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FILE NO. 180970 RESOLUTION NO. 

1 [Bi'-Annual Housing Balance Report Nos. 6 and 7] 

2 

3 Resolution receiving and approving the bi:-annual Housing Balance Report No. 6, dated 

4 May.10, 2018, and Report No. 7, dated September 20, 2018, submitted as required by. 

5 Planning Code, Section 103. 

6 

7 WHEREAS, On April 21, 2015, the Board of Supervisors passed Ordinance No. 53-15 

8 amending the Planning Code to include a new Section 103 requiring the Planning Department 

9 to mon_itor and report on the Housing Balance betweeri new market ·rate housing and new 

10 affordable housing production; and 

11 WHEREAS, Planning Code, Section· 103, requires that bi-annual reports to be 

12 · submitted to the Board of Supervisors by April 1, and October 1, of each year and will also be 

13 published on a visible and accessible page on the Planning Department's website; and 

14 WHEREAS, The stated purpose of the Ho.using Balance Monitoring and Reporting 

15 requirements are: a) to maintain a balance between new affordable and market rate housing 

16 ·Citywide and within neighborhoods; b) to make housing available for all· income levels and 

17 . housing need types; c) to preserve the mixed-income character of the City and its 

18 neighborhoods; d) to offset the withdrawal of existing housing units from rent stabilization and 

19 Jhe loss of single room occupancy hotel units; e) to ensure the availability of land and 

20 encourage the deployment of resources to provide sufficient housing affordable to households 

21 of very low, low, and moderate incomes; f) tO ensure adequate housing for families, seniors 

22 and the disabled communities; ·g) to ensure data on meeting affordable housing targets 

. 23 Citywide and withi~ neighborhoods informs the approval process for new housing 

24 development; and h) t9 enable public participation in determining. the appropriate mix of new 

25 housing approvals; and 
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1 WHEREAS, In November 2014, San Francisco voters endorsed Proposition K, which 

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

3 · households, the Housing Balance Report tracks performance towards meeting the goals set 

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

5 WHEREAS, The Planning Department published Housing Balance Report No. 6, 

6 covering the ten year calendar period from January 1, 2008 through December 31, 2017, on 

7 May 17, 2018, and published Housing Balance Report No. 7, covering the ten year period 

8 from July 1, 2008, through June 30, 2018, on September 20, 2018, for the Board's receipt and 

. 9 approval, as required by Planning Code, Section 103; and 

10 WHEREAS, The bi-annual reports are on file with the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 

11 in File No. 180970, and is incorporated herein by reference as though fully set forth; now, 

12 therefore, be it 

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

14 bi-annual Housing Balance Report Nos. 6 and 7 as submitted by the Planning Department. 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24. 

25 
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10 May 2018 

Board of Supervisors 
1 Dr Carlton B Goodlett Pl #244 
San Francisco, CA 94102 

. Dear Honorable Members of the Board of Supervisors 

• .... 

We are pleased to publish the sixth installment of the City's Housing Balance Report. This 
report covers the ten-year period from 1January2008 through 31December2017. 

The Housing Balance Report serves to monitor and report on the balance between new 
m~rket rate housing and new affordable housing production in order to inform the 
approval process for new housing develOpment. The Housing Balance is defined as the . 
proportion of all new affordable housing units to the total number of all new housing 
units for the 10-year Housing Balance Reporting Period. New affqrdable housing 
production made up 24% of all new net housing units built in the reporting period. 

The sixth Housing Balance Report states that the Housing Balance is 25%. 

1. · 6,515 (new affordable units)+ 2,62;3 (affordable units that have received approvals) 
+ 1,880. (acquisitions and rehabs)+ 3,483 (RAD program) -.4,221.(units removed 
from protected status)= 10,282 

2. 27,553 (net new housing)+ 13,185 (net'units that have received approvals)= 40,738 

3. 10,282 I 40,738 = 25.2% 

The previous Housing Balance (2007-2016) was 23%.The next annual hearing on the 
Housing Balance has been scheduled for 11 June 2018 Land Use and Transportation 
Committee meeting. 

attachment 
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SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

10May2018 

Honorable Members of the San Francisco Board of Supervisors 

John Rahaim 
Director of Planning 

RE: HOUSING BALANCE REPORT No. 6' 

1 January 2008 - 31 December 2017 

SUMMARY 

This 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." This report is the sixth in the 
series and covers the ten-year period from 1January2008 through 31December2017 .. 

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 ad'dition, 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 2008-2017 Housing Balance Period, about 24% of net new housing produced was 
affordable. By comparison, the expanded Citywide Cumulative Housing Balance is 25%, 
although this varies by districts. Distribution of the expan¢led Cumulative Housing Balance 
over the 11 Board of SuperVisor Districts ranges from -279% (District 4) to 75% (District 5). 
This 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 riet new 
units and net affordable units built in those districts .. 

The Projected Housing Balance Citywide is 15%. 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 over 21,570 net 
units, including some 4,920 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 mo;n:itor 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 ona 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 N ~- 53-15.) 

The stated purposes for the Housing.Balance Momtoring and Reporting are: a) to mamtain 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 charader 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 hous:iri.g approvals. 

Specifically, the Housing Balance Report will supplement tracking performance toward meeting 
the goals set by the City's Housing Element and Proposition K. Ho~lSing 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 19-W, the. City provides the State 
Department of Housfug and Community Deveiopment an annual progress report.2 In November 
2014, San FranCisco's voters endorsed Proposition K, which set as city policy a goal to help 
construct or rehabilitate at least 30,000 homes by 2020, at.least 33% of which will be affordable to 
low- and moderate-income households. In addition, Mayor Ed Lee set a similar goal of creating 

. 30,000 new _and rehabilitated homes by 2020, pledging at least 30% of these to be permanently. 
affordable to low-income families as well as working, middle iricome 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, 

1 The Ordinance inac=ately 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 jurisdi~tions can be accessed here -
http:Uwww.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 repo_rts online. 
3 For more inform~tion on ari,d tracking of 30!( by 2020, see http:Usfmayor.org/housing-for-residents . 
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San Francisco Rent Board data, and the Mayor's Office of Housing and Community 
Development's Weekly Dashboard. 

CUMULATIVE HOUSING BALAN'CE 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, lbw, 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 Balcince" 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 Residentiai 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 Statµs] 

[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 2008 (Ql) throughDecember 2017 
(Q4). 
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Table 1A below shows the Cumulative Housing Balance for 10 year 2008 Ql - 2017 Q4 period is 
17% Citywide. With the addition of RAD units, the expanded Cumulative Housing Balance is . 
25%. In comparison, the expanded Cumulative Housing Balanae for 10 year 2007 Ql - 2016 Q4 
period was 23%. 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, 2008 Ql - 2017 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 Un.its Built Units Balance 

Completed Status Permitted 

Bos District 1 170 10 (514) 4 322 149 -70.1% 

Bos Distrii:t 2 45 24 (310) 3 840 153 -24.0% 

Bos District 3 211 6 (327) 10 915 283 -8.3% . 

Bos District 4 2 - (455) 7 50 110 -278.8% 

Bos District 5 604 293 (367) 147 1,430 536 34.4% 

Bos District 6 3,300 1,113 (143) 1,322 16,304 6,816 24.2% 

Bos Dist,rict 7 99 - (233) - 537 1,092. -8.2% 

Bos District 8 146 28 (634) 18 1,257- 339 -27.7% 

Bos District 9 
' 

214 406 (581) 393 989 843 23.6% 

Bos District 10 1,697 - (282) 712 4,762 2,568 29.0% 

Bos District 11 27 - (375) 9 147 296 -76.5% 

TOTALS 6,515 1,880 (4,221) 2,625 27,5~ 13,185 16.7% 
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Table 1B below shows the Expanded Cumulative Housing Balances for Board of Supervisor 
Districts ranging from -279% (District 4) to 75% (District 5). Negative balances in Districts 1 

(-40%), 7 (-2%), 8 (-7%), and 11 (-77%) resulted from the larger numbers of units removed from 
protected status relative to the net new affordable housing and net new housing \lllits built in 
those districts. 

Table lB 
Expanded Cumulative Housing Balance Calculation, 2008 Ql - 2017 Q4 

Net New 
Acquisitions Units Total 

Expanded 
& Rehabs 

RAD Program 
Removed Entitled Total Net Total 

Affordable and Hope SF Cumulative 
BoS Districts 

Housing 
and Small 

Replacement 
from Affordable New Units Entitled · 

Housing 

Built 
Sites 

Units 
Protected Units Built Units 

Balance 
Completed Status Permitted 

BoS District 1 170 10 144 (S14) 4 322 149 -39.5% 

BoS District 2 45 24 251 (310) 3 840 153 1.3% 

BoS District 3 . 211 6 577 (327) 10 915 283 39.8% 

BoS District 4 2 - - (455) 7 50 110 -278.8% 

Bos District 5 604 293 806 (367) 147 1,430 536 75.4% 

BoS District 6 3,300 1,113 561 (143) 1,322 16,304 6,816 26.6% 

BoS District 7 99 - 110 (233) - 537 1,092 -1.5% 

Bos District 8· 146 28 330 (634) 18 1,257 339 -7.0% 

BoS District 9 214 406 268 (581) 393 989 843. 38.2% 

BoS District 10 1,697 - 436 (282) 712 4,762 2,568 35.0% 

Bos District 11 27 - - (375) 9 147 296 -76.5% 

TOTALS 6,515 1,880 3,483 (4,221) 2,625 27,553 13,185 25.2% 

PROJECTED HOUSING BALANCE 
. . 

Table 2 below summarizes residential projects that have received entitlements from the Planning · 
Cqmmission or the Planning Department but have not yet received a site or building permit. 
.overall projected housing balance at the end of 2017 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 21,570 net new units; 23% (or 4,920 units) would be affordable to low and 
moderate income households. 
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. The Projected. Housing Balance also does not a~c~mnt fo;r affordable housing units that 

will be produced as a result of the Inclusionary Housing Fee paid in a given reporting · 
cycle. Tho.se affordable housing units are produced several years after the Fee is collect
ed. Units produced through the Fee typically serve lower in~ome households than do the · 
inclusionary units, including special needs. populations requiring services, such as sen

~ors, transitional aged youth, famiHes, and veterans. 

Table 2 
Projected Housing Balance Calculation~ 2017 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 - - - - - 5 0.0% 
Bos District 2 - - - - - 109 0.0% 
Bos District 3 - - 8 - .8 97 8.2% 
Bos District 4 - - - - - 2 0.0%. 
Bos District 5 - - 23 - 23 607 . 3.8% 

Bos District6 - 302 277 - 579 3,871 15.0% 
Bos District 7 .- - - - - 40 0.0% 
Bos District 8 - - - - - 18· 0.0% 
Bos District 9 - - 46 - 46 385 11.9% 
Bos District 10 - 760 79 768 1,607 9,512 16.9% 
Bos District 11 - - - - - 1 0.0% 

TOTALS - 1,062 433 768 2,263. 14,647 15.5% 

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 1031 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 2008 Ql and 2017 Q4. This ten-year period 
resulted in a net addition of over 27,550 units to the City's housing stock; including 6,515 
affordable units (almost 24%). A majority of net new housing units and affordable units built in 
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the ten-year reporting period were in District 6 (over 16,300 and 3,300 respectively). District 10 
follows with over 4,760 net new units, including almost'l,700 affordable units. 

The table below also sh9ws that almost 24% of net new units built between 2008 Ql and 2017 Q4 
were affordable units, mostly (59%) in District 6. While District 1 saw modest gains in net new 
u.nlts built, over half of these were' affordable (53%). 

Table 3 
N~wHousing Production by Affordability, 2008 Ql - 2017 Q4 

Total 
Total Net 

Affordable Units· 
Bos District Very Low Low Moderate Middle Affordable 

Units 
as% of Total 

Units Net Units 

Bos District 1 170 - - - 170 322 52.8% 

BoS District 2 - - 45 - 45 840 5.4% 
Bos District 3 161 2 48 - 211 915 23.1% 

Bos District 4 - - 2 - 2 50 4.0% 

BoS District 5 335 183 86 - 604 1,430 42.2% 

Bos District 6 1,714 1,036 527 23 3,300 16,304 20.2% 

BoS District 7 70 29 - - 99 537 18.4% 
Bos District 8 39 92 15 - 146 1,257 11.6% 

BoS District 9 138 40 36 - 214 989 21.6% 
BoS District 10 813 559 325 - 1,697 4,762 35.6% 

Bos District 11 - 10 17 - 27 147 18.4% 

JOT AL 3,440 1,951 1,101 23 6,515 27,553 23.6% 

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. 
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Acquisition and Rehabilitation of Affordable Housing Units 

Table 4 below lists 1;he number of units that have been rehabilitated and/or acquired between 
2008 Q1 an.d 2017 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, 2008-2017 

-
Bos District 

No. of No. of 

Buildings Units 

BoS District 2 .1 . 24 

BoS District 5 2 290 

BoS District 6 12 1,085 

BoS District 9 ? 319 

TOTALS 17 1,718 

Small Sites Program 

The San Francisco Small Sites Program (SSP) is an initiative of the Mayor's Office of Housing and 
Community Development (MOH CD) 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 25 buildings with 162 units have been acquired .. 

Table 4b 

Small Sites Program, 2014-2017 

BoS District 
No. of No. of 

Buildings Units 

BoS District 1 2 10 

Bos District 3 1 6 

BoS District 5 1 3 

Bos District 6 3 ·28 
........ --~· _____ .._....._,_ 

·----'··---~ 
~-............... _ ... ..._,.._ ..... 

Bos District 8 6 28 

Bos District 9 12· 87 

TOTALS 25 162 
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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, 2015-2017 

Bos District 
No of No of 

Buildings Units 

BoS District 1 2 144 

BoS District 2 3 251 

Bos District 3 4 577 

B·os 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 ar~ 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 uriits from the rentai 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. 
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Table 6 below shows the distribution of no-fault eviction notices issued between January 2008 
and December 2017. 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 (58% and 30% 
respectively). Distributi~n of th~se no-fault eviction notices is almost evecly dispersed>with 
Districts 8 and 9 leading (15% and 14%, respectively). 

Table 6 
Units Removed from Protected Status, 2008 .Ql - 2017 Q4 

Condo Owner 
Units Removed 

BoS District 
Conversion 

Demolition Ellis Out from P'rotected 
Move-In 

Status 

Bos District 1 2 24. 153 335 514 
Bos District 2 18 11 84 197 ;310 
BoS District3 6 9 194 118 327 
Bos District 4 - 77. 82 296 455 
BoS Distri'ct 5 15 19 103 230 367 
Bos District 6 1 76 54 12 143 
Bos District 7 - 31 52 150 233 
Bos Districts 21 33 247 333 634 
BoS District 9 6 54 200 321 !)81 
Bos District 10 2 28 49 203 282 
BoS District 11 - 75 54 246 375 

TOTALS 71 437 1,272 2,441 4,221 

· 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 
D~partment of Building Inspection and most are under construction as of the final quarter of 
2017. Over half of these 'units are being built in or will be built in District 6 (52%). Twenty percent 
of units that have received Planning entitlements and site permits from the DBI will be 
affordable. 
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Table 7 

Permitted Units, 2017 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 Districtl - - 4 - 4 149 2.7% 

BoS District 2 - - 3 - 3 153 2.0% 

BoS·District3 - 10 - 10 283 3.5% 

Bos District4 - " - 7 - 7 110 6.4% 

Bos Districts - 112 35 - 147 536 27.4% 

BoS District 6 599 457 ·266 - :J,,322 6,816 19.4% 

BoS.District7 - - - - - ·1,092 0.0% 

BoS DistriC:tS - 7 11 - 18 339 5.3%' 

Bos Dfstri ct 9 - 378 15 - 393 843 46.6% 

Bos District 10 60 176 75 401 712 2,568 27.7% 

Bos District11 - - 9 - 9 296 3.0% 

TOTALS 659 1,130 435 401 2,625 13,185 19.9% 

PERIODIC REPORTING AND ONLINE ACCESS 

1bis 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 on 11 June 2018. 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 MOH CD will determine the 
amount of funding needed to bring the City into the required minimum 33% should the 

· cumulative housing balance fall below that threshold. 
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APPENDIX A 
Ordinance 53-15 

., 
I FILE NO. 150029 

AMENDED IN COMMITTEE 
416/16 

ORDINANCE NO. 53-.15 

1 I 
! (Planning Code~ City Housfog Balance M0!11ltoring amt Reportfn.gJ 

2' 

3 Ordinance amending the Plannlng Code toe require the Planning Departm1;mt to monitor 

4 the balance b~tween rtew market rate lloU$ln9 and new amm:htble hOU$ing, and pubtish 

5 i a bl-annuaS Housing Safam:1e Rt.'lport; requlrlng an annual hearing at the S¢;:ud of 

6 I Supervisors on strategies for achleving and maintalnfng the tequltEid housing baianee 

7 in accordance with San. Fr41ncbeo'$ housing production goal$i and making 

a environmental findings, Planning Codet Section 302 findiags, and findings Of 

9 , consiston~y with tht> General Plan, and the eight priority policies of Planning Code. 

10 Section 101.1. 
I 

·' 11 ! 
. I 

12 

13 

141: 
15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22. 

23 

24 

25 

NOTE: Unohange:d Code text and uncodifled ti;ixt ate in plain Arial font 
Additions to. CA>des are lo &lJJdJ!:;Jfll<if:din~ f1'1tiA~ Timc..f!iEJJ,.B.IJman ftmt. 
Deletl1ms to Code$ are fn ~itt.rlie:> 1'imea .Vew Re11tt1fff;m1. 
Board amendment additions are in~~ ~cia! frmt. 
Board amendment deletion:S are In Str~- __ , .. ,_ -oot · 
Asterisk$. (" " " ~1 Indicate the -Oml$$ion of unchanged Code 
su~tions or parts of tables. 

Se it ordained by the People of the City and County of S.an Francisco; 

Section 1. Findings. . 
{a) The Planning Department has determined that t~ amions contemplated in thls 

oromanoo oornply Wllh the Califomia fiinvironmental Quality Act (califomia Publlc R~soorc-,es 

cooe Section$ 21 ooo et seq.). Said detemiittatiQfi is <m me with the Clerk of the' Board of 

Supentisors in File No, 150029 and is lnoorporated herein by refeoonoo. The Bo~rd of 

Sup.etv.isors affums this daterminatron. 

(b) On March 19, 2015, the Planning Commission, in Reso.lutlon No. 19'337, adopted 

findings that th$ actkioo ®ntemplated lri this ordiltanoo are oonslsterit1 on balance, wllll tile 

Sup11nl1~i:ir Klm 
BOARD OF SUl>~RVISORS 

;SAN FAANCISOO · 
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9 

10 

15 

' ) 

adopts these :ffndings as tts <mn. A copy of said ResoMkm is on me with 1he Clerk of the 

Board of' $upervi$<Jra in File t-.lo. 1600~9, and is incorporated herein by refe.rence. 

(c) Pursuant to Planning Codl;l ~tion 302, this Board finds that this Pl.annln9 Code 

Amendment will serve the public necessity, convenience, and welfare for the reasons set rortn 
in Plannlng Commission Re$oMion No. 150029 and th~ B<Klrd incorporates such reason$ 

hetein by refereMe. 

Section 2. The Planning CQde is hereby l;lmended by addrng new Section i03 lo read 

SEC l(JJ, 1111(/Sflj[G_fJALANCE MONJTORJNG AND REPORTING. 

[!!) [!_;1mr1.<d. % maintultt a haltmce hf!Jween 11ew uffr,tdabfe and market rat11- Jwu.~hw Clrv-

22. M F!1td{ngs, 

23 (} ! in Nnvemfw: 2014. [lie Cirv vowr.~ c1ractr!d Pnm1>slrio11 K. wMd1 esraT;lisheJ Clrv 

24 nolftJ.Uflhg}Jlf:nnstrr@t oueltghllfftY.<lli!Llit.a.~t !Jil QOOfwme..~ h;!' WW )'tfm;p t1um 511",1, oftfii.~ fmu!ffilg 

25 WJJJ,fd l!.e 1tJJ!u:lflf!k.J:rr JJJi!ls!l<:.:W·£~ l1m1sd!J!.Uk.Yi!il1.1..nfJfl!'!LJ.}Y.!W.fi.ilrtlaf.>l>Jor frrw_::.JL.llflpwd1trtile-

Silperl~Qf iilm 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
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1 Ii incomu ftQJ1sidJJJ.!Jb, <md tf:e Cilv is t:xp.?cretl to tinrlm1 ~·1n1uwie." to acht(•w:i rlurt goal Thi.I' secrlm1 
I' 

2 I\ J{}J .seJs tbrtlt a method to lrfiW}f.!Jiidlirrn.qni::l! mwmyfthe Clt1• '.~ lfmisf11g: Elrmre11t t::aa!s and tlie noor-
l 1 . 

3 ! ! t!f/!dr~an K gorrl rhgt ~1% l/,{(ljf 'lc<l!' ltnr;sf11g ,fhnff fut <iffordc1bfe hmivi11!;. a.~ defiztttd h~rei1L 

4 I . a> 1"&! CiN 's rent sl!.J.bi/fJJYi.f!!JJiJl.fJ:!li.t/!.WJlfJ.urftqrdabl/!,fmutfng sloek Si!l'.W:r 1•?ry (ow-. 

5 ii tau'=. and moduraft:·fnt(Jme tirm/lie.s. lon,t:-Jimc resfriM{S- ttfflti!ft.~~4cwsfi1~f c1111J otl1rrs. 
1· 

6 11 Th11. l'il!' st!2'ks ta ad1fe1•e cmd mainu!f11 m1 appr@riale bakm!;e befwe;;n 11~~<!. 

I! 7 I a.fferdcibJ.u.·11w:sl!Jg City-wldci mid within nei'f.:hborhQ0t/,( '1!.1'(?!1.ftl fhll avqi/11h1/it11 c>[ff(w11 holMi!JgJ!!ld 
I . . s I! ~1 s111table llvJna11;1vir011w,1111t tor <!.!'£-tr Swt f'a&PJscaii ls '2,.Ul/(IJ lmrx1r/mu:tt tJt/!liJ!m~«t o[J}Je t~ 

9 11 tumslirg fWPJs rppiire.r lfre cooperative parrictpaffr'm afgtn·etnment and fire prhratc sector I~ e:>.?'!!l!J..<J 
:i . 

1 () : , &»i~l11g Or&Qtttmilie.'l f(! accomm.t>dt:tle lmustng viiuuts for 8fl11 Frtmel~c{J)Js 1rt all cconirmfc leyel:umd {(J 
;1 

::ii! a;,wmff re l};I,'! r.tlffiJrm uwf.r nfcaeh nf!ighlwthtn>rlw1rcre hot~~i111rwifl M lvc(!ted 11 

12 .Q! Fot f~!IJ#,lf,r j11 1111,wtfJ.vidited htiu;yillJ!, alfprdq!Jj!fty Js~u (l[i!.!#f!'et! nv thi! 

13 

14 

&ifd~1fial /WJ( ,St@ilfl<Jlkm. rmd.4i&Jrgtf(ln Ort/i11n11e1i '.~ llmiratltin,'I' 011 tfw size t>faltnwahle rent 

! i IJJEi;!f§f!.f.dJ!!:ilJEJloWIQn§i~JJiJJ!!E}JJJJJ~<J!!!LM;gi§l«tm l{tzufi..~J:'s QctQ/J.11r WU 

15 Ii t1!1kY-1f1wlvsis kevoiton Tenam 'f)..fE1.fm~garfre in tl!lfls. · 
jl • 

16 Ii 
wilhdruwn from rent <:omrols. S!Wl.111.res of!en oor.omvm11• vcr:fmfs ofshurp increr~w:.s In properrn 

17 ii 
.:I 

1a cvlu_tfonffl.e .. el•ietlons hJ which the tenant had not vlo/1)tc1fotr)•le.fl.~c. tcrms. but the ow11t1r.wnrgh1 to 

1(1 !I rttgqt11 pas..~11sskm o[lfle 11nltl. Total aviatiM1s o(all M~<: luwa irwrMsed hv 38.2% ffom Rent Board 

20 ;: Year (j.&. from Mtli'd~thtpu;:h Jlght11azyJ 10/0m Rc11I Dt!ani j'eor 2013. Purlni: tlie.~anw perfM, El/i.t 

21 

22 

: i tkt wlr:tinu.~ fur .rmtrm•f!d nti111r e;•it'flm1Y. 1nc.rea.l'ff1Jf by 169.8% (mm 43 in Rc11r flpgrd Year 2Qll'i .l!!. 
'I 

i; Jlfj in Jl1111UJ.nard l'ilar 20 J 3. 'l1uml mm1hl!rs d1} 11nr taqfuril tltc lar('t' mtmh¢r nfmv11l!r h1n>nuts ''( 
I• . 

23 !; M.ll<lllfs. lflllf(:b l:Qntrfb11tcfitttlw l<i the lf'i&~ ofrenf..ffelblllzed WJlJVlflm th~'.filk 
- ' 

2.4 ii fk"'tt§lllle.11(,Pf'Jl«I fll,1iJr!f<r!Jht. bm1.~tnghal1l.!CU 11.m~l illf!(JrUQr<11~ fi11n tJw cq~;;.ullJji1m tutil$.withdmwn 
" 25 i • Ji:m11 ... amt.§J.<.i&JL::ntfs!JJ,, 

$i:lpmvt.s.ar Xlm 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

~9 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 
25 

:SAN FRANCISCO 

--....... 

{4) P1rrsrum1 to Gowrnment ('.t>de Sn:timi 65$84, the As:.mcfation ofHav hea 

J Gowrn111e111s (l!lJA(J), in t•oordinorim1 wf1h the Colif'omiu Stole Dcpnrtn1e111 of/{1>11sim: mu/ 

,1 Cnm1111111f(~· IJ1r1•dv11ini!11l awm, detern1}11i1S rlil!! lJmi .•fr.µ1~ .. niglotwl hQt{:~iigne~{} hp.\)!f/ ~!I~ 
Jr, 

·~ trends, pro/atl!iljob qtaw1h; anti r~tsrfnr:pwetir. '!he 1w:hmal h;)us:im• mH!d~ uss~s:s:m.:111 r11HNA! . . 

'. ifp1i'rml11a1io11 fndudcs·prcit111c1lo11 f11ree1s: addrt>.~slmr lm11si11![ ncml~ oCrJ ranf}<~ ()Otou.wdmld income 

categories, for rhe Rlfl•lA m;rjod CM!'rinrt 20[5 thraw:h 2022, Jj/JA(j !ms profe,;t<!d thnf at foa,1'( .l'~ 

ofm:w housfnir d1t1111.mtl' !hr_ tiun Prrmcfo~,> w/11 Jm lrnm venJ low 111ul low i11comi1 hm1.~eho/rl,· 

lncomei .. M{wkct-tttf" lwusiag fr cimxirlerd lw11.•"i11f: wiflr. nn hKWl.rn liUJ.if~.aC..iil!.l'.riJJ.Lr.r~rm'./l!J. 

{!]jgf}Jg.if,_ 

\ i P!lpu/.aff1m, mid .•mm:lJ:row/b go~rkli~fJ.1gjlITJ:11lOOr.C1!11.i.K£..lktn Francisca, murr J9!J..! 
1: 
!1 <m1ill<wi1.. .. ~l1£}Jrvr1r11J1Wld.!i1,111{fog <1.mtQ/J1111!!'.!f.i!Jt.lkvr.fovm~Jlf ffB~[)), with rhc 

ii .4,ggci11(im1 of.JJpv Arca G(l1'1'T11JJJrJJls lABAOi. i?sli/nMt'S rhat ill fhe c11m:111 2015-2012 Hau.~·im: 
Ii ~JJ..Jiliriod San Francisco 11111s1 plan tor rlw M1mcfn1 (or rot11,Jltfv 28.RIO new mrits, 57% o(wlrich 
I. 

· sho.1.!lil.JJ.~1 suIMble fl.if' lto_u.ring (or rhe exiremi!lp low. 1't.•rv {oµ,; fot.i< a11d mmlcriife incmnv ltmL«d10M< Ti~ ·I 
nwc1 (f.l':'!hare •>fllw rc~fo11's 1>rofcc1t•d lrou.r/nf? demmid '' Obit>ttivll J o(Jfie Hon~tntr l!Jemt'n(Sr(!f~£; 

thur 1he Cilv .~Jwu!d "itlemi/i: and m11ke llmilabli! aJr tfevi!lovme111adeqrm1e si/es '''meet /he. Ci11!'~ 

: 
1 

ltousJng n-e.ed.t; e,,~p,eeiallv vammnmtlv <l(tordahfo lto1Lfi11(:; 11 OlJiL'<.'fTl'e 1,«it'lie,t tfmf San F'rlmciscn '.£ 

/j 11mkc1ad aOimlab/e housin~ need~ fhr 1mq1aei: rhe i;Jlliadn1 (or file CiN to ~'<'C1tre .wbs1i/k.\· t'br 1w1i: 
·i 

i! affj;nlable 1111i1s. ll -~ 

'.\ {.6) fn 2012. rill• CitveJwNed Ordi11<m<Ce .?37-J.1, Jira "/il111si11g Pr(f.>terva/im1 mu/ 

ll Production Or;liuance, "C(Jdllitrd In AdmllflStr.t1rJva (.,'ode C!tapler l mt..1, N requfra Plt1ilfW!:, 

: R.tf!tU'tit!it/J..l .~((J;/fm tltl'J,ilpr[yi mmrt 1law m1 IJ.t(lfU£Ktt IQW<lrd ~.$£t/.l.£rJ!JJ.d.,r£tt's ljfl(ltl!ifli!Ji. 

:; 
:, 
!! 
!i ~f\l\sorl<Jm 
'i SO.Ii.ROOF SUPERW;IORS ., 
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j1 
n 
11 n 
ii' 
!I ;l 
,'i 

1 1
1 

UJ:(Jducli1w gqgls fbr dif!Dit.L!J!!..«S%!J£fs!..iJEpJJ.JJ!kl;.;~~ 

2 1 •. lJ:l1m11mt.. Xlmt 01;dfoougiu1:mrl1X~flgiq;1m flrr. rmmhey: q{JfJJjt.!.JruiJL~UlfJ!.~y~ 
3 1 f Jllf!.~ss fJJ V(Eifl!J§ uJJilrdPk1ff/yle}1.l1Jit.kdn.iiJJSk1JJ1u1<llfrrJ?fll1IJIJJ.Jl!J.JmiJJ.QW.Wjeets~!JlJ.:.~ 
4 : ~l11nj(lpr~YJ!.ngp.111~_tiJ£1:l(!l!J]jjJ£~tf~ ' . . 

5 i ~ent lias. fang tmW..tf t/11!J.J!!l1JkLJ,![gjf!IJ1:!JJft~JJ1Ji.l.;r . .1md tolalnwn~ctef. 
6. Ji bmt:titu:_-.1fl1ik..fu.lflt.J.lJJ:JlllKhrlH1..!i.m rill' l.l~ in iper;[/fu areas <1111U.!J.rwld liq qlile tll mwJu.!J.ILJ:11fip (al{rd, 

7 111l1r.l!LJ1if§.{lm_(Q.!Ll.M... . . . 
g ii ~1!,lt()~VO.f!J.a!.ii.t:MC fl<lll!lll1ilm:kt!d.11J2WJ;. @If go.,,~.ofUcla.(s.!J.<.!J.!UJig@J!Jl 

9 1! wbitlo&~cfpce rigtTlik!JJJ.LgptQ1mts rdm:w lw1tti11g f11 the Cftv. tire fimited remqinfitg 

1 () i! gyatfab.f? land 1m1ke.~. ft lf§le;?Iliqf to as.v;:,Y,~ tlm f1nmict of the approwtl ofllcw m/'lrkef rafe hmtsing 
I , , 

11 11 fk_VeJg,piiietltil (.I/I. Ifie avgfta,bilj/p ii0i111d (O'r'; trfJ.btJabft? /J(1lm/.1i t'iJid (fl 1?/lt;'Dtlr(Jf{ft the dep.faVJJU!.Jt( a{ . 

12 ii r~oun:;ecl to prt>1'f{l(l..st1c11 fiou.efng. · 

13 : I (c.1 Fli:msi1rg Brdaaf~ t:Plc.ttlatmn. 

14 :1 a i For p!![JWS¢S efthi'F Sr;ion f QJ, "HY.using IMOJTr.c" ;vhall be {/Q(i11ed as tlw 

15 I uronortr@.rnfall fUrll' fJOll§.ltlfJ. ll!litS a{lMdi:Jbk ID hlitt,f{;holtirnfextt<i#Ull't! WIV, 11¢fJ. low TtJ\1l lll' 

· 16. ·. ! mnden.1te inMme hontulmlds .. M dr.bnud ht Cal/ti:Jrnla Health & ~afitrp Ca~e Scc1t111t.t 50079.5 et sit51. .• 
• 1 

17 ' as such pt()\ifsioM}llfl'f(fx.1 (tmmded (tom f/ml.'! tn tlml!,, til 1111.l tmal J'llfmh& ofali JW1v hmL~ing unlf'1 (tir a 

18 JllYi!..ar' ffeu.ving)1fllmi.1:c Pcrigd, 

19 . m 711it H611sf11g !Jttlmtt':ll Period shall heullt wll!J rfw t'!Nt guarter .()fyf1.111' 2()05 IO (Im 

;20 lasr quarter of 2fU 4, and tlweafter lbr rite te11 !'1ll<'i'Y.\' prior to tlur most r;.ep;mt cal1wdar it.iu-rrlf!r. 

21 {.P Pi»'.cach~'t!i1Nlwt4ata ft1;rn'¢latue, iief'!;lrmfnl! fn 2.005.fhe JJ.i~l 

22 1; ehgU rep.art m!I Jumsmg ccnstroqtlcu bv mccme lcvds. !!ff. well a.f JIJ)it.t iiwt htn11 br.(~11 wit hi]~ 
I' , 

23 I j prc1ecJf;n affenled lw Cizy f<~" .vucll as l«W.f. pr~widlng ((,r 1·e11t-ccn1t'elf!ff/ tmd #ngi11 r:ir,tldqnt 

24 1
1 ~ll11£tmf!.V ieROJ 1mils. 'flt& at)Pref!!ble lrmidn1: {1af.f$f;wles ,~hall lm:hule nrtl 1ww 1rnll.~, a~ wt!J fi!E. 

25 1'!Xi$flng imirs tJtaf wel'e pre1>io'IJSly m>t rc"''frieftul hy tfer:tl (fl' regpf1itoryJ1J."l'1U!m1,mJ 1hrr1 qrc (lf/mfJ:.f!fi.JQr: 

$upiiMWKim 
60ARO OF SUPERVISORS 

:SAN FRANCISCO 
iPJ.ANNlNG DEPARTMENT 

2660 

16 



3 

4 

5 

7 

It J!!.l'Ser1·aiim1 m• per11umt!lltlv a{forilabfti lwuslng as determined bi• the M'im)r 's Olfict• of Ho11sin1r mul 
I· .. 

If Con111ru11iN Dtwclopm~tll (MOHCll) tnm inc/iidlng refl11i111ci111> l•r olhl!r rdrablliwtlon 11111kr 1WW/ng 

I' 
11 Oll'm:rsJ;ip), /lYO!CCCcd hy (f(!t'd or regufalOrV iigl',eemcnt fi>r a lllfllilffli!ll n(55 ~·ear,t. '/11c reJ>Ori $/Iii!/ 
ii 
Ii include. b)• war, aud for Thi! fur,~~/ quarter, all 1mirs tlrat hm•c rcccfrcd 1i:mporan1 Certillcares .o( 

II {Jcc11pmrcp within that \'ear, a .l'•'f?Onl(e ca/eg1101 (iJr unit.~ th11t 11hfllfned a .'<fie or bulldim:. pamit, and ii 
I! anotlwr caie1'11rv liir u11il1' thai how! re<'i:h'L'd <lllJlrtl\'a/ (rrim flrir Plm111in1t C1m1missitin or P/m111ini: 

!l D1·vartmenr. h111 hm·e not yei obwlnql a site nr bm'ldinr: vermil to eommene~ Cnns(rocilrm (cyr,fpt nm' 
Ii a -:1 e11tltll!li1t'IJ/,< that ltaw .~xvlrrd t111tf nn/ hi'i'll rwwwt•d dprilw the Housing Balatigt frrhld). Mm•(tt 
ii 

11 

12 

i.3 

14 

15 

113 

17 

1$ 

19 

2-0 

21 

ii pl milled cnlitli!men1.1" inc/11din1• but not limited tn .\'1tc1r ttretts m: Tte&tJtt.1£1.!!liff.. Tfimrctc~ f'.olnt 
ii 
,I Shtrwqrd and Park Ma<•ctl, ·"'"'If nor he i11clutfc~d in tftisJaffrrt;;(llrJJ.QD!Jl!.1Li/J!J..dlr.i4mrl..fil:LildilJJ:. 
:I 
/) µnfilfoment• or s~.s_arc <;ppmvrd fiiUJ}l'rifffi hQH;;inj• Jl!:.tJJ\7•7/s, frL.i1KlJJ..'WL!JLl!I!J!!:.WJl 
!/ 
:i &_qllL\'\ tire f(Jflnwh1g c.afov·orfo.'i .tlwll hurp.Jlrt/lp1): rggfJ.£1£!!.:.. 

1 
(il)JLX1lil!ldJ')&1!'..111mJJJ£l!ai.M .... 1i·hid111r.£111Jirs tll''1Jlr.ble IQ i.w;liwauqf.'U!J:. 

'II /!2JJJj]jp..J!J!,1kiJJg hcUJ;Mn fJcli},~!uk£..<LA!~Jfi£J!JJ!1£J2JJl\) f AM!JJ!$ ddi111!_.rl In Cafi(omf(I Health & ,\(1/j;.tJ!. 

· CPsf!L&s1iJLtl(lll!!i..an.j m:e sr!f!kft ro price or rt~11r l'l'St,.h~lions l1e111•een 0-30% A Ml: 

I {f;ljj1eri• Low l11romi:_])nl1s, wlu'd1 art(unirs aw1ifahle to indi;•iduals or tamUh"' 
I 
! 

:{ 
p 
1· 
:1 
11 
ii 
i[ 
·1 
i 

,I 
:! ., 

m.aking)i~m JQ-50%.AMl as ffJ'fin«d in Culifornia Hi!alth & .'Mferv Cilde Sed!on 50/05, ancl <Ir•• 

~xiklw.:t tn price 01;,rent ~strkfirms lwtwei:m 3fJSO%.A.HJ: 

(C) Lawer:Im:ome lf:nit1;, wMch ar{J 1mits m•ail(Jblll io i11dMd11afs M f;.1mifie~ 

111E.kinr:.kctw1·t'n 50-80%AMl .1s defined i11 tallfim1lil H1~al1ti & ."lofi?rv t:nt!e St•cJf1l1150079.5, ortd ttl'li 

,>uble:<:t t111Jrh;i' or rtmt rcslricrimtt.lwiwecn 50-8()?,~ AMT; 

22 ··; 

23 i making beJWC<'il 80-J20%AJil, and are S:Ul!k£liQprk11 or renf testrlc:rimp: he(JJ•fCn Rf1-£2()% AMf;: 

24 lj fEj Middle l11cmnc U11iis_ which are imits i:w1ifahkJ.QlntlfJiillJJ!b.m'J.(11rrf!h;r 

25 ii making beiwcrn 120-l50% ,fMI, and ttn• .tt1~/cct rti price or rtrJ!rf:ffrif{i,Qn,< ht_f)J!-~'.JJ.JJlb.l.~OJi!rM.l:. 
:i . 
11 
I' 
I! 
1 Suporvi$or l(im 
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ii 
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agrit<rrt'le11r !£/Th m'fg.• mttrlc1ions: 

1 

2 

3 {Gj Hm~fny 1mJI;,~ wUhdnawn (tom prpl1WU!d smtlls! fm:'1udmg 11nJt,,· wllfrJrmm 

4 fi:.mn.tent WYJIWl/,tq:(JiJIJl th"--~!! lt1l1l1'_£1llren!!l811. {\f!lJ)Jlf.J:'t<id lyJq tMJ'ffllJJJ"tt!Jflv afferdahle lumsingj, 

5 tw;t;ulilig !f{l u1tit.~ £hat lmvc bg111t.tr1l;jfilit t-0 rent armtrgl wdcr rM Smt Frmttlrco Resfdcntlttl Rcllt 

6 ~ muf.Athltrqfion Qrdf111.1!1¢e !ltd thllr a nmpem• owm.r rtnu:wl'.~ 1Jl'rn11mtn1lv frnm (he 
I . 

· 7 , I r.ev/!11, 11Jtlr~LJlir@_~>lt cqac(qmi1rlitm ieW'et"'lnn p,ur,sumt to AdmfalsiMHw!: l'Me .~dkm :n. Q.(OUil. · · 

8 !/ (kur&}tfimi QI' 11lte,ratjo~JLJ.ill'J111.fror iml'f u~"mxmmumt re11mw1l fltli'Sllf!l:111!!. 

9 ·i J..dnztnfstmti1't Cmfe, 8£ftifl!J. 3Z2(a2f/()l ar nrmm•al D.Jlt .. ~Llll.~ 
1 o I Cade.Sccricn JZ2JD1aU:. . · 

11 (HI: P11b.liQhmis-/11g repfacemm1t 1mils gnd substantlqfly rchrjg,ilitati~tl uni rs 

12 tlmmc!J, lire NOPE SF mid Rf!jj/al lfssistmtee Demrmstratim1 at.4'D) pmWams. as Wt!fl at atJwr 

13 !!1ilJSttmtiaJ. rtfwbditaritm programs mm;tt~'ftJd by MOlfClJ. 

14 I I (11 'fkt! liQ!liJ/Jlf; Baf.t1JJ.¢f{ shal{ be<: f:E!~2sed f1$ a percentage, obr((fned b v dlvfdi11g l11e 

15 I· ctlflntladw:t toMJ o{extremely l11w. veey low. law a11d mt1t/urt!M 111w1111 f!.ffardahle lwt1slt1$' .tmii~ (qi( 

16 . 1mit.~ U-120"& AMTJ mlm1.r tire /(l;ft prof«fl!d unff,t. by ifte mtal mrmher of11et m~w f1at1sitrg 1mjf.t wifln)J, 

·17 {he lfn-u.til1(' Balmu:e J>erfm11 'Tlw Hq;rLfitJgJltt/tr.ru:tu·'halt alM w·1wfde lwn f(l(r;Uli1tirmr:· 

18 filt!tr Cwmlmlw1. llm.,,flm:.hlanc:-0. cr11i<~w1ir "01aJt(lnF:.JlE1Jull.rJi.hfil'R 

19 (!]r§!l~W:Ul!ffi!f}>;cla 'IJaoJ!!U.f!!.IC,Cirt/f'~s.s:J!.P(mqr ormh!lL_c:g1"filfr.n.t1;..JlJ.!JJ. 

20 JW!l~!fDp1Jtw af.tlJc u11ftil IA'iflrin: tb11 l.O.wurr: Hml§i.!1g B«lmtce £q,r·1od,, {!lt1~1l,mse tmlts tlw.t 

21 hape qbtaimd a site -or builtfl11g pcrmfr. A SMUiWe ea.kirTmion 1J(rhc Ctmtulatif!e HDtr.'<ing Balanc.i1. 

22 slwll afso be provided. wltic.h f11clt111es HOPE SE mu! $.if.I) puh/fe lion!'ing Nlplaceml!,111 anti 

23 Jmbstmrliallv rahabilirarL•d Jmf/,f (bw not lnclmii111< gi!liL'l'af. relmhHi'ta1/on / malntc11ance otm1blfc 

a4 lrousfll!J or otlw.J' af!imlqbfc hmLrfni units•) /hot fum-i rei."ef~·e-4 flil/l/U)f(lr).• Ccrt1'ttc11tctS fJ(Qc£1!1'xinC£ 

25 

S-qpO-l\lf;S»r Kim 
OOAR!l 01" SUPERVISORS 

:SAN FRANCISCO 
fPJ.ANN!NG DEPARTMENT 
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:SAN FRANCISCO 

I 

I·-....... •. 

wft.kin tfm Hrmsmg Salgnce Period The Ho11sim!..ll@11!£f_Revarr.~ wiil show !he_ Cumrtfolil'c l/Q1tsi11,g 

Balum:e wlfh and wifhot!i eubJic housing included i111he (!Ole~ 

{BJtAA Pr~wsPJglJ.alanct,_1J:bf£f!Jihgll 1,J,_1fl11d<!_tl!!.U,,~ft!,•niJElJ!lfJli?c/ · 

thB_f has reeelved@.pr;owd from the J>laimh1g Commission or 1'/mmi11gJ)£[!_crrrme11t. ''vcn F(fbc 

ho11si11g v.rme.ct has not wt olitai11ed a sire or building permit to -commem~a cousttucticm (c,Yceptaire 

l ttitlft'J,Jnli}tlif. that haV¢ CXf!h'ed gnd nor h1!e11 reuewed duriiig ilie HritLflllff Balattce period). .Mi1sfgJ:. 
p 
j'\ vlamwd ei1t/Ih-mii11h1 JfmTI tml bi! ft1H11tfi!d Iii tlri!' eah'ttltillbfl i1rtli{ l11dfridim/ imllding eiifille11icnf.i' m· 

l ~rm/Ts nrir aprrorul · 
I 

(ti). Bi-mrnugl ffoming B11lunce Reports_ !Nlthin·30-<lays-Of-the-~ive-d~Hllis 

, Sootkm-1-036yJune 1. 2015, Jl1'i l?J;;)mfm• Pcmrrmimt .•hall mkulnfe thq CJ.1m1r]p/11'U111flfr.g}f'cted 

\, fhy,•lnr: lf@wc:.!fJilr llw m<J-£U:t:1'<'!!1 fwn q1111rler< l~ilY.:lri~~orial Di.'trkL Plan Area, rtrJJi 
11 ' ! h!.1'JI?fghhorltwU:JJ1JJ!Jl1JS.Jli~dr.l<. a,~ i/;f'IJ.lfd in t~f-.JL'tl!.JiliJUls11fil!1g)m:w1J!!'J!J!lL<IJJ.1!!2Jl,<l1 it l!Wl! 

\' rmi~ifk•vf:~ih{Mm~ikffc..JUJJ:u!£J:EL1'fl.J9Jimf.ti!JC}l!1kma:.im<tkfrmiJJJJ:iJ.11Lfilldfi<u1QJ:Jjug_1,m.th1! . 

l

lii f~J2WJJrl!!l_'LIJLf.Jfl~EIL~9ust September Jp al]_d ~r-uary ~}1!l-P.ltmc:hJ~r:!I!'.. rhc 

f1W1i1if112iJ.UlJr~li!!!!?li:Sh and t1RJk!li!.Jlmli1,JJ,!WJJ:.}k1lt111c1L_lj.er.IJJr.t, cmd pr!i,~!!Jll this repprJ at 

i !Tit infil.r.JJigtipnal hem:.lng to thi!_f._lanninf Commission and l!1mrtfo(S1mcn•isors. as wi!l/ 11s ta clll\' 

rclc1>ant bod» wirhg.pg1•avillc purvfow ow-r 11 phm area~.O re_gues~ alattg wilh 1he titfttJr auarterfv 

tapqi·fingLf!quli·,·1111;11u ofAdm/11i~Trc1ib'« Code C/mpter JO!U. Ihe,,anou.aLreportloJhe.Boar.dJlf 

§™J@~3hall pe_a~ re§ol~-8.oatd .. wbich_r_esoJulioashallbe lntrnrl\.lfed 

J Bx'.~QnjggJ)_eg,prbne[!b7'lw Hm1s/11~ Jfafm1te Rernm .~tiall also b1.' blL'ortmramd inro rhe_ 
II 
I\' .rJnmml Plq,mrhlg lii111mi.t<io11 llrwslur;Jfcorl11g mu/ Anmwi Rvpur/ fo the Bnord 11(S11prrviw>r.~ 
I . 

: ret1lffred in Admi11JstraJive Cfl.-le Clumter lQE.4. -

ii (e!Ag/milllle11rli11!,:hpBoa.r_d o(..St1pi!h'fo'rs. . · · · 

/j . . Ill_ The BtwrdD(Jinpt1l'vfstJr,~ slmil hold a puhli". lfbusf11f? lJafi'JlJ<'e hcrwfile Mt mt m111111tl 

11 basis b;!' April I 1~[,eaal1 ye-nr, f<HJOIM1tieP pmgr('§.~ toward~ ihl'!. City,~'<' 11([att!!Jh.kfi!)J!.~lng,g!Jilff,',. · 

1! ' 
I· 

l
'I Sl:lperttliOfKJill I OOAflOOFSl)f'all.ViSO!l.$ 

'?LP.J'\INING DEPARTMENT 
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'I 
I( 
Ii ,. 
i:. 

I 
1 · I\ t111tun1ng th& goat gf.a mtntm~<1u§{ljgtQ kw 1m1tmode1'.m1t ti11·p111e 11m1.w~111.~tos. a.~ 

2 i;; 1v<1ll as tlte Citv~f G1m11'ral Plan HQtfsittft Elimr!Wf.J1qu,vi11g.Jl!!JJ.fuciioo gp,t1l'> ID' t1iem11e £,(!{lg~ 

3 /f /rrsr hiUJrltig :mall ocCNr na l(Jfer rlwn J() da1~~ nflct the. effeqtl.1¥: dnti: oltbi£ c1rd/rlfillf.,_tl;.J!.trs1.bJ!.,:Jp.i;Jf J 

4 11 ofa.ad1 war thareafrer, 

5 111 QI The l11mrlrt1J~'lttil! fm:l11de rcpt11'fi11g-b)' tlid !!Imming {)enattmeut, 1r}!fch sh(l/f present 

6 l tire lati!Jt llq11sf111r lki;llnct. &pert CllV-wldc (1Jid bl' S1.fP!?n'isorlal Df,,·rrict und Plu1mf11~ Distdcr: r,l!.~ 

7 Ill' Mmvr '.;· (J(jlce nfffr>rttlng t1t1d Cm11m1mJry D111~/opment 11111 Mai!l)r'.r OfjJce M'&tJ@mic arid 

8 
1
: W9rk@rt:1t lJ«ve(t1nment. the Rent StnhfllZ<llfrm Bormf. bv the Dewmnwnt 0Cl!uf!rli1;tln.yp11cHmt, and 

,( 
s !I t/JJLDly.lI!;QySUIJlst tm .~rr<rl.l![f!!..\' for m;hfovh1r:,JJ!l(/ maintainl:rw (J mw~i'lg.lialqnr .. "tJ Irr am1rdw1¢c With 

·I 

10 ;/ &m fi'rmwjfcf}.'s lmvs.ing vrodt1cffan goalv, lfflm Cim111lqth'i! Hnu..•l11J! !Jalanwhg.'1 fhllm hefm1• !JS% ilr 

1.1 I! ~IJJl~Cl).,Uf.IJ},ldelf<rWi11f!b£n~ mrithlim~~~fLJJJi!Ji!mil!! ii . 
12 ·i JJ%..JiaJ.1,rlng 8ttl(JJJ£1t.fll1tlthLJifw.'tlr sfJJ!ll n mftto c 8 tr " to 1tP<:rm1Jl1Ml 

i . 

·13 ;1 The minimum of33% Hmr.mtg Balance, Ci!)! D1mar1mmus shall at minl1m1111 reptYrt m1 the Wllowing 
'I . 

14 'i issue,r. rclcw1111 to the armual Iffms(ng Bulanc(t lt.carlnrt;: MOlfCD shall npwt on the amiual and 
( . 

15 • i vroleCJctl prowess hv l11emw1 car«gory tn acc.ord®ee with tht:: Cf()! '.f General Plart Hnu#n{f El@1tt111 
:1 & • 

16 I limlSJrrg prodi1cthm grm/s, m:-ofe.dcd .~//ort(iills and Q'afi~ hi &r.d/1Jg and .~i/a c-fmtrof, a1ul J!f'(lf.'1"(./S,f 

17 

1$ i jp.1sting ri.mtgl 1111it.r In mi.ir;11k11rliat>d,~ wjth tdgh ¢Jmcentmd4at oflfmt mu:l 1urt.<~ 
'I 

19 i1 
hmt'l'1thnld.1• or.Ms:tarfcalfv liM.1 lewrls offl;icrfm:r.k; rlw. Pl<mnln~Jkrw;Jmmit .~(mil rr.rmrt pn vt1rf1Jf!1 

I . 
2() . i 111JJ1JlJ:!lJ!!.l·H'<l uming <1mf (gn{{ lltl!' /?Qffrjes lhat t:rQ~!JJ~(.lJJ: 

21 

22 

43 

:SAN FRANCl$CO 

if {1a.1!§.it,lg,iJEll!J!C.fiQn !:OJJ~~.J?J1.<t!.!11c (lncf Wm:-JtilI£(! Dirvl!IQP.1it~.Jli!.Ji!!!!. 
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SAN FRANCISCO 

\ 
i 
h 

--._, 
\ 

11

1 

City's General Pla~ i1011sf1tJ:.~tJurliQn goats; the Reiit B.qg_rd :mall repqrr an tf1t1 

t witltdrawaJ otadd!Jfmr ofrcllf·C()llfroffed mrlts and rl!!If-!lL'<r rm:mosed poiir>fff>LJl1at ITlte.ct m,~vc · 

j) 1muihers; thL' De1mrtmt'lft of B11ildi11g l11spcctlo11. shall repgrl ~n tlw 111thil~wal 01' adc!Uion o( 
1\ . 
I[ Resldentftif Flori!/ 11nif.t and c11rrt11t or propost'ti polide,~ that a/fret these mm1brrs; mffhlte Cizy 

.\! Enmomis1 shall report on cm1mal .and p,rofected Job growthb11 tliu.income eategotles spcr.ifict:I in tfic 

l\ Citv 's Cnme.ral Plan Hm!fi~ · · . . 
I . 

l I m All Yi![JOf~JJJ!.J!.ri!se.mari.Q}J.JJJJIJ!ll:i!ll~ from I h11 Oll1JJJJl..!Jlg;JJ.iJJg]Jnlm11.'i! he~ 
1, 

! l sh11ll lie maintained b» rear for wiefic <ICCt'!.•s onuiJJ1.P.lalJJli.L1g})epar1111c11(tJf!tksit1J rm i1s nage · 
Ii 
Ii devoted to /1011s1'nir 811/anc.c Mo11itQrillft and Re.Y.Qrting,· 
)I . 
l: p 

\! Section 4. Effective Date. This ordinance shall become effective 30 days after 

l· enactment. Enaclment occurs When the Mayor signs the ordinance, the Mayor returns the 
1! 

1

!1 ordinance unsigned or.does not sign the ordinance within ten days of receiving ii, or the Board 

1 

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

Li .. 

lj .. 
Ii APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

I 
j OENf:lJP ,~: HERRERA. City Attorney 

, .'1.L ,n. 
''By· . Jl1 .!f; ~--.. ! i · . MARLe'°NA BYRNE 
i; Deputy City Attorney 
I 

I 

:1 

I 
'I 

: I SuP')r,,i._~~r K<1n . 
I I BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

!PLANNING DEPARTMENT 
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:SAN FRANCISCO 

City find County of San Franclsco 

T1.lils 
Ordbmn~ 

C\tyllr.I! 

i tr. M""ll. f1.,.,dl!:u ""'• 
&lilM11-, CA. ~l?l-!-1-~? 

,Filo Number: 15002() 

Qiximimoo am!ltilf111g tho Plam!lfi\1 Code to raqui!ra the Plann1n9 Dep~rtlf.lllll lo ll10l'lltoi: ttl!! ballloca · 
b!i:IWl!oo oow mrukcl rllt(!l l100Sing and new affor.dablo h<:>uslng. and J!Ubl<sh a b!-annllll! HOU$lng 

Iring 11.n omual hour1<l9 al ~ Board of SOp!!1'"'5oni on stratl!gies fof ;1chleving 
required ho\l$in9 bal;m.:e In accordance v.\lh &111 Franclw:>'s hou$lng 
d ~ eovJronment:.il findings, l>lannll'lg CfXfe, Section 302., fin~. Md 

rllngsofoon.slstency '<.ilii the Oeneral Plan. and ihe eight prlortty:poticles oi Plaruilng Code, 
Secflon 101.1. . 

Ap#I M, :<016 Eklrud (if Su~~- PASS®, ON ffRSl' READING 
A~ff. 11 ·A~ ·sreoo. CamJ)Qs, CJiffi;ien~n.i£;Qhen, F~ll, t<lm, Milr, T;mg, 
V41cn« 1lfll! Y~ 

April :21, 2aw Boold of Sllllel'l/f$0fS. ftNAf,l,..Y PA$$E.P 
Ayr;1;, 11 ·A~ St~. CaID.{10$, Cluit\totl$t11'!,Cohen, fan:1>11, Kim, Mat, Tung, 
Wiener am!Yee 

f :t\o~by '!;ertlly that tbt f~olnf1 
Q:\1111;1n!;t! ~ f!MU.Y f'ASSIID Qn 

41Z11W1S by ftNt 9¢ard of Suj)<llVilllinl of 
!ht Ctty ;md CQunty of$~o Francrsco. 

Dato Approved 

PLANNING DEPARTMENT 
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APPENDIXB 
CUMULATIVE HOUSING BALANCE REPORT No 5 TABLES BY PLANNING DISTRICTS 

Table lA 
Cumulative Housing Balance Calculation, 20.os Ql - 2017 Q4 

New 
Acquisitions Units Total 

Total 
Affordable 

& Rehabs Removed Entitled Total Net 
Entitled 

Cumulative 
Plan.ning Districts 

Housing 
and Small from Affordable New Units 

Permitted 
Housing 

Built 
·Sites Protected Units Built 

Units 
Balance 

Completed Status Permitted 

1 Richmond 219 10 (581) 4 539 159 -49.9% 

2 Marina 1 24 (180) 3 205 105 -49.0% 

3 No.rtheast 197 6 (345) - 765 229 -14.3%. 

4 Downtown 1,710 851 (119) 390 5,715 2,650 33.9% 

5 Western Addition 516 293 (194) 125 1,499 302 41.1% 

6 Buena Vista 199 5 (225) 29 1,021 378 0.6% 

7 Central 18 - {367) 5 335 93 -80.4% 

8 Mission 342 403 (526) 531 1,505 1,968 2l.6% 

9 South of Market ·1,952° 262 (131) 1,030. ·13,023 4,718 17.5% 

10 South Bayshore · 1,233 - (98) 492 2,094 1,018 52.3% 

11 Bernal Heights - 26 (190) - 54 35 -184.3% 

12 South Central 10 - (432) 9 124 306 -96.0% 

13 Ingleside 116 - (193) - 534 1,078 -4.8% 

14 Inner Sunset - - (190) - 96 . 38 -141.8% 

15 Outer Sunset 2. - (450) 7 44 108 -290.1% 

TOTALS 6,515 1,880 (4,221) 2,625 27,553 13,185 16.7% 

:SAN FRANCISCO 
·PLANNING DEPARTMENT 
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Table 1B 
Expanded Cumulative Housing Balance Calculation, 2008 Ql - 2017 Q4 

New 
Acquisitions RAD Units Total 

Total Expanded 
Affordable 

& Rehabs Program & Removed Entitled Total Net 
Entitled c'umulative 

Planning Districts 
Housing and Small HopeSF from Affordable New Units 

Permitted Housing 
Built 

Sites Replacement Protected Units Built 
Units Balance 

Completed Units Status Permitted 

lRichmond 219 10 144 (581) 4 539 159 -29.2% 

2 Marina 1 24 138 (180}. 3 205 105 . -4.5% 

3 Northeast .. 197 6 577 (345) - 765 229 43.8% 

4Downtown 1,710 851 285 (i19) 390 5,715 2,650 37.3% 

5 Western Addition 5;L6 293 919 (194) 125 1,499 302 92:1% 

6 Buena Vista 199 5 132 (225) 29 · 1,021 378 10.0% .. 
7 Central 18 - 107. (367} 5 335 93 -55.4% 

8 Mission 342 403 91 (526) 531 1,505 1,968 24.2% 

9 South of Market 1,952 262 276 (131) 1,030 13,023 4,718 19.1%' 

10 South Bays ho re 1,233 - 436 (98} 492 2,094 1,018 . 66.3% 

11 Bernal Heights - 26 268 (190) - 54 35 116.9% 

· 12 South Central 10 - - (432) 9 124 306 -96.0% 

13 Ingleside 116 - - (193} - 534 1078 -4.8% 

14 Inner Sunset - - 110 (190) - 96 38 -S9.7% 

15 Outer Sunset 2 - - (450) 7 44 108 -290.1% 

TOTALS 6,515 1,880 3,483 (4,221) 2,625 27,553 13,185 25.2% 

:SAN FRANOfSOO 
P.LANNING DEPARTMENT 
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Table 2 
Projected Housing Balance Calculation, 2017 Q4 

Total Total Affordable 

Bos District 
Very low Low 

Moderate TBD Affordable 
Net New 

Units as% of 
l!'come Income 

Units 
Units 

Net New Units 

1 Richmond - - - - - 100 . 0.0% 

2 Marina - - - - - 10 0.0% 
3 Northeast - - ·3 - 8 94 8.5% 
4Downtown - 124 268 - 392 2,031 19.3% 
5 Western Addition ·- - 11 - 11 363 3.0% 
6 Buena Vista· - - 12 - 12 246 4.9% 
7 Central - - - - - 11 0.0% 
8 Mission - 107 46 - 153 1,170 13.1% 
9 South of Market - 524 16 600 1,140 4,858 23.5% 

10 South Bays ho re - 7.2 168 240 4,942 4.9% 
11 Bernal Heights - - - - - 3 0.0% 
12 South Central - 307 - - 307 776. 39.6% 

13 Ingleside " - - - 8 0.0% 
14 Inner Sunset - - - - - 33 0.0% 
15 Outer Sunset - - - - - 2 0.0% 

TOTALS - 1,062 433 768 2,263 14,647 15.5%. 

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 207 12 - - 219 539 40.6% 

2 Marina - - 1 - 1 205· 0.5% 

3 Northeast 161 2 34 - 197 765 , 25.8% 

4Downtown 1,048 389 250 23 1,710 5,715 29.9% 

5 Western Addition 266 171 79 - 516 1,499 34.4% 

6 Buena Vista 71 74 54 - 199 1,021 19.5% 

7 Central - 18 - - 18 335 5.4% 

8 Mission 214 62 66 - 342 1,505 22.7% 

9 South of Market -590 870 4;12 - 1,952 13,023 15.0% 

10 South Bayshore 813 314 106 - 1,233 2,094 58.9% 

11 Bernal Heights - - - - - 54 0.0% 

12 South Central - 10 - - 10 124 8.1% 

13 Ingleside 70 29 17 - 116 534 21.7% 

14 lnne·r Sunset - - - - - .96 0.0% 

15 Outer Sunset - - 2 - 2 44 4.5% 

TOTALS 3,440 1;951 1,101 23 6,515 27,553 23.6% 

:SAil FRANCISCO 25 
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SAN FRANCISCO 
Pl.ANNING PEPARTMENT 

Table 4a 
Acquisitions and. Rehabilitation of 
Affordable Housing, 2008 Ql - 2017 Q4 

Planning District 
No. of 

BuildinRS 

2 Marina 1 

4Downtown 6 

5 Western Addition 2 

8 Mission 2 

9 South of Market 6 

TOTALS 17 

Table 4b 

No. of 

Units 

.24 

826 

290 

319 

259 

1,718 

Small Sites Program Acqu.isitions, 2014 - 2017 

Planning District 
No. of No. of 

Buildings Units 

l·Richmond 2 10 

3 Northeast 1 6 

4Downtown 2 25 

5 Western Addition .1 3 

6 Buena. Vista 1 5 

8 Mission 11 84 

9 South of Market 1 ·3 

11 Bernal Heights 6 26 

TOTALS 25 162 

2670 
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Table 5 
RAD Affordable Units, 2015 - 2017 

Planning District 
No of No of 

Buildin~s Units 

1 Richmond 2 144 

2 Marina 2 138 

3 Northeast 4 577 

4Downfown 3 285 

5 Western Addition 8 919 

6 Buena Vista 2 132 

7 Central 1 107 

8 Mission 1 9i 

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 

:SAN FRANCISCO 27 
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l. 

Table 6 

Units Removed from Protected Statu~, 2008 Q1 -·2017 Q4 

Total Units 
Condo 

Planning District ·Demolition Ellis Out 
Owner 

Permanently 
Conversion· Move-In 

Lost 

1 Richmqnd 4 28 182 367 581 

2 Marina 11 4 38 127 180 

3 Northeast 11 10 194 130 345 

4Downtown - 68 48 3 119· 

5 Western Addition 7 lO 45 132 . 194 

6 BuenaVista 4 8 86 127 225 

7 Central 18 18 118 213 367 

8 Mission 2 30 242 252 526 

9 South of Market 3 19 35 74 131 

10 South Bayshore - 13 11 74 98 

11 Bernal Heights 6 27 55 102 190 

12 South Central - 70 51 311 432 

13 Ingleside - 40 29 124 193 

14 Inner Sunset" 5 15 60 110 190 

15 Outer Sunset - 77 78 295 450 

· Totals 71 437 1,272 2,441 4,~21 
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Table 7 
Entitled and ·Permitted Units, 2017 Q4 

Tota.I 

Total Affordable 
Very Low 

Planning District 
Low 

Moderate TBD Affordable Net New LI.nits Units as% 
Income Income 

Units of Net 
New Units 

1 Richmond - - 4 - 4 159 2.5% 

2 Marina - - 3 - 3 105 2.9% 

3 Northeast - - - - - 229 0.0% 

4Downtown 196 173 21 - 390 2,650 14.7% 

5 Western Addi.ti on - 108 17 - 125 302 41.4% 

6 Buena Vista - 11 18 - 29 378 7.7% 

7 Central - - 5 - 5 93 5.4% 

8 Mission 110 378 43 - 531 1,968 27.0% 

9 South of Market 353 369 308 - 1,030 4,718 21.8% 

10 South Bays ho re - 91 - 401 492 i,018 48.3% 

11 Bernal Heights - - - - - 35 0.0% 

12 South Central - - 9 - 9 306 2.9% 

13 Ingleside - - - - - 1,078 0.0% 

14 Inner Sunset - - - - - 38 0.0% 
15 Outer Sunset - - 7 - 7 108 6.5% 

TOTALS 659 1,130 435 401 2,625 13,185 19.9% 
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SAN FRANCIS C 0 . ~ .:·,~.JI':('. . . 

PLANNING DEPAR!f 'a1Ntlisor:~1 

20 September 2018 

Board of Supervisors 
1 Dr Carlton B Goodlett Pl #244 
San Francisco, CA 94102 

Dear Honorable Members of the Board of Supervisors . . 

CA l'IJ Cr\~- !-~~·,..,.I<' ·"'0 
;'-...IM 1. '<1 \ I'. J·i t ~ l..-1 ,J L.oo' '-' 

We are pleased to publish the seventh installment of the City's Housing Balance Report. 
This report covers the ten:-year period from 1 July 2008 through 30 June 2018. 

The Housing Balance Report ser~es to rriorutor and report on the balance between new 
market rate housing and new affordable housing production in order to inform the 
.approval process for new housing development. The Housi.rlg-Balance is defined as·the 
proportion of all new affordable housing units to the total ntµnber0f all new housing 
units for the 10-year Housing Balance Reporting Period. New affordable housing 
production made.up 24% of all new net housing units built in the reporting period.· 

The seventh Ho~sing Balance Report states that the Housing Balance is 26%: 

1. 6,577 (new affordable units)+ 3,159 (affordable units that have received approvals) 
+ 1,920 (acquisitions and rehabs)+ 3,483 (RAD program)-4,263 (units removed 
from protected status)= 10,876 

2. 27,995 (net new housing)+ 13,636 (net units that have received approvals)= 41,631 

3. 10,876 I 41,631:==26.i% 

The previous Housing Balance (2008 Ql -2017 Q4) was 25%: The next annual hearing on 
the Housing Balance has b~en scheduled for 15 Octo.ber 2018 Land Use and.Transportation 
Committee meeting. · 
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SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

20 September 2018 

Honorable Members of the 
San Francisco Board of Supervisors 

John Rahaim, Director of Plaiming 

RE: HOUSING BALANCE REPORT No. 7 
1 July 2008 - 30 June 2018 

STAFF CONTACT: Teresa Ojeda, 415 558 6251 

SUMMARY 

Tiris 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 i.md 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." Tiris report is the seventh in the 
series and covers the ten-year period from 1 July 2008 through 30 June 2018. 

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 "Prnjected 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 2008 Q3 -2018 Q2 Housing Balance Period, about 24% of net new housing produced 
·was affordable. By comparison, the expanded Citywide Cumulative Housing Balance is 26%, 
. although this varies by districts. Distribution of the expanded Cumulative Housing Balance 
·over the 11 Board of Supervisor Districts ranges from-277% (District 4) to 72% (District 5). 
This variation, especially_ with negative housing balances, is due to the larger number _of units 
permanently withdraV\T!l 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 16%. Three major development projects were 
identified in the ordinance for exclusion in the projected housing balance calcuiations until site 
permits are obtained. Remaining phases for these three projects will add up to over 21,570 net 
units, including some 4,920 affordable unjts; this would increase the projected housing balance to 
20% if included in the calculations. 
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BACKGROUND 

On 21 April 2015, 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 
· en·sure 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 Novemb~r 
2014, San Francisco's voters endorsed Proposition K,. which set as city policy a goal to help 
construct or rehabilitate at least 30,000 homes by 2020, at least 33% of which will be affordable to 
low- and moderate-income households. In ad,dition, Mayor Ed Lee set a similar goal of creating 
30,000 new and r~habilitated homes by 2020, pledging 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 
includjng the Planning Department's annual Housing Inventory and quarterly Pipeline Report data, 

1 The Ordinance inaccurately stated that "22% of new housing demands to b.e affordable to households of 
moderate means"; San Francisco's Regional Housing Needs Assessment (RHNA) allocation for moderate in-

. come households is 19% of total production goals. 
2 Printed annual progress reports submitted by all California jurisdictions can be accessed here -
http://www.hcd.ca.gov/community-development/housing-element/annual-pr6gress~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://sfrnayor.org/housing-for-residents . 
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San Francisco Rent Board data, and the Mayor's Office of Housing and Community 
Development's Weekly Dashboard. 

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 th"athave received both approvals from the J:>lanning 
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, expan9-ed 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 fast quarter of 2014. Subsequent housing balance reports will cover the 10 years 
preceding the most recent quarter. This report covers July 2008 (Q3) through June 2018 (Q2). 
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Table 1A below shows the Cumulative Housing Balance for 10-year reporting period (2008 Q3 -
2018 Q2) is 18% Citywide. With the addition of RAD units; the expanded Cumulative Housing 
Balance is 26% (Table 1B). In 2016, the Board of Supervisors 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, 2008 Q3 - 2018 Q2 

Net New 
Acquisitions Units Total 

Affordable 
& Rehabs Removed Entitled Total Net Total Cumulative 

Bos Districts 
Housing 

and Small from Affordable New Units Entitled Housing 

B_uilt 
Sites Protected Units Built Units Balance 

Completed Status Permitted 

Bos District 1 170 5 (527) 4 ·336 155 -70.9% 

Bos District 2 45 24 (319) 2 875 189 -23.3% 

Bos District 3 209 6 (313) 6 931 244 -7.8%-

BoS District 4 - - (462) 7 28 136 -277.4% 

Bos District 5 601 293 (359) 162 1,443 646 33.4% 

B6S District 6 3,406 1,137 (146) 1,122 16,613 6,260 24.1% 

BoS District 7 99 - (236) - 553 1,101 -8.3% 

Bos District 8 244 28 (6b5) 90 1,413 328 -14.0% 

BoS District 9 210 406 (606) . 406 948 919 22:3% 

Bos District 10 1,565 - {295) 1,351 4,694 3,341 32.6o/o 

Bos District 11 28 21 (395) 9 161 317 -70.5% 

TOTALS 6,577 1,920 (4,263) 3,159 27,995 13,636 17.8% 
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Table 1B below shows the Expanded Cumulative Housing Balances for Board of Supervisor 
Districts ranging from -277% (District 4) to 72% (District 5) .. Negative balances in Districts 1. 
(-42%), 7 (-2%), and 11 (-77%) resulted from the larger numbers of units removed from protected 
stahis relative to the net new affordable housing and net new housing units built in those 
districts. 

Table 1B 
Expanded Cumulative Housing Balance Calculation, 2008 Q3 - 2018 Q2 

Net New 
Acquisitions 

RAD Program 
Units Total· 

Expanded 
Affordab.le & Rehabs 

and Hope SF 
Removecj Entitled Total Net Total 

Cumulative 
Bos Districts and Small from Affordable New Units Entitled 

Housing 
Sites 

Replaceme·nt 
Protected Units Built Units 

Housing 
Built Units Balance 

Completed Status· Permitted 

Bos District 1 170 5 ; 144 (527) 4 336 155 -41.5% 

Bos District 2 45 24 251 (319) 2 875 189 0.3% 

Bos District 3 209 6 577. {313) 6 931 244 41.3% 

Bos District 4 - - - (462) 7 28 136 -277.4% 

Bos District 5 601 293 806 (359) 162 1;443 646 71.9% 

Bos District 6 3,406 1,137 561 (146) 1,122 16,613 6,260 26.6% 

Bos District 7 99 - 110 (236) - 553 1,101 -1.6% 

Bos District 3· 244 28 330 (605) 90 1,413 328 5.0% 

Bos District 9 210 406 268 (606) 406 948 919 36.6% 

Bos District10 1,565 - 436 {295). 1,351 4,694 3,341 38.0% 

Bos District 11 28 . 21 - (395) 9 161 317 -70.5% 

TOTALS 6,577 1,920 3,483 (4,263) 3,159 27,995 13,636 26.1% 

. 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 the second. quarter of 2018 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 addi~ional21,570 net new units; 23% (or 4,920 units) would be 
affordable to low and moderate income households. 
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The Projected Housing Balance also does not account for affordable housing units that 
wili be produced as a result of the Inclusionary Housing Fee paid in a given reporting cy
cle. Those affordable.housing units are produced several years after the fee is collected. 
Units produced through the Fee typically serve low.er income households than do the in
clusionary units, including special needs populations requiring services, such as seniors, 
transitional aged youth, families, and veterans. 

Table 2 
·Projected Housing Balance Calculation, 2018 Q2 

Total Total Affordable 

Bo~ District 
Very Low Low 

Moderate TBD Affo~dable 
Net New 

Units as% of 
Income Income 

Units 
Units 

Net New Units 

. ·Bos District 1 - - - - - 3 0.0% 
Bos District2 - - - .- - 40 0.0% 
Bos District3 - - 8 178 186 267 69..7% 
BoS Di·stri ct 4 - - - ·- - 2 0.0% 
Bos District 5 - - 12 3 15 479 3.1% 
Bos District 6 - 179 98 47 324 3,030 10.7% 
Bos District 7 - - - - 40 0.0% 
Bos District 8 - - 3 - 3 44 6.8% 
Bos District9 - - 46 6 52 382 13.6% 
Bos District 10 - 718 79 810 1,607 9,234 17.4% 
Bos District 11 - - - - ,- - 0.0% 

TOTALS - 897 246 1,044 2,187 13,521 16.2% 

CUMULATIVE HOUSING BALANCE ELEMENTS 

Because the scope covered by the Housing Balance calcufation 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. Tiris is to ensure· simple and :uncluttered tables iri the main body of the report. 

Affordable Housing and Net New Housing Production 

Table 3 below shows housing production between 2008 Q3 and 2018 Q2. Tiris ten-year period 
resulted _in a net addition of almost 28,000 units to the City's housing stock, including almost 
6,580 affordable units (or about 24%). A majority (59%) of net new housing units and affordable 
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units built in the ten-year reporting period were in District 6 (over 16,310 and 3AOO respectively). 
District 10 follows with over 4,690 net new m:Uts, including 1,565 affordable ml.its. 

The table below also shows that almost 24 % of net new units built between 2008 Q3 and 2018 Q2 
. were affordable units, mostly (52%) in District 6. While District 1 saw.modest gains in net new 
units built, half of these were affordable (51 %). 

Table 3 · 

New Housing Production by Affordability, 2008 Q3 - 2018 Q2 

Total 
Total Net 

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

Units Net Units Units 

BoS District 1 170 - - - 170 336 S0.6% 

· Bos District 2 - - 45 - 45 875 5.1% 

BoS District 3 161 2 46 - 209 931 22.4% 

BoS District 4 - - - - - 28 0.0% 

BoS District 5 335 183 83 - 601 1,443 41.6% 

BoS District 6 1,620 1,258 505 23 3,406 16,613 20.5% 

Bos District 7 70 29 - - 99 553 17.9% 

BoS District 8 131 92 21 - 244 1,413 17.3% 

BoS District 9 138 40 32 . - 210 948 22.2% 

Bos District 10 671 559 335 - 1,565 4,694 33.3% 

BoS District 11 - 7 21 - 28 161 17.4% 

TOTAL 3,296 2,170 1,088 23 6,577 27,995 23.5% 

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. 
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Acquisition and Rehabilitation of Affordable Housing Units 

. Table 4a below lists the number of units that have been rehabilitated and/or acquired between 
2008 Q3 and 2018 Q2 to ensure permanent affordability. These are mostly single-room occupancy 
hotel units that are affordable to extremely very low and v:ery low income households. 

Table 4a 
Acquisitions and Rehabilitation of Affordable Housing, 2008 Q3 - ~017 Q2 

Bos District 
No. of No. of 

Buildings Units 

Bos District 2 ·1 24 

Bos Dist.rict.5 2 290 

BoS District 6 12 1,085 

Bos District 9 2 319 

TOTALS 17 1,718 

Small Sites Program 

The San Francisco Small Sites Program (SSP) is an initiative of the Mayor's Office of Housing and 
Comni.unity Development (MOH CD) to acquire small rent-controlled buildings (with four to ?5 
units).where tenants are at risk of eviction through the Ellis Act or owner move-ins. Since its 
inception in 2014, some 26 buildings with 202 units ·have been acquired, as shown in Table 4b. 

Table 4b 
·Small Sites Program, 2014-2018 Q2 

BoS District 
No. of No. of 

Buildings Units 

BoS District 1 ·1 5 

Bos District 3 1 6 

BoS District 5 1 3 

Bos District 6 4 52 
-- -- --

BoS District 8 6 28 ----
BoS District 9 12 87 

BoS District 11 1 21 

TOTALS 26 202 
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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 2,058 units were 
transferred as Phase II in 2016. 

Table 5 
RAD Affordable Units, 2015-2018 Q2 

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 f;rom 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 
speciflcally called out by the Ordin·ance 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 
substanti.al 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. 

SAii fRAilCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

9 

2683 



. . 

Table 6 below shows the distribution of no-fault eviction notices issued between July 2008 and 
June 2018. Eviction notices have bee!). .commonly used as proxy for evictions. Owner Move-In and 
Ellis Out notices made up the majority of no fault evictions (59% and.30% respectively). 
Distribution of these no-fault eviction notices is almost evenly dispersed, with Districts 9 and 8 
leadillg (both with 14%). 

Table 6 
Units Removed from Protected Status, 2008 Q3 - 2018 Q2 

Condo Owner 
Units Removed 

Bos District 
Conversion 

Demolition Ellis Out 
Move-In 

from Protected 

Status 

BoS,District 1 2 22 152 351 527 
Bos District 2 18 10 89 202 319 
Bos District 3 7 10 176 120 313 
Bos District4 - 74 81 307 462 
Bos District 5 15 16 97 . 231 359 
Bos District 6 1 75 57 13 146 
Bos District7 - 31 56 149 236 
BbS District 8 21 31 228 325 605 
Bos District 9 5 50 213 338 606 
Bos District 10 2 . 26 52 215 295 
Bos District 11 68 56. 271 395 

TOTALS 71 413 . 1,257 2,522 4,263 

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 B-µilding Inspection and most are under constructfon as of the final quarter of 
2017. Over half of these units are being buiit in or will be builtin District 6 (52%). Twenty percent 
of units that have received Planning entitlements and site permits from the DBI will be 
affordable . 
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Table 7 
Permitted Units, 2018 Q2 

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 - 4 155 2.6% 

Bos District 2 - 2 - - 2 189 1.1% 

· Bos District3 - ·- 6 - 6 244 2.5% 

Bos District 4 - - 7 - 7 136 5.1% 

Bos District 5 - 112 50 - . 162 646 25.1% 

BoS District 6 - 793 244 85 1,122 6,260 17.9% 

Bos District 7 - - - - - 1,101 0.0% 

Bos bistrict8 - 8S 5 - 90 328 27.4% 

Bos District9 - 378 28 - 406 919 44.2% 

Bos DistrictlO - 670 681 - 1,351 3,341 40.4% 

Bos District 11 - - 9 - 9 317 2.8% 

TOTALS - 2,040 1,034 85 3,159 13,636 23.2% 

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-plann:ing.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. 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 consish~nt with the Cityt s housing goals at this annual hearing. The ordinance 
also requires that MOHCD will deterrni.rle the amount of funding needed to bring the City into 
the required minimum 33% should the cumulative housing balance fall below that threshold. 
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APPENDIX A 
Ordinance 53-15 

. I 

FILE NO. 150-0W 

AMENDED IN COMMtnee 
4/6115 

ORDINANCE NO. 5345 

) 

1 

2 

3 

4 

(Planning Code ,. City HotiS1ng Balance. Monitoring and Repurtlngl i, 

Onlloanoo amandlng the P"""1hu C-Ode to """'"the Plannlog "-""''"''" .,,.Ito; I 
the bafonc~ between new matmt rate h<>w.ing ;ind n~w affordable housing, and publish 

5 a bi-annual Housing Balance Report.; requtrlng an annual hearln9 at tho Board or 
6 Suptnvlsors on ;strategies for achieving and rriaintainin.g tbe required. hoasing balance 

7 In aeMrdanae with San Franclsco1s ltousing production goafsj and making 

a onvi.ronmontal findings, Planning Code1 Section 302 findings, and findings of 

9 ! consl&tency with the G~neral Plan, .and the eight priority policies. <if Plai"ll:ltng Code., . 

10 ! Section 101.1. 

11 i1 
Ii 

1211 
13 d 
14 i 
15 

16 

17 

NOTE; 

1a sectiM 1. Aru:llngs. 

19 (a) The Planning Department has determined that the acllons. oontemplaled In this 

20' \ ordinance comply with the California i::rwfronmenml Quality Aot {Ca!tfom!~ ·Public Resour~s 
21 I~ Code Sections 210.00 et s.iq.). Saki deteimlnatio.n is on filewlth the Clerk of the Board of 

2:2 il Supervisors In Ffre No. 15002.9-and ls.incorporated hemin by reference. The B~ard of 

23 j
1 

Supervisors affirms this detenninatlon. 
1' 

24 ii {b) On Matoll 19, 2015, the Planning c-0mm1ssiQn, in Resolulion No. 19337, adopted 
I . . 

25 I; findings that the actions contemplated in this ordinance are c;onsistent, on balance, With the 

I' . 
;) 

$u(ic<'Ji<<if Kim 
1 

SOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
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1 

II 
1! 
1: 
1; 

ll 
adopts these findings as its ovm. A copy of said Resolution rs on file with the Clerk of the 

Board of supervisors in File No. 1500'29, and fs Incorporated herein by. reference. 
,1 

3 ·Ii (c} Pursuant to Planning Code Section 302, this Board finds that lhls Planning Code 

[f Amendment will serve the public necessity, convenience, and welfare for the reasons set forth 
1• ' 
f I in Planning Commission Resolution No.1®029 and the Bqard ~n70rporates such reasons 

4 

5 
. I . 

6 I) herein by reference. 

Ii 7 

10 

11 

ti ' ' 
!I Section 2. The Planning Code is hereby amended by adding new Se~i;m 103 to read 

: I as fallows: 
I 

·1 
d 

q 
I 

SEt;:, Hli. Jll)fj.'51NGBALA.NCE MONJTOJUNG AND REPORTING. 

,I . 

12 .• ! !i!ffl<J (qul !f/lflitr 11(',/1!frhJ.?r/mot11~ fr) make frfl!Ll'ing availahfl! (or all fncol/lt~ f;:l't!f.\• {IJllf htmsfllft 11111'.tf 

13 ! I /}:wf,'{. lqpr~tcr:Y.ft.llE..misicd imwntl dw't!C'l<'r o(fli;; Citv and il.1• nelvf1bor!11mi:ls. f6 oOscJ the 

14 : i Wflll!ftgj~i/,/ 0{.j_'~iJ'{jru:Jw[§ji!)LJ!!lil,y.JfufJJ_binf .~{(tbfliz{ltfOff ml(f!QLJfl.~X o( ;<:ilWl!•rt/ilfTl·f)CCll/JOllC\! 
I . 

15 ii hotel w!fI.s. tow1s1q;e rlre av11if~h111<!.£wd.J!!K.Q~,tklll.r:£nrenc~Lrcr.11urce,~ trulJ:!.wltle. 
,1 

16 
1 I sui(lcient Jmm·flli: atlimlable £1) halJScl!old~ E})'CTl' iowJmJ:,.Jmd nia1(l!!{lfJLJ{l.fJJ1!It~~U'.!.lS!lr!' al/JYJJ{gjj), I; . . . . . . 

17 '\ /Wlt~/ii!{ fiJr (amflf;;s, ,\'tifiot.S mlfi t/Je: disabled COllllfflfltifY, 111 (!tl.tlfri! t/iai Jilla ml llJS.S111Jg afjprifa/Jfu 

1:8 i lumsim; rarrr111s Cltv-wide mul wi1Jii11n<'fgftbori1oa(lu1Jfjwms11ie IJl!J'JOWi/12roe!'.ss fu!'.11«w hou.~Jm: 
! 

19 :·, d£rdm1meni. uiid ft> enubfo 1mhlic.JJ.artldpilfio1J in detem11't1ln!' the apPrt!Jl.Jj{J!(! mix o[ni•w lwusi11g · 

20 ppprow1fr, fht:rl;l is Ju>rebv e!<tci'1li.~lu:1/ u requlrt!nii!nl, tiS &111ilelf i111/ils Set;tftm 103. t11 mun/lt)r tllld 

!f.fU/tJrl\• rem1rt mi the Jtm1 ... ing h11lu11ct! licfwei!n. ~urket rtitt~ hot1.~im> and aOntdabri!. housing. 21 i 

22 (b) Finding.~. 

23 (Ji In Nuwrmfwr 201.f, the Cifv ~·oter,~ tmucled Pr11rMitfm1 K. wlu'd1 esta/i!M:t•d G'ill' 

Z4 
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1 It jJ_tCOIJlll J1Q.!!J!!/W/JJ~L~llli m develop strate&"/'e.I' /fJ ociu'i:m1 tlult m>al 11ns s1~crlo11 
2 I 1 .HE .'W-t.t gm11 (I ml!f11Q4Jfw:ildf i)llrfQl!llmU:f! 1mwir41he Cifl! '!I ffmf.ffllf: Blement f//l{t/.Y tl!Ul ffl() near-

1' ' 
3 It term Prapusitian K !Wfl ~lm:. im/fhg gjJ,QY.f/@Jle mw,rl!J$i, (l£ ;kflrJad lim1!11. 

4 11 QJ 'l"lre Cftr:"s.rel1Lt£!11kilil'&d5JJJ.ri.1W11HJ.JJmJ;~ ttotJk .<en•a.~ wrv tow-. 
1l ' 

5 ! j laur., mrd madl!Yate-im:mne fimrilie,v, !emir-time rr~1·j~fa!J!....~l1{r)r.1', di~aiJ.(Jylm~rsa11r qml othe1~" 

. 6 · : I Tha City sMk;r to t.whfeW! tmd mtJi[Jt11/11 an rmprQprfme fmlmwe be1wm1 mark{( r!71e !musing amf 

7 ll a(/'Onlable h111&int l~"Q ... wftk a»d within neiqhbvrhMds beC/'111.f~ rhe. awrf]J1hllft1• u[<f.~J;..ettt hfifI,riNf mid 

8 I! r1 ,ttritablri living 1Jnviromrre111 lbr mri1rv !1011 Frw1clsca11 is.0{11/taT fmpm·tance. Jitaizmrelll oOiJJ!.!:jfy:S, 

9 1 I h~u.~lnggoal.~ n1gufrt!s tire r:ooveratfye parrfoivatimi o[rwvmrme.nr <mdrltc privare seqtor ta c.~JJ!lld 
1-0 [I l(9u,~l1Jg nfJll!tJ'.!JBJitil!S ra at:eoi11mo,.4,11e ltiwsing neetb for San F'rtrncilt:tm1r trf all Ce&Mmi~ levels and to 

11 l wnon<i (11 Um imique rnmrl~ n(rmch nr.firfrfmrlmtid where hotJ.~imj wlll he lneiltetf.. ,, 
I' 12 i ! {3) f'nr (f.11(!!./Lf (II r111.mhslrfiZ1!(/ ho11Wf'. aff(ir•drrhfflfli t.Y nflcn '('!T'l!!Mryed by tile 
Ii 

13 ! j /kDJkJ.difiU!.Wf,f!ilID>r.1£iQ!l qnd ttd:W'J:a/}0,11 Orditwr1c11 ~~ {flrffMipn.v m1 tlw .~Fm o(allnil'f1hle refit 
if . 

14 : \ ilicniq~~ dur[m:..f11®1!:!1.rY, .. A.LJl!KBl!NlUif<f in rhit, '/JJ.tdW mtd f.&!id{ft{ffr¢ A mifJ'.•t '.r Oc1rilw 2013 

15 '11, Policy Anrlvsts .'fk12p1:1JJ11_7'(]JJJJ]ltl!J§nl.(Jreaum1. San ftcmcisc.a is f.Jllt:rit:ru;wg a rise ii! III/its 

16 witlr.-lrawn from reni co1111·0/s. Such rise.r offrn. m:cm@anv m;rlodv ofsbfTt(! fncreqscsi{' pro1w:JJ: 

11 17 I l'Gl!t~ and lumsfngnrices. Prom 1298 through WI$, rhc &mt flMrd rem?rh•d a total 0[13.047 rew1tlf 
I . . 

18 i ! evictions fl. e .. evfCJiDTIS' fit wltich thd t&Tt{!}Jl had not viol#ed aW) IMS/! terms. hut flm 1.>wt111r sought to 

19 11 ~aln posst!Ssio.tt oftlie tmlt}, Ybtaf fJ'l'lcrimm cfall f)!.fleS /ww im:rl!ased hy-JfCt"A ftcm Rent l!offril. 

20 1,

1 

Year O.u. ftom Mareh rfttwgh F'ehrrmrrJ .20/0 m Rl!'I!/ Board }'ea1• 2011. During the same. tmrfruf. E!Us 
I , 

21 j 
1 1teJ avlt1Jom1 (qrm1tpacef/mlu!r<:vir;Jfo11N. 'i1u:nuiYim: bv 169.8% l'rom 41 Jn RrorBt1tmi i·em· WU! rn 

'I 
22 ! i Jl6 irt /Uitl( Bmrnl l'l!ar2r>H 1illJ.fC 111m1lnrs do not £1ipl11r11 the ft1r1•e m@ber r~(mv11e1· in~1m11t.Hf 

2$ f: f§.~J2f,LWJJii/JJJi.t: fiirtJwr to drg fn.!S ofrl!/1/·,flf!bilfi:cd 1mjf;( frmri 1h~ /mr1.~i!Ji.!1lli]ik.L..tJ.wdQfr.. 
' 24 ti {J§libSt'fJr§.tf( gfjfui a{liJtifJ.i11JgJun1,<fnrt fil!lrmc:e n:usr. fncnJ:Jl.!ll1!Ii.tl!J1!J!L£11kukliitll!JJ!JfJ§ ury'/befrmf!.! 

25 i: .frttl.ru:..mLlJ.!!Mlftati.rJA · 
n 
ii 
11 
it 
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:SAN FRANCISCO 
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I 

(4i 1'11rs11ani ro G01-crnmMtCodi!. &ct/011 65}li4, the Assaciaffon of Rav ArM 

Ga\•ernmcnts IABA(J/, in coordinitfitm with the Calr(iirm'a SliltC Dengrummt a(Htmsing and 

l Qon11111111irv Dewdop11w111 fHCDJ, detennint•s the /Jav Area'.~ re1:dom1l Fmusing need ha.ve:d_M reglrmal 

. i tre11dg, 1Jrolcc/L'd /ob gniw1'1, and t~Xi.<tfrtg needs. The regional Jm11.~il1g need•' llsstinmenr (RHNAj 

i: .dcrerminaritm includ~.~ prnductia11 ltll'[!ets mldr~sslug /in11.~l11g nt>ed~ 0(1J r11nyo o[iJOJLfClwld inc1111w 

! l y.!l.!lJ:!liit?s. F"r the RffNA &tiod coMring'2f!!5 J/:rau;,:h 2022. AnAG has nmfrc:rcd tlraJ at lwxl J8% 

i: o(new llm1slmr dem1m<h' fi>r Sun Frm1ei.tL'o will Iii! from wtry IQw mu{ low htcmne hfl1Lr!!bnlds. 
1. 

I! (lw1~wlmld;fe<1rning under 80'% n(<mm ilfi.'1-fi@ /nton[i!}, 111111 mmt!rl'r 22% <>/11ew /lflllii1Jg_d.mlm.14s Jo 
\· 
l 
1 

h;: a(fardalile 10 h1mwd111fds 0(111111l«ra1e me<111s (eamilli!.,hi!IWl'lm 110% r1Jlf1.J1Jlli(!j,11ma ri1irilin1,2 

i; /m,(lme!. Mrtrk,t1-ra1e lratt~lni:: l~ cMsidere4li!J.!1-'llllI..ldlkno it1.@Jl1Jd.imirs o.r..~tt.@lrt!JJ!lllfJ. 
f' 

t1f/a1,.·hwl ,. 
H 
I• 
'r 
ti 
I' Ii {J<JQll,llfi1111 am! .w11ar1 cmwth go(l/I' efriJJ)J!fJ}{l)Jt 111.mr111: !ILJ;;fmr1!l.J'!l:i!fil_ u~~_Slm F):{J!Jdsco •. ttgar jobs 

(, ~,_tfJ.JLfIJn&.l! .. <:PJJtll!Jmlil11imcilm:.J.m.!LComm111tiJJ1 D1wcfo1mnmf fHCD!, with thtI. 

\\ dllJ:'J.fl<J.liQll o[!}gy AreqQ1J\'f~rnt1JJ!QIS (.4.JlAG/. 1wri111ares rlwiin the turt<'lil 2015-W:ZZ lfo1tti11g 

)\ Efom!!.!JlJl.JijjQJ &111 Prandsco must plan for ;lw a1pacir1• for rm1t?ldv Nl,87~J·m~wtmir.t. 57% o(wlridr 
\i 

ii §!J.eul~ be ~·ui1able ti1r lu~u.~i1w fo~ Jlw exmm'.e/;' low, \'i??:r}•m~ /0~1· and ~mleraf•~ ~1c1Jm11 hm1.n·lmf.4,- w 

ii lJl~.1?[.t/J.ij;j{Jp<m's p!PJ.•>cUui Junism!J_,d(>11mml" Ofi1tct1\'e I of 111;; ffr>11;"mv Eleme1it .1·fpfe;v 

I! tlJ.afty& CUv should ·"itlentitl,; and mnk(! available for del)!ilopmqyt adirg1u1te .~lfes ftJ meel the Ci1y's 

: \ flgusl11g neecl>i es11eala(h< lltt1'11'fflllC!iilv a(/i:mtqg.le lrousitw. "Oh_fecH1'<! 7 stat¥w tlml &m Fi;mwisco's 
;! ' . . . . . - . 

fi : ! profecfi>d af!imltfbic !rousing needs far 1mtpace the ca1mdtv f(;r the Citv ta scc11r<! .s11b.~ldh~~ f(J1• 11ew 

'
1 affi:mlable wdrs. 

!) · 
((jj h120J2. il:c City e1111cMJ OrtiJ11a11c1~ 137-11 1fw "Tfm1.~i111t />rf!Sen•mim1 am! 

i 
d f'rtJdlicliDH Ordhwrtce .. ~~ codi[JJ?d in Admf11istrutivc~ C~oilc Ch~1nt1ir I OJ.: 1. f11 rtr<J.rdrc Plw1ri.ng 
'j . 

/Jeparrment swff to te(•ularlv rouan d11/ti (m p~nwatfi.Jll!JJ!lirw .. S.mLEJ:sI.m;;fo'.f.U!llliJ!JliJJJ'fi. · 

S11pc~mKlm 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

2689 

15 



2 i' Bblmet11; Jlg~<;UJ?jJ)Jjw;_dfd~-11LWftr £11 q/f ~rag~~lmdtft-fiw1 

3 I; Jl[~t;c&, .{I! Wlf'.i!lM, g/Eir(igfJJ1~qj;fillJJJ/J!!!ffil.ilJJ1flffLW..Q!l§_gJUtf1Jlr_gll5l~<!la!lf.Jb;§. 
4 r. f~!(iJIAflllrlvJ~~efJJgJiMrwa1·1~·~~ 

Cl 

.5 i I £!@111iJJg Dq&r.trwwLl.!m1~.J!Jh.iulw1lw~tU.aOkrrlabkJmus.ing w1f!s and fQtal m1mkcr of 
I! 

6 l/ fJ.11~11hout rite City qm:l 111 sued/Jc ttr1~(l.f tmds11m1ld be able m tmck ti& r(llfQJ;_l'fikd 

7 i I J1 • l " <'< ·~n} Ill., 
· · 

1
1 _t'Qr J!J,fm~ fJ!!liJ!~ ... '?>. d . 

8 ~.!I IZLM.tltUYimt1Luw:lr!!LlUlUJ1Jiln.r.k~ am;f,go.wm1m~~. 
9 , , ~~ tzrum:mn te W'9tiJ1C€fSJ)J,nl[ic<mt amo1111iS- of new housing in the Cit!'. the limitetf nm1ami11¢ 

mraitable lamllfJ!Jke.t}I essf!ntk1! 10 .11m,~sth~tfmpa:ctofrha appro1•al 0(11,!W mar/wt rate ho11s111g 

developments gq tlle aw-i!labilit!! vfltmcl tot a!J:ru-dable ha11~'i11g mid tu micourage 1h£" dcplavmem of 

t£<smrfces tlJ proYida such frt}itsfng. 

M Honsimi Bn!ilJJce Cillc11fadt111. · 

. al1!f!1:..P.Jm&~l!.V rd'(frls SccttmdtJ3. "Housing Balance" ,flwll hc/de(/,1Jt'ti ''-' t/ie 

15 . , ·v.roJ?;()ftff.!rwfall.11uw lwurlnrrrmit:< gffi)rdti!Jk to: fu:rus.eh!l!ds {J;f u::i:trwelv lq1v. •'t!!j! low. fow ()r 
! 

16 · ! madt1ratll'im:.&me F11mseftol(/s. as detmedf11 Ct,flfornJa Hoo/th & Sgfory C.'.ode Seetlont SQ079S <i(Seq,, 

17 gs sJ1d1 pnwtslo.11s map be. amcnde-t! from rimt' to time. m.thtl mtaf mmiber of all new hotLffm:: un/1,v {iir a 

16 ! JO war H&IJSi11gJJafqnedl'en(Jd 

19 ' (2) 11te Ho1tsf11g l'lalant;J Perl ad slu;ll hi!gf1t wtrh tlw Or.~t m1brl;•r ofy(J(tr 2005 to thg 
! 

2.0 i 
I 

21 

22 i \ td11Jtl repof:f mt h0Hs1n<rr;onsrnic1/611 lw btcom& liiw~l,,;, as well. fL~ mttts 1!1111 h1~£l~~ 
i . . 

23 I' ( pt'()fifcthm a[forde.,/ lw Cin• law. s11el1 ,u la1·~~ prtll'ldiml for re.111-tinmrolled m11fai1r11fo resit/qnl 

24 I! oe&!IJ¥!11CP 18R0) tl(liJS. T!:tf!t.J.~Qbrdith/1! housfn~ Calilf:O,l'i«.~$hanf1111l11<fe JJci nm1• wu.~._,(J.~ ;1111fl 0;£ 

I'. . e:e!SJlng wtJrs r1'.a1were1m .. >i!itir1.'<lv 1w1 restr/ctod by 1:/eed or rewlatorv 11~'1'''"mc11J lhat qr1! ac,{11ir1!Jllcir 25 

11 =;;,~ .. ·~-Ii 
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4 
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6 

7 

s 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

i 
1, 
I'. 
i 

I 
I 
ii 
11 
!! 
J! 
Ii 
I 

11 

I ,j 
l! 

fl 
!I 
Ii 

11 l 
'1 

rl 
:! 
•i q 

l 
I ,, 

presu1•iltio11 as permunmtlv oOvrdable horw'ng as t!McrmhtetJ bv 1!w Mm'Or's Office of Ho11sfng and 

~n111111UniN /Je\•1.{opm(!n/ <MOl1CD) 1im1 ind11ding re/111rmcing or other rehablliwtlon under l~'\'isii!JX. 

llwm•rslifP-). lJnilL'Cled l>V tft>.<'IJ or re~ufabif£ agri.r(!llte/1( {tH' 1l lllillfrifllill t>[55 k~Wt;,~ tlw tl!t~Orl .~/Ja/J 

include. b)' Vtar, wd f(ir /hf! forcsr q1111r1cr, (l/l 1mi1s rliill lrm<e rec~ford Ti.!tnp<lrarv Crni11ca1<1s o( 

Oct'1tJ,JllTli.'1' within dwt war. r1 JCil(lf<!/<' C<1lel'or'i' (or 11nit.v 1Jw1 ohloine<l n sim or h11ildlngJ.!£!.!!Uf, and 

airotlwr cat1!f:1iri' fi>r u[jils ll1u1 imw rai:diwl 1iPprlil'a/ (mm the Nmm/Ttf!_Cmnmi.~.\'itm 11r Pfamiim; 

fkP..tirllll<ilJL. lwr 1111\'il 1wt wr ohUlinJf<l o she or buiTdilw /1'?rmil f<i wmm1w.·c t.1msfrut.'fim1 (cyc1<r..t m11• 

tiftinm~d cntillemcnts. li;c11l!}ftig h11t 1101 li1niledta ,,11dum~a.~ 11,v Tm1s1-1w W.i!.!Jtl.Ji11utcr5_ Ew!Jl. 

Shipyard tfild Pirrk Mcnwl, ,rFmll nm hc< lndud1?fi in tftfg l<ltWr £.(lf_cgory !Jlilil i11dit.fr.IJ.Hl~ 

filiJJl!t!.. tJ;a ti>llm>·ing cafef!nrlr~· shgjJJ;w. sep11~<i1dv repJJrted: 

{.;J,l EWJYJ,1ebtU!J£1at.Pl/f!f I f11i!;,J).'l.!irlu!r~VJJJil.L1rrfli/{1ble to ilrdMdru~i·uE. 

.f21mf/ie,~111akhmbctH:£f!lft-~1[ciismJ.1J£J!/11( ft1Ml)_11s ddini:d in Califbmta Healrh & Saf~.!J'. 

(J!.ilf'-'-ki?lil?.!J_~lUJ2Q,_q!Jfi we sr!l.if>.!f11£11rh''!. or renljcstricliillts bNwr,•n 0-30% AMI; 

16 

17 

(Bl Vay Low Jncom;: Un ifs. wlikh ar<' 11nfts t1wrilab/i:: to indfrid11a/s ilr kmiillc:s 

making l!!cfli't!e;I ,10-50% :JMJ as 1.Mlned (1~ California Hcal1'1 & S<i{c1i· Cmfe S11crit11i 50 JOS. cmd 11rc 

18 1 • ~1Jl!fi1SL..(1J.l!!J£..e or rc1J.!. rcsfric1lo11S b£•twemi 30-50% AMI: 
! 

19 (Cl !Alf'f!l' 1nl:<mre Unit.~. whid111re 11nirs m»atfaMe to indMduaf.t 1!f tamilic.~ 

20 11Jpking !J.Ell>"ren 50-8fP&AM1 as defitU:il. fll Calf(Ornfa lfrulili & ~a(i-11t Ctlt!eSection 50079.5, anti we 

43 waking herm•e11 80..120% AMJ. and are ."11bjed It> f!!i<tt1 or rent rcstrlcrlrm.~ hl'lll'!~i.!tl 80-/20% A ML'. 

ji 
!'· 
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6 

7. 
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10 

11 

1.2 

13 

14 

15 

16 

I . IF> Afm:,Juit-ra-u units. winch r7i'e 11nfts nor s11btect to anv deed oz:n;grriatm:E 

I nweenumt Wlt1UJrl1!11 reytrJ<:JJrms,' 

! (GI Hmf.vfl;g unirs wfthdrmm (tom proteeted slatrt;, indudlng 1111/rs wirhflrmi'll 

I! JJ:~m! rem cm1tmJt€£§J!Jll ruo.ve. unit~·. or!rcrwrsl! e.omwted 1nm vermane1111y aj}'ordable. 1ta11.1·/n((). 

!I 
11 fn;fud111g «Jl unifS; that l1i11!e bmm subl1w1 ro ritnl crmtml w1d;:r the .'Wt l+ancfic:o Reslr!1mllal Rem 

I I Smbi/i:<1fiQt1.1.md .. frbftratiJm Ordh@ice but lh11t q 11m[J£rt11 nwr1er n~uwes permqnm1lv frtrm tffl:t, 
·l 
1

: r.cnlf!l mar&;t tlzrimgli cou!IC!mlnftrm ronw~lrm pw:mant to Ad1rdnf.~mtive Cmfe Sectirzn 3:7. 9falft)). 

I !11w11riJJIWn!J.r..JJfjggtioiu{iacfuef{nffriJ1•!1/.ling 1111/1 merg!!r.tJ. orpermo11e11t rwowlf pur.~uanr ra 

; l Admfn!Jtr.rl!~1J;,fif,tJ).(J.Dlu,r1c1111tt.a/.Jlm:s.J.tmJLJ!UhtJJJ1fa· tkt.1m.der ilcl1111I1/slmtil'i! 'r . . . 

! Q.mk Se!;J}on J1.9M(lJ.1;. 
l 

. I (HJ P11Wc lu:mslng wzlaeirment units a11d ruh.rkfl1Jiafly rehabilf/'ated mtlt.r 
1· 
11 j; lltr:orlg}Hit<t.HOi'B SE and R11ntafAssisU.tnce. ,Dem(fJJSffafltm flUJ)) pmgrams. OSfl'<lll q.t ether 

I ,mb.wm1ial.rdmbtb'tat!on wor;-ranis 111w1aged.b't.,.MOHCD. 

(4J The floushtU lkdane:e shall be ~ressed as .a p(!l'a(fl!fage. obtqltted bl' dlvidim: the 

aumult1Tivll Mt«l ofcxtr11mel11 lflW. 1ro lr>w. tow mu/ moderate f11G-fm111 fI{f?m:labfe h1m11/ng-rmlts {all 

I • r1nf!s 0-12.f/%:AM!) m/1111.• J/w ftJsl profti/:lt:d wit.~. hir the (Olaf mrmbur ofnlif new n()lt!•ing 1mfts Wifhfrr. 
i, 

17 : 1 t.lJ.11. f.l.,:011slng, Bpfanpg Perlml •. 1'lziJ. l1or~~i11~/i,(tla~~e .~l@ll ultra PJ:QVfrk lwo caTmlmirms" 
~ ; 

18 j f tf) flt{ Cm1mlli(i}'<I ffm1,,1'f11g /!alurme. r!op#!Jf11u o,(fua,mil!g.1mil~ tlmL11.fil'.!i. 
1: . 

19 I I {1]mi1~m·trm;1¢d (f111.d..w:fil..'e.d..fl~J:lifif!.trt(! t~{Oc&JlJ!IIrw:Y:..tJJ:.Jllkcr_certf(kat~JlfilJ. 
20 I\ woitf..if.s1,.lifly.~Jlflllfl' qft'11~ u11ll,V, witlii!JJ11fJfJ•1'l.'.ar Ho1!§.iJJ.g)Jglm1n f.erloef. pins chose 11nt1s 1luu 

' 21 \ 1 /rave p/Jt.1J:fne:dq~!tM.t: . .!1JJ.fllii!J.&JM!Wit. A sw<1rmc cahmlafirm o[tfrn C1Jm:!ilmfw1llouslm;8l!lrtm;<t 
',) . 
1' 22 , ; ,1'}111!/ aL~o ke. wo1rld~t(f.Jl'l!j.c1t l]Jcl!td.es fIO'F~SF and RAD f!JJ.blic; hm1,ting rt1nln.L"f!'.mp11 an<[ 

: 1: ;::~:.::::,:::;::::.;:. ::,:;::~:::'.:';::::.::~::;:~:;::;.,, 
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If Ii within the Ho11sf11riflalanre hriad. The Ho11si11r: TJalmrceJJ.tr@rtn;>f/l shew !hi! CufilU./atiw.r f{ou.~lng 
I: II Bahmce wlrh am/ wltlrm11 puh!Fi: hp11:rl111? includ,,d In the colculation; ami 

\I rm 1hi: ProjecJl'.a HOILl"t/ll? /lalance, which shall /11clrid1: ill/)! n;vfd1mtial11rojer1 li - -
4. 11 rlw1 ha~ rect!Ncd armrova! from the Planning Crmmissilm or Plunning Departmt!nt, l'l't!JI i(f/1i1 

1.·.'I 
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B· 

10. 
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I /zomim.: projt'cf hrL1' Jwf v..•1 <lbfai>lt'{i a sire. or building vamit 111.c011111wncc conwr11<:1io11 ("cuepf any 
) 

· i e11titlenum1.~ th(ll /rm•;J !!xpire1/m1d11t11 hee1i renewed during ihe Hm1sf11g Ba!tm,;e mtlmlJ. A!a.1'11!1~ 

1

11 plamwd ~n/iJjemcml.~ .<lml/ 1wi /,a brtfuded in tlw calculmiim rmiil indfrltiuo/ h11ildi11!! cmi1kments or 

11 W!LJ.nnrrlf.< <lflU!J!Jlrrll'Ccl. 

ii 
i\ SaGff~~;=~~~:.~~o;:;: ::~:::,:::~~=~,;:::::,":=eo::

1

::j;·crrrl 
ii 
ii U@sbii: llt!/1JJ1"1iht fhil morr rcfi?ll£ twn <JiW"frtS Citr·widr., bl•S11pc.n1i,wrigl Di,rtrkt, Pl;m Are.a.Jll!Ji 

! I vy . .rmiJ:bJ.?nrh.'la.riJ!.f.n!l!lilJgJ2iJJrir;ts, l1iLlffliaal..ir!..fJJtL!flJ!Jl.l<'il/JJJJ§i!Jg,/m;'1lllf1.!J:.JJ11SlJ!11lllidJ.iLRMl1 
q 

11 f!.~~ilv vi.rihk_qr,!f mwsfi.Q./!!_J!!lgr. 1lcl'Olt:J/Jp llmi.f1l1g}f_({'IJ.ll1D!..!J1J.fi~lm.@J!.d./Jg_filtiBl(J2.0rting \1Rt1J£ 
1: . 
i • f.Jmwing llel!JJt.Wl.~aLol'!'.!1£ilJb.JJJ!_M:gust September lM 1to<LFebruaiy ~,<:l.QfMdi .>.'f.Hf, the 

ii l!,{.mming TlfnHJ:.ill!rHJL..<bollmLhlWumt!Ja?RQti' rlrc l/Qt1{[1Jg]]Jllam::c 8.~w~~J~llf this n1p2J:.! or 
I . 
1!
1 an ii1&!m.<lfio11a/ ht4rim 10 1/te Planning Com1.nissio11 and lkmrd o(S11pm•isors. as wdl as roam; 

~ re./m•om b<1dv with g,•ographlc 1~_pJa11 art'flJ,!J)_IUJ r.e.g],!@fil, along with Ifie 111hcr g11<1rtalf1 

i I r<wnning r~yuiremem,• otildmil1istrmiw Codt1 C!mrwr I DEA. ~qnuaLrep.ori,to.Jhe Boru:d.of 
Ii 
!-~ ~Q.JF .§h~ccegted~_refilllu!.km_of the Borurl,.whic.hJ.e:i0lution.shalLbeJnll:cxiuced 
ii 
11 l:>.Y.lbe,._el§Daing~nenL The Housing Balam.'<1 Rcpt.•tf .r/iall also he inr:orp1wllfcd bi10 the . 

!! Annual J'la11.l!lllg Commi.1'.\'fon !lousing lft•arl11g am/ A11nuaJ Rr@rr ro 1la• ll11ard o(Srtpavimrs 

i\ l'l't]llfrtd In Admhil.~lr(ltfre Cutli.' CII(l]lfer IOE.4. 
'i 

I! M Attttual Jfr11rillg hv /Jotitd 11(S11pm·imrs. 

en 11& BMrtl o(S11per1•isors:~hali /mid II /lllb/ic Hiiusiug &11Tam:~ri illl/lliill 

ti 
'1 basis lwAvril l afetlt~l1 J!<'ilr. to cmfritfer progress /rJwaril~ tlw City's atl/m/l'lf>le l1111m'nggnal&. 
ii 
!! 
Ii 
I ~ 
/\ 
I! 
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9 

10 

i wt111gs1l1e Cqv:v Get1eml Prait lh~fng E/ermml houffitgJ:midm:J{<m g!)alv b11 it1enm11 tates:cicv. 111e I . 

\ f}rsr h1urrftur shall occur no lat<11' rl1<m 30 aaw q,{le the. effr.fi.lj.1>£1 d(lfe piJJJ.($: Dr:di1~dJJUJJJ:.lU 

11 of each )lt'ul' rfrtnur{ter. · · 

f · Oi The ltem·tng mall 11.tc:Juae rr.;pprtlng llv 1/11.1 f>fan11F11g J>emwmnwr. irhkh .#wll piy;wmr 

i I (hi! /a1c:r1 Hrmsint: 8..-tll'mte Rcpqn Clr;•-1dde aml hv 8tmrn·i.w1rlal bistrlc1 and Plonnfng Dlwrict: the · 
.1 . ' 

lj Mm'flr ~-r Qfft;I$ nf'Hm1t.i11g atJ!lC.ammruri.o• De>•vf(JWll'JlJ!T the J.'vlrivor'.s Office o[,~t: aud, 

I, ~pnumt. f[te, j?&zt Sta[Jilftat/011 Board. bv t/ie D!aJ(fftmm1t o01uildl't;,g {Npgctlmt, mu! 

i\ lh.ll Citv Tf.c.m1oml~c on .tf(t1tcgft;s flw aclri1wfng 1md malnrmmng t1 hrmsf1rg flaltmee iff acrffJ"(limr:f! with 

f I &J.~prn<!trctivn~!N r.umtd«tm fimtslnrr '1Jgfonw h.av fqllrn ktlo:w 33% ln 
i 

IJ w~.JkJJtpnhle ilQl!' rmwlr fimdb;g f§zyqnft..<:Ji IQ !ir;flrg tlm CJIJ' into f1..mh1tmum 

12 . !j llJ.:1Jlo11st11i! Bafrmt;JJ nndtl1e, }:;~.I!lf.§Jlh11riU1J r{1LJk!irrd elSunm.·~prs g &~ 
:·1 ilsn winlnrum o0.3%. l{.OJ1sb:lg Ba/a11£e. OfJl.DJw.!J:!!!!«nts s!mJJ tJJ m'inhmnn. nmorl, o.nt1w blfowfng 
ii . . 
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:SAil FRAllCISCO 

; im1es relernnt to the a11m1al Hou.vim: BaitJflce hearing~ MOHCD shall l'i[pof'f 1m the ammo! mrd 
, I . 

; j p1'4fectad pra{[f'es.~ Jiv intt>111e Cblligory In tJC(:{)rdrnite with the Citv's Gcrteml Plan i-lr1tttf1t!I' Hlcment 
~ I n fu:msfr1g prndui.filll'r [Oelfs. pl'OfecfJ!'d .\'/mrifh/lx (Int/ f{tip.t Jn fiouffnf! and S:f{IJ CQ11frnf, am/ {JTQf{reSS 

fEIUt!!lff 1/tq div ~t Ncighbnr1wod Staftfliy!lhm goals /br i'.ll'fflllring m1dr1rawm:Jng /h(} n[fnrdqhi/lty o{ 

~mtal 1111/ts: lr1 mdvlrfmrhoads with hii>h co11r-C11/ml1'on.r eflow mul ll!QdJ!Ll'Jfii incomi: 

, . lwu11e/lol<!,,t 11r hMorlca/ly hi~'li° i1q•1:1/s o[ryic//o!f.C, 1be P"1n11ing lJwu1rf11ient ~hall rr.Jllir{ Qll 01.@li 

'. !1.llif.Jl.W.P-!)XCd zr1rfug t111d,lm11:(1wi rmlidro~ (hat affj;&lthe (:iip'sJ]f.J1eml Pkf11 f~ 
,i . . 
: lt..~(1tf/i9u go(l]§J~ '5 Qffic;r. of/lf:2J.J!JTJ.1ic cmd}fm;l:/2.rn; Dt:Y!!.Wll.!JJJJ!,lf~{Jjjj 

o.m.tILaadl~~J!JP.u.l.f..1'rutJ/lJ!li.'llJJ!J:Ji/~r;1.r, deilka(f.Jf.JW.bitc sil<J.S. m!il.nolldn,1' 11tau1((!}1:LJIL~ 
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:SAN FRANCISCO 

I 
t 

I
. Ci11> 's G1meral Plan Housing f.lim11<11t housing r.J:.<l!lumqn g:nals; tire Reiit/}Qm•d sliqll repon 011 the 

! I witltdrav:al or tuldi1.io11 ofrmr·contr.olled writs mr<l!!llflJ!"f nr propos<>.d ;oligft,<r lfmf affect thesu 

J! mmr !1trrs: ilre: Dwa-rcn1ei1I o(FJuihfing liu<p(!('f/oJt shall report on tl11.t wi'ihdrawal or adqirfrm of 
I 
l Reslil;mtiut floret unit~ and ettrrem or tJro{IQsed po/ides that (Jf(eet these 1111m1.iers: and tlte Cff\!' 
i . 
i . . . . . 
i f:emwmi.tl .vha!l nport 011 tmmml am{ profe.cted fob growth bv lhe in tome caregtrries 51uu:iflrtd i11 the 
i 

) Citv 's General Pla11 flo!J1.iJJg {ilr,mi@f. 

t 13J. 4/l reppr&_ Cll!d UreseJllQ.tf!m..IlJm<:rialVj:om the 1111nlJ.i?f lfQ!LVlng f!p/(111C('. ncarillg 
i 
f shall he nwlntaincd bv \'/Jar (or v11blic crcce~1L~lamriligbepartmcmJ's w1/hPl!um fls pag<i' 

f dcrore.d ro Ho11si11!{ Balmrce Mo11itori11g· 1111dRcp,orti11g, . 
! 

ii 
Ii · Section 4. Effective Date, This ordinance shall become effective 30 days after 

,i enactm'enL Enactment occurs When the Mayor signs the ordinance, the Mayor returns the 

\ordinance unsigned or does nol sign the ordinance within ten days of receiving It, or the Board 
1i . 

I; of Supervisors ovemdes the Mayor's veto ot the ordinance. 
11 
i! 
.\} 
i 
! APPROVED AS TO FORM: I DENf':ilS .. ~. HERRERA, City Attorney 

!j By: j /,t_,,{) t_-----~. . 
Ji ~A BYRNE Ii Deputy City Attorney 

I n;•ft;g<n~'.r.:1Qll)'\15:;Qjfi9"l)JCQ-:>t~.do<: 

;1 

;I 

;I 

I 
Soporkor l<lm 

' BOARO OF SUPERVISORS 
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:SAl4 FRANCISCO 

City aud County uf San Francisco 

Tu.Us 
Ordman cl), 

Ornine."lca <irnllildfriti! th!! Plalllliog Code lo r0<1olro ~ Planning OepilTl:mem to m.;mitorth!! balllnce 
ll<!Me\m mm maflaii ral1'! 11®sing arid new alfdfd<il:>le l\bu;;ing, and pti!msh· a lli.allfilllll HO\liilfig 
a roam» ~it; mqo!Mg !ifU'llIDUll1 Mllrit1il <il lhO Boattf of Su!X'tvi$o<'$ on strategio:s f<X a;;!ilevilig 
Md l'(lllint;itok\g tlie. reqi.!lr$el ~ balance In acei:irdil.i!Ce Vtl'lh San Fmnciseo's hQU$irY,.l 
produeticm goals; and mak\l\l en\1ronmen1:i1 findings, P!annl!lg Code, ~n 302. ru1®9$. and 
lindlngs of conslstc«;y vdth the General Plsn, and the. eight prio!ity j)l)llcles ¢1 Pll!Ming Code, 
Seellon i!S-1.t. 

April 06, ZOIB lafifl Uoo <!lid Transf)<llial;iOn Cotnnilltee· AMSNOEO, AN AMl*P.MENT 
OF WE WMOU< BEARl1'..'G $'1\'ME! Tm!;: 

/lp<"ll 05, :iors tlilM Ute ;).Od lmns)>Ol11ltloo CQfnmitteQ • RECOMMENDED AS AMF.NDEO 

/\pill 14, :1015 Soard o1 Su~Qffl ·PASSED, ON PIRST READING 

A'jt:s; 11~Avalos. Breed. Campos, Chrisionscn, Cohen, Fl!lTDll, Kim, Mar. lru-.g. 
\iVll)(l¢(1Jll!IY~ . 

Apdl .2f, 20151.'iQafd Qf $J,JpeMaQlll • ANAi.LY PA$$00 
. A)'f/$; 11 • Av::l!o~, Breed, C:11n~s. Chrislcnsl!ll, Ccoon, Farrell, ·Kim, Mar, Tnng. 

Wiener a<Td Yee · 

I b11.nllby C4lrtlfy !hat thll fomgolno 
O«J'itilll(;\lc W\l& FINALLY PASSED on 
4ra'ln!0'1$ bY tho Boan! of S!JPOrvi$ofl! <>f 
thlf ()Jty ~\t County of San Francisco. 

0..ID Approv<MI 

IPJ.ANllHNG DEPARTMENT 
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APPENDIXB 
CUMULATIVE HOUSING BALANCE REPORT No 7 TABLES BY PLANNING DISTRICTS 

Table lA 
Cumulative Housing Balance Calculation, 2008 Q3 - 2018 Q2 

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 219· 5 (599) 4 567 166 -50.6% 

2.Marina 1 24 (186) - 215 141 -45.2% 

3 Northeast 197 6 (330) 2 783 200 -12.7% 

4 Downtown 1,685 851 (120) 371 5,996 2,561 32.6% 

5 Western Addition 513 293 (182) 136 1,513 374 40.3% 

6 Buena Vista 199 5 (225) 111 1,028 413 6.2% 

7 Central 110 - (340) 5 430 125 -40.5% 

8Mission 344 403 (543) 559 1,527 2,204 20.5% 

9 South of Market 2,091 262 (134) 1,376 13,110 4,749 20.1% 

10 South Bays ho re 1,091 - (104) 579 1,966 1,069 51.6% 

11 Bernal.Heights - 50 (187) - 51 45 -142.7% 

12 South Central 11 21 (466) 9. 135 344 -92.6% 

13 Ingleside 116 - (198) - 551 1,089 -5.0% 

14 Inner Sunset - - (188) - 98 42 -134.3% 

15 c:iuter Sunset - - (46.1) 7 25 134 -285.5% 

TOTALS 6,577 1,920 (4,263) 3,159 27,995 13,636 17.8% 

SAN FRh!lCISCO 23 
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Table 1B 
Expanded Cumulative Housing Balance Calculation, 2008 Q3 - 2018 Q2 

New 
Acquisitions RAD Units Total 

Total Expanded 
& Rehabs Program & Removed Entitled Total Net 

Planning Districts 
Affordable 

and Small from Affordable 
Entitled Cumulative 

Housing 
HopeSF New Units 

Permitted Housing 
Built 

Sites Rep I a cement Protected Units Built , 
Units Balance 

Completed Units Status. Permitted 

1 Richmond 219 5 . 144 (599) 4 567 166 -31.0% 

2 Marina 1 24 138 (·186) - 215 141 -6.5% 

3 Northeast 197 6 577 . (330) 2 783 200 46.0% 

4Downtown 1,685 851 285 (120) 371 5,996 2,561 35.9% 

5 Western Addition 513 293 919 (182) 136 1,513· 374 89.0% 

6 Buena Vista 199 5 132 (225) 111 1,028 413 15.4% 

7 Central 110 - 107 (340} 5 430 125 -21.3% 

8 Mission 344 403 91 (543) 5S9 1,527 2!204 22.9% 

9 South of Market 2,091 262 276 (134) 1,376. 13,110 4,749 21.7% 

10 South Bayshore 1,091 - 436 (104) 579 1,966 1,069 66.0% 

11 Bernal Heights - 50 268 (187) - 51 45 136.5% 

12South Central 11 21 - (466} 9 135 324 -92.6% 

13 Ingleside 116 - - (198) - 551 1089 -5,0% 

14 Inner Sunset - - 110 (188} - 98 42 -55.7% 

15 Outer Sunset - - - (461) 7 25 134 -285.5% 

TOTALS 6,577 1,920 3,483 (4,263) 3,15~ 27,995 13,636 26.1% 

SAN fAANCJSCO 24 
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Table 2 
Projected Housing Balance Calculation, 2018 Q2 

Very Low. Low 
Total Total Affordable 

Bos District Moderate. TBD Affordable 
Net New 

Units as% of 
Income Income 

Units 
Units 

Net New Units 

1Richmond - - - - - 3 0.0% 

2 Marina - - - - - 36 0.0% 

3 Northeast - - 8 178 186 265 70.2% 

4Downtown - 60 73 - 133 1,578 8.4% 

5 Western Addition - - - 3 3 264 1.1% 

6 Bu.ena Vista - - 15 - 15 242 6.2% 

7 Central - - - - - 12 0.0% 

8 Mission - 107 46 6 159 968 16.4% 

9 South of Market - 423 32 689 1,144 4,565 25.1% 
10 South Bayshore - - 72 168 240 4,935 4.9% 
11 Bernal Heights - - - - - 2 0.0% 

12 South Ce ntra I - 307 - - 307 608 50.5% 

13 Ingleside - - - - - 8 0.0% 
14 Inner Sunset - - - - - 33 0.0% 
15 Outer Sunset - - - - - 2 0.0% 

TOTALS - 897 246 1,044 2,187 13,521 16.2% 

Table 3 
New Housing Production by Affordability; 2008 Q3 - 2018 Q2 

Middle 
Total 

Total Net 
Affordable Units 

Planning Districts Very Low Low Moderate 
·income 

Affordable 
Units 

as% of Total 

Units Net Units 

1Richmond 207 12 - - 219 567 38.6% 

2 Marina - - 1 - 1 215 0.5% 

3 Northeast 161 2 34 - 197 783 25.2% 

4Downtown 954 481 227 23 1,685 5,996 28.1% 

5 Western Addition 266 171 76 - 513 1,513 33.9% 

6 Buena Vista 71 74 54 - 199 1,028 19.4% 

7 Central 92 .. 18 - - 110 430 25.6% 

8 Mission 214 62 68 -. 344 1,527 22.5% 

9 South of Market 590 1,000 501 - 2,091 13,110 15.9% 

10 South Bayshore 671 314 106 - 1,091 1,966 55.5% 

11 Bernal Heights - - - - - 51 0.0% 

12 South Central - 7 4 - 11 135 8.1% 

13 Ingleside 70 29 17 - 116 551 21.1% 

14 Inner Sunset - - - - - 98 0.0% 

15 Outer Sunset - - - - - 25 b.0% 

TOTALS 3,296 2,170 1,088 23 6,577 27,995 23.5% 

:SAN fRAtlCISCO 25 
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:SAN fRAtlCISCO 
'PLANNING 'DEPARTMENT 

·Table 4a 
Acquisitions and Rehabilitation of 
Affordable Housing, 2008 Q3 - 2018 Q2 

Planning District 
No. of 

. Buildings 

2 Marina 1 

4Downtown 6 

5 Western Addition 2 

8 Mission 2 

9 South of Market 6 

TOTALS 17 

Taf:>le 4b 

No. of 

Units 

24 

826 

290 

319 

259 

1,718 

Small Sites Program Acquisitions, 2014 Ql - 2018 Q2 

Planning District 
No. of No. of 

Buildings Units 

1 Richmond 1 5 

3 Northeast 1 6 

4Downtown 2 25 

5 Western Addition 1 3 

6 Buena Vista 1 5 

8 Mission 11 84 

9 South of Market 1 3 

11 Bernal Heights 2 50 

12 South Central 1 21 

TOTALS 21 202 

2700 
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Tables 
RAD Affordable Units, 2015 Ql - 2018 Q2 

Planning District 
No of No of 

Buildings Units. 

1 Richmond 2 144 

2 Marina 2 138 

3 Northeast 4 577 

4Downtown 3 285 

-S 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 

SAN fl\ANCJSCO . 27 
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Table 6 
Units Removed from Protected Status, 2008 Q3 - 2018 Q2 

Total Units 

Planning District 
Condo 

Demolition Ellis Out 
Owner 

Permanently 
Conversion Move-In 

Lost 

1 Richmond 4 .26 187 382 599 

2 Marina 11 4 38 133 186 

3 Northeast 12 11 175 132 330 

4 Downtown - 68 48 4 120 

5 Western Addition ·7 9 34 132 182 

6 Buena Vi~ta 4 5 91 .125 225 

7 Central 18 17 95 210 340 

8Mission 2 30 260 251 543 

9 South of Market . 3 18 36 77 134 

10 South Bays ho re - 11 . 12 81 104 

11 Bernal Heights 5 24 53 105 187 

12 South Central - 64 58 344 466 

13 Ingleside - . 37 32 129 198 

14 Inner Sunset 5 15 57 111 188 

15 Outer Sunset - 74 81 306· 461 

Totals 11 413 1,257 2,522 4,263 

$All FRANCISCO 
PLANNINC DEPARTMENT 
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Table 7 

Entitled and Permitted Units, 2018.Qi 

Very Low 
Total Total Affordable 

Bos District 
Low 

Moderate TBD Affordable 
Net New 

Units as%of 
Income Income 

Units 
Units 

Net New Units 

1 Richmond - - - - - 3 0.0% 

2 Marina - - - - - 36 0.0% 

3 Northeast - - 8 178 186 265 70.2%. 

4Downtown - 60 73 - 133 1,578 8.4% 

5 Western Addition - - - 3 3 264 1.1% 

6 Buena Vista - - 15 - 15 242 6.2% 

7 Central - - - - - 12 0.0%. 

8 Mission - 107 46 6 159 968 16.4% 

9 South of Market - 423 32 689 1,144 4,565 25.1% 
10 South Bayshore - - 72 168 240 4,935 4.9% 
11 Bernal Heights - - - - - 2 0.0% 

12 South Central - 307 - - 307 608 50.5% 

13 Ingleside - - - - - 8 0.0% 

14.lnner Sunset - - - - - 33 0.0% 
15 Outer Sunset - - - - - 2 0.0% 

TOTALS - 897 246 1,044 2,187 13,521 16.2% 
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HOUSING BALANCE REPORT 

~ Ordinance· 53-·1 s·: New Planning Code Section 103 

I 
I 

~ Housing Balance of. New Affordable Housing 
· and Total New Housing Production 

~ 1 O Year Hous~ng Balance Period 

~ Bi-Annual Reporting 

~ Affordable Hou·sing GoaJs: 
llJ Housing_ Element I RHNA: 57% 

/ !il Proposition K: · 33% 

!i!l 30K by 2020: 30% 

' .. 
... .(." 
:. :.. 

c· .... .!.:.: · .... ... ~ ~ ~ 
..~ "'~ 

.:'.. ·N-;1-: 

~' 

J;: 1;~ 
Housing IBalance Report 

L() 

0 
t
N 



_ NEW HOU.SING PRODUCT.ION BY ·AFFORDABILITY 
1 O Year· Trend .(03 2008 - 02 2018) · 
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HOW IS THE HO.USING BALANCE CALCULATED? 

[ Net Ne.w Affordable Housing Built 

+ Acquisitions & Rehabs 
and Small Sites Program ·completed 

+ RAD Public Housing Replacement Completed 

+ Entitled & Permitted Affordable Units] 

~ [ Units Removed from Protected Status ] 

[ Net New Housing .Built + . 

Entitled·& Pe.rmitted Net Units] 
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CUMULATIVE . - . ...... 
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6;577 + 1,92'1.l + 3,4"63 + . 3,1.59,. - 4:~,2'~-~- = l0,876 

CUMULATIVE· 
10;876 l (27;995 + · t3,636) HOUSING BALANCE = 26% 
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cu ULATIVE HOUSING BALANCE.BY BOS DISTRICT 

Net New 
Acquisitions 

RAD P.rogram 
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 5 144 {527) 4 336 155 -41.5% 

Bos District 2 45 . 24 251 {319) 2 875 189 0.3% 

BoS District 3 209 6 577 (313) 6 931 244 41 :1% 

Bos District 4 - - - (462) 7 28 lr 6" -277.4% ... 

Bos District 5 601 293 806 (359) 162 1,443 '6t~ 71.9% 
""' 

) 
~ ~ 

Bos District 6 3,406 1,137 561 (146) 1,122 16,613 6,260 Lb.b% 

Bos District 7 99 - 110 (.236) - 553 1,101 -1.6% 

Bos District 8 244 28 330 (605) 90 1,413 328 5.0% 

Bos District 9 210 406 268 (606) 406 948 919 36.6% 

BoS Distri.ct 10 1,565 - 436 (295) 1,351 4,694 3,341 38.0% 

Bos District 11 28 21 - {395) 9 161 317 -70.5% 

TOTALS 6,577 1,920 3,483 . (4,263) 3,159 27,995 13,636 26.1% 
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HOUSING BALANCE BY PLA.NN·ING DIST.R·ICT 
New 

Acquisitions RAD Units Total· 
Total Expanded 

Affordable 
& Rehabs Program & Removed Entitled: Total Net 

Entitled Cumulative 
Planning Districts 

Housing 
a.nd Small HopeSF · from Affordable New Units· 

Permitted· Housing 

Built 
Sites Replacement . Protected Units · Built 

· Units Balance 
· ~otnpleted Units Status Permitted 

1-Richmond 219' 5 144 (599) 4 . 567 166 -31.0% _) 

2 Marina . 1 24 138 (186) . - 215 141 -6.5% 

3 Northeast 197 6 -S-77 (330) 2 783 200 46.0% 

· 4Downtown i,685 851 285 (120) 371 5,996 2,561 35.9% 

5 Western Addition 513 293 919 (182) .136 1,513 374 89.0% 

6 Buena Vista 199 5 132 (225) 111 1,028 413 15.4%. 

7 Central 110 - 107 (340) 5 430 125 -21.3% 

8 Mission 344 403 91 (543) 559 1;527 2,204 22.9% 

9 South of Market 2,091- 262 276 (134) 1,376. 13,.110 4,749 21.7% 

10 South Bayshore 1,091 - 436 (104) . 579 1,966 1,069 66.0% 

11 Bernal Heights - 50 268 (187) - 51 4:( 136.5% ) 
12 South Central 11 21 - (466) 9 135 324 -92.6% 

13 Ingleside ... 116 - - (198) - 551 1089 -5.0% 

141nnerSunset - - 110 (188) - 98 42 -~r: 70/.: 

15 Outer Sunset - - - (461) 7 25 134· . -285.5% ) 

TOTALS 6,577 1,920 - 3A83 (4,263) 3,159 27J'995 13,636 . 26.1% 
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PROJECTED HOUSING BALANCE· 
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HAT IS NOT INCLUDED? 

• Major E.ntitled Projects: 
-• Hunters Point, Treasure -Island and ParkMerced 

11 21 ,570 units 

• 23% will be affordable un[ts . · 

!j 11 Under Review: 
_. 

"" Iii 20,885 units 

• ----- i 7% are in i 00% affordable housing project units 
or have on-site affordable units 

ii ----- 95 market rate projects; ----- 15,900 units subject to iriclusionary 
requirements · 
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OTHER HOUSING BALANCE MATTERS 
. . 

• i~annual reporting: April 1 and October·1 

• Annual BoS hearing: April 
' . ' 

t 

• uuebsite: 
http://sf-planning.org/housing-balance-report 
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tom: Major, Erica (BOS) 

Sent: 
To: 

Monday, December 10, 2018 11:26 AM 

Board of Supervisors, (BOS) 
Subject: 

Filed. 

ERICA MAJOR 
Assistant Clerk 

Board of Supervisors 

RE: SF BOS Land - Use . 

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, City Hall, Room 244 San Francisco, CA 94102 
Phone: (415) 554-4441 I Fax: (415) 554-5lq3 
Erica.Major@sfgov.org I www.sfbos.org 

• 11/Jtl Click here to complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Service Satisfaction form. 

The Legislative Research Center provides 24-hour access to Board of Supervisors legislation, and archived matters since August 1998. 

Disclosures: Perso_nal information that is provided in_ communications to the Board of Supervisors is subject to disclosure under_ the California Public Records Act and 
the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance. Personal information provided will not be redacted. Members of the public are not required to provide personal identifying 
information when they communicate with the Board of Supervisors and its committees. All written or oral communications that members of the public submit to the 
Clerk's Office regarding pending legislation or hearings will be made available to all members of the public for inspection and copying. The Clerk's Office does not 
redact any information from these submissions. This means that personal information-including names, phone numbers, addresses and similar information that a 
member of the public elects to submit to the Board and its committees-may appear on the Board of Supervisors website or in other public documents that members 

f the p'ublic may inspect or copy. 

From: Board of Supervisors, (BOS) 

Sent: Monday, December 10, 2018 11:23 AM 

To: Major, Erica (BOS) <erica.major@sfgov.org> 

Subject: FW: SF BOS Land - Use 

From: Aaron Goodman <amgodman@yahoo.com> 

Sent: Monday, December 10, 2018 11:16 AM 

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

Subject: SF BOS Land - Use 

: l This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments_ from untrusted sources. 

SFBOS 

As I am unable to attend today's hearing please see the attached comments regarding legislation at the SF BOS 
T_,and-Use 

12.10.18 
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180939 - SFBOS Land Use Item on Dl 1 proposed changes. My main concern is that we have not seen equitable 
investment in public transit in Dl 1, ·and as Balboa Park Station is the second largest capacity station outside the 
downtown, it begs to ask the question where is there significant studies and planning related to growth outside 
the downtown areas. With the proposed increase in allowable density in D 11 and no conditional use impact 
assesment proposed it is key to levy taxes and adequate cost/benefit analysis on the density impacts and 
cumalative growth of the housing that will be developed by this legislation. Geneva-Hamey (LRV light-rail I 

. trackless trains to Balboa Park Station could be part of the solution) but only if implemented as part of these 
smaller legislations if they couple the development allowances with adequate targeted funding for planning and 
improved development pipeline projects,. for transportations, new libraries, schools; and public pools and parks. 
Please consider the impacts of denser urban growth in relation to EXISTING housing and that many of these 

. projects shadow yards, and create animosity with existing neighbors, processes should remain that mandate 
outreach and proper and adequate presentation of impacts. Neighbors should have the right to contest or oppose 
a project if it directly impacts their back-yards and light/sun on garden areas. Designs should be developed that . 
limit where and how additions or complete teardown remodels impact adjaoent properties. Architectural review 
panels in the districts should be created, as many hpmes la<;:,k detail, or well designed facades and rear yard 
components, often leaving walls blank and unadorned. Efforts to malce facades more detailed and scaled-to the 
surrounding properties should be part of the discussion. 

180970 - Housing Balance Report - again indicated directly the concerns about institutional growth and housing 
impacts in multiple districts due to loss to institutional masterplanning growth and redevelopment which do not 
address the loss of housing prior in D 11 (Stonestown Apartments I UPN and Parlanerced I UPS) that annexed a 
large portion of housing without due process or re-dress of the loss of housing. It is critical to address the loss of 
rental housing stock in SF, and devise a plan that ensures new larger housing complexes that advocate for 
affordable rental garden apartment communities are developed with shared arnmenities and open space. If land 

. is not available anymore, that aquisition of parcels and or project buildings in entitlement should be the next 
steps, buying back land and buildings built for SF housing stock need. 

This needs again to be coupled wj,th infrastructural growth impacts, cumalative impacts, and the concerns of a 
city ignoring transit bandwidth, linkage arid connectivity across the city to deal with expanded population 
grow.th. 

Thank you for addressing these issues at the 1 :30pm meeting, and follow up at the SFBOS . · 

Sincerely 

Aaron Goodman D 11 

See the article below; 
SF keeps losing affordable housing I 48 hills 

2 
2716 



~ 

' 

1\1t~·t N~!Jt..' J-'tll.4.Ul:>:Ll•.:.111!.o unu .. :i. .. 
.1.iL.•ll 

Aff9:n:f.Wft! &:~h~ki$- :9t!'fn1j;,1Ye'iJ tntltll'id Y'i!t<:1I r<e• i'Dt:iiJ: .tliJITTVforti"1r: 
~©t..v!"'°".· H&.u~~ 

~lid ~}j~.i,1.Tl ln;f::iii A.l'Jri>:f~I~ !-~~W~lflf. ~"1-il~Jij{!i Hl?!o'~l::niJ_ 

iit~s Pro~t!G!l:!d Unit'~ r""ht r,;,,1;. IJ:l~n:-:re. flu ill; 
&fr'iflltJttf~. S~.a~1i P-~~mi~:~:~ 

11<>5: rii >trkl:l .i:IO 5. (5:<:1) 3;;,s :155· -70~% 

l><>i> i::!f.>tri<;t l 45 i4 (ili':>) z 1175 iB!' -z~.il-% 

i;~Stil~trii;ti!- :at» ,, (~~) 6 f1;;;1 2M ·'"f,lf-4 
:ii<>S· ilistrh;t 4 (4t,~) 7 w l.:SG -~1'1,4~ 

ilo5 til •trrct s .6lll. 29:'l (1lS!J? ;a.sl: 1,443 6<;5 '>3.~% 

SoS. IJfstrfb: Ei 3,405 :i,137 (l~ l,!2i l'fi.,6B' o;;26o l:.<1.±% 
il!>5. Ulstr1ct 7' 519' (231'! SS-3 l,i01 -3.5% 

l>t>SPl>trl<:t!! 244 :::;.ii (00!.>) 90 1.4fa 328 -14.,'{)% 

lloS!!:!i.i.tr1d9 2ID - (rot>) ~{!.; 94S g19· 22.3% 

lloi°£ lJi.<tFid :HJ• .1,565 f295) i.~.:.;.a ·. 4,f/34 3;3t:11- 32.6% 

iloS [Jtstrlcr H l 2!> -ii:~ (395) "' .161 :;1:,r "70-!i'l!i 

SF keeps losing affordable housing I 48 hills 

Plus: The future of a municipal bank, Free City College forever .. 
and look at. which public officials are suppor ... 
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