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Substituted
FILE NO. 120528 7/17/2012 ORuINANCE NO.

[Administrative, Planning Codes - Historical Property (Mills Act) Contracts and Fee Reduction]

Ordinance: 1) amending the San Franciséo Administrative Code, Chapter 71, entitled
"Mills Act Contract Procedures” to: a) amend Section 71.2 to add limitations on
eligibility, b) amend Section 71.3 to add application deadlines, c) amend Section 71.4 to
add a time limit for receipt of the Assessor-Recorder's report, d) amend Section 71.5 to
require use of a standard form contract, and e) adding new Section 71.7 to require
departmental monitoring reports; 2) amending the San Francisco Planning Code
Section 356 to reduce the application fee for Mills Act contracts; and 3) making
findings', including environmental findings and findings of consistency with the

General Plan and Planning Code Section 101.1(b).

NOTE: Additions are smgle underlme ztalzcs Ti imes New Roman;
deletions are :
Board amendment additions are double- underhned

Board amendment deletions are stﬁkeieh;e%@h—nem}aﬂl

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 determines that:

(@) General Plan and Planning Code Findings.

(1) On June 21, 2012 at a duly noticed public hearing, the Planning Commission in
Resolution No. 18651 found that the proposed Planning Code amendments contained in this
ordinance were consistent with the City’'s General Plan and with Planning Code Section
101.1(b). In addition, the Planning Commission recommended that the Board of Supervisors
adopt the proposed Planning Code amendments. A copy of said Resolution is on file with the

Clerk of the Board of Supervisors in File No. 120528 and is incorporated herein by reference.
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The Board finds that the proposed Planning Code amendments contained in this ordinance
are on balance consistent with the City’'s General Plan and with Planning Code Section
101.1(b) for the reasons set forth in said Resolution.

(2) Pursuant to Planning Code Section 302, the Board finds that the proposed
ordinance will serVe the public necessity, convenience and welfare for the reasons set forth in
Planning Commission Resolution No. 18651, which reasons are incorp'orated herein by
reference as though fully set forth.

(b) Historic Preservation Commission Findings. On June 20, 2012, at a duly noticed
public hearing, the Historic Preservation Commission in Resolution No. 682 reviewed the
proposed Administrative Code amendments and recommended that the Board of Supervisors
adopt the proposed amendments. A copy of Resolution No. 682 and any additional ‘
recommendations of the Historic Preservation Commission are on file with the Clerk of the
Board of Supervisors in File No. 120528.

(c) Environmental Findings. The Planning Department has determined that the
actions contemplated in this Ordinance are not subject to the Califorhia Environmental Quélity
Act (California Public Resources Code section 21000 et seq.) (CEQA) under Section
15060(c)(2) of the CEQA Guidelines. Said determinatioh is on file with the Clerk of the Board

of Supervisors in File No. 120528 and is incorporated herein by reference. -

Section 2. The San Francisco Administrative Code is hereby amended by amending

Section 71.2, to read as follows:

SEC. 71.2. QUALIIIED HISTORICAL PROPERTY ELIGIBILITY.

(a) Qualified Historical Property. An owner, or an authorized agent of the owner, of a

qualified historical property may apply for a historical property contract. For purposes of this

Chapter 71, "qualified historical property” shall mean privately owned property that is not

Supervisor Wiener .
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exempt from property taxation and that kas been listed or designated in is one of the following

ways on or before December 31 of the vear before the application is made:

fa}(1) Individually listed in the National Register of Historfc Places or the California
Register of' Historical Resources;

6)(2) Listed as a contributor to ax historic district included on the National Register of
Historic Places or the California Register of Historical Resources;

fe)(3) Designated as a City landmark pursuant to Sen Erancisco Planning Code Article

10;

td)(4) Designated as contributory to a# historic district designated pursuant to Sa=
Franeisee Planning Code Article 10; or

fe)(5) Designated as Significant (Categories | or ll) or Contributory'(Categories- ll or
[V) pursuant to SaenErancisee Planning Code Article 11.

(b) Limitations on Eligibility. Eligibility for historical property contracts shall be limited to

sites, buildings, or structures with an assessed valuation as of December 31 of the vear before the

application is made of $3,000,000 or less for single-family dwellings and $5,000,000 or less for multi-

unit residential, commercial, or industrial buildings, unless the individual property is granted an

exemption from those limitations by the Board of Supervisors. For the purposes of this section,

"assessed valuation” shall not include any portion of the value of the property that is already exempt

from payment of property taxes.

(1) The Historic Preservation Commission may recommend that the Board of Supervisors

grant an exemption from the limitations imposed by this section upon finding that:

(i) The site, building, or structure is a particularly significant resource: and

(ii) Granting the exemption will assist in the preservation of a site, building, or structure

that would otherwise be in danger of demolition, substantial alteration, or disrepair.

Supervisor Wiener ‘
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(2) The Board of Supervisors may approve a historical property contract not otherwise

meeting the eligibility requirements set forth in this subsection (b) if it finds that the property meets the

requirements of subsection (a) above and is especially deserving of a contract due to the exceptional

nature of the property and other special circumstances.

Sectidn 3. The San Francisco Administrative Code is hereby amended by amending
Section 71.3, to read as follows:

SEC. 71.3. APPLICATION FOR HISTORICAL PROPERTY CONTRACT.

(a)  Who May Apply and Application Content. An owner, or an authorized agent of an
owner, of a qualified historical property may submit an application for a historical property
contract to the Planning Depaﬁment on forms provided by the Planning Department. The
property owner shall provide, at a minimum, the address and locaﬁon of the qualified historical

property, evidence that the property is a qualified historical property and meets the valuation

requirements of Section 71.2(b), the nature and cost of the rehabilitation, restoration or

preservation work to be conducted on the property, financial information necessary for the
Assessor-Recorder to conduct the valﬂation assessmént under the Mills Act, including any
information regarding income generatéd by the qualified historical property, and a plan for
continued maintenance of the property. The Planning Department, th"e Historic Preservation
Commission, or the Assessor-Recorder may require any further information necessary to
make a recommendation on or conduct the valuation of the historical property contract.

(b) Application Deadlines. The annual application deadline for a historical property

contract shall be May 1. Applzcatlon for a historical property contract may be submirted to the

Planning Department between January 1 and May 1 of each year.

Supervisor Wiener
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Section 4. The San Francisco Administrative Code is hereby amended by amending
Section 71.4, to read as follows:

SEC. 71.4. APPROVAL PROCESS. |

(a) Assessor-Recorder Review. The Planning Department shall refer #he an
application for g historical property contract to the Assessor-Recorder for kis-erher review and
recommendation. Within 60 days of the receipt of a complete application, the Assessor-
Recordér shall provide to the Board of Supervisors and Historic Preservation Commissioh a
report estimating the yearly property tax revenue to the City under the proposed Mills Act

contract valuation method and under the standard method without the proposed Mills Act

contract and showing the difference in property tax assessments under the two valuation

methods. If the Assessor-Recorder determines that the proposed rehabilitation includes
substantial new construction or a change of use, or the valuation is otherwise complex, he or

she may extend this period for up to an additional 60 days by providing written notice of the

extension to the applicant, the Historic Preservation Commission, and the Board of Supervisors.

Such notice shal'l state the basis for the extension. If the Assessor-Recorder fails to provide a

report and recommendation within the time frames set forth here, the Historic Preservation

Commission and Board of Supervisors may proceed with their actions without such report and

recommendation.

(b)  Historic Preservation Commission Review. The Historic Preservation

Commission shall have the aut’hority to recommend approval, disapproval, or modification of

historical property contracts to the Board of Supervisors. For this purpose, the Historic
Preservation Commission shall hold a public hearing to review the application for the historical
property contréct and make a recommendation regarding whether the Board of Supervisors
should approve, disapprove, or modify the historical property contract within 90 days of receipt

of the Assessor-Recorder's report_or within 90 days of the date the report should have been

Supervisor Wiener
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provided if none is received. The recommendation of the Historic Preservation Commission may

include recommendations regarding the proposed rehabilitation, restoration, and preservation
work, the historical value of the qualified historical property, and any 'proposed preservation
restrictions or maintenance requirements to be included in the historical property contract. The

Planning Department shall forward the application and the recommendation of the Historic

Preservation Commission to approve or modify a# historical property contractwith-its

application; 10 the Board of Supervisors. IEthe Historie Preservation-Commission-recommends

Historie-Preservation-Commission—Failure of the Historic Preservation Commission to act within
the 90-day time limit shall constitute a recommendation of apprevet disapproval for the
purposes of this subsection, and the Planning Department shall notify the property owner in
writing of the Historic Preservation Commission's failure to act; provided, however, that the
Board of Supervisors by resolution may grant an extension of time to the Historic Preservation

Commission for its review. If the Historic Preservation Commission recommends disapproval of the

historical property contract, such decision shall be final unless the property owner files an appeal with

the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors within 10 days of the final action of the Historic Preservation

Commission or within 10 days of the Planning Department's notice of the Historic. Preservation

Commission's failure to act.

(c) Budget Analyst Review. Upon receipt of the recommendation of the Historic
Preservation Commission or upon receipt of a timely appeal, the Clerk of the Board of
Supervisors shall forward the application and Assessor-Recorder's report to the Budget
Analyst, who, notwithstanding any other provision of this Code, shall prepare a report to the

Board of Supervisors on the fiscal impact of the proposed historical property contract. |

Supervisor Wiener
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(d) Board of Supervisors Decision. The Board of Supervisors shall conduct a public
hearing to review the Historic Preservation Commission's recommendation, the Assessor-
Recorder's report if provided, the Budget Analyst's report, and any other information the Board
requires in order to determine whether the City should execute a historical property contract
for a particular property. The Board of Supervisors shall have full discretion to determine
whether it is in the public interest to enter inro a Mills-Aet historical property contract regarding
a particular qualified historical property. The Board of Supervisors may approve, disapprove,
or modify and approve the terms of the historical propérty contract. Upon approval, the Board
of Superviéors shall authorize the Director of Planning and the Assessor-Recorder to execute

the historical property contract.

Section 5. The San Francisco Administrative Code is hereby amended by amending
Section 71.5, to read as follows:

SEC. 71.5. TERMS OF THE HISTORICAL PROPERTY CONTRACT.

(a)  The historical property contract shall set forth the agreement between the City
and the property owner that as long as the property owner properly rehabilitates, restores,
preserves and maintains the qualified historical property as set forth in the contract, the City
shall comply with California Revenue and Taxation Code Article 1.9 (commencing with
Section 439) of Chapter .3 of Part 2 of Division 1, provided that theAssessor-determines-that the
specific provisions of the Revenue and Taxation Code are applicable to the property in
quéstion. A historical property contract shall contain, at a minimum, the following provisions:

(1)  Theinitial term of the contract, which shall be for a minimum period of 10 years;

(2)  The owner's commitment and obligation to preserve, rehabilitate, restore and

rhaintain the property in accordance with the rules and regulations of the Office of Historic

Supervisor Wiener :
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Preservation of the California Department of Parks and Recreation and the United States
Secretary of the Interior's Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properiies;

(3)  Permission to conduct periodic examinations of the interior and exterior of the
qualified historical property by th}e Assessor-Recorder, the Department of Building Inspection,
the Planning Department, the Office of Historid Preservation of the California Department of
Parks and Recreation and the State Board of Equalization as may be necessary to determine
the owner's compliance with the historical property coniract;

(4) That the historical property contract is binding upon, and shall inu_re to the
benefit of,' all successors in interest of the owner;

(5)  An extension to the term of the contract so that one year is added automatically
to the initial term of the contract on the anniversary date of the contract or such other annual
date as specified in the contract unless notice of nonrenewal is given as provided in the Mills
Act and in the historical property contract;

(6) Agreement that the Board of Supervisors may cancel the contract, or seek
enforcement of the contract, when the Board determines, based upon the recommendation of
any one of the entities listed in Subsection (3) above, that the owner has breached the terms
of the contract. The City shall comply with the requirements of the Mills Act for enforcement or
cancellatioh of the historical property contract. Upon cancellation of the contract, the property
owner shall pay a cancelrlation fee of 12.5 percent of the full value of the property at the time
of cancellation (or such other amount authorized by the Mills Act), as determined by the
Assessor-Recorder without regard to any restriction on such property imposed by the
historical property contract; and

(7)  The property owner's indemnification of the City for, and agreement to hold the

City harmless from, any claims arising from any use of the property.

Supervisor Wiener »
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS : Page 8
7/16/2012
originated at : n:\land\as2012\1200308\00785785.doc
revised on: 7/16/2012 — n:\land\as2012\1200308\00785785.doc




—

© © W N O 0 o o N

(b)  The City and the qualified historical property owner shall comply with all
provisions of the Mills Act, including amendments thereto. The Mills Act, as amended from
time to time, shall apply to the historical property contract process and shall be deemed
incorporated into each historical property contract entered into by the City.

(c) The Planning Department shall maintain a standard form "Historical Property

Contract” containing all required provisions specified by this section and state law. Any modifications

to the City's standard form contract made by the applicant shall be subject to approval by the City

Attorney prior to consideration by the Historic Preservation Commission and the Board of Supervisors.

Section 6. The San Francisco Administrative Code is hereby amended by adding
Section 71.7, to read as follows:

SEC71.7. DEPARTMENTAL MONITORING REPORT.

On March 31, 2013 and every three years thereafter, the Assessor-Recorder and the Planning

Department shall submit a joint report to the Board of Supervisors and the Historic Preservation

Commission providing the Departments’ analysis of the historical property contract (Mills Act)

program. The report shall be calendared for hearing before the Board of Supervisors and the Historic

Preservation Commission.

Section 7. The San Francisco Planning Code is hereby amended by amending Section
356, to read as follows:.
| SEC. 356. PRESERVATION APPLICATIONS. ( Article 10).
(a) Landmark: $267.00.
(b)  Amendment, Rescission or Designation of Historical District: $1,069.00 plus time

and materials in excess of initial fee as set forth in Section 350c. The Planning Director or

Supervisor Wiener
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his/her designee may waive time and material charges for the designation of a Historical
District to encourage Citywide preservation activities. |

(c)  Certificate of Appropriateness: $314.00 for applications with an estimated
construction cost less than $1,000.00; $1,252.00 for applications with an estimated
construction less than $20,000.00, $5,793.00 for applications with an estimated construction
value $20,000.00 and more, plus time and materials in excess of initial fee as set forth in
Section 350(c). The initial fee amount is not to exceed 50% of the construction cost.

(d)  Determination that a Building is a Compatible Rehabilitaﬁon or é Compatible
Replacement Building, Pursuant to Section 309 or 1109: Same as for Conditional Use
(Section 352(a)).

(e) - Processing and Administering an Application for a Historical Properties Contract

Under the California Mills Act, California Government Code Sections 50280 - 50290:
$18:316-09-5,000.00 for commercial properties and $9,—2§9n992,500.00 for residential properties.

Section 8.  Effective Date. This ordinance shall become effective 30 days from the

date of passage.

Section 9.  In enacting this Ordinance,‘the Board intends to amend only those words,
phrases, paragraphs, subsections, sections, articles, numbers, punctuation, charts, diégrams,
or any other constituent part of the Administrative Code or Planning Code that are explicitly
shown in this legislation as additions, deletions, Board amendment additions, and Board
amendment deletions in aobordance with the "Note" that appears under the official title of the

legislation.

Supervisor Wiener ‘
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APPROVED AS TO FORM:
DENNIS J. HERRERA, City Attorney -

By: C/)/M\/\

Marlena @G. Byrne
Deputy City Attorney

Supervisor Wiener
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FILE NO. 120528

LEGISLATIVE DIGEST -

[Administrative, Planning Codes - Historical Property (Mills Act) Contracts and Fee Reduction]

Ordinance: 1) amending the San Francisco Administrative Code, Chapter 71, entitled
"Mills Act Contract Procedures™ to: a) amend Section 71.2 to add limitations on
eligibility, b) amend Section 71.3 to add application deadlines, ¢c) amend Section 71.4 to
add a time limit for receipt of the Assessor-Recorder's report, d) amend Section 71.5 to
require use of a standard form contract, and e) adding new Section 71.7 to require
departmental monitoring reports; 2) amending the San Francisco Planning Code
Section 356 to reduce the application fee for Mills Act contracts: and 3) making
findings, including environmental findings and findings of consistency with the
General Plan and Planning Code Section 101.1(b).

Existing Law

Chapter 71 of the San Francisco Administrative Code contains local provisions implementing
the state Mills Act program. The Mills Act, California Government Code Sections 50280 et
seq., allows a local government to reduce property taxes on a qualified historic property where
the property owner enters into a historical property contract with the local government. In
such contracts, the property owner agrees to do certain rehabilitation and maintenance work
to the historic property in exchange for a property tax reduction. The contract is recorded
against the property and is for a 10-year rolling term.

Amendménts to Current Law

The proposed legislation amends Chapter 71 of the Administrative Code to require that a
property have been designated prior to December 31 of the year before the property owner
applies for a Mills Act contract. It adds monetary limitations on eligibility for a Mills Act
contract, which limitations would require that a property have an assessed value of
$3,000,000 or less for single family residential property or $5,000,000 or less for a
commercial, industrial, or multi-family residential building. These requirements can be waived

. by the Board of Supervisor, and the Historic Preservation Commission may recommend such

waiver to the Board of Supervisors.

The proposed legislation would also add a May 1 application deadline and add a time limit for
receipt of the Assessor-Recorder's report on the proposed contract. The legislation would

- require use of a standard form contract, and require departmental monitoring reports.

Additionally, the proposed legislation would amend the San Francisco Planning Code to
reduce the application fee for Mills Act contracts.

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS : Page 1
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City Hall
Dr. Cariton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco 94102-4689
Tel. No. 554-5184
Fax No. 554-5163
TDD/TTY No. 554-5227

BOARD of SUPERVISORS

May 29, 2012

Planning Commission

Attn: Linda Avery

1660 Mission Street, 5™ Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103

Dear Commissioners:
On May 15, 2012, Supervisor Wiener introduced the following proposed legislation:
File No. 120528 -

Ordinance amending the San Francisco Administrative Code, Chapter 71,
entitled "Mills Act Contract Procedures” to amend Section 71.2 to add limitations
on eligibility, amend Section 71.3 to add application deadlines, amend Section
71.4 to add a time limit for receipt of the Assessor-Recorder's report, amend
Section 71.5 to require use of a standard form contract, and adding new Section
71.7 to require departmental monitoring reports; amending the San Francisco
Planning Code by amending Section 356 to reduce the application fee for Mills
Act contracts; and making findings, including environmental findings and findings
of consistency with the General Plan and Planning Code Section 101.1(b).

The proposed ordinance is being transmitted pursuant to Planning Code Section 302(b)
for public hearing and recommendation. The ordinance is pending before the Land Use
& Economic Development Committee and will be scheduled for hearing upon receipt of
your response. : :

Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board
By: Alisa Miller, Committee Clerk
Land Use & Economic Development Committee

¢ John Rahaim, Director of Planning New ‘Ph‘gwp %&W%tr‘r\-

Scott Sanchez, Zoning Administrator
Bill Wycko, Chief, Major Environmental Analysis b : cY
AnMarie Rodgers, Legislative Affairs OE&A Sehp ] 50(00( XL
Monica Pereira, Environmental Planning /

b / 2.

Joy Navarrete, Environmental Planning NMe> 6

oy WavaReeTE




SAN FRANCISCO

PLANNING DEPARTMENT

July 16, 2012

Ms. Angela Calvillo, Clerk
Honorable Supervisor Wiener
Board of Supervisors

City and County of San Francisco
City Hall, Room 244

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Re: Transmittal of Planning Department Case Number 2010.0737U:
Amend Chapter 71 of the Administrative Code — Mills Act Procedures
Board File No. 12-0528
Historic Preservation Commission Recommendation: Approval with

Modifications

Planning Commission Recommendation: Approval with Modifications

Dear Ms. Calvillo and Supervisor Wiener,

On June 20 and June 21, 2012, the San Francisco Historic Preservation Commission (hereinafter
“HPC”) and the Planning Commission conducted duly noticed public hearings at regularly
scheduled meetings to consider the proposed amendments to Chapter 71 of the Administrative
Code (Mills Act Procedures) introduced by Supervisor Scott Wiener. At the hearings, both the
HPC and the Planning Commission recommended approval with modifications.

The proposed amendments have been determined to be categorically exempt from environmental
review under the California Environmental Quality Act Section 15060(c)(2). Pursuant to San
Francisco’s Administrative Code Section 8.12.5 “Electronic Distribution of Multi-page
Documents”, the Department is sending electronic documents and one hard copy. Additional
hard copies may be requested by contacting Tim Frye at 575-6822.

Supervisor, please advise the City Attorney at your earliest convenience if you wish to
incorporate the changes recommended by the Commissions.

Please find attached docurments rela‘ang to the actions of both Commissions. If you have any
questlons or require further information please do not hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely,

AnMarie Rodgers
~ Manager of Legislative Affairs

www.sfplanning.org

1650 Mission St.
Suite 400

San Francisco,
CA 94103-2479

Recepﬁcm:
415.558.6378

Fax:
415.558.6409

Planning
Information:
415.558.6377



Transmital Materials | ' CASE NO. 2010.0737U
Mills Act Procedures — Chapter 71 of Administrative Code

cc:
Supervisor Scott Wiener
Cheryl Adams, City Attorney
Marlena Bymne, City Attorney

Attachments (one copy of the following):

Historic Preservation Commission Resolution
Planning Commission Resolution
Planning Departmerit Executive Summary

SAN FRANCISCO 2
PLANNING DEPARTMENT )



SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

1650 Mission St
u = = = - Suite 400
Historic Preservation Commission San Fancisco,
(A 94103-2479
Resolution No. 682 . Receptn
' , 4155586378
Administrative Code Text Change fax
HEARING DATE: JUNE 20, 2012 415.558.6408
Planning‘
Case Number: 2010.0737U [Board File No. 12-0528] e oo ka7
Staff Contact: Timothy Frye, Preservation Coordinator
‘ tim.frye@sfgov.org, 415-575-6822
Reviewed by: AnMarie Rodgers, Manager Legislative Affairs

anmarie.rodgers@sfgov.org, 415-558-6395
Recommendation: Approval with Modifications

RECOMMENDING THAT THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS ADOPT AN ORDINANCE INITIATED
BY SUPERVISOR WIENER THAT WOULD AMEND THE ADMINISTRATIVE CODE CHAPTER 71 —
MILLS ACT CONTRACT PROCEDURES; ADOPTING FINDINGS, INCLUDING ENVIRONMENTAL
FINDINGS AND PLANNING CODE SECTION 101.1 FINDINGS.

PREAMBLE

WHEREAS, on May 15, 2012 Supervisor Wiener introduced amendments be made to the Administrative
Code under Board File Number 12-0528; and

WHEREAS, the proposed Ordinance has been determined to be categorically exempt from environmental
review under the Cahforma Environmental Quality Act Section 15060(c); and

WHEREAS, the Historic Preservation Commission conducted duly noticed public hearmgs to consider the
proposed amendments on June 20, 2012; and

WHEREAS, the Historic Preservation 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 Department, as the custodian of
records, at 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco; and

WHEREAS, the Historic Preservation Commission has reviewed the proposed Ordinance; and

www.sfplanning.org



Draft Historic Preservation Commission Resolution CASE NO. 2012.0737U
Hearing Date: June 20, 2012 Miils Act Contract Procedures and Fees

MOVED, that the Historic Preservation Commission hereby recommends that the Board of Supervisors
approve the proposed Ordinance to amen Chapter 71 of the Administrative Code; Mills Act Contract
Procedures, detailed in the draft dated June 13, 2012 and with the following amendments:

¢ The HPC recommends that the minor technical amendments proposed by San Francisco
Architectural Heritage, with the exception of the proposed change to Section 71.2(b)(1) regarding
cases of deliberate neglect, be included in the proposed ordinance.

« The HPC recommends that Section 71.2(b) regarding value limitations on eligibility be removed
and the current non-codified Planning Department policy of limiting value to $3,000,000 for a
single-family residential property and to $5,000,000 for a multi-family, commercial, or industrial
property remain in place.

FINDINGS

Having reviewed the materials identified in the preamble above, and having heard all testimony and
arguments, this Commission finds, concludes, and determines as follows:

1. The Mills Act Program is considered to be single most important economic incentive program available
in California for use by private property owners of qualified historic buildings; however the number of
San Francisco contracts is considerably lower than most programs across the state.

2. With the overall cost, number of hearings, and lengthy processing time, the sentiment of the general
public is that the process associated with the San Francisco Mills Act Program is a barrier to
participation, especially for a single-family homeowner to navigate.

3. The proposed amendments will reduce processing costs, time, and streamline coordination between
City Departments.

4. The amendments will improve access and predictability of the Mills Act Program, and facilitate
broader use, specifically by small-scale residential and commercial properties.

5. General Plan Compliance. The proposed Ordinance is, on balance, consistent with the following
Objectives and Policies of the General Plan:

I. COMMERCE & INDUSTRY ELEMENT

"THE COMMERCE & INDUSTRY ELEMENT SETS FORTH OBJECTIVES AND POLICES THAT
ADDRESS THE BROAD RANGE OF ECONOMIC ACTIVITIES, FACILITIES AND SUPPORT
SYSTEMS THAT CONSTITUTE SAN FRANCISCO'S EMPLOYMENT AND SERVICE BASE. THE
PLAN SERVES A5 A COMPREHENSIVE GUIDE FOR BOTH THE PUBLIC AND PRIVATE
SECTORS WHEN MAKING DECISIONS RELATED TO ECONOMIC GROWTH AND CHANGE.

GOALS

SAN FRANGISDO 2
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The objectives and policies are based on the premise that economic development activities in San Francisco
must be designed to achieve three overall goals: 1) Economic Vitality - the first goal is to maintain and

' expand a healthy, vital and diverse economy which will provide jobs essential to personal well-being and

revenues to pay for the services essential to the quality of life in the city; 2) Social Equity - the second goal is

© to assure that all segments of the San Francisco labor force benefit from economic growth. This will require

that particular attention be given to reducing the level of unemployment, particularly among the chronically
unemployed and those excluded from full participation by race, language or lack of formal occupational
training; and 3) Environmental Quality - the third goal is to maintain and enhance the environment. San
Francisco’s unigue and attractive environment is one of the principal reasons San Francisco is a desirable
place for residents to live, businesses to locate, and tourists to visit. The pursuit of employment opportunities
and economic expansion must not be at the expense of the environment appreciated by all. '

OBJECTIVE 6 ' - _
MAINTAIN AND STRENGTHEN VIABLE NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL AREAS EASILY
ACCESSIBLE TO CITY RESIDENTS.

POLICY 6.1

Ensure and encourage the retention and provision of neighborhood-serving goods and services in
the city’s neighborhood commercial districts, while recognizing and encouraging diversity among
the districts.

POLICY 6.3 :

Preserve and promote the mixed commercial-residential character in neighborhood commercial
districts. Strike a balance between the preservation of existing affordable housing and needed
expansion of commercial activity.

POLICY 6.8
Preserve historically and/or architecturally important buildings or groups of buildings in
neighborhood commercial districts.

IL URBAN DESIGN ELEMENT
THE URBAN DESIGN ELEMENT CONCERNS THE PHYSICAL CHARACTER AND ORDER OF
THE CITY, AND THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN PEOPLE AND THEIR ENVIRONMENT.

GOALS :
The Urban Design Element is concerned both with development and with preservation. It is a concerted effort
to recognize the positive attributes of the city, to enhance and conserve those attributes, and to improve the

. living environment where it is less than satisfactory. The Plan is a definition of quality, a definition based

upon human needs.

OBJECTIVE 1
EMPHASIS OF THE CHARACTERISTIC PATTERN WHICH GIVES TO THE CITY AND ITS
NEIGHBORHOODS AN IMAGE, A SENSE OF PURPOSE, AND A MEANS OF ORIENTATION.

POLICY 1.3

HARCISED 3

PLANNING DEPARTMENT



Draft Historic Preservation Commission Resolution CASE NO. 2012.0737U
Hearing Date: June 20, 2012 Mills Act Contract Procedures and Fees

Recognize that buildings, when seen together, produce a total effect that characterizes the city and
its districts.

OBJECTIVE 2
CONSERVATION OF RESOURCES WHICH PROVIDE A SENSE OF NATURE, CONTINUITY

WITH THE PAST, AND FREEDOM FROM OVERCROWDING.

POLICY 2.4 :
. Preserve notable landmarks and areas of historic, architectural or aesthetic value, and promote the
preservation of other buildings and features that provide continuity with past development.

POLICY 2.5
Use care in remodeling of older buildings, in order to enhance rather than weaken the original

character of such buildings.

POLICY 2.7
Recognize and protect outstanding and unique areas that contribute in an extraordinary degree to
San Francisco's visual form and character.

III. DOWNTOWN ELEMENT

THE DOWNTOWN PLAN GROWS OUT OF AN AWARENESS OF THE PUBLIC CONCERN IN
RECENT YEARS OVER THE DEGREE OF CHANGE OCCURRING DOWNTOWN — AND OF
THE OFTEN CONFLICTING CIVIC OBJECTIVES BETWEEN FOSTERING A VITAL ECONOMY
AND RETAINING THE URBAN PATTERNS AND STRUCTURES WHICH COLLECTIVELY FOR
THE PHYSICAL ESSENCE OF SAN FRANCISCO.

OBJECTIVE 1
MANAGE ECONOMIC GROWTH AND CHANGE TO ENSURE ENHANCEMENT OF THE
TOTAL CITY LIVING AND WORKING ENVIRONMENT.

OBJECTIVE 12
CONSERVE RESOURCES THAT PROVIDE CONTINUITY WITH SAN FRANCISCO'S PAST.

Policy 12.1
Preserve notable landmarks and areas of historic, architectural, or aesthetic value, and promote the
preservation of other buildings and features that provide continuity with past development.

6. The proposed Ordinance is generally consistent with the eight General Plan priority policies set forth
in Section 101.1 in that: '

A) The existing neighborhood-serving retail uses will be preserved and enhanced and future
opportunities for resident employment in and ownership of such businesses will be
enhanced:

SAN ERANCISCO 4
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B)

&)

D)

E)

F)

G)

H)

SAN EHANCISCO

The proposed Ordinance would not significantly impact existing neighborhood-serving retail uses or
opportunities for employment in or ownership of such businesses.

"The existing housing and neighborhood character will be conserved and protected in order
to preserve the cultural and economic diversity of our neighborhoods:

The proposed Ordinance will positively influence existing housing and neighborhood character, by
providing a mechanism for the support the maintenance and rehabilitation of the City’s historically
significant properties. ’

The City’é supply of affordable housing will be preserved and enhanced:
The proposed Ordinance will not impact the supply of affordable housing.

The commuter traffic will not impede MUNI transit service or overburden our streets or
neighborhood parking:

The proposed Ordinance will not result in commuter traffic impeding MUNI transit service or

overburdening the streets or neighborhood parking.

A diverse economic base will be maintained by protecting our industrial and service
sectors from displacement due to commercial office development. And future
opportunities for resident employment and ownership in these sectors will be enhanced:

The proposed Ordinance would not adversely affect the industrial or service sectors or future
opportunities for resident employment or ownership in these sectors.

The City will achieve the greétest possible preparedness to protect against injury and loss
of life in an earthquake.

Preparedness against injury and loss of life in an earthquake is unaffected by the proposed
amendments and will provide a financial incentive to off-set costs associated with seismic and life-
safety upgrades while protecting significant historic properties.

That landmark and historic buildings will be preserved:

The proposed Ordinance will facilitate the use of the Mills Act Program in San Francisco, thereby
promoting the preservation, rehabilitation, and maintenance of San Francisco's historically

significant properties. .

Parks and open space and their access to sunlight and vistas will be protected from
development:

The proposed Ordinance will not impact the City’s parks and open space.

IPLANNING DEPFARTMENT
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I hereby certify that the foregoing Resolution was ADOPTED by the San Francisco Historic Preservation
Commission on June 20, 2012.

Linda D. Avery
Commission Secretary

AYES: C. Chase, C. Damkroger, A. Martinez, K. Hasz, R. Johns, A. Wolfram, D. Matsuda
NOES:
ABSENT:

ADOPTED: June 20, 2012
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1650 Mission St.
. - » Suite 460
Draft Planning Commission St Fancsen,
GA 94103-2479
Resolution No. 18651 Recepton:
415.558.6378
Administrative Code Text Change Fax
HEARING DATE: JUNE 21, 2012 415.558.6408
' Planning
Case Number: 2010.0737U [Board File No. 12-0528] L“:‘;r_‘;?'s""gm
Staff Contact: Timothy Frye, Preservation Coordinator
tim.frye@sfgov.org, 415-575-6822
Reviewed by: AnMarie Rodgers, Manager Legislative Affairs

anmarie.rodgers@sfgov.org, 415-558-6395
Recommendation: Approval with Modifications

RECOMMENDING THAT THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS ADOPT AN ORDINANCE INITIATED
BY SUPERVISOR WIENER THAT WOULD AMEND THE ADMINISTRATIVE CODE CHAPTER 71 -
MILLS ACT CONTRACT PROCEDURES; ADOPTING FINDINGS, INCLUDING ENVIRONMENTAL
FINDINGS AND PLANNING CODE SECTION 101.1 FINDINGS.

PREAMBLE

WHEREAS, on May 15, 2012 Supervisor Wiener introduced amendments be made to the Administrative
Code under Board File Number 12-0528; and

WHEREAS, the proposed Ordinance has been determined to be categorically exempt from environmental
review under the California Environmental Quality Act Section 15060(c); and

WHEREAS, the Historic Preservation Commission conducted duly noticed public hearings to consider the
proposed amendments on June 20, 2012; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission conducted duly noticed public hearings to consider the proposed

" amendments on June 21, 2012; and

WHEREAS, the Planning 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 Department, as the custodian of
records, at 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission has reviewed the proposed Ordinance; and

www.siplanning.org
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MOVED, that the Planning Commission hereby recommends that the Board of Supervisors approve the
proposed Ordinance to amen Chapter 71 of the Administrative Code; Mills Act Contract Procedures,
detailed in the draft dated June 13, 2012 and with the following amendments:

o Asrecommended by the HPC, the Planning Commission also recommends that the minor technical
amendments proposed by San Francisco Architectural Heritage, with the exception of the
proposed change to Section 71.2(b)(1) regarding cases of deliberate neglect, be included in the
proposed ordinance. »

e As recommended by the HPC, the Planning Commission also recommends that Section 71.2(b) -
regarding value limitations on eligibility be removed and the current non-codified Planning
Department policy of limiting value to $3,000,000 for a single-family residential property and to
$5,000,000 for a multi-family, commercial, or industrial property remain in place.

FINDINGS

Having reviewed the materials identified in the preamble above, and having heard all testimony and
arguments, this Commission finds, concludes, and determines as follows:

1. The Mills Act Program is considered to be single most important economic incentive program available
in California for use by private property owners of qualified historic buildings; however the number of
San Francisco contracts is considerably lower than most programs across the state.

2. . With the overall cost, number of hearings, and lengthy processing time, the sentiment of the general
public is that the process associated with the San Francisco Mills Act Program is a barrier to

participation, especially for a single-family homeowner to navigate.

3. The proposed amendments will reduce processing costs, time, and streamline coordination between
City Departments.

4. The amendments will improve access and predictability of the Mills Act Program, and facilitate
broader use, specifically by small-scale residential and commercial properties.

5. General Plan Compliance. The proposed Ordinance is, on balance, consistent with the following
Objectives and Policies of the General Plan:

I. COMMERCE & INDUSTRY ELEMENT

THE COMMERCE & INDUSTRY ELEMENT SETS FORTH OBJECTIVES AND POLICES THAT
ADDRESS THE BROAD RANGE OF ECONOMIC ACTIVITIES, FACILITIES AND SUPPORT
SYSTEMS THAT CONSTITUTE SAN FRANCISCO'S EMPLOYMENT AND SERVICE BASE. THE
PLAN SERVES AS A COMPREHENSIVE GUIDE FOR BOTH THE PUBLIC AND PRIVATE
SECTORS WHEN MAKING DECISIONS RELATED TO ECONOMIC GROWTH AND CHANGE.

SAN FRANDISDO 2
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GOALS

The objectives and policies are based on the premise that economic development activities in San Francisco
must be designed to achieve three overall goals: 1) Economic Vitality - the first goal is to maintain and
expand a healthy, vital and diverse economy which will provide jobs essential to personal well-being and
revenues to pay for the services essential to the quality of life in the city; 2) Social Equity - the second goal is
to assure that all segments of the San Francisco labor force benefit from economic growth. This will require
that particular attention be given to reducing the level of unemployment, particularly among the chronically
unemployed and those excluded from full participation by race, language or lack of formal occupational
training.; and 3) Environmental Quality - the third goal is to maintain and enhance the environment. San
Francisco’s unigue and attractive environment is one of the principal reasons San Francisco is a desirable
place for residents to live, businesses to locate, and tourists to visit. The pursuit of employment opportunities
and economic expansion must not be at the expense of the environment appreciated by all.

OBJECTIVE 6 .
MAINTAIN AND STRENGTHEN VIABLE NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL AREAS EASILY
ACCESSIBLE TO CITY RESIDENTS. '

POLICY 6.1
Ensure and encourage the retention and provision of neighborhood-serving goods and services in
the city's neighborhood commercial districts, while recognizing and encouraging diversity among
the districts.

POLICY 6.3

Preserve and promote the mixed commercial-residential character in neighborhood commercial
districts. Strike a balance between the preservation of existing affordable housing and needed
expansion of commercial activity.

POLICY 6.8
Preserve historically and/or architecturally important buildings or groups of buildings in
neighborhood commercial districts.

II. URBAN DESIGN ELEMENT
THE URBAN DESIGN ELEMENT CONCERNS THE PHYSICAL CHARACTER AND ORDER OF
THE CITY, AND THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN PEOPLE AND THEIR ENVIRONMENT.

GOALS

The Urban Design Element is concerned both with development and with preservation. It is a concerted effort
to recognize the positive attributes of the city, to enhance and conserve those attributes, and to improve the
living environment where it is less than satisfactory. The Plan is a definition of quality, a definition based
upon human needs.

OBJECTIVE 1
EMPHASIS OF THE CHARACTERISTIC PATTERN WHICH GIVES TO THE CITY AND ITS
NEIGHBORHOODS AN IMAGE, A SENSE OF PURPOSE, AND A MEANS OF ORIENTATION.

SER FRANGISCO 3
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POLICY 1.3
Recognize that buildings, when seen together, produce a total effect that characterizes the city and

its districts.

OBJECTIVE 2
CONSERVATION OF RESOURCES WHICH PROVIDE A SENSE OF NATURE, CONTINUITY
WITH THE PAST, AND FREEDOM FROM OVERCROWDING.

POLICY 2.4
Preserve notable landmarks and areas of historic, architectural or aesthetic value, and promote the
preservation of other buildings and features that provide continuity with past development.

POLICY 2.5
Use care in remodeling of older buildings, in order to enhance rather than weaken the original
character of such buildings.

POLICY 2.7
Recognize and protect outstanding and unique areas that contribute in an extraordinary degree to
San Francisco's visual form and character.

III. DOWNTOWN ELEMENT

THE DOWNTOWN PLAN GROWS OUT OF AN AWARENESS OF THE PUBLIC CONCERN IN
RECENT YEARS OVER THE DEGREE OF CHANGE OCCURRING DOWNTOWN — AND OF
THE OFTEN CONFLICTING CIVIC OBJECTIVES BETWEEN FOSTERING A VITAL ECONOMY
AND RETAINING THE URBAN PATTERNS AND STRUCTURES WHICH COLLECTIVELY FOR
THE PHYSICAL ESSENCE OF SAN FRANCISCO.

OBJECTIVE 1
MANAGE ECONOMIC GROWTH AND CHANGE TO ENSURE ENHANCEMENT OF THE
TOTAL CITY LIVING AND WORKING ENVIRONMENT.

OBJECTIVE 12 _
CONSERVE RESOURCES THAT PROVIDE CONTINUITY WITH SAN FRANCISCO'S PAST.

Policy 12.1
Preserve notable landmarks and areas of historic, architectural, or aesthetic value, and promote the
preservation of other buildings and features that provide continuity with past development.

6. The proposed Ordinance is generally consistent with the eight General Plan priority policies set forth
in Section 101.1 in that: '

A) The existing neighborhood-serving retail uses will be preserved and enhanced and future
opportunities for resident employment in and ownership of such businesses will be
enhanced:

SAN FRANCISDO ' 4
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B)

©)

D)

E)

F)

G)

H)

SAN FERANCISCO

PLANNING DEPARTMENT

The proposed Ordinance would not significantly impact existing neighborhood-serving retail uses or
opportunities for employment in or ownership of such businesses.

The existing housing and neighborhood character will be conserved and protected in order
to preserve the cultural and economic diversity of our neighborhoods:

The proposed Ordinance will positively influence existing housing and neighborhoo& character, by
providing a mechanism for the support the maintenance and rehabilitation of the City’s historically
significant properties.

The City’s supply of affordable housing will be preserved and enhanced:

The proposed Ordinance will not impact the supply of affordable housing.

The commuter traffic will not impede MUNI transit service or overburden our streets or
neighborhood parking:

The proposed Ordinance will not result in commuter traffic impeding MUNI transit service or
overburdening the streets or neighborhood parking.

A diverse economic base will be maintained by protecting our industrial and service
sectors from displacement due to commercial office development. And future
opportunities for resident employment and ownership in these sectors will be enhanced:

~ The proposed Ordinance would not adversely affect the industrial or service sectors or future

opportunities for resident employment or ownership in these sectors.

The City will achieve the greatest possible preparedness to protect against injury and loss
of life in an earthquake.

Preparedness against injury and loss of life in an earthquake is unaffected by the proposed
amendments and will provide a financial incentive to off-set costs associated with seismic and life-
safety upgrades while protecting significant historic properties.

That landmark and historic buildings will be preserved:

The proposed Ordinance will facilitate the use of the Mills Act Program in San Francisco, thereby
promoting the preservation, rehabilitation, and maintenance of San Francisco’s historically

significant properties. .

Parks and open space and their. access to sunlight and vistas will be protected from
development:

The proposed Ordinance will not impact the City’s parks and open space.
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I hereby certify that the foregoing Resolution was ADOPTED by the San Francisco Planning Commission
on June 21, 2012. )

Linda D. Avery
Commission Secretary

AYES: G. Borden, M. Antonini, R. Miguel, C. Wu, K. Moore, H. Sugaya

NOES:
ABSENT: R. Forig

ADOPTED: June 21, 2012

SAN FRANCISCO 6
PLANNING DEPARTMENT



SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Executive Summary {850 st

Administrative Code Text Change | oon Francisto,
' HEARING DATE: JUNE 20, 2012 )
Reception:
415.558.6378
Project Name: Amendments relating to the Mills Act Procedures & Fees fax
Case Number: 2010.0737U [Board File No. 12-0528] 415.558.6409
Initiated by: Supervisor Wiener / Introduced May 15, 2012 Planning
Staff Contact: Timothy Frye, Preservation Coordinator {nformation:
tim.frye@sfgov.org, 415-575-6822 415.558.6377
Reviewed by: AnMarie Rodgers, Manager Legislative Affairs

anmarie:rodgers@sfgov.org, 415-558-6395
Recommendation: Approval

ADMINISTRATIVE CODE AMENDMENT

The proposed Ordinance would amend Chapter 71 of the Administrative Code (Mills Act Contract
Procedures); to add limitations on properties that are eligible; to add application deadlines; to add a time
limit for receipt of the Assessor-Recorder’s Report; to require a standard form.contract; to require
monitoring reports from the Planning Department and the Assessor-Recorder’s Office; and to reduce the
application fees associated with Mills Act Contracts.

What is the Mills Act Program?

Enacted by the State of California in 1976 and amended in the San Francisco Administrative Code in 1996,
the Mills Act is state-sponsored legislation that grants local governments the ability to directly participate
in an historic preservation and economic incentive program. The Mills Act Historical Property Contract
program allows qualified owners to receive property tax reduction and use that savings to offset the costs
to rehabilitate, restore and maintain their properties. '

A Mills Act Contract is an agreement (a minimum of 10 years) between the City and County of San
Francisco and the owner of a qualified historic property. With the advice of the Historic Preservation
Commission and the Assessor-Recorder’s Office, the Board of Supervisors approves all final contracts.

The Way It Is Now:

Since 1996 the City and County of San Francisco has entered into five contracts. The followmg properties
have active Mills Act contracts with the City and County of San Francisco:

Article 10 Landmark No. 26 1735 FRANKLIN ST " Assessor’s Parcel Number 0641/002
National Register-listed property 1080 HAIGHT ST Assessor’s Parcel Number 1236/018
Article 10 Landmark No. 55 1818 CALIFORNIA ST Assessor’s Parcel Number 0641/004
Article 10 Landmark No. 243 690 MARKET STREET Assessor’s Parcel Number 0311/006

Article 10 Landmark No. 143 460 BUSH STREET Assessor’s Parcel Number 0270/041

www.stplanning.org
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As of 2011 the total annual savings for these properties was $452,763, with 42 condominium units within
690 Market Street accounting for $375,898 of this savings. Acknowledging the unique conditions of the
690 Market Street contract, the average annual savings provided by the remaining contracts is $19,217.

The current Mills Act Program requirements are as follows:

Eligibility: “Qualified Historical Properties” are listed as individual City Landmarks under Article 10 of
the Planning Code or contributors to an Article 10 Landmark District; Significant or Contributory
Buildings listed in Article 11 of the Planning Code; individually listed on the National Register of
Historic Places or listed as a contributor to a National Register District.

Limitations on Eligibility: As a matter of policy eligibility is limited to buildings or structures with a pre-
contract ‘assessed valuation of $3,000,000 or less for residential buildings, and $5,000,000 or less for
commercial or industrial buildings, unless the property is granted an exemption from those limits by the
Board of Supervisors. As a matter of policy the Board of Supervisors may grant an exemption from these
limitations based on specific criteria. For criteria see page 5 of Exhibit D, the Planmng Department Mills
Act Historical Property Contract Application Packet.

Loss of Tax Revenue: As a matter of policy contracts must be found not cause the cumulative loss of
property tax revenue to the City to exceed $1,000,000 annually.

Deadlines: None. An applicant may file at any time.

Assessor-Recorder’s Report: Section 71.4 states that the Assessor-Recorder has 60 days to provide the
Board of Supervisors and the Historic Preservation Commission with a report estimating the valuation of
the property and the estimated annual tax savings under the Mills Act Contract. If the valuation is
complex and the Assessor-Recorder’s Office requires additional time, it may extend the review pertod an
additional 60 days provided that the applicant is notified in writing of the extended review time.

Contracts: The City Attorney’s Office prepares a contract for each Mills Act application.

Fees: The application fees are $9,159 for residential properties and $18,310 for commercial properties.

The Way It Would Be:

Eligibility: There is no proposed amendment to the types of properties that may be eligible (“Qualified
Historical Property”) for the Mills Act Program; however, properties that are eligible must be listed or
designated on or before December 31 of the year before the application is made.

Limitations on Eligibility: The proposed amendments codify limitations on eligibility of the assessed
valuation as of December 31 of the year before the application is made. Limitations are $1,500,000 or less
for single-family dwellings and $3,000,000 or less for multi-unit residential, commercial, or industrial
buildings, unless the individual property is granted an exemption from these limitations by the Board of
Supervisors. The wording of the existing exemption criteria is proposed to be modified and will be
codified as part of the proposed amendments. For proposed criteria see page 3, lines 21-25 and. page 4,
lines 1-4.

Deadlines: The proposed annual application deadline will be May 1. Applications may be submitted to
the Planning Department between January 1 and May 1 of each year. The Planning Department intends
to review all submitted applications between May 1 and June 30. All complete applications will be
forwarded to the Assessor-Recorder’s Office by July 1.

SAH FRANSISCO 2
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Assessor-Recorder’s Report: The same requirements as existing; however, if the Assessor-Recorder fails to
provide a report and recommendation within the 60 days, the Historic Preservation Commission and
Board of Supervisors may proceed with their actions without the report and recommendation.

Contracts: The Planning Department will be required to, with the assistance of the City Attorney’s Office,
develop and maintain a standardized “Historical Property Contract” for use.

Loss of Tax Revenue: To provide greater flexibility in program application, the policy to disapprove
applications that result in a cumulative loss of property tax revenue to the City to exceed $1,000,000
annually will no longer be enforced. Beginning on March 31, 2013, and every three years after, the Planning
Department and the Assessor-Recorder will be required to submit a joint report to the Board of Supervisors
and calendar a hearing regarding the status of the Mills Act Program.

Fees: The application fees will be reduced to $2,500 for residential properties and $5,000 for commercial
properties.

REQUIRED COMMISSION ACTION

The proposed Ordinance is before the Commission so that it may recommend adoption, rejection, or
adoption with modifications to the Board of Supervisors.

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

The Mills Act Program is considered to be single most important economic incentive program available in
California for use by private property owners of qualified historic buildings; however the number of San
Francisco contracts is considerably lower than most programs across the state. For example, San Diego
has 1,100 active contracts; Los Angeles currently has 601 active contracts; and Oakland’s program, which
began in 2008, has 24 active contracts.

The average tax savings for San Francisco’s active Mills Act contracts, including the 42 units at 690 Market
Street, is approximately $17,163. The Mills Act Program has demonstrated in other municipalities a
positive impact on reinvestment in historic properties and providing financial assistance, especially to
single-family homes, small-scale residential and commercial properties. The Department believes that
improving accessibility to the Mills Act Program will yield similar results in San Francisco. To maximize
its benefits the Department recommends that policy direct the Program’s focus on small-scale single- and
multi-family properties.

As a measure to track the Program and balance its use with an annual loss of tax revenue, the proposed
amendments codify a requirement that the Planning Department and the Assessor-Recorder submit a
joint report and schedule a hearing before the Board of Supervisors every three years regarding the status
of the Mils Act Program. The Planning Department supports this amendment because it will allow for
oversight of the program where no monitoring mechanism is currently required. This allows the Board of
Supervisors flexibility to adjust the program and implement policy based on the results of the report.

With the overall cost, number of hearings, and lengthy processing time, the sentiment of the general
public is that the process associated with the Mills Act program is a barrier to participation, eSpeciall_y for
a single-family homeowner to navigate.

SAN FRANDISCO 3
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Currently, the Planning Department’s Mills Act application fees are $9,159 for residential properties and
$18,310 for commercial properties. Most property owners find that the fees are too high for an incentive
that may or may not be granted. In comparison, fees charged by many municipalities range from no fee
at all or within the $300-$500 range. Ventura and San Jose bear the closest similarity to San Francisco fees
and charge for full cost recovery at $3,000 and $3,120, respectively. Oakland charges a maximum of $121
for residential properties and $521 for commercial properties. The Planning Department supports the
proposed fees reduction based on a fee analysis and the assumption that review times will be minimized
through the proposed amendments, which will allow for standardized materials for Mills Act -
applications, and thereby reducing overall costs to applicants.

The average number of hours it takes the Planning Department to process a Mills Act application is 57.5
The Mills Act application for 690 Market Street took considerably more time than the remaining Mills Act
application. Excluding it from the equation brings the average Planning Department review time to 42.5
hours, which the Department believes is closer to the typical review time currently necessary to process

' applications. On average, the Planning Department requires approximately 60 days to complete this
review. The majority of the remaining time is associated with coordination between various City
Departments, such as the City Attorney’s Office and the Assessor-Recorder’s Office. Once the City
Attorney’s Office and the Assessor-Recorder’s Office have reviewed the application, the Planning
Department schedules the first public hearing. On average it takes over 18 months from the time of filing
with the Planning Department to Board of Supervisors approval of a Mills Act application. Most
property owners are discouraged by the amount of time it takes to process an application and schedule
the required hearings. The efficiencies provided by codifying the review time for the Assessor-Recorder’s
Office and the use of a standardized Mills Act contract will substantially improve the Planning
Department’s ability to schedule hearings before the Historic Preservation Commission and the Board of
Supervisors. The Department supports the amendments related to improving the City’s response time to
Mills Act applications.

In sum, the Department believes that the proposed amendments will reduce processing costs, time, and
streamline coordination between City Departments. The amendments will improve access to the Mills
Act Program, and facilitate broader use, specifically by small-scale residential and commercial properties.
The annual deadlines proposed in the amendments will provide for more predictability within the
program for property owners as well as City Departments so that resources can be appropriately
allocated. In addition, the Planning Department is currently working with the Assessor-Recorder’s Office
on revising the Mills Act program application and materials to provide more clarity and predictability of
the timing of specific milestones within the process. '

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

The proposal to amend Chapter 71 of the Administrative Code Sections 715.1 (Mills Act Contract
Procedures) would result in no physical impact on the environment. The proposed amendment is
exempt from environmental review under Section 15060(c)(2) of the CEQA Guidelines.

PUBLIC COMMENT

As of the date of this report, the Planning Department has not received public comment in regard to the
proposed Ordinance.

S&N FRANCISCO 4
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The Mills Act is
recogrized as the
single most important
economic incentive
program available

in California for use
by private property
owners of gualified
historic buildings.

PRESERVATION

BULLETIN NO. 8
The Mills Act Program

EXHIBIT C

THE MILLS ACT HISTORICAL PROPERTY CONTRACT PROGRAM

Enacted by the State of California in 1976 and amended in the San Francisco
Administrative Code in 1996, the Mills Act is state-sponsored legislation that grants
local governments the ability to directly participate in an historic preservation and
economic incentive program. The Mills Act Historical Property Contract program
allows qualified owners to receive property tax reduction and use that savings to
offset the costs to rehabilitate, restore and maintain their properties.

THE APPLICATION GUIDE

This Application Guide is a summary of the Mills Act Historical Property Contract
("Mills Act Contract”) Program’s features. The complete details are described in
the legal texts of the San Francisco Administrative Code, Chapter 71, California
Government Code Sections 50280-50290 and California Taxation Code Article 1.9,
Sections 439-439.4.

IMPORTANT: Please read the entire application guide before you get started.
Applicants are responsible for all of the information contained in the Application
Guide. Be sure to review the Application Checklist to ensure that you are submitting
all of the required documents for the application. A Mills Act Historical Property

_ Contract application provides the potential for property tax reduction. Itis not a

guarantee. Each property varies according to its income-generating potential and
current assessed value. Mills Act properties are reassessed annually and periodically
inspected for contract compliance.

REMEMBER: The Mills Act is for property owners who are actively rehabilitating
their properties or have recently completed a rehabilitation project compliant with
the Secretary of the Interior’s Treatment of Historic Properties, in particular the Standards
for Rehabilitation, and the California Historical Building Code. Recently completed
projects shall mean completed in the year prior to the application. Applicants who
enter into a contract with San Francisco and fail to rehabilitate or maintain the
property are subject to the City cancelling the contract and the Assessor collecting the
12 1/2 percent of current fair market value penalty against the property.

www. sfplanning.org
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MILLS ACT HISTORICAL PROPERTY CONTRACT ‘
The Mills Act Contract is an agreement between the City and County of San Francisco The purpose of an Mills

and the owner of a qualified property based on California Government Code, Article Act Historical Property
12, Sections 50280-50290 (Mills Act). This state law, established in 1976, provides for a Contract is to restore,

rehabilitate and maintain

roperty tax reduction for owners of qualifying historic properties who agree to comp!
property q ying prop &r Py historic properties.

with certain preservation restrictions and use the property tax savings to help offset the

costs to restore, rehabilitate, and maintain their historic resource according to the Secrefary

of the Interior’s Standards and the California Historical Building Code. The San Francisco

Board of Supervisors approves all final contracts. Once executed, the contract is recorded
_on the property and leads to reassessment of the property the following year.

WHAT PROPERTIES ARE ELIGIBLE?

In Order to participate in the Mills Act Contract Program qualifying properties must
be identified in the following categories:

* Individually Designated Pursuant to Article 10 of the Planning Code.
Properties that have been designated an individual landmark and approved
by the Board of Supemsors are eligible for the Mills Act program. It should be
noted that the entire property shall be listed.

* Contributory Buildings in Historic Districts Designated Pursuant to Article
10 of the Planning Code. Properties that have been listed as a contributory
structure to a local historic district are eligible for the Mills Act Program.

* Properties Designated as Significant (Category | or 1I) Pursuant to Article
11 of the Planning Code. Properties located in the C-3 zoning District that have
been determined to be a Category I or II Significant Building are eligible for the
Mills Act Program.

* Properties Designated as Contributory (Category IV) to a Conservation
District Pursuant to Article 11 of the Planning Code.

* Properties Designated as Contributory (Category Ill) Pursuant to Article
11 of the Planning Code. Properties in the C-3 zoning District that have been
listed as a Contributory Structure (Category IIT) which are located outside of a
Conservation District are eligible for the Mills Act program.

* Individual Landmarks under the Natioﬁal Register of Historic Places.
Properties that have been officially designated as a National Register individual
landmark are eligible for the Mills Act program.

* Contributory Buildings in National Register of Historic Places Hlstoric
Districts. Properties that have been identified as a contributory building in a
National Register Historic District are eligible for the Mills Act program.

If there are any questions about whether your property is eligible please contact the
Planning Department at (415) 558-6377.

2 SAN FRANCISCO PLANNING DEPARTMENT



For properties with
multiple owriers, every
owner must enter into
the Mills Act contract
with the City.

NOTE:

Owners of properties
with comparatively low
property taxes because
of Proposition 13 will
not benefit by a Milis
Act contract because
the assessed value
under the Mills Act will
likely be higher than

the existing base-year
value of the property.
Generally, owners who
have purchased their
properties within the last
ten years are most likely
to benefit from entering
into a Mills Act contract.

The Mills Act Program

WHAT PROPERTIES ARE INELIGIBLE?

Properties with outstanding code violations issued by the Planning Department
or the Department of Building Inspection are not eligible to apply for the Mills Act
Program. All code violations must be corrected before an application is accepted.
Properties with delinquent taxes are also not eligible to apply. The person/entity
submitting the application must retain ownership through contract recording
otherwise the contract is nullified by the City.

TAX ASSESSMENT VALUE

All properties that are eligible under the criteria listed above must also meet a tax
assessment value to be eligible for.a Mills Act Contract. All owrers of a property
must enter into the Mills Act contract with the City.

Residential Buildings
Eligibility is limited to a property tax assessment value of not more than $3,000,000.

Commercial, Industrial or Mixed Use Buildings
Eligibility is limited to a property tax assessment value of not more than $5,000,000.

Exceptions From Property Value Limits
Properties may be exempt from the tax assessment values if it meets any one of the

following criteria:

¢ The qualified historic property is an exceptional example of architectural style or
represents a work of a master architect or is associated with the lives of persons
important to local or national history; or

¢  Granting the exemption will assist in the preservation and rehabilitation
of a historic structure (including unusual and/or excessive maintenance
requirements) that would otherwise be in danger of demolition, deterioration, or

abandonment; and

e Granting the exemption will not cause the cumulative loss of property tax
revenue to the City to exceed $1,000,000 annually.

Properties applying for a valuation exemption must provide evidence that it meets
the exemption criteria, including a historic structure report to substantiate the
exemptional circumstances for granting the exemption. The Historic Preservation
Comumission shall make specific findings as whether to recommend to the Board
of Supervisors if the valuation exemption shall be approved. Final approval of this
exemption is-under the purview of the Board of Supervisors.



PRESERVATION
BULLETIN NG. a2

TERMS OF THE MILLS ACT HISTORICAL PROPERTY CONTRACT

Duration of Contract

The Mills Act contract is for a minimum term of ten years. It automatically renews
each year on its anniversary date and a new ten-year term becomes effective. The
contract runs (essentially in perpetuity) with the land.

Termination of the Contract

The owner may terminate the contract by notifying the City at least ninety days prior
to the annual renewal date. The City may terminate the contact by notifying the
owner at least sixty days prior to the renewal date. The owner may make a written
protest about termination by the City. The contract remains in effect for the balance of
the 10-year term of the contract beyond the notice of non-renewal.

Alterations or Additions :

Any work performed to the property (interior, exterior, and grounds) must conform
to the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties,
specifically, the Standards for Rehabilitation and the California Historical Building
Code.

Inspections and Monitoring

The City conducts annual inspections of the property There may be certain
circumstances where the City will need to conduct a periodic inspection of the
property. Conditions not conforming to the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards may be
required to be brought into compliance. The City also encourages the property owner
to self-inspect and apprise the Planning Department of the progress of rehabilitating
and maintaining their property.

Breach of Contact

If the property owner is found to be in breach of contract, the City may cancel the
contract whereupon the Assessor will collect a cancellation fee of 12 1/2 percent of the
fair market value of the property as determined by the Assessor.

Transfer of Ownership

AMills Act Contract is attached to the property. Subsequent owners are bound by the
terms and conditions of the contract, and obligated to complete any work identified
in the contract and perform required maintenance. It is encumbent upon the seller of
a Mills Act property to disclose this fact to potential buyers. For example, if an owner
completes some of the contract mandated work irt the first five years and then sells
the property, the new buyer would have five years to complete the rehab111tat10n/
restoration of the property.

SAN FRANCISCO PLANNING DEPARTMENT




NOTE:

The City will impose a
modest annual Mills Act
contract maintenance
fee, which will cover
costs associated with
inspections and other
miscellaneous tasks.

The Mills Act Program

CITY APPROVALS
An application is submitted to the Planning Department. Upon submittal,

» Planning staff reviews the application for completeness and determines
eligibility;

* Planning staff forwards a copy of the application to the Assessor’s Office for their
review and analysis of the property tax valuation;

e Upon receipt of a final Mills Act property valuation analysis report from the
Assessor’s office, Planning staff will present to the following bodies for approval,
denial, or approval with modifications of the Mills Act application in the
following order: Historic Preservation Commission, Board of Supervisors Budget
& Finance Committee, and the full Board of Supervisors. Final approval of the
contract is conferred by the Board of Supervisors.

To grant approval of a contract, the Board of Supervisors must determine that:

»  The contract meets the eligibility requirements or the valuation exemption;

*  Entering into the contract will not cause the cumulative loss of property tax
revenue to the City to exceed $1,000,000 annually;

*  The property meets the priority consideration criteria; and

»  Rehabilitation, restoration, and/or maintenance will occur in conjunction with the
Historical Property Contract and will not impair the integrity of historic building.

RECORDING OF CONTRACT

If the Board of Supervisors authorize a Mills Act Contract with the property owner,
the final contract must be signed by the Director of Planning, City Attorney, Assessor-
Recorder, and property owner.

The contract must be recorded with the County/City Recorder. Property owners who
enter into a Mills Act contract are obligated to inform the California Office of Historic
Preservation within 6 months. :

PROPERTY INSPECTIONS

Inspections of the property are conducted by the Planning Department annually

to monitor properties for compliance to the terms of the contract. Inspections

may also be necessary on a periodic basis. Inspections monitor the progress of the
rehabilitation and/or maintenance specified in the contract. Inspections are ongoing
for the life of the contract.
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Frequently Asked Questions

If  own an historic property am | obligated to participate in the program?

No. Participation is voluntary. The contracts are intended for property owners who
have a strong commitment to historic preservation, and to assist property owners
who plan to rehabilitate their property.

What is the term of an Historical Property Confract?

The contract is written for an initial term of 10 years. However, the contract
automatically renews each year on its anniversary date. The contract, in effect, runs in
perpetuity with the land. The initial 10-year term is the period of time in which major
rehabilitation projects should be substantially completed. If an owner desires to be
released from the contract, a letter of non-renewal is submitted to the City. The owner
1s released from the contract ten years after the notice of non-renewal is submitted.

How are my property taxes reduced?

Instead of basing your property tax on the purchase price of your property
(Proposition 13, Base Year Value), the Assessor reassesses your property on its

ability (or potentiél ability) to produce income (Income Approach). Using the
Income Approach, the Assessor values the property according to the capitalization

of income, whereby the property’s potential income is divided by a pre-determined
capitalization rate to establish a new assessed property value to be taxed. The Income
Approach for an owner occupied property is based on its potential rental value.
Commercial, industrial, or multi-family properties would have an actual income that
is used for the calculation. '

What type of properly is likely to benefit?

Property purchased after 1999 is most likely to receive the highest reduction.
Property purchased prior to 1999 will likely receive a minimal reduction. Property
purchased prior to 1978 (Proposition 13) is unlikely to receive a tax reduction. The
Historical Property Contract Program does not guarantee a reduction amount for any
property. Properties that have more recently sold (e.g. within the last 10 years) are
likely to see greater tax reductions.

How much of a reduction will I receive?

The application Tax Adjustment Worksheet is provided to assist you in calculating
the potential reduction on your property. Calculated accurately, it will provide you
with an idea of your potential reduction. It is not a guarantee. Remember that a
reduction is based only on the General Tax Levy portion of your bill and DOES NOT
reduce other portions of your tax bill.

SAN FRANCISCO PLANNING DEPARTMENT
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What happens if | want to sell my properiy after | have a Mills Act Contract?

The contract will always remain with the property, and the new owner is obligated to
meet the contract requirements. This can enhance the marketability of the property
because it is not reassessed at its new market value when it changes hands. Rather,
new owners will likely pay property taxes based on the existing or proximate Mills
Act Valuation notice. ’

Are there potential penalties for property owners with a Miils Act Contraci?

Yes. If a property is not maintained under the terms of the contract, is improperly
altered, or if rehabilitation work is not performed, the owner could be found in
breach of contract. If the breach of contract cannot be resolved to satisfy the contract,
the Contract is cancelled and the owner is assessed a 12 ¥ percent penalty based on
the current fair-market value of the property. :

How long does it take to get a Contract?

The contracts are approved and recorded by the end of each fiscal year.
Reassessments start after January 1 of the year following the contract recordation.
You should see the Mills Act Valuation notice as part of the next property tax bill.

If | apply for a Mills Act Historic Property Contract, is the City obligated to enter
into the contract? :

No. The City will evaluate each individual contract application alongside a set of
priority criteria and détermine which applications are most likely to yield the greatest
public benefit.

Am | required to open my property io the public?

No. The Mills Act Historic Propérty Program does not require the property owner
to grant public access to the property. The contract does specify that by prior
appointment an inspection of the property may be made by City officials, as may be
needed to determine compliance with the terms and provisions of the contract.

Where can I learn more about the Mills Act?

The California State Office of Historic Preservation (OHP) is responsible for
administration of Federally and State mandated historic preservation programs

in California. The OHP website offers information on a wide range of historic
preservation topics including the Mills Act. The link to the OHP website is hitp://www.
ohp.parks.ca.gov. The direct link to the Mills Act program is found at www.ohp.parks.
ca.gov/default.asp?page id=21412.



PFRESERVATICON
BULELETIN RO, 08

Government Codes

CALIFORNIA GOVERNMENT CODE SECTIONS 50280-50290

50280. Upon the application of an owner or the agent of an owner of any qualified historical property, as defined

in Section 50280.1, the legislative body of a city, county, or city and county may contract with the owner or agent to
restrict the use of the property in a manner which the legislative body deems reasonable to carry out the purposes of
this article and of Article 1.9 (commencing with Section 439) of Chapter 3 of Part 2 of Division 1 of the Revenue and
Taxation Code. The contract shall meet the requirements of Sections 50281 and 50282,

50280.1. “Qualified historical property” for purposes of this article, means privately owned property which is not
exempt from property taxation and which meets either of the following: ’

(a) Listed in the National Register of Historic Places or located in a registered historic district, as defined in Section
1.191-2(b) of Title 26 of the Code of Federal Regulations.

(b) Listed in any state, city, county, or ity and county official register of historical or architecturally significant sites,
places, or landmarks.

50281. Any contract entered into under this article shall contain the following provisions:
(@) The term of the coniract shall be for a minimum period of 10 years.

(b) Where applicable, the contract shall provide the following:

(1) For the preservation of the qualified historical property and, when necessary, to restore and rehabilitate the
property to conform to the rules and regulations of the Office of Historic Preservation of the Department of
Parks and Recreation, the United States Secretary of the Interjor’s Standards for Rehabilitation, and the State
Historical Building Code.

(2} For the periodic examinations of the interior and exterior of the premises by the assessor, the Department
of Parks and Recreation, and the State Board of Equalization as may be necessary to determine the owner’s
compliance with the contract.

(3) For it to be binding upon, and inure to the benefit of, all successors in interest of the owner. A successor in
interest shall have the same rights and obligations under the contract as the original owner who entered into
the contract. :

(c) The owner or agent of an owner shall provide written notice of the contract to the Office of Historic Preservation
within six months of entering into the contract.

50281.1. The legislative body entering into a contract described in this article may require that the property owner, as
a condition to entering into the contract, pay a fee not to exceed the reasonable cost of administering this program.

50282,

(a) Each contract shall provide that on the anniversary date of the contract or such other annual date as is specified
in the contract, a year shall be added automatically to the initial term of the contract unless notice of nonrenewal
is given as provided in this section. If the property owner or the legislative body desires in any year not to renew
the contract, that party shall serve written notice of nonrenewal of the contract on the other party in advance
of the annual renewal date of the contract. Unless the notice is served by the owner at least 90 days prior to the
renewal date or by the legislative body at least 60 days prior to the renewal date, one year shall automatically be
added to the term of the contract.

S8AN FRANCISCO PLANNING DEPARTMENT
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(b) Upon receipt by the owner of a notice from the legislative body of nonrenewal, the owner may make a written
" protest of the notice of nonrenewal. The 1e01slahve body may, at any time prior to the renewal date, withdraw
the notice of nonrenewal. :

(¢) If the legislative body or the owner serves notice of intent in any year not to renew the contract, the existing
contract shall remain in effect for the balance of the period remaining since the original execution or the last
renewal of the contract, as the case may be.

(d) The owner shall furnish the legislative body with any information the legislative body shall require in order to
enable it to determine the eligibility of the property involved.

(e) No later than 20 days after a city or county enters into a contract with an owner pursuant to this article, the clerk
of the legislative body shall record with the county recorder a copy of the contract, which shall describe the
property subject thereto. From and after ttie time of the recordation, this contract shall impart a notice thereof to
all persons as is afforded by the recording laws of this state.

50284. The legislative body may cancel a contract if it determines that the owner has breached any of the conditions
of the contract provided for in this article or has allowed the property to deteriorate to the point that it no longer
meets the standards for a qualified historical property. The legislative body may also cancel a coniract if it determines
that the owner has failed to restore or rehabilitate the property in the manner specified in the contract.

50285. No contract shall be canceled under Section 50284 until after the legislative body has given notice of, and has
held, a public hearing on the matter. Notice of the hearing shall be mailed to the last known address of each owner of
property within the historic zone and shall be published pursuant to Section 6061.

50286. . . ‘

(@) If a contract is canceled under Section 50284, the owner shall pay a cancellation fee equal to 12 % percent of the
current fair market value of the property, as determined by the county assessor as though the property were free
of the contractual restriction.

“(b) The cancellation fee shall be paid to the county auditor, at the time and in the manmner that the county auditor
shall prescribe, and shall be allocated by the county auditor to each jurisdiction in the tax rate area in which the
property is located in the same manner as the auditor allocates the annual tax increment in that tax rate area in
that fiscal year.

(¢) Notwithstanding any other provision of law, revenue received by a school district pursuant to this section
shaill be considered property tax revenue for the purpeses of Section 42238 of the Education Code, and revenue
received by a county superintendent of schools pursuant to this section shall be considered property tax revenue
for the purposes of Article 3 (commencing with Section 2550) of Chapter 12 of Part 2 of Division 1 of Title 1 of the
Education Code. _ .

50287. As an alternative to cancellation of the contract for breach of any condition, the county, city, or any landowner
may bring any action in court necessary to enforce a contract including, but not limited to, an action to enforce the
contract by specific performance or injunction.

50288. In the event that property subject to contract under this article is acquired in whole or in part by eminent
domain or other acquisition by any entity authorized to exercise the power of eminent domain, and the acquisition is
determined by the legislative body to frustrate the purpose of the contract, such contract shall be canceled and no fee
shall be imposed under Section 50286. Such contract shall be deemed null and void for all purposes of determining
the value of the property so acquired.
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50289. In the event that property restricted by a contract with a county under this article is annexed to a city, the city
shall succeed to all rights, duties, and powers of the county under such contract.

50290. Local agencies and owners of qualified historical properties- may consult with the State Historical Resources
Commission for its advice and counsel on matters relevant to historical property contracts.

CALIFORNIA REVENUE AND TAXATION CODE SECTIONS 439-439.4

439. For the purposes of this articie and within the meaning of Section 8 of Article XIII of the Constitution, property is
“enforceably restricted” if it is subject to an historical property contract executed pursuant to Article 12 (commencing
with Section 50280) of Chapter 1 of Part 1 of Division 1 of Title 5 of the Government Code.

439.1. For purposes of this article “restricted historical property” means qualified historical property, as defined _

in Section 50280.1 of the Government Code, that is subject to a historical property contract executed pursuant to
Article 12 (commencing with Section 50280) of Chapter 1 of Part 1 of Division 1 of Title 5 of the Government Code.
For purposes of this section, “qualified historical property” includes qualified historical improvements and any land
on which the qualified historical improvements are situated, as specified in the historical property contract. If the
historical property contract does not specify the land that is to be included, “qualified historical property” includes
only that area of reasonable size that is used as a site for the historical improvements.

439.2. When valuing enforceably restricted historical property, the county assessor shall not consider sales data on
similar property, whether or not enforceably restricted, and shall value that restricted historical property by the
capitalization of income method in the following manner:

{a) The annual income to be capitalized shall be determined as follows:

(1) Where sufficient rental information is available, the income shall be the fair rent that can be imputed to the
restricted historical property being valued based upon rent actually received for the property by the owner
and upon typical rentals received in the area for similar property in similar use where the owner pays the
property tax. When the restricted historical property being valued is actually encumbered by a lease, any
cash rent or its equivalent considered in determining the fair rent of the property shall be the amount for
which the property would be expected to rent were the rental payment to be renegotiated in the light of
current conditions, including applicable provisions under which the property is enforceably restricted.

(2) Where sufficient rental information is not available, the income shall be that which the restricted historical
property being valued reasonably can be expected to yield under prudent management and subject to
applicable provisions under which the property is enforceably restricted.

(3) If the parties to an instrument that enforceably restricts the property stipulate therein an amount that
constitutes the minimum annual income to be capitalized, then the income to be capitalized shall not be less
than the amount so stipulated. For purposes of this section, income shall be determined in accordance with
rules and regulations issued by the board and with this section and shall be the difference between reveniie
and expenditures. Revenue shall be the amount of money or meney’s worth, including any cash rent or
its equivalent, that the property can be expected to yield to an owner-operator annually on the average
from any use of the property permitted under the terms by which the property is enforceably restricted.
Expenditures shall be any outlay or average annual allocation of money or money’s worth that can be fairly
charged against the revenue expected to be received during the period used in computing the revenue.
Those expenditures to be charged against revenue shall be only those that are ordinary and necessary in
the production and maintenance of the revenue for that period. Expenditures shall not include depletion
charges, debt refirement, interest on funds invested in the property, property taxes, corporation income
taxes, or corporation franchise taxes based on income.
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(b) The capitalization rate to be used in valuing owner-occupied single family dwellings pursuant to this article shall
not be derived from sales data and shall be the sum of the following components:

(1) An interest component to be determined by the board and announced no later than October 1 of the year
preceding the assessment year and that was the yield rate equal to the effective rate on conventional
mortgages as most recently published by the Federal Housing Finance Board as of September 1, rounded to
the nearest one-fourth of 1 percent.

(2) Ahistorical property risk component of 4 percent.

(3) A component for property taxes that shall be a percentage equal to the estimated total tax rate applicable to
the property for the assessment year times the assessment ratio.

(4) A component for amortization of the improvements that shall be a percentage equivalent to the reciprocal of
the remaining life.

() The capitalization rate to be used in valuing all other restricted historical property pursuant to this article shall
not be derived from sales data and shall be the sum of the following components:

(1) Aninterest component to be determined by the board and announced no later than October 1 of the year
preceding the assessment year and that was the yield rate equal to the effective rate on conventional
mortgages as determined by the Federal Housing Finance Board as of September 1, rounded to the nearest
one-fourth of 1 percent.

(2) A historical property risk component of 2 percent.
(3) A component for property taxes that shall be a percentage equal to the estimated total tax rate applicable to
the property for the assessment year times the assessment ratio.

(4) A component for amortization of the improvements that shall be a percentage equivalent to the reciprocal of
the remaining life.

(d) Unless a party to an instrument that creates an enforceable restriction expressly prohibits the valuation, the
valuation resulting from the capitalization of income method described in this section shall not exceed the lesser
of either the valuation that would have resulted by calculation under Section 110, or the valuation that would
have resulted by calculation under Section 110.1, as though the property was not subject to an enforceable
restriction in the base year.

(e) The value of the restricted historical property shall be the quotient of the income determined as provided in
subdivision (a) divided by the capitalization rate determined as provided in subdivision (b) or (c).

(f) The ratio prescribed in Section 401 shall be applied to the value of the property determined in subdivision (d) to
obtain its assessed value.

439.3. Notwithstanding any provision of Section 439.2 to the contrary, if either the county or city or the owner of
restricted historical property subject to contract has served notice of nonrenewal as provided in Section 50282 of the
Government Code, the county assessor shall value that restricted historical property as provided in this section.

(a) Following the hearing conducted pursuant to Section 50285 of the Government Code, subdivision (b) shall apply
until the termination of the period for which the restricted historical property is enforceably restricted.

(b) The board or assessor in each year until the termination of the period for which the property is enforceably
restricted shall do all of the following:

(1) Determine the full cash value of the property pursuant to Section 110.1. If the property is not subject to
Section 110.1 when the restriction expires, the value shall be determined pursuant to Section 110 as if the

property were free of contractual restriction.
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SAN FRANCISCO ADMINISTRATIVE CODE
CHAPTER 71: MILLS ACT CONTRACT PROCEDURES

SEC.71.1. PURPOSE. ‘

(a) The purpose of this Chapter 71 is to implement the California Mills Act, California Government Code Sections
50280 et seq. The Mills Act authorizes local governments to enter into contracts with owners of private historical
property who will rehabilitate, restore, preserve, and maintain qualified historical property. As consideration
for the rehabilitation, restoration, preservation and maintenance of the qualified historical property, the City
and County of San Francisco may provide certain property tax reductions in accordance with Article 1.9
(commencing with Section 439) of Chapter 3 of Part 2 of Division 1 of the California Revenue and Taxation Code.

(b) San Francisco contains many historic buildings which add to its character and international reputation. Many of
these buildings have not been adequately maintained, may be structurally deficient, or may need rehabilitation.
The costs of properly rehabilitating, restoring and preserving historic buildings may be prohibitive for property
owners. Implementation of the Mills Act in San Francisco will make the benefits of the Mills Act available to
many property owners.

(c) The benefits of the Mills Act to the individual property owners must be balanced with the cost to the City
and County of San Francisco of providing the property tax reductions set forth in the Mills Act as well as the
historical value of individual buildings proposed for historical property contracts, and the resultant property tax
reductions, under the Mills Act.

SEC. 71.2. QUALIFIED HISTORIC PROPERTY.

An owner, or an authorized agent of the owner, of a qualified historical property may apply for a historical property
contract. For purposes of this Chapter 71, “qualified historical property” shall mean privately owned property that is
not exempt from property taxation and that is one of the following:

() Individually listed in the National Register of Historic Places;
(b) Listed as a contributor to an historic district included on the National Register of Historic Places;
(c) Designated as a City landmark pursuant to San Francisco Planning Code Article 10;

(d) Designated as contributory to an historic district designated pursuant to San Francisco Planning Code Article 10;
or

(e) Designated as significant (Categories I or II) or contributory (Categories III or IV) to a conservation district
designated pursuant to San Frandsco Planning Code Article 11.

SEC. 71.3. APPLICATION FOR HISTORICAL PROPERTY CONTRACT.

An owner, or an authorized agent of an owner, of a qualified historical property may submit an application

for a historical property contract to the Planning Department on forms provided by the Planning Department.

The property owner shall provide, at a minimum, the address and location of the qualified historical property,
evidence that the property is a qualified historical property, the nature and cost of the rehabilitation, restoration

or preservation work to be conducted on the property, and a plan for continued maintenance of the property. The
Planning Department may require any further information it determines necessary to inake a recommendation on the
historical property contract. '

SEC. 71.4. APPROVAL PROCESS.

() Review by the Assessor’s Office. The Planning Department shall refer the application for historical property
contract to the San Francisco Assessor for its review and recommendation. The Assessor shall provide to the
Board of Supervisors an estimate of the property tax calculations and the difference in property tax assessments
under the different valuation methods permitted by the California Mills Act so that the City can evaluate the
difference between property tax which would normally be collected by the City and the property tax which
would be collected pursuant to the historical property contract.

SAN FRANCISCO PLANNING DEPARTMENT



The Mills Act Program

(b) Landmarks Board Review. The Landmarks Preservation' Advisory Board shall hold a public hearing to
review the application for the historical property contract and shall make its recommendation to the Planning
Commission on the proposed rehabilitation, restoration or preservation work, the historical value of the qualified
historical property and any proposed preservation restrictions and maintenance requirements.

() Planning Commission Review. Upon receipt of the Landmarks Board’s recommendation, the Plannmg
Commission shall hold a public hearing to review the application for the historical property contract. Upon
approval by the Planning Commission, the application shall be referred to the Board of Supervisors for its review
and approval or disapproval. In the event the Planning Commission disapproves the historical property contract,
such decision shall be final unless the property owner appeals such disapproval by filing an appeal with the
Board of Supervisors within 10 days of final action by the Planning Commission. o

(d) Board of Supervisors Decision. The Board of Supervisors shall conduct a public hearing to review the Planning
Commission recommendation, the information provided by the Assessor’s Office, and any other information
the Board requires in order to determine whether the City should execute a historical property contract for a
particular property. The Board of Supervisors shall have full discretion to determine whether it is in the public
interest to enter a Mills Act historical property contract with a particular qualified historical property. The Board
of Supervisors may approve, disapprove, or modify and approve the terms of the historical property contract.
Upon approval, the Board of Supervisors shall authorize the Director of Planning and the Assessor to execute the
historical property contract.

SEC. 71.5. TERMS OF THE HISTORICAL PROPERTY CONTRACT.

(a) The historical property contract shall set forth the agreement between the City and the property owner that

~ aslong as the property owner properly rehabilitates, restores, preserves and maintains the qualified historical
property as set forth in the contract, the City shall comply with California Revenue and Taxation Code Article 1.9
(commencding with Section 439) of Chapter 3 of Part 2 of Division 1, provided that the Assessor determines that
the specific provisions of the Revenue and Taxation Code are applicable to the property in question. A historical
property contract shall contain, at a minimum, the fo]lovw.ng provisions:

(1) The term of the contract, which shall be for a minimum of 10 years;

(2) The owner’s commitment and obligation to preserve, rehabilitate, restore and maintain the property in -
accordance with the rules and regulations of the Office of Historic Preservation of the California Department ;
of Parks and Recreation and the United States Secretary of the Interior’s standards for the Treatment of
Historic Properties;

(3) Permission to conduct periodic examinations of the interior and exterior of the qualified historical property
by the Landmarks Board, the Assessor, the Department of Building Inspection, the Office of Historic
Preservation of the California Department of Parks and Recreation and the State Board of Equalization as
may be necessary to determine the owner’s compliance with the historical property contract;

(4) That the historical property contract is binding upon, and shall inure to the benefit of, all successors in
interest of the owner;

(5) An extension to the term of the contract so that one year is added automatically to the initial term of the
contract on the anniversary date of the contract or such other annual date as specified in the contract unless
notice of nonrenewal is given as provided in the Mills Act and in the historical property contract;

(6) Agreement that the Board of Supervisors may cancel the contract, or seek enforcement of the contract, when
the Board determines, based upon the recommendation of any one of the entities listed in Subsection (3)
above, that the owner has breached the terms of the contract. The City shall comply with the requirements
of the Mills Act for enforcement or cancellation of the historical property contract. Upon cancellation of the
contract, the property owner shall pay a cancellation fee of 12.5 percent of the full value of the property at
the time of cancellation (or such other amount authorized by the Mills Act), as determined by the Assessor
without regard to any restriction on such property imposed by the historical property contract; and

(7) The property owner’s indemmification of the City for, a.nd agreement to hold the City harmiess from, any
claims arising from any use of the property.
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(b) The City and the @aliﬁed historical property owner shall comply with all provisions of the California Mills
Act, including amendments thereto. The Mills Act, as amended from time to time, shall apply to the historical
property contract process and shall be deemed incorporated into each historical property contract entered into
by the City.

SEC. 71.6. FEES.

The Planning Department shall determine the amount of a fee necessary to compensate the City for processing and
administering an application for a historical property contract. The fee shall pay for the time and materials required
to process the application, based upon the estimated actual costs to perform the work, including the costs of the
Planning Department, the City Attorney, the Assessor and the Board of Supervisors. The City may also impose

a separate fee, following approval of the historical property contract, to pay for the actual costs of inspecting the
qualified historical property and enforcing the historical property contract. Each department shall provide a written
estimate of its costs to process the application. Such estimates shall be provided to the applicant, who shall pay the
fee when submitting the application. In the event that the costs of processing the application are lower than the !
estimates, such differences shall be refunded to the App]icant. In the event the costs exceed the estimate, the Planning
Department shall provide the applicant with a written analysis of the additional fee necessary to complete the
review of the application, and applicant shall pay the additional amount prior to any action approving the historical
property contract. Failure to pay any fees shall be grounds for cancelling the historical property contract.
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WHATIS A WLLS ;—‘\\_.T HF’QP:HT?’ f 'NTH‘—\L/Tf

 The Mills Act Contract is an agreemerit between th Cxtv and (_ounw of San Francisco

and the owner of a qualified property based on California Government Code, Article 12,

- Sections 50280-50290 (Mills Act). This staté law, established in 1976, provides for a property.

tax reduction for owners of qualifying historic properties who agree to comply. with certain R
preservation restrictions and use the property tax savings to belp offset ihe costs to restore,
rehabililate, and maintain their historic resource according to the Secretary of the Interior's

. Standards and the California Historical Building Coede. The San Francisco Board'of Supcr‘viworé
“approves al] final cantracts. Once executed, the contract is recorded on the property and leads

to reassessment of the propcrtv the Lollowmg year.

’Wi—h MAY APPLY FOR r\’M!L S ACT ’:‘ROPFPTY CONTR—“&&JT”

The Mills.Actis for property owners who are activaly rehabilitating their prdperhes or

“have recer: itly cornpleted a rehabilitation project compliant s with the Secretary of the [nterior's -

Trentment of Historic Propertics, inparticular the Standards for Rehabilitation, and the California’
Historical Building Code: Recently completed projects shall mean completed in the year pnor
to the appluatwn Eligibility for Historical Property Contracts shall be limited to buildings or.

structures with a pre-coniract assessed valuation of $3,000,000 or less for resideritial buxldmgs,

arid $5,000,000 or less for commertcial or industrial- buildings, unless the mdwldua property is

. grantcd an Lxemphon fmm those lipnits b) the Board of Supemsors

Appllcants whci enter mto a ccmtract Wlth San Franosm and fail to reh ablllra te or maintain . -

‘the property are subject tc the City carcelling the contract and the Assessor collccting the 12,5
. percent of current fair market value peralty agzainst the property.-All property owners must; |

enter into the contract. The attached application has three separate entries for 'wropertv owners
il there are mu[txple I"Ieace aﬁach addmonal sheeats if necessary.




' APPLICATION FOR_

'-'.'E\!Eiils &ci Histerééa Praper&y %g@mraci

1 Owr‘xer f’-pphc ﬁrt lnxorfﬂatm

" ! pRORERTY OWiNER 1 RAHE

U B

SEATY Guiner 1 ocecss

" © FROPERTY OWHER 2 NAME: T TEEeHONE .
S S

 PROPERTY OVWNER SsODRZSE: -

T TELEPRG
¢ 3
o j

- PROPEATY DWNER 3 ADDRESS! T Tana T

’2 Ubjeu Pr ﬂper*v lnforrr ation

G r:x”@w ADDEESS,

" ASSESEOR BLOCKLOTE):

Sy = RE"’HT T AseEssE '"ALUE ONING DISTRICT- -

L Are taxes on all pmperty owned wr'rhm the C|ty and County of San Franc:sco pald to date?
Do you an other property in the Crr,l and County of San Francnscrﬂ '

" Yes, please list the addrssses for alf otfier property ovwned thhm the uty of San ancrsco
ona ‘separate sheet. ' : .

x ProperTy is desugnated as a Ctty Landmark underAmcle 10 of the Plannmg Cotie

C Are there any Dutstandlng enforcemem cases.on ’rhe pmper‘w from th-= San Franusco -
Plannmg Department or the Department of Elurldmg Inspecnon? S

i TelePHoNE: T T

YES (3 -
CYES {7

YES []

YES [

NOCD

' NC‘)A D
No O

- I/we am/are the present owner(s). of the prop-ﬁrtv described above and hereby apply for ar historical propcrty

*contract,

» ‘OWHEI" Sig‘nam're: e Date: -
: d‘v)ne_r Sighaigre:- R L Date:

' '.OVJnerSignaﬁu‘re‘: 7 Date:



3 P"cgrem Prlorl‘y Criteria

“The f following critéria are used to rank apphcatmns Please check the appropriate categenes as they applv to your -
building. Use a separate sheet to explain why your building should be conisideted a priority when awarding a Mills.
Act Hlstonca{ Property Contract. Bmld_mgs that quahfy in'three of the five. categoneq are gwen prror:ty consrderahon :

fv 1. Property meets one of the six crltena for.a quallﬁed historrc property- '

Property is mdr\rldually fisted in the Natlonal Heglster of Hrstorlc Places D yEs 1 NO E‘
o Property is hsted as acontrlbutor toan hlstorlo orstrrct mcluded on the National Regrster ' JYEST] NO D i
. of Historic Plages - : : : s o -
Property is designate_d ae a City L‘andmark‘under Article 10 of the Planning Code . . yes[] NoDd S
Property is deS|gnated asa contrrburory bulldrng to an hrstonc drstnct de.rgnated under : yES 7 NOTd
Artrcle 10 of the Plannmg Code : R
Property is desronated asa Category torll ('=rgmncant) to a oonservatnon district under o YES [J , RO D ‘
Amcle 17 of the Planntng Code : RS
' Property is destgnated asa Category il or IV (Contrrbutor)) to aconcerva’uon dlsmct ,YES 1 NO D
: under Article 11 of the Pianmng Code ‘ . ho o
2. Property falis under the fe!iowmg Property Tax Value Assessments. :
: Residential BUIIdmgS $'? ODO 000 : 7 (R o . YES T3 NOIJ
- Cor.nrriercial Industrial or Mixed Use'Buildihgs: $5,000, 000 : : R YES T NOTT
*h‘ propeny value exceeds these va/ues p/ease comp!ete Part 3 App/rcat/on of Exemptron
»3 Maintenance and Preservatlon Pian :
“A10 Year Preservatlon and Malnterance Plan W|II be submltted detallmg work to be ' yEs '[:g NO [

o performed on the subject property

4 Requrred Standerds

Proposed work will meet the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for the Treatmem of o ’ ;i YES D NO 0.
: Hlstorlc Propemes ar]d/or the California H|stor|c Bundmg Code. P Tl

V*h‘ Yes please detell how the proposed work meets the Seoretary oF Intenor Standards ona separere sheet‘

5. Miils,Ar:t'Tax Savinge: g

Property owner will ensure that a pornon of the Ml[is Acttaxsavmgs will be used to R YES D NO [
nnance the preservatlon rehebllltauon and malntenanoe ofthe property o s

EEERARDISID PUANNING JIFRRT MER ¢.07.22 2210



Ay ‘p!tcahuﬂ fr;u. Ex emp ion from Property T&x ‘«atJa;ion

Ona separate sheet please: epram how your building meets the follomng criteria ard shcmld be exempt from H’n;,

property tax valuations. Also- nﬁddl a copy.of the most recent tax bIH

1. The qualificd hism i prupertv is an exc—“-phonul \:).am]:ﬂe of ard ;tmtural style ar represents a work of a master
architect or is assaciated with the hves of persens important ta local or national history; or :

[

. Granting the exemplion wii‘l assist in the preserwt‘on of a structure (im_ludinsz u‘tuwu.:l aquclior excessive

mainienance requirements) that would otherwise be in da-mr ‘of demiolitior, substantizl alteration or relocation..

A Histaric Stracture Report prepa red for the pro’wrl) is atl?n.ht"'l and

© 3. Granting Lhu_ o3 m\ptmn will-not cause the Lu—nulah‘ e {085 of prope1fv tax revenue o thc Cl ) to exceed $1.000,006

‘annually.

ChAMER

| PRCPERTY ADDRESS: T

By signing below, I/we acl\nuwledgv that I/we amy/are the owner(s) of the structure referenced above and bv applvma
for exemption from the llmnat ons certify, urrdor the pcnaltv of pcr]urv that the mformatmn attached and provxdcd is’

accurate.

Owner.Signamre: L

Owner Signature:

Owner Signatureé:

Planning Depariment Staff Evaluation:

LTHIS éECTON TQ BE COMPLETED EXCLUSIVELY BY PLANNING DEPARTMENT‘ETAFF‘

Cumulative loss of more than $1,000,0007 * vEs O NO [J

Exceptional Sructure? .  yssO no OO
Specific threat to resource7 ves O No (D »
Complets HSA submitted? - vES T3 NO OO

© Date:

Dvatbe:

Déte: 3

‘Percent above limit:
No. of criteria satisfied:

‘Plannar's Initial:




LB, Rehablm tson’Rthoratton/!\famxr—ndnce Plan

Use this form to outline your rehabxhtanan, restoratlon, and maintenance plan Ccpy thls page as necessar; fo
. include all ttems that apply-to your property. Begin by listing recently completed work (if apphcable) and continue -
thh worL you propose to complefe w1th1n the next ten years arr;mgmg in order of pnomty

" Please note that all applicable Cadeq and GllldLI ines apply to all work, mcludmg the Plannmg Code and Bmldmg
Code. If components of the proposed Plan requires approvals by the Historic Preservation Commission, Planning

Comumission, Zoning Administrator, or any vther govemment body, these approvalq miust be secured przor to appl ying, far
n Mills Act Historical P?'OPL rﬁ,' Ctm tract. v o : :

Rehabiiitatioh/Restbr_ati'o_n'/Main’tenanc‘e Scope. -

PROPERTY ADDRESS:

; BUILDING FEATURE?

Fiehab/Flestoratlon D

ONTHACT YEAR WORK COMPLETION.

Pro.bos’ed D L

Mamtenance D

L COST (rcunded lé nearest Elollar)':

SCRIPTION OF WORK:

Rehab/Hestorataon EI L ‘Maintenance [] - . Completed [

GONTF!ACT YEAR WORK COMPLEI'ION :

: TOTAL L.OST (rounde Xo nearesl dollar)

Bk FRENGISSE DLAMRING DEPARTMENT ViTez20




8. Notary Aul«nc:" flacig mig ant Form - -

" The notarized siqnature of the ma]ontv chrcecnfa tive owner or 01\ ners, as esta blt:beu. by deed ar ccmnact of the
: sub)ut prop‘—rt\ or Di’{)p&"’tle‘b is réquired {or Lhe hlmg of ﬂus fPP‘IC?IlL‘!“{ (Adulh-’mai shcciq may be d[‘tn(‘hed )

.- State of California -

Oni__— i i beforsme, ___ S SRR e
BaTE : o B : : IthHTNAMEGFThEGFFIC:R : E T
- NOTARY PUBLIC personally appearsd; R e e,

NEMES] CF SIGNERIS] -

- 'who proved to me on the basis of satisfactary evidence to be the parson(s) who rame(s) isfare subscnbed to
the within instrument and acknowledged to me thiai hie/she/they executed the same in his/harftheir authorized
capacily(ies), and that by his/heriheir signatura(s) on the ingtrurment the parsm{c) or the E'imy upon behalf
of whch the personls) acth execuiecl the instrument.:: .

t L,ertw undnr PENAL‘I‘Y OF PERJUPY under the laws o the State of Calnoma that ihe Toregomg paragraph is
true and correct. : .

WITNESS rﬁy hand and officiad seal.

SIGt-

HATURE

T PLACE NOTARY BEAL ABOVE)
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- 7. Historical Property Tax Adjustment Werkshaet Calculation

The following is an examp]e showing the possible tax benefits to the
historical property owner of an pwner-occupied single-family dwelling. :
This form is a guideline only. Your reduced property tax under a Mills -
AcI' n.ontract is not guaranteed to match this calculaton. -

Determme Annual lﬁceme and Annual Operatfng Expenses

An $800 monthly income less $100 monthly expenses for maintenance,
repairs, insurance, utilities yields a net monthly income of $700.. -
Multiply the net monthly income by 12 months for an annual pet _
iricome of $8,400. {Mortgage. payrncntz. and propertv taxes are not

: ,consxdered expenses.) . .

» ‘Determlne Capltallzation Rate : L .
Ada the followmg tooether to determine the Capxtahzanon Rate:

¥ The in.terest Component is'determhied by the Federal HOusing '
- Finance Board and is based on conventional mortgages. While
this component will vary from year to year, the State Buard of
Equahzatlon has set rhzs at 6. 50% for 7‘009

= The Flistorical Froperty Risk Component of 4 {as prescribéd Ln Sec.
439:2 of the State Revenue and Tax Code) applies to owner-occupied

single-family dwellings. A 2% risk companent apphes to all other
properhes

€ The Pmperty Tax 'Componenf(]?ost—Pmp.-]‘37 of 01 times the
assessment ratio of 100% (1%).

¢ The Amorthatlon Compmertt isa percentag-. equal to the rccxprocal
of the remaining life of the'structure and is set at the discretion of
the County Assessor for each individual property. In this-exampie

the remaining life of a wood frame building is typically 20 years. The -
amortization component is calculated thus' 100% x 1/20=5%, Use 5% -

for your ca_lculatxon

Calculate New A'ssessed Value and Estimated Tax Reduction
The new assessed value is determined by dividing the annualnet

income ($8,400) by the cap1tahzahon rate 1650 ( 16. 5 o) to. amve at the '

new assessed value: of $50 9@9

Lastly, ¢ determine the amount of taxes to be pa1d by takmg 01 (1%) of
the assessed value $50, 909. Coimipare this:with the current property

tax rate for land and improvements only {be sure nol to include voter -

mdebtedans, direct assessments, tax rate areas and specxal dlstncts
items on your tax bﬂl) ' -

“Iny th.ts examplc thc annual property taxes havebeen reduced hy SH‘H '
'.-($1 OOO 3509), an a[,proxlmatelv 50% pro_perl; tax reduction,

EXAMPLE:  °

Singla-\'amiw Dwélling

Currerg Assessed Valua = $100.000
. i Estimated Monthiy Rermt =~ 5800

To arrive at the Capmaf’ zation Rate add the
' componenls as such:: : )

85%

" Interest Componem ‘

Historical Property Bisk. Compunanl 4.0%
Froperty Tax Componenit 1.0%
Amoriizalion Component 5.0%

. CAPITALIZATION RATE " 168% -

e Cune;'rl Qenuél levy pmﬁeny tax: »
o Orlglnal Assessed Valuation o 5106,0_00
U TaxRate L

- CUBREN’T PROPEBT\' TAXES

 Milts Act pf(:p_sért)" tax

| $1,000

" §50,909

. ‘New Assessed Valiue
TexRate .| EL
$509

- MILLS ACT PHOPEHTY TAXES



'Héstafic f roperw Tak Ac;uqtr*:cm\;\’or (sheet Gmd@

: PROPERTY'ADDRESSV:

_STEP1: Det_erminekﬂnual income of Property.

.. 1. Monthly Rental Income - Y S : For owner-occupled properties estimale’a monthly rental income. ‘
: . . S N . - Inciude all potential sources of income (iming, adverhsing, pnoto
¢ shoots, billboard rentals, etc.j. :

-2 Annual Rental Income  ~ § Muttiply Line 1 by 12

: 8. Insurance

4 Utllltles ’ o - 'E $ o . N ) Water, Gas, Electrc, ete

: Mamhenance 1ncluﬂe= F’armng plumblng, elecmcal gardemng
3 claaning. mechanizal, healing repairs; and structural Tapairs.

-5 Maintenance* . - . §

i Secunty services, eic. Provme breakdown on separate sheet,

g T . Add Uines 3 fhrough 7

- lf calc.:lahnu Tor commercial property provige tﬁe 1cllcwlng back-up docu‘r\emailon where appﬁcable }
- Rent Roll {inciude rent for on-site manage:'s umt as income i apphcable) : :
-+ Maintenancs Records (provids detailed braak-town; alf costs should be recurTing annualty)
"+ Management Expenses (includa expense of ori-site. r‘.anager S Lt and 5% oﬁ site rnanagerncntfee “and descnbe cthermanagernem costs
. Provide breakdown on saparate shest.) . .
©t Annuat operanng expenses do not |n:|ude mor‘gage payneﬂts prcparty taxes ceplenon charges, ccrporate MNComs taxes a(lnterest on 1und5 lnvas‘tad n t‘he pmpeﬂy

' STEP 3: Determine Ahhual Net »inc'om'e

. Net Operatmg Income * Line 2 minus Line 8




|

i STEP 4: Deletmine Capitalization Rate

(Reciprocal of fie of pioperty

' 14. Capitalization Rate

Milis Act Assessed Valiie

General tax Ieily only ~do net inciug
. other diféct assessments :
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Applization Checklist to be Subrnitted with all Materials

" Utilize this list to ensure a complete application package is submitted.

- Histbricai Property Contr'act Ap;ﬂiéatian :
‘Have all ane_rs signed and dated the appliéatio_n?

CYEs[ NO[I

(a3

10

Priority Consideration Criteria Worksheet :

E E'eﬁébvi_lit»a{i'on/.Réstérart‘iér"i‘,’h.flairrttenaﬁée Plan :

' Site Plai
. Btreet nEme(s), north arrow and dimehsions? S

YES O NO _D'V ’

Have three priorities been, checked and adeqg uataly justified?

_Exehjpﬁpn' Fbrm & Historic Structure Report YES ﬂ ” NO [} |

Requiired for Residential properties with an assessed value over $3,000,000 and

... Commercial/industrial properties with an assessed value over $5,000.000

'thary Acknowledgement Form . - o R S o YEAEVB .D NOD
Is the Acknowledgement Form complete? ) ' : :
Do the signatures match the names and capacities of signers?

, , ‘ : YES ] MO
Use this form 1o identify the Rehabilitation, Restoration and Maintenance scopes of
wark that are needed by the property. :

‘ Identify the contract year in which each itern is to be,co'rnpleted ({e.g. Year 1, Year 2). All

work should be completed by Year 10. To qualify for allowable work under the Contract;

- only wark completed within the last year should be identified as Completed, .

- Historical Property Tax Adjustment Workshest T YEsO NO[]
Did you,provid-:- back-uﬁ doc_umemaﬁoh {for commer_‘cialﬂp‘roperty onfy)?: ’ A ‘

Photographic Dpcumentét‘ign s § e . itapned YESDNOE

Have you provided both interior and exterior images? -

Are the images prapetly labeled? i

D wn

Does your site plan show all buildings on the property including lot béuﬁdary lines,
_ SRR _ YESJ No[J
Did you include a copy of your most recenttax bill? .~ - LT

Payment Yes[J No [

Did you include a-chéck‘payable to the San Francisco Planning Depa’ftment?
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