'File No. 110706 Committee ItemNo, 6
- ‘Board ltem No. le

COMMITTEEIBOARD OF SUPERVISORS
AGENDA PACKET CONTENTS LIST |

_Cornmittee: Budget and Finence Committee- ' Date: :Ju'ne 27. 2011

Board of Supervisors Meeting -' - Date 7’/9/ i

Cmte Board

Motion
'Resolution
Ordinance
Legislative Digest -
Budget & Legislative Analyst Report
Ethics Form 126
Introduction Form (for hearings)
Department/Agency Cover Letter andlor Report
MOU
Grant Information Form
Grant Budget
Subcontract Budget
ContractlAgreement
. 'Award Letter
Appllcatlon

]

] 0 A
DDDDDDD@DDBmmDD

- OTHER (Use back side if additional space is needed)
L1 L
L 0O
L O
- o
I
Completed by:_Victor Young . ‘Date: _June 23,2011 -
Completedby: VictorYounq Date: .7\7-'*[ /

An astensked item represents the cover sheet to a document that exceeds 25
: pages. The complete document is in the file.

Packet Contents Checklist ' 751 ) 5/16/01



—

N
N

. FILE NO. 110706 i ~ ORDINANCE NO.

[Administrative Code - Fee Update]

Ordinance amendmg the San Francisco Administrative. Code, Chapter 31, Sectlons
31.22, 31.23, and 31.23.1 to: 1) lncrease all fees based oh the Controller’s  annual two-

year,average consumer price index; and 2) adopting findings, including enwronmental

i -findings.

NOTE: . Additions are szngle underlme ztalzcs Times New Roman;
deletions are
Board amendment additions are double-underlined underllned

. Board amendment deletions are stnkethreugh—nermaal '

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

Seotlon 1. Flndlngs .

(@) The Plannlng Department is able to recover the cost of long range plannlng
through its building permlt review, CEQA (Caln‘ornla Enwronmental Quallty Act, Callfornla
Publlc’Resources Code Sections 21000 et seq.) review, and Iand use entltlement fees.

(b) = The current fee structure is set to recover a portion of long range planning cost ‘

1| through said fees, but the oost of long range planning, which includes historic preservation

survey and designation work, in increasing beyond the annual cost of living adjustment.
(c)  ltisinthe publicv interest for the private project sponsor to reimburse the City for -
the benefit he or she derives as a consequence of public supported planning.

(d) Environmental Finding.  The Planning Department has determlned that the

| proposed fee adjustments are statutonly excluded from CEQA under the CEQA Gundellnes '

Section 15273(a) which exempts rates tolls fares and charges such as those proposed here.
Sald determination is on file with the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors in File No. 110706 and

is incorporated herein by reference.
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“Section 2. The San Francisco Administrative Code is hereby amended by amendlng
Sections 31.22 to read as follows '
SEC. 31.22 BASIC FEES. |
‘(@) = The Planning Department_shall charge the folloWing basic fees .to applicants for
projeCts located outside of recently adopted Plan Areas (adopted after July 1, 2005) that do
not require one or more, of the following, which will be initiated through the adoptron of an Area
Plan: Code amendments for the height or bulk district and General Plan amendments, as
specified in Section 31.21 above. | _
‘(1) For an |n|t|al study of a project excludlng use of special expertrse or technical
assistance, as described i in Sectlon 31.23 below, the initial fee shall be:
Where the total estimated constructlon cost as defined by the San FranC|sco
Bu1ld|ng Code is between $O and $9, 999 $40701.092;
Where said total estlmated constructlon cost is $10, 000 or more, but less than

$200 000: $«4 2494%63 PLUS 20242, 066% of the cost over $1O 000;

Where said total estlmated construction cost is $200, OOO or more but less than

$1,000,000: $8,.2518:6084 PLUS 1.530].562 % of the cost over $200 000: .

. Where said total estlmated construction cost is $1, 000, 000 or more, but less
than $10,000,000: $20,98720.561 PLUS 1.2841.311% of the cost over$1 ,000,000;
Where said total estimated ‘construction cost is $10,000,000 or more, butless -
than $30,000,000: $41.220438:356 PLUS 0.3960.404% of the cost over $10,000,000; |
Where said total estimated construct|on cost is $30,000,000 or more, but less
than $50, OOO 000: $ 223 53]%}8—998—PLUS 0-1490.152% of the cost over $30,000,000;

Where said, total estlmated constructlon cost is $50,000, OOO or more, but less

|lthan $100, OOO 000 $254,453. 453249—293—PLUS 8-0360. 037% of the cost over $50 000 OOO

Mayor Lee . _ S . .
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS ‘ - Page 2
' 753 5/19/2011

n:\landuse\mbyrne\admin code fee ord (5-19-11).doc




-

N .
a

Where said total estimated construction cost is $100,000,000 or more:

$272,9622672.426- PLUS 0.016% of the cost over $100,000,000.

An applicant proposing major revisions te a project application that has been inactive

-~ |[for more than six months and is aseigned shall submit a new application. An applicant

proposing significant revtsions toa pr'ojectwhichhas not been assigned and for which an

~l|application is on file with the Planning Department shall be charged time and materials to

cover the full cost.s in exeess of the initial fee paid. .
(2) For p_reparation-of an envi‘ronr'nentat impact report excluding use of -special _
expertise or technical assistance, as described in Section 31.23 below, the iniial fee shall be:
| ~ Where the total estimated construction cost ae defined in the San Francieco
Building Code is between $0 to $199,999: $24,25523.763; |

Where said total estrmated constructron cost is $200 000 or more, but less than

$1 OOO 000: $24 25523—%63—PLUS 0-5840.596 596% of the cost over $200 000;

Where said total estrmated constructlon cost is $1,000,000 or more, but less
than $10 000,000: $29.24828;655 PLUS 93960 404% of the cost over $1,000,000;
~ Where said total estlmated construction cost is $10,000,000 or more, but less
than $30 000,000: $66,28964:945 PLUS 0.1650-+62% of the cost over $10,000,000; |
Where said total estimated construction cost is $30,000,000 or more, but less
than $50 000,000: $100,04198:642 PLUS 0.045 045&944% of the cost over $30,000,000;

Where said total construction cost is $50 000, 000 or more, but less than

$1 O0,000,000. $109,240167625 PLUS 0.0450-044% of the cost over $50,000,000;

Where said total estimated construction cost is $100,000,000 or more:

$732.433129.747PLUS 0.016% of the cost over $100,000,000.

An appllcant proposmg major revisions to a prOJect appllcatlon that has been mactlve

for more than six months and is assrgned shall submit a new applrcatron An applrcant

Mayor Lee C » o
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proposing significant revisions to a project which has not been assignedand for which an

- lapplication is on file with the Planning Department'shall be charged time and materials to

cover the full costs in exceéss of the initial fee paid.

| (3) For an appeal to the Pianning Commissmn ' The fee shall be $5OO 00 to the
appellant; provrded however, that the fee shall be waived if the appeal is filed by a
neighborhood organlzation that: (a) has been in existence for 24 months prior to the appeal
filing date, (b) is on the Planning Department’s nelghborhood organizatlon notification list, and
(c) can demonst-rate to the Planning Director or his/her designee that the organization is
affected by the proposed project An exemption from paying this appeal fee may be granted

when the requestor's income is not enough to pay for the fee without affecting their abilities to

ipay for the necessrties of life, provided that the person seeking the exemption demonstrates

to the Planning Director or his/her desrgnee that they are substantially affected by the
proposed project. 7 |

4) f For an appeal‘ to the Board of Supervisors of environmenta_l determinations,
including the certiﬂcation of an EIR, a negative declaration, or _determination of a categorical
exemption, the fee shall be $500.00 to the appellant; provided, however, that the fee shall be
waived if the appeal is filed by a neighborhood ,organization that: (a) has been in eXistence for
24 months prior to the appeal filing date, (b) is on'the Planning Department’s neighborhood
Organization notification list, and (c) can demonstrate to the Pianning Director or his/her
deSIQnee that the organization is affeoted by the proposed proiect Fees shall be used to
defray the cost of appeal for the Planning Department Such fee shall be refunded to the
appellant in the event the Planning Department rescmds its determination or the Board of
Supervisors remands or rejects the enVironmental impact report, negative declaration, or

determination of a categorical eXemption to the Planning Commission for revisions based on

Ilissues related to the adequacy and accuracy of the environmental determination. An

- Mayor Lee
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exemption from paying this appeal fee may be granted wh.en the vreque_stor‘s income is not
enoogh to pay for the fee without affecting their ability to pay for the necessities_Of life,

provided that the person seeking the exemption demonstrates to the Clerk of the Board of

Supervisors or his/her designee that they are substantially affected by“the proposed project.

(5) For preparation of an addendum to an environmental impact report that has

: previously been certified, pursuant to Section 15164 of the State CEQA Guidelines: or

reeval‘uation of a modified project for which a negative declaration has been prepared: |

$22 8442248% plus time and matenals as set forth in Subsection (b)(2)

(6) For preparatlon of a supplement to a draft or certified final envrronmental impact

- report: One-half of the fee that would be required for a full environmental impact report on the

' iisame project, as set forth in Paragraph (2) above, plus time and materials as set forth in

Subsectlon (b)(2).

(7) (a) For preparatlon of a Certificate of Exemption from EnVIronmental Review

|determining that a prOJect is categoncally exempt, statutonly exempt mlnlsterlaI/nonphySIcal

Jjan emergency, or a planning and feasibility study: $gg;;_285 for appllcatlons that require only a

stamp, $5.6975-581 as an initial fee for applications that require an Exemption Certificate, plus
time and materials as set forth in Subsection (b)(2). |

(7) (b)For preparation of a Class 32 Certificate of Exemption from Environmental |

|Review determining that a_project is categorically exempt, the initial fee shall be:

Where the total estimated construction cost as defined by the San Francisco

BUIIdmg Code is between $0 and $9,999: $10,47610.264;

Where said total estimated constructlon cost is $10,000 or more, but less than
$200 000: $JO 47610264 +PLUS 0.1820-178% of the cost over $10,000;
~ Where said total estimated construction cost is $200,000 or more, but less than

$1,000,000: $10.82240-662 PLUS 0.1726-169% of the cost over $200,000;

Mayor Lee
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* Where said total estimated construction cost is $1,000,000 or more, but less
than $10,000,000: $12,20111954 PLUS 0.0536-652% of the cost over $1,000,000;
Where said total estimated construction cost is $10,000,000 or.more: $16,978
16,634PLUS 0.386-0.378% of the cost over $10,000,000.
(8) For prepalration of an exemption,that requires review of histovric_-al resource

isvsue's only, the fellowing fees apply. For a determination of whether a property is an

| historical resource under CEQA, the fee is $2,3872-339. For a determination of whether a

project would result in a substantial adverse change in the S|gn|f|cance of an historical
resource, the fee is $3.310 03243, _

- (9)  For preparation of a letter of exemption from environmental review: $297285,
plus time and materials as set forth in Subsection (b)(2).

(10) For review of a categorlcal exemption prepared by another City Agency, such as

the Munrupal Transportatlon Agency or the Public Utilities Comm|SS|on $245240, plus time

and materials as set forth in Subsection (b)(2). .

- (11) - For reactivating an application that the Environmental Review Officer has’
deemed withdraWn due to inactivity and the pass-age of time subjeet to the approval of the
Envrronmental Review Officer and wrthin six months of the date the apphcatlon was deemed
withdrawn: $237232 plus time and matenals to cover any addltional staff costs. |

(12) Monitoring Conditions of Approval and Mitigation Monrtorlng: Upon adoption of
conditions of approval and/or mitigation'measnreswhich the Environmental Review Officer

determines require active monitoring, the fee shall be $1,153 1534430, as an initial fee, plus time

land materials as set forth in Section 31. 22(b)(2)

(b) Payment |
(1) - Thefee specrfled in Subsection (a)(1) shall be paid to the Plannlng Department

Jat the time of the filing of the environmental evaluation application, and where an

Mayor Lee . ' T -
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_llenvironmental impact report is determined to be required, the fee specified in Subsection
@)2) shall be paid at the time the Notice of Preparation is prepared, except as speciﬁedj

. below. However, the Director of Planning or his/her designee may authorize phased .

collection of the fee fpr a project whose work is projected to' span more‘then one fiscal year. A
nonrefundaple processing tee of $5352-is requited to set-up any installment payment plan for
all appiication fees. The balance of phesed payrnents»must be paid in full one week in
advance of the first scheduled publi(; hearing before the Planning Commission in consider the -
ptoject or before any Envirlonmental' ,lmpaet reporrt.is published .

(2) The Planning Department shall charge the applicant for any time and material.
costs incurred in excess Qf the initial fee charged if required to regover'the Department’s costs
for providing services. Provided, however, that where a different Iimitation‘ on time and
materials is set forth elsewhere in this section, then that limitation shall prevail..

(3) The C‘ontroller will annually adjust the fee amounts specified in Section

31 22(a)(1) (2), (5), (7), (8), (9), (10) , and (11), and (12), Section 31. 22(b)(]) and (6). and Section

31 22(0) Section 31.23(d) and Section 31.23. 1(a) and (b) by the two-year average consumer

price index (CPI). change for the San Francisco/San Jose anary Metropolltan Statlstlcal

Area (PMSA).

(4) - Anyfraternal, chariteble, benevolent or any other nonprofit organization, that is

| exempt from taxation under the Internal Revenue laws of the United States and the Revenue

land Taxation Code of the State of California as a bona fide fraternal, charitable, benevolent or

other nonproﬁt organization, or public entity that submits an application for the development of
residentialv.units or dwellings all of which are affordable to low and moderate income
households, as defined by the United State Housing and Urban Development Department, for

a time period'that ié consistent with the policy of the Mayor’s Office of Housing and the San

|IFrancisco Redevelopment Agen-cy may defer payment of the fees specified herein, with the

Mayor Lee
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exception of the fees payable p'ursuant to Section 31.22(a)(3) and (4) and Section
31.22(a)(11) herein, until the time of issuance of thebuilding permit, before the building permit :

is released to the applicant; or (2) within one year of the date of completion of the

lenvironmental review document, whichever is sooner. This exemption shall apply

notwithstanding the inclusion in the development of other nonproﬁt ancillary or accessory
uses. |

(5) 'An exemptlon from paying the full fees set forth in Section 31 22(a)(3) and (4)

| herein may be granted when the requestor's income is not enough to pay the fee without .

affecting his or her ability to pay for the necessities of Ilfe, provided that the person seeking
the exemption demonstrates to the Director of Plannin_g or his/her designee that he or she is
substantially affected by the proposed project.

(6) | Exceptions to the payment provisions noted above may be made when the
Director'of Planning or his/her. designee has authorized phas'ed collection of the fee for a
prOJect whose work is projected to span more than one flscal year A nonrefundable |

processing fee of $5352 is required to set-up any lnstallment payment plan for all appllcatlon

- {fees. The balance of phased payments must be paid in full one week in advance of the first

scheduled pubhc heanng before the Plannlng CommISSIon to consnder the project or before
any Environmental Impact report is published.. . " ’

- (c) Refunds. When a request for an initial evaluatlon or for preparatlon of an
environmental impact report is (1) either withdrawn by the app!!cant prior to publication of an’
environmental document or (2) deemed canceled by the Plannlng Department due to inactivity

on the part of the applicant, then the applicant shall be entitled to a refund of the fees paid to

‘ th.e.Department less the t}ime' and materials expended minus a $436427 progessing fee.

Refund requests must be submitted within six months ot'th'e project closure date.

MayorLee . : ) ,
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. (d)  Late Charges and Cb_llecﬁon of Overdue Accounts. Thé Director or his/her

designee shall call upon the Bureau of Delinquent Revenues or duly licensed collection

" lagencies for assistance in collecting delinquent accounts more than 60 days in arrears, in

which case any édditional costs of collection may be added to the fee amount outstanding. If
the Department seeks the assistance of a duly licensed colleéﬂon agency, the épproval |
prbcedures of Administrative‘Codé Article 5, Section 10.39-1 ef seq. will be apblicable.

(e) Thvese'amendments to fees related to the Planning Department are intended to

provide revenues for the stafﬁngvahd other support'necessafy to provide -more timely

processing of applicatibns within that Depértment.

Section 3: The San Fr,anciscb Admihisfrative Code is hereby amended by amending
Section 31 .23 to read aé follows: | |

SEC. 31.23 OTHER FEES.

(@) . | Where an initial evaluation_of prepa‘rat_ion‘c)f an.‘énvironmental impact report’and _,
related environmental studies requii’e the use of Speciai expertise or technical assistance not |
provided by the boérd, commission, department or oth’er' person who .is‘ to carry out the: |
project, such expertise or assistance shall be péid for by such board, c_ommisSibn, depariment
orvother person. This paymenf shall Be made either to the Planning Departme‘nt’or,' if thé

Planning Department so requests, directly to the party that will provide such experti‘séor

technical assistance.

(b) - Where outside cohsultants are used for such purposes, and the project is to be

|directly carried out by a person other than a board, commission or department of the City,

such consultants shall report their findings directly to the Planning Department.

(c) Whelj'e employees of the City are 'used' for such purposes, the costs of such'

_jlemployees shall be paid to the board, commission or department providing such employees.

1tMayor Lee » _ ‘
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(d) . In addition to any filing fees required by statute, the County Clerk shall collect a
decumentary handling fee in the amount of $3332 for each tiling made pursuant to California

Fish and Game Code Section 711.4, Subdivision (d).

Section 4. The San Francisco Adrninistrative Code is hereby amended by amending

~ [Section 31.23.1, to read as follows:

SEC. 31.23.1 ‘Community Plan Fees. »
(a)  The Planning Department shall charge the follo’wing~ Community Plan Fees for
environmental applications filed in adopted Plan Areas etfeetiVe aﬁer’JuIy'1, 2005:

(1) For Clas'e 1 and 3 Exemptions: same as basic fees outlined in Section

[B1.22(a)(8) and (10).

(2) For determination of the appropnate enwronmental document $12 72042462

jand any fee pursuant to Section 31.23.1(c) below. In addition, the appllcant shall pay the

following fees as appropriate:
i If the determination is that the project qualifies fora Community exemption or
exclusmn the applicant shall pay a fee of $6.950 950&899 |

(i) If the determination is that the prOJect does not quallfy fora Communlty

. exemptlon or exclusion, the applicant shall pay fees as set forth in Sectlon 31.23. 1(b) below.

(b)  The fees for projects determined not to quallfy fora Communlty exemption or

exclusion are as fol!ows

7 descnbed in Section 31.22 above, the initial fee shall be:

Where the total estlmated constructlon cost as def ned by the San Franmsco

Building Code is between $0 and $9, 999 $1.3601-332;

L

Mayor Lee ' : . '
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| Wheresaid total estimated conStructiOrt cost is $10,000 or more, but less than
$200,000: $3,6515:536 PLUS 2.5712:59% of the cost over $10,000; \

| - Where said total estimated construction cost is $200,000 or more, but less than -
$1,000,000: $10.63140.415 PLUS 1.9431.994% of the cost over $200,000;

Where said total estimated construction cost is $1, 000 000 or more, but less

ithan $10 OOO OOO $26 47825941 PLUS 1.630 630H9¥% of the cost over $1, OOO 000;

 Where said total estimated construction cost is $1O 000 000 or more, but less
than $30,000,000: $1 76,062472:49% PLUS 0.5029.«492% of the cost over $10,000,00,0,

Where said total estimated constructlon cost is $30,000,000 or more, but less

|ithan $50 OOO OOO $278 4942—%2—846 PLUS 0.189 1899-185% of the cost over $30, OOO 000;

"~ Where said total estimated construction cost is $50,000,000 or more, but less_ :
than $100,000,000: $3! 7,0773%9,—64%PLUS 0.0459_.—944% of the cost over $50,000,000;
Where_said- total estimated construction cost is $100,000,000 or more:

$340,044333;148-PLUS 0.019% of the cost over $100,000,000.

. An applicant~prepesing major revisions to a project appltcation that has been inactive .

| for more than six months and is assigned shall submit a new application. An applicant

proposing signiftcaht revisions to a project which has not been ass‘igned and for which an .
application is-on file with the Planning Department shall be charged time and materials to
cover the full costs in excess of the initial fee paid.

(2)  For preparation of an environmental impact report excluding use of speCIal
expertise or technical assistance, as described in Section 31.23 above, the initial fee shall be:

‘Where the total estimated construction cost as defined in the San Francisco

Bu1ld|ng Code is between $0 to $199,999: $30,185 1857.295—73

Where said total estlmated construction cost is $200, OOO or more, but less than

$1,000,000: $30./8529.573 PLUS 0.7416-726% of the cost over $200,000;

Mayor Lee
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Where said total estimated construction cost is $1,000,000 or more, but less

than $10,000,000: $36,40135:663 PLUS 0.5020.492% of the cost'over $1,000,000;

Where said total estimated construction cost is $10,000,000 or more, but less

than $30,000,000: $82,49584-822 PLUS 0.2066-202% of the cost over $10,000,000;

~ Where said total estimated construction cost is $30,000,000 or more but less
than $50 000,000: $124,524 5244—21—999 PLUS 0. 056&955% of the cost over $30, OOO ,000;

- Where said total construction cost is $50,000,000 or more, but Iess than
$100,000,000: $136.065433:396 PLUS m@—@#j% of the cost over $50,000,000;

Where said total estimated construction cost is $100,000,000 or more:

|I$164.918161:573 PLUS 0.019% of the cost over $100,000,000.

. An applicant oroposing major revisions to a project application that has been inactive

_ {for more than six months and is assigned shall submit a new application. An applicant

proposing significant revisions to a project which has not been assigned and for which an
application is on file wrth the Pianning Department shall be charged time and materials to
cover the full. costs in excess of the initial fee paid. |

(3) ° Forthe preparation of a focused Environmental Impact Report: one-half the fee

-that would be required for a fuIIenVironmental impact report, as set forth in Paragraph (b)(2)

above, plus time and materials '
4) The fees above listed in Section 31 24(b) W|Il sunset 20 years after the effective
date of Plan Adoption. ‘ |

(c) - The Planning Department shall recover the cost of preparing and defending |
programmatic EIRs, including consultant and City Attorney costs, from project sponsors that

file or have filed prOJects in recently adopted Plan Areas (after July 1, 2005) and filed prOJects

‘Wlthln 10 years of the Programmatic EIR certifi cation

Mayor Lee - . '
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The fee shall be a proportional share of the cost of the Programmatic EIR, which is
equal to the Department’s average time and material costs to prepare and defend a
Programmatic EIR divrded by the buildable envelope times the square footage of the
proposed project. . | | . |

(d) Exceptas provnded below for proiects in the Transit Center District area, |f at the
time of.Community Plan adoption, a project application undergoing review required
amendments for height or bulk districts or Generai Plan amendments and now oomplies with
the CommLinity Plan Zoning, the applicant mey Choose o pay either the fees specified in

Section 31.22 or Section 31.23.1. For projects that paid fees under Section 31.22 and opt to

| pay fees under Section 31.23.1, the applicant shail wnthdraw the applicatlon filed under

Section 31.22 and t'le a new application Applicants that t"Ie a new application and pay the
Section 31.23.1 fees shall be entitled to a refund under Section 31.22(c).
(i) Transit Center District Plan. _Projeots in the Transit Center District area that

require amendments for height or bulk district or General Plan amendments at the time of -

| project appli¢ation shall pay the fees specified in Administrative Code Section 31.23.1(b) and
1131.23.1(c). For projects that paid fees under Sevoti-on 31.22, the applicant shall pay the

ditference between Section 31.22 fees and Section 31.23.1(b) and 31.23.1 (c) fees.

APPROVED AS TO FORM: :
DENNIS J. HERRERA, City Attorney

. Marleng\G. Byrne =
Deputy City Attorney

Mayor Lee

- | BOARD OF SUPERVISORS ’ ‘ : o Page 13
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FILE NO.

LEGISLATIVE DIGEST

: [Admlnlstratlve Code—Fee Update]

Ordinance amending the San Francisco Adminis_traﬁve Code to increase all fees based
on the Controller’s annual two-year average consumer price index; and adopting
findings, including environmental findings.

Existing Law

Chapter 31 of the Admlnlstratlve Code currently contains fee provisions related to comphance
~ with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), such as, for example, for environmental
- review applications for proposed projects and for appeals of environmental determinations.

 Amendments to Current Law

The proposed Ieglslatldn would aménd C.hapter 31 of the Administrative Code to increase all
- fees related to compliance with CEQA based on the Controller’s annual two-year average
consumer price index.

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS » ‘ . ) ‘Page 1
: .5/26/2011
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SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

1650 Mission St.
Suite 400
San Francisco,

PIannmg Commlssmn Resolution No. 18362 CA 94103-2479

HEARING DATE: MAY 19 2011 [ Recepion:
' o ' 415.558.6378
: ' ' Fax:
Project Name: Amendments relating to Administrative Code Section 31.22(12)(3): 4?5_553_5409
A - Administrative Code Fee Changes. , R
‘Case Number: 2011.0427T _ o panmng
, , nformation:
Initiated by: Planning Department s 415.558.6377
. Staff Contact: - Keith DeMartini, Finance Manager
Keith.DeMartini@sfgov.org, 415-575-9118
Reviewed by Thomas DiSanto, Chief Administrative Officer -
, Thomas.DiSanto@sfgov.org, 415- 575-9113
Recommendation - Recommend Approval '

RECOMMENDING THAT THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS ADOPT A PROPOSED ORDINANCE
THAT WOULD AMEND ADMINISTRATIVE CODE, ARTICLE 1V, SECTION 31.22(12)(3) BASIC
FEES TO (1) INCLUDE LANGUAGE THAT THE FEES ARE SUBJECT TO THE CONTROLLER’S
ANNUAL ADJUSTMENT BASED ON THE TWO-YEAR AVERAGE CONSUMER PRICE INDEX
(CPD), 'AND (2) ADJUST FEES BASED ON THIS CPI RATE, AND' MAKES SECTION 302 AND
ENVIRONMENTAL FINDINGS. :

PREAMBLE

Whereas, all planning application fees are subject to the Controller’s annual adjustment based on the two-
year average consumer price index (CPI) change for the San Francisco/San Jose Primary Metropohtan '
Statistical Area (PMSA). The existing rule for CEQA Basic Fees does not inctude this Ianguage and the
proposed change simply adds this language

.The Planning Commission (hereinafter “Commission”) conducted a duly noticed public hearing at a
regularly scheduled meeting to consider the proposed Ordinances on May 19, 2011.

The Planning Department (hefeinafter “Department”) has not received any lettefs or phone calls in -
support or in opposition to the proposed Ordinance.
NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Commission hereby recommends that the Board ADOPT
the proposed Ordinance with the followmg amendment:

' CEQA Basic Fees (Administrative Code, Article IV, Section 31.22(12)(3) Basic Fees): The Additional code
references will be made to the current 31.22(12)(3) code: “The Controller will annually adjust the fee

amounts specified in Section 31.22(a)(1), @), (), (7), (8), (9), (10), and~(11), and (12), Section 31.22(b)(1)
and_(6), Section 31.22 (c), Section 31 23(d) and Section 31.23.1(a) and (b) by the two-year average

www.sfprfing.org



Resolution No. 18362 . CASE NO. 2011.0427T
Hearing Date: May 19, 2011 _ . , Admlmstratlve Code Fee Changes

consumer price index (CPI) change for the San Francisco/San ]ose' Primary Metropolitan Statistical Area
(PMSA).” ’ ‘

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

The prnpncnl to nmnnﬂ Article 3.5 of the Plnnnlna Code would result in no nhvsical impacts on the’

i s EmEEEttO esult vl At

environment. The proposed amendment is exempt from environmental review under Section 15273(a) of
. the CEQA Guidelines. ' ' '

I héreby'certify that the Planning Commission ADOPTED the foregoing Resolution on Méy 19, 2011.

, 14
il

! sLinda Avery .
Commission Secretary

- AYES: Christina Olague, Ron Miguél, Gwyneth Borden, Rodney Fong, Kathrin Moore and Bill
Sugaya - : ‘ ' .
NAYS: - None .

ABSENT: \ Michael Antonini

ADOPTED: May 19, 2011

%‘mﬂﬁﬁ% DEPARTMENT 767 : ' 2



SAN FRANC!SCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Executlve ‘Summary : 1850 fision St.
Administrative Code Text Change - e
- HEARING DATE: MAY 19, 2011 : ,
: . : , Reception:
o S 415.558.6378
Project Name: Amendments relating to Administrative que Section Fax o
' 31.22(12)(3): Administrative Code Fee Changes. =~ - 415.558.6400
7 Date: _ May 19, 2011 _ ’ : . lanting
Case Number: 2011.0427T ) ' : inormation:
Initiated by: _Planning Department - 415.558.6377
 Staff Contact: Keith DeMartini, Finance Manager ' '
! o Keith.DeMartini@sfgov.org, 415-575-9118 ,
Reviewed by: Thomas DiSanto, Chief Administrative Officer

o ~ Thomas.DiSanto@sfgov.org, 415-575-9113
- Recommendation: Recommend Approval as Proposed

PLANNING CODE AMENDMENT

This’ legislation amends Adnurustratlve Code Article IV, Section 31.22(12)(3) Basic Fees to: (1)/_" .
include language that the fees are subject to the Controller's annual ‘adjustment based on the
two-year average consumer price- mdex (CPI) and (2) ad]ust fees based on this CPI rate

THE WAY IT IS NOW

- The Controller annually adjusts planning apphcatlon fees, excludmg appeal fees, by the
two-year average consumer price index (CPI) for the San Francisco/San Jose Primary
Metropolitan Statlshcal Area (PMSA).

CEQA Basic Fees (Adm]mstra‘ave CodeI Ar‘ucle IV, Section 31.22( 121(3) Basic Fees) Section

31.22(12)(3) reads: The Controller will annually adjust the fee amounts spec1f1ed in Section
31.22(a)(1), (2), (5), (7), (8), (9), (10), and (11), Section 31.22 (c), Section 31.23(d) and Section
31.23.1(a) and (b) by the two-year average consumer price index (CPI) change for the San
Francisco/San Jose PMSA.

THE WAY IT WOULD BE: : ,
A CPI increase of 2.07% will be applied to all fees except for appeal fees.

CEQA Basic Fees (Administrative Code, Article IV, Section 31.22(12)(3) Basic Fees): The
Additional code references will be made to the current 31.22(12)(3) code: “The Controller will
annually adjust the fee amounts specified in Section 31.22(a)(1), (2), (5), (7), (8), (9), (10) and -
(11), and (12), Section 31.22(b)(1) and (6) Section 31.22 (c), Section 31.23(d) and Section

Ww.sfpmsaihg;ofg :



Executive Summary : ' ' CASE NO. 2011.0427T
Hearing Date: May 19, 2011 : Administrative Code Section 31.22(12)(3)

31.23.1(a) and (b) by the two-year averége consumer price index (CPI) change for the San
Francisco/San Jose PMSA.” Projected Revenue Impact: $0 (These fees are currently adjusted
- annually by the Controller’s Office).

REQUIRED COMMISSION ACTION - e | ,

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

RECOMMENDATION

The Department recommends that the Commission adopt the Draft Resoluhon recommending
the proposed Ordinance. The legislation would ensure all fee languages clearly states yearly
ad]ustments

' BASIS FOR RECOMMENDATION

- All planning apphcatlon fees are subject to the Controller’s annual adjustment based on the
© two-year average consumer price index (CPI) change for the San Francisco/San Jose Primary
Metropolitan Statistical Area (PMSA). The existing rule for CEQA Basic Fees does not include
~ this language, and the proposed change simply adds this language.

. ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW e |
The proposal to amend Article 3.5 of the Planning Code would result in no physical impacts on
the environment. The proposed amendment is exempt from environmental review under
Section 15060(c)(2) of the CEQA Gulde]mes

PUBLIC COMMENT |

As of the date of this report, the Planning Department has received ﬁo letters in support or
opposition to the proposal from the public.

RECOMMENDATION: Approve

Attachments; : ‘

Exhibit A:  Draft Planning Commission Resolution
Exhibit B: Draft Board of Supervisors Ordinance
Exhibit C: © Historic Preservation Commission Motion
" Exhibit D: Proposed Fee Schedule o
ExhibitE:  Summary Presentation-

SAH FRANCISCO o : o o 2
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 Fw: cpi
Thomas DiSanto to: Victor Youn'g

06/07/2011 11:07 AM

Thomas DiSanto

Chief Administrative Ofﬁcer

Planning Department, City and County of Sa.n Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400

San Francisco, CA 94103

(415) 575-9113
.—- Forwarded by Thomas DISanto/CTYPLN/SFGOV on 06/07/2011 11:06 AM —-

From: - Michelle AIIersma/CON/SFGOV
To: Thomas DlSanto/CTYPLN/SFGOV@SFGOV
Date: 04/27/2011 10:23 AM
Subject: cpi
LONn .
alculated '

136%
1.09% |
2 1"[3' .
1.95%
344%
3.84%
0.02%
2.61%
1.52%

Michelle Allersma
- Budget and Analysis Division
~ Controller's Office

City & County of San FranCIsco
415. 554 4792 :

770



