
 

AVAILABILITY OF PUBLIC RECORDS: 
 
All public record to an open session item on this agenda, which are not exempt from disclosure pursuant to the 
California Public Records Act, that are distributed to a majority of the legislative body will be available for public 
inspection at the City Clerk’s Office, City Hall located at 333 90th Street, Daly City, CA during normal business 
hours, at the same time that the public records are distributed or made available to the legislative body. 

CITY OF DALY CITY 
 

Regular Meeting - CITY COUNCIL 
 

AGENDA 
 

Monday, February 25, 2013 - 7:00 PM 
City Hall Council Chambers – 2nd Floor 
333 – 90th Street, Daly City, CA 94015 

 
Live Telecast: Comcast Channel 27, Astound 26, AT&T U-Verse 99 

 
Webcast:  www.dalycity.org/meetings 

 

DRAFT    
 
 

For those wishing to address the City Council on any Item on the Agenda or under Public Appearances/Oral 
Communications, please complete a Speaker Card located at the entrance to the Council Chambers and submit to a Staff 
Member as early in the meeting as possible. 
 
Persons with disabilities who require auxiliary aids or services in attending or participating in this meeting should call the 
office of the City Clerk at 991-8078 as soon as possible. 

 
CALL TO ORDER: 

 
PLEDGE TO THE FLAG: 

 
ROLL CALL: 

 
PRESENTATIONS: 

 
Proclaiming March 2013 American Red Cross Month (Colleen Sasso) 

 
Proclaiming March Women's History Month (Pat Bohm, Paula Bosque, and Leslie 
Peay) 

 
State of the City (Mayor Raymond Buenaventura) 

 
Daly City iHelp Informational Demonstration (Jesse Myott) 

 
APPROVAL OF AGENDA: 

 
CONSENT AGENDA 

 

http://www.dalycity.org/meetings
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All items listed on the Consent Agenda are considered to be routine and may be approved 
by one roll call vote of the City Council.  There shall be no separate discussion of the 
matters on the Consent Agenda unless requested by a member of the City Council.  If 
discussion is required, that item will be removed from the Consent Agenda and will be 
considered separately at the end of the Agenda. 

 
Resolutions: 

 
1. Commending Natale J. Sangiacomo on the Occasion of his Retirement 

 
2. Approving Sixth Amendment to Franchise Agreement for Integrated Waste Management 

Services 
 
Check Registers: 

 
3. Check Registers for the Month of January 2013 

 
END OF CONSENT AGENDA 

 
PUBLIC HEARINGS: 

 
4. Update of Fees for Engineering Services and Adoption of an Ordinance Amending 

Municipal Code Sections 12.040.030, 12.080.040, and 15.62.170 RE: Engineering Fees 
 

Staff: 
Nevin 
Recommended Action: 
Open/Close Hearing 
Adopt Resolution 
Roll Call 
Motion for City Attorney to Read by Title Only 
Councilmember Introduce Ordinance 

 
5. Adoption of an Ordinance to Amend Municipal Code section 3.12.10, Methods of 

Procurement 
 

Staff: 
McVey 
Recommended Action: 
Open/Close Hearing 
Councilmember Introduce Ordinance 
Motion for City Attorney to Read by Title Only 

 
COMMUNICATIONS: 

 
6. Draft Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan 
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Staff: 
VanLonkhuysen 
Recommended Action: 
Adopt Resolution 
Roll Call 

 
7. Appropriation of $299,693 from Water Fund Balance to Cover Change Order Expenses 

Associated with the Hillside Park Slide Repair 
 

Staff: 
Sweetland 
Recommended Action: 
Adopt Resolution 
Roll Call 

 
PUBLIC APPEARANCES/ORAL COMMUNICATIONS: 

 
NOTE: Speakers are limited to two minutes, unless modified by the Mayor.  The Council 
cannot take action on any matter raised under this item 

 
APPOINTMENTS: Board/Commission Membership Committee Appointments 

 
REPORTS: 

 
8. Council Committee 

 
A Council Committee Meetings, February 11 -24, 

2013 
 

 
9. City Council 

 
10. Staff 

 
ADJOURNMENT: 

 



RESOLUTION NO.    
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF DALY CITY 
COMMENDING NATALE J. SANGIACOMO  

  ON THE OCCASION OF HIS RETIREMENT      
 
 WHEREAS, Natale J. “Nat” Sangiacomo was initially hired August 5, 1983 as a Senior 
Water Maintenance Worker in the Department of Public Works; and, 
 
 WHEREAS, when joining the City of Daly City, Nat had worked previously as a plumber 
for Plumber’s Local 38 in San Francisco obtaining his Journeyman’s Certification; and, 
 
 WHEREAS, during his career in Daly City, Nat has been the recipient of numerous 
commendations and letters of appreciation for his efforts in capably serving the public and for his 
unselfish response to after-hour calls to restore water service; and, 
 
 WHEREAS, as a result of his independent efforts to better learn his craft through the 
attainment of advanced certificates in water operations from California State University 
Sacramento and the University of California at Berkeley Extension, Nat has achieved 
increasingly responsible positions as Water Maintenance Foreman and Junior Engineering 
Technician; and, 
 
 WHEREAS, on July 12, 1999, Nat was promoted to the position of Water/Wastewater 
Operations Technician in which his skills at subdivision mapping, plan checking, completing as-
built drawings and project inspections where his keen eye for detail are second to none; and, 
 
 WHEREAS, Nat leaves a lasting imprint upon the City of Daly City through his 
involvement with the completion of major capital improvement projects that include but not 
limited to the Bay Ridge Subdivision, Bayshore Water System Master Plan, Reconstruction of 
Reservoir 2B, Water Upgrades for the Top of the Hill Improvement Project and Habitat for 
Humanity at 7555 Mission Street. 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Daly City 
that it does hereby commend NAT SANGIACOMO for his many years of dedicated service and 
extends its best wishes to Nat for a rewarding and enriching retirement. 
 
 
 I hereby certify the foregoing to be a true copy of a Resolution adopted by the City Council of Daly City, California, at 

a regular meeting thereof held on the    day of    , 2013, by the following vote of the members 

thereof: 

 AYES, and in favor thereof, Councilmembers:        

              

 NOES, Councilmembers:           

 Absent, Councilmembers:           

 
              
             CITY CLERK OF THE CITY OF DALY CITY 
 
       
       MAYOR OF THE CITY OF DALY CITY 
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Meeting Date: February 25, 2013 

Subject: Sixth Amendment to Franchise Agreement for Integrated Waste Management 
Services  

 

Recommended Action 

Adopt a resolution approving the Sixth Amendment to the Franchise Agreement for Integrated 
Waste Management Services with Allied Waste. 

Discussion 

The City Council has previously authorized staff, with the assistance of HF&H Consultants, to 
develop a Request for Proposals (RFP) for a new Franchise Agreement.  The current Agreement is 
due to expire on June 30, 2014. 

To allow adequate time for an open and competitive process, as well as allow up to a one-year 
transition period should a different contractor be selected, it is recommended that the current 
Franchise Agreement be extended until June 30, 2015.  Although it is not now anticipated to be 
needed, the Amendment will also allow for a one-time City option to extend the agreement for an 
additional seven months, until January 31, 2016, if necessary.  Both extension end dates are 
intended to keep any potential transition away from the winter holidays to minimize the impact on 
our residents and businesses.  The need for an extension has been reviewed by the Solid Waste 
Committee of the City Council. 

This amendment will also formalize the method of rate adjustment based only on the Consumer 
Price Index for the San Francisco Bay Area.  In the prior Fifth Amendment, the rate adjustment 
formula included a price index factor for diesel fuel.  Use of that index along with the CPI proved 
to be problematic due to the wide swings in pricing of diesel fuel, and was by mutual agreement 
with Allied Waste never implemented. 

Fiscal Impact 

This Amendment will not change collection rate adjustment methodology or franchise fees, and 
therefore will not have any material financial impact on the City. 

Staff is available to provide any additional information desired by the Mayor or Councilmembers. 

Respectfully submitted, 

 
Donald W. McVey 
Director of Finance and Administrative Services 

 

Attachment: Sixth Amendment to the Franchise Agreement for Integrated Waste Management 
Services 
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  SIXTH AMENDMENT TO THE 

FRANCHISE AGREEMENT 

FOR 

INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT SERVICES 

BETWEEN 

CITY OF DALY CITY 

AND 

ALLIED WASTE SERVICES OF NORTH AMERICA, LLC 

 

 Allied Waste Services of North America, L.L.C. (“Allied Waste” or “Contractor”),   
and the City of Daly City, California (“City”) hereby enter into this Sixth Amendment to the 
Franchise Agreement for Integrated Waste Management Services dated February 12, 2013.  

  

Recitals 

WHEREAS, Browning-Ferris Industries of California, Inc. (“BFIC”) and the City entered into 
a Franchise Agreement for Integrated Waste Management Services on December 12, 1994, 
into five subsequent amendments to said Franchise Agreement; and 

WHEREAS, the City consented to an assignment from BFIC to Allied Waste as memorialized 
in the Fifth Amendment to the Franchise Agreement; and 

WHEREAS, Section 3.2 – Term of the Franchise Agreement specifies that the Term ends 
June 30, 2014, and  

WHEREAS, the City Council on July 23, 2012 decided to conduct a competitive procurement 
process to select the next contractor to provide integrated waste management services, and 

WHEREAS, the Parties agree regarding the importance of ensuring adequate time for a full 
and fair competitive process, and  

WHEREAS, the Parties wish to clarify the rate adjustment mechanism to be used for the 
remainder of the Term, 

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the foregoing Recitals and the mutual covenants of 
the Parties herein, City and Contractor agree as follows. 

I.  Section 3.2 of the Agreement is amended to read as follows: 

 3.2. Term 

 3.2.1.  Term 

 The term of this Agreement shall be from January 2, 1995, to June 30, 2015, inclusive, 
subject to approval of City Council and evidence of Contractor’s compliance with Article 8 - 
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Indemnification, Insurance and Bond, unless earlier terminated pursuant to Article 10 of this 
Agreement.  

 3.2.2.  Extension 

 The City may extend the Agreement term for up to one (1) period of seven (7) months.  
The City may extend the Agreement term at its sole discretion and with notice to Contractor.  
Should the City wish to extend the agreement from June 30, 2015 through January 31, 2016 it 
shall give written notice to Contractor by March 1, 2015.  

 

II. Section 7.1.7. of the Agreement is amended to read as follows: 

7.1.7 Criteria for Rate Adjustment 

A.   Rate Adjustments; Provision for Increases Using Consumer Price Index. 

Subject to the restrictions set forth below, for purposes of applying the rate increases 
subject to inflation adjustment per section 7.1.3, each Base Rate shall be adjusted upward or 
downward on the basis of one hundred percent (100%) of the net percentage change in the 
Consumer Price Index, All Urban Consumers (All Items), for the San Francisco/Oakland 
Metropolitan Area as published by the U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics 
("Index").  Series ID: CUURA422SA0. 

 All net percentage changes shall be calculated by the following formula: 

  Net percentage change (NPC) = X(i)-X(i-2)  
       X(i-2) 

 Where X(i)= Index value for June of the year preceding the adjustment year;   

X(i-2)= Index value for June of the previous 12 or 24 month period, as 
applicable  

Changes in the Index of less than one tenth of one point (0.1) shall be rounded to the 
nearest one-tenth of a point, i.e., 1.50 to 1.54 shall be treated as 1.5; 1.55 to 1.59 shall 
be treated as 1.6. 

Should the Index not be published in June of the year required for calculation of rate 
adjustments, the Index values of the month most immediately preceding that June shall be 
used.  If said Index is discontinued, it shall be replaced by the index which most closely 
approximates the original category as determined by the U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics.   

If such upward adjustment would result in a projected Operating Ratio to Contractor lower 
than 88% on an annual basis, then, except as provided below, such upward adjustment shall 
be scaled back so as to result in a projected Operating Ratio to Contractor of no less than 88% 
on an annual basis. 
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WITNESS the execution of this Amendment on the dates set forth below. 

APPROVED AS TO FORM CITY OF DALY CITY, 

a Municipal Corporation 

 

___________________________ 

Rose Zimmerman 

City Attorney 

___________________________ 

Patricia E. Martel, City Manager 
 

Date:  ______________________ 

  

 ALLIED WASTE SERVICES OF NORTH 
AMERICA, LLC.  

 

 ___________________________ 

By: 

Title:  _______________________ 

Date:  ______________________ 
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Meeting Date: February 25, 2013 

 
Subject: Setting Time and Place for a Public Hearing to Consider New Fees for Engineering 
Services 
 
Recommended Action 
 
Set March 11, 2013 as the date for a public hearing for the City Council to consider new fees for 
Engineering services. 
 
Background 
 

The City Clerk’s Office did not publish the Notice of Public Hearing for February 25, 2013.  

 
Discussion 
 

Since City Council adoption in 2008 of the last update of fees for Engineering services, changes in 
personnel, processing and service delivery methods have necessitated a complete review of the fee 
schedule. 

 
Staff is available to provide any additional information desired by the Mayor or Councilmembers. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
 

 
K. Annette Hipona 
City Clerk            
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Meeting Date:  February 25, 2013 

Subject: Update of Fees for Engineering Services and Adoption of an Ordinance 
Amending Municipal Code Sections 12.040.030, 12.080.040, and 15.62.170 RE: 
Engineering Fees 

 

Recommended Action 

It is recommended that the City Council adopt by resolution the attached fee schedule establishing 
and updating fees for various services provided by the Department of Public Works – Engineering 
Division and adopt an Ordinance amending sections 12.040.030, 12.080.040, and 15.62.170 to allow 
deposits to be set by Resolution of the City Council. 

Background 

The last comprehensive review of Engineering Division fees was completed in 2008, and adopted by 
the City Council in August 2008.  City Council action at that time effectively set most fees at fixed 
levels as well as established a $125 per hour billing rate for providing technical engineering services.  
Since City Council adoption in 2008, changes in personnel, processing and service delivery methods 
have necessitated a complete review of the fee schedule. 

Discussion 

Presented to the City Council this evening for consideration are revised fees and charges associated 
with the technical services provided by the Engineering Division.  The proposed fee schedule has 
been prepared to reasonably reflect the actual cost of providing the service for which the fee is 
imposed.  Fees proposed are based on an updated hourly rate of $160, which includes direct and 
indirect costs.  Over the past several months staff has met with Engineering personnel that provide 
the services in the proposed fee schedule to review time and resources involved in processing and 
issuing various permits, conducting plan and technical reviews and performing construction 
inspections.  Data was compiled from the multiple meetings and a cost recovery method was 
constructed in order to determine the appropriate fee level.  Typically, each fee has been constructed 
to be 100% cost recovery to ensure that the City continues to operate in a cost effective manner. 

The proposed fees and charges of the Engineering Division are divided into seven areas: 

• Subdivision Reviews;  

• Grading and Erosion Control Permits; 

• Transportation Permits; 

• Encroachment Permits; 

• Development Impact Reviews; 

• Building Permit Reviews; and, 

• Other Engineering Services 

The proposed fees have been designed to encourage those who are performing work in the public 
right-of-way to obtain the proper permits before commencing any work; to submit complete and 
timely revisions of plans and cost estimates; to complete all work in the public right-of-way within an 
acceptable amount of time; and, to properly close their permits.  The proposed fee schedule also 
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includes archive and technology fees equal to a percentage of the total cost of the permit.  Fees 
governed by statute will not be adjusted. 

And although other public agencies operate with different staff and resources to provide various 
engineering permits and services, staff felt it prudent to cross check the proposed fees with 
comparable cities in our area.  Staff has determined where like services are rendered the fees 
proposed are similar in amount and structure when compared to those of other cities.  Additionally, 
the proposed fee schedule has been developed in such a way so it can be easily updated as part of the 
Biennial Budget review and adoption process as necessary. 

Currently, there are sections of the Municipal Code related to deposits that set a specific amount, 
which are out of date.  The attached ordinance prepared by the City Attorney’s Office will remove 
such references and revise the Municipal Code to accurately reflect that the amounts are established 
by City Council resolution. 

Proper notice of the Public Hearing was published by the City Clerk, and the schedule of fees have 
been on file in the City Clerk’s Office and available for public inspection beginning February 14, 
2013.  The effective date for the fees is 60 days for development related fees; all others on adoption. 

 Fiscal Impact 

The proposed fee schedule will generate revenue that more accurately reflects the cost to the City for 
providing various services.  Any increase or decrease in revenue that the City may realize will be 
directly related to construction and development activity during any defined period. 

Summary/Conclusion 

Staff recommends the City Council adopt the proposed fee schedule for various Engineering services 
and adopt an Ordinance amending sections 12.040.030, 12.080.040, and 15.62.170 to allow deposits 
to be set by Resolution of the City Council. 

 

Staff is available to provide any additional information desired by the Mayor or City Council 
Members. 

Respectfully submitted, 

    
Timothy J. Nevin Donald W. McVey 
Senior Management Analyst Director of Finance and 
 Administrative Services 

 

Attachments:  Fee Schedule for Engineering Services and Addendum  
  Ordinance Amending Sections 12.040.030, 12.080.040, and 15.62.170 of the Daly 
  City Municipal Code 



ENGINEERING SERVICE
BASE 

FEE
+

UNIT 

FEE
x UNITS

I. SUBDIVISION REVIEWS

Agreements / Map Reviews:

Subdivision Agreement $4,800

Parcel Map Review $2,400 + $80 x (each lot or unit)

Final Map Review $3,200 + $80 x (each lot or unit)

     Map Security Deposit $100 x (each page, refunded when copy of recorded map is provided)

Improvement Plan Reviews [1]:

Improvement Cost (Cost) $100,000 or less [2] $160 + $160 x (each $5,000 of Cost)

Cost $100,001 - $500,000 $3,360 + $120 x (each $5,000 of Cost)

Cost $500,001 or greater $12,960 + $80 x (each $5,000 of Cost)

Improvement Permit and Inspections [3]:

Cost $100,000 or less (30 days to complete) $320 + $320 x (each $5,000 of Cost)

Cost $100,001 - $500,000 (90 days to complete) $6,720 + $240 x (each $5,000 of Cost)

Cost $500,001 or greater (150 days to complete) $25,920 + $160 x (each $5,000 of Cost)

     Improvement Security Deposit / Bond 100% x (Cost)

City of Daly City - Department of Public Works

Fees for Engineering Services
The following fees were adopted by the City Council on February 25, 2013 and reflect the appropriate compensation for the professional work required of 

Engineering staff at a rate of $160 per hour.  Fees, in addition to those listed below, may be required when the service exceeds the typical number of reviews or 

inspections, or requires the services of outside consultants.  If work commences prior to the issuance of a permit, a penalty equal to 100% of the Engineering 

Permit Fee will be assessed in addition to the cost of the permit.  All permits will be assessed an Archive Fee equal to 4% of the cost of the permit as well as a 

Technology Fee equal to 2% of the cost of the permit.

[1] The permit fee includes review of one initial plan and two revisions.  A fee of $160 per hour (rounded to the nearest one-quarter hour) will be applied to 

the permit for additional reviews.

[3] The permit fee includes inspections made during the specified timeline.  A fee of $160 per hour (rounded to the nearest one-quarter hour) will be applied 

to the permit for additional inspections.

[2] Improvement Cost (Cost) is equal to the total construction cost of only those items subject to plan review and inspection by Engineering staff.  Cost shall 

be the higher of the provided valuation by applicant or prevailing unit costs in the Bay Area to include contingency (10%) as well as supervision and contract 

administration (15%).  Cost shall be determined by Engineering staff.
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ENGINEERING SERVICE
BASE 

FEE
+

UNIT 

FEE
x UNITS

II. GRADING AND EROSION CONTROL PERMITS

Plan Reviews [4]:

1,000 cubic yards (c.y.) or less [5] $160 + $80 x (each 100 c.y. more than 100 c.y., or fraction thereof)

1,001 to 10,000 c.y. $880 + $160 x (each 1,000 c.y. more than 1,000 c.y., or fraction thereof)

10,001 to 100,000 c.y. $2,320 + $64 x (each 1,000 c.y. more than 10,000 c.y., or fraction thereof)

100,001 c.y. or greater $8,080 + $48 x (each 1,000 c.y. more than 100,000 c.y., or fraction thereof)

Permit and Inspections [6]:

1,000 c.y. or less (30 days to complete) [5] $320 + $160 x (each 100 c.y. more than 100 c.y., or fraction thereof)

1,001 to 10,000 c.y. (60 days to complete) $1,760 + $320 x (each 1,000 c.y. more than 1,000 c.y., or fraction thereof)

10,001 to 100,000 c.y. (90 days to complete) $4,640 + $128 x (each 1,000 c.y. more than 10,000 c.y., or fraction thereof)

100,001 c.y. or greater (120 days to complete) $16,160 + $96 x (each 1,000 c.y. more than 100,000 c.y., or fraction thereof)

Security Deposits:

     Cleanup Security Deposit $500 minimum

     Grading Security Deposit / Bond 25% x (Grading Cost)

Wet Season Work Authorization $80 x (each week)

III. TRANSPORTATION PERMITS

Oversize Load:

Permit Fees (set by the State of California) $16 x (each trip)

Dirt Hauling:

Permit Fees (per operation) $160 + $0.22 x (each cubic yard per mile)

[6] The permit fee includes inspections made during the specified timeline.  A fee of $160 per hour (rounded to the nearest one-quarter hour) will be applied 

to the permit for additional inspections.

[4] The permit fee includes review of one initial plan and two revisions.  A fee of $160 per hour (rounded to the nearest one-quarter hour) will be applied to 

the permit for additional reviews.

[5] No permit is required if all of the following five criteria are met: the site upon which land area is disturbed or filled is three thousand square feet or less; 

natural and finished slopes are less than ten percent; volume of soil or earth materials stored is fifty cubic yards or less; rainwater runoff is diverted, either 

during or after construction, from an area smaller than one thousand five hundred square feet;  and, no drainage way is blocked or has its stormwater-

carrying capacities or characteristics modified.  [Municipal Code 15.62.080]   Otherwise, fees as listed above will apply.
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ENGINEERING SERVICE
BASE 

FEE
+

UNIT 

FEE
x UNITS

IV. ENCROACHMENT PERMITS

Temporary Encroachment (scaffolding, construction fencing, etc.):

Permit Fees $480 + $80 x (each week more than two weeks)

     Security Deposit $1,000

Long-Term Encroachment (awnings, overhangs, planters, fences, etc.) [7]:

Permit Fees $640 + $80 x (each 25 linear feet more than 35 linear feet, or fraction thereof)

     Security Deposit $1,000

Street Parking / Space Obstruction (renewable every four weeks):

Residential $320

Commercial $320 + $160 x (each week, for the second, third and fourth weeks)

     Security Deposit $500

Temporary Container [8] $160 + $80 x (each week, for the second, third and fourth weeks)

     Security Deposit $150

Traffic Control [9]:

Processing Fee $160

Plan Review Fee $160 x (each hour of plan review)

Inspection Fee (mobile, temporary setup) $240 x (each day)

Inspection Fee (fixed, long-term setup) $640 x (each week)

Traffic Signal Adjustment Fee $160 + $80 x (each intersection per day)

     Security Deposit $1,000

Monitoring Well / Core Drilling / Potholing [10]:

Permit Fees $320 + $320 x (each location)

     Security Deposit $250 x (each location)

[7] The permits are non-transferable and are to be recorded on the property.

[8] Any obstruction permit will not be granted if there is available space on the private property to accommodate the proposed use.  If a permit is granted, 

such obstructions shall be located away from adjacent driveways, fire hydrants, curb returns, and utility access points.

[10] Encroachment permit only.  Additional permits outside of Public Works Engineering may be required depending upon the nature of the work.

[9] Not applicable with Water Service and Sanitary Sewer Lateral.  May be needed in conjunction with other encroachment permits.

Page 3 of 6



ENGINEERING SERVICE
BASE 

FEE
+

UNIT 

FEE
x UNITS

Sidewalk / Curb Drain / Driveway (not longer than 30 days) [11]:

Processing Fee $160

Plan Review Fee $160 x (each hour of plan review)

Sidewalk - 1,000 square feet or less $160 x (each 100 square feet, or fraction thereof, or each location)

Sidewalk - 1,001 square feet or greater $1,600 + $80 x (each 100 square feet more than 1,000 square feet, or fraction thereof)

Curb Drain Under Sidewalk $160 x (each location, includes up to 50 square feet of sidewalk area)

Driveway - single $160 x (each driveway)

Driveway - double $240 x (each driveway)

Driveway - commercial $480 x (each driveway)

Excavation in Unpaved Areas $80 x (each 100 square feet, or fraction thereof, or each location)

     Security Deposit $10 x (each square foot, or $500 minimum)

Street Excavation / Directional Boring (not longer than one week) [12,13]:

Processing Fee $160

Plan Review Fee $160 x (each hour of plan review)

Inspection Fee $320 + $160 x (each 50 square feet more than 200 square feet, or fraction thereof)

     Security Deposit $15 x (each square foot, or $750 minimum)

Water Service:

Permit Fees $160 + $580 x (each service)

     Security Deposit (2" service or less) $2,000

     Security Deposit (greater than 2" service) $3,500

Fire Flow Test and Results $160 + $260 x (each test result)

Sanitary Sewer Lateral:

Within the City right-of-way, within the District $160 + $580 x (each lateral)

     Security Deposit $2,000

Within the City right-of-way, not within the District $160 + $480 x (each lateral)

     Security Deposit $2,000

Not within the City right-of-way, within the District [14] $160 + $100 x (each lateral)

[12] Square feet shall be calculated as total length by a bore pit width of two feet.

[13] The permit fee includes inspections made during the specified timeline of one week.  A fee of $160 per hour (rounded to the nearest one-quarter hour) 

will be applied to the permit for additional inspections after one week.

[11] The permit fee includes inspections made during the specified timeline of thirty days.  A fee of $160 per hour (rounded to the nearest one-quarter hour) 

will be applied to the permit for additional inspections after thirty days.

[14] There may be additional fees required of the North San Mateo County Sanitation District.
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ENGINEERING SERVICE
BASE 

FEE
+

UNIT 

FEE
x UNITS

V. DEVELOPMENT IMPACT REVIEWS [15]

Geotechnical Report:

Review Fees $640 + $320 x (each half acre more than one half acre, or fraction thereof)

Detension Analysis:

Review Fees $320 x (each 3,500 square feet, or fraction thereof)

Storm Drain Study:

Review Fees $640 + $160 x (each hour more than four hours)

Traffic Study:

Project 50,000 square feet or less $1,280 + $80 x (each intersection)

Project 50,001 - 150,000 square feet $1,920 + $40 x (each intersection)

Project greater than 150,000 square feet $2,560 + $20 x (each intersection)

Water System Study:

Review Fees $640 + $160 x (each hour more than four hours)

Sanitary Sewer Study:

Review Fees $640 + $160 x (each hour more than four hours)

VI. BUILDING PERMIT REVIEWS

Plan reviews completed by Engineering staff of building permits administered by the Department of Economic and Community Development require a fee of 

20% of the Building Permit Fee.

[15] The cost of any report, analysis, or study conducted by an outside consultant and coordinated by City staff will be equal to the consultant's fee, plus a 

20% administrative fee.  Fees for reviews completed by Engineering staff are as listed above.  Fees include review of one initial plan and two revisions.  A fee 

of $160 per hour (rounded to the nearest one-quarter hour) will be charged for additional reviews.  Additionally, any review not listed above will be billed at 

the same hourly rate.
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ENGINEERING SERVICE
BASE 

FEE
+

UNIT 

FEE
x UNITS

VII. OTHER REQUESTS

City General Conditions, Standard Specifications & Drawings:

Online at www.dalycity.org free of charge

Binder Picked-up $65

Binder Mailed $70

Capital Project Plans & Specification Books:

Picked-up or Mailed as determined by Engineering staff

Aerial Topographic Maps:

Setup Fee Copy or Plotting $30

Copies of Maps $12 x (each page)

Copies of Documents:

8.5” x 11” (black and white) $0.10 x (each page)

8.5” x 11” (color) $0.25 x (each page)

11” x 17” $1.50 x (each page)

24” x 36” $6 x (each page)

36” x 66” $15 x (each page)

42” x 60” $18 x (each page)

Request for Official Public Records:

All Requests coordinated by the City Attorney's Office

Page 6 of 6
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Fees for Engineering Services – Addendum 

 

ARCHIVE FEE 

 

The Archive Fee is equal to 4% of the cost of the permit.  The percentage was calculated by dividing 

the actual costs of archiving in the Building Division by the total permit revenue.  It is assumed that the 

Engineering Division will experience the same level of costs relative to permit revenue.  The same 

outside vendor will be utilized for a large portion of the scanning and indexing of documents that is 

needed for archiving.  The fee will be reassessed each time Engineering fees are updated. 

 

TECHNOLOGY FEE 

 

The Technology Fee is equal to 2% of the cost of the permit.  The revenue resulting from this fee 

offsets the cost of computer system purchases and technology expenditures related to the issuance of a 

permit within the Engineering Division.  The fee will be reassessed each time Engineering fees are 

updated. 

 

I.  SUBDIVISION REVIEWS 

 

Subdivision Agreement: 

Subdivision agreements are entered into between the City and a Subdivider, at the Subdivider’s 

request, pursuant to Section 66462 of the Subdivision Map Act, which allows for the approval of a 

final subdivision map prior to completion and acceptance of the public improvements required as part 

of the subdivision.  The agreement ensures that the Subdivider will do and perform or cause to be done 

and performed, at Subdivider's own expense, in a good and workmanlike manner, and furnish all 

required materials, all under the direction and to the satisfaction of the City Engineer of the City of 

Daly City, all of the said work and improvements within or without the subdivision. 

Those certain improvements designated and shown as streets, curbs, gutters, sanitary sewers, storm 

sewers, water mains, fire hydrants, sidewalks, and other on- or off-site improvements must be 

reviewed by Engineering staff to ensure that the Subdivider will do all work and furnish all materials 

necessary in the opinion of the City Engineer to complete the improvements in accordance with the 

plans and specifications on file, or with any changes required or ordered by said Engineer, which in 

his/her opinion are necessary or required to complete the work, at no cost to the City. 
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The fee for a subdivision agreement is equal to 30 hours of Engineering staff time.  Such time 

includes: 

1) preparation of the agreement, associated attachments, and exhibits; 

2) coordination with the Subdivider; coordination with other City departments to ensure the 

various fees required by the development are collected prior to approval and that any required 

easements for public facilities, emergency access, and conservation areas are provided; 

3) review and coordination with the City Attorney’s Office; 

4) preparation of City Council Staff Reports; and, 

5) presentation of the item to the City Council. 

Parcel Map Review: 

A parcel map pertains to a subdivision of four or fewer parcels and is prepared in accordance with 

Section 66444 of the Subdivision Map Act.  The fee for a parcel map review is equal to 15 hours of 

Engineering staff time, plus one half hour of Engineering staff time for each lot or unit within the 

subdivision.  Such time includes: 

1) coordination with the Subdivider and their Engineers, Surveyor, and Title Company; 

2) review of reference maps, conditions of approval, and title reports; 

3) technical review of the parcel map and closure calculations, map statements, and certification; 

and, 

4) review and approval by the City Engineer. 

Final Map Review: 

A final map pertains to a subdivision of five or more parcels and is prepared in accordance with 

Section 66426 of the Subdivision Map Act.  The fee for a final map review is equal to 20 hours of 

Engineering staff time, plus one half hour of Engineering staff time for each lot or unit within the 

subdivision.  Such time includes: 

1) coordination with the Subdivider and their Engineers, Surveyor, and Title Company; 

2) review of reference maps, conditions of approval, and title reports; 

3) technical review of the parcel map and closure calculations, map statements, and certification; 

4) review by the City Engineer; 

5) preparation of City Council Staff Reports; and, 

6) presentation of the item to the City Council.  

Map Security Deposit: 

This deposit is taken to ensure that the original subdivision map, borrowed by the Subdivider (or 

Designee) for recordation at the County Recorder’s Office, is returned to the City. The deposit is 

refunded when the original recorded map is returned to the City. 

Improvement Plan Reviews: 

Improvement Plan Review fees are collected to cover the cost of reviews conducted by Engineering 

staff to ensure that proposed improvements include all required public service facilities, comply with 

the conditions of approval set forth by the City Council (when applicable), and meet City standards 

and specifications.  Reviews include coordination with other City departments, Subsidiary Districts 

and other public service providers such as the North County Fire Authority and the Bayshore Sanitary 



    Page 3 of 11 

 

District, to confirm that the proposed improvements meet applicable standards.  Estimated costs are 

also reviewed to establish security deposit and bonding valuations. 

Improvement Permit and Inspections: 

Improvement Permit fees are collected to cover the cost of inspecting projects on a regular basis to 

ensure that improvements are being constructed in a manner consistent with the approved plans, City 

standards, specifications, and requirements; are in compliance with applicable stormwater pollution 

prevention requirements; and, minimize impacts to the surrounding area, the public, and traffic 

affected by the work.  

Improvement Plan Reviews, and Improvement Permit and Inspections: 

As the cost for public service improvements, including streets, sidewalks, curbs, gutters and utility 

installations, are commensurate with the scale of work, a unit percentage cost applied to the cost of the 

proposed improvements is used as a way to quantify the level of effort required by Engineering staff in 

reviewing plans and providing inspection services for larger scale projects.  This is a widely used 

method to assess the fees associated with providing plan review and inspection services to applicants, 

developers, and contractors for larger scale projects. The total estimated cost of improvements reflects 

project character, complication of design, and level of engineering sophistication required to review 

plans of a particular nature. Lower dollar value projects typically require lower levels of coordination, 

detail, and review. Whereas higher dollar value projects typically cover greater areas, require more 

advanced coordination, and greater detailing and review.   

The Improvement Plan Review fee includes the review of one initial plan and two revisions.  An 

hourly fee (rounded to the nearest one-quarter hour) will be applied to the permit for additional 

reviews.  For a project where the Improvement Costs are $100,000, the Engineering staff time is equal 

to 20 hours of review.  For Improvement Costs of $500,000, the Engineering staff time is equal to 80 

hours. 

The Improvement Permit fee includes inspections made during the specified timeline.  An hourly fee 

(rounded to the nearest one-quarter hour) will be applied to the permit for additional inspections. For a 

project where the Improvement Costs are $100,000, the Engineering staff time is equal to 40 hours of 

inspection.  For Improvement Costs of $500,000, the Engineering staff time is equal to 160 hours. 

Improvement Security Deposit / Bond:  

The Improvement Security Deposit or Bond is equal to the total improvement cost. This deposit or 

bond is needed to cover the cost of building and/or implementing all public service improvements and 

other improvements required by the development as depicted in the approved plans and is subject to 

the approval of the City Engineer. 

 

II.  GRADING AND EROSION CONTROL PERMITS 

 

A Grading Permit and Erosion Control Permit is required by Daly City Municipal Code Section 

15.62.070 for grading, filling, storing, or disposing of soil and earth material and for any other land-

disturbing or land-filling activity that may cause erosion.  A permit is not required if all of the 

following criteria are met (as per Municipal Code Section 15.62.080): 
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 The site upon which land area is disturbed or filled is three thousand square feet or less. 

 Natural and finished slopes are less than ten percent. 

 Volume of soil or earth materials stored is fifty cubic yards or less. 

 Rainwater runoff is diverted, either during or after construction, from an area smaller than one 

thousand five hundred square feet. 

 No drainage way is blocked or has its stormwater-carrying capacities or characteristics 

modified. 

Plan Reviews: 

Plan Review fees are collected to cover the cost of reviewing site maps, grading plans, erosion and 

sediment control plans, soil engineering reports, engineering geology reports, estimates and 

supplemental materials, bonds, and securities. 

Permit and Inspections: 

Grading Permit fees are collected to cover the cost of inspecting grading projects on a regular basis to 

ensure that work: 

1) is progressing in a manner consistent with the approved plans, City standards, specifications, 

and requirements; 

2) is in compliance with applicable stormwater pollution prevention requirements; 

3) adheres to proper dust controls and Best Management Practices; and, 

4) minimizes impacts to the surrounding area, the public, and traffic affected by the work. 

This fee also includes completion of additional stormwater inspections required by the City’s 

Municipal Regional Stormwater Permit. 

Plan Reviews, and Permit and Inspections: 

Plan Review and Permit fees are based upon the scope of the grading or land-disturbing activity as 

measured in number of cubic yards.   

The Plan Review fee includes one initial plan review and two revisions.  An hourly fee (rounded to the 

nearest one-quarter hour) will be applied to the permit for additional reviews. For a project of 1,000 

cubic yards, the Engineering staff time approximates 5 hours of review.  For a 10,000 cubic yard 

project, the Engineering staff time approximates 15 hours. For a 100,000 cubic yard project, the 

Engineering staff time approximates 50 hours. 

The Permit fee includes inspections made during the specified timeline.  An hourly fee (rounded to the 

nearest one-quarter hour) will be applied to the permit for additional inspections. For a project of 1,000 

cubic yards, the Engineering staff time approximates 10 hours of inspection.  For a 10,000 cubic yard 

project, the Engineering staff time approximates 30 hours. For a 100,000 cubic yard project, the 

Engineering staff time approximates 100 hours. 

Plan Review and Permit fees assessed for grading projects 1,000 cubic yards or less reflect the level of 

effort required for smaller scale projects of a routine nature that will typically be completed in less than 

30 days.  Larger projects, more than 1,000 cubic yards, typically encompass greater area and may 

realize higher efficiency by utilizing larger equipment. As such, a lower incremental unit fee will 

apply. 
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Cleanup Security Deposit:  

The Cleanup Security Deposit is based upon potential impacts of the work and determined by 

Engineering staff. 

Grading Security Deposit / Bond:  

The Grading Security Deposit or Bond is equal to 25 percent of the total grading cost, an amount 

sufficient to cover the cost to the City to implement unfinished or insufficient erosion protection, 

sediment control, and stabilization activities. 

Wet Season Work Authorization:  

For commencement of land-disturbing or filling activity during the wet season, applicant shall 

demonstrate to the satisfaction of the City Engineer that land disturbance is relatively minor and that 

erosion and sedimentation can be controlled.  For continuation of land-disturbing or filling activities, 

other than installation, maintenance or repair of measures in the interim or final plans, during the wet 

season, permittee must apply for and receive, every five working days, special permission to proceed.  

The City Engineer shall grant permission on the basis of weather forecasts, experience and other 

pertinent factors which indicate the activity may commence or continue without excessive erosion 

occurring.  Applicant/permittee’s failure to obtain permission for wet season activity shall result in the 

imposition of suspension of the work or revocation of the permit. 

 

III.  TRANSPORTATION PERMITS 

 

Oversize Load: 

The City has the authority to issue permits for the movement of vehicles/loads exceeding statutory 

limitations on the size, weight, and loading of vehicles as specified in Division 15 of the California 

Vehicle Code.  The permit fee is established by the State of California. 

Dirt Hauling: 

The permit fee consists of one hour of Engineering staff time, plus a unit fee for each cubic yard 

hauled per mile.  This fee is an efficient way to assess the cost associated with monitoring debris 

transit and its potential impacts upon pollution prevention measures throughout the City. 

 

IV.  ENCROACHMENT PERMITS 

 

Temporary Encroachment: 

Temporary encroachments include scaffolding, construction fencing, or any other encroachment in the 

City right-of-way, typically sidewalks and parking spaces, which are temporary in nature.  The permit 

fee is equal to three hours of Engineering staff time to review the permit application and inspect the 

encroachment.  If the encroachment exists for longer than two weeks, one half hour of Engineering 
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staff time will be applied to the permit for each week thereafter to cover additional inspections. A 

refundable security deposit also applies to the permit. 

Long-Term Encroachment: 

Long-term encroachments include awnings, overhangs, planters, fences, or other encroachments that 

are long-term in nature.  Any such encroachment must be removable in nature in the event that the City 

right-of-way is required for public purposes. The permit fee is equal to four hours of Engineering staff 

time to review the permit application and inspect the encroachment. If the encroachment is longer than 

35 linear feet, one half hour of Engineering staff time will be applied to the permit for each additional 

25 linear feet, to cover additional inspection time. A refundable security deposit also applies to the 

permit. The permits are non-transferable and are to be recorded on the property. 

Street Parking / Space Obstruction: 

Street Parking / Space Obstruction permits on residential streets typically require two hours of 

Engineering staff time for issuance and initial inspections.  The permit may be renewed if the 

obstruction is required for more than four weeks. 

Street Parking / Space Obstruction permits on commercial streets typically require two hours of 

Engineering staff time for issuance and initial inspections.  Due to the typically higher pedestrian and 

vehicular traffic in commercial areas, weekly inspections are required.  If the obstruction in a 

commercial area extends beyond one week, an additional hour will be added to the permit fee for each 

additional week, up to four weeks, as applicable.  The permit may be renewed if the obstruction is 

required for more than four weeks.  A refundable security deposit also applies to the permit. 

Encroachment permits for temporary container Street Parking Obstructions or Space Obstructions are 

renewable every four weeks.  Any temporary container obstruction permit will not be granted if there 

is available space on private property to accommodate the proposed use.  If a permit is granted, such 

obstructions shall be located away from adjacent driveways, fire hydrants, curb returns, and utility 

access points. Permits for a temporary moving or storage container in the public right-of-way typically 

require one hour of Engineering staff time for issuance and initial inspections.  If the container is 

required for more than one week, an additional one half hour will be added to the permit fee for each 

additional week, up to four weeks, as applicable.  Additional charges may apply for obstructions in 

commercial areas. The permit may be renewed if the container is required for more than four weeks. A 

refundable security deposit also applies to the permit. 

Traffic Control: 

Traffic Control permits are not applicable with water services and sanitary sewer laterals.  However, 

one may be needed in conjunction with other encroachment permits.  In those cases, a permit may be 

issued for work affecting traffic operations, lanes, and/or signals. The permit fee includes one hour of 

Engineering staff time for processing.  Plan reviews associated with the permit are charged per hour of 

review at the adopted hourly rate. 

Most permits are issued for mobile/temporary setups that are installed in the beginning of the approved 

work hours and removed by the end of the approved work hours, to maintain traffic during non-

operational hours. The inspection fee is charged at the rate of one and one half hours of Engineering 

staff time per day such measures are planned or in place.   
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Under limited circumstances, a fixed traffic control setup may be permitted long-term.  Such measures 

may include fixed barriers or temporary signals that alter the normal flow of traffic for an extended 

period of time.  The inspection fee is charged at a rate of four hours of Engineering staff time per 

week.  If traffic signals need to be adjusted to accommodate the traffic controls, fees will be charged at 

the rate of one hour, plus one half hour for each intersection per day.   

A security deposit is retained and refunded once work is complete and the City right-of-way has been 

restored to a state deemed acceptable by the City Engineer.  

Monitoring Well / Core Drilling / Potholing: 

A permit may be issued for localized, small diameter excavations (12 inches or less) in the street or 

sidewalk restored on the same day.  The permit fee includes two hours of Engineering staff time for 

review and processing.  Inspection fees are assessed at the rate of two hours of Engineering staff time 

for each location and includes traffic control inspection.  Additional inspection charges will apply for 

locations not restored on the same day.  A refundable security deposit also applies to the permit for 

each location.  Additional permits may be required from other City Departments or regulatory agencies 

depending upon the nature of the work. 

Sidewalk / Curb Drain / Driveway: 

A permit may be issued for repair, replacement, excavation, and restoration in sidewalk areas. The 

permit fee includes one hour of Engineering staff time for processing.  Plan Reviews associated with 

the permit, when required, are charged per hour of review at the adopted hourly rate.     

Inspection fees are assessed based on the extent of sidewalk area excavated or impacted by 

construction and the associated restoration areas.  For 1,000 square feet or less, one hour of 

Engineering staff time will be charged for each 100 square feet, or fraction thereof, or for each 

location.  For more than 1,000 square feet, the incremental unit fee is one half hour of Engineering 

staff time for each additional 100 square feet, or fraction thereof. 

The inspection fee for a curb drain under a sidewalk is equal to one hour of Engineering staff time for 

each location and includes up to 50 square feet of sidewalk area. 

The inspection fee for each single car driveway approach (approximately 8 feet) is equal to one hour of 

Engineering staff time.  The inspection fee for each double car driveway approach (approximately 14 

feet) is equal to one and one half hours of Engineering staff time.  The fee for each commercial 

driveway is equal to three hours of Engineering staff time. 

Excavation in unpaved areas is assessed a charge equal to one half hour of Engineering staff time for 

each 100 square feet, or fraction thereof, or for each location. 

A security deposit equal to one hour of Engineering staff time, plus a per square foot unit charge is 

retained and refunded once work is complete and the City right-of-way has been restored to a state 

deemed acceptable by the City Engineer. 

Street Excavation / Directional Boring: 

A permit may be issued for excavation in and restoration of City streets, typically associated with 

utility installations.  The permit fee includes one hour of Engineering staff time for processing. Plan 

Reviews associated with the permit are charged per hour of review at the adopted hourly rate. 

Inspections are conducted to ensure work is conforming to approved plans. Inspection fees are 
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assessed based upon the extent of street area excavated or impacted by construction.  Fees for 

installations using boring or other “trenchless” methods are calculated as if the work were done using 

open cut methods due to the required potholing of utilities and associated restoration requirements.  If 

excavation and associated restoration is not completed within a one week time frame, then additional 

inspection time will be billed at the applicable hourly rate.  Fees associated with approved no-parking 

zones required for the work are included in the excavation permit.  Fees for traffic control plan review 

and inspection shall apply separately based on the scope and duration of the traffic control measures 

required to facilitate the work. 

A security deposit is retained and refunded once work is complete and the City right-of-way has been 

restored to a state deemed acceptable by the City Engineer. 

Water Service: 

A permit may be issued for the installation, repair, or replacement of water service connections within 

the City right-of-way, from the water main to the water meter.  Water service installation and 

replacement often requires that street, sidewalk, curb, and gutter be excavated and restored so that the 

new service lateral can be connected to the mainline. The permit fee includes one hour of Engineering 

staff time for processing, baseline inspection fees associated with street excavation and inspection fees 

charged by the Department of Water and Wastewater Resources for a certified Water Operator to 

observe the service line installations and connections to the City’s water system.  Water service repairs 

on the building side of the meter require a plumbing permit from the Building Division.  Separate 

charges for water meters are assessed and collected by the Utility Billing Division. 

A security deposit is retained and refunded once piping and meters have been installed correctly and 

the City right-of-way has been restored to a satisfactory state. 

Fire Flow Test and Results: 

This fee is assessed when an applicant requests that a fire hydrant be tested to determine available 

water flows and pressures.  The tests are conducted by staff from the Department of Water and 

Wastewater Resources.  The fee is calculated at the base rate of one hour of Engineering staff time for 

coordination and processing, plus the applicable fees charged by the Department of Water and 

Wastewater Resources for the testing. 

Sanitary Sewer Lateral: 

Within the City right-of-way, and within the District boundary: 

A permit may be issued for the installation, repair, or replacement of sanitary sewer laterals, clean-outs 

and connections, between the sewer main and the building, which includes work in the City right-of-

way.  Sewer lateral installation and replacement often requires that street, sidewalk, curb, and gutter be 

excavated and restored so that the service lateral can be connected to the mainline. The permit fee 

includes one hour of Engineering staff time for processing, baseline inspection fees associated with 

street excavation and inspection fees charged by the North San Mateo County Sanitation District to 

observe the lateral installations, repairs and connections to the District’s Sanitary Sewer System.  

Sewer connection charges are assessed separately by the Building Division.  Plumbing work within the 

building requires a plumbing permit from the Building Division. 

A security deposit is retained and refunded once piping has been installed correctly and the City right-

of-way has been restored to a satisfactory state. 
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Within the City right-of-way, but not within the District boundary: 

A permit may be issued for the installation, repair, or replacement of sanitary sewer laterals within the 

City right-of-way and within the service area of the Bayshore Sanitation District. The permit fee 

includes one hour of Engineering staff time for processing and baseline inspection fees associated with 

street excavation.  A separate permit may be required from the Bayshore Sanitary District for 

inspection of the service lateral installation and repairs.  Sewer connection charges may be assessed by 

the Bayshore Sanitary District. Plumbing work within the building requires a plumbing permit from 

the Building Division. 

A security deposit is retained and refunded once the City right-of-way has been restored to a 

satisfactory state. 

Not within the City right-of-way, but within the District boundary: 

1. A permit may be issued for the repair of sanitary sewer laterals and clean-outs on private 

property, between the sidewalk and the building.  Work in the City right-of-way is not 

authorized under this permit.  The permit fee includes one hour of Engineering staff time for 

processing, and inspection fees charged by the North San Mateo County Sanitation District to 

observe the lateral repairs.  Plumbing work within the building requires a plumbing permit 

from the County of San Mateo. 

 

2. A permit may be issued for the installation, repair, or replacement of sanitary sewer laterals, 

clean-outs and connections, between the sewer main and the building, within the service area of 

the North San Mateo County Sanitation District, but outside the limits of the City of Daly City 

(i.e. Broadmoor, Colma, etc.).  

a. For repair or replacement of existing service laterals that are not associated with new 

construction, remodels and additions, the permit fee includes one hour of Engineering 

staff time for processing, and inspection fees charged by the North San Mateo County 

Sanitation District to observe the lateral repairs.  A separate permit may be required 

from the County of San Mateo, Town of Colma or other jurisdiction for excavation 

within the street right-of-way. 

b. For new construction, remodels, and additions:  Issued to provide service associated 

with building permits issued by jurisdictions other than the City of Daly City, but within 

the service area of the North San Mateo County Sanitation District.  A fee equivalent to 

one hour of Engineering staff time for processing, and District staff time for plan review 

will be collected at application.  Sewer connection charges are assessed separately by 

the Building Division.  District charges for observation of video inspections and lateral 

installation and repair inspections may be assessed as required by the District.  A 

separate permit may be required from the County of San Mateo, Town of Colma or 

other jurisdictions for excavation within the street right-of-way. 

 

V.  DEVELOPMENT IMPACT REVIEWS 

 

Certain developments have the potential to significantly impact the environment, public safety, 

facilities, services, and infrastructure.  Studies are often required to ascertain the needs and demands of 
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such developments as well as any required mitigation measures.  The developer is responsible for the 

costs of the studies, reviews, and mitigation. 

The cost of any report, analysis, or study conducted by an outside consultant and coordinated by City 

staff is equal to the consultant’s fee, plus 20%.  Fees for reviews completed by Engineering staff are as 

listed below.  Any review not listed below will be billed at the adopted hourly rate. 

Geotechnical Report: 

This fee is assessed for the review of Soil Reports, Geotechnical Reports, Engineering Geology 

Reports, and similar documents required for subdivisions, use permits, environmental reports, grading, 

and other construction activities.  The review fee consists of four hours of Engineering staff time, plus 

an additional two hours of staff time per each half acre more than one half acre, or fraction thereof.   

Detention Analysis: 

Most development projects that increase impervious areas are required to restrict storm water flows to 

pre-project levels to minimize the impacts to the City’s storm drain system.  Storm flows in excess of 

the pre-project condition are to be detained and attenuated to the pre-project flow rate. The Detention 

Analysis review fee varies based upon the lot size and added impervious area.  The fee is equal to two 

hours of Engineering staff time for each 3,500 square feet, or fraction thereof. 

Storm Drain Study: 

Projects that have the potential to increase demands on the City’s storm drain system would be 

required to analyze the downstream impacts to the City’s system and identify appropriate system 

improvements and mitigation measures. Base review fees are equal to four hours of Engineering staff 

time and may increase based upon complexity and review beyond four hours. 

Traffic Study: 

Development projects that have the potential to generate a significant number of Average Daily or 

Peak Hour Trips or are located near critical intersections or Congestion Management Program 

Network roads or intersections, or other areas of concern, are required to analyze the traffic impacts 

and identify appropriate system improvements to mitigate the impacts.  The review fee varies based 

upon project size and number of intersections affected.  For projects 50,000 square feet or less, the 

base fee is equal to eight hours of Engineering staff time, and the unit fee is equal to one half hour of 

Engineering staff time per each intersection.  For projects more than 50,000 square feet but no more 

than 150,000 square feet, the base fee is equal to 12 hours of Engineering staff time, and the unit fee is 

equal to one quarter hour of Engineering staff time per each intersection.  For projects more than 

150,000 square feet, the base fee is equal to 18 hours of Engineering staff time, and the unit fee is 

equal to one eighth hour of Engineering staff time per each intersection. 

Water System Study: 

Certain developments have the need to confirm that the City’s water system can supply the water 

needed to support the proposed use including domestic and fire demands.  The study analyzes the 

current system and any required improvements necessary to meet the proposed demands on the system.  

Base fees are equal to four hours of Engineering staff time and may increase based upon complexity 

and review beyond four hours. 
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Sanitary Sewer Study: 

Projects that have the potential to increase demands on the City’s sanitary sewer system are required to 

analyze the downstream impacts to the City’s system and identify appropriate system improvements 

and mitigation measures. Base review fees are equal to four hours of Engineering staff time and may 

increase based upon complexity and review beyond four hours. 

 

VI.  BUILDING PERMIT REVIEWS 

 

Plan reviews completed by Engineering staff of Building Permits administered by the Department of 

Economic and Community Development require a fee of 20% of the Building Permit Fee. 

 

VII.  OTHER REQUESTS 

 

City General Conditions, Standard Specifications & Drawings: 

This information is available on the City’s website at www.dalycity.org.  Binders either picked up at 

City Hall or mailed are assessed a binder preparation fee. 

Capital Project Plans & Specification Books: 

These plans / books require a fee as determined by Engineering staff.  They consist of hard copies of 

plans and specifications of projects put out to bid, and they are prepared on an individual project basis. 

Aerial Topographic Maps: 

A setup fee is required for aerial topographic maps.  Copies of maps require a per page fee. 

Copies of Documents: 

Copies of documents 8.5” by 11” (either black and white or color) require a per page fee.  Copies of 

larger documents require fees roughly equivalent to $1.00 per square foot. 

Request for Official Public Records: 

All requests are coordinated by the City Attorney’s Office. 



ORDINANCE NO.    
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF DALY CITY  
AMENDING SECTIONS 12.040.030, 12.080.040 AND 15.62.170 OF THE MUNICIPAL  

    CODE RE:  ENGINEERING FEES      
 
 The City Council of the City of Daly City, DOES ORDAIN as follows: 
 
SECTION 1. Section 12.040.030 of the Municipal Code is hereby amended to read as follows: 
 
12.04.030 Permit – Application - Deposit 
 
 Any person desirous of breaking up, cutting, excavating, disturbing or undermining any 
public street, sidewalk, curb, right-of-way or public utility area or easement for any lawful 
purpose, shall first file application therefor with the Department of Public Works and deposit 
with the City,  a sum pursuant to the schedule of fees to be established by the City Council by 
resolution.  The city shall thereupon give such person a receipt for the sum so deposited by him, 
specifying therein the place of excavation, the work to be done, and the date the work will be 
done.  Such receipt shall be the authority for such person to proceed with the work therein 
described 
 
SECTION 2. Section 12.08.040 of the Municipal Code is hereby amended to read as follows: 
 
12.08.040 Permittee requirements – Deposits.  
The permits required by Section 12.08.010 shall be granted only to the owner or lessee (or agent 
of either) of the property in front of which the permit is to allow the obstruction to the public 
right-of-way, or to the public utility seeking to construct, modify, or make repairs to its utility, or 
to any licensed contractor performing work in connection with a public utility.  

Every permit shall require the depositing by such owner, lessee or agent, with the city, a sum 
pursuant to the schedule of fees to be established by the City Council by resolution.  Said deposit 
shall guarantee to the city that the permittee will remove, or cause to be removed, all dirt, debris 
and materials of any kind from the street, roadway or sidewalk area, to the satisfaction of said 
department of public works. This removal shall be done immediately upon the completion of the 
construction, alteration or repair of the building, or within the time limit prescribed by the 
permit; provided, however, that if at any time prior thereto the department of public works 
declares that the public interest or convenience requires the removal of same, or any portion 
thereof, then the permittee shall promptly remove or cause to be removed such materials from 
such areas.  Every permit granted as provided in Section 12.08.010, and every permit for 
temporary construction, shall be subject to such condition and guarantee.  
 
SECTION 3. Section 15.62.170 of the Municipal Code is hereby amended to read as follows: 
 
15.62.170 Performance security.  
The applicant shall provide security for the performance of the work described and delineated on 
the approved grading plan in an amount to be set pursuant to the schedule of fees to be  
established by the City Council by resolution.  The form of security shall be one or a 
combination of the following to be determined by the city engineer or his/her authorized 
representative.  



A. Bond or bonds issued by one or more duly authorized corporate sureties admitted 
to provide surety services in the state of California. The form of the bond or bonds 
shall be subject to the approval of the city attorney;  

B. Deposit, either with the city or a responsible escrow agent or trust company at the 
option of the city, of money, negotiable bonds of the kind approved for securing 
deposits of public moneys, or other instrument of credit from one or more 
financial institutions subject to regulation by the state or federal government 
wherein said financial institution pledges funds are on deposit and guaranteed for 
payment;  

C. Cash in U.S. currency. 
 
SECTION 4. Environmental Determination. 

The City Council of the City of Daly City finds and determines that the 
implementation of measures described in this Chapter is in furtherance police 
powers of the City of Daly City, and that these purposes are exempt from the 
provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA); Chapter 3 
(commencing with Section 21100) of Division 13 of the Public Resources Code, 
as provided in categorical exemption Classes 1, 4, 5, 7, 8, 9, and or 21 of the 
CEQA Guidelines (Title 14, California Code of Regulations, Sections 15301-
15329). 
 

SECTION 5. Effective Date and Publication:   This Ordinance shall be in full force and effect 
thirty (30) days from and after its passage.  This Ordinance shall be published 
according to law.   
 

SECTION 6. Severability:  If any section, subsection or sentence of this Ordinance is found by 
a court of competent jurisdiction to be invalid or unlawful, the City Council finds 
and declares that the remainder of this ordinance would be and is enforceable and 
would have been adopted notwithstanding the finding of invalidity as to any 
section, subsection or sentence. 

 
 Introduced this    day of     , 2013. 

 

  Passed and adopted as an Ordinance of the City of Daly City at a regular meeting of the 

City Council of the City of Daly City held on the        day of    , 2013, by the 

following vote: 

  AYES, Councilmembers:         

              

  NOES, Councilmembers:         

  ABSENT, Councilmembers:         

              
 CITY CLERK OF THE CITY OF DALY CITY 
APPROVED: 
 
       
      MAYOR OF THE CITY OF DALY CITY 
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Meeting Date: February 25, 2013 

 
Subject: Setting Time and Place of Public Hearing –Adoption of an Ordinance Amending 
Municipal Code Section 3.12.10, Methods of Procurement 
 
Recommended Action 
 
Set March 11, 2013 as the date for a public hearing to amend Municipal Code Section 3.12.10, 
Methods of Procurement, to revise purchasing limits and required approvals.   

Background 
 

The City Clerk’s Office did not publish the Notice of Public Hearing for February 25, 2013. 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
Staff is available to provide any additional information desired by the Mayor or Councilmembers. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
 

 
K. Annette Hipona 
City Clerk 
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Meeting Date: February 25, 2012 

 

Subject: Adoption of an Ordinance to Amend Municipal Code section 3.12.50, Methods of 
Procurement 

Recommended Action 

Adoption of an Ordinance to amend Municipal Code section 3.12.50, Methods of Procurement, 
to revise purchasing limits and required approvals. 

Background 

In the last Leadership Academy, one of the groups was tasked with applying the LEAN process 
to Daly City’s Purchasing Policies.  This was timely, in that the paperless purchasing module of 
the financial system had just been completed. 

As a result of the Leadership Academy team’s analysis, a number of recommendations were 
developed for improving efficiency and effectiveness.  Many of the items were in the process of 
or scheduled for implementation and have been completed.  A very significant component in 
improving the efficiency of the purchasing process was to increase the purchasing approval 
dollar limits. 

Discussion 

With the retirement of the Central Services/Purchasing Supervisor, the purchasing function has 
become more decentralized.  Product research and pricing has moved to the departments.  
However, Finance continues to monitor each purchase requisition for compliance with the City’s 
purchasing policy and dollar limits.   

Over the last year we have been monitoring the City’s purchasing activity, and it has become 
clear that purchases below $6,000 make up the vast majority of purchase requisitions.  Often 
there is only one vendor that will quote, given the low dollar amount.  This is also very often the 
vendor which the City has previously purchased from.  Little is accomplished in finding a better 
price, but much staff time is expended.   

For purchases from $6,000 to $20,000, vendors have become reluctant to issue written quotes.  
They consider it to be too onerous a requirement to take the time to produce a written document 
when they are unsure whether they will actually get the sale.  Getting any new vendors to 
respond to our bid requests is becoming harder and harder.  They will more often provide a 
verbal quote, or respond via email, which is just as effective for obtaining a competitive price. 

Written quotes beyond $20,000 will still be required, as this seems to be a reasonable threshold 
to obtain quotes in writing.   

Therefore in order to increase the efficiency of the process and more effectively deal with the 
changes in the marketplace, without significantly decreasing the level of control, the following 
changes are recommended. 
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Recommended Revisions to Dollar Limits: 

 Current Limits Annual 
Requisitions 

Proposed 
Limits 

Open Market Purchases, Multiple Quotes 
Encouraged 

$1,200 N/A $6,000 

Requisition Required, Three Verbal 
Quotes (Documented) 

$1,201 - $6,000 250 $6,001 - 
$20,000 

Three Written Quotes Required $6,001 - $60,000 190 $20,001 - 
$75,000 

City Council Approval $60,001 30 $75,001+ 

 

Approval Process: 

As we continue to deal with the effects of the global financial crisis we carefully review and 
track City purchases.  Purchase requisition approvals occur at the department head level, 
budgetary authorization and documentation is verified in Accounting, review is performed by the 
Director of Finance and Administrative Services, with final approval by the City Manager’s 
Office.  No revision to this approval process is being proposed.   

 

Fiscal Impact  

The net impact of revising the purchasing limits and approvals is anticipated to be significant 
savings in processing time for City purchases.  This is difficult to quantify, but it is reasonable to 
assume that at least one hour of staff time, on average, is expected to be saved in the processing 
of each of the approximately 250 purchase requisitions that would have been required under the 
old limits for purchases between $1,200 and $6,000.  Significant time will also be saved in not 
requiring formal written quotes between $20,001 and $60,000, for which approximately 190 
purchase requisitions are processed each year. 

 

Conclusion 

Revising the purchasing limits and approvals will allow Daly City to save significant staff time 
and costs over the current limits, while still providing the proper purchasing controls to help 
insure that the City is receiving the best value for each dollar spent. 
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Staff is available to provide any additional information desired by the Mayor or 
Councilmembers. 

Respectfully submitted, 

 
Donald W. McVey 
Director of Finance and Administrative Services 

 

Attachment: Ordinance Revising Municipal Code Section 3.12.50 
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ORDINANCE NO.    
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF DALY CITY AMENDING  
 SECTION 3.12.050 OF THE MUNICIPAL CODE RE:  METHODS OF PROCUREMENT  
 
 The City Council of the City of Daly City, DOES ORDAIN as follows: 
 
SECTION 1. Section 3.12.050 of the Municipal Code is hereby amended to read as follows: 
 
3.12.050  Methods of Procurement. 
 
A. Small Procurements. Procurements, the cost of which are six thousand dollars or less in 

any one transaction, shall be made in the open market.  No formal requisition is required, 
but a reasonable attempt shall be made to obtain the lowest price. Requirements shall not 
be artificially divided so as to constitute a small purchase under this subsection. 

B. Informal Competitive Bids or Proposals.  

1. Procurements, the cost of which is at least six thousand and one dollars and not 
greater than twenty thousand dollars, shall be made using simplified and cost 
effective operational procedures and forms without use of formal bids. Reasonable 
efforts shall be made to obtain quotes from several sources to ensure receiving the 
best price, and all quotes received shall be documented.  Requirements shall not be 
artificially divided so as to constitute a small purchase under this subsection. 

2. Procurements anticipated to cost seventy-five thousand dollars or less but more than 
twenty thousand and one dollars in any one transaction may be made by informal 
bid or proposal solicitations in accordance with the provisions of this chapter. The 
purchasing officer shall be the awarding authority, and in his or her discretion may 
delegate authority for any purchase or contract to the department heads at 
designated dollar levels. The purchasing officer or delegate shall evaluate the bids 
and determine the most responsible/responsive bidder.  Solicitations may be verbal 
or written, but bids must be in writing.  Where possible, a minimum of three bidders 
should be solicited. Requirements shall not be artificially divided so as to constitute 
a small purchase under this subsection. 

C. Formal Competitive Bids. Procurements anticipated to cost more than seventy-five 
thousand dollars in any one transaction shall be made by issuance of written invitations 
for bids. The purchasing officer shall evaluate the bids and recommend the most 
responsible/responsive bidder for the city council’s consideration.  The city council shall 
be the awarding authority.  The purchasing officer shall execute any and all required 
documents necessary to complete the procurement.  Bid documents shall include, at a 
minimum, the notice inviting bids; instructions to bidders; specifications describing the 
required goods and/or services; bid forms and schedules; any required bond forms and 
proposed contract terms and conditions. 

D. Formal Competitive Proposals. Where the City has defined a situation for which it seeks 
a solution, instead of using a bid, procurements anticipated to cost more than seventy-five 
thousand dollars in one transaction may be made by issuance of written requests for 
proposals. The purchasing officer shall evaluate the proposals and make a 
recommendation to the city council for consideration.  The city council shall be the 
awarding authority.  The solution may be in the form of goods, services or a combination 
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of goods and services and may require exceptional technical knowledge or professional 
expertise beyond that available within the end user. The circumstances may require that a 
contract award be based on factors in addition to price. The purchasing officer may enter 
into discussions with bidders to achieve clarification, full understanding and 
responsiveness to the solicitation requirements, but neither the purchasing officer nor any 
other city employee shall disclose any information derived from proposals submitted by 
competing bidders prior to contract award or rejection, except to city employees directly 
responsible for the procurement. 

E. Alternative Methods of Procurement. Subject to the limitations of this section, the 
purchasing officer shall determine the method for each procurement that is in the best 
interest of the city and in full compliance with this chapter. The purchasing officer may 
use methods of procurement not included in this section on an experimental basis. Such 
methods shall not inhibit fair and open competition, shall not compromise the integrity of 
the procurement process, and shall not be precluded by other requirements of this chapter 
or state law.  

F. Rejection of Bids—Identical Lowest Bid—No Bids Received. In its discretion, the city 
may reject all bids. If all bids are rejected, the city may re-bid, modify the requirements 
and re-bid, or abandon the purchase. If two or more bids are the same and the lowest, the 
city may accept the one it chooses. If no bids are received, the purchasing officer may 
immediately proceed to have the services performed or the goods procured without 
further competitive bidding.  

G. Refusal or Failure to Execute Contract. Should the lowest responsible bidder either refuse 
or fail to execute the contract, the purchasing officer may immediately award it to the 
next lowest responsible bidder.  

SECTION 2. Environmental Determination. 

The City Council of the City of Daly City finds and determines that the 
implementation of measures described in this Chapter is in furtherance police 
powers of the City of Daly City, and that these purposes are exempt from the 
provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA); Chapter 3 
(commencing with Section 21100) of Division 13 of the Public Resources Code, 
as provided in categorical exemption Classes 1, 4, 5, 7, 8, 9, and or 21 of the 
CEQA Guidelines (Title 14, California Code of Regulations, Sections 15301-
15329). 
 

SECTION 3. Effective Date and Publication:   This Ordinance shall be in full force and effect 
thirty (30) days from and after its passage.  This Ordinance shall be published 
according to law.   

SECTION 4. Severability:  If any section, subsection or sentence of this Ordinance is found by 
a court of competent jurisdiction to be invalid or unlawful, the City Council finds 
and declares that the remainder of this ordinance would be and is enforceable and 
would have been adopted notwithstanding the finding of invalidity as to any 
section, subsection or sentence. 
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AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF DALY CITY AMENDING  
 SECTION 3.12.050 OF THE MUNICIPAL CODE RE:  METHODS OF PROCUREMENT  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 Introduced this    day of     , 2013. 

 

  Passed and adopted as an Ordinance of the City of Daly City at a regular meeting of the 

City Council of the City of Daly City held on the        day of    , 2013, by the 

following vote: 

 

  AYES, Councilmembers:         

              

  NOES, Councilmembers:         

  ABSENT, Councilmembers:         

 
              
 CITY CLERK OF THE CITY OF DALY CITY 
 
APPROVED: 
 
       
      MAYOR OF THE CITY OF DALY CITY 
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Meeting Date: February 25, 2013 

 
Subject:  DRAFT BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN MASTER PLAN 

 
Recommended Action 
 
Adopt the Draft Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan. 
 
Planning Commission Discussion 
 
On February 5, 2013, the Planning Commission voted 4-0, Commissioner Sylvester absent, to 
recommend that the City Council adopt the Draft Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan.  
Commissioner Edelman asked if the cost estimates provided in Appendix E included all costs that 
could be associated with the listed projects.  Staff responded that there could be additional costs 
such as right-of-way acquisition, roadway improvement, and similar cost items. Commissioner 
Kelly expressed concern about the need for the City to enforce traffic laws that pertain to 
bicyclists. Commissioner Crump asked if the Plan’s implementation costs would be paid for by 
the City’s capital improvement funds. Staff responded that most of the Plan’s implementation 
costs would be paid for by grants, but that the City could be required to match grant funding.  
There was no public comment on the Plan. 
 
Introduction 
 
In February 2004, the City Council adopted the City’s first Bicycle Master Plan. In order to be eligible for 
certain types of grant funding, including the Caltrans’s Bicycle Transportation Account (BTA), the Plan 
must be updated every five years. While the Draft General Plan identifies the need to update the plan in 
conformance with the five-year update requirement, it also identifies the development of a Pedestrian Master 
Plan to elevate the profile of walking as a mode of transportation and as an attractive recreational 
opportunity.  For this reason, the new Plan contains pedestrian improvement projects and policies, and has 
been retitled the Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan to reflect these additions.  

The Plan was developed in coordination with the City’s Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee 
(BPAC), which completed its review of the Plan in November 2012. In addition to the input from the BPAC, 
the City held a community workshop on December 6, 2012, to obtain public input on the Plan.  The 
feedback from this workshop is summarized in the Public Workshop section of the staff report.  

Discussion 
 
Substantively, the Plan has been updated to reflect current background information, pedestrian and bicycle 
facilities that have been constructed since 2004, and feedback from the BPAC and the public. While the 
policies contained within the Plan largely reflect the bicycle and pedestrian policies prescribed by the City’s 
Draft General Plan, the Plan borrows from the San Mateo County Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan for 
background and policy content, where appropriate.  Key policies/tasks include: 

§ The recognition that transportation improvements (new and retrofit) are opportunities to improve safety, 
access, and mobility for all travelers and recognize bicycle, pedestrian, and transit modes as integral 
elements of the transportation system (see Policy 1 on page 17). 
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§ The assurance that as part of any reassessment of the City’s Development Impact Fee (AB1600) that 

adequate and commensurate money is collected and distributed to City projects involving the expansion 
of Daly City’s pedestrian and bicycle network (see Task 1-4 on page 17). 
 

§ The exploration of amendments to the Zoning Ordinance to provide for maximum setbacks along 
Mission Street and Geneva Avenue, consistent with any City-adopted urban design plan, and which 
disallow parking within any provided front setback area (see Task 3-1 on page 18).   
 

§ Inviting the school districts in Daly City to participate in the Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory 
Committee (see Task 5-1 on page 19). 
 

§ The implementation of an improvement program at Mussel Rock Park to improve the Park as a passive 
recreational area for community use (see Task 6-2 on page 19). 
 

§ The integration of design features into street design and private construction that creates safe and 
inviting environments for people to walk, bicycle, and use public transportation (see Policy 8 on page 
20). 
 

§ The incorporation of multimodal improvements into pavement resurfacing, restriping, and signalization 
operations where the safety and convenience of users can be improved within the scope of the work (see 
Task 8-9 on page 21). 
 

§ The pursuit of Safe Routes to School funding to implement infrastructure improvements that facilitate 
safe travel to school sites (see Task 10-1 on page 22). 

 

The Future Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements Map (Figure BPP-5 on page 15) identifies the proposed 
bicycle and pedestrian improvements that the City hopes to undertake in the coming years.  Key 
improvements have been prioritized in the Plan as follows: 

 

Priority One: John Daly Boulevard – provide signs and pavement markings designating a Class III 
bikeway between Sheffield Drive and Mission Street. The bikeway would connect to an 
existing Class I bike path that extends from Sheffield Drive to Park Plaza Drive. Once 
completed, the bikeway would provide an east-west route that connects the Top of the Hill 
to the Daly City BART station and Westlake Shopping Center. 

 
Priority Two: State Route 82 (Mission Street/San Jose Avenue) – provide signing and pavement 

markings designating a Class III bikeway between the City Limit lines. As part of the 
Grand Boulevard Initiative, a four foot wide area between the travel lane and parking lane 
is provided along most of State Route 82. Once completed, the bikeway would provide a 
north-south route between San Francisco and the rest of San Mateo County. 

 
Priority Three: Geneva Avenue – provide signing and pavement markings designating Class II bike lanes 

between Santos Street and Bayshore Boulevard. Once completed, the bike lanes would 
close the gap between the existing bike lanes on Geneva Avenue (west of Santos Street) 
on Bayshore Boulevard. 
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Priority Four: Junipero Serra Boulevard – provide signing and pavement markings designating a Class 

III bikeway between the southern City Limit and John Daly Boulevard. The bikeway 
would connect to existing Class II bike lanes in Colma. Once completed, the bikeway 
would provide a north-south route between Colma and Daly City BART stations. 

 
Priority Five: Pedestrian connection at John Daly Boulevard/Skyline Boulevard – construct pathway 

from North Mayfair Avenue to the northeast corner of John Daly Boulevard/Skyline 
Boulevard. Construct sidewalk on the north side of John Daly Boulevard between 
Eastgate Drive and Skyline Boulevard. 

 

Public Workshop 
 
The City held a community workshop on December 6, 2012, to present the Draft Bicycle and Pedestrian 
Master Plan to the public and obtain input on the Plan.  The workshop was attended by eight community 
members.  While comments on the Plan were overall supportive, the public offered the following comments 
(comments are in bold italics and the City response follows beneath each comment). 
 

§ There should be a dedicated bicycle lane between Daly City BART to San Francisco State 
University, and bicycle rentals available at the Daly City BART Station. 

 
Most of the public right-of-way between the Daly City BART station and San Francisco State 
University is owned either by BART, Caltrans, or the City and County of San Francisco.  While the 
provision of the bicycle rental vendor within the BART station proper is purely a BART function, 
the Plan has been amended to provide that the City shall fully support the provision of a bicycle 
rental vendor should BART decide to include such a vendor in its facility (see Task 6.3 on page 20). 

 
§ The shoulders on Highway 35 which provide bicycle lanes/routes should be maintained free of ice 

plant which often obstructs safe bicycle passage. 
 

As a State highway, State Route 35 is owned and maintained by the State Department of 
Transportation (“Caltrans”).  While the City is in routine contact with Caltrans regarding this issue, 
the Plan has been amended to include on-going work with Caltrans to ensure that all shoulders 
where bicyclists ride are maintained free of obstructions that could impair bicycle use (see Task 6.4 
on page 20). 

 
§ The City of Daly City should consider colored bicycle lanes in Daly City, similar to the green 

bicycle lanes in the City of San Francisco.  
 

The decision to install colored bicycle lanes is a design and cost consideration which will be made 
on a case-by-case basis as the need for such bike lanes warrants, and as budgets for specific bicycle 
lane improvements allow. 

 
§ The City should consider a pedestrian connection between John Daly Boulevard and Highway 35 

intersection’s southeast corner in addition to that being proposed at the northwest corner. 
 

While a pedestrian connection between the Westlake neighborhood to the southwest of the John 
Daly intersection with Highway 35 to the intersection seems logical given the neighborhood 
population, the provision of a connection at this location would require a pedestrian crossing of the 
heavy-travelled northbound Highway 35 off-ramp to John Daly Boulevard.  The City does not feel 
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that the provision of a crossing at this location could be accomplished safely at this time, and it is 
also unlikely that Caltrans (the intersection owner) would approve such a crossing. 
 

In addition to comments provided at the public workshop, the City has received two comment letters 
pertaining to the Plan.  These comment letters are included within the Draft Plan in Appendix C. 
 
Environmental Assessment 
 
The Plan is exempt from the requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act because the Plan 
itself has no potential to negatively impact the environment.  Should any of the bicycle or pedestrian 
improvements identified in the Plan be implemented, the City will conduct the appropriate environmental 
review related to such improvements prior to the commencement of construction. 

Fiscal Analysis 
 
Appendix E identifies the estimated costs for implementing each of the bicycle and pedestrian 
projects identified in the Plan.  These cost estimates provide direct costs associated with the 
facilities listed and do not include unforeseen costs that could be incurred by the City, for example 
the need to acquire additional right-of-way or prepare the roadway surface for a bicycle lane 
striping.  Staff anticipates that grant funding will help offset a significant portion, if not all, the 
costs associated with the listed projects. 
 
Findings 
 
Staff recommends that the City Council find that the Draft Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan is 
consistent with the goals and objectives of the Daly City General Plan.  Adoption of the Bicycle 
and Pedestrian Master Plan would not be detrimental to the health, safety, morals, comfort and 
general welfare of the city.  These findings are based on the following facts: 
 
1. Staff has reviewed the proposal under the requirements of the California Environmental 

Quality Act (CEQA) and has determined the project will not have a significant impact on 
the environment.   

 
2. The Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan is consistent with all pertinent objectives and 

policies outlined in the Daly City General Plan.  
 
3. The Bicycle Master Plan substantially conforms to the San Mateo County Comprehensive 

Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan (2011) and the Regional Transportation Plan, 
Transportation 2035, prepared by the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC).   

 
4. The Bicycle Master Plan is in compliance the State of California Streets and Highways 

Code Section 891.2 (California Bicycle Transportation Act) in that it addresses items a 
through k identified in Appendix 1 of the Code.  
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Recommended Action  
 
The Staff recommends that the City Council: 
 

1. Adopt the Findings as outlined herein; 
2. Affirm the Environmental Assessment;  
3. Adopted the Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan. 

 
Respectfully submitted, 

 
 
Michael VanLonkhuysen   Brian Millar 
Senior Planner     Director of Economic and Community   
      Development 
 
Attachment 
Draft Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan 
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Introduction 
 
This document is the Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan (BPP) for the City of Daly City, prepared in 
conformance with the State of California Bicycle Transportation Act (BTA) and modeled after the San 
Mateo County Comprehensive Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan (CBPP).  Where appropriate, the Daly City 
BPP borrows from the County BPP for background and policy content. 
 
The primary purpose for the BPP is to better define the future bicycle network identified in the Daly 
General Plan, and to identify additions and improvements necessary to provide a safe and efficient 
network of bikeways and pedestrian facilities.  The Plan establishes priorities for future bicycle and 
pedestrian facilities in Daly City, and is also intended to address the eleven elements required in a State 
of California approved Bicycle Plan, as more fully described in Appendix A.  As a separate policy 
document from the General Plan, the BPP may be more easily amended as necessary to address 
changing conditions in Daly City’s bicycle and pedestrian network. 
 
This plan has been prepared with the efforts of the City of Daly City Bicycle/Pedestrian Advisory 
Committee (B/PAC), which reviewed the draft plan on November 8, 2012.  In addition to the input from 
the B/PAC, the City held a community workshop on December 4, 2012, to obtain public input on the 
need for future bicycle and pedestrian facilities in Daly City.  Additionally, the Planning Commission and 
City Council held public meetings to discuss the BPP prior to the adoption of the Plan. 
 
It is intended that this document be fully integrated into any future long-range plans and capital 
improvement plans of the City of Daly City.  Congruity between future capital improvements and this 
Plan is a requirement of the General Plan Circulation Element Policy CE-18 which requires the continued 
installation of bicycle facilities throughout the City in accordance with the Bicycle Master Plan. 
 

About Daly City 

Daly City is a 7.43 square mile community located at the northernmost edge of San Mateo County. 
Sharing a common border with the City/County of San Francisco, Daly City is known as the "Gateway to 
the Peninsula." The City's area extends from the Pacific Ocean on the west and nearly to San Francisco 
Bay on the east.  It is the largest city in San Mateo County with an estimated population of 102,593 
(Department of Finance, 2012).  

The City's topography, level of development, and high traffic volumes provide the greatest challenge to 
providing a safe environment for bicyclists and pedestrians. There are a limited number of flat or even 
relatively flat through routes in the City, and bicycles must compete for space on these streets with 
automobiles and transit.  In spite of these challenges, much can be done to make bicycling safer and 
more convenient.  A primary objective of the BPP is to provide a comprehensive network of signed and 
mapped routes for bicyclists and provide improvements that expedite travel and improve safety along 
these routes.  Likewise for pedestrians, the City seeks to provide a complete sidewalk and pathway 
system that allow persons both on foot and in walkers/wheelchairs to gain easy access to all parts of the 
City.  In this respect, the City desires to elevate both walking and bicycling as travel modes in Daly City. 
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Importance of Improving Biking and Walking 
 
Research from a variety of disciplines confirms the overwhelming benefits of walking and bicycling to 
community health and stresses the importance of retrofitting a built environment that has largely 
catered to the automobile for the better half of a century.  The San Mateo County Comprehensive 
Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan cites the following significant reasons for making it easier to travel without a 
car: 
 
Congestion Reduction: According to the 2009 National Household Travel Survey, approximately 40 
percent of all trips taken are under two miles –nearly two-thirds of which are taken by car. Other local 
studies have shown that up to 27 percent of morning congestion can be attributed to parents dropping 
their children off at school. These figures strongly suggest untapped opportunity to relieve congestion 
through targeted efforts that convert some or all of these trips to walking and biking. This is bolstered by 
the knowledge that increasing roadway capacity is often neither feasible nor cost-effective for built-out 
urban areas and can actually lead to inducing new vehicle trips.  
 
Economic Competitiveness: Businesses want to attract talent, and increasingly talent is attracted to 
walkable, livable neighborhoods. One survey estimates that 30 percent of all working Americans 
changed or left their job at one point due to the length of their commute. Walkable and bikeable 
communities are also more stable and affordable. Walk San Diego, a community-based California non-
profit, reports that during the housing crash homes in communities deemed ―walkable maintained 
almost five percent more of their value than non-walkable communities with similar neighborhood 
demographics. Eliminating the need to travel by car residents can save an average of more than 
$4,000 per year  — effectively increasing their purchasing power (and the availability of affordable 
housing) without increasing average income.  
 
Environmental Protection: The environmental impacts of driving and its related infrastructure are by now 
well documented and well understood. Whether it is reducing air pollution and emissions of harmful 
greenhouse gases, saving wildlife habitat and available agricultural resources, or addressing stormwater 
flooding and degraded water quality—efforts to reduce vehicle miles travelled (VMT) and demand for 
new roadways by investing in non-motorized travel is and should be a top priority. Under Senate Bill 375, 
the California Air Resources Board identified targets in greenhouse gas reductions in the Bay Area of 7 
percent under 2005 levels by 2020 and 15 percent by 2035. Encouraging pedestrian and bicycle 
transportation will help to achieve these targets.  
 
Public Safety: The Surface Transportation Policy Partnership (STPP) ―pedestrian danger index considers 
pedestrian crashes, population, and overall pedestrian activity. Its 2000 report ranked San Mateo 
County as the fifth most dangerous county for pedestrians in California. The existence of a safety 
problem is corroborated by analysis from this plan that shows a high concentration of crashes along 
streets such as El Camino Real/Mission Street and a disproportionately high number of pedestrian 
crashes among all traffic collisions. Success at making walking safer and more attractive has the added 
benefits of building social cohesiveness among residents and adding eyes on the street – factors that 
also often lead to reductions in crime. 
 
Plan Purpose 
 
The BPP addresses the planning, design, funding, and implementation for a variety of bicycle and 
pedestrian infrastructure projects and programs in three important ways: 
 
First, the BPP provides a new policy framework to guide the implementation and evaluation of this plan. 
This framework includes a long-term vision statement and a set of goals and policies that incorporate 
bicycle and pedestrian issues. 
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Second, the BPP updates and refines the bicycle and pedestrian facilities identified in the General Plan 
Circulation Element. To maximize funding available for bikeway projects, the plan emphasizes projects 
that improve safety, promote access to jobs and activity centers, and which are located within areas of 
higher population density and/or in areas with the greatest need. 
 
Third, the plan establishes geographic focus areas for Daly City’s investment in pedestrian infrastructure, 
based on an analysis of pedestrian activity and need throughout the city.  
 
In adopting the BPP, the City intends to provide a clear prioritization of public improvements that it seeks 
to implement in the near term, and provide, through policies and tasks, a regulatory structure that 
identifies the obligation of private development to undertake bicycle/pedestrian facility improvements. 
 
 

Existing Conditions 
 
This section describes the City of Daly City, its transportation network, and the status of bicycle and 
pedestrian facilities in Daly City as of 2012. By examining existing facilities, connectivity, gaps in the 
bicycle and pedestrian network, accessibility for all users, safety, and barriers to multi-modal travel, key 
opportunities and constraints are identified. 
 
Land Use 
 
The City of Daly City is largely built-out and is made up mostly of residential neighborhoods although 
two urban corridors, Geneva Avenue and Mission Street, two regional shopping centers, and several 
suburban office/retail malls comprise the landscape.  Physically, the City is divided roughly in half by 
Interstate 280, completed in 1955, and there exist significant differences between the eastern and 
western portions of the City divided by the interstate.  While the area east of I-280 is comprised mostly of 
older neighborhoods developed mostly with medium-density single family housing, the area west of the 
interstate is relatively newer, mostly developed after 1949, consisting of lower-density, single family 
homes and higher density apartment complexes concentrated around commercial centers.    
 
In addition, Daly City offers a wide variety of recreational and leisure activities that are available for all 
ages. Public recreation sites span the community, including tot lots and parks, which combined 
encompass approximately 83 acres.  Daly City has seven miles of Pacific coastline, much of which is 
accessible to the public. San Bruno Mountain, with 2,063 acres of diverse parkland, offers spectacular 
views of the entire Bay Area and the Pacific Ocean.  Lake Merced Golf and Country Club is located 
within Daly City and the Olympic Country Club and the San Francisco Golf Club are adjacent to Daly 
City's northern boundary.  
 
Circulation and Transit 
 
Interstate 280 (Junipero Serra Freeway), Routes 35 (Skyline Boulevard) and 82 (El Camino Real/Mission 
Street), and Coast Highway 1 (Cabrillo Highway) all run through Daly City, providing convenient access 
and travel to San Francisco, the Peninsula, and the rest of the Bay Area.   Major arterial roadways in the 
city include John Daly Boulevard, Southgate Avenue, Eastmoor Avenue, and Gellert Boulevard.  In 
addition to the local and regional roadway network, Daly City is served by the following public transit 
systems: 
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Bay Area Rapid Transit (BART)  
 
Daly City Station.  Commencing service in 1973, the Daly City BART station is located at the intersection 
of I-280 and John Daly Boulevard, at the border of San Francisco and San Mateo Counties.  This station is 
used heavily by commuters traveling to downtown San Francisco and the East Bay, as well as students 
attending San Francisco State University located one mile north of the station.   
 
Interstate 280 divides the station area, offering easy auto access, but creating a barrier to walking and 
biking from the north and west.  Travel from the Westlake neighborhood on the north side of John Daly 
Boulevard can be particularly cumbersome.  This is primarily due to the indirect pedestrian route to the 
station caused by Interstate 280 on- and off-ramps, which make the provision of a freeway overcrossing 
on the north side of John Daly Boulevard extremely difficult.   
 
This, in combination with other factors, result in the Daly City station being among the lowest in the BART 
system in the share of commuters biking to the station (BART Station Access Plan, 2002).  It is estimated 
that only 0.5 percent of BART riders get from their homes to the Daly City BART station by bicycle, 
compared to 12 percent by walking and 17 percent by transit.  As a result of the low bike access, bike 
racks tend to be relatively empty. In mid-2002, they were measured to be at an extremely low two 
percent of capacity. Bike lockers, which often require getting on a long wait list at other stations, have 
historically been available at the Daly City station in large quantity. Partly as a result of this low bike 
mode split, the BART Bicycle Access and Parking Plan ranked the growth potential for bikes at Daly City 
as “low”.   
 
There are some inherent difficulties in biking to this station that include the presence of the highway, 
narrow residential streets, the foggy and windy climate, and steep terrain. However, a primary barrier 
may be the absence of dedicated bike lanes leading to and from the station. John Daly Boulevard and 
Junipero Serra Boulevard are both wide arterials that are not conducive to on-street bicycle travel. 
Another barrier may be bicycle access to the BART station from the western and southern 
neighborhoods requires either riding in elevators or taking the stairs at either end of the pedestrian 
tunnel. Riding in the elevators at both ends of the pedestrian tunnel can be time consuming, while 
taking the stairs at both ends is a physical challenge. Improved bicycle access to the BART station 
would greatly benefit bicyclists. 
 
Colma Station.  The second and newer station, the Colma BART station, is located at D Street, east of I-
280 in Unincorporated Colma, adjacent to Daly City.  There are bicycle racks and 22 lockers available 
at the Colma Station.    
 
SamTrans 
 
SamTrans operates an overall fixed route bus system of 82 routes with a service area of 150 square miles.  
SamTrans operates 14 fixed bus routes in Daly City with 14 routes directly serving the BART station.  Four 
of the fixed bus routes have vehicles equipped with handicapped access and one route is an express 
route which runs along Interstate 280 directly into San Francisco.   
 
SamTrans buses are equipped with bike racks, which hold a maximum of two bikes. Two additional bikes 
are still being allowed inside the bus, depending on passenger loads. Only single-rider, two-wheel 
bicycles are permitted. There is no age limit for riders using the bike racks or bringing bikes on board the 
bus.   However, riders must be able to load and unload their bikes without help from the operator.  
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San Francisco Municipal Railway (Muni) 
 
Municipal Railways of the City and County of San Francisco (Muni) operates five routes into Daly City.  
Route 28-19th Avenue and route 54-Felton serve the Daly City BART station, as does the 14-Mission route.  
Routes 8-Bayshore Express and 9-San Bruno serve the Bayshore neighborhood.  Of the three routes that 
serve the Daly City BART station, the 28-19th Avenue has the highest number of passengers.   
 
Pedestrian Circulation 
 
The pedestrian circulation system in Daly City has been determined by the type and extent of land uses 
within the City.  In the older areas of the City, most notably the Original Daly City and Crocker 
neighborhoods, commercial land uses are integrated with residential uses in the form of corner grocery 
stores that are easily accessed by walking rather than driving.  The central location of Mission Street 
within these two neighborhoods also provides the residents with commercial uses within walking 
distance.  However, in the newer areas such as the St. Francis Heights and Serramonte neighborhoods, 
commercial uses are concentrated in small neighborhood serving commercial shopping centers which 
are more easily accessed by automobile or bus, therefore restricting pedestrian access. 
 
There are several hiking trails in Daly City.  Most notably is the coastline trail which runs north to south 
along the Pacific coastline and closely follows the abandoned Highway 1 right-of-way.  Other hiking 
trails in the city are located around San Bruno Mountain and provide access to San Bruno Mountain 
State and County Park.  Although opportunities for new full-length trail development are limited, the 
development of a coastline trail would provide better access to Daly City's scenic coastal resources.  In 
addition, the continued inclusion of pedestrian access easements in new developments located 
around San Bruno Mountain that provide links to the extensive trail system in the San Bruno Mountain 
State and County park would further promote hiking and a recreational activity in the City. 
 
Bicycle Infrastructure 
 
Bicycle infrastructure in Daly City is governed by design standards developed by the California 
Department of Transportation (Caltrans). Figure BPP-1 illustrates Caltrans‘ three types of bikeways as 
defined by the Highway Design Manual: Multi-Use Path (Class I) allows for two-way, off-street bicycle use 
and may be used by pedestrians, skaters, people in wheelchairs, joggers and other non-motorized users. 
Bike lanes (Class II) are defined as a portion of the roadway designated by striping, signage, and 
pavement markings for the preferential or exclusive use of bicyclists. Bike lanes are generally 
appropriate for major arterial and collector roadways and are five to seven feet wide. Bike Routes 
(Class III) are defined as streets shared with motor vehicles and signed for bicyclists. They are 
appropriate for roads with low speeds and traffic volumes, however, can be used on higher volume 
roads that have wide outside lanes or shoulders. 
 
In addition, Shared Roadway Bicycle Markings are included in the California Manual of Uniform Traffic 
Control Devices as an additional treatment for bike routes, and are currently approved in conjunction 
with on-street parking. The shared roadway bicycle marking (can serve a number of purposes, such as 
making motorists aware of the need to share the road with bicyclists, showing bicyclists the direction of 
travel, and, with proper placement, reminding bicyclists to bike further from parked cars to prevent 
“dooring” collisions. 
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Figure BPP-1: Caltrans Design Standards for Bicycle Facilities 
 

    
 
Source:  San Mateo County Comprehensive Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan 
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Existing bicycle facilities in Daly City consist of the following: 
 

 Class I off-street path along the south side of John Daly Boulevard (between Ashland Drive and 
Sheffield Drive) 

 Class II bicycle lane on Lake Merced Boulevard (between Glenwood Avenue and John Muir 
Drive) 

 Class II bicycle lane on Southgate Avenue (between Crestwood Drive and St. Francis Boulevard) 
 Class II bicycle lane on Serramonte Boulevard (between Callan Boulevard and Serramonte West 

entrance) 
 Class II bicycle lane on Gellert Boulevard (between Hickey Boulevard and King Drive) 
 Class II bicycle lane on Callan Boulevard (between Serramonte Boulevard and King Drive) 
 Class II bicycle lane on King Drive (between Skyline Boulevard and Junipero Serra Boulevard) 
 Class II bicycle lane on Westmoor Avenue (between Southgate Avenue and Baldwin Avenue) 
 Class III bicycle route on Southgate Avenue (between St. Francis Boulevard and Junipero Serra 

Boulevard 
 Class III bicycle route on Gellert Boulevard (between Serramonte Boulevard and Hickey 

Boulevard) 
 Class III bicycle route on Callan Boulevard (between Southgate Avenue and Serramonte 

Boulevard) 
 Class III on Skyline Highway 

 
Pedestrian Infrastructure  
 
Pedestrian infrastructure addressed by this Plan includes shared use paths, pedestrian-only paths, 
bicycle and pedestrian bridges, sidewalks, and other public spaces. Depending on the location and 
available right-of-way, sidewalks consist of one or multiple zones (see Figure BPP-1). Each zone is defined 
by the predominant activity or feature that occurs there. The Americans with Disabilities Act Accessibility 
Guidelines (ADAAG) governs the minimum design for pedestrian facilities in the public right-of-way, and 
requires a minimum clear width of 36 inches.  
 

Figure BPP-2: Sidewalk Zones 
 

 
 

Source:  San Mateo County Comprehensive Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan 
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Pedestrian support facilities include amenities and infrastructure supporting pedestrian travel. Support 
facilities include, but are not limited to, pedestrian countdown signals and push-buttons, crosswalk 
markings, warning signage, street furniture, lighting, and wayfinding signage. Support facilities for 
pedestrians include wayfinding and signage, street furniture, street trees and pedestrian scale lighting. 
Providing amenities for pedestrians along their route makes for a more enjoyable and comfortable  
walking experience, thus encouraging more walking. Amenities are an essential aspect of street 
infrastructure that makes pedestrians a priority within the streetscape. These elements enhance the 
pedestrian realm by serving as functional aspects that serve the needs of walkers while enhancing the 
character of the street. 
 
Safety and Education Programs 

 
Naturally, education is a key component of promoting cycling because it can help reduce accidents 
and increase cyclist’s confidence and urban riding skills.  Teaching children riding skills can improve their 
safety now, and encourage them to ride more in the future. 
 
 
Education Programs 
 
The Daly City Police Department offers a comprehensive 
Youth Bicycle Safety Program for the residents of Daly City.  
In addition, as part of a comprehensive traffic safety 
program, the Police Department visits elementary schools 
throughout the year, offering “Bicycle Rodeos”, where 
children are taught to ride their bicycles safely through a 
combination of classroom learning, reviewing safety videos, 
and a planned obstacle course.  Rodeos are valuable for 
young "pre-bicycle-driving" children and also for reaching 
parents and encouraging helmet use and proper fitting.  
Bicycle helmets were provided to those in need, free of 
charge. In addition, an essay contest on bike safety is held, 
with winners of the contest receiving a free bicycle. 
 
The Police Department’s Neighborhood Resource Officers and Community Policing Unit work with local 
school districts to develop a bicycle helmet policy, and provide bicycle safety inspections and 
information on bike and pedestrian safety.   

Accident Rates 
 
Accident data provided by the Daly City Police Department indicate that during the four-year period 
between January 2009 and May 2012, there were 39 auto-related accidents involving a bicyclist, five of 
which resulted in severe injury.  There were no fatal injuries during this period.  Similarly, during the same 
period, there were 181 auto accidents involving pedestrians, 25 of which resulted in severe injury.  The 
sole fatality during this time period occurred at the intersection of Skyline Drive and Hickey Boulevard.  
One of the main objectives of the City’s Comprehensive Traffic Safety Program is to reduce the number 
of bicycle accidents, especially those involving children. The locations of the bicycle and pedestrian 
accidents are identified in Figures BPP-3 and BPP-4, respectively.   
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Figure BPP-3 
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Figure BPP-4 
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Proposed Bicycle Facilities 
 
The Bicycle Network Map provided in Figure X illustrates both existing bicycle facilities and proposed 
bicycle facility improvements, together with pedestrian improvements identified in the General Plan 
Circulation Element. The following criteria were used to select the bikeways designated on the map: 

 
1. Curb-to-curb street width; 
2. Topography; 
3. Traffic volumes and speeds; 
4. Amount of side conflict (driveways, side streets); 
5. Number of destinations served (BART stations, schools, libraries, parks, commercial centers 

and/or employment centers); and 
6. Integration and connectivity to and/or comprise part of an existing, planned, or proposed 

County, Regional, and Bay Trail bikeway system. 
 
The following identifies the City’s top five priorities in implementing the bicycle and pedestrian 
improvements identified in Figure X.  The purpose for this prioritization is to allow the City to determine 
how best to utilize limited funds and implement efforts where they will provide the greatest community 
benefits.  
 
Priority One: John Daly Boulevard – provide signing and pavement markings designating a Class III 

bikeway between Sheffield Drive and Mission Street. The bikeway would connect to an 
existing Class I bike path. Once completed, the bikeway would provide an east-west 
route that connects the Top of the Hill to the Daly City BART station and Westlake 
Shopping Center. 

 
Priority Two: State Route 82 (Mission Street/San Jose Avenue) – provide signing and pavement 

markings designating a Class III bikeway between the City Limit lines. As part of the 
Grand Boulevard Initiative, a four foot wide area between the travel lane and parking 
lane is provided along most of State Route 82. Once completed, the bikeway would 
provide a north-south route between San Francisco and the rest of San Mateo County. 

 
Priority Three: Geneva Avenue – provide signing and pavement markings designating Class II bike 

lanes between Santos Street and Bayshore Boulevard. Once completed, the bike lanes 
would close the gap between the existing bike lanes on Geneva Avenue (west of Santos 
Street) and on Bayshore Boulevard. 

 
Priority Four: Junipero Serra Boulevard – provide signing and pavement markings designating a Class 

III bikeway between the City Limit and John Daly Boulevard. The bikeway would connect 
to existing Class II bike lanes in Colma. Once completed, the bikeway would provide a 
north-south route between Colma and Daly City BART stations. 

 
Priority Five: Pedestrian connection at John Daly Boulevard/Skyline Boulevard – construct pathway 

from North Mayfair Avenue to the northeast corner of John Daly Boulevard/Skyline 
Boulevard. Construct sidewalk on the north side of John Daly Boulevard between 
Eastgate Drive and Skyline Boulevard. 
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Figure BPP-5 
FUTURE BICYCLE AND 
PEDESTRIAN 
IMPROVEMENTS 
 
Bicycle improvements: 
 

 
 

Pedestrian improvements: 
 

 
 

CITY OF DALY CITY 
BICYCLE AND 
PEDESTRIAN 

MASTER PLAN 
 

 





 

 
 

City of Daly City | Draft Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan  17 
  

Goals, Policies, and Tasks 
 
This chapter presents the goal, policies, and specific tasks to support bicycling and walking in Daly 
City, and to effectively implement the physical improvements necessary to achieve an effective 
bicycle and pedestrian network in Daly City. 
 
 
Goal 
 
The following goal reflects an end-condition which communicates what bicycling and walking will be 
like in Daly City in the future upon implementation of projects contained in the BPP: 
 

Daly City has an interconnected system of safe, convenient and universally 
accessible bicycle and pedestrian facilities, for both transportation and 
recreation. These facilities provide access to jobs, homes, schools, transit, 
shopping, community facilities, parks and regional trails throughout Daly City. At 
the same time, the City has strengthened its network of vibrant, higher-density, 
mixed-use and transit-accessible neighborhoods, that enable people to meet 
their daily needs without access to a car. As a result, many more people in Daly 
City ride bicycles and walk, making our transportation system more balanced, 
equitable and sustainable. More bicycling and walking have reduced 
automobile dependence, traffic congestion, pollution and the county’s carbon 
footprint while increasing mobility options, promoting healthy lifestyles, saving 
residents money and fostering social interaction. 
 

 
Policies and Tasks 
 
The following policies and tasks reflect all of the policies and tasks contained within the City’s General 
Plan Circulation Element pertaining to bicycles and pedestrians. The eleven policies presented here 
are broad statements of purpose, each addressing separate topic designed to support 
implementation of the long-term vision for bicycling and walking in the county. The goals set the 
overall directions for efforts to improve non-motorized transportation 

 
Policy 1: View transportation improvements (new and retrofit) as opportunities to improve safety, 

access, and mobility for all travelers and recognize bicycle, pedestrian, and transit 
modes as integral elements of the transportation system (see General Plan Circulation 
Element Policy CE-13). 

 
 Task 1-1: As part of the comprehensive infrastructure and streetscape plan for the 

Geneva Avenue Corridor (see Task LU-2.1B), ensure that both public and private 
improvements provide significant accommodation of both pedestrian and bicycle 
transportation modes (see General Plan Circulation Element Policy CE-13.1).   

 
Task 1-2: Continue to the participate in the effort of the Grand Boulevard Initiative 
for Mission Street and, when considering the design of Mission Street pedestrian 
improvements, seek to implement the street design guidelines identified by the Grand 
Boulevard Multimodal Transportation Corridor Plan (see General Plan Circulation 
Element Policy CE-13.2). 
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Task 1-3: Consider impacts to the existing and future bicycle and pedestrian 
network when completing environmental review for private development projects, and 
require mitigation measures where necessary and reasonable to ensure that these 
systems are not impacted (see General Plan Circulation Element Policy CE-13.3). 
 
Task 1-4: Ensure that as part of any reassessment of the City’s Development 
Impact Fee (AB1600) that adequate and commensurate money is collected and 
distributed to City projects involving the expansion of Daly City’s pedestrian and bicycle 
network.  The amount of this allocation shall be determined at the time of the fee 
reassessment, should a reassessment occur (see General Plan Circulation Element 
Policy CE-13.4). 
 
Task 1-5: As part of the effort to unify the Zoning Ordinance into a more broad set 
of development regulations (as identified in Policy LU 4.1C), review the City’s public 
improvement (i.e., street, curb, sidewalk) standards to ensure that safe and effective 
bicycle and pedestrian circulation is accommodated to the same extent as the 
automobile (see General Plan Circulation Element Policy CE-13.5). 
 

Policy 2: Actively comment on the environmental reviews completed by other public agencies 
and quasi-public agencies desiring to undertake projects within Daly City in an effort to 
ensure impacts to pedestrian and bicycle circulation systems are not impacted (see 
General Plan Circulation Element Policy CE-14). 

 
Task 2-1: As part of any City involvement in or comments provided for the 
Geneva Avenue connection with the Candlestick Highway 101 Interchange and/or 
redevelopment of the Brisbane Baylands, work toward the inclusion of the both 
pedestrian and bicycle transportation modes that, at a minimum, extend those 
identified in the Geneva Avenue infrastructure plan, and/or Daly City Bicycle Route 
Map (see General Plan Circulation Element Policy CE-14.1).   

 
Policy 3: Ensure the new buildings along Mission Street and Geneva Avenue are situated so that 

they are easily accessible by pedestrians (see General Plan Circulation Element Policy 
CE-15).   

 
Task 3-1: Explore amendments to the Zoning Ordinance to provide for maximum 
setbacks along Mission Street and Geneva Avenue, consistent with any City-adopted 
urban design plan, and which disallow parking within any provided front setback area 
(see General Plan Circulation Element Policy CE-15.1).   

 
Task 3-2: Amend the Zoning Ordinance to require, in new development projects 
located along either Mission Street or Geneva Avenue, that all parking spaces 
provided for projects located be either underground or placed behind buildings (see 
General Plan Circulation Element Policy CE-15.2). 

 
Policy 4: Strengthen pedestrian access between and within residential areas and schools, 

commercial areas, recreational facilities, transit centers, and major activity centers in 
the City (see General Plan Circulation Element Policy CE-16). 

 
Task 4-1: Ensure that the prioritized bicycle and pedestrian improvements 
identified in the Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan are included in the City’s Capital 
Improvement Program (CIP). 

 
Task 4-2: Improve pedestrian safety by providing adequate separation of 
pedestrian and motor vehicle traffic.  This includes making provisions for sidewalks on 
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newly constructed or existing roads and constructing pedestrian overcrossings in areas 
of heavy pedestrian and vehicular traffic (see General Plan Circulation Element Task 
CE-16.3). 

 
Task 4-3: Make street crossings easier and more accessible to pedestrians by 
widening sidewalks, medians, installing bulb-outs, and/or allowing more time for 
pedestrians to cross the street (see General Plan Circulation Element Task CE-16.4).  
 
Task 4-4: Consider developing parking lot design guidelines for shopping center 
parking lots exceeding a certain size that maximizes safe pedestrian access from 
perimeter sidewalks, parking lots to storefronts, and between storefronts (see General 
Plan Circulation Element Task CE-16.5). 
 
Task 4-5: Work with BART on providing safe pedestrian access to and from the 
Daly City BART Station that utilizes existing street level crossings on John Daly Boulevard 
and maximizes either existing or future grade separated crossing(s) at this location (see 
General Plan Circulation Element Task CE-16.6). 
 
Task 4-6: Evaluate increasing the City standard for new sidewalk construction to 
at least five (5) feet wide in an effort to increase sidewalk usability for pedestrians with 
strollers, wheelchairs, and other walking assistance devices (see General Plan 
Circulation Element Task CE-16.7).   
 
Task 4-7: Explore amendments to the Zoning Ordinance which would require 
increased sidewalk dedication along roadways where existing sidewalk width has been 
determined by the City to be inadequate and/or less than optimal (see General Plan 
Circulation Element Task CE-16.8). 
 
Task 4-8: Require as a condition of development/redevelopment project 
approval the provision of sidewalks and wheelchair ramps where lacking, repair or 
replacement of damaged sidewalks, and sidewalks that link directly to building 
entrances (see General Plan Circulation Element Task CE-16.9). 

 
Task 4-9: Develop a policy which minimizes the number of curb-cuts along arterial 
and collector roadways (see General Plan Circulation Element Task CE-16.10). 
 

Policy 5: Work with local school districts to implement projects and activities that promote 
walking to school among students, parents, and staff (see General Plan Circulation 
Element Policy CE-17).   

 
 Task 5-1: Invite school districts in Daly City to participate in the Bicycle and 

Pedestrian Advisory Committee (see General Plan Circulation Element Task CE-17.1). 
 

Policy 6: Continue to install and maintain bicycle facilities throughout the city (see General Plan 
Circulation Element Policy CE-18). 

 
Task 6-1: Implement bicycle route improvements, which include signing, striping, 
paving and provision of bicycle facilities at employment sites, shopping centers, 
schools, and public facilities (see General Plan Circulation Element Task CE-18.2). 
 
Task 6-2: Program for and undertake improvements to develop Mussel Rock Park 
as a passive recreational area for community use (see also General Plan Resource 
Management Task RME-12.1. All improvements within the Park shall be in substantial 
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conformance with a Public Access Management Plan prepared for the site which shall 
include the following: 
 
1. Public access paths provided in such a way as to ensure connectivity, maximize 

utility, and provide access along the entirety of the park site.  
 
2. Public access amenities (such as benches, table and chairs, bicycle racks, trash 

and recycling receptacles, etc.), including benches in the public view overlook at 
appropriate locations. 

 
3. Public access signs to facilitate, manage, and provide public access to the park, 

including the provision of directional signs.  
 
4. At a minimum, two interpretive panels relevant to the site shall be provided at 

locations that maximize their utility. 
 
Task 6-3: Fully support the provision of a bicycle rental vendor should BART decide 
to include such a vendor in its facility. 
 
Task 6-4: Continue to work with Caltrans to ensure that all shoulders where 
bicyclists ride are maintained free of obstructions that could impair bicycle use. 
 

Policy 7: Take proactive steps to ensure that owning and using a bicycle in Daly City is a viable 
transportation option (see General Plan Circulation Element Policy CE-13). 
 
Task 7-1: Require the provision of secure covered bicycle parking for large 
multifamily residential, commercial and office/institutional uses, and other key 
destinations, including public facilities such as transit stations.  The requirement for such 
provision shall be detailed in the Zoning Ordinance and may be implemented through 
either code compliance during major remodel or environmental review undertaken as 
a part of the California Environmental Quality Act (see General Plan Circulation 
Element Task CE-19.1). 
 
Task 7-2: Encourage provision of showers and lockers for employees as a part of 
all non-residential development by providing within the Zoning Ordinance a pre-
specified parking reduction for projects that provide such facilities in perpetuity (see 
General Plan Circulation Element Task CE-19.2). 
 
Task 7-3: Pursue regional funding and other sources for new bikeways to the 
extent possible under federal and State law (see General Plan Circulation Element Task 
CE-19.3). 
 
Task 7-4: Work with transit providers to ensure that transit facilities are equipped 
with adequate bicycle carrying capacity (see General Plan Circulation Element Task 
CE-19.4). 
 
Task 7-5: Work with local school districts to implement projects and activities that 
promote bicycling to school among students, parents, and staff (see General Plan 
Circulation Element Task CE-19.5). 

 
Policy 8:  Integrate Complete Streets infrastructure and design features into street design and 

private construction to create safe and inviting environments for people to walk, 
bicycle, and use public transportation (see General Plan Circulation Element Policy CE-
20). 
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Task 8-1: In the design of any new roadway and as a part of any development review, 
ensure that adequate infrastructure is included that promotes a safe and convenient 
means of travel for all users.  This shall include the provision of sidewalks, shared use 
paths, and, where practical, bicycle lanes (see General Plan Circulation Element Task 
CE-20.1).   
 
Task 8-2: In the review of new residential subdivisions, ensure that sidewalks are 
provided on both sides of the street where site conditions allow, whether the new street 
is public or private.  Where determined feasible by the City and where minimum lot size 
can be maintained, new residential development shall provide separated sidewalks to 
ensure the comfortable and attractive sidewalks.  The City shall update and provide a 
standard cross-section for separated sidewalk to developers (see General Plan 
Circulation Element Task CE-20.2).   
 
Task 8-3: Require that new subdivisions be designed to minimize the use of cul-de-
sacs, unless pedestrian connections are provided in perpetuity between cul-de-sac 
ends (see General Plan Circulation Element Task CE-20.3). 
 
Task 8-4: Require during the design review of all new public or private parking lots 
and driveways the incorporation of raised sidewalks providing access from the City 
sidewalk adjoining the development to site interior or, in the case of non-residential 
development, to the proposed store- or office-front(s) (see General Plan Circulation 
Element Task CE-20.4).   

 
Task 8-5: Include infrastructure in new public roadway projects that facilitates safe 
crossing of the right-of-way, such as accessible curb ramps, crosswalks, refuge islands, 
and, where necessary, pedestrian signals; such infrastructure must meet the needs of 
people with different types of disabilities and people of different ages (see General 
Plan Circulation Element Task CE-20.5).   
 
Task 8-6: Give strong consideration to mid-block pedestrian crossings where these 
crossings can be implemented safely and provide facilitate a direct pedestrian 
connection between properties and uses (see General Plan Circulation Element Task 
CE-20.6).  

 
Task 8-7: As a part of all new development, require, where appropriate, the 
provision of pedestrian-oriented signs, pedestrian-scale lighting, benches, and other 
street furniture so as to make non-motorized forms of travel comfortable and attractive 
alternatives to the automobile.   Where necessary in new development, the City may 
require additional sidewalk and/or right-of-way width to accommodate these 
amenities (see General Plan Circulation Element Task CE-20.7). 
 
Task 8-8: Ensure that sidewalks, crosswalks, public transportation stops and 
facilities, and other aspects of the transportation right-of-way are compliant with the 
Americans with Disabilities Act and meet the needs of people with different types of 
disabilities, including mobility impairments, vision impairments, hearing impairments, and 
others (see General Plan Circulation Element Task CE-20.8). 

 
Task 8-9: Incorporate multimodal improvements into pavement resurfacing, 
restriping, and signalization operations where the safety and convenience of users can 
be improved within the scope of the work (see General Plan Circulation Element Task 
CE-20.9). 
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Task 8-10 In any assessment, collection, and/or distribution of AB1600 funds, 
consider the implementation of City projects that further the provision of Complete 
Streets in Daly City (see General Plan Circulation Element Task CE-20.10). 
 
 

Policy 9:  Provide children with safe and appealing opportunities for walking and bicycling to 
school in order to decrease rush hour traffic and fossil fuel consumption, encourage 
exercise and healthy living habits in children, and reduce the risk of injury to children 
through traffic collisions near schools (see General Plan Circulation Element Policy CE-
21). 

 
Task 9-1: Work with the school districts in Daly City to pursue encouragement 
programs such as Walk and Bike to School Days, as well as “Walking School Bus”/“Bike 
Train” programs at elementary schools, where parents take turns accompanying a 
group of children to school on foot or via bicycle (see General Plan Circulation Element 
Task CE-21.1). 
 
Task 9-2: Work with the school districts in Daly City and advocates to obtain Safe 
Routes to School funding to implement educational programs (see General Plan 
Circulation Element Task CE-21.2). 
 
Task 9-3: Work with the school districts in Daly City to encourage educational 
programs that teach students safe walking and bicycling behaviors, and educate 
parents and drivers in the community about the importance of safe driving (see 
General Plan Circulation Element Task CE-21.3). 
 
Task 9-4: Enforce speed limits and traffic laws, assist in ensuring safe crossings, and 
promote safe travel behavior within the schools (see General Plan Circulation Element 
Policy Task CE-21.4). 

 
Policy 10:  Prioritize safety and roadway improvements around schools (see General Plan 

Circulation Element Policy CE-22). 
 

Task 10-1: Pursue Safe Routes to School funding to implement infrastructure 
improvements that facilitate safe travel to school sites (see General Plan Circulation 
Element Task CE-22.1). 
 
Task 10.2:   Include specific improvements for Mussel Rock Park in the City’s Capital 
Improvement Program.   
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California law requires that bicycle plans prepared by local jurisdictions include eleven distinct 
components in order to qualify for funding from the State Bicycle Lane Account under the California 
Bicycle Transportation Act.  This appendix details how this plan conforms to the State’s requirements. 
. 
a) The estimated number of existing bicycle commuters in the plan area and the estimated increase in 

the number of bicycle commuters resulting from implementation of the plan. 
 

According to the 2010 Census transportation-to-work data, only 0.1 percent of Daly City’s 
population commuted to work by bicycle.  These numbers do not take into account trips by school 
children. Likely reasons for the relatively low number of bicycle commuters including the following: 
 
 Absence of designated bicycle routes within the City; 
 Alternative modes of transportation (BART, SamTrans, Muni) may be limiting the appeal of 

bicycle commuting; and 
 Steep grades 

 
The City estimates that the implementation of key bicycle lanes and routes could increase bicycle 
ridership in those neighborhoods served by these future routes and lanes.  While the existing numbers 
of bicycle users is not precisely known, the City estimates that the extensive route and lane 
improvements identified in the plan could increase ridership by between 15 and 20 percent.   

 
b) A map and description of existing and proposed land use and settlement patterns which shall 

include, but not be limited to, locations of residential neighborhoods, schools, shopping centers, 
public buildings, and major employment centers. 

 
The Daly City General Plan includes a map and description of land uses, in addition to information 
on population and density.  The City’s general plan is hereby incorporated by reference into the 
City’s Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan. 

 
c) A map and description of existing and proposed bikeways. 
 

Daly City’s existing bikeways are described in the Proposed Bicycle Facilities section of this 
document, and shown in Figure BPP-5 of this Plan.  The proposed bikeways are described in this 
section and map. 

 
d) A map and description of existing and proposed end-of-trip bicycle parking facilities. These shall 

include, but not be limited to, parking at schools, shopping centers, public buildings, and major 
employment centers. 

 
An inventory of bicycle parking facilities is provided in Appendix B. 

 
e) A map and description of existing and proposed bicycle transport and parking facilities for 

connections with and use of other transportation modes. These shall include, but not be limited to, 
parking facilities at transit stops, rail and transit terminals, ferry docks and landings, park and ride 
lots, and provisions for transporting bicyclists and bicycles on transit or rail vehicles or ferry vessels. 

 
Facilities for transportation connections are described in the Existing Conditions section of the Draft 
Plan.  Also, please see Appendix B, Bicycle Parking Facilities.  

 



 

 

f) A map and description of existing and proposed facilities for changing and storing clothes and 
equipment. These shall include, but not be limited to, locker, restroom, and shower facilities near 
bicycle parking facilities. 

 
There are currently no changing facilities available other than those voluntarily provided by 
employers. 

 
g) A description of bicycle safety and education programs conducted in the area included within the 

plan, efforts by the law enforcement agency having primary traffic law enforcement responsibility in 
the area to enforce provisions of the Vehicle Code pertaining to bicycle operation, and the resulting 
effect on accidents involving bicyclists. 

 
Bicycle accident statistics and City-sponsored safety and education programs are discussed in the 
Existing Conditions section of the plan. 

 
h) A description of the extent of citizen and community involvement in development of the plan, 

including, but not limited to, letters of support. 
 

This plan was developed through a public participation process that included the City’s Bicycle 
Pedestrian Advisory Committee (BPAC), which discussed the plan components in July and 
November 2012.  The Committee refined the Draft Plan and, together with City staff, established a 
list of priority projects.  A public workshop was to discuss the Draft Plan was held in December 2012.  
A copy of the comment letters provided as an outcome of the workshop is provided in Appendix C. 

 
i) A description of how the bicycle transportation plan has been coordinated and is consistent with 

other local or regional transportation, air quality, or energy conservation plans, including, but not 
limited to, programs that provide incentives for bicycle commuting.  

 
Appendix D describes the relationship between this Bicycle Plan and local and regional 
transportation, air quality, and energy plans including the Daly City General Plan, the San Mateo 
County Comprehensive Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan (March 2011), the Countywide Transportation 
Plan, and San Mateo County Congestion Management Program.  This Bicycle Plan is compatible 
with all of the above plans. 

 
j) A description of the projects proposed in the plan and a listing of their priorities for implementation. 
 

Descriptions of the proposed bicycle facilities are contained in the Proposed Bicycle Facilities 
section of the Draft Plan.   A list of bikeway and pedestrian enhancements that have been given 
immediate priority are identified in the same section. 

 
k) A description of past expenditures for bicycle facilities and future financial needs for projects that 

improve safety and convenience for bicycle commuters in the plan area. 
 

Past Expenditures - In the last ten years, Daly City has spent approximately $ 65,000 on planning for 
bicycle facilities (staff and consultant time), and approximately $ 492,000 on the construction of new 
bicycle facilities, mostly on John Daly Boulevard. 
 
Future Financial Needs - Appendix E identifies Daly City’s priority bicycle enhancement projects and 
includes preliminary cost estimates for each project.   



APPENDIX B – BICYCLE PARKING FACILITIES 
 
 

 
Bicycle Transport and Parking/Transportation Connections 

 
FACILITY 

 
Number of Bicycles 

Accommodated 
Colma BART Station                                              

 
40 rack spaces 
22 lockers 

Daly City BART Station                                           
 

49 rack spaces 
20 lockers 

 

 
End of Trip Bicycle Parking Facilities 

 
FACILITY 

 
Number of Bicycles 

Accommodated 
  
City Hall 2 
 
Libraries 

Bayshore 0 
Serramonte 3-6 
John Daly 0 
Westlake 2 

  
Parks/Recreations Centers 

Norwood Park 6 
War Memorial Community 
Center 

6 

Westlake Community Center 6 
  
Schools 

Bayshore School District 0 
George  Washington 15 
Christopher Columbus 0 
Jefferson High School 0 
Thornton High School 0 
Westmoor High School 10 

  
Commercial Centers 

Serramonte Center 90 
Mission Plaza  3 
Westlake Shopping Center 0 
Pacific Plaza 0 
In ‘n Out 3 
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Sierra Club Loma Prieta Chapter 
Serving San Mateo, Santa Clara & San Benito Counties since 1933 

 

 

December 14, 2012 

 

Michael VanLonkhuysen 

mvanlonkhuysen@dalycity.org 

Daly City Planning Division 

333 90th Street 

Daly City, CA 94015 

 

RE: Comments on the Draft Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan  

 

Dear Mr. VanLonkhuysen, 

 

We commend the City staff and decision makers for creating a Draft Bicycle and Pedestrian Master 

Plan that includes policies to improve mobility and set priorities for future bicycle and pedestrian 

facilities throughout Daly City. We specifically commend the following: 

 Daly City’s commitment to prioritizing the implementation of bicycle and pedestrian 

improvements along major transit corridors. 

● The commitment to recognizing bicycle, pedestrian, and transit modes as integral elements 

of the transportation system. 

● Proactive steps to ensure bicycle usage is a viable transportation option.  

● Providing children with safe opportunities for walking and bicycling to school in order to 

encourage healthy living habits.   

 

We greatly appreciate the opportunity to comment on the Draft Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan 

and we respectfully submit the following recommendations for your consideration that we believe 

will strengthen the Plan.  

 

We recommend the following suggestions for your Top Five Priority Areas: 

 

1. Pedestrian priority is the primary design criteria for streets and public spaces, with 

bikes second, transit third and automobiles last, controlling speed wherever possible to 

create pedestrian convenience. San Francisco used these design criteria in their Better 

Streets Plan1 (adopted December 2010) with linkages among the City for improved 

community life, access and mobility.  

                                                            
1 http://www.sf-planning.org/ftp/BetterStreets/proposals.htm#Final_Plan 
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2. Safe, comfortable bicycle lanes at the five priority areas through grade separating, 

colored lanes, and landscaping. Additionally, having dedicated bicycle-only lanes on major 

corridors such as John Daly Blvd and Junipero Serra Blvd and bicycle boulevards at half mile 

frequency for urban bike trail system. The city of Montreal performed a study2 of bicycle 

safety in separated bike lines versus the street. The study concluded that separated bike 

lanes are safer.  A great example of this is in San Francisco, which provides dedicated 

bicycle lanes through physically separated colored lanes3. 

3. Include signage and direct connection to designated bike lanes, routes or paths to create 

a “way-finding” system for pleasant and safe bike use, storage, and travel. A great example 

of this is the City of Oakland, which has developed design guidelines4 per their Bicycle 

Master Plan to implement signage that guide cyclists and provides a robust way-finding 

system. 

 

We recommend the following suggestions for the Daly City and Colma BART stations: 

 

4. Traffic speed limited to 15 mph maximum for streets within ¼ mile of transit areas. Many 

studies show that fatalities rise exponentially above 15 mph. The International 

Transportation Forum released a research report, Pedestrian Safety, Urban Space and 

Health5, that provides information on speed management and how to implement speed 

management measures. Lower speeds provide many benefits including the avoidance of 

collisions, decrease in the severity of injuries, and the reduction of environmental pollution 

and noise. 

5. Implement and improve bicycle and car share programs to reduce the need for 

automobile ownership and the common issue in our region with the “last mile” once transit 

riders get to their transit stop.  A pilot bicycle share program is kicking off in San Mateo 

County6 this year so including plans for having a program in Daly City is extremely realistic.  

From our research, we believe that Daly City could use additional car sharing spots at the 

Daly City BART station and the Colma BART station. 

 

Thank you for considering our comments and recommendations for the Draft Bicycle and 

Pedestrian Master Plan.  We are doing our best to encourage participation of residents in this 

planning process.  Let us know if you have any questions and we look forward to working with you 

again in the future.  

 

Respectfully submitted,  

 

Megan Fluke Medeiros 

Conservation Program Manager 

megan.fluke.medeiros@sierraclub.org 

                                                            
2 http://momentummag.com/articles/separated-bike-lanes-vs-the-street-new-bike-injury-study/ 
3 http://www.sfgate.com/outdoors/bikeabouttown/article/S-F-getting-green-lanes-for-bikes-3998065.php 
4 http://www2.oaklandnet.com/oakca1/groups/pwa/documents/report/oak025118.pdf 
5http://www.keepeek.com/Digital-Asset-Management/oecd/transport/pedestrian-safety-urban-space-and-health_9789282103654-en  
6 http://www.samtrans.com/Planning/Planning_and_Research/BikeSharingProgram.html 
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Michael Van Lonkhuysen

From: Del Schembari <bat025@yahoo.com>
Sent: Sunday, December 02, 2012 7:57 PM
To: Michael Van Lonkhuysen
Subject: Bicycle Master Plan

Categories: Mountainwatch

These are my comments for the bicycle Master plan: 
 
 
As. Daly City home owner I strongly support changes in the 2004 draft to improve bicycle and pedestrian 
improvements throughout Daly City.   
 
 
How can we make it easier for pedestrians and bicyclists to move from BART, the neighborhoods, to 
Samtrans?   
 
 
Part of this I think to encourage pedestrian usage of Top of the Hill.  With the wind and fog this might mean 
some type of ceiling cover for the entire intersection at Mission and John Daly Blvd. 
 
 
Also, during off speak hours would it pay to have smaller transportation vehicles move people? 
 
 
Thanks for hearing my thoughts on the subject! 
 
 
Del Schembari  
Owner:  255 Bellevue Ave. Daly City  
 
The City will be introducing the Draft Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan (BPMP) as an update to the 
Bicycle Master Plan that was adopted in 2004. The new Draft BPMP now includes policies and public 
improvements targeted at assisting pedestrian mobility throughout Daly City. Additionally the Plan establishes 
priorities for future bicycle and pedestrian facilities in Daly City. 
 
Sent from my iPad 



APPENDIX D – RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER PLANS 

 

Daly City General Plan 
 
This Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan incorporates the policies contained in the Circulation Element of 
the Daly City General Plan related to bicycle and pedestrian use of the public right-of-way.  The 
Circulation Element also includes a map of existing and proposed bikeway routes identified in this plan. 
 
San Mateo County Comprehensive Bicycle Route Plan 
The Draft Plan is consistent with the San Mateo County Comprehensive Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan 
(March 2011).  One of the major objectives of the County Plan is to complete a primary north-south 
bicycle route to provide connections between cities and identify an alternative route to El Camino 
Real.  In addition, the County plan identifies a North Coast Bikeway that would parallel to Highway 1.  
Lake Merced Boulevard, Skyline Boulevard, John Daly Boulevard, Southgate Avenue, Mission Street and 
Hillside Boulevard are all identified in the County plan, and are all are part of the Daly City Bicycle 
Master Plan.  Thus, this Plan is compatible with the County’s planned routes. 
 
MTC 2001 Regional Bicycle Plan and 2009 Update 
The Metropolitan Transportation Commission’s 2001 Regional Bicycle Plan and 2009 Update are 
components of the Regional Transportation Plan for the San Francisco Bay Area, which establishes the 
region’s 25-year transportation investment plan. The Regional Bicycle Plan represents the efforts of MTC 
staff, the Regional Bicycle Plan Oversight Committee, local agencies, advocacy groups.  The Proposed 
Regional Bikeway System contained in the MTC Regional Bicycle Plan identifies a number of bicycle 
routes within Daly City, including Skyline Boulevard, Junipero Serra Boulevard, Mission, Geneva Avenue, 
and Bayshore Boulevard.  All of these routes are part of the Daly City Bicycle Master Plan. 
 



APPENDIX  E – BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN PROJECT COST ESTIMATES 

 

 
EXISTING BIKEWAYS 
 

Street Segment/Location Improvement Project Cost 

 
 

Lake Merced Boulevard 

 
 
John Daly Blvd. to City Limit 

Complete missing segments and upgrades the 
existing path along the east side of Lake Merced 
Boulevard, from John Daly Boulevard northerly 
to the City Limits (± 2,700 feet).   

 
 

$251,000 

 
 
 
 

Southgate Avenue 

Lake Merced Blvd. to Westmoor Ave. Class II striping and signs (± 1.46 miles). $36,500 

 
 
Westmoor Ave. to St. Francis Blvd. 

Provide signing, striping and pavement markings 
designating the bike route between Serramonte 
Boulevard and King Drive (± 4,500 feet).   

 
 

$40,000a 

St. Francis Blvd. to Junipero Serra Blvd. Class III bikeway signs (± 3,300 feet). $22,000b 

Westmoor Avenue Southgate Ave. to Baldwin Ave. Class II striping and signs (± 1,130 feet). $40,000a 

 
Callan Boulevard 

Southgate Ave. to Serramonte Blvd. Class III bikeway signs (± 2,600 feet). $22,000b 

Serramonte Blvd. to King Dr. Class II striping and signs (± 1.4 miles). $89,000c 

Serramonte Boulevard Callan Blvd. to Target entrance Class II striping and signs (± 1,600 feet). $89,000c 

King Drive Skyline Blvd. to Junipero Serra Blvd. Class II striping and signs (± 1.1 miles). $32,000 

Gellert Boulevard 
Serramonte Blvd. to Hickey Blvd. Class III bikeway signs (± 1,600 miles). 

$86,000 
Hickey Blvd. to King Dr. Class II striping and signs (±1.3 miles). 

Notes:  a  Class II bike lanes on Westmoor Avenue were completed as part of the Southgate Avenue bike lanes project. 
 b  Class II bike routes on Southgate Avenue and Callan Boulevard were completed as one project. 
 c  Class II bike lanes on Serramonte Boulevard were completed as part of the Callan Boulevard bike lanes project. 
 
 



APPENDIX E – BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN PROJECT COST ESTIMATES 

 

 
PRIORITY BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN ENHANCEMENTS 

 

Street Segment/Location Improvement • Estimated Cost 

 

 

John Daly Boulevard 

Poncetta Dr. to Daly City BART (DeLong 
St.) 

Class III bikeway signs from existing John Daly 
Blvd. bike/pedestrian pathway to the BART 
station  

 
$20,000 

Daly City BART (DeLong St.) to Mission 
St. 

Class II striping and signs. Improve pedestrian 
connection to the Daly City BART station from 
the Top of the Hill.  

 

$120,000 

Mission Street 
(State Route 82) 

Goethe St. to Valley St. (City Limits to 
City Limits) 

Class III bikeway signs between the City Limit 
lines. $40,000 

Geneva Avenue Cow Palace to Bayshore Blvd. Class II striping and signs. Improve pedestrian 
access at various crossings. $250,000 

Junipero Serra Boulevard D Street to John Daly Blvd. Connect Class III bikeway from existing bike 
lanes in Colma to John Daly Blvd. $30,000 

 
 

John Daly Boulevard 

 
 
Skyline Boulevard (SR 35) 

Provide connection from Westlake 
neighborhood to the Thornton Beach Overlook. 
Sidewalk on the north side of John Daly Blvd. 
from Eastgate Dr. to Skyline Blvd. 

 
 

$400,000 

Juniper Serra Boulevard San Pedro Rd. to D Street Provide sidewalk on east side. $200,000 

 
 

Bayshore Bike Route 
Improvements 

 

Carter Street - Geneva Ave. to 
Guadalupe Canyon Parkway Class II striping and signs 

 
$30,000 

Martin Street - Carter St. to Garnet 
Robertson School Class III bikeway signs 

 
$15,000 

San Pedro Road/ 
East Market Street 

Sullivan Ave. to Guadalupe Canyon 
Parkway Class III bikeway signs 

 
$20,000 
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Eastmoor Avenue Baldwin Ave. to Sullivan Ave. Extend existing Class II bike lanes in front of 
Westmoor High School to Sullivan Ave. 

 
$40,000 

Mission Street Various locations Bulb-outs at pedestrian crossings. To be determined. 

Mussel Rock Park 
Trail Improvements Mussel Rock Park Passive recreational improvements To be determined. 

Thornton Beach 
Access Pathway 

NE Corner of John Daly 
Boulevard/Skyline Drive Pedestrian path To be determined. 

 



 City Council Meeting Agenda Report Item # _____ 

 

 
Meeting Date: February 25, 2013 

 
Subject:  Appropriation of $299,693 from Water Fund Balance to Cover Change Order 

Expenses Associated with the Hillside Park Slide Repair 
 
Recommended Action 
 
That the City Council appropriate $299,693 from Water Fund Balance to cover contract change order 
expenses associated with the Hillside Park Slide Repair Project. 
 
Background 
 
Adoption of a local emergency on November 13, 2012 (Resolution No. 12-172) in response to the 
Reservoir #3 water main break impacting Hillside Park and the surrounding neighborhood. 
 
Discussion 
 
The Hillside Park Slide Repair Project was created in response to the Council’s declaration of a local 
emergency.  Staff’s revised cost estimate is premised on the following: 
 

  Original 
Budget 

Expenses. 
To Date 

 Funds 
Available 

Additional 
Request 

4532 Clean Up 80,000 63,394.16 16,605.84 0 
4506 Land Improvement 647,100 497,100 150,000 270,471 
4507 Water Mains 200,000 100,000 100,000 0 
4516 Engineering-In-House 9,000 18,221.08 (9,221.08) 29,222 
4504 Engineering Consultants 55,000 67,986 (12,986) 0 
  991,100 746,701.24 244,398.76 $299,693 

 
 Total Budget    $1,290,793 

 
The appropriation of additional funds is needed to cover the costs associated with the import and 
placement of an additional 3,400 cubic yards of imported sand onto Hillside Park by the City’s 
contractor, Ghilotti Brothers, at a cost of $261,900.  Other miscellaneous contract costs, in the 
amount of $8,571 address contract credits, $40,100 as balanced against expanded services 
(flagging, street sweeping, off-hand, weekend work), $48,671 expended on the project.  In addition, 
staff anticipates the $150,000 set aside for project contingency will be expended on force account 
work directed to the contractor.  Staff has also negotiated the remaining water line repair with the 
Ghilotti Brothers in the amount of $94,021, an initial $100,000 was expended earlier by SAK 
Industries to install a reinforced liner into the existing pipe unaffected by the main break. With the 
appropriation of the additional $270,471, staff requests authorization to increase Ghilotti’s contract 
from $497,100 to $917,571 to complete the hillside slope repair along with $94,021 to complete 
pipeline restoration for a new contract total of $1,011,592. 
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Fiscal Impact 
 
Sufficient funds are available in Water Fund 
expediting repairs.  
 
Staff is available to answer any questions or to provide additional information as desired by the Mayor 
and Members of the City Council.
 
 
Respectfully submitted, 

 
Patrick Sweetland 
Director of Water and Wastewater Resources

299,693 from Water Fund Balance to Cover Change Order 
Park Slide Repair 

Document Converter\temp\4580044.docx 

Sufficient funds are available in Water Fund Balance and enable staff to complete contract

is available to answer any questions or to provide additional information as desired by the Mayor 
and Members of the City Council. 

Director of Water and Wastewater Resources 

Change Order Expenses 

contracts aimed at 

is available to answer any questions or to provide additional information as desired by the Mayor 
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Meeting Date: February 25, 2013 

To:  Honorable City Council 

From:  Anna Mostella, City Manager’s Office 

Date:  February 19, 2013 

Subject: Council Committee Meetings, February 11 - 24, 2013 

 

Date of Meeting: Meeting: In Attendance: 

February 11, 2013 Westlake Shopping Center Committee 
Security Plan for Building W (Parking 
Structure)  

Raymond A. Buenaventura 
David J. Canepa 
Patricia E. Martel 
Brian Millar 
Tatum Mothershead 
Jeannie Naughton 

   

February 20, 2013 Bayshore Committee - Design Review 
Permit DR-11-12-6388 Accacia/Velasco 
12 New Single-Family Homes 

Raymond A. Buenaventura 
Carol L. Klatt 
Patricia E. Martel 
Brian Millar 
Jeannie Naughton 

   

February 21, 2013 Allocation of FY 13-14 Community 
Development Block Grant Funds Materials 
for Upcoming CDBG Advisory Committee 
Meeting and 2014-2018 HUD 
Consolidated Plan 

Michael P. Guingona  
Carol L. Klatt 
Patricia E. Martel 
Brian Millar 
Betsy ZoBell 
Lenelle Suliguin 

/am   

 
cc: Brian Millar, Director of ECD 
 Tatum Mothershead, Planning Manager 
 
Attachments 
 
































































































	AGENDA
	CALL TO ORDER:
	PLEDGE TO THE FLAG:
	ROLL CALL:
	PRESENTATIONS: 
	Proclaiming March 2013 American Red Cross Month (Colleen Sasso)
	Proclaiming March Women's History Month (Pat Bohm, Paula Bosque, and Leslie Peay)
	State of the City (Mayor Raymond Buenaventura)
	Daly City iHelp Informational Demonstration (Jesse Myott)

	APPROVAL OF AGENDA: 
	CONSENT AGENDA
	Resolutions: 
	1. Commending Natale J. Sangiacomo on the Occasion of his Retirement
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