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| FLENO. 110706 - -~ . . ORDINANGE 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) increase all fees based oh the Controllers annual two-

year average consumer price mdex and 2) adoptlng fmdmgs, mclud[ng enwronmental

”" 2 'i-a_%., u.a-:_'g.,"”

findings.

.N‘OTE: - Additions are single- underlzne zz‘alzcs Times New Romar,

" deletions are stike-through-italics Times New-Roman.
‘Board amendment additions are double—underllned

- Board amendment deletlons are

Bé it ordained by the P'eople of the City and County of San Francisco:

) Sectlon1 Flnd[ngs

(a) ~ The Plannlng Department is able to recover the cost of long range planning -

{l through Its bulldlng permit review, CEQA (Callfornla EnVlronmental Quallty Act, Caln‘ornla .

Publ[c Resources Code Sections 21000 et seq.) review, and land use entltlement fees
(b_) " The current fee structure is'set to recover a portlon of long range planmng cost

through said fees but the cost of Iong range planning, Wthh lncludes historic preservatlon

: survey and de5|gnatlon work in mcreasnng beyond the annual cost of living. adjustment

(c) tis’in the pUbIlC interest for the pnvate prOJect sponsor to reimburse the Clty for :
the- beneﬁt he or she denves as a consequence of public supported planning.

(d) Env1ronmental Flndlng The Planning Department has determined that the |

| proposed fee adjustments are statutonly excluded from CEQA under the CEQA Gu1dehnes '

fSectlon ‘15273(a) Wthh exempts rates, tolls, fares and charges such as those proposed here.

Sald determinatlon is on t"le with the Clerk of the Board of Superwsors in File No. 110706 and
is incorperated herein by reference. ' | |
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Sectlon 2. The San Francxsco Admrnlstratlve Code is hereby amended by amendlng
Sectlons 31.22 to read as follows ' ) ‘

SEC. 31 22 BASlC FEES.

(a) The Plannrng Department shall charge the following basrc fees to appllcants for
proje(:ts located outsrde of recently adopted Plan Areas (adopted after July 1, 2005) thatdo .
not require one or more. of the followmg, which will be initiated through the adoptlon of anArea
Plan Code amendments for the helght or bulk district and General Plan amendments, as
specrt"ed in Sectlon 31 21 above _ .
| (1) For an lnltlal study of a pr0ject excludlng use of specral experttse or technlcal
aSSIsta—nce- as descnbed in Sectlon 31 23 below the lnltlal fee shall be: . :

Where the total estlmated constructlon cost as defi ned by the San Francrsco

| Burldlng Code i$ between $0 and $9° 999; $5670] 092:

Where said total estlmated Constmctlon cost is $10 OOO or more, but less than

$200 OOO $4 2494%6—3 PLUS 20242, 066% of the cost over $1O OOO

Where sald total estlmated constructlon cost is $200,000 or more but less than '
$1 000 000 $8.251 25]8—984 PLUS Hé’@] 562 % of the cost over $200 000;

Where said total estlmated constructlon costi is $1, OOD OOO or more but less -

| than $10 000,000: $20.987. 98729%1— PLUS 1:-2841.311% of the cost over $1, OOO OOO

Where sald total estimated constructlon cost is $10, OOO OOO or more, but less

' than $30 000, 000: $J4J 2201@8—3’56 PLUS «9%960 404% of the cost over $1O 000, 000;

‘Whera sald total estlmated constructlon cost is $30 000 000 or more, but less
than $50 OOO OOO $223,531. 53]2%8—998—PLUS 0-1490.152% of the cost over $30, 000, 000

Where said. total estlmated constructron cost is $50 OOO ODO or more, but less

vthan $100 000, OOO $254 453249—}93—PLUS 9—9360 037% of the cost over $50 000,000;

Mayo'r Lee o . o ) . : . .
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Where said total estimated constructlon cost is $1OO 000,000 or more;.

$272 9622é77—4;EéPLUS 0. 016% of the oost over $100,000,000.

An applicant proposing major revrsrons to a project appllcatron that has been inactive

for more than srx months and is assrgned shall submrt a new appllcatron An apphcant

‘proposing srgmfcant revrsrons toa prOJeot which has not been assrgned and for which an

appllcatlon is, on ﬂe with the Planning Department shall be charged time and matenals to

llcover the full costs in excess of the lnltral fee pald

_ (2)- - For preparatron of an environmental rmpact report excluding use of speolal o
expertise ‘or technlcal assrstanoe as descnbed in Sectlon 31 23 below the initial fee shall be:
Where the total estlmated oonstructlon cost as defi ned in the San Francisco

Burldmg Codei IS between $0to $199,999: $24.255. 25523,—?53

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

$1; OOO OOO $24 2557.13—2é3—PLUS 0-5840.596 596% of the cost over '$200,000;

‘ Where sald fotal estlmated construotlon cost is $1, OOO 000 or more, but less o

_than $10,000,000: $29 24828—655 PLUS -94960 404% of the cost over $1,000,000;

- Where said total estlmated oonstructron cost is $1O OOO OOO or more, but less |

than $30 000, OOO $66 2896494 PLUS 0.1659+62%.of the cost over $1O 000,000;

Where said total estimated oonstruotlon costis $3O ODO 000 or more, but less

" ithan $5O OOO 000: $100.041. 04]98—9}2 PLUS 0 0459—944% of the cost over $3O 000, OOO

Where said total constructron costis $50 OOO OOO or more, but less than -

$1OO 000,000: $109,240 240107025 PLUS 0.045 0459—944% of the cost over $50, OOO 000;

Where sald total estlmated construotlon cost is $1OO OOO 000 or more:

$.732 43311%94477—PLUS O 016% of the cost over $1OO 000,000.

An applicant proposrng major revisions to a prOJect apphcatron that has been 1naot|ve

|ifor more than six months and is aSSIQned shall submrt a new apphcatlon An apphoant

Page 3
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. |proposirig slgnif cant revisions toa project 'whic'h has not been assigned and for which an '

" appllcatlon is on file with the Plannlng Department shall be charged tlme and materlals fo

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

) For an appeal to the Plannlng Commtssnon The fee shall be $5OO 00 to the

|appellant; provnded however, that the fee shall be waived if the appeal isfledbya -

neighborhood organlzatlon that: (a) has been in existence for 24 months phor fo the appeal

' ‘ﬁllng date, (b) is on the Plannl_ng Department’s nelghborhood' organlzatlon notification llst, and
(

c) can demon-strate to the Plannlngv Director or his/her deslgnee that the organiz'ation is

affected by the proposed prolect An exemptlon from paylng thls appeal fee may be granted

_ lwhen the requestor‘s income is not enough fo pay for the fee wrthout affectlng thelr abllltles fo

’pay for the necessmes of llfe prowded that the person seeklng the exemptlon demonstrates

{to the Plannlng Director or hls/her desngnee that they are substantlally affected by the

proposed prOJect - _
(4) Foran appeal to the Board of Supervxsors of enwronmental determlnatlons
lncludlng the certifi cation of anEIR, a negatlve declaratlon or determlnatlon of a categoncal

exemption, the fee shall be $500 00 to the appellant provrded however that the fee shall be

~{waived if the appeal is f led by a nelghborhood organlzatlon that (a) has been in extstence for a

24 months pnor to the appeal filing date, (b) ison the Plannlng Department’s nelghborhood

organlzatlon notrﬁcatlon llst- and (c) can demonstrate to the Plannlng Director or his/her

destgnee that the organlzatlon is affected by the proposed prolect 'Fees shall be usedto

: defray the cost of appeal for the Planning Department Such fee shall be refunded {o the.

: appellant in the event the Plannmg Department rescmds its determmatlon or the Board of

Supervrsors remands or rejects the envnronmental lmpact report negative declaratlon or

determlnatlon of a categorlcal exemptton to the Planmng Commnsston for revisions based on

lissues related fo the adequacy and accuracy of the envrronmental determlnatlon An

E Mayor Lee
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.exemptron from paylng thls appeal fee may be granted when the requestor's income- is not

' ‘enough to pay for the fee without affectlng their ablllty to pay for the necessrtres of life,

provided that the person seeklng the exemptlon demonstrates to the Clerk of the Board of -
Supervrsors or his/her designee that they are substantially affected by the proposed proleot
(5) For preparatron of an addendum fo an envrronmental rmpact report that has | '
preVlously been certified, pursuant to Sectlon 15164 of the State CEQA GUldellnes or - |
reevaluatlon of a modn‘" ed project for Wthh a negative declaratlon has. been prepared

$22 84427248% plus time and matenals as set forth in’ Subsectlon (b)(2)

_(6) For preparatlon of a supplement to a draft or certlfed fnal env1ronmental lmpact '

report One- half of the fee that would be requrred for a full envuronmental lmpact report on the

same prOJect as set forth in Paragraph (2) above, plus time and matenals as set forth in-

- Subsectlon (b)(2).

(7) " (a) For preparatlon ofa Certlf cate of Exemptlon from Envxronmental Review

determrnlng that a project.i is oategoncally exempt statutonly exempt mrnlstenal/nonphysrcal

an emergency, ora plannlng and feasibility study: $291285 for applloatrons that require only a |

stamp, $5, 6975-58L as an initial fee for applloatlons that require an Exemptlon Certlf Cate plus

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

(7)  (b)For preparatlon of a Class 32 Certlf cate of Exemptlon from Envrronmental

i Revrew determlmng that a project i rs categoncally exempt the lnrtral fee shall be:

Where the total estimated constructlon cost as def ned bv the San Francrsco

e Bu1ldrng Code is between $0 and $9, 999: $10.476 476%9—264

Where sald total estlmated constructron cost is $1O 000 or more but less than

$200 000: $]0 476119—264 +PLUS 0.182 ]829—}7’18% of the cost over $10; OOO

Where sald total estimated constructlon cost is $200 OOO or more but less than

$1 ,OO0,000: $JO,822%Q,—§92 PLUS 0.]729.—]-;69% of the cost over $ZO0,000_,_

Mayor Lee o
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Wh—ere said total estimated construction costis $t 000, 000 or- more, but_less ;
than $10,000, OOO $.72 20.71?—}—954 PLUS 0. 0539—952% of the cost over $1 000, OOO |
Where said total estlmated constructron cost is $1O 000, OOO or. more: $16,978 978
%6—634—PLUS 0 386—9%?8% of the cost over $1O 000, OOO .

(8) For prepa’ratron of an exemptlon.that requires reVieW of historica_l resou rce

issues only, the following 1 fees apply For a determination'of whether d property is an- -

‘ hlstoncal resource under CEQA thefeeis $2 3872:339: For a determlnatlon of whether a .

prOJect would result ina substantlal adverse change in the srgnlf icance of an hrstoncal

\ resource the fee rs $3 3] 03—243

'. (9)' - For preparatlon of a Ietter of exemptron from envrronmental review: $29_728§

| plus time and matenals as set forth in Subsectron {b)(2).

(1 O) For review of a categorical exemptron prepared by another Crty Agency, such as

lthe Munlcrpal Transportatron Agency or. the Pubhc Utrlrtles Commrssron $245249 plus fime

and matenals as set forth in -Subsection (b)(2). . |
(1 1)~ For reactrvatrng an app[rcatlon that the Envrronmental Revrew Officer has

deemed wrthd rawn due to rnactrvrty and the passage of ime, subject tothe approval of the

Envrronmental Revrew Officer and wrthm six months of the date the applrcatlon was deemed

wrthdrawn $237237? plus time and materlals to cover any addrtronal staff costs

(12) Monrtonng Condrtrons of Approval and Mrtlgatron Monitoring: Upon adoptron of

condrtrons of approval and/or mrtlgatron measures which the Envrronmental Review Officer |

detenmnes require actrve monrtonng, the fee shall be $1,153 ]5317—1—39 as an initial fee, plus tlme ‘

" and matenals as set forth in Sectron 31 22(b)( ).

(b Payment _ _ , N
(1.)l The fee specified i in Subsection (a)(1) shall be paid to the Plannrng Department

. at the tlme of the fi llng of the enwronmental evaluatlon app[rcatlon and where an

Mayor Lee
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_llenvironmental lmpact report is determrned to be requrred the fee specrf ied in Subsectlon

(a)2) shall be paid at the time the Notlce of Preparatlon is prepared except as specifi ed .

{below. However the Dlrector of Plannrng or hrs/her desrgnee may authonze phased

icollection of the fee for a prolect whose’ Work is prOJected to span more than one fiscal year. A

nonrefundable processrng fee of $53§7,lls requrred to set—up any- mstallment payment plan for

all application fees The balance of phased payments must be paid in " ull one week in

_ advance of the first scheduled pUbllC heanng before the Plannlng Commrssron |n consider the _

prOJect or before any Envrronmental Impact report is publlshed

. ' (2) ‘The Planning Department shall Charge the appllcant for any time and matenal
costs 1ncurred in excess of the initial fee charged if requrred to recover the Department s costs
for provrdlng services., Provrded however that where a different Ilmltatlon on tlme and
materlals is set forth elsewhere rn this section, then that limitation shall prevall

(3) The Controller will annually. adjust the fee amounts specrfed in Sectron

31.22(a)(1), (2), (5), (7), (8), (9), (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 index (CPI), change for the San Francrsco/San Jose Primary Metropolrtan Statrstlcal

Area (Pl\/lSA)

‘ (4), ' Any fraternal, chantable benevolent or any other nonprofit organlzatlon that i is

- -exempt from taxatlon under the lntemal Revenue. laws of the Unrted States and the Revenue r\

and Taxatlon Code of the State of Callfornra asa bona fide fraternal chantable benevolent or
other nonprofit organlzatlon or pUbllC entlty that submits an appllcatlon for the development of 1 -

resrden’nal units or. dwelllngs all of Wthh are affordable to low and moderate income

- households as defned by the Unlted State Housrng and Urban Development Department for:

a trme penod that is conSJStent wrth the polrcy of the l\/layor‘s Office of Housing and the San

Francrsco Redevelopment Agency may defer payment of the fees specrf ied hereln with the

Mayor Lee
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: prOJect whose work is prolected to span more than one fi scal year A nonrefundable

. || Mayor Lee

exceptlon of the fees payable p.ursuant fo Se'ctlon 31.22(a)(3) andl(4)and Section

31 22(a)(11) herein, until the time.of i isstance of the burldrng pennlt before the burldlng permlt

is released.fo the’ appllcant or (2) wrthln one year of the date of completion of the -
'enVlronment_al review document, whlchever is sooner. This exemption shall apply_

Inotwithstanding the inclusion in the development of other nonprofit ancillary or accessory

uses. _ _
(B) 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 wrthout

affectlng hlS or her ablllty to pay for the necessrtles of lrfe provrded that the person seeking

the exemptlon demonstrates to the Dlrector of Plannln_g or his/her deS|gne_e that he or she is

' Fubstantlally affected by the proposed prOJect

- (6) Exceptlons to the payment provrsxons noted above may be made when the

DlreCtor of Plannlng or hls/her desrgnee has authonzed phased collection of the fee for a

processmg fee of $535210s requrred fo set—up any lnstallment payment plan for all appllcatron-

s fees The balance of phased payments must be pald in full one week in advance of the f rst

scheduled publlc heanng before the Plannlng Commlssmn to consnder the prolect or before
any Envrronmental Impact report is publlshed - |
. (c) - Refunds. ‘When a request for an initial evaluation or for preparation ofan -

envlronmental impact report is (1) e'ltherlvlthdra\fvn by the appllcant prior to prlicatlon of an' _

envnronmental document or (2) deemed canceled by the Plannmg Department due to lnactrwty

on the part of the appllcant then the appllcant shall be entltled to a refund of the fees paid- to

B the Department less the time and materials expended minus a $436472? processmg fee

Refund requests must be submitted wrthln six months of the prolect closure date.

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS _ - S S . Page8
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- (d) Late Charges and Collectlon of Overdue Accounts The Dlrector or hrs/her

- desrgnee shall call upon the Bureau of Dellnquent Revenues or duly llcensed collectlon

“lagencies for. as3|stance in collectlng delinquent accounts more than 60 days in arrears, in

whrch case any additional costs of collection may be added to the fee amount outstandi mg i

the Department seeks the assistance of a duly llcensed collectlon agency,. the approval

procedures of Admlnlstratrve Code Article 5, Section 10.39-1 et seq. will be appllcable

- (e) | These amendments to fees related to the Plannlng Department are 1ntended to

prowde revenues for the staffing and other support necessary to provrde ‘more timely

processing of applrcatlons.WIthln that_Department.

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

‘_ Sectlon 31. 23 to read as follows:

SEC 31 23 OTHER FEES

related envlronmental studies requrre the use of specral expertlse or technlcal ass.lstance not
provrded by the board commrss10n department or other person who is to cany out the:
prOJect such expertlse or ass;stance shall be pald for by such board, commrssron department

or other person. ThlS payment shall be made elther to the Plannlng Department or, if the

: Planmng Department SO requests dlrectly to the party that w1ll provrde such expertlse or

technrcal assrstance

(b) Where outslde consultants are used for such purposes, and the pro;ect is to be
dlrectly carrled out by a person other than a board, commlssron or department of the City,

such consultants shall report their fndlngs directly to the Planning Department |

() Where employees of the Crty are used for such purposes the costs of such
employees shall be pard to the board commlsswn or department prov1d|ng such employees o
Paged
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' exolusnon are as fo[lows

T

(d) In addltlon to ‘any filing fees requrred by statute the County Clerk shall collect a

' documentary handhng fee in the amount of $33372 for each fi llng made pursuant to Callfornla :

~{Fish and Game Code Sectlon 711 4, Subdivision (d)

Sectlon 4 The San Francisco Admxnlstratlve Code is hereby amended by amendmg
Sectlon 31.23.1, to.read as follows: . | |

SEC 31 23 1 Communlty Plan Fees _
-(a) ~ ThePlanning Department shall charge the followmg Communrty Plan Fees for
envnronmental applloatlons fled in adopted Plan Areas effectlve after July 1, 2005 |

, (1)' "For Class 1 and 3 Exempt|ons same as basxc fees outllned in Sectlon -

[31.22(2)(8) and (10). -

' (2) - For detennmatlon of the appropnate envrronmental document $]2 72012462

|end any fee pursuant to Section 31.23. 1(c) below. In addltron the appllcant shall pay the

'followmg fees as appropnate '

Q) lf the determlnatlon is that the pro;eot qualrt' ies for a Communlty exemptron or

‘exclusron the appllcant shall pay a fee of $6.950 950&899

(i) lf the determination is that the prOJect does not quahfy for a Commumty

‘ exempt[on or. exclusmn the appllcant shall pay fees as set forth in Sectlon 31 .23.1(b) below.

(b) - The fees for projects determlned not to quallfy fora Communrty exemptron or ‘i

4

(1) : For an Inltlal study excludlng use of specral expertlse or technlcal assnstance as .

. descnbed in Sectlon 31 22 above, the lnltlal fee shall be:

Where the fotal estlmated oonstructlon cost as def ned by the San Fl‘anClSCO

| Burldlng Code is between $O and $9 999 $J 3604—3372

MayorLee. , _ o o . . Do -
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' Where said total estimated const'ructi'on cost is $1O 000 or more,'bu_t less than
$200,000: $5.6515.-536 PLUS 2.5712-519% otthe cost over $10, ooo o
Where said. total estlmated constructlon cost is $200, OOO or more, but less than

$1 OOO OOO $10.631 63]1194{4 PLUS 1.943 9434—99—4% of the cost Over $200 000;

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

Athan $10,000, OOO $26 478}}94—} PLUS 1.630 6301749#% of the cost over $1, OOO 000;

Where said total estlmated constructlon cost is $10, OOO 000 or more, but Iess

than $30 000,000: $] 76,062472494 PLUS 0.502 5020492% of the cost over $1O OOO OOO

Where said total- estlmated constructron cost is $30, OOO OOO or more, but less -

than $50,000, ODO $278,494; 494—7—72—846 PLUS 0.189 1890.185% of the Cost over $30,000, 000;

Where said total estimated constructlon cost is $50, OOO 000 or more but less '_

~|than $100,000,000: $3]7 0773-]—9—64—%PLUS 0.045 0459—5144% of the cost over $5O 000,000;

~Where. said total estlmated constructron cost is $100, OOO OOO or more:

: $340 044353—}4&PLUS 0. 019% of the cost over $1OO 000,000.

“An appllcant proposrng major revisions to a project applrcatron that has been inacti\/e T
for more than six months and is assrgned shall submit a new appllcatlon An appllcant '
proposrng sngnrt“cant revisions to a project which.has not been assrgned and for which an
apphcatlon is:-on file wrth the Planning Department shall be charged tlme and materials to a
cover the full costs in excess of the rnrtlal fee paid. |
(2) - For preparatron of an environmental rmpact report excludrng use of specral
expertise or technrcal assxstance as descnbed in Section 31.23 above, the lnrtlal fee shall be:
Where the total estrmated constructron cost as defined in the San Fraricisco '

Burldmg Code is between $0 to $199, 999: $30.185: 18520.573; | |
Where sald total estlmated construction cost is"$200,000 or more but less than

$1, ooo ooo $30 1851195773 PLUS 0.741 7419—7—}6% of the cost over $200, 000:

Mayor Lee
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Where said total estrmated constructlon costis $1, OOO ,000 or more but less
than $1O 000, OOO $36 40135663 PLUS 0. 5029—4972% of the cost over $1 000,000;
Where sald total estlmated constructlon costi is $1O 000 OOO or more, but less

than $30 000 OOO $82,495. 49589—82—2 PLUS 0 20697’.292% of the cost over $10 000 OOO

Where sald total estlmated constructlon costis $30 000 OOO or more, but less

| than $50 000,000: $124,524 5244—2%999 PLUS 0. 0569954% of the cost over $3O ODO OOO

. Where sald total constructlon cost is $50, OOO .000 or more, but less than

. $1OO 000,000: $136,065: 065433%96 PLUS 0. 0569—955% of the cost over $50 OOO 000;

\
‘ Where sald total estlmated constructlon cost is $100 OOO OOO or more

| $]64‘ 918161573 PLUS 0. 019% of the cost over. $1OO DOO OOO

An appllcant proposrng major revrsrons to a project appllcatlon that has been lnactlve '

| _ffor more than six months and is aSS|gned shall submrt a new appllcatron An appllcant
-lproposing srgnrf icant revisions to a prolect whrch has not been asslgned and for Wthh an -
. appllcatlon Is on file wrth the Plannrng Department shall- be charged tlme and matenals to '

llcover the full costs in excess of the. lnrtlal fee paid.

E (3) B For the preparatlon ofa focused Envrronmental Impact Report one—half the fee |

that would be requrred fora full envrronmental impact report as set forth in Paragraph (b)(2)

" above plus time and matenals

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

\date of Plan Adoptlon

D (c) The Plannlng Department shall recover the cost of prepanng and defendrng

programmatlc EIRs, lncludlng consultant and Clty Attorney costs, from project sponsors that

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

| wrthrn 1 O years of the: Programmatlc EIR certrf catlon

' MayorLes . .
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7 The fee shall be a proportlonal share of the cost of the Programmatlc EIR, whrch is -
equal to the Departments average tlme and material costs to prepare and defend a

Programmatrc EIR lelded by the, buildable envelope tlmes the square footage of the

proposed pl’OjECt

B ‘(d) . Exceptas prov1ded below for prOJects in the TranSIt Center District area, rf at the |

\time of Communrty Plan adoptlon a prOJect application undergomg revxew required

amendments for height or bulk dlstncts or General Plan amendments and now complles wrth

the Communrty Plan Zoning, the applicant may choose to pay elther the fees specrfed in-

Sect[on 31.22 or Sectlon 31 23. 1 For prOJects that paid fees under. Sectlon 31 22 and opt to

\lpay fees under Sectlon 31.23: 1 the applrcant shall w1thdraw the apphcatlon fled under

Sectron 31.22 and filea new applrcatron Applrcants that file a new application and pay the

Section 31.23.1 fees shall be entitled to a refund under Sectlon 31 22(0)

@ Transnt Center Drstrlct Ptan PrOJects ln the Transrt Center Dlstrlct areathat’

require amendments for height or bulk district or General P-lan am,endments at the time of

|project apphcatlon shall pay the fees specrfed in Admrnlstratrve Code Section 31.23. 1(b) and.-
1131 23 1(0) ‘For prOJects that pand fees under Sectlon 31.22, the applrcant shall pay the
dlfferenoe between Sectlon 31.22 fees and Sectlon 31.23.1(b) and 31 23 1(0) fees

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
DENNIS J. HERRERA Crty Attorney .

- - Marlena\G. Byme -
Deputy . ity Attorney

Mayor Lee o ' R v. ; o .
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'FILE NO.

LEGISLATIVE DlGEST ‘

' [Admlmstratlve Code-—Fee Update]

Ordlnance amending the San FranCIsco Admmlstratlve Code to increase all fees based -
on the Controller’s annual two-year average consumer price mdex and adoptmg
f'ndmgs including envnronmental ﬁndmgs ' :

Ex:stlng Law

Chapter 31 of the Administrative Code currently contams fee prowsuons related to compllance
with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), such as, for examplé, for environmental
_ revrew applications for proposed prOJects and for appeals of enVIronmental determmatlons

Amendments to Curre»nt Law

vThe proposed Ieglslatlon would amend Chapter 31 of the Admmlstratlve Code toincrease all
* fees related to comipliance with CEQA based on the Controller's annual two-year average
. ,consumer price index. : - :

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS * * -+ = S ' " Page
B . ' o 5/26/2011
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AN FRANCISCO.  ~
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

w

1650 Mission St.

- _ o : _ : Suite 400
- . : _ ) .. . : ‘ ' . _ SanFrancisco,
Planning Commission Resolution No. 18362  wewmzm -
B - . . HEARING DATE: MAY 19,2011 ; - .. Becepliom '
' ) . f S S 415:558.6378
Project Name: Amendments relating to Administrative Code Section 31.22(12)(3): , 4%_553_5409
© - ... Administrative Code Fee Changes. - _ o
Case Number: 2011.0427T o | o e
. : : : nformation: ‘
. Initiated by: . Planning Department o o 415.558.6377
. Staﬁ.Caﬁtact: - Keith DeMartini, Finance Manager ' o .
L . 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 '

' RECOMMENDING THAT THE BQARD 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 ° '
(CPD), AND (2) ADJUST FEES BASED ON THIS CPI RATE, AND MAKES SECTION 302 AND
ENVIRONMENTAL FINDINGS. IR S
PREAMBLE o o . |
Whereas, all planning appIicaﬁdn fees are subject fo 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). Tf}e existing rule for CEQA Basic Fees does not include this language, and the
proposed change simply adds this language. = S E R S

- The. Plannihg Commission (hereinafter ”Commissibn”) éonducted a duiy noticed public hearing at a
regularly scheduled meeting to consider the proposed Ordinances on May 19,2011.

The Planning D_epartrr‘lent (hereilllaftef ”Depaﬂ‘rnent”) has not received any letters or A‘phon'e calls in

support or in opposition to the proposed Ordinance. ' C _ ‘ .

. NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the 'Commissipn hereby recommends that the Board ADOFT
the proposed Ordinance with the following amendment: - o

- 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 ), (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.sfpm&ihg.drg"



Resolution No. 18362 L . - 'CASE NO. 2011.0427T
Hearing Date: May 19, 2011 . . o Admmtstratlve Code Fee Changes

consumer price mdex (CPI) change for the San Franasco/San Iose Primary Metropohtan Statistical A_rea»
(PMSA) o

' ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW'

Tha nrnposal to nmpnrl A-rhr-lp 35 of i_—he Pl_n_p_pn‘\_g Code would result in ng pbvmrn] impacts on the

environment. The proposed amendment is exempt fro »m environmental review under Section 15273(a) of |
-'the“CEQA.Gmdelmes. - ' : o

I héreby ‘certify that the Planniﬁg Comimission ADOPTED the foregoinig Resolution on May 19, 2011.

P
= M{f e -
- _,.-Lir{da Avery

Commission Secretary.
A‘\_fES:' - Christina Oiague, Ron Miguél', Gwyneth Borden, Rodney Fong, Kathrin Moor_e ‘and Bill
Sugaya - .o oo o _
NAYS: - ' ane _'

' ABSENT:  Michael Antonini

ADOPTED:  May 19, 2011
SAN FRANCISCO ' : . ) T o - B .'2
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SAN FRANCISCO
~ PLANNING BEPARTMEMT

1650 WMissfon S

Executlve Summary o S0
Administrative Code Text Change . Rvinens iy
HEARlNG DATE MAY 19, 2011 , ' L
: o : Receplion:
| o ) : T | #55586378
. Project Name: ' Amend_ments relating to Adml_mstrahve Code Section | Fae
: ' 31.22(12)(3): Administrative Code Fee Changes L 415.558.6408
Date: ~ ~ ~ MayD), 2011 ' : , . Pi.ming. -
~ Case Number: 2011.0427T o o - " Wformation
Initiated by: _Planning Department ' I ~ A15.558.8377
Staff Contact: Keith DeMartini, Finance Manager ' '
- o Keith. DeMartml@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 Admlmsh'ahve Code Artlcle v, SectLon 31. 22(12)(3) Basic Fees to: (1)';, o
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) adjust fees based on this CPI rate.

THEWAY IT IS NOW

The Contro]ler annually ad]usts plannmg apphcatxon fees, excludmg appeal fees, by the
two-year average COnsumer price index (CPI) for the San Francmco/San Jose Prlmary
Metropohtan Statistical Area (PMSA)

CEOA Basic Fees ( Admministrative Code Article IV, Section 31.22(12)(3) Basic Fees): Section
31.22(12)(3) reads: The Controller will annually adjust the fee amounts specified 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 lT WOULD BE
A CPI increase of 2. 07% will be apphed to all fees except for appeal fees.

CEQA Basic Fees ( Admmlstrauve 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 spec:.ﬁed in Section 31.22(a)(1), (2), (), (7), (8), ©) (10), and -
 (11), and (12) Sectzon 31. 22(17) (l) und (@L Section 31.22 (c), Section 31. 23(d) and Section

vmw.sfpi@gging.org



" 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—yeai' average consumer price index (CPI), change for the San
- Francisco/San Jose PMSA.” Projected Revenue Impact: $0 (These fees are currently ad]usted
' annually by the Controller s Of:hce)

REQUIRED COMMISSION ACTION ’
The proposed ordinance is before the Commission so’ that it may. recommend adoptton,
rejection, or adoptron with modlﬁcattons to the Board of Supérvisors.

, RECOMMENDAT[ON

The Department recommends that the Commission adopt the Draft Resolutton recommendmg '
the proposed Drdmance The legislation Would ensure all fee languages clearly states yearly'.
‘ ad]ustments : : ,

BASlS FOR RECOMMENDATION

. All planning appllcatton fees are sub]ect to the Controller’ s annual ad]ushnent 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 proposed change smply adds this language '

.ENVIRONMENTALREVIEW o e -

The proposal to amend Arhcle 3.5 of the Planning Code would resulf in no phys1cal Jmpacts on
the environment. The proposed amendment is -exempt from ermronmental review under
Secuon 15060(c)(2) of the CEQA Guidelines. -

PUBLIC COMMENT

As of the date of this report the Planning Department has recerved no letters in support or -
oppos1tton to the proposal ﬁ:om the pubhc

- | RECOMMENDATION: Approve

Attachments; - : S oL
Exhibit A: - Draft Planning Commission Resolution
ExhibitB:  Draft Board of Supervisors Ordinance
‘ExhibitC: = 'Historic Preservation Commission Motion
. ExhibitD:; Proposed Fee Schedule e
Exhibit E: Summary Presentatton

S FRANCIECD R B : ‘ : 5
PLANNING m . i .
’ 409




" Fw: cpi

© 06/07/2011 11:07 AM

Thomas D[Santo to: Victor Young

- Thomas DiSanto
Chief Administrative Ofﬁcer
Planning Department, City and County of Sa_n Franc1sco
- 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400
. San Francisco, CA 94103
- (415) 575-9113

—— Forwarded by Thomas D|Santo/CTYPLN/SFGOV on n 06/07/2011 11: 06 AM _

From: - Michelle Allersma/CON/SFGOV

To:. ' "~ Thomas D!Santo/CTYPLN/SFGOV@SFGOV g
Date: 04127/2011 10 23 AM

Subject: cpi |

~COH

Year Calculated
Hate
1953 4 74%
7060 550%
2861 353% -
2002 1.36%
2963 4.09%
2064 __2__‘If%
2865 1.858% |
Z086 344%
pasii ¥ 3.84%
2008 0.02%
7009 Z261%
2018 | "4:57%

Michelle Allersma

Budget and Analysis Division
Controller's Office '

City & County of San Franc;sco
41 5. 554 4792 :
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