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FILE NO. 121143 MOTION NO.

[Appointment, Successor Agency Commission (Commonly Known as Commission on
Community Investment and Infrastructure) - Christine Johnson]

Motion confirming the Mayor’s appointment of Christine Johnson to the Commission

- on Community Investment and Infrastructure, Seat 3, for the unexpired portion 6f a

four-year term ending November 3, 2016.

WHEREAS, Ordinance No. 215-12 was adopted by the Board. of Supervisors and
Signed by Mayor Edwin Lee on October 4, 2012; and, |

WHEREAS, Pursuant to Ordinance No. 215-12, the Mayor has submitted a
communication notifying the Board of Supervisors of the appointment of Christine Johnson to
the San Francisco Commissiqn on Community Investment and Infrastructure, received by the 7

Clerk of the Board on November 20, 2012; now, therefore, be it

Christine Johnson to the San Francisco Commission on Community Investment and

Infrastructure; Seat 3, for the unexpired portion of a four-year term ending November 3, 2016.

Mayor Lee ‘
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS Page 1
11/20/2012



OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
SAN FRANCISCO

EDWIN M. LEE
MAYOR

Notice of Appointment

' November 20,2012

San Francisco Board of Supervisors
City Hall, Room 244

1 Carlton B. Goodlett Place

San Francisco, California 94102

Honorable Board of Supervisors:

- It is my pleasure to notify you of the following appointments to the Redevelopment Successor
Commission (commonly known as Commission on Community Investment and Infrastructure),
pursuant to Ordinance No. 215-12:

Theodore Ellington to Seat 1, for a term-of four years - C7r/e # [/ 2//Ly )

Marily Mondejar to Seat 2, for a term of two years - (. #r/e # /2 //512_)

Christine Johnson to Seat 3, for a term of four years - /7C/ c A2/ Y 7 /)

Mara Rosales to Seat 4, for a term of two years - m fo & 712 //}l#)

Darshan Singh to Seat 5, for a term of four years — ( 7~ /e #*/ 2//(/~(j
I am confident that Mr. Ellington, Ms. Mondejar, Ms. Johnson, Ms. Rosales, and Mr. Singh, all
CCSEF electors; will serve our community well. Attached are their qualifications to serve, which
demonstrates how these appointments represent the communities of interest, neighborhoods and

diverse populations of the City and County of San Francisco.

" Should you have any questions related to these appointments, please cohtact my Director of
Appointments, Nicole Wheaton at (415) 554-7940.

Sincere




EDWIN M. LEE
MAYOR

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
SAN FRANCISCO

November 20, 2012

Angela Calvillo

Clerk of the Board, Board of Supervisors
San Francisco City Hall

1 Carlton B. Goodlett Place

San Francisco, CA 94102

Dear Ms. Calvillo,

It is my pléasure to notify you of the following appointments to the Redevelopment Successor
Commission (commonly known as Commission on Community Investment and Infrastructure),
pursuant to Ordinance No. 215-12: :

Theodore Ellington to Seat 1, for a term of four years

Marily Mondejar to Seat 2, for a term of two years

Christine Johnson to Seat 3, for a term of four years

Mara Rosales to Seat 4, for a term of two years

Darshan Singh to Seat 5, for a term of four years
I am confident that Mr. Ellington, Ms. Mondejar, Ms. Johnson, Ms. Rosales, and Mr. Singh, all
CCSF electors, will serve our community well. Attached are their qualifications to serve, which
demonstrates how these appointments represent the communities of interest, neighborhoods and

diverse populations of the City and County of San Francisco.

Should you have any questions related to these appointments, please contact my Director of
Appointments, Nicole Wheaton at (415) 554-7940.

Sincerely,




Christine D. Johnson

7 King Street apt 341 ‘ ~ phone: (415 ™
San Francisco, CA 94107 email: - ___ H@gmail.com
EDUCATION

Smith College, Northampton, MA
B.S. Engineering Science, May 2004

Internships at Ford Motor Company, Bechtel Corporation, and Rensselaer Polytechnic Institute

PROFESSIONAL EXPERIENCE

BNY MELLON, Vice President, Strategy and Product Management, San Francisco, CA. April 2010- Present
JUNE 2077 — PRESENT — COLILATERAL AND ASSET ADMINISTRATION

Sponsor and manage cross-functional teams in charge of sales, client service and delivery of collateral and asset
administration products. Cover Loan Document Custody, SPV. Administration, Whole Loan Tti- Party and
CMBS/CRE. Ensute smooth implementation of all operational/service delivery changes.

Developed case for strategic overhaul of product with $23 mil in annual revenue that will result in 9% operating
margin increase. As part of overhaul, led initiative to explote outsourcing certain functions and implemented
revised client pricing protocol based on goal of 25% profitability on all new deals (current range -10% to 20%)).

Soup to nuts development of business cases for all initiatives related to product line including make-or-buy analysis.
Build pricing models and approve pricing decisions for all non-standard transactions.

Analyze industry trends that affect product profitability and ad)ust strategic plans as necessary. Report regularly to
senior management.

Continue to moderate monthly CDFA webcasts.

APRIL 2070 - JUNE 2077 — PUBLIC AND CORPORATE FINANCE

Sponsor and champion new initiatives from idea generation through roll-out to clients working with all internal and
external stakeholders. Produce make-or-buy analysis for all new strategic opportunities. Sponsor and develop
partnerships with outside vendors.

Provide strategic direction, thought leadership, and market share analysis for Corporate Trust US Conventional
Debt (Corporate and Public Finance).

Interpret market events and regulatory changes for senior management.

Provide analysis for product placement and pricing for all new initiatives. Led re-pricing of services acquired
through acquisition in 2009 (Arbitrage Services) that helped increase segment revenues by 28% YoY.

Moderate monthly webcast on topics of public finance and economic development in partnershlp with Council of
Development Finance Authorities.

EMPHASYS, INC., Senior Product Manager, Emeryville, CA. October 2006 — March 2010

Applied knowledge of financing instruments used by public agencies to lead development of and client training for
debt management software solutions. Responsible for all product development and market strategy.

Developed calculation and user interface specifications.

Developed all QA testing protocols, documentation, and versioning processes/milestones.
Developed coursework and led all new client tfaining.

Led all client onboatding including database population and validation. Managed software upgtades.
Managed client support team for debt management product.

Lead role in building client roster from 5 to over 30 while tripling average license revenue size over 3 years.

Page 1 of 2



Christine D. Johnson

=, King Street apt 341 phone: (415" ~——
San Francisco, CA 94107 emaill .gmail.com

PUBLIC FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT, INC., Consultant, San Francisco, CA. July 2004-September 2006
*  Built capital plan analysis and economic feasibility studies for redevelopment projects in Northern California.

" Lead analyst for San Francisco County Transportation Authority (SFCTA), City of Oakland and Contra Costa
Transportation Authority.

* Developed economic analysis for publicly financed stadium projects in Washington D.C. and Phoenix, AZ.

Structured and priced variable rate, fixed rate and derivative transactions. Provided rating agency presentations.

CIVIC PARTICIPATION

President, San Francisco Community Investment Fund Advisoty Board, April 2010-present
® The San Francisco Community Investment Fund (SFCIF) was formed by the SF Redevelopment Agency as the
entity responsible for administering New Market Tax Credits (NMTCs) should they be awarded. SFCIF has
successfully received $80 mil in funding allocation over two application rounds.

As president, developed method for evaluating community benefit for apples-to-apples project comparison.

Treasutrer, Board of Directors, Bayview Opera House, Inc., November 2009- October 2010.
*  Working with the Executive Director, successfully reconfigured the 2009 budget This helped the Board secute
2009-10 funding from the SF Arts Commission during a difficult period for the non-profit.
®  Worked on refining fiscal reporting and processes.
®  Assisted in interviewing and hiring staff members.

Chait, Development and Finance Subcommittee, Mayor’s Citizen’s Advisoty Committee (San Francisco Huntet’s
Point Shipyard Redevelopment), May 2007-present.

=  Ensute that all aspects of the proposed redevelopment plan (land use, transportation plan, etc.) are balanced
between existing community priorities and those of future residents.

Chair monthly meetings on topics around planning, development and finance.

= Review quartetly project budgets from the City and developer.

Spearhead initiatives for community benefits in partnership with City and community based organizations.
Interact with print, radio, and internet media to represent citizen perspective on the project.

Mentot/Academic Tutor, BUILD Oakland, September 2006- September 2009.

®  Provide tutoting in math/science for at-risk high school students. Developed and taught first BUILD summer
math progtram for 10 students.

" Assisted a group of high school students for one academic year to prepare for annual business plan competition.
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Amended at Board. 9/25/12
FILE NO. 120898 . ORDINANCE NO. 215.[,&

[Successor Agency to the Former Redevelopment Agency]

Ordlnance of the Successor Agency to the former Redevelopment Agency of the City
and County of San Francisco implementing the State redevelopment dissolution law
known as AB X1 26 (2011) in furtherance of the recently adopted amendments to that
law known as AB 1484 and of preViously adopted City policies, by 1) acknovl/ledging
that AB 1484 provides that the Successor Agency is a separate legal entity from the
City, with the Successor Agency holding all of the transferred assets and obligations of
the former Redevelopment Agency (other than the affordable housing assets ) distinct
from the City, and with the Oversight Board pei'forming specific functions set forth in
the State redevelopment dissolution law; 2) officially naming the Successor Agency as

the "Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San

Francisco;" 3)a

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

became Successor Agency employees by operation of AB 26 and were‘assigned toR
classifications, and who continued in those R classifications through the effective date
of AB 1484, shall continue to be Successor Agency employees; 4) creating the
Successor Agency Commission as the policy body of the Successor Agency and
delegating to it the authority to actin place of .the former Redevelopm.entAgency
Commission to implement the surviving redevelopment.projects, the replacement
housing obligationg and other enforceable obligations and the authority to take actions
that the State redevelopment dissolution law requires or allows on behalf of the
Successor Agency; 5) establishing the composition and terms of the members‘of the
Successor Agency Commission, setting forth voting requirements and providing for
the Successor Agency Commission to appolnt an Executive Director of the Successor

Agency; 6) authorizing the Successor Agency to retain the City Attorney as its legal

Mayor Lee; Supervisors Kim, Cohen, and Olague
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS _ Page 1
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counsel; 7) ratifying prior acts; and 8) authorizing and directing the Successor Agency

2 Commission to take all appropriate steps to effectuate the purpose of this ordinance

3 consistent with the State redevelopment dissolution law.

4 NOTE: Additions are single-underiine italics Times New Homan;

deletions are )

5 Board amendment additions are double-underlined;

5 - Board amendment deletions are strikethrough-nemmal.

7 | | |

8 | Be it ordained by the People of the Ci_ty and County of San Francisco:

9 | Section 1. General Findings.

| 10. (a) In accordance with the California Community Redevelopment Law, California

11 Health and Safety Code section 33000 et. seq., the City and County of San Francisco (the
12 "City") created the Redevelopment Agency of the City and Courity of San Francisco (the
13 “Redevelopment-Agency"}-and-approved redevelopment plans-to-alteviate blight in-various
14. parts of the City. For more than 60 years, the Rédévelopment Agency was engaged in state-
15 authorized activities to implement those plans. ‘
16 (b) The Redevelopment Agency pléyed a critical role in alleviating physical and
17 economic blight in disadvantaged neighborhoods in San Franéisco, by attracting private
18 inv.estment and Ievéraging public resources to increase the City's supply of affordable
19 housing,. impfove public facilities and infrastructure, create jobs and expand the local
20 economy. _
21 (c) Under Assembly Bill No. 1X 26 (Chapter 5, Statﬁtes of 2011-12, Firé_t Extraordinary
22 Session) ("AB 26") and the‘ Califqrnia Supreme Court's decision in California Redevelopment
23 Association v. M’atosantos.’ No. S194861, all redevelopment eigencies in the State, inclﬁding
24 the Redevelopment Agency, were dissolved by operation of law as of Fébruary 1,2012. Their
25

affordable housing assets and functions were transferred to certain designated successor

Mayor Lee; Supervisors Kim, Cohen, and Olague
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housing agencies, and their non-affordable housing assets and obligations were transferred to
certain designated successor agencies, which AB 26 charged with satisfying enforceable
obligations of the former redevelopment agencies, preserving their assets for the benefit of
taxing entities and winding up their affairs, under the supervision of ‘a new oversight board and
review by the State Department of Finance and State Controller. ,

| (d) AB 26 defined the term "successor agency" as “the ccunty, city, or city and county |
that 'authorized the creation of each redevelopment agency...." Accordingly, in
San Francisco, the City, as the sponsoring community, was designated as the successor
agency to receive the non-affordable housing assets-of the former Redevelopment Agency
(the "Successor Agency").

(e) AB 26 required the Successor Agency to establish separate funds to receive the

rrevenues and pay the obligations of the former Redevelopment Agency and insulated the City

from C

transfer of its assets énd obligations by providing that the liability of Successor Agency acﬁng
under the powers granted under AB 26 is limited to the total sum of the property tax revenues
(former tax increment) the Successor Agency receives under AB 26 and the value of the
Redevelopment Agency's assets transferred to the Successor Agency.

(f) As required by AB 26, the City timely established the seven-member oversight board
of the Successor Agency (the "Oversight Board"). The Mayorl appointed, and the Board y
confirmed, four members to thc Oversight Board. The Bay Area Rapid Transit District, the
Chancellor cf thé' California Community Colléges, and the County Superintendent of
Educatiorn, each appointed one of the rerhaining three members of the Oversight Boﬂard. In
exercising its authority under AB 26, the Oversight Board owes a fiduciary duty to the holders

of enforceable obligations and the taxing entities.

Mayor Lee; Supervisors Kim, Cohen, and Olague
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(g) To provide for the smooth transition of assets and functions to the

2 Successor Agency and help enable the Successor Agency to perform all enforceable
3 obligations of the former Redevelopment _Agency under AB 26, the City adopted Board of
4 Supervisors Resolution No 11-12, which, among other things, approved the City's acceptance
5 of the transfer of affordable housing ‘rights, assets and functions and authorized the Mayor's
6 Office of Housing to manage those rights, assets and functiohs; acknowledged and accepted
7 the transfer of non-affordable housing rights, assets and functions anci placed them under the
8 | jurisdiction of the Pert of San Francisco or the Director of the Departmen_t of Administrative
9 Services; and delegated to the Oversight Board certain implementation authority in place of
10 the former commission of the dissolved Redevelopme'nt Agency over three major integrated,
11 multi-phase revitelization projects, which are- the Mission Bay North and Mission Bay South
12 Projects, the Hunters Point Shipyard/Candlestick Point Project, and the Transbay Transit
13 Center Project (collectively, the "Major Approﬁed Development Projects") and which are
14 subject to enforceable obligations requiring the implementation and completion of those
15 projects. |
16 (h) As to the affordable housing rights, assets, and functions, certain obligatione and
17 revenues of the former Redevelopment Agency were included in the transfer oi‘ such ri'ghte,
18 assets and functions to the City, but the successor agency retained enforceable obligations
19 for the development of affordable housing required to fulfill the Major Approved Development
20 Projects and the replacement housing obligation associated with the former Redevelopment
21 Agency’s destructionv of 6700 affordable units in the 1960’s and early 1970’s (See California
22 Health & Safety Code Sections 33333.7 and 33333.8, Oversight Board Resolution No. 5- |
23 || 2012 (April 10, 2012), and Board Ordinances No. 256-09 (Dec. 30, 2009), No. 316-08 (Dec.
24 19, 2008) and No. 15-05 (Jan. 21, 2005)) (callectively, the “Retained Replacement Housing
25 | Obligationg”). ' ’

Mayor Lee; Supervisors Kim, Cohen, and Olague
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(i) This ordinance acknowledges that the authority over Major Approved Development

2 Projects delegated to the Oversight Board by Board of Supervisors Resolution No. 11-12 and

3 the transfer of authority to City departments over non-affordable housing assets have been

4 sUperseded by the recently adopted budget trailer bill, Assembfy Bill No. 1484 (Chapter 26,

5 || Statutes of 201 1-12, Regular Session) (‘AB'1484_”),;and are no longer in effect. éy_Q__hv

6 M@ggelegated authority includes, without limitation, (i) granting apprdvals under thé

7 Land Use Controls (as defined in Board Resolution No. 11-12), (ii) approving changes to,

8 amending, or fulfilling the terms of enforceable obligations, and (/i'ii) exercising the authority

9 previously exercisable by the Redevelopment Agency Corhmission. Non-affordable housing
10 || assets include, without limitation, all rights, interests, privileges, property—real, personal and
11 intangible, including all loans and grants, all propeﬁy, such as land, buildings, and dwelling
12 unifs held by the Agency, the rights to all disposition and develo'pment agreements, owner :
13 pérticipation agreements or other agreements that comprise enforceable obligations. | .
14 | -(j) As reqﬁired by AB 26, on March 6, 2012, by Resolution No. 3-2012, the Oversight
15 Board approved the transfer of affordable houéing assets of the former.FiedeveIopment
16 | Agencyto the City, under the administrative jurisdiction of the Mayor's Office of Housing. On
17 March '9, 2012, the Successor Agency submitted Resolution No. 3-2012 to the Department of
18 || Finance, which did nof o_bject to the resolution. |n addition, on April 10, 2012, the Oversight »
1‘9 Boar rov Resolution No. 5-2012, a Recogniz bligation Payment Schedulg
20 | (‘ROPS’ riod Jan 2012t 012, and a housing obligation summa
21 |
22 | Department of Finance, which did gotlggigg; to the resolution. !n—addiﬁén;as—Aérequired
23 under AB 1484 (Cal. Health & Safety Code Section 34176 (a) (2)), on August 1, 2012, the
24 Mayor's Office of Housing submitted a Housing Asset List containing a list of all housi
25

assets of the former Redevelopment Agency to the Department of Finance, which has-ret

Mayor Lee; Supervisors Kim, Cohen, and Olague
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eb}eeted%#we—assets—er—tﬁansfeps?ef—assets-emhaistgggrgved the Housing Aggg; List on

September 7, 2012, _The term “Housing Assets” as used in this Ordinance means the assets

ransferr he City and pl nder the jurisdiction of the Mavor's Office of Housina under
the Redevelopment Dissolution Law and by Board of Supervisors Resolution No. 11-12, as

approved by Oversight Board Resolution No. 3-2012, and appreved-en_included in the
Housing Asset List as approved by the Department of Finance, Asserdingly-under-Under AB
26, AB 1484, and Resolution No. 11‘-1 2, such-affordable heusing-assets Hg_gg ing Assets are
now held by the City, acting through the Mayor's Office of Housing, and are no longer under

the jurisdiction of the Successor Agency (except for Oversight Board approval of the use of .-

| former tax increment under AB 26, as amended by AB 1484), nor is title to such assets

affected by AB 1484's provisions regarding the legal status of the Successor Agendy. Such

affordable-housing-assetsHousing Assets are outside the scope of the delegated authority

under this ordinance_unles

N —_ —_ - - —_ -

(k) Both the Redevelopment Agency and the Oversight Board have prewously retained
the City Attorney:for certain Iegal advice and representation under memoranda of
understanding that those parties negotiated and approved. »

(I) Under AB 26, the Successor Agency became the employ‘er of all employees of the
former Redevelopment Agency on the date of its dissolution. The City, in‘its capacity as
Successor Agency, assigned "R" classifications to employees of the former Redevelopment
Agency, indicating their status as having become employees of the Successor Agency by
operation of law under AB 26. The City, in such capacity as Successor Agency, negotiated
amendments to memoranda of agreement with the unions representing employees of the
former Redevelopment Agency ("MOAs"), which were approved by the .Cit'y under Board of
Supervisors Ordinahce Nos. 120-12, 121-12, 122-12 and 1'23-.1 2. Those MOAs have an
expiration date of June 30, 2012,

Mayor Lee; Supervisors Kim, Cohen, and Olague
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'Redevelopment Agency.

' (m) AB 26 requires successor agencies to submit to the State's Depanment of Finance
a Recognized-Obligation-Payment-ScheduleROPSY) for each six-month period, which is
approved by oversight boards, and which identifies the sources of payment for enforceable
obligations. The City, as Successor Agency, timely submitted to the Department of Finance

the ROPS, approved by the Oversight Board, for the periods January 1, 2012 to June 30,

2012 (Qversi rd Resolution No. 5-2012) and July 1, 2012 to December 31, 2012
(Qversight ng d Resolution No. 6-2012). The Department of Flnance approved each ROPS,

including the funds identified in each for_among other ;hmgs, long term affordable hogs!gg

obligations and pension and benefit obligations to current and retired ‘employees of the former

(n) In June 2012, the California Legislature adopted legislation amending AB 26 as a

trailer bill to the State's budget bill for the 2012-2013 fiscal year, AB 1484, and the Governor

2010), AB 1484 went into effect upon the Governor's signature. While AB 26 defined the

successor agency to be fhe sponsoring community (as described above), AB 1484 changes
that definition of successor agency and now provides:
(1) the successor agency is a separate publio entity from tne public agency fhat
‘provides for its governance and the two entities shall not merge'
(2) the habllltles of the former redevelopment agency shall not be transferred to
the sponsoring entlty and the (non-housing) assets shall not become assets of
the sponsoring entity;
(3) the successor agency has its own name and the capacity to sue and be
eued; '
(4) the successor agency shall be substituted for the redevelopment agency in

all litigation to which a redevelopment agency is a party;

Mayor Les; Supervisors Kim, Cohen, and Olague
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(5) the former redevelopment agency employees shall not automatically become

employees of the sponsoring entity and the successor agency shall retain its
(6) the successor agency succeeds to the organizational status of the former
redevelopment activities except to complete the work related to an approved

.(7) the successor agency is a local ehtity for purposes of the Ralbh M. Brown

2

3 own collective bargaining status;

4

5 redevelopment agency but without any legal authority to participate in

6

7 enforceable obligation; and

8

9 “Act.
10 (o) AB 1484 does not sbecify what the governing body of the Successor Agency is or
11 how it must take actions (other than to provide that it is subject to the State's public meeting
12 rules).
13
‘14 the City but is still subject to the governance of the City acting through its legislative capacity.
15 (9) Since the dissolution of the Redeveldpment Agency on February 1, 2012, the City
16 has been successful in helping restore investor confidence in the surviving redevelopment
17 projects, including the Major Approved Development Projects, so that the City can achieve its
18 goals of increasing the supply of affordable housing, improving public facilities and
19 infrastructure, creating jobs, expanding the local economy and reaIiZing other public benefits,
20 and the City, acfing in its capacity as Successor Agency, has made all required payments and
21 otheMise performed enforceable obligations, including payments due on outstanding tax
22 allocation bohds, and the Successor Agency has not been adversely affected by the potential
23 cash flow issues that some of the bond rating agencies have identified as iésues under AB 26.
24 (r) This ordinance is consistent with the City's policies and objectives expressed in
25

(p) By operation of law, in San Francisco the Successor Agency is now distinctfrom—

Resolution No. 11-12: (1) smooth transition of assets and functions to the Successor Agency;

Mayor Lee; Supervisors Kim, Cohen, and Olague
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“other than to complete work related to enforceable obligations.

(2) performance of all enforceable obligations of the former Agency consistent with applicable
law; and (3) achievement of the other policy objectives set forth in Resolution No. 11-12.

(s) This ordinance, by establishing a Successor Agency Commission and delegating
certain authority to that commission, is intended to be consistent with the provisions of
AB.1484 that the Successor Agency succeed to the organizational status of the former

redevelopment agency but without legal authority to participate in redevelopment activities

Section 2. Environmental Findings. v

Adoption of this ordinance is not a "project" within the meaning of Public Resources
Code Section 21065 of the California Environmental Quality Act ("CEQA") and Section 15378
of the CEQA Guidelines because this ordinance addreéses organizational and administrative

matters that will not result in direct or indirect physical changes in the environment. This

activities and operations and creation of a new commission for that organization, does not

authorize the encumbrance or use of any new funds on any specific projects that could result
in physical changes to the environment, and will not result in changes in conditions in any
redevelopment project or survey area, as provided in the letters from the Planning Department |

on file with the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors in File No, _ 120898 which is

hereby declared to be a part of this ordinance as if set forth fully herein.

Section 3. Separate Legal Entity. This ordinance acknowledges and confirms that as
of AB 1484's effective date, the Successor Agéncy is a separate legal entity from the City and
is subject to the goVernance of the City acting in its‘legislative capacity. Accordingly, the
Board of [isQr the leqislative body of the Successor Agenc jopts this ordinance
under th ' rovisions of City Charter relating to the adopti f ordinan This ordinance

further acknowledges and confirms that the Successor Agency holds, subject to the applicable

Mayor Lee; Supervisors Kim, Cohen, and Olague
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rights and restrictions set forth in the Redevelopment Dissolution Law, title to all assets,

1
2 including, without limitation, all real propenrty, and all rights, obligations and liabilities of the
3 former Redevelopment Agency, including the Retained Replasement-Housing Obligations and
4 excluding the Housing Assetsese-housing-assets-te-which-the-Deparment-of-Finance-hasnet
6 | 34176-(a)2)-ofthe-California Health-& Safety Cede. As used in this ordinan
7 "Redevelopment Dissolution Law" shall mean AB 26 as amended by AB 1484, and as it m'ay
8 | be further amended from time to timé._ The Board of Supetvisors of the City shall have final
9 | budge roval authority over the Successor Agency in its annual budget process in
10 || accordance with ognfor'ni'a Health and Safety Code Section 33606, subject to the
11 Redevelopment Dissolution Law. -
12 Sectioﬁ 4. Name of Successor Agency. This ordinance declares that the name of the ;
13 Successor-Agency is the "Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and | ?
14 County of San Francisco."
15 Section 5. Employee Status. This ordinance acknowledges that under AB 1484, those
16 employees of the former Redevelopment Agency who became employees of the City as |
17 Successor Agency by operation of law under AB 26, and who continued to be employed by
18 the City as Successor Agency in an "R" classification as of June 27, 2012, on that date
19 continued to be employees of the Successor Agency oniy, which is now a separate legal
20 | entity distinct from the City under AB 1484,
21 Section 6. Successor Agency Commission.
22 r(a) This ordinance establishes the Successor Agéncy Commission (the “Commission").
23 This ordinance delegates to the Commission the authority (excluding authority as to the
24 | affordable-housing-asseisHousing Assets-that were-transferred-to-the-City-under-ABX4-26-and

Mayor Lee; Supervisors Kim, Cohen, and Olague
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Housing-AssetListunder-AB-1484) to: (1) act in place of the former commission of the

dissolved Redevelopment Agency to implement, modify, enforce and complete the surviving

redevelopment projects, including, without limitation, the Major Approved Development
Projects, the Retained Replacement-Housing Oblligationg, and all other enforceable
obligations, except for those enforceable obligations for affordable housing transferréd to the
City and placed under the jurisdiction of the Mayor's Office of Housing; provided, however,
that the Successor Agency Commission shall not modify the Major Approved Development

Projects or the Retained Housing Obligations in any manner that would g' ecrease the -

1 commitment oflgrggggg tax revégue fgr'affgrgggge housing or materially change the

11 bligations to provide affordable housing without obtaining the approval of the Board of

12 Sugervigor§ and any required approval .gf the Oversight Board; (2) approve all contra.cts and
13 actions related to the assets transferred to.or retained by the assor Agency, including
14 without limitation, the authority to exercise land use, development and design approval

15 authority for the Major Approved Development Projects and other surviying redevelopment
16 projects, and the appi'oval of amendments to redevelopment plans as allowed under the

17 Redevelopment Dissolution Law and subjéct to adoption of such plan amendments by the

18 Board of Supervisors and any required approval by the Oversight Board, consistent with

19 applicable enforceable obligatiohs; and (3) take any action that thé Redevelopment

20 Dissolution Law requires or authorizes on behalf of the Successor Agency and any other

21 action that the Commission deems appropriate consistent with the Redeveldpment Dissolution
22 Léw to comply with such obligations, including, without limitation, preparing and submitﬁng o
23 | the Qversight Board each ROPS-to-the-Oversight-Beard, which shall include, amo ther
24 things, the long term affo rggbl'g housing obligations described in Oversight Board Resolution.
25

No. 5-2012, authorizing additional obligations in furtherance of enforceable obligations, and

Mayo’r Lee; Supervisors Kim, Cohen, and Olague
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approving the issuance- of bonds to carry out the enforceable obligations, subject to any
approval of the Oversight Board as may be required under the Redevelopment Dissolution

Law.

(b) The Commission shall consist of five members appointed by the Mayor, subject to

confirmation by a majority of this Board of Superwsors [he member aggom;eg to Seat 1

area of the Major Approved Develo mentPo'ects. e member appoin dt Seat 2 shall be
a resi ﬁot supervisorial district that includes the se largest amount of cumulative
argg of the Major Approved Development Projects. Thg members agg_oihtgg to Seats 3.4
and 5 need not fg’gige in any specific supervisorial district. _Each of the members shall serve

for a term of four years, subject to the provisions of subsection (d) below regarding initial

terms. Members of the Commission shall serve at the pleasure of the Mayor and without

‘ordinance 2042. The remaining three members appomted to Seats 1, 3, and

Mayor Lee; Supervisors Kim, Cohen, and Olague

the immﬁ_nities applicable to public entities and public officers avnd employees governed by
Part | (commencing with Section 810) and Part 2 (commencing with Section 814) of Division
3.6 of Title 1 of the California Government Code. | |

(¢) Each member of the Commission shall be a resident of the City and County of
San Francisco.

(d) To provide for staggered terms, the members appointed to Seats 2 and 4 shall

serve for an initial term of two years from the gffectlvg date of 1;h|

5 shall serve for an initial term of four years from the effective date of this

ordinance—é—————.29-1-2, and thereafter the terms of all members shall be four

years.
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(8) The Commission shall approve matters by the affirmative vote of the majority of the
members present, so long as the members present constitute a quorum (three or more).
(f) The Commission shall appoint an Executive Director who shall be the chief

executive of the Successor Agency and who shall have the responsibility for the day-to-day

|| management of all the affairs and activities of the Successor Agency. -The Commission shall

fix the salary of the Exeéutive Director. The Executive Director shall serve at the pleasure of
the Commission. The Executive Director shall possess the administrative and executive skills
necessary to perform the duties of the office. The Commission may delegate to the Executive
Director any of its duties it deems appropriate. ‘ |

(9) The Executive Director shall follow the Commission’s policy directions on all matters

conCerning collective bargaining, meeting and conferring with the recognized representatives

for employees, and'the adoption of local rules under the Meyer-Milias-Brown Act. No

by the Commission. ‘

Section 7. City Attorney és Legal Counsel. This ordinance authorizes the Successor
Agency to retain, as it deems appropriate, the City Attorney for legal advice and
representation.

- Section 8. Ratification. This ordinance ratifies and approves all former acts of the
Oversight Board, staff of the SuccesSor Agency, the Department of Administrative Services,
the Controller and other City employees and officials regarding implementation of the

surviving redevelopment projects, other enforceable obligations, and other work in furtherance

of the Successor Agency's obligations under the Redevelbpment Dissolution Law.

‘Section 9. Additional Acts. This ordinance directs the Commission to take all steps

that are appropriate to effectuate the purpose of this ordinance consistent with the

Redevelopment Dissolution Law._In addition, this ordinance directs the Successor Agency to

Mayor Lee; Supervisors Kim, Cohen, and Olague
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1 report to this Board of rvisors, in its capacit legislativ f th essor
.2 Agency, within 120 days of the effective date of this ordinance, with a framework to wh'!g‘h the
3 Successor Agegg and the Maveor's Offigg of Housing have agreed for fulfilling thgir respective
5 projects required under the Major A.ggrgveg Develogment Projects and the Retained Housing
6 ligati _The Successor.Agenc r o this Board either in writing or at lic
7 | mestingofthisBoard, |
8 Section 10. Effective lDate. This ordinance shall become effective 30 days from the
9 date_ of passage. '
10 :
APPROVED AS TO FORM:
11 | DENNIS J. HERRERA, City Attorney
R e i
14 Deputy City Attorney
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

Mayor Lee; Supervisors Kim, Cohen, and Olague
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City and County of San Francisco City Hall
: . 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
Tails San Francisco, CA 94102-4689

Ordinance

- File Number: 120898 . Date Passed: October 02, 2012

Ordinance of the Successor Agency to the former Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of
San Francisco implementing the State redevelopment dissolution law known as AB X1 26 (2011) In
furtherance of the recently adopted amendments to that law known as AB 1484 and of previously
adopted City policies, by: 1) acknowledging that AB 1484 provides that the Successor Agency is a
separate legal entity from the City, with the Successor Agency holding all of the transferred assets and
obligations of the former Redevelopment Agency (other than the affordable housing assets ) distinct -
from the City, and with the Oversight Board performing specific functions set forth in the State
redevelopment dissolution law; 2) officlally naming the Successor Agency as the "Successor Agency
to the Redevelopment Agency of the City and County of San Francisco;" 3) acknowledging that former
Redevelopment Agency employees who became Successor Agency employees by operation of AB 26
and were assigned to R classifications, and who continued in those R classifications through the
effective date of AB 1484, shall continue to be Successor Agency employees; 4) creating the
Successor Agency Commission as the policy body of the Successor Agency and delegating to it the
authority to act in place of the former Redevelopment Agency Commission to implement the surviving
redevelopment projects, the replacement housing obligations and other enforceable obligations -and the
authority to take actions that the State redevelopment dissolution law requires or allows on behalf of
the Successor Agency; 5) establishing the composition and terms of the members of the Successor
Agency Commission, setting forth voting requirements and providing for the Successor Agency
Commission to appoint an Executive Director of the Successor Agency; 6) authorizing the Successor
Agency to retain the City Attorney as its legal counsel; 7) ratifying prior acts; and 8) authorizing and

directing the Successor Agency Commission to take all appropriate steps to effeciuate the purpose of
-this ordinance consistent with the State redevelopment dissolution law.

September 25, 2012 Board of Supervisors - AMENDED, AN AMENDMENT OF THE WHOLE
BEARING NEW TITLE

September 25, 2012 Board of Supervisors - PASSED ON FIRST READING AS AMENDED

- Ayes: 10 - Avalos, Chiu, Chu, Cohen, Elsbernd, Farrell, Kim, Mar, Olague and
Wiener
Noes: 1 - Campos

October 02, 2012 Board of Supervisors - FINALLY PASSED

Ayes: 9 - Avalos, Chiu, Chu, Cohen, Elsbernd, Kim, Mar, Olague and Wiener
Noes: 1 - Campos
Excused: 1 - Farrell
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| hereby certify that the foregoing
Ordinance was FINALLY PASSED on
10/2/2012 by the Board of Supervisors of the
City and County of San Francisco.

[ Angela Calvillo
Clerk of the Board

"l’.\/q/"bﬂ"”

Date Approved
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