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FILE NO. 170992 RESOLUTION NO. 

1 [Bi-Annual Housing Balance Report - May 2017] 

2 

3 Resolution receiving and approving the bi-annual Housing Balance Report dlatedl 

4 May 12, 2017, submitted as required! by Planning Code, Section 103. 

5 

6 WHEREAS, On April 21, 2015, the Board of Supervisors passed Ordinance No. 

7 53-15 amending the Planning Code to include a new Section 103 requiring the Planning 

8 Department to monitor and report on the Housing Balance between new market rate 

9 housing and new affordable housing production; and 

1 O WHEREAS, Planning Code, Section 103, requires that bi-annual reports to be 

11 submitted to the Board of Supervisors by April 1, and October 1, of each year and will 

12 also be published on a visible and accessible page on the Planning Department's 

13 website; and 

14 WHEREAS, The stated purpose of the Housing Balance Monitoring and 

15 Reporting requirements are: a) to maintain a balance between new affordable and 

16 market rate housing Citywide and within neighborhoods; b) to make housing available 

17 for all income levels and housing need types; c) to preserve the mixed-income character 

18 of the City and its neighborhoods; d) to offset the withdrawal of existing housing units 

19 from rent stabilization and the loss of single room occupancy hotel units; e) to ensure the 
/ 

20 availability of land and encourage the deployment of resources to provide sufficient 

21 housing affordable to households of very low, low, and moderate incomes; f) to ensure 

22 adequate housing for families, seniors and the disabled communities; g) to ensure data 

23 on meeting affordable housing targets Citywide and within neighborhoods informs the 

24 approval process for new housing development; and h) to enable public participation in 

25 determining the appropriate mix of new housing approvals; and 

Supervisor Kim 
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WHEREAS, In November 2014, San Francisco voters endorsed Proposition K, 

which set a goal of 33% of all new housing to be affordable to extremely low to moderate 

income households, the Housing Balance Report tracks performance towards meeting 

the goals set forth by Proposition K and the City's Housing Element; and 

WHEREAS, The Planning Department submitted on May 12, 2017, for the 

Board's receipt and approval, the bi-annual Housing Balance Report covering the ten 

year calendar period from 2007-2016 as required by Planning Code, Section 103; and 

WHEREAS, The bi-annual report is on file with the Clerk of the Board of 

Supervisors in File No. 170992, and is incorporated herein by reference as though fully 

set forth; now, therefore, be it 

RESOLVED, That the Board of Supervisors hereby receives and approves the 

bi-annual Housing Balance Report submitted by the Planning Department. 

Supervisor Kim 
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SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

12 May 2017 

Honorable Members of the San Francisco Board of Supervisors 

John Rahaim 

Director of Planning 

RE: HOUSING BALANCE REPORT No. 5 
1 January 2007 - 31 December 2016 

SUMMARY 

1his report is submitted in compliance with Ordinance No. 53-15 requiring the Planning 
Department to monitor and report on the housing balance between new market rate and new 
affordable housing production. One of the stated purposes of the Housing Balance is "to 
ensure that data on meeting affordable housing targets Citywide and within neighborhoods 
informs the approval process for new housing development." 1his report is the fifth in the 
series and covers the ten-year period from 1January2007 through 31 December 2016. 

The "Housing Balance" is defined as the proportion of all new affordable housing units to the 
total number of all new housing units for a 10-year "Housing Balance Period." In addition, a 
calculation of "Projected Housing Balance" which includes residential projects that have 
received approvals from the Planning Commission or Planning Department but have not yet 
received permits to commence construction will be included. 

In the 2007-2016 Housing Balance Period, 22% of net new housing produced was affordable. 
By comparison, the expanded Citywide Cumulative Housing Balance is 23%, although this 
varies by districts. Distribution of the Cumulative Housing Balance over the 11 Board of 
Supervisor Districts ranges from -197% (District 4) to 67% (District 5). 1his variation, 
especially with negative housing balances, is due to the larger number of units permanently 
withdrawn from rent control protection relative to the number of total net new units and net 
affordable units built in those districts. 

The Projected Housing Balance Citywide is 14%. Three major development projects were 
identified in the ordinance for exclusion in the projected housing balance calculations until site 
permits are obtained. Remaining phases for these three projects will add up to 22,000 net units 
including over 4,900 affordable units; this would increase the projected housing balance to 20% if 
included in the calculations. 
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BACKGROUND 

On 21April2015, the Board of Supervisors passed Ordinance No. 53-15 amending the Planning 

Code to include a new Section 103 requiring the Planning Department to monitor and report on 
the Housing Balance between new market rate housing and new affordable housing production. 
The Housing Balance Report will be submitted bi-annually by April 1 and October 1 of each year 
and will also be published on a visible and accessible page on the Planning Department's 
website. Planning Code Section 103 also requires an annual hearing at the Board of Supervisors on 
strategies for achieving and maintaining the required housing balance in accordance with the 
City's housing production goals. (See Appendix A for complete text of Ordinance No. 53-15.) 

The stated purposes for the Housing Balance Monitoring and Reporting are: a) to maintain a 
balance between new affordable and market rate housing Citywide and within neighborhoods; b) 
to make housing available for all income levels and housing need types; c) to preserve the mixed­
income character of the City and its neighborhoods; d) to offset the withdrawal of existing 
housing units from rent stabilization and the loss of single-room occupancy hotel units; e) to 
ensure the availability of land and encourage the deployment of resources to provide sufficient 
housing affordable to households of very low, low, and moderate incomes; f) to ensure adequate 
housing for families, seniors and the disabled communities; g) to ensure that data on meeting 
affordable housing targets Citywide and within neighborhoods informs the approval process for 
new housing development; and h) to enable public participation in determining the appropriate 
mix of new housing approvals. 

Specifically, the Housing Balance Report will supplement tracking performance toward meeting 
the goals set by the City's Housing Element and Proposition K. Housing production targets in the 
City's Housing Element, adopted in April 2015, calls for 28,870 new units built between 2015 and 
2022, 57%1 of which should be affordable. As mandated by law, the City provides the State 
Department of Housing and Community Development an annual progress report.2 In November 
2014, San Francisco's voters endorsed Proposition K, which set a goal of 33% of all new housing 
units to be affordable. In addition, Mayor Ed Lee set a goal of creating 30,000 new and 
rehabilitated homes by 2020; he pledged at least 30% of these to be permanently affordable to 
low-income families as well as working, middle income families. 3 

This Housing Balance Report was prepared from data gathered from previously published sources 
including the Planning Department's annual Housing Inventory and quarterly Pipeline Report data, 
San Francisco Rent Board data, and the Mayor's Office of Housing and Community 
Development's Weekly Dashboard. 

1 The Ordinance inaccurately stated that "22% of new housing demands to be affordable to households of 
moderate means"; San Francisco's Regional Housing Needs Assessment (RHNA) allocation for moderate 
income households is 19% of total production goals. 
2 Printed annual progress reports submitted by all California jurisdictions can be accessed here -
http://wvvw.hcd.ca.gov/community-development/housing-element/annual-progress-reports/index.php .-- or 
by calling HCD at 916-263-2911 for the latest reports as many jurisdictions now file reports online. 
3 For more information on and tracking of 30K by 2020, see http://sfmayor.org/housing . 
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CUMULATIVE HOUSING BALANCE CALCULATION 

Planning Code Section 103 calls for the Housing Balance "be expressed as a percentage, obtained 
by dividing the cumulative total of extremely low, very low, low, and moderate income 
affordable housing (all units 0-120% AMI) minus the lost protected units, by the total number of 
net new housing units within the Housing Balance Period." The ordinance requires that the 
"Cumulative Housing Balance" be provided using two calculations: a) one consisting of net 
housing built within a 10 year Housing Balance period, less units withdrawn from protected 
status, plus net units in projects that have received both approvals from the Planning 
Commission or Planning Department and site permits from the Department of Building 
Inspection, and b) the addition of net units gained through acquisition and rehabilitation of 
affordable units, HOPE SF and RAD units. "Protected units" include units that are subject to rent 
control under the City's Residential Rent Stabilization and Arbitration Ordinance. Additional 
elements that figure into the Housing Balance include completed HOPE SF and RAD public 
housing replacement, substantially rehabilitated units, and single-room occupancy hotel units 
(SROs). The equation below shows the second, expanded calculation of the Cumulative Housing 
Balance. 

[Net New Affordable Housing + 
Completed Acquisitions & Rehabs + Completed 
HOPE SF + RAD Public Housing Replacement + 

Entitled & Permitted Affordable Units] 
- [Units Removed from Protected Status] 

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

= 

CUMULATIVE 

HOUSING 

BALANCE 

The first "Housing Balance Period" is a ten-year period starting with the first quarter of 2005 
through the last quarter of 2014. Subsequent housing balance reports will cover the 10 years 
preceding the most recent quarter. This report covers January 2007 (Ql) through December 2016 
(Q4). 

SAN FRANCISCO 
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Table lA below shows the Cumulative Housing Balance for 10 year 2007 Ql - 2016 Q4 period is 
14% Cityyvide. With the addition of RAD units, the expanded Cumulative Housing Balance is 
23%. In comparison, the expanded Cumulative Housing Balance for 10 year 2006 Ql - 2015 Q4 
period was 18%. The Board of Supervisors recently revised the ordinance to include Owner 
Move-Ins (OMis) in the Housing Balance calculation. Although OMis were not specifically called 
out by in the original Ordinance in the calculation of the Housing Balance, these were included in 
earlier reports because this type of no-fault eviction results in the loss of rent controlled units 
either permanently or for a period of time. 

Table lA 
Cumulative Housing Balance Calculation, 2007 Ql - 2016 Q4 

Net New 
Acquisitions Units Total 

Affordable 
& Rehabs Removed Entitled Total Net Total Cumulative 

Bos Districts 
Housing 

and Small from Affordable New Units Entitled Housing 

Built 
Sites Protected Units Built Units Balance 

Completed Status Permitted 

BoS District 1 170 - (496) 4 340 114 -70.9% 

Bos District 2 37 24 (315) 11 871 271 -21.3% 

Bos District 3 205 6 (372) 16 951 302 -11.6% 

Bos District 4 10 - (437) 7 115 98 -197.2% 

Bos District 5 709 293 (398) 196 1,744 598 34.2% 

Bos District 6 3,239 1,155 (135) 960 17,158 6,409 22.1% 

Bos District 7 99 - (220) - 530 104 -19.1% 

Bos District 8 97 17 (655) 17 1,115 416 -34.2% 

Bos District 9 217 319 (582) 17 1,034 237 -2.3% 

BoS District 10 1,353 24 (249) 274 4,281 2,034 22.2% 

Bos District 11 30 - (323) 9 180 297 -59.5% 

TOTALS 6,166 1,838 (4,182) 1,511 28,319 10,880 13.6% 

SAN FRANCISCO 
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Table lB below shows the Expanded Cumulative Housing Balances for Board of Supervisor 
Districts ranging from -197% (District 4) to 67% (District 5). Negative balances in Districts 1 
(-71 %), 2 (-23%), 3 (-12%), 4 (-197%), 8 (-35%), and 11 (-60%) resulted from the larger numbers of 
units removed from protected status relative to the net new affordable housing and net new 
housing units built in those districts. 

Table lB 
Expanded Cumulative Housing Balance Calculation, 2007 Ql - 2016 Q4 

Net New 
Acquisitions 

RAD Program 
Units Total 

Expanded 
Affordable 

& Rehabs 
and Hope SF 

Removed Entitled Total Net Total 
Cumulative 

Bos Districts and Small from Affordable New Units Entitled 
Housing 

Sites 
Replacement 

Protected Units Built Units 
Housing 

Built Units Balance 
Completed Status Permitted 

Bos District 1 170 - 144 (496) 4 340 114 -39.2% 

Bos District 2 37 24 251 (315) 11 871 271 0.7% 

Bos District 3 205 6 577 (372) 16 951 302 34.5% 

Bos District 4 10 - - (437) 7 115 98 -197.2% 

Bos District 5 709 293 806 (398) 196 1,744 598 68.6% 

Bos District 6 3,239 1,155 561 (135) 960 17,158 6,409 24.5% 

Bos District 7 99 - 110 (220) - 530 104 -1.7% 

Bos District 8 97 17 330 (655) 17 1,115 416 -12.7% 

Bos District 9 217 319 268 (582) 17 1,034 237 18.8% 

Bos District 10 1,353 24 436 (249) 274 4,281 2,034 29.1% 

Bos District 11 30 - - (323) 9 180 297 -59.5% 

TOTALS 6,166 1,838 3,483 (4,182) 1,511 28,319 10,880 22.5% 

PROJECTED HOUSING BALANCE 

Table 2 below summarizes residential projects that have received entitlements from the Planning 
Commission or the Planning Department but have not yet received a site or building permit. 
Overall projected housing balance at the end of 2016 is 16%. This balance is expected to change as 
several major projects have yet to declare how their affordable housing requirements will be met. 
In addition, three entitled major development projects - Treasure Island, ParkMerced, and 
Hunters Point - are not included in the accounting until applications for building permits are 
filed or issued as specified in the ordinance. Remaining phases from these three projects will 
yield an additional 22,000 net new units; 22% (or 4,900 units) would be affordable to low and 
moderate income households. 

SAN FRANCISCO 5 
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The Projected Housing Balance does not account for affordable housing units that will be 

produced as a result of the Inclusionary Housing Fee paid in a given reporting cycle. 

Those affordable housing units are produced several years after the Fee is collected. 

Units produced through the Fee typically serve lower income households than do the 

inclusionary units, including special needs populations requiring services, such as sen­

iors, transitional aged youth, families, and veterans. 

Table 2 
Projected Housing Balance Calculation, 2016 Q4 

Total Total Affordable 

Bos District 
Very Low Low 

Moderate TBD Affordable 
Net New 

Units as %of 
Income Income 

Units 
Units 

Net New Units 

Bos District 1 - - - - - 19 0.0% 
Bos District 2 - - - - - 25 0.0% 
Bos District 3 - - 14 - 14 190 7.4% 
Bos District 4 - - - - - 14 0.0% 

Bos District 5 - - 28 3 31 275 11.3% 
Bos District 6 - 158 103 52 313 3,664 8.5% 
Bos District 7 - - - 284 284 1,057 26.9% 
Bos District 8 - 5 3 - 8 84 9.5% 

Bos District 9 - 132 8 1 141 722 19.5% 
Bos District 10 - 985 - 168 1,153 6,008 19.2% 
BoS District 11 - - - - - 1 0.0% 

TOTALS - 1,280 156 508 1,944 12,059 16.1% 

CUMULATIVE HOUSING BALANCE ELEMENTS 

Because the scope covered by the Housing Balance calculation is broad, each element - or group 
of elements -will be discussed separately. The body of this report will account for figures at the 
Board of Supervisor district level. The breakdown of each element using the Planning 
Department District geographies, as required by Section 103, is provided separately in an 
Appendix B. This is to ensure simple and uncluttered tables in the main body of the report. 

Affordable Housing and Net New Housing Production 

Table 3 below shows housing production between 2007 Ql and 2016 Q4. This ten-year period 
resulted in a net addition of over 28,300 units to the City's housing stock, including almost 6,170 

affordable units. A majority of net new housing units and affordable units built in the ten year 
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reporting period were in District 6 (17,160 or 61 % and 3,240 or 53% respectively). District 10 
follows with about 4,280 (15%) net new units, including over 1,350 (22%) affordable units. 

The table below also shows that almost 22% of net new units built between 2007 Ql and 2016 Q4 
were affordable units, mostly ( 61 % ) in District 6. While District 1 saw modest gains in net new 
units built, half of these were affordable (50%). 

Table 3 
New Housing Production by Affordability, 2007 Ql - 2016 Q4 

Total 
Total Net 

Affordable Units 

Bos District Very Low Low Moderate Middle Affordable as% of Total 
Units 

Units Net Units 

Bos District 1 170 - 170 340 50.0% 

Bos District 2 37 - 37 871 4.2% 

Bos District 3 161 2 42 - 205 951 21.6% 

Bos District 4 10 - 10 115 8.7% 

Bos District 5 439 174 96 - 709 1,744 40.7% 

Bos District 6 1,982 727 507 23 3,239 17,158 18.9% 

Bos District 7 70 29 - 99 530 18.7% 

Bos District 8 82 15 - 97 1,115 8.7% 

Bos District 9 138 40 39 - 217 1,034 21.0% 

Bos District 10 404 561 388 - 1,353 4,281 31.6% 

Bos District 11 13 17 - 30 180 16.7% 

TOTAL 3,364 1,628 1,151 23 6,166 28,319 21.8% 

It should be noted that units affordable to Extremely Very Low Income (EVLI) households are 
included under the Very Low Income (VLI) category because certain projects that benefit 
homeless individuals and families - groups considered as EVLI - have income eligibility caps at 
the VLI level. 

SAN FRANCISCO 
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Acquisition and Rehabilitation of Affordable Housing Units 

Table 4 below lists the number of units that have been rehabilitated and/or acquired between 
2007 Ql and 2016 Q4 to ensure permanent affordability. These are mostly single-room occupancy 
hotel units that are affordable to extremely very low and very low income households. 

Table 4a 
Acquisitions and Rehabilitation of Affordable Housing, 2007-2016 

BoS District 
No. of No. of 

Buildings Units 

Bos District 2 1 24 

Bos District 5 2 290 

BoS District 6 13 1,127 

Bos District 9 2 319 

TOTALS 18 1,760 

Small Sites Program 

The San Francisco Small Sites Program (SSP) is an initiative of the Mayor's Office of Housing and 
Community Development (MOHCD) to acquire small rent-controlled buildings (with four to 25 
units) where tenants are at risk of eviction through the Ellis Act or owner move-ins. Since its 
inception in 2014, some 13 buildings with 78 units have been acquired. 

Table 4b 
Small Sites Program, 2014-2016 

Bos District 
No. of No. of 

Buildings Units 

Bos District 3 1 6 

Bos Districts 1 3 

Bos District 6 3 28 

Bos District 8 4 17 

BoS District 9 4 24 

TOTALS 13 78 

SAN FRANCISCO 8 
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RAD Program 

The San Francisco Housing Authority's Rental Assistance Demonstration (RAD) program 
preserves at risk public and assisted housing projects. According to the Mayor's Office, RAD 
Phase I transferred 1,425 units to developers in December 2015. An additional 2,028 units were 
transferred as Phase II in 2016. 

Table 5 
RAD Affordable Units, 2016-2017 

BoS District 
No of No of 

Buildings Units 

Bos District 1 2 144 

Bos District 2 3 251 

Bos District 3 4 577 

Bos District 5 7 806 

BoS District 6 4 561 

Bos District 7 1 110 

Bos District 8 4 330 

Bos District 9 2 268 

Bos District 10 2 436 

Bos District 11 - -

TOTALS 29 3,483 

Units Removed From Protected Status 

San Francisco's Residential Rent Stabilization and Arbitration Ordinance protects tenants and 
preserves affordability of about 175,000 rental units by limiting annual rent increases. Landlords 
can, however, terminate tenants' leases through no-fault evictions including condo conversion, 
owner move-in, Ellis Act, demolition, and other reasons that are not the tenants' fault. The 
Housing Balance calculation takes into account units permanently withdrawn from rent 
stabilization as loss of affordable housing. The following no-fault evictions affect the supply of 
rent controlled units by removing units from the rental market: condo conversion, demolition, 
Ellis Act, and owner move-ins (OMis). It should be noted that initially, OMis were not 
specifically called out by the Ordinance to be included in the calculation. However, because 
owner move-ins have the effect of the losing rent controlled units either permanently or for a 
substantial period of time, these numbers are included in the Housing Balance calculation as 
intended by the legislation's sponsors. Some of these OMI units may return to being rentals and 
will still fall under the rent control ordinance. On 14 November 2016, the Board of Supervisors 
amended Planning Code Section 103 to include OMis as part of the housing balance calculation. 

SAN FRANCISCO 
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Table 6 below shows the distribution of no-fault eviction notices issued between January 2007 
and December 2016. Eviction notices have been commonly used as proxy for evictions. Owner 
Move-In and Ellis Out notices made up the majority of no fault evictions (55% and 32% 
respectively). Distribution of these no-fault eviction notices is almost evenly dispersed, with 
Districts 8 and 9 leading (16% and 14%, respectively). 

Table 6 
Units Removed from Protected Status, 2007 Ql - 2016 Q4 

Condo Owner 
Units Removed 

Bos District 
Conversion 

Demolition Ellis Out 
Move-In 

from Protected 

Status 

BoS District 1 3 26 160 307 496 
Bos District 2 17 13 86 199 315 
Bos District 3 6 10 238 118 372 
BoS District 4 - 87 76 274 437 
Bos District 5 17 21 125 235 398 
BoS District6 1 76 46 12 135 
Bos District7 - 31 37 152 220 
Bos District 8 19 43 262 331 655 
Bos District 9 4 61 209 308 582 
BoS District 10 2 29 45 173 249 
Bos District 11 - 81 44 198 323 

TOTALS 69 478 1,328 2,307 4,182 
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Entitled and Permitted Units 

Table 7 lists the number of units that have received entitlements from the Planning Commission 
or the Planning Department. These pipeline projects have also received site permits from the 
Department of Building Inspection and most are under construction as of the final quarter of 
2016. Over half of these units are being built in or will be built in District 6 (59%). Fourteen 
percent of units that have received Planning entitlements and site permits from the DBI will be 
affordable. 

Table 7 
Permitted Units, 2016 Q4 

Total Total Affordable 

Bos District 
Very Low Low 

Moderate TBD Affordable 
Net New 

Units as %of 
Income Income 

Units 
Units 

Net New Units 

Bos District 1 - - 4 - 4 114 3.5% 

Bos District 2 - - 11 - 11 271 4.1% 

Bos District 3 - 12 4 - 16 302 5.3% 

Bos District4 - - 7 - 7 98 7.1% 

Bos District 5 108 so 38 - 196 598 32.8% 

Bos District 6 23S 483 242 - 960 6,409 15.0% 

Bos District 7 - - - - 104 0.0% 

BoS District 8 - 10 7 17 416 4.1% 

Bos District 9 - 12 5 - 17 237 7.2% 

BoS District 10 - 245 28 1 274 2,034 13.5% 

BoS District 11 - - 9 - 9 297 3.0% 

TOTALS 343 812 348 8 1,511 10,880 13.9% 
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PERIODIC REPORTING AND ONLINE ACCESS 

'This report complies with Planning Code Section 103 requirement that the Planning Department 
publish and update the Housing Balance Report bi-annually on April 1 and October 1 of each year. 
Housing Balance Reports are available and accessible online, as mandated by the ordinance, by 
going to this link: http://www.sf-planning.org/index.aspx?page=4222 . 

ANNUAL HEARING 

An annual hearing on the Housing Balance before the Board of Supervisors will be scheduled by 
April 1 of each year. 'This year's Housing Balance Report will be scheduled to be heard before the 
Board of Supervisors before the end of June 2017. The Mayor's Office of Housing and 
Community Development, the Mayor's Office of Economic and Workforce Development, the 
Rent Stabilization Board, the Department of Building Inspection, and the City Economist will 
present strategies for achieving and maintaining a housing balance consistent with the City's 
housing goals at this annual hearing. The ordinance also requires that MOHCD will determine 
the amount of funding needed to bring the City into the ~equired minimum 33% should the 
cumulative housing balance fall below that threshold. 
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APPENDIX A 
Ordinance 53-15 

2 

FILE NO. 150029 

AMENDED IN COMMITTEE 
416/15 

ORD!N_ANCE NO. 53-15 

[Planning Code~ Clf;t Housing Balance Monitoring <ind Reporting} 

3 Ordinance amending the Planning Code to require the Planning Department to monitor 

4 the balance between new market rate housing and new affordable housing, and pubJfsh 

5 a bl-annual Housing Balance Report; requiring an annual hearing at the Board of 

6 Supervisors on strategies for achieving and maintaining the required hom~lng balance 

7 In accordan~ with San Francisco's houstng production goats; and making 

S envi;onmental findings, Planning Code, Section 302 findings, and findings Qf 

9 conaistency with the General Pt<tn, and the eight priority policies of Planning Code, 

10 Section 101.1. 

11 

14 

15 

NOTE: Unchanged Code text and uncodlfied text are in plain Arial font 
Additions to Codes are in fir;gle-und1'!ilnr iliiH;;,t11JJJ<'4;'l'tWLR!2l1Uin (iJUf, 
Deletions to Codes are ln .1rr.'ke/ffr,.wgli-it.1lfes 11Hrt!!i Nev,· R1;11ft(mf.'fff. 
Board amendment additions are in QQ.ubie;i.mgetilned Arial font. 
Board a.mendment deletions are in slriket~t · · 
Asterisks (~ '" ~ "') Indicate the omission of .u-nehanged Code 
sub.sections orparta of tables. 

16 Be II ordaine4 by the People of the City and Cwnty of San Francisw: 
17 

ts Seci:km 1. F'md!ngs. 

1.g. (a) Tue Planning Departmer.thas determined lliat !he aclion$rontemplated ln this 

20 ordinance CC,Jmpfywfth the California EnvironmentatQva!ity Act (C?lifornia Public Resources 

21 Code Se(;llons 21000 et seq.) .. Bald determination is on me wit11 \he Clerk of the Board of 

Supervisors.in Hie No. 150029 and 1$ incorporated herein by refen:mce. The Board of 

Supervisors affinr.s this detEmninafion. 

SAN FRANCISCO 

(b) On March19, 2015, the P!annil'ig Commission, in Resolution No.19337, adopted 

findings that Uie acflons contemplated in frk!s ordinance are consistent, on balance, with the 

SVpe1vi""' Klm 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
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1 adopts lhese ftndlngs as its own. A copy of said Resolution is on file with the Clerk of the 

2 Board of Supervisors in Fila No. 150029. ar.d is incorporated herein by refe."el'JCe, 

3 (c) Pursuant to Planning Code Secilon 302, this Board rmds that this Planriing Code 

4 Amendment will serve the public necesstt;\ convenience; and welfare forthe reasons set forth 

5 in Planning Commission Reso!utl-On No. 150029 and the Board !neorporates such reasons 

6 herein by reference. 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

Section 2. The Planoi,"!g Code is hereby amended by atk:llng new Section 103 to read 

as follov.'S: 

SEC !Dll. HOllSTNG BALAlvCE M011/'ITOKJ:N(i AND REP0R11KG. 

(i1] P11nmra Tn 11111il1fftln a bp/ttne~ hr·twe."n new f1f{brdable tmd 111arkRr ml•? lumsinf! CT,,. 

wid~ mid wftbu1 mci!i!hb-Or1wt>tl~. u, ,,..,Ha; 1:1>11.,inf! m'11ilab!., fol' all i11rome lew!ls tI!id ltMi;:irw need 

lk"E~ l<!J!!f;YJ~ fl;;; 111ixfif incnm1?-f:fur•1c(U of/he CiN ond ifr 1;wfgl1barnvtuk. rrrnff/:ei thee 

t4 

15 

i6 

17 

18 

1(} 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

wftMLmr1!l.JJ]);,'fi;$/lng 1mi1sJug;;e1iJ,r ftpm rf1JLlli!I'>ili;;{Jf'.m1·a11sl lbe Jots af tuw/e.r,10111-nJ:.m;umm; 

hotel 111111.~. tu tWS-TU;l /ne m·aj{ql>{liir oftand an•l<c!TJt'fJUrGgf ib£Jf!'JE1/J!i.-mmi nlreco<fllTJTNJ.{l.J?il!.l'lde I 
sgfftcicnt li'!JL»l11g a{for&tbli' ftl h_mt,~eJw1ds c?{:xqv law, lov.', fmd l!!IJJ/('cait i1U'a1W'£ {OJJJ}]Jf:.~l{i{;q:i!alf I 
htnlslnl' for (w1ffi1,>s~ srnfilrs andthe1ilsab!t-d <'!)j;limifliW, ta ettsun' tl!at d(Jia mt H1('$'1V!iLlJJl'otyiJ!kf£ 1 · 

I 

SAN FRANCISCO 

(b) f/111/lngg 

[JJTn Ntwto1T1b_<c'f' JO/ 4. tire Cit~· WJ(IJC·'''-'traaed Prorn.~/fiaa,l}, u'lliehe_,<:tablf\lu';!/ (]ft; 

jm!fcy to fil'lilJ:JJJJMflWl or [#1<1l>i/fla[~ gt {rn.._<f 30,!J.OO Iimn~s kl' ;ww. M11re m- 5(J'W. 0Uf1lsJw11sin{• 

};l;ttuldJ•elJffJH:l~1hfet7>_i:_ll1f.,idfeddJ1.·"'b011<:pu:Jdr. JrltAot feast 33% af!bnwf!lJ:c.li>r fow-1mli m1Jderntrc::. 

$Uper.il><>r IGl!l 
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SAN FRANCISCO 

W3 sets fo#h a mcilmfi to fl:(JJ:}WtdQ!:QL<!!1£t f otmrrl the Citv 's fl1m~1tu:f:J,·me11l Mtils ilf"d 111e •Kw­

[ tfrm PrOfJPSitirJn Ut!fll th<!Lll'Z>J!fJJ!lJJ<'JI' houwrg sf.all be gjJi11'<iHbitl}mu.<i11i>, M ,Jcfined hergfn. 

l m Tlit CJtv 's rtm,•Jabi{i;t.t/_JIEJWR;Jttt!Millly flf[onfahlt lim1~i1W .1tm1' ~•"!Tn l'of!!' !aw-, 

Tow-, wJi J!JMl'rtl{i;im:oir,e. finnilit:5Jsrt1J;:@IJLJ:!§'.de.r.Js .. i'ldtr_il'-!..fcW!!f.S,.dis!Jl!lJXiJ>;,r;rt1r;s and gl!;ers.. q 
I 11ie CJrr ~,,,13 w achii!Wl a!)ti nwit!J.@1 a11J1p;o;r!:JP!iilff hlll<m~ bctWff2U1Ji!!.k<·t rqf~hm11fng u11tl 

l uf&t•fttbk Jwusit:!' C:itv:-Wkll' a11d 'lfithi11111Ji&.irhot:Jw,:xis 1£.c.a1t>e tfu' !11'qifahili!;i'2if. dis£fllLh.1u.<;jriJUJJJJl 

JI a suitabfa Imm> ~1it for "'"~o· Sq.ti Fr<rnctsct:m Is nt11la1 imt10.1'iall•Y:. 1ltlg[t11JJ'11ll!f.lh.1.~Ci/J;;t 

1

1 lumtimt ••oais l'eOllJ'f'es tlre etJD[Af!!tJ!fre pgrlit'i1Klfi= afgm'f!l'11l11lmt and th_u>ril'aht s1•ffor ta exml!Jl 

l1m1sinJE or;r,,,r1W'Jiks tp t1ecommodvJJ' l11m~inr: ne<'.d~ for San Fram;isea1is tn' all teommrlc liwels and ro 

/1W.8L'11LJ!U /;fl. imi'l'.w Ntiids o(t;wli nei plibor 1!1)1ljl wlwrl' Jwusi11g- will be laqm·d 

(Sl Fm· t~ in w1suhr:i(ii:e~i..h!1.rt-<ing, at'fatrlabilityis alien Pf!~'''D'i'tl hr £he 

!fwJkllfla.LIJ.mt.St•:bilizat'.ou and Arbiturjirm 01:<ii~1an((J,: ~ fifltitat'.rrr.s on th£ sl;-.t· nlalJ!Jl.vnf>.k!:S.11! 

ir1£T!.f.!IstELJ!J!ri1,1g;;at"n£ilu;",~ d&;lll1m11te-diu./bt< !111i!gr1Jmd.Le!c7jl'kdi!_L1J;11h.~1 's Oelr;fux.)QD 

P11!ltJ!..,.~II(l/rsls l!J?Jl'lrl on Tro:gnt /)fsplaccmt1Jf..,./iJ;lJ.l:h1fil:.l.~ is 1mJf:riend11g <rrlt.f__irumi.Ls. 

1mu.e.~i1nd]i1)1f!l!1g ;;rft'<'~ Frtmi 1998 rho;mgkJQ.LJJ11c Rmt {!()([1\i~ a h>tal al 13. 02.;lJJo::fmd! 

1wicliqnsJ1: c., t>>:f P.ll!!l!I in which tlw tator[J had nnL:i;Jgf af1'<i <111j! le.ase tem:s. b11t the 01vn11r sough! IQ 

!!!!fahi rlt1.1.1·1~1·sfon ottliti rmltf. Total ,,,.,;c(ionS ofoll (!'/)('$ htiWJ facrt:ttted IN 38.1'% tfom Rent Hmm{ 

1'f•,1r ii.I'. tf@I Mtmd: 1hrm.nrh J.ebruqryl 1Dl(J_[o R.mt llmml Yl'.ar 1(JJ.l Duri1wtlte stww period, EJU~ 

Aef •"•')sJlQJJ5.]gr m1tm1twl ;;thq ericctim!S. lnt:rca.1·il!g hr ! fi9.i5':11!fram 43 m f.t"nl &Jard Yc.ar 2010 Io 

JI 6 inlli·11LR1mrd Jhtr .)Pl f!. '!1rese numbtirHliJ 11nf C<!J!l!trl! tl1p hlrg<> m11¥.ht;r oF trGi'.el' hlfFtJUis: &f 

lcrttml.<- "'1.Jisl!J:l>_nfL·if!.!1{f. fwihfr to the latt ofuJl(.::SJJ.rl!Jl~LJ;!n1t'.< (i;om tfw f,,nKir.VntJl'!.."£f. hw firiP 

. l fW<"'Ji!llfl](_ofJhrJJ]fi.!DlH-bii" hnusir1f ~ 1m1<t_fufl!!J!{lrnlt; info {be e:tAmfafim11mif.,, wilhdrmrn 

I 1 fff!lEI Ti'!!Lvf.r7fJilf;J1tiJ1rJ. 
1l 
11 

11 Supe~K!m 
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1 (:1) P1i:tS1JOJift ta Gowrn»ui1u Cad~ Se.cJLgn 65584. rim 1!s.1qf'jfttion a(B_©:.J:t!:fl 

2 Q111<er'.mnems (riBA(i). i;: coonfinatinrtJvUTt t~ Ca/jfi;r11la li!me &pm1!!1~1t ofHausiJ1g <!tt<f 

3 Comm1mifV Develo1m1e.nt rHCD}, deterrl/ifl<tt cite Bay Arut's n.'f:ionaJ lwuslttfi !ti?M A7!<>i.io11 r.i:pirmal 

4 rmuk projected job 1•rawth and cxis1tm: m'4!dr. Tf1e n•l•lanai hm;.,iPg neeclss=ssmmt OIHNA-1 

5 tleh'rmi1w6tm itu:lw/e,\; pr{)tiw:cfirm rarf:ets atftlrn~i11r; lt11u!ifr.'f!r.i!ltlf> o(a rw11•<' aflwusefml.1 lncame 

6 cmi!J'orles. Far the RJINA period a:wcrlm: WJ5 throui:h 1012. ABAG ha.~ nmfech'4 thai at /i'ast ,1li% 

7 !Ji:E!Jwl1m<>lm• dernw1d> tar &m Fl'and.~<;a \till he f!mi1Yii!'f)' i!ELand l01dnprl1m' iuluwhofd~ 

8 Oumwholds tull'n/ng under l/(1% aflll'i;q mt:t!far, int:~m~). 1111il IJl'.!'-i~"'!I' 22%J>{new hmqfng rli1'1111!~ 

9 ~ a01irdab1e Eob9J1x,,/l(Jldf n( modirme mttm~ k<mthir,. hrtwef!n .'ID% ftl1!1 J 20% qf ari:a m;xliif!J 

11 !!l!J!j:~tl 

12 f5! 1M Nn1J,."1rrg EI_,.mwt nDl11'.,,Cm!'s Gcnerf!1El1m stares« ''BasiruEJJlJ<? growiug: 
' ' 

13 etmu/ailrm and m!Od grrnrtli goal~ efcmwl(ifnz_h1111Sing ilU!J:tlil:It[_&i'M like S<mFrl1;-.ctSJ.'!1. nflil!:JI!21_ 

14 !IM~i~ii.~t11e Stm, PtJl!Jlf(ltem t!f fimtrilJJLJ!mMA>lt_.11Jfl!tifJ:i'«w:1Uumi!.JTt f!JCDJ, w#li tf12 

15 bsfxk1_i}QJ!££Bmufre;1 GJlV<'r:tlVUJl1!S l41M.G/. •'Srm101es tltat i11 !h,, curnm201J;zo:n .ff.;mri& 

16 Eiemcn/Jlt'riotI_8anFr<1Jtcj,'11:0 lfilL<i pkm ft>r Jlie l'iloadlJ' {ot rolJ',:11ir 1$,870 11ew 1t11ltt. 57% atwMch 

17 £hrwld be _suilcihle lbrhousjnr; tor the errremdi•law .. vm l<iw, fow <il'id moderate l11eoti1.•J-.all>:eJmltlt/n 

18 m•u:t fts s)wre al the region~ pro/l!-Ciiuf /uI11siJ'1f!l1tmul11il d Obh'clh't! I oftliil Haw·inr: Elem-int stali!s 

19 tlim t/if! Cilv ,1!Jfmk-f"lde11tfli1 and mQk awtilahle (ora'C1telopme11( -qdetJ<JSte odws ff• meet ;tu; Cftv's 

22 pffarilah/c:.!!.nif"\: 

23 f6'l in '1012, 1/:e City moct,,,f Ordiii;mee 237-ll, tTu: "lfmtsinI' Prr'-"m'mimi awl 

24 Pl'tiiiuerh1» Ordintm'te '' u1dtf1,,d £11.c!tbitimsirmNr Ceiok Cht!!?/Jp· !01'.1, '"' rem1irt•'J!lg1111ftm 

25 ~nnwm .i·fliflra t~-v11larll' ,.rpm·tdmo (11! flr"!'l't':~~ Joward nir-1·1int; ,'k_1v F__1w1~ '$fJJlili1Jijlai 

SUpnwi~Kim 
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SAN FRANCISCO 

II llfml1~~~ fur dific.B~11t '1f2l{~rlmlilil~ kfils m.· P.!IJYM1>dJ1J titL~al N+m 's lftl!1sing 

ll /}Ji:111N1lJ'lm1 Onfilk711£-{'.E1f11kt'..t <kllf!Jlll.Llw number of 1f!Ji~ ilw!L!l!:IWJ!!dre hogW;g wx1d1u:tiw1 

! JJfflJ2i!H qt_ wffit:>YE q[[Q[:dahiliJJ!f•:l'r]§J!l._furk?C.l1lik4 i_n -<tpflrt11f11J~fJ.JI n!lar;;wsed vrm~cr.rnfffr!' 
i l ii:&4rYJ!I«Lll1Jits~ar _l1''=ro:tum1U1u_11{rrterlk·h<1.J!Pr.g wo<if.;_giwlJ:SJW!lS-~annimI C:om»JiJJ:ion~7ur 

! £/p111Jlw:JHJJf!fl11Jf'Jlt has long trg(;f&<t11J!.JJJ[mbtw o(a/fprdabh' l101t'ii!UUL'Ji,1E and w.al 11u11!l!&J:JJf 

I 1xw1l!JJ;.l!l!fitl4!flt ihIPJ111/1011LJ}l;;.£,:jJJ:J1Jtt(Jri ~fi: gyp}; (liid sli(w/!l)Je able !t> t~I: ti~ (flilo C(il®l 
; 

II Jkit1,t}J#/Jt:.<ili(J!Lln1, . _ •• 

t! tlh£~!lr~1~! ffllh£¥:f-rfi UJJOU. aµd. gmrtrt!!lWJl/;aff~nttJ:are urg~i, Oll 

II aJ:rtl!liiP.1llJllJ?I:Li1f!l-W _urJ!dJJ~C!1i.lkm1t ftlll"t:mtf o(;rew lm;;,,-'ingj,11 tit<~ Qfy, th<'limif,e.d remaining 

!
II {1J'al{{;[,ft> /ani:fpm.·lf!s if~~pUa. assc•ss llw.i~fl!t."'1. :_ afme approval t1r1ww 11wrke1 raft! ~.u..._<fmr 
J <fevelfl1!111f1llS 11_11 th!Lln>ailabiluv ofland l!J.Lf!iIJir4f!J;1e hausm» and m i'llCMtrage the deplawnl11'1f a( 
H 
11 rt~'OW'C-<.~~· to rmJvide sueldw11Sfng, 

II 
ii 
if 

M I1a11si11g Bala11u Cal.c11latlm1. 

I! propc-rrtfrm olalt,tu•w housiJJ?!lnits af!Pr-dab!e Ill lwu.\ehtJftls ef•>xTre-1nelv law. 1·eri1 low. lowt;r 

U --ukrale incomi: lmusd;old.s, asd,_-.flnea in Ca!ilbmla Hea/Jb & S-Jf.W Cnde SE-ftit1n,· 50fJ'19-5 <'/sea:, 

fl as wdt prmt-}}an~ fl(i11' be_ameft~-d from finte tn fi!llll, ltJ t1ic total ronnher of all mew lw11.d11g :r1ni{!tilr a tt -
// lOvear Hml>ing Ilillo./1$£ Pcri(Y_J. 
" H 

II aJ]fie l-J(!u.HnP Bpigncp Period ..-lwll luylil wit1i tlie firs.r <71iilr/<'1: o(vN1r2l!05 la1k~ 

H 
H 
" H 

~ ! 
ll 

II 
! , 

last ({!lf!r!er u(20{4, and there.nfte-r for rh# Mn r<ul'.\' vriur 11> tbe nws! rec•mf m!CJ.ilar yr«JI}_s:r,,_ 

(JI /'Or ;:ae-11 \'i:llf'fhaJ data !s tll"aflaMe, he1<im1frwin 2005, th? Eltflmiiw ])J!J111rto1rrd 

;>iwff report net l1pw:inr.> canstruct1on by inoonJStfoWl\~ <1~ weft as w;itt tMt lr;rve Q!1J!!lll:ill1dmwvfmm 

proteetfon a[f;Jt>det! hv Citp low. St;ch s UM'$ pr<MrlirW {Qr rem-etJrrtrP!Fe.1 tHtt1 sin1<le rc,1·ifk111 

ocn.~ (SRO/ units. Tiu• af&rdttb!,, ltousim? cotcq(1rit's .t1w11 rllL'lud"' na !/fill' mus. oov W'.idJ m; 

exlsli11g W?ils tr.at werepn>i1iimsfy nm rt!s!rlcte4 bv d#-M or n'~ulfltprv awt<m11mt P..a1 pre 1J£f!!!ll:JtdJiJ}: 

l 
' ~vis(>fl\llll I. BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
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SAN FRANCISCO 

11 

I 
f prexermti0n ,,_. IJ:{'1'Jrulflertt11• ufforoabh' ha11,.'iit!S..m;iit:termLTd bv tlu lvfavor.'l.Qflke o[Hmmnrnmd 

I. Camm1inif1• De4•.;,fonmmt (MOFfCDI (nq_t lndudlng ,,.,i/11CUICim< or other ri"i:ub/Jitgtl1m 1md.;.r e:.wimr 

I a11W!'rs.hib.l. prott'ctctl lr-.• dN!d or rertu!atoa• agr;t:i'ffl<'iil for a minbmtm o(55 1•u1r;;; T11c rwn11i c<ihall 
! 
f wtu:de. br)'Nli'. orid fur the Jotest ttuurw-, all units lh{J1 hm'i' ,.-,cefwd 1cm;.1t1rar\' ('enlt/mJes: of 

1

1,,,i' 
Oecut-w1{!\' 11•.tthln lhal )\'ilr, a M~aJ'tJM Ca1¢l!IJ".l' &_r !Lnits tfmt Mtabteda sift• w:.bu//din[! fl{;rmit. w,;J 

1 a11(Jtfu•1; 1)i;JftiPr10• (Or pnllt ih(tl.i!ill'fil:s.x:ceiw'tl urmrm'Q[Ji:am 11-ut Plamifni! C.m1tmL•1.sli))LgLl!.f1c1i"mfm: 
'i 

1
'1'· 

Depgrrn11wt. Ind ht:n.'.I} no! wt abtaiF::Yi n sHe <'>r b1tildir1.i:. prrmil w uomir!Cf"'-P e,_111~mdimt{J;Ui.'vl arry 

11 tmlii!~"flleltfg fhal lim•c ei:1•fri'tl mnl ;u;f bt'i!n rcn.~wrd fiwlnv rh" ffmmmr I1alm1ee l'<•rloi[J,_ ... ~fJL<;te.r 

j! piamuuf entitlnmmfs lndru:fim: but IWI limit¢ to ,~<tdL(!J:MS av T-ret1mrt'. blond. lJ1111Jm.l:!li!11 

1f Sl~d <md Park J.f.:rr.ei/,_,r}1tt11 ;wt be ir.dud,-,-;f In lliis. lqJlff!.J'J!FP!?tl' Wiffl tmliJ#11al bJ!il1ii!I}! 

I mtit!imil>nts or si/£ ll!tI!!Jll$~{{l;fJJilFfWi!d ,,,,. mdf10J11m~~r.<!.i.~ Par GX-h \¥.&' f!li!J!Jiw,r£il 
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q 

I 
I 

~~ 
[ 

' t 

((JI Jiousf11<• un1H wftildrttw1i from prqrwtti SI<ttu; includiq: tmifl witMrm1'il 

Ji:plJl r1>11/ 1:Qufu;! feh'i'tlt tl1ow1 wtit.r ofherwise !'<#.tW!Ned mto 1'i!rm01Wffll' <iifordcbl.e h(J11fir<l!}. 

ilH}m!J.{lg,JJ}L1111lts: that har.• bten irnhiecl w relit efJntroJ tmd.."Y !ht .Stm FiYmc.Ju:.o R,.'S'uJentia1 Rf!l1l 

Sl41}>1fi:;m hm. onrl cfrbifmtiort On1i1wn1,:e but th<11 a {i!'fJTW!'1P own<"F F£'171M~ P*'rmtl[t?nttr1ram the 

' tk!JM1litirm lW f1lterat/fJ11§ (fndwJ1M d<t>eUirw unit w.er~l. en- r;ermanent l'!flf/I!">'lll tmt"'Y!!IJ!J!l. 

(! ~4dm1nfa1ratirn Cqde .<::e¢m1 3 'lJJta}fl fJJ or re.-mn;·«1l f.ur.suanf. t..v}t!! Eifis Att,u11;ierdd'!IJ1Ji.~lrJJi..irf._ 
r !l Code &;c#oo 37.9faJflJ],· 

n 
n. 
:: /!trmlflh tlft! HOl'ESFtmd RcntaL!.mstar.r:e Demonstration (JVID.l).!!JJW'ilrlb', !'c!ll'ell as other 
u '· mbstantial reP.abililfJfirm proPrams mtma ... ,•d h;• ML!lfCL}. 
JI 
~~ 
H 
j~ I! amm!at{w; Malotei:ta;mtdp lnw. \'•WI' ftiv.; low and m11der<r1f'!iu'm11e aO<mlahfe /;m1sliw wt11s (al1 

II units fl-12fi% AJ.iTJ mir.;L<; rJre llisiprn{,Tied unirs h1' flu• /iJf/li' m1mi){:r orn~:l!lf:lli:lJ!l!L~ 
U thE llawH:1w. B¢Mnt:<" P!!r/Qd r;..., Hn;~(im> Bal1111c•Llh.{1llaLi<i 12rm•!de /'.'.Yi fJ1lnl/0Jlm1.if: R . . . 
lt t:1) lht ['rm1u11tih'e lhm~inr:, lJl.1!•111f<'. .. £f!!JSigJ11~' t1Cf1'2JisjLIK.Jmif,, tbfd hawi 

!! nlre.alf?' been cnmfnlf!trd (tm<i r!'<'<'frrtlLM"f rn1JJ!J.f.ll!)!J:1:rJif'lil!JK.»LO.!'SJ.iJJlEl~U· ntiHT CJ;J;11/i9m.1LilJiA 

I!. wookf~tJ!fttf!'--VCf;4.J[!(ftl<:J' o(ih~mfU11rifllfnlocJIJ, veadlrt1tsi11g lk1lm1c~j°;('J'f ()!i..£llts. tlune rtffi_ts_rlro1 

ii· hin-e olyiljw;it a slf!Jltlmildil1g11t~r.m.f1. A s<;Jl(J!'i!lf!...tJJlEllgijpn ofJi1e C11!1111ltI1i1•e Hmtmw &Uanre 
~{ . . . -- - - . : . . . .. - . : -. _-,-- - - .- . - . ~ 

}f shall rJszy IJ,~ rirm•idtd;..Whkh illdl!ffes JfOJ'E SF {il]_rl RA{) pul)lk lumsing replaN<»U!tll t1.lid 
!l . . . . . . . . . !! t11bslt11tt,lfill1~ ti'l:nh_l!!sU!cl 1111i~f'IL11t @U11di~dltfa iJ•'.i!1,ral n·11itlilli latiim! im:tJ111eiumci; of mJhlic 
j~ . -H Jwusimr ormfn·r afjimfaMe lwu.~[trg units/ rhat lu11•e ri.'.n'fr<Yl Ti.•111um'<m' C11J:Tifimtu a(Oft!!p!m(!y 

II 
fl 
41 v ·i 
.I! Stifi<:lrvi~ l<lrn 
,, BOARD OF SUPERVISORS Pag~ 1 
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SAN FRANCISCO 

I well <IS the Citv '.r Or neral Plan Hocifsi11g_ Elem1mt lwu~it1J!I!J:!',Jf.1JJ:!l~IJJJ]s}1y fll<"<WJJi <'!11N'Drv. Tire 

1 I fir.st htwrl1w sh1dl tl.'.!_c//r ~()Jdli!.l' ti15m 30 <itn'!> afler the cffer:Jive di1w g[J}lb" O!:lWl(lflr~nt_~ l 
I of web \'<>ar fh<'rt,f!fli''" 

l 
I 1F;tt li1U!Sf Hm1si11f{ Bala111::e RNmYl l'itr-Witk and by Supervisorial District and l'lar111i11g Districi: flie 

1 t Af,;11:>'1' 's D(/j(:<! a(lftm'>il11• and Cilmmm:dfy Dtn'l!fapmenL rhe Mi1ww '.r (}jfjrl' t1flt1:t.rtWmfr~ oml 
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SAN FRANCISCO 

l' 
f · Cit1>'s Gt,Jtet,11 l'ltm flousi11g lt:l13JJ~'nr)Jo11si11g procfJ1c1ion-l!<J(l!s; iM F.t!l'.1 Beard sk')]J &IYAY on ;Jie 

' witlulraY.'til or addition oh\•11r·co111ml;e<l w1;t., mu! !;ll1;;ffllJ_!:>l' ~p~~ooifci.cs_thafJdfe-<Jt tl11:.<c t .. . .. . .. . . . .. 

! tmmhtr~·: tlie DNmrlme11I o{!Juilding llL~verrion shall nmort cm t!te wiJf,dmwal er addi!ian of 

' ! . Re.tMenHal lfoitl units and curreH! l•r rroppsed voficies 1lu1t a.((e.ct tltese numbe;l'.S; mid me Cit1• 

l!.F.cofwmls1 shall rtp('}rf on m11mal and pmje.cJM lob !'rowtl1 bv tJ,e im:om2 ettter:orU::s SMdfied fn the 

I Ci11•'s_G,uu~ral l'ltm lloJ{si!JZI1£l1~ !. -. - _- - - --
1:. filc£.-lll 1'<~t>l)J1,tp1ttfJ!rew1tgtjon material<: frum lhe aP.JWDllfpR'>frJg Bnian<'~ hgjyj!]g 

!1sltt1lf f>cmaiitlai~ed f1\1,;re..aYJJI!lll~bli~a.,~ton.the ~lamfim:Deoar'~~.l's;.,~e.on its Mt;<' 

ib ifeml<'c1 to 11011.'m" 11almux M!:mJJ!Jrmf! and Repgrlillg,, 
i~. 
!! 

I! !! Section 4. Ei"f&clive Dato. This ordinance sha.11 beoome effecfi\t() 30 days after 
~1, Ii enactment. Enaelmentoccurs vman the May« signs the ordinance, the Mayor retums the 
~i : . : . . - ._.: .. Ii ordinance unSigned ot does oot Sign the ordinance within ten days of receiving it, or the Board 
~¥ . . ' . : : . 
II of Supervisors wenides the f\>tayor's. veto.at the ordimmce. 

!I . · ...... · ... . 
II APPROVED AS TO F0~'4; . 
Ii DENN!S J; HERRERA, ~ty Attorney 

!Jay. ") 
" D . l"-:h,. 
11 - ep\lty Y«J Attorney 
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SAN FRANCISCO 

Cit}' and County ofSan Franciscn 

Tnils 

Ordin:mc~ 

File Number: 150029 

~amen~"!! Lhc Pla~'l°"'>J Code ro~uirn 1!w Plaooing ~rUMl\I to mooll;x Ille ~nee 
~'tlM M-1.1 ®;kcl mfe hoo>ing all'J rn;w !!lfo;dab!i; houslfl9. and pubiili a bi-annual Ho..clrig 
~Report: n;ijulrl.'">g at! a"®lll hear>'!(! :rt tt:,;i BMl'd of~ on slraiegks b achiev'1lg 
and ~g !he rei:r.iired !;l)U~ !>alan<:e L'! a~._ wc;ib SM F~'s housing 
p~ ~;and~ envh~ Ii~ ~Cede, Se<:Stio 302;. findings, and 
i.'lding;l of ~.ey v.1111 the Genera! Plan, 20d i!l2 clQht prio<ity pglicles of Pbtm!r1g Code, 
Section 10U. 

April OG, WHi Land Ui;e and Tnmi;pcd~n C=.~ -AMENDED, /.!>I AMENDMENT 
OFTI!E 'At~O!..E BEAHING SAME Tffl.E 

~OS, 2015 Uh'ld lJf,e a!W lrnnspmt'i1llln Oo.~ • K"~MEN!lel) AStJ,\E!>.'tla:l 
' . 

!'~ 14, 2lt1$ Soot\! Qf $up<:N~Q1$' PASSE'O, ON FIRST P.EAOING 

A'/$! 1i-A11abs, 8r!!l!d, Campos, Ccfltislilll!letl, Ca.""''1, ~Ml, Mar, Ta.-.g. 
\Mener;mdYec 

Apd!T.; 2615 e~ o1 Supervt,i;orn ~ "1ii'<LLY i>AS$Eo 

Ai~ 11 • ~' Br1'ci. C<>rnpos. Chdstcn'ron. ~4 Fmt"11, r~ Liar, Tung. 
wi~wYeec 

l hereby cgrflfy tti:.t !hi> 1im;gID!!g 
Ordim•nCll - flf'lAU.Y PA'SSED (ffi 
4121/2015 by lhu ~Qt Supwvisorn at 
the City am! County otsan Francisco. 

A. :..... . ~ CA.:::1" ~ F Angela caivlllo 

Dato Approved 
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APPENDIXB 
CUMULATIVE HOUSING BALANCE REPORT No 5 TABLES BY PLANNING DISTRICTS 

Table lA 
Cumulative Housing Balance Calculation, 2007 Ql - 2016 Q4 

New 
Acquisitions Units Total 

Total 

Affordable 
& Rehabs Removed Entitled Total Net 

Entitled 
Cumulative 

Planning Districts 
Housing 

and Small from Affordable New Units 
Permitted 

Housing 

Built 
Sites Protected Units Built 

Units 
Balance 

Completed Status Permitted 

1 Richmond 170 (569) 54 513 175 -50.1% 

2 Marina 2 24 (180) 2 282 160 -34.4% 

3 Northeast 191 6 (384) 12 753 271 -17.1% 

4 Downtown 1,682 851 (119) 304 5,630 2,124 35.1% 

5 Western Addition 621 293 (207) 142 1,809 448 37.6% 

6 Buena Vista 190 5 (239) 30 899 437 -1.0% 

7Central 18 (384) - 348 51 -91.7% 

8 Mission 345 347 (540) 16 1,504 469 8.5% 

9 South of Market 1,815 304 (125) 933 13,814 5,871 14.9% 

10 South Bayshore 753 (76) 1 1,807 322 31.8% 

11 Bernal Heights 240 8 (184) - 73 20 68.8% 

12 South Central 10 (375) 10 128 307 -81.6% 

13 Ingleside 119 (179) - 547 93 -9.4% 

14 Inner Sunset - (189) - 103 36 -136.0% 

15 Outer Sunset 10 (432) 7 109 96 -202.4% 

TOTALS 6,166 1,838 (4,182) 1,511 28,319 10,880 13.6% 
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Table lB 
Expanded Cumulative Housing Balance Calculation, 2007 Ql - 2016 Q4 

New 
Acquisitions RAD Units Total 

Total Expanded 

Affordable 
& Rehabs Program & Removed Entitled Total Net 

Entitled Cumulative 
Planning Districts 

Housing 
and Small HopeSF from Affordable New Units 

Permitted Housing 

Built 
Sites Replacement Protected Units Built 

Units Balance 
Completed Units Status Permitted 

1 Richmond 170 144 (569) S4 513 175 -29.2% 

2 Marina 2 24 138 {180) 2 282 160 -3.2% 

3 Northeast 191 6 577 (384) 12 753 271 39.3% 

4Downtown 1,682 851 285 (119) 304 5,630 2,124 38.7% 

5 Western Addition 621 293 919 (207) 142 1,809 448 78.3% 

6 Buena Vista 190 5 132 (239) 30 899 437 8.8% 

7Central 18 107 (384) - 348 51 -64.9% 

8 Mission 345 347 91 (540) 16 1,504 469 13.1% 

9 South of Market 1,815 304 276 (125) 933 13,814 5,871 16.3% 

10 South Bayshore 753 436 (76) 1 1,807 322 52.3% 

11 Bernal Heights 240 8 268 (184) - 73 20 357.0% 

12 South Central 10 - (375) 10 128 307 -81.6% 

13 Ingleside 119 - (179) - 547 93 -9.4% 

14 Inner Sunset - 110 (189) - 103 36 -56.8% 

15 Outer Sunset 10 - (432) 7 109 96 -202.4% 

TOTALS 6,166 1,838 3,483 (4,182) 1,511 28,319 10,880 22.5% 
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Table 2 
Projected Housing Balance Calculation, 2016 Q4 

Total Total Affordable 

Bos District 
Very Low Low 

Moderate TBD Affordable 
Net New 

Units as%of 
Income Income 

Units 
Units 

Net New Units 

1 Richmond - - - - - 19 0.0% 

2 Marina - - - - - 20 0.0% 

3 Northeast - - 8 - 8 143 5.6% 

4Downtown - - 96 - 96 2,024 4.7% 

5 Western Addition - 65 11 3 79 133 59.4% 

6 Buena Vista - - 20 - 20 172 11.6% 

7 Central - - - - - 48 0.0% 

8 Mission - 5 8 18 31 1,304 2.4% 

9 South of Market - 154 13 34 201 3,173 6.3% 
10 South Bayshore - 141 168 309 3,032 10.2% 

11 Bernal Heights - - - - - 4 0.0% 

12 South Central - - - 1 1 916 0.1% 

13 Ingleside - 915 - 284 1,199 1,021 117.4% 

14 Inner Sunset - - - - - 36 0.0% 
15 Outer Sunset - - - - - 14 0.0% 

TOTALS - 1,280 156 508 1,944 12,059 16.1% 

Table 3 
New Housing Production by Affordability, 2007 Ql - 2016 Q4 

Middle 
Total 

Total Net 
Affordable Units 

Planning Districts Very Low Low Moderate Affordable as% of Total 
Income Units 

Units Net Units 

1 Richmond 170 - - - 170 513 33.1% 

2 Marina - - - - - 282 0.0% 

3 Northeast 161 2 28 - 191 753 25.4% 

4Downtown 1,048 338 273 23 1,682 5,630 29.9% 

5 Western Addition 367 174 80 - 621 1,809 34.3% 

6 Buena Vista 72 64 54 - 190 899 21.1% 

7 Central 18 - - 18 348 5.2% 

8 Mission 214 62 69 - 345 1,504 22.9% 

9 South of Market 724 628 463 - 1,815 13,814 13.1% 

10 South Bayshore 298 300 155 - 753 1,807 41.7% 

11 Bernal Heights 240 - - - 240 73 328.8% 

12 South Central - 10 - - 10 128 7.8% 

13 Ingleside 70 32 17 - 119 547 21.8% 

14 Inner Sunset - - - - - 103 0.0% 

15 Outer Sunset - - 10 - 10 109 9.2% 

TOTALS 3,364 1,628 1,149 23 6,164 28,319 21.8% 
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Table 4a 
Acquisitions and Rehabilitation of 
Affordable Housing, 2007 Ql - 2016 Q4 

Planning District 
No. of 

Buildings 

2 Marina 1 

4 Downtown 6 

5 Western Addition 2 

8 Mission 2 

9 South of Market 7 

TOTALS 18 

Table 4b 

No. of 

Units 

24 

826 

290 

319 

301 

1,760 

Small Sites Program Acquisitions - 2015 - 2016 

Planning District 
No. of No. of 

Buildings Units 

3 Northeast 1 6 

4Downtown 2 25 

5 Western Addition 1 3 

6 Buena Vista 1 5 

8 Mission 5 28 

9 South of Market 1 3 

11 Bernal Heights 2 8 

TOTALS 13 78 
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Table 5 
RAD Affordable Units 

Planning District 
No of No of 

Buildings Units 

1 Richmond 2 144 

2 Marina 2 138 

3 Northeast 4 577 

4Downtown 3 285 

5 Western Addition 8 919 

6 Buena Vista 2 132 

7 Central 1 107 

8 Mission 1 91 

9 South of Market 1 276 

10 South Bayshore 2 436 

11 Bernal Heights 2 268 

12 South Central - -
13 Ingleside - -

14 Inner Sunset 1 110 

15 Outer Sunset - -
TOTALS 29 3,483 
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Table 6 

Units Removed from Protected Status, 2007 Ql - 2016 Q4 

Total Units 
Condo 

Planning District Demolition Ellis Out 
Owner 

Permanently 
Conversion Move-In 

Lost 

1 Richmond 4 31 193 341 569 

2 Marina 11 5 35 129 180 

3 Northeast 11 11 232 130 384 

4Downtown - 68 47 4 119 

5 Western Addition 7 10 63 127 207 

6 Buena Vista 4 11 94 130 239 

7 Central 17 23 132 212 384 

8 Mission 2 33 258 • 247 540 

9 South of Market 3 20 35 67 125 

10 South Bayshore - 13 8 55 76 

11 Bernal Heights 4 28 45 107 184 

12 South Central - 83 39 253 375 

13 Ingleside - 40 21 118 179 

14 Inner Sunset 6 15 54 114 189 

15 Outer Sunset - 87 72 273 432 

Totals 69 478 1,328 2,307 4,182 
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Table 7 

Entitled and Permitted Units, 2017 Q4 

Total 
Total Affordable 

Planning District 
Very low Low 

Moderate TBD Affordable Net New Units Units as% 
Income Income 

Units of Net 
New Units 

1 Richmond - so 4 - 54 175 30.9% 

2 Marina - - 2 - 2 160 1.3% 

3 Northeast - 12 - - 12 271 4.4% 

4Downtown 83 207 14 - 304 2,124 14.3% 

5 Western Addition 108 - 34 - 142 448 31.7% 

6 Buen·a Vista - 10 13 7 30 437 6.9% 

7Central - - - - - 51 0.0% 

8 Mission - 12 4 - 16 469 3.4% 

9 South of Market 152 521 260 - 933 5,871 15.9% 

10 South Bayshore - - - 1 1 322 0.3% 

11 Bernal Heights - - - - - 20 0.0% 

12 South Central - - 10 - 10 307 3.3% 

13 Ingleside - - - - - 93 0.0% 

14 Inner Sunset - - - - - 36 0.0% 
15 Outer Sunset - - 7 - 7 96 7.3% 

TOTALS 343 812 348 8 1,511 10,880 13.9% 
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BOARD of SUPERVISORS 

City Hall 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 

San Francisco 94102-4689 
Tel. No. 554-5184 
Fax No. 554-5163 

TDD/TTY No. 554-5227 

MEMORANDUM 
TO: John Rahaim, Director, Planning Department 

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

DATE: September 19, 2017 

SUBJECT: LEGISLATION INTRODUCED 

The Board of Supervisors' Land Use and Transportation Committee has received the 
following proposed legislation, introduced by Supervisor Kim on September 12, 2017: 

File No. 170992 

Resolution receiving and approving the bi-annual Housing Balance Report 
dated May 12, 2017, submitted as required by Planning Code, Section 103. 

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

c: Scott Sanchez, Planning Department 
Lisa Gibson, Planning Department 
AnMarie Rodgers, Planning Department 
Aaron Starr, Planning Department 
Joy Navarrete, Planning Department 
Laura Lynch, Planning Department 



Print Form 

Introduction Form ( ' 

' ,- 1 

By a Member of the Board of Supervisors or Mayor 

Ti~e1 s?a~ 
I hereby submit the following item for introduction (select only one): qr ~~~ing date 4K 

[{] 1. For reference to Committee. (An Ordinance, Resolution, Motion or Charter Amendment}., 

D 2. Request for next printed agenda Without Reference to Committee. 

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

D 4. Request for letter beginning :"Supervisor inquiries" 
'--~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~--------' 

D 5. City Attorney Request. 

D 6. Call File No. from Committee. 

D 7. Budget Analyst request (attached written motion). 

D 8. Substitute Legislation File No. 
~~~_.:==============:::=;~~~~ 

D 9. Reactivate File No. 
'--~~~~~~~~~~~~ 

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

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

D Small Business Commission D Youth Commission D Ethics Commission 

D Planning Commission 0Building Inspection Commission 

Note: For the Imperative Agenda (a resolution not on the printed agenda}, use the Imperative Form. 

Sponsor(s): 

Kim 

Subject: 

!Bi-Annual Housing Balance Report 

The text is listed: 

Resolution receiving and approving the bi-annual Housing Balanc.e Repoti dated May 12, 2017, submitted as 
required by Planning Code, Section 103. 

Signature 6f Sponsoring Supervisor: j Cd=:: ( ) . {L 
For Clerk's Use Only 

_} ! (I •·, 


