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FILE NO. 100917 ' ORDINANCE NO.

[Planning Code — Area Plan Impact Fee and Jobs-Housing Linkage Program Modifications.]

Ordinance amending the San Francisco Planning Code secticns related to Area Plan
Impact Fees (Rincon Hill, Market and Octavia, Eastern Neighborhoods, and Balboa
Park) and Jobs-Housing Linkage Fee to improve Planning Code readability and ease of
application with regard to impact fees; to create consistent definitions and application
across the Area Plan Impact Fee and Jobs-Housing Lin‘kage Fee provisions; to better
recognize and account for the impact of existing conditions of development sites
affécted by the Area Plan Impact Fees and the Jobs-Housing Linkage Fee; to promote
adaptive re-use of existing buildings in the Eastern Neighborhoods; to clarify the
impact fees associated with the Eastern 'Neighborhoods’ on-going “legitimization”
program; and adopting findings, including Section 302, environmental findings, and

findings of consistency with the General Plan and Planning Code Section 101.1

NOTE: Additions are single-underline italics Times New Roman; . . |
deletions are st italics1i : e
Board amendment additions are double-underlined:
Board amendment deletions are sir

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

Section 1. Findings. The Board of Supervisors of the City and County??!of San’
Francisco hereby finds and declares as follows: i E :

(a)  The Planning Department has determined that the actions contemplated in this
Ordinance are in compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act (Califdmia Public

Resources Code sections 21000 et seq.). Said determination is on file with the Clerk of the

Board of Supervisors in File No. 100917 and is incorporated herein by

reference.
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(b) On July 1, 2010 2008, the Planning Commission, in Resolution

No. 18127 approved and recommended for adoption by the Board this legislation
and adopted findings that it is consistent, on balance, with the City's General Plan and eight
priority policies of Planning Code Section 101.1. The Board adopts these findings as its own.
A copy of said Resolution is on file with the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors in File No.

100917 , and is incorporated by reference herein.

(c) Pursuant to Planning Code Section 302, this Board of Supervisors finds that this
legislation will serve the public necessity, convenience, and welfare for the reasons set forth in|

Planning Commission Resolution No. 100917 , and incorporates such reasons by

reference herein.

(d) This Qrdin_a_n_ce modifies, but does not increase, fees in the Jobs-Housing
Linkage Fee and the following Area Plans: Rincon Hfli,’Mérkét and O:c'taVia, Eastern
Neighborhoods, and Ba!béa Park. Support for those fees is found in the original Boé.rd. of
Supervisor's files corresponding to the adoption of the Area Plans and the fees. Those

findings and, where applicable, studies can be found in Board of Supervisors File Nos.

in addition to modifying the original fees, this ordinance clarifies the City's policy for
charging fees on change of use, net addition of use, replacement of use, and/or Iegiﬁ'ﬁnization
of t}ses. To the extent that the support for these modif%cations was not provided in the original
legistation adopting the Area Plans, the Planning Department has prepéred staff reports on
this subject that establish the methodology for calculating fees for change of use and
legitimization of uses. Those staff reports are on file in Board of Supetrvisors File No.

100917

and are incorporated by reference herein. The Board of Supervisors has reviewed the staff

analysis and reports and, on that basis finds that the reports and prior findings and studies
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done to support the imposition of the original Area Plan fees (together "reports™) support the
surrent fees for change of use or legitimization of use. Specifically, the Board finds that thé
reports: identify the purpose of the fees to mitigate impacts on development in the Area
Pians; identify the uses to which the fees are to be put; and establishes a reasonable
relationship between the uses of the fees and the need for that community—sefving
infrastructure. Moreover, the Board finds that the current Area Plan fees are !ess than the cost
of mitigation and do not include the costs of remedymg any existing deﬂmencues The Board
also finds that the reports establish that the current Area Plan fees do not duplicate other city
requirements or fees. _ |

Section 2. The San Francisco Planning Code is hereby amended by amending and
adding Sections 179.1, 401, 413.3, 413.5, 413.6, 413.8, 418, 418.2; 418.3, 418.5, 418.6,
418.7, 4211, 421.3, 421.7, 422 .3, 423.2, 423.3, 423.5, and 428-10 read as follows:

SEC. 179.1 LEGITIMIZATION OF USES LOCATED IN THE EASTERN
NEIGHBORHOODS.

(a) Intent. As a result of the Eastern Neighborhoods Zoning Controls, certain land
uses that were previously permitted, paricularly office and housing, are no longer permitted.
The purpose of this Section is to establish a time-limited program wherein existing uses that

have operated without the benefit of required permits may seek those permits. Uses that

could be "legitimized"” under this Section are those uses which, under the current provisions of

this Code and without this Section, could not otherwise seek the required permits.

(b}  Applicability.

(1)  Geography. This Section shall apply only to property located in the Eastern
Neighborhoods Mixed Use Districts, the SLI District, or any PDR District.which is located ‘
within the boundaries of the Eastern Neighborhoods Project Area pursuant to Section 327.2(j).

This Section shall not apply to any Live/Work use as set forth in Section 233.
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(2)  Eligibility. Any use that is the subject of an application under this Section shall
be one that is determined by the Zoning Administrator as one which:

(A) exists as of the date of the application;

(B)  would have been principally permitted or permitted with conditional use
authorization under provisions of the Planning Code that were effective on April 17, 2008;

(C)  would not be permitted under current provisions of this Code;

(D) isaland use that either: | B

(1)  has been regularly operating or functioning on a continuous‘ basis for nlo less
than 2 years prior to the effective daté of this Section; or

(2)  has been functioning in the space since at least April 17, 2008, and is
associated with an organization, entity or enterprise which has been located in this space on a
con_ti...r-xuous basis for no less-ihan 2 years p_ribr to the ef_fecﬁVe date of this Section;

(E) is not accessory to any other use; and '.

(F) is not discontinued and abandoned pursuant to the provisions of Section 183
that would otherwise apply to nonconforming uses. | _

(3)  Sunset. All applications for a determination of eligibility under Subsection (d)
must be received by the Zoning Administrator within three years of the effective date of this
Section. if the Planning Department fails to timely issue notice pursuant to Subsection (c), the
Zoning Administrator may ex'tend this termination date for an additional period of time not to
exceed the number of days that the Department delayed in issuing the notice.

(¢}  Notification of Program Availébility. Within 90 days of the effective date of this
Section, the Planning Department shall cause natice to be mailed to ali owners of property to
which this Section applies. Such notification shall consist of an explanation of this program
and application instructions and any other relevant information determined by the Zoning

Administrator.

Planning Department
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS ' _ Page 4
7/1/2010
mMand\as2010\9680392\00638477 .doc




O W ~N o »ohs @ N =

—i
Q

11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

(dy  Application for Eligibility. An application under this Section may include multiple
tenancies and/or uses on a properiy; however, only one application’may be made per parcel
for the duration of the program. Such application may not involve any expansion or
intensification of the use in question. Any proposed expansion or intensification must be made
under separafe application and is subject to all current provisions of this Code.

Any application under this Subsection shall be accompanied by the following materials:

(1) . Floor plans for the entire building along with specific demarcation of the space
proposed for legitimization; |

(2)  evidence supporting the findings required under Subsection (b)(2) above. Such
evidence may include but is not necessarily limited to the following: rental or lease
agreements, building or other permits, utility records, business licenses, or tax records; and

(3)  nofification materials, including a list of all property owners within 300 feet of the
subject property, as set forth in Section 306.3(a)(2) and, to the exient practical, a complete list
of all current occupants of the subject property.

(e)  Determination of Eligibility. The Zoning Administrator shall determine
compliance with the criteria set forth in Subsection (b)(2), above, through a written decision.
No less than 30 days prior to.making a determination, the Zoning Administrator shall mail and
post a notice of intent to render a determination as set forth below so that parties other than
the applicant are afforded the opportunity to present information which inay have bearing on
the determination;

(1) By mailing notice to owners within 300 feet of the property in question as set
forth in Section 306.3(a)(2);

(2) by mailing notice to current tenants of the subject property using materials

submitted pursuant to Section (d)(3}, above;

Planning Department
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS ‘ Page 5

7172010
niland\as2010\D690392\00638477 .doc




—

3] N P 3% A [\ B — - — — — —te ks, peerd ey —
(934 > w o - O O W o~ > TR ¢ ) BRI N s ] NOo—= O

© o N o o A W N

(3) by mailing notice to all individuals or neighborhood organizations having made
written request for notification for either (i) applications under this Section or (ii) specific
properties or areas; and

(4) by posting a notice on the sﬁbject property as set forth in Section 306.8.

(f) Application to Legitimize. Uses that are determined to be in compliance with the
criteria.of Subsection (b)(2), above, shall be governed as set forth below. Unless specifically
stated by the Planning Commission in the case ofa Condltional Use authorization, approval of
any application under this Subsection shall be deemed to authorize all aspects of the use and
portions of the structure housing the use under the Planning Code. Those portions of the use
or structure that do not comply with current provisions of this Code shall be deemed
this Subsection ska# in no way shall. affect the apphcablitty of relevant pomons of the Building
Code or other portions of the Municipal Code.

(1) Those uses which, under the provisions of this Code that were applicable on
April 17, 2008, would have either: (i) required Conditional Use authorization pursuantio
Section 303 or (i) been principally permitted but required an allocation of office space of less
than 50,000 gross square feet under the Annual Limit pursuant to Section 321(b)}(4), may
seek such authorization pursuant to all requirements of the applicable Section.

2) Those uses which, under the provisions of this Code that were applicable on
April 17, 2008, were principally permitted may seek a building permit in order to legally
astablish the use. Upon the Department's determination that the application is consistent with
the enabling Zoning Administrator's decision, the Planning Department shall approve such
permit. | |

(3)  Those uses which, under the provisions of this Code that were applicable on

April 17, 2008, would have required an allocation of office space of 50,000 or more gross

Planning Department ] '
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square feet under the Annual Limit, may seek such authorization pursuant to the requi.rements
of Section 321; however, no application may be acted on by the Planning Commission until
the termination date of the application period set forth in Subsection (b)(3), above. After that
time, Planning Department staff shall take all reasonable steps to schedule pending eligible
applications for Planning Commission review based on the order in which a project's
determination of eligibility was issued. Nothing in this Section shall preclude the Director of
Planning, based on the demand for participation in this program, from limiting the number of
projects that appear before the Planning Commission in a given period of time.

(9)___ Fee amount. Any use authorized under Subsection (f} above shall, in addition to any

applicable application fees, pay for the area being legitimized the following impact fees:

{1} If the use is legitimizing as office, (as defined in Sec. 890.70)

(A) If the project is-subject to the Transit Impact Development Fee {as described in Sec. 38

of the Administrative Code), a $2.00/¢ross square foot Transit Impact Development Fee.

{B) If the project is subject to the Jobs-Housing Linkage Fee (as described in Sec. 313), an

$8.50/¢ross sauare foot Jobs-Housing Linkage Fee,

(C) No Eastern Nelehborhoods Inépacr Fees shall be charged

(2) If the use is legitimizing as Integrated PDR, (as defined in Sec. 890.49)

{A) If the project is subject to the Transit Impact Development Fee {as described in Sec. 38

of the Administrative Code), a $2.00/gross square foot Transit Impact Development Fee,

{B) If the pf‘ofect is subject to the Jobs-Housing Linkage Fee {(as described in Sec. 313), a

$4.00/eross square foot Jobs-Housing Linkage Fee.

{(C) No Eastern Neighborhoods Impact Fees shall be chareed

{3} If the use is lepitimizing as retail (as defined in Sec. 217) or entertairpnent (as defined in

Sec. 313.1.16)
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{A) If the project is subject to the Transit Impact Development Fee (as described in Sec. 38

of the Administrative Code), a $2.00/gross square foot Transit Impact Development Fee,

{B) If the project is subject to the Jobs-Housing Linkage Fee (as described in Sec. 313}, a

$7.20/eross square foot Jobs-Housing Linkage Fee.

(C) No Eastern Neiehborhoods Impact Fees shall be charged

{4) If the use is legitimized as any other use authorized under Subsection (f) above, the use

. shall pay the Jobs-Housing Linkage Fee and Transit Impact Development Fee in the amount applicable

as of January 18, 2009,

(h) Fee payment. A#

Seetion Fees shall be paid upon issuance of the first construction permzt (as de]‘~ ned in Sec 40}) or an
applicant may elect to participate ina deferred payment program, as specsfied below:

(1) Prior to issuance by DBI of the first construction permit, aAt least 20% of apphcable

fees are due,_s : Henceforth, at

least 20% of applicable fees are due by July 1% of each subsequent calendar year, such that final
payment must be made withfn five four years of receiving the first building or site permit.

(2)  The applicant may elect to pay any outstanding balance at any time within these
five four years.

'(3) - A Notice of Special Restrictions shall be placed on the title of the property
specifying that additional payment is required. This Notice of Special Restrictions shall be
released when payment is complete.

(4) Al outstanding fees will be adjusted annually based on the cost of living as ‘
defined by the Controller's Office.

(5)  The Department may assess an additional fee for time and materials spent

" implementing this deferred fee program.

Planning Department .
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| (8)  Failure to comply with the terms of the program and associated NSR-as
specified in this Subsection shall be deemed a violation of this Code and result in an
enforcement action by the Department, which may include, referral to the Bureau of
Delinquent Revenue and a lien on the subject property. Any enforcement action alsc may
result in additional charges or penalties to cover the City's costs in the enforcement action,
including, but not limited to City Attorney's fees.

SEC. 401. DEFINITIONS.

(a) In addition to the specific definitions set forth elsewhere in this Article, the following
definitions shall govern interpretation of this Article:

(1) - "Affordable housing project." A housing project containing units constructed to
satisfy the requirements of Sections 413.5, 413.8, 415.4, or 4.5.5 of this Article, or receiving
funds from the Citywide Affordable Housing Fund.

(2)  "Affordable to a household.” A purchase price that a household can afford.to pay
based on an annual payment for all housing costs of 33 percent of the combined household
annual net income, a 10 percent down payment, and available ﬁnancing, orarent that a
household can afford to pay based on an annual payment for all housing costs of 30 percent
of the combined annual net income.

(3) "Affordable to qualifying héuseholds“:

(A)  With respect to owned units, the average purchase price on the initial sale of all
affordable owned units in an affordable housing project shall not exceed the aliowable
average purchase price. Each unit shall be sold: |

1)) Only to households with an annual net income equal to or less than that of a
household of moderate income; and .

(ii) At or below the maximum purchase price.

Planning Department
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(B)  With respect to rental units in an affordable housing project, the average annuat
rent shall not exceed the allowable average annual rent. Each unit shall be rented:

(i) Only to households with an annual net income equal to ordess than that of a
household of lower income;

i) At or tess than the maximum annual rent.

(4)  “Allowable average purchase price™

(A) For all affordable one-bedroom units in a housing project, a price affordable to é
two-person household of median income as set forth in Title 25 of the California Code of
Regulations Section 6932 ("Section 6932") on January 1st of that year;

(B)  For all affordable two-bedroom units in a housing project, a price affordable to a

 three-person household of median income as set forth in Section 6932 on January 1st of that

year; . .
(C)  For ali affordable three-bedroom units in a housing project, a.price affordable to

a four-person household of median income as set forth in Section 6932 on January 1st of that

-year;

(D)  For all affordable four-bedroom units in a housing project, a price affordable to a

five-person household of median income as set forth in Section 6932 on January 1st of that

year.

(1)  "Affordable to qualifying middle income households”.

(A)  With respect to owned units, the average purchase price on the initial sale of all
qualifying middie income units shall not exceed the allowable average purchase price deemed
acceptable for households with an annual gross income equal to or less than the qualifying
limits for a household of middle income, adjusted for household size. This purchase price shall
be based on household spending of 35% of income for housing, and shall only apply to initial

sale, and not for the life of the unit.

Planning Department
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(B)  With respect to rental units, the average annual rent--inciuding the cost of
utilities paid by the tenant éccording to the HUD utility allowance established by the San
Francisco Housing Authority -- for qualifying middle income units shall not exceed the
allowable a\ferage purchase price déemed acceptable for households with an annual gross
income equal to or less than the qualifying limits for a household of middie income, adjusted
for household size. This prfce restriction shall exist for the fife of the unit.

(5)  "Allowable average annual rent"

(A)  For all affordable one-bedroom units in é housing project, 18 percent of the
median income for a household of two persons as set forth in Section 6932 on January 1st of
that year,

(B) Forall affordable two-bedroom units in a housing project, 18 percent of the
median income for a household of three persons-as set forth in Sectien 6932 on January 1st
of thét year;

(C) For all affordable three-bedroom units in a housing project, 18 percent of the
median incorﬁe for a household of four persons as set forth in Section 6832 on January 1st of
that year; |

(D)  For all affordable four-bedroom units in a housing project, 18 percent of the
median income for. a household of five persons as set forth in Section 6932 on January 1st of
that year.

(8)  "Annual gross income.” Gross income as defined in CCR Title 25, Section 6914,
as amended from time to time, except that MOH may, in order to promote consistency with
the procedures of the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency, develop an asset test that
differs from the State definition if it pUbﬁsheS that test in the Procedures Manual.

(7)  "Annual net income." Net income as defined in Title 25 of the California Code of

Reguiations Section 6916.

Planning Depariment
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(8) | "Average annual rent." The total annual rent for the calendar year charged by a
housing project for all affordable rentai units in the project of an equal number of bedrooms
divided by the total number of affordable units in the project with that number of bedrooms.

(9)  "Average purchase price.” The purchase price for all affordable owned units in
an affordable housing project of an equal number of bedrooms divided by the total number of
affordable units in the project with that number of bedrooms. |

(10) "Balboa Park Community Improvements Fund." The fund into which all fee
revenue the City collects from the Baiboa Park Impact Fee is deposited.

(11) "Balboa Park Community Improvements Program." The program intended to

implement the community improvements identified in the Balboa Park Area Plan, as

~ articulated in the Balboa Park Community Improvements Program Document on file with the

Clerk of the Board in File No. 090179.

(12) "Balboa Park Impact Fee.” The fee coliected by the City fo mi.ti.g.a{e imbécis of
new development in the Balboa Park Program Area, as described in the findings in Section
422.1. | S

(13) "Balboa Park Program Area.” The Balboa Park Plan Area in Figure 1 of the
Balboa Park Station Area Plan of the San Francisco General Plan.

(14) “Base setvice standard.” The relationship between revenue service hours
offered by the Municipal Railway and the number of automobile and transit trips estimated to
be generated by certain non-residential uses, expressed as a ratio where the numerator
equals the average daily revenue service hours offered by MUNI and the denominator equals
the daily automobile and transit trips generated by non-residential land usés as estimated by
the TIDF Study or updated under Section 411.5 of this Article.

(158) ‘“Base sérvice standard fee rate." The TIDF that would allow the City to recover

the'estimated costs incurred by the Municipal Railway to meet the demand for public transit

Planning Department
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resulting from new develépment in the economic activity categories for which the fee is
charged, after deducting government grants, fare revenue, and costs for non-vehicle
maintenance and general administration.

(16) "Board" or "Board of Supervisors." The Board of Supervisors of the City and
County of San Francisco. |

{17} “Change of Use”. A change of gross floor ared from one category of use to another

category of use listed in the use table for the zoning district of the subject lot.

(1847) "Child-care facility."'A child-care facility as defined in California Health and
Safety Code Section 1596.750.

(1918) "Child-care provider." A provider as defined in California Health and Safety Code
Section 1596.791.

(2049) "City" or "San Francisco.” The City and County of San Francisce.

Planning Department
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(2223) "Commission" or "Planning Commission." The San Francisco Planning
Commission.

(2324) "Community apartment.” As defined in San Francisco Subdivision Code Section
1308(b).

(2425) "Community facilities.” All uses as defined under Section 209.4{(a) and 209.3(d)
of this Code.

{2526) "Condition of approval' or "Conditions of approval." A condstzon or set of written
conditions imposed by the Planning Comm:ss:on or another permat~approvmg or issuing Clty
agency or appellate body to which a project applicant agrees 1o adhere and fuifill when it
receives approval for the construction of a development project subject to this Article .

(26#) "Condominium." As defined in California Civil Code Section 783.

(2728) "Cultural/lnststution/Educatlon (CIE)." An economic activsty category subject to
the TIDF that includes, but is not limited to, schools, as defined in Sections 209.3(q), (h}, and
(i) and 217(f)-(i) of this Code, chiid care facilities; museums and zo0s; and cqmmunity facilities
,-as defined in Sections 209.4 and 221(a)-(c) of this Code.

(2829) "DBI." The San Francisco Department of Building Inspection, or its successor.

(2936) "Dedicated." Legally transferred to the City and County of San Francisco,
including all relevant legal documentation, at no cost to the City.

(303%) "Dedicated site." The portion of site proposed to be legally transferred at no cost
to the City and County of San Francisco under the requirements of this section. ’

(3132) "Department’ or "Planning Department.” The San Francisco Planning
Department or the Planning Department's désignee, including the Mayor's Office of Housing

and other City agencies or departments.
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(3233) "Designated affordable housing zones." For the purposes of implementing the
Eastern Neighborhoods Public Benefits Fund, shall mean the Mission NCT defined in Section
736 and the Mixed Use Residential District defined in Section 841,

| (3334) "Development fee." Either a development impact fee or an in-lieu fee. It shall not
include a fee for service or any time and material chafges charged for reviewing or processing
permit applications.

(3435) "Development Fee Collection Unit” or "Unit." The Development Fee Collection
Unii at DBL

(3536) "Development impact fee." A fee imposed on a development project as a
condition of approval to mitigate the impactis of increased demand for public services, facilities
or housing caused by the development prqject that may or may not be an impact fee
governed by the California Mitigation Fee Act (California Government Code Section 66000 et
sea.).

(3637) "Development impact requirement.” A requirement to provide physical
improvements, facilities or below market rate housing units imposed on a development project
as a condition of approval to mitigate the impacts of increased demand for public services,
facilities or housing caused by the development project that may or may not be governed by
the California Mitigation Fee Act (California Government Code Section 66000 et seq.).

(3738) "Development project.” Any change of use within an existing structure, addition to an

existing structure, or new construction, which includes any occupied floor area A-projectthatis-subject

(3839) "Development under the TIDF." Any new construction, or addition to or
conversion of an existing structure under a building or site permit issued on or after
September 4, 2004, that results in 3,000 gross square feet or more of a covered use. In the

case of mixed use development that includes residential development, the term "new
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development" shall refer to only thé non-residential portion of such development. "Existing
structure” shall include a siructure for which a sponsor already paid a fee under the prior TIDF
ordinance, as well as a structure for which no TIDF was paid.

(3948) "Director.” The Director of Planning or his or her designee.

(404%) "DPW." The Department of Public Works, or its successor.

1@1_42) "Eastern Neighborhoods Infrastructure Impact Fee." The fee collected by the
City to mitigate impacts of new deveicpment in the Eastern Neighborhoods Program Area, as
described in the Findings in Section 423.1

(4243) "Eastern Neighborhoods Public Benefits Fund.” The fund into which all fee
revenue collected by the City from the Eastern Neighborhoods Impact Fee is deposited.

(4344) "Eastern Neighborhoods Public Benefits Program.” The program iﬁtended to
impj!er'n'e'ht the community. improvements identified in the four Area Plans affiliated with the
Eastern Neighborhoods (Central Waterfront, East SoMa, Mission, and Showplace |
Square/Potrero Hill), as articulated in the Eastern Neighborhoods Public Benefits Program
Document, on file with the Clerk of the Board in File No. 0811 55.) _ |

(4445) "Eastern Neighborhoods Program Area."” The Eastern Neighborhoods Plan Area
in Map 1 (Land Use Plan) of the Eastern Neighborhoods Area Plan of the San Francisco
General Plan.

(4546) "Economic activity category.” Under the TIDF, one of the following six categories
of non-residential uses: Cultural/Institution/Education (CIE), Management, Information and

Professional Services (MIPS), Medical and Health Services, Production/Distribution/Repair

(PDR), Retail/Entertainment, and Visitor Services.
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(4648) "Entertainment use". Space within a structure or portion thereof intended or

primarily suitable for or accessory to the operation of uses defined in San Francisco Planning Code

Sections 102.17 (Nighttime Entertainment), 790.38 and 890.37 (Qther Entertainment), 790.36 and

800 36 (Adult Entertainment), 790.64 and 890.64 (Movie Theater), and 790.4 and 890.4 (Amusement

Arcade) , regardless of the zoning district that the use is located in. a-nighttime-ertertabiunent-1se-a5
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(4749) "First certificate of occupancy.” Either a temporary certificate of occupancy or a

Certificate of Final Completion and Occupancy as defined in San Francisco Building Code
Section 109A, whichever is issued first.

(4850) "First construction document.” As defined in Section 107A.13.1 of the San
Francisco Building Code. |

(4951) "Gross floor area.” The total area of each floor within the building's exterior
walls, as defined in Section 102.9{b)(12) of this Code.

(5052) "Gross square feet of use.” The meaning set forth in Section 102.9 of this Code, with

the exception of the TIDF. With respect to the TIDF, the total square feet of gross floor area in a

building and/or space within or adjacent to a structure devoted to all uses covered by the
TIDF, including any common areas exclusively serving such uses and not serving residential

uses. Where a structure contains more than one use, areas common {o two or more uses,
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such as lobbies, stairs, elevators, restrooms, and other ancillary spaces included in gross floor
area that are not exclusively assigned to one uses shall be apportioned among the two or

more uses in accordance with the relative amounts of gross floor area, excluding such space,

in the structure or on any floor thereof directly assignable to each use.

(5155) "Hotel" or "Hotel use.” Space within a structure or portion thereof intended or

primarily suitable for or accessory to the operation of uses defined in San Francisco Planning Code

Sections 790.46 and 890.46, regardless of the zoning district that the use is located in. FOOHS;-OF-SHites

(5256) "Household." Any person or persons who reside or intend to reside in the same

housing unit.

(5357) "Household of lower income." A household composed of one 6r more persons
with a combined annual net income for all adult members which does not exceed the
qualifying limit for a lower-income family of a size equivalent to the number of persons
residing in such household, as set forth for the County of San Francisco in Title .25 of the |
California Code of Regulations Section 6932.

(5458) "Household of median income." A household composed of one or more persons

with a combined annual net income for all adult members which does not exceed the

Planning Department
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qualifying limit for a median-income family of a size equivalent to the number of persons
residing in such household, as set forth for the County of San Francisco in Titie 25 of the
California Code of Regulations Section 6932.

(5559) "Household of moderate income." A household composed of one or more
persons with a combined annual net income for all adult members which does not exceed the
qualifying limit for a moderate-income family of a size equivalent to the number of personé
residing in such househald, as set forth for the County of San Francisco in Title 25 of the
California Code of Regulations Section 6932.

(5666) Housing developer.” Any business entity building housing units which receives a
payment from a sponsor for use in the construction of the housing units. A housing developer
may be (a) the same business entity as the sponsor, (b) an entity in which the sponsor is a
pariner, joint venturor, or stockholder, or (¢} an entity in which the sponsor has no control or
ownership.

(5761) "Housing project." Any development which has residential units as defined in the
Planning Code, including but not limited to dwellings, group housing, independent living units,
and other forms of development which are intended to provide long-term housing to
individuals and households. "Housing project” shall not inciude that portion of a development
that qualifies as an Institutional Use under the Planning Code. "Housing project” for purposes
of this Program shall also include the development of live/work units as defined by Section
102.13 of this Code. Housing project for purposes of this Program shall mean all phases or
elements of a multi-phase or multiple ot residential development.

(5862) "Housing unit* or "unit.” A dwelling unit as defined in San Francisco Housing
Code Section 401. ‘ _

- (5963) "Improvements Fund." The fund into which all revenues collected by the City fbr

each Program Area's impact fees are deposited.

Flanning Depariment :
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(6064) "in-Kind Agreement.” An agreement acceptable in form and substance to the

City Attorney and the Director of Planning, under which the project sponsor agrees to provide a

specific set of community improvements, at a specific phase of construction, in lieu of contribution 1o

(6165) “Infrastructure.” Opén s'paéé. and recreational fé.c.iliti.eé;' pljbli'é realms
improvements such as pedestrian improvements and streetséape improvéments;' pubiié transit
facilities; and community facilities such as libraries, child care facilities, and community
centers. R _ |

(@_2_65) "In lieu fee." A fee paid by a project sponsor in lieu of compiying w.ith é
requirement of this Code and that is not a development impact fee governed by the Mitigation
Fee Act. |

(63) “Institutional use” shall mean space within a structure or portion thereof intended or

primarily suitable for or accessory to the operation of uses contained in San Francisco Planning Code

Section 217 and 890.50. regardless of the zoning district that the use fs located in.

(64) “Integrated PDR use” shall mean space within g structure or portion thereof intended or

primarily suitable for or accessory to the operation of uses defined in San Francisco Planning Code

Section 890.49, repardless of the zoning district that the use is located in.
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(6567) Interim Guidelines" shall mean the Office Housing Production Program Interim
Guidelines adopted by the City Planning Commission on January 26, 1982, as amended.

(6668) "Licensed Child-care facility." A child-care facility which has been issued a valid
license by the California Department of Social Services pursuant to California Health and
Safety Code Sections 1596.80-1596.875, 1596.95-1597.09, or 1587.30-1597.61.

(6769) "Live/work project.” A housing project containing more than one live/work unit.

(ﬁ@?@) *Live/work unit” shall be as defined in Section 102.13 of this Code.,l

(6974) "Long term housing." Housing intended for occupancy by a person or persons
for 32 consecutive days or longer.

(7072) "Low income." For 'purposes of this Article, up to 80% of median family income
for the San Francisco PMSA, as calculated and adjusted by the United States Department of
Housing and WUrban Development (HUD) on an annual basis, except that as applied to
housing-related purposes such as the construction of affordable housing and the provision of
rental subsidies with funds from the SOMA Stabilization Fund established in Section 418.7, it
shalt mean up to 60% of median family income for the San Francisco PMSA, as calculated
and adjusted by HUD on an annual basis.

(71#3) "Management, Information and Professional Sewice‘s (MIPS). An economic
activity category under the TIDF that includes, but is not limiied to, office use; medical offices
and clinics, as defined in Section 890.114 of this Code; business services, as defined in
Section 890.111 of this Code; Integrated PDR, as defined in Section 890.49 of this Code, and
Small Enterprise Workspaces, as defined in Section 227(t) of this Code.

(7274) "Market and Octavia Community iImprovements Fund” The fund into which all
fee revenue collected by the City from the Market and Octavia Community Improvements

Impact Fee is deposited.
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(7375) "Market and.Octavia Community improvements Impact Fee." The fee collected
by the City to mitigate Empacts of new development in the Market and Octavia Program Area,
as described in the findings in Section 421.1.

(7476) "Market and Octavia Community Improvements Program.” The program
intended to implement the community improvements identified in the Market and Octavia Area
Plan, as a;ticuiated in the Market and Octavia Community Improvements Program Document
on file with the Clerk of the Board in File No. 071157.) |

(7527) "Market and Octavia Program Area." The Market and Octavia Plan Area in Map

-1 (Land Use Plan) of the Market and Octavia Area Plan of the San Francisco General Plah,

which includes those districts zoned RTO, NCT, or any neighborheod specific NCT, a few
parcels zoned RH—} or RH-2, and those parcels within the Van Ness and Market Downtown
Residential Special Use District (VMDRSUD). | .

(7678) "Market rate housing." Housing constructed in.th.e pfincipal p.ro}e.c.;t. thét IS ﬁot
subject to sales or rental restrictions.

(7779) "Maximum annual rent.” The maximum rent that a housing developer may
charge any tenant occupying an af_fordable unit for the calendar year. The maximum annual
rent shall be 30 percent of the annual income for a lower-income household as set forth in
Section 6932 on Janﬁary 1st of each year for the fql!owing household sizes:

(A) Forall one-bedroom units, for a household of two persons;

(B)  For all two-bedroom units, for a household of three persons;

(C)  For all three-bedroom units, for a household of four persons;

(D)  For all four-bedroom units, for.a household of five persons.

(7849) "Maximum purchase price.” The maximum purchase price that a household of

moderate income can afford to pay for an owned unit based on an annual payment for all

Planning Department .
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housing costs of 33 percent of the combined household annual net income, a 10 percenf
down payment, and available financing, for the following household sizes:

(A)  For all one-bedroom units, for a household of two persons;

(B)  For all two-bedroom units, for a household of three persons;

(C)  For all three-bedroom units, for a household of four persdns;

) Fdr all four-bedroom units, for a household of five persons.

(7986) "Medical and Heaith Services." An economic activity category under the TIiDF
that includes, but is not limited o, those non-residential uses defined in Sections 209.3(a) and
217(a) of this Code; animal services, as defined in Section 224(a) and (b} of this Code; and
social and charitable services, as defined in Sections 209.3(d) and 217(d) of this Code.

(8084} "Middle Income Household." A household whose combined annual gross
income for all membe'rs is between 120 percenrt-and 150 percent of the local median income
for the City and County of San Francisco, as calculated by the Mayor's Office of Housing
using data from the United States Department of Housing and Urban Develobment (HUD) and
adjusted for household size or, if data from HUD is unavailable, as calculated by the Mayor's
Office of Housing using other publicly available and credible data and adjusted for household

size.

(8183) "MOH." The Mayor's Office of Housing, or its successor.

(8284) "MTA." The Municipal Transportation Agency, or its successor.

(8385) "MTA Director.” The Director of MTA or his or her designee.

(8486) "Municipal Railway; MUNL" The public transit system owned by the City and
under the jurisdiction of the MTA.

(8587 "Net addition.” The total amount of gross floor area defined in Planning Code

Section 102.9 contained in to-be-eccupied-by a development project, less the grass floor area
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14 (8696) “New development.” Under the TIDF, any new construction, or addition to or

15 conversion of an existing structure under a building or site permit issued on or after

16 September 4, 2004 that results in 3,000 gross square feet or more of a use covered by the

17 TIDF. In the case of mixed use development that includes residential development, the term
18 "new development” sha!t refer to only the non-residential portion of such development.

19 "Existing structure® shall include a structure for which a sponsor already paid a fee under the
20 prior TIDF ordinance, as well as a structure for which no TIDF was paid.

21 (8797) "Nonprofit child-care provider." A child-care provider that is an organization

22 organized and operated for nonprofit purposes within the provisions of California Revenue

23 and Taxation Code Sections 23701--23710, inclusive, as demonstrated by a written

24 || determination from the California Franchise Tax Board exempting the organization from taxes

25 under Revenue and Taxation Code Section 23701.
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(8898) "Nonprofit organization.” An organization organized and operated for nonprofit
purposes within the provisions of California Revenue and Taxation Code Sections 23701--
23710, inclusive, as demonstrated by‘a written determination from the California Franchise
Tax Board exempting the organization from taxes under Revenue and Taxation Code Section

23701, )

| (89162) “Non-residential use." Space within aAny structure or portion thereof intended or

primarily suitable for or accessory to occupancy by retaii, office, commaercial, or other non-

residential uses defined in Section 209.3, 209.8, 217, 218, 219, and 221 of this Code,

regardless of the zoning district that the use is located in-end-221; except that residential

components of uses defined in Section 209.3(a)-(c) and (g)-(i) shall be defined as a
"residential use” for purposes of this Article. For the purposes of this Article, non-residential

use shall not include PDR and publicly owned and operated community facilities.
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(90463) "Notice of Special Restrictions.” A document recorded with the San Francisco
Recorder's Office for any unit subject to this Program detailing the sale ana resale or rental
restrictions and any restrictions on purchaser or tenant income levels included as a Condition

of Approval of the principal project relating to the unit.
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(2;%@5) "Office use." Space within‘ a structure or portion thereof intended or primarily

suitable for or accessory to the operation of uses defined in San Francisco Planning Code Section

890.70. recardless of the zoning district that the use is located in, pecHpancy-by-persons-or-entitics

(92406) "Off-site unit.” A unit affordable to qualifying households constructed pursuant

to this Ordinance on a site other than the site of the principal project.

(93267) "On-site unit." A unit affordable to qualifying households constructed pursuant
to this Article on the site of the principal project.

(94168) "Owned unit.” A unit affordable to qualifying households which is a
condominium, stock cooperative, community apartment, or detached single-family home. The

owner or owners of an owned unit must occupy the unit as their primary residence. -
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(95169) "Owner." The record owner of the fee or a vendee in possession.

(96146) "PDR use." Space within any structure or portion thereof intended or primarily

suitable for or accessory to the operation of uses defined in San Francisco Planning CodeFhoseuses

contained-in Sections 220, 222, 223, 224, 225, and-226, 227(n), 227(b), and 227(p)} . regardless of
the zoning district that the use is located in-of-+his-Gede.

(97441 "Principal project.” A housing development on which a requiremerito provide
affordabie housing units is-imposed. |

(98412) "Principal site.” The total site proposed for development, including the portion
of site proposed to be legally transferred to the City and County of San Francisco.

(99413) "Procedures Manual." The City and County of San Francisco Affordable
Housing Monitoring Procedures Manual issued by the San Francisco Depariment of City
Planning, as amended.

(100124) "Rent" or "rental.” The total charges for rent, utilities, and related housing
services o each househoid occupying an affordable unit. |

(101445) "Rental unit." A unit affordable to qualifying households which is not a
condominium, stock cooperative, or community apartment.

(102416) "Replacement of use.” The total amount of gross floor area, as defined in

Section 102.9 of this Code, to be demolished and reconstructed by a development project;
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(103448) "Research and development use." Space within any structure or portion

thereof intended or primarily suitable for or accessory to the operation of uses defined in San

Francisco Planning Code Section 890.52. regardless of the zoning district that the use is located T

(104+22) "Residential use." Space within aAny structure or portion thereof intended or

primarily suitable for or accessory to OCccupancy by uses defined in San Francisco Planning Code

Sections 209.1, 790.88, and 890.88.01‘ this Code, as relevant for the subject zoning district, or
containing group housing as defined in Section 209.2(a)-(c) of this Code and any residential

components of institutional uses as defined in Section 209.3(a)-(c) and (g-(i) of this Code.
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(105124) "Retail/entertainment.” An economic activity category under the TIDF that.

includes, but is not limited 1o, a ré{ai!use; an entertainment use; massage establishments, as
defined in Section 218.1 of this Code; laundering, and cleaning and"pressing, as defined in
Section 220 of this Code.

(106125) "Retail use." Space within any structure or portion thereof intended or

primarily suitable for or accessory o the operation of uses contained in San Francisco Planning Code

Section 218, regardless of the zoning district that the use is located in. oceunpancy-by-persons-or-entities

(107426) "Revenue services hours." The number of hours that the Municipal Railway

provides service to the public with its entire fleet of buses, light rail (including streetcars), and
cébfe cars.

(Q§J%7) "Rincon Hill Community Erhprovements- Fund.“ The fund into which all fee
revenue collected by the City from the Rincon Hill Community Infrastructure Impact Fee is
deposited. |

(109428) “Rincon Hill Community Infrastructure Impact Fee.” The fee collected by the
City to mitigate impacts of new development in the Rincon Hill Program Aregq, as described in
the findings in Section 418.1.

(110129) "Rincon Hill Program Area." Those districts identified as the Rincon Hill
Downtown Residential (RH DTR) Districts in the Planning Code and on the Zoning Maps.
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(111236) "Section 6932." Section 6932 of Title 25 of the California Code of Regulations
as such section applies to the County of San Francisco. '

(112} “Small Enterprise Workspabe use” shall mean space within a structure or portion

thereof intended or primarily suitable for or accessory to the operation of uses as defined in San

Francisco Planning Code Section 227(t), regardless of the zoning district that the use is located in.

oC W oW N s WN

(11375) "SOMA " The area bounded by Market Street to the north, Embarcadero to the

east, ng Street o the south, and South Van Ness and Division to the west.

(114 14«}3-}) "SOMA Communlty Stabilization Fee." The fee collected by the C:ty to
mitigate impacts on the residents and businesses of SOMA of new development in the Rincon
Hill Program Area, as described in the findings in Section 418.1.

(1 15-}32) “SOMA Commumty Stabtilzatlon Fund " The fund lnto which all fee revenue

coliected by the City from the SOMA Community Stabtilzatlon Fee is deoosuted

(116433) "Sponsor" or "project sponsor.” An applicant seeking approval for'
construction of a development project subject to this Article, such applicant's successor and
assigns, and/or any entity which controls or is under common controt wsth such apphcant

- (117434) "Stock cooperative." As defined in California Business and Professions Code
Section 11003.2. | | |

(1181435) "Student housing." A building where 100 percent of the residential uses are
affiliated with and operated by an accredited post-secondary educational institution. Typically,
student housing is for rent, not for sale. This housing shall provide lodging or both meals and
lodging, by prearrangement for one week or more at a time. This definition only applies in the
Eastern Neighborhoods Mixed Use Districts. |

(119438) "TIDF: Transit Impact Development FeeFIBE." The development fee that is

the subject of Sectoin 411.1 et seq. of this Article.
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(120436) "TIDF Study.” The study commissioned by the San Franpisco Planning
Department and performed by Nelson/Nygaard Associates entitled "Transit Impact
Development Fee Analysis — Final Report," dated May 2001, including all the Technical
Memoranda supporting the Final Report and the Nelson/Nygaard update materials contained
in Board of Supervisors File No. 040141.

(121437 "Total developable site area." That part of the site that can be feasibly
developed as residential development, excluding land already substantially developed, parks,
required open spaces,‘ streets, alléys, waikways or other public infrastructure.

(122439) "Treasurer." The Treésurer‘fc)‘r the City and County of San Francisco.

(123146) "Trip generation rate.” The total number of automobile an‘d Municipal Railway
trips generated for each 1,000 square feet of deve!o'pment in a particular economic activity
category as established in ithe TIDF Study, or pursuant to the five-year review process
established in Section 411.5 of this Article.

(124441) "Use." The purpose for which land or a siructure, or both, are legally
designed, constructed, arranged, or intended, or for which they are legally occupied or
maintained, let or leased.

(125142) "Visitacion Valley." The area bounded by Carter Street and McLaren Park to
the west, Mansell Street to the north, Route 101 between Mansell Street and Bayshore
Boulevard to the northeast, Bayview Park to the north, Candlestick Park and Candlestick
Point Recreation Area 1o the east, the San Francisco Bay to the southeast, and thé San
Francisco County line to the south.

(126443) "Visitor services." An economic activity category under the TIDF that includes,
but is not limited 1o, hotel use; motel use, as defined in Section 216(c) and (d); and time-share

projects, as defined in Section 11003.5(a) of the California Business and Professions Code.
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(127444) "Waiver Agreement." An agreement acceptable in form and substahce to the
City Attorney and the Planning Department under which the City agrees to waive all or a
portion of the Community Improvements Impact Fee.

SEC. 413.3. APPLICATION. -

(a)
or-after-Janruary-51999-With the exception of uyes listed below in subsection (b), Section 413.1 et

seq. shall apply 10 any development project-the-foltowtig.

(1) That increases by 25,000 or more gross square feet the total amount of any combination of

the following uses: entertainment, hotel, Integrated PDR, office, research and development, retail, and/or

Small Enterprise Workspace, and

(2) Whose environmental evaluation application for the development project was filed on or

after January 1. 1999,

(b}  Section 413.1 et seq. shall not apply to:

(1) Any development project other than a development project described in

Subsection (a) of this Section, including those portions of a development project consisting of
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the net addition of square feet of any type of space not described in Subsection {a) of this
Section;

(2)  Those portions of a development project described in Subsection (a) of this
Section located on property owned by the United States or any of its agencies or leased by
the United States or any of its agencies for a period in excess of 50 years, With the exception
of such property not used excllusiveiy for a governmental purpose;

(3)  Those portions of a development project‘described in Subsection {(a) of this
Section located on property owned by the State of California or any of its agencies, with the
exception of such property not used exclusively for a governmental or educational purpose;

(4)  Those portions of a development project described in Subsection {(a) of this
Section located on property under the jurisdiction of the San Francisco Redevelopment
Agency or the Port of San Francisco where the application of Section 413.1 et seq. is
prohibited by Caliiornia or local law;

(5) Any office development project approved by the Commission prior to August 18,
1985 that was not subject 1o the Interim Guidelines; or

(8  Any office development project approved by the Commission prior to August 18,
1985 that was subject to the Interim Guidelines. If the action of the Commission affecting such
office development project is thereafter modified, superseded, vacated, or reversed by the
Board of Appeals, the Board of Supervisors, or by court action in a manner affecting the
amount of housing required under the Interim Guidei_ines, the permit applic'ation on remand to
the Commission shall remain subject to the Interim Guidelines.

{7}  Any major phase or development project in Mission Bay North or South to the
extent application of Section 413.1 et seq. would be inconsistent with the Mission Bay North
Redevelopment Plan and Interagency Cooperation Agreement or the Mission Bay South

Redevelopment Plan and interagency Cooperation Agreement, as applicable.
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(8) - Any of the following free-standing uses. For purposes of this Section, the term “free-

standing” shall mean an independent building or structure used exclusively by a single use and any

accessory uses, and that is net part of a larger development project on the same environmental

evaluation application,

(4é) free-standing retail use, encompassed in the definition of "pharmacy" as

proscribed in Section 790.48(b) of this Code and which does not exceed more than 50,000

sauare feet of retail or othenspacej or

(Bi) any free-standing retail use'éncompassed in the definition of "general grocery"

proscribed in Section 790.102(a) of this Code, and which does not exceed more than 75,000

square feet of retail or other space; or

(Ci#) any mixed-use space consisting of residential spa_cé and pharmacy retail space

OBHHE

SEC. 413.5.. COMPLIANCE BY PAYMENT TO HOUSING DEVELOPER.

(@)  With the written approval of the Director of MOH, the project sponsor may Hfthe

not exceeding 50,000 square feet, or general grocery retail space.not exceeding 75,000

sponser elects to pay a sum or contribute fand of value at least eqﬂivatent to the in-lieu fee to

one or more housing developers to meet the requirements of Section 413.1 et seq. lf the

sponsor elects this option and the Director of MOH approves it, the housing developer or

developers shall be required to construct at least the number of housing units determined by

the following formulas for each typé of space proposed as part of the development project and

subject to Section 413.1 et seq.:

Net Addition Gross Sq. Ft.

x .000140 = Housing Units
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Entertainment Space

Net Addition Gross Sqg. FL.
% 000110 = Housing Units
Hotel Space

Net Addition Gross Sq. FL.
x .000270 = Housing Units
Office Space : '

Net Additioﬁ Gross Sg. FL
' : x .000200 = Housing Units
R&D Space :

Net Addition Gross sq. Ft. .
x .000140 = Housing Units
Retail Space

The housing.uniis reduired to be constructed under the above formula must be
affordable o qualifying households continuously for 50 years. i the sponsor elects o
contribute to more than one distinct housing development under this Section, the sponsor
shall not receive credit for its monetary coniribution to any one development in excess of the
amount of the in-lieu fee, as adjusted under Section 413.8, multiplied by the number of units in
such housing development.

(b)  Prior to the issuance by DBI of the first site or building permit for a development
project subject to Section 413.1 et seq. the sponsor shali submit o the Department, with a
copy to MOH:

(1) A written housing development plan idenﬁfyiﬂg the housing project or projects to
receive funds or land from the sponsor and the proposed mechanism for enforcing the
requirement that the housing units constructed will be affordable to qualifying households for

50 years; and
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@ A certification that the sponsor has made a binding commitment to contribute an
amount of money or land of value at least equivalent to the amount of the in-lieu fee that
would otherwise-be required under Section 413.6 to one or more housing developers and that
the housing developer or developers shall use such funds or tands to develop the housing
subject to this Section. ' '

(3) A self-contained appraisal report as defined by the Uniform Standards of
Professional Appraisal Practice prepared by an M.A.1. appraiser of the fair market value of any
land to be contributed by the sponsortc a houéing developer. The date of value of thé
appraisal shall be the date on which the sponsor submits the housing development plan and
certification to the Department. |

Ef the sponsor falls to comply with these requ;rements within one year of the final
determination or rev:sed fmat determanat;on it shall be deemed to have elected to pay the in-
lieu fee under Section 413.6, and any deferral surcharge, in order to comply with Section
413.1 et seq. In the event that the sponsor fails to pay the in-lieu fee within the time required
by Section 413.6, DB shall deny any and all site or building permits or certificates of
occupancy for the development project Iuntil the.suc’h payfnent has been made or land
contributed, and the Development Fee Collection Unit at DBI shall immediately initiate lien
proceedings against the sponsor's property pursuant to Section 408 of this Article and Section
107A.13 of the San Francisco Building Code to recover the fee.

(c)  Within 30 days after the sponsor has submitted a written housing development
project plan and, if necessary, an appraisal to the Depariment and MOH under Subsection(b}
of this Section, the Department shall notify the spoﬁsor in writing of its initial determination as
to whether the plan and appraisal are in compliance with this Section, publish the initial
determination in the next Commission calendar, and cause a public notice to be published in

an official newspaper of general circulation stating that such housing development plan has
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been received and stating the Department's initial determination. In making the initial
determination for an application where the sponsor elects to contribute land to a housing
developer, the Department shall consult with the Director of Property and include within its
initial determination a finding as to the fair market value of the land proposed for contribution
to a housing developer. Within 10 days after such written nofification and published notice, the
sponsor or any other person may request a hearing before the.Commission to contest such
initial determination. If the Department receives no request for a hearing within such 10-day
period, the determination of the Department shall become a final determination. Upon receipt
of any timely request for hearing, the Depariment shall schedule a hearing before the
Commission within 30 days. The scope of the hearing shall be limited to the compliance of the
housing development plan and appraisal with this Section, and shall not include a chailenge to
the amount of the housing requirement imposed on the development project by the
Department or the Commission. At the hearing, the Commission may eitﬁer make such
revisions to the Department's initial determination as it may deem just, or confirm the
Department's initial determination. The Commission's determination shall then become & final
determination, and the Department shall provide written notice of the final determination io the
sponsor, MOH, and to any person who timely requested a hearing of the Department's
determination. The Department shall also provide written notice to MOH that the housing units
to be constructed pursuant to such plan are subject to Section 413.1 et seq..

(d)  Prior to the issuance by DBI of the first construction document for a
development project subject to this Section, the sponsor must:

(1)  Provide written evidence to the Department that it has paid in fuil the sum or
transferred title of the land required by Subsection (a) of this Section to one or more housing

developers;
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- {2) Notify the Department that construction of the housing units has commenced,
evidenced by:
(A)* The City's issuance of site and building permits for the entire housing
development project,
(B)  Written authorization from the housing developer and the construction lender
inat-construction may proceed,
(C) An exécuted construction contract between the housing developer and a general
contractdr, and |
(D) Theissuance of a performance bond enforceable by the construction lender for
100 percent of the replacement cost of the housing project; and
_ (3}  Provide _Qvi'denc;e_sati'sfacton,f. to the Department that the units required to be
constructed will be affordable to qualifying hous.éﬁol.d“s fof. 50 yearsthrough é.f{ ehf.t.jrce'rﬁent
mechanism approved by the Depart.ment.pursuaht o Subsecﬁons (b) through (d) of this
Section. |
(e)  Where the sponsor elects to pay a sum or cont_ribut_e l_an_dAof _va_lue equivalent to
the in-lieu fee to one or more housing developers, the sponsor's responsibility for completing
construction of and maintaining the affordability of housing units constructed ceases from and
after the date on which:
(1)  The conditions of (1) through (3) of Subsection (d) of this Section have been
met; and |
(2) A mechanism has been approved by the Director to enforce the requirement that
the housing units constructed will be affordable to qualifying households continuously for 50
years.
{q) if the. project sponsor fails to éompiy with these requirements prior to issuance of

the first certificate of occupancy by DB, it shall be deemed to have elected to pay the in-lieu
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fee under Section 413.6 and the deferral surcharge in order to comply with Section 413.1 et

seq. DB shall deny any and all ceriificates of occupancy for the development project until

such payment has been made.

SEC. 413.6. COMPLIANCE BY PAYMENT OF IN-LIEU FEE.

(a) The amount of the fee which may be paid by the sponsor of a development project subject to

this Section in lieu of developing and providing the housing required by Section 413.5 shall be
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determined by the following formulas for each type of space proposed as part of the development

project and subject to this ordinance,

- (1) For applicable projects (as defined in Section 413.3), any net addition shall pay per the Fee

Schedule in Table 413.6A, and

(2) For applicable projects (as defined in Section 413.3), any replacement gr change of use

shall pay per the Fee Schedule in Table 413.68.

TABLE 413.6A

FEE SCHEDULE FOR NET ADDITIONS OF GROSS SQUARE FEET

TABLE INSET:

Use Fee per Gross Square Foot
Entertainment 18.62
Hotel 14.95

- Integrated PDR $15.69
Institutional $0.00
Office 19.96
PDR $0.00
Research & Development $13.30
Residential $0.00
Retail 18.62
Small Enterprise Workspace 15.69

TABLE 413.6B

FEE SCHEDULE FOR REPLACEMENT QF USE OR CHANGE OF USE

TABLE INSET:

Previous Use

New Use

Fee per Gross Square Foot

Entertainment, Hotel,

Entertainment, Hotel,

$0.00
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Integrated PDR, Office,

Research & Development,

Retail, or Small Enterprise

Integrated PDR. Office,

Retail, or Small

Enterprise Workspace

Workspace -
PDR which received its First | Entertainment. Hotel, Use Fee from Table 313.6A
Certificate of Occupanm‘) on or | Integrated PDR, Office, minus $14.09
before April 1, 2010 Research & Devetopment,
Retail, or Small
Enterprise Workspace
Institutional which received its | Entertainment, Hotel, $0.00
First Certificate of Qccupancy | Integrated PDR, Office,
on or before April [, 2010 Research & Development,
Retail, or Small
Enterprise Workspace
Institutional or PDR which Institutional, PDR, $0.00
received ity First Certificate of | Research & Development,
Occupancy on or before April | Residential
12010 -
Institutional or PDR which Any Use Fee from Table 313.6A
received its First Certificate of
Qccupancy after April 1, 2010
Residential Entertainment, Hotel, Use Fee from Table 313.6A

Integrated PDR, Office,

PDR, Research &

Development, Retail, or
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Small Enterprise

‘ Workspace

(b)' No later than July 1 of each year, MOH shall adjust the in-lieu fee payment
option and provide a report on its adjustment to the Board of Supervisors. MOH shall provide
notice of any fee adjustment on its website at least 30 days prior to the adjustment taking
effect. MOH is authorized io develop an appropriate methodoiogy for indexing the fee, based
on adjustments in the costs of constructing housing and in the price of housing in San
Francisco consistent with the indexinlg for the Residential Inclusionary Affordable Housing
Program in lieu fee set out in Section 415.6. The method of indexing shall be published in the
Procedures Manual for the Residential I'nciﬁsionary Aifordable Housing Program. In making a
determination as to the amount of the fee 1o be paid, the Department shali credit to the -
sponsor any-excess Interim Guideﬁne credits or éxcess.c'redi.ts whiéh the sponsor. e'!ec"z_s to
apply against its housing requirement.

{¢)  Anyin-lieu fee required under this Section is due and payable to the
Development Fee Collection Unit at DBI prior to issuance of the first construction document,
with an option for the project sponsor to defer paymént to prior to issuance of the first
certificate of occupancy upon agreeing to pay a deferral surcharge that would be deposited
ihto the Citywide Affordable Housing Fund in accordance with Section 107A.13.3 of the San
Francisco Building Code. '

'SEC. 413.8. COMPLIANCE BY COMBINATION OF PAYMENT TO HOUSING
DEVELOPER AND PAYMENT OF IN-LIEU FEE.

With the written approval of the Director of MOH, the Fhe sponsor of a development project

subject to Section 413.1 et seq. may elect to satisfy its housing requirement by a combination
of paying money or contributing land to one or more housing developers under Section 413.5

and paying a partial amount of the in-lieu fee to the Development Fee Collection Unit at DBI
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under Section 413.6. In the case of such election, the sponsor must pay a sum such that each
gross square foot of net addition of each type of space subject fo Section 413.1 ef seq. is
accounted for in either the payment of a sum or contribution of land o one or more housing
developers or the payment of a fee to the Development Fee Collection Unit. The housing units
constructed by a housing developer must conform to all requiréments of Section 413.1 et
seq., inc!uciiné, buinot limited to, the proportion that must be affordable to qualifying
hou_sehoids as-set forth in Section 413.5. All of the requirements of Sectiens-413.5 and 413.6
shall apply, including the requirements with respect to the timing of issuance of site and
building permits and certificates of occupancy for the development project and payment of the
in-lieu fee.

SEC. 418 (formerly Section 318}, RINCON HILL COMMUNITY IMPROVEMENTS
FUND AND SOMA COMMUNITY STABILIZATION FUND IN-DTR DISTRICTS.

Sections 418./2 through 418.7, hereafter referred to as Section 418.1 et seq., sei forth
the requirements and procedures for the Rincon Hill Community improvements Fund and the
SOMA Community Stabilization Fund. The effective date of these requirements is either
August 19, 2005, which is the date that the requirements originally became effective, or the
date a subsequent modification, if any, became effective.

SEC. 418.2.. DEFINITIONS. See Section 401 of this Article,.

SEC. 418.3. APPLICATION.

(a)  Application. Section 418.1 et seq. shall apply to any development project located

in the Rincon Hill Community Improvements Program Area

Planning Department
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS Page 45

7/4/2010
n\and\as201 (\GBI0382\00638477 .doc




(b) Projects subject to the Rincon H.ill' Community Infrastructure Impact Fee, The Rincon

Hill Community Infrastructure Impact Fee is applicable to any development project int the Rincon Hill

Program Area which results in:

(1) At least one net new residential unit,

{(2) Additional space in an existing residential unit of more than 800 gross square feet,

{3) At least one net new group housing facility or residential care facility,

(4) Additional space in an existing group housing or residential care facility of more: than

800 eross square feet,

(c) _ Fee Calculation for the Rincon Hill Community Infrastructure Impact Fee. For

development projects for which the Rincon Hill Community Infrastructure Impact Fee is applicable;

(1) Any net addition of gross square feet shall pay per the Fee Schedule in Table 418.3A, and

(2) Aﬁv repfabéﬁze’nt c.)f.,é.ros;s square fe.ét or change of use shall pay per the Fee Schedule in
Table 418.3B. | |
TABLE 418.3A
“RINCON HILL COMMUNI UIYINFRASTR UCTURE IMPACT FEE SCHEDULE FOR NET

ADDITIONS OF GROSS SQUARE FEET IN THE RINCON HILL PROGRAM AREA

TABLE INSET:

Residential

$8.60/gsf
TABLE 418.3B

RINCON HILL COMMUNIUTY INFRASTRUCTURE IMPACT FEE SCHEDULE FOR

REPLACEMENT OF USE OR CHANGE OF USE IN THE RINCON HILL PROGRAM AREA
TABLE INSET: ' |

\Residential to Non-Residential to | PDR to
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'Residential or Non- |Residential Residential

residential; Non-

residential to Non-

residential; or PDR

to Non-Residential

30 - 55.00/gsf 36.80/gsf

(d2)  Projects Subject to and Fee Calculation for the SOMA Community Stabilization Fee:
The SOMA Community Stabilization Fee shall be $10.958#4:08 per net addition of
erossecenpiable square feet of residential use in ahy development pfoject with a residential use

within the Program Area.

(ge)'Option for In-Kind Provision of Community Infrastructure and Fee Credits. Project

sponsors may propose. to directly provide community improvements to the City. In such a case, the City

may enter into an In-Kind Improvements Agreement with the sponsor and issue a fee waiver for the

Rincon Hill Community Infrastructure Impact Fee from the Planning Commission, subject 1o the

following rules and requirements:

(1) Approval_criteria. The City shall not enter into an In-Kind Agreement unless the

proposed_in-kind improvements meet an identified community need and where they substitute for

improvements that could be provided by the Rincon Hill Community Improvements Fund (as described

in Section 418.5). The City may reject in-kind improvements Iif they are not consistent with the priorities

identified in the Rincon Hill Area Plan. by the Interagency Plan Implementation Committee (see |

Section 36 of the Administrative Code), or other prioritization processes related to Rincon Hill
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community improvements programming. No physical improvement or provision of space otherwise

required by the Planning Code or any other City Code shall be elizible for consideration as part of this

In-Kind Improvements Agreement.

(2} Valuation. The Di:fector of Planning shall determine the appropriate value of the

proposed. in-kind improvemenis. For the purposes of calculating the total value, the project sponsor

shall provide the Planning Department with a cost estimate for the proposed in-kind improvement{s}

from two_independent sources or. if relevant, real estate appraisers. If the City has. completed a

detailed site-specific cost estimate for.a planned improvement this may serve as one of the cost

estimates provided it is indexed to current cost of construction.

(3) Content of the In-Kind Improvements Agreement. The In-Kind Improvements Agreement

_ _shall mclude at least the followmg :tems

(i) A descnpnon of the tvpe and nmelme of the proposed m—kmd zmprovements

{ii) The appropriate value of the proposed. in-kind improvement, as detennmed in subsectcon _

{2) above.

(iii) The legal remedies in the case of failure by the project sponsor to provide the in-kind

improvements according to the specified timeline and terms in the agreement. Such remedies shall

include the method by which the City will calculate accrued interest. -

{4) Approval Process. The Planning Commission must approve the material terms of an In-Kind

Agreement. _Prior to_the parties executing the Agreement, the City Attorney must approve the

apreement as to form and to substance. The Director of Planning is authorized to execute the

Agreement on behalf of the City. If the Plannm;z Commission approves the In-Kind Agreement, it shall

waive the amount of the Rincon Hill Community Infrastructure Impact Fee bv the value of the propogsed

In-Kind Improvements Agreement as determined by the Director of Planning. No credit shall be made

for land value unless ownership of the land is transferred to the Citvora peﬂnaneni‘ public easement is

oranted, the acceptance of which is at the sole discretion of the Ciﬁf. The maximum value of the In-Kind

Planning Department _

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS . : Page 48

' 7/1/2010
T nlandas201\9690392\00638477 doc




e TN (o BN o« IR D« N & B Y A

———_

11

Improvements Agreement shall not exceed the required Rincon Hill Community Infrastructure Impact

Fee,

{5) Administrative Costs. Proiect sponsors that pursue an In-Kind Improvements Agreement

will be billed time and materials for gny administrative costs that the Planning Department or any

other City entity incurs Iin_ negotiating. drafting, and monitoring compliance with the In-Kind

Improvements Agreement,
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(fé) Option for Financfng of In-Kind Community Improvements or payment of the

Rincon Hill Community Infrastructure Impact Fee via a Mello-Roos Community Facilities

District (*CFD").

Applicants may finance In-Kind Community Improvements (subject to subsection (f} above) or

p'ayment' of the Rincon Hill Community Infrastructure Impact Fee (subject to subsection (¢)

above) through the formation of a CFD, Applicants who do so shall be respdnsibie for any |

additional time and maierials costs associated with annexation or formation of the CFD,

“including, Planning Department staff, City Attorney time, and other costs associated with

annexation or formation of the CFD. These costs shall be paid in addition to the In-Kind
Community Improvements obligation and billed no later than expenditure of CFD bond funds
promptly following satisfaction of the In-Kind Agreement or payment of the Rincon Hill

Community Infrastructure Impact Fee._In the case of failure by the project sponsor to provide

Community Facilities Districts funds to the City according to the specified timeline and terms in the

agreement, the project sponsor shall be responsible for paving to the City the full Fee described in (c)

above plus interest (accrued since the date of first site permit) at a rate not less than that earned by the

City's investment pool over such period aslcalculated by the City Controller.

(ge) Timing of Fee Payments. The Rincon Hill Community Infrastructure Impact Fee

and SOMA Stabilization Fee is due and payable to the Development Fee Collection Unit at
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DB prior to issuance of the first construction document, with an option for the project sponsor
to defer payment to prior {0 issﬁance of the first ceriificate of occupaﬁcy upon agreeing o pay
a deferral surcharge that would be paid into the apprdpriate fund in accordance with Section
107A.13.3 of the San Francisco Building Code.

{(hf)  Waiver or Reduction.

Development projects may be eligible for a waiver or reduction of impact fees. per Section 406 of this

Article. In the-event that the Board of Supervisors grants a waiver or reduction under Section
406468 of this Article, it shall be the policy of the Board of Supervisors that it shall adjust the
percentage of inclusionary housing in lieu fees in Section 827(b}{5)(C) of this Code such that
a greater percentage of the in lieu fees will be spént in SOMA with the resuit that the waiver or
reduction under this Section shail not reduce the overail funding to the SOMA community.

SEC. 418.5. RINCON HILL COMMUNITY IMPROVEMENTS FUND.

(a)  There is hereby established a separate fund set aside for a special purpose
entitled the Rincon Hill Community Improvements Fund ("Fund"). All monies collected by the
Development Fee Collection Unit at DBI pursuant to Section 418.3(e) shall be deposited in a
special fund maintained by the Controller. The receipts in the Fund are hereby appropriated in
acc;ordance with law to be used solely to fund public infrastructure subject to the conditions of
this Section.

(b)  Fund Expenditure,

(1) Al monies deposited in the Fund shall be used solely to design, engineer,
acquire, and develop neighborhood open spaces, sireetscape improvements, public library

resources and facilities, a community center, and other improvements that result in new

publicly-accessible facilities within the Rincon Hill Downtown Residential (DTR) District or

within 250 feet of the District, except that funds used for “public library resources and facilities”

may be used to augment services, resources, materials, equipment or facilities at a public library
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outside of the Rincon Hill DTR District or within 250 feet of the District. provided that such library is

conveniently located such that it will demonstrably serve the increased population of the Rincon Hill

district. These improvements shall be consistent with the Rinéon Hill Public Open Space
System as described in Map 5 of the Rincon Hill Area Plan of the General Plan, and any
Rincon Hill Improvements Plan that is approved by the Board of Supervisors in the future;,
except that monies from the Fund may be used by the Planning Commission to commission
economic analyses for the purpose of revising the fee pursuant to Secticn 41 8.3 abbve, to
complete a nexus study to demonstrate the relationship between residential development and
the need for public facilities if this is deemed necessary, or to commission landscape
architectural or other planning, design and engineering services in support of the proposed
public improvements, provided they do not exceed & total ofI.$500,000$’2565999.

2) Not\_iyit'hstan.dingA,Subéection (b)(1) above, $6 million of the Fund shall be
transferred to the SOMA Stabilization Fund described in Section 418.7 to be used exclusively
for the following expenditures: SOMA Open Space Facilities Developrﬁent and improvement,

Community Facilities Development and Improvement; SOMA Pedestrian Safety ‘Planning,

Traffic Calming, and Streetscape Improvement; and Development of new affordable housing

in SOMA. The Board of Supervisors finds that it is in the best interest of the City that the
Rincon Hill Community Improvements be built. The Board of Supervisors further finds that the
City will be able to build sufficient community improvements for the Rincon Hill Plan Area with
the remainder of the money in the Rincon Hill Community improvements Fund. In the event
that the _Department demonstrates to the Board that the City is unable to build the
contemnplated community improvements for the Plan Area, it shall be City policy to designate
funds from the general fund received from real estate transfer taxes and property taxes on

new development generated under the Rincon Hill Plan Area Plan ap;:ﬁroved in this ordinance
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sufficient to finance the rest of the community improvements proposed for the Rincen Hill Plan
Area. |
(3)  No portion of the Fund may be used, by way of loan or otherwise, to pay any

administrative, general overhead, or similar expense of any public entity, except for the purposes

of administering this fund. Administration of this fund includes maintenance of the Fund, time and

materials dssociated with processing and approving fee payments and expenditures from the Fund

(including necessary hearings). reporting or informational requests related to the Fund, and

coordination befween public avencies regarding determining and evaluating appropriate expenditures

of the Fund, but shall not include design, engineering, real estate, or planning activities related to

projects using Fund expenditures. Expenditures related to administration of the fund shall not exceed

4% of the aggregate value of fee payments subject to Section 318.3, including any in-kind agreements.

All interest earned on this account shall be credited to the Rincon Hill Community Improvements Fund.,

(c)  The Controller's Office shall file an annual report with the Board of Supervisors
beginning one year after the effective date of Section 418.1 et seq., which report shall set
forth the amount of money collected in the Fund. The Fund shall be administered by the
Planning Commission. |

(d} A public hearing shall be held by both the Planning and Recreation and Parks
Commissions to elicit public comment on proposals for the acquisition of property using
monies in the Fund or through agreements for financing In-Kind Community Improvements via
a Mello-Roos Community Facilities District that will ultirﬁate!y be maintained by the-
Department of Recreation and Parks. Notice of public hearings shall be published in an official
newspaper at least 20 days prior to the date of the hearing, which n_oticé shall set forth the
time, place, and purpose of the hearing. The hearing may be continued to a later daté by a
majority vote of the members of both Commissions present at the hearing. At a joint public

hearing, a quorum of the Planning and Recreation and Parks Commissions may vote to
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residential-areas and, based on the study, recommend to the Board of Supervisors changes in

allocate the monies in the Fund for acquisition of property for park use and/or for development
of property for park use, or to approve projects proposed in connection with an agreement for
In-Kind or CFD Improvements.

(e)  The Planning Commission shall work with other City agencies and commissions,
specifically the Department of Recreation and Parks, DPW, and the Metropolitan |

Transportation Agency, to develop agreements related to the administration of the

designed for park use, using such monies as have been allocated for that purpose ata
hearing of the Planning Commission. 7

(f) The Director shall have the authority to prescribe rules and regulations

SEC. 418.6. D!RECTOR OF PLANNING S EVALUATION

Within 18 months following the effective date of Section 418 1 et seq., the Director of
Planning and the Director of MOHMEED shall report to the Ptanning Commission, the Board
of Supervisors, and the Mayo.r on the status of compliance with Section 418.1 et seq., the
efficacy of Section 418.1 et seq. in funding infrastructure and stabilization programs in the
Rincon Hill Program Area_and in SoMa, and the impact of the Program on property values in
the vicinity of the Program Prejeet Area. |

' SEC. 418.7. STUDIES.

(a)  No later than July 1, 2010, and every five years thereafter, the Director of

Planning shall complete a study to determine the demand for infrastructure to serve

residential development projects in the Rincon Hill Downtown Residential District downtown

the requirements for the Rincon Hill Community Infrastructure Impact Fee eemma%ty«zmpmvemeaﬁ
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impaetfees iImposed on residential development in Section 418.1 ét seq. if rrecessary to help
meet that demand.

(by  Nolater than July 1, 2010, and every five years thereafter, the Director of
MOHMBEE or his or her designee shall .compléte a study to determine the demand for
stabilization programs in the SOMA area and, based on the study, recommend to the Board of

Supervisors changes in the requirements for the SOMA Community Stabilization Fee RineonHill

| commmnity-stabilization-impactfees Imposed on residential development in Section 418.1 et seq.

if necessary to help fneei that demand.

SEC. 421.1. FINDINGS. |

A.  Market and Octavia Plan Obijectives. The Market and Octavia Area Plan
embodies the community's vision of a better neighborhood, which achieves multiple objectives |
including creating a healthy, vibrant transit-oriented neighborhood. The Pianning Department
coordinated development of the Area Plan objectives around the tenants of the Better
Neighborhood Planning process and within the larger framework of the General Plan.

The Market and Octavia Plan Area encompasses a variety of districts, most of which
are primérily residential or neighborhood commercial. The Area Plan calls for a maintenance
of the well-established neighborhood character in these districts with a shift to a more transit-
oriented type of districts. A transit-oriented district, be it neighborhood commercial or
residential in character, generates a unigue fype of infrastructure needs.

The overall objective of the'Market and Qctavia planning effort is to encourage
balanced growth in a centrally located section of the City that is ideal for transit oriented
development. The Area Plan calls for an increase in housing and retail capacity simultaneous
to infrastructure improvements in an effort to maintain and strengthen neighborhood

character.
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B. Need for New Housing and Retail. New residential construction in San Francisco
is necessary to accommodate a growing population. The populatidn of California has grown
by more than 11 percentsince 1990 and is expeqted to continue increasing. The San
Francisco Bay Area is growing at a rate similar to the rest of the state.

The City should encourage new housing production in a manner that enhances existing
neighborhoods and creates new ‘high-density residential and mixed-use neighborhoods. One
solution to the housing crisis is to encourage the construcﬁon of higher density housing in
areas of the City best able to accommodate such hbusing. Areas like thé Plan Area can better
accommodate growth because of easy access 10 public transit, proximity to downtown,
convenience of neighborhood shops o meef daily needs, and the availability of development
opportunity sites. San Francisco's land coﬁstraints, as described in Section 418.1 (A), limit
new housing construnltiéé,to.aréas of the _Ci{y not previdi;s!y d'e'signla_ted as residential areas,
infill sites, or areas that can absorb increased density. | |

The Market and Octavia Plan Area presents opportunity for infill development on

- various sites, including parcels along Octavia Boulevard known as "the Central Freeway

parcels," some parcels along Market Street, and the SoMa West portions of the Plan Area.
These sites are compelling opportunities because new housing can be built within easy
walking distance of the downtown and Civic Center employment centers and City and regional
transit centers, while maintaining the comfortable residential character and reinforcing the
unique and exciting neighborhood qualities.

To respond to the identified need for housing, repair the fabric of the neighborhood,
and support transit-oriented development, the Market and Octavia Plan Area is zoned for the

appropriate residential and eemmereial non-residential uses. The Planning Department is

adding a Van Ness Market Downtown Residential Special Use District (VNMDR-SUD) in the

Plan Area and establishing a Residential Transit-oriented (RTO) district and several
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Neighborhood Commercial Transit (NCT) districts. New zoning controls encourage housing

and esmmereial non-residential development appropriate to each district.

The plan builds on existing neighborhood character and establishes new standards for
amenities necessary for a transit-oriented neighborhood. A transit-oriented neighborhood
requires a full range of neighborhood serving businesses. New retail and office space will
provide both neighborhood- and City-serving businesses.

San Francisco is experiencing a severe shortage of housing available to peppie'at all
income levels, espeéiatly to those with the lowest incomes while seeing a sharp increase in
housing prices. . The Association of Bay Area Governments' (ABAG) RegiohaI Housing Needs
Determination (RHND) forecasts that San Francisco must produce 2,716 'new units of housing
annually to meet projected needs. At least 5,639 of these new units should be available to
moderate income households. New affordable units are funded threugh a variety of sources,
including inclusionary housing ‘and in lieu fees leveraged by new market rate residential
development pursuant to Sections 413 and 415. The Planning Department projects that
approximately 1,400 new units of affordable housing will be developed as a result of the plan.
New Bdevelopment Rrequires new €community finfrastructure.

The purpose for new development in the Plan Area is established above (Section
421.1(A)). New construction should not diminish the City's open space, jeopardize the City's
Transit First Policy, or place undue burden on the City's service systems. The new residential
and non-residential construction should preserve the existing neighborhood services and
character, as well as increase the level of service for all modes necessary to support transit-
oriented development. New development in the area will create additional impact on the local
infrastructure, thus generating a substantial need for community improvements as the

district's population and workforce grows.

Planning Department
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS ‘ Page 57

7/1/2010
niandias2010\8896392200638477 .dog




o OO ~N o e W N -

NN!\)NNI\)—&—L—L—LA.—L..L_L..;_\.
UWQOJN—*OCDOD\?G)G?-F&CDN—*O

- Theramendments to the General Plan, Planning Code, and Zoning Maps that
correspond 1o Section 421.1 et seq. wili permit an increased amount of new residential and

conmereial non-residential development. The Planning Department anticipates an increase of

5,960 units within the next 20 years, and an increase of 9,875 residents, as published in the
environmental impact report. Thié new development will have an extraordinary impact on the
Plan Area's infrastructure. As described more fully in the Market and Octavia Plan Final
Environmental Impact Report, on file with the Clerk of the Board in File No. 071157, and the
Market and Octavia Comm.uriity Improvements Program Document, San Francisco Planning
Department on file with the Clerk of the Board in File No. 071157, new development will

generate substantial new pedestrian, vehicle, bicycle, and transit trips which will impact the

“area. The transition to a new type of district is tantamount to the development of new

subdivisions, or the transition of a dis'_trict'ty'pe, in ter_ms. of the need for new infrastructure.

The Market and' Octavia Area Plan proposes to mitigate these impacts by providing
extensive pedestrian, transit, traffic-calming and other streetscape improvements that will
encourage residents to make as many daily trips as possible on foot, by bicycle or on transit;
by creating new open space, greening, and recreational fécilities that Wi!l provide necessary
public spaces; and by establishing a range of other services and programming that will meet
the needs of community members. A comprehensive program of new public infrastruCture is
necessary 1o lessen the impacts of the proposed new development and to provide the basic
community improvements to the area’s new community members. The Market-and Octavia
Community Improvements Program Document provides a more detailed description of
proposed &community improvements. | |

in order to enable San Francisco to provide- necessary public services to new
residents; to rmaintain and improve the Market and Octavia Plan Area character; and o

increase neighborhood livability and-investment in the district, it is necessary to upgrade
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existing streets and streetscaping; acquire and develop neighborhood parks, recreation
facilities and other community facilities to serve the new residents and workers.

While the open space requirements imposed on individual developments address
minimum needs for private open space and access to light and air, such open space does not
provide the necessary public social and recreational opportunities as attractive public facilities
such as sidewalks, parks and other community facilitiés that are essential urban infrastructure,
nor doeé it contribute to the 'erraiI transformation of the district info a safe and enjoyable
transit-oriented neighborhood.

C. Program Scope. The purpose of the proposed Market and Octavia Community
Infrastructure Improvements Impact Fees is to provide specific public improvements, including
community open spaces, pedestrian and streetscape improvements and other facilities and
services. These improvements are described in the Market.and Octavia-Area Plan and
Neighborhood Plan and the accompanying ordinances, and are necessary to meet
established City standards for the provision of such facilities. The Market and Octavia
Community Improvements Fund and Community Iufrastruetiere Improvements tmpact Fee will
create the necessary financial mechanism to fund these improvements in proportion to the
need generated by new development.

National and ihtérnational transportation studies (S{Jch as the Dutch Pedestrian Safety
Research Review. T. Hummel, SWOV Institute for Road Safety Research (Holland), and
University of North Carolina Highway Safety Research Center for the U.S. Department of
Transportation, 1999 on file with the Clerk of the Board have demonstrated that pedestrian,
traffic-calming and streetscape improvements of the type proposed for the Market and Octavia
Plan Area result in safer, more attractive pedestrian conditions. These types of improvements

are essential to making pedestrian activity a viable choice, thereby helping to mitigate traffic
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impacts associated with excess automobile trips that could otherwise be generated by new
development.

The proposed Market and Octaviai Community Infrastrsctiere Improvements Impaét Feeis
necessary to maintain progress towards relevarit state and national service standards, as well

as local standards in the Goals and Objectives of the General Plan for open space and

 streetscape improvements as discussed in Section 418.1(F). Additionally the fee contributes

to library. resources and childcare facilities standards discussed below:
L ibrary Resources: New residents in Plan Area will generate a substantial new need for
library services. The San Francisco Public Library does not anticipate adequate demand for a

new branch library in the Market and Ociavia Plan Area at this time. However, the increase in.

- population in Plan Are_a' will create additional demand at other libraries, primarily the Main

Library and the Eureka Valley Branch Library. The Market and Octavia Community
Infrastrneture Improvements Impact Fee includes funding for library services equal to $69.00 per

new resident, which is consistent with the service standards used by the San Francisco Public

Library for allocating resources to neighborhood branch libraries. Child Care Facilities: New

households in the Plan Area will generate a need for additional childcare facilities. Childcare
services are integral to the financial and social success of families. Nationwide, research and
policies are strengthening the link between _childcﬁre and residential growth, many Bay Area
counties are leading in efforts to finance new childcare through new deve!opmeht. San Mateo
has cqnducted detailed research linking houéing to childcare needs. Santa Clara County has
developed exemplary projects that provide childcare facilities in proximity to transit stations,
and Santa Cruz has levied a fee on residential development to fund childcare. Similarly many
research efforts have illustrated that adequate childcare services are crucial in supporting a

healthy local economy, see research conducted by Louise Stoney, Mildred Warner, PPIC,

County of San Mateo, CA on file with the Clerk of the Board. The Mayor’s Office of Community
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Development’ sMECHs Project Connect Report identified childcare as an important cormmunity

service in neighboring communities. Project connect did not survey the entire Market and
QOctavia Plan Area, it focused on low income communities, including Market and Octavia's
neighbors in the Mission, Western Addition, and the Tenderloin. The Department of Children
Youth and Their Families projects new residents of Market and Octavia will generate demand

for an additional 435 childcare spaces, of those 287 will be serviced through new child care

- ‘development centers.

D. Programmed Improvements and Costs. Community improvements to mitigate

~ the impact of new development in the Market and Octavia Plan Area were identified through a

community planning process, based on proposals in the Market and Octavia Area Plan on file
with the Clerk of the Board in File No.071158, and on a standards based analysis, and on
community input during the Plan adoption process. The Planning Department developed cost
estimates to the éxtent possible for all proposed improvements. These are summarized by
use type in Table 1. Cost projections in Table 1 are realistic estimates made by the Planning
Department of the actual costs for improvements needed to support new development. More
information on these cost estimates is located in the Market and Octavia Community
Improvements Program Document. Cost estimates for some items on Table 1 are to be
determined through ongoing anaiysés conducted in coordination with implementation of the
Market and Octavia Plan Community Improvements Program. In many cases these projects
require further design work, engineering, and environmental review, which may alter the
nature of the improvemenits; the cost estimates are still reasonable approximates for the
eventual cost of providing necessary community improvements to respond to identified
community needs. The Board of Supervisors ig not committing to the implementation of any
particular project at this time. Projects may be substituted for like projects should new

information from the Citizens Advisory Committee, the Interagency Plan Implementation
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Committee, other stakeholders, or the environmental review process illustrate that substitute

projects should be prioritized. Cost projections will be updated at a minimum approximately

every five years after adoption.

Cost of proposed community improvements in the Market and Octavia Plan Area.

Market and Octavia

Community Improvements

Greening $58,310,000
Parks $6,850,000
© Park improvements - $TBD
Vehicie $49,260,000
Pedestrian $23,760,000
~ Transportation $81,180,000
Transif User
$TBD
Infrastructure
Bicycle $1,580,000
Childcare $17,170,000
Library Materials $690,000
Recreational
$15,060,000
Facilities
Future Studies

$460,000
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Program Administration $4,730,000

Total $258,900,000
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Provision of affordable housing needs are addressed in Sections 413 and 415 of this
Code. Additionai[gf_subsid.ized affordable housing may be granted a waiver from the Market
and Octavia Community Improvement Fee as provided for in Section 406 of this Artiéie. This
waiver may be leveraged as a local funding 'match* to Federal and State affordable héusing
subsidies enabling affordable housing developers to capture greater subsidies for projects in
the Plan Area.

E. Sharing the Burden. As detailed above, new development in the Plan Area will
clearly generate new infrastructure demands.

To fund such community infrastructure and amenities, new development in the district
shall be assessed development impact fees proportionate fo the increased demand for such
infrastructure and amenities. The City will use the proceeds of the fee to build new
infrastructure and enhance existing infrastructure, as described in preceding sections. A
Community Infrastructure Impact Fee shall be established for the Van Ness and Market
Downtown Residential Special Use District (VNMDR-SUD), and the Neighborhood
Commercial Transit (NCT) and Residential Transit Oriented (RTO) Districts as set forth
herein.

Many counties, cities and towns have one standardized impact fee schedule that
covers the entire municipality. Although this type of impact fee structure works well for some
types of infrastructure, such as affordable housing and basic transportation needs, it cannot
account for the specific improvements needed in a néighborhood to accommodate specific
growth. A localized impact fee gives currency to the community planning process and

encourages a strong nexus between development and infrastructure improvements.
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Development impact fees are an effective approach to achieve neighborhood
mitigations and associate the costs with new residents, workers, and a new kind of

development. The proposed Market and Octavia Community fnefrastractire Improvements

‘impact Fee would be dedicated to infrastructure improverents in the Plan. Area, directing

benefits of the fund clearly to those who pay into the fund, by providing necessary
infrastructure improvements, needed to serve new development. The net increases in
individual property values in these areas due to the enhanced neighborhood amenities
financed with the proceleds of the fee a'fe ex'pec‘.ted to exceéd the payments‘of fees by project
Sponsors.

The fee rale has been calculated by the Planning Department based on accepted

professmnal methods for the calculation of such fees. The Market and Octavia Community

Improvements Program Document contams a ful! discussmn of ;mpact fee calcuiatzon Cost
estlma“tes are based on an assessment of the potenhai cost to the C[ty of provrdmg the
specific improvements described in the Market and Octavia Plan Area. The Planning
Department assigned a we1ghted value to new construction based on projected popuiation
increases in relation to the total popula’uon

'_i‘he proposed fee wouid cover less than 80% of the estimated costs of the community
improvements calculated as necessary to mitigate the impacts of new development. By
charging developers less than the maximum amount of the justified impact fee, the City avoids
any need to refund money to developers if the fees collected exceed costs. The proposed
fees only cover impacts caused by new development and are not intended to remedy existing
deficiencies; those costs will be paid for by public, cbmmunity, and other private soﬁrces.

The-Full implementation of the Market and Octavia community improvements program

relies on public, private, and community capital. Since 2000, when the Market and Octavia

planning process was initiated, the area has seen upwards of $100 million in public
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investment, including the development bf Octavia Boulevard, the new Central freeway ramp,
invested in the area by improving private property and creating new commercial
establishments. Community members have invested by creating a Community Benefits
District in the adjacent Castro neighborhood, organizing design competitions, and lobbying for
community programming such as a rotating arts program on Patricia’s Green in Hayes Valley.
Project sponsor contributions to the. Market and Octavia.Community Improvements Fund will
help leverage additional public and comh‘runity investment.

As a resﬁlt of theis new development, projected to occur over a 20-year period,
property tax revenue is projected to increase by as much as $28 million annually when
projected housing production is complete. Sixteen million dollars of this new revenue will be -
diverted direcily to San Francisco (see the Market and Octavia Community Improvements

Program Document for a complete discussion of increased. property tax revenue). These

‘revenues will fund improvements and expansions fo general City services, including police,

fire, emergency, and other services needed to partially meet increased demand associated
with new development. New development's local impact on community infrastructure will be
greater in the Market and Octavia Plan Area, relative to those typically funded by City
government through property tax revenues. Increased property taxes will contribute to
continued maintenance and service delivery of new infrastructure and amenities. The City
should pursue State enabling legistation that directs growth related increases in property tax
directly to the neighborhood where growfh is happening, similar to the redevelopment
agencies' Tax Increment Financing tool. If such a revenue dedication ool does become
available, the Planning Department shouid pursue an ordinance to adopt and apply a tax

increment district to the Market and Octavia Plan Area even if the Plan is already adopted by

_ the Board of Supervisors and in effect. The relative cost of capital improvements, along with
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the reduced role of State and Federal funding sources, increases the necessity for

development impact fees to cover these costs. Residential and commereial non-residential

impact fees are one of the many revenue sources necessary to mitigate the impacts of new
development in the Market and Octavia Plan Area. |

SEC. 421.3. APPLICATION OF COMMUNITY IMPROVEMENTSINFRASTRUCTTRE
IMPACT FEE.

(a)  Application. Section 421.1 et seq. shali apply to any development project located

in the Market and Octavia Infrastructure Program Area.which-inchudes propertics es-identified-as

4 .
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(b} Projects subject 1o the Market and Octavia Community Improvement Impact Fee. The

Market and Octavia Community Improvements Impact Fee is applicable to any development project in

the Market and Octavia Program Area which results in:

(1) At least one net new residential unit,

(2) Additional space in an existing residential unit of more than 800 gross square feet,

(3) At least one net new group housing facility or residential care facility,

(4) Additional space in an existing group housing or residential care facility of more than 800

pross square feet,

(5) New construction of a non-residential use, or

(6) Additional non-residential space in excess of 800 gross square feet in an existing structure.

(c) Fee Calculation for the Market and Octavia Community Improvement Impact Fee. For

development projects for which the Market and Octavia Community Improvements Impact Fee is

applicable: .'

(1) Any net addition of gross square feet shall pay per the Fee Schedule in Table 421.3A, and
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(2} Anv replacement of gross square feet or change of use shall pay per the Fee Schedule in

Table 421.3B.
TABLE 421.3A

FPEE SCHEDULE FOR NET ADDITIONS OF GROSS SOUARE FEET IN THE MARKET AND
OCTAVIA PROGRAM AREA |

. IABLE INSET:
Residential

Non-residential

$9.00/esf $3.40/gsf

TABLE 421,38

FEE SCHEDULE FOR REPLACEMENT OF USE OR CHANGE OF USE IN THE MARKET

AND OCTAVIA PROGRAM AREA
TABLE INSET:
Residential fo Non-Residential to
Residential or Non- Residential
: PDR fo Non-
residential; or Non- PDR to Residential
Residential
residential to Non-
residential -
50 \85.60/gsf $7.30/esf 31 70/gsf
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{(d) Option for In-Kind Provision of Community Improvementsisfrastructwre and Fee

Credits. Project sponsors may propose to direcily provide community improvements to the City. In

such a case, the City may enter into an In-Kind Improvements Agreement with the sponsor and issue a

fee waiver for the Market and Octavia Community Improvements Impact Fee from the Planning

Commission, subject to the following rules and reguirements:

(1) Approval criteria. The City shall not enter into an In-Kind Agfeement unless the

proposed_in-kind improvements meet an identified community need and where they substitute for

| improvements that could be provided by the Market and QOctavia Community Improvements Fund (as

described in Section 421.5). The City may reject in-kind improvements if thev are not consistent with

the priorities identified in the Market and Octavia Areqg Plan, by the Interagency Plan Implementation

Committee (see Section 36 _of the Administrative Code), the Market and Octavia Citizens Advisory

Committee, or other prioritization processes related to Market and Octavia community improvements

programming. No physical improvement or provision of space otherwise required by the Planning

Planning Departrment
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Code or any other City Code shall be eligible for consideration as part of this In-Kind Improvements

Agreement.

(2} Valuation. The Director of Planning shall determine the appropriate value of the

proposed in-kind improvements. For the purposes of calculating the total value, the project sponsor

shall provide the Planning Department with a cost_estimate for the proposed in-kind improvement(s)

from two_independent sources or, if relevant, real estate appraisers. If the City has completed g

detailed_site-specific_cost estimate for a planned improvement this may serve as one of the cost

estimates provided it is-indexed to current cost of construction.

{3) Content of the In-Kind Improvements Agreement. The In-Kind ImpmvementsAgreement

shall include at least the following items:

ii) A description of the type and timeline of the proposed in-kind improvements.

(ii) _ The appropriate value of the proposed in-kind improvement, as determined in subsection
(2) above.

(iii) _The legal remedies in the case of failure by the project sponsor to provide the in-kind

improvements_according to_the specified timeline and terms in the agreement. Such remedies shall

include the method by which the City will calculate accrued interest.

{4) Approval Process. The Planning Commission must approve the material terms of an In-

Kind Acreement. Prior to the parties executing the Agreement, the City Attorney must approve the

agreement as_to form and to substance. The Director of Planning is quthorized to_execute the

Agreement on behalf of the City. If the Planning Commission approves the In-Kind Agreement, it shall

waive the amount of the Market and Octavig Community Improvements Impact Fee by the value of the

proposed In-Kind Improvements Agreement as determined by. the Director of Planning. No credit shail

be made for land value unless ownership of the land is transferred to the City or a permanent public

easement is granted, the acceptance of which is at the sole discretion of the City. The maximum value

Planning Department
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of the In-Kind Improvements Agreement shall not exceed the required Market and Qctavia Community

Improvements Impact Fee.

{5) Administrative Costs. Project sponsors that pursue an In-Kind Improvements Agreement

will be billed time and materials for any _administrative costs that the Planning Department or any

other City entity incurs in negotigting, drafting, and monitoring _compliance with . the In-Kind

Improvements Agreement,

Planning Department
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(e) Option for Financing of Community Improvements or Payment of the Market and

Octavia Community Improvementsinfrastrnctuwre Impact Fee via a Mello Roos Community

Apphcants may fmance In Kmd Communtty 1mprovements (sub;ect fo Subsectzon (e) above) Or

payment of tha Market and Octavia Commun:ty mgrovements%nfra&#mum impact Fee (sublec

to subsection (c) above) through the formation of a CFD_Applicants who do so shall be

_ responsnble for any addl'uonal time and matertals costs assocnated wzth annexatton or

formation of the CFD, including Planning Department staff, Csty Attorney time, and other costs
associated with annexation or formation of the CFD. These costs shali be paid in addition to
the In-Kind Community Improvements obligation and billed no later than expenditure of CFD

bond funds promptly following satisfactjon of the In-Kind Agreement or payment of the Market

and Octavia Community Improvementshfrastructure Impact Fee. In the case of failure by the

project sponsor to provide Community Facilities Districts funds to the City according to the specified

timeline and terms in the agreement. the project sponsor shall be responsible for paving to the City the

 full Fee described in (c) above plus interest (accrued since the date of first site permit) at g rate pot less

than that earned by the City’s investment pool over such period as calculated by the City Controller.

Planning Depanment :
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(f) Timing of Fee Payments. The Market and Octavia Communiiy Improvements Impact Fee

is due and pavable to the Development Fee Collection Unit at DBI prior to issuance of the first

construction document, with an option for the project sponsor to defer payment to prior to issuance of

the first certificate of occupancy upon agreeing to pay a deferral surcharge that would be paid into the

appropriate fund in accordance with Section 107A.13.5 of the San Francisco Building Code.

(9) Waiver or Reduction.

Development proiects may be eligible for a waiver or reduction of impact fees, per Seciion 406

of this Article. Additionally, Agpplicants that are subject to the downtown parks fee, Section 139,

can reduce their contribution to the Market and Octavia Community Improvements Fund by

one dollar for every dolfar that they contribute to the downtown parks fund, the total fee waiver

or reduction granted through this clause shall not exceed 8.2 percent of calculated

contribution for residential development or 13.8 percent for commercial development.
SEC.421.7. TRANSPORTATION STUDIES AND FUTURE FEES.
(a)  Purpose. Studies conducted by the City including the Transit Impact
Déveiopment Fee nexus study, the ongoing Eastern Neighborhoods studies, and others

indicate that new residential development and the creation of new commereial non-residential or

residential parking facilities negatively impact the City's fransporiation infrastructure and
services. The purpose of this Section is to authorize ~a nexus study establishing the impact of
new residential deveiopment and new parking facilities, in nature and amount, on the City’s
transportaﬁdn infrastructure and parking facilities and, if justified, to impose impact fees on
residential development and projects containing parking facilities.

(b)  Timing. No later than October 15, 2008, the City shall initiate a study'as
described below. The agencies described in subsection (¢} shall develop a comprehensive

scope and timeline of this study which will enable the Board of Supervisors to pursue policy

Pianning Depariment
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“analysis. The MTA shall coordinate with all relevant gevernment agencies including the San

recommendations through the legislative process as soon as twelve months after the study's
initiation.

(c) Process. The study shall be coordinated by the Municipal Transportation Agency
(MTA) and the City Attorney's Office. The study shall build on existing Nexus Study work
including recently published nexus studies for parks and recreation, chiidcare facilities, the

existing Transit Development Impact Fee Nexus Study, and all relevant area plan nexus

Francisco County Transpdrtation Authority, the Planning Department, the Mayor's Office of
Housing, the Controller's Office, the City Atiorney's Office ancf_the City Administrator by
c_:réating a task force that meets regularly to discuss the study and resuitant policy and
program recommendations. The MTA shall h_ire_ _consuitants as deemed appropriate to
compiefe the technical analysis. R S

(d)  Scope. The study shall determine the .in.abact,. in né’cljré and arﬁount, of hew
residential development and new parking facilities, inciuding new individual parking spaces,
on transportation infrastructure and services within the City and County of San Francisco. The
study shall not consider or déve!op specific transportation infras"rructure improvement |
recommendations. The study shall make policy and/or program a recommendations to the
Board of Supervisors on the most appropriate mechanisms for funding new transportation
infrastructure and services including but not limited to new residential transit impact fees and
new parking impact fees.

(e)  Springing Condition Projects Su_bject to Future Fees, Based on the findings of
the above-referenced is study the City anticipates that the Board may adopt new impact fees
to offset the impact of new parking facilities and residential development on San Francisco's
transportation network. As the Market and Octavia Plan Area is one of the first transit oriented

neighborhood plans in the City and County of San Francisco the City should strive for a

Ptanning Department ‘ ‘
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successful coordination of transit criented development with adequate trangportation

infrastructure and services. All residential and eommercial non-residential development projects

in the Market and Octavia Plan Area that receive Planning Depariment or Commission
approval on or after the effective date of this Section shall be subject to any future Citywide or
Plan-specific parking impact fees or residential transit impact fees that are established before
the project receives a first cerificate of occupancy. The Planning Department and Planning
Commission shall ﬁake payment of any future residential transit impact fee or parking impact
fee a condition of approval of all projects in the Market and Octavia Plan Area that receive
Planning Department or Commission approval on or after the effective date of this Section,
with the following maximum amounts;

(1) Parking Impact fee no more than $5.00 per square foot of ﬂoor.area dedicated to|
parking. |

(2)  Transit Impact fee no more than $9.00 per square foot of residential and

conunercial non-residential flocr area.

SEC. 422.3. APPLICATION OF COMMUNITY IMPROVEMENT IMPACT FEE.
(a)  Application. Section 422.1 et seq. shall apply to any development project

located in the Balboa Park Community Improvements Program Arear-which-irelndes-ell

{b) Projects subject to the Balboa Park Impact Fee. The Balboa Park Impact Fee is applicable

to any development project in the Balboa Park Program Area which results in:

(1) At least one net new residential unit,

(2) Additional space in an existing residential unit of more than 800 gross square feet,

(3) At least one net new group housing facility or residential care facility,

Planning Department
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(4) Additional space in an existing group housing or residential care facility of more than 800

eross squere feet,

(5) New construction of a non-residential use, or

(6) Additional non-residential space in excess of 800 gross square feet in an existing structure,

(c) Fee Calculation for the Balboa Park Impacr Fee. For development projects for which the

Balbea Park Impact Fee is applicable:

(1) Anv net addition of gross square feet shall pay per the Fee Schecfule in Table 422 _3A, and

(2) Any replacement of gross square feet or change of use shall pay per the Fee Schedule in

Table 422.38B.

TABLE 422.3A
FEE SCHEDULE FOR NET ADDITIONS OF GROSS SQUARE FEET IN THE BALBOA PARK

PROGRAM AREA

TABLE INSET:
Residential Non-residential
$8.00/gsf $1.50/gsf
TABLE 422.3B

FEE SCHEDULE FOR REPLACEMENT OF USE OR CHANGE OF USE IN THE BALBOA

PARK PROGRAM AREA

TABLE INSET:

Residential to Non-Residential to

Residential or Non- Residential PDR to Non-

PDR to Residential
residential; or Non- Residential

residential (o Non-

Planning Department 7
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50 50.50/gsf $7.25/gsf 30.75/gsf
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(de) Option for In-Kind Provision of Commuinity improvements and Fee Credits.

- Project sponsors may propose 1o directly provide community improvements to the City, In such a case,

the City may enter into an In-Kind Improvements Agreement with the sponsor and issue a fee waiver

for the Balboa Park Impact Fee from the Planning Commission, subject to the following rules and

requirements:

{1} Approval criteria. The City shall not enter into _an In-Kind Agreement unless the

proposed._in-kind_improvements _meet an identified community need as_analvzed in the Balboa Park

Community Improvements Program and where they substitute for improvements that could be provided

by the Balboa Park Community Improvements Fund (as described in Section 422.5). The City may

reject in-kind improvements if they are not consistent with the priorities identified in the Balboa Park

Areq Plan, by the Interagency Plan Implementation Committee (see Section 36 of the Administrative

Code), or other prioritization processes related to Balboa Park community improvements

programming. No physical improvement or provision of space otherwise required by the Planning

Planning Depariment
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Code or any other City Code shall be eligible for consideration as part of this In-Kind Improvements

Agreement.

{(2) Valuation. The Director of Planning shall determine the appropriate value of the

proposed. in-kind_improvements. For the purposes of calculating the total value, the project sponsor

shall provide the Planning Department with a cost estimate for the proposed in-kind improvemeni(s)

from two_independent sources or, if relevant, real estate appraisers. If the City has completed a

detailed site-specific cost estimate for a planned improvement this may serve as one of the cost

estimates provided it is indexed to cirrent cost of construction,

(3) Content of the In-Kind Improvements Agreement, The In-Kind Improvements Agreemeni

shall include at least the following items:

(i) A description of the tvpe and timeline of the propesed in-kind improvements.

(ii) __The appropriate value of the proposed in-kind iimprovement, as determined in subsection
(2) gbove.

(iii) The legal remedies in the case of failure by the project sponsor to provide the in-kind

impmvemenis according to the specified timeline and terms in the agreement, Such remedies shall

include the method by which the City will calculate accrued interest.

{(4) Approval Process. The Planning Commission must approve the material terms of an In-

Kind Agreement. Prior to the parties executing the Agreement, the City Attorney must approve the

agreement as _to form and to substance. The Director of Planning is authorized to execute the

Agreement on behalf of the City. If the Planning Commission approves the In-Kind Agreement, it shall

waive the amount of the Balboa Park Impact Fee by the value of the proposed In-Kind Improvements

Agreement as determined by the Director of Planning. No credit shall be made for land value unless

ownership of the land is transferred to the City or a permanent ngblic easement is pranted, the

deceptance of which is at the sole discretion of the City. The maximum value of the In-Kind

Improvements Agreement shall not exceed the required Balboa Park Impact Fee,

Planning Depariment
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(5} Administrative Costs. Project sponsors that pursue an in-Kind Improvements Agreement

will be billed time and materials for any administrative costs that the Planning' Department or any

other City entity incurs in_negotiating, drafting, and monitoring complignece with the In-Kind

Improvements Agreement,

Planning Department
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(ed) Timing of Fee and Payments-sf-Fee. The Balboa Park Impact Fee fee-roquired-by-this
 Seetion is due and payable to the Development ree C.ollécﬁon Unif at DBI prior io issuahce of
the first construction document for the development project deferred to prior to issuance of the
first certificate of occupancy pursuant to Section 107_A.13.3.1 of the San Francisco _E_’:uiiding
Code.

(f) Waiver or Reduction. Development projects may be eligible for a waiver or reduction of

impact fees, per Section 406 of this Article.

SEC. 423.2, DEFINITIONS.

(a) In addition to the definitions set forth in Section 401 of this Article, the following

definitions shall govern interpretation of Section 423.1 et seq.

(1). Tier l.

(A} All development on sites which received a height increase of eight feet or less. or received a

reduction in height, as part of the Eastern Neighborhoods Plan (on file with the Clerk of the Board of

Supervisors in File No. 081154);

Planning Department )
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{B) The residential porzfibn of all 100% affordable housing projects.

(C) The residential portion of all proiects- within the Urban Mixed Use (UMU) district; and

(D) All changes of use within existing structures.

(2). Tier 2. All additions to existing structures or new construciion on other sites not listed in

subsection (1) above which received a height increase of nine to 28 feet as part of the Eastern

Neiehborhoods Plan (on file with the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors in File No, 081154);

(3). Tier 3. All additions o existing structures or new construction on other sites not listed in

subsection (1) above which received a height increase of 29 feet or more as part of the Eastern

Neighborhoods Plan (on file with the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors in File No. 081154).

For purposes of this Section, increase in heights in the MUR District shall be measured by the

base heivht (as defined in Section 263.11) prior to the effective date of the Fastern Neighborhoods

(Ordinance #298-08 )'.

SEC. 423.3. APPLICATION OF EASTERN NEIGHBORHOODS INFRASTRUCTURE
IMPACT FEE.

(@)  Application. Section 423.1 et seq. shall apply to any development project
located in the Eastern Neighborhoods Public-Benrefits Program Area-whieh-includes properties

Planning Depariment
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10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19

20

21
22
23
24
25

() Projects subject to the Eastern Neighborhoods Infrastructure Impact Fee. The Eastern

Neighborhoods Infrastructure Impact Fee Is applicable to any development project in the Eastern

Neighborhoods Program Area which results in:

(1} At least one net new residential unit,

(2) Additional space in.an existing residential unit of more than 800 gross square feet,

{(3) At least one net new group housing facility or residential care facility,

o (4) Additiongl space in an existing group housing or residential care facility of more than

800 eross square feet,

(5} New construction of a non-residential use, or

(6) Additional non-residential space in excess of 800 gross square feet in an existing

structure.

{c) Fee Calculati(_)n for the Eastem Neighborhbods Infrasrmcture; Impact Fee. For

development projects for which.the Eastern Neighborhoods Infrastructure Impact Fee is applicable:

(1) Any net addition of gross square feet shall pay per the Fee Schedule in Table 423.3A,
and

{(2) Any replacement of gross square feet or change of use shall pay ver the Fee Schedule in

Table 423.3B.
TABLE 423.3A
FEE SCHEDULE FOR NET ADDITIONS OF GROSS SQUARE FEET IN THE EASTERN

NEIGHBORHQODS PROGRAM PLAN AREAS

TABLE INSET:

Tier (per Sec. 423.3(a)) Residential Non-residential

1 8/esf 6/es

Ptanning Department :
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2 $12/esf $10/esf
i $16/gsf $14/est

TABLE 423.3B

FEE SCHEDULE FOR REPLACEMENT OF USE OR CHANGE QF USE IN THE FASTERN

NEIGHBORHOQDS PROGRAM AREA

TABLE INSET:
Residential to Non-Residential to
Residential or Non- residential

Tier (per Sec. PDR to Non-

, residential; or Non- PDR to Residential

422.3(a})) residential
residential to Non-
residenfial

] 30 2008 5/z8 3/8s
2 50 2/a8 Oes 7/es
3 50 2/es $13/gsf $11/asf
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(de ) Option for In-Kind Provision of Community Improvements and Fee Credits.

Project sponsors may propose to directly provide community improvements to the City. In such a case.

the City may enter into an In-Kind Improvements Agreement with the sponsor and issue a fee waiver

for the Eastern Neighborhoods Infrastructure Impact Fee from the Planning Commission, subject to the

following rules and requirements:

(1) Approval_criteria. The City shall not enter into an'In~Kind Agreement unless the

proposed_in-kind_improvements _meet_an _identified conpnunity need_as analyzed in the FEastern

Neighborhoods Community Improvements Program and where they substitute for improvements that

could be provided by the_Easrem Neighborhoods Community Improvements Fund (as described in

Section 423.5). The City may reject in-kind improvements if they are not consistent with the priorities

identified_in_the Eastern Neighborhoods Area Plans (Central Waterfront, East SoMa, Mission, and

Showplace Square/Potrero Hill), by the Interagency Plan Implementation Committee (see Section 36 of
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the Administrative Code), the Eastern Neighborhoods Citizens Advisory Committee, or other

prioritization _processes _related 1o Eastern Neighborhoods Citizens _comiuminity improvements

programming. No physical improvement or provision of space otherwise required by the Planning

Code or any other City Code shall be eligible for consideration as part of this In-Kind Improvements

Agreement.

{(2) Valuation. The Direcior of Planning sha'll determineg the appropriate value of the

proposed. in-kind improvements. For the purposes of calculating the total value, the project sponsor

shall provide the Planning Department with a cost estimate for the proposed in-kind improvement(s)

from two Independent sources or. if relevant, real estate appraisers. If the City has completed a

detailed site-specific cost _estimate for a planned improvement this may serve as one of the cost

estimates provided it is indexed to current cost of construction.

(3) . Content of the In-Kind Improvements Agreement. The In-Kind Improvements Agreement

shall include at least the following items.

(i) A description of the type and timeline of the proposed in-kind improvemenis.

(ii) The appropriate value of the proposed in-kind improvement, as determined in subsection

(2) above.

(iii) The legal remedies in the case of failure by the project sponsor to_provide the in-kind

improvements according to the specified timeline and terms in _the agreement. Such remedies shall

include the method by which the City will calculate accrued interest.

{4) Approval Process. The Planning Commission must approve the material terms of an In-

Kind Apreement. Prior to the parties executing the Agreement, the City Attorney must approve the

aereement as to form and to substance. The Director of Planning is authorized to execute the

Agreement on behalf of the City. If the Planning Commission approves the In-Kind Agreement, it shall

waive the amount of the Fastern Neighborhoods Infrastructure Impact Fee by the value of the proposed -

In-Kind Improvements Agreement as determined by the Director of Planning. No credit shall be made

- Planning Depariment
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(e) Timing of Fee Payments. The Eastern Neighborhoods Infrastructure Impact Fee is due

and pavable to the Development Fee Collection Unit at DBI prior to issuance of the first construction

document, with an option for the project sponsor to defer payment to prior fo issuance of the first

certificate of occupancy upon agreeing to pay a deferral surcharge that would be paid into the

appropriate fund in accordance with Section 107A.13.3 of the San Francisco Building Code.

(fd) Waiver or Reduction of Fees. Theprovisions for-waiverorredustion-of fees-are-set
forth-in-Section406-of this-Article- Development projects may be eligible for a waiver or reduction of
impact fees, per Section 406 of this Article. Additionally, In-addition-to-those provisions project

sponsors with a development project located within an applicable San Francisco
Redevelopment Project Area may reduce their required contribution to the Eastern
Neighborhoods Public Benefits Fund by half of any total sum that they would otherwise be

required to pay under this Section, if the sponsor
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(I4) has filed its first application, including an environmental evaluation application or
any other Planning Department or Building Department application before the effective date of
Section 423.1 et seq. and

(2B) provides the Zoning Administrator with written evidence, supported in writing by
the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency, that demonstrates the annual tax increment which
could be generated by the proposed project would support a minimum future bonding capacity
equal to $10,000,000 or greater.

SEC. 423.5. THE EASTERN NEIGHBORHOODS PUBLIC BENEFITS FUND.

(a)  There is hereby established a separate fund set aside for a special purpose

entitled the Eastern Neighborhoods Public Benefits Fund (*Fund”). All monies collected by the |

| Deveiopment Fee Co!lect:on Unat at DB pursuant o Sectson 423.3(b) shall be depeSIted ina

'spemal fund maintained by the Contro[ier The rece:pts in the Fund fo be used so!e!y to fund

Public Benefits subject to the conditions of this Section.
(b)  Expenditures from the Fund shall be recommended by the Planning
Commission, and admmtstered by the Board of Supemsors
(1) All monies deposited in the Fund shali be used to design, engmeer acqulre and

deve!ep and improve public open space and recreational facilities; transit, streetscape and

public realm improvements; and community facilities including child care and library materials,

as defined in the Eastern Neighborhoods Nexus Studies; or housing preservation and
development within the Eastern Neighborhoods Plan Area. Funds may be used for childcare
facilities that are not publicly owned or "publicly-accessible". Funds generated for 'library
resources' should be used for materials in branches that directly se%vicé Eastern |
Neighborhoods residents. Monies from the Fund may be used by the Planning Co?nmission o

commission economic analyses for the purpose of revising the fee, and/or to complete an
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updéted nexus study to demonstrate the relationship between development and the need for

‘public facilities if this is deemed necessary.

()  Funds may be used for administration and accounting of fund assets, for
additional studies as detailed in the Eastern Neighborhoods Public Benefits Program
Document, and to defend the Community Stabilization fee against legal challenge, including
the legal costs and attorney's fees incurred in the defense. Administration of this fund includes
time and materials associated with reporting requirements, facilitating the Eastern
Neighborhoods Citizens Advisory Committee meetings, and fnaintenance of the fund. All
interest earned on this account shall be credited to the Eastern Neighborhoods Public
Benefits Fund.

{c) Funds shall be deposited into specific accounts according to the improvement
type for-which they were collected. Funds from a specific account may be used towards a
different improvement type, provided said account or fund is reimbursed over a five-year
period of fee collection. Funds shall be allocated to accounts by improvement type as
described below:

(1) Funds collected from all zoning districts in the Prejeet-Eastern Neighborhoods

Program Area, excluding Designated Affordable Housing Zones shall be allocated to accounts
by improvement type according to Table 423.6.

(2)  Funds collected in designated affordable housing zones (Mission NCT and MUR |
(as defined in 423.2 (3)), shall be allocated to accounts by improvement type as described in
Table 423.6A. The revenue devoted to affordable housing preservation and development shall
be deposited into a specific amount to be held by the Mayor's Office of Housing. |

A. All funds collected from p}ojects in the Mission NCT that are earmarked for
affordable housing preservation and development shall be expended on housing programs

and projects within the Mission Area Plan boundaries.
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B. All funds collected from projects in the MUR that are earmarked for affordable
housing preservation and development shall be expended on housing programs and préjects
shall be expended within the boundaries of 5th td 10th Streets/Howard to Harrison Streets.

C. Collectively, the first $10 million in housing fees collected between the two
Designated Affordable Housing Zones shall be utilized for the acqu.isiti'on and rehabiiitation of
existing housing. |

(3) Al funds are supporied by the Eastern Neighborhioods Nexus Studies, San
Francisco Planning Department, Case No. 2004.0160,' and monitored éccording to the
Eastern Neighborhoods Area Plans Monitoring Program required by the Administrative Code
Section 10E and detailed by separate resolution.

o TABLE 423.6
BREAKDOWN OF EASTERN NEIGHBORHOODS PUBLIC BENEFIT FEE/FUND BY

IMPROVEMENT TYPE”

Non-
Improvement Type
Residential residential
Open space and recreational facilities 50% L 7%
Transit, streetscape and public reaim
42% 90%
improvements
Community facilities (child care and
8% 3%
library materials)

*Does not apply to Designated Affordable Housing Zones, which are addfessed in
Table 423.6A. |
TABLE 423.6A
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BREAKDOWN OF EASTERN NEIGHBORHOODS PUBLIC BENEFIT FEE/FUND BY

IMPROVEMENT TYPE FOR DESIGNATED AFFORDABLE HOUSING ZONES

Non-
Improvement Type ‘
Residential residential
Affordable housing preservation and
75% n/a
development
Opén space and recreational facilities . 13% 7%
Transit, streetscape and public realm
10% 90%
improvements
Community facilities (child care and
2% 3%
library materials)

(d)  Wiih full participation by the Planning Departiment and related implementing
agencies, the Controller's Office shall file a report with the Board of Supervisors beginning
180 days after the last day of the fiscal year of the effective date of Section 423.1 et seq. that
shall include the following elements: (1) a description of the type of fee in each account or
fund; (2) amount of fee collected; (3) beginning and ending balance of the accounts or funds
including any bond funds held by an outside trustee; (4) amount of fees collected and interest
earned; (5) identification of each public improvement on which fees or bond funds were
expended and amount of each expenditure; (6) an identification of the approximate date by
which the construction of public improvements will commence; (7) a description of any inter-
fund transfer or loan and the public improvement on which the transférred funds wili be
expended; and (8) amount of refunds made and any allocations of unexpended fees that are

not refunded. .
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(e) A public hearing shall be held by the Recreation and Parks Commissions o elicit
pubiic comment on proposals for the acquisition of property using monies in the Fund that will
ultimately be maintained by the Department of Becreation and Parks. Notice of public
hearings shall be published in an official newspaper at least 20 days prior to the date of the
hearing, which notice shall set forth the time, place, and purpose of the hearing. The Parks
Commissions may vote to recommend to the Board of Supervisors that it appropriate money
from the Fund for acquisition and development of property acquired for park use.

(ff The Planning Commission shall work with other City agencies and commissions,
specifically the Department of Recreation and Parks, DPW, and the MTA, to develop

agreements related to the administration of the improvements to existing public facilities and

_deveiopment of new public facilities wzthm public rights- of«way or on any acqulred pubhc

property, using such monies as have been aliocated for that purpase at a hearing of the Board
of Supervisors.

- (9) The Piannihg Commission, based on findings from the Interagency Planning &
Implementation Committee (IPIC}, shall make recommendations to the Board_regarding
allocation of funds.

(h) Within 60 days of receiving the Eastern Neighborhoods Capital Expenditure
Evaluation Report as specified inlAdministrative Code Section 10E.7, the Office of the
Controller shéll assess whether funds collected from the Eastern Neighborhoods Impact Fee
are being effectively utilized for capital projects serving the Eastern Neighborhoods, and
whether such projects ére successfully advancing towards implementation, as set forth in the
abovementioned Section. Based on this assessment, the following shall occur:

(A) Ifthe Corﬁrolter determines that the funds have been effectively utilized as set
forth in Section 10E.7 of the Administrative Code, the Controller shalt issue an affirmative

finding to the Board of Supervisors and the Planning Commission certifying that the intent of

Planning Department
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS . _ Page 92
- - 7/1/2010
n \Iand\a3201 O\9BB0392\00638477.doc




-

O W @ ~N U A W N

this aforementioned Section is being met. No further Controller action is necessary for
purposes of this Subsection,

(BY  If the Controller fails to issue the certification described in Subsection (h) (}{A)
above or if the Controller determines that the fees are not being eitectively utilized as set forth
in Administrative Code Section 10E.7 and notifies the Board of Supervisors and Planning
Commission of this determination, then the following shall occur:

(i) Any project specified below within the Eastern Neighborhoods Area Plan that

has not already received final and effective approvals from the Planning Department, Zoning

Administrator, and/or the Planning Commission, shall require a conditional use authorization,
in addition to any other approvals necessary under the Planning Cod_e:

(aa) Residential projects containing more than 10 new units that have not received
issuance of their first site or building permit; or

(bb) Non-fesidential projects containing a net new addition or new construction of
10,000 square feet or more that have not received issuance of their first site or building
permit.

(C)  Elimination of interim conditional use requirement. (i) At any time after the o
Controller has determined that Eastern Neighborhood impact fees are not being effectively
utilized as set forth in Section 423.6(h)(B) above,'or fails to certify that they are being
effectively utilized as set forth in Section 423.6(h)(A), the Planning Department may provide
the Controller with a newly updated or revised Eastern Neighborhoods Capital Expenditure
Evaluation Report. |

(i) Within 60 days of receiving an updated or revised Report, the Office of the
Controller shall determine whether funds collected from the Eastern Neighborhoods Public
Benefit Fee are being effectively utilized for capital projects serving the Eastern

Neighborhoods consistent with the intent of the Section 10E.7 of the Administrative Code.
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(i) I, on the basis of a new, updated or revised Eastern Neighborhoods Capital
Expenditure Evaluation Report, the Controlier determines that the development impact fees
collected to date are being effectively utilized as set forth in Section 423.6 (h)(A) above, any
projects within the Eastern Neighborhoods Plan Area that required a conditional use
authorization on an interim basis as set forth in Section 423.6(h)(B) shall no longer require

such conditional use authorization unless the underlying use requires conditional use

.authorization independent.of the requirements set forth in Section 423.6(1{B).

SEC. 4328. - INTEGRATED PDR FEE DISCOUNT PROGRAM.

(a) Purpose. The purposé of the Integrated PDR Fee Discount Program is to
encourage the hiring of disadvantaged workers by existing or future business tenants and/or
occupants in newly permitted Integrated PDR space. an_er_s of buildings with Integrated PDR
spacé are given the option of deferring up to fifty percent of development ifﬁpaét fees that
would otherwise be owed, to encourage their Integrated PDR tenanté and/or occupants to
register their respective business with the Office of Economic and Workforce Development's

(OEWD) Integrated PDR Program. At the end of a five-year period commencing upon

issuance of the first site or building permit, owners of integrated PDR buildings will be

responsiblé for payment of the full deferred amountlunless they can demonstrate to the
Planning Department, based on registration records submitted to OWED, that a cerfain
percentage of the employees occupying Integrated PDR space qualify as "disadvantaged
workers." The greater the percentage of disadvantaged workers, the higher the fee waiver.

(b} Definitions.

(1) Applicant. For purposes of this section, the owner of a building that contains
permitted integrated PDR space.

(2) Integrated PDR. This is defined in Section 890.49.

(3) Disadvantaged worker. Any employee who qualifies for the California State.
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(4) Enterprise Zone-hiring credit for the San Francisco Enferprise Zoné.

{5) Discount~eligible worker, a disadvantaged worker who lives within the City and
County of San Francisco.

(8) Discount-program fees. The fees that are subject 1o this discount program are the
Eastern Neighborhoods Fees (per Sec. 327), the Transit Imbact Development Fee (TIDF) (per
Chapter 38 of the Administrative Code), and the Jobs-Housing Linkage Fee (per Section 313).

(7) !ntegrated PDR Registration Record. A dated receipt acknowledging that the

‘subject Integrated PDR business has newly registeredvor updated their existing registration

with the Ofﬁ'ce of Economic and Workforce Development (OEWD).

(8) Outstanding Discount-Program fees. The 50% of Discount-program fees that are
not paid at the issuance ‘of the first site or building permit.

(c) Controls.

(1) Any project involving the establishment of net new integrated PDR space may
choose to avail itself of the fee discounts described below in this Subsection.

(2) Initial fee reduction and payment: |

(A) At the issuance of the first site or building permit, the Applicant will pay 50% of
discount-program fees.

(B) An Integrated PDR Notice of Special Restrictions (NSR) will be placed on the
property stating the following:

(i) The amount of Outstanding Discount-Program fees.

(i) That the Outstanding Discount—Progfam fees, adjusted for the cost of living as
defined by the Controller's Office, will be paid within 30 days of notification of the épplicant by
the Planning Department of the amount of payment due. A reduction or waiver of these
outstanding fees is available only if the conditions of subsection (¢)(3) of this Section are met.

(3) OQutstanding Discount-Program fee determination and payment:
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(A) After five years from the issuance of the first site or building permit for any
integrated PDR space, the Applicant must pay the Qutstanding Discount-Program fees.

(B) An Applicant may seek o waive or reduce any Qutstanding Discount-Program fees
by providing sufficient evidence in the form of Integrated PDR Registration Records to
demonstrate to the Planning Department that they have satisfi’eq the workforce goals of the
Integrated PDR program as of the date of the filing of an application for such a waiver.

(C) Outstanding Discount-Program fees may be waived or forgiven under the following
circumstances:

(i) If 10% to 14.9% of the total workforce currently employed in space that is permitted
as Integrated PDR is discount-eligible workers, then 50% of the outstanding fees will be
waived. |
i (ii) If 15% t0 19.9% of the total workforce currently employed in space thét |s per.fnitted
as Integrated PDR is discount-eligible workers, then 60% of the outstanding fees will be
waived.

(iii) If 20% to 24.9% of the total workforce currently ,employed in space that is pe;mitted
as Integrated PDR is diécount—eiigibie workers, then 70% of the outstanding fees will be
waived. |

(iv) If 256% to 29.9% of the total workforce currently employed in space that is permitted
as Integrated PDR is discbunt~eligible workers, then 80% of the outstanding fees will be
waived.

(v) If 30% to 34.9% of the total workforce currently employed in space that is permitted

“as Integrated PDR is discount-eligible workers, then 90% of the outstanding fees will be

waived.
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(vi)} if 35% or more of the total workforce éurrent!y employed in space that is permitted
as Integrated PDR is discount-eligible workers, then 100% of the outstanding fees wi'!-i be
waived.

(D) Applicants who cannot proVide sufficient evidence in the form of Integrated PDR
Registration records to demonsirate to the Planning Department that tenants and/or
occupants of any Integrated PDR space have satisfied the annual reporting requirements of
the Office of Econemic and Workforce Development (OEWD), or its successor, will not be
eligible for any waivers or red‘uctions of Ouistanding Discount-Program Fees, and will owe the
full amouht of any Quistanding Discount-Program Fees five years after the issuance of the
first site dr building permit. These annual reporting requirements are stated contained in the
City's Administrative Code Sec. 10E.7.

(E) Applicants must apply to the Planning Department for Outstanding Discount-
Program Fee reduction or waiver. This application must be submitted within three months
before or after the five-year anniversary of the issuance of the first site or building permit. The
Planning Department shall transmit the application to the Office bf Economic and Workforce
Development (OEWD), or its successor, for verification of relevant employment statistics, and
the Director of OEWD shall subsequently submit its findings 1o the Planning Department.

(F) Payment of outstanding fees is due within 30 days of notification of the applicant by
the Planning Department of the amount of payment due.

(G) Failure to pay shall be deemed a violation of the Planning Code and result in an
enforcement action by the Depariment, which may include, referral to the Bureau of
Delinquent Revenue and a lien on the subject property. Any enforcement action also may
result in additional charges or penalties to cover the City's costs in the enforcement action,

including, but not limited to City Attorney's fees.
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Section 3. Application. This legislation applies to all projects. Notwithstanding the
foregoing, the amendments to Section 421.3 shall not apply to any application that meets the
following criteria: (1) The subject property is orwill be owned and operated by a non-profit
which is exempted from payment of income tax under Section 501(c)(3) of the Internal
Revenue Code of the United States; (2) its first development application to the Planning
Department was-subrmitted prior to April 15, 2010; and (3) involves an entertainment use of

less than 50,000 square feet.

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
DENNIS J. HERRERA, City Attorney

By: “UJ—‘ '/["r

Susarf, e les
Deputy C ftothey
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FILE NO. 100917

LEGISLATIVE DIGEST

[Pianning Code — Area Plan Impact Fee and Jobs-Housing Linkage Program Modifications.]

Ordinance amending the San Francisco Planning Code sections related to Area Plan
Impact Fees (Rincon Hill, Market and Octavia, Eastern Neighborhoods, and Balboa
Park) and Jobs-Housing Linkage Fee to improve Planning Code readability and ease of
application with regard to impact fees; to create consistent definitions and application
across the Area Plan Impact Fee and Jobs-Housing Linkage Fee provisions; to better
recognize and account for the impact of existing conditions of development sites
affected by the Area Plan Impact Fees and the Jobs-Housing Linkage Fee; to promote
adaptive re-use of existing buildings in the Eastern Neighborhoods; to clarify the
impact fees associated with the Eastern Neighborhoods’ on-going “legitimization”
program; and adopting findings, including Section 302, environmental findings, and
findings of consistency with the General Plan and Planning Code Section 101.1,

Existing Law

Area Plan Impact Fees: The four Area Plan impact fees (Rincon Hill, Market and Octavia,
Eastern Neighborhoods, and Balboa Park) each have their own definitions and applications.
Some of the differences — including in the ways the sections are organized, what projects are
subject to the fees, and how the square footage subject to fees is measured — could make the
fee programs subject to inconsistent interpretation and application. In addition, the different
Area Plan fee programs exempt certain uses from paying impact fees when new development
oceurs, but if these uses convert to a use that is subject to an impact fee, there is no formal
mechanism to recognize a credit for the existing use.

Jobs Housing Linkage Program: Some of the existing definitions and application sections
of the Jobs-Housing Linkage Fee, Planning Code Section 413 et seq. (formerly Section 313 et
seq.) are subject to interpretation and have not been recently updated.

Eastern Neighborhood Plan Area Fees: Parcels in the Eastern Neighborhood Plan Area
are divided into three fee tiers, depending on how much height limits were raised or lowered
by the Plan. Fee Tiers 2 and 3 are applied to development projects that involve both new
construction and when projects are utilizing existing space in existing buildings.

Legitimization Program: The Eastern Neighborhoods Plan adopted a Legitimization
Program (Planning Code Section 179.1) to enable formerly permissible but unpermitted uses
to receive the appropriate permits. Some of the language regarding fees for projects seeking
entitiement through this program could benefit from clarification.

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS Page 1
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Amendments to Current Law

Area Plan Impact Fees: The proposed legislation standardizes the fees in the four Area
Plans. The primary changes are that the proposed legislation provides that all Area Plan fees:

« are organized in the same way including a list of projects subject to the fees and tables
conveying the applicable fee for net additions and conversion from one use to another,

» use gross square feet (instead of net);

e are applied to residential development projects that add one new unit and/or have a net
addition of over 800 gross square feet to an existing unit; are applied to nonresidential
development projects that include net new construction or addition of over 800 gross
square feet for any use except PDR. The only exception to this rule is in Rincon Hill
where non-residential square footage continues to be exempt from Area impact fees.

In addition, the proposed legislation institutes a credit mechanism to account for the impact of
existing uses on a development site. This includes specifying the credit for PDR uses in all of
the Area Plan Impact Fees and specifying a credit for other non-residential uses in the Rincon
Hill Impact Fee.

Jobs Housing Linkage Program: The proposed legisiation clarifies and streamlines
selected definitions and application sections of the Jobs-Housing Linkage Fee, Planning Code
Section 413 et seq. (formerly Section 313 et seq.) to facilitate consistency of application. In
addition, the proposed legislation institutes a credit mechanism to account for the impact of
existing uses on a development site. This includes specifying the credit for institutional and
PDR uses,

Eastern Neighborhood Plan Area Fées: The proposed legislation revises the Fee Tiers in
the Plan Area so that all changes of use in existing buildings are charged the lowest (Tier 1)
impact fee.

Legitimization Program: the proposed legislation specifies the amount of Jobs-Housing
Linkage Fee and Transit Impact Development Fee that would be applicable and clarifies that
the Eastern Neighborhood Area Plan fee is not applicable. The legislation makes these and
other technical amendments that harmonize the Code with the way the Planning Depariment
has been implementing this program. '

Backaround Information

The Planning Department and Commission developed this legislation primarily to improve the
clarity of the Planning Code. The proposed legislation is meant to improve the ability of
decision makers, Department staff, and the public to understand, interpret, and implement the
requirements of these Sections of the Code.
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Uncodified Section of the Case 2010.0194T

A. Jobs-Housing Linkage Fee for IPDR and SEW

The Jobs-Housing Linkage Fee is applied to qualifying Integrated Production, Distribution, and
Repair (IPDR) and Small Enterprise Workspace (SEW) uses, as described in Section 413.6. Both
IPDR and SEW are hybrid uses that are comprised of both PDR and other uses, which are
typically office. Because these are hybrid uses, setting the fee required discerning its constituent
uses, the proportion of each existing in the hybrid use, and the appropriate fee for each
constituent use. This information was then blended to set the appropriate fee.

In terms of the its constituent uses, IPDR is a land use category created to support those
companies that contain on site both PDR and office components, in addition to other accessory
non-residential elements. In terms of the percentages of its constituent uses, per the definition-of
IPDR (Sec. 890.49), between 33% - 67% of the use’s square footage must be dedicated to PDR.
Given this range, it was assumed that the average use would be 50% PDR. As a hybrid PDR-
office use, it is assumed that the other 50% would be used for office.

As for SEW uses, it is defined in Sec. 227(t) as a stand-alone building subdivided into
independent non-residential spaces not to exceed 2,500 square feet. These spaces are intended to
be small workshops and incubator spaces for any kind of job. By their nature, these spaces
typically are used by both small PDR and office uses that benefit from this unique type of space.
Given the expected demand and experience with similar buildings in the City, it is assumed that
50% of the space will be occupied at any given time by PDR and 50% by office spaces.

As both IPDR and SEW are assumed to consist of 50% PDR and 50%, the logical step would be
to set the impact fee as an average of the PDR fee and the office fee. However, the Jobs-Housing
Linkage Fee does not currently charge PDR uses. This is a matter of policy, not because PDR
uses do not create impacts. '

Therefore, to establish the IPDR and SEW fees, it was necessary to estimate the PDR impact fee
with which to average. This was done through a simplified methodology that aimed to replicate
the analysis used to establish the Jobs-Housing Linkage fee. This methodology relied on job
density, which is a key component of the affordable housing demand that the Jobs-Housing
Linkage Fee addresses. According to the Eastern Neighborhoods Nexus Study, the typical office
density is one employee per 200 square feet, and the typical PDR density is one employee per
350 square feet. Therefore, PDR is 57.1% as dense as office, and therefore 57.1% as likely to
create affordable housing demand. Given that the Jobs-Housing Linkage Fee for office is
currently $19.96 per gross square foot, the imputed Jobs-Housing Linkage Fee for PDR is 57.1%
of that, or $11.41. Therefore, the average of the office fee and 1mputed PDR fee is ($19.96 +
$11.41)/2, or $15.69.

It is important to note that, at its time of establishment, the Jobs-Housing Linkage Fee was set at
50% of the impact of uses, as established by that fee’s Nexus Study. Subsequently, the fee has

~ only been adjusted to reflect inflation. Therefore, the fee established above for IPDR and SEW
are well below the actual impact caused by these uses.
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B. Legitimization Fee

In some instances, the Eastern Neighborhoods Plan changed the Code such that formerly
permitted uses would no longer be permitted in certain districts. Recognizing that not all existing
uses are properly permitted, and to help ameliorate the impact of this legislative change, the City
adopted a “Legitimization” program which provided a three-year period for uses to receive the
proper permits. Uses benefitting from this “legitimization” program could be charged up to the
full amount of applicable impact fees, such as the Transit Impact Development Fee (TIDF), the
Jobs-Housing Linkage Fee, and the Eastern Neighborhoods Impact Fees. However, the fees
affiliated with this program are meant to incentivize uses getting the proper permits, and to
reflect the conditions in place immediately before the implementation of the Eastern
Neighborhoods. As such, no Eastern Neighborhoods Impact Fee is charged on these uses.
Additionally, for the Jobs-Housing Linkage Fee, uses are credited for existing PDR on site. The
estimated credit for PDR is $11.41 per square foot, as developed using the methodology
described above. The full TIDF is charged, as this fee already accounts for the impact of existing
PDR uses on site.

C. Credit for Existing Uses ‘

New development creates new demand for community infrastructure such as open space,
streetscape, transportation, and child care. The City’s impact fees are intended to help cover the
costs of meeting this demand. However, for certain uses, City policy is to not charge impact fees,
so as to support their development. Such uses include Institutional uses for the Jobs-Housing
Linkage Fee, and Production, Distribution, and Repair (PDR) uses for the Jobs-Housing Linkage.
Fee and all of the Area Plan Impact Fees (i.e., Rincon Hill, Market and Octavia, Eastern
Neighborhoods, and Balboa Park). '

 Just because uses are not charged impact fees does not mean that they do not have an impact.
This is important to take into account when uses are converting from non-paying uses to paying
uses. This legislation does so by codifying a credit for existing uses on a site. These credits were
developed by replicating the methodologies used to create the existing impact fees, and applying
this methodology to deduce the potential credit.

For the Jobs-Housing Linkage Fee, to determine the credit it was necessary to replicate that fee’s
nexus study to determine what would have been charged for institutions and PDR. This is
necessary because the original nexus study did not analyze those uses. However, for other uses
that do get charged the impact fee (e.g., office, retail, etc.), the fee was based on the demand for
affordable housing that a use would generate, which itself is a reflection of job density and
wages. For institutions and PDR, the analysis evaluated relative impact compared to the
established fee for office. This relative estimated impact was developed using job density data
from the Eastern Neighborhoods Nexus Study and wage data from the 2000 Census. As per job
density, institutions and office both have a job density of 225 square feet per employee, while
PDR has a job density of 350 square feet per employee. As per wages, the median wage for
office is $24.55/hr, for institutions it is $19.23/hr, and for PDR it is $22.14/hr. Relative to office,
institutional uses therefore have 100% of the job density impact and 121.7% wage impact
($19.23/($24.55-$19.23)), whereas PDR has 64.3% of the density of office (225/350) and
109.8% of the wage impact ($22.14/($24.55-$19.23)). Averaging these two effects, institutional
uses create 110.9% of the impact of offices, whereas PDR creates 70.6%. As offices have a fee
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of $19.96, the imputed fee for institutions is $22.14 and for PDR its $14.09. Because institutions
have a higher imputed impact than any use, it means that any conversion from institutions to

another use would reduce impact, and thus no fee would be charged. For PDR, any conversion
would be credited $14.09.

For the Area Plan Impact Fees, the credit determination relied on the Eastern Neighborhoods
Nexus Study, which was the only Area Plan nexus study that evaluated PDR impacts. Per that
study, PDR uses created approximately half of the impact of office uses ($12.04 to $25.71).
Therefore, in each of the Area Plans, the PDR credit was set at 50% of the impact fee for office
uses. In the Eastern Neighborhoods, that credit is $3 (representing 50% of the $6 non-residential
fee). Based on the same logic, the credit for existing PDR is $1.70 in Market and Octavia, $1.80
in Rincon Hill, and $0.75 in Balboa Park.

D. Changing from Occupied Square Feet to Gross Square Feet

Previously, fees are assessed by occupiable square feet in the Rincon Hill and Market and
Octavia Plan Areas, and gross square feet in the Eastern Neighborhoods and Balboa Park Plan
Areas. As one of the stated purposes of this legislation is to create more consistency between the
Plan Areas, it was necessary to choose one approach. Gross square feet is generally considered
easter to calculate and less subject to interpretation. Therefore, Rincon Hill and Market and
Octavia fees are hereafter to be levied on a per gross square foot basis.

Definitionally, projects have more gross square feet than occupiable square feet. However, it is
not the intention of this legislation to increase the amount of fees collected from a project. As
such, the impact fees in Rincon Hill and Market and Octavia needed to be reduced, such that the
resulting fee would be ostensibly equivalent — recognizing that each individual case would be
different, and so the fee based on calculations of gross square feet would approximate but not
necessarily match the fee calculated by using occupiable square feet.

For residential projects in Rincon Hill, occupiable square feet is approximately 10% less than
gross square feet. Therefore, the fees were reduced by 21%, from $11.00 per occupiable square
foot for the Rincon Hill Community Infrastructure Impact Fee to $8.60 per gross square foot, and
from $14.00 per occupiable square foot for the SoMa Stabilization Fee to $10.95 per gross
square foot. For residential projects in Market and Octavia, occupiable square feet is
approximately 10% less than gross square feet. Therefore, the fee was reduced by 10%, from
$10.00 per occupiable square foot to $9.00 per gross square foot. For non-residential projects in
Market and Octavia, occupiable square feet is approximately 15% less than gross square feet.
Therefore, the fee was reduced by 15%, from $4.00 per occupiable square foot to $3.40 per gross
square foot.
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July 6, 2010

Ms. Angela Calvillo, Clerk

Board of Supervisors - %T é JOO ?/7
City and County of San Francisco

City Hall, Room 244

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place

San Francisco, CA 94102

Re: Board File Number
Transmittal of Planning Department Case Number 2010.0194T
Area Plan Impact Fee and Jobs-Housing Linkage Program Modifications
Planning Commission Recommendation: Recommend Approval

Dear. Ms. Calvillo,

On july 1, 2010, the San Francisco Planning Commission (hereinafter “Commission”) conducted a duly
noticed public hearing at a regularly scheduled meeting to consider the proposed Ordinance;

The proposed Ordinance would amend the Planning Code to achieve the following: 1) improve Planning
Code readability and ease of application with regard to impact fees; 2) create consistent application across
the Area Plan Impact Fees (Rincon Hill, Market and Octavia, Eastern Neighborhoods, and Balboa Park);
3) better recognize and account for the impact of existing conditions on development sites in the Area
Plan Impact Fees and the Jobs-Housing Linkage Fee; 4) promote adaptive re-use of existing buildings in

the Eastern Neighborhoods; 5) clarify the impact fees associated with the Eastern Neighborhoods’ on-
going "legitimization” program.

The proposed Planning Code modifications have been determined to be exempt from environmental
review under Section 15060{c}{2) of the CEQA Guidelines,

At the July 1* hearing, the Commission adopted Resolution 18127 with a recommendation of approval
to the Board of Supervisors regarding the proposed Ordinance.

Please find attached documents related to the Commission’s action. If you have any questions or require
further information please do not hesitate to contact me.
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www sfplanning.org
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Suite 400

San Francisco,
CA94163.2470

Reception:
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SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Planning Commission Resolution No. 18127 S0

San Francisco,

HEARING DATE: JULY 1, 2010 CA 94103-2470

Reception:

415.558.6378
Case No.: 2010.0194T

Fax:
415.558.6408
Project: Impact Fees Clean-Up and Modifications
Planning
Staff Contact: Steve Wertheim — (415) 558-6612 Informatian:

415.558.6377
steve wertheim@sfgoy.org

Recommendation:  Approval

APPROVING AMENDMENTS TO THE PLANNING CODE TO IMPROVE READABILITY AND
EASE OF APPLICATION WITH REGARD TO IMPACT FEES, CREATE CONSISTENT
DEFINITIONS AND APPLICATION ACROSS THE CODE, CREATE A MECHANISM TO CREDIT
PROJECTS FOR THE IMPACTS OF EXISTING USES ON DEVELOPMENT SITES, PROMOTE
ADAPTIVE RE-USE OF EXISTING BUILDINGS IN THE EASTERN NEIGHBORHOODS, AND

CLARIFY THE IMPACT FEES ASSOCIATED WITH THE EASTERN NEIGHBORHOODS' ON-
GOING “"LEGITIMIZATION” PROGRAM.

PREAMBLE

WHEREAS, the City has adopted Area Plan Impact.Fees in recent years in such areas as Rincon Hill,
Market and Octavia, Eastern Neighborhoods, and Balboa Park; and

WHEREAS, each of these impact fees was adopted as part of separate Ordinances that also involved the
creation of Area Plans, changes to height and zoning, and substantial amendments changes to the
Planning Code; and

WHEREAS, the Code sections controlling impact fees often lacked clarity or differed in application
between Area Plans in ways that made it difficult for the public to comprehend and staff to consistently
impiement the Code; and

oy >
-«‘:573

WF!EREAS the impact fees controls do not contain a mechanism to credit pro;ect for the impacts of
exrstmg uses on development sites; and '

wH EREAS, the impact fee structure did not sufficiently encourage adaptive re-use of existing bm}d:ngs
tgat represgnt an 1mportant resource in San Francisco; and

WHEREA 5, the proposed legislation is intended to resolve the aforementioned issues; and
U
o

www . sfplanning.org



Resolution No. Case No 2010.0194T
Hearing Date: July 1, 2010 Impact Fee Clean-Up and Meodifications

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission (hereinafter “Commission”) adopted Resolution 18074 at a duly

noticed public hearing at a regularly scheduled meeting to Initiate the proposed Ordinance on April 15,
2010; and

WHEREAS, the proposed revisions to the Planning Code were duly noticed in a newspaper ad on May
13, 2010; and

WHEREAS, Ordinance No. 108-10, was adopted by the Board of Supervisors on May 17, 2010, revising
most of the Planning Code sections included in Case 2010.0194T, and incorporating some of the changes
proposed in Case 2010.0194T, and therefore requiring substantial changes to Case 2010.0194T to reflect
the changes made by Ordinance No. 108-10; and '

WHEREAS, the Commission conducted a duly noticed public hearing at a regularly scheduled meeting to
consider the proposed Ordinance on July 1, 2010; and

WHEREAS, the proposed Ordinance has been determined to be categorically exempt from environmental
review under the California Environmental Quality Act Section 15060{c){2}; and

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

and other interested parties; and

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

WHEREAS, the Commission has reviewed the proposed Ordinance:

MOVED, that the Commission hereby recommends that the Board of Supervisors recommends approval
of the proposed Ordinance and adopts this Resolution te that effect.

1 hereby certify that the foregoing Resolution was ADOPTED by the San Francisco Planning Commission
on July 1, 2010. :

: i . f c>’ % -
Linda 2. Avery
Commission Secretary

CAYES: Miguel, Antonini, Borden, I.ee, Sugaya

NOES: Olague, Moore

ABSENT:

SAN FRANCISCO . 2
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SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Executive Summary 1650 Wsson .
Planning Code Amendment San Fancisso,
HEARING DATE: JULY 1, 2010; INITIATION HEARING DATE: APRIL 15, 2010

Reception:
: 415.558.6378
Case No.: 20106.6194T Fax:
415.558.6409

Project: Impact Fees Clean-Up and Modifications )
Planning

tnfarmation;
S taff Contact: Steve Wertheim - (415) 558-6612 4£16.559.6377

steve wertheim@sfgov.org

Recommendation.  Approval

The action before the Commission is approval of the code amendments described below. These
amendments were Initiated by the Planning Commission on Apni 15, 2010, and were duly notlced ina
newspaper ad on May 13, 2010.

Subsequent to the Initiation of these Code amendments, a substantial revision to the Planning Code,
Ordinance No. 108-10, was adopted by the Board of Supervisors on May 17, 2010. Ordinance No. 108-10
revised most of the Planning Code sections included in Case 2010.0194T, and incorporated some of the
changes proposed i in Case 2010.0194T. Therefore, substantial revisions to Case 2010.0194T were
necessitated to reflect the changes made by Ordinance No. 108-10.

CODE AMENDMENT

The proposed Ordinance would amend the Planning Code to achieve the following: 1) improve Planning
Code readability and ease of application with regard to impact fees; 2) create consistent application
across the Area Plan Impact Fees (Rincon Hill, Market and Octavia, Eastern Neighborhoods, and Balboa
Park); 3) better recognize and account for the impact of existing conditions on development sites in the
Area Plan Impact Fees and the Jobs-Housing Linkage Fee; 4) promote adaptive re-use of existing
buildings in the Eastern Neighborhoods; 5) clarify the impact fees associated with the Eastern
Neighborhoods’ on-going “legitimization” program

The majority of this proposed legislation involves technical corrections and clarifications of Code
language, which do not amount to substantive changes to the Code. However, there are several
proposed substantive policy changes, including:

* Amending the Jobs-Housing Linkage fee to account for the impact of existing Production
Distribution and Repair (PDR) and institutional uses on development sites. For conversions
from existing PDR to other uses, development would receive a credit of $14.09 per gross square
foot, For conversions from existing institutions to other uses, the development would receive a
credit for the full fee. Closing a loophole whereby the definition of retail included many uses
considered to be PDR, such as those contained in Code Sections 220, 222, 223, 224, and 225.

www . splanning.org



Executive Summary Case No. No 2010.0194T
Hearing Date: Juiy 1, 2010 ‘ impact Fee Clean-Up and Modifications

Amending the Rincon Hill Impact Fee to account for the impact of existing PDR and other non-
residential uses on development sites. For conversions from existing PDR to residential uses,
development would teceive a credit of $1.80 per gross square foot. For conversions from other
non-residential uses to residential uses, the development would receive a credit of $3.60 per
gross square foot,

Amending the Market and Octavia, Eastern Neighborhoods, and Balboa Park Impact Fees to
account for the impact of existing PDR on development sites. For conversions from existing PDR
to other non-residential uses or residential uses, development would receive a credit of $1.70 per
gross square foot for the Market and Octavia Impact Fees, $3.00 per gross square foot for the
Eastern Neighborhoods Impact Fees, and $0.75 per gross square foot for the Balboa Park Impact
Fees. :

Amending the Eastern Neighborhoods Impact Fee such that changes of use in existing buildings
are always charged the lowest fee tier. For projects in Yee Tier 1, there would be no change in
fees. For projects in Fee Tier 2, the fee reduction would be $4.00 per gross square foot for both
residential and non-residential uses. For projects in Fee Tier 3, the fee reduction would be $8.00
per gross square foot for both residential and non-residential uses.

The Way It Is Now:

&
s

The definitions and application of the Jobs-Housing Linkage Fee (Sec. 313) are difficult to
comprehend, and thus subject to inconsistent interpretation and application.

The four Area Plan Impact Fees (Rincon Hill, Market and Octavia, Eastern Neighborhoods, and
Balboa Park) each have their own applications. In many instances, the differences are minor or
subtle, yet the differences make these fee programs subject fo inconsistent interpretation and
application, These différences include variations in:

o How the sections are organized,
o  Which projects are subject to the impact fees,
o How the area subject to fees are measured.

Different fee programs exempt certain uses from paying impact fees when new development
occurs, When these uses convert to uses that are subject to impact fees, no credit mechanism
exists to recognize the impact of the existing uses. These fee-exempt uses are PDR uses in all the
Area Plan Impact Fees and the Jobs-Housing Linkage Fee, institutional uses in the Jobs-Housing
Linkage Fee, and other non-residential uses in the Rincon Hill Impact Fee.

Parcels in the Eastern Neighborhoods Plan Area are divided into three fee tiers, depending upon
how much height limits were raised or lowered by the Eastern Neighborhoods Plan. Fee Tiers 2
and 3 are applied to development projects that involve both new construction and when project
are utilizing existing space in existing buildings.

The language of the Eastern Neighborhoods Legitimization Program (Section 179.1) is unclear as
to what fees would be applied to projects seeking entitlement through this program, and when
such fees would be due, and thus subject to inconsistent interpretation and application.

References are incorrect and/or outdated in several areas.

AN ERANCISGO ]
LANNING DEPARTMENT



Executive Summary ‘ Case No. No 2010.0194T
Hearing Date: July 1, 2010 Impact Fee Clean-Up and Modifications

The Way It Would Be:

For the Jobs-Housing Linkage Fee, the definitions and applications have been -clarified and
streamlined to facilitate ease and consistency in implementation.

The application of the four Area Plan Impact Fees (Rincon Hill, Market and Octavia, Eastern
Neighborhoods, and Balboa Park) has been standardized, wherever possible. This includes
standardizing:

o The way each section is organized, to make information easier to find, This includes
creating a clear list of the projects to which the fee applies, and tables conveying the fee
both for net additions of use and in instances where square footage is converting from
one use to another,

o The use of gross square feet (instead of net) to measure a project’s impact,

o Which residential projects are subject to the impact fees, including those that add one
new unit and/or net additions over 800 gross square feet to an existing unit,

o Which non-residential projects are subject to the impact fees, including net additions of
gross square feet in new construction and over 800 gross square feet to an existing unit,
and that all non-residential units that are not PDR are subject to impact fees. The
exception to this standardization continues to be Rincon Hill, where non-residential
square footage is not charged the impact fee. ' '

A ¢redit mechanism has been developed to account for the impact of the existing uses on a
development site. This includes specifying the credit for PDR uses in all the Area Plan Impact
Fees and the Jobs-Housing Linkage Fee, specifying a credit for institutional uses in the Jobs-
Housing Linkage Fee, and specifying a credit for other non-residential uses in the Rincon Hill
Impact Fee. See the first section of this memo for more details.

In the Eastern Neighborhoods Plan Area, the Fee Tiers have been revised such that all changes of
use in existing buildings are charged the lowest (Tier 1} impact fees. See the first section of this
memo for more details.

For the Eastern Neighborhoods Legitimization Program (Section 179.1), the Code now specifies
the amount of the Jobs-Housing Linkage Fee and Transit Impact Development Fee that would be
applicable, and that the Eastern Neighborhoods Impact Fee is not applicable. Also, the language
specifies that fees are due at first site or building permit, and that the fee deferral option requires
at least 20% payment at the time of the first site or building permit. These are technical changes,
as this program has already been implemented by the Planning Department in the manner that is
now being codified.

References have been corrected and/or updated as necessary.

REQUIRED COMMISSION ACTION

The proposed Resolution is before the Commission so that it may recommend approval or disapproval of
Planning Code amendments. '

SAK FHANCISCO 3
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Executive Summary Case No. No 2010.0194T
Hearing Date: July 1, 2010 Impact Fee Clean-Up and Modifications

RECOMMENDATION

The Department recommends that the Commission recommend approval of the proposed Ordinance and
adopt the attached Draft Resolution to that effect.

BASIS FOR RECOMMENDATION

A substantial portion of the proposed changes can be classified as “good government” measures meant
to improve the clarity of the Planning Code. Such changes are meant to improve the ability of decision
makers, Department staff, and the public to understar}d, interpret, and implement the requirements of
the Code.

Substantive changes are focused on ensuring that there is a reasonable relationship and legally justifiable
nexus between the impacts of development projects and the impact fees levied. This includes crediting
proposed development appropriately for existing uses on sites.

A final substantive change, limited to the Eastern Neighborhoods, would support the adaptive re-use of
existing buildings by charging the lowest Fee Tier to changes of use. The policy to support adaptive re-
use of existing buildings is because such buildings are generally more affordable than new buildings,
often represent historic resources, and do not require the environmental inputs related to new
constructon.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

The proposal to amend the Planning Code would result in no physical impact on the environment. The
proposed amendment is exempt from envirommental review under Section 15060(c)(2) of the CEQA
Guidelines.

PUBLIC COMMENT

As of the date of this report, the Planning D\epartment has received no letters regarding this legislation.

RECOMMENDATION: . . Approval

Attachments

Exhibit A: Draft Planning Commission Resolution to approve the Draft Ordinance

Exhibit B: Guide to the Draft Ordinance

Exhabit C: Praft Ordinance

SAN PRARGISCO 4
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