — -

BACKGROUND

The initial impetus for undertaking this legislative effort grew out of the 340 Bryant project. 340 Bryant is
a four-story, 61,300 square foot building located adjacent to a freeway onramp in South Beach. In 2015 the
Planning Comumission approved a change of use to convert the existing industrial space to office space at
the site. Because the project did not involve new construction, it did not trigger required streetscape
improvements under Section 138.2 of the Planning Code, However, the building is sited adjacent to a

SAN FRANCISGO
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‘ Curb Cut Restrictions

freeway onramp where pedestrian comfort is less than ideal. Community members who were dismayed
about the lack of pedestrian improvements contacted Supervisor Kim. She in turn contacted the Planning
Department asking how similar situations might be avoided in the future.

The Department responded with a letter dated April 16, 2015 that outlined steps the Department is taking
to support Vision Zero and pedestrian safety. The letter suggested partnering with Supervisor Kim’s
office on a legislative amendment to section 138.1 that would authorize the City to require future PDR to
non-PDR change of use projects to install streetscape improvements. This legislative package grew from
that process. The ordinance has grown to iriclude proposed recommendations from Walk SF and Livable
Cities as well as changes identified by city staff who have had several years of experience implementing
Section 138.2.

ISSUES AND CONSIDERATIONS

Street Design Advisory Team (SDAT)

In 2010, the Board of Supervisors adopted the City’s Better Streets Plan (BSP), establishing standards for
the design of sidewalks and pedestrian amenities in San Francisco. At that time, section 138.1 of the
Planning Code was adopted. Section 138.1 authorizes the Planning Department to require projects that
meet certain scale and scope thresholds to install pedestrian improvements in the public ROW adjacent to
their frontages. In 2014, the Planning Departiment created the Street Design Advisory Team (SDAT), a
staff advisory body that provides guidance to project sponsors on their required streetscape
improvements under Section 138.1. SDAT is staffed by the Planning Department and is composed of staff
from the Fire Department, the Municipal Transportation Agency, Public Works, and the Public Utilities
Commission.

Recommended and Required Streetscape Features

Section 138.1 of the Planning Code defines Standard Improvements and Non-Standard Improvements.
While the Department can require projects that trigger Section 138.1 to construct Standard Iimprovements,
it can only request that they construct non-standard streetscape improvements. This ordinance creates
one new Standard improvement, intersection daylighting?, and reclassifies several Non-Standard
Improvements as Standard Improvements, raised crosswalks?, extended bulbouts, and mid-block
bulbouts.

These features were chosen because they:

1. Are similar in scale, scope, location and function as standard improvemen{s such as sidewalk
widenings and bulbouts. '

2. Frequently surface during the Department’s internal design review process as streetscape features the
City would like project sponsors to build to increase pedestrian safety and enhance the public realm.

!'i.e. removing parking at corners to increase safety by improving sightlines for people walking and

driving
% j.e. extending the crosswalk across the ROW at intersections

SAN FRANCISCO 3]
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3. Do not trigger broader circulation changes within the street right-of-way such as velicle travel lane
removal) which would require project sponsors to undergo extra environmental analysis

4. Can be installed immediately adjacent to the project sponsor’s building frontage (as opposed to the
frontage of a neighboring property owner) thus limiting liability for the project sponsor.

Triggers for Required Streetscape Improvement Modifications
The existing code defines the following triggers for projects to meet Section 138.1. To meet this section of
the code, projects must trigger at least one scope factor and one geometric factor listed below.

Project Scope Factors
The project scope includes:
(a) new construction
(b) oraddition of 20% or more of gross floor area to an existing building.

Geometric Factors
The project is on a ot that:
(a)  is greater than one-half acre (21780 square feet) in total area,
(b)  or contains 250 feet of total lot frontage on one or more publicly-accessible rights-of-
way,
(c)  or the frontage encompasses the entire block face between the nearest two intersections
with any other publicly-accessible rights-of-way,

The legislation would modify several of the triggers listed above to better harmonize required streetscape
improvements with the scale of development project. The revised triggers would filter out smaller
projects by exempting developments with fewer than 10 housing units or 10,000 sq. ft. of commercial
space and capture mid-sized developments by reducing the frontage requirements to 150 feet (from 250").
These larger projects which have the resources to design and fund improvements in the City’s public
right-of-way do so. Examples of recent and active projects that would trigger the new frontage criteria
include:

New Change-of-Use Triggers

The ordinance creates a new trigger for changes of use projects that convert over 10,000 square feet of
PDR space to a housing or office use. The intent of this change is to capture sites in former PDR districts
where sidewalks are often lacking and compel these projects to build needed pedestrian improvements.
The significant increase in property value and rental income that PDR to residential or office conversions
generate implies that PDR conversions can afford to shoulder the additional cost and time associated
with implementing required streetscape improvements. Moreover, there is a clear nexus between the
PDR conversions and increased demands for pedestrian infrastructure, Many PDR districts lack basic
pedestrian amenities and, due to their increased density, office and residential uses generate more foot
traffic than the PDR uses. Thus, the change from PDR to Residential or Office increases the demand for
localized pedestrian improvements.

Extended Timelines for Change-of-Use Projects
Currently, projects triggering Section138.1 must complete any required sireetscape improvements prior
to the issuance of the certificate of occupancy. Impacts will likely fall disproportionally on PDR to non-

SAN FRANCISCO 7
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PDR change-of-use projects, due their faster entitlement, permitting and construction timelines compared
to projects involving new construction. The compressed permitting and construction timeline for change-
of-use projects may not provide enough time for these projects to design, permit and construct required
stieetscape improvements along their frontages. The legislation recognizes this constraint by granting the
Zoning Administrator the power to extend the timeframe for completion of required streetscape
improvements after tenants have moved into the building.

Earlier Submission of Required Streetscape Plan ‘

The Code currently states that project sponsors are required to submit streetscape plans at least 60 days
before a Plarmning Department or Planning Commission approval action. The proposed legislation moves
this submission earlier in the entitlement process to provide adequate time for interagency coordination
(as required under the Planning Code} on streetscape improvements. Requiring a project sponsor to
submit streetscape plans with their first entitlement or environmental application will help ensure that
streetscape plans approved by the Planning Commission have been adequately vetted by city agencies
when the project is entitled and will require fewer modifications post Planning Commission approval. In
other words, it will help ensuze that the designs presented to the public and approved by the Planning
Commission are more likely to be built as shown.

City-Mandated Sidewalk Widths

The San Francisco Better Streets Plan establishes a set of street
types for the city’s street system. Street types are define by land
use context and transportation characteristics. Other special
conditions are called out individually, The Better Streets Plan
defines characteristics for each for each street type such as
sidewallk width. These features are codified in Planning Code
Section 138.1. :

In some instances, policies conflict about the City’s preference for
a sidewalk width on a given block. These include instances
where the Board of Supervisors has previously legislated
sidewalk widths that exceed the sidewalk width recommended
in the Better Streets Plan, and instances where an adopted area
plan or public realm adopted by the Board of Supervisors
recommends a sidewall width more than the width
recommended in the Better Streets Plan. In these scenarios where
policies conflict, the proposed Ordinance would authorize the
City to require projects to build their sidewalks to the wider
dimension.

Downtown Commercial Streets

Under the Better Streets Plan, street types are defined by the
contextual zoning on a given block. The plan recommends 15-foot
sidewalk widths for high-intensity street types like Downtown
Residential Streets and Neighborhood Commercial Streets.

SAN FRANGISGO 8
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However, the Better Streets Plan defaults to the Downtown Streetscape Plan Area (see blue box on
adjacent map) to determine recommended sidewalk width for Downtown Commercial Streets (located
within C-3 Zoning Districts). Alas, there are some Downtown Commercial streets that are zoned C-3, that
fall outside of the Downtown Streetscape Plan area boundary. These orphaned blocks currently have no
recommended sidewalk width under the Code and include numerous streets in Mid-Market and The
Hub, both areas with active development sites. The legislation proposes to rectify this by establishing a
recommended sidewalk width of 15’ for Downtown Commercial Streets that fall outside of the
Downtown Streetscape Plan Area bringing orphaned Downtown Commercial Street blocks into
alignment with similar high-intensity street types within the BSP.

Restrictions on new Curb Cuts ,
Section 155 of the Planning Code restricts new curb cuts on street frontages where the City has prioritized
sustainable transportation modes like walking, biking or transit, but only within the C-3, NCT and RTO
zoning districts. On some streets curb cuts are banned outright, whereas on others, applicants need to
pursue Conditional Use Authorization {CUA) lo obtain a curb cut on protected frontage. These
restrictions are in place because siting new curb cuts on the transit priority network, bike network, and
pedestrian-oriented street network degrades these networks over time.

The ordinance would expand the list of zoning districts where projects seeking to install a new curb cut
fronting the Transit Priority and Bike Networks are required to seek a CUA from three zoning districts
(C-3, NCT and RTO) to all zoning districts except for the following districts:

e P Districts — These districts include all publicly owned land that is not public right-of-way
(streets and sidewalks). These districts were exempted because they often house essential services
where curb cuts are necessary such as fire stations, Muni bus yards and hospitals.

o M, PDR and SALI Districts — The districts are characterized by industrial land uses. They were
exempted because off-street loading and freight logistics are essential to their operation.

Zoning districts where the new controls would apply include dense residential districts like RM and RC
districts, Mixed-use districts like UMU and MUR Districts and commercial distiicts like C-2, C-1 and NC
Districts. The expanded area where these controls would apply roughly affect the more urbanized, the
northeast quadrant of the City, eastern neighborhoods not zoned as PDR or industrial areas and
pedestrian-oriented shopping streets in the western half of the City.

SAN FRANCISCO 9
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The map on the left shows the area where projects are currently
required to seek a CUA to install a new curb cut on a protected
frontage, The map on the right shows the expanded area, where the
ordinance proposes requiring a CUA on protected frontages. Larger
versions of both maps are included as attachments at the end of this
document.

Removing Off-Street Patking Minimums

None of the three zoning districts currently identified in 155(r) have minimum parking requirements.
However, the ordinance proposes adding additional zoning districts some of which, such as
Neighborhood Commercial Districts, are required to provide off-street parking. This could hypothetically
create a situation where a project that does not wish to provide off-street parking but both fronts a
protected street and is sited in a zoning district with minim parking requirements is required to seek a
CUA to not build the required parking, Essentially the City would be requiring the project to spend
additional time, and expense getting permission to not build parking that neither the sponsor nor the City
wants,

[To rectify this, the ordinance proposes eliminating off-sireet parking for any site that fronts a protected
street. Projects that don't seek to include parking access along a protected frontage would be rewarded
with a faster entitlement process. Projects that wished to include off-street parking would still be able to
peruse a CUA should they choose to do so.

SAN FRANCISGO 10
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Consolidating Commission Actions

Planning Code Section 309 (Downtown Exemptions, also referred to as a DNX) and 329 (Large Project
Authorizations also referred to as an LPA) recognize the complexity of large sites in the Downtown and
Eastern Neighborhoods warrants a more flexible review process. These code sections, empower the
Commission to conduct building design review and grant certain exemptions to Planning Code
requirements such as bulk and off-stieet parking access on restricted streets. Under the current system,
projects both seeking a DNX or a LPA and a CUA for a new curb cut on a protected frontage need to
schedule two separate Commission items. Planning Department staff are thus required to draft two
separate case reports one for the DNX or LPA and another for the CUA related to the curb cut on the
protected frontage.

The draft legislation proposes to streamline this process by consolidating the Commission calendar items
and associated case reports, For projects that are required to seek a CUA for anew curb cutona
protected street that qualify for a DNX or an LPA, the Commission will consider the curb cut during
those entitlement heatings for the DNX/LPA. However, the Commission will be required to base its
decision on the new the curb cut on the same findings used in the Conditional Use process {described
below). This will allow Planning Department staff to draft one case report covering both processes which
in turn will result in increased staff productivity and faster approvals for these projects.

New Conditional Use Requirements

Other than the standard CUA findings in Planning Code Section 303, the existing code includes no
additional criteria the Cormumission should consider when determining whether a CUA for a curb cut on a
protected corridot should be granted. This leaves the Commission no clear policy guidance on how to
make the decision and increasing the likelihood that the CUA will be granted. The legislation proposes to
rectify this by establishing new criteria for the commission to consider when deciding on a new curb cut
on a protected frontage. These include: ’

o Criteria 11is intended to protect emergency services such as hospitals fire stations, etc. which
would be able to get a CUA for a new curb cut

o Criteria 2 would allow accessible loading and protect certain land uses — Large grocery stores,
PDR uses (including car repair shops), and institutional uses, and allow for disabled parking
access when required under the ADA ‘

o Criteria 3: would allow a curb cut to access off-street loading (but not off-street parking) if the
environmental analysis shows that not providing off-street loading would cause people to load in
the street, thus endangering people on bikes and slowing transit.

GENERAL PLAN COMPLIANCE

TRANSPORTATION ELEMENT
OBJECTIVE 21 — Give first priority to improving transit service throughout the City, providing a
convenient and efficient system as a preferable alternative to automobile use.

SAN FRANGISCO 11
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POLICY 21.2 - Reduce, relocate or prohibit automobile facility features on transit preferential streets,
such as driveways and loading docks, to avoid traffic conflicts and automobile congestion.

The ordinance will reduce or prohibit automobile facilities features on Transit Preferentinl Streets by expanding the
list of zoning districts where q CUA s vequired to install new curbs cut on a Transit Preferentiol Streets and
establishing criteria for the Commission to consider when deciding on CUASs for these curb cuts.

OBJECTIVE 24 - Design every street in San Francisco for safe and convenient walking,.

POLICY 24.1 - Every surface street in San Francisco should be designed consistent with the Better Streets
Plan for safe and convenient walking, including sufficient and continuous sidewalks and safe pedestrian
crossings at reasonable distances to encourdge access and mobility for seniors, people with disabilities
and children.

The ordinance will support staff’s efforts to implement the Better Streets Plan (BSP). Planning Code Section 138.1
is staff’s primary policy tool for implementing the BSP. The ordinance proposes numerous amendments to 138.1
that will collectively improve the design review process and ensure streetscape improvements built by project
sponsors are better aligned with the intent of the BSP.

OBJECTIVE 29 - Ensure that bicycles can be used safely and conveniently as a primary means of
transportation, as well as for recreational purposes.

POLICY 29.1 - Expand and improve access for bicycles on City streets and develop a well-marked,
comprehensive system of bike routes in San Francisco. '

The ordinance will expand and improve access for bicycles on City Streets. It will result in improved safety for
people on bicycles by making it havder to get a curb cut on the bike network in certain zoning districts.

URBAN DESIGN ELEMENT

OBJECTIVE 1 - Emphasis of the characteristic pattern which gives to the city and its neighborhoods an
image, a sense of purpose, and a means of orientation.

POLICY 1.10 - Indicate the purposes of streets by adopting and implementing the Better Stréets Plan,
which identifies a hierarchy of sireet types and appropriate sireetscape elements for each street type.
The ordinance will support staff's efforts to intplement the Better Streets Plan (BSP). Planning Code Section 138.1
is staff’s primary policy tool for implementing the BSP. The ordinance proposes numerous amendments to 138.1
that will collectively improve the design review process and ensure streetscape improvements built by project
sponsors are better aligned with the intent of the BSP.

OBJECTIVE 4 - Improvement of the neighborhood environment to increase personal safety, comfort,
pride and opportunity

POLICY 4.4 — Design walkways and parking facilities to minimize danger to pedestrians,

The ordinance will make it havder to get g new curb cut on Neighborhood Commercial Streets which are places
where pedestrians are most likely to gather. In doing so, improve the safety of people walking by reducing conflicts
between pedestrians and private vehicles in.

SAN FRANGISCO 12
PLANNING DEPARTMIENT



Executive Summary CASE NO. 2018-008862PCA
Hearing Date: October 18, 2018 Required Streetscape Improvements &
Curb Cut Restrictions

POLICY 4.11 ~ Make use of street space and other unused public areas for recreation, particularly in
dense neighborhoods, such as those close to downtown, where land for traditional open spaces is more
difficult to assemble.

The ordinance will grant City staff the ability to require projects construct sidewalk features such as extended
bulbouts that function as usable open space within the public vight-of-<way. Much of the development that will
constrict these streetscape features is taking place in neighborhoods that are already dense or are quickly densifying.

RECOMMENDATION

"The Department recommends that the Commission recommend approval with modifications of the
proposed Ordinance and adopt the attached Draft Resolution to that effect. The Department’s proposed
recommendations are as follows: :

Section 138,1
1. Change Use Size Trigger form 10,000 sq. ft. to 25,000 sq. ft. Change the threshold in the new
proposed trigger for Section 138.1 related to PDR uses. The ordinance proposes that a 10,000 sq. ft.
conversjion of PDR to non-PDR space would trigger 138.1, The Department recommends the
threshold be set at 25,000 sq. ft.

2. Relocate the 50,000 GSF Trigger in Section 138.1. The proposed trigger to 138.1: “The project
includes more than 50,000 gross square feet of new construction” should be relocated from
Planning Code Section 138.1(c)(2)(A){1)(b} to Planning Code Section 138.1(c)(2)(A)(i)(a).

Section 155(1)

3. Exempt RH and NC-S Districts from 155(r)(3)(A). Exempt projects sited in RH and NC-5 Districts
from the requirement that they seek a CUA to establish a new curb cut on the Transit Priority
Network or a Class II or Class IV Bike or Neighborhood Commercial Street.

4. Expand Definition of Protected Streets on Bike Network. Amend 155(x)(3)(A) to include streets
with Class III Bike Facilities protected frontages requiring a CUA on the bike network.

5. Provide Clarity on Minimum Parking Requirements, Clarify in the code that minimum parking
requirements are waived if a project is sited on a protected frontage in places where the Code
discusses minimum parking requirements.

BASIS FOR RECOMMENDATION

The Department supports the overall.goals of this Ordinance and recommends it be approved with
modifications because it supports numerous City Policies including the Better Streets Policy, the Vision
Zero Policy, the Transit First Policy and the Complete Streets Policy. The legislation will enable staff to
more effectively implement the Better Streets Plan and prevent the installation of new curb cuts on key
walking, biking and transit corridors. These efforts will result in the beautification of the City’s public
realm and increase the safety and comfort of people walking and biking and using transit.

SAN FRANGISCD 13
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Executive Summary CASE NO. 2018-008862PCA
Hearing Date: October 18, 2018 Required Streetscape Improvements &
Curb Cut Restrictions

Conversations with Supervisor Kim's Office indicate that, Supervisor Kim supports most of the proposed
amendments outlined below. While she does not support Recommendation 1 (changing use size triggers
for PDR conversions from 10,000 to 25,000 sq. ft.), she does support the remaining proposed amendments:
Recommendations 2-5. We understand that Supervisor Kim will be soon be introducing substitute
legislation that will include Recommendations 2-5 outlined below.

Recommendation 1; Change Use Size Trigger from 10,000 sq. ft. to 25,000 sq. ft, Staff is concerned that
the 10,000 sq. ft. trigger proposed in the legislation is too low and would place an undue burden projects
that will be unable to finance capital improvements in the ROW should the City require them. Rather
staff recommends the threshold be set at 25,000 sq. ft. to ensure projects are more able to finance any
required streetscape improvements. The images below of two industrial buildings in the Bayview
provide scale and context for an approximately 10,000 sq. ft. and a 25,000 sq. ft. industrial building,
e : : T —— .

Recommendation 2: Relocate the 50,000 GSF Trigger. This recommendation is intended to fix a drafting
error. The intent of the 50,000 GSF trigger was to capture very large buildings on small sites The way it's
currently worded would malke it ineffectual.

Recommendation 3: Exempt RH and NC-S Districts from 155(t)(3)(A). Staff recommends exerripting
low-density residential uses from being required to seek a CUA if they are sited on a key protected street
identified along the City’s transit network, bike network or along a Neighborhood Commercial corridor,
The Supervisor’'s Office and the Planming Department initially intended these zoning districts to be
exempted while the legislation was being drafted, but they were accidently stricken from the code during
the legislative review process with the City Attorney’s office. Because these districts are solely composed -
of one, two or three-unit dwellings, they few off-street parking spaces and thus pose a negligible impact

to these transportation networks,

Staff also recommends exempting NC-8 Districts from the from the CU requirement that they seek a CUA
to establish a new eurb cut on the Transit Priority Network ox a Class II or Class IV Bike or Neighborhood
Comimercial Street, These districts are essentially large-scale big box retail. (think Home Depot, or Best
Buy). The off-street parking is essential to their commercial viability and operations.

Recommendation 4: Expand Definition of Protected Streets on Bike Network. Staff recommends
expanding the definition of protected streets on the bike network from any Class IT or Class IV facility
approved by the Municipal Transportation Agency Board (MTAB). To any Class I, Class Il or Class IV
Facility approved by the Municipal Transportation Agency Board (MTAB). Class Il Facilities are bike
routes typically marked with street stencils and signage instead of bike lanes or protected bike lanes.
Including requiring new curb cuts on Class I1I Facilities in certain zoning districts will better protect
people biking on these facilities from vehicular traffic. Moreover, SFMTA regularly seeks to upgrade

SAN FRANCISCO 14
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Executive Summary CASE NO. 2018-008862PCA
Hearing Date: October 18, 2018 Required Streetscape Improvements &
Curb Cut Restrictions

Class III Facilities to Class II or Class IV Facilities. Reducing curb cuts on Class III Facilities today will
help preserve the integrity of these corridors over time,

Recommendation 5: Provide Clarity on Minimum Paiking Requirements. Staff recommends the
ordnance be amended to clarify that minimum parking requirements are waived for projects sited along
protected frontages identified in Section 155(r). While proposed language at the top of 155(r) clearly states
that that any lot whose sole feasible vehicular access is via a protected street frontage is exempted from
any off-street parking or loading requirement found elsewhere in the Planning Code, the Code makes no
reference to the potential waiver of off-street parking requirements in affected zoning districts, Staff is
concerned that this could lead to confusion among the public and recommends the following
amendments:

1. Planning Code Section 151 (Schedule of Permitted Off-Street Parking Spaces in Specified Districts)
summazizes all the zones where minimum parking requirements apply. Staff recommends adding
a small note the top section 155 stating that off-street parking requirements are waived for
project’s whose sole frontage is on a protected block identified in Section 155(r).

2. Neighborhood Commercial Zoning Districts and Residential Mixed Zoning Districts are currently
subject to minimum parking requirements, which, if this ordinance is approved, may be waived
for projects under protected frontages. Staff recommends either:

a. Adding notes in the summary tables of these zoning districts explaining that minimum
parking requirements do not apply if the project’s only available frontage is on a
protected street, or

b. Eliminate minimum off-street parking requirements in NC and RM Districts altogether,
There is ample literature documenting that minimum off-street parking requirements
lead to excess off-street parking supply. Eliminating off-street parking requirements in
urban areas is considered a best practice within the Planning Profession, Furthermore
Section 150(e) of the Planning Code already allows any project subject to minimum
parking requirements elsewhere in the code to replace required off-street parking with
bicycle parking. Since the Code already allows projects to waive off-street parking
requirements, we may as well make it explicit.

REQUIRED COMMISSION ACTION

The proposed Ordinance is before the Commission so that it may recommend adoption, rejection, or
adoption with modifications to the Board of Supervisors.

IMPLEMENTATION

The Department has determined that this Ordinance will not impact our current implementatioh
procedures.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

The proposed amendments are not defined as a project under CEQA Guidelines Section 15060(c) and
15378 because they do not result in a physical change in the environment.

SAN FRANGISCO 15
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Executive Summary CASE NO. 2018-008862PCA
Hearing Date: October 18, 2018 Required Streetscape Improvements &
Curb Cut Restrictions

PUBLIC COMMENT

As of the date of this report, the Planning Department has not received any public comment regarding the proposed
Ordinance,

I RECOMMENDATION: Recommendation of Approval with Modifications

Attachments:

Exhibit A: Draft Planning Commission Resolution

Exhibit B: Maps Articulating Existing and Proposed Restrictions on New Curb Cuts

Exhibit C; Board of Supervisors File No. 180914

SAN FRANGISCO 16
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From: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)

Sent: Monday, November 19, 2018 1:45 PM

To: BOS-Supervisors; Major, Erica (BOS)

Subject: FW: In support of eliminating minimum parking requirements (file number 181028)

From: Roan Kattouw <roan.kattouw@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, November 16, 2018 8:01 PM

To: Tang, Katy (BOS) <katy.tang@sfgov.org>; Safai, Ahsha (BOS) <ahsha.safai@sfgov.org>; Board of Supervisors, {BOS)
<hoard.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>

Cc: Kim, Jane {BOS) <jane.kim @sfgov.org>

Subject: In support of eliminating minimum parking requirements (file number 181028)

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Dear Supervisors,

I am writing to you in support of file number 181028 ("eliminate minimum off-street parking requirements City-wide")
by Supervisor Kim. Eliminating minimum parking requirements will help take cars off our streets and encourage more
people to use sustainable modes of transpartation. Reducing parking has been shown to reduce driving. This is crucial
for combating climate change, improving air quality, and making our streets safer. Right now most of our state is either
on fire or choking on smoke, demonstrating the need for swift action to reduce emissions. Eliminating parking
minimums is not nearly a dramatic enough step, but if the Board can't even pass this, | have little hope that it can take
more impactful steps to reduce driving and promote sustainable transportation to an extent that will make a dent in our
transportation emissions.

Minimum parking requirements also waste land that could be used for housing instead; more housing was already direly
needed, but as the recent fires destroy more homes, the housing shortage will only worsen. Housing people should be
prioritized over housing cars, so | urge you to vote in favor of this ordinance.

Roan Kattouw -
District 6 resident



To: Duong, Noelle (BOS); cautnl@aol.com
Subject: RE: 11/14/18 Transportation and Land Use Committee Meeting

From: Cautnl [mailto:cautnl@aol.com]

Sent: Thursday, November 15, 2018 10:02 AM

To: Kim, Jane {BOS) <jane.kim@sfgov.org>; Tang, Katy (BOS) <katy.tang@sfgov.org>; ahsah.safai@sfgov.org
Subject: 11/14/18 Transportation and Land Use Committee Meeting

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Bay Area Transportation Working Group (BATWG)
Subject: Transportation and Land Use Committee Meeting of 11/14/18...ltems 5 and 6.
Dear Supervisors Kim, Tang and Safai,

BATWG strongly supports both the remoVal of the parking minimums and the aséumption by
the Board of Supervisors of limited oversight over the arrangement and use of red lanes.

Sometimes we activists focus only on what we don't agree with. This is partly, but not
entirely, justified by a lack of resources. In any event, thank you for your actions!

Some of you may recall Norm Rolfe. | wish he could have been at your hearing

yesterday. Norm died in the early 2000's. As a long time champion of reduced parking and
higher parking taxes in San Francisco, | know he would have been happy with your actions
yesterday....as am |.

Your recommendation to involve the Board, at least to a degree, in the arrangement of red
lanes is equally welcome. Short of impeding the flow of Muni vehicles, allowing shuttle buses
and other collective means of travel access to the red lines makes sense. The fact that San
Francisco is beginning to focus on how to protect itself from too much automobile use is a
most welcome development.

So please keep at it!

Gerald Cauthen, ;
President Bay Area Transportation Working Group.



From: Winston Parsons [mailto:presparsons@gmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, November 14, 2018 9:20 AM

To: KimStaff, (BOS) <kimstaff@sfgov.org>

Subject: Support for Better Streets Legislation

To Supervisor Jane Kim and Staff,

While | cannot attend any of the community events regarding the proposed Better Streets Legislation/removal
of the mandatory parking minimumes, I'd like to express my strong support for the legislation. As a born-and-
raised San Franciscan and Richmond District resident | recognize the importance of prioritizing street safety,
reducing traffic, and supporting our transit, bicycle, and pedestrian networks. Removing mandatory parking
minimums is a step in the right direction towards those ends.

Thank you to your office for leading this process, and | again emphasize my support for the removal of
mandatory parking minimumes.

Winston Parsons
linkedin.com/in/winston-parsons
presparsons@gmail.com
(He/Him)
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To: Duong, Noelle (BOS); hoatmanstanford@gmail.com
Subject: RE: Removing Parking Minimums

From: Hunter Oatman-Stanford [mailto:hoatmanstanford@gmail.com]

Sent: Tuesday, November 13, 2018 2:08 PM ‘

To: Tang, Katy (BOS) <katy.tang@sfgov.org>; Safai, Ahsha (BOS) <ahsha.safai@sfgov.org>; KimStaff, (BOS)
<kimstaff@sfgov.org>

Subject: Removing Parking Minimums

Dear Supervisors Tang, Safai, and Kim,

I'm am writing you concerning the recent proposal to remove citywide parking minimums, which | strongly
support. There is absolutely zero reason we should require builders or developers to include parking by law,
especially as we claim to be a "transit first" city. In the midst of an unprecedented housing crisis, these
minimums make new buildings much more pricy and reduce the space available for actual homes to provide
space for cars. We need FEWER cars in SF, not more, and should prioritize hard parking maximums rather than
minimumes.

Sincerely,

Hunter Oatman-Stanford
855 Folsom Stret

SF, CA 94107
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To: Duong, Noelle (BOS); presparsons@gmail.com
Subject: RE: Support for Better Streets Legislation

From: Winston Parsons [mailto:presparsons@gmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, November 14, 2018 9:20 AM

To: KimStaff, (BOS) <kimstaff@sfgov.org>

Subject: Support for Better Streets Legislation

To Supervisor Jane Kim and Staff,

While | cannot attend any of the community events regarding the proposed Better Streets Legislation/removal
of the mandatory parking minimums, 1'd like to express my strong support for the legislation. As a born-and-
raised San Franciscan and Richmond District resident | recognize the importance of prioritizing street safety,
reducing traffic, and supporting our transit, bicycle, and pedestrian networks. Removing mandatory parking
minimums is a step in the right direction towards those ends.

Thank you to your office for leading this process, and | again emphasize my support for the removal of
mandatory parking minimums.

Winston Parsons
linkedin.com/in/winston-parsons
presparsons@gmail.com
(He/Him)




File No. 181028
Received via email
11/13/18

November &, 2018
Supervisor Jane Kim
Land Use Commities

Board of Supervisors
City Hall

Re: Minimum Parking Reguirernents

Dear Supervisor Kim:

Thank you for all your work and thank you specifically for proposing this change to the
Planning Code to remove the Minimum Parking Requirements throughout the City.

This is a very smart and timely proposat and here is why:

This legislation gives Project Sponsors a choice in designing and building their
projects.

This legisiation allows the Planning Department Staff to look at each site
specilically, relating to lot size, neighborhood character, preservation of buildings, and
more flexibility in alterations of existing residential housing.

This legislation is allowing adaptation to change in transportation uses.

This fegislation encourages programming of space that may allow for more living
space for people and not just for cars.

There are probably other good reasons to support the change to the Planing Code, but
{ think the four | have mentioned show why your proposal is timely and smart and
descrves support.

Thanks to you again and thanks to your very able Staff.

Sincerely,

o
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Georgla Schuttish

Noe Valley Resident 32 vears
San Francisco Resident 39 years
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To: Duong, Noelie (BOS)
Subject: RE: Supporting removing Parking Minimums
181028

From: Laura Foote <laura@yimbyaction.org>

Sent: Monday, November 5, 2018 12:55 PM

To: Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Fewer, Sandra (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Brown,
Vallie (BOS); Kim, Jane (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Mandelman, Rafael (BOS)

Cc: Major, Erica (BOS); Duong, Noelle (BOS); Sandoval, Suhagey (BOS); Summers, Ashley (BOS); Chasan, Paul (CPC)
Subject: Supporting removing Parking Minimums

- This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
_ sources.

Dear Supervisors,

On behalf of YIMBY Action and our 2,300 members in the Bay Area, | would like to extend our complete
support for removing parking minimumes city-wide.

Mandatory parking requirements are a form of climate denialism. If San Francisco wants to be a leader in the
fight for lower cost housing, for reducing greenhouse gas emissions and for moving our communities away
from car-centric infrastructure, we should remove parking minimums immediately.

Next step is lowering parking maximums, for which you'll have our complete support!

Best,
Laura

Laura Foote

Executive Director | Pronouns: she/her

YIMBY
ACTION

¢. (415) 489-0197

e. laura@yimbyaction.org

Become a member of YIMBY Action now!
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From: Tom Radulovich <tom@livablecity.org>

Sent: Monday, November 05, 2018 12:18 PM

To: Kim, Jane (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS)

Cc: Major, Erica (BOS); Duong, Noelle (BOS); Sandoval, Suhagey (BOS); Summers, Ashley
(BOS); Chasan, Paul (CPC) ‘

Subject: Support for Supervisor Kim's ordinance to remove minimum parking requirements
(Board File #181028)

Attachments: parking minimums letter.pdf

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

Dear Supervisors,

Attached please find our letter in support of Supervisor Kim’s ordinance eliminating minimum parking
requirements. Eliminating minimum parking requirements will help make our city safer, greener, healthier,
more sustainable, more walkable, more bikeable, more transit-friendly, more mobile, and more affordable, and
less polluted and congested. We fully support the Planning Commission’s unanimous recommendation to
eliminate minimum parking requirements citywide, and urge you to support Supervisor Kim’s ordinance today.

Best,

Tom Radulovich

Executive Director

Livable City & Sunday Streets
301 8th Street, Suite 235

San Francisco CA 94103

415 344-0489
www.livablecity.org
tom(@livablecity.org




Livable
City

November 5, 2018

Supervisors Kim, Safai, and Tang
City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco CA 94102

Re: Eliminating Minimum Parking Requirements (Board File #181028)
Dear Supervisors,

On behalf of Livable City, I urge you to support Superv1sor Kim’s ordinance to eliminate minimum parking
requirements in San Francisco.

Livable City’s mission is “to create a San Francisco of great streets and complete neighborhoods, where
walking, bicycling, and transit are the best choices for most trips, where public spaces are beautiful, well-
designed, and well-maintained, and where housing is more plentiful and more affordable.”

Livable City’s values are San Francisco values. San Francisco has long aspired to be a more sustainable,
more equitable, and more livable city. We have had a transit first policy since 1973, and it has been twice
affirmed by voters. Voters have taxed themselves to invest in transit, and in walkable, bikeable, and greener
streets. For decades our general plan and every neighborhood plan have affirmed the importance of a
balanced transportation system centered on sustainable modes — walking, cycling, and transit.

Minimum parking requirements run contrary to all those values and priorities. They were an historic mistake;
driving and parking should always have been treated as choice, not a requirement. We now know clearly that
they make our city more congested and polluted, and less sustainable. They make housing more expensive
and scarce. They make our streets less safe, less walkable, and bikeable. They make our neighborhoods less
green, less healthy, and less vital and sociable. For decades San Francisco has been chipping away at them,
and every neighborhood plan has reduced or eliminated minimum parking requirements. More and more San
Franciscans get it; in 2007, San Franciscans overwhelmingly rejected a ballot measure that would have
locked in minimum parking requirements.

More recently, the City’s Transportation Demand Management, ADU legalization, and HOME-SF
ordinances reduced or eliminated minimum parking requirements. Each was informed by evidence that
relaxing minimum parking requirements was highly effective in lowering housing costs, creating new
opportunities for housing, reducing automobile congestion and pollution, and encouraging sustainable modes
of transportation.

The ordinance before you today is an important step in aligning our planning requirements with our values,
our priorities, and with the facts and evidence at our disposal. Two weeks ago our Planning Commission
unanimously recommended that we eliminate the City’s remaining minimum requirements. We ask that you
support their recommendation.

301 8™ Street Suite 235 ¢ San Francisco, CA 94103 e 415-344-0489 e www.livablecity.org




You will hear some people say that transit isn’t good enough, or that walking and cycling aren’t safe or
convenient enough, or that street parking in our neighborhoods isn’t managed well. That may be true.
However requiring parking doesn’t do anything to make our city more walkable, bikeable, or transit-friendly,
or manage on-street parking better. All the evidence suggests that clinging to arbitrary and antiquated
parking requirements will make our transportation problems worse, while continuing to worsen other
pressing problems, including climate change and our housing affordability crisis. Part of San Francisco’s
problem is that City government has been trying to implement self-negating policies — encouraging walking,
cycling, and transit and trying to make housing more affordable, while maintaining mandates for driving and
parking that clog our streets with auto traffic and make housing more scarce and expensive.

Please take this important step today, and eliminate these destructive requirements — and the monstrous
contradictions in our transportation and housing policies and priorities that they represent. Eliminating
minimum requirements isn’t prohibiting driving and parking. It just makes it what it should have been all
along — a personal choice.

Sincerely,

T
/ \% /
( O L s
Tom Radulovich
Executive Director
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From: Duong, Noelle (BOS)

Sent: » Monday, November 05, 2018 11:39 AM

To: hand4sf@gmail.com

Cc: Major, Erica (BOS)

Subject: SUPPORT - Eliminate Parking Minimums
Attachments: HAND - Eliminating Parking Minimums.docx

Thank you for submitting this letter of support, we will add it to the packet for the full Board of Supervisors
meeting after the item moves forward from committee.

Warm Regards,
Noelle

Noelle Duong
Legislative Office of District 6 Supervisor Jane Kim
noelle.duong@sfgov.org | 415-554-7970

From: HAND [mailto:hand4sf@gmail.com]

Sent: Monday, November 05, 2018 9:15 AM

To: Kim, Jane {BOS) <jane.kim@sfgov.org>
Subject: SUPPORT - Eliminate Parking Minimums

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Supervisor Kim,

On behalf of the Haight Ashbury Neighbors for Density, please find the attached letter of support for your
proposal to eliminate parking minimum in new development projects.

Please let us know how else we can be helpful in passing this important piece of legislation.

Best,
The Haight Ashbury Neighbors for Density (HAND)

Haight Ashbury Neighbors for Density

To opt out of future emails, respond to this email with "unsubscribe"



November 5th, 2018

The Honorable Supervisor Jane Kim

San Francisco Board of Supervisors, District 6
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689

RE - Support Eliminating Parking Minimums In Housing Developments
Supervisor Kim,

On behalf of the members of the Haight-Ashbury Neighbors for Density (HAND), we want to
express our support for your legislation eliminating parking minimums in housing developments.

The widespread use of personal vehicles is the largest source of global warming emissions in
California and a major contributor to poor local air quality. Combined with our increasingly
congested roads, finding ways to reduce cars and vehicle miles traveled (VMT) is essential.
Your proposal would be a significant step in the right direction for achieving both of these goals.

Eliminating the requirement to have on-site parking for some development projects not only
increases the probability that more housing will be built, it will also decrease the number of cars
on the road. All scientific data indicates that one of the best ways to reduce a resident’s driving
frequency is to not provide on-site parking. The theory is pretty simple 1) no options to park
means people get rid of their car or 2) people using alternative modes of transportation will
move in because the lack of car parking is not a deterrent.

Your proposal is a significant step in the right direction. Please let us know how we can be
helpful in ensuring it passes.

Respectfully,
Haight-Ashbury Neighbors for Density
https://www.facebook.com/haightfordensity/
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From: Thomas Rogers <throgers@yahoo.com>

Sent: Friday, November 02, 2018 1:46 PM

To: Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS)

Cc: Major, Erica (BOS) -

Subject: Eliminating minimum off-street parking requirements - SUPPORT

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Supervisors Kim, Tang, Safai-

| strongly support Sup. Kim's proposal to eliminate minimum off-street parking requirements (Board
File 181028 - http://sfgov.leqgistar.com/gateway.aspx?m=1&id=33897), which you'll be considering on
Monday 11/5 at the Land Use and Transportation Committee. | will admit: | saw parking expert +
UCLA professor Donald Shoup speak in 2005, and it profoundly changed how | think about parking!
When cities require new developments to provide off-street paiking, it encourages driving and its
associated congestion/pollution. Knowing what we know now about climate change, it's even more
essential that we no longer subsidize the most inefficient transportation method!

In addition, the other parts of this proposal that limit curb cuts and improve sidewalks more generally
sound like a great way for SF to improve on Vision Zero. | know how challenging it can be for
everyone, but especially those with mobility challenges, to safely navigate the sidewalks with cars
coming in/out of driveways. I'm on board with those proposed changes as well, and thank you for your
consideration.

-Thomas Rogers
District 10

PS- Glancing at the rest of the agenda, | would NOT support allowing the Board to review SFMTA
decisions on Bus Rapid Transit projects (Board File 180862), if that would mean any new delay to
such projects. So far, SF's BRT initiatives have taken way too long already! However, | did not review
that in detail, so | may be misunderstanding or missing a broader point.



\FW7¢

From: ’ Janice Li <janice@sfbike.org>

Sent: Friday, November 02, 2018 1:56 PM

To: Tang, Katy (BOS); Kim, Jane (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Major, Erica (BOS)

Cc: Duong, Noelle (BOS); Chasan, Paul (CPC)

Subject: Letter of support for Better Streets Plan amendments (File #181028)
Attachments: 2018-11-02 Better Streets Plan amendment support (SF Bicycle Coalition).pdf

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Hello Land Use and Transportation Committee members,

Please see the SF Bicycle Coalition's letter of support attached here for File #181028, which will be heard in
committee on Monday.

Thank you for your attention to our letter, and please do not hesitate to reach out if you have questions.

Best,
Janice

Janice Li

(415) 431-2453 x302
Advocacy Director
Pronouns: she, her

San Francisco Bicycle Coalition

Promoting the Bicycle for Everyday Transportation
1720 Market St.

San Francisco, CA 94102




Al FERANGISOCO San Francisco Bicycle Coalition
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sfbike.org

November 2, 2018

Board of Supervisors

Land Use and Transportation Committee
City Hall, Room 250

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett PI.

San Francisco, CA 94102

Re: File #181028 — SUPPORT
To Chair Katy Tang:

On behalf of the San Francisco Bicycle Coalition and our 10,000-plus members, 1 am writing to
express our strong support for File #181028, an amendment to the Planning Code to modify Better
Streets Plan requirements.

When this legislation was presented to the Planning Commission on Oct. 18, there was robust
conversation regarding parking minimums and went above and beyond staff's recommendation to
unanimously vote to eliminate minimum parking requirements citywide. We strongly urge that the
Board of Supervisors Land Use and Transportation Committee are in alighment with the Planning
Commission and move forward with a recommendation on this version of the bill so we can have a
comprehensive update to the Better Streets Plan.

The San Francisco Bicycle Coalition’s mission is to promote the bicycle for everyday transportation.
Built into our strategic plan, we actively fight for land use policies that prioritize safe, comfortable
sustainable transportation. As our city continues to grow, encouraging automobile use by requiring
developers to build parking means is antithetical to our city’s Transit-First Policy. Inducing demand
for single-occupancy vehicle use furthers congestion on our streets and deprioritizes biking, walking
and public transit. When San Francisco has the third-worst traffic in the nation, it would be
irresponsible to worsen congestion through antiquated land use policies in a modern, urban
environment.

While this legislation may seem like a bold move, this is exactly that kind of smart land use policy a
city like San Francisco needs to advance. Minimum parking requirements directly lead 1o
inefficient, expensive use of land, not something that our city can afford.

We hope you will move forward with a positive recommendation for this legislation.

Sincerely,

Janice Li
Advocacy Director
San Francisco Bicycle Coalition



To: Duong, Noelle (BOS)
Subject: RE: Item 5/Land Use Committee 11/5/18 meeting--please support

From: Alice Rogers <arcomnsf@pacbell.net>

Sent: Saturday, November 3, 2018 7:31 PM

To: Safai, Ahsha (BOS)

Cc: Sandoval, Suhagey (BOS); Duong, Noelle (BOS)

Subject: Iltem 5/Land Use Committee 11/5/18 meeting--please support

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Dear Supervisor Safai,

As a principal complainant on the lack of safe crossing provisions on the 340 Bryant project that precipitated Supervisor
Kim’s Better Streets legislation, | wholeheartedly support this much needed code revision to close an existing loophole
and to more consistently ensure safe pedestrian and bike routes. We cannot afford to risk the life or limb of anyone
using our streets, and pedestrians and bikers are among the most vulnerable.

I applaud Supervisor Kim and her staff for investing a great deal of time developing this legislation, and expanding its
safety provisions to reduce street conflicts by eliminating minimum parking requirements and reducing curb cuts, where
feasible, while making sure reasonable building access and disabled mobility is not impaired. There is nothing in this
legislation that will prevent land owners from installing any parking they feel they need (up to code maximums) to serve
their use, and it will save them substantial sums of money if adding parking is not of use to them. A win/win!

} urge you to support this legislation that would make EVERYone in the City safer, not least your own important
constituents!

Respectfully,

Alice Rogers .
D6 resident; Board Member Walk San Francisco; Member, Vision Zero Coalition



TransForm

i
Our communities. Our transportation. Qur future.

[

November 2, 2018

San Francisco Board of Supervisors
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
City Hall,

San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Support for eliminating minimum parking requirements citywide

Honorable Supervisors,

TransForm is a nonprofit with 20 years of experience building healthy, vibrant and safe neighborhoods in
the greater Bay Area and throughout California. We promote walkable communities with excellent
transportation choices to connect people of all incomes to opportunity, keep California affordable and
help solve our climate crisis.

From skyrocketing housing costs to climate change to clogged, dangerous streets, there is no single
solution to the confluence of crises we are facing. Yet there are some urban design factors that clearly
contribute to all of these problems. One of the clearest and most egregious is the requirement for
minimum parking, especially in housing developments. Eliminating minimum parking requirements
citywide is a change that needs to happen.

The need to change this policy became even more evident after an analysis covered by Streetsblog that
showed that 88% of the new households added between 2008-2012 were car-free households. That
lopsided amount was before the profusion of transportation choices that has made it even easier to live
in San Francisco without owning a private automobile.

In a City that prides itself on finding solutions rather than relying on tired and antiquated zoning codes it
is finally time to eliminate parking requirements citywide. We applaud you for considering this smart
approach to a more affordable, lower-traffic, lower-emission city.

Sincerely,

%Z{aaﬁﬁw Y/

Stuart Cohen
Executive Director

MAIN OFFICE: 436 14TH STREET, SUITE 600, OAKLAND, CA 94612 | T: 510.740.3150 |
SACRAMENTO: 717 K STREET, SUITE 300, SACRAMENTO, CA 95814 | T: 916.441.0204 |
SILICON VALLEY: 48 SOUTH 7TH STREET, SUITE 103, SAN JOSE, CA 95112 | T: 408.406.8074 |

WWW. TRANSFORMCA.ORG



Major, Erica (BOS)

From: Duong, Noelle (BOS)

Sent: Wednesday, November 07, 2018 12:44 PM
To: Cancino, Juan Carlos (BOS)

Cc: Major, Erica (BOS); BOS Legislation, (BOS)
Subject: Re: Minimum Parking

Thank you Juan Carlos,
We are thankful to have Supervisor Brown as a co-sponsor. Much appreciated.

Warm Regards,
Noelle

Noelie Duong
Legislative Office of District 6 Supervisor Jane Kim
noelle.duong@sfgov.org | 415-554-7970

From: Cancino, Juan Carlos (BOS)

Sent: Wednesday, November 7, 2018 12:27 PM
To: Duong, Noelle {BOS)

Cc: Brown, Vallie (BOS)

Subject: Minimum Parking

Supervisor Brown would like to join as a co-sponsor on the minimum parking legislation. -
Thanks!

Legislative Aide — District 5

Office of Supervisor Vallie Brown

San Francisco Board of Supervisors

Direct: 415-554-7687 | juancarlos.cancino@sfgov.org
https://sfbos.org/supervisor-brown-district-5




Major, Erica (BOS)

From: Duong, Noelle (BOS)

Sent: Wednesday, November 07, 2018 12:43 PM

To: Hepner, Lee (BOS)

Cc: BOS Legislation, (BOS); Major, Erica (BOS)

Subject: Re: File 181028 - Planning Code - Better Streets Plan Requirements

Thank you Lee! Erica, can we add Supervisor Peskin as the first co-sponsor to the legislation? Thank you!

Warm Regards,
Noelle

Noelle Duong
Legislative Office of District 6 Supervisor Jane Kim
noelle.duong@sfgov.org | 415-554-7970

From: Hepner, Lee (BOS)

Sent: Wednesday, November 7, 2018 12:17:47 PM

To: BOS Legislation, (BOS)

Cc: Kim, Jane (BOS); Duong, Noelle (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS)

Subject: File 181028 - Planning Code - Better Streets Plan Requirements

Hello — please add Supervisor Peskin as a co-sponsor to the subject file.

Thanks,
Lee

Lee Hepner

Legislative Aide

Supervisor Aaron Peskin

(415) 554-7419 | pronouns: he, him, his



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

October 26, 2018

Pianning Commission

Attn: Jonas lonin

1650 Mission Street, Ste. 400
San Francisco, CA 94103

Dear Commissioners:

On October 22, 2018, the Land Use and Transportation Committee heard DUPLICATED AS AMENDED
the following legislation from Board File No. 180914:

File No. 181028-2

Ordinance amending the Planning Code to add new standard required streetscape
improvements under the Better Streets Plan; modifying the triggers that would require
project sponsors to construct streetscape improvements in the public right-of-way;
clarifying the recommended sidewalk width for street types; expanding curb cut
restrictions for off-street parking and loading to nearly all zoning districts and certain
designated streets, including those on the Citywide Transit Network and any officially
adopted bicycle routes or lanes, and requiring a Conditional Use authorization or a
Section 309 or 329 exception for new or expanded curb cuts in the applicable areas;
adding criteria for the Planning Commission to consider when granting a Conditional Use
authorization or an exception as part of a Downtown C-3-O(SD) (Downtown, Office (Special
Development)) or large project authorization in mixed-use districts for such curb cuts;
prohibiting new curb cuts in bus stops and on Folsom Street between Essex and Second
Street; eliminating minimum off-street parking requirements for projects subject to the
curb cut restrictions or prohibitions; and making findings under the California
Environmental Quality Act, findings of consistency with the General Plan, and the eight
priority policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1, and findings of public necessity,
convenience and welfare under Planning Code, Section 302.

The proposed Duplicate ordinance is being transmitted pursuant to Planning Code, Section 302(b), for
public hearing and recommendation. The ordinance is pending before the Land Use and Transportation
Committee and will be scheduled for hearing upon receipt of your response.

Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board

By: Erica Major, Assistant Clerk
Land Use and Transportation Committee
C: John Rahaim, Director
Scott Sanchez, Zoning Administrator
Lisa Gibson, Environmental Review Officer
Devyani Jain, Deputy Environmental Review Officer
AnMarie Rodgers, Director of Citywide Planning
Dan Sider, Director of Executive Programs
Aaron Starr, Manager of Legislative Affairs
Joy Navarrete, Environmental Planning
Laura Lynch, Environmental Planning



City Hall
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
October 26, 2018
File No. 181028
Lisa Gibson

Environmental Review Officer
Planning Department

1650 Mission Street, Ste. 400
San Francisco, CA 94103

Dear Ms. Gibson:

On October 22, 2018, the Land Use and Transportation Committee HEARD AND DUPLICATED AS
AMENDED from the following Board File No. 180914:

File No. 181028

Ordinance amending the Planning Code to add new standard required streetscape
improvements under the Better Streets Plan; modifying the triggers that would require
project sponsors to construct streetscape improvements in the public right-of-way;
clarifying the recommended sidewalk width for street types; expanding curb cut
restrictions for off-street parking and loading to nearly all zoning districts and certain
designated streets, including those on the Citywide Transit Network and any officially
adopted bicycle routes or lanes, and requiring a Conditional Use authorization or a
Section 309 or 329 exception for new or expanded curb cuts in the applicable areas;
adding criteria for the Planning Commission to consider when granting a Conditional Use
authorization or an exception as part of a Downtown C-3-O(SD) (Downtown, Office (Special
Development)) or large project authorization in mixed-use districts for such curb cuts;
prohibiting new curb cuts in bus stops and on Folsom Street between Essex and Second
Street; eliminating minimum off-street parking requirements for projects subject to the
curb cut restrictions or prohibitions; and making findings under the California
Environmental Quality Act, findings of consistency with the General Plan, and the eight
priority policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1, and findings of public necessity,
convenience and welfare under Planning Code, Section 302.

This duplicate legislation is being transmitted to you for environmental review.
Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board
By: Erica Major, Assistant Clerk
Land Use and Transportation Committee

Attachment

c Joy Navarrete, Environmental Planning
Laura Lynch, Environmental Planning



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

BOARD of SUPERVISORS San Francisco 94102-4689
i Tel. No. 554-5184
Fax No. 554-5163
TDD/TTY No. 554-5227
September 26, 2018
File No. 180914
Lisa Gibson

Environmental Review Officer
Planning Department

1650 Mission Street, Ste. 400
San Francisco, CA 94103

Dear Ms. Gibsorn:

On September 18, 2018, Supervisor Kim submitted the proposed legislation:

File No. 180914

Ordinance amending the Planning Code to add new items to the list of standard
required streetscape improvements under the Better Streets Plan; modifying the
triggers that would require project sponsors to construct streetscape improvements
in the public right-of-way; clarifying the recommended sidewalk width for street types;
expanding curb cut restrictions for off-street parking and loading to most zoning
districts and certain designated streets, including those on the Citywide Transit
Network and any officially adopted Class Il Bikeways (bicycle lanes and buffered bike
lanes) or Class IV Bikeways (protected bicycle lanes), and requiring a Conditional Use
authorization or a Section 309 or 329 exception for new or expanded curb cuts in the
applicable area; adding criteria for the Planning Commission to consider when
granting a Conditional Use authorization or an exception as part of a Downtown C-3~
O(SD) (Downtown, Office (Special Development)} or large project authorization in
mixed-use districts for such curb cuts; prohibiting new curb cuts in bus stops and on
Folsom Street between Essex and Second Street; eliminating minimum off-street
parking requirements for projects subject to the curb cut restrictions or prohibitions;
and making findings under the California Environmental Quality Act, findings of
consistency with the General Plan, and the eight priority policies of Planning Code,
Section 101.1, and findings of public necessity, convenience and welfare under
Planning Code, Section 302,

This legislation is being transmitted to you for environmental review.

Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board

By: Erica Major, Assistant Clerk
Land Use and Transportation Committee

Attachment Not defined as a project under CEQA

oN

i . ‘ Guidelines Sections 15378 and 15060 (c)
Joy Navarrete, Environmental Planning (2)

. . becauge it does not regult in. a
Laura Lynch, Environmental Planning

physical change in the environment.

Joy Navarrete




City Hall
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
October 18, 2018
File No. 180914-2
Lisa Gibson

Environmental Review Officer
" Planning Department

1650 Mission Street, Ste. 400
San Francisco, CA 94103

Dear Ms. Gibson:
On October 16, 2018, Supervisor Kim submitted substitute legislation:
File No. 180914-2

Ordinance amending the Planning Code to add new standard required streetscape
improvements under the Better Streets Plan; modifying the triggers that would require
project sponsors to construct streetscape improvements in the public right-of-way;
clarifying the recommended sidewalk width for street types; expanding curb cut
restrictions for off-street parking and loading to nearly all zoning districts and certain
designated streets, including those on the Citywide Transit Network and any officially
adopted bicycle routes or lanes, and requiring a Conditional Use authorization or a
Section 309 or 329 exception for new or expanded curb cuts in the applicable areas;
adding criteria for the Planning Commission to consider when granting a Conditional
Use authorization or an exception as part of a Downtown C-3-O(SD) (Downtown, Office
(Special Development)) or large project authorization in mixed-use districts for such
curb cuts; prohibiting new curb cuts in bus stops and on Folsom Street between
Essex and Second Street; eliminating minimum off-street parking requirements for
projects subject to the curb cut restrictions or prohibitions; and making findings
under the California Environmental Quality Act, findings of consistency with the
General Plan, and the eight priority policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1, and
findings of public necessity, convenience and welfare under Planning Code, Section
302.

This legislation is being transmitted to you for environmental review.

Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board

e &%.JW

By: Erica Major, Assistant Clerk
Land Use and Transportation Committee
Attachment

c:  Joy Navarrete, Environmental Planning
Laura Lynch, Environmental Planning



) 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

October 18, 2018

Planning Commission

Attn: Jonas lonin

1650 Mission Street, Ste. 400
San Francisco, CA 94103

Dear Commissioners:
On October 16, 2018, Supervisor Kim introduced the following substitute legislation:
Fiie No. 180914-2

Ordinance amending the Planning Code {o add new standard required streetscape
improvements under the Better Streets Plan; modifying the triggers that would require
project sponsors to construct streetscape improvements in the public right-of-way;
clarifying the recommended sidewalk width for street types; expanding curb cut
restrictions for off-street parking and loading to nearly all zoning districts and certain
designated streets, including those on the Citywide Transit Network and any officially
adopted bicycle routes or lanes, and requiring a Conditional Use authorization or a
Section 309 or 329 exception for new or expanded curb cuts in the applicable areas;
adding criteria for the Planning Commission to consider when granting a Conditional Use
authorization or an exception as part of a Downtown C-3-O(SD) (Downtown, Office (Special
Development)) or large project authorization in mixed-use districts for such curb cuts;
prohibiting new curb cuts in bus stops and on Folsom Street between Essex and Second
Street; eliminating minimum off-street parking requirements for projects subject to the
curb cut restrictions or prohibitions; and making findings under the California
Environmental Quality Act, findings of consistency with the General Plan, and the eight
priority policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1, and findings of public necessity,
convenience and welfare under Planning Code, Section 302,

The substitute ordinance is being transmitted pursuant to Planning Code, Section 302(b), for public
hearing and recommendation. The ordinance is pending before the Land Use and Transportation
Committee and will be scheduled for hearing upon receipt of your response.

Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board

Sy
By: Erica Major, Assistant Clerk
Land Use and Transportation Committee

c John Rahaim, Director of Planning
Dan Sider, Director of Executive Programs
Aaron Starr, Acting Manager of Legislative Affairs
Scott Sanchez, Zoning Administrator
Lisa Gibson, Environmental Review Officer
AnlMarie Rodgers, Director of Citywide Planning
Laura Lynch, Environmental Planning
Joy Navarrete, Environmental Planning



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

September 26, 2018

Planning Commission

Attn: Jonas lonin ’

1650 Mission Street, Ste. 400
San Francisco, CA 94103

Dear Commissioners:
On September 18, 2018, Supervisor Kim introduced the following legislation:
File No. 180914

Ordinance amending the Planning Code to add new items to the list of standard
required streetscape improvements under the Better Streets Plan; modifying the
triggers that would require project sponsors to construct streetscape improvements
in the public right-of-way; clarifying the recommended sidewalk width for street types;
expanding curb cut restrictions for off-street parking and loading to most zoning
districts and certain designated streets, including those on the Citywide Transit
Network and any officially adopted Class Il Bikeways (bicycle lanes and buffered bike
lanes) or Class IV Bikeways (protected bicycle lanes), and requiring a Conditional Use
authorization or a Section 309 or 329 exception for new or expanded curb cuts in the
applicable area; adding criteria for the Planning Commission to consider when
granting a Conditional Use authorization or an exception as part of a Downtown C-3-
O(SD) (Downtown, Office (Special Development)) or large project authorization in
mixed-use districts for such curb cuts; prohibiting new curb cuts in bus stops and on
Folsom Street between Essex and Second Street; eliminating minimum off-street
parking requirements for projects subject to the curb cut restrictions or prohibitions;
and making findings under the California Environmental Quality Act, findings of
consistency with the General Plan, and the eight priority policies of Planning Code,
Section 101.1, and findings of public necessity, convenience and welfare under
Planning Code, Section 302.

The proposed ordinance is being transmitted pursuant to Planning Code, Section 302(b), for public
hearing and recommendation. The ordinance is pending hefore the Land Use and Transportation
Committee and will be scheduled for hearing upon receipt of your response.

Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board
By. Erica Major, Assistant Clerk
Land Use and Transpottation Committee

o John Rahaim, Director of Planning
Aaron Starr, Acting Manager of Legislative Affairs
Scott Sanchez, Zoning Administrator
Lisa Gibson, Environmental Review Officer
AnMarie Rodgers, Director of Citywide Planning
Laura Lynch, Environmental Planning
Joy Navarrete, Environmental Planning



City Hall
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
September 26, 2018
File No. 180914
Lisa Gibson

Environmental Review Officer
Planning Department

1650 Mission Street, Ste. 400
San Francisco, CA 94103

Dear Ms. Gibson:
On September 18, 2018, Supervisor Kim submitted the proposed legislation:
File No. 180914

Ordinance amending the Planning Code to add new items to the list of standard
required streetscape improvements under the Better Streets Plan; modifying the
triggers that would require project sponsors to construct streetscape improvements
in the public right-of-way; clarifying the recommended sidewalk width for street types;
expanding curb cut restrictions for off-street parking and loading to most zoning
districts and certain designated streets, including those on the Citywide Transit
Network and any officially adopted Class Il Bikeways (bicycle lanes and buffered bike
lanes) or Class IV Bikeways (protected bicycle lanes), and requiring a Conditional Use
authorization or a Section 309 or 329 exception for new or expanded curb cuts in the
applicable area; adding criteria for the Planning Commission to consider when
granting a Conditional Use authorization or an exception as part of a Downtown C-3-
O(SD) (Downtown, Office (Special Development)) or large project authorization in
mixed-use districts for such curb cuts; prohibiting new curb cuts in bus stops and on
Folsom Street between Essex and Second Street; eliminating minimum off-sireet
parking requirements for projects subject to the curb cut restrictions or prohibitions;
and making findings under the California Environmental Quality Act, findings of.
consistency with the General Plan, and the eight priority policies of Planning Code,
Section 101.1, and findings of public necessity, convenience and welfare under
Planning Code, Section 302.
This legislation is being transmitted {o you for environmental review,

Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board
By: Erica Major, Assistant Clerk
Land Use and Transportation Committee

Attachment

c.  Joy Navarrete, Environmental Planning
Laura Lynch, Environmental Planning



City Hall
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco 94102-4689
Tel. No. 554-5184
Fax No. 5§54-5163
TDD/TTY No. 554-5227

BOARD of SUPERVISORS

MEMORANDUM

TO: Ed Reiskin, Executive Director, Municipal Transportation Agency
FROM: Erica Major, Assistant Clerk

' Land Use and Transportation Committee
DATE: September 26, 2018

SUBJECT:  LEGISLATION INTRODUCED

The Board of Supervisors' Land Use and Transportation Committee has received the following
proposed legislation, introduced by Supervisor Kim on September 18, 2018:

File No. 180914

Ordinance amending the Planning Code to add new items to the list of standard
required streetscape improvements under the Better Streets Plan; modifying the
triggers that would require project sponsors to construct streetscape
improvements in the public right-of-way; clarifying the recommended sidewalk
width for street types; expanding curb cut restrictions for off-street parking and
loading to most zoning districts and certain designated streets, including those
on the Citywide Transit Network and any officially adopted Class Il Bikeways
“(bicycle lanes and buffered bike lanes) or Class IV Bikeways (protected bicycle
lanes), and requiring a Conditional Use authorization or a Section 309 or 329
exception for new or expanded curb cuts in the applicable area; adding criteria for
the Planning Commission fo consider when granting a Conditional Use
authorization or an exception as part of a Downtown C-3-O(SD) (Downtown, Office
(Special Development)) or large project authorization in mixed-use districts for
such curb cuts; prohibiting new curb cuts in bus stops and on Folsom Stireet
between Essex and Second Street; eliminating minimum off-street parking
requirements for projects subject to the curb cut restrictions or prohibitions; and
making findings under the California Environmental Quality Act, findings of
consistency with the General Plan, and the eight priority policies of Planning
Code, Section 101.1, and findings of public necessity, convenience and welfare
under Planning Code, Section 302.

If you have comments or reports to be included with 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 or by email at: erica.major@sfgov.ord.

[oN

Janet Martinsen, Municipal Transportation Agency
Kate Breen, Municipal Transportation Agency
Dillon Auyoung, Municipal Transportation Agency



Print Form

Introduction Form

By a Member of the Board of Supervisors or Mayar TR B gt

ST DU Tihgstdmp Lo (15

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

: /L or meeting date
S ,.;,A_% ‘V,,‘,WV‘_&.M,MM, -

1. For reference to Committee. (An Ordinance, Resolution, Motion or Charter Amendment).
2. Request for next printed agenda Without Reference to Committee.

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

4, Request for letter beginning :"Supervisor inquiries”
q

5. City Attorney Request.

6. Call File No. from Committee,

7. Budget Analyst request (attached written motion).

8. Substitute Legislation File No.

9. Reactivate File No.

oo odtndl

10. Topic 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 [ ]Ethics Commission
[ ]Planning Commission [ ]Building Inspection Commission
Note: For the Imperative Agenda (a resolution not on the printed agenda), use the Imperative Form.

Sponsor(s):

Kim

Subject:

Planning Code -- Modifying Better Streets Plan Requirements and Curb Cut Restrictions

Ordinance amending the Planning Code to add new standard required streetscape improvements under the Better
Streets Plan; modifying the triggers that would require project sponsors to construct streetscape improvements in the
public right-of-way; clarifying the recommended sidewalk width for street types; expanding curb cut restrictions for
off-street parking and loading to nearly all zoning districts and certain designated streets, including those on the
Citywide Transit Network and any officially adopted bicycle routes or lanes, and requiring a Conditional Use
authorization or a Section 309 or 329 exception for new or expanded curb cuts in the applicable areas; adding criteria
for the Planning Commission to consider when granting a Conditional Use authorization or an exception as part of a
Downtown C-3-O(SD) or large project authorization in mixed-use districts for such curb cuts; prohibiting new curb
cuts in bus stops and on Folsom Street between Essex and Second Street; eliminating minimum off-street parking
requirements for projects subject to the curb cut restrictions or prohibitions; and making findings under the California
Environmental Quality Act, findings of consistency with the General Plan and the eight priority policies of Planning
Code, Section 101.1, and findings of public necessity, convenience and welfare under Planning Code, Section 302.




The text is listed:

Attached

Signature of Sponsoring Supervisor:

For Clerk's Use Only




Introduction Form 0o

By a Member of the Board of Supervisors or the Mayor

[
Lo e

T T A s
S Fime stamp’

[ hereby submit the following item for introduction (select only one): ;%g meeling date
1. For reference to Committee. (An Ordinance, Resollution, Motion, or Charter Amendment)
] 2. Request for next printed agenda Without Reference to Committee.
[l 3. Request for hearing on a subject matter at Committee,
[J 4, Request for letter beginning "Supervisor inquires"
[] 5. City Attorney request.
[l 6. Call File No, from Committee,
[1  7.Budget Analyst request (attach written motion).
[] 8. Substitute Legislation File No.
L 9. Reactivate File No.
] 10. Question(s) submitted for Mayoral Appearance before the BOS on
- Please check the appropriate boxes. The proposed legislation should be forwarded to the following:
[l Small Business Commission [ Youth Commission [] FEthics Commission
[] Planning Commission [] Building Inspection Commission

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

Sponsor(s):

Supervisor Kim

Subject:

[Planning Code - Modifying Better Streets Plan Requirements and Curb Cut Restrictions]

The text is listed below or attached:

Ordinance amending the Planning Code to add new items to the list of standard required streetscape improvements
under the Better Streets Plan; modifying the triggers that would require project sponsors to construct streetscape m

Signature of Sponsoring Supervisor: Q’-—i O Q\_/

%or Clerk's Use Only:

Pana af



