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SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 'MEMO

1650 Mission St.
. Suite 400
: San Francisco,
DATE: 12 May 2017 e
TO: Honorable Members of the San Francisco Board of Supervisors Reception:
FROM:  John Rahaim 415.558.6378
Director of Planning Fax:
415.668.6409
RE: HOUSING BALANCE REPORT No. 5 Plannin
anni
1 January 2007 — 31 December 2016 \ ‘ lmorma?ion:
415.558.6377
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 development.” 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withdrawn from rent control protection relative to the number of total net new units and net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. As mandated by law, the City provides the State
Department of Housing and Community Development an annual progress report.2 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. 3

This Housing Balance Report was prepared from 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 (RHNA) allocation for moderate
income households is 19% of total production goals.

? Printed annual progress reports submitted by all California jurisdictions can be accessed here -
http//www.hed.ca.gov/community-development/housing-element/annual-progress-reports/index.php -~ or
by calling 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 wunits. “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 HOPE 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
B BALANCE

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

The first “Housing Balance Period” 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.

PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Table 1A
Cumulative Housing Balance Calculation, 2007 Q1 — 2016 Q4
Net New Acquisitions Units Total
Affordable 8 Rehabs | Removed Entitled | Total Net Total Cumulative
BoS Districts Housing and.Small from Afforcflable New !Jnits Entit-led Housing
Built Sites Protected Ungts Built Units Balance
Completed Status Permitted
BoS District 1 170 - (496) 4 340 114 | -70.9%
BoS District 2 37 24 (315) 11 871 2711 -21.3%
BoS District 3 205 6 (372) 16 951 302 | -11.6%
BoS District 4 10 - (437) 7 115 98 | -197.2%
BoS District 5 709 293 (398) 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) S 180 297 | -59.5%
TOTALS 6,166 1,838 (4,182) 1,511 28,319 10,880 13.6%
SAN FRANCISCO 4



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
Net New & Rehabs RAD Program Removed | Entitled Total Net Total Expand?d
.. Affordable and Hope SF i A Cumulative
BoS Districts N and Smail from Affordable | New Units | Entitled K
Housing . Replacement ) ) Housing
. Sites . Protected Units Built Units
Built Units ) Balance
Completed Status Permitted
BoS District 1 170 - 144 (496) 4 340 1141 -39.2%
BoS District 2 37 24 251 (315) 11 871 271 0.7%
BoS District 3 205 6 577 (372) 16 951 302 34.5%
BoS District 4 10 - - (437) 7 115 98 | -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 24 436 (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 FRANCISCO
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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

TOTALS

508

o Very Low Low Total Net New Total. Affordable
BoS District Moderate TBD Affordable A - Units as % of

Income Income Units 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 District 6 - 158 103 52 313 3,664 8.5%
BoS District 7 - - - 284 284 1,057 26.9%
BoS District 8 - 5 3 - 8 84 9.5%
BoS District 9 - 132 8 1 141 722 19.5%
BoS District 10 - 985 - 168 1,153 6,008 19.2%
BoS District 11 - - - - - 1 0.0%
- , 1,280 156 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 Housing 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 FRANCISCO
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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
BoS District Very Low Low Moderate Middle | Affordable . as % of Total
Units 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 5 439 174 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.

SAN FRANCISCO
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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 B::::i:;s ':IJ(:it.;f
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, 2014-2016
BoS District Bllx\:lc;i:;s - of
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 Il in 2016.

Table 5
RAD Affordable Units, 2016-2017
BoS District B::;:l;fgs I:I,:i::

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 2 436
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
specifically 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 either 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 FRANCISCO
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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 (65% 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 District 3 6 10 238 118 372
BoS District 4 - 87 76 274 437
BoS District 5 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 District 9 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

SAN FRANCISCO
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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

Total

Total Affordable

BoS District Vli';’);o: lnlc.:zxe Moderate TBD Affordable Nel:nli\:::w 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 District 5 108 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%

SAN FRANGISCO
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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: hitp://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 required minimum 33% should the
cumulative housing balance fall below that threshold.

SAN FRANCISCO ‘ ‘ 12
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APPENDIX A
Ordinance 53-15

oW N

Lo B T 2 I

AMENDED IN COMMITTEE
4/6115
FILE NO. 150029 ORDINANCE NO. 53~15

{Planning Code - City Housing Balance Monitoring and Reporting]

Ordinance amending the Planning Code to require the Planning Department to monitor
the balance between new market rate housing and new affordable housing, and publish
a bl-annual Housing Balance Report; raquiring an annual hearing at the Board of
Supervisors on strategles for achieving and maintaining the required housing balance
in accordance with San Francigco's housing production goals; and making
environmental findings, Planning Code, Section 302 findings, and findings of
consistency with the Genaral Plan, and the eight priority policies of Planning Codo,
Section 101.1.

NOTE: Unchanged Code text and uncodified text are in plain Arial font,
Additions to Codes are in single-underting ftalics Times New Roman fond,
Deletions to Codes are in striketlrongh-ialiesHanesNew-Roman font.
Board amendment additions are in double-undedined Arial font.
Board amendment deletions are in sirikethrough-Anal-font.
Asterisks (* * * *)indicate the omission of unchanged Code
subsections or parts of tables,

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

Section 1. Findings.

{8} The Planning Depadment has determined that the actions comtemplated in this
ordinance comply with the California Environmental Quality Act (California Public Resoutces
Cotle Sections 21000 ef seq.). Said determination is on file with the Clerk of the Board of
. Supervisors in File No, 150029 and is incorporated herein by reference, The Board of
Supervisors affirms this determination.

{b) On March 19, 2015, the Planning Commission, in Resolution No, 19337, adopted

findings that the actions contemplated in this ordinance ére consistent, on balance, with the

Supervisar Kim
| BOARD OF SUPERVISORS Page 1
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1 adopts these findings as its own. A copy of said Resolution is on file with the Clerk of the
2 Board of Supervisors in File No. 150029, and is incorporated hereln by reference.
3 (¢} Pursuant to Planning Code Section 302, this Board finds that this Planning Code
4 Amendment will serve the public necessity, convenience, and weifare for the reasons set forth
6 in Planning Commission Resolution No. 150029 and the Board incorporates such reasons
6 herein by reference. '
7
8 Section 2. The Planning Code Is hereby amended by adding new Section 103 {o read
g as follows:
10 SEC, 103, HOUSING BALANCE MONITORING AND REPORTING,
11 () Purposes. To matntain a balance henveen new affordable and mapket rate ousing City-
12 wide aned within neighborhoods, 10 make housing available for all income levels and hoysing need
13 0 wpes e preserve the mived income character of the Clty crgl s nefiliborhoods, 1o offset the
A4 L withdreoval of existing honsing writs from remt slabilization and the loss-of single-room-ngeaponcy
15 | hotel units, fo ensure the avaifability of land and encenrage the deployment of rexowrces to provide
18 é stflicient housiug affordable to houscholds of very low, {ow, and moderate incomes, 1o ensure adequale
17 ~housing Jor famitles, xentors aind the disabled community, to ensure that data on meeting aflordable
18 housing targets City-wide and within nefghborhouds informs the approval process for new housing
19 devetopment, and 1 enable public participation in determining the sppropriate mix of new housing
20 approvals, there iy heveby established g reguivement, as detatled b this Section 103, to monttor and
21 resdarly repord on the housing balanes between parket rate housing and affordable housing,
22 (b} _Findings,
23 (1) s November 2014, the City voters enacted Proposition K which established City
24 1 poliey fo.hein constewet or rehabilitate af Jeast 30,000 homes by 2020, More than SO of this housing
25 would he_ affordahle for niddle-class households, with af least 33% affordable for low- and maderate-
; Supervisor Kim
|| BOARD OF SUPERVISORS Page 2
SAN FRANCISCO
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(il
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

income fiousehalds, ond the City is expeeted 1o develop stratesies to achieve that poal,_ This section

103 sets forth a method to track pecformance foward the Cliv’s Housing Elemewt goals and the near-

term Proposition K goal that 33% of all wew honsing shall be affordable housing, as defined herein,

(2) The City's rent stabilized and permangutly affordable hopsing stogk serves very fow-,

low, and moderate-income families, long-time residents, elderly seniors, disabled persons and others,

The Ciryv seeks to achieve and maintoin an appropriate balance bevween market rate housing and

affordable housing City-wide and within neighborhoads because the availability of decest honsing and

¢ suitable Hving enviropment for every San Frapciscan is of vitel importance. Attainment of the Cinds
[e8

housing goals requires the cooperative participation of govermment and the private sector to espand

houstng apportunitivs te accommodale housing needs for San Franciscans ar all economic levels and to

respond 1o the ynique needs of each neighborhood where housing will be logared.

(31_For tenans in unsubsidized honsing, offordability is often preerved by the

Residential Rent Stabilization and Arbitration Qrdinguee s mitations an the size of allowable rent

increasex dwring o tenaney. As dogumented in the Budgel and Legislative Analyst s Ociober 2013

Policy Analysis Report on Terant Displacement, San Francisco Is experiencing o rise in units

evictions (l.e., evictions imwhich the tenant had not vivkated any lease 1erms, but the osner sought 1o
regain possession of the wnit). Tota! evicdons of all types have dnereased by 38, 2% from Rent Board

Year (e from Mareh through Februgry) 2000 to Rent Board Year 2013, During the same period, kilis

Act evictions fir otpaced other evictions, increasime by 169.8% from 43 in Rent Board Year 2010 1o

116 {0 Rent Bogrd Year 2013, These numbers do not capiure the larye number of ovener buvouts of

tenants, whicle comribute fiwther fo the Toss of vent-stabilized ynits from the housing morket, Any fair

asyessment of the affordable honsing halanve must incorporate into the caleidation snils withdrawn,

Jrontrent stabilizafion,

Supervisor Kim
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS Paga 3
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(4) Pursuant to Governent Code Section 63384, the Assoclation of Bay Areq

Governments (ABAG), In coordination with the California State Depariment of Honsing and

trends, profected job growth, and existing needs. The regdonal houslng needs assessment (RINAL

determination_ncludes production tarsets addressing houstug needs of o rapee of household income

; categories, For the RUNA pertod coverlng 2013 through 2022, ABAG has profected that af least 38%

s af new bowsing demands for San Francisco will be from yery low and fow income households

D ~N 2 ;M s W N

thouseholds earntng under 8024 of area median income), and another 22% of wew housing demands 1o

g be affordably (o howseholds of moderate means fearning belween 802 and 120% of areq median

10 fncomer, Market-rate housing {s considered housing with no income limits or special reguirements

11 attached.

12 (53 The Housing Element of the City s General Plan stotes: "Based on the growing

13 || population and smart geowth goals of providing honsing in.central aveas like Sap Erancisco, near jobs

14 wd framsit, the State Depariment of Housing and Connmunity Development (J1C D), with the

15 clation.of Bay Area Gevernments (ABAG), estimates that in the current 201.5-2022 Housing

16 Element period S Francisco must plan for the capacity for roughly 28,870 new units, S7% ol which

17 should be suitable Jor housing for the extremely low, very fow, low and moderate tncome households ro

18 meed its share of the reglon's projecied housing demand,” Objective 1 of the Hopsing Element stales

19 the the ity should “identify and make available for development adequate sties fo et the Ciiy's

20 housing needs, especially permanently affordable housing. " Objective 7 stafes that San Franciseo's

21

profecied affordable housing needs far outpace the capacity for the Ciy lo secure subsidies for new

22 | affordah
i

23

24

25 || Deparpment stafl 1o regudarly réport date on progress towerd meeting San Feancisco s guanified

i} Supervisor Kim
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1 ;; production goals for different househpld income Jevels as provided in the General Plan’s Housing

2 | Element, That Qrdinonce reguires data on the sumber. of yits in ol stages of the housing production

3 | process.al various affordability fevel, tded in stalf re 1 afl projectsof five

4\ yexidentiod unils.or more and inguarterly housing production reporss to the Deanning Commission. The

§ i Plaming Department has Jong tracked te number of affordable housing units and total mumber of

6\ housing waits Il throughout the Cityand in specifie areas and showld be able qo frack the raiio

7 i forinthis Section 103,

8 (72 As the private market has embarked ypon, and government officiols have wged an

9 ambitions progrant.to produce significant amownts of neye fousing in the City, i limited remaining
10 vallable land makes it essential to assess the impact of the approval of new market rate housing
11 developments on the aveilability of land for affordable housing and to encoyrage the deplovment of
12 resonrees (o provide sweh housing,
13 (c) Housing Balance Calculation,
14 (1) For purposes of this Seetion 103, *Housing Balanee” shall be defined ax the
15 | proportion of all new houstng units affordable to households of pxtremely low, very los, low o
16 ritoderate income howseholds, as defined in California Health & Safety Code Seotions 300795 ¢f yeq..
17 as sweh provisions may be amended from time 1o time, to the total menher of all new hoysing unlis for a
18 " ‘ 10 year Housing Balaneo Period
19 (2} The Housing Balance Peviad shall hegin with the first quarter of yeor 2003 to the
20 > last guarter of 2014, and thereafler for the ten years prior (o the most recent calendar quarier, ‘
21 : (3} For each year that data is available, heginning in 2008, the Planning Department ;
22 shall report not housing construction by icome levels,_as well as wunits that Jrave been withdrawn from *
23 protection afforded by City fasy, such as faws providing iin" rvnl-c@:t,l_cg,{ﬁ:;{gmﬁ,yig,ggc,;;;:,s:i'glm
24 || oceupancy (SRQ) uaits. The affordahle housing categories shall incliude nes new nnits, os well as
25 existing wnits that were previously not restricied by deed or regudatory agreement that are acauived for

Suparvisof Km
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1
12
13
14
15
16 |
17

18 |
19
20 |
21
22
23
24
25

prescrvation as permanently afforduble housing ay determined by the Mayor s Office of Housing and

Occupaney within that year, a separate category for units that obtared a site or building permit, and

anather categary for s that have received gpproval from the Plopning Commission or Ploming

Depariment, but have not et obtained o stte or building permif o commence consiryction (except any

entitlements that have expived and not been repewed duriig the Honsing Balance Period), Muster

planned entitlements, incliding bt not imited to such areay as Treasure Islund, Hhinters Point
Shipyard and Park Merced, sholl not be ineluded in this latter category ytil individual building

emtitlements or site permils gre approved for specific housing profects, For each year or approval
status, the following categoriey.shall be separately reported:

(Al Extremely Low Ineome Hnits, which are sty available to individuals or

Code Seetion 30106, and gre subfect to price or rent restrictions between 0-30% AMI;

(B) Very Low Income Units, which are ynits avadlable to individuals or Jamilies

making between J0-50% AMIas defined in Caltfornia Health & Safery Code Segtion 30005 and are

subfect 1o price or remt restrictions bevween 30-30% AML:

(C} Lower Income Units, swhich are unlis available o individuels or fomilics

making between 30-80% AMI as defined in California Health & Safety Code Sectiom 30079.3, and are

subject fo price or rent restricions benyeen 50-80% AML

() Moderate Income Units, which are wnits available io individualy or - famifies

making bevween S0-120%% AMIL and qre subject o price or rent restrictions hinveen 80-1 202 A M

{E) Midale Income Units, which are unils available to individuals or fiumilies

making hepween 130-150% AMIL and are subject to price or tent restriviions hetween 1 20-150% AMI

Supotviset Kim
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1 (1) Market-rate_anits, whicl are ynifs not subject to.any deed or regulatory

2 ggreement with price restriciions;

3 (G Housng upits whthdranen from protected status, including anirs withdrawn

4 from rent control fexcept those wnits otherwise converted fnto permanently effordable housing,
5 including ol ity that have been sublect to rent control wnder the San Franclisco Resldential Rent

8 Stabilization and Arvbitration Ordinance but that g properiy oswner removes permanenily fron the

7 rental market through condominium conversion pursuant o Admintstrative Code Seetlon 37, 9((9),

8 demolition o alterations fincluding :}wl)im' 1l mergersh, or permanent removal pursuant o

9
10 Code Section 37,913}
11 (H} Public housing replacement ynits and substapiiafly rehabilitated units
12 throueh the HOPE SE and Rental Assistance Demonsivation (RAD) programs, as well as other
13 substantial rehebilitation programs managed by MOHCD.
14 (4) The Howsing Balouce shall be expre, va as g pereentage, obtained by dividing the
15 cumulative fotal of extremely low, very fow, low and moderate Income affordable housing wiits fall
16 « teniits (14 20% AME minys the Ioxt profected ynits, by the total mumber of e nesw housing wnits within
17 the Housing Balance Period, The Housing Badusce shall also provide two colerlations;
18 | (AL the Cunndative Honsing Betanee, consisting of housing nnits that have
19 % already e ructed (and received a Temporary Certiticate of Oceupaney or other certificate that
20 would allow occupancy of the yits) within the 10-vear Housing Balance Period, plus those units that
21 have obtained a site or bailding permit. A separate calewlation of the Compdative Housing Balanee
22 shall also be provided, which tncludes HOPE SF and RAL publie housing replacement and
23 ! substantially rehabilitared snits thut not including general rehabilitation / maintenanee of public
24 | howsing or other affordable housing untits) that have recelved Temporary Certificates of OQcenpancy
25

Supervisor Kim
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS Page 7
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sithin the Housing Balance Period,_The Housing Balance Reports will show the Cumidative Housing

Balanee with and without public housing inclnded in the coledation; and

(B} the Projected Housing Balance, which shall include any residentiol project

that has received approved from the Planning Commission or Planning Deparoment , even i the

housing profect has not yet abtained a site or building permit fo commence construction (excepl any

entitlements that have explred and not been renewed during the Honshng Balanee perlod). Master

planned entitlements sholl not be Included in the calewdation wntil ndividuol building entitfements or
site permits gre gpproved,

(d) _Biannnal Housing Bulauce Reports, Within-30 days-of-the-sffeclive-date of-this
Section-103By June 1, 2018, the Planning Depariment shalf calenlate the Cumnlative and Prajected
rict, Plan Area, and

by neighborhood Planping Districes, as defined in the comual Honsing Inventors, aud publish it as an

THousing Balance for the most recent two guarters City=wide, by Superviso

casify visible and accessible page devored 1o Housing Balapes and Monitoring and Reperting on the
Planping Department’s website, By August Septembaer Ist and February Mareh /st of eqeh year, the
Planning Depariment shall publish.and update the Housing Balance Report,_cnd present this report at

an informational hearing 1o the Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors, as well as to any

relevant budy with geographic purview over a plot area upon request, along with the other guarterly

reporting reguirements of Admnstrative Code Chapter 1054, The annual report to the Board of

required in Administrative Code Chapter 1084,

(&) Annual Hearing by Board of Supervisory,

(1) The Board of Supervisors shadl hold a public Howsing Balanee hearing on an ol

hasis by April 1 of eqel) year_ 1o consider progress towards the Cliy ‘s aflovdable Tousing soals,

Suporvisor Kim
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i
1| fncluding the goal of e mininum 33% afforduble housing to Jow and moderate income howseholds, ag
2 1 wellas the City’s General Plun Housing Element housing production goaly by income category. The
3 Arst hearing shall ocour no later than 30 days after the effective dare of this ordinauce. and by April 1
4 of each year theregfier,
[ (2} The hearing shall include yeporting by the Planning Departiment, which shall present
6 the latest Howpsing Balance Report City-wide and By Supervisoriad District and Planuing District: the
7 Mayors Office of Housing apd Community Developmient, the Mayor s Qffiee of Eeonomic and
8 Warktorce Development, the Rent Stabilization Board, by the Department of Building Inspection, and
9 the City Economist on stratesdes for achieving and maintaining a honsing balance in accordance with
10 San Frangisco s housing production goals, I the Comulative Housing Balance has fallen heloww 332 in
1§ e aean MOHCD shall determine how mueh finding is requived to bring the Cityinto.a minfmum
12 3324 Housing Balance and the Mayor shall submir 1o the Board of Supervisors a strafegy 1o aceomplish
13 the mirdmum of 33% Housing Balapee, City Departments shatl at mininon report on the following
14 1 fssues refevant to the annal Housing Balonce hearing: MOHCD shall report oy the anmed and
15 profected progress by incame category in accordance with the City's General Plan Housing Element
16 howsing production goals, projected shorifalls and gaps In fimding and site control, and progress
17 twward the City’s Nelghborhood Stabilization goals for acoulring and preserving the affordahility of
18 | existing renfal unils in neighborhoods with high concentrations of low and maderafe tncome
19 households or historicafly figh levels of evietions; the Pleming Department shall report on current
20 | and proposed zoning and land we policies that affect the City’s General Plan Housing Element
21 ; housing production gouls, the Mayer s Office of Econonic smd Workforee Development shatl report on
22 f eurrent and proposed major development projects, dedicated public sites, and policies that affect the
23 |
24
25
E Supanvisof Kim )
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS Page 0
SAN FRANCISCO

PLANNING DEPARTMENT

21



1 Cint's General Plan Housing Flement housing production goals; the Rent Board shall veport on the
2 withdrawal or addition of rent-controlled units and curremt or propased policies that affect these
3 numbers; the Department of Building Inspection shall veport on the withdrawal or addition of
4 Residential FHotel units and eurrent or proposed policies that affect these numbers: and the City
5 Economist shall report on annual and projected job growth by the income categories specified in the
6 | Cinvs General Plan Housing Element,
7 () Al reparts and presentation materials from the annual Housing Balance hearing
8 shall be matntained by year for public access on the Planning Depariment s websfte on its page
9 devoted to Housing Balance Monitoring and Reporting,
10
11 Seclion 4. Effective Date. This ordinance shall become effective 30 days after
12 | enactment. Enaciment occurs when the Mayor signs the ordinance, the Mayor retums the
13 ordinance unsigned or doas not sign the ordinance within ten days of receiving it, or the Board
14 of Supervisors overrldes the Mayor's veto of the ordinance,
15
16 APPROVED AS TO FORM:
7 DENNIS J HERRERA, City Attormey
MARLENA BYRNE
19 Deputy City Attorney
20 nlegenrhas 20 I8 HUIESH 100600 dee
2
22
23
24
25
?
Suparvisor Kim
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City and County of San Francisco ity s

Low, Calun B, Usintheld Poce
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Ordinance

File Number: 150029

Section 101.1.

OF THE WHOLE BEARING SAME TITLE

Wienes and Yee

Wieher and Yeo

File W, 1500029

Mayor

i 6@

Date Passed: April 21, 2015

Ordinance arnending the Planning Code fo tequire the Planning Departmant lo mondor the balance
between new marked tate housing and nesy affcrdable housing, snd publish a bi-annual Mousing
Batance Ropor; tequiriag an annual bearing af the Board of Supervisors on strategies for achisving
and mantaining the required housing balance In accordance vith San Francises's housing
preduction goals; and making envirormmentat findings, Planning Code, Section 302 tindings, and
findings of consigtency vdth the General Plan, and the eight priority policies of Planning Code,

April 06, 2015 Land Use and Transporiation Cemmittes - AMENDED, AN AMENDMENT

Apsil 08, 2048 Land Use and Transpodation Coramities < RECOMMENDED AS AMENDED

April 14, 2015 Hoard of Supervisors - PASSED, ON FIRST READING
Ayes: 11 - Avalos, Breed, Campos, Christonsen, Cohen, Farvell, Kim, Mat, Tang,

Apet 21, 2015 Board of Supesvisors - FINALLY PASSED
Ayes: 11« Avalos, Breed, Campos, Chrislonsen, Cobon, Farrel, Kim, Mar, Tang,

{ hareby cority that the faregoing
Ordinance was FINALLY PASSED on
4/21/2045 by the Boacd of Supervisors of
tho City and County of San Franclsco,

W%w—m

/ Angela Calvillo
Clark of the Board

ofzoty

Date Approved

ity wrd County of San Franeton Page d
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APPENDIX B

CUMULATIVE HOUSING BALANCE REPORT No 5 TABLES BY PLANNING DISTRICTS

Table 1A

Cumulative Housing Balance Calculation, 2007 Q1 — 2016 Q4

Acquisitions

Units

Total

New & Rehabs Removed Entitled Total Net thal Cumulative
, R Affordable ) Entitled A
Planning Districts . and Small from Affordable | New Units X Housing
Housing X . K Permitted
. Sites Protected Units Built . Balance
Built R Units
Completed Status Permitted

1Richmond 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 Ingleéide 119 (179) - 547 93 -9.4%
14 Inner Sunset - (189) - 103 36 | -136.0%
15 Outer Sunset 10 (432) 7 109 96 | -202.4%
TOTALS 6,166 1,838 (4,182) 1,511 28,319 10,880 13.6%

SAN FRANCISCO
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Table 1B
Expanded Cumulative Housing Balance Calculation, 2007 Q1 — 2016 Q4

New Acquisitionys RAD Units Total Total Expanded
& Rehabs Program & | Removed Entitled Total Net . P .
. C . Affordable X Entitled |Cumulative
Planning Districts . and Small HopeSF from Affordable | New Units . .
Housing A X i Permitted Housing
. Sites Replacement| Protected Units Built R
Built K ) 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 (125) 933 13,814 5,871 16.3%
10 South Bayshore 753 436 (76) 1 1,807 322 52.3%
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 -9.4%
14 Inner Sunset - 110 (189) - 103 36| -56.8%
15 Outer 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%
RANCISCO ' 25
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Table 2
Projected Housing Balance Calculation, 2016 Q4

o Very Low Low Total Net New Tota|_ 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 1 916 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 - 1,280 156 508 1,944 12,059 16.1%
Table 3
New Housing Production by Affordability, 2007 Q1 — 2016 Q4
" Total Affordable Units
Planning Districts Very Low Low Moderate Middle Affordable TotaI'Net as % of Total
Income Units Units Net Units
1 Richmond 170 - - - 170 513 33.1%
2 Marina - - - - - 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 FRANCISCO 26
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Table 4a

Acquisitions and Rehabilitation of

Affordable Housing, 2007 Q1 ~ 2016 Q4

Planning District B::;i:fgs ':‘;:"i:sf

2 Marina -1 24
4 Downtown 6 826
5 Western Addition 2 290
8 Mission 2 319
9 South of Market 7 301
TOTALS 18 1,760

Table 4b

Small Sites Program Acquisitions — 2015 - 2016
Planning District Bl'::::“:fgs ':';:it';f
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

27
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Table 5
RAD Affordable Units

Planning District B::;;;fgs ﬁ:i::
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 - -
14 Inner Sunset 1 110
15 Outer Sunset - -
TOTALS 29 3,483

28



, Table 6

Units Removed from Protected Status, 2007 Q1 — 2016 Q4

Total Units
Planning District Condc? Demolition Ellis 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 10 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 - 33 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
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PLANNING DEPARTMENT

29



Table 7

Entitled and Permitted Units, 2017 Q4

Total
) o Very Low Low Total . Aﬁf)rdable
Planning District Moderate TBD Affordable | Net New Units | Units as %

Income Inf:ome : 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%
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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
Kate Hartley, Acting Director, Mayor’s Office of Housing and Community
Development

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

DATE: June 21, 2017

SUBJECT: HEARING MATTER INTRODUCED

The Board of Supervisors’ Land Use and Transportation Committee has received the
following hearing request, introduced by Supervisor Kim on June 13, 2017:

File No. 170748

Hearing on the Planning Department's Housing Balance Report No. 5, dated
May 12, 2017; and requesting the Planning Department and the Mayor's
Office of Housing and Community Development to report.

If you have any comments or reports to be included with the file, please forward them to
me at the Board of Supervisors, City Hall, Room 244, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place,
San Francisco, CA 94102.

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 _
Amy Chan, Mayor’s Office of Housing and Community Development



_ PrintForm

Introduction Form
By a Member of the Board of Svtlliér\)iSofs 0? Mayor

P9 PHOZond Time stamp
[ O S | .
or meeting date

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

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

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

4. Request for letter beginning :"Supervisor inquiries"

. City Attorney Request.

. Call File No. from Committee.

. Budget Analyst request (attached written motion).

. Substitute Legislation File No.

9. Reactivate File No,

oo

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

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

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

Sponsor(s):

Kim

Subject:

Hearing on the Planning Department's Housing Balance Report No. 5, Dated May 15, 2017

The text is listed:

Requested presentations by Planning Dept. and MOHCD as needed.

Signature of Sponsoring Supervisor: (}'—:—“‘ m ()m;l

For Clerk's Use Only



