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San Francisco’s Climate Action Strategy
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Decreasing Emissions in a Growing City (1990-2017)
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Transportation Sector Emissions
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Qur Transit First Policy
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Electrity Transportation




Tailpipe emissions — more than just greenhouse gases




Alr Quality and Equity

Average Annual PM 2.5 Concentration
from All Sources
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EV Adop’rion Targets
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EV Roadmap’s Six Strategies
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1) Public Awareness

2) Incentives

3) Charging Infrastructure

4) Electrical Grid

5) Medium- & Heavy-Duty Venhicls

6) Emerging Mobility
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As Compared to Others
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EV Registrations by Neighborhood
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Challenge of a Dense City
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Publicly Available Charging Locations
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Potential Impact of New Policies
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EVs for All
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Barriers
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Barriers

« Competition for curb space

* Placement of transformers (sidewalk vaults)
 Grid limitations (PG&E requirements)

« Cost of infrastructure installation (existing bldgs.)
« Complexity of incentives

 Fire department uncertainty

 Restrictions on repaving
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4950 Mission St
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SFMTA, SFPUC and SFE Partnership
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Debbie Raphael,
Director

415-355-3701
deborah.raphael@sigov.org

SF Environment

Our home. Our city. Our planet.

A Department of the City and County of San Francisco

© 2020 SF Environment All Rights Reserved
The author of this document has secured the necessary
permission to use all the images depicted in this
presentation. Permission to reuse or repurpose the graphics
in this document should not be assumed nor is it fransferable
for any other use. Please do not reproduce or broadcast
any content from this document without written permission
from the holder of copyright.



	Slide Number 1
	Our Goal
	San Francisco’s Climate Action Strategy
	Decreasing Emissions in a Growing City (1990-2017)
	2017 Emissions Share
	Transportation Sector Emissions
	Our Transit First Policy
	Electrify Transportation
	Tailpipe emissions – more than just greenhouse gases
	Air Quality and Equity
	EV Adoption Targets
	EV Roadmap’s Six Strategies
	As Compared to Others
	EV Registrations by Neighborhood
	Challenge of a Dense City
	Publicly Available Charging Locations
	Potential Impact of New Policies
	EVs for All
	 Barriers
	Barriers
	4950 Mission St
	SFMTA, SFPUC and SFE Partnership
	Slide Number 23

