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AMENDED IN BOARD
FILE NO. 150790 11/3/2015 ORDINANCE NO.

[Planning Code - Establishing a New Citywide Transportation Sustainability Fee]

Ordinance amending the'Plannfng Code by establishing a new citywide Transportation
Sustainability Fee and suspending application of the existing Transit Impact |
Development Fee, with some exceptions, as long as the Transportation Sustainability
Fee 'remains operative; amending Section 401 to add definitions reflecting these
changes; amending Section 406 to clarify affordable housing and homeless shelfer
exemptions from the Transportation Sustainability Fee; making conforming
amendmen’gs to the Area Plan fees in Planning Code, Article 4; affirming the Planning
Department’s determination under the California Environmental Quality Act, and
making findings, including general findings, findings of public hecessity, convenience
and welfare, and findihgs of consistency with the General Plan, and the eight priority

policies of Planning Code Section 101.1.

NOTE: Unchanged Code text and uncodified text are in plain Arial font.
Additions to Codes are in szn,qle underlzne ztalzcs Times New Roman font.
Deletions to Codes are in
Board amendment additions are in double—underllned Arial font.
Board amendment deletions are in
Asterisks (* * * *)indicate the omission of unchanged Code

_ subsections or parts of tables.

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

Section 1. Findings. The Board of Supervisors of the City and County of San
Francisco hereby finds and determines that:

(a)  The Planning Department has determined that the actions contemplated in this
ordinance comply with the California Environmental Quality Act ('Califofnia Public Resources

Code Section 21000 et seq.). Said determination is on file with the Clerk of the Board of

Mayor Lee, Supervisors Wiener, Breed, Christensen, Cohen
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Supervisors in File No. 150790 and is incorporated herein by reference. The Board affirms
this determination. |

(b)  On September 10, 2015, the Planning Commission, in Resolution No. 19454,
adopted findings that the actions contemplated in this ordinance are consistent, on balance,
with the City’'s General Plan and eight priority policies of Planning Code Section 101.1. The
Board adopts these findings as its own. A copy of said Resolution is on file with the Clerk of
the Board of Supervisors in File No. 150790, and is incorporated herein by reference.

(c) On Septémber 10, 2015, the Planning Commission, in Resolution No. 19454, .
approved this legislation, recommended it for adoption by the Board of Supervisors, and
adopted findings that it will serve the public necessity, convenience and welfare. Pursuant to
Planning Code Sécﬁon 302, the Board adopts these findings as its own. A copy of said
Resolution is on file with the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors in File No. 150790, and is

incorporated by reference herein.

Section 2. The Planning Code is hereby amended by adding Sections 411A, 411A.1,
411A.2, 411A.3, 411A.4, 411A.5, 411A.6, 411A.7, and 411A.8, and 411A.9, to read as

follows:

SEC. 4114. TRANSPORTATION SUSTAINABILITY FEE.

Sections 411A.1 through 411A4.8 (hereafter referred to collectively as “Section 4114”) set forth

the requirements and procedures for the Transportation Sustainabz’litv Fee (“TSF”).

SEC. 4114.1. FINDINGS.

(a) In 1981, San Francisco (“the City”) endcz‘ed Ordinance No. 224-81, imposing a Transit

1 Impact Development Fee (“TIDF”) on new office development in the downtown area. The TIDF wds

based on studies showing that the development of new office uses places a burden on the City’s transit

Mayor Lee, Supervisors Wiener, Breed, Christensen, Cohen .
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system, especially in the downtown area of San Francisco during commute hours, known as "peak

periods."”

b) The City later amended the TIDF. and made it applicable to non-residential

Development Projects citywide, recognizing that development has transportation impacts across the

City’s transportation networtk,

(c) Starting in 2009, the City and the San Francisco County Transportation Authority

worked to develop the concept of a comprehensive citywide transportation fee and supporting nexus

study (the “TSF Nexus Study”). The fee would offset impacts of Development Projects, both residential

and non-residential, on the City’s transportation network, including impacts on transportation

infrastructure that support pedestrian and bicycle travel. The Nexus Study is on file with the Clerk of

the Board of Supervisors in File No. 150790, and is incorporated herein by reference.

(d)  The TSF Nexus Study concluded that all new land uses in San Francisco will generate

an-increased demand for transportation infrastructure and services, and recommended that the TSF

apply ﬁ) both residential and non-residential Development Projects in the City. While the Nexus
Study found that all new land uses in San Francisco will generate this increased demand for
transportation, the Board finds that it is in the public interest to exempt some uses from
payment of the fee, in order {o promote other important City policies and priorities, such as
affordable housing, small businesses and charitable organizations. The Board finds that
Hospital projects, however, are generally of such scope and size that they create'a substantial

demand for transportation infrastructure and services, and therefore, thevy should contribute to
the TSF to meet this demand. . o

(e) In accordance with the TSF Nexus Study, Section 4114 imposes a citywide

transportation fee, the TSF, which will allow the San Francisco Municipal Transporiation Agency

(“SEMTA”) and other regional transportation agencies serving San Francisco to meet the demand

penerated by new development and thus maintain their existing level of service. Section 4114 will

Mayor Lee, Supervisors Wiener, Breed, Christensen, Cohen
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require sponsors of Development Projects in the City to pay a fee that is reasonably related to the

financial burden such projects impose on the City. This financial burden is measured by the cost that
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will be incurred by SFMTA and other transportation agencies serving San Francisco to meet the

»

demand for transit capital maintenance, transit capital facilities and fleet, and pedestrian and bicycle

infrastructure (also referred to as “complete streets” infrastructure) created by new development

throughout the City,

15 The TSF Nexus Study justifies charging fee rates higher than those Section 4114

-imposes. The rates imposed herein take into consideration the recommendations of a TSF Economic

Feasibility Study that the City prepared in conjunction with TSF. The TSF Economic Feasibility Study

took into account the impact of the TSF on the feasibility b[ development, throughout the City. The TSF

Economic Feasibility Study is on file with the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors in File No. 150790

and is incorporated herein by reference.

(g) __ The fee rates charged herein are no higher than necessary to cover the reasonable costs

of providing transporiation infrastructure and service to the population associated with the new

Development Projects, such as residents, visitors, employees and customers. The TSF will provide

revenue that is significantly below the costs that SFMTA and other transit providers will incur to

 mitigate the transportation infrastructure and service needs resulting from the Development Projects.

h) The TSF is an efficient and equitable method of providing funds to mitigate the

transportation demands imposed on the City by new Development Projects.

(i) Based on the above findings and the TSF Nexus Study, the City determines that the TSF

satisfies the requirements of California Government Code Section 66001 et seq. ("the Mitigation Fee

Act"), as follows:

(1) The purpose of the TSF is to help meet the demands imposed on the City's

transportation system by new Development Projects.

Mayor Lee, Supervisors Wiener, Breed, Christensen, Cohen ]
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2) Funds from collection of the TSF will be used to meet the demand for transit

capital maintenance, transit capital facilities and fleet, and pedestrian and bicycle infrastructure

generated by new development in the City.

(3) There is a reasonable relationship between the proposed uses of the TSF and the

impacts of Development Projects subject to the TSF on the transportation system in the City,

4) There is a reasonable relationship between the types of Development Projects on

which the TSF will be imposed and the need to fund transportation system improvements.

(5) There is a reasonable relationship between the amount of the TSF to be imposed

on Development Projects and the impact on transit resulting from such projects.

SEC. 4114.2. DEFINITIONS.

See Section 401 of this Article 4 for definitions of terms applicable to-this Section 4114, In

addition, the following abbreviations are used throughout Section 4114: TIDF (Transit Impact

Development Fee): TSF (Transportation Sustainability F ee).

SEC. 4114.3. APPLICATION OF TSF.

(a) Except as provided in Subsection (b), the TSF shall apply to any Development Project in

the City that results in:

) More than twenty new dwelling units;

2) New group housing facilities, or additions of 800 gross square feet or more to an

existing group housing facility;

3) New construction of a Non-Residential e+RBR use in excess 0f 800 gross

square feet, or additions of 800 square feet or more to an existing Non-Residential or-PDR use; or

m New construction of a PDR use in excess of 1,500 gross square feet, or
additions of 1,500 square feet or more to an existing PDR use; or

Mayor Lee, Supervisors Wiener, Breed, Christensen, Cohen o
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(45) Change or Replacement of Use, such that the rate charged for the new use is

higher than the rate charged _for the existing use, regardless of whether the existing use previously paid

the TSF or TIDF.

) Exemptions: Nomithstandz'n'z Subsection (a), the TSF shall not apply to the following:

(1) City projects. Development Projects on property owned by the City, except for

that portion of a Development Project that may be developed by a private sponsor and not intended to

be occupied by the City or other agency or entity exempted under Section 4114, in which case the TSF

shall apply only to such non-exempted portion. Development Projects on property owned by a private

person or entity and leased to the City shall be subject to the fee, unless such Development Project is

otherwise exempted under Section 411A.

(2) ___Redevelopment Projects and Projects with Development Agreements.

Development Projects in a Redevelopment Plan Ared or in an area covered by a Development

Agreement in existence at the time a building or site permit is issued for the Development Project, fo

the extent payment of the TSE would be inconsistent with such Redevelopment Plan or Developmem"

Agreement.

3) Projects of the United States. Development Projects located on property owned

by the United States or any of its agencies to be used exclusively for governmental purboses.

(4) Projects of the State of California. Development Projects located on property

owned by the State of California or any of its agencies to be used exclusively for governmental

-

DUFDOSES.

(5) Affordable Housing Projects. Affordable housing, pursuant to the provisions of

Planning Code Section 406(b), other than that required by Planning Code Sections 415 or 419 et seq.,

or any units that trigeer a Density Bonus under California Government Code Sections 65915-65918,

6) Small Busihesses. Each Change of Use from PDR to Non-Residential, or

expansion of an existing PDR or Non-Residential use through an addition that adds new gross floor

Mayor Lee, Supervisors Wiener, Breed, Christensen, Cohen : :
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area to an existing building, shall be exempt from the TSF, provided that: (4) the gross square footage

of the resulting individual unit of PDR or Non-Residential use is not greater than 5,000 gross square

feet, and. (B) the resulting use is not a Formula Retail use, as defined in Section 303.1 of this Code. This
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exemption shall not apply fto new construction or Replacement of Use.

(7) Charitable Exemptions.

(4) The TSF shall not apply to any portion of a project located on a property

or portion of a property that will be exempt from real property taxation or possessory interest taxation

under California Constitution, Article XIII Section 4, as implemenied by California Revenue and

Taxation Code Section 214. However, any Hospital Pest-Secondary-Educationallnstitution that

requires an Institutional Master Plan under Section 304.5 of the Planning Code shall not be eligible for

this charitable exemption.

(EB) _Any project receiving a Charitable Exemption shall maintain its tax

exempt status, as applicable, for at least 10 years after the issuance of its Certiﬁcate of Final

Completion. If the property or portion thereof loses its tax exempt status within the 10-year period, then

the property owner shall be required to pay the TSF that was previously exempted. Such payment shall

be required within 90 days of the property losing its tax exempt status.

BC) Ifaproperty owner fails to pay the TSF' within the 90-day period. a

notice for request of payment shall be served by the Development Fee Collection Unit at DBI under

Section 107A4.13 of the San Francisco Building Code. Thereafter. upon nonpayment, a lien proceeding

Mayor Lee, Supervisors Wiener, Breed, Christensen, Cohen : .
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shall be instituted under Section 408 of this Article and Section 1074.13.15 of the San Francisco
Building Code.

(ED) The Zoning Administrator shall approve and order the recordation of a

Notice in the Official Records of the Recorder of the City and County of San Francisco for the subject

property prior fo the issuance of a building or site permit. This Notice shall state the amount of the TSF

exempted per this subsection (b)(7). It shall also state the requirements and provisions of subsections

(BU7)AB) and (b)(7)(C) above.

(c) Timing of Payment. The TSF shall be paid at the time of and in no event later than when

the City issues a first construction document, with an option for the project sponsor to defer payment fo

prior to issuance of the first certificate of occupancy upon aereeing to pay a deferral surcharge in

accordance with Section 1074.13.3 of the San Francisco Building Code.

Mayor Lee, Supervisors Wiener, Breed, Christensen, Cohen
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(ed)  Application of the TSF to Projects in the Approval Process at the Effective Date of

Section 4114. The TSF shall apply to Development Projects that are in the approval process at the

effective date of Section 4114, except as modified below:

(1) Projects that have a Development Application approved before the effective date

of this Section shall not be subject to the TSF, but shall be subject to the TIDF af the rate applicable

per Planning Code Sections 411.3(e) and 409, as well as any other applicable fees.

(2) Projects that have filed a Development Application or environmental review

application on or before the-effective-date-of this-Section July 21, 2015, but and have not

received approval of any such application, shali be subject to the TSF as follows:

(4) . Residential Uses subject to the TSF shall pay 50% of the applicable

residential TSF rate, as well as any other applicable fees.

(B) The Non-residential or PDR portion of any project shall be subject to the

TIDF and pay the applicable TIDF rate per Planning Code Sections 411.3(e) and 409, as well as any

other applicable fees.

3 Projects that have not filed a Development Application or environmental

review application after-before July 242, 2015, and file the firgt such application on or after
July 22, 2015, and have not received agQrO\'/al of any such application, shall be subject to the
TSF as follows: : .
- (A) Residential Uses subiect to the TSF shall pay 100% of the
applicable residential TSF rate, as well as any other applicable fees.

(B) The Non-residentia| or PDR portion of any project shall be subject
to the TIDF and pay the applicable TIDF rate per Planning Code Sections 411.3(e) and 409,

Mayor Lee, Supervisors Wiener, Breed, Christensen, Cohen
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(e) _ Effect.of TSF on TIDF and Development Subject to TIDF.

) The provisions of this Section 4114 are intended to supersede the provisions of

Section 411 et seq. as to new development in the City as of the effective date of Section 4114, except as

stated below. The provisions of Section 411 et seq. are hereby suspended, with the following

exceptions.

(4) Section 411 et seq. shall remain operative and effective with respect to

any Redevelopment Plan, Development Agreement_Interagency Cooperation Agreement, or any other

agreement entered into by the City, the former Redevelopment Agency or the Successor Agency to the

Redevelopment Agency, that is valid and effective on the effective date of Section 4114, and that by its

terms would preclude the application of Section 4114, and instead allow for the application of Section

411 etseq. -

(B) Section 411 et seq. shall remain operative and effective with respect to

Development Projects that are in the approval process as of the effective date of Section 4114, and for

which the TIDF is imposed as set forth in Section 4114.3(ed).

(C) Section 41 J et seq. shall remain operative and effective with respect to

imposition and collection of the TIDF for any new deve?oument for which a Development Application

was approved prior to the effective date of Section 4114, and for which TIDF has not been paid.

(2) Notwithstanding subsection (fe)(l) above, if the City Attorney certifies in writing

to the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors that a court has determined that the provisions of Section 41 14

are invalid or unenforceable in whole or substantial part, the provisions of Section 411 shall no longer

be suspended and shall become operative as of the effective date of the court ruling. In that event, the

City Attorney shall cause to be prz'm‘ed appropriate notations in the Planning Code indicating that the

provisions of Section 4114 are suspended, and the provisions of Section 411 are no longer suspended.

(3) The City Attorney’s certification referenced in subsection (fe)(2) above shall be

superseded if the City Attorney thereafter certifies in writing to the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

Mayor Lee, Supervisors Wiener, Breed, Christensen, Cohen .
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that the provisions of Section 4114 are valid and enforceable in whole or in substantial part because

the court decision referenced in subsection (fe)(2) has been reversed. overturned, invalidated, or

otherwise rendered inoperative with respect to Section 4114. In that event. the provisions of Section

4114 shall no longer be suspended and shall become operative as of the date the court decision no

longer governs, and the provisions of Section 411 shall be suspended except as specified in Section

411A4. Further, the City Attorney shall cause to be printed appropriate notations in the Planning Code

indicating the same.

SEC. 4114.4. CALCULATION OF TSF.

(a) Calculation. The TSF shall be calculated on the basis of the number of gross square feet

of the Development Project, multinlied by the TSF rate in effect at the issuance of the First

Constructiori Document for each of the applicable land use categories within the Development Project,

as provided in the Fee Schedule set forth in Section 4114.5, except as provided in subsections (b) and

(c), below. An accessory use shall be charged at the same rate as the underlying use to which it is

accessory. In reviewing whether a Development Project is subject to the TSF, the project shall be

considered in its entirety. A project sponsor shall not seek multiple applications for building permits to

evade paving the TSF for a single Development Project.

(b) Change or Replacement of Use. When calculating the TSF for a development project in

which there is a Change or Replacemeni‘ of Use such that the rate charged for the new land use

categoiy is higher than the rate charged for the category of the existing legal land use, the TSF per

square foot rate shall be the difference between the rate charged for the new and the existing use.

(c) Calculation Method for Residential Uses. Areas of Residential use within a project
that creates no more than 99 dwelling units shall pay the fee listed in Table 411A.5. When a

project creates more than 99 dwelling units, the fees for areas of Residential use shall be
calculated as follows: The number of dwelling units greater than 99 shall be divided by the

Mayor Lee, Supervisors Wiener, Breed, Christensen, Cohen
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N D N N NN - A cd s e e el el A A
Cﬂ-l}-wl\J—-\O(O‘CD\l@Cﬂ-h_wl\)—*

O W 0 N OO o A W N

total number of dwelling units created to determine the proportion of the project represented
by those dwelling units. The resulting quotient shall be multiplied by the total gross floor area

of Residential use in the project. The resulting product represents the number of gross square
feet of Residential use in the project that is subject to the higher fee rate in Table 411A.5 for

dwelling units above 99. The remainder of gross square feet of Residential use in the project

is subject to the lower fee rate in Table 411A.5 for dwelling units at or below 99,

SEC. 4114.5. TSF SCHEDULE.

Development Projects subject to the TSF shall pay the following fees, as adjusted annually in

accordance with Planning Code Section 409(b).

Table 411A.5. TSF Schedule

Land Use Categories TSF Per Gross Square Foot (gsf)
- of Development Project
Residential, 21-99 units ' ' $ 7.74 for all gsf of Residential use in the

first 99 dwelling units (see Section
411A.4(c) above).

Residential, ary-all units above 99 units 8.74 for all gsf of Residential use in all

dwelling units at and above the 100% unit
(see Section 411A.4(c) above).
Non-Residential, 800-99.999 gsf $ 18.04 for all 'gé,f of Non-Residential uses
less than 100.000 gsf. |

Non-Residential, any-all gsf above 99,999 $ 19.04 for all gsf of Non-Residential use
gsf ' greater than 99,999 gsf,

Mayor Lee, Supervisors Wiener, Breed, Christensen, Cohen
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Production, Distribution and Repair 3761

SEC. 4114.6. TSF EXPENDITURE PROGRAM

As set forth in the TSF Nexus Study, on file with the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors File No.

. TSF funds may only be used to reduce the burden imposed by Development Projects on

the City's transportation system. Expenditures shall be allocated as follows, giving priority to specific

projects identified in the different Area Plans:

Table 4114.64. TSF Expenditure Program

Transit Capital Maintenance

Subtotal : 61%

Transit Service Expansion & Reliability Improvements — San Francisco

Subtotal ' 32%

Transit Service Expansion & Reliability Improvements — Regional Transit

Providers

Subtotal 2%

Complete Streets (Bicycle and Pedestrian) Improvements

Subtotal 3%
Program Administration 2%
%

Total - ‘ : 100.0

Within the Rincon Hill Community Improvements Program Area, per Planning Code Section

418 and the Visitacion Valley Fee Area, per Planning Code Section 420, expenditures shall be

allocated as follows:

Maybr Lee, Supervisors Wiener, Breed, Christensen, Cohen
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Table 411A4.6B. TSF Expenditure Program in Rincon Hill and Visitacion Valley

Transit Capital Maintenance

Subtotal | | 1%

Transit Service Expansion & Reliability Improvements — San Francisco

Subtotal ' . ‘ 35%

Transit Service Expansion & Reliability Improvements — Regional Transit

Providers

Subtotal 2%
Complete Streets (Bicycle and Pedestrian) Improvements

Subtotal 0%
Program Administration 2%
Total 100.0%

SEC. 4114.7. TSF FUND

Money received from collection of the TSF, including earnings from investments of the TSF,

shall be held in trust by the Treasurer of the City and County of Sarn. Francisco under California

Government Code Section 66006 of the Mitigation Fee Act. It shall be distributed according to the

fiscal and budgetary provisions of the San Francisco Charter and the Mitigation Fee Act. subject to the

followine conditions and limitations. As reasonably necessary to mitigate the impacts of new

éi’evelopment on the City’s public transportation system, TSF funds may be used to fund transit capital

maintenance projects, transit capital facilities and fleet, and complete streets (pedestrian and bicycle)

infrastructure. These expenditures may include, but are not limited to: capital costs associated with

| establishing new transit routes, expanding transit routes, and increasing service on existing transit

routes. including, but not limited ro, procurement of related items such as rolling stock._and design and

Mayor Lee, Supervisors Wiener, Breed, Christensen, Cohen
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construction of bus shelters, stations, tracks, and overhead wires; capital or maintenance costs

required to add revenue service hours or enhanced capacity to existing routes; capital costs of

pedestrian and bicycle facilities, including, but not limited to, sidewalk paving and widening,

pedestrian and bicycle signalization of crosswalks or intersection, bicycle lanes within street right-of~

way, physical protection of bicyele facilities from motorized traffic,_ bike sharing, bicycle parking, and

traffic calming. Proceeds from the TSF may also be used to administer, enforce, or defend Section

4114,

SEC. 4114.8. FIVE THREE YEAR REVIEW OF ECONOMIC FEASIBILITY STUDY.

Every five three years, or sooner if requested by the Mayor, the Planning Commission, or
the Board of Supervisors, the SEMTA shall update the TSF Economic Feasibility Study. This update

shall analyze the impact of the TSF on the feasibility of development. throughout the City. This update

Shqll be in addition to the five-vear evaluation of all development fees mandated by Section 410 of this

Code.

SEC. 411A.9. FURTHER STUDY OF ECONOMIC FEASIBILITY.
The Controller and the Planning Department shall study the feasibility of creating a

variable impact fee structure based on economic feasibility of projects in different areas of the
City, and report back to the Board of Supervisors within six months of the effective date of this

Ordinance No.

Section 3. The Planning Code is hereby amended by amending Section 411, to read
as follows:

SEC. 411. TRANSIT IMPACT DEVELOPMENT FEE.

Mayor Lee, Supervisors Wiener, Breed, Christensen, Cohen
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(a) Sections 411.1 through 411.9, hereafter referred to as Section 411.1 et seq., set
forth the requirements and procedures for the TIDF. The effective date of these requirements
shall be the date the requirements were originally effective or were subsequently modified,
whichever applies. | ‘

(b) Partial Suspension of Section 411 et seq. In accordance with Planning Code Section

41]4.3(e), the provisions of Section 4114 are intended, with certain exceptions, to supersede the

provisions of Section 411 et seq., as to new development in the City as of the effective date of Section

41]A. Accordingly, Section 4114.3(e) suspends, with certain exceptions. the operation of Section 411

et seq., and states the circumstances under which such suspension shall be lifted.

Section 4. The Planning Code is hereby amended by revising Section 401, to read as
follows: , ‘
SEC. 401. DEFINITIONS.

ok k ok k

“Area Plan Impact Fee” shall mean a development impact fee collected by the City to mitieate

impacts of new development in the Area Plans of the San Francisco General Plan, under Article 4 of

the Planning Code.

* % % *

“Development Application” shall mean any application for a building permit, site permiit,

Conditional Use, Variance, Large Project Authorization, or any application pursuant to Planning Code

Sections 309, 309.1, or 322.

* * % K

“Hope SF Project Area’ shall mean an area owned by or previously owned by the San

Francisco Housing Authority that is currently undergoing, or planned to undergo redevelopment,

whereby existing affordable dwelling units will be replaced, new affordable housing units will be
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constructed, and markel-rate unils may be constructed as a means to cross-subsidize newly needed

infrastructure and affordable units. Hope SF Project Area shall include the Hunters View project,

which is located within the Hunters View Special Use District, the Potrero Térrace and Annex, Project,

which includés Assessor’s Block 4367, Lots 004 and 0044 Block 42204, Lot 001, Block 4222, Lot 001

and Block 4223, Lot 001 and the Sunnydale / Velasco Project, which includes Assessor’s Blbck 6310,

Lot 001; Block 6311, Lot 001: Block 6312, Lot 001 Block 631 3, Lot 001: Block 6314, Lot 001; and

Block 6315, Lot 001.

Section 5. The Planning Code is hereby amended by revising Section 406, to read as
follows: |

SEC. 406. WAIVER, REDUCTION, OR ADJUSTMENT OF DEVELOPMENT
PROJECT REQUIREMENTS. |

(a) Waiver or Reduction Based on Absence of Reasonable Relationship.

(1) The sponsor of any development project subject to a developm.ent fee or
development impact requirement imposed by this Article may appeal to the Board of |
Supervisors for a reduction, adjustment, or waivér of the requirement based upon the absence
of any reasonable relationship or nexus between the impact of development and either the
amount of the fee charged or the on-site requirement. , ,

(2) Any appeal authorized by this Section shall be made in writing and filed with
the Clerk of the Board no later than 15 days after the date the Department or Commission
takes final action on the project approval that assesses the requirement. The appeal shall set
forth in detail the factual and legal basis for the claim of waiver, reduction, or adjustment.

(3) The Bpard of Supervisors shall consider the appeél at a public hearing within
60 days after the filing of the appeal. The appellant shall bear the burden of presenting

substantial evidence to support the appeal, including comparable technical information to

Mayor Lee, Supervisors Wiener, Breed, Christensen, Cohen
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support appellant's position. The decision of the Board shall be by a simple majority vote and
shall be final.

(4) If a reduction, adjustment, or waivex; is granted, any change in use within the
project shall invalidate the waiver, adjustment, or reduction of the fee or inclusionary
requirement. If the Board grants a reduction, adjustment or waiver, the Clerk of the Board
shall promptly transmit the nature and extent of the reduction, adjustment or waiver to the
Developmént Fee Collection Unit at DBI and the Unit shall modify the Project Development
Fee Report to reflect the change.

(b) Waiver or Reduction, Based on Housing Affordability.

(1) An affordable housing unit shall receive a waiver from the Rincon Hill
Community Infrastructure Impact Fee, the Market and Octavia Community Improvements
Impact Fee, the Eastern Neighborhoods Infrastructure Impact Fee, the Balboa Park Impact

Fee, and the Visitacion Valley Community Facilities and Infrastructure Impact Fee,_and the

Transportation Sustainability Fee, if the affordable housing unit:

(A) is affordable to a household at or below 80% of the Area Median Income (as
published by HUD), including units that qualify as replacement Section 8 units under the
HOPE SF program; |

(B) is subsidized by MOH, the San Francisco Housing Authority, and/or the San
Francisco Redevelopment Agency; and ' '

| (C) is subsidized in a manner which maintains its affordability for a term no less
than 55 years, whether it is é rental or ownership opportunity. Project sponéors must
demonstrate to the Planning Department staff that a governmental agency will be enforcing
the term of affordability and reviewing performance and service plans as necessary.
(2) Projects that meet the requirements of this subsection are eligfble fora 100

percent fee reduction until an alternative fee schedule is published by the D.epartment.

Mayor Lee, Supervisors Wiener, Breed, Christensen, Cohen
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(3) Projects that are located within a HOPE SF Project Area are eligible for a 100 percent

fee reduction from the TSF. applicable both to the affordab?e housing units and the market-rate units

© oo ~N o g A~ W N

within such projects, and to any Non-Residential or PDR uses. Projects within a HOPE SF Project

Area agre otherwise subject to all other applicable fees per Article 4 of the Planning Code.

(4) Residential uses within projects where gll residential units are affordable to households

at or below 150% of the Area Median Income (as published by HUD) shall not be subject to the TSF.

Non-residential and PDR uses within those projects shall be subject to the TSF. All uses shall be

subject to all other applicable fees per Article 4 of the Planning Code.

(35) This waiver clause shall not be applied to units built as part of a developer's
efforts to meet the requirements of the Inclusionary Affordable Housing Program, arsd-Sections

415 or 419 of this Code—or any units that trigger a Density Bonus under California Government

Code Sections 65915-65918.

(c) Waiver for Homeless Shelters. A Homeless Shelter, as defined in Section 102 of
this Code, is not required to pay'.the Rincon Hill Community Infrastructure Impact Fee, the
Transit Center District Impact Fees, the Market and Octavia Community Improvements Impact
Fee, the Eastern Neighborhqods Infrastructure Impact Fee, the Balboa Park Impact Fee, and

the Visitacion Valley Community Facilities and Infrastructure Impact Fee- and the Transportation

Sustainability Fee.

(d) Woaiver Based on Duplication of Fees. The City shall make every effort not to
assess duplicative fees on new development. In general, project sponsors are only eligible for
fee waivers under this Subsection if a contribution to another fee program would result in a
d'uplication of charges for a particular type of Acommunity infrastructure. The Department shall
publish a schedule annually of all known opportunities for waivers and reductions under this
clause, including the specific rate. Requirements under Section 135 and 138 of this Code do

not qualify for a waiver or reduction. Should future fees pose a duplicative charge, such as a

Mayor Lee, Supervisors Wiener, Breed, Christensen, Cohen
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Citywide open space or childcare fee, the same methodology shall apply and the Department

shall update the schedule of waivers or reductions accordingly.

Section 6. The Planning Code is hereby amended by revising Section 410, to read as

follows:
SEC. 410. COMPREHENSIVE FIVE-YEAR EVALUATION OF ALL DEVELOPMENT
FEES AND DEVELOPMENT IMPACT REQUIREMENTS. ‘

Commencing on July 1, 2011, and every five fiscal years thereafter in conjunction with
the Annual Citywide Development Fee and Development Impact Requirements Report
described in Section 409, above, the Director and the Controller shall jointly prepare and
publish a comprehensive report on the status of compliance With this Article, compliance of
any development fees in this Article with the California Mitigation Fee Act, Government Cdde
section 86001 et seq., including making specific findings regarding any unexpended funds,

the efficacy of existing development fees and development impact requirements in mitigating

the impacts of development projects, and the economic impaéts of existing development fees

and development impact requirements on the financial feasibility of projects and housing

affordability in particular,_taking into account, to the extent possible, the feasibility of the fees
in different areas of the City-reighberheeds. In such report, the Director and Controller may

recommend any changes in the formulae or requirements or enforcement of any area-specific
or Citywide development fee or development impact requiremént in this Code, prepare
additional economic impact studies on such changes or recommend that additional nexus
studies or financial féasibility analyses be done, to improve the efficacy of such fees or
requirements in mitigating development impacts or to reduce any unintended deleterious

economic or social effects associated with such fees or requirements. In making their joint

Mayor Lee, Supervisors Wiener, Breed, Christensen, Cohen
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report and recommendations, the Director and the Controller shall consult with the Directors of
OEWD, MOH, the MTA, or other agency Whosé fees are affected and shall coordinate the
réport required by this Section with any other developmerlt fee evaluations and reports that
this Article requires to be performed. The Director and the Controller shall present the Report
to the Commission at a public hearing and to the Land Use & Economic Development

Committee of the Board of Supervisors at a separate public hearing.

Section 67. The Planning Code is hereby amended by revising Sections 418.3, 420.3
and 424.7.2, to read as follows:

SEC. 418. RINCON HILL COMMUNITY IMPROVEMENTS FUND AND SOMA
COMMUNITY STABILIZATION FUND.

* k k%

SEC. 418.3. APPLICATION.

(c) Fee Calculation for the Rincon Hill Community Infrastructure Impact Fee. For
development projects for which the Rincon Hill Community Infrastructure Impact Fee is
applicable:

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

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

Schedule in Table 418.3B. -

Mayor Lee, Supervisors Wiener, Breed, Christensen, Cohen
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SEC. 420. VISITATION VALLEY COMMUNITY FACILITIES AND
INFRASTRUCTURE FEE AND FUND.

SEC. 420.3 APPLICATION OF VISITACION VALLEY COMMUNITY
IMPROVEMENTS FACILITIES AND INFRASTRUCTURE FEE

* % % %

SEC. 424.7. TRANSIT CENTER DISTRICT TRANSPORTATION AND STREET

IMPROVEMENT IMPACT FEE AND FUND.

* % k%

'SEC. 424.7.2. APPLICATION OF TRANSIT CENTER DISTRICT
TRANSPORTATION AND STREET IMPROVEMENT IMPACT FEE.

(c) Fee Calculation for the Transit Center District Transportation and Street
Improve_ment Impact Fee. For development préjeots for which the Transit Center District
Transportation and Street lmprovemént Impact Fee is applicable the corresponding fee for net
addition of gross square feet is listed in Table 424.7A. Where.development project includes
more thgn one land use, the overall proportioh of each use relative to other uses on the lot
shall be'used to calculate the applicable fees regardless of the physical distribution or location
of each use on the lot. If necessary, the Director shall issue a Guidance Statement clarifying

the methodology of calculating fees.

Mayor Lee, ‘Supervisors Wiener, Breed, Christensen, Cohen
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(1) Transit Delay Mitigation Fee. The fee listed in Column A shall be assessed
onall applicable gross square footage for the entire development project.

(2) Base Fee. The fee listed in Column B shall be assessed on all applicable
gross square footage for the entire development project.

(3) Projects Exceeding FAR of 9:1. For development projects that result in the

| Floor Area Ratio on the lot exceeding 9:1, the fee listed in Column C shall be assessed on al

applicable gross square footage on the lot above an FAR of 9:1.

(4) Projects Exceeding FAR of 18:1. For development projects that result in the
Floor Area Ratio on the lot exceeding 18:1, the fee listed in Column D shall be assessed on all
applicable grose square footage on the lot above an FAR of 18:1.

(5) For projects that are eligible to apply TDR units to exceed an FAR of 9:1

pursuant to Section 123(e)(1), the fee otherwise applicable to such square footage according

to subsections (3) and (4) above shall be waived.

Section 78. The Planning Code is hereby amended by revising Sections 421.3, 422.3,
423.3, 423.5 and 424.3, and deleting Section 421.7, to read as follows:
SEC. 421. MARKET AND OCTAVIA COMMUNITY IMPROVEMENTS FUND.

X ) r

SEC. 421.3. APPLICATION OF COMMUNITY IMPROVEMENTS IMPACT FEE.

* % x %
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(c) Fee Calculation for the Market and Octavia Community Improvement Impact Fee.
For development projects for which the Market and Octavia Community lmprovemehts Impact
Fee is applicable:
(1) Any net addition of gross square feet shall pay per the Fee Schedule in Table
421.3A, and

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

Schedule in Table 421.3B.
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SEC. 422. BALBOA PARK COMMUNITY IMPROVEMENTS FUND.

* % k%

SEC. 422.3. APPLICATION OF COMMUNITY IMPROVEMENT IMPACT FEE.
(c) Fee Calculation for the Balboa Park Impact Fee. For development projects for
which the Balboa Park Impact Fee is applicable:
(1) Any net addition of gross square feet shall pay per the Fee Schedule in Table
422.3A, and |
(2) Any replacement of gross square feet or change of use shall pay per the Fee

Schedule in Table 422.3B.
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SEC. 423. EASTERN NEIGHBORHOODS IMPACT FEES AND PUBLIC BENEFITS
FUND.

* k kR

SEC. 423.3. APPLICATION OF EASTERN NEIGHBORHOODS INFRASTRUCTURE

"IMPACT FEE.

* kR %

(c) Fee Calculation for the Eastern Neighborhoods Infrastructure Impact Fee. For
development projects for which the Eastern Neighborhoods Infrastructure Impact Fee is
applicable:

(1) Any net addition of gross square feet shall pay per the Fee Schedule in Table 4
423.3A. and

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

Schedule in Table 423.3B.

SEC. 423.5. THE EASTERN NEIGHBORHOODS COMMUNITY IMPROVEMENTS
FUND.

* k% %k

Table 423.5
BREAKDOWN OF USE OF EASTERN NEIGHBORHOODS
COMMUNITY IMPROVEMENTS FEE/FUND BY
IMPROVEMENT TYPE*

Dollars Dollars Received From
Received From Non-

Improvement Type

Mayor Lee, Supervisors Wiener, Breed, Christensen, Cohen
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Residential Residentiai/Commercial

Development " Development
Complete Streets:
Pedestrian and ,
Streetscape 31% 34%
Improvements,
Bicycle Facilities
[Transit 10% 53%
Recreation and T o
Open Space 41.5% 6%
Childcare 6.5% 2%
Program o o
Administration 5% 5%

* Does not apply to Designated Affordable Housing Zones, which are addressed in Téble

423.5A

Table 423.5A

BREAKDOWN OF USE OF EASTERN
NEIGHBORHOODS PUBLIC BENEFIT-FEE/FUND BY

IMPROVEMENT TYPE FOR DESIGNATED AFFORDABLE

HOUSING ZONES

Dollars Dollars Received From
Received From Non-
Improvement Type | " pocidential | Residential/Commercial
Development Development
Affordable Housing
preservation and 75% n/a
development
Complete Streets:
Pedestrian and
Streetscape 4% 36%
Improvements,
Bicycle Facilities
Open-Space-eand 1004 6%
Transit 6% 5385%
Recreation and Open 10% 6%
Space —
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Pedestrian-and
Strectseape 4% 4%
mprovenents

Program

9 0
administration 5% 5%

* % Kk %

- SEC. 424. VAN NESS AND MARKET AFFORDABLE HOUSING AND
NEIGHBORHOOD INFRASTRUCTURE FEE AND PROGRAM.
SEC. 424.3. APPLICATION OF VAN NESS AND MARKET AFFORDABLE
HOUSING AND NEIGHBORHOOD INFRASTRUCTURE FEE AND PROGRAM.
(b) Amount of Fee.

(i) All uses in any development project within the Van Ness and Market Downtown
Residential Special Use District shall pay $30.00 per net additional gross square foot of floor
area in any portion of building area exceeding the base development site FAR of 6:1 up o a
base development site FAR of 9:1.

~ (i) All uses in any Development Project within the Van Ness and Market

Downtown Residential Special Use District shall pay $15.00 per net additional gross square

foot of floor area in any portion of building area exceeding the base development site FAR of

9:1.
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Section 89. The Planning Code is hereby amended by revising Sections 421.1, 422.1,
423.1, and 424.1, to read as follows:

SEC. 421.1. PURPOSE AND FINDINGS SUPPORTING THE MARKET AND
OCTAVIA COMMUNITY IMPROVEMENTS FUND.

(h) | Findings. The Board of Supervisors has reviewed the San Francisco Citywide

Nexus Analysis prepared by AECOM dated March 2014 ("Nexus Analysis”), and the San

Francisco Infrastructure Level of Service Analysis prepared by AECOM dated March 2014,

and the Transportation Sustainability Fee Nexus Study (TSF Nexus Study), dated May, 2015, beth on

file with the Clerk of the Board in Files Nos. 150149 and 150790, and, under Section 401A,

adopts the findings and conclusions of those studies and the general and specific findings in
that Section, specifically including the Recreation and Open Space Findings, Pedestrian and

Streetscape Findings, Childcare Findings, and Bicycle Infrastructure Findings, and Transit

Fihdings. and incorporates those by reference herein to support the imposition of the fees

under this Section.
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SEC.'422.1. PURPOSE AND FINDINGS IN SUPPORT OF BALBOA PARK
COMMUNITY IMPROVEMENTS FUND.

* % k%

(b) Findings. The Board of Supervisors has reviewed the San Francisco Citywide

Nexus Analysis prepared by AECOM dated March 2014 (“Nexus Analysis”), and the San

Francisco Infrastructure Level of Service Analysis prepared by AECOM dated March 2014,

and the Transportation Sustainability Fee Nexus Study (TSF Nexus Study), dated May, 2015, beﬂe on

file with the Clerk of the Board in Fileg Nos. 1501 49 and 150790, and, undér Section 4Q1A,

adopts the findings and conclusioﬁs of those studies and the general and specific findings in

that Section, specifically including the Recreation and Open Space Findings, Pedestrian and

Streetscape Findings, Childcare Findings, axd Bicycle Infrastructure Findings and Transit

Findings, and incorporates those by reference herein fo support the imposition of the fees

under this Section.

. SEC. 423.1. PURPOSE AND FINDINGS SUPPORTING EASTERN
NEIGHBORHOODS IMPACT FEES AND COMMUNITY IMPROVEMENTS FUND.

* % %k k
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(b) Findings. The Board of Supervisors has reviewed the San Francisco Citywide
Nexus Analysis prepared by AECOM dated March 2014 (“Nexus Analysis”), exd the San
Francisco Infrastructure Level of Service Analysis prepared by AECOM dated March 2014,
and the Transportation Sustainability Fee Néxus Study (ISF Nexus Study), dated May. 2015, betk on

file with the Clerk of the Board in Files Nos. 150149 and 150790, and, under Section 401A,

adopts the findings and conclusions of those studies and the general and specific findings in
that Section; specifically including the Recreation and Open Space Findings, Pedeétrian and
Streetscape Findings, Childcare Findings, axd Bicycle Infrastructure Findings, and Transit
Findings. and incorporates those by reference herein to support the imposition of the fees

under this Section.

* Kk kKX

SEC. 424.1. FINDINGS SUPPORTING THE VAN NESS AND MARKET
AFFORDABLE HOUSING AND NEIGHBORHOOD INFRASTRUCTURE FEE AND
PROGRAM.

(b) Neighborhood Infrastructure. The Van Ness & Market Residential SUD enables
the creation of a very dense residential neighborhood in an area built for back-office and

industrial uses. Projects that seek the FAR bonus above the maximum cap would introduce a
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very high localized density in an area generally devoid of necessary public infrastructure and
amenities, as described in the Market and Octavia Area Plan. While env‘isioned in the Plan,
such projects would create localized levels of demand for open space, streetscape
improvements, and public transit above and beyond the levels both existing in the area today
and funded by the Market and_Octavia Community Improvements Fee. Such projects also |
entail construction of relatively taller or bulkier structures in a concentrated area, increasing
the need for offsetting open space for relief from the physical presence of larger buildings.
Additionally, the FAR bonus provisions herein are intended to provide an economic incentive
for project sponsors to provide public infrastructure and amenities that improve the quality of
life in the area. The bonus allowance is calibrated based on the cost of responding to the
intensified demand for public infrastructure generated by increased densities available
through the FAR density bonus program.

The Board of Supervisors has reviewed the San Francisco Citywide Nexus Analysis
prepared by AECOM dated March 2014 (*Nexus Analysis™), and the San Francisco
Infrastructure Level of Service Analysis prepared by AECOM dated March 2014, and the
Transportation Sustainability Fee Nexus Study (TSF Nexus Study). dated May, 20] 3, beth on file with

the Clerk of the Board in Files Nos. 150149 aﬁd 150790, and, under Section 401A, adop’ts the

findings and conclusions of those studies and the general and specific findings in that Section,
specifically including the Recreation and Open Space Findings, Pedestrian and Streetscape

Findings, Childcare Findings, a#d Bicycle Infrastructure Findings, and Transit Findings, and

incorporates those by reference herein to support the imposition of the fees under this

Section.
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Section 910. The Planning Code is hereby amended by revising Section 401A(b), to

read as follows:

SEC. 401A. FINDINGS.

(b) Specific Findings: The Board of Supervisors has reviewed the San Francisco
Citywide Nexus Analysis prepared by AECOM dated March 2014 (“Nexus Analysis”), axd the
San Francisco Infrastructure Level of Service Analysis prepared by AECOM dated March

2014, gnd the Transportation SustainabilftLF'ee Nexus Study (TSF Nexus Study). dated May, 2015,

botk on file with the Clerk of the Board in Files Nos. 150149 and 150790, and‘vadopts the findings

and conclusions of those studies, specifically the sections of those studies establishing levels
of service for and a nexus between new development and fou= five infrastructuré categories:
Recreation and Open Space:, Childcare, Streetscape and Pedestrian Infrastructure, and

Bicycle Infrastructure, and Transit Infrastructure. The Board of Supervisors finds that, as

required by California Government Code Section 66001, for each infraétructure category
analyzed, the Nexus Analysis and Infrastructure Level of Service Analysis: identify the
purpose of the fee; identify the use or uses to which the fees are to be put; determine how
there is a reasonable relationship between the fee's use and the type of development project
on which thé fee is imposed; determine how there is a reasonable relationship between the
need for the public facility and the type of development project on whiéh the fee is imposed,;

and determine how there is a reasonable relationship between the amount of the fee and the
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cost of the public facility or portion of the facility attributable to the development. Specifically,
as discussed in more detail in and supported by the Nexus Analysis and Infrastructure Level
of Service Analysis the Board adopts the following findings:

* ok kK

o) Transit Findings: See Section 4114,

(56) Additional Findings. The Board finds that the Nexus Analysis Analyses
establishes that the fees are less than the cost of mitigation and do not include the costs of
remedying any existing deficiencies. The City may fund the cost of remedying existing
deficiencies through other public and private funds. The Board also finds that the Nexus Sty
Analyses establishes that the fees do not duplicate other City requirements or fees. Moreover,
the Board finds that tkés these fees is are only one part of the City’s broader funding strategy to
address these issues. Residential and non-residential impact fees are only one of many

revenue sources necessary to address the City's infrastructure needs.

Section 4011. Effective Date. This ordinance shall become effective 30 days after
enactment. Enactment occurs when the Mayor sighs the ordinance, the Mayor returns the
ordinance unsigned or does not sign the ordinance within ten days of receiving it, or the Board

of Supervisors overrides the Mayor's veto of the ordinance.

Section 4412. Scope of Ordinance. In enacting this ordinance, the Board of
Supervisors intends to amend only those words, phrases, paragraphs, subsections, sections,
articles, numbers, punctuation marks, charts, diagrams, or any other constituent parts of the
Municipal Code that are explicitly shown in this ordinance as additions, deletions, Board
amendment additions, and Board amendment deletions in accordancé with the “Note” that

appears under the official title of the ordinance.
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APPROVED AS TO FORM:
DENNIS J. HERRERA, fity Attorney

ANDREARUIZESQUIDE
Deputy City Attorney

n:\leganalas201511500870\01059212.docx
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FILE NO. 150790

REVISED LEGISLATIVE DIGEST
( 1 1/3/2015, Amended in Board)

[Planning Code - Establishing aNew Citywide Transportation Sustainability Fee]

Ordinance amending the Planning Code by establishing a new citywide Transportation
Sustainability Fee and suspending application of the existing Transit Impact
Development Fee, with some exceptions, as long as the Transportation Sustainability
Fee remains operative; amending Section 401 to add definitions reflecting these
changes; amending Section 406 to clarify affordable housing and homeless shelter
exemptions from the Transportation Sustainability Fee; making conforming -
amendments to the Area Plan fees in Article 4 of the Planning Code; affirming the
Planning Department’s determination under the California Environmental Quality Act,
and making findings, including general findings, findings of public necessity,
convenience and welfare, and findings of consistency with the General Plan and the
eight priority policies of Planning Code Section 101.1. :

Existing Law

The City imposes several development fees on new development to alleviate the impacts that
such development imposes on City services and infrastructure. Some of these fees have
Citywide application, such as the Transit Impact Development Fee, or TIDF (codified in
Section 411 of the Planning Code), or the Inclusionary Housing Program (codified in Section
415.) Others apply to specific areas of the City, such as the Market and Octavia Community
Improvements Fund, the Balboa Park Community Improvements Fund, or the Eastern
Neighborhoods Impact Fees and Public Benefit Fund (located at Sect|ons 421, 422 and 423,
respectively.)

Amendments to Current Law

This Ordinance would create a new Citywide transportation impact fee, the Transportation
Sustainability Fee, or TSF. The TSF would replace the TIDF, with some exceptions. While
the TIDF applies to commercial development, the TSF would apply to both residential and
non-residential developments in the City.

The Ordinance contains extensive findings setting forth the need and justification for the TSF.
The findings explain that the City prepared a study (the TSF Nexus Study) to ensure the
imposition of the TSF complies with the Mitigation Fee Act, California Government Code
Section 66001 et seq.

The Ordinance establishes the applicability of the TSF as follows:

e The TSF applies to any development project in the City which results in:
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— more than twenty new dwelling units;

— new group housing facilities, or additions of 800 gross square feet or more to an
existing group housing facility;

— new construction of a non-residential use in excess of 800 gross square feet, or
additions of 800 square feet or more to an existing non-residential use; or

— new construction of a production, distribution and repair (PDR) use in excess of
1,500 gross square feet, or additions of 800 square feet or more to an existing
PDR use; .

— change or replacement of use of a lower fee category to a higher fee category,
regardless of whether the existing use previously paid the TSF or TIDF.

Some projects are exempt from the Ordinance, such as City projects, state or federal
projects, affordable housing projects, small businesses, and certain nonprofit projects.
In this last category, the Ordinance specifies that Hospitals that require an Institutional
Master Plan shall not be exempt. Post-Secondary Educational Institutions, which were
proposed to pay the fee in the Ordinance as introduced, now are proposed to be
exempt.

The Ordinance suspends the application of the TIDF for as long as the TSF remains
operative, with some exceptions, and provides that if by any reasons the TSF is
determined to be invalid, in whole or in part, the TIDF shall no longer be suspended
and shall become immediately operative.

The Ordinance provides for the grandfathering of some projects currently in the
development pipeline. More specifically, it requires that:

~ projects that have a development application approved before the effective date
of the Ordinance shall not pay the TSF, but shall be subject to the TIDF and any
other applicable fees;

— projects that have filed a development application or an environmental review
application on or before July 21, 2015, but have not received approval of any

" such application, shall pay the TSF as follows: residential uses shall pay 50% of
the applicable residential TSF rate; and non-residential uses shall pay the
applicable TIDF rate — as well as any other applicable fees.

— projects that have filed their first application, whether a development appllca’uon
or an environmental review application, after July 22, 2015, and have not
received approval of any such application, shall pay the TSF as follows:
residential uses shall pay 100% of the applicable residential TSF rate; and non-
residential uses shall pay the applicable TIDF rate — as well as any other
applicable fees.

The Ordinance establishes the TSF Schedule, stating how much money the different land use
categories must pay, per gross square foot (gsf) of development, as follows:
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— Residential Uses, 21-99 units: $7.74;

—~ Residential Uses, all units above 99 units : $8.74;

— Non-Residential Uses, 800-99,999 gsf: $18.04;

— Non-Residential Uses, all gsf above 99,999 gsf: $19.04; and
~ PDR Uses: $7.61.

[t also provides for a method to calculate the fees for Residential Uses.

These rates are to be adjusted on an annual basis every January 1, based on the Annual
Infrastructure Construction Cost Inflation Estimate, as described in Section 409(b).

The Ordinance also sets forth an Expenditure Plan, with five broad expense categories of
projects among which the TSF funds must be allocated, while giving priority to specific
projects identified in the different Area Plans. These categories are Transit Capital
Maintenance; Transit Service Expansion and Reliability Improvements (both for San '
Francisco and Regional Providers); Complete Streets (Bicycle and Pedestrian) Improvements;
and Program Administration. The Ordinance specifies what percentage of the TSF funds
must go to each category.

The Ordinance mandates that every three years, or sooner if requested by the Mayor, the
Board of Supervisors, or the Planning Commission, the SFMTA shall update the TSF
Economic Feasibility Study that was prepared as part of the TSF effort.

The Ordinance also mandates that, when preparing the 5-year report required under the
Section 410, of the Planning Code, the Planning Director and the Controller take into account,
to the extent possible, the feasibility of development fees in the different areas of the City.

The Ordinance makes clean-up and conforming amendments to several sections of the
Municipal Codes, including changes to some of the Area Plans sections.

Backaground Information‘

This Ordinance is the culmination of several years of study and outreach undertaken by City
agencies, together with the County Transportation Authority. As part of that effort, and to
comply with the requirements of the Mitigation Fee Act, the City prepared the TSF Nexus
Study. The City also prepared a TSF Economic Feasibility Study. Both these documents
support the TSF. .They are incorporated by reference in the Ordinance, and can be found in
the Board of Supervisors File for the Ordinance.

This Ordinance was introduced on July 21, 2015. This Legislative Digest reflects changes
made in Land Use Committee on October 19, 2015.

n:\legana\as2015\1500870\01055344.docx
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Clty Halt
1 Dr, Carltan B, Gogdlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco 94102-4689
Tel. No. 554-5184
Fax No, 554-5163
TDD/TTY Ne. 554-5227

BOARD of SUPERVISORS

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO
LAND USE AND TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT the Land Use and Transportation Gommittee
will hold a public hearing to consider the following proposal and said public hearing will be
held as follows, at which time all interested parties may attend and be heard:

Date: Nlonday, October 13, 2015
Time: 1:30 p.m.

Location:  Legislative Chamber, Room 250, located at City Hall ,
1 Dr. Cariton B. Goodlett Place, San Francisco, CA

Subject: Fils No. 150780. Ordinance amending the Planning Code by
establishing a new citywide Transportation Sustainability Fee and
suspending application of the existing Transit Impact Development
Fee, with some exceptions, as long as the Transportation
Sustainability Fee remains operative; amending Section 401 fo add
definitions reflecting these changes; amending Sacfion 406 to
clarify affordable housing and homeless shelter exemgptions from
the Transportation Sustainability Fee; making conforming
amendments o the Area Plan fees in Planning Code, Article 4;
affiming the Planning Department’s determination under the
Califomia Environmental Quality Act; and making findings, including
general findings, findings of public necessity, convenience, and
welfare, and findings of consistency with the General Plan, and the
eight priority policles of Planning Code, Seofion 101.1.

If the legislation passes, a new Citywlde fransportation impact fee, the :
Transportation Sustainability Fes (TSF), will be charged to certain development projects
and shall be calculated per gross square foot (gsf} of the development project, multiplied
by the appropriate rate for each use:

Residential Uses, 21-98 units: $7.74;

Reslidential Uses, ahy units above 89 units : $8.74;
Non-Residential Uses, 800-99,999 {gsf): -$18.04;
Non-Residential Uses, any gsf above 98,999; $19.04; and
Production, Distribution and Repalr (PDR) Uses; $7.61.

. 8 o &

N
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The TSF will be charged to both residential and non-residential developments that
result in:

+ more than 20 new dwelling units;

s new group housing facilities, or additions of 800 gsf or more to an existing
group housing facility;

+. new construction of non-residential use in excess of 800 gsf, or addition of 800
square feet or more to an existing non-residential use;

s new construction of a PDR use in excess of 1,500 gsf, or additions of 1,500 gsf
or more to an existing PDR use; of

+ change or replacement of use of a lower fee category fo a higher fee categoty,
regardless of whether the existing use previously paid the TSF or the
Transportation Impact Development Fee {TIDF). .

City projects, state or federal projects, affordable housing projects, small
businesses, and certain non-profit projects would be exempt from the TSF. Hospitals
would not be exempt from the TSF. In addition, the Ordinance provides that projects that
have an application on file, but have not been approved, shall pay reduced rates.

Projects that filed an application after July 21, 2015, shall pay the full residential TSF rats,
and a reduced rate for non-residential uses. Funds collected shall be held in trust by the
Treasurer and distributed, according to the budgstary provisions of the Charter and the
Mitigation Fee Act, in order to mitigate the impacts of new development on the City's
public transportation system.

In accordance with Administrative Code, Section 67.7-1, persons who are unable
to attend the hearing on this matter may submit written comments to the City prior to the
time the hearing begins. These comments will be made as part of the official public
record in this matter, and shall be brought to the attention of the members of the
Committee. Written comments should be addressed fo Angela Calviile, Clerk of the
Board, City Hall, 1 Dt. Carlton Goodlett Place, Room 244, San Francisco, CA 94102.
Information relating to this matter is available In the Office of the Clerk of the Board.
Agenda information relating o this matter wnll be available for public review on Friday,

October 16, 2015,
ov=yr.onl
Angela Calvillo
Cletk of the Board

.DATED/POSTED; October 8, 2015
PUBLISHED: Cctober 9 & 16, 2015
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City Hall
1 Dr, Carlton B, Goodlett Place, Room 244
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SENEA/BSEE: October 9 and 16, 2015
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Fecha:
Hora:

“Lugar:

Asunto:

City Hall
1 Dr, Caxltoni B, Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francizen 94102-4689
Tel. No 554-5184
Fax Mo, 554-5163
TTD/TTY No. 5545227

NOTIFICACION DE AUDIENCIA PUBLICA
L.unes, 19 de octubre de 2015
1:30 pm

Cémara Legislativa, Alcaldia, Sala 250, _
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, San Francisco, CA 94102

Archivo No. 150790, Ordenanza que enmienda el Cddigo de
Planificacién mediante el establecimiento de una nueva Tarifa de

-Sostenibilidad del Transporte a lo largo de toda la ciudad y

suspende la aplicacion de la Tarifa de Desarrollo debido al Impacto
en el Transito existente, con algunas excepciones, siempre y
cuando la Tarifa de Sostenibilidad del Transpotte contintie en vigor,
enmendando la Seccién 401 para afiadir definiciones que reflejan
estos cambios; enmendando la Seccién 406 para clarificar las
exenciones de la Tarifa de Sostenibifidad del Transporte parala -
vivienda asequible y los refugios para las personas sin hogar;
realizando enmiendas conformes a la Tarifa del Plan de Area en el
Cédigo de Planificacion, Arficulo 4; afirmando la determinacion del
Departamento de Planificacion bajo la Ley de Calidad Ambiental de
California; y formulando conclusiones, incluyendo conclusiones
generales, conclusiones sobre la necesidad, conveniencia, y
bienestar publico, conclusiones sobre la consistencia con el Plan
General, y las ocho politicas prioritarias del Codigo de
Planificacion, Seccién 101.1. '

Gt

Angela Calvillo
Secretaria de la Junta

Fechado: 8 de octubre de 2015
Publicado: 9y 16 de octubre de 2015
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CALIFORNIA NEWSPAPER SERVICE BUREAU

DAILY JOURNALCORPORATION

Mailing Address : 915 E FIRST ST, LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
Telephone (213) 229-5300 / Fax (213) 229-5481
Visit us @ WWW.LEGALADSTORE.COM

Victor Young

CCSF BD OF SUPERVISORS (OFFICIAL NOTICES)

1 DR CARLTON B GOODLETT PL #244

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102

Notice Type:

COPY OF NOTICE

GPN GOVT PUBLIC NOTICE
Ad Description vy Fee Ad 150790 Land Use 10/19/15

To the right is a copy of the notice you sent to us for publication in the SAN
FRANCISCO EXAMINER. Thank you for using our newspaper. Please read
this notice carefully and call us with ny corrections. The Proof of Publication
will be filed with the County Clerk, if required, and mailed to you after the

last date below. Publication date(s) for this notice is (are):

10/09/2015 , 10/16/2015

The charge(s) for this order is as follows, An invoice will be sent after the
last date of publication. If you prepaid this order in full, you will not receive

an invoice.

Publication

NetTotal

Daily Journal Corporation
Serving your legal advertising needs throughout California. Call your local

BUSINESS JOURNAL, RIVERSIDE

DAILY COMMERCE, LOS ANGELES

LOS ANGELES DAILY JOURNAL, LOS ANGELES
ORANGE COUNTY REPORTER, SANTA ANA

SAN FRANCISCO DAILY JOURNAL, SAN FRANCISCO
SAN JOSE POST-RECORD, SAN JOSE

THE DAILY RECORDER, SACRAMENTO

THE DAILY TRANSCRIPT, SAN DIEGO

THE INTER-CITY EXPRESS, OAKLAND

$1245.00

$1120.50

(951) 784-0111
(213) 229-5300
{213) 229-5300
(714) 543-2027
(800) 640-4829
(408) 287-4866
(916) 4442355
(619) 232-3486
(510) 272-4747
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EXM 2803812
NOTICE OF PUBLIC
HEARING
BOARD OF
SUPERVISORS OF
THE CITY AND COUNTY
OF SAN FRANCISCO
LAND USE AND TRANS-
PORTATION COMMITTEE
NOTICE 1S HEREBY GIVEN
THAT the Land Use and
Transportation ~ Committes
will hold a public hearing to
consider the  following
Eroposal and said public
earing will be held as
follows, at which time all
interested parties may attend

and be heard:

Date: October 18, 2015
Time: 1:30 p.m.

Location: Legislative
Chamber, Room 250,
located at City Hall - 1 Dr.
Carlton B. Goodlett Place,
San Francisco, CA

Subject: File No. 150790.
Ordinance amending the
Planning Code by establish-
ing a new citywide Transpor-
tatlon Sustainability Fee and

- suspending application of the

existing Transit  Jmpact
Development Fee, with some
exceptions, as long as the
Transportation Sustainability
Fee remains  operative;
amending Section 401 to

add definiions reflecting -

these changes; amending
Section 406 to clarify
affordable  housing  and
homeless shelter exemptions
from the ' Transportation
Sustainability Fee; making
conforming amendments to
the Area Plan fees in
Planning Code, Aricle 4;
afftming the  Planning
Department's determination
under the Califonia
Environmental Quality Act;
and making findings,
including general findings,
findings of public necessity,
convenience, and weifars,
and findings of conslstency
with the General Plan, and
the elght priority policies of
;’(I)a;n?lng Code, Section

If the legislation passes, a
new Citywide transportation
impact fee, the Transporta-
tion Sustainability Fee (TSF),
will be charged to cerlain
development projects and
shall be calculated per gross
square foot (gsf) of the

development project,
mulﬁ#:hed by the appropriate
rate for each use:

O Residential Uses, 21-89
units:$7.74;

0 Residential Uses, any
units above 99 units :$8.74;

0 Non-Residential ~ Uses,

800-99,999 (gsf):$18.04;

D Non-Residential  Uses,
any gsf above
89,999:$19.04; and

‘L Production, Distribution
and Repair (PDR)
Uses:$7.61.

The TSF will be charged to
both residential and non-
residential developments

. thatresultin:

0 more than 20 new
dwelling units;

O new group  housing
faciiiies, or additions of 800
gsf or more to an existing
group housing facliity;

0 new construction of non-
residential use in excess of
800 gsf, or addition of 800
square feet or more to an
existing non-residential use;
0 new construction of a
PDR use in excess of 1,500
gsf, or additions of 1,500 gsf
or more to an existing PDR
use; or

0 change or replacement of
use of a lower fee category
fo a higher fee category,
regardless of whether the
existing use previously paid
the TSF or the Transporta-
fion Impact Development
Fee (TIDF).

City projects, state or federal

. projects, affordable housing

prajects, small businesses,
and certain non-profit
projects would be exempt
from the TSF. Hospitals
would not be exempt from
the TSF. in addition, the
Ordinance  provides that
projects  that have an

application on file, but have

not been approved, shall pay
reduced rates. Projects that
filed an application after July
21, 2015, shall pay the full
residential TSF rate, and a

" reduced vrate for non-

residential  uses., Funds
collected shall be held in
trust’ by the Treasurer and
distributed, according to the
budgetary provisions of the
Charter ‘and the Mitigation
Fee Act, in order to mitigate
the impacts of new develop-
ment on the City's public
transportation system.

In accordance with Adminis-
trative Code, Section 67.7-1,
persons who are unable to
attend the hearing on this
matter may submit written
comments to the City prior fo
the time the hearing begins.
These comments will be
made as part of the official
public record in this matier,
and shall be brought to the
attention of the members of
the Commmittee.  Written
comments should be
addressed to Angela Calvillo,
Clerk of the Board, City Hall,
1 Dr. Carlton Goodlett Place,
Room 244, San Francisco,
CA 84102.  Information
relating to this matter is
avallable in the Office of the
Clerk of the Board. Agenda
‘information relating to this

-



matter will be avallable for
public review on Friday,
October 16, 2015.

Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the
Board
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CALTRAIN
PUBLIC HEARING & MEETINGS NOTICE
Protosed Changes to Codiged Tari

Eublic Hearing
The Peninsula Coridor Joint Powers Board will hold a public hearing and take public comment
on proposed adjustments fo Its Codized Tariff, which sets fare policy. The effective date would
be Feb. 28, 2016 for transit fickets and July 1, 2016 for parking permiis.
Praposals to be considered include:

A. Increasing the base adult fare by 50 cenis. Day Pass, 8-ide Ticket, Manthly Pass and
Clipper ane-way discount would increase based on the cash fare. Eligible Discount fares
wou?d remain Bpproximate!y 50 percent of the adult feres, and Clipper discount would
remain ebout 15 percent.

B. Isrlcretasmg dally parking fee from $5.00 to $6.50 and monthly parking permit fee from

355,
The pubtic hearing will be held:
Thursday, Nov. §,2015 at 10 a.m.
Calirain Administrative Ofjce
1250 San Carlos Ave., San Carlos
The draft fare chart Is available for viewing at the Caltrain Administrative Ofjce of online at
2 it
Prior to the hearing, comments may be sent by mall, e-mall or phone to:
Peninsula Corridor Joint Powers Board, JPB S bary
P.O. Box 3008, San Carfos, CA 04070-
changes@caltrain.com > 1,800.560.4287 {TTY 550 SOB 6448)
Public Meetings
Calirain will hold four public meetings to present the proposal and receive comments. The
meetings will take place:

Safurday, Oct 10 at 11 &
Gilroy Senior Center, 7371 Hanna St., Gliroy

QD ednesday, Oct 14 at 1 p.m,
Caltrain administrative ofyces, Audllnrium, 1250 San Carlos Ave,, San Cardos

Thursday, Oct, 15 at 4 p.m.
San Francisco Caltrain Station, under the clock, 700 Fourth St,, San Franclsco

Monday, Oct. 18 at 6 p.m.
City Hall, Plaja Confersnce Room, 500 Castro St., Mountain View

For transiation in one of the languages below, call Caltrain 2t 1.800.650.4287 threa days
before the meeting.
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PUBLIC NOTICE

NOTICE |8 HEREBY GIVEN THAT the San
Carlos Planning Commission will hold a public
hearing pursuant 1o San Carlos Municipal Code
Chapter 18.35 in the Council Chambers, City
Hall, 600 Eim Street, San Carlos, on Monday
evening, October 19, 2015 at 7:00 p.m., for
the purpose of hearing and considering all
comments of all persons interested in or
concemed W||h consideration by the Planning
C

minor improvements.

minor

Coundl! regardlng amendments o the San
Carlos Municipal Code Chapter 18.22, Signs,
consisting of corrections, clarijcations, and

The code amendment
Califomia Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
GLudehnes per Section 15305 which permits
in land use {imil

to the Cily

is “exempt from

4264, e-mail at

epaci

meeting,

meeting and hearing.

Lisa Porras
Principal Planner

The project ptanner is Lisa Pormras: (650) 802~
P

cil
Staff reports will be available for viswing at m
, the Ban Carlos Library, 610 Eim
Street, San Carlos or the Planning Department,
600 Elm Street San Carlos beginning October
15, 2015 and all documents will be available for
purchase at .25 per page up to the day of the

All personis interested in the above are hereby
invited fo attend this public meeting and hearing
and be heard, Ifyou challenge this proposal in
court, you may be limited to raising only those
issues you or someone else raised at the public
meeting and hearing described in this notice,
or in writlen correspondence delivered to the
Planning Division at, or prior to, the public

ofsa; 08,0

CNS#2802968

GOVERNMENT

Bartlet Street, as well as
ceriain additional adjacent
lots, for 10 months and 15
days In accordance with

NOTICE OF PUBLIC

Cl R, CITY HALL,
ROOM 250, 1 DR, CARLTON
B. PLACE, SAN

NCISCO, CA

NOTICE 1S HEREBY GIVEN
HAT the Land Use and

Transpnrtauan Committes
will hold a public heanng
to consider the follnwlng
roposal and sald public
ﬁsaﬁnp wil be held as 7ol|aws
ich ime all Interested
Ka{ﬁes may attend and be
ueard lglgl No, 1509'[72
rgency Ordinance approving
ang extanslon of the ll’ntrzrlm
prohibition on commercial
storsfront mergers of greater
than 799 gross square feet In
the proposed Calle 24 Special
Uss District, which generally
includes ali lots bounded by
22nd Street, Potrere Avanua
Cesar Chavez Street, 4:

Street, and bath s!des of 24
Street from Capp Street to

California Code,
Sections 65858, et seq;
and affirming the Planning
Department's determination
under  the California
Environmental Quality Act
and making findings o
consistency with the General
Plan, and the eight priority
policles of Planning Code,
Section 101.1. In accordance
with  Administrative Code,
Section 67.7-1, persons who
are unable to attend the
hearing on this matter may
submlt written comments
to the City prior to the time
the hearlng begins, These
comments will be made as
part of the official publicyecerd
in this matter, snd shall be
brought to the attention of the
members of the Committee.
Written comments should be
addressed to gelq Calvillo,
Clerk of the Board, City Hall, 1
Dr Carfton B, Goodleft Place,
Room 244, San Francisco,
94102 lnrnrmahon relaﬂng
fo this matter is avallable in
the Office of the Clerk of the
Board, Agenda information
refating fo this matter wiff be
avallable for public review on
Friday, October 16, 2015,

NOTICE OF PUBLIC

CHAMBER, CITY HALL,
ROOM 250, 1 DR. CARLTON
B. GOODLETT PLACE, SAN

FRANCISCO, CA'
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN
THAT the Land Use and
Transportation Committes
wil hold public hearings
to consider the following
gropusals and sald publlc
earings will be held as
follows, at which time all
interested parties may attend
and be heard: Fila No.
150845, Ordinance amending
ihe General Plan by revising

Map 5 of the Urban Design
Element to change the bulk
designation shown on the
Map for 302 Silver Avenue,
Assessnfs Block No. 5952,
Lot No, 002; adopting and
making ﬁndmns regarding the
Mitigated Negative Declaration
prepared in compliance with
the Californla Environmental
Quality Act; and making
ﬂndlngs of consistency

with the General Plen, and
the eight priority pollcies of
Plahning Code, Section 101.1,
File No. 150846. Ordinance
amending the Planning Code

-and Zoning Map to create

the Jewish Home of San
Francisco Special Use District
located at 302 Siiver Avenue,
Assessor's Block No. 5952, Lot
No. 002; to allow an increase
in height within portlons of
the Speciel Use District and
adopting findings, lnclud(ng
environmental findings al aut

Location: Legislative Chamber,
Room 250, located at City Hall
- 1 Dr. Cariton B. Goodlett
Place, San Francisco, CA
fibject: Flie Nu ' 150790,
Ordinance amanding the
P'anmng Code by establishing
w citywide Transportation
Sustalnahllhy Fee am%

trust by the Treasurer and
distibuted, according to the
budgetary’ provisions of the
Charter and the Mitigation Fee
Act, in order to mitigate the
impacts of new develnpment

on the City's public
transportation system.
In " accordance with

the exlsting Transit Impact
Devalopment Fee, wilh some
exceptions, as long as the
Transportation Sustainabliity
Fee remains &eratlve.
amending Section 401 to add
definitions  reflecting these
changes; amending Section
406 to  clarify sﬂurdable
housing N homeless
shelter exemptions from the

Code, Section
67.7-1, persons who are
unable to attend the hearing
an this matter may submit
wiitten comments to the City
Enor to the time the hearing
egins, These comments
Wil be made as part of the
official public vecord in this
matter, and shall be brought
to the attention of ine
members of the Committee.
shauld be

Fee; making conforming
amendmem.s to the Area Pjan
fees in Planning Code, Article
4; affirming the Planning
Depariment's determination
under the California
Environmental Quality Act;
and making findings, Indudlng
general findings, findings of
public necessity, convenience,
and welfare, and findings of
consistency with the General
Pian, and the eight priority
poiicies of Planning Code,
Section 101.1.

If the legislation passes, a
new Citywida lransportation
impact fee, the Transportation
Sustalnabllhy Fee  (TSF),
will be charged to certaln
davelupment
shall  be
gross square foot (gsf) of
the development project,
multiplied by (he appropriate
rate for each use:
\IJResldenha! Uses, 21-99

units:
D Residential Uses, any units
above 89 units 188, 74

the negative
mitigation  monitoring Bnd
repor!lng plan,  Planning
Code, Section 302, findings,
snd findings of cuns(sl!nr:y

the General Plan, and
the eight priorty policies of
Ptanning = Code, Section
101.1. In accordance with
Saen Francisco Administrative
Code, Section 67.7-1, persons.
who are unable {o attend the

may submit written comments
1o the City prior to the time
the hearing begins. These
comments will be made a part
of the officlal public record in
these matlers, and shall be
brought to the attention of the

ses
800-99,998 {gs0):$18.04;

@ Non-Residential Uses, an u“y
osf above 93,899:514.

Distribution
and Repair  (PDR}
Uses:$7.61.

The TSF will be charged to
both residential and "l:n;
al

and
ra] Pmducdan.

en
addressed to Angela Calvillo,
Clerk of the Board, City Hall,
1 Dr. Cariton Gondlcl{ Place‘
Room 244, 8an Francisco, CA
94102, Information !ela!mg
to this metter is avallable In
the Office of the Clerk of the
Board. Agenda information
relating to this matter will be
avallable for public review on
Fiiday, October 16, 2015,
Angsa Calvilio, Clerk of the
Board

ADVERTISEMENT
* FOR BIDS

ITY & COUNTY
OF SAN FRANCISCO
PUBLIC UTILITIES
COMMISSION
INFRASTRUCTURE
DIVISION *
As-Needed Spot Sewer
Replacement No. 34
Cantract No, WA-619
Sealed bids will be received at
525 Golden Gate Avenue, 3rd
Floor - Tuolumne Room, SF
CA 94102, until 2:00 PM, o
11152015, Hard copy vgrs!ons
of plans specifications and
bid :ﬁ:cu ents  are
avallab e at 525 Golden Gate
Avenue, 1st Floor, Customer
Service Desk, SF, CA 84102

(415) 551—4603 for- {urther
version Is

resultin!
ed] mure than 20 new dwelling

Eunew group  housing
faciliies, or additions of
800 gsf or more to an
existing group housing
facillty;

avallable for a fea of $10. Visit
hitpisfwater.org/contracts for
updates,

This Project is subject to
compliance monitoring and
enforcement  of prnvaxlmg
w:?e requirements by th
C_‘iio‘rplfl Departmentl o;

(D0 new of non-

of the C
Written comments should be
addressed to Angela Calvilio,
Clerk of lhe Board, Room
244, City Hall, 1 Dr, Cariton
GoodlettPlace, San Francisce,
CA 84102, Information relating
to these matters is avallable
in the Office of the Clerk of
the Boerd. Agenda information
relating o these matters will
bs available jor public review
on October 15, 2015.

NOTICE OF PUBLIC
EARING

COMMITTEE
NOTICE 1S HEREBY GIVEN
THAT the lLand Use and
Transportation Committee
wil hold & public hearing
to consider the following
roposal and said public
earing will be held as follows,
st which time all Interested
Earﬂ:s may aftend and be

ale: Oclober 19, 2016
Time: 130 p.m.

use in excess
of 800 gsf or addition of
800 square feet or more to
an exlst!ng non-residential

a new  conslruction of a PDR
use in excess of 1,500 gsf,
or addlfions of 1,500 gsf of
more fo an existng POR
use; of

mchange or replacement
of use of a lower fee
category to & higher fee

regardiess of

whether the existing use

&revlously pald the TSF or

e Transportation [mpact
Development Fee (TIDF).

City projects, state or federal

projects, affordable housing

projects, small businesses,
ant ceftaln nan-profit prnjzcls
would be exem)

TSF. Hospltals wnuld not

be exempt from the TSR

In addition, the Ordinance

grawdes that projects that

ave an application on file, but
have nat been approved, shall
pay reduced rates, Projects
that filed an application
after July 21, 2015, shall
pay the full residential TSF
rate, and a reduced rate for
non ‘residential uses, Funds
coflected shall be held in

and the San Franclsco
Office of Labor Standards
Enforcement. No contractor or
subcontractar may be lsted
in a8 bld for a public works
project and no coniractor
or subcontractor may be
awarded a contract for public
work on a public works
project unless registered with
the DIR per Cafffornia Labor
Code Section 1725.5 [with
limited exceptions from this
requirement for bid purposes
only under California Labor
Code Section 1771.1(a)).
The objective of the project Is
ta provide contingency-based
as-needed replacement of
sections of exisling sewer
rlpaﬁnes on short nofice at
ogations to be determined
within the City and County
of San Francisco, The work
Is to_be performed in SF,
A, The Engineer's estimate
Is SB 000,000, The Contract
will be awardad {o the lowest
slzspunsible and responsive

Bld discounts may be
ap lied as per San Francisco
mlnlstraﬁve Code Chapter
B, The LBE Subcantracling
Famclpaﬂan Requirement is
20% and ONLY San Francisca

SAN FRANCISCO EXAMINER - SFEXAMINER.COM - FRIDAY, OCTOBER 8, 2015
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Amendment by Supervisor Cohen

File No 150790

Agenda Item 3

Planning Code — Establishing a New Citywide TSF

Removal of Hospital Exemption

Page 8

Charitable Exemptions. The TSF shall not apply to any portion of a project located on a
property or portion of a property that will be exempt from real property taxation or possessory
interest taxation under California Constitution, Article XIII, Section 4, as implemented by
California Revenue and Taxation Code Section 214. However, any Hospitals and Post-
Secondary Educational Institutions that requires an Institutional Master Plan-under Section
304.5 of the Planning Code shall not be eligible for this charitable exemption.
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October 15, 2015

The Honorable Malia Cohen

The Honorable Jane Kim

The Honorable Scott Wiener

San Francisco Board of Supervisors

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102

RE: File #150790, Establishing a New Citywide Transportation Sustainability Fee

Dear Supervisors Cohen, Kim and Wiener:

The San Francisco Chamber of Commerce, representing over 1,500 local businesses, has weighed in via letter and public
testimony, on the proposed Transportation Sustainability Fee (TSF) legislation (File #150790) asking you to support the
original language drafted by the SFMTA that went to the Planning Commission last month. We are writing again to urge
you to support the legislation with most of the proposed amendments introduced at the Land Use Committee on
September 28, 2015. However, we do not support removing non-profit hospitals from the charitable exemption and
urge you to reconsider that amendment when the legislation comes before Land Use again on October 19, 2015.

Transportation Impact Development Fees do not apply to non-profit hospitals, nor should the TSF. As you know
hospitals are undergoing costly state-mandated seismic retrofitting that has led to a cost of construction of between two
and four million dollars per bed. Retrofitting often adds square footage to the footprint of hospitals without adding new
patient or employee capacity. In addition, hospitals negotiate transportation impact fees directly with the City through
individual Development Agreements. Adding the TSF to construction costs will impose financial burdens that may
prevent hospitals from providing a full range of care while raising negligible revenue for transportation upgrades.

The details of the TSF legislation were crafted with the support of a broad coalition of transportation advocates that has '
worked for many years in partnership with city agencies to develop a number of transportation funding mechanisms,
including the transportation bond, VLF legislation, self-help county sales tax, and other local and state programs. The
unexpected proposed elimination of non-profit hospitals from the charitable exemption in the TSF is a divisive and
polarizing breach of trust that puts this coalition and its steadfast support of transportation funding programs at risk.

The Chamber urges you to pass the TSF legislation out of Committee as amended, and to preserve the hospitals’
charitable exemption.

Sincerely,

Jim Lazarus
Senior Vice President of Public Policy

cc: Clerk of the Board, to be distributed to all Supervisors; Mayor Ed Lee; Ed Reiskin, SFMTA,; Gillian Gillett, Mayor’s
Office, Nicole Elliott, Mayor’s Office 244
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Somera, Alisa (BOS) . . ) /5’0'7C{0
From: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
“ent: : Tuesday, November 03, 2015 9:50 AM
o: BOS-Supervisors; Somera, Alisa (BOS)
Subject: File 150790 FW: TRANSPORTATION SUSTAINABILITY FEE: Support Higher Fees and

Simplified Payments

From: WongAlA@aol.com [mailto:WongAlA@aol.com]

Sent: Tuesday, November 03, 2015 4:54 AM

To: wongAlA@aol.com

Subject: TRANSPORTATION SUSTAINABILITY FEE: Support Higher Fees and Simplified Payments

TO: Board of Supervisors, Planning Department and Planning Commission

SaveMuni
Transportation Sustainability Fee:
Support Higher Graduated Fees and Simplified Consolidated Payments

Need data-driven solution rather than Darwinian bargaining.

The City's nexus study determines that transit impacts caused by development could legally justify a residential fee of.
$30.93 per square foot. San Francisco is already the most densely populated large city in California and the second
densest major city in the United States (after New York City). The Transbay/ Rincon Hill area alone will add 60,000
people per day and 20,000 new daily car frips, degrading quality of life---especially without DTX (Downtown Caltrain
Extension) and extra Muni transit. In reality, higher density and population will degrade existing Muni, streets, sidewalks,
utilities and city infrastructure---passing on "hidden” costs to the taxpayers. Developers are thus heavily subsidized by
public funds. .

"he concept of profitability needs to be quantified.
Although wildly varied, the profit margins of past developments should be guantified, setting parameters for the new
Transportation Sustainability Fee. What are actual profits of developments (like in publicly-held companies)? What
constitutes an equitable rate of return on investment? Federal and state contracts, like personal service contracts, can set
“profit” as a percentage of total contract or construction cost. What is the differential between equitable and actual rates
of return? Variables that can affect the rate of return;
Within the same building envelope, a larger number of smaller units types.

innovative housing concepts, like co-operatives, shared housing, micro-units, senior villages.... -

Minimum or no parking requirements---planning neighborhood parking pods and public transit incentives.

Green and sustainability design with public subsidies.

Lowered land costs-—-maximizing use of public land and public air nghts

Objectives of for-profit versus non-profit companies: Affordable, middle-class, market-rate and luxury housing.

City business should be a consolidated and simplified process--to reduce costs.

All fees can be run through a single agency---with single billings and payments---to reduce redundancy, delays and
administrative costs. Subsidies and discounts should be available, to adjust for the unique constraints of each
development project and economic conditions.

48 HILLS: Developers cry poverty; so sad

http://lwww.48hills.org/2015/09/28/developers-cry-poverty-so-sad/

But city studies show that market-rate housing and commercial offices can pay a higher fee for transit impacts.

Planning and transportation officials explained how they came up with the proposed fees, which are, at best, equal to a third of the actual costs that the
developers are sticking on the city — which means on the Muni riders, the taxpayers, the people who pay for parking meters ... the rest of us will pick up
the billion-dollar tab over the next 15 years to pay for the transit costs that developers are creating.

CONTACT: Howard Wong, AlA, wongaia@aol.com

SaveMuni = FRISC

=ast, Frequent, Reliable, Inexpensive, Safe, Clean and “Cool".

SaveMuni is San Francisco's only independent transportation think tank,

dedicated to improving the entire Muni transit system in every neighborhood quickly and inexpensively—with best practices from around the world,
transit-preferential streets, bus rapid networks and high benefit-to-cost infrastructure projects.

B | ] | n | | B
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Young, Victor

om:
sent:
To:
Subject:

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Board of Supervisors, (BOS)

Monday, October 05, 2015 10:37 AM

BOS-Supervisors; Somera, Alisa (BOS); Young, Victor; Evans, Derek
FW: File No 150790 - Support for higher Transportation Sustainability Fee

Follow up
Flagged

From: Pd Pd {mailto:pdpd71@netscape.net]

Sent: Friday, October 02, 2015 9:06 PM

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS) <board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>

Subject re: File No 150790 - Support for higher Transportation Sustainability Fee

| am a lifelong Bernal Heights, San Francisco resident and | support the Transportation Sustainability Fee.

Peter DiStefano
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Young, Victor

From: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)

Sent: Monday, October 05, 2015 10:41 AM

To: Young, Victor; Evans, Derek; Somera, Alisa (BOS)

Subject: FW: File No 150790/Agenda Item 3 10/5/15 - Support for higher Transportation Sustainability
Fee

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

From: Alice Rogers [mailto‘:arcomnsf@pacbell.net]

Sent: Sunday, October 04, 2015 4:01 PM

To: Kim, Jane (BOS) <jane.kim@sfgov.org>; Wiener, Scott <scott.wiener@sfgov.org>; Cohen, Malia (BOS)
<malia.cohen@sfgov.org>

Cc: Yadegar, Danny (BOS) <danny.yadegar@sfgov.org>; Nicole Ferrara <nicole@walksf.org>; Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
<board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>

Subject: re: File No 150790/Agenda Item 3 10/5/15 Support for higher Transportation Sustamablhty Fee

Honorable Supervisors Wiener, Kim and Cohen comprising the Land Use and Transportatlon Committee,

Please, please do not repeat the short-sighted thinking of your predecessors by kicking transportation and
safer street funding down the road for some future generation to grapple with. Your own City staff has
acknowledged decades of insufficient transportation infrastructure funding leading to the current $6 billion
deficit and a transit and street system completely unable to support current density and planned growth.

I ask you to support the maximum politically feasible transportation fee increase, and in no circumstance
less than the 33% rate requested by the consortium of transit/pedestrian/bicycle/affordable housing advocates
who have addressed their very considered recommendations to committees and commissions throughout the
Hearings on this issue. Anything less, including the staff recommendations and the sponsors’ draft language is
woefully inadequate and simply maintains the status quo on the streets.

Further, the legislation must be more nuanced. Please support the recommendations as proposed by Walk San
Francisco and their fellow advocates which include: - /

e Development must pay for a greater share of its impacts on the transportation system (with tiering
so smaller, lower profit projects pay less than larger, high-profit projects); currently, developers pay for -
no more than 25% of their impacts on the transportation system.

o Parking must be included in gross square footage calculations for the TSF; currently, developers pay
impacts based on the square footage of buildings, but parking space is not included.

Discounts must be reduced to 25% for any project early in the application process (i.e., those
which submitted initial paperwork after July 1, 2014); current projects -- whether one-day or fout-years
into the process -- get a 50% discount on their fees.

Your transit-oriented planning and density increases are death-traps in the making if the
existing DPH-documented air quality hot spots are not radically diminished as a result of
effectively shifting commuters to transit, bike and pedestrian modes. Money, not
rhetoric, will speed the change.
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Sincerely, .
"lice Rogers

Alice Rogers
10 South Park St
Studio 2
San Francisco, CA 94107

249



& b SAN
FRANCISCO
CHAMBERor

gﬁi Tk COMMERCE

September 25, 2015

The Honorable Malia Cohen

The Honorable Jane Kim

The Honorable Scott Wiener

San Francisco Board of Supervisors

1 Dr. Cariton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102

RE: File #150790, Establishing a New Citywide Transportation Sustainability Fee -

Dear Supervisors Cohen, Kim and Wiener,

The San Francisco Chamber of Commerce, representing over 1,500 local businesses, has reviewed the
SFMTA's proposed Transportation Sustainability Fee (TSF) legislation (File #150790) with a broad cross-
section of partners who represent both large and small employers. We have paid close attention to this
legislation after the first proposal to transition the Transportation Impact Development Fee (TIDF) to the
TSF failed at the Board of Supervisors in 2012, in part due to broadly negative impacts the new fees
would have had on San Francisco small businesses and non-profit service providers and institutions.

The current draft of the TSF legislation contains substantial changes to the earlier proposal that reflect a
more reasonable transportation fee policy. With most nonprofits, affordable housing developments as

. well as businesses with-less than 5,000 square feet exempted, those businesses least able to absorb the
fee will not be required to pay it. This is a prudent shift in the proposed policy that reflects the need to
support growth in San Francisco’s small business and non-profit service sectors. However, the 800
square feet trigger seems too low for many PDR businesses that routinely fill larger spaces than
commercial uses. In a letter to the Planning Commission which heard this item on September 21st, we
suggested raising the threshold for PDRs to at least 1,000 square feet.

The Chamber also recommended the following provision in the current TSF draft language be amended:
Section 411A.3.(7){A), Application of TSF, Charitable Exemptions, reads: “The TSF shall not apply to any
portion of a project located on a property or portion of a property that will be exempt from real
property taxation or possessory interest taxation under California Constitution, Article XlIl, Section 4, as
implemented by California Revenue and Taxation Code Section 214. However, any Post-Secondary
Educational Institution that requires an Institutional Master Plan under Section 304.5 of the Planning
Code shall not be eligible for this charitable exemption.”
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It appears the only post-secondary institution in the city that would be required at this time to pay the
fee is the University of San Francisco (USF). We believe it is unnecessary and unfair to, in effect, exclude
one institution from the charitable exemption provision. We therefore requested this language (in italics
above) be removed from the legislation. The Planning Commission agreed and recommended that the
TSF charitable exemption apply to USF as well.

Unfortunately, the Planning Commission also recommended that the TSF apply to hospitals, which
currently do not pay the TIDF and are exempt from the TSF in the legislation. Hospitals provide far more
charitable care than other social service providers in the city. They are all undertaking state-mandated
seismic upgrades that have pushed construction costs to over $2 million per bed. The upgrades do not
generally result in more patients or greater transportation impacts. Applying the TSF to hospital
construction will push these costs even higher and may prevent their ability to provide all manner of
care to their patients, while reaping negligible fees for transportation. We therefore urge the
Supervisors to reject this recommendation.

The Chamber also urges you to keep'the transportation fees for residential, non-residential and PDR
construction at the levels proposed in the legislation. Increasing the fees, particularly on residential
construction, may make costs prohibitively expensive and reduce the amount of new housing that will
be built in the city. Given San Francisco’s critical housing shortage, we must be extremely thoughtful
about how to balance the need to fund transportation improvements with the need for new housing.
We recommend the Supervisors vote to keep the TSF fees as proposed in the current legislation.

Sincerely,

Jim Lazarus _
Senior Vice President of Public Policy

cc: Clerk of the Board, to be distributed to all Supervisors; Mayor Ed Lee; Alicia Jean-Baptiste, SFMTA; -
Gillian Gillett, Mayor’s Office, Nicole Elliott, Mayor’s Office
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Evans, Derek

From: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)

Sent: Tuesday, October 06, 2015 1:25 PM
. To: BOS-Supervisors; Young, Victor; Evans, Derek; Somera Alisa (BOS)
Subject: ' File 150790 FW.: Developers Spared Larger Transit Fees - Sad to see further "premature-
capitulation" on transit fees by the Land-Use committee SFBOS

Attachments: train_1_big.jpg; frankfurt%20hbf jpg; Curitiba_BRT_RIT_
. 550PINHEIRINHOCARLOSGOMES_B12M.jpg; max%20bus.jpg

From: Aaron Goodman [mailto:amgodman@yahoo.com]

Sent: Tuesday, October 06, 2015 12:23 PM

To: jsabatini@sfexaminer.com

Cc: letters@sfexaminer.com

Subject: Developers Spared Larger Transit Fees - Sad to see further "premature-capitulation” on transit fees by the'Land-
Use committee SFBOS

Developers Spared Larger Transit Fees - Sad to see further "premature-capitulation” on transit fees by the Land-
Use committee SFBOS '

With all the major projects, including a major discussion on the Intermodal Bayshore facility tonight at 6pm at
the Vis-Valley Library, it is critical to understand that development and business, along with high-end housing
and institutional growth pay in to the transit and housing issues we face as a city. Simple solutions like LRV
lines up Geneva/Harney to Balboa Park station's proposed future density of the Balboa Reservoir and Upper
Yard proposed development ‘along with the many sites in the D10 district including the Schlage Lock Factory
site and future proposed Baylands development will end up in bumper to bumper traffic already seen on HWY
101 and the T-Third line route unless we adequately plan the stations and connectivity these sites can develop.

~ A simple solution would also include water-transit from candlestick or the BVHP shipyards and piers, to San
Jose, and Oakland, to lessen the capacity issues of the Embarcadero, and roadways, and BART systems. Future
connection to HSR and Caltrains at the Vis-Valley along with a well designed station could be a new entry view '
heading towards SF than prior candlestick park. With proposals for Olympic venues, and future density that will
occur alongside these developments in domino effect, it is critical to ensure that the transit needs are not "short-
changed" during the development of transit solutions. The Land-Use Committee of the SFBOS passed on the
ability to tax adequately to plan our transit future. With many stations in dis-repair, and needing desperate
renewal safety and capacity wise, we need to ensure that the dollars needed are found, and taxation is one way
to ensure we have funding. The second concern is to make sure we don't build second-rate designed stations,
and we have architectural savy to the concepts and solutions of intermodal designs. When people walk farther
they take cars, when the station is poorly designed, its retail fails, and the spaces become dead-zones. I urge the
transit planners working on the Vistacion Valley site to look long and hard at the document final draft proposed
and ensure we have a solid future link planned, not just a BRT step, but a LRV and transit intermodal facility
worthy of the future of our city on the southern edge. There are also needs to seriously re-plan the Balboa
Station to improve pedestrian access to intermodal transit lines and Muni systems, and the west-side need to
look at Sunset Blvd. and 19th ave. and connection to Daly City BART and north to south western side routes.
Hopefully the SFBOS will stand up and comprehend that the transit funding gap we face on numerous city
projects is directly connected to the importance of affordable housing's linkage and connectivity to good transit,
and well planned and designed station access.

Sincerely

A.Goodman
252
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1age *Tukwila Station Seattle and Plan which shows exactly the type of "cross-over" bridge needed to get
LRV vehicles up and over the caltrains and HSR site, recology expansion, and over HWY 101 to Candlestick
and BVHP stations while designing a modern and well planned station, and possible retail plaza entry for the
Vis-Valley area. Intermodal view of the Frankfurt Hauptbanhoff in Germany showing how a well designed train
station links systems. // Double door and longer bus designs which are critical to on/off boarding of larger
capacity communities. ‘
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11171 Eighth Street 5212 Broadway
San Francisco, CAy = 7 Oakland, CA 94618
475.703.9500 _570.594.3600

CCES] CALIFORNIA COLLEGE OF THE ARTS

Land Use and Transportation Committee 18 September 2015
City Hall ' ' ‘
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place

San Francisco, CA 94102

RE: 1560790 Citywide Transbortation Sustainability Fee — Exemption Request
Dear Supervisors Cohen, Wiener, and Kim:

| apologize for not contacti,ngl you sooner about this matter, but | only recently learned
about this proposed ordinance. | suspect that most of the outreach was to the residential
- development community, not to non-profit post-secondary instifutional uses like CCA.

| know that all of you are aware of the challenges of making higher education affordable
especially in an expensive place like San Francisco and your previous work on creating
student housing legislation has helped enormously in that effort. Just three weeks ago,
200 CCA students and 200 SF Conservatory of Music students moved into The
Panoramic at 1321 Mission, the first new construction to take advantage of that visionary
legislation. Otherwise, all 400 of those students would have been competing with
families for 3 and 4 bedroom rental units across the city. The key element of that
legislation was the lifting of the inclusionary housing requirement, without which The
Panoramic simply would not have penciled out as affordable student housing.

Now as you consider establishing a new citywide {ransportation sustainability fee, | ask
that you again consider the unique characteristics of the students at non-profit post-
secondary colleges in the city. USF and CCA, who are not automatically exempted from
the ordinance due to a state affiliation (e.g. Hastings, SFSU, UCSF, etc.), face enormous
challenges of making education affordable in the 21* century in San Francisco. It is
already more expenswe here to acquire land, entitle it, develop it and occupy it than
almost anywhere else in the country.

Additionally, the students at these colleges have very light impacts. They are largely a
bike riding and walking community with very few if any possessions other than bikes,
textbooks or musical instruments. They spend most of their time on campus pursuing
their studies and are simply not heavy users of city services. Many of their colleges
provide shuttle services and other transportation options that are funded by the
institutions they attend.

As you know, a big part of any thriving urban economy is successful anchor institutions
of higher education fueling the intellectual and human capital that a city requires to
flourish. With this in mind, | respectfully request that you consider extending the

exemptions already in place to this group of non-profit post-secondary institutional uses. -

Sincerely,

ma, Direct

: %nning' :
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Somera, Alisa (BOS)

From: Richard Rabbitt <richard.rabbiﬁ@sténfordalumni.org>
‘ent: - Monday, September 21, 2015 1:20 PM
.0: , : Ausberry, Andrea; Kim, Jane (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Wiener, Scott; Yadegar, Danny;

Lee, ivy (BOS); Lang, Davi (BOS); Bruss, Andrea (BOS); Chan, Yoyo (BOS); Tugbenyoh,
Mawuli (BOS); Taylor, Adam (BOS); Power, Andres

Cc: Assessor, SF (ASR); Tseng, Margaret (ASR); david.yeung@boe.ca.gov

Subject: TSF Agenda Item: Request that University of San Francisco hot be exempted pending
investigation into college exemption forms filed by USF with the SF Assessor

Attachments: Excerpts - USF's 2014 exemption claiming exclusive educational use of 23....pdf; List of USF

cell sites (wireless communication sites).pdf; 1ta08054.pdf; USF_BOE 264AH_2011.pdf;
USF_BOE 264AH_2013.pdf; USF_BOE 264AH_2012.pdf; USF 2014 College Exemption
Claim.pdf

Dear Supervisors Cohen, Wiener, and Kim:

I am writing with reference to today’s Land Use Committee Agenda item No. 3, the amendment
to the Planning Code to establish a new Citywide Transportation Sustainability Fee (the
“TSF”).

I respectfully request that the Land Use Committee not adopt the recommendation of the
Planning Commission that the TSF be amended to exempt non-profit secondary institutions that
adopt a full Institutional Master Plan from paying the TSF.

In addition, as discussed in greater detail below, I am requesting that no further tax
exemptions be granted to the University of San Francisco until the San Francisco Assessor’s
office has investigated the fact that the University of San Francisco has apparently failed to
disclose to the San Francisco Assessor’s office, in connection with college exemption claims
filed by USF over the years, that USF has had, and continues to have, multiple cell tower leases
on its properties that, pursuant to a 2008 California State Board of Equalization legal opinion,
are in fact non-exempt and assessable for property tax purposes.

L Planning Commission Recommendation; I request that institutions siich
as USF not be exempted '

‘At the September 10, 2015 hearing, the Planning staff noted that such institutions and their
projects, such as the 600 bed, 270,000 square fozoéc ssiorm planned by the University of San
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Francisco, are major trip gen " tors and that this is precisely the -t of major development that
should be paying the TSF in light of the impact on transportation in San Francisco.

At this Sept. 10™ hearing, the University of San Francisco, through several paid representatives,
including its attorneys, requested that it be exempted from paying this fee.

I share the view of the Planning staff that the TSF should be applied to major development
projects such as USF’s $68 million dorm project (based on current estimates provided by USF
to the Planning Department) and would ask that you not adopt the Planning Commission’s
amendment exempting institutions such as USF. '

IL. USF should not get another exemption pending an investigation into
whether it failed to disclose cell tower sites in its prior tax exemption claims.

I have reviewed certain exemption forms that the University of San Francisco has filed with the
San Francisco Assessor’s office and believe that there is a legitimate question as to whether the
University’s filings have been completely accurate and disclosed all relevant information
required by the Assessor in order to determine what tax exemptions should apply to the
University, as discussed in more detail below. Given this question as to whether the University
of San Francisco has filed completely accurate exemption forms to date with the City of San
Francisco, I believe it would be appropriate for the City to not provide yet another
exemption to the University of San Francisco until this matter has been investigated and a
determination has been made by the San Francisco Assessor’s office as to (i) whether accurate
exemption forms were filed and (ii) if the forms have not been completely accurate, whether the
University of San Francisco should be required to pay any applicable property taxes that would
have been assessed had the University filed accurate exemption forms.

III.  Detailed Discussion of USF’s Apparent Failure to Disclose Non-Exempt
Uses

A. USF’s filed exemption forms do not disclose that a portion of USF’s
properties are used for a non-exempt purpose (cell tower sites)
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For an institution such as US™ » avail itself of the property tax ¢ - mption, it is required to file
an annual form with the San Francisco Assessor entitled “College Exemption Claim” that is to

be filed under penalty of perjury. Copies of recent USF filings for prior years are attached to
is email.

To better facititate your review of the relevant facts, please see the attached document entitled:
“Excerpts - USF's 2014 exemption claiming exclusive educational use of 2350 Turk and other
properties with no disclosure of cell sites”. This document consists of relevant excerpts of the
USF 2014 exemption claim form; in particular, please note that question on the form that asks:
“Is the property for which the exemption is claimed used exclusively for the purposes
of education?" USF has checked “Yes” on the 2014 form and forms for prior years and
included the following properties for which this exclusive use is claimed: 2350 Turk, 2195
Fulton, 2130 Fulton, and 2500-2698 Turk. However, this is not correct; USF had had, and -
continues to have for certain properties, cell tower sites leased to third parties that are not used
 for educational purposes and therefore the entire property is not exclusively used for
educational purposes. '

RECEIVED

HOBAHAH PIFER 10 (0512} FEB 14 2014
COLLEGE EXEMPTION CLAIM
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8 1145 3 2130 Fulton St Classrooms and Faculty Offices Owned
8 1107 8 2500-2696 Turk Bl Classrooms and Faculfy Offices Qwned

B. Evidenée of USF’s cell tower sites.
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Attached to this email is a PDF document listing certain past and current USF cell sites. It lists
cell sites for 2350 Turk, 2195 Fulton, 2130 Fulton, and 2500 Turk.

Existing sitess

*  Kendrick Hall, 2130 Fulton Straet: six panel antennae, flush mounted, and one
base transceiver station located on the roof {1897 Conditional Use permit),

*  Law Library, 2195 Fulton Street: three pansl antennae, flush mounted, and ane
base transceiver station located on the roof (1997 Conditional Use permit).

* Lone Mountaln, Rossl Wing, 2500 Turk Baulevard: sixteen panel antennae, flush
mounted, and one base transceiver station located on the roof {2000 Conditional
Use permit} .

= Gershwin Theater, 2350 Turk Boufevard: two panel antennae, flush mounted,
and one base transceiver station located on the roof (2000 Conditional Use
permit.

C. State Board of Equalization’s 2008 Legal Opinion Re Cell Sites

As noted above, USF has had, and continues to have, a number of cell tower sites located on
various properties on its Lone Mountain campus. Pursuant to a legal opinion provided by the
State Board of Equalization to County Assessors in the State of California, dated September 16,
2008 ( “BOE Determination”, a copy of which is attached), non-profit institutions that are
otherwise exempt (due to the fact that they are using their property for a charitable purpose) are
not exempt with respect to that portion of their property which is being used for non-exempt
purposes (such as a lease of a portion of a building for a commercial cell tower site).

The BOE Determination notes that the first step is to determine if the organization’s exempt
purpose is the “exclusive use” made of the property in question. The BOE Determination goes
on to conclude that leasing a portion of property for a cell tower site clearly does not qualify as
an exempt use and that it would be difficult to conclude that such a cell tower site is both
incidental to and reasonably necessary for the exempt purpose. Consequently, the BOE
Determination concludes that, although the exempt institution would retain the exemption for
the remainder of its property that is in fact used for the exempt purpose, the portion that is being
used for the non-exempt purpose should be assessed by the applicable County Assessor (and
therefore the institution should pay property tax attributable to such portion).
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D. Discussion wit” Vavid Yeung of the BOE.

Without getting into the specifics of this matter, I have also confirmed with David Yeung,
Principal Property Appraiser with the BOE, pursuant to a conversation this morning, that the
BOE Determination remains in full force and effect. I also asked him whether an institution, in
completing the type of exemption form that USF completed, should disclose non-exempt uses
such as the cell tower sites covered by the BOE Determination. He confirmed that such non-
exempt uses should be disclosed in order to allow the County Assessor to evaluate whether the
cell tower sites are assessable pursuant to BOE’s guidance.

Iv. Conclusion: The City should send a strong signal to exempt institutions
that strict compliance with the lIaw should be paramount.

USF came before the Planning Commission and asked for special treatment — it asked that it be
given yet another exemption from paying taxes to support City services even though the
Planning Staff had determined that major developments such as USF’s proposed 600 bed,
270,000 square foot, $68 million dorm have major impacts on City transportation systems and
therefore should pay their fair share. By exempting USF, the City would be giving them

nother tax break in excess of $1 million. In addition, based on the evidence provided with this
email, USF’s prior tax filings with the San Francisco City Assessor do not appear to be
completely accurate and USF may in fact owe tax to the City with respect to matters omitted
from such filings. In light of that concern, I would respectfully suggest to the Land Use
Committee that it would be inappropriate to grant yet another exemption to USF. At the very
“least, any such exemption should be deferred until the San Francisco Assessor has weighed in
on these questions.
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COLLEGE EXEMPTION CLAIM AsSAN FRANC!SC G
This claim is filed for fiscsl year 20 14 -20 15 _PS8essor-Recorder's Offigg 1.Dr. Carlton B, Goodlett Place, Room 190
(Example: a pérson filing 2 timely clalim i . January 2011 San Francisco, CA 84102

would snter *2011-2012,%) www.sfassessor.org (415) 554-5596

Carmen Chu, Assessar-Recorder
Office of the Assessor-Recornder
" City and County of San Francisco

This clalm must be filed hy 6:00 p.m,, Februaty 15.

CLAIMANT NAME AND MAILING ADDRESS
(Make necessary corractons to the prinied neme and making addross)

-1 o s T
rUniverslty of San Francisca . OR ASSESSOR'S USEIONLY
g{g)onffﬂzc;;;iher Recelved by (Assessor's dosignes)
San Francisto, CA 841171080 .
' . of Teolnly oF <iig}
[ 4
on (dale}
NAME QF CLAIMANT
Dominic L. Daher, MAcg, JD, LLM
THLE OF CLAIMANT DAYTIME TELEPHDNE NUMBER
Direclor of Tax (415 ) 4226124
CORPORATE NAME OF THE COLLEGE
Unlversity of San Franglsco
ADDRESS [Slreel, Clly, Gounly, Stele, Zip Goda}
2430 Fullon Streel, San Francisco, CA 84117-1080
ASSESSOR'S PARCEL NUMBER OR LEGAL DESCRIPTION DATE PROPERTY WAS FIRST USED BY GLAIMANT
Varloys - see attached Various

[ R W]

&, Isthe propérty for which the exemption Is claimed used exclusively for the purpases of education?

[v]vEs [no

NAME . TITLE
Dominic L. Daher Director of Tax
DAYTIME TELEPHONE EMAILADDRESS
(415 ) 422-5124 : dldaher@usfca edu
CERTIFICATION

1 cortify {or dg,

are) under penally of perjury und the State of California thal the foregoing and all informalion herson, including any
laccompanying steternents or ume true. correct, and complels o the basi of my knowledge and belief.

i?mwne c‘?? ON MAKING CLATM l ] (W\ . R Tg;::clorofTax
NAME OF PERGON MAKING GLAIM ’ DATE
Dominig L. Daber * 1o ] “‘Il
8 1107 6 2350 Turk Bl Classrooms and Faculty Offices Owned
1190 1 2195 Fulton St Classrooms and Faculty Offices QOwned
8 1145 3 2130 Fulton St Classrooms and Faculty Offices Owned
8 1107 8 2500-2698 Turk Bl Classrooms and Faculty Offices Owned
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The University of San Francisco

Neighborhood Summary Update #14

December 21, 2012

Existing sites:

[ ]

Kendrick Hall, 2130 Fulton Street: six panel antennae, flush mounted, and one
base transceiver station located on the roof (1997 Conditional Use permit),

Law Library, 2195 Fulton Street: three panel antennae, flush mounted, and one
base transceiver station located on the roof (1997 Conditional Use permit).

Lone Mountain, Rossi Wing, 2500 Turk Boulevard: sixteen panel antennae, flush
mounted, and one base transceiver station located on the roof (2000 Conditional
Use permit) .

Gershwin Theater, 2350 Turk Boulevard: two panel antennae, flush mounted,
and one base transceiver station located on the roof {2000 Conditional Use
permit. '

' ~ INFORMATION REGARDING CONDITIONAL USE PERMITS ISSUED FOR THESE
CELLS SITES IS SET FORTH ON THE FOLLOWING PAGES.
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University of San Francisco

Institutional Master Plan
Appendix 3

Prior Conditional Use Authorizations
Antennas on Kendrick Hall — Block 1190, Lot 001

Motion No. 14294 (Case No. 86.731C)

1997 conditional use authorization to install a fotal of six panel antennas and a base transceiver station on the roof of
an existing building for Sprint Spectrum. Conditions of approval as follows: :

1. This authorization is granted fo install up to six antennas and a base transceiver station (the
"facilities™) on the roof of the existing building at 2195 Fulton Street, Assessor's Block 1190, Lot 1;
the facilities are fo be installed in general conformity with the plans identified as EXHIBIT B, dated
November 27, 1996, and submitted {o the Commission for review on January 16, 1997.

Motion No. 14456 (Case No. 97.507€)

1997 conditional use authorization for Pac Bell Mobile Services to install a total of three panel antennas on the
building’s fagade and a base transceiver statlon on the roof of an existing building. Conditional of approvals as

follows:
University of San Francisco
Institutional Master Plan
Appendix 3
Prior Conditional Use Authorizations
1. This authorization is granted to instalf up to threfla.antennas on the building's facade, and a base

transceiver statlon (the “facilities”) on the roof of the existing building at 2195 Fulton Street,
Assessor's Block 1190, Lot 1; the facilities are to be installed in general conformity with the plans

identified as EXHIBIT B, dated July 17, 1997, and submiited to the Commission for review on
September 4, 1997.

Antennas on Gershwin Theater— Block 1 107, Lot 006

Motion No. 15049 (00.636C)

2000 conditional use authorization to flush-mount a total of two panel antennas on the facade and mstal! a base
transceiver station in an existing rooftop penthouse of the existing Gershwin Theater
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University of San Francisco

Institutional Master-Plan
Appendix 3

Prior Conditional Use Authorizations

1. This authorization is granted fo flush-mount up fo two panel antennas on the facade of the building
and install a base transceiver station (the “facilities”} on the roof of the existing schoal building at
2350 Turk Street, Assessor's Block 1107, Lot 006; the fadilities are to be installed in géneral
conformity with the plans identified as EXHIBIT B, dated March 21, 2000.

University of 8an Francisco

Institutional Master Plan
Appendix 3

Prior Conditional Use Authorizatians

1. This authorization is granted to flush-mount up to fwe panel antennas on the facade of the building
and install a base fransceiver station (the “facilities™} an the roof of the existing school building at
2350 Turk Street, Assessor's Block 1107, Lot 006; the facilities are 1o be installed in general
conformity with the plans identifled as EXHIBIT B, dated March 21, 2000.

SAN FRANGISCO

PLANNING DEPARTMENT

December 5, 2012

Re:  Building Permit Application No. 2012.11.30.5223
2350 Turk Blvd/USE School of Education
Block 1107, Lot 006

Permit Application No. 2012.11.30.5223 has been filed for the property referenced above,

The applicant proposes to replace two existing antennas with two new antennas, addition of
four remote radio units behind parapet wall and replace two existing equipment cabinets with
two new equipment cabinets on the roof. The proposed modification does not require Planning
Code Section 311 notification.
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No. 2008/054

TO COUNTY ASSESSORS:
CELL TOWERS ON PROPERTY OF RELIGIOUS ORGANIZATIONS

We have received an increasing number of inquiries regarding religious organizations that lease
a portion of their property for wireless communication tower (cell tower) sites. The cell towers
are typically installed on the roof of a main worship center, embedded in an item such as a
steeple or cross, in the parking lot, or elsewhere on the grounds. The inquiries are seeking an
opinion on whether religious organization property leased to telecommunication companies for
the installation of cell towers still qualifies for exemption under Revenue and Taxation Code
section! 206 (church exemption), section 207 (religious exemption), or section 214 (welfare
exemption).

As explained in further detail below, the portions of the religious organization property that are
leased as cell tower sites would not qualify for the church, religious, or welfare exemptions.
However, disqualification of the exemption for the portion of the property leased as a cell tower
site does not, by itself, jeopardize the organization's qualification for exemption on the remaining
portions of the property that are used exclusively for religious worship (church exemption), for
religious worship and the operation of a school of less than collegiate grade (religious
exemption), or for religious purposes (welfare exemptlon)

Law and Analysis ~
There are three property tax exemptions available for property used for religious purposes:

e Church exemption
e Religious exemption
o Welfare exemption

The church exemption® applies to property used exclusively for religious worship. The only
requirement that must be satisfied is that the primary use of the property is for religious Worship,
and that all other uses are 1nc1dental and reasonably necessary uses supportive of the primary
religious worship use.

The religious exemption® applies to property owned and operated by religious organizations that
use their property exclusively for religious worship, preschools, nursery schools, kindergartens,

! All section references are to the Revenue and Taxation Code unless otherwise indicated.
2 California Constitution, article XIII, sections 3(f) and 5; section 206.
3 Section 207. 968



TO COUNTY ASSESSORS 2 : September 16, 2008

schools of less than collegiate grade, or for both schools of collegiate grade and schools of less
than collegiate grade (but excluding property used solely for schools of collegiate grade). This
exemption applies when the religious organization/owner uses 1ts property for both a place of
worship and a school. «

As relevant to the cell tower issue, the welfare exemption* applies to property used exclusively
for religious purposes by a quahfymg nonprofit entity, if the property is owned and operated by a
qualifying nonproﬁt entity.” The definition of religious purposes as used for the welfare
exemption is much broader than the definition of religious worship as used for either the church
or religious exemptions.

The church, religious, and welfare exemptions all require that any property for which one of the
exemptions is sought must be used exclusively for the exempt purpose; specifically for religious
worship (church exemption), for religious worship and the operation of a qualifying school
(religious exemption), or for religious purposes (welfare exemption). Therefore, the first step in
any analysis of a property's qualification for one of the exemptions is a‘determination as to
whether the organization's exempt purpose is the exclusive use made of that property. Clearly,
‘leasing a portion of a religious organization's property for the installation of a cell tower does not
fall within its exempt purpose, regardless of whether the orgamzatmn holds a church, rehglous
or welfare exemption on its property.

The next step in determining qualification for exemption pertains to property that is used for a
purpose that is not within the organization's primary exempt purpose. For such property, it must
be determined whether that use is incidental to and reasonably necessary for the organization's
" exempt purpose. The courts have consistently approved exemption for property that, while not
used solely for the organization's primary purpose, is incidental to and reasonably necessary for
the accomplishment of that primary exempt purpose. In Cedars of Lebanon Hospital v. County of
Los Angeles,® the California Supreme Court held:

It thus appears that under the rule of strict but reasonable construction, the phrase
"property used exclusively for...hospital...purposes" should be held to include
any property which is used exclusively for any facility which is incidental to and
reasonable necessary for...the fulfillment of a generally recognized funcnon ofa
complete modern hospital. -

Although the Cedars court interpreted the term wused exclusively to include uses that are
incidental to and reasonably necessary for an organization's exempt purpose in the context of a
hospital under the welfare exemptlon that holding and analysis apply equally to both the church
and religious exemptions. Agam it would be difficult to conclude that leasing property for the
installation of a cell tower is incidental to and reasonably necessary for religious worship or
religious purposes. Therefore, that portion of the property so leased does not qualify for the

* Section 214(a).
® This letter discusses only how the welfare exemption relates to property owned by religious organizations. The
exemption is also available for property owned by other non—proﬁt organizations and used exclusively for charltable
sc1ent1ﬁc or hospital purposes.

(1950) 35 Cal.2d 729.

7 See Assessors' Handbook Section 267, Welfare, Church, and Religious Exempttons Part 11, at pp. 3, 12-13. All
Assessors' Handbook Sections are posted on the Board's website at www.boe.ca.gov/proptaxes/ahcont. htm
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TO COUNTY ASSESSORS 3 September 16, 2008 .

church, religious, or welfare exemptions. However, if a religious organization that qualifies for -
the church, religious, or welfare exemption leases space for the installation of a cell tower site,
the organization may continue to qualify for the exemption on all of its property that previously
qualified for the exemption; only the leased portion of the property would be disqualified from
exemption. : : ' '

With respect to the welfare exemption, courts' holdings indicate that disqualification of a portion
of property from the welfare exemption does not disqualify the entire property from the welfare
exemption: In fact, in Cedars, the court held that certain portions of the taxpayer's property
qualified and certain other portions did not qualify for the welfare exemption.

We are unaware of any constitutional provision, statute, or judicial precedent that would require
a different result when considering the effect of cell tower leases on property qualifying for the
church or religious exemptions. Therefore, while the portion of property leased for the placement
of a cell tower does not qualify for the church or religious exemptions, it does not disqualify the
entire property from exemption. This is especially true since the amount of the property used is,
in most cases, minimal. Additionally, and most importantly, the leasing of space on the exterior
of a religious organization's building or on its grounds is distinguishable from allowing third
party organizations the regular use of the interior of a main building for its own purposes
unrelated to a religious purpose. ’

Assessors' Handbook Section 267, Welfare, Church, and Religious Exémptions (AH 267),
supports this view. AH 267 states that if religious worship is found to be the primary use of a
building and all other uses are incidental to religious worship, the church exemption is applicable
to the entire building. It goes on to state:

If, however, another organization uses all or part of the facility for charitable
purposes on a fixed rental basis, the welfare exemption must be claimed by both
the church and the other organization for the extent of that use, in addition to the
church exemption for the remaining portion; or the church could claim the
welfare exemption for the entire property and the other organization could claim
the welfare exemption for the extent of that use.® (Emphasis added.)

AH 267 contemplates that an organization that uses a portion of a building for purposes-that are
not incidental to religious worship but qualifying for the welfare exemption on that portion must
qualify that portion under the welfare exemption; however, the church exemption is not lost on
the portion of the building used for religious worship. By extension, if the use- of the
non-qualifying portion of the building qualifies for neither the church exemption nor the welfare
exemption, that portion of the property will not be exempt. However, the remaining portions of
the building that are used for religious worship should still qualify for the church exemption.
This example applies equally to the religious exemption.

" AH 267 also contemplates this treatment when separate structures are involved. It states that the
church exemption applies to the place of worship and other areas or rooms in separate structures
used for incidental or non-interfering purposes, while the welfare or religious exemption, or no

8 AH 267, Part I, p. 6.
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TO COUNTY ASSESSORS 4 : September 16, 2008 . -

exemption, applies to other structures based on their individual use.” This contemplates that there
may be other structures on a religious organization's property that do not qualify for the church
exemption without jeopardizing the church exemption on the structures used exclusively for
religious worship. This example applies equally to the religious exemption.

While possibly difficult for county assessors to measure the actual square footage of the
disqualified space because of the varying ways in which cell towers could be placed, it is
necessary since the exemption is lost only for that portion of the property leased for the cell
tower site. The county assessor must determine a valuation methodology that satisfactorily
estimates the value of the leased property. For instance, if leased space is separated from the
main worship center on the grounds or in a portion of the parking lot, the leased space square
footage may easily be measured. In many cases, however, religious organizations lease and allow
the installation of the towers on the main worship center roof or in an item such as a steeple or
cross. In those cases, an estimate of square footage leased must be determined, or it may be
appropriate for the county assessor to use the income approach to determine the value of the
leased site.

For assessment purposes, that portion of the property attributable to the lease may not be
assessed as if it had undergone a change in ownership since the loss of an exemption does not’
trigger a change in ownership.'® Rather, the value upon which property tax must be paid is
equivalent to that portion of the existing factored base year value that no longer qualifies for
exemption. :

If you have questions regarding these issues, you may contact Mrs. Ladeena Ford at -
916-445-0208 or at ladeena.ford@boe.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

/s/ David J. Gau

David J. Gau

Deputy Director

Property and Special Taxes Department

DIJG:If

® AH 267, Part I1, pp. 6-7.
19 Unless the lease is for 35 years or more; section 61(c).
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U NIVE RSITY OF V . Office of Internal Audit

. and Tax Compliance
SAN FRANCISCO : 2130 Fulton Street

San Francisco, CA'94117-1080

Tel 4154225124

Fax 415.422.2058

CHARNGE THE WORLD FROM HERE

January 12,2012

Phil Ting, Assessor-Recorder
Welfare Exemption Division
City Hall, Room 190

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

RE: Exemption from Property Taxes for 28 Chabot Ter.
To Whom It May Concern:

The University of San Francisco has previously filed a valid College Exemption Form
with respect to the property we own at 28 Chabot Ter. (Vol. 08, Block No. 1147, Lot No.
014). Accordingly, we believe the enclosed property tax bills which fail to show our
exemption for this property has been issued in error. I've enclosed another copy of our
previously filed exemption for this property.

Hence, I am writing to ask that you update your records to reflect the exemphon for this
property, and please re-issue us a correct tax bill.

Should you require any further information, please feel free to contact me at 415-422-
5124.

Kindest regards

Domlmc L. Daher, MAcc, JD, LLM in Taxation
Director of Internal Audit and Tax Compliance

DLD/qt

Enclosure(s):

Property tax bill (1)

Notice of Enrollment of Escape Assessment
2011 College Exemption Claim -

Attachments to Exemption Claim (2)

S .
TR L g
G3ALEg 7055355y
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LIty & County of San Francisco
José Cisnero- Treasurer and Tax Collector

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
~*+ Hall, Room 140

Secure  :ape Property Tax Bill Sz clsco, CA94102
Fiscal Year July 1,2011 through June 30,2012 v w.sftreasurer.org
Vr Block. Lot Account Numbeat Bill Number Statern.ent Pate Proparty Location
C 1147 014 114700140 114167 12/16/2011 28 CHABOTTE " )
( Assessed Value )
. Description Fulf Value
UNIVERSITY OF SAN FRANCISCO Land 505,708
2130 FULTONST
Structure 288,931
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94117 .
Fixtures
Personal Property
Grass Taxable Value 794,639
Less Exemption
Net Taxable Value 794,639
N _J
Additional Tax Bill - Escape Assessment ( Tax Summary R
Description Tax Amount
ESCAPE YEAR 2010 Real Estate Tax $9,249.58
R&T CODE 531.2 Sec. 506 Interest $.00
AQ1 TO2
TOTAL TAXDUE $9,249.58
L )
[ 1st Instaliment 2nd Installment )
. . Assessee .
UNIVERSITY OF SAN FRANCISCO 1 $4,624.79 $4,624.79
Escape Year _Tax Rate Bill Date
L 2010 1.1640% 12/16/2011 J DUE. 01/31/2012 DUE  01/31/2012
\_ J

Keep this partion for your records.. See back of bill for payment options and additional infarmation.

o
@’f{
TS

City & County of San Francisco

Secured Escape Property Tax Bill

Fiscal Year July 1, 2011 through June 30, 2012

1 Dr. Cariton B. Goodlett Place
City Hall, Room 140
San Francisco, CA 94102

(‘
= ((
\\

Block Lot Accolnt Number Bill Number Statement Date Property Loc.atlon
1147 014 114700140 114167 12/16/2011 28 CHABOT TE ]
DELINQUENT IF NOT RECEIVED OR POSTMARKED
BY JANUARY 31,2012 2nd lnstallment Due h
» $4,624.79
/
Please detach this portion and return with payment to: { FOR DELINQUENT PAYMENTS )
gan Fra; SsscCO Ta;{co"?tc;%;( ADD 10% PENALTY $46247
ecure ape Propel 5.00
P.0. Box 7426 ADD 2ND INSTALLMENT COST §4
* San Frandsco, CA 94120-7426 TOTAL AMOUNT 3513226

0811470001400 1141L? 00O04k2479 OOOO4LZ24? 013112 2303

.

City & County of San Francisco
- Secured Escape Property Tax Bill
Fiscal Year July 1, 2011 through June 30, 2012

1 Dr. Carlton B, Goodlett Place
City Hall, Room 140
San Francisco, CA 94102

Block
1147

Lot
014

Bill Nurmnber
114167

Account Number

114700140

Statement Date

12/16/2011

Property Location

28 CHABOT TE

DELINQUENT IF NOT RECEIVED OR POSTMARKED

BY  JANUARY 31,2012 . 1st Installment Due
> $4,624.79
¥.. . detach this portion and return with payment to: ( FOR DELINQUENT PAYMENTS )
San Francisco Tax Collector ADD 10% PENALTY pypeye
Secured Escape Property Tax
pi). Box 7226p pery TOTAL AMOUNT $5,087.26

San Francisco, CA 94120-7426

0813470001400 L14Lh7 DDDHEEH?%?&DDHEEH? 013112 %303
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’ . INSTRUCTIONS AND QUESTIONNAIRE FOR COLLEGE EXEMPTION

Answer each question below, and provide as much detail as you consider necessary to support your claim for an exempt:on for this property. List
all locations used, either owned or leased, where the exemption Is to be applied.

1. Listall buildings and other improvements for which exemption is claimed and state the primary and incidental use of each. Attach a separate
sheet If necessary. Indicate whether leased or owned.

LOCATIONS PRIMARY USE INCIDENTAL USE
See Attached ~ Education Education housing . [JLEASE [YfOWN
' C1LEASE [JOWN
[JLEASE [JOWN
[JLEASE [JOWN
OLEASE [JOWN
[CJLEASE [JOWN
COLEASE [JOWN
[JLEASE [JOWN

2. Aftach a separate page showing the requirements for admission. A current catalog showing the requirements may be substituted.
See attached and visit http://www.usfca.edu/catalog/

3. Attach a separate page, or current catalog, listing the degrees conferred upon the graduates and the requirements for each degree.
See attached and visit http://www.usfca.edu/catalog/

4. Attach a copy of the financial statements (balance sheet and operating statement for the preceding fiscal year.)
See attached financial statements

5. Has any construction commenced and/or been completed on this parce] since 12:01 a.m., January 1 of last year?

[V]yes [ Ino

If YES, please explain: Renovation work at 28 Chabot Te, 284 Stanyan Street, and 2130 Fulton Street.

6. lIsthe propeny or a portion-thereof, for which an exemption Is claimed a student bookstore that generates unrelated business taxable income
as defined in section 512 of the Internal Revenue Code?
[Jves [/]no
If YES, a copy of the institution's most recent tax return filed with the Internal Revenue Service must accompany this claim. Property taxes,
as determined by establishing a ratio of the unrelated business taxable income to the bookstore’s gross income, will be levied.

" 7. Hasany of the property listed above been used for business purposes other than a student bookstore?

[Jves .[¥]no

If YES, please explain:

8. [Ifthe business is operated by someone other than the college, aftach a copy of the lease or other agreement. Please explain:

N/A

9. Is any equipment or other property being leased or rented from ¢ someone else?

[Jves [/]no
If YES, list on a separate sheet the name and address of the owner and the type, make, model, and serial number of the property. If the
property fisted Is not used exclusively for educational purposes at the collegiate level, please state the other uses of the property. If real

propeity, provide the name and address of the owner.

The benefit of a property tax exemptlon must inure to the [essee institution. If taxes paid by the Iessor see section 202.2 of the Revenue and

Taxation Code.
Whom should we contact for additional information during normal business hours?
NAME ; DAYTIME TELEPHONE NUMBER
Dominic L. Daher -1(415) 422-5124

ADDRESS (Street, City, County, Stale)
2130 Fulton Streat, San Francisco, CA 84117
E-MAILADDRESS

dldaher@usfca.edu
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# BOE-66-A(6-01) :
" Phil Ting, Assessor — Recorder
City & County of San Francisco
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodleit Place
City Hall, Room 190
San Franclsco CA 94102

(415) 554-5596

NOTICE OF ENROLLMENT OF ESCAPE ASSESSMENT
[For counties in which the Board of suparwsor.s‘ has not adopted the provisions of
section 1605 (c) ]

University of San Frz
RE CEIV r‘mclsco

' 4 : ' JAN 0 3 599
UNIVERSITY OF SAN FRANCISCO Parcel Number: 1147 014 Office of I
2130 FULTON ST Address of Property: 28 CHABOT TER nd of internal Aygje

December 16, 2011

SAN FRANCISCO,CA 94117 Description of Property:Real PropertyeieX Compliance

A NOTICE- OF PROPOSED ESCAPE ASSESSMENT was sent to you as required by Revenue and Taxation Code
section 531.8. That notice was sent to advise you of the proposed escape assessment ten (10) days prior to
enrollment of the escape assessment. This is to notify you, as required by Revenue and Taxation Code
section 534, that the following escape assessment has now been enrolled. e

YEAR 2010
LAND S 505,708
IMPR - S 288,931
PERSONAL PROPERTY S . 0
FIXTURE § 0
EXEMPTION S 0
NET VALUE § 794,639

YGOUR RIGHT TO AN INFORMAL REVIEW , :
If you believe this assessment is incorrect, you have the right to an informal review with a member of the
Assessor's Staff. You may contact us at (415) 554-5596 for information regarding an informal review.

YOUR RIGHT TO APPEAL

You also have the right to a formal appeal of the assessment, which involves (1) the filing of an APPLICATION
FOR CHANGED ASSESSMENT, (2) a hearing before an appeals board, and (3) a decision by the appeals board.
An APPLICATION FOR CHANGED ASSESSMENT-form is available from and should be filed with, the Clerk of the
Assessment Appeals Board. Yau may contact the Clerk's Office at (415) 554-6778 or visit their website at
www.sfgov.org/aab for more information on filing an application.

FlLING DEADLINES -

In general, an APPLICATION FOR CHANGED ASSESSMENT must be filed within sixty (60) days after the Date of
Notice {printed above) or the postmark date on the envelope in which the notice Was mailed, whichever is
later.

An application is corisidered timely filed if: (1) it is sent by U.S. mail, properly addressed with postage prepaid, .
postmarked on or before the filing deadline; OR (2) the appeals board is satisfied that the mailing accurred by the
filing deadline. If the filing deadline falls on a Saturday, Sunday, or a legal hollday, an application that is mailed
and postmarked on the next busmess day shall be considered timely ﬁled ]

City Hall Office: 1 Dy, Carlton B. Goodlett Place

Room #190 - San Francisto, CA 94102

Telephone (415) §54-5596 - Fax Nutiber (415) 554-7915

e-mail: assessor@sfgov.org 2 7 5




BOE-264-AH (P1) REV. 08 (08-10)

CULLEGE EXEMPTION CLAIM
Declaration of property information as of
12:01 am., January 1,2011

Phil Ting, Assessor-Recorder

Office of the Assessor-Reécorder

City and County of San Francisco )

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 190
San Francisco, CA 84102

(415) 554-5596

This claim must be filed by 5:00 p.m., February 15.

State of California, County of San Francisco

CLAIMANT NAME AND MAILING ADDRESS
(Make necessary comections to the printed name and mailing address)

r . 1
Received by .
{Assessar’s designee)
of .
{county or city)
L. A
on
. (date)
NAME OF CLAIMANT
Dominic L. Daher, MAcc, JD, LLM .
TITLE OF CLAIMANT . DAYTIME TELEPHONE NUMBER
Director of Tax (415) 422-5124

CORPORATE NAME OF THE COLLEGE
University of San Francisco

ADDRESS (Street, City, County, Stats}
2130 Fulton Street, San Francisco, CA 94117

ASSESSOR’S PARCEL NUMBER OR LEGAL DESCRIPTION
Various-see attached

Doés the above institution qualify as a college or seminary of learning under the laws of the State of California?
[Vlyes [ ]no :

Is the Institution conducted as a non-profit entity?

[v]yes [ ]no

Does the mstit:u_—]txon requlre for regular admission the completion of a four-year high school course or its equivalent?
[V]YES 'NO

Does the institution confer upon its graduates at least one academic or professional degres, based on a course of at least two years in
liberal arts and sciences, or on a course of at least three years in professional studies, such as law, theology, education, medicine, dentistry,
engineering, veterinary medxcme pharmacy, architecture, ﬁne arts, commerce, or journalism?

[VIves [ Ino

Are you claiming the exemption on both the land and buildings?
[Vlyes [ ]no

Is the propertﬁ:r which the exemption is claimed used exclusively for the purposes of education?

YES NO

CERTIFICATION

accompany/ng stdtemfent§for documents, is true, correcr and complete fo the best of my knowledge and belfef.

{ certify (or/jclare) under penaly /fi [g under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing and all information hereon, including any

SIGNATU F ELAIMANT . TlTLE .
> z% Director of Tax ,;/lb/ /1

E-MAILADDRESS
didaher@usfca.edu

THIS DOCUMENT IS SUBJI:E’Z(_IIETO PUBLIC INSPECTION
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Uniiversity of San Francisco roperties in the City and County of Francisco
3 Vol  Block No. Lot No. Property Location Primary Use Owned or Leased

8 1107 9 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 10 303 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 11 305 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 12 307 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 13 311 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 14 313 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 i5 315 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 16 317 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 17 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 18 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 19 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 20 301 Anza St . Student residence Owned
8 1107 21 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 22 301 Anza St - Student residence Owned
8 1107 23 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 24 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 25 301 Anza St Student residence Owned’
8 1107 26 -301 Anza St Student residence . Owned
8 1107 27 . 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 28 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 29 301 Anza St Student residence . Owned
8 -1107 30 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 31 301 Anza St - Student residence Owned
8 1107 32 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 33 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 34 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 35 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 36 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 37 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 38 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 39 301 Anza St Student residence -Owned
8 1107 40 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 41 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 42 . 301 Anza St Student residence . Owned
8 1107 43 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 44 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 45 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 46 301 Anza St. Student residence Owned
8 1107 47 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 48 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 49 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 50 301 Anza St Student residence "Owned
8 1107 51 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 52 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 53 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 54 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 55 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 56 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 57 301 Anza St " Student residence Owned
8 1107 58 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 59 301 Anza St ‘Student residence Owned
8 1107 60 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 61 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 62 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 63 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 64 301 Anza St Student residence Owned.
8 1107 65 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 66 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 67 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 68 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 69 277

301 Anza St

Student residence

RWDSH1ed staroh 31, 2010
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University of San Francisco roperties in the City and County of . Francisco
‘" Vol Block No. Lot No. Property Location Primary Use Owned or Leased

8 1107 70 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 71 301 Anza St Student residence ~Owned
8 1107 72 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 73 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 74 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 75 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 76 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 77. 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 78 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 79 301 Anza St Student residerice Owned
8 1107 80 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 81 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 82 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 83 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 84 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 "85 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 86 301 Anza St Student residence Owned.
8 1107 87 - 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 88 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 89 - 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 90 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 91 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 92 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 93 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 94 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 95 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 96 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 97. 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 98 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 99 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 -100 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 101 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 102 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 103 " 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 104 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 105 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 106 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 107 301 Anza St Student residence- Owned
8 1107 108 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 109 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 110 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 111 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 112 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 113 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 114 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 115 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 <116 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 117 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 118 301 Anza st Student residence Owned
8 1107 119 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 120 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 121 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 122 . 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 123 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 124 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 125 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 126 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 127 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 128 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 129 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 - 130 Student residence

RYDS8Hred arch 31, 2010
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+ + University of San Franciscc

. roperties in the City and County of

" s Francisco

Block No. Lot No.

7 Vol Property Location Primary Use Owned or Leased
J 8 1107 131 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 132 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 133 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 134 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
R 1107 135 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 136 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
:hs 1107 137 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
‘3 8 1107 138 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 139 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
! 1107 140 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
é 8 1107 141 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
N 1107 142 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
&' gg 8 1107 143 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
| 8 1107 144" 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
@Q /Q 8 1109 3C 239 Masonic Av Student residence Owned
N 1138 13 186 Stanyan St Student residence Owned
3 {8 1173 18 1982 Fulton St Student residence Owned
/ N Q 8 1146 2 25 Chabot Te Faculty/Staff Housing Owned
‘N 1146 4 35 Chabot Te Faculty/Staff Housing Owned
R bty § 8 1146 7 53 Chabot Te Faculty/Staff Housing Owned
N 28 Chabot Te Faculty/Staff Housing Owned
2 8 1147 15 22 Chabot Te Faculty/Staff Housing Owned
’ 6 2745 Turk Bl Faculty/Staff Housing Owned
701 Parker Av #100 Faculty/Staff Housing Leased
9 2001 Grove St #2 Faculty/Staff Housing Leased
9 ! 2001 Grove St #8 Faculty/Staff Housing Leased
8 1144 001A 284 Stanyan St Faculty/Staff Housing Owned
8 1107 6 2350 Turk Bi Classrooms and Faculty Offices Owned”
8 1107 8 2500 Turk BI Classrooms and Faculty Offices Owned
9 1190 i 2195 Fulton St Classrooms and Faculty Offices Owned
8 1145 3 2130 Fulton St Classrooms and Faculty Offices Owned
8 1144 1B 222 Stanyan St Health and Recreation Center Owned
8 1144 1 501 Parker Av Negoesco Athletic Stadium Owned
N Storage Facility Used to Store
1855 Mission St Campus Supplies Leased
78 1146 E 47 Chabot Te Faculty/Staff Housing Owned

279
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BOE-264-AH (P1) REV. 10 (05-12) Office of the Assessor-Recorder

City and County of San Francisco

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 180
San Francisco, CA 94102

www.sfassessor.org (415) 554-5596

N

COLLEGE EXEMPTIONCLAIM  \§srsscr o™ 7 o7 7 (g

[ANECEN

This claim is filed for fiscal year20 13 _-2014
{Example: a person filing a timely claim in January 3((4“{:9
would enter "2011-2012.") i

This claim must be filed by 5:00 p.m., February 15.

CLAIMANT NAME AND MAILING ADDRESS
(Make necessary corrections to the printec name and malling address)

p
. University of San Francisco
C/O Dominic L. Daher

Received b
2130 Fulton Street . y - [Assessor's designee)

San Francisco, CA 94117-1080 ;
0

{county or city)
| J
. on

(date)

NAME OF CLAIMANT

Dominic L. Daher, MAcc, 4B, LLM _

TITLE OF CLAIMANT : ' DAYTIME TELEPHONE NUMBER
Director of Tax ‘ (415 ) 422-5124
CORPORATE NAME OF THE COLLEGE : .

University of San Francisco

ADDRESS (Street, City, County, Stafe, Zip Code)

2130 Fulton Street, San Francisco, CA 84117-1080 .
ASSESSOR’S PARCEL NUMBER OR LEGAL DESCRIPTION DATE PROPERTY WAS FIRST USED BY CLAIMANT

Various - see attached ) Various

1. Owner and operator: (check applicable boxes)
Claimant Is: Owner and operafor [] Owneronly [] Operator only

and claims exemption on all [ZLand [ Buildings and improvements and/or [7] Personal property
2. Does the above institution qualify as a college or seminary of learning under the laws of the State of California?
[vlyes [ Ino
3. Is the institution conducted as a non-profit entity?

[v]yes [ ]no

4, Does the institution require for regular admission the completion of a four-year high school course or its equivalent?
YES [ ]NO

5. Does the institution confer upon its graduates at least one academic or professional degree, based on a course of at least two years in liberal arts
and sciences, or on a course of at least three years in professional studies, such as law, theology, education, medicine, dentistry, engineering,
veterinary medicine, pharmacy, architecture, fine arts, commerce, or journalism?

[v]yes [ ]no

6. Is the property for which the exemption is claimed used exclusively for the purposes of education?

[vJyves [ Ino

7. List all buildings and other improvements for which exemption is claimed and state the primary and incidental use of each. Attach a separate
sheet if necessary. Indicate whether leased or owned.

[.OCATIONS ) PRIMARY USE INCIDENTAL USE
See attached Education Education housing i [JLEASE [JOWN
[JLEASE [[JOWN
.[:I LEASE T1JOWN
[JLEASE [JOWN
[JLEASE [JOWN
[JLEASE [JOWN

THIS DOCUMENT IS SUBJECT TO PUBLIC INSPECTION
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BOE-264-AH (P2) REV. 10 (05-12)

8. Has any construction commenced and/or been completed on this parcel since 12:01 a.m., &JgrLuan ﬁ “of i :,;wg v ér?

[V]YES [ ]NO IfYES, please explain: PR
Miscellaneous repairs and alterations at 22 Chabot Tr, 1186 Stanyan St, 2350 Turk Bivd and 5011' gqﬂg@\@efferiﬁqf{ng%qt degi Turk Bivd.

T LFFIRE

Miscellaneous construction, repairs and alterations at 2130 Fulton St. Seismic refrofitting improvements at 2001 Grove St. and 284 Stanyan St.

8. Is the property, or a portion thereof, for which an exemption is claimed a student booksfore that generates unrelated busmess taxable income
as defined in section 512 of the Internal Revenue Code?

[Jyes [v]No

If YES, a copy of the institution’s most recent tax return filed with the Internal Revenue Service must accompany this claim. Property taxes,
as determined by establishing a ratio of the unrelated business taxable income to the bookstore's gross income, will be levied.

10. Has any of the property listed above been used for business purposes other than a student bookstore?
[]YEs NO I YES, please explain:

11. If the business is operated by someone other than the college, attach a copy of the lease or other agreement. Please explain:

N/A

12. Is any equipment or other property being leased or rented from someone else?

[v][ves [ ]no

If YES, list on a separate sheet the name and address of the owner and the type, make, model, and serial number of the property. If the
property listed is not used exclusively for educational purposes at the collegiate level, please state the other uses of the property. If rea
property, provide the name and address of the owner.

The benefit of a property tax exemption must inure to the lessee institution. if taxes paid by the lessor, see section 202 2 of the Revenue and
Taxation Code.

ADDITIONAL REQUIRED DOCUMENTATION

«  Attach a separate page showing the requirements for admission. A current catalog showing the requirernents may be
substituted.

+  Altach a separate pege, or current catalog, listing the degrees conferred upon the graduates and the requirements for each
degree.

.« Aftach a copy of the financial statements (balance sheet and operating statement for the preceding fiscal year.)

Whom should we contact during normal business hours for additional information?

NAME TITLE
Dorminic’L. Daher Director of Tax
DAYTIME TELEPHONE ) EMAIL ADDRESS
(415 ) 422-5124 didaher@usfca.edu
' CERTIFICATION )
1 certify (or deglare) under penalty of perjury under the Jajvs of the State of California that the foregoing and all information hereon, including any
. 7 accompanying statements W is true, correct, and complete fo the best of my knowledge and belief,
SIGNATURH OF PERSON MAKING CLAIM TITLE
> W/é{, l . WQ’\ _ " | Director of Tax
NAME OF PERSON MAKING CLAIM - DATE
Dominic L. Daher N /(3-[ ! 3
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~University of San Franciscge~Properties in the City and County ¢&San Francisco

. Owned or
Vol Block No. Lot No. Property Location Primary Use Leased

8 : 1107 9 301 Anza St - Student residence Owned

- 8 1107 10 303 Anza St - Student residence Owned
8 1107 11 305 Anza St - Student residence Owned
8 1107 12 307 Anza St - Student residence Owned
8 1107 13 311 Anza St - Student residence Owned
8 1107 14 313 Anza St ~ Student residence Owned
8 1107 15 315 Anza St . Student resldence Owned
8 1107 16 317 Anza St ~ Student residence Owned

- 8 1107 17 301 Anza St 7 Student residence Owned
8 1107 18 301 Anza St . Student residence Owried
8 1107 19 301 Anza St - Student residence Owned
8 1107 20 301 Anza St ~ Student residence Owned
8 1107 21 301 Anza St - Student residence Owned
8 1107 22 301 Anza St - Student residence Owned
8 1107 .23 301 Anza St - Student residence Owned
8 1107 24 301 Anza St~ Student residence Owned
8 1107 25 301 Anza St - Student residence Owned
8 1107 26 301 Anza St -~ Student residence Owned
8 © 1107 27 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 28 301 Anza St~ ‘Student residence Owned
8 1107 29 301 Anza St - Student residence Owned
8 1107 30 301 Anza St -~ Student residence Owned
8 1107 31 301 Anza St~ Student residence Owned
8 1107 32 301 Anza St~ Student residence Owned
8 1107 33 301 Anza St- - Student residence Owned
8 1107 34 301 Anza St ~ Student: residence Owned
8 1107 35 301 Anza St - Student residence Owned
8 1107 36 301 Anza St - Student residence Owned
8 1107 37 301 Anza St /- Student residence Owned
8 1107 38 301 Anza St - Student residence Owned
8 1107 39 301 Anza St 7~ Student residence Owned
8 1107 40 301 Anza St - Student residence Owned -
8 1107 41 301 Anza St~ Student residence Owned
8 1107 42 301 Anza St - Student residence Owned

'8 1107 43 301 Anza St - Student residence Owned

8 1107 44 301 Anza St~ Student residence Owned
8 1107 45 301 Anza St - Student residence Owned
8 1107 46 301 Anza St~ Student residence Owned
8 1107 47 301 Anza St~/ Student residence Owned
8 1107 48 301 Anza St / Student residence Owned
8 1107 49 301 Anza St -~ Student residence Owned.
8 1107 - 50 301 Anza St - Student residence Owned
8 1107 51 301 Anza St~ Student residence Owned
8 1107 52 . 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 53 301 Anza St - Student residence Owned
8 1107 54 301 Anza St~ Student residence Owned
8 1107 55 301 Anza St - Student residence Owned
8 1107 56 301 Anza St - Student. residence Owned

- 8 1107 57 301 Anza St~ Student residence Owned
8 1107 58 301 Anza St~ Student residence Owned
8 1107 59 301 Anza St/ Student residence Owned
8 1107 60 301 Anza St/ Student residence Owned
8 1107 61 301 Anza St~/ Student residence Owned
8 1107 62 301 Anza St~ Student residence Owned
8’ 1107 63 301 Anza St/ Student residence Owned
8 1107 64 301 Anza Sty - Student residence Owned
8 1167 65 301 Anza St - Student residence

282
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. University of San Francisc%ew Properties in the City and County pf-San Francisco

_ Owned or
Vol Block No. Lot No. Property Location Primary Use Leased
8 1107 66 301 Anza St ~ - Student residence Owned
8 1107 67 301 Anza St~ Student residence Owned
8 1107 68 301 Anza St - Student residence Owned
8 . 1107 _ 69 301 Anza St ~ Student residence Owned
8 1107 70 301 Anza St.- Student residence Owned
8 1107 71 301 Anza St -~ Student residence Owned
8 1107 72 301 Anza St~ Student residence Owned
8 1107 73 301 Anza St 7 Student residence Owned
8 - 1107 74 301 Anza St/ Student residence Owned
8 1107 75 301 Anza St - Student residence Owned
8 1107 76 301 Anza St 7 Student residence Owned
8 1107 77 301 Anza St~ Student residence Owned
-8 1107 78 301 Anza St - Student residence Owned
8 1107 79 301 Anza St - Student residence Owned
8 1107 80 301 Anza St~ Student residence Owned -
8 1107 81 301 Anza St+ Student residence Owned
8 1107 82 301 Anza St « Student residence Owned
8 1107 83 301 Anza 5t 7 Student residence Owned
8 1107 84 301 Anza St~ Student residence Owned
8 1107 85 301 Anza St~ . Student residence Owned
8 1107 86 301 Anza St ~ Student residence Owned
8 . 1107 87 301 Anza St - Student residence Owned
8 1107 88 301 Anza St 7 Student residence Owned
8 1107 89 301 Anza St~ Student residence Owned
8 1107 90 - 301 Anza St~ Student residence Owned
8 1107 91 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 92 301 Anza St - Student residence Owned
8 1107 93 301 Anza st/ Student residence Owned
8 1107 94 301 Anza St / Student residence Owned
8 1107 95 301 Anza St ~ Student residence Owned
8 1107 96 301 Anza St - Student residence Owned
8 1107 97 301 Anza St ~ Student residence Owned
8 1107 98 301 Anza St 7 Student residence Owned
8 1107 99 301 Anza St ¢ Student residence Owned
8 1107 100 301 Anza 5t 7 Student residence Owned
8 1107 101 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 102 301 Anza St~ Student residence Owned
8 1107 103 301 Anza St - Student residence Owned
8 1107 104 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 105 301 Anza St~ Student residence Owned
8 1107 106 301 Anza St~ Student residence Owned
8 1107 107 301 Anza St~ Student residence Owned
8 1107 108 301 Anza St- Student residence Owned
8 1107 109 301 Anza St~ Student residence Owned
8 1107 110 301 Anza St~ Student residence Owned
8 1107 111 301 Anza St 7 Student residence Owned
8 1107 112 301 Anza St~ Student residence Owned
8 1107 113 301 Anza St~ Student residence Owned
8 1107 114 301 Anza St - Student residence Owned
8 1107 115 301 Anza St - Student residence Owned
8 1107 116 301 Anza St~ Student residence Owned
8 1107 117 301 Anza St~ Student residence Owned
8 1107 118 301 Anza St - Student residence Owned
8 1107 119 301 Anza St - Student residence Owned
8 1107 120 301 Anza St - Student residence Owned
8 1107 121 301 Anza St ~ Student residence Owned
8 122, 301 Anza St~ Student residence Owned

1107
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University of San .Franciscg’~ roperties in the City and County é‘@‘ an Francisco

Owned or

Vol Block No. Lot No. Property Location Primary Use Leased
8 1107 123 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 124 301 Anza St . Student residence Owned
8 1107 125 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 126 301 Anza St~ Student residence Owned
- 8 1107 127 301 Anza St~ Student residence Owned
8 1107 . 128 301 Anza St ~ Student residence Owned
8 1107 129 301 Anza St~ Student, residence Owned
8 1107 130 301 Anza St - Student residence Owned
8 1107 131 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 132 301 Anza' St~ Student residence Owned
8 1107 133 301 Anza St 7 Student residence Owned
8 1107 134 301 Anza St 7 Student residence Owned
8 1107 135 301 Anza St ~ ¢ Student residence Owned
. 8 1107 136 301 Anza St / Student residence Owned
8 1107 137 301 Anza St~ Student residence Owned
8 1107 138 301 Anza St/ Student residence Owned
8 1107 139 301 Aniza St/ Student residence Owned
8 1107 140 301 Anza St~ Student residence Owned
8 1107 - 141 301 Anza St 7 " Student residence Owned
8 1107 142 301 Anza St~ Student residence " Owned
8 1107 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 ! 301 Anza St/ . Student residence Owned.
8 1109. ... - 3T 239 Masonic Av ~ Student residence Owned
8 1138 13 186 Stanyan St < Student residence Owned
8 1173 18 1982 Fulton St 7 Student residence Owned
'8 1146 2 25-27 Chabot Te 7 Faculty/Staff Housing Owned
%8 1146 4 35 Chabot Te 7 Faculty/Staff Housing Owned
‘8 1146 7 53 Chabot Te ~ Faculty/Staff Housing Owned
8 1147 14 28 Chabot Te ~ Faculty/Staff Housing Owned
8 1147 15 22 Chabot Te ~ Faculty/Staff Housing Owned
8 1147 16 2745-2747 Turk Bl ~ Faculty/Staff Housing Owned
8 1170 001 701 Parker Av #100 Faculty/Staff Housing Leased
9 1194 001, 2001 Grove St #2 Faculty/Staff Housing Leased
9 1194 001 2001 Grove St #8 Faculty/Staff Housing Leased
8 1144 001A 284 Stanyan St - Faculty/Staff Housing Owned
8 1107 6 2350 Turk Bl ~ Classrooms and Faculty Offices Owned
8 1107, 8 2500-2698 Turk Bl 7~ Classrooms and Faculty Offices Owned
9 1190 1 2195 Fulton St~ . Classrooms and Faculty Offices Owned

8 1145 ° 3 2130 Fulton St 7 Classrooms and Faculty Offices .Owned -
8 1144 iB 222 Stanyan St Health and Recreation Center Owned
8 1144 1 501 parker Av “ Negoesco Athletic Stadium Owned
3548 035 1855 Mission St Storage Facility Used to Store  Leased

’ Campus Supblies
1146\ 6 47 Chabot Te Faculty/Staff Housing . Owned
Business Property Account #034441-001 . :

1148 8 59-61 Roselyn Ter - Faculty/Staff Housing Owned
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UNIVERSITY OF SAN FRANCISCO

REAL PROPERTY/EQUIPMENT LEASED OR RENTED BY THE UNIVERSITY OF SAN FRANCISCO

EQUIPMENT QUANTITY COMPANY

Model #MSPS 1 Pitney Bowes Global Financial

Serial #0003850 1305 Executive Blvd Ste 200
Chesapeake, VA 23323

Model #MSF1 1 Pitney Bowes Global Financial

Serical #0004943 : 1305 Executive Blvd Ste 200
Chesapeake, VA 23323

Model #1W00 1 Pitney Bowes Global Financial

Serial #1370515 1305 Executive Blvd Ste 200

. Chesapeake, VA 23323

Model #MSF1 | 1 Pitney Bowes Global Financial

Serical #0001770 1305 Executive Blvd Ste 200
Chesapeake, VA 23323

Model #MPR1 1 Pitney Bowes Global Financial -

Serical #0005450 1305 Executive Blvd Ste 200
Chesapeake, VA 23323

Model #1W00 1 Pitney Bowes Global Financial”

Serical #1370552

REAL PROPERTY

Arrupe
490 6th Avenue
San Francisco, CA

701 Parker Avenue #100
San Francisco, CA

2001 Grove Street #2
San Francisco, CA

2001 Grove Street #8
San Francisco, CA

1855 Mission Street
San Francisco

Attachment to San Francisco
Claim for Exemption

Attachment 1

1305 Executive Blvd Ste 200
Chesapeake, VA 23323

OWNER

Kaiser Foundation Hoébi_tals
1950 Frankiin Street
Oakland, CA 94612

Gordon Clifford Realty Inc.
1572 Union Street
San Francisco, CA 94123-4505

Washington Street Property
152 6th Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94118-1326

Washington Street Property
152 6th Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94118-1326

ATM Investments

1135 Trinity Dr
Menlo Park, CA 94025-6646

285



CPLKUP
VWILLIAM

SEARCH STRING:

BUSINESS NAME

EZ-CAM

227

PP INQUIRY
06-10-13

ACCOUNT NO /OR OWNER NAME REAL /OR STREET
~001 034441001 UNIVERSITY OF SAN FRANCISCO 2130 FULTON ST 0000 ve v
002 034441002 UNIVERSITY OF SAN FRANCISCO _ 2155 FULTON ST 0000 T, - CHR
003 034441003 UNIVERSITY OF SAN FRANCISCO _ 101 HOWARD ST 0404 e Ta . S
004 034441900 UNIVERSITY OF SAN FRANCISCO _ GE CAPITAL CORPORATION D7, LS
005 041476001 UNIVERSITY OF SAN FRANCISCO _ 186 STANYAN ST 0000 e - AT
006 041599001 UNIVERSITY OF SAN FRANCISCO. 2001 GROVE ST 0000 ot AT
007 044076001 UNIVERSITY OF SAN FRANCISCO _ 2701 TURK BLVD 0000 Lt WA
008 131041001 UNIVERSITY OF SAN FRANCISCO _ 2130 FULTON ST 0000 o Rex
009 181869001 UNIVERSITY OF SAN FRANCISCO _ 220 MONTGOMERY ST 1050 RS
OPTION 000

Oowners list. Enter record number or Fl12, F13, F3

) V&»/(o /Lm_s
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-+ PhilTing; Assessor-Recorder
Office ofthe Assessor-Recorder

J0OE-26 P1) REV. 09 (02-11
E264HAH (PR ¢ ) City and County of San Francisco

COLLEGE EXEMPTION CLAIM 1D Danton 5. g:gjﬁgz{"acen Room 180
Declaration of properly informatiop as of : ) "
12:01 a.m., Ja%l&p ) . (415) 554-5598
This claim must be filed by 5:00 p.m., February 15,
State of California, County of: San Francisco
CLAIMANT NAME AND MAILING ADDRESS )
{Maka necessary corractions lo the pinted name and malling address) )
I ! ,
University of San Francisco , . FOR ASSESSOR'S F’SE ONLY
C/o Dominic. L. Daher ’ S Received by (Assessor's deslgnee) '
2130 Fulton Street .
San Francisco, CA 94117-1080 of ey
L _ ) S
) ' (dale)
NAME OF CLAIMANT
Dominic L. Daher, MAcc, 4D, LLM
TITLE OF CLAIMANT - DAYTIME TELEPHONE NUMBER

Director of Tax ‘ ' (415) 422-5124
CORPORATE NAME C!FT!’!E~ COLLEGE . ]

University of San Francisco

ADDRESS (Strest, City, Counly, Slate, Zip Cods}

2130 Fulton Street, San Francisco, CA 94117.

ASSESSOR'S PARCEL NUMBER OR LEGAL DESCRIPTION

Various - see attached |,

1. Does the above institution qualify as a college or seminary of learning under the laws of the State of California?

Vlves [ Ino

" 2. s the'Institution conducted as a non-profit entity?
V]ves [ no

3. Does the institution require for regular admisslon the completion of a four-year high school course or ifs equivalent?

Vlves [ ]nNo -

4. Does the Institution confer upon its graduates at least one academic or professlonal degree, based on a course of at least two years in
iberal arts and sclences, or on a course of at least threa years in professional studles, such as law, theclogy, education, mediclne, dentistry,
engineering, veterinary medicine, pharmacy, architecture, fine arts, commercs, or journallsm?

Vlves [ ]no

5. Are youl clalming the exemptlon on both the land and bulldings?
Vlves []no '

6. Is the property for which the exemption Is claimed used exclusively for the purposes of education?
V]ves [ ]no -

CERTIFICATION

! certify (or degtare) under penalty of ;%erj 1y under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing and all information hereon, Including any
/ %coompan y/_’ng stat; eﬁs ? ocuments, Is true, correct, and complete (o the best of my knowledge and bellef,

.SIGNATURE BF CLAIMANT, : TTLE DATE
LML (Al on Director of Tax , 203/ [

EMAIL ADDRESS
didaher@usfca.edu

THIS DOCUNENT IS SUBJECTGP PUBLIC INSPECTION



BOE-264-AH (P2) REV. 08 (02-11)
' INSTRUCTIONS AND QUESTIONNAIRE FOR COLLEGE EXEMPTION

Answer each question helow, and provide as much detall as you conslder necessary to support your claim for an exemption for this property, List
all locations used, either owned or leased, where the exemption is to be applied,

1. Listall bulidings and other improvements for which exemption Is clalmed and state the primary and Incldental use of each. Attach a separate
sheet if necessary. Indicats whether leased or owned.

LOCATIONS PRIMARY USE INCIDENTAL USE
See aftached Education Education housing - | CILEASE  [JOWN
CILEASE [JOWN
[JLEASE []OWN
CILEASE. []OWN
[ILEASE [JOWN
CJLEASE  [JOWN
CILEASE [JOWN
[ILEASE [JOWN

2. Attach a separate page showing the requirements for admisslon, A current catalog showing the requrrements ‘may be substituted.
' See attached and visit hitp:/iwww.usfca.edu/catalog/
3. Altach a separate page, or current catalog, listing the degrees conferred upon the graduates and the requirements for each degree.

See attached and visit hitp:/www.usfca.edu/catalog/
4,  Altach a copy of the financlal statements (balance sheet and opetating statement for the precedrng fiscal year.)

See attached finandlal statements

5. Has any construction commenced and/or been completed on this parcel slnce 12; 01 a.m., January 1 of last year?

[/lyes [no

IFYES, please-explan: Renovatron work at 28 Chabot Te, 284 Stanyan Street, and 2130 Fuiton Street.

6. s the property, or a portion thereof, for which an exermnption is claimed a student bookstore that generates unrelated business taxable income
as defined In section 512 of the Internal Revenue Code? .
[Jves . [V]no
If YES, a copy of the Institution’s most recent tax return filed with the Internal Revenue Service must accompany this claim. Property taxes
as determined by establishing a ratio of the unrelated business taxable income to the bookstore’s gross Income, will be levied.

7. Has any of the property listed above been used for buainess purposes other than a student bookstore?

[yes [V]no

if YES, please explain:

8. Ifthe business s operated by someone other than the college, attach a copy of the lease or other agreement. Please explam

N/A

9. s any equipment or other property being leased or rented from someone elsa?

[ lves- [/]No
If YES, list on a separate sheet the name and address of the owner and the type, make, model, and serlal number of the propetty. If the
property listed is not used exclusively for educational purposes at the colleglate level, pleass state the other uses of the property. If real

property, provide the name and address of the owner,

The benefit.of a property tax exemption must inure to the lessee institution, If taxes paid by the lessor, see sectlon 202,2 of the Revenue and
Taxation Code.

Whom should.we contact for addjtional information during normal huslness hours?
NAME ) DAYTIME TELEPHONE NUMBER

Dominic L. Daher : (415) 422-5124

ADDRESS (Shreel, Cily, County, Stals)

2130 Fulton Street, San Franclsco, CA 94117
EMAILADDRESS

didaher@usfca.edu

N
[0}
op



-

-~ University of San Francisco - \

%
“iwties in the City and County of San .

«cisco
Vol-  Block No, Lot No. Property Location Primary Use .Owned or Leased
8 1107 9 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 10 303 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 11 305 Anza St Student resldence Owned
8 1107 12 307 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 13 311 Anza St Student resldence Owned
8 1107 14 313 Anza St Student resldence Owned
8 1107 15 315 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 16 317 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 17 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 18 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 19 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 20 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 21 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107. 22 . 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 23 301 Anza St Student residence -Owned
8 1107 24 301 Anza St Student resldence Owned
8 1107 25 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 - 26 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 27 301 Anza St Student residence Owned -
8 1107 28 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 29 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 30 301 Anza St Student resldence Owned
8 1107 31 301 Anza St Student resldence Owned
8 1107 32 301 Anza St _Student residence Owned
8 1107 33 301 Ahza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 34 301 Anza St Student resldence Owned
8 1107 35 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 36 301 Anza St Student resldence Owned
8 1107 37 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 38 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 - 1107 39 301 Anza St ‘Student residence Owned
8 1107 40 301 Anza St ~ Student residence Owned
8 1107 41 - 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 42 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 43 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8- 1107 44 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 45 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 46 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 47 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 48 301 Anza St Student resldence Owned
8 1107 49 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 . 1i07 50 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 51 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
. 8 1107 52 301 Anza St Student residerce Owned
8 1107 53 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 54 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 55 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 56 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 57 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 58 301 Anza'St Student residence Owned
8 1107 59 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 60 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 61 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 62 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 63 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 64 301 Anza St Student resldence Owned
8 1107 65 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 66 301 Anza St - Student residence Owned
-8 - - 07— 6F - ~- - 3B-Anza-SE-- - -..Student residence.—. .  Owned..
8 1107 68 301 Anza S5t Student residence Owned
8 1107 69 301 Anza St 289 Student residence Owned




University of San Francisco - . .

a

icisco

arties in the City and County of San
Vol Block No. Lot No. Property Location Primary Use Owned or Leased
8 T 1107 70 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 71 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 72 301.Anza St Student residence Owned -
8 1107 - 73 301 Anza St Student resldence Owned
8 1107 74 301 Anza St Student resldence Owned
8 - 1107 75 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 76 301 Anza St Student resldence Owned
8 1107 77 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 78 301 Anza St Student residence ~ Owned
8 1107 79 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 80 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 81 301 Anza St Student residence - Owned
8 1107 82 301 Anza St Student resldence Owned
8 1107 83 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 84 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 85 301 Anza St Student resldence Owned
8 1107 86 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 87 301 Anza St Student residence Qwned
8 1107 88 301 Anza St Student residence Owned "
8 1107 89 301 Anza St Student residence Owned -
8 1107 - 90 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 91 301 Anza St Student resldence Owned
'8 1107 92 - 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 93 301 Anza St Student resldence Owned
8 ©a107 94 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 895 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
B 1107 96 301 Anza St _ Student residence Owned
8 1107 97 . 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 i107 ° 98. .301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 99 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 - 100 301 Anza St Student resldence Owned
8 1107 101. 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 102 301 Anza St Student resldence Owned
8 1107 103 . 301 Anza St Student residence - Owned
8 1107 104 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 105 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 106 301 Anza St Student resldence Owned
8 1107 107 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 108 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
.8 1107 109 ° 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 110 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 111 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 112 301 Anza St - Student residernice Owned
8 1107 113 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 114 . 301 Anza St Student residence ‘Owned
8 1107 115 301 Anza St Student resldence Owned
8 1107 116 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 117 301 Anza St Student residence ‘Owned.
8 1107 118 . 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 119 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 120 301 Anza St- Student residence " Owned
8 1107 121 301 Anza St Student residence Owned -
8 1107 122 301 Anza St Student resldence Owned -
8 1107 123 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 124 301'Anza St ‘Student residence Owned
8 1i07 125 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 126 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 127 301 Anza St Student resldence Owned -
© e 1107 - E28 - — 301 -Anza-St - -~ ~Student-residence-— - —-Owned— - - -0 oo
-8 - 1107 129 301 Anza St . Student resldence Owned
8 1107 130 301 Anza St 290 Student residence Owned



. bniversity of San Francisco - ﬁ% arties in the City and County of San

i

Fheisco

| Block No. Lot No.

Property Location

Vo Primary Use Owned or Leased
8 1107 131 301 Anza St Student resldence Owned
8 1107 132 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 133 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 134 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 135 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 - 136 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 137 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 138 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 139 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 140 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 141 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 142 301 Anza St Student residence - Owned
8 1107 143. 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 144 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1109 3C 239 Masonic Av Student residence Owned
8 1138 13 186 Stanyan St Student residence Owned
8 1173 18 1982 Fulton St Student residence Owned
8 1146 2 25 Chabot Te . Faculty/Staff Houslng Owned
8 1146 4 35 Chabhot Te - Faculty/Staff Housing Owned
8 1146 7 Faculty/Staff Housing “Owned
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Business Property Account #034441-001

8

2745 Turk Bl
701 Parker Av #100
2001 Grove.St #2
2001 Grove St #8
284 Stanyan St
2350 Turk Bl
2500 Turk Bl
2195 Fulton St
2130 Fulton St
222 Stanyan St
501 Parker Av
1855 Mission St

47 Chabot Te

59-61 Roselyn Ter

ty/Statt Housing
Faculty/Staff Housing
Faculty/Staff Housing
Faculty/Staff Housing
Faculty/Staff Housing
Faculty/Staff Housing
Classrooms and Faculty Offices

Classrooms and Faculty Offlces

Classrooms and Faculty Offices

Classrooms and Facdlty Offices -

Health and Recreation Center
Negoesco Athletic Stadium
Storage Facllity Used to Store

Campus Suppites
Faculty/Staff Hou;ing

Faculty/Staff Housing ‘

wne
Owned
Leased
Leased
lLeased
Owned
Owned
Owned
Owned
Owned
Owned
Owned
Leased

Owned

Owned
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ENTD
RECEIVED FEB 1S

FEB 14 2014

COLLEGE EXEMPTION CLAIM AsSAN FRANCISCOL|
This claim is filed for fiscal year 20 14__- 20 15_hssessor-Recorder's Offifg 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 190
(Example: a person filing a timely clalm in January 201 2014 . San Francisco, CA 94102 '

would enter "2011-2012.") - www. sfassessor.org (415) 554-5596

Carmen Chu, Assessor-Recorder
Office of the Assessor-Recorder
" City and County of San Francisco

BOE-264-AH (P1) REV. 10 (05-12)

" This claim must be filed by 5:00 p.m., Februaty 15.

CLAIMANT NAME AND MAILING ADDRESS
{Make necessary corraclions (o the printed nsme and mailing address)

University of San Francisco ASSESSOR'S
C/0 Dominic L. Daher . | Received by i
2130 Fulton Strest (Assessor's designee)
San Francisto, CA 94117- 1080 ¢
. ° (counly or cily)
L on
(dale)
NAME OF CLAIMANT
Dominlc L. Daher, MAcc, JD, LLM .
TITLE OF CLAIMANT ] DAYTIME TELEPHDNE NUMBER
Director of Tax A (415 ) 4225124
CORPORATE NAME OF THE COLLEGE
University of San Francisco
ADDRESS (Streel, Cily, County, State, Zip Code)
2130 Fulton Street, San Francisco, CA 94117-1080 .
ASSESSOR'S PARCEL NUMBER OR LEGAL DESCRIPTION DATE PROPERTY WAS FIRST USED BY CLAIMANT
Varlous - see attached Various

—_

. Owner and operator: (check applicable boxes)
Claimant is: {71 Owner and operator ] Owner anly ~ [J Operator only

and claims exemptionon all  [/lLand [/l Buildings and improvements  andlor ] Persanal property
2. Does the above institution qualify as a college or seminary of learning under the laws of the State of California?
[Mlyes []no
3. Is the institution conducted as a non-profit entity?
[vlyes [ ]no-
4. Does the institution require for regular admission the completion of a four-year high school course or its equivalent?

[/Jyes [Iwno

5. Does the institution caonfer upon its graduates at least one academic or professional degree, based on a course of at least two years In liberal arts
and sciences, or on a course of at least three years in professional studies, such as law, theology, education, medicine, dentistry, engineering,
veterinary medicine, pharmacy, archltecture fine arts, commerce, or journafism?

[vlyes [ no
6. Isthe property for which the exemption is claimed used exclusively for the purposes of education?

[v]Jyes [ ]no

7. List alf buildings and other improvements for which exemption is claimed and state the primary and mcndental use of each, Attach a separate
sheet if necessary. Indicate whether leased or owned.

LOCATIONS PRIMARY USE INCIDENTAL USE
See attached Education Education housing [JLEASE [JOWN.
CJLEASE [JOWN
[JLEASE [JOWN
(JLEASE [JOWN
[QLEASE [JOWN
[CJLEASE [JOWN

]

THIS DOCUMENT IS SUBJE€ST0 PUBLIC INSPECTION




RECEIVED
FEB 14 2014

BOE-264-AH (P2) REV. 10 (05-12) : . As?eAsgurFF{Re‘g\o‘\r{%'%%%ce

"8. Has any construction commenced and/or been complated on this parcel since 12:01 a.m., January 1 of last year?
[V]YES [ |NO It YES, please explain:

Miscellaneous repairs and alterations at 2350 Turk Blvd.
Miscellaneous construction, repalrs and alterations at 2130 Fulton Street. Completed seismic retrofiting improvernents at 2001 Grove Street.

9. Is the property, or a portion thereof, for which an exemption is claimed a student bookstore that generates unrelated business taxable income
as defined in section 512 of the Internal Revenue Code?

[]ves NO

If YES, a copy of the institution’s most recent tax return filed with the Internal Revenue Service must accompany this claim. Property taxes,
as determined by establishing a ratie of the unrelated business taxable income to the bockstore's gross income, will be levied.

10. Has any of the properly listed abave been used for business purposes other than a student bookstore?
D YES NO If YES, please explain:

11. If the business is operated by someone other than the college, attach a copy of the lease or other agreement. Please éxplain:

N/A

12. Is any equipment or other property being leased or rented from someone else?

[vlyves []no

If YES, list on a separale sheet the name and address of the owner and the type, make, model, and serial number of the property. If the
praperty listed Is not used exclusively for educational purposes at the collegiate level, please state the other uses of the propedy. If real
property, provide the name and address of the awner.

The benefit of a property tax exemptlon must inure to the lessee institution. If taxes paid by the lessor, see section 202.2 of the Revenue and
Taxation Code.

ADDITIONAL REQUIRED DOCUMENTATION

«  Aftach a separate page showing the requirements for admission. A current catalog showing the requirements may be
substituted.

«  Altach a separate page, or current catalog, listing the degrees conferred upon the graduates and the requirements for each
- degree.
= Attach a copy of the financial statements (balanca sheet and operating statement for the preceding fiscal year.)

Whom should we contact during normal business hours for additional information?

NAME TITLE

Dominic L. Daher Director of Tax

DAYTIME TELEPHONE EMAIL ADDRESS

(415 ) 422-5124 dldaher@usfca edu

CERTIFICATION .
| certify (or deflate) under penalty of perjury und f the f %fhe Slate of California that the foregoing and all information hereon, including any
ccompanying statements or ume true, correct, and complete lo the best of my knowledge and belief.

SIGNATURE QR{PEHSON MAIING CLAIM TITLE

> W‘\, . l . ( W ’ Director of Tax

NAME OF PERSON MAKING CLAIM DATE

Dominlc L. Daher *[lo |1 L’/
1

~N
(<]
-+




RECEIVED

7B 1 8ENTD
University of San Francisco - Properties in the City and County of San Francisco FEB 1 b 2014
-SANFRANCISCO .
AsEussosReoorder's Office

Vol  Block No. .Lot No. Property Location . Primary Use leased
8 1107 9 301 Anza St Student residence Owned’
8 1107 10 303 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 i1 305 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 12 307 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 13 311 Anza St Student residence * Owned
8 1107 14 313 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 - 1107 15 315 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 16 317 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 17 301 Anza St Student resldence Owned
8 1107 18 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 19 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 20 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 - 1107 21 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 22 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 ~1107 23 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 24 301 Anza St Student residence - Owned
8 1107 25 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 26 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 27 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 28 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 29 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 30 ‘301 Anza St ~Student residence Owned
8 1107 31 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 32 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 33 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 34 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 35 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 36 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 37 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 38 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 39 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 40 301 Anza St Student resldence Owned
8 1107 41 301 Anza 5t Student residence Owned
8 1107 42 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 43 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 44 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 45 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 46 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 47 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 48 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 . 1107 49 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 50 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 51 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 52 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 53 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 54 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 55 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 -56 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 57 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 58 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 59 301 Anza St Student resldence Owned
8 1107 60 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 61 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 62 301 Anza St . Student residence Owned
-8 1107 63 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 64 301 Anza St 95 Student residence Owned
8 1107 65 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
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8 - 1107 66 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 67 301 Anza St Student resldence Owned
8 1107 68 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 69 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 70 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 71 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 72 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 73 301 Anza St. Student residence Owned
8 1107 74 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 75 301 Anza St Student residence .Owned
8 1107 76 . 301 Anza St ‘Student residence: Owned
8 1107 77 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 78 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 79 301 Anza St Student resldence ~Owned
8 1107 80 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 81 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 82 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 83 301 Anza St Student resldence Owned
8 1107 84 . 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 85 301 Anza St Student residence Owned
8 1107 86 301 Anza St Student resldence Owned
8 1107 87 30