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| FILE NO. 110706 - -  ORDINANCE NO.

[Administrative Code - Fee Update]

" Ordinance amendin"g the San Francisco Administrative Code, Chapter 31, Sections

31.22, 31.23, and 31.23.1 to: 1) inerease all fees based oh the Contl_'oller’s annual two-

' year average consumer ‘price index; ande) adopting findings, including environmental

findings.

NOTE: Additions are szn,qle underlzne zralzcs Times New Roman,

deletions -are
.Board amendment additions are double underhned

Board amendment deletions are stnketh+eug—h44enqqa4

Be it ordalned by the People of the Clty and County of San Francisco:

' v'Section 1. Findings. |
(a) The Plannlng Department is able to recover the cost of long range planning |
through its building permit review, CEQA (Cahfornla EnVIronmental 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 '

through said fees, but the cost of long range planning, which includes historic preservation

-suwey _and designation work, in increasing beyon‘d the annual cost of living adjustment.

(c) "1t is in the public interest for the private p'roject 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 determined that the |

| 'proposed fee adjustments are statutorily excluded fro'm CEQA under the CEQA Guidelines '
‘Section 15273(a) Wthh exempts rates, tolls, fares and Charges such as those proposed here:
_Sald determination is on t'le with the Clerk of the Board of Supemsors in File No. 110706 and

‘is incorporated herein by reference.
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Sectlon 2. The San Francisco Admlnlstratlve Code is hereby amended by amendlng
Sections 31.22 to read as follows: ‘

SEC. 31.22 BASIC FEES. |

(a) The Planning Department shall charge the following basic fees to applicants for
prOJects Iocated outsxde of recently adopted Plan Areas (adopted after July 1, 2005) thatdo
not require one or more of the foIlowlng, which will be initiated through the adoptlon of an Area

Plan: Code-amendments for the hieight or bulk district and General Plan amendments, as

llspecified in Section 31.21 above:

(1) Foran initial study of a project excluding use of special expertise or technical
assistance, as described in Section”31 .23 below, the initial fee shall be: -
Where the total estnmated construction cost as defined by the San Francisco

Burldlng Code is between $O and $9 999 $4:6761,092;

Where said total estlmated constructlon cost is $1O OOO or more, but Iess than
$2oo 000: $4.2494163 PLUS 2.6242.066% of the cost over $10,000; |

Where said total estlmated construction cost is $200,000 or mor'e, but less than
$1,000,000: $8 2518084 PLUS £:5301.562 % of the cost o over '$200,000; |

Where said total estlmated constructlon costis $1, OOO OOO or more, but less
than $1O 000,000: $20.98720.-561 PLUS 1-2841.311% of the cost over $1, OOO 000;
Where said total estimated constructlon cost is $10,000,000 or more, but Iess
than $30 OOO 000: $J4J 220488356 PLUS 8.2960. 0.404% of the cost over $1O 000,000; '
Where said total estimated constmctlon cost is $30,000,000 or more, butless
than $50 000 000 $223 53]%}8—998-PLUS 0-1490.152% of the cost over $30, OOO 000; -

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

than $100,000, OOO $254,453 453249—293—PLUS 9—9360 037% of the cost over $50 000,000;

Mayor Lee ) o , :
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Where said total estimated construction cost is $100,000,000 or more:

$272.962267-426-PLUS 0.016% of the cost over $100,000,000.

An applicant proposing major revisions to a project application th'at 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 with the Planning Department shall be charged time and materials to _‘
cov.er the full costs in excess of the initial fee paid. | | ” |
(2) - For preparatlon of an enwronmental impact report excluding use of special

expertise or technlcal assnstance as descnbed in Section 31 23 below the initial fee shall be:

‘Where the total estimated construction cost as defined in the San Francisco
Building Code is between $0 to $199, 999 $24.255 25523—%63 .'

Where said total estlmated constructlon cost is $200 000 or more, but less than
$1, 000,000 $24.255 25523,763-PLUS 0.5840.596 596% of the cost over $200,000; | |

Where said total estlmated constructlon cost is $1, OOO 000 or more, but less

than $10,000,000: $29,24828.655 PLUS 93»%0 404% of the cost over $1,000,000;

- Where said total estimated construction cost is $1O OOO 000 or more, but less
than $3O 000,000: $66,28964:945 PLUS 0.1656-262% of the cost over $10,000,000;

~ Where said total estimated constructlon cost is $30, OOO 000 or more, but less
than $50 000,000: $100.04198.:012 PLUS 0.0458-044% of the cost over $30 000,000;

Where said total construction cost is $5O 000, OOO or more, but less than :

$100,000,000: $]09 240107025 PLUS 0 0450-044% of the cost over $50,000,000;

Where said total est|mated constructlon cost is $100,000,000 or more:

$132 433HQ—¥4$PLUS 0.016% of the cost over $100,000,000.

An applicant proposing major revisions to a prolect appllcatlon that has been lnactlve

for more than six months and is aSSJQned shall submrt a new application. An appllcant

Mayor Lee
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proposing srgnlf cant revisions toa prolect Wthh has not been aSS|gned and for which an

x appllcatlon is on file with the Plannlng Department shall be charged time and materials to

cover the full costs in excess of the lnltlal fee paid.

) For an appeal to the Plannlng Commission: The fee shall be $500 OO to the
appellant; provnded however that the fee shall be walved if the appeal is filed by a
neighborhood organlzatron 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 Planning Director or his/her deslgnee that the organization is

affected by the proposed project. An ex'emption“from paying thls appeal fee may be granted -

when the requestor's income is_not enough to pay for the fee without aﬁectlng their abilities to

ipay for the necessities of life, provided that the person seeking the eXemption demonstrates

- |fto the Planning: Dlrector or hls/her desngnee that they are substantially.affected by the

proposed pl'OJeCt » |

(4) _ ‘For an appeal to the Board of Supervisors of envn'onmental determlnatlons
lncludlng the certification of an EIR, a negatlve declaratlon or determlnatlon of a categoncal
exemption, the fee shall be $500.00 to the appellant, prowded, however, that the fee shall be
waived if the appeal ls filed by a nelghborhood .organizatlon that: (a) has been in ekistence for
24 months prior to the appeal filing date, (b) is on'the Plannlng Department’s nelghborhood
organlzatlon notlt" cation list, and (c) can demonstrate to the Plannlng Director or his/her

desngnee that the orgamzatlon is affected by the proposed prolect Fees shall be used to -

_ defray the cost of appeal for the Plannlng Department Such fee shall be refunded to the

appellant in the event the Planning Department rescmds its detenmnatlon or the Board of

Supervisors remands or rejects the envrronmental lmpact report, negative declarat|on or

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

{issues related to the adequacy and accuracy of the enwronmental determlna-tlon. An

K Mayor Lee
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exemptron from paylng this appeal fee may be granted when the requestor's income is not

: enough to pay for the fee without affecting thelr ablllty to pay for the necessities of life,

provided that the person seeking the exemption demonstrates to the Clerk of the Board of
Superwsors or his/her designee that they are substantially affected by the proposed prOJect
- (5) For preparatlon of an addendum to an environmental lmpact report that has
previously been certified, pursuant to Sectlon 15164 of the State CEQA Guidelines: or |
reevaluation of a modified project for Wthh a negatlve declaration has been prepared:

$22,844. 84422381 plus time and materials as set forth in Subsectlon (b)(2)

(6) For preparation of a supplement to a draft or certified final envrronmental |mpact ‘

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

same project as set forth in Paragraph (2) above, -plus time and materials as set forth in

~ llSubsection (b)(2).

(7) (a) For preparatlon ofa Certn‘" cate of Exemptlon from Enwronmental Review

ldetermining that a project.is categorically exempt statutonly exempt mlnlsterlallnonphysmal

lan emergency, ora plannmg and feasibility study: $291285 for appllcatlons that require only a

stamp, $5.6975-581L as an initial fee for applications that require an Exemptlon Certlt"cate plus

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

(7) (b)For preparatlon of a Class 32 Certlr" cate of Exemptlon from Envnronmental

: Revrew determining that a project i is categorrcally exempt, the initial fee shall be:

Where the total estimated construction cost as defi ned by the San Francnsco
Building Code is between $0 and $9,999: $10,47620.264; |

Where said total estimated con‘struction cost is $1O 'OOO or more, but less than
$200 000: $10.476 476-}9—264 +PLUS 0.182 ]829—]—28% of the cost over $10,000;

Where said total estlmated constructlon cost is $200 000 or more but Iess than

$1,000,000: $]0,822;L9,—é92 PLUS 0.]729.—}69% of the cost over $200,000;

Mayor Lee
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‘ Where said fotal estlmated construction cost is $1 000,000 or more, but less )
than $10,000 OOO $12.20111.954 PLUS 0.0536-652% of the cost over $1 000,000;
‘Where said total estimated construction cost is $1 0,000,000 or more: $16,978
%6—634—PLUS 0.386-6-378% of the cost over $1O 000 OOO |
(8) For preparation of an exemption.that requrres review of hlstoncal resource

lssues only, the following fees apply. Fora determrnatlon of whether a property is an

historical resource under CEQA the fee is $2,387 387%39 For a determlnatron of whether a f

project would result ina substantial adverse change in the signifi icance of an historical
resource, the fee is $3.3103-243. . k

: (9)' “ For preparatlon of a letter of exemptron from envrronmental review: $291285, -
plus time and matenals as set forth in Subsection (b)(2).

(1 0) For review of a categoncal exemptlon prepared by another Crty Agency, such as

lithe Mumcnpal Transportatlon Agency orthe Publrc Utllrtres Commrssnon $24524Q plus time.

and materials as set forth in Subsectlon (b)(2)

(11)* For reactivating an applrcatlon that the Environmental Review Officer has"
deerned withdrayvn'due to inactivity‘and the' pass’age of time, 'subject to the ‘appro\}al of the
Envrronmental Review Officer and within six months of the date the apphcatron was deemed
w1thdrawn $237222 plus time and materials to cover any addrtlonal staff costs.

(12) Monitoring Condltlons of Approval and Mitigation Monitoring: Upon adoptron of

o condltlons of approval and/or mitigation: measures which the EnVIronmental Review Officer

determlnes require actlve monrtonng, the fee shall be $1.1532730, as an initial fee, plus time

"and materials as set forth in Sectlon 31. 22(b)( ).

(b) Payment _
(1.) The fee specrfled in Subsectlon (a )(1) shall be paid to the Plannlng Department

at.the tlme of the fi Ilng of the enwronmental evaluatron application, and where an

Mayor Lee . ‘ . : v .
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. enwronmental impact report is determlned to be requrred the fee specrf ied in Subsectron

(@)2) shall be paid at the time the Notrce of Preparatron is prepared, except as specifi ed

-iibelow. However, the Dlrector of Plannlng or hls/her desrgnee may authorize phased

|lcollection of the fee fora prOJect whose work is prOJected to span more than one fiscal year. A

nonrefundable processmg fee of $53§2—ls required to set— up any rnstallment payment plan for

all appllcatron fees The balance of phased payments must be paid in full one week in

lladvance of the flrst scheduled public hearlng before the Plannlng Commission in consrder the .

project or before any Envrronmental Impact report is publlshed

(2) The Planning Department shall charge the applicant for any time and matenal
costs rncurred in excess of the initial fee charged if requrred to recover the Department’s costs
for providing services. Provrded however, that where a drfferent limitation on tlme and
matenals is set forth elsewhere in this section, then that lrmrtatlon shall prevail.

‘ '(3) The Controller will annually. adjust the fee amounts specn‘"ed in Sectlon |

31.22(a)(1), (2), (5). (7). (8). (). (10) , end (11), and (12). Section 31.22(b)(1) and (6), and Section

131 22(c), Section 31.23(d) and Section 31.23.1(a) and (b) by the two—year average consumer

price rndex (CPI) Change for the San Francnsco/San Jose anary Metropolltan Statrstlcal

|Area (PMSA).

(4) - Any fraternal, charltable benevolent or any other nonprofit organization, that is -

-ilexempt from taxatlon under the Internal Revenue laws of the Unrted States and the Revenue

and Taxatlon Code of the State of Callfornra as a bona fide fraternal chantable benevolent or
other nonprofit organrzatlon or public entrty that submits an application for the development of ‘
residential units or dwelllngs all of Wthh are affordable to low and moderate income ‘
households as defined by the United State Houstng and Urban Development Department for
a time penod that is consrstent W|th the pol|cy of the Mayor’s Office of Housing and the San

Francisco Redevelopment Agency may defer payment of the fees specified herein, with the

Mayor Lee
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| exception of the fees payable pursuant to Section 31.22(a)(3) and (4) and Section

31.22(a)(11) herein, until the time. of issu_ance of the building 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. | | |

() 'An exemptlon from paylng 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 ablllty to pay for the necessrtles of llfe provrded that the person seeking

the exemptlon demonstrates to the Director of Plannlng or hls/her desrgnee that he or she is

substantlally affected by the proposed project.

{6) | Exceptlons to the payment provrsnons noted above may be made when the

" Director of Planmng or his/her desrgnee has authonzed phased collection of the fee fora

project whose work is pro;ected to span more than one fi scal year A nonrefundable

processrng fee of $5352 is required to set-up any rnstallment payment plan for all applrcat|on

. ifees. The balance of phased payments must be paid in full one week in advance of the f rst

scheduled public hearlng before the Plannrng Commrssmn to consider the prolect or before
any Environmental Impact report i is publlshed ' 7 |

| (c) Refunds When a request for an lnltlal evaluatron or for preparation of an
environmental impact report is (1) either wrthdrawn by the applrcant prior to publication of an’
envlronmental d,ocument or (2) deerned canceled by the Planning Department due to inactivity

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

- |the-Department less the time and’ materials expended minus a $£3_642—Z-processlng fee.

Refund requests must be submitted within six months of the project closure date.

Mayor Lee
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- (d)  Late Charges and Collection of Overdue Accounts. The Director or his/her

designee shall call upon the Bureau of Delinquent Revenues or duly licensed collectio-n '

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

Wthh case any additional costs of collection may be added to the fee amount outstandlng If
the Department seeks the assistance of a duly licensed collectlon agency, the approval
procedures of Admmlstratlve Code Article 5, Section 10.39-1 et seq. wrll be appllcable

~(e) These amendments to fees related to the Plannlng Department are mtended to

provide revenues for the staffing and other support necessary to prowde ‘more tlmely

processing of applications within that Department.

Section 3: The San Francisco Administrative Code is hereby amended by amending

_ ,Section'31 23 to read as follows:

SEC. 31 23 OTHER FEES

~ (a)  Where an initial evaluatlon or preparatlon of an envnronmental lmpact report and .
related environmental studies reqUIre the use of special expertise or technlcal aSSIStance not |
provnded by the board commnssron department or other person who i is to carry out the:
prOJect such expertlse or assistance shall be pald for by such board, commlssmn department
or other person. Thls payment shall be made either to the Planning Department or, if the
Plannlng Department so requests, dlrectly fo the party that will prowde such expertlse or
technical assrstance |

(b) Where outsrde consultants 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) Where employees of the City are used for such purposes, the costs of such

employees shall be pald to the board commission or department provrdlng such employees.

Mayor Lee

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS Page 9

214 ' :  5/19/2011

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




—

© 0 N O PNMw N

(- —_
—_ o

13 -
14 .
15

16

17
18

19
20
21
22
23
24

(d)  Inaddition to any t" lmg fees requ:red by statute, the County Clerk shall collect a

documentary handling fee in the amount of $3332 for eaoh t"llng made pursuant to Calrfornla

Fish and Game Code Section 711 4, Subdivision (d) ' |
Section 4 The San Francisco Administrative Code is hereby amended by amendrng

Section 31.23.1, to.read as follows

SEC. 31.23.1 _ Community Plan Feesl

_ -(a) ~The Plannlng Department shall charge the followmg Communrty Plan Fees for

| envrronmental appllcatlons fi led in adopted Plan Areas effective after July 1, 2005:

(1)  For.Class1and 3 Exemptions: same as basic fees outlined in Section

[31.22(a)(8) and (10).

' (2) For determmatlon of the appropriate envrronmental document: $]2 72012462

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

followrng fees as appropnate

(i) lf the determlnatlon is that the prolect quallt" ies for a Communlty exempt|on or

exclusron the applicant shall pay a fee of $6,950 9506—899

(i) -Ifthe determlnatlon is that the proleot does not qualify for a Communlty _
exempt|on or exclusion, the applicant shall pay fees as set forth in Sectlon 31.23.1(b) below
(b) The fees for prOJects determlned not to qual|fy fora Communrty exemptlon or .
exclusion are as follows ’ '

(1) For an initial study exclud'l'ng use of special exp_ertlse or technical assistance, as .

_ described in Sectlon 31.22 above, the mrtral fee shall be:

Where the total estimated constructlon cost as det" ned by the San FranC|sco

Bu1ld|ng Code is between $O and $9 999 $J,360J7337‘_2

[ Mayor Lee
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" Where said total estimated eonst'mctioh cost is .$1_0',OOO. or more, but less than
$200,000: $5.651 6515435 PLUS 2.5712-529% of the cost over $1 o,ood; »
Where said total estimated constructlon cost is $200, OOO or more, but less than »
$1 000 000: $10,631 63]11(}445 PLUS 1.9431.994% of the cost-over $200,000;
Where said total estimated constructlon cost is $1, OOO 000 or more, but less

than $10,000, 000 $26 4782—5—94-} PLUS 1.630 630—1—5—9—7% of the cost over $1, OOO 000;

Where said total estimated constructlon costis $1O 000, 000 or more, but Iess
than $30,000 000: $176.062 062472494 PLUS 0 5020-492% of the cost over $-1 0,000,000;

_ Where said total estimated constructron cost is $30, 000, 000 or more, but less o
than $50, 000 OOO $278,494. 4942—72—846 PLUS 0.189 1899485% of the cost over $30,000, 000; N
Where said total estimated construction cost is $50,000,000 or more, but less '}
than $100,000,000: $317.077 0773%9—64$PLUS 0.045: 0459—944% of the cost over $50,000,000;
Where said total estimated constructron cost is $100,000,000 or more: ~

$340 044333—}4&PLUS 0 019% of the cost over $100,000,000.

. An applicant proposrng major revrsnons to a project appllcatron that has been rnactrve

for more than six months and is assrgned shall submit a new appllcatlon An apphcant

proposing significant revisions to a project which has not been assigned and for which an”

application ie-on file with the Planning Depa_rtment shall be charged time and materials to

"cover the full costs in exces‘s_of the initial fee paid.

'(2) ' For prepa‘retion of an environmental impact report exc!uding use of special
expertise or technlcal assrstance as described in Section 31.23 above, the lnltral fee shall be:
Where the total estrmated constructron cost as defined in the San Francisco
Burldrng Code is between $0 to $199,999: $30,18529573, | |
Where said total estimated construction cost is $200,000 or moreﬂ, but less than |

$1,000,000: $30,18529:573 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 r_nore, but less

| than $10,000, 000: $36,40135.663 PLUS 0.5020-492% of the costover $1,000,000;

Where said total estlmated constructlon costi is $10,000,000 or more, but less
than $30,000,000: $82,49586-822 PLUS 0. 205949;% of the cost over $10,000,000:

Where said total estrmated construction cost is $30,000, OOO ormore, butless -

than $50 000, 000 $124,524 5244—24—999 PLUS 0. 05 0.0560-955% of the cost over $30, OOO OOO

. Where said total constructlon costi is $50,(_)00_,000 or more, but_less than
$1 O0,000,000: $136 065433—396 PLUS 0.0569.—955% Of the cost over $50, OOO OOOv"
Where said total estrmated constructron cost is $100, 000 OOO or more:

$164 918161573 PLUS 0. 019% of the cost over $100, OOO ,000.

An apphcant proposmg major revrsmns to a project appllcatlon that has been lnactlve '

. [ifor more than six months and is aSSIQned shall subm,rt anew apphca‘uon An applicant

|proposing significant revisions to a prOJect which has not been assrgned and for which an |

apphcatlon is on file WIth the Plannmg Department shall be charged tlme and matenals to
cover the full costs in excess of the.initial fee paid. | _
(3)  Forthe preparatlon of a focused Environmental Impact Report one half the fee
that would be requrred for a full enwronmental |mpact report as set forth in Paragraph (b)(2)
above plus time and materlals | '

4) The fees above llsted in Sectron 31 .24(b) will sunset 20 years after the effectrve

" |ldate of Plan Adoptlon

(c) : The Planning Department shall recover the cost of prepanng and defending

programmatlc EIRs mcludlng consultant and City Attorney costs, from prOJect sponsors that

lifile 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 proporhonal share of the cost of the Programmatlc EIR, which is
equal to the Department's average tlme and material costs to prepare and defend a
Programmatic EIR divided by the buﬂdable envelope times the square footage of the
proposed project. | | " ' | |

(d) . Exceptas prov:ded below. for projects in the Transit Center District area, lf at the
time of Community Plan adoptlon a project appllcatlon undergoing review required-
amendments for height or bulk distncts or General Plan amendments and now complles with
the Communlty Plan Zonlng, the applicant may choose to pay elther the fees specified in |
Section 31.22 or Section 31 .23.1. For projects that paid fees under Sectlon 31.22 and opt fo
pay fees under Section 31 .23;1, the applicant shall wlthdraw the application filed under

ISection 31.22 and file-a new application. Appticants that file a new applioaﬁon and pay the

Section 31.23.1 fees shall be entitled to a refund under Section 31.22(c).
(i) ~ Transit Center District Plan. Projects in the Transit Center District area that

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

|project appllcatlon shall pay the fees specn‘" ied in Admlnlstratlve Code Section 31.23.1(b) and
1131.23.1(c). For prOJects that pald fees under Sectlon 31.22, the applicant shall pay the

dlfference,betw_een Sectlon 31.22 fees and Section 31.23.1(b) and 31.23.1(c) fees.

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

Marlena\G. Byrne =
Deputy City Attorney -
Mayor Lee
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FILE NO.

LEGISLATIVE DIGEST
" [Administrative Codé—Feé-Update]
Ordinance amending,the San Francisco Administrative Code to increase all fees ba‘sed

on the Controller’s annual two-year average consumer price index; and adopting
- findings, including environmental findings. -

Existing Law
Chapter 31 of the'Administrati\'/e Code curre‘ntvly contains fee provisions related to compliance
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 propdsed legislation would amend ‘Chapter 31 of the Administrati_Ve Code to increase alli_' '
 fees related to comipliance with CEQA based on the Controller's annual two-year average
- consumer price index. o

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS - , : Page 1
o : . 5/26/2011
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SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

1650 Mission St.
Suite 400
San Francisco,
PIanmng Commlssmn Resolution No. 1 8362 CA 841032479
- HEARING DATE: MAY 19,2011 , Reception:
: o 415.558.6378
Project Name:. Amendments relating to Administrative Code Section 31.22(12)(3): 4?5.558.6 409
L _ Administrative Code Fee Changes » ' o
. Case Number: 2011.0427T . S panng
. : . . nformation:
Initiated by: Planning Department : : 415.558.6377
- .Staﬁ.Cohtuct: - Keith DeMartini, Finance Manager '
B  Keith.DeMartini@sfgov.org, 415-575-9118 }
Reviewedby ~ Thomas DiSanto, Chief Administrative Officer -
. Thomas. DiSanto@sfgov.org, 415 575-9113
Recommendation Recommend Approval

RECOMMENDIN G THAT THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS ADOPT A PROPOSED ORDINANCE
THAT WOULD AMEND ADMINISTRATIVE 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 INDEX
(CPI), 'AND (2) ADJUST FEES BASED ON THIS CPI RATE, AND MAKES SECTION 302 AND

ENVIRONMENTAL FINDINGS.

PREAMBLE
Whereas, all p]annmg 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 Metropolitan
Statistical Area (PMSA). The existing rule for CEQA Basic Fees does not mclude this language and the
vproposed change simply adds this language

The Planning Commission. (heremafter ”Commlssmn”) conducted a duly notlced public hearing at a
regularly scheduled meeting to c:on51der the proposed Ordinances on May 19, 2011.

The Planning Department (heremafter ”Department”) has not received any Ietters or phone calls in
support or in opposition to the proposed Ordinance. ; o
'NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the ‘Commission hereby recommends that the Board ADOPT
the proposed Ordinance with the following amendment:

CEOA Basic Fees ( Admm1strat1ve Code, Article IV Section 31.22(12)(3) Basic Fee) 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), (), (3) (7). (&) (9), (10), and-(11), and (12), Section 31. 22(1_72( )
Cand_(6), Sectlon 31.22 (c), Section 31.23(d) and Section 31 23.1(a) and (b) by the two-year average

www.sfiafning.org



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

consumer price mdex (CPI) change for the San Franasco/San Iose Primary Metropohtan Statistical Area
(PMSA) ” '

- ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

The prnpnenl to anwnr‘l Article 35 nF ﬂ-\e Plap_plno nge would_ result in np nhysy:al 1mn::1r'ts on the

environment. The proposed amendmient is exempt from environmental review under Section 15273(a) of
‘the CEQA Guidelines. . ’

Thereby certify that the Planning Commission ADOPTED the foregoirig Resolution on May 19, 2011.

d . A r‘,e‘}':
ST e
- <Linda Avery
Commission Secretary
AYES:' Christina Olague, Ron Miguel, Gwyneth Borden, Rodney Fong, Kathrin Moore and Bill
Sugaya . - . ) . ._ . .
NAYS: © None

ABSENT: - Michael Antonini

ADOPTED:  May 19, 2011

5“.’!&5«“ Nclllfn(ig DEPARTMENT . 22 1 ' ) 2



SAN FRANCESCO
| PLANNING QEPARTMENT

| Executlve Summary s
Administrative Code Text Change  SRanazme
HEARING DATE: MAY 19, 2011 ,
.o T Reception:
: ‘ | _ o 415.558.6378
Project Name:© ~ Amendments relating to Administrative Code Section | Fac .
' 31.22(12)(3); Administrative Code Fee Changes. = . 415.558.6409
Date: | ‘May 19, 2011 . ’ P
Case Number: 2011.0427T ' ' : ’ irformation:
Initiatedby: - . Planning Department ' 415.558.6377
Staﬁ Contact; Keith DeMart'ml Finance Manager ‘ : : ' '
o Keith.DeMartini@sfgov.org, 415-575-9118
Reviewed by: ‘Thomas DiSanto, Chief Administrative Ofﬁcer

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

-PLANNING CODE AMENDMENT

This legislation amends Adnumstratwe Code, Article IV, Section 31.22(12)(3) Basic Feesto: (1)..
include language that the fees are subject to the Controller’s annual ad]ush:nent based on the
two-year average consumer pnce mdex (CPI) and (2) adjust fees based on, this CPI rate. '

THE WAY IT IS NOW

The Controller annually ad]usts planrung apphcatlon fees, excluding appeal fees, by the |
two-year average consumer price index (CPI) for the San Francisco/San Jose Primary
Metropohtan Statistical Area (PMSA)

CEOA Basic Fees (Admlmstratlve Code Artlcle IV, Section 31.22(12)(3) Basic Fee) Section
31. 22(12)(3) reads: The Controller will annually adjust the fee amounts specified i 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 ]ose PMSA.

THE WAY IT WOULD BE
A CPlincrease of 2.07% will be apphed 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), Sectlon 31. 22(b)(1) and (6), Sectlon 31.22 (c), Section 31.23(d) and Sectlon

Ww.sfp@zaing.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 aVer’ége consumer price index (CPI) change for the San
.Francisco/San Jose PMSA.” Projected Revenue Impact: $0 (These fees are currently ad]usted
annua]ly by the Contro]ler s Offlce)

REQUIRED COMMISSION ACTION

The proposed ordinancé is before the Commission so that it may recommend adoptlon,
rejection, or adoption with modlﬁcauons to the Board of Supervisors. :

RECOMMENDATION.

The Department recommends that the Commission Ed()pt the Draff Resolution recommending -
the proposed Ordinance. The leglslatlon would ensure all fee languages clearly states yearly.
_ ad]ushnents : =

BASIS FOR RECOMMENDATION

- All planning application fees are subject to the Controller’s annual ad]ustment based on ’rhe

' 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 mclude
| this language and the proposed, change simply adds this language

| ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW -

‘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 fxom enwronmental review under
Section 15060(c)(2) of the CEQA Guidelines. -

PUBLIC COMMENT

As of the date of this report, the Planning Department has recelved no letters in support or -
opposmon 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 .

© Exhibit E: Summary Presentation

Satl FRARCISCO ' C ' ‘ : 2
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- 06/07/2011 11:07 AM

Thomas DiSanto to: Victor Youn'g

Thomas DiSanto
Chief Administrative Officer
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400
- 'San Francisco, CA 94103
- {415) 575-9113

-—— Forwarded by Thomas DlSanto/CTYPLN/SFGOV on 06/07/2011 11:06 AM —_—

From: Michelle Allersma/CON/SFGOV

To: Thomas DiSanto/CTYPLN/SFGOV@SFGOV
Date: : 04/27/2011 10:23 AM ,

Subject: cpi

Year

1999
7000
7001
20082
2083
2004
7565
2006
2807
2008
2009
2618

Michelle Allersma

Budget and Analysis Division
Controller's Office '

City & County of San FranC|sco
"415. 554 4792 ,

224



