
SAN FRANCISCO BAY AREA RAPID TRANSIT DISTRICT 
300 Lakeside Drive, P. 0. Box 12688, Oakland, CA 94604-2688 

BOARD MEETING AGENDA 
May 9, 2019 

8:30 a.m. 

A regular meeting of the Board of Directors will be held at 8:30 a.m. on Thursday, May 9, 2019, in the 
BART Board Room, 2040 Webster Street, Third Floor, Oakland, California. 

Members of the public may address the Board of Directors regarding any matter on this agenda. 
Please complete a "Request to Address the Board" form (available at the entrance to the Board Room) 
and hand it to the Secretary before the item is considered by the Board. If you wish to discuss a matter 
that is not on the agenda during a regular meeting, you may do so under Public Comment. 

Any action requiring more than a majority vote for passage will be so noted. 

Items placed under "consent calendar" are considered routine and will be received, enacted, approved, 
or adopted by one motion unless a request for removal for discussion or explanation is received from a 
Director or from a member of the audience. 

Please refrain from wearing scented products (perfume, cologne, after-shave, etc.) to these meetings, as 
there may be people in attendance susceptible to environmental illnesses. 

BART provides service/accommodations upon request to persons with disabilities and individuals who 
are limited English proficient who wish to address BART Board matters. A request must be made 
within one and five days in advance of Board meetings, depending on the service requested. Please 
contact the Office of the District Secretary at 510-464-6083 for information. 

Rules governing the participation of the public at meetings of the Board of Directors and Standing 
Committees are available for review on the District's website (http://www.bart.gov/about/bod), in the 
BART Board Room, and upon request, in person or via mail. 

Meeting notices and agendas are available for review on the District's website 
(http://www.bart.gov/about/bod/meetings.aspx); at bart.legistar.com; and via email 
(https://public.govdelivery.com/accounts/CA TRANBART /subscriber/new?topic id=CA TRANBAR T 
1904) or via regular mail upon request submitted to the District Secretary. Complete agenda packets 
(in PDF format) are available for review on the District's website and bart.legistar.com no later than 48 
hours in advance of the meeting. 

Please submit your requests to the District Secretary via email to BoardofDirectors@bart.gov; in 
person or U.S. mail at 300 Lakeside Drive, 23rd Floor, Oakland, CA 94612; fax 510-464-6011; or 
telephone 510-464-6083 . 

Patricia K. Williams 
District Secretary 



Regular Meeting of the 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

The purpose of the Board Meeting is to consider and take such action as the Board may desire 
in connection with: 

1. CALL TO ORDER 

A. Roll Call. 
B. Pledge of Allegiance. 
C. Introduction of Special Guests. 

2. CONSENT CALENDAR 
NO ITEMS. 

3. PUBLIC COMMENT- 15 Minutes 
(An opportunity for members of the public to address the Board of Directors on matters under 
their jurisdiction and not on the agenda. An additional period for Public Comment is provided at 
the end of the Meeting.) 

4. ADMINISTRATION ITEMS 
Director Simon, Chairperson 

A. Fiscal Year 2020 Preliminary Budget Sources, Uses, Service Plan, and 
Capital Budget.* For information. 

5. ENGINEERING AND OPERATIONS ITEMS 
Director Foley, Chairperson 
NO ITEMS. 

6. PLANNING, PUBLIC AFFAIRS, ACCESS, AND LEGISLATION ITEMS 
Director Raburn, Chairperson 
NO ITEMS. 

7. GENERAL MANAGER'S REPORT 

A. Report of Activities, including Updates of Operational, Administrative, 
and Roll Call for Introductions Items. 

8. BOARD MATTERS 

A. Reconsideration of State Senate Bill 50 (Wiener) - Planning and zoning: 
housing development: equitable communities incentive; in Response to 
Allegation of Brown Act Violation.* Board requested to support. (THIS 
ITEM WILL BE HEARD NO EARLIER THAN 11 :00 a.m.) 

B. Board Member Reports. 
(Board member reports as required by Government Code Section 53232.3(d) are 
available through the Office of the District Secretary. An opportunity for Board 
members to report on their District activities and observations since last Board Meeting.) 

* Attachment available 2 of3 



C. Roll Call for Introductions. 
(An opportunity for Board members to introduce a matter for consideration at a future 
Committee or Board Meeting or to request District staff to prepare items or reports.) 

D. In Memoriam. 
(An opportunity for Board members to introduce individuals to be commemorated.) 

9. PUBLIC COMMENT 
(An opportunity for members of the public to address the Board of Directors on matters under 
their jurisdiction and not on the agenda.) 

10. CLOSED SESSION (Room 303, Board Conference Room) 

A. PUBLIC EMPLOYEE EMPLOYMENT: 
Title: 
Government Code Section: 

Inspector General 
54957(b)(l) 

B. PUBLIC EMPLOYEE EMPLOYMENT: 
Title: 
Government Code Section: 

11. OPEN SESSION 

General Manager 
54957(b)(l) 

A. Announcement from Closed Session, if any. 

* Attachment available 3 of3 



SAN FRANCISCO BAY AREA RAPID TRANSIT DISTRICT 

TO: 

FROM: 

Board of Directors 

General Manager 

MEMORANDUM 

DATE: May 3, 2018 

RE: FY20 Sources, Uses, Service Plan and Capital Budget presentation 

Attached is the "FY20 Sources, Uses, Service Plan and Capital Budget" presentation that will be 
presented to the Board at the May 9, 2019 meeting as an information item. 

If you have any questions about the document, please contact Pamela Herbold, Assistant General 
Manager, Performance and Budget, at 510-464-6168. 

cc: Board Appointed Officers 
Deputy General Manager 
Executive Staff 

~ -~-Grace Crunican 



SAN FRANCISCO BAY AREA RAPID TRANSIT DISTRICT 

TO: 

FROM: 

Board of Directors 

General Counsel 

MEMORANDUM 

DATE: May 3, 2019 

SUBJECT: Allegation of Brown Act violation and Senate Bill 50 

As you are aware, the District received a written allegation of a Brown Act violation 
relating to a vote taken regarding Senate Bill 50 (Wiener) at the March 14111 Special Meeting. 

The complaint itself, sent on behalf of New Livable California, Inc. and Community 
Venture Partners, Inc. ("Complainants") alleges that the District violated the Brown Act by calling 
the above referenced Special Meeting to consider the legislation. 

The District takes allegations of violation of the Brown Act ("Act") seriously, as the Act 
serves the important purpose of ensuring that the public has meaningful access to deliberations of 
the Board. Generally, the Act bars a lawsuit if the Board cures the complained of act by providing 
notice of a new meeting in public session within 30 days of notice of a complaint. The Act 
expressly provides that taking such action shall not constitute an admission of wrongdoing. 
Although we believe that Complaints' challenge would ultimately be rejected, we also believe that 
District resources would be better spent on other important District business, instead of engaging 
in litigation. As such, I suggest that the Board consider the following motions, which rescind the 
March 14111 action and then reconsider support of SB 50. 

A staff analysis of SB 50 is attached and staff will be present at the meeting to answer any 
questions Directors may have about the proposed legislation. Staff recommends a Support 
position. 

Proposed Motions: 

1) That the action taken under item 3 of the Board's Special Meeting agenda of March 14, 
2019 is hereby vacated. 

2) That the Board takes a position of Support on Senate Bill 50 (Wiener) and directs the 
General Counsel to notify the Complainants of these Board actions and this Board's 
unconditional commitment to compliance with the Act. 

Attachment 
11 8395.1 

Matt Burrows 





FY20 Preliminary Budget: Sources, Uses, Capital, 
& Service Plan


BART Board of Directors
May 9, 2019







FY20 Budget – Focus Areas


• Addressing Quality of Life on BART


• Continuing capital reinvestment 


• Preparing for new compliance requirements


• Operational efficiencies & reductions


• Regional and technological integration
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Operating Sources


SOURCES FY19 FY20


($M) Adopted Prelim $ %


Passenger Revenue  $         485.9  $         480.2  $    (5.6) -1%


Other Operating Revenue                75.0                65.0      (10.0) -13%


Revenue Total             560.8             545.2      (15.6) -3%


Sales Tax Revenue             264.6             277.0        12.4 5%


SFO Financial Assistance                     -                    5.8          5.8 


State Transit Assistance (STA)                38.0                39.2          1.2 3%


Other Assistance                58.7                79.6        20.9 36%


Tax & Financial Assistance Total             361.3             401.6        40.2 11%


TOTAL OPERATING SOURCES             922.2             946.8        24.6 3%


Change







Ridership
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FY19 YTD Ridership vs Budget


• Total trips 2.0% below budget


• Weekdays 1.0% below budget


• Weekends 5.7% below budget


FY20 Budget


• Forecasted decline of 1.0% compared to 
FY19 year-end estimate due to:


• Uncertainty about core ridership 
growth


• Continued downward trend of 
weekend and evening trips


• Estimated impact to ridership due 
to full year of Transbay Tube 
Retrofit and 34.5 KV Cable projects


103.7
110.8


117.8 117.1
126.0 128.5 124.2 120.6 117.2 116.0


Annual Ridership (M)







Fare Revenue
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Fare Changes
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5.4% CPI-based fare increase (5.9% two-year inflation less 0.5%)
• Completes 2nd series of biennial Productivity-Adjusted Inflation Based Fare Increase 


Program, 2014-2020


• Calculation: Average of national and Bay Area inflation over 2 years, less one-half percent 
for BART productivity improvements


• Impact: ½ year of increase will generate ~$12M for high-priority capital projects in FY20


• Board must approve Title VI analysis


MTC’s Regional Means-based Transit Fare Discount Pilot Program 
• FY20 Budget assumes participation in MTC pilot program


• 20% discount for riders earning <200% of federal poverty level 


• Impact: Estimated $8M total annualized revenue loss, $4M net of MTC contribution; $2M 
net impact to BART for half year in FY20


• Subject to board approval


$0.50 increase in Mag Stripe Ticket Surcharge


• Subject to board approval







Parking Revenue
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• Daily and Permit Parking FY20 decrease primarily due to lost parking because of 
Transit Oriented Development projects at the Walnut Creek and Millbrae stations


• Demand-Based Parking Fees 
– Additional revenue generated dedicated to the Station Access Fund for access, 


modernization and rehabilitation
– 35 of 36 stations which offer parking have reached $3 Daily Fee price cap


• FY20 parking revenue budget is $36.5M and includes an estimated total of $15M  for 
the Station Access Fund


Parking Revenue


($millions) FY19 FY20


Adopted Prelim $ %


Daily  $           26.0  $           25.9  $    (0.1) 0%


Monthly Reserved                  8.5                  8.1        (0.4) -5%


Single Day Reserved                  1.4                  2.1          0.6 44%


Airport/Long Term                  0.6                  0.4        (0.2) -31%


Coliseum Event Parking                  0.1                     -          (0.1) -100%


TOTAL  $           36.7  $           36.5  $    (0.1) 0%


Change







Other Operating Revenue


• Advertising based on new contract


• Telecommunications decrease as focus continues to shift to new construction for 
fiber optics and wireless assets 


• Fines and Forfeitures increase from addition of parking enforcement officers with 
approved citation fee increases implemented in January 2017


• Building Leases from leasing vacant parcels, office space in MET building, and 
Special Entrance Agreements at Powell Street Station


• Other sources include investments, ground leases and miscellaneous revenues
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Other Operating Revenue


 ($millions) FY19 FY20


Adopted Preliminary $ %


Advertising  $           20.7  $           10.1  $ (10.5) -51%


Telecommunications                  8.4                  8.1        (0.4) -5%


Fines and Forfeitures                  3.3                  3.7          0.4 11%


Building Leases                  1.1                  1.8          0.7 65%


Other                  4.8                  4.8        (0.1) -2%


TOTAL  $           38.3  $           28.4  $    (9.9) -26%


Change







Sales Tax, Property Tax & STA


• Sales Tax FY20 budget $277M, up 3.2% from 
FY19 estimate 


– FY19 estimate: 4% growth, $3.7M higher than 
budget


– Steady growth


• Property Tax FY20 budget $50.6M, up 3.5% 
from FY19 estimate


• State Transit Assistance (STA) FY20 budget 
$39.2M, flat from FY19 estimate


– Includes $0.5M of FY19 Population-Based 
County Block Grant Program funds


– May 2019 Gov Budget revise could provide 
revised estimate
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Operating Uses


FY19 FY20


($ millions) Adopted Preliminary $ %


Labor 560.7$              591.4                30.8           5%


ADA Paratransit 16.1                  16.9                   0.9             5%


Purchased Transportation 14.1                  14.6                   0.5             4%


Power 43.8                  45.6                   1.8             4%


Other Non-Labor 133.1                130.7                (2.4)            (2%)


OPERTING EXPENSES 767.8                799.3                31.5           4%


Debt Service 46.6                  47.2                   0.6             1%


Capital Allocations 88.6                  92.8                   4.2             5%


Operating Allocations 19.1                  7.5                     (11.7)          (61%)


DEBT SERVICE AND ALLOCATIONS 154.4                147.5                (6.9)            (4%)


USES TOTAL 922.2                946.8                24.6$        3%


Change







Wages & Benefits
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Labor (Wages and Benefits) Budget Change 
($ millions) FY19 


Adopted 
FY20 


Preliminary 
$ % 


Wages 


 


 $      475.5         498.5     22.9  5% 


Overtime            23.8             31.8  8.0          
8.0  


34% 


CalPERS Pension            95.2           109.3         14.1  15% 


Other Pension Benefits            14.2             14.6  0.4          
0.4  


3% 


Active Employee Medical 83.2             81.9  (1.4) (2%) 


Retiree Medical  39.5             41.8  2.3 6% 


 
Workers’ Compensation            13.4             18.3           4.9  37% 


Capital Labor Credits        (210.2)        (231.7)      (21.5) 10% 


Other Labor            26.0             27.0  1.0          
1.0  


4% 


NET LABOR        560.7        591.4  


 


$    30.8  


 


5% 







FY20 Preliminary Budget Positions
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• FY19 Adjustments - positions abolished to 
fund mid-year position upgrades, and positions 
added for critical District needs


• FY20 Adjustments – primarily related to the 
budget balancing solutions for position savings


• Inspector General – new dept to comply with 
SB 595 mandate 


• FY20 New Initiatives – includes positions for 
Quality of Life/Safety & Security, Compliance,  
and Operational Efficiencies/Modernization


FY19 to FY20 Headcount Summary
Operating Capital/Reimb* Total FTEs


FY19 Adopted Budget 3,433.3    1,244.0                4,677.3    


FY19 Adjustments 12.0          (1.0)                       11.0          


FY20 Adjustments (62.6)         62.8                      0.1            


Inspector General -            1.0                        1.0            


FY20 New Initiatives 61.0          -                        61.0          


Total Adjustments 10.4          62.8                      73.1          


FY20 Preliminary Budget 3,443.6    1,306.8                4,750.4    
*The capital headcount is still being developed and will be presented prior to 


budget adoption.







Other Non Labor & Purchased Transportation
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FY19 FY20


($ millions) Adopted Preliminary $ %


Other Non-Labor


Clipper, Ticket Sales & Bank Fees 16.9$              17.8              0.9         5%


Insurance 10.1                9.8                (0.3)        (3%)


Materials & Supplies 35.3                35.2              (0.1)        (0%)


Professional/Tech, Consulting, Svcs, Fee 33.4                31.4              (1.9)        (6%)


Maintenance & Repairs 13.2                10.3              (2.9)        (22%)


Rent 14.7                16.3              1.6         11%


Utilities 4.4                  5.7                1.3         30%


Other Misc 5.2                  4.1                (1.0)        (20%)


TOTAL 133.1              130.7           (2.4)$      (2%)


Purchased Transportation


Paratransit 16.1$              16.9              0.8         5%


Muni Purchased Transportation 3.7                  3.8                0.1         3%


AC Transit Feeder Agreement 3.9                  4.1                0.2         5%


Purchased Transportation - OAC 6.5                  6.7                0.2         3%


TOTAL 30.2                31.6              1.4$      5%


Change







Electric Power
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• Supply: Costs for electric power supply are expected to increase 4% in FY20 due to short-
term wholesale electricity prices


• Transmission and Distribution: Costs are expected to increase 3% to 4% due to a modest 
increase in electric consumption as well as higher utility rates for these services


FY19 FY20


($ millions) Adopted Preliminary $ %


NCPA, Western, BART Power Supply 22.9$              23.8               1.0      4%


Transmission Services 10.9                 11.4               0.5      4%


Distribution Services 8.9                   9.2                  0.3      3%


NCPA Member Expenses 1.1                   1.2                  0.0 3%


TOTAL 43.8                 45.6               1.8$    4%


Change







Debt Service & Allocations
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• Baseline Capital Allocation: Funds local match for federal grants, station renovation, equipment 
and capital maintenance projects


• Priority Capital Projects/Programs: Net revenue from CPI-based fare increases to fund the ‘Big 3’
• Reserve for Economic Uncertainty: FY19 one-time, funded by one-time revenues


($ millions) FY19 FY20


Adopted Prelim $ %


Bond Debt Service 46.6$           47.2$           0.6$      1.3%


Baseline Capital Allocation 22.3              25.3              3.1        13.8%


Additional Capital Initiatives 7.6                0.1                (7.5)       -98.9%


Priority Capital Projects/Programs 42.9              52.2              9.3        21.7%


SFO Operations/New Car Allocation 4.8                -                (4.8)       -100.0%


Stations/Access Projects 3.7                3.9                0.2        4.8%


Other (Leases, OAC CARP, Met Bldg) 4.6                4.2                (0.4)       -8.7%


LCFS Allocation to Sustainability 3.3                7.1                3.8        117.7%


LCFS Allocation to Reserves 3.3                -                (3.3)       -100.0%


Allocation to Reserves - Econ Uncertainty 15.3              -                (15.3)    -100.0%


Alloc to Reserves - Fiscal Stability Pension -                10.0              10.0      


Reverse Operating Reserve -                (2.5)               (2.5)       


Total Debt Service & Allocations 154.4$         147.5$         (6.9)$    -4.5%


Change







FY20 Operating Budget Summary
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(mill ions)


FY19 


Adopted


FY20 


Preliminary


FY20 Prelim vs. 


FY19 Adopted


Revenue


Passenger Revenue (Rail and ADA) 485.9$        480.3$        (5.6)$                    


Fare Revenue for Operations 443.0          428.1          (14.9)                   


CPI-based Fare Increase Rev (dedicated to capital) 42.9            52.2            9.3                       


Non-Fare Revenue 74.9             64.9             (10.0)                    


Total Financial Assistance 361.3           401.6           40.3                     


Total Sources 922.2           946.8           24.6                     


Expense


Net Labor and Benefits 560.7           591.4           30.8                     


Power 43.8             45.6             1.8                        


Other Non-Labor 133.1           130.7           (2.4)                      


ADA Paratransit 16.1             16.9             0.9                        


Purchased Transportation 14.1             14.6             0.5                        


Total Expense 767.8           799.3           31.5                     


Debt Service and Allocations 154.4           147.5           (6.9)                      


TOTAL USES 922.2           946.8           24.6                     


Net Result -                 -                 -$                       







Capital Sources
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$104 $99 


$390 


$9 


$148 


$273 


$91 


$110 


$418 


$646 


$83 
$229 


$122 


$54 
Total: $1,355M


Total: $1,420M


FY19 ADOPTED FY20 PRELIMINARY


STATE FUNDING


FEDERAL FUNDING


MEASURE RR


EARTHQUAKE SAFETY PROGRAM 


GO BONDS


BART OPERATING ALLOCATIONS


RAIL CAR JOINT ACCOUNT


LOCAL/REGIONAL







Capital Uses
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$995 $983 


$104 $167 


$136 
$158 


$78 
$74 $35 
$30 


$7 $7 .5
Total: $1,355M


Total: $1,420M


FY19 ADOPTED FY20 PRELIMINARY


REIMBURSEMENT


SYSTEM EXPANSION


SAFETY & SECURITY


SERVICE & CAPACITY ENHANCEMENT


EARTHQUAKE SAFETY


SYSTEM REINVESTMENT







Capital Uses – System Reinvestment
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Other Facilities, 


$22M


Electrical & 


Mechanical 


Infrastructure, 


$76M


Hayward 


Maintenance 


Complex, $71MRail Cars, $262M


Stations, $101M


Sustainability, 


$10M


Track & 


Structures, $201M


Traction Power, 


$151M


Train Control & 


Communications, 


$89M


Total $983M







Capital Uses – Service & Capacity 
Enhancement
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Electrical & 


Mechanical 


Infrastructure, 


$21M


Shops & Yard Facility 


Improvements, $6M


Rail Car, $43M


Stations, $63M


Core Capacity 


Program, $3M


Track 


Improvements, 


$17 


Substation 


Renovation, 


$3M


Train Control & 


Communications, 


$1M


Total $158M







Capital Uses – Safety & Security
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Electrical & Mechanical 


Infrastructure, $35MSafety Barriers 


and Fall 


Protection, $2M


Stations, $2.5M


BART Police 


Department, 


$0.5M


Track & Structures 


Rehabilitation, $29M
Right-of-Way 


Improvements, 


$4M


Total $74M







Capital Uses – System Expansion
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Shops & Yards, 


$0.3M


Station Access, 


$1M
Sillicon Valley Extensions


(fully reimbursed by VTA), 


$23M


System Expansion 


Planning, $6M


Total $30M







Service Plan:  
Evolution During FY20


• New Cars: (Current projection)
– 115 by Sep ’19
– 160 by Feb ’20
– 200 by Jun ‘20


• Berryessa Extension
– Two-route service requires 60 cars 


• Provide all 10-car Transbay service
– Requires +30 cars 


• Continue lengthening Orange Line trains to 8 cars
– Requires +20 cars cars


• Replenish and expand ready reserve (gap protection) fleet
• Assumes retirement of 40 legacy cars
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February 2019 Service Plan


Weekday & Saturday Service


24







25


Service Plan: Hours of Service 


Current (February 2019)


Line Route Weekday Saturday Sunday


Green Warm Springs / Daly City 5:00 am to 7:00 pm 9:00 am to 7:00 pm


Orange Richmond / Warm Springs 5:00 am to midnight 6:00 am to midnight 8:00 am to midnight


Yellow Antioch / SFO 5:00 am to 9:00 pm 8:00 am to midnight


Yellow Antioch / SFO - Millbrae 9:00 pm to midnight 6:00 am to midnight


Red Richmond / Millbrae 5:00 am to 9:00 pm


Red Richmond / Daly City 9:00 am to 7:00 pm


Blue Dublin / Daly City 5:00 am to midnight 6:00 am to midnight


Blue Dublin / MacArthur 8:00 am to midnight


Purple SFO / Millbrae 6:00 am to 9:00 pm 8:00 am to midnight


OAC Coliseum / OAK 5:00 am to midnight 6:00 am to midnight 8:00 am to midnight







W
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Service Plan: Route Headways


Current (February 2019)


Line Peak Period Midday Evening1


Green 15 15


Orange 15 15 24


Yellow 15/10/5 15 24


Red 15 15 24


Blue 15 15 24


Purple 30 30


OAC 6 6 20 (after 11 pm)


Line Saturday
(6 am – 7 pm)


Sat. Evening   
(7 pm -12 am) 


Sunday
(8 am – 12 am)


Green 20 (9 AM start) Supplemental Trains1


Orange 20 20 20


Yellow 20 20 20


Red 20 (9 AM start) Supplemental Trains1


Blue 20 20 20


Purple 20


OAC 6 6 20 (after 11 pm)


1 Eight (8) extra scheduled Transbay train trips on Friday evening for additional capacity


1 Two (2) to Four (4) Green & Red Line trains operate in peak direction only during select hours







Line Route Trains x Cars


Required


Total Trains 
Required 


Total 
Cars


Yellow Antioch / SFO 13 x 10 13 130


Blue Dublin / Daly City 4 x 10, 6 x 9 10 94


Orange Richmond / Warm Springs 2 x 8, 9 x 6 11 70


Green Warm Springs / Daly City 10 x 10 10 100


Red Richmond / Millbrae 5 x 10, 5 x 9, 1 x 8 11 103


Yellow Peak Only 1 x 10, 8 x 9 9 82


Purple Millbrae / SFO 1 x 4 1 4


SUB-TOTAL 65 583


Ready Reserve 3 x 10, 1 x 9 4 39


Training & Testing 1 x 5 (FOTF) 1 5


TOTALS 70 627
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Service Plan: Car Requirements


Current (February 2019)


Revenue:  65 trains, 583 peak cars


System: 60 FOTF cars,  723 total cars available, 16.5% combined spare ratio  27







Line Route Weekday Saturday Sunday


Green Warm Springs / Daly City 5:00 am to 7:00 pm 9:00 am to 7:00 pm


Orange Richmond / Warm Springs 5:00 am to midnight 6:00 am to midnight 8:00 am to midnight


Yellow Antioch / SFO 5:00 am to 9:00 pm 8:00 am to midnight


Yellow Antioch / Millbrae-SFO 9:00 pm to midnight 6:00 am to midnight


Red Richmond / Millbrae 5:00 am to 9:00 pm


Red Richmond / Daly City 9:00 am to 7:00 pm


Blue Dublin / Daly City 5:00 am to midnight 6:00 am to midnight


Blue Dublin / MacArthur 8:00 to midnight


Purple SFO / Millbrae 6:00 am to 9:00 pm 8:00 am to midnight


OAC Coliseum / OAK 5:00 am to midnight 6:00 am to midnight 8:00 am to midnight
28


Service Plan: Hours of Service 


Proposed September 2019 (No changes)
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Service Plan: Route Headways


Proposed September 2019 (No changes)


Line Peak Period Midday Evening1


Green 15 15


Orange 15 15 24


Yellow 15/10/5 15 24


Red 15 15 24


Blue 15 15 24


Purple 30 30


OAC 6 6 20 (after 11 pm)


Line Saturday
(6 am – 6 pm)


Sat. Evening   
(7 pm -12 am) 


Sunday
(8 am – 12 am)


Green 20 (9 am start) Supplemental Trains1


Orange 20 20 20


Yellow 20 20 20


Red 20 (9 am start) Supplemental Trains1


Blue 20 20 20


Purple 20


OAC 6 6 20 (after 11 pm)


1 Eight (8) extra scheduled Transbay train trips operate on Friday evening for additional capacity


1 Two (2) to Four (4) Green & Red Line trains operate in peak direction only during select hours







Line Route Trains x Cars


Required


Total Trains 
Required 


Total 
Cars


Cars


Added


Yellow Antioch / SFO 13 x 10 13 130


Blue Dublin / Daly City 8 x 10 , 2 x 9 10 98 4


Orange Richmond / Warm Springs 4 x 8 , 7 x 6 11 74 4


Green Warm Springs / Daly City 10 x 10 10 100


Red Richmond / Millbrae 6 x 10 , 5 x 9 11 105 2


Yellow Peak Only 3 x 10 , 6 x 9 9 84 2


Purple Millbrae / SFO 1 x 4 1 4


SUB-TOTAL 65 595 12


Ready Reserve 3 x 10 , 1 x 9 4 39


Training & Testing
1 x 5 (FOTF)


2 x 3 (Berryessa)
3 11


TOTALS 72 645
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Service Plan: Car Requirements


Proposed September 2019


Revenue:  65 trains, 595 peak cars


System: 115 FOTF cars,  774 total cars available, 21.7% combined spare ratio  30







31


Service Plan: Hours of Service 


Proposed February 2020  (With SVBX)


Line Route Weekday Saturday Sunday


Green Berryessa / Daly City 5:00 am to 7:00 pm 9:00 am to 7:00 pm


Orange Richmond / Berryessa 5:00 am to midnight 6:00 am to midnight 8:00 am to midnight


Yellow Antioch / SFO 5:00 am to midnight 8:00 am to midnight


Yellow Antioch / SFO - Millbrae 6:00 am to midnight


Red Richmond / Millbrae 5:00 am to 9:00 pm


Red Richmond / Daly City 9:00 am to 7:00 pm


Blue Dublin / Daly City 5:00 am to midnight 6:00 am to midnight


Blue Dublin / MacArthur 8:00 am to midnight


Purple SFO / Millbrae 6:00 am to midnight 8:00 am to midnight


OAC Coliseum / OAK 5:00 am to midnight 6:00 am to midnight 8:00 am to midnight
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Service Plan: Route Headways


Proposed February 2020  (With SVBX)


Line Peak Period Midday Evening1


Green 15 15


Orange 15 15 24


Yellow 15/10/5 15 24


Red 15 15 24


Blue 15 15 24


Purple 30 30 24


OAC 6 6 20 (after 11 pm)


Line Saturday
(6 am – 6 pm)


Sat. Evening   
(7 pm -12 am) 


Sunday
(8 am – 12 am)


Green 20 (9 am start) Supplemental Trains1


Orange 20 20 20


Yellow 20 20 20


Red 20 (9 am start) Supplemental Trains1


Blue 20 20 20


Purple 20


OAC 6 6 20 (after 11 pm)


1 Eight (8) extra scheduled Transbay train trips operate on Friday evening for additional capacity


1 Two (2) to Four (4) Green & Red Line trains operate in peak direction only during select hours







Line Route Trains x Cars


Required


Total Trains 
Required 


Total 
Cars


Cars


Added


Yellow Antioch / SFO 13 x 10 13 130


Blue Dublin / Daly City 10 x 10 10 100 2


Orange Richmond / Berryessa 6 x 8 , 6 x 6 12 84 10


Green Berryessa / Daly City 13 x 10 13 130 30


Red Richmond / Millbrae 11 x 10 11 110 5


Green Peak Only 1 x 10 1 10 10


Yellow Peak Only 9 x 10 9 90 6


Purple Millbrae / SFO 1 x 4 1 4


SUB-TOTAL 70 658 63


Ready Reserve 5 x 10 5 50


Training & Testing 0 0 0


TOTALS 75 708
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Service Plan: Car Requirements


Proposed February 2020  (With SVBX)


Revenue:  70 trains, 658 peak cars


System: 160 FOTF cars,  819 total cars available, 17.0% combined spare ratio 33







Customer Experience: 


Service Reliability
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FY16 FY17 FY18 FY19 FY20


Actual Actual Actual Q3 YTD Goals


Passenger On-Time Performance 91.46% 91.03% 92.35% 92.95% 94%


Trains On-Time Performance 87.52% 86.45% 87.31% 90.03% 91%


Mean Time Between Service Delays 4,649 5,051 4,422 4,864 4,650


Train Control 
(delays/100 train runs)


1.51 1.50 1.28 0.70 1.00


Transportation
(delays/100 train runs)


0.50 0.54 0.55 0.49 0.50


Traction Power 
(delays/100 train runs)


0.29 0.29 0.11 0.20 0.20


Computer Control 
(delays/100 train runs)


0.10 0.093 0.051 0.21 0.08


BART Police 
(delays/100 train runs)


1.77 2.01 2.16 2.45 2.00







Customer Experience:  


Equipment Availability
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FY16 FY17 FY18 FY19 FY20


Actual Actual Actual Q3 YTD Goal


Car Availability 582 595 587 616 645/708


AFC Gates 99.29% 99.03% 99.49% 99.56% 99.50%


AFC Vendors 95.72% 95.75% 96.69% 98.71% 96.50%


Escalator Street 89.46% 87.56% 88.66% 91.18% 93.00%


Escalator Platform 95.29% 96.42% 95.73% 97.07% 96.00%


Elevator Station 98.50% 98.54% 98.29% 98.74% 98.25%


Elevator Garage 95.06% 95.22% 97.66% 96.77% 97.00%







FY20 Proposed Initiatives 
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($ millions) FTE Op Cap Total
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Additional Police Officers 19.0 $    2.1 - 2.1 


Additional Fare Inspectors 4.0 0.5 - 0.5 


Homelessness* - 1.6 0.5 2.0


Fare Evasion Deterrent/Station Hardening* - - 0.4 0.4 


Quality of Life Subtotal 23.0 $    4.1 0.9 $  5.0


C
o


m
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Drug & Alcohol Testing 1.0 $    0.2 - 0.2 


Safety Training - 0.3 - 0.3 


Early Warning Devices - 0.4 - 0.4 


Fitness for Duty 1.0 0.3 - 0.3 


Fire & Life Safety 2.0 0.5 - 0.5 


Accessibility Investments 2.0 1.2 0.1 1.2 


Payment Card Industry Compliance - 0.3 - 0.3 


Compliance Subtotal 6.0 $    3.1 0.1 $  3.3


*Stations & Access Initiatives







FY20 Proposed Initiatives (cont.)
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($ millions) FTE Op Cap Total
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Transportation Management 4.0 $    0.9 - 0.9 


Procurement 15.0 1.7 - 1.7 


Payroll 2.0 0.3 - 0.3 


OCIO Help Desk Support 2.0 0.3 - 0.3 


HASTUS Software - 0.8   - 0.8 


Strategic Budget Administrator 1.0 0.2 - 0.2 


Maximo Software Support 1.0 0.2 - 0.2 


Leave Management 1.0 0.2 - 0.2 


Budget Analysis 1.0 0.2 - 0.2 


Measure RR Operating Support 2.0 2.8 - 2.8 


Operational Utilities - 1.1 - 1.1 


MET Building Maintenance 3.0 0.3 - 0.3 


BART to Antioch Operations - 0.9 - 0.9 


Modernization, Efficiency & Fin. Stability Subtotal 32.0 $      9.9 - $     9.9


Total 61.0 $    17.3 0.9 $   18.2







FY20 Budget Adjustment 


• Community Ambassador Program Pilot


• Staff currently evaluating pilot structure and costs


• Offsetting cost reduction will need to be identified
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FY20 Budget: Schedule
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• Jan 24: Financial Outlook (Board Workshop)


• Feb 28: Financial Outlook for FY20


• Mar 29: FY20 Preliminary Budget Memo release


• Apr 11: FY20 Preliminary Budget Overview


• May 9: FY20 Budget - Sources, Uses and Service Plan; 


Capital Budget


• May 23: FY20 Public Hearing; Adopt Proposition 4 Limit


• Jun 13: Adopt FY20 Budget Resolution
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SB 50 (Wiener) Analysis and Recommendation 


 
TITLE: SB 50 – Planning and zoning: housing development: incentives 


 


AUTHOR(S): Senate: Wiener (D-San Francisco), Caballero (D-Salinas), Hueso (D-San Diego), 


Moorlach (R-Costa Mesa), Skinner (D-Berkeley), Stone (D-Scotts Valley) 


 


Assembly: Burke (D-Marina Del Rey), Chu (D-San Jose), (Diep (R- Huntington Beach), Fong (R-


Bakersfield), Kalra (D-San Jose), Kiley (R-Rocklin), Low (D-Campbell), McCarty (D-Sacramento), Rivas 


(D-Hollister), Ting (D-San Francisco), Wicks (D-Oakland) 


 


SPONSOR(S): California YIMBY, Non-Profit Housing Association of Northern California 


 


BACKGROUND:  
Senator Wiener, Chair of the Senate Housing Committee, and Senator McGuire, Chair of the Senate 


Governance and Finance Committee, have been working for the past several months to reconcile provisions 


within their respective bills, SB 50 and SB 4, that each encourage more housing near transit throughout 


California.  Both bills passed out of the Senate Housing Committee on April 2 and were heard in the Senate 


Governance and Finance Committee on April 24.  In the Governance and Finance Committee, it was 


announced that SB 50 would be significantly amended to incorporate priorities within SB 4.  SB 50 passed 


out of the Governance and Finance Committee (6-1) and will be the legislative vehicle for this compromise 


moving forward.  SB 4 will be held in committee. 


 


PURPOSE:  


SB 50 would authorize developers to claim a new “equitable communities incentive” for a project in either 


a “transit-rich” or “job-rich” area as defined and reduce local zoning standards when a development meets 


specified requirements.  The bill was amended on May 1 and the main tenants now include:    


 


Project Requirements and Approvals  


• Transit-rich projects must be located within a one-half mile of a major transit stop (rail or ferry) or 


one-quarter mile of a stop on a high-quality bus corridor  


• Job-rich projects must be located within an area designated by the Department of Housing and 


Community Development that is high opportunity and jobs rich (i.e. close proximity to jobs, high 


area median income relative to the region, and high-quality public schools) 


• A residential development must be located on a site that, at the time of application, is zoned to allow 


housing as an underlying use 


• Projects must comply with all generally applicable approval requirements - local conditional use or 


other discretionary approvals, CEQA, or a streamlined approval process that includes labor 


protections   


• Projects must comply with all other relevant standards, requirements, and prohibitions imposed by 


the local government regarding architectural design, restrictions on or oversight of demolition, 


impact fees, and community benefits agreements 


 



https://www.curbed.com/2018/5/4/17317362/california-housing-crisis-affordability-report
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Zoning Provisions in Counties over 600,000 Population  


• Projects within a one-half mile of a major transit stop – heights no less than 45 feet; minimum Floor 


Area Ratio (FAR) limit of 2.5; no minimum parking requirement; density limits waived 


• Projects within a one-quarter mile of major transit stop – heights no less than 55 feet; minimum 


FAR limit of 3.25; no minimum parking requirement; density limits waived 


• Projects in jobs rich area or within a one-quarter mile of a bus stop (with 10 minute headways during 


peak time) – no changes to height limit or FAR; minimum parking waived up to 0.5 space/unit; 


density limits waived  


• Parcels in legislatively-adopted historic districts in existence as of 2010 are exempt  


 


Zoning Provisions in Counties with 600,000 Population or Less 


• Waiver from density limits (with minimum of 30 units/acre in urban jurisdictions and 20 units/ acre 


in suburban jurisdictions); height limits of zoning plus one story; and FAR of 0.6 times the number 


of stories for projects within a one-half mile of rail/ferry in cities over 50,000 


• No minimum parking within one-quarter mile of rail in cities over 100,000; 0.5 spaces/unit 


minimum everywhere else  


• All the above would pertain only to infill parcels, as defined 


 


Inclusionary Housing Requirements 


• If a project has more than 20 residential units, the developer shall include the following:  


Project Size Inclusionary Requirement 


21– 200 units 15% lower income; or  


8% very low income; or 


6% extremely low income 


201–350 units 17% lower income; or  


10% very low income; or 


8% extremely low income 


351 or more units 25% lower income; or  


15% very low income; or 


11% extremely low income 


• Or a developer can make a dedication of land or direct in-lieu fee payment to a housing provider 


constructing 100% affordable housing within half-mile of original project site 


• A certificate of occupancy on market rate development shall not be issued without a building permit 


issued for required inclusionary housing project 


• If a local government has adopted inclusionary housing requirements that exceed the above levels, 


SB 50 projects must comply with local ordinance    


 


Anti-Displacement Provisions 


• Proposed project site cannot contain housing occupied by tenants within the past seven years or 


where a unit has been taken off the market via the Ellis Act within the past 15 years 


 


Potentially Sensitive Communities 


• Include, at a minimum, areas designated as “high segregation and poverty” or “low-resource “by 


the California Tax Credit Allocation Committee; a census tract in the top 25% of Cal EnviroScreen 


scores; a qualified census tract identified by the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban 


Development for 2019. 


• Within the Bay Area, areas identified using the Metropolitan Transportation Commission’s map of 


disadvantaged and vulnerable communities 
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• For delayed implementation, jurisdictions must opt-in, before July 1, 2020, to a community 


planning process based on specified requirements 


• The council of government (COG) or the county board of supervisors in counties without a COG 


will be responsible for running process to identify sensitive communities with minimum 


requirements for outreach to disadvantaged populations 


• A community plan must be adopted before July 1, 2025 


 


Other Applicable Amendments (Statewide) 


• Fourplexes allowed by right (regardless of jurisdiction population) in residential areas on vacant land.  


No demolition of existing structures or housing that has been occupied within the past 10 years, but 


allows for conversions; must comply with all other local regulations (setbacks, lot coverage, height, 


etc.) and include SB 35 provisions on eligible parcels 


• Coastal zone cities with populations less than 50,000 are exempt  


• High fire hazard severity zones are exempt 


• Bill applies to infill parcels in coastal zone regardless of jurisdiction size 


 


BART IMPACT:  


SB 50 is complimentary to many aspects of BART’s Transit Oriented Development (TOD) Policy because 


it incentivizes the building of housing near transit. BART stations by nature are major transit stops and could 


see an increase in the number of housing units built within a half-mile radius.  Denser housing near BART 


could increase ridership as data shows that residents within a half-mile of BART are twice as likely to walk, 


bike or take transit for their commute trip, and own fewer cars. In addition, housing next to high-quality 


transit offers a sustainable way to ensure ongoing ridership, which helps reduce freeway congestion and 


greenhouse gas emissions related to vehicle trips.  All counties within the BART service area would be 


subject to zoning provisions for counties with populations greater than 600,000.  The counties of Marin, 


Napa, Solano, and Sonoma have populations of less than 600,000.      


 


In relation to AB 2923 (Chiu and Grayson) passed last session, SB 50 has the potential to impact future 


residential developments pursued on BART-owned land.  SB 50 does not interfere with BART’s process for 


setting TOD standards for stations, but in some cases may provide additional incentives and flexibility to a 


developer regarding zoning.   


 


KNOWN SUPPORT/OPPOSITION: 
Support: 3,025 Individuals; 6beds, Inc.; AARP; Bay Area Council; Bridge Housing Corporation; Building 


Industry Association of The Bay Area; Burbank Housing Development Corporation; Calasian Chamber of 


Commerce; California Apartment Association; California Chamber of Commerce; California Community 


Builders; California National Party; California Yimby; Dana Point Chamber Of Commerce; Emeryville; 


City of; Facebook, Inc.; Fieldstead and Company, Inc.; Fossil Free California; Greater Washington; 


Hamilton Families; Local Government Commission; Los Angeles Area Chamber of Commerce; Ms.; 


Murrieta Chamber of Commerce; Natural Resources Defense Council; North Orange County Chamber of 


Commerce; Oakland Metropolitan Chamber of Commerce; Office of The Mayor, San Francisco; Orange 


County Business Council; Oxnard Chamber of Commerce; Related California; San Francisco Bay Area 


Rapid Transit District; Santa Cruz County Chamber of Commerce; Santa Maria Valley Chamber of 


Commerce; Silicon Valley At Home (Sv@Home); Silicon Valley Leadership Group; South Bay Jewish 


Federation; South Bay Yimby; Spur; State Council on Developmental Disabilities; Stripe; Technet-


Technology Network; The Silicon Valley Organization; Tmg Partners; Valley Industry And Commerce 


Association; Yimby Action 
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Opposition: 1,850 Individuals; Aids Healthcare Foundation; Alliance of Californians for Community 


Empowerment (Acce) Action; American Planning Association, California Chapter; Asian Pacific 


Environmental Network; Barbary Coast Neighborhood Association; Bay Area Transportation Working 


Group; Berkeley Tenants Union; Brentwood Community Council - West Los Angeles; Causa Justa: Just 


Cause; Central Valley Empowerment Alliance; Century Glen Hoa; City of Brentwood; City of Chino Hills; 


City of Cupertino; City of Downey; City of Glendale; City of Lafayette; City of Lakewood; City of La 


Mirada; City of Palo Alto; City of Rancho Cucamonga; City of Rancho Palos Verdes; City of Pinole; City 


of Redondo Beach; City of San Francisco; City of San Mateo; City of Santa Clarita; City of Solana Beach; 


City of Sunnyvale; City of Vista; Coalition for San Francisco Neighborhoods; Preserve LA; Concerned 


Citizens of Los Feliz; Cow Hollow Association; Dolores Heights Improvement Club; Dolores Street 


Community Services; East Mission Improvement Association; East Yard Communities for Environmental 


Justice; City of Glendora; Grayburn Avenue Block Club; Homeowners of Encino; Housing for All 


Burlingame; Housing Rights Committee of San Francisco; Jobs with Justice San Francisco; Jordan Park 


Improvement Association; Legal Services for Prisoners with Children; League of California Cities; Los 


Angeles Tenants Union - Hollywood Local Case Worker; Los Angeles Tenants Union -- Networking Team; 


Miraloma Park Improvement Club; Mission Economic Development Agency; New Livable California Dba 


Livable California; Noe Neighborhood Council; Northeast Business Economic Development Dba Northeast 


Business Association; City of Pasadena; Planning Association for the Richmond; Poder; Redstone Labor 


Temple Association; Regional-Video; Sacred Heart Community Service; San Francisco Senior And 


Disability Action; San Francisco Rising Alliance; San Francisco Tenants Union; Save Capp Street; Senior 


and Disability Action; SF Ocean Edge; Sherman Oaks Homeowners Association; South Bay Cities Council 


Of Governments; South Brentwood Residents Association; South of Market Community Action Network; 


Stand Up For San Francisco; Sunset-Parkside Education And Action Committee (Speak); Sutro Avenue 


Block Club/Leimert Park; Telegraph Hill Dwellers; Tenant Sanctuary; Tenants Together; The San Francisco 


Marina Community Association; Toluca Lake Homeowners Association; United to Save the Mission; Urban 


Habitat; West Mar Vista Residents Association; Yah! (Yes to Affordable Housing) 


 


OTHER COMMENTS: 
In 2017, BART took a “support if amended” position on Senator Wiener’s SB 827. The bill would have 


exempted a transit-rich housing project within a half-mile of a major transit stop or quarter-mile of a stop on 


a “high quality transit corridor” from various local requirements including maximum controls on density and 


minimum parking.  The bill died in the Senate Transportation and Housing Committee. 


 


STATUS:  
Introduced on 12/13/18; referred to Senate Committee on Housing and Senate Committee on Governance 


and Finance on 1/24/19; amended 3/11/19; passed out of the Senate Committee on Housing (9-1) on 4/2/19; 


passed out of the Senate Committee on Governance and Finance (6-1) as amended on 4/24/19; amended on 


5/1/19. 


 


RECOMMENDATION: 


☒ Support ☐ Watch  ☐    Oppose  
 


Analysis completed on 5/1/19. 







AMENDED IN SENATE MAY 1, 2019 


AMENDED IN SENATE MARCH 11, 2019 


SENATE BILL  No. 50 


Introduced by Senator Wiener 
(Coauthors: Senators Caballero, Hueso, Moorlach, Skinner, and 


Stone) 
(Coauthors: Assembly Members Burke, Chu, Diep, Fong, Kalra, Kiley, 


Low, McCarty, Robert Rivas, Ting, and Wicks) 


December 3, 2018 


An act to amend Section 65589.5 of, to add Sections 65913.5 and 
65913.6 to, and to add Chapter 4.35 (commencing with Section 
65918.50) to Division 1 of Title 7 of of, the Government Code, relating 
to housing. 


legislative counsel’s digest 


SB 50, as amended, Wiener. Planning and zoning: housing 
development: incentives. 


 Existing 
(1)  Existing law authorizes a development proponent to submit an 


application for a multifamily housing development that satisfies specified 
planning objective standards to be subject to a streamlined, ministerial 
approval process, as provided, and not subject to a conditional use 
permit. 


This bill would authorize a development proponent of a neighborhood 
multifamily project located on an eligible parcel to submit an application 
for a streamlined, ministerial approval process that is not subject to a 
conditional use permit. The bill would define a “neighborhood 
multifamily project” to mean a project to construct a multifamily 
structure on vacant land, or to convert an existing structure that does 
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not require substantial exterior alteration into a multifamily structure, 
consisting of up to 4 residential dwelling units and that meets local 
height, setback, and lot coverage zoning requirements as they existed 
on July 1, 2019. The bill would also define “eligible parcel” to mean 
a parcel that meets specified requirements, including requirements 
relating to the location of the parcel and restricting the demolition of 
certain housing development that may already exist on the site. 


This bill would require a local agency to notify the development 
proponent in writing if the local agency determines that the development 
conflicts with any of the requirements provided for streamlined 
ministerial approval; otherwise, the development is deemed to comply 
with those requirements. The bill would limit the authority of a local 
agency to impose parking standards or requirements on a streamlined 
development approved pursuant to these provisions, as provided. The 
bill would provide that the approval of a project under these provisions 
expires automatically after 3 years, unless that project qualifies for a 
one-time, one-year extension of that approval. The bill would provide 
that approval pursuant to its provisions would remain valid for 3 years 
and remain valid thereafter, so long as vertical construction of the 
development has begun and is in progress, and would authorize a 
discretionary one-year extension, as provided. The bill would prohibit 
a local agency from adopting any requirement that applies to a project 
solely or partially on the basis that the project receives ministerial or 
streamlined approval pursuant to these provisions. 


This bill would allow a local agency to exempt a project from the 
streamlined ministerial approval process described above by finding 
that the project will cause a specific adverse impact to public health 
and safety, and there is no feasible method to satisfactorily mitigate or 
avoid the adverse impact. 


The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires a lead 
agency, as defined, to prepare, or cause to be prepared, and certify the 
completion of, an environmental impact report on a project that it 
proposes to carry out or approve that may have a significant effect on 
the environment or to adopt a negative declaration if it finds that the 
project will not have that effect. CEQA also requires a lead agency to 
prepare a mitigated negative declaration for a project that may have 
a significant effect on the environment if revisions in the project would 
avoid or mitigate that effect and there is no substantial evidence that 
the project, as revised, would have a significant effect on the 
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environment. CEQA does not apply to the approval of ministerial 
projects. 


This bill would establish a streamlined ministerial approval process 
for neighborhood multifamily and transit-oriented projects, thereby 
exempting these projects from the CEQA approval process. 


(2)  Existing law, known as the Density Bonus Law, density bonus 
law, requires, when an applicant proposes a housing development within 
the jurisdiction of a local government, that the city, county, or city and 
county provide the developer with a density bonus and other incentives 
or concessions for the production of lower income housing units or for 
the donation of land within the development if the developer, among 
other things, agrees to construct a specified percentage of units for very 
low, low-, or moderate-income households or qualifying residents. 


This bill would require a city, county, or city and county to grant 
upon request an equitable communities incentive when a development 
proponent seeks and agrees to construct a residential development, as 
defined, that satisfies specified criteria, including, among other things, 
that the residential development is either a job-rich housing project or 
a transit-rich housing project, as those terms are defined; the site does 
not contain, or has not contained, housing occupied by tenants or 
accommodations withdrawn from rent or lease in accordance with 
specified law within specified time periods; and the residential 
development complies with specified additional requirements under 
existing law. The bill would impose additional requirements on a 
residential development located within a county with a population equal 
to or less than 600,000. The bill would require that a residential 
development within a county with a population greater than 600,000 
that is eligible for an equitable communities incentive receive receive, 
upon request, waivers from maximum controls on density and minimum
controls on automobile parking requirements greater than 0.5 parking 
spots per unit, up to 3 additional incentives or concessions under the 
Density Bonus Law, and unit. The bill would require that a residential 
development also receive specified additional waivers if the residential 
development is located within a 1⁄2 -mile or 1⁄4 -mile radius of a major 
transit stop, as defined. For a residential development within a county 
with a population equal to or less than 600,000, the bill would instead 
require that the incentive provide waivers from maximum controls on 
density, subject to certain limitations; maximum height limitations less 
than or equal to one story, or 15 feet, above the highest allowable height 
for mixed use or residential use; maximum floor area ratio requirements 
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less than 0.6 times the number of stories in the proposed project; and 
minimum automobile parking requirements, as provided. The bill would 
require a local government to grant an equitable communities incentive 
unless it makes a specified finding regarding the effects of the incentive 
on any real property or historic district that is listed on a federal or 
state register of historical resources. The bill would authorize a local 
government to modify or expand the terms of an equitable communities 
incentive, provided that the equitable communities incentive is consistent 
with these provisions. 


The bill would include findings that the changes proposed by these 
provisions address a matter of statewide concern rather than a municipal 
affair and, therefore, apply to all cities, including charter cities. The bill 
would also delay implementation of these provisions in potentially
sensitive communities, as defined, until July 1, 2020, as provided. 2020. 
The bill would further delay implementation of these provisions in 
sensitive communities, determined as provided, until January 1, 2026, 
unless the city or county in which the area is located votes to make 
these provisions applicable after a specified petition and public hearing 
process. On and after January 1, 2026, the bill would apply these 
provisions to a sensitive community unless the city or county adopts a 
community plan for the area that meets certain requirements.


By adding to the duties of local planning officials, this bill would 
impose a state-mandated local program. 


The Housing Accountability Act prohibits a local agency from 
disapproving, or conditioning approval in a manner that renders 
infeasible, a housing development project for very low, low-, or 
moderate-income households or an emergency shelter that complies 
with applicable, objective general plan, zoning, and subdivision 
standards and criteria in effect at the time the application for the project 
is deemed complete unless the local agency makes specified written 
findings based on a preponderance of the evidence in the record. That 
law provides that the receipt of a density bonus is not a valid basis on 
which to find a proposed housing development is inconsistent, not in 
compliance, or not in conformity with an applicable plan, program, 
policy, ordinance, standard, requirement, or other similar provision of 
that act. 


This bill would additionally provide that the receipt of an equitable 
communities incentive is not a valid basis on which to find a proposed 
housing development is inconsistent, not in compliance, or not in 
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conformity with an applicable plan, program, policy, ordinance, 
standard, requirement, or other similar provision of that act. 


(3)  By adding to the duties of local planning officials, this bill would 
impose a state-mandated local program. 


The California Constitution requires the state to reimburse local 
agencies and school districts for certain costs mandated by the state. 
Statutory provisions establish procedures for making that reimbursement. 


This bill would provide that no reimbursement is required by this act 
for a specified reason. 


Vote:   majority.   Appropriation:   no.  Fiscal committee:   yes.


State-mandated local program:   yes.


The people of the State of California do enact as follows: 


 line 1 SECTION 1. Section 65589.5 of the Government Code is 
 line 2 amended to read: 
 line 3 65589.5. (a)  (1)  The Legislature finds and declares all of the 
 line 4 following: 
 line 5 (A)  The lack of housing, including emergency shelters, is a 
 line 6 critical problem that threatens the economic, environmental, and 
 line 7 social quality of life in California. 
 line 8 (B)  California housing has become the most expensive in the 
 line 9 nation. The excessive cost of the state’s housing supply is partially 


 line 10 caused by activities and policies of many local governments that 
 line 11 limit the approval of housing, increase the cost of land for housing, 
 line 12 and require that high fees and exactions be paid by producers of 
 line 13 housing. 
 line 14 (C)  Among the consequences of those actions are discrimination 
 line 15 against low-income and minority households, lack of housing to 
 line 16 support employment growth, imbalance in jobs and housing, 
 line 17 reduced mobility, urban sprawl, excessive commuting, and air 
 line 18 quality deterioration. 
 line 19 (D)  Many local governments do not give adequate attention to 
 line 20 the economic, environmental, and social costs of decisions that 
 line 21 result in disapproval of housing development projects, reduction 
 line 22 in density of housing projects, and excessive standards for housing 
 line 23 development projects. 
 line 24 (2)  In enacting the amendments made to this section by the act 
 line 25 adding this paragraph, the Legislature further finds and declares 
 line 26 the following: 
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 line 1 (A)  California has a housing supply and affordability crisis of 
 line 2 historic proportions. The consequences of failing to effectively 
 line 3 and aggressively confront this crisis are hurting millions of 
 line 4 Californians, robbing future generations of the chance to call 
 line 5 California home, stifling economic opportunities for workers and 
 line 6 businesses, worsening poverty and homelessness, and undermining 
 line 7 the state’s environmental and climate objectives. 
 line 8 (B)  While the causes of this crisis are multiple and complex, 
 line 9 the absence of meaningful and effective policy reforms to 


 line 10 significantly enhance the approval and supply of housing affordable 
 line 11 to Californians of all income levels is a key factor. 
 line 12 (C)  The crisis has grown so acute in California that supply, 
 line 13 demand, and affordability fundamentals are characterized in the 
 line 14 negative: underserved demands, constrained supply, and protracted 
 line 15 unaffordability. 
 line 16 (D)  According to reports and data, California has accumulated 
 line 17 an unmet housing backlog of nearly 2,000,000 units and must 
 line 18 provide for at least 180,000 new units annually to keep pace with 
 line 19 growth through 2025. 
 line 20 (E)  California’s overall homeownership rate is at its lowest level 
 line 21 since the 1940s. The state ranks 49th out of the 50 states in 
 line 22 homeownership rates as well as in the supply of housing per capita. 
 line 23 Only one-half of California’s households are able to afford the 
 line 24 cost of housing in their local regions. 
 line 25 (F)  Lack of supply and rising costs are compounding inequality 
 line 26 and limiting advancement opportunities for many Californians. 
 line 27 (G)  The majority of California renters, more than 3,000,000 
 line 28 households, pay more than 30 percent of their income toward rent 
 line 29 and nearly one-third, more than 1,500,000 households, pay more 
 line 30 than 50 percent of their income toward rent. 
 line 31 (H)  When Californians have access to safe and affordable 
 line 32 housing, they have more money for food and health care; they are 
 line 33 less likely to become homeless and in need of 
 line 34 government-subsidized services; their children do better in school; 
 line 35 and businesses have an easier time recruiting and retaining 
 line 36 employees. 
 line 37 (I)  An additional consequence of the state’s cumulative housing 
 line 38 shortage is a significant increase in greenhouse gas emissions 
 line 39 caused by the displacement and redirection of populations to states 
 line 40 with greater housing opportunities, particularly working- and 
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 line 1 middle-class households. California’s cumulative housing shortfall 
 line 2 therefore has not only national but international environmental 
 line 3 consequences. 
 line 4 (J)  California’s housing picture has reached a crisis of historic 
 line 5 proportions despite the fact that, for decades, the Legislature has 
 line 6 enacted numerous statutes intended to significantly increase the 
 line 7 approval, development, and affordability of housing for all income 
 line 8 levels, including this section. 
 line 9 (K)  The Legislature’s intent in enacting this section in 1982 and 


 line 10 in expanding its provisions since then was to significantly increase 
 line 11 the approval and construction of new housing for all economic 
 line 12 segments of California’s communities by meaningfully and 
 line 13 effectively curbing the capability of local governments to deny, 
 line 14 reduce the density for, or render infeasible housing development 
 line 15 projects and emergency shelters. That intent has not been fulfilled. 
 line 16 (L)  It is the policy of the state that this section should be 
 line 17 interpreted and implemented in a manner to afford the fullest 
 line 18 possible weight to the interest of, and the approval and provision 
 line 19 of, housing. 
 line 20 (3)  It is the intent of the Legislature that the conditions that 
 line 21 would have a specific, adverse impact upon the public health and 
 line 22 safety, as described in paragraph (2) of subdivision (d) and 
 line 23 paragraph (1) of subdivision (j), arise infrequently. 
 line 24 (b)  It is the policy of the state that a local government not reject 
 line 25 or make infeasible housing development projects, including 
 line 26 emergency shelters, that contribute to meeting the need determined 
 line 27 pursuant to this article without a thorough analysis of the economic, 
 line 28 social, and environmental effects of the action and without 
 line 29 complying with subdivision (d). 
 line 30 (c)  The Legislature also recognizes that premature and 
 line 31 unnecessary development of agricultural lands for urban uses 
 line 32 continues to have adverse effects on the availability of those lands 
 line 33 for food and fiber production and on the economy of the state. 
 line 34 Furthermore, it is the policy of the state that development should 
 line 35 be guided away from prime agricultural lands; therefore, in 
 line 36 implementing this section, local jurisdictions should encourage, 
 line 37 to the maximum extent practicable, in filling existing urban areas. 
 line 38 (d)  A local agency shall not disapprove a housing development 
 line 39 project, including farmworker housing as defined in subdivision 
 line 40 (h) of Section 50199.7 of the Health and Safety Code, for very 
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 line 1 low, low-, or moderate-income households, or an emergency 
 line 2 shelter, or condition approval in a manner that renders the housing 
 line 3 development project infeasible for development for the use of very 
 line 4 low, low-, or moderate-income households, or an emergency 
 line 5 shelter, including through the use of design review standards, 
 line 6 unless it makes written findings, based upon a preponderance of 
 line 7 the evidence in the record, as to one of the following: 
 line 8 (1)  The jurisdiction has adopted a housing element pursuant to 
 line 9 this article that has been revised in accordance with Section 65588, 


 line 10 is in substantial compliance with this article, and the jurisdiction 
 line 11 has met or exceeded its share of the regional housing need 
 line 12 allocation pursuant to Section 65584 for the planning period for 
 line 13 the income category proposed for the housing development project, 
 line 14 provided that any disapproval or conditional approval shall not be 
 line 15 based on any of the reasons prohibited by Section 65008. If the 
 line 16 housing development project includes a mix of income categories, 
 line 17 and the jurisdiction has not met or exceeded its share of the regional 
 line 18 housing need for one or more of those categories, then this 
 line 19 paragraph shall not be used to disapprove or conditionally approve 
 line 20 the housing development project. The share of the regional housing 
 line 21 need met by the jurisdiction shall be calculated consistently with 
 line 22 the forms and definitions that may be adopted by the Department 
 line 23 of Housing and Community Development pursuant to Section 
 line 24 65400. In the case of an emergency shelter, the jurisdiction shall 
 line 25 have met or exceeded the need for emergency shelter, as identified 
 line 26 pursuant to paragraph (7) of subdivision (a) of Section 65583. Any 
 line 27 disapproval or conditional approval pursuant to this paragraph 
 line 28 shall be in accordance with applicable law, rule, or standards. 
 line 29 (2)  The housing development project or emergency shelter as 
 line 30 proposed would have a specific, adverse impact upon the public 
 line 31 health or safety, and there is no feasible method to satisfactorily 
 line 32 mitigate or avoid the specific specific, adverse impact without 
 line 33 rendering the development unaffordable to low- and 
 line 34 moderate-income households or rendering the development of the 
 line 35 emergency shelter financially infeasible. As used in this paragraph, 
 line 36 a “specific, adverse impact” means a significant, quantifiable, 
 line 37 direct, and unavoidable impact, based on objective, identified 
 line 38 written public health or safety standards, policies, or conditions 
 line 39 as they existed on the date the application was deemed complete. 
 line 40 Inconsistency with the zoning ordinance or general plan land use 
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 line 1 designation shall not constitute a specific, adverse impact upon 
 line 2 the public health or safety. 
 line 3 (3)  The denial of the housing development project or imposition 
 line 4 of conditions is required in order to comply with specific state or 
 line 5 federal law, and there is no feasible method to comply without 
 line 6 rendering the development unaffordable to low- and 
 line 7 moderate-income households or rendering the development of the 
 line 8 emergency shelter financially infeasible. 
 line 9 (4)  The housing development project or emergency shelter is 


 line 10 proposed on land zoned for agriculture or resource preservation 
 line 11 that is surrounded on at least two sides by land being used for 
 line 12 agricultural or resource preservation purposes, or which does not 
 line 13 have adequate water or wastewater facilities to serve the project. 
 line 14 (5)  The housing development project or emergency shelter is 
 line 15 inconsistent with both the jurisdiction’s zoning ordinance and 
 line 16 general plan land use designation as specified in any element of 
 line 17 the general plan as it existed on the date the application was 
 line 18 deemed complete, and the jurisdiction has adopted a revised 
 line 19 housing element in accordance with Section 65588 that is in 
 line 20 substantial compliance with this article. For purposes of this 
 line 21 section, a change to the zoning ordinance or general plan land use 
 line 22 designation subsequent to the date the application was deemed 
 line 23 complete shall not constitute a valid basis to disapprove or 
 line 24 condition approval of the housing development project or 
 line 25 emergency shelter. 
 line 26 (A)  This paragraph cannot be utilized to disapprove or 
 line 27 conditionally approve a housing development project if the housing 
 line 28 development project is proposed on a site that is identified as 
 line 29 suitable or available for very low, low-, or moderate-income 
 line 30 households in the jurisdiction’s housing element, and consistent 
 line 31 with the density specified in the housing element, even though it 
 line 32 is inconsistent with both the jurisdiction’s zoning ordinance and 
 line 33 general plan land use designation. 
 line 34 (B)  If the local agency has failed to identify in the inventory of 
 line 35 land in its housing element sites that can be developed for housing 
 line 36 within the planning period and are sufficient to provide for the 
 line 37 jurisdiction’s share of the regional housing need for all income 
 line 38 levels pursuant to Section 65584, then this paragraph shall not be 
 line 39 utilized to disapprove or conditionally approve a housing 
 line 40 development project proposed for a site designated in any element 
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 line 1 of the general plan for residential uses or designated in any element 
 line 2 of the general plan for commercial uses if residential uses are 
 line 3 permitted or conditionally permitted within commercial 
 line 4 designations. In any action in court, the burden of proof shall be 
 line 5 on the local agency to show that its housing element does identify 
 line 6 adequate sites with appropriate zoning and development standards 
 line 7 and with services and facilities to accommodate the local agency’s 
 line 8 share of the regional housing need for the very low, low-, and 
 line 9 moderate-income categories. 


 line 10 (C)  If the local agency has failed to identify a zone or zones 
 line 11 where emergency shelters are allowed as a permitted use without 
 line 12 a conditional use or other discretionary permit, has failed to 
 line 13 demonstrate that the identified zone or zones include sufficient 
 line 14 capacity to accommodate the need for emergency shelter identified 
 line 15 in paragraph (7) of subdivision (a) of Section 65583, or has failed 
 line 16 to demonstrate that the identified zone or zones can accommodate 
 line 17 at least one emergency shelter, as required by paragraph (4) of 
 line 18 subdivision (a) of Section 65583, then this paragraph shall not be 
 line 19 utilized to disapprove or conditionally approve an emergency 
 line 20 shelter proposed for a site designated in any element of the general 
 line 21 plan for industrial, commercial, or multifamily residential uses. In 
 line 22 any action in court, the burden of proof shall be on the local agency 
 line 23 to show that its housing element does satisfy the requirements of 
 line 24 paragraph (4) of subdivision (a) of Section 65583. 
 line 25 (e)  Nothing in this section shall be construed to relieve the local 
 line 26 agency from complying with the congestion management program 
 line 27 required by Chapter 2.6 (commencing with Section 65088) of 
 line 28 Division 1 of Title 7 or the California Coastal Act of 1976 
 line 29 (Division 20 (commencing with Section 30000) of the Public 
 line 30 Resources Code). Neither shall anything Nothing in this section
 line 31 shall be construed to relieve the local agency from making one or 
 line 32 more of the findings required pursuant to Section 21081 of the 
 line 33 Public Resources Code or otherwise complying with the California 
 line 34 Environmental Quality Act (Division 13 (commencing with Section 
 line 35 21000) of the Public Resources Code). 
 line 36 (f)  (1)  Nothing in this section shall be construed to prohibit a 
 line 37 local agency from requiring the housing development project to 
 line 38 comply with objective, quantifiable, written development standards, 
 line 39 conditions, and policies appropriate to, and consistent with, meeting 
 line 40 the jurisdiction’s share of the regional housing need pursuant to 
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 line 1 Section 65584. However, the development standards, conditions, 
 line 2 and policies shall be applied to facilitate and accommodate 
 line 3 development at the density permitted on the site and proposed by 
 line 4 the development. 
 line 5 (2)  Nothing in this section shall be construed to prohibit a local 
 line 6 agency from requiring an emergency shelter project to comply 
 line 7 with objective, quantifiable, written development standards, 
 line 8 conditions, and policies that are consistent with paragraph (4) of 
 line 9 subdivision (a) of Section 65583 and appropriate to, and consistent 


 line 10 with, meeting the jurisdiction’s need for emergency shelter, as 
 line 11 identified pursuant to paragraph (7) of subdivision (a) of Section 
 line 12 65583. However, the development standards, conditions, and 
 line 13 policies shall be applied by the local agency to facilitate and 
 line 14 accommodate the development of the emergency shelter project. 
 line 15 (3)  This section does not prohibit a local agency from imposing 
 line 16 fees and other exactions otherwise authorized by law that are 
 line 17 essential to provide necessary public services and facilities to the 
 line 18 housing development project or emergency shelter. 
 line 19 (4)  For purposes of this section, a housing development project 
 line 20 or emergency shelter shall be deemed consistent, compliant, and 
 line 21 in conformity with an applicable plan, program, policy, ordinance, 
 line 22 standard, requirement, or other similar provision if there is 
 line 23 substantial evidence that would allow a reasonable person to 
 line 24 conclude that the housing development project or emergency 
 line 25 shelter is consistent, compliant, or in conformity. 
 line 26 (g)  This section shall be applicable to charter cities because the 
 line 27 Legislature finds that the lack of housing, including emergency 
 line 28 shelter, is a critical statewide problem. 
 line 29 (h)  The following definitions apply for the purposes of this 
 line 30 section: 
 line 31 (1)  “Feasible” means capable of being accomplished in a 
 line 32 successful manner within a reasonable period of time, taking into 
 line 33 account economic, environmental, social, and technological factors. 
 line 34 (2)  “Housing development project” means a use consisting of 
 line 35 any of the following: 
 line 36 (A)  Residential units only. 
 line 37 (B)  Mixed-use developments consisting of residential and 
 line 38 nonresidential uses with at least two-thirds of the square footage 
 line 39 designated for residential use. 
 line 40 (C)  Transitional housing or supportive housing. 
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 line 1 (3)  “Housing for very low, low-, or moderate-income 
 line 2 households” means that either (A) at least 20 percent of the total 
 line 3 units shall be sold or rented to lower income households, as defined 
 line 4 in Section 50079.5 of the Health and Safety Code, or (B) 100 
 line 5 percent of the units shall be sold or rented to persons and families 
 line 6 of moderate income as defined in Section 50093 of the Health and 
 line 7 Safety Code, or persons and families of middle income, as defined 
 line 8 in Section 65008 of this code. Housing units targeted for lower 
 line 9 income households shall be made available at a monthly housing 


 line 10 cost that does not exceed 30 percent of 60 percent of area median 
 line 11 income with adjustments for household size made in accordance 
 line 12 with the adjustment factors on which the lower income eligibility 
 line 13 limits are based. Housing units targeted for persons and families 
 line 14 of moderate income shall be made available at a monthly housing 
 line 15 cost that does not exceed 30 percent of 100 percent of area median 
 line 16 income with adjustments for household size made in accordance 
 line 17 with the adjustment factors on which the moderate-income 
 line 18 eligibility limits are based. 
 line 19 (4)  “Area median income” means area median income as 
 line 20 periodically established by the Department of Housing and 
 line 21 Community Development pursuant to Section 50093 of the Health 
 line 22 and Safety Code. The developer shall provide sufficient legal 
 line 23 commitments to ensure continued availability of units for very low 
 line 24 or low-income households in accordance with the provisions of 
 line 25 this subdivision for 30 years. 
 line 26 (5)  “Disapprove the housing development project” includes any 
 line 27 instance in which a local agency does either of the following: 
 line 28 (A)  Votes on a proposed housing development project 
 line 29 application and the application is disapproved, including any 
 line 30 required land use approvals or entitlements necessary for the 
 line 31 issuance of a building permit. 
 line 32 (B)  Fails to comply with the time periods specified in 
 line 33 subdivision (a) of Section 65950. An extension of time pursuant 
 line 34 to Article 5 (commencing with Section 65950) shall be deemed to 
 line 35 be an extension of time pursuant to this paragraph. 
 line 36 (i)  If any city, county, or city and county denies approval or 
 line 37 imposes conditions, including design changes, lower density, or 
 line 38 a reduction of the percentage of a lot that may be occupied by a 
 line 39 building or structure under the applicable planning and zoning in 
 line 40 force at the time the application is deemed complete pursuant to 
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 line 1 Section 65943, that have a substantial adverse effect on the viability 
 line 2 or affordability of a housing development for very low, low-, or 
 line 3 moderate-income households, and the denial of the development 
 line 4 or the imposition of conditions on the development is the subject 
 line 5 of a court action which challenges the denial or the imposition of 
 line 6 conditions, then the burden of proof shall be on the local legislative 
 line 7 body to show that its decision is consistent with the findings as 
 line 8 described in subdivision (d) and that the findings are supported by 
 line 9 a preponderance of the evidence in the record. For purposes of this 


 line 10 section, “lower density” includes any conditions that have the same 
 line 11 effect or impact on the ability of the project to provide housing. 
 line 12 (j)  (1)  When a proposed housing development project complies 
 line 13 with applicable, objective general plan, zoning, and subdivision 
 line 14 standards and criteria, including design review standards, in effect 
 line 15 at the time that the housing development project’s application is 
 line 16 determined to be complete, but the local agency proposes to 
 line 17 disapprove the project or to impose a condition that the project be 
 line 18 developed at a lower density, the local agency shall base its 
 line 19 decision regarding the proposed housing development project upon 
 line 20 written findings supported by a preponderance of the evidence on 
 line 21 the record that both of the following conditions exist: 
 line 22 (A)  The housing development project would have a specific, 
 line 23 adverse impact upon the public health or safety unless the project 
 line 24 is disapproved or approved upon the condition that the project be 
 line 25 developed at a lower density. As used in this paragraph, a “specific, 
 line 26 adverse impact” means a significant, quantifiable, direct, and 
 line 27 unavoidable impact, based on objective, identified written public 
 line 28 health or safety standards, policies, or conditions as they existed 
 line 29 on the date the application was deemed complete. 
 line 30 (B)  There is no feasible method to satisfactorily mitigate or 
 line 31 avoid the adverse impact identified pursuant to paragraph (1), other 
 line 32 than the disapproval of the housing development project or the 
 line 33 approval of the project upon the condition that it be developed at 
 line 34 a lower density. 
 line 35 (2)  (A)  If the local agency considers a proposed housing 
 line 36 development project to be inconsistent, not in compliance, or not 
 line 37 in conformity with an applicable plan, program, policy, ordinance, 
 line 38 standard, requirement, or other similar provision as specified in 
 line 39 this subdivision, it shall provide the applicant with written 
 line 40 documentation identifying the provision or provisions, and an 
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 line 1 explanation of the reason or reasons it considers the housing 
 line 2 development to be inconsistent, not in compliance, or not in 
 line 3 conformity as follows: 
 line 4 (i)  Within 30 days of the date that the application for the housing 
 line 5 development project is determined to be complete, if the housing 
 line 6 development project contains 150 or fewer housing units. 
 line 7 (ii)  Within 60 days of the date that the application for the 
 line 8 housing development project is determined to be complete, if the 
 line 9 housing development project contains more than 150 units. 


 line 10 (B)  If the local agency fails to provide the required 
 line 11 documentation pursuant to subparagraph (A), the housing 
 line 12 development project shall be deemed consistent, compliant, and 
 line 13 in conformity with the applicable plan, program, policy, ordinance, 
 line 14 standard, requirement, or other similar provision. 
 line 15 (3)  For purposes of this section, the receipt of a density bonus 
 line 16 pursuant to Section 65915 or an equitable communities incentive 
 line 17 pursuant to Section 65918.51 shall not constitute a valid basis on 
 line 18 which to find a proposed housing development project is 
 line 19 inconsistent, not in compliance, or not in conformity with an 
 line 20 applicable plan, program, policy, ordinance, standard, requirement, 
 line 21 or other similar provision specified in this subdivision. 
 line 22 (4)  For purposes of this section, a proposed housing development 
 line 23 project is not inconsistent with the applicable zoning standards 
 line 24 and criteria, and shall not require a rezoning, if the housing 
 line 25 development project is consistent with the objective general plan 
 line 26 standards and criteria but the zoning for the project site is 
 line 27 inconsistent with the general plan. If the local agency has complied 
 line 28 with paragraph (2), the local agency may require the proposed 
 line 29 housing development project to comply with the objective 
 line 30 standards and criteria of the zoning which is consistent with the 
 line 31 general plan, however, the standards and criteria shall be applied 
 line 32 to facilitate and accommodate development at the density allowed 
 line 33 on the site by the general plan and proposed by the proposed 
 line 34 housing development project. 
 line 35 (5)  For purposes of this section, “lower density” includes any 
 line 36 conditions that have the same effect or impact on the ability of the 
 line 37 project to provide housing. 
 line 38 (k)  (1)  (A)  The applicant, a person who would be eligible to 
 line 39 apply for residency in the development or emergency shelter, or 
 line 40 a housing organization may bring an action to enforce this section. 
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 line 1 If, in any action brought to enforce this section, a court finds that 
 line 2 either (i) the local agency, in violation of subdivision (d), 
 line 3 disapproved a housing development project or conditioned its 
 line 4 approval in a manner rendering it infeasible for the development 
 line 5 of an emergency shelter, or housing for very low, low-, or 
 line 6 moderate-income households, including farmworker housing, 
 line 7 without making the findings required by this section or without 
 line 8 making findings supported by a preponderance of the evidence, 
 line 9 or (ii) the local agency, in violation of subdivision (j), disapproved 


 line 10 a housing development project complying with applicable, 
 line 11 objective general plan and zoning standards and criteria, or imposed 
 line 12 a condition that the project be developed at a lower density, without 
 line 13 making the findings required by this section or without making 
 line 14 findings supported by a preponderance of the evidence, the court 
 line 15 shall issue an order or judgment compelling compliance with this 
 line 16 section within 60 days, including, but not limited to, an order that 
 line 17 the local agency take action on the housing development project 
 line 18 or emergency shelter. The court may issue an order or judgment 
 line 19 directing the local agency to approve the housing development 
 line 20 project or emergency shelter if the court finds that the local agency 
 line 21 acted in bad faith when it disapproved or conditionally approved 
 line 22 the housing development or emergency shelter in violation of this 
 line 23 section. The court shall retain jurisdiction to ensure that its order 
 line 24 or judgment is carried out and shall award reasonable attorney’s 
 line 25 fees and costs of suit to the plaintiff or petitioner, except under 
 line 26 extraordinary circumstances in which the court finds that awarding 
 line 27 fees would not further the purposes of this section. For purposes 
 line 28 of this section, “lower density” includes conditions that have the 
 line 29 same effect or impact on the ability of the project to provide 
 line 30 housing. 
 line 31 (B)  (i)  Upon a determination that the local agency has failed 
 line 32 to comply with the order or judgment compelling compliance with 
 line 33 this section within 60 days issued pursuant to subparagraph (A), 
 line 34 the court shall impose fines on a local agency that has violated this 
 line 35 section and require the local agency to deposit any fine levied 
 line 36 pursuant to this subdivision into a local housing trust fund. The 
 line 37 local agency may elect to instead deposit the fine into the Building 
 line 38 Homes and Jobs Trust Fund, if Senate Bill 2 of the 2017–18 
 line 39 Regular Session is enacted, or otherwise in the Housing 
 line 40 Rehabilitation Loan Fund. The fine shall be in a minimum amount 
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 line 1 of ten thousand dollars ($10,000) per housing unit in the housing 
 line 2 development project on the date the application was deemed 
 line 3 complete pursuant to Section 65943. In determining the amount 
 line 4 of fine to impose, the court shall consider the local agency’s 
 line 5 progress in attaining its target allocation of the regional housing 
 line 6 need pursuant to Section 65584 and any prior violations of this 
 line 7 section. Fines shall not be paid out of funds already dedicated to 
 line 8 affordable housing, including, but not limited to, Low and 
 line 9 Moderate Income Housing Asset Funds, funds dedicated to housing 


 line 10 for very low, low-, and moderate-income households, and federal 
 line 11 HOME Investment Partnerships Program and Community 
 line 12 Development Block Grant Program funds. The local agency shall 
 line 13 commit and expend the money in the local housing trust fund 
 line 14 within five years for the sole purpose of financing newly 
 line 15 constructed housing units affordable to extremely low, very low, 
 line 16 or low-income households. After five years, if the funds have not 
 line 17 been expended, the money shall revert to the state and be deposited 
 line 18 in the Building Homes and Jobs Trust Fund, if Senate Bill 2 of the 
 line 19 2017–18 Regular Session is enacted, or otherwise in the Housing 
 line 20 Rehabilitation Loan Fund, for the sole purpose of financing newly 
 line 21 constructed housing units affordable to extremely low, very low, 
 line 22 or low-income households. 
 line 23 (ii)  If any money derived from a fine imposed pursuant to this 
 line 24 subparagraph is deposited in the Housing Rehabilitation Loan 
 line 25 Fund, then, notwithstanding Section 50661 of the Health and Safety 
 line 26 Code, that money shall be available only upon appropriation by 
 line 27 the Legislature. 
 line 28 (C)  If the court determines that its order or judgment has not 
 line 29 been carried out within 60 days, the court may issue further orders 
 line 30 as provided by law to ensure that the purposes and policies of this 
 line 31 section are fulfilled, including, but not limited to, an order to vacate 
 line 32 the decision of the local agency and to approve the housing 
 line 33 development project, in which case the application for the housing 
 line 34 development project, as proposed by the applicant at the time the 
 line 35 local agency took the initial action determined to be in violation 
 line 36 of this section, along with any standard conditions determined by 
 line 37 the court to be generally imposed by the local agency on similar 
 line 38 projects, shall be deemed to be approved unless the applicant 
 line 39 consents to a different decision or action by the local agency. 
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 line 1 (2)  For purposes of this subdivision, “housing organization” 
 line 2 means a trade or industry group whose local members are primarily 
 line 3 engaged in the construction or management of housing units or a 
 line 4 nonprofit organization whose mission includes providing or 
 line 5 advocating for increased access to housing for low-income 
 line 6 households and have filed written or oral comments with the local 
 line 7 agency prior to action on the housing development project. A 
 line 8 housing organization may only file an action pursuant to this 
 line 9 section to challenge the disapproval of a housing development by 


 line 10 a local agency. A housing organization shall be entitled to 
 line 11 reasonable attorney’s fees and costs if it is the prevailing party in 
 line 12 an action to enforce this section. 
 line 13 (l)  If the court finds that the local agency (1) acted in bad faith 
 line 14 when it disapproved or conditionally approved the housing 
 line 15 development or emergency shelter in violation of this section and 
 line 16 (2) failed to carry out the court’s order or judgment within 60 days 
 line 17 as described in subdivision (k), the court, in addition to any other 
 line 18 remedies provided by this section, shall multiply the fine 
 line 19 determined pursuant to subparagraph (B) of paragraph (1) of 
 line 20 subdivision (k) by a factor of five. For purposes of this section, 
 line 21 “bad faith” includes, but is not limited to, an action that is frivolous 
 line 22 or otherwise entirely without merit. 
 line 23 (m)  Any action brought to enforce the provisions of this section 
 line 24 shall be brought pursuant to Section 1094.5 of the Code of Civil 
 line 25 Procedure, and the local agency shall prepare and certify the record 
 line 26 of proceedings in accordance with subdivision (c) of Section 1094.6 
 line 27 of the Code of Civil Procedure no later than 30 days after the 
 line 28 petition is served, provided that the cost of preparation of the record 
 line 29 shall be borne by the local agency, unless the petitioner elects to 
 line 30 prepare the record as provided in subdivision (n) of this section. 
 line 31 A petition to enforce the provisions of this section shall be filed 
 line 32 and served no later than 90 days from the later of (1) the effective 
 line 33 date of a decision of the local agency imposing conditions on, 
 line 34 disapproving, or any other final action on a housing development 
 line 35 project or (2) the expiration of the time periods specified in 
 line 36 subparagraph (B) of paragraph (5) of subdivision (h). Upon entry 
 line 37 of the trial court’s order, a party may, in order to obtain appellate 
 line 38 review of the order, file a petition within 20 days after service 
 line 39 upon it of a written notice of the entry of the order, or within such 
 line 40 further time not exceeding an additional 20 days as the trial court 
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 line 1 may for good cause allow, or may appeal the judgment or order 
 line 2 of the trial court under Section 904.1 of the Code of Civil 
 line 3 Procedure. If the local agency appeals the judgment of the trial 
 line 4 court, the local agency shall post a bond, in an amount to be 
 line 5 determined by the court, to the benefit of the plaintiff if the plaintiff 
 line 6 is the project applicant. 
 line 7 (n)  In any action, the record of the proceedings before the local 
 line 8 agency shall be filed as expeditiously as possible and, 
 line 9 notwithstanding Section 1094.6 of the Code of Civil Procedure or 


 line 10 subdivision (m) of this section, all or part of the record may be 
 line 11 prepared (1) by the petitioner with the petition or petitioner’s points 
 line 12 and authorities, (2) by the respondent with respondent’s points and 
 line 13 authorities, (3) after payment of costs by the petitioner, or (4) as 
 line 14 otherwise directed by the court. If the expense of preparing the 
 line 15 record has been borne by the petitioner and the petitioner is the 
 line 16 prevailing party, the expense shall be taxable as costs. 
 line 17 (o)  This section shall be known, and may be cited, as the 
 line 18 Housing Accountability Act. 
 line 19 SEC. 2. Section 65913.5 is added to the Government Code, to 
 line 20 read:
 line 21 65913.5. For purposes of this section and Section 65913.6, the 
 line 22 following definitions shall apply: 
 line 23 (a)  “Development proponent” means the developer who submits 
 line 24 an application for streamlined approval pursuant to Section 
 line 25 65913.6. 
 line 26 (b)  “Eligible parcel” means a parcel that meets all of the 
 line 27 following requirements: 
 line 28 (1)  The parcel satisfies the requirements specified in paragraphs 
 line 29 (2) and (6) of subdivision (a) of Section 65913.4. 
 line 30 (2)  The development of the project on the proposed parcel would 
 line 31 not require the demolition or alteration of any of the following 
 line 32 types of housing: 
 line 33 (A)  Housing that is subject to a recorded covenant, ordinance, 
 line 34 or law that restricts rents to levels affordable to persons and 
 line 35 families of moderate, low, or very low income. 
 line 36 (B)  Housing that is subject to any form of rent or price control 
 line 37 through a public entity’s valid exercise of its police power. 
 line 38 (C)  Housing that has been occupied by tenants within the past 
 line 39 10 years. 
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 line 1 (3)  The site was not previously used for housing that was 
 line 2 occupied by tenants that was demolished within 10 years before 
 line 3 the development proponent submits an application under this 
 line 4 section. 
 line 5 (4)  The development of the project on the proposed parcel would 
 line 6 not require the demolition of a historic structure that was placed 
 line 7 on a national, state, or local historic register. 
 line 8 (5)  The proposed parcel does not contain housing units that are 
 line 9 occupied by tenants, and units at the property are, or were, 


 line 10 subsequently offered for sale to the general public by the subdivider 
 line 11 or subsequent owner of the property. 
 line 12 (c)  “Local agency” means a city, including a charter city, a 
 line 13 county, including a charter county, or a city and county, including 
 line 14 a charter city and county. 
 line 15 (d)  “Neighborhood multifamily project” means a project to 
 line 16 construct a multifamily structure of up to four residential dwelling 
 line 17 units that meets all of the following requirements: 
 line 18 (1)  The project meets one of the following conditions: 
 line 19 (A)  The parcel or parcels on which the neighborhood 
 line 20 multifamily project would be located is vacant land, as defined in 
 line 21 subdivision (e). 
 line 22 (B)  The project is a conversion of an existing structure that does 
 line 23 not require substantial exterior alteration. For the purposes of 
 line 24 this subparagraph, a project requires “substantial exterior 
 line 25 alteration” if the project would require either of the following: 
 line 26 (i)  The demolition of 25 percent or more of the existing exterior 
 line 27 vertical walls, measured by linear feet. 
 line 28 (ii)  Any building addition that would increase total interior 
 line 29 square footage by more than 15 percent. 
 line 30 (2)  (A)  The neighborhood multifamily project meets all objective 
 line 31 zoning standards and objective design review standards that do 
 line 32 not conflict with this section or Section 65913.6. If, on or after 
 line 33 July 1, 2019, a local agency adopts an ordinance that eliminates 
 line 34 residential zoning designations or decreases residential zoning 
 line 35 development capacity within an existing zoning district in which 
 line 36 the development is located than what was authorized on July 1, 
 line 37 2019, then that development shall be deemed to be consistent with 
 line 38 any applicable requirement of this section and Section 65913.6 if 
 line 39 it complies with zoning designations not in conflict with this section 
 line 40 and Section 65913.6 that were authorized as of July 1, 2019. 
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 line 1 (B)  For purposes of this paragraph, “objective zoning 
 line 2 standards” and “objective design review standards” means 
 line 3 standards that involve no personal or subjective judgment by a 
 line 4 public official and are uniformly verifiable by reference to an 
 line 5 external and uniform benchmark or criterion available and 
 line 6 knowable by both the development proponent and the public official 
 line 7 before the development proponent submits an application pursuant 
 line 8 to this section. These standards include, but are not limited to, 
 line 9 height, setbacks, floor area ratio, and lot coverage. 


 line 10 (3)  The project provides at least 0.5 parking spaces per unit. 
 line 11 (e)  “Vacant land” means either of the following: 
 line 12 (1)  A property that contains no existing structures. 
 line 13 (2)  A property that contains at least one existing structure, but 
 line 14 the structure or structures have been unoccupied for at least five 
 line 15 years and are considered substandard as defined by Section 
 line 16 17920.3 of the Health and Safety Code. 
 line 17 SEC. 3. Section 65913.6 is added to the Government Code, to 
 line 18 read:
 line 19 65913.6. (a)  For purposes of this section, the definitions 
 line 20 provided in Section 65913.5 shall apply. 
 line 21 (b)  Except as provided in subdivision (g), a development 
 line 22 proponent of a neighborhood multifamily project on an eligible 
 line 23 parcel may submit an application for a development to be subject 
 line 24 to a streamlined, ministerial approval process provided by this 
 line 25 section and not be subject to a conditional use permit if the 
 line 26 development meets the requirements of this section and Section 
 line 27 65913.5. 
 line 28 (c)  (1)  If a local agency determines that a development 
 line 29 submitted pursuant to this section is in conflict with any of the 
 line 30 requirements specified in this section or Section 65913.5, it shall 
 line 31 provide the development proponent written documentation of which 
 line 32 requirement or requirements the development conflicts with, and 
 line 33 an explanation for the reason or reasons the development conflicts 
 line 34 with that requirement or requirements, as follows: 
 line 35 (A)  Within 60 days of submission of the development to the local 
 line 36 agency pursuant to this section if the development contains 150 
 line 37 or fewer housing units. 
 line 38 (B)  Within 90 days of submission of the development to the local 
 line 39 agency pursuant to this section if the development contains more 
 line 40 than 150 housing units. 
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 line 1 (2)  If the local agency fails to provide the required 
 line 2 documentation pursuant to paragraph (1), the development shall 
 line 3 be deemed to satisfy the requirements of this section and Section 
 line 4 65913.5. 
 line 5 (d)  Any design review or public oversight of the development 
 line 6 may be conducted by the local agency’s planning commission or 
 line 7 any equivalent board or commission responsible for review and 
 line 8 approval of development projects, or the city council or board of 
 line 9 supervisors, as appropriate. That design review or public oversight 


 line 10 shall be objective and be strictly focused on assessing compliance 
 line 11 with criteria required for streamlined projects, as well as any 
 line 12 reasonable objective design standards published and adopted by 
 line 13 ordinance or resolution by a local agency before submission of a 
 line 14 development application, and shall be broadly applicable to 
 line 15 development within the local agency. That design review or public 
 line 16 oversight shall be completed as follows and shall not in any way 
 line 17 inhibit, chill, or preclude the ministerial approval provided by this 
 line 18 section or its effect, as applicable: 
 line 19 (1)  Within 90 days of submission of the development to the local 
 line 20 agency pursuant to this section if the development contains 150 
 line 21 or fewer housing units. 
 line 22 (2)  Within 180 days of submission of the development to the 
 line 23 local agency pursuant to this section if the development contains 
 line 24 more than 150 housing units. 
 line 25 (e)  Notwithstanding any other law, a local agency, whether or 
 line 26 not it has adopted an ordinance governing automobile parking 
 line 27 requirements in multifamily developments, shall not impose 
 line 28 automobile parking standards for a streamlined development that 
 line 29 was approved pursuant to this section beyond those provided in 
 line 30 the minimum requirements of Section 65913.5. 
 line 31 (f)  (1)  If a local agency approves a development pursuant to 
 line 32 this section, that approval shall automatically expire after three 
 line 33 years except that a project may receive a one-time, one-year 
 line 34 extension if the project proponent provides documentation that 
 line 35 there has been significant progress toward getting the development 
 line 36 construction ready. For purposes of this paragraph, “significant 
 line 37 progress” includes filing a building permit application. 
 line 38 (2)  If a local agency approves a development pursuant to this 
 line 39 section, that approval shall remain valid for three years from the 
 line 40 date of the final action establishing that approval and shall remain 


97 


SB 50 — 21 — 


  







 line 1 valid thereafter for a project so long as vertical construction of 
 line 2 the development has begun and is in progress. Additionally, the 
 line 3 development proponent may request, and the local agency shall 
 line 4 have discretion to grant, an additional one-year extension to the 
 line 5 original three-year period. The local agency’s action and 
 line 6 discretion in determining whether to grant the foregoing extension 
 line 7 shall be limited to considerations and process set forth in this 
 line 8 section. 
 line 9 (g)  This section shall not apply if the local agency finds that the 


 line 10 development project as proposed would have a specific, adverse 
 line 11 impact upon the public health or safety, including, but not limited 
 line 12 to, fire safety, and there is no feasible method to satisfactorily 
 line 13 mitigate or avoid the specific adverse impact without rendering 
 line 14 the development unaffordable to low- and moderate-income 
 line 15 households. As used in this paragraph, a “specific, adverse 
 line 16 impact” means a significant, quantifiable, direct, and unavoidable 
 line 17 impact, based on objective, identified written public health or 
 line 18 safety standards, policies, or conditions as they existed on the date 
 line 19 the application was deemed complete. Inconsistency with the 
 line 20 zoning ordinance or general plan land use designation shall not 
 line 21 constitute a specific, adverse impact upon the public health or 
 line 22 safety. 
 line 23 (h)  A local agency shall not adopt any requirement, including, 
 line 24 but not limited to, increased fees or inclusionary housing 
 line 25 requirements, that applies to a project solely or partially on the 
 line 26 basis that the project is eligible to receive ministerial or 
 line 27 streamlined approval pursuant to this section. 
 line 28 (i)  This section shall not affect a development proponent’s ability 
 line 29 to use any alternative streamlined by right permit processing 
 line 30 adopted by a local agency, including the provisions of subdivision 
 line 31 (i) of Section 65583.2 or 65913.4. 
 line 32 SEC. 2.
 line 33 SEC. 4. Chapter 4.35 (commencing with Section 65918.50) is 
 line 34 added to Division 1 of Title 7 of the Government Code, to read: 
 line 35 
 line 36 Chapter  4.35.  Equitable Communities Incentives 


 line 37 
 line 38 65918.50. For purposes of this chapter: 
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 line 1 (a)  “Development proponent” means an applicant who submits 
 line 2 an application for an equitable communities incentive pursuant to 
 line 3 this chapter. 
 line 4 (b)  “Eligible applicant” means a development proponent who 
 line 5 receives an equitable communities incentive. 
 line 6 (c)  “FAR” means floor area ratio. 
 line 7 (d)  “High-quality bus corridor” means a corridor with fixed 
 line 8 route bus service that meets all of the following criteria: 
 line 9 (1)  It has average service intervals for each line and in each 


 line 10 direction of no more than 15 10 minutes during the three peak 
 line 11 hours between 6 a.m. to 10 a.m., inclusive, and the three peak 
 line 12 hours between 3 p.m. and to 7 p.m., inclusive, on Monday through 
 line 13 Friday. 
 line 14 (2)  It has average service intervals for each line and in each 
 line 15 direction of no more than 20 minutes during the hours of 6 a.m. 
 line 16 to 10 p.m., inclusive, on Monday through Friday. 
 line 17 (3)  It has average service intervals for each line and in each 
 line 18 direction of no more than 30 minutes during the hours of 8 a.m. 
 line 19 to 10 p.m., inclusive, on Saturday and Sunday. 
 line 20 (e)  (1)  “Jobs-rich area” means an area identified by the 
 line 21 Department of Housing and Community Development in 
 line 22 consultation with the Office of Planning and Research that is both
 line 23 high opportunity and jobs rich, based on whether, in a regional 
 line 24 analysis, the tract meets both of the following: 
 line 25 (A)  The tract is higher opportunity and high opportunity, 
 line 26 meaning its characteristics are associated with positive educational 
 line 27 and economic outcomes for households of all income levels 
 line 28 residing in the tract. 
 line 29 (B)  The tract meets either of the following criteria: 
 line 30 (i)  New housing sited in the tract would enable residents to live
 line 31 in or near a jobs-rich area, as measured by employment density 
 line 32 and job totals. near more jobs than is typical for tracts in the 
 line 33 region.
 line 34 (ii)  New housing sited in the tract would enable shorter commute 
 line 35 distances for residents, compared to existing commute levels.
 line 36 relative to existing commute patterns for people of all income 
 line 37 levels.
 line 38 (2)  The Department of Housing and Community Development 
 line 39 shall, commencing on January 1, 2020, publish and update, every 
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 line 1 five years thereafter, a map of the state showing the areas identified 
 line 2 by the department as “jobs-rich areas.” 
 line 3 (f)  “Job-rich housing project” means a residential development 
 line 4 within an area identified as a jobs-rich area by the Department of 
 line 5 Housing and Community Development in consultation with the 
 line 6 Office of Planning and Research, based on indicators such as 
 line 7 proximity to jobs, high area median income relative to the relevant 
 line 8 region, and high-quality public schools, as an area of high 
 line 9 opportunity close to jobs. area. A residential development shall 


 line 10 be deemed to be within an area designated as job-rich a jobs-rich 
 line 11 area if both of the following apply: 
 line 12 (1)  All parcels within the project have no more than 25 percent 
 line 13 of their area outside of the job-rich jobs-rich area. 
 line 14 (2)  No more than 10 percent of residential units or 100 units, 
 line 15 whichever is less, of the development are outside of the job-rich
 line 16 jobs-rich area. 
 line 17 (g)  “Local government” means a city, including a charter city, 
 line 18 a county, or a city and county. 
 line 19 (h)  “Major transit stop” means a rail transit station or a ferry 
 line 20 terminal that is a major transit stop pursuant to subdivision (b) of 
 line 21 Section 21155 of the Public Resources Code. 
 line 22 (i)  “Potentially sensitive community” means any of the 
 line 23 following: 
 line 24 (1)  An area that is designated as “high segregation and poverty” 
 line 25 or “low resource” on the 2019 Opportunity Maps developed by 
 line 26 the California Tax Credit Allocation Committee. 
 line 27 (2)  A census tract that is in the top 25 percent scoring census 
 line 28 tracts from the internet-based CalEnviroScreen 3.0 tool. 
 line 29 (3)  A qualified census tract identified by the United States 
 line 30 Department of Housing and Urban Development for 2019. 
 line 31 (4)  It is the intent of the Legislature to consider all of the 
 line 32 following: 
 line 33 (A)  Identifying additional communities as potentially sensitive 
 line 34 communities in inland areas, areas experiencing rapid change in 
 line 35 housing cost, and other areas based on objective measures of 
 line 36 community sensitivity. 
 line 37 (B)  Application of the process for determining sensitive 
 line 38 communities established in subdivision (d) of Section 65918.55 to 
 line 39 the San Francisco Bay area. 
 line 40 (i) 
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 line 1 (j)  “Residential development” means a project with at least 
 line 2 two-thirds of the square footage of the development designated 
 line 3 for residential use. 
 line 4 (j) 
 line 5 (k)  “Sensitive community” means either of the following: 
 line 6 (1)  Except as provided in paragraph (2), an area identified by 
 line 7 the Department of Housing and Community Development, which 
 line 8 identification shall be updated every five years, in consultation 
 line 9 with local community-based organizations in each metropolitan 


 line 10 planning region, as an area where both of the following apply: 
 line 11 (A)  Thirty percent or more of the census tract lives below the 
 line 12 poverty line, provided that college students do not compose at least 
 line 13 25 percent of the population. 
 line 14 (B)  The location quotient of residential racial segregation in the 
 line 15 census tract is at least 1.25 as defined by the Department of 
 line 16 Housing and Community Development. 
 line 17 (1)  Except as provided in paragraph (2), an area identified 
 line 18 pursuant to subdivision (d) of Section 65918.55. 
 line 19 (2)  In the Counties of Alameda, Contra Costa, Marin, Napa, 
 line 20 Santa Clara, San Francisco, San Mateo, Solano, and Sonoma, areas 
 line 21 designated by the Metropolitan Transportation Commission on 
 line 22 December 19, 2018, as the intersection of disadvantaged and 
 line 23 vulnerable communities as defined by the Metropolitan 
 line 24 Transportation Commission and the San Francisco Bay 
 line 25 Conservation and Development Commission, which identification 
 line 26 of a sensitive community shall be updated at least every five years 
 line 27 by the Department of Housing and Community Development. 
 line 28 (k) 
 line 29 (l)  “Tenant” means a person who does not own the property 
 line 30 where they reside, including residential situations that are any of 
 line 31 the following: 
 line 32 (1)  Residential real property rented by the person under a 
 line 33 long-term lease. 
 line 34 (2)  A single-room occupancy unit. 
 line 35 (3)  An accessory dwelling unit that is not subject to, or does 
 line 36 not have a valid permit in accordance with, an ordinance adopted 
 line 37 by a local agency pursuant to Section 65852.22. 
 line 38 (4)  A residential motel. 
 line 39 (5)  A mobilehome park, as governed under the Mobilehome 
 line 40 Residency Law (Chapter 2.5 (commencing with Section 798) of 
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 line 1 Title 2 of Part 2 of Division 2 of the Civil Code), the Recreational 
 line 2 Vehicle Park Occupancy Law (Chapter 2.6 (commencing with 
 line 3 Section 799.20) of Title 2 of Part 2 of Division 2 of the Civil Code), 
 line 4 the Mobilehome Parks Act (Part 2.1 (commencing with Section 
 line 5 18200) of Division 13 of the Health and Safety Code), or the 
 line 6 Special Occupancy Parks Act (Part 2.3 (commencing with Section 
 line 7 18860) of Division 13 of the Health and Safety Code). 
 line 8 (6)  Any other type of residential property that is not owned by 
 line 9 the person or a member of the person’s household, for which the 


 line 10 person or a member of the person’s household provides payments 
 line 11 on a regular schedule in exchange for the right to occupy the 
 line 12 residential property. 
 line 13 (l) 
 line 14 (m)  “Transit-rich housing project” means a residential
 line 15 development development, the parcels of which are all within a 
 line 16 one-half mile radius of a major transit stop or a one-quarter mile 
 line 17 radius of a stop on a high-quality bus corridor. A project shall be 
 line 18 deemed to be within the radius if both of the following apply: 
 line 19 (1)  All parcels within the project have no more than 25 percent 
 line 20 of their area outside of a one-half mile radius of a major transit 
 line 21 stop or a one-quarter mile radius of a stop on a high-quality bus 
 line 22 corridor. 
 line 23 (2)  No more than 10 percent of the residential units or 100 units, 
 line 24 whichever is less, of the project are outside of a one-half mile 
 line 25 radius of a major transit stop or a one-quarter mile radius of a stop 
 line 26 on a high-quality bus corridor. 
 line 27 65918.51. A local government shall, upon request of a 
 line 28 development proponent, grant an equitable communities incentive, 
 line 29 as specified in Section 65918.53, when the development proponent 
 line 30 seeks and agrees to construct a residential development that 
 line 31 satisfies the requirements specified in Section 65918.52. 
 line 32 65918.52. In order to be eligible for an equitable communities 
 line 33 incentive pursuant to this chapter, a residential development shall 
 line 34 meet all of the following criteria: 
 line 35 (a)  The residential development is either a job-rich housing 
 line 36 project or transit-rich housing project. 
 line 37 (b)  The residential development is located on a site that, at that 
 line 38 meets the following requirements:
 line 39 (1)  At the time of application, the site is zoned to allow housing 
 line 40 as an underlying use in the zone, including, but not limited to, a 
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 line 1 residential, mixed-use, or commercial zone, as defined and allowed 
 line 2 by the local government. 
 line 3 (2)  If the residential development is located within a coastal 
 line 4 zone, as defined in Division 20 (commencing with Section 30000) 
 line 5 of the Public Resources Code, the site satisfies the requirements 
 line 6 specified in paragraph (2) of subdivision (a) of Section 65913.4. 
 line 7 (3)  The site is not located within any of the following: 
 line 8 (A)  A coastal zone, as defined in Division 20 (commencing with 
 line 9 Section 30000) of the Public Resources Code, within a city with 


 line 10 a population of less than 50,000. 
 line 11 (B)  A very high fire hazard severity zone, as determined by the 
 line 12 Department of Forestry and Fire Protection pursuant to Section 
 line 13 51178, or within a very high fire hazard severity zone as indicated 
 line 14 on maps adopted by the Department of Forestry and Fire 
 line 15 Protection pursuant to Section 4202 of the Public Resources Code. 
 line 16 A parcel is not ineligible within the meaning of this paragraph if 
 line 17 it is either of the following: 
 line 18 (i)  A site excluded from the specified hazard zones by a local 
 line 19 agency, pursuant to subdivision (b) of Section 51179. 
 line 20 (ii)  A site that has adopted fire hazard mitigation measures 
 line 21 pursuant to existing building standards or state fire mitigation 
 line 22 measures applicable to the development. 
 line 23 (C)  A parcel that is a contributing parcel within a historic 
 line 24 district established by an ordinance of the local government that 
 line 25 was in effect as of December 31, 2010. 
 line 26 (c)  If the residential development is located within a county that 
 line 27 has a population equal to or less than 600,000, the residential 
 line 28 development satisfies all of the following additional requirements: 
 line 29 (1)  The site satisfies the requirements specified in paragraph 
 line 30 (2) of subdivision (a) of Section 65913.4. 
 line 31 (2)  The site is not located within either of the following: 
 line 32 (A)  An architecturally or historically significant historic district, 
 line 33 as defined in subdivision (h) of Section 5020.1 of the Public 
 line 34 Resources Code. 
 line 35 (B)  A flood plain as determined by maps promulgated by the 
 line 36 Federal Emergency Management Agency, unless the development 
 line 37 has been issued a flood plain development permit pursuant to Part 
 line 38 59 (commencing with Section 59.1) and Part 60 (commencing with 
 line 39 Section 60.1) of Subchapter B of Chapter I of Title 44 of the Code 
 line 40 of Federal Regulations. 
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 line 1 (3)  The residential development has a minimum density of 30 
 line 2 dwelling units per acre in jurisdictions considered metropolitan, 
 line 3 as defined in subdivision (f) of Section 65583.2, or a minimum 
 line 4 density of 20 dwelling units per acre in jurisdictions considered 
 line 5 suburban, as defined in subdivision (e) of Section 65583.2. 
 line 6 (4)  The residential development is located within a one-half 
 line 7 mile radius of a major transit stop and within a city with a 
 line 8 population greater than 50,000. 
 line 9 (c) 


 line 10 (d)  (1)  If the local government has adopted an inclusionary 
 line 11 housing ordinance requiring that the development include a certain 
 line 12 number of units affordable to households with incomes that do not 
 line 13 exceed the limits for moderate-income, moderate income, lower 
 line 14 income, very low income, or extremely low income specified in 
 line 15 Sections 50079.5, 50093, 50105, and 50106 of the Health and 
 line 16 Safety Code, and that ordinance requires that a new development 
 line 17 include levels of affordable housing in excess of the requirements 
 line 18 specified in paragraph (2), the residential development complies 
 line 19 with that ordinance. The ordinance may provide alternative means 
 line 20 of compliance that may include, but are not limited to, in-lieu fees, 
 line 21 land dedication, offsite construction, or acquisition and 
 line 22 rehabilitation of existing units. 
 line 23 (2)  (A)  If the local government has not adopted an inclusionary 
 line 24 housing ordinance, as described in paragraph (1), the residential 
 line 25 development includes an affordable housing contribution for 
 line 26 households with incomes that do not exceed the limits for 
 line 27 extremely low income, very low income, and low income specified 
 line 28 in Sections 50093, 50105, and 50106 of the Health and Safety 
 line 29 Code. 
 line 30 (B)  For purposes of this paragraph, the residential development 
 line 31 is subject to one of the following: following, as applicable:
 line 32 (i)  If the project has 10 or fewer units, no affordability 
 line 33 contribution is imposed. 
 line 34 (ii)  If the project has 11 to 20 residential units, the development 
 line 35 proponent may pay an in-lieu fee to the local government for 
 line 36 affordable housing, where feasible, pursuant to subparagraph (C). 
 line 37 (iii)  If the project has more than 20 residential units, the 
 line 38 development proponent shall do either of the following: 
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 line 1 (I)  Make a comparable affordability contribution toward housing 
 line 2 offsite that is affordable to lower income households, pursuant to 
 line 3 subparagraph (C). 
 line 4 (II)  Include units on the site of the project that are affordable 
 line 5 to extremely low income, as defined in Section 50105 of the Health 
 line 6 and Safety Code, very low income, or low-income lower income
 line 7 households, as defined in Section 50079.5 Sections 50079.5, 50105, 
 line 8 and 50106 of the Health and Safety Code, as follows: 
 line 9 


 line 10 Inclusionary Requirement Project Size 
 line 11 15% 
 line 12 low 


21– 200 units 


 line 13 lower 
 line 14 income; or 
 line 15 8% very low income; or 
 line 16 6% extremely low income 
 line 17 17% 
 line 18 low 


201–350 units 


 line 19 lower 
 line 20 income; or 
 line 21 10% very low income; or 
 line 22 8% extremely low income 
 line 23 25% 
 line 24 low 


351 or more units 


 line 25 lower 
 line 26 income; or 
 line 27 15% very low income; or 
 line 28 11% extremely low income 
 line 29 
 line 30 (C)  (i)  The development proponent of a project that qualifies 
 line 31 pursuant to clause (ii) or subclause (I) of clause (iii) of 
 line 32 subparagraph (B) may make a comparable affordability 
 line 33 contribution toward housing offsite that is affordable to lower 
 line 34 income households, as follows:  pursuant to this subparagraph.
 line 35 (i)  The local government collecting the in-lieu fee payment shall 
 line 36 make every effort to ensure that future affordable housing will be 
 line 37 sited within one-half mile of the original project location within 
 line 38 the boundaries of the local government by designating an existing 
 line 39 housing opportunity site within a one-half mile radius of the project 
 line 40 site for affordable housing. To the extent practicable, local housing 
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 line 1 funding shall be prioritized at the first opportunity to build 
 line 2 affordable housing on that site. 
 line 3 (ii)  If no housing opportunity sites that satisfy clause (i) are 
 line 4 available, the local government shall designate a site for affordable 
 line 5 housing within the boundaries of the local government and make 
 line 6 findings that the site for the affordable housing development 
 line 7 affirmatively furthers fair housing, as defined in Section 8899.50. 
 line 8 (ii)  For the purposes of this subparagraph, “comparable 
 line 9 affordability contribution” means either a dedication of land or 


 line 10 direct in-lieu fee payment to a housing provider that proposes to 
 line 11 build a residential development in which 100 percent of the units, 
 line 12 excluding manager’s units, are sold or rented at affordable housing 
 line 13 cost, as defined in Section 50052.5 of the Health and Safety Code, 
 line 14 or affordable rent, as defined in Section 50053 of the Health and 
 line 15 Safety Code, subject to all of the following conditions: 
 line 16 (I)  The site, and if applicable, the dedicated land, is located 
 line 17 within a one-half mile of the qualifying project. 
 line 18 (II)  The site, and if applicable, the dedicated land, is eligible 
 line 19 for an equitable communities incentive. 
 line 20 (III)  The residential development that receives a dedication of 
 line 21 land or in-lieu fee payment pursuant to this paragraph provides 
 line 22 the same number of affordable units at the same income category, 
 line 23 which would have been required onsite for the qualifying project 
 line 24 pursuant to subclause (II) of clause (iii) of subparagraph (B) of 
 line 25 paragraph (2). 
 line 26 (IV)  The value of the dedicated land or in-lieu fee payment must 
 line 27 be at least equal to the capitalized value of the forgone revenue 
 line 28 that the development proponent would have incurred if the 
 line 29 qualifying project had provided the required number and type of 
 line 30 affordable units onsite. 
 line 31 (V)  The comparable affordability contribution is subject to a 
 line 32 recorded covenant with the local jurisdiction. A copy of the 
 line 33 covenant shall be provided to the Department of Housing and 
 line 34 Community Development. 
 line 35 (iii)  For the purposes of this subparagraph, “qualifying project” 
 line 36 means a project that receives an equitable communities incentive 
 line 37 by providing a comparable affordability contribution. 
 line 38 (iv)  The qualifying development shall not be issued a certificate 
 line 39 of occupancy before the residential development receiving a 
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 line 1 dedication of land or direct in-lieu fee payment pursuant to this 
 line 2 subparagraph receives a building permit. 
 line 3 (D)  Affordability of units pursuant to this paragraph shall be 
 line 4 restricted by deed for a period of 55 years for rental units or 45 
 line 5 years for units offered for sale. 
 line 6 (d) 
 line 7 (e)  The site does not contain, or has not contained, either of the 
 line 8 following: 
 line 9 (1)  Housing occupied by tenants within the seven years 


 line 10 preceding the date of the application, including housing that has 
 line 11 been demolished or that tenants have vacated prior to the 
 line 12 application for a development permit. 
 line 13 (2)  A parcel or parcels on which an owner of residential real 
 line 14 property has exercised their rights under Chapter 12.75 
 line 15 (commencing with Section 7060) of Division 7 of Title 1 to 
 line 16 withdraw accommodations from rent or lease within 15 years prior 
 line 17 to the date that the development proponent submits an application 
 line 18 pursuant to this chapter. 
 line 19 (e) 
 line 20 (f)  The residential development complies with all applicable 
 line 21 labor, construction employment, and wage standards otherwise 
 line 22 required by law and any other generally applicable requirement 
 line 23 regarding the approval of a development project, including, but 
 line 24 not limited to, the local government’s conditional use or other 
 line 25 discretionary permit approval process, the California 
 line 26 Environmental Quality Act (Division 13 (commencing with Section 
 line 27 21000) of the Public Resources Code), or a streamlined approval 
 line 28 process that includes labor protections. 
 line 29 (f) 
 line 30 (g)  The residential development complies with all other relevant 
 line 31 standards, requirements, and prohibitions imposed by the local 
 line 32 government regarding architectural design, restrictions on or 
 line 33 oversight of demolition, impact fees, and community benefits 
 line 34 agreements. 
 line 35 (g) 
 line 36 (h)  The equitable communities incentive shall not be used to 
 line 37 undermine the economic feasibility of delivering low-income 
 line 38 housing under the state density bonus program or a local 
 line 39 implementation of the state density bonus program, or any locally 
 line 40 adopted program that puts conditions on new development 
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 line 1 applications on the basis of receiving a zone change or general 
 line 2 plan amendment in exchange for benefits such as increased 
 line 3 affordable housing, local hire, or payment of prevailing wages. 
 line 4 65918.53. (a)  (1)  Any transit-rich or jobs-rich job-rich housing 
 line 5 project within a county that has a population greater than 600,000
 line 6 that meets the criteria specified in Section 65918.52 shall receive, 
 line 7 upon request, an equitable communities incentive as follows: 
 line 8 (1) 
 line 9 (A)  A waiver from maximum controls on density. 


 line 10 (2) 
 line 11 (B)  A waiver from minimum automobile parking requirements 
 line 12 greater than 0.5 automobile parking spots per unit. 
 line 13 (3)  Up to three incentives and concessions pursuant to 
 line 14 subdivision (d) of Section 65915. 
 line 15 (b) 
 line 16 (2)  An eligible applicant proposing a residential development
 line 17 within a county that has a population greater than 600,000 that 
 line 18 is located within a one-half mile radius, but outside a one-quarter 
 line 19 mile radius, of a major transit stop shall receive, in addition to the 
 line 20 incentives specified in subdivision (a), paragraph (1), waivers 
 line 21 from all of the following: 
 line 22 (1) 
 line 23 (A)  Maximum height requirements less than 45 feet. 
 line 24 (2) 
 line 25 (B)  Maximum FAR requirements less than 2.5. 
 line 26 (3) 
 line 27 (C)  Notwithstanding subparagraph (B) of paragraph (1), any
 line 28 maximum minimum automobile parking requirement. 
 line 29 (c) 
 line 30 (3)  An eligible applicant proposing a residential development
 line 31 within a county that has a population greater than 600,000 that 
 line 32 is located within a one-quarter mile radius of a major transit stop 
 line 33 shall receive, in addition to the incentives specified in subdivision 
 line 34 (a), paragraph (1), waivers from all of the following: 
 line 35 (1) 
 line 36 (A)  Maximum height requirements less than 55 feet. 
 line 37 (2) 
 line 38 (B)  Maximum FAR requirements less than 3.25. 
 line 39 (3) 
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 line 1 (C)  Notwithstanding paragraph (1) (2) of subdivision (b), (a),
 line 2 any minimum automobile parking requirement. 
 line 3 (b)  A residential development within a county that has a 
 line 4 population less than or equal to 600,000 that meets the criteria 
 line 5 specified in Section 65918.52 shall receive, upon request, an 
 line 6 equitable communities incentive as follows: 
 line 7 (1)  A waiver from maximum controls on density, subject to 
 line 8 paragraph (3) of subdivision (c) of Section 65918.52. 
 line 9 (2)  A waiver from maximum height limitations less than or equal 


 line 10 to one story, or 15 feet, above the highest allowable height for 
 line 11 mixed use or residential use. For purposes of this paragraph, 
 line 12 “highest allowable height” means the tallest height, including 
 line 13 heights that require conditional approval, allowable pursuant to 
 line 14 zoning and any specific or area plan that covers the parcel. 
 line 15 (3)  Maximum FAR requirements less than 0.6 times the number 
 line 16 of stories proposed for the project. 
 line 17 (4)  A waiver from minimum automobile parking requirements, 
 line 18 as follows: 
 line 19 (A)  If the residential development is located within a one-quarter 
 line 20 mile radius of a rail transit station in a city with a population of 
 line 21 greater than 100,000, the residential development project shall 
 line 22 receive a waiver from any minimum automobile parking 
 line 23 requirement. 
 line 24 (B)  If the residential development does not meet the criteria 
 line 25 specified in clause (i), the residential development project shall 
 line 26 receive a waiver from minimum automobile parking requirements 
 line 27 of less than 0.5 parking spaces per unit. 
 line 28 (d) 
 line 29 (c)  Notwithstanding any other law, for purposes of calculating 
 line 30 any additional incentive or concession a project that qualifies for 
 line 31 an equitable communities incentive may also apply for a density 
 line 32 bonus, incentives or concessions, and parking ratios in accordance 
 line 33 with subdivision (b) of Section 65915, 65915. To calculate a 
 line 34 density bonus for a project that receives an equitable communities 
 line 35 incentive, the “otherwise maximum allowable gross residential 
 line 36 density” as described in subdivision (f) of Section 65915 shall be 
 line 37 equal to the proposed number of units in in, or the proposed square 
 line 38 footage of, the residential development after applying the equitable 
 line 39 communities incentive received pursuant to this chapter shall be 
 line 40 used as the base density for calculating the incentive or concession 
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 line 1 under that section. chapter. In no case may a city, county, or city 
 line 2 and county apply any development standard that will have the 
 line 3 effect of physically precluding the construction of a development 
 line 4 meeting the criteria of this chapter and subdivision (b) of Section 
 line 5 65915 at the unit count or square footage or with the concessions 
 line 6 or incentives permitted by this chapter and as may be increased 
 line 7 under Section 65915 in accordance with this subdivision, but no 
 line 8 additional waivers or reductions of development standards, as 
 line 9 described in subdivision (e) of Section 65915 shall be permitted.


 line 10 (d)  The local government shall grant an incentive requested by 
 line 11 an eligible applicant pursuant to this chapter unless the local 
 line 12 government makes a written finding, based on substantial evidence, 
 line 13 that the incentive would have a specific, adverse impact on any 
 line 14 real property or historic district that is listed on a federal or state 
 line 15 register of historical resources and for which there is no feasible 
 line 16 method to satisfactorily mitigate or avoid the specific, adverse 
 line 17 impact without rendering the development unaffordable. 
 line 18 (e)  An eligible applicant proposing a project that meets all of 
 line 19 the requirements under Section 65913.4 may submit an application 
 line 20 for streamlined, ministerial approval in accordance with that 
 line 21 section. 
 line 22 (f)  The local government may modify or expand the terms of 
 line 23 an equitable communities incentive provided pursuant to this 
 line 24 chapter, provided that the equitable communities incentive is 
 line 25 consistent with, and meets the minimum standards specified in, 
 line 26 this chapter. 
 line 27 65918.54. The Legislature finds and declares that this chapter 
 line 28 addresses a matter of statewide concern rather than a municipal 
 line 29 affair as that term is used in Section 5 of Article XI of the 
 line 30 California Constitution. Therefore, this chapter applies to all cities, 
 line 31 including charter cities. 
 line 32 65918.55. (a)  Implementation of this chapter shall be delayed 
 line 33 in sensitive communities until July 1, 2020. 
 line 34 (b)  Between January 1, 2020, and ____, a local government, in 
 line 35 lieu of the requirements of this chapter, may opt for a 
 line 36 community-led planning process in sensitive communities aimed 
 line 37 toward increasing residential density and multifamily housing 
 line 38 choices near transit stops, as follows: 
 line 39 (1)  Sensitive communities that pursue a community-led planning 
 line 40 process at the neighborhood level shall, on or before January 1, 
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 line 1 2025, produce a community plan that may include zoning and any 
 line 2 other policies that encourage multifamily housing development at 
 line 3 a range of income levels to meet unmet needs, protect vulnerable 
 line 4 residents from displacement, and address other locally identified 
 line 5 priorities. 
 line 6 (2)  Community plans shall, at a minimum, be consistent with 
 line 7 the overall residential development capacity and the minimum 
 line 8 affordability standards set forth in this chapter within the 
 line 9 boundaries of the community plan. 


 line 10 (3)  The provisions of this chapter shall apply on January 1, 
 line 11 2025, to sensitive communities that have not adopted community 
 line 12 plans that meet the minimum standards described in paragraph 
 line 13 (2), whether those plans were adopted prior to or after enactment 
 line 14 of this chapter. 
 line 15 65918.55. (a)  On or before July 1, 2020, Sections 65918.51 
 line 16 to 65918.54, inclusive, shall not apply to a potentially sensitive 
 line 17 community. After July 1, 2020, Sections 65918.51 to 65918.54, 
 line 18 inclusive, shall apply in any potentially sensitive community that 
 line 19 is not identified as a sensitive community pursuant to subdivision 
 line 20 (b). 
 line 21 (b)  On or before July 1, 2020, sensitive communities in each 
 line 22 county shall be identified and mapped in accordance with the 
 line 23 following: 
 line 24 (1)  The council of governments, or the county board of 
 line 25 supervisors in a county without a council of governments, shall 
 line 26 establish a working group comprised of residents of potentially 
 line 27 sensitive communities within the county, ensuring equitable 
 line 28 representation of vulnerable populations, including, but not limited 
 line 29 to, renters, low-income people, and members of classes protected 
 line 30 under the California Fair Employment and Housing Act (Part 2.8 
 line 31 (commencing with Section 12900) of Division 3 of Title 2). 
 line 32 (2)  The working group shall develop a map of sensitive 
 line 33 communities within the county, which shall include some or all of 
 line 34 the areas identified as potentially sensitive communities pursuant 
 line 35 to subdivision (i) of Section 65918.50. The working group shall 
 line 36 prioritize the input of residents from each potentially sensitive 
 line 37 community in making a determination about that community. 
 line 38 (3)  Each board of supervisors or council of governments shall 
 line 39 adopt the sensitive communities map for the county, along with 
 line 40 an explanation of the composition and function of the working 
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 line 1 group and the community process and methodology used to create 
 line 2 the maps, at a public hearing held on or before July 1, 2020. 
 line 3 (c)  Sections 65918.51 to 65918.54, inclusive, shall apply in a 
 line 4 sensitive community on and after January 1, 2026, unless the city 
 line 5 or county in which the sensitive community is located has adopted 
 line 6 a community plan for an area that includes the sensitive community 
 line 7 that is aimed toward increasing residential density and multifamily 
 line 8 housing choices near transit stops and meets all of the following: 
 line 9 (1)  The community plan is not in conflict with the goals of this 


 line 10 chapter. 
 line 11 (2)  The community plan permits increased density and 
 line 12 multifamily development near transit, with all upzoning linked to 
 line 13 onsite affordable housing requirements that meet or exceed the 
 line 14 affordable housing requirements in Sections 65918.51 to 65918.54, 
 line 15 inclusive. Community plans shall, at a minimum, be consistent 
 line 16 with the overall residential development capacity and the minimum 
 line 17 affordability standards set forth in Sections 65918.51 to 65918.54, 
 line 18 inclusive, within the boundaries of the community plan. 
 line 19 (3)  The community plan includes provisions to protect 
 line 20 vulnerable residents from displacement. 
 line 21 (4)  The community plan promotes economic justice for workers 
 line 22 and residents. 
 line 23 (5)  The community plan was developed in partnership with at 
 line 24 least one of the following: 
 line 25 (A)  A nonprofit or community organization that focuses on 
 line 26 organizing low-income residents in the sensitive community. 
 line 27 (B)  A nonprofit or community organization that focuses on 
 line 28 organizing low-income residents in the jurisdiction. 
 line 29 (C)  If there are no nonprofit or community organizations 
 line 30 working within the sensitive community or the jurisdiction, a 
 line 31 nonprofit with demonstrated experience conducting outreach to 
 line 32 low-income communities. 
 line 33 (6)  Residents of the sensitive community are engaged throughout 
 line 34 the planning process, including through at least three community 
 line 35 meetings that are held at times and locations accessible to 
 line 36 low-income residents. 
 line 37 (7)  All public documents and meetings related to the planning 
 line 38 process are translated into all languages spoken by at least 25 
 line 39 percent of residents of the sensitive community. 
 line 40 (8)  The community plan is adopted before July 1, 2025. 
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 line 1 (d)  Each city and each county shall make reasonable efforts to 
 line 2 develop a community plan for any sensitive communities within 
 line 3 its jurisdiction. A community plan may address other locally 
 line 4 identified priorities, provided they are not in conflict with the intent 
 line 5 of this chapter or any other law. A city or county may designate 
 line 6 a community plan adopted before July 1, 2020, as the plan that 
 line 7 meets the requirements of this paragraph, provided that the plan 
 line 8 meets all criteria in this section. 
 line 9 (e)  Notwithstanding any other provision of this section, Sections 


 line 10 65918.51 to 65918.54, inclusive, shall apply in any sensitive 
 line 11 community if all of the following apply: 
 line 12 (1)  At least 20 percent of adult residents of the sensitive 
 line 13 community sign a petition attesting that the community desires to 
 line 14 make the provisions of Sections 65918.51 to 65918.54, inclusive, 
 line 15 applicable in the area. The petition shall describe in plain language 
 line 16 the planning standards set forth in Sections 65918.51 to 65918.54, 
 line 17 inclusive; be translated into all languages spoken by at least 25 
 line 18 percent of residents in the affected area; and collect contact 
 line 19 information from signatories to the petition, including first, middle, 
 line 20 and last name, mailing address, and phone number and email 
 line 21 address if available. 
 line 22 (2)  The local government has verified the petition to ensure 
 line 23 compliance with paragraph (1). 
 line 24 (3)  Following signature verification, the local government 
 line 25 provides public notice and opportunity to comment to residents of 
 line 26 the affected area and holds a minimum of three public hearings 
 line 27 in the affected area at a time and in a place and manner accessible 
 line 28 to low-income residents and other vulnerable populations. 
 line 29 (4)  The governing body for the city or county in which the 
 line 30 sensitive community is located determines, by majority vote, to 
 line 31 apply this chapter in the affected area. 
 line 32 (f)  It is the intent of the Legislature to consider all of the 
 line 33 following: 
 line 34 (1)  Tasking local government entities with greater community 
 line 35 connection with convening and administering the process for 
 line 36 identifying sensitive communities. 
 line 37 (2)  Requiring review by the Department of Housing and 
 line 38 Community Development of the designation of sensitive 
 line 39 communities. 
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 line 1 SEC. 3.
 line 2 SEC. 5. No reimbursement is required by this act pursuant to 
 line 3 Section 6 of Article XIIIB of the California Constitution because 
 line 4 a local agency or school district has the authority to levy service 
 line 5 charges, fees, or assessments sufficient to pay for the program or 
 line 6 level of service mandated by this act, within the meaning of Section 
 line 7 17556 of the Government Code. 
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