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FILE NO. 170992 RESOLUTION NO.

[Bi-Annual Housing Balance Report - May 2017]

Resolution receiving and approving the bi-annual Housing Balance Report dated

May 12, 2017, submitted as required by Planning Code, Section 103.

WHEREAS, On April 21, 2015, the Board of Supervisors passed Ordinance No.
53-15 amending the Planning Code to include a new Section 103 requiring the Planning
Department to monitor and report on the Housing Balance between new market rate
housing and new affordable housing production; and

WHEREAS, Planning Code, Sevction 103, requires that bi—annuél reports to be
submitted to the Board of Supervisors by April 1, and October 1, of each year and will
also be published on a visible and accessible page on the Planning Department’s
website; and |

WHEREAS, The stated purpose of the Housing Balance Monitoring and
Reporting requirements ar'e: a) to maintain a balance between new affordable and
market rate housing Citywide and within neighborhoods; b) to make housing available
for all income levels and housing need types; c) to preserve the mixed-income character
of the City and its neighborhoods; d) to offset the withdrawal of existing housing units
from rent stabilization and the loss of single room occupancy hotel units; e) to ensure the
availability of land and encou/rage the deployment of resources to provide sufficient
housing affordable to households of very low, low, and moderate incomeé; f) to ensure
adequate ‘housing for families, seniors and the disabled communities; g) to ensure data
on meeting affordable housing targets Citywide and within neighborhoods informs the
approval process for new housing development; and h) to enable public participation in

determining the appropriate mix of new housing approvals; and

Supervisor Kim
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WHEREAS, In November 2014, San Francisco voters endorsed Proposition K,
which set a goal of 33% of all new housing to be affordable to extremely low to moderate
ihcome households, the Housing Balance Report tracks performance towards meeting‘
the goals set forth by Proposition K and the City’s Housing Element; and

WHEREAS, The Planning Department submitted on May 12, 2017, for the
Board’s receipt and approval, the bi-annual Housing Balance Report covering the ten
year calendar period from 2007-2016 as required by Planning Code, Section 103; and

WHEREAS, The bi-annual report is on file with the Clerk of the Board of
Supervisors in File No. 170992, and is incorporated herein by reference as though fully
set forth; now, therefore, be it

RESOLVED, That the Board of Supervisors hereby receives and approves the

bi-annual Housing Balance Report submitted by the Planning Department.

Supervisor Kim
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SAN FRANGISCO |
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

DATE: 12 May 2017
TO: Honorable Members of the San Francisco Board of Supervisors

FROM: John Rahaim
Director of Planning

RE: HOUSING BALANCE REPORT No. 5
1 January 2007 - 31 December 2016

SUMMARY

This report is submitted in compliance with Ordinance No. 53-15 requiring the Planning
Department to monitor and report on the housing balance between new market rate and new
affordable housing production. One of the stated purposes of the Housing Balance is “to
ensure that data on meeting affordable housing targets Citywide and within neighborhoods
informs the approval process for new housing develepment.” This report is the fifth in the
series and covers the ten-year period from 1 January 2007 through 31 December 2016.

The “Housing Balance” is defined as the proportion of all new affordable housing units to the
total number of all new housing units for a 10-year “Housing Balance Period.” In addition, a
calculation of “Projected Housing Balance” which includes residential projects that have
received approvals from the Planning Commission or Planning Department but have not yet
received permits to commence construction will be included.

In the 2007-2016 Housing Balance Period, 22% of net new housing produced was affordable.
By comparison, the expanded Citywide Cumulative Housing Balance is 23%, although this
varies by districts. Distribution of the Cumulative Housing Balance over the 11 Board of
Supervisor Districts ranges from -197% (District 4) to 67% (District 5). This variation,
especially with negative housing balances, is due to the larger number of units permanently
withdrawn from rent control protection relative to the number of total net new units and net
affordable units built in those districts.

The Projected Housing Balance Citywide is 14%. Three major development projects were
identified in the ordinance for exclusion in the projected housing balance calculations until site
permits are obtained. Remaining phases for these three projects will add up to 22,000 net units
including over 4,900 affordable units; this would increase the projected housing balance to 20% if
included in the calculations.
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BACKGROUND

On 21 April 2015, the Board of Supervisors passed Ordinance No. 53-15 amending the Planning
Code to include a new Section 103 requiring the Planning Department to monitor and report on
the Housing Balance between new market rate housing and new affordable housing production.
The Housing Balance Report will be submitted bi-annually by April 1 and October 1 of each year
and will also be published on a visible and accessible page on the Planning Department’s

- website. Planning Code Section 103 also requires an annual hearing at the Board of Supervisors on
strategies for achieving and maintaining the required housing balance in accordance with the
City’s housing production goals. (See Appendix A for complete text of Ordinance No. 53-15.)

The stated purposes for the Housing Balance Monitoring and Reporting are: a) to maintain a
balance between new affordable and market rate housing Citywide and within neighborhoods; b)_
to make housing available for all income levels and housing need types; c) to preserve the mixed-
income character of the City and its neighborhoods; d) to offset the withdrawal of existing
housing units from rent stabilization and the loss of single-room occupancy hotel units; e) to
ensure the availability of land and encourage the deployment of resources to provide sufficient
housing affordable to households of very low, low, and moderate incomes; f) to ensure adequate
housing for families, seniors and the disabled communities; g) to ensure that data on meeting
affordable housing targets Citywide and within neighborhoods informs the approval process for
new housing development; and h) to enable public participation in determining the appropriate
mix of new housing approvals.

Specifically, the Housing Balance Report will supplement tracking performance toward meeting
the goals set by the City’s Housing Element and Proposition K. Housing production targets in the
City's Housing Element, adopted in April 2015, calls for 28,870 new units built between 2015 and
2022, 57%?* of which should be affordable. Asmandated by law, the City provides the State
Department of Housing and Community Development an annual progress report.? In November
2014, San Francisco’s voters endorsed Proposition K, which set a goal of 33% of all new housing
units to be affordable. In addition, Mayor Ed Lee set a goal of creating 30,000 new and
rehabilitated homes by 2020; he pledged at least 30% of these to be permanently affordable to
low-income families as well as working, middle income families. *

This Housing Balance Report was prepared {rom data gathered from previously published sources
including the Planning Department’s annual Housing Inventory and quarterly Pipeline Report data,
San Francisco Rent Board data, and the Mayor’s Office of Housing and Community
Development’s Weekly Dashboard.

' The Ordinance inaccurately stated that “22% of new housing demands to be affordable to households of
moderate means”; San Francisco’s Regional Housing Needs Assessment (RFINA) allocation for moderate
mcome households is 19% of total production goals.

? Printed annual progress reports submitted by all Cahforma jurisdictions can be accessed here -

by ca]lmg HCD at 916 263-2911 for the latest reports as many jurisdictions now file reports online.
® For more information on and tracking of 30K by 2020, see http://sfmayor.org/housing .
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CUMULATIVE HOUSING BALANCE CALCULATION

Planning Code Section 103 calls for the Housing Balance “be expressed as a percentage, obtained
by dividing the cumulative total of extremely low, very low, low, and moderate income
affordable housing (all units 0-120% AMI) minus the lost protected units, by the total number of
net new housing units within the Housing Balance Period.” The ordinance requires that the
“Cumulative Housing Balance” be provided using two calculations: a) one consisting of net
housing built within a 10 year Housing Balance period, less units withdrawn from protected
status, plus net units in projects that have received both approvals from the Planning
Commission or Planning Department and site permits from the Department of Building
Inspection, and b) the addition of net units gained through acquisition and rehabilitation of
affordable units, HOPE SF and RAD units. “Protected units” include units that are subject to rent
control under the City’s Residential Rent Stabilization and Arbitration Ordinance. Additional
elements that figure into the Housing Balance include completed FIOPE SF and RAD public
housing replacement, substantially rehabilitated units, and single-room occupancy hotel units
(SROs). The equation below shows the second, expanded calculation of the Cumulative Housing
Balance.

[Net New Affordable Housing +
Completed Acquisitions & Rehabs + Completed
HOPE SF + RAD Public Housing Replacement +

Entitled & Permitted Affordable Units] CUMULATIVE
— [Units Removed from Protected Status] HOUSING
= BALANCE

[Net New Housing Built + Net Entitled & Permitted Units]

The first “Housing Balance Perjod” is a ten-year period starting with the first quarter of 2005
through the last quarter of 2014. Subsequent housing balance reports will cover the 10 years
preceding the most recent quarter. This report covers January 2007 (Q1) through December 2016

(Q4).
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Table 1A below shows the Cumulative Housing Balance for 10 year 2007 Q1 — 2016 Q4 period is
14% Citywide. With the addition of RAD units, the expanded Cumulative Housing Balance is
23%. In comparison, the expanded Cumulative Housing Balance for 10 year 2006 Q1 — 2015 Q4
period was 18%. The Board of Supervisors recently revised the ordinance to include Owner
Move-Ins (OMIs) in the Housing Balance calculation. Although OMIs were not specifically called
out by in the original Ordinance in the calculation of the Housing Balance, these were included in
earlier reports because this type of no-fault eviction results in the loss of rent controlled units
either permanently or for a period of time.

Table 1A
Cumulative Housing Balance Calculation, 2007 Q1 - 2016 Q4
Net New Acquisitions Units Total
Affordable & Rehabs | Removed Entitled Total Net Total Cumulative
BoS Districts Housin and Small from Affordable | New Units | Entitled Housing
Built & Sites Protected Units Built Units Balance
Completed Status Permitted .
BoS District 1 170 - (496) 4 340 114 | -70.9%
BoS District 2 37 24 (315) 11 871 271 -21.3%
BoS District 3 205 6 (372) 16 951 302 | -11.6%
BoS District 4 10 - (437) 7 115 agg | -197.2%
BoS District 5 709 293 (358) 196 1,744 598 34.2%
BoS District 6 3,239 1,155 (135) 960 17,158 6,409 22.1%
 BoS District 7 99 - {220) - 530 104 | -19.1%
BoS District 8 97 17 (655) 17 1,115 416 | -34.2%
BoS District 9 - 217 319 (582) 17 1,034 237 -2.3%
BoS District 10 1,353 24 (249) » 274 4,281 2,034 22.2%
BoS District 11 30 - (323) 9 180 297 | -59.5%
TOTALS. 6,166 1,838 (4,182) 1,511 28,319 10,830 12.6%
SAN FRANCISCO 4
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Table 1B below shows the Expanded Cumulative Housing Balances for Board of Supervisor
Districts ranging from -197% (District 4) to 67% (District 5). Negative balances in Districts 1
(-71%), 2 (-23%), 3 (-12%), 4 (-197%), 8 (-35%), and 11 (-60%) resulted from the larger numbers of
units removed from protected status relative to the net new affordable housing and net new
housing units built in those districts.

Table 1B
Expanded Cumulative Housing Balance Calculation, 2007 Q1 ~ 2016 Q4
Acquisitions Units Total
:lfg: r::l:,;’e & Rehabs [::3 :x;og;asr: Removed Entitied Total Net Total Cixr:zr;:t?:e
BoS Districts . and Small P from Affordable | New Units | Entitled i
Housing N Replacement B ) . Housing
N Sites . Protected Units Built Units
Built Units . Balance
Completed  Status | Permitted
BoS District 1 170 - 144 (496) 4 340 114} -39.2%
BoS District 2 37 24 251 (315) 11 871 271 0.7%
BoS District 3 205 6 577 (372) 16 851 302 34.5%
BoS District4 10 - - (437) 7 115 981 -197.2%
BoS District 5 709 293 806 (398) 196 1,744 598 68.6%
BoS District 6 3,239 1,155 561 . {(135) 960 17,158 6,409 24.5%
BoS District 7 99 - 110 {220) - 530 104 -1.7%
BoS District 8 97 17 330 {655) 17 1,115 416 | -12.7%
BoS District 9 217 319 268 (582) 17 1,034 237 18.8%
BoS District 10 1,353 241 - 436 - {249) 274 4,281 2,034 29.1%
BoS District 11 30 - - (323) 9 180 297 | -59.5%
TOTALS 6,166 1,838 3,483 (4,182) 1,511 28,319 10,880 22.5%

PROJECTED HOUSING BALANCE

Table 2 below summarizes residential projects that have received entitlements from the Planning
Commission or the Planning Department but have not yet received a site or building permit.
Overall projected-housing balance at the end of 2016 is 16%. This balance is expected to change as
several major projects have yet to declare how their affordable housing requirements will be met.
In addition, three entitled major development projects — Treasure Island, ParkMerced, and
Hunters Point — are not included in the accounting until applications for building permits are
filed or issued as specified in the ordinance. Remaining phases from these three projects will
yield an additional 22,000 net new units; 22% (or 4,900 units) would be affordable to low and
moderate income households.

SAN FRANGISCD 5
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The Projected Housing Balance does not account for affordable housing units that will be
produced as a result of the Inclusionary Housing Fee paid in a given reporting cycle.
Those affordable housing units are produced several years after the Fee is collected.
Units produced through the Fee typically serve lower income households than do the
inclusionary units, including special needs populations requiring services, such as sen-
iors, transitional aged youth, families, and veterans.

Table 2
Projected Housing Balance Calculation, 2016 Q4
Very Low Low Total Net New Total Affordable
BoS District lnc;)me Income Moderate TBD Affordable Units Units as % of
Units Net New Units
BoS District 1 - - - - - 19 0.0%
BoS District 2 - - - - - 25 0.0%
BoS District 3 - - 14 - 14 190 7.4%
BoS District 4 - - - - - 14 " 0.0%
BoS District 5 - - 28 3 31 275 11.3%
BoS District6 - 158 103 52 313 3,664 8.5% .
BoS District7 - - - 284 284 1,057 26.9%
BoS District 8 - 5 3 oo~ 8 84 9.5%
BoS District9 - 132 3 1 141 722 | © 19.5%
BoS District 10 - 985 - 168 1,153 6,008 19.2%
BoS District 11 - - - - - 1 0.0%
TOTALS - 1,280 156 508 1,944 | 12,059 16.1%

CUMULATIVE HOUSING BALANCE ELEMENTS

Because the scope covered by the Housing Balance calculation is broad, each element — or group
of elements — will be discussed separately. The body of this report will account for figures at the
Board of Supervisor district level. The breakdown of each element using the Planning
Department District geographies, as required by Section 103, is provided separately in an
Appendix B. This is to ensure simple and uncluttered tables in the main body of the report.

Affordable Houéing and Net New Housing Production

Table 3 below shows housing production between 2007 Q1 and 2016 Q4. This ten-year period
resulted in a net addition of over 28,300 units to the City’s housing stock, including almost 6,170
affordable units. A majority of net new housing units and affordable units built in the ten year

SAN FRANGISGO 6
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reporting period were in District 6 (17,160 or 61% and 3,240 or 53% respectively). District 10
follows with about 4,280 (15%) net new units, including over 1,350 (22%) affordable units.

The table below also shows that almost 22% of net new units built between 2007 Q1 and 2016 Q4
were affordable units, mostly (61%) in District 6. While District 1 saw modest gains in net new
units built, half of these were affordable (50%).

Table 3

New Housing Production by Affordability, 2007 Q1 - 2016 Q4

Total Total Net Affordable Units
BosS District Very Low Low Moderate | Middle |Affordable Units as % of Total

Units Net Units
BoS District 1 170 - 170 340 50.0%
BoS District 2 37" - 37 871 4.2%
BoS District 3 161 2 42 - 205 951 21.6%
BoS District 4 10 - 10 115 8.7%
BoS District 5 439 i74 96 - 709 1,744 40.7%
BoS District 6 1,982 727 507 23 3,239 17,158 18.9%
BoS District 7 70 29 - 99 530 18.7%
BoS District 8 82 15 - 97 1,115 8.7%
BoS District 9 138 40 39 - 217 1,034 21.0%
BoS District 10 404 561 388 - 1,353 4,281 31.6%
BoS District 11 13 17 - 30 180 16.7%
TOTAL 3,364 1,628 | 1,151 23 6,166 | 28,319 21.8%

It should be noted that units affordable to Extremely Very Low Income (EVLI) households are
included under the Very Low Income (VLI) category because certain projects that benefit
homeless individuals and families — groups considered as EVLI - have income eligibility caps at

the VLI level.
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Acquisition and Rehabilitation of Affordable Housing Units

Table 4 below lists the number of units that have been rehabilitated and/or acquired between
2007 Q1 and 2016 Q4 to ensure permanent affordability. These are mostly single-room occupancy
hotel units that are affordable to extremely very low and very low income households.

Table 4a
Acquisitions and Rehabilitation of Affordable Housing, 2007-2016
Bos District il e
BoS District 2 1 24
BoS District 5 ~ 2 290
BoS District 6 13 1,127
BoS District 9 2 319
TOTALS 18 1,760

Small Sites Program

The San Francisco Small Sites Program (SSP) is an initiative of the Mayor’s Office of Housing and
Community Development (MOHCD) to acquire small rent-controlled buildings (with four to 25
units) where tenants are at risk of eviction through the Ellis Act or owner move-ins. Since its

inception in 2014, some 13 buildings with 78 units have been acquired.

Table 4b :

Small Sites Program, 2014-201
BoS District suitdings | _Units
Bos District 3 1 '
BoS District 5 1
BoS District 6 3 28
BoS District 8 4 17
BoS District 9 4 24
TOTALS 13 78

SAN FRANCISCO
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RAD Program

The San Francisco Housing Authority’s Rental Assistance Demonstration (RAD) program
preserves at risk public and assisted housing projects. According to the Mayor’s Office, RAD
Phase I transferred 1,425 units to developers in December 2015. An additional 2,028 units were
transferred as Phase I in 2016.

Table 5
RAD Affordable Units, 2016-2017
L No of No of
BosS District Buildings Units
BoS District 1 2 144
BoS District 2 3 251
BoS District 3 4 577
BoS District 5 7 806
BoS District 6 4 561
BoS District 7 1 110
BoS District 8 4 330
BoS District 9 2 268
BoS District 10 L2 436
BoS District 11 - -
TOTALS 29 3,483

Units Removed From Protected Status

San Francisco’s Residential Rent Stabilization and Arbitration Ordinance protects tenants and -
preserves affordability of about 175,000 rental units by limiting annual rent increases. Landlords
can, however, terminate tenants’ leases through no-fault evictions including condo conversion,
owner move-in, Ellis Act, demolition, and other reasons that are not the tenants’ fault. The
Housing Balance calculation takes into account units permanently withdrawn from rent
stabilization as loss of affordable housing. The following no-fault evictions affect the supply of
rent controlled units by removing units from the rental market: condo conversion, demolition,
Ellis Act, and owner move-ins (OMIs). It should be noted that initially, OMIs were not
spec1ﬁca11y called out by the Ordinance to be included in the calculation. However, because
owner move-ins have the effect of the losing rent controlled units cither permanently or for a
substantial period of time, these numbers are included in the Housing Balance calculation as
intended by the legislation’s sponsors. Some of these OMI units may return to being rentals and
will still fall under the rent control ordinance. On 14 November 2016, the Board of Supervisors
amended Planning Code Section 103 to include OMIs as part of the housing balance calculation.

SAN FRANGISCO . _ g
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Table 6 below shows the distribution of no-fault eviction notices issued between January 2007
and December 2016. Eviction notices have been commonly used as proxy for evictions. Owner
Move-In and Ellis Out notices made up the majority of no fault evictions (55% and 32%
respectively). Distribution of these no-fault eviction notices is almost evenly dispersed, with
Districts 8 and 9 leading (16% and 14%, respectively).

Table 6
Units Removed from Protected Status, 2007 Q1 ~2016 Q4
Condo Owner Units Removed
BoS District . Demolition Ellis Out from Protected
Conversion ) Move-in | Status
BoS District 1 3 26 160 307 496
BoS District 2 17 13 86 199 315
BoS District3 5 10 238 118 372
BoS District 4 - 87 76 274 437
BoS District5 17 21 125 235 398
BoS District 6 1 76 46 12 135 |
BoS District 7 - 31 37 152 220
BoS District 8 19 43 262 331 655
BoS District9 4 61 209 308 582
BoS District 10 2 29 45 173 249
BoS District 11 - 81 44 198 323
TOTALS 69 478 1,328 2,307 4,182
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Entitled and Permitted Units

Table 7 lists the number of units that have received entitlements from the Planning Commission
or the Planning Department. These pipeline projects have also received site permits from the
Department of Building Inspection and most are under construction as of the final quarter of
2016. Over half of these units are being built in or will be built in District 6 (59%). Fourteen
percent of units that have received Planning entitlements and site permits from the DBI will be

affordable.

Table 7

Permitted Units, 2016 Q4

. Very Low Low Total Net New TotaI‘Affordable
BoS District Income Income Moderate TBD Affordable Units Units as % of
Units Net New Units
BoS District 1 - - 4 - 4 114 3.5%
BoS District 2 - - 11 - 11 271 4.1%
BoS District 3 - 12 4 - 16 302 5.3%
BoS District 4 - - 7 - 7 98 7.1%
BoS District5 108 50 38 - 196 598 32.8%
BoS District 6 235 483 242 - 960 6,409 15.0%
BoS District 7 - - - - 104 0.0%
BoS District 8 - 10 17 416 4.1%
BoS District 9 - 12 5 - 17 237 7.2%
BoS District 10 - 245 28 274 2,034 13.5%
BoS District 11 - - 9 - 9 297 3.0%
TOTALS 343 812 348 1,511 10,880 13.9%
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PERIODIC REPORTING AND ONLINE ACCESS

This report complies with Planning Code Section 103 requirement that the Planning Department
publish and update the Housing Balance Report bi-annually on April 1 and October 1 of each year.
Housing Balance Reports are available and accessible online, as mandated by the ordinance, by
going to this link: http://www.sf-planning.org/index.aspx?page=4222 .

ANNUAL HEARING

An annual hearing on the Housing Balance before the Board of Supervisors will be scheduled by
April 1 of each year. This year's Housing Balance Report will be scheduled to be heard before the -
" Board of Supervisors before the end of June 2017. The Mayor’s Office of Housing and
Community Development, the Mayor’s Office of Economic and Workforce Development, the
Rent Stabilization Board, the Department of Building Inspection, and the City Economist will
present strategies for achieving and maintaining a housing balance consistent with the City’s
housing goals at this annual hearing. The ordinance also requires that MOHCD will determine
the amount of funding needed to bring the City into the i'equired minimum 33% should the
cumulative housing balance fall below that threshold.
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APPENDIX A
Ordinance 53-15

’ ' AMENDED IN{COMMITT‘EE
FILE NO., 150028 ORDINANCENO, 5315
% 1 [Planning Code - Oy Housing Batance Monitoring and Reporiing]
2
3 || Ordinance amending the Planning Code fo reguire the Planning Department to fonitor
4 1l the balance botwesn new market rate housing and niew affordable housing, and puablish |
5 || a bl-annual Housing Balance Report; requiring an annual hearing at the Board of
6 || Supervisors on strategies forachieving and maintaining the required heusing balance
7 Il inaccordance with San Francisco's housing production goals; and making
& |i environmentat findings, Plann}ng Code, Section 302 findings, and findings of
& ii consgistency with the $3eneral Plan, and the eight priority policies.of Planning Gode,
10 | Section W11
11 |
NOTE: Unchanged Code textand uncodified textare innlain Aral font.
12 Additions to Codes are in .wm:le prerdine 1:01}{;: Ti im s New Remen font,
] Deletions fo Codes are in 3 sl ialie: F-RONHIFONE.
13 Board amendment additions ara in @ubjg,—;@dgmm i Arial fond,
A Board amendment deletions are in striketbrovgh-AraHant.
4 Asterisks (* * * 7 indicale the omission of unchanged Code
- ] subsections or paﬁs of tables,
s Bel ordained by the People of the City and County of San Francisco;
A7
18 Section 4 F’ndmgs
19 {a8) The Planning Depariment{ has defermined that e aclions contemplated I this
20 ardinance comply with the California Environmental Quatity Act (California Public Resources
211} ‘Code Sections 21000 et seq.). ‘Baid delerinination is on flié with the Clerk of the Board of
2273 Superyisors. in File No, 150028 and Is incorporated harein by feference, The Board'of
23 1t ‘Supervisors affirms this determination.
24 {b} On March 18, 2015, the Planning Commission, in Resofution No."19337, adopted
25 1} findings that the actions contemplated in this ordinance aré consistent, o balance, with the
It Supendéer Kim . . ’
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS - ‘ age
SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

13



auop!s ihese fmdmgs as :ts own A ecpy nf sald Resoiuhon B on ﬁle wnh the Gleﬂc of the v

B&a{d Gf Supawlsﬂrs m Flla ﬂa. 150029, f‘:d ;s mmrpcra‘ed herém by rel'erancé,

(f) Pursuant to Piann[nu COdt: Secton 302, this Eaard fmds {hat this F‘iann ng Ccﬂn

¥ Amendment will serve the pabﬁc maq:zas:sntyi convenience, and we'fare forihe reasons sel fc-rth :

'as follows:

: SEC. Iﬂ?ﬁITO A [\G‘ BAL '{FVCE UONITORL\'G ND RLPDRT!;\'G

: 'BOARD QF SUPER\IIsORS

SAN FRANCISGO
PLANNI

ING DEPARTMENT

14



@ lm N e B e

B

’ fnw« (md mudermmnmme fmml:gv Iamymrr Feside Lk Lderiy 5

Lg@&wmﬁ{!zﬂgﬁrﬂf

nwng hamgim’p{q g:x;g hg (:,qp i mw:’;a‘ I3 daw!np ;Tﬂ??‘“jnm ra m%mvc rlzn mal T}m SECTOR

awm}:h !rwm cimrwzmmr !'f;r #very San I’rm;fm*_; il w]cz! mvgmﬂm:c( ,»'In' afrent of el

Izmmnx soals wmumy e mzygemm'f E{Wm'ﬁhndﬁ" of govermment aud the privale seciar 1o c,ma'rﬂ

g;ngcfnp a-nmr;;mmgs fa a:cc»,zmodgje ir(meiazg HE f{is br San P&fmc}_vmns t:f a]] t’ﬁ‘(mnmi c\"z’f: ond ie

2\’(’\7 f«"%"_ﬁiﬁgﬁ_g lion. gnd A Lfg:tgvlim Om naITce fu 1
’g}ggggggé;éun‘ezg a !f;';qng {wmgygfﬁ g{ in (_ _,M; Mgl‘\yrngng é:xg?yvl 5. O(:mfw ?PI 3

- }‘zﬁ gaener souehl fo

T (xr i ﬁ-nm Merels rlxraurrfz Pi'fmmj 201 ia Bent Bqara' Fear 2013 3. Dnrrmr!]fa- m*m\ pr'rimz‘ Fific

! {c 1 3 wcﬂnm {m‘ mnpaa‘ai mf:ar m*tnnn.\_ :nz:mnngp ’n’ )'69 Sfi frtm J3 L5 Pem Board } ar 3370 m .

fmm&ﬂﬁﬂ‘

'mpw@rm
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS ... ©.

W reealn possession of the zmz!j Tafaf emcﬂ(mv uf ai{ n s Fzme z’nmremmf bv 3828 ﬁ'ofn Rent Bodord -}

SAN FRANGISGO

PLANNING DEPARTMENT

18



'mnza[g _m-nu:tad ;ab ﬂi"ﬂ’ﬂ?f}l_ ard em?me‘ needs, If?nz r‘cmmml imzmnq naed: dmc'ﬁmm! ﬂUl\M }

: m.éf'anev I or fhé' FH.’%A .’x‘rmc[ C‘iﬂ’tﬂ'ﬁ“ff 2))]3 zhmng-? "&?” 8;16' ]rm‘ r afggfm' tii! trI Ifac/ ,:R**

af !}L fmu:mrv Jcmmrr“fm Semi Frﬁn (e, m!] be ﬂ‘a_r;z Yy Emﬂ;rm Imunmmcb u,\r'fmld)“

"ﬁ: .(_‘“'nm.vmmuy nﬂ‘(’fog-mi{)ﬁ {hCD) d *rem,’nmt thr Bay. Arw 'y rmaona} kam (ngmzc! b(mm‘ an. rcyional :

‘ :fe:awbmq.;zn mdudc\ uradncihm fﬂrt‘*éﬁ‘ af!dreﬁm" Ixmmnu'necd\ . aum(ff 0} hamciml‘l ncome:

SAN FRANGISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

16



1 » for differers household income fevels ax provis
2 Eletmers, That Ordingnee reguires dra on the mumber ol ioits
3 proecess o various affordebilify fevels o be inclided Iy siaflveporis on aff proposed profecs of five
4 1 residenial ity or more apd in serterly hopsing prodiciion reperisyo the Elanning Commission. Th
& |t Plaming Depariment has fong tracked the munber of affordable Fousivg wonits annd foial mumber of
6 | housine it buill ifr.and.in speciic.areas.and should b able fo ek the rutia called
7 | forinthisSeqtion [03,
B 2 Asthe privals mark 70 eficials iges drged. an
g anlitiogs progran fo praduce steniflcant amowss of new i

10 bl fand makes J essentied fo mssess the impact of e gpproval of new marke! refe houdng

11 developpienty on the avatlahility of land for.affmdable honsiny and 1o encowrase the deplovmert of

12 | pesourcesfo provide such housing,

13 (&) Bousing Bolance Calculation.
14 {13 For purposes of this Seetion 03 “Houshry Bodonce” shall ke defined ax the

15 praportion of all new housing wnirs affordable to hetweholds of extremely low,_very fow ow ar

18 i mmederafe income houseliolds, as defined in Colifornta Healih & Safety Code Sections SO079.5 of seq..
17 s such previstons pray be amewded from time fo Hme, 1o the fotal sansher of alt new haustg Tmits for s

18 i [ veqr Houne Belance Perigd,

12 2} The Beysine Balanee Perind shall beglys with the frst querter af vear 2005 ta fhy
20 hast grarter of 2004, dod thereafler for the ten vears prior o the mas) recend coloadar suarier,

21 i (3} For sach vear that data is avgllable, bepluning in 2005, e Plaping Dexeriniont
22 3 shall report mef housing construction by fneoms levels as well ax s thed fave brenwitbelrawn from

23 profecion afforded by Ciry fove, sueh a3 faws providing for rest~conirelled and single resident

24 peespeney (BRI uits, The afferdable hovsing eategories shall include net mevesondts, as well as

25 gxisting soits that were prevensly not restricied by deed or regyialory ngreécmon thel gre geanired e

Buspervianr Ky
- BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

SAN FRANGISCO
PLANNING DEFPARTMENT

17



{BJ Vérr l(m’ fnmmrs Um{s »im:!) nn* zmu‘s m*m.'ﬂi:k‘ m gmﬂwdxmk a,r- ﬁzrmh

:@ahzg éemw.u 3{7‘38*“’/ d '\ﬂ as (ft’f‘ned By} Ccn’fmrm‘a He aifh & Sﬁf&rg Cord Seetiois 3{7}123, e e

'S,E\Pﬂ; AsOT Kim I .:': o G
| BOARD OF SURERVISORS

SAN FRANCISGO
PLANNING DEPARTIVIENT

18



mon e e

© @ e

fia
=2

1t

agreement velth prive reswrierions:

: Nrrmmh ma H QPT‘S}' ahd‘ .R‘mlm' As 587 tmnw J,Jt'mon:ffmmn ThAL D) pmgm—m ax‘ wL A‘? av edbier

' u m’f\ ﬁ-? 30*‘)‘ »fo mirzm 1:'1; lr'ISI I?f()li‘flé‘ lm—r- < hy x}ns mm! nmubq' of. rzf;{ HE J'ymmng I, nly wulugf S

7 r}u:-{l a.’ca 7-5- ¥ pzdmi w?nzli mc!géﬂ H’OPE 87 mm‘ }{aD ubftt J*mmmf reﬁlfzcmwrz; and

- ':ﬂ &a‘&r#c:-Mf il w}*nci'z aré it nel ﬁb}aﬂ fo i dfwd arre H:Tm’clfk

{(r) Hmmrw snlts weitherawh from m’ule,tltd Amwg Prcluding wmils wreramr

ruzl_m "ral' (c«n ot g Hmw umra atherielse (‘mn‘frh‘d Info porii em‘lv sz}brdafﬂa hanﬂgg

‘}:d ] tf."r.'. il i nils that J;m‘f bét.v; xuhmr £ rent mnfm[ mztf(‘r (?w %'(m Franeiics R?Wuc'n{mi Rexit

{H} Fubm };azmm rrp]awmmi LS mzd Ryt Bffmzrm_b' rébaérlmucd unjn‘

,514!4 kri m’u’ r:) abf! nmrmn pmumm.s mamavea’ bv '\f{)HCJ}

YJJ 7‘?15‘ P’mfxmt{ D‘m’(mw (11 f Bé émwﬁw” a8 i perc

nrgess oblained by a‘:‘iv-’ i i

“eimgdarive tﬁru/ nf ﬁtfmme[;. ims' wm' [aw Zmn anef 2 !ujemie Invome aj?’mlﬂb!z }:ma nge mmx mlI

nfbxmrma!hf mfmlx'!fmnd mumfbuz m)l mﬁu’mﬁr‘y reral ref'abilﬁcmm mafmmmme af mu!-ha

i:az.sm?or nfwr aﬁbrda?:{e J;mm;rr' uAits) rlmr Jm ¥ maeiﬁ&(f Temporary Cornificares Qf Qeoypiney

4 Suponisat i
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS:

SAN FRANGISCO

BPLANNING DEPARTMVIENT




sithitt e Foum:@j‘m’ana, Perisd The Ffmm e alace R;’mrls il ’fhm«' the Comitlative Housing

31[.&7! inu rpcm‘fd awpmva] '?am the I’Ia)mmg Caimm SYIOR ar le;}n'ne ﬁcpmnmx : __‘gen zf me

.llalmmm‘ m‘uﬂ;manix A}mf!' :}_01‘ bc fncfua’sa’ fn [Ba cﬂ[mlafmu 'lmjn' md;‘ v

BaI ande wi )] ﬁml wlﬁmm ndbile l'rm ' dmﬂ‘:d irt tke (_:z':! @ ;]c’:fimv

fB) the I*‘raz *cuc(I I{ousmy Bahmc_@, yiich sha]! mr!mfe ay rcmdyﬂnaf pmm('r

’duﬂl j

gigpermm art_ (rc,gmwg b

- !'z" Bl.nnmml Ifguu:”% b‘nlancc»i?e )

coeeo o P The Board of Supery DETVISOrS shedl finld o public Housing Bulance hearing

‘bersis by April 1 of rach year: fo consider ,umorss\ joeards e Crfm uﬁ"amablg Bousiny v:'aarb.

Suparvisor Kim

......... - Paod |

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS -

SAN FRANCISEO
PLANNING DEPARTVIENT

o an amuel |




@ @ N O o Al MLl

: .:N o B

x"m hrarlmr \hal! OREHE 1T Iau ff:dr’ m z,{/rvs afier r}:c efiective 1}'::’1‘)'4, 55% m’d}m;,fg fmd Qgg;zr,l_l

of ecch svear thereafier,

‘H’nr}:ﬂorm Dﬂ'

(2 The héariie shall fnc}udr‘ FepOF iine bv the Plevning D

tha fu{uf i immm% Badanee Repart Cirvaide and by Sﬂmn'u‘maf District ad !'mw!ng DLw;tr‘ ﬂ:b e

M favar's Oﬁ‘(e m" Hmﬂ‘mrr anl (,mmmlmeDm'ﬁlnmzmm the M [umv s OI}me af Eronomic amz’

"I{}IJ‘JH&'«#TL the Bent Stabilization Board. by the Departinenr of . Bm‘l.mw I!‘h:,v:u‘! ion. lm‘rf

_Lg ( le hcnnrggwt .:m wr fge;mm fm‘ a;.hxm\.nr' mw’ nmm!ainm;:a kmrmu( haiaz:ﬁe in 85 )r'?m!pé wuh

dw{mn Zeli i

: %m&%—@*f* fetes ihal g Jm!_w City's (ffiliﬂ?l Plai nm&g@

germeﬁm: A a’edrmr{{ﬁubfm shes, cmd pawas :?m m?’if: fiw '

Supaavisor Kim

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

Ihtr ("wnu}afrrf el rﬁaiumx hmwrz Q]bx{mt‘.& 2%y

SAN FRANGISGO

PLANNING DEPARTIVIENT

21



: en.;cxmmt. Enac[mem o&urs when me Mayor sygns 1he ordxnance the Maym refurns_: Lhe

TR - SR PR O

L APPROVEDAS o f:om
: DENNI JH

\soithidraveal or giddition of rent-controlled units end currenf or nroposed pa!mecjﬁ_agﬁgr thise

| membiers: the Depariment of Building Dispeciion shall rr;po, v gn dhe withdrawel er addition of

Residential Hotel imits and cirieni or preposed policles that affect these vivaibers: mnd the Gy

H‘cmmmm shall report on annal and pm;mf{a' fob crmmdz by !hL tncome ca]mgonct Xﬁeczfcd in d)e

(‘m' s (” e:,mfl PIan Uouvmg FIPJHetﬁ'

;:\'alc.d m Hfm.rinv lx'a'lm.‘g M_pﬂﬁanrsmxd E(‘QQ n‘f)vgg : ﬁj_ :

Secuon 4 z;‘feclj‘,re Dale! Ths ordmance shallbeoame eﬂecwe 30 aays aﬂer

‘ fj urdmance unsfgned m does mt sign lhe ordmance wrthm ten days Qf recemng it, or the Bcard

) afSupemsnrsmem as the Ma for’svelo OI tha ordmance. :

RF{:RAt Cn‘y Altomay

Y MARLEJ"A BYRNE T
‘Depu‘y foy At‘omev‘ G

&mwisart&n N
BOARD OF SUFERVISOR$

SAN FRI\NCISCO
PLAN

NG DEPARTNENT




Tails

Ordinance

City sad County of San Francisco CyT

1 Dx Corlioe A Grofing Fisze
S Eremtirs, CA, B} 42-4E8%

File Huamber: 150029

Sacion 1.1,

Wigner and Yes

Filé ¢, THRiZY

1 hirghy corfity that the feregaing

Date Passed: Apsii 21, 2015

Ondinence amending tho Plarning Code fo requive the Planning Depantment to monttor the baiance
bdveren now marked tate housing and new affordabla bousing, and pub¥sh a bi-enmua! Housing
Batings Report; refuiring an asnal bearzy al the Board of Supervisors on slralegies for achieving
and msintaining the regeired housing batange In neebrdancs with San Franeised's bousing
production goaly; snd niaking envirorsneniad firfings, Planning Code, Secfion 302, findings, and

April 05, 205 Land Use and Transportafion Canmities - AMENDED, AN AMENOMENT
OF THE WHOLE BEARING SAME TITLE

Apet 05, 2015 Land Use and Transprtstion Gommities » RECOMMENDED AS ANENGED

Apid 14, 2015 Soarg of Supervisars - PASSED, ON FIRST READING
Ayes: 14 « Aviios, Broed, Campos, Christansen, Cohen, Farall, Kin, #ar; Tang,

Agell 21, 2015 Board of Supendsors: £ BINALLY PASSED
Ay 11 - Al Broed, Campog, Chitdtensen, Gohan, Farfel, Kim; Mes, Tang,

Qrdimancn wis FINALLY PASSED on
4121/2015 by the Boand of Supgsvisers of
s City and Gounty of San Francisco.
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APPENDIX B :
CUMULATIVE HOUSING BALANCE REPORT No 5 TABLES BY PLANNING DISTRICTS

Table 1A
Cumuiative Housing Balance Calculation, 2007 Q1 —~ 2016 Q4

Acquisitions Units Total
New ) Total ,
& Rehabs Removed Entitled Total Net ) Cumulative
. N Affordable . Entitled A
Planning Districts ) and Small from Affordable | New Units . Housing
Housing ) A . Permitted
K Sites Protected Units Built . Balance
Built X Units
Completed Status Permitted
1 Richmond 170 (569) 54 513 175 | -50.1%
2 Marina 2 24 (180) 2 282 160 | -34.4%
3 Northeast 191 6 (384) 12 753 | 271 | -17.1%
4 Downtown 1,682 851 (119) 304 5,630 2,124 | 35.1%
5 Western Addition 621 293 (207) 142 1,809 448 37.6%
6 Buena Vista 190 5 (239) 30 899 437 -1.0%
7 Central 18 (384) - 348 51| -91.7%.
8 Mission ! 345 347 (540) 16 1,504 469 8.5%
9 South of Market 1,815 304 (125) 933 13,814 5,871 14.9%
10 South Bayshore 753 (76) 1 1,807 | 322 31.8%
11 Bernal Heights 240 8 (184) - 73 20 68.8%
12 South Central 10 (375) 10 128 307 | -81.6%
13 Ingleside 119 {(179) - 547 93 -9.4%
14 Inner Sunset - (189) - © . 103 36 | -136.0%
15 Quter Sunset 10 (432) 7 109 96 | -202.4%
TOTALS 6,166 1,838 (4,182) 1,511 28,319 10,880 13.6%
SAN FRANGISGO: , 24
PFLANNING DERARTVMIENT



Table 1B
Expanded Cumulative Housing Balance Calculation, 2007 Q1 - 2016 Q4

" New Acquisitions RAD Units Total Total Expanded
. & Rehahs Program & | Removed Entitled Total Net . P b
. . Affordable A Entitled [Cumulative

Planning Districts ) . and Small HopeSF from Affordable | New Units . R

Housing " | X Permitted Housing

. Sites Replacement|. Protected Units Built .
Built | . Units Balance
Completed Units Status Permitted
1 Richmond 170 144 {569) 54 513 175 | -29.2%
2 Marina 2 24 138 {180) } 2 282 160 -3.2%
3 Northeast 191 6 577 (384) 12 753 271 39.3%
4 Downtown 1,682 851 285 {119) 304 5,630 2,124 38.7%
5 Western Addition 621 293 919 (207) 142 1,809 448 78.3%
6 Buena Vista 190 5 132 (239) 30 899 437 8.8%
7 Central 18 107 (384} - 348 51| -64.9%
8 Mission 345 347 91 - (540) 16 1,504 469 13.1%
9 South of Market 1,815 304 276 " {2125) 933 13,814 5,871 16.3%
10 South Bayshore 753 436 (76) 1 1,807 322 | 523%
11 Bernal Heights 240 8 268 (184) - 73 20| 357.0%
12 South Central 10 - (375) 10 128 307 | -81.6%
13 Ingleside 119 - {179) - 547 931 -5.4%
14 Inner Sunset - 110 (189) - 103 36| -56.8%
15 Quter Sunset 10 - (432) 7 109 96| -202.4%
TOTALS 6,166 | 1,838 3,483 (4,182) 1,511 28,319 | 10,880 22.5%
SAN FRANGISCO : 25
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Table 2
Projected Housing Balance Calculation, 2016 Q4

o Very Low Low Total Net New Total_ Affordable
BoS District Income Income Moderate TBD Affordable Units | Units as % of
Units Net New Units
1 Richmond - - - - - 19 0.0%
2 Marina - - - - - 20 0.0%
3 Northeast - - 8 - 8 143 5.6%
4 Downtown - - 96 - 96 2,024 4.7%
5 Western Addition - 65 11 3 79 133 59.4%
6 Buena Vista - - 20 - 20 172 11.6%
7 Central - - - - - 48 0.0%
8 Mission ) - 5 8 18 31 1,304 2.4%
9 South of Market - 154 13 34 201 3,173 6.3%
10 South Bayshore - 141 168 309 3,032 10.2%
11 Bernal Heights - - - - - 4 0.0%
12 South Central - ~ - 1 i 916 0.1%
13 Ingleside - 915 - 284 1,199 1,021 117.4%
14 Inner Sunset - - - - - 36 0.0%
15 Outer Sunset - - - - - 14 0.0%
TOTALS - 1,280 i56 508 1,944 12,059 16.1%
Table 3
New Housing Production by Affordability, 2007 Q1 — 2016 Q4
Total fordable Units
Planning Districts Very Low Low Moderate Middle Afforctiable TotaI-Net Afa::% :f Total
. Income Units Units Net Units
1 Richmond 170 - - - 170 513 33.1%
2 Marina - - - B - 282 0.0%
3 Northeast 161 2 28 - 191 753 | . 25.4%
4 Downtown 1,048 338" 273 23 1,682 5,630 29.9%
5 Western Addition 367 174 80 - 621 1,809 34.3%
6 Buena Vista 72 64 54 - 190 899 21.1%
7 Central ' 18 - - 18 348 5.2%"
8 Mission 214 62 69 - 345 1,504 22.9%
9 South of Market 724 628 463 - 1,815 13,814 13.1%
10 South Bayshore 298 300 155 - 753 1,807 41.7%
11 Bernal Heights 240 - - - 240 | - 73 328.8%
12 South Central - 10 - - | 10 128 7.8%
13 Ingleside 70 32 17 ~ 119 547 21.8%
14 Inner Sunset - - - - - 103 0.0%
15 Outer Sunset - - 10 - ~ 10 . 109 9.2%
TOTALS 3,364 1,628 1,149 23 6,164 | 28,319 21.8%
SAN FRARCISGO ) ' 26
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Table 4a
Acquisitions and Rehabilitation of
Affordable Housing, 2007 Q1 - 2016 Q4.

Planning District B::;;i:;s '::i:;f
2 Marina 1 24
4 Downtown 6 826
5 Western Addition 2 290
8 Mission 2 315
9 South of Market 7 301
TOTALS 18 1,760
Table 4b
Small Sites Program Acquisitions - 2015 - 2016
Planning District B::::i:; T_;:i:sf
3 Northeast 1 6
4 Downtown 2 25
5 Western Addition 1
6 Buena Vista 1
8 Mission 5 28
9 South of Market 1
11 Bernal Heights 2
TOTALS 13 78

SAN FRANGIS(O
PLANNING DEPARTMENT



Table 5

RAD Affordable Units

. _— No o o of

Planning District Buil din;s Tlnits
1 Richmond 2 144
2 Marina 2 138
3 Northeast 4 577
4 Downtown 3 . 285
5 Western Addition 8 919
6 Buena Vista 2 132
7 Central 1 107
8 Mission 1 91
9 South of Market 1 276
10 South Bayshore 2 436
11 Bernal Heights 2 268

12 South Central - -

13 Ingleside - -
14Inner Sunset 1 110

15 Outer Sunset - -
TOTALS 29 3,483

SAN FRANCISCO
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Table 6
Units Removed from Protected Status, 2007 Q1 — 2016 Q4

Total Units
Planning District COndc? Demolition | Elis Out Owner Permanently
Conversion Move-In Lost
1 Richmond 4 31 193 341 569
2 Marina 11 5 ., 35 129 180
3 Northeast 11 11 232 130 384
4 Downtown - 68 47 4 119
5 Western Addition 7 i 63 127 207
6 Buena Vista 4 11 94 130 239
7 Central 17 23 132 212 384
8 Mission : 2 33 258 ' 247 540
9 South of Market 3 20 35 67 125
10 South Bayshore - 13 8 55 76
11 Bernal Heights 4 28 45 107 184
12 South Central - 83 39 253 375
13 Ingleside - 40 21 118 179
14 Inner Sunset 6 15 54 114 189
15 Outer Sunset , - 87 72 273 432
Totals 69 478 1,328 2,307 4,182
5
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Table 7

Entitled and Permitted Units, 2017 Q4

Total
i o Very Low Low Total ) Aff?rdable
Planning District Moderate TBD Affordable | Net New Units | Units as %

Income Income Units of Net
New Units
1 Richmond - 50 4 - 54 175 30.9%
2 Marina - - 2 - 2 160 1.3%
3 Northeast - 12 - - 12 271 4.4%
4 Downtown 83 207 14 - 304 2,124 14.3%
5 Western Addition 108 - 34 - 142 448 31.7%
6 Buena Vista - 10 13 30 437 6.9%
7 Central - - - - - 51 0.0%
8 Mission - 12 4 - 16 469 3.4%
9 South of Market 152 521 260 - 933 5,871 15.9%
10 South Bayshore - - - 1 322 0.3%
11 Bernal Heights - - - - - 20 0.0%
12 South Central - - 10 - 10 307 3.3%
13 Ingleside - - - - ~ 93 0.0%
14 Inner Sunset - - - - - 36 0.0%
15 Outer Sunset - - 7 - 7 96 7.3%
TOTALS © 343 812 348 1,511 10,880 13.9%

SAN FRANCISGO 30
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City Hall
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco 94102-4689
Tel. No. 554-5184
Fax No. 554-5163
TDD/TTY No. 554-5227

. BOARD of SUPERVISORS

MEMORANDUM

TO: ‘John Rahaim, Director, Planning Department
FROM: Erica Major, Assistant Clerk, Land Use and Transportation Committee
DATE: September 19, 2017

SUBJECT: LEGISLATION INTRODUCED

The Board of Supervisors’ Land Use and Transportation Committee has received the
following proposed legislation, introduced by Supervisor Kim on September 12, 2017:

File No. 170992

Resolution receiving and approving the bi-annuai Housing Balance Report
dated May 12, 2017, submitted as required by Planning Code, Section 103.

If you have comments er reports to be included with the file, please forward them to me
at the Board of Supervisors, City Hall, Room 244, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, San
Francisco, CA 94102 or by email at: erica.major@sfgov.org.

c. Scott Sanchez, Planning Department
Lisa Gibson, Planning Department
AnMarie Rodgers, Planning Department
Aaron Starr, Planning Department
Joy Navarrete, Planning Department
Laura Lynch, Planning Department



Introduction Form

By a Member of the Board of Supervisors or Mayor

TSGR 12 PH 223

Jor meeting date i

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

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

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

[ ] 4. Request for letter beginning :"Supervisor : ‘| inquiries"

[ ] 5. City Attorney Request.

[ ] 6. Call File No. from Committee.

[ ] 7. Budget Analyst request (attached written motion).
[ ] 8. Substitute Legislation File No.

[ ] 9. Reactivate File No.

] 10. Question(s) submitted for Mayorai Appearance before the BOS on

Please check the appropriate boxes. The proposed legislation should be forwarded to the following:

[ ]Small Business Commission []1 Youth Commission [_|Ethics Commission
[]Planning Commission [ ]Building Inspection Commission
Note: For the Imperative Agenda (a resolution not on the printed agenda), use the Imperative Form.

-Sponsor(s):
Kim

Subject:

Bi-Annual Housing Balance Report

The text is listed:

Resolution receiving and approving the bi-annual Housing Balance Report dated May 12, 2017, submitted as
required by Planning Code, Section 103.

Signature 6f Sponsoring Supervisor: | (},\_} ( ‘ ) /D\J o

t

For Clerk's Use Only







