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DATE ISSUED: August 26,5 2009 REPORT NO. 09-090

ATTENTION: Commmnittee on Land Use & Housing
Docket of September 2, 2009

SUBJECT:  Development Services Department Fee Proposal

REQUESTED ACTION:

Recommend City Council approves development review user fees to provide full cost recovery
to mandatory regulatory review and inspection services, and to meet service level standards.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Approve the revised fees.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT:

This activity is not a “project” and is therefore not subject to CEQA pursuant to State CEQA
. Guidelines Section 15060(c)(3).

BACKGROUND:

The City’s development review and inspection services are operated without general fund
subsidy as an Enterprise Fund. Development Service’s customers pay for the department’s
operating costs similar to most businesses. The level of service the department is able to provide
is directly related to the fees charged. In addition, State law requires that the fees charged “shall
not exceed the estimated reasonable cost of providing the service” (California Government
Code).

The Building Inspection Enterprise Fund' was created in 1985. All development and building
inspection related activities have been included in the fund since the Council approved the
department’s last fee study in 2003.

! Now the “Development Services Enterprise Fund.”




As noted at the time of the fiscal year 2008 budget hearings, a comprehensive review of the
department’s fees was planned to reevaluate them in light of changes in operating costs, changes
in regulations, and improvements made to department processes. This report contains fees based
on the results of the fee study performed by the City’s consultant, Wohlford Consulting,
Sacramento California (Attachment No. 1 — A copy of the entire Fee Study is available for
viewing in the Office of the City Clerk).

The fees are proposed to support service levels for high quality and timely plan check and
building inspection; to support services that meet state and local law mandates; and to fully
recover department operating costs.

Customer service standards have been established since the inception of the Enterprise Fund
(Attachment No. 2). The department has continued to work with rate payers to refine these
measures to meet their needs. Development review and building inspection schedules that are
followed by these measures affect customer development costs many times more than the cost of
the review and inspection process itself. Reduction in the department’s level of service can
increase time-sensitive financing, lead to costly construction delays, and increased land carrying
costs. Proposed fees support these specific review and inspection service levels expected by
building owners and the industry. In addition, proposed fees support the appropriate staffing,
resources, and training costs to meet the department’s mission to protect the public safety, health,
and welfare.

DISCUSSION

The last fee analysis for the department was performed in fiscal year 2003 and resulted in a 27%
fee increase. Over the past 6 years, the department used this fee increase to implement computer
system improvements such as our geographic information system mapping, project tracking
system, interactive voice response inspection scheduling system, and handheld inspection data
entry. The past increase also allowed the department to increase staff training, carry out
customer service initiatives, establish a small business liaison, and return the department’s
reserves to an established goal of 7% of the Enterprise Fund’s annual expenses.

Following is a description of the department’s current condition, adjustments the department has
made to reduce costs and to operate more efficiently, and a description of the proposed fees to
restore the level of service that department customers expect.

Current Condition

Since the fiscal year 2003 fee adjustment, the department’s work load, as represented by the
value of construction (valuation), increased from $2.01 billion in FY 2003 to 2.2 billion in FY05.
Since then, overall valuation has declined to an estimated $750 million in FY 2009 as a result of
the economic downturn. Staffing has followed this same pattern going from 435 filled positions
in FY03 to 525 filled positions in FY 05. Filled positions, through two reductions in force and
attrition, have been reduced to 305 filled positions at the end of FY(09. Further reductions in the
next two months are also necessary to respond to a significant decline in workload and revenues




over the last four periods of FY09 and projected future declines in FY'10 based on the current
economy.

During this same time period, the department has been required to absorb increases in
expenditures which were not antomatically captured through fee increases. Examples include a
4% salary increase in July 2007; annual charges for General Government Service Billing
resulting in an increase of 211% (over $2 million) from FY 2004 through FY 2010; fringe related
costs such as Other Post Employment Benefits (OPEB), Unfunded Accrued Actuarial Liability
(UAAL), retiree health contribution, City Employee Retirement System retirement contribution;
and ERP Cost Allocation associated with the new citywide financial system. In addition, new
regulations and standards have required additional staff time for plan review and inspections as
part of the permitting process. The department has controlled overall expenses by not filling
positions that became vacant, by drawing down the department’s fee stabilization reserves, by
eliminating training, and by implementing various cost controls and efficiency measures.

The department finished FY 2009 in a negative fund balance. At the current rate of workload
decline and lack of full cost recovery, the department, without drastic action, anticipates a
continued loss in FY 2010.

Cost Controls and Efficiency Measures

Data from the project tracking system fully implemented during FY03 shows a steady increase in
productivity by staff since the last fee increase. Annual reviews performed per staff person have
grown from 107 per employee in FY04 to 179 per employee in FY(09. Annual inspections
performed per staff member over this same period have grown from 191 per person to 408 per
person in FY(9.

The department has also been able to achieve and maintain its key performance measures
including review and inspection schedules and customer service standards. Since the full
implementation of the project tracking system, staff improved in meeting established project
review times 71% of the time in FY04 to 89 % of the time in FY09 (where the performance
standard is meeting established review targets 80% of the time). Inspection staff improved in
meeting their next day inspection performance goal 93% of the time in FY04 to 95% of the time
in FY09 (where the established goal is performing 90% of inspections next day).

Improvements were made to help facilitate these efficiencies. Completion of the automated
tracking system helped the department’s employees and project customers to better manage their
workloads and their projects. It also improved the department’s accountability in meeting
established performance standards for our core services. Using standard cell phone technology,
the department has also provided inspectors with direct access to the tracking system to enter real
time inspection results. The Department is expanding this capability into Field Engineering (in
the Engineering and Capital Projects Department) and Neighborhood Code Compliance
Division. This technology allowed the department to eliminate data entry positions and provide
more flexibility fo customers on inspection scheduling. Additional improvements have been
made including expanded E-Permitting options (increased from 2,700 annually in FY03 to 4,300
issued annually in FY09) and a full range of information and forms on DSD’s website (over




45,000 web visits per month). This helps reduce customer contacts and saves project applicants
from having to drive downtown or to our Ridgehaven office to obtain these services. In addition
to offering better and smarter services, these new automated systems have allowed the
department to eliminate old “legacy” systems and better gage actual workload.

Other improvements made over the past few years include expanded over the counter services,
consolidated reviews, self certification, and municipal code changes that have reduced permit
process levels and complexity for certain project types. Many of these changes resulted from
ideas and input from our LU&H Technical Advisory Committee (TAC), our employees, and
from the Business Process Reengineering (BPR) effort. These improvements combined with
our automation enhancements have allowed us to continue meeting service levels, maintain
quality standards, and enhance customer service. In fact, the department was recently
recognized by the University of North Carolina benchmarking study” as one of the top 3
development service departments in the country for innovation and services.

DSD is also committed to fully implement BPR recommendations that enhance accountability in
project management, project review, and management of project costs. The Department will also
work to further enhance past improvements that include strengthening the authority of the
development project manager, furthering quality control, expanding self certification, and
enhancing billing statement processes. The goal of these future efforts, working closely with the
TAC, will be to improve project review time and cost certainty for applicants and to reduce
department overhead costs.

Fee Proposal

Department workload and operating costs were reviewed by Wohlford Consulting to determine
the department’s level of cost-recoverability. In order to develop a fee proposal, the fee
consultant and the department did extensive analysis of performance data, operating costs,
workload, and staffing to develop a fee proposal that would meet performance standards and
reflect the cost of that service. Based upon this analysis, both fee increases and decreases are
being proposed. A comparison of prototype buildings following the model established by the
Building Industry Association for their annual fee survey provides an overview of the changes
(Attachment No. 3).

One objective of the fee analysis was to simplify and reduce the number of fees currently used.
DSD currently has 1,414 fees (Attachment No. 4) and has consolidated the number of fees in the
new fee schedule to 494 (Attachment No. 1). As an example, existing categories of fees such as
offices, medical offices, public building office, banks, etc. were collapsed into one fee category -
Business. Fees were also created to correspond with construction practices such as the new
Foundation and Frame category. This methodology is comparable with industry assessment of
construction activities nationwide. ‘

Similar to the department’s last fee study, a square footage model using hourly charges and staff
time spent on each project type was followed. A comprehensive analysis was done by assessing

? Development Review in Local Government: Benchmarking Best Practices, published 4/24/09 as a joint venture of
the University Of North Carolina School Of Government and the Alliance for Innovation.




and developing time estimates for each activity performed by the department and using volume
counts (e.g., how many fees are charged in a year) for each of those activities to determine total
costs associated with performing that activity. Efficiencies implemented over the past 6 years
{project tracking system, web based permitting, increased over the counter services, and
handheld devices for inspection entry) were also factored in. The analysis was done using
calendar year 2008 workload data. The recommended fees presented in the study reflect the full
cost of providing the individual services.

As part of the City Council’s recently completed budget process, employees agreed to a 3
percent salary reduction and to pay for 3 percent of a retirement benefit previously picked up by
the City. In light of this, DSD’s consultant has revised the proposed fee schedule to reflect this
reduction in cost.

By using the same annual activity volumes and multiplying them by the current fees, the fee
consultant was able to establish the potential revenue from current fees and compare them to the
proposed. The difference between the two figures is the proposed fee to current fee “gap.” The
following table shows this analysis between the current fees and the proposed new fees.

Potential
Revenue
Potential Revenue Proposed Potential Revenue | Percent

Fee Area Current Fees Fees Growth / (Decline} | Change
New Construction $ 20,264,054 $ 21,558,618 | § 1,294,565 6%
Miscellaneous ltems $ 1,547,527 $ 1,995052 | § 447,525 29%
Fire & Other ltems $ 2,895,720 $ 3,078,254 $ 182,534 6%
Mechanical, Plumbing
and Electrical $ 2,569,083 5 3,382,431 $ 822447 32%
TOTALS: $ 27,267,285 5 30,014,356 $ 2,747,072 10%

The cost analysis revealed that the current fee structure recovers approximately 86% of the cost
to provide the fee-related services. The recommended fees presented in the study reflect the full
cost of providing the individual services and bringing department reserves to 7% of expenditures
— consistent with the City’s Reserve Policy — over a 5 year timeframe. At the recommended
fees, the cost recovery rate would increase to 99.9%. The analysis also revealed that some of the
current fees for New Construction (plan check and inspection combined) are less than the full
cost of providing the services, while other fees are currently higher than full cost. Adopting the
proposed fee schedule would result in bringing the fee for each service into better balance with
actual costs.

Because this proposed increase in fees is a result of increased costs that have occurred since the
last fee study, the department is recommending that this fee proposal also include an annual cost
inflator that would increase or decrease based on changes in staff costs (salary and fringe) and
overhead rate (as determined by the Office of the City Comptroller). By including this
automatic inflator, future changes in fees would occur gradually, thereby avoiding significant
changes in future years. The proposed change would occur at the beginning of each Fiscal Year.




If approved by Council, the effective date for new fees will be no sooner than sixty days after the
Council action according to California State Code.

FISCAL CONSIDERATIONS:

Because of increased operating costs and the increased complexity of building regulations
administered by DSD, costs of providing the same level of service in plan check and inspection
activities have increased. ;

Without a fee increase and using conservative revenue estimates, the department would
anticipate the need to further reduce staffing levels by 30 percent (90 employees), primarily in
the building plan check and inspection service areas. Overhead functions such as managing code
updates, providing records to the public, and other non-fee services such as early assistance
would also be drastically cut. Due to the anticipated backlog of review and inspection requests
that would oceur, DSD estimates that review turnarounds would increase initially by 5-10
business days for typical projects and inspection turnarounds would increase by 2-3 business
days.

If service requests stabilize or begin to increase, these performance standards would be further
degraded due to lack of ability to fund staff levels to keep up with workload and backlog. In
addition to the reduction in core service area performance, degradation in quality of review and
inspection finctions is anticipated. Based upon the recent reductions in force, the department
has already had to reduce staff in certain areas of expertise and in some instances only one staff
member within review disciplines remain, With future staff reductions, retirements, and
attrition, this could leave the department without critical expertise and a decline in the quality of
project review and inspection. Options such as allowing state registered project consultants to
self certify their own design and construction work would have to be employed.

Even with the proposed fee increases, additional reductions in force will be necessary because of
work volume declines and past fiscal year deficits.

PREVIOUS COUNCIL and/or COMMITTEE ACTION:

As part of the City’s FY 10 budget deliberations, the Office of the Independent Budget Analyst
and City Council Budget and Finance Committee recommended that the Development Services
department fee study be completed as quickly as possible and brought forward for full Council
consideration. ,

COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION AND PUBLIC OUTREACH EFFORTS:

Drafts of the proposed fee study were provided to stakeholder and public interest groups
(Attachment No. 5) on May 22, 2009 for review and comment. This was discussed at the
Technical Advisory Committee meeting on June 10, 2009, July 8, 2009, and on August 12, 2009,
The Committee made the following motion at their last meeting and it passed by a vote of 8-2-1:




“The LU&H Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) recommends approval of DSD’s fee study.”

Separate from the fee study motion, TAC made the additional motion that passed by a
unanimous vote:

“TAC recommends that DSD continue to be vigilant in moving forward with improvements that
increase accountability, predictability, efficiency, and effectiveness of the development process.”

KEY STAKEHOLDERS AND PROJECTED IMPACTS:

Key stakeholders are the individuals and organizations that rely on the department for project
review, permitting, and inspection services for development projects. Approval of this
recommendation will allow the department to restore performance levels for the core services
offered by the department. It will allow the department to increase training to established
performance goals and continue to enhance customer service initiatives.

CONCLUSION

In conclusion, the last fee study and approved increase for these fees was completed in fiscal
year 2003. Since that time, the department’s labor costs and overhead have increased
significantly, While workload is down, the department had matched this decline by eliminating
more than 37% of its staffing. The department has met its key performance measures during this
time while increasing staff productivity. ‘

The fees proposed are necessary to maintain the quality of review and inspection; restore
department’s performance and service levels; and enhance the fiscal health of the enterprise
fund. Alternatively, the Council may choose not to adopt some or all of the proposed fees or to
direct that changes to regulatory requirements be made to provide additional staff capacity. Ifa
no change alternative is adopted, the department will need to further cut its services, reduce its
existing workforce, and control expenditures accordingly.

Respecitully submitted,

Ké}}-y’é\rﬁughton gday C oidstone |
Development Services Director Chief Operating Officer

KGB

Attachments:

Proposed Fee Schedule

Customer Service Review Standards
Fee Change Comparison

Existing Fee Schedule

Organizations Notified

Miscellaneous Fee Change Comparison
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RESOLUTION NUMBERR-_ 305326 iy

DATE OF FINAL PAssAGe  OCT 37 2009

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAN
DIEGO ADOPTING AND REVISING SELECTED
DEVELOPMENT USER FEES.
WHEREAS, the Development Services Development is responsible for managing the

land development review process from concept to completion in The City of San Diego;~ and

WHEREAS, the Development Services Enterprise Fund was established in 1985 and
funds the development project review and inspection services and is supported solely from fees

paid by customers (fee-for-service); and

WHEREAS, in order to maintain the fiscal soundness of the Development Services
Department Enterprise Fund, fee changes are proposed based on the results of a fee study

conducted by the Department’s fee consultant, Wohlford Consulting; and

WHEREAS, overall department expenses have increased by over 6.0% while labor costs

have increased by 4.0%; and

WHEREAS, the fee changes are proposed to meet established levels of service, to
provide for full cost recoverability, and to provide sufficient resources to continue to improve the

quality of the mandated regulatory review process; and

WHEREAS, the proposed fees would provide for continued maintenance of information
technology costs to improve department efficiency and enhance responsiveness to customers;

and

LA WHEREAS, the proposed fee changes would include an annual cost inflator at the

beginning of each fiscal year for direct cost increases or decreases based on Council approved ’ k
(
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changes in staff salary and fringe benefit costs, and on increases or decreases in direct overhead %é

costs being passed on to the Department as determined by the Office of the Comptroller; and

WHEREAS, the proposed fee changes reflect the estimated reasonable cost of providing

the service for which the fees are charged; and

WHEREAS, the proposed fee changes consolidate fee types and eliminate unnecessary

fee categories; and

WHEREAS, hourly charges will be increased by 11.4% to recover the fair share of

department reserves per City Council reserve policy; and

WHEREAS, on September 2, 2009 the Committee on Land Use and Housing voted 4-0

to recommend approval of the proposed fee changes; NOW, THEREFORE,

BE IT RESOLVED, by the Council of The City‘of San Diego, that the new and revised
development user fees listed in Attachment 1 of Report No. 09-090 on file in the office of the

City Clerk as Document No. RR- 305 326 s approved.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the new and revised developer user fees listed in
Attachment 1 of Report No. 09-090 shall be operational no later than the sixtieth day afier the

final passage of this resolution.

APPROVED: JAN I. GOLDSMITH, City Attorney

By .\SU\C‘»TW | Osneo

Shannon Thomas
Deputy City Attorney

. ST:pev -

09/21/09

10/09/09 COR.COPY
Or.Dept:DSD
R{2010-207

MMS #10488
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I hereby certify that the fore% ing Resolution was passed by the Council of the City of San
Diego, at this meeting of 0T 137088 .

Approved: /& 1L7)-f
(date)

Vetoed:

(date) JERRY SANDERS, Mayor

-PAGE 3 OF 3-
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Clty of San Dlago
BUILDING COST OF SERVICES (FEE) STUDY
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NG Fee Schedule - PC

ATTACHMENT 1

AN GHECK VARIABLE FEE SCHEDULE FOR NEW CONSTRUGTION.
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35 500 g REH 533215  D.087€1 513215 006761
- industrial and Manufschuting - Frame £0,000 NIA E 7,323 7,323 13 0.68270 FE33s 2.08270
75000 H & 540 G840 | & 007573 G640 |5 007573
125,000 E T3AET T5.427 | & D.A0741 |5 13,4371 &  0.10747
72,500 3 3114 311415 00810 ] & 28973 |5 C.0B7SG
25,000 E 4961 | I8 4381 |5 007273 | & 4056 | D.0BG44
- |indusirial and Mar ing - Build ouL 50,000 Roled 1§ 6076 118 E0701§ 007696 5503 [ §  0.07347
75,000 g BO03 | 15 G003 1§ 0.0R387 13 764018 008002
725,000 s 17746 | |8 11,146 GOBET7 |§ 10641 ]S 008513
13.600 T8 G306 118 B306 | & 004458 | § 7,830 023350
38 oon E 1384 {15 11384 0.15458 | § 0,848 |5 016520
- lindusirial and Manutaciuring - Shes 50,0001 Raed ] & 16213 | 18 16213 020626 15476 |8 019568
75000 E 71,945 31345 1§ 016767 § § %0478 §  0.16008
125,000 5 G i2B | §S 2670815  D247B3|§  JB3B1 18 02705
5000 3 BEGT FEET 18 04341118 5830 Ba1444
3 30,000 3 B 668 H0661S 03443018 7,702 0,32670
i {instfitianal - Comp 20,000 Raled 3 71,511 Ti591{S  0.96431 | § 10,869 034760
30,600 3 5,154 1 |8 15,454 | § 025760 |5 14,487 G.28412
0,000 5 TA06 | {5 29,0081 8 042212 |§ 20,148 040208
Eil) = [FEREE E28 15 10888115 828 | & 104681
1,000 5 1,348 1346 | & 0.72577 1% 1,348 673577
< Pinstilutanal -~ Tenant imp 2,000 NiA 3 7674 2074 41472 2074 | 5  G.41472
3,000 3 7,488 3 368 141472 | 5 245815 DAlArz
5,000 A8 3,316 | & 0.66456 | § 3616 06hiE
12,600 H 3631 PIHE G576 | & 3E11 18 005761
35,000 3 3231 3,351 0.04581 | § 533115 0.0468
- Pinsbiutional - Foundation 55,000 TR B 4,501 4,507 0.04741 | § 40T 5 00414
75000 H 5,535 EE3E |5 0014401 S EESETE 00144
xﬁ&a_o_n B85 | | 625615 0050051 € €258 0.05005
12,500 TE 3578 38738 061140618 3873 0.11406 |
25,000 3 5,208 5298 |3 (.0B0AG S 5,258 C.05046
- lionel - Frame 50,800 NIA 7 561 756116 00857218 756118 008572
] 75,000 4G54 5,954 (& 00781915 Go541§ 007818
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LUAH - Atlachment 1 - FINAL RESULTE WORKSHEBETS - Aug 30 09 NC Fas Schadule - PC

City of San Diego ATTACHMENT 1

BUILDING COST OF SBERVICES (FEE) STUDY

Develof

t Services Dep

s

AN GHEGIK VARIABLEFEE SCHEDULE FOR NEW CONSTRUCTION

Group B
HOT RATED

it O Each
- Creupancy Conatruction Bose Cost | Additions! 5F
060 < ¥ S 3386315 SIS 1386515 DAY
12,500 5 ETlRE 3067 | S 011680 ] & 3,787 15 0.41161
T 35 D0 437 |18 g 497 B.08264 RO
instiutional - Build out £0.000 Halad e 7743 §.08602 ; Y
75,000 IE 10,103 10183 £ DOA008 4732 Q07645
125,000 € A1 438715 091358 8 554 G, 10645
13500 1S 6,155 135 025854 | 5 VIEE 15 b.oa660
FE.,00D s 11,150 11428 038600 | & 10605 048158
i< Shall £6,000 faed 15 16,579 15,878 G20105 ] & 15,180 098152
75,000 5 20,805 0,806 0,1642% | § 16,858 615678
725,000 % 38,796 78,116 |§ 020582 ¢ 47788 0.25237
& 000 401 G401 | & 061364 | & ABG | £ (.bB564
10,000 E 468 4,48 3704 | & OB5 [ & pakago
Lt 1 and Diavelopment - Lamp 35 000 Rated 3 4106 |15 14,095 ) & 034166 1530018 D.assiE
50,000 £ 22,567 22507 |5 0.1344% 31,544 | & 0,126840
300,000 s 25,751 N 7964 1S Da7aba
500 s B10 [ | & gi6 | 5 1.1473B 918 14738
1.660 5 3407 TABZ 5 0.63544 1,481 5 53b4s,
Lab § v and Devel Tenan § 2500 NiA 5 7285 7,066 1§ 018456 | & 726515 b.1Basd
B.000 g 3,754 275415 01835 FR415  G1B3%H
76,000 5 3ETZ (16 H672 |5 0.46716] 8 367216 046716
12,500 2962 |15 5,762 | 5 00608618 2762 1§ 006088
75,000 §E36 (18 5534 |6 D.04068 | § 350418 004855
Lab Ressarch and Developmenl » Foundat 50,000 WA 4763 | 18 2763 | € 0.04362 | & 4768 0.04382
75,000 5856 | |5 CESE 15 00952415 SEER & 001504
125,600 BT 682615 1.0526618 5820 0.05286
2,500 TE 3815 118 SESIS 1296 1 § 3E13 11228
35,000 3 5316 | 18 516 {E  GDES04 1§ EZ16 .08804
Lab Ressasch and Davelopment - Framie 50,000 WA 5 a4z E] FA42 15 308421 1 5 7,442 009421
75000 5 5,787 11§ 6,757 067686 | & 5,707 | 5 057686
=X € 3EAE TTE 18848 QADSIB | & 13,645 109
12,500 g 3,657 3,632 0.10684 | & 3467 | 5 010209
35 GO0 £ 4568 4,666 0.08481 | & 4,743 0.08067
Lab Research snd Developman! - Bulld ey 50,000 Ratad S 7.088 $ 7,068 0.08574 | §,788 0.08588
75,000 g 8.332 G332 D073a1 8,508 006850
V25000 S 2,058 15938 | € 04080818 43,408 0.08827
12,500 s B8.316 B30 | & 0.24483 784118 023364
35 060 s 11,980 | | & 1138015  (.18426 0,864 | & 0.16546
Lab Resesrch and Deyelgpment - Shail 50,600 R R E 16,236 | |S 36,46 |5 000858 15601 | & D16524
75,000 3 31,378 337518 046791 70,407 E5at
125,000 AN N X 0.23617 |8 26,422 | 22750
5000 5 5156 5AEE | 357953 | § 48792 3E330
10,060 E 7,053 705318 030102 8,734 56738
Muftifamily i-C 20,500 Asind |5 10,063 10,063 T31881 18 6,508 30408
30,000 3 13,245 1324615 0260149 § 12,648 24847
50,000 £ 18,452 76,459 |5 (.38805 | § 17,516 0.36342
500 15 744 |1 & 744 | S 0.02857 744 1 € G.52657
7,000 5 1,208 [ 1% 1208 | & OB8070 | & 120815 0Bs070
Mulfifamily idl - Tenant Improvemg 7,000 NIA § 1,656 1850 | & G.871Ba | & BEEIE 037183
3,000 3 7,231 7331 1 & 0379831 § 7231 0.37183
5000 % 2078 ZE78 [ 0BBdEais 2678 L
12,500 S 3672 87216 00623818 2677 | & O.06330
25,000 5 3,688 3866 | & 0.06150 3,665 G.05150
Muitamily ~Foundaiion £0,500 WA 5 4,850 4852 | 5 D.04556 4,857 | G.04556
75,000 s 081 §091 |5  0.01568 500116 0.01585
12@ E 5584 8BB4 | 5 (LOBSO7 GBE4 1S 008507
12,500 5 5,690 4820 | 5 D.31248 18 3,680 B.11240 |
25,000 35 £.726 775 | 5 0.08822 | & 5,996 0.05822
Multifamily Rosidenial - Frame 50,000 NiA 5 7457 7467 | & (.084401 8 7457 08240
75,060 g BB17 | | & SH{7 18 OO77i2(s §,597 07712
125,000 3 GHEREE 136731s  0.0S3B1S 13,673 . 10538
12,500 s 35618 |16 3616 1§ 010852 | 5 3464 |5 040170
28,000 5 3548 1% 4548 |8 008448 5 4,725 | & DOA068
Muliifamily R < Build out 50,000 Raied | S 7H81 118 7081 C.0BG840 | & 8,741 0.08534
75,600 5 9286 115 9286 |5 0.07302 | § 8,875 005672
725,000 ] T25aE TS 12,648 010358 | § 12,361 0,09889
12,500 3 8,200 8200 | 5 024173 7,038 |5 023078
25 600 5 11,233 1123118 019173 8 10,722 18 0.16304
[Riuitifamily Resideiial - Ghall E0000 | Reied | S 16,004 16,024 | § 02026718 16,298 ). 15368
75,000 § 21086 | [§ 010665  0.165721& 30,140 15821
725,000 3 28387 V'Y JBabe |5 Daaboe S 98081 22441
E00 $ EREE 141 | S 195504 766 | 5 128383
1000 5 2518 | 1§ 2,51 7487 3405 | 5 107826
[Py Resideniia - Remodal ] Adgiioy 2000 ] Ragd 1S R 3,564 118742 3421 | % 1.08569
3,600 3 a731 1 (8 ENEN 0.626186 4517 | & OBEIO6
000 5 LG 8,500 1.31780 6,281 | § 105819
3,000 5 5,046 | | & 5,026 0.15422 | 4800 1§ 094724
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LUSH - Attschment 1 - FINAL REBULTE WORKSHEETS - Aug 20 08

HNC Fee Schadule - PO

Chty of Sen Diego ATTACHMENT 1
BUILLING COBT OF SERVICES {FEE) STUDY
Dovelopmont Barvices Dopartment
i PLAN.CHECK VARIABEE FEE SCHEDULE FORNEW CONSTRUGTION |
AT RATED

Relative Effaet Facioe: fulstlve Effort Facior:

Each
Oppupancy Bage Cost | Addifionat 8F
= s 0.18571 6567 | & 018684
AT [ {Paiking (3atage - Gomplete (> 3,000 &) $ 2 0.18354 37015 00BEES
: . ¥ 60,000 s 12,931 B.O5838 12,3351 8 0.653E3
TE0000 g DAEERE §  DA118071 8§ 171861 01453
7 5o 1,465 1 |5 S DUOB3sS 1§ 1465 | & D.OBaH]
T 15 500 1,866 I 1860 | 8  codsrs
4B - |Pasking Garage - Foundsiion 36500 tiA 3 7538 PEZE IS OD3Br2 | & ZE3E [S Hpagiz
45000 3 3308 3,106 101347 | § 31086 GhiS4T
75500 g EX:ih) SEI0E GO4BE0TS 5510 G (4680
7,500 & 3 G_"? & 3 307815 215108 3,079 35108
15,600 B 4212 ['is 421218 07fse3 4,212 011883
~{Parwing Gardge - Erams 30,000 NIA, 5 5,008 008 0.12B78 6,008 012675
) 4E 550 g 7891 | 18 Fe11ls 018357 7811 010357
TEI0 s TOIE 18 110618 Gi4e81 i 11,018 D.14661
7,500 3 2401 | 15 220% 1S D117B3lS 2.262 0.11248
15000 13 3,288 5 32851% 60934515 3,136 008822
- {Pandng Garage - Buld oul 36,000 Raisd H 686 | | & 4666 | COBEBA | & 4474 0.05447 |
AE 60 < BATE §170]S  GUBUIB| S 5880 0oz
75000 g B503 583 011457 | § 8204 G.10638
£60 5 2045 | 15 F a8 073647 | 5 956 G.70310
5,500 € e 3527 GB1774 | & 362 0,78068
R |Resiaurant - Compiels 5000 Rated 1§ EE EEES [ ETE GTI5IL
10,000 $ 3 528 S 628 0714881 8 1831 % 0.68258
25500 H ; 20,354 GETATE S G452 1§ G./7796
250 g 1,607 T.007 | 5 .62855 | 5 10067 0.52058
1,250 £ 1.637 1837 1§ L.70513 1,837 0.70513
~ Resauran - 1 Gnan Impravemants 250 WA g 7518 ZEIE S 020147 A 0.20147 |
5.00C B 3022 307215 0184318 3.008 .13431
T2 500 3 4, s 4029 {5 03323518 4,028 0.32235
12,500 5 21 115 Z7115 . 005583 1% 274115 005883
35500 H FEERRE 5458 | 5§ Q.04BET | & 3,458 0.04EB1
~{Restmuran - Founaaton ST BT O I T D035
75,000 3 & £,749 §748 | & 0.01488 5,748 001486
125,500 B437 €457 | §  0.05185 5,487 0.05188
12.500 2,713 | 13 271218 G.1560% KK BA5601 |
25,000 4,663 4663 10627 | § 4,BE3 610827
- IRuslauran. - Frame 56000 A 70 | 18 7,370 21515 ¥Ar01% 021515
T 75,000 £ 12,748 12.748 B398 | & 12,748 | 5 0.28308
125,000 H 26848 1€ 98848 671588 |§ 06848 | & 021558 |
12,500 € ZAT 3417 0.13800 | & 2,308 0.15270 |
25 600 5 4,185 4185 005848 | & 3,868 0.08208
TR < Build aut 0,000 Faied 15 B, (X AViEE | & €,358 018300
FE000 5 11,358 | {3 11,558 G.25302 1§ 10,844 | § 024155
1250 H 25 508 24008 1S D80T 1§ 2282118 DAB3E]
%000 G 5467 | 18 5467 |5 LAGTSE1E G348 | € D.18604
25,000 s 8,440 D248 1% (.21938 1 3 Boz1l s P20845
~IRestaurEn] - Shak 56,000 Reled 1€ 14,534 453415 02170915 34257{&  Gzomig
100,600 3 35 B34 583415 018182 ZALEI LS (16312
250,000 5 5407 4 507 | § 021643 52,133 028853
70,000 8,601 | 060118 Oeb7ia 48,801 Co0713
156,000 3 35,971 36171 57788 35,171 0.07788
ARG {High-fise Duldings - Gompiets 200,000 NIA 3 43 558 42,655 005385 | S 42 858 05358
400,600 S 5574 | 1§ &5748 00780318 EBo749 |5 007805
THOG.000 5 T02,5656 | | € 102,566 15 0,40267 | & 10056018  0.10257
20,000 E 566 | 15 5465 & DOZIAE ]| E18518  0.00188 |
168,000 6838 £ 6836 | & D.01751 < E 4.01781
MRF H&gh P—llsaauﬂﬁirjggwi’nmdanw 200,000 A 8,897 £ B BS7 201278 1 & 5807135 0.01278
400,600 B 11254 1 1§ 1254 |§  GODBra s 11254 [
300, 580 g BEEENNE 16,484 |5 CDIBAG]S 164841 001648
50,000 3 5463 113 5483 15 C0BB77 18 8463 B.06877
100,000 5 1,964 1664 | & GOa800 | § 11984 0.03600
FRFR{Figh Rige Buildings » Frame 200,000 T, s 5564 TEGBA | S D.02750 15,564 D.62750 |
400,500 s 21,663 2106515 004030 21,088 6.04038
1,000,000 5 48287 48067 |5 (.04550 AEZG7 15 D.04A530
20,600 g 7455 13 7455 15 D.03B6S 741816 DO3706 |
100,000 s 70,564 118 10,5684 0.01985 0,085 6,01804 |
HRBC  JHign Rise Buitings - Suid ou 200,000 Raled S TSERE 1S 12 55 001759 1869 0.51575
450,500 3 B0 | 1§ 16078 Q8182118 5347 1§ 001834
7,000,000 s ZIEUETIS EiE0s (8 D020 S db.a54 | & 0.02635
70,000 s 13667 118 H667 18 044010 13,048 018375 |
100,000 s BAE76 1 1S 4,875 | 5 0.05664 33747 0.05558
HRE ™ {riigh Riss BUidngs - Soel 200,000 Raied |3 Sh.rag 0,738 | € O.04BBS PEEE G4BT |
360,000 E F5517 40517 | § 005107 38858116 004675
7,000,000 3 71,155 71158 16 0071165 8783215 006793
Z.000 3 B3 118 2,653 075388 | § P 0.71844
4,000 s 4180 | 1§ 4,360 045468 57215 043427
UF Uity Piani - Compiste 6,600 Reted 1S £.880 5,660 047857 | B77 15 0.40056
20,060 3 085 | fE 1108518  0165161% 10863 |  G.15/68
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LUEHM - Attachment 1 - FINAL RESULTS WORKSHEETS - Aug 2008 NC Fae Scheduie - PO

City of San Dipge ATTACHMENT 1
BUILDING GOBY OF SBERVICES (FEE) STUDY

Development Sarvices Depariment

PLAN CHECK VARIABLE FEE SCHEDULE FOR NEW CONSTRUGTIO

yaeof .
Qeeupancy Construction finse Gost | Additional 8F
5 4,388 | 1S 14,386 | & 035871 1§ 18,736 1§ 0.34341
S 7827 [ 1§ 5627 18 0.05798 28727 | 5 006788
Za857 [ 15 3357 | & GOA71418 3,352 |5 GO4711
=Ry Prant - Foundatior 50,000 Wik 4,530 A5 TE T 00a167 [ § 455615 0.04167
75000 H 5572 118 G572 1E ODi84B 1 § £E72 (5 B01440
25,000 - R EE BZE6 1 & D.D&0a7 |6 6,205 5 D,0B087
12,500 g YR 573G 15 01058418 573615 0,10854 |
35,000 3 108 | 18 ti03 16 00871218 E05 (% D.OBTIE
-~ {iiity Flani - Frame 5,600 Tk 5 [N E TEZEi 1§ G082i6 18 T20115  0.08946
75,600 g 8,585 5,585 0,07530 | & GEEE & 0.07630
726,500 ) 3?}: 9335616  0.10680 | 6 1335018 010880
12,500 5 2,562 | |3 PR 0.076311 5 2474 5 0.07286 |
25,000 3 3,545 3546 006053 | § Z3E5 |5 0.05776
- Justifty Prant - Buiid out 86,000 Rawd 18 5,058 4,056 0.08404 1 5 AEI1E  ODBIA
75,000 1E 6,660 | 1§ B660 | & D.052ag |5 Ba56 1§ 0.04605
735,000 3 5275 8276 |§  B.o4z1}s 6,656 007084
12,500 S 7,558 7558 0.20260 | § 717 0.21250 |
25 000 B FESREE 34115 (4765418 873 01, 16654
= Jiiibly Blant - Shek 50,000 Rated | & 14,755 TEE{§  D.iB6B0 |5 j4.0B6 [ & 0.17833
) 75,000 5 19,425 842515 D15250(§ 1654515  0.14588
135,550 E 37058 27655 (5  0dibA4 |5 U6 EAD IS 0.a0664
200 G0 1] % §10 0.0678 6101 % D.0B761
4,000 E S60 || 8 680 [REES 980 1S  0.41611 ]
Ti FTenant mprovements - Diher 2,000 NIA § 1,006 {18 1,006 0.382 1.0881 8 036211 |
4,000 3 1621 [ 15 E21 0.06023 1821 (£ (L.0B0GS
T0.000 ] 4302 1 1E PEAEEEESE 330218 098018
LX) 5 2,680 | {5 J8E0 (5 O.32840 J7561€  (.31359
DRRE 16,600 4537 4530 1§ D1g553 4337 1§ 08838
|- 88 « |Storage { Warehouse 25,000 Rated 7,506 BB 1S 0.16284 IEG1E 0.17458
| 55,000 12,877 12077 1%  GD7iB7 48 11,530 1§ 008871
i E 0,000 16676 | I8 1587615 L.156/618 14,965 |5  (.j46A5
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LUEH - Atachment 1 - FINAL RESULTS WORKSHEETS - Aup 2009 NC Fee Schedule - INGP

Chy of Sey Blago
BUILDING COST OF SERVICES {FEE] STUDY

Devalop Satvices Dej

INSPECTION VARIABLE FEE SCHEDULE FORNEW CONSTRUCTION

NOT RATED
i Relative Efort Fatto

Each
Base Cost | Addifional SF
s ;
ES {).31487
A Assembly - Complele {Fire Rated) 10,800 Ratad 4,381 s 4,381 0.07246
¥ 36,000 ] EiE 1 (% 058310
50,000 TESE TS G.45196 [
1,000 g o6 | : 855 015307
500 5 2812 3 7512 G28310
- |Assembly - Complels (NON Fire Rated) 10,0001 Non-Rated | & 4,077 077 =5
30000 B 4778 E 4,728
&5 000 ¥ 8073 3 6572 | §  0.43542
B0 ] 51713 751§ 022878 & 73516 022978
Z 500 § 1385 |T§ 65 65735 | § ABE1S  goa7en
- Assembly - Tenant Improvements 5,000 N/A B3 S B384 5 DO73E3 I & B3B1 S 007253
16,000 7,208 2206 | & 0.04807 2,208 0.04502
25000 2841 284115 011765]5 2,941 0,11785
V2500 5 1250 11 % 125016 00275818 250 002758
25000 B 1555 1585 15 00224118 568 07241
" “Foundstion 0,600 WA $ 2355 11§ 385§ 0019831 % RES 01653
75.000 S FESREE 26511 & 000599 1S 57  BOBS0
25,000 s 288 [ |5 260618 QO0Z36T (& 28661 5 02387
32,500 H 1,080 1,060 0.01624 1 § 1000 | & 0.01624 |
Z5 600 1,298 3.228 G0iZiZ1 S 1228 {5 001212
. = Frame £6.000 A 1,539 1,531 0.10ET | § L5 1€ 001051 |
75 600 1,784 1794 | G.0640G7 | ¢ 1,784 | € 000467
725, TES7 1] 186718 001587 ¢ 1807 | £ 0.01597
12,500 5 787 797 B.051453 1 § 743 | & 0.01554 |
35,606 578 678 Gh0GES | & 12 | §.60600
" Wiy - Buid out 56,000 {  Raowed 1950 | 1§ 1,320 1§ 0.00857 13718 000780
75500 .438 1,429 0.00224 1,332 0.60302
25,000 5 7597 1,581 651273 1,463 601766
12,500 5 2547 7847 1§ 00516318 G531 & O0AGSE
25 o060 5486 |18 3,456 [EEE 3286 | & 005216
- biy - Shell 50.000 | Raied 4356 | |8 35618 DO0259115 4661 | 5 02787
) 75,000 307 | %107 1S  DO1168 | & 4,758 & p0i07E
725,000 5,686 3 5885 GO4548 | S 298 | § 1.04236
2,500 5 2215 118 2,215 020402 06415 (.16624
& 000 IE ENERE 27201 §  D.13448 | ¢ 53515 0.1951%
] Business - Campisie 10,668 Tatad 3502 3302 | & G638 R
15,000 | 3674 G741 § 004508 | & 703 D.04108
25060 ¢ A57E 4474 |5 Gi7EST|E 4322 | 5  (164E8
500 g 655 56 0.00468 1 5 "E5S C.20466
2500 1,664 BEd G22637 {5 1,084 (Y33
~ {Busi « Tenant lmprovemenis 5,000 HIA 1.837 s 837 0055401 8 1,887 G.06548
15,000 1,668 558 043651 % 1,865 0.04385 §
25000 282 1s 2,620 01047815 265615 Gi0478
12,500 £ 1222 115 1322 | & 0.02686 1292 | 5 0.07688
75,000 H 1556 1556 | & D.02100 1,558 002180
T IBusness - F i £5,000 NiA B 3,108 2465 |5 0.01938 2,106 0.01838 |
75,000 ¥ 2580 550 0.00674 | S 25801 § 000874
125,000 ] 2,827 527 0fzas}s 3837 0.02342
12,500 s 1000 [ [§ 1000 001624 | 5 1,000 | 5 001634
25 {300 F 1226 1 | & 22615  DD12121% 1,228 0.01212
»  {Business - Frame 80,6500 NiA 1,531 K B3 0.01051 4,531 0.01051
75,000 1784 1 1 & FE4 0.00407 3,794 T0.00407
28,000 1857 {18 857 0.01887 1,957 001557
12,500 5 87 118 B57 18 B.01218 621 001133
35,000 3 BEERE BiE1 5  D0080B) & 783l & 00p7ea
- IBusiness - Buid oul 50,000 Raled 1S 1021 11§ 10211 & 006IDILS GE1F§ 000658
75,060 3 REREE 1,388 1 & 0.60271 1151 § 000253
28,000 H 1352 1333 | € 001085 € 1,241 |5 Go06es
12,500 5 7,53t S5k 00517715 7,645 04824 |
5,000 | g 3485 34 0.03441 | § 3,248 0.03206
- |Business - Shell 50,000 Halod 15 4346 4,348 0.02862 | § 4,548 007778
75,000 g 5,051 BG51 0.01154 | § 474415 0.01078
125,000 H 668 568 004538 | 5 5 387 0.04228
1,608 E 1527 11 13571 & D.i0625 18 13518 bisas
000 1367 1367 |8 017766 S 1387 |5 017768
5] Dwelings - Model / Masier Pien / 1racl (Fir 3000 WA 1,564 1564 | § 013757 15 1564 | & G.33787
€000 1840 1840 | & 0D.0BAZ5 | S T840 | & D0ans
0,000 2087 2367 | & 027868 1§ 3287 0,22856
7000 T 7582 | 1§ 1682 | & B.22508 TEE2 | S 022608 |
2,500 g 1511 |18 1,671 24486 1811 0.24488
- {Dwelings - Custom 3000 WA - 2386 1 1§ 2155 3074 Z.156 G18514
& 600 3 3 536 | 2,536 112360 2538 G 12300
10,000 5 RSN I 3,451 | 5 D.01612 3,151 031512
7000 | T 7,653 TSE[§ 0271488 1864 527143 |
2,000 5 3,765 32661 § 02001518 3,085 028015
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LUSH - Attachmant 1 - FINAL RESULTS WORKSHEETS - Aug 20 08 NC Fos Schedule «INEP

Chty of San Dlsgo
BUILDING COST OF SERVICES (FEE) 8TUDY

Development Services Department

NSPECTION VARIABLE FER SCHEDULE FORNEW: CONSTRUCTION.

roup B:
NOT RATED
alative Effort Faelo,
‘I (uBg) :
ke iyw | Bago Cost | Additional 8P
-« |Dwellings - Row Homes 3,000 NIA 5 2555 [ 18 25555 02253118 5555 | & 022631
5,000 s 3005 11§ 3,005 014575 | § 3,005 0.14575
X 76,000 5 YRR 3734 6.57341 | § 3,734 037341
1,000 5 B63 BB} § 013468 | 5 GBI | & 013308 |
2,000 B 1,197 11171 & 044312 8 A7 B 014812
- Ihwallings - Pmduction 3,000 NI, 5 1,260 | | & 2801 & 0.11114]8 260 & 611114
5,000 B 1,462 |} ¢ 483 | £ CO7iEB LS 1482 | & 0.07188
70,000 3 1,847 B47 | 5 018418 1S 842 |5 0.48419
750 ] 567 |18 T87 T.31966 | & 567 | 5 0.01066 |
500 667 |18 EE7 6341701 & BE7 | & D.34170
- IDwailings - Ramodel 750 NiA ENNE 782 006534 | & 7621 5 076534
1,550 5 BES || & BES | § 047186 | & B85 5 0.17165
2,500 g 1,008 | | & 1,0801 §  D.A3676 | 5 1,080 | & 043076
250 5 B6G | | & H60 [RIEER BGO| S 045698
500 g 77 118 G77 0.50068 977 | 5 0.50088
- IDwellings - Agditon 750 NIA H 102 |18 1,102 0.38876 1362 |'§  0.38878
1,250 3 1387 {15 1,287 0.25151 1287 | & G.28151
2‘5_9:_6 S KRN 181115 08adss s 1611 | & 064436
560 S 1660 | | & 186015 027347 |5 1826 1 & 020817
2.£00 18 2,407 3407 | & 0.23/60 15 2,243 0.221328
E Educational - Complete (up io 121h Grade) 5,000 Rated 1§ 3,001 [ 8 3001 ] 5 01028615 2,786 | & 0.08584
10,000 3 EERNE 3565 0028575 3776 | & 002478
guilij g ESERNE 381415 D.16657 |5 3547 | & 094588
350 E EINE 7551 5. 0.23605 18 755 .23608
2.500 1,227 | | & 1,227 | 5§ 0.26436 | § 1,227 0,28438
~ {Educational - Tenanl [morovemems 5,000 NIA . 1,BEE [ 1888 1 5 (00788318 1,888 §,07553
10,000 S 2,266 | | & 22661 & 0.050351S 2,266 | &  0.0a005
JEB00 § 3,021 GOI(|§ G1ia085|% 802(|§ 012085
E,080 s 2,608 TEOE | & 032051 | 270118  (.o8B84
10,000 s 4501 |1 450115  0.08862 4184 003588
1Y) |industrial and Manufacturing - Gamplets 25,000 Rated & §,630 3 5,080 0.08528 4,733 0.08228
50,000 3 7,287 7,267 0.05230 | § 6780 0.04881
700,000 £ TR 6807 | € 0.08807 8257 0.00221
71,000 g TS 7116 DaBzn0 771185 048200
2.000 1g 1253 115 12531 &  0.22483 1253 |'&  0.2248%
- jindustial and Manufaciuring - Tenan! Impr 5,000 HIA i5 1,928 g 18281 &  DOF7IZ 1,828 0.07712
10,000 | § PEEREE 25141 § 007712 233415 oo7ie
50,000 g SUBE Y 5065 [ & 0.15424 3,065 | & 0.15444
12,500 3 1245 11§ 1245 | & D.02747 ] & 12451 & 002747
25,000 5 1568 | | & 1588 | 5 0.02232 1586 | S 002232
- finduginal snd Manutaciusing - Foundation 50,000 WA [ 2,146 & G4BT B DME74 21481 % 001874
75,000 B 2836 | | § 2639 | 5 000887 26351 5 0.00867
125,600 5 2883 118 28631 5 0.D2a85 2,663 0.02388
12,500 § 1000 | 18 30001 S 001824 |5 1,000 0.01824
35,600 5 1228 | | § 1,326 607212 1,228 0.81212
- lindusirial and | ning - Frame 50,000 WA E 1,531 1,581 0.01051 1,581 0,01651
75,000 5 1,764 1,784 0.00407 794 0.00407
{3500 ] 7887 1687 | § 00165716 1,687 n.Oi607
12,500 5 EEE B5G | & D.01686 | & 800 | & 0.0745% |
L 25,000 § 1,084 0541 & G.01041 | & D621 S 0,00570
- Hndustrial and Manuiacluring - Bulld oul 50,008 Rated 5 1,315 315 0.00802 228 0.00841
75,000 § 1,540 540 (.00345 4351 000325
125,000 s 1715 716 5 001372 EGE| & 0.01278
12,560 $ 2061 | 1§ 7651] 5 005382 |6 5750 G.05015 |
35 000 s 3624 3 3,624 0.03577 | § 35761 & 0.03383
- and Manufacturing - Shell 50,000 Rated £ 4,518 4,518 | & 003160 | & 4,218 0,02886
75,800 | 3 E.293 £283 0.01200 | & 493218 001118
725,000 5 553 |15 5803 | 5 004714 & EAB1| 5 0.04393 |
5,000 5 3542 | [ 8 354315  D.161851% 3,301 | & 0.45083
10,000 B 4351 || & 4351 | § 010738 | & 4054 | & 0.10005
| institutional - G i 50,000 Reled |8 XFRRE EAZE | S 0080065 5,054 B.08671
30,000 € 6385 11§ €355 |8  DO3B0Z|S 5530 | & 103257
50,000 3 7O TS 7076 | & 0.94151 % 5,583 | & 0,13160
00 3 §a4 544 | § 105488 | § BA4 | & 1.05450
1,000 € 1571 13711 ¢ 07382718 187118 073887
< jinglitutional - Tenant Imp 2,600 WA B 7,108 2108 | 5 042167 |8 710818 0.42187
! 3,000 3 2531 3531 € §42187 %8 25311 & 042187
5,000 S ZAETTS 53751 6 0674858 3,575 067488
12,500 S 122 [} § 129215 0026835 1222 | 5 D.026E4 |
35,000 S 1,558 1558 5 0.02180 8 1,558 0.02150
- Hnatitutionsl - Faundation 50,000 NIA 2,108 210815 00183818 2,506 0.01838
78,600 2,580 7580 | 5 0006748 2880 | & 000674
125,000 E AR 2827 | § 002342 26827 | & (.02342
12,500 5 1,000 | |8 1000 | & G.01824 1000 | & 001824
25,000 1,228 1,228 0.01212 1228 | § 001212
= linntiictons) - Frame 55,600 Wi& 1531 | | 531 ] 5 00405118 15311 § 001081
75,000 1,784 1768 | & 0.00407 |5 179415 0.060467
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LU&H - Atnchment | - FINAL REBULTS WORKEHEETS - Aug 20 09 HG Fae Sohadute - INGP

Oty of Sen Disge
BUILDING COST OF SERVICES {PEE} STUDY
Bevalepment Smvicas Dupartrmont
§ INSPECTION VARIABLE FEE SCHEDULE FOR'NEW CONSTRUCTION i
CONSTRUGTION TYEE B RAND OF REGUINED EFFORTL
Br Er&upﬁ:
TED
- iCE (UBC) 5 Ba Each
‘Hso Type ] 3 Bass Cost_| Addlitiona) SF
3500 3 1887 118 1857 | & 00158718 16671 & D.O167]
12 560 3 B0 1% 81018 D.0i47718 7551 5 B0137
, 25 000 5 655 11§ 535 | §  0.00662 977 1§ D60t
= finshiisianal - Buid out i SO000 | Rawd 1§ 1748 |15 1240 | & 0.0085% 1,155 0.0079
T 5 1455 1S 1453 | & 0.0D328 13541 5 G.0030
725,000 s TETE TETE (& 009641 i 07208
2 E00 £ 7451 25811 % 005456 7787 | 8 0.05089
35 nag § 3673 5675 L5 003676 423 605375 |
~  Jinsfilulionasl - Shell 50,000 Rated z 4,580 4,580 DO3142 4,267 0.02828
75,000 s %565 T366 | § 001217 4,950 0.01734
55,000 3 5574 5074 | 5 D.04779 BB TS po4dsd
000 % S EAG ZBAS | & 531464 1§ ZEE1 1L G28a17
16,000 3 4418 4418 03791 4117 | & Do3saz
LRD ___ liab Research and Developmen - Compial 25000  Raled  |$ 3987 4,687 C.0B667 4,687 0.08075
50,000 H 7454 | 18 7,154 4,06743 6,865 | & 0.04787
00,000 g 9,755 | |5 5725 0.059725 | § G061 | & (L.0%081
500 g TEE 115 768 065738 7661 ¢ 065738
1,000 5 1345 1245 0.44578 1245 0.4487%
- JLEER i &nd Developmant - 1anant | 2500 WA 1% 7515 1515 05.15376 1878 015318 |
&,000 £ 728 G861 € 015318 3661 & 015318
10,060 [ SEE 118 e A
12,500 TE 237 118 1237 | & 002730 23715 0.02730 |
75500 g TE7G 118 YE75 | £ G221 1,578 0.0721F |
- {Lab Resoarch and Develgpment - Founda| 55,500 Wik 2,133 713315 01967 5,133 1 & 001867
75,500 3 R 2623 | §_ 0.00682 | & 2,623 00652
725,000 2,554 28845 00237113 N ER
72500 5 TATE TA16 1§ 0.02563 15 1,416 1 5 D,02563
75,000 E IREERR B 738 003717 1 6 173815 0.01747
~  fLab Rasparch and Development - Frame 50,000 NIA 2,188 S B3 1 & 001488 S Z,188 (.01488
75,000 2541 118 2,541 | 0.00576 54115 000578
125,300 2858 1 & 0.00563 7878 | 5 009963
72,500 H H0 118 00 | £ 0.01480 | § F4G | 5 0.01350
25,000 & BRI G83 § % 000870 | $ e} 5 0.00804
- |Lab Retearch and Development - Bulld ou 50060 | Raled 3 735 12751 & GO0B41 (S 42 | & 0.0078
75,0600 435 A35 [ 8 0DoIseE (S 1,337 | § 0003631
125,000 598 596 | & Goa7Els 1488 S 00119
2,500 g FEIE] 287318 D.05240 | § 2677 G 04857
IE Bun s K2R 3,526 1§ 008485 3787 0.03245
= . J-eb Resesrch and Development - Shell 50,000 Rated E] 4,388 3 4,398 5.03019 4,089 a02813
75,000 s 5,153 5,153 501188 4,865 D.0108e
125,000 § LRCN N EY 1 0456T 3 524818 004277 |
5000 g EEREE 247618 011306 S0 & 01053
0,000 5 0441 TE 5044 {5 007518 2837 | & DO7001
WME__ fuiifamily Resi G 20,000 | Reied 1§ 3756 [ ] & 3,706 6 008612 3,657 | & 0.0808
30,000 3 4447 115 4,447 ti. 07551 4143 | § 002348
50,000 & 4,837 4,%:21" % £.08302 46131 8 £.08228
Ei 3018 3505 3886 |3 E0 | & 039050 |
1,000 3 GEEE 58S G278 5105 627971
-~ {fulitamiy Hesi “Fenenl Improverig 3.600 ) a8 118 760 | € 615884 | € 7891 5 0.15064
3,000 5 @58 11% 9591 5 0.158B4 G551 5 0.15054
500 g TAETTS 1776 1§ 02567418 278 | & (.05574 |
12,500 1363 1§ 5 13641 5 00360718 B3| & 0.03007
35600 1738 [ 18 1738 | & 002443 738 | & G.00444
- Mgt 1y Residential - B 50,000 A £ 2,348 & 2,348 0.02181 234818 0.0218%
75,000 B 2580 2890 | 5 0.00752 2850 | & 006752
125,000 K 3, S 3,265 002612 326515 0.05617
12,500 B 1105 1051 5 0.02015 1§ 05 002015
25,000 5 1387 135715 00133618 35715 001338
T iigiamily Reedantial - Frome 50,000 NiA B 1,661 18511 & D.01161 168115 Bo1161
75 600 € 1,982 1082 | §  0.00448 1882 | & 000448
725,000 5 e lE 2206 §  0.01765 226515 GoiTes
12,500 € 1,540 1 1 § 10401 & B.OIBE6 & BE8 | 5 001767 |
75,000 € 1377 118 1277 | §  B.01260 ] 8 1166 {5 D.O1i74
~_Haullifamily Resigential - Buld oul SH.000 | Rated 1§ [ 1552 B.01087 | § 83| % 0o0i0ie
75,600 S 1,665 18651 & 0,00423 | § 737 | 5 0.00364
135000 ] 3076 2076 | §  0.01861 | 5 B34 1€ faisen
12500 N Z 00 T000 18 006508 | & 261415 005132
25,800 1 § 3,708 370815 0038513 34561 B 003411
- {Muliiamity Rasidental - Shail 50,000 | Ralod |5 4,624 | | 8 46241 §  D.0317348 3,308 | & D.02867
75,000 H 5417 11§ 417 | & 00129618 §047 | & D.01144
125,000 5 BOST [ {€ 60315 00482518 562015 00%4eA
$00 O B4l 14 % 431 & D3BAZ3| S 7851 8 035810
1,008 X 1,035 $ 1,035 1 5 0.25545 | & 054 022803
= |Mulliamiy Resdenial - REmodel / Addilio 7000 ] Raed |5 1,291 251§ 022140 17021 € 0.06820
3,000 1612 512 G.08570 14091 € 007885
5000 E 1, 883 0,33665 YE651 5 031468
EX 13 2465 1 1 8 5651 8 00411218 2,017 | & 0.03837
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LUBH - Attachment 1 - FINAL RESULTS WORKSHEETS - Aug 20 08

City of Son Dloge

BUILDING COST OF SERVICES (FEE} STUDY

Development Servicas Department

INEPECTION VARIABLE FEE SCHEDULE FOR NEW.CONSTRUCTION

UIR:
Group B!
NOT RATED

Relative Effort Fatto

i asi Typa o Each
- Decupancy {suars faat) | Canstruction| I'SE] Base Cost | Additiona] 5F
15,000 3 2656 || & 2,658 0.04374 1 & 2477185 D.04D75
‘Fafking Garage - Compiete (> 3,000 s} 30,000 Rated & 3314 $ 3,314 0.01885 | & 308B{ & DO1766
) 50,600 < 5865 | [ & 3,868 D.0B468 | & 361 § 00045
150,000 s AT 432518 DO6EE € 4028 | & 0.62885 |
7600 3 1,996 118 1,250 1 & 004621 1§ 12261 & DD45at
18,500 € TEBE 118 1568 | 5 00367318 1568 0.03673
- Barking Garags - Fpundation 36,000 FiA, s 216118 2118 [ & D.03250 FXYE] G.05250
4% B0 5 ZE07 118 ZEO7 & aoiianls 26071 & Go11a0
75,060 B 2BE (1S 2546 [ & 0036 S 2946 | & 0.03828
7,500 5 1006 11§ 1,008 | 0.0306E | § 1008 | & 0.08086
15,560 s 1236 | | S 1,238 0.6203B [ & 1,238 | §  0.02036
- {Parking Garage - Frame 30,000 NIA g 1584 11§ 1,544 061766 | & 1,544 0.01766
45,000 5 TE08 | IS 9,808 | §  0.00884 1,508 1 & 000884
75000 3 LR RHE 2,014 { & 042688 2,014 0.02856
7500 3 55 606 | & D.02024 520 5 0.01886 |
35,068 §1E | 1§ GE §.01345 | & 762 0.61258
- |Paring Garage - Buld ol 30.000 Rated 1018 3 1.8 8.01166 8E0 0.01086
45,500 3 164 11§ 1,104 .00451 11318 0.00420
75,000 3 BOTs 133015 001773(% 1235 & 0.01652
E00 3 1607 {18 1607 | §  027339)5 A7 0.25464
2,500 3 2164 118 2154 ] 0.4E303 2,007 . 45007
i3 |Regtavani - Compieis 5000 | Hasd TEILLS 3367 15 0A1i90 ERER G005 |
10,000 387 11E 39171 € 0.12748 550 011878
28, B0 1 830 0.23318 432 021727
750 3 541 541 | & 03300815 E41] s 033808
1,250 3 578 B0 | 5 0378865 B7S| S 037666
- {Restaurani - Tenant Improvements 2,500 NIA & 1,352 135218  0.10Bi81S 138018 0A081E
5000 3 1824 | |8 AR 16231 § 007213
72500 5 2,64 | 18 2184 [ 5 0.17310) § 2464 [ E 0,710
12,500 B 1,245 | 1 & 12451 & 0.02747 18 1245 & (02747
25,000 3 1,588 1,586 | & 002232 1,588 | §  0.022982
- {RBsiaurant - Foundanar 0,000 IR PRI 345 1S 0.015974 23461 5 001974
75,000 3 2839 | 1§ > 639 G.00887 2830 | & 0.00667
125,060 ZEBETTE 2,983 0.02386 2883 | S 002386
12,500 5 751 751 0.02043 751 D,02043
250001 s 006 006 0.02257 058 0.02257
- {Restaurani - Frame 50,000 [EN R 571 0.01058 571 G.07048
75,000 830 830 0.01767 830 0.91787
725,000 PAZERE 37241 % 00017915 2724 | § 002471
12,600 5 564 | 18 254 G.01536 | & 526 | & D,0143
25,000 B 756 | |5 756 0.01656 | § 705 | & 0,01680
T VResEurant - B Dl 0,000 Raled | & T80T 7,180 | 000787 | § 1001 % 0.00728
75,000 B 1,376 | | & 1,378 0.61342 | & 1,262 01251
75,0 H 208 1% 204715 0.01638 15 1807 1§ DO5Z6
5,000 5 381 |18 ZAE1 1 6 0.036/51S 50141 & 003424
25,600 5 N 2896 | §  0.08495 1% 2686 | & (.08062
- IR W - Srel 0,600 Retetl 15 1S ZE IS noias (s A2 5 Q01988
108,000 HE [RERRE 5268 | € 001714 490818 001867
750,000 B 7B | |3 7838 [ & D.03136 § S 7,304 | §0.02522
20000 s 536 TBE35 | § G054 8,595 0.06214
160,000 5 13,506 18,506 G.07121 |5 13,508 0.07121 |
HARC |FighFise Buildings - Lompiete 0,000 WA B 0527 20627 | & QO0SBATE I6837 0.03684
400,000 B F8.416 284161 5 OD4007 | & 26,416 0.04607
7,000,000 S X § 52456 COS24E ]S BIAE6| &  D.05246
20,000 5 1,703 | | & 7031 5 0.00987(8 708 | & 000687
i 168,600 3 7,507 25011 € 0.00483 250115 0.00483
HRE_ {Figh Rise Bulldings - Foundanar 200,000 WA 5 2,864 26841 ¢ 0.00470 58845 000470
400,060 g 5855 3835 | § 000244 3,835 | §  0.00244
1,000,000 5 %398 5388 | € 0.00540 5308 | 5 0.0D540
20,000 5 2,082 20221 80,0218 2042 | & 0.02142
106,600 | 3,736 3,736 0.02011 | § 3736 | 5 0.02011
WRFR |High Rise Bulldngs - Frame 200,000 WA E747 B747 G.00877 | 5 5747 | & 0.00077
400,600 g 7702 7,702 | & 0012968 702 & 0.01278
1,800,000 TEEEE | 15 15356 001536 |5 15356 5 D.OESE
206,000 4517 45171 5 0011658 4205 | 5 C.o1086
100,608 3 5450 54501 & 00374215 507815 002558
HRBO THioh Rise Bulldings - Build ouf 200,600 Rated 8,182 B1621 5 000845 | & B33 1 & 000601
450,500 B %481 BAB1| & 00113018 8,834 0.01083
1,000,000 5 8,258 6,256 | §  0.01626 | & 15,148 6.015%5
20,600 5 6,854 | | ¢ 6,554 | & 0.04067 1§ 6,386 D.03750
100,000 5 10,108 | | 8 10,108 | §  0.03374 | & 9436 | & G.03007
FRE__ |Hiah Rise Hoidings - Shel 200,000 Raled 3 [EXEY 3431 G03548 (5 125151 &5  D.01632
400,000 3 16,720 | | 5 6,720 002574 | 5 15578 009771 |
7,000,000 X g 34,562 { § 0034661 S d204ls 003290
2.000 S 2104 | | 5 210415 0581551 % 1,860 054187
4,000 3 2967 |15 257 607007 3.044 0.06528
P Diifity Flant - Gompiete 40,008 Raled |5 3867 118 BE7 01601818 3,435 6.14525
6,600 H E268 | 1§ 280 0.08506 | § 4828 | € 00BBSY
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LUBH « Attachment 1 « FINAL RESULTS WORKSHEETS - Aug 20 08

City of San Mage
BUILBING COST OF SERVICES (FEE) STUBY

Bovedopment Sarvicss Deporiment

NC Fee Scheduls ~INSP

NSPEC TION VARIABLE FEE SCHEDULE FOR NEW GONSIRUCTION

CONSTRUGTK
T L GTeUE
RATED NOT RATED

Rolatise Effost Faclor! Ratalisp Efort Factor: ]

- 3.00 - [

= Each
Baze Cost | Addilonal 5F
Do 3 7,180 0.17575 5695 | 5 (16740
j 12 500 237 0.02730 1,237 1 &5 002730
T 25,000 | 57616 o028 157815 002218 |
B3 - |Ufiiity Prant - Foundatior 50,000 NIA - 1E PRKE] §ER 0.01962 2,153 57682
75,000 s 2623 | F§ 9623 | 5 D.O0BBZ | § 2623 D.00682
125,000 B 284 || 2,564 00237118 2864 | € po2a7s
12,500 | 5 %,000 5,000 0.01624 | & 5060 1§ 001824
25,000 ) 1,296 [ (LB 122815 061912
- |Utiilty Plani - Frame 56,400 NIA B3 TE3 |6 00105118 4,531 1§ GOIG&1
75,000 1,794 | | & 1,784 0.60407 | 5 1,784 ©,00407
V25,000 BETTE 1,867 001507 | § 1,587 0.01857
12,560 g ER N 1,413 0.02030 | & 1,037 "5.01582 |
38 D00 g 1367 118 1367 15 001348} & 127418 0.01267
TEE - |Utility Plani - Bulid oot £0,000 Raied | & 704 1704 | & 00138% | & SBE |8 004080
: 75,060 5 1,867 1887 | & 0.00453 | 8 B0 |5 0.00422
125,000 € 2273 2,223 001776 5 26718 001657
12,560 5 3,085 3085 0.05845 | & 2684 1 § 005260
25,000 s 3,801 3801 | & 6037523 3542 |5 0.0234%6
- |Utiity Plant - Shell 50,660 Rated 1% 4,738 A736 1§ 003052 | S 4416 | & 0.03030
75,000 s 5553 5ESZ L5 (01258 517315 001173
125,000 2 6,782 5182 | & 0.04845 576018 004608
200 | s 785 | | 5 785 1,15354 7851 S 0.15354
T 1,000 s 808 | | & 608 0.07570 508 0.07570
B Tl Tanent Improvements - Other 7,000 WA 3 EFANE ©82 00883 682 006683
4,800 s REANE 1,356 { & 0,03050 | & 1,155 6.03058
10,000 3 SRS 1338 |5 0133308 1,339 0.13350
5,000 s 1703 118 703| & 0.1BR28 | & 1586 | & 0.17543
T 10,000 s 2844 1 |5 264415 0022685 246415 002174 |
B8 - |Blarage / 25,000 Rated |5 2684 I [§ 2584 0.05166 | § 281 1§ 004bags
I | 50,000 B 4281 I 1§ 4,781 6.03677 | & 3085 | 5§  0.02668
i 00,000 H EEEINE 5819 G.05815 | $ 5427 |§  (.05422
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LU&H - Attachment 1 - FINAL RESULTS WORKSHEETS - Aug 20 0B

City of 8an Disgo
BUILDING COST OF SERVICES (FEE) STUDY

Devalopment Services Depariment

Fee# Fee Title
Accessory structures to residential
(carport/garage/storaga) Max 3000 sq.f. - First
1 1500sf $ 387,951 § 515.88
Accessary structures to residential ]
2 |{garagefstorage) - Each Additional 500 sf $ 203181 % 85.98
Accessory structures to residential {pstio
3 jcoverfdecks)- Max 3000 sq.ft.. - First 500 sf $ 218751 § 343.92
Accessory structures to residential (patio
4 {coveridecks) - Each Additional 500 sf $ 87891 8§ 7370
5 [Aniennas (mounted to existing structure) - 110 § 97748 | § 54045
Antennas (mounied to existing structure) - for
6 leach additonal 2 for more than 10 $ 18745 | & 73.70
Lighting pole, flagpole, antenna pele requiring a ’ |
7 |permit - Each 5 470061 8 4208.80
Awnings, canopies, greenhouses {supporied by
8 thuilding) - Eachupto 5 5 47139 | § 171.96
Awnings, canopies, greerhouses {supporied by
g {building) - each additional § 3 21615 | & 85.98
10 jCommercial Shade Structures - First 300 sf g 7785218 36848
Commercial Shade Struciures - Each
11 jAdditional 300 sf ) $ 48282 1% 135.11
Fencefratings or reestanding wali-Masonry -
12 |First 500 sf 5 478751 % 270.22
Fence/rallings or freestanding wall-Masonry -
13  |Each Additional 500 sf $ 164.82 | § 88.28
Fences / railings or freestanding walls, non-
14 imasonry - First 500 sf § 4084318 184.24
Fences / rallings or freestanding walls, non-
15 jmasonry - Each Additiona] 500 si § 13679 | § G1.41
18 {Fireplace - Each 5 12133 1§ 282.81
17 |Fireplace w calcs - Each ) 472851 & 331.64
Foundation Minor- repair or conventional /
18 ireplace in kind -Each Blruciure $ 74686 | § 307.07
Foundation Major-special design - Each 3
19 |structure $ 972031 & 402.87
20 {Foundation Piles (caisons) - First 10 Piles 5 62435 8 320.18
Foundation Piles (caisons} - Each Additional 10
21 {Piles ) 5 2807118 122.83
22 |Foundation Post tension slab - Each Type Slab | § 9311015 196.53
Mobile modular building (commercial coach &
23  Imanufactured home} - Each Coach $ 1,12551 | § 526.70
24 |Partial Demo - 0 - 1000 sf $ 146.98 1 § 135.11
25 {Partial Demo - 1,001 - 5,000 sf $ 175121 & 270.22
26 [Pariial Demo - 5,001 - 10,000 sf $ 2585118 270,22
27 |Partial Demo - 10,001 - 20,000 sf 3 MTID ] § 405.34
28 Panigl Damo - 20,001 - 50,000 sf & 34390 1 5 528.17
29 |Pariial Demo - 50,001 - 100,000 sf § 386.09 | 8 675.56

WohlHord Consulting
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LU&H - Attachment 1 - FINAL RESULTS WORKSHEETS - Aug 20 09

City of San Diego
BUILDING COST OF SERVICES (FEE} BTUDY

Development Services Department

IRESU

ISCELLANEOUS ITEMS

iFea Service Information:

Fee #

Fee Title

Awring, Directional or Wall Sign, Non-Electric

§1 lor Eleclric Self Contained - Each additional > 86 | & 4883 | & 49.13

62 |Banner Signs - Each per banner district $ 12133 | 8 98.26

63 |Freeway Signs - Each % 21875 1 % 562.58

§4 |Ground/Roof/Projecting Signs - First sign $ 19549 1 & 224.08
Ground/Roof/Projecting Signs - Additional 2 - §

68 $ 93031 8% 28,26
Ground/Roof/Projecting Signs - Each additionat

68 |»5 $ B80.BS | § 098.26

87 IMasier Plan Sign Check - Each $ 256.15 1 5 -

68 |Replacemant Slicker - Each $ - 5 73.70
Rework of any Existing Ground Sign - First

88 |8ign 3 11458 1 5 88.26
Rework of any Existing Ground Sign - ]

70 |Additional 2 - 5 $ 41801 % 61.41
Rewaork of any Existing Ground Sign - Each > §

71 $ 41801 8§ 4913
Wall Sign Electric {compuonent, remote supply) -

72 |Each g 165.82 | § 221.08
Wall Sign Electric {component, remole supply) -

73 |Additional 2 -5 ) 5 80891 % §1.41
Wall Sign Electric (component, remote supply) ~

74 |Each» 5 $ 8088 | & 61.41

75 |Bubdivision Directional Sign Permil $ 638,08 1 § 85.98
No Plan Permit - Repair In Kind {deposit @

76 |staff haurly rates) g - 3 -

TOTALS:

Wohitford Consulting
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LU&H - Attachment 1 - FINAL RESULTS WORKSHEETS - Aug 20 08

City of San Disgo
BUILDING COBT OF SERVICES (FEE} STUDY

Development Services Department

Fee Service fnformation
Feg # Fee Title
OTHER FEES: B - %
{General Plan Maintenance Fee [passthrough
1__{fee for Planning Department; no cost analysis] | § - $ -
Mapping [passthrough fee for IT; no cost
|2 lanalysis] $ ~ 5
3 |Application Fes $ - 1%
4 |Permit issuance with plans - Each $ 13346 | §
Permit issuance no plans - Each {No Cost
5 |Calcs here - included in MPE fees] 3 - §
8  |Application Extension fee - Each $ 14065 | $
7 |Building Permit Extension fee - Each 3 - $
8  IRecordation 3 5444 1 §
Work Done without a Permit Ino cost analysis] | Double permit
g fee costs 3 -
$0.03 per $1,000
10 |Seismic (residential) [no cost analysls) valuation %
$0.06 per §1,000
11 iSeismic (non-residential) [no cost analysis] valuation 3
$0.07 per §1,000
12 Slate (residential) [no cost analysis] valuation ¥
$0.15 per $1,000
13 |State (non-residential) [no cost analysis] valuation $ -
14 |Check handling fee SDUSD 8 212118 -
16 [Check handiing fee County Waler § 212118 -
16 |Check handling fee other agencies § 21218 -
17 INSF Check Handling Fee - Each § 4537 | & -
18 iHazardous Materials processing Fee $ - B -
18 [Water Sewer PC (No Meter Change) - Each § 168.86 | § -
20 |Water Sewer PC (up to 2.8 EDU) $ 315451 § -
21 1Water Sewer PC (3 - 5.9 EDU) 3 48530 | § -
22  Water Sewer PC (6+ EDU) % BOBB3 | § ~
23  IWater Sewer PC - Cross Connect $ 848318 -
24 |Addressing - new plan check - Each 8 422018 -
25  1Addressing Special Addressing Services 3 168.78 | § -
Alcoholic Beverage Zoning Affidavit (on
26 |premises)- Each ] 21480 | § -
Alcoholic Beverage Zoning Affidavit (off sale)-
27 |Each $ 58070 | § -
28 |Construction Noise Pemmit - Each $ - 1% -
29 [Newsrack 1/2 year - Each $ - 18 -
30 [Newsrack gaslamp - Each $ - 3 -
31 |Temporary Use Parmits - Each $ 28315 | § -
Special Events Fee (deposit @ staff hourly
32 |rates) $ - § -
|Zoning Use Certificate-Adult Entertainment - |
33 iEach $ 1,455.91 1 8 -
34 |Zone History Letter - Each § 481371 5% ~
35 |Transporiation Permit S 250015 -
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LUSH - Attachment 1 - FINAL RESULTS WORKSHEETS - Aug 20 02

Clty of San Diego
BUILDING COST OF SERVICES (FEE) STUDY

Develapment Services Department

Fee Service informatior
Fee # Fee Title
36 |Records research fee {(hourly rate) k] - B -
37 |Records Blue line copies (per page) § .25 | § -
38 |records copies -~ B1/2 X 11 (per page) $ 02518 -
39  |Records copies 11X17 (per page) 3 0251 8% -
40 |Renards copies - permits (per page) 5 02518 -
41  |records copies- plans (per page) $ 02518 -
42 |Records copies - microprints (per page) $ 2008 -
43 iLoan of publi records - maps (per series) § 1.001 % -
{seismic maps - Per page/per sat (up to $800
44 iperset) $ 16.00 | § -
45 1108 Set-up Fee (hourly @ siaff hourly rates) $ - 3 -
46 |Fee Collection for Other Agencies / Depls $ 807 1% -
47 |Records fee - No Plan Permits § 20001 % -
48 |Records Fee - Single Family/Combo § 45.00
Records Fee - Comm & M/F (with calcs &
49  |studies) $ 90.00
Records Fee ~ Comm & MIF {withoui calcs &
50 Istudies) $ 80.00
51  {Engineering Grading and Public improvement | § 9D.00
52 |Discretionary - First 1,000 pages i85 515.00
§3 |Discretionary - Each additional 500 pages 5 250.00 |
FIRE:FEES 18 - § -
Fire Sprinkler Systems: New Installation - First
54 |50 Heads § 370321 § 1,016.33
Fire Sprinkler Systems: New Installation -
55  |Every 25 heads over 50 Heads 3 8968 | § 139.46
130 Systems for Single family and Duplexes -
56 1Each Unit ) & 23748 | & - 8B1.64
Fire Sprinkler Systems: Tenant improvement -
57__|First 50 Heads, 3 13284 1 % 302.20
Fire Sprinkler Systems: Tenant improvement - 1
58 Each Additional 50 Heads over 50 heads $ 2090 | & 52.32
Fire Alarm Systems: New Installation - First 25
59 |Alarm Devices $ 34042 | 621.04
Fire Alarm Systems; New Installation - Each
60 |Additional & Alarm Devices over 25 $ 4485 % 74.74
Fire Alarm Systems: Tenant Improvement -
61 [First 10 Alarm Devices § 13484 1 § 331.24
Fire Alarm Systems: Tenant Improvement -
62 |Each Additional 10 Alarm Devices over 10 $ 58.0818% 44.85
63 liner Gas System - Each $ 32547 1 § 452.53
64 |Dry Chemical System - Each 5 32547 | & 377.79
85  |Wet Chemical/Kitchen Hood System - Each § 16273 1 § 303.08
66 {Paint Spray Booth - Each 5 53736 | § 332.94
67 |Fire Plans Officer Review - Hourly Rate § 158.56 | § -
68 |Reinspection - Hourly Rate $ - 3 158,56
68 |Five-Year Cerification - Hourly Raie $ 16856 | § -
70 |Highrise Sprinkie- per floor $ 11789 | § 504.85
71 _{Highrise alarm- per floor § 1788 1§ 654,34
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LU&H - Attachment 1 - FINAL RESULTS WORKSHEETS - Aug 20 09

City of San Diege
BUILDING COST OF SERVICES {FEE) STUDY

Development Services Department

Feg 'Service Information

Fee ft Fes Title

‘ Alternate Methods and Materials Reguest-

72 [Fire(simplg)

Sprinkler Monitoring + Elevator Recall - Each
73 jsystem

74 |Express Plan Check: Fire - Hourly
75 | After hour inspection - Hourly {2hr
'ENGINEERING FEES! Gl
76  |Minor Public Right of way - Each

77 _Winor Public Right of way + EMRA - Each

78 |Right of way Afler Hour Inspection

Self Ceriification- Public Right of way/grading
78  Ydeposity

Public ROW Permit for Traffic Control - First
79  |blockiintersection (less than 3 weeks)

Public ROW Permit for Traffic Control - Each
80 {additional block/intersection (per week)

81 [Traffic Contro! {Dumpsier) Permits - Each
Certificate of Compliance {deposit @ hourly
82 |rate)

Certificate of Correction (deposit @ hourly rate}

&
I
o
U
o3
%

t
WIER |6 25
t

inimum)

290.73 hourly
hourly
- hourly

1
@®
¢

171.22 144.00

81.41
109.54

72.00

wien (40

wies a e ool |mleeles
&
M
[od
o

3
]

“
%

a3

Monumentation Verification Fee {(passthrough
84 fee collected by DSD)

Traffic Control Permits (deposit @ staff hourly
85 lrates)

Stormwater / Drainage and Grades / P-R-O-W
86 |{deposit @ staff hourly rates }

Engineering Deposit Account Closesut Fee -
87 |Each,

88 |Mapping Deposit Closeout Fes - Each

89 |Stand Alone EMRA
INSPECTION FEES:
80 |Mobilehome awning - Each

91 [Mobilehome instaliation - Each

92 \Mobllehome foundation install - Each
93  |Mobilehome other inspection - hourly
94  |Mobilehome porch - Each

85 IMobilehome reinspection fee - Each
96 |Mobilehome awning garage - Each
97 iMobilehome cabana / ramada - Each
88 IMobilehome Facility install - Each

© “
s

£
t

i
Healenien R ER 0 48R R en &3 o3 &7 « £

99 {Temporary Cerlificate of Occupancy Fee - hriy 241.55
100 [inspection-Public ROW (Combo)

101 |Demo Permit - Each

103 |Damape Assessment Fee - hrly

104 |Stormwater violation nofice- each
Stormwater inspection (high priorty) - Uplo 4
108 [High Priority Inspections

67,06 |
765,64

2=l o3 L en | enlor Lo d R B R Rt R B R R A R R R 1 R R
:

< |[o|en]mnienle
—
N
n
o
[543
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LUBH - Attachment 1 - FINAL RESULTS WORKSHEETS - Aug 20 09

City of San Diego
BUILDING COST OF SERVICES (FEE) 8TUDY

Development Services Departiment

{RESULTS AN,

‘ee Service Information

Fag #

Fae Title

108

Application fee for Special Inspection
cerlification - Each application |

80.23

107

Certification-Special Inspector- Each category

126.08

108

Special Inspection cerlification renewal (evary
three years) - Each category

126,08

108

Application fee and Certification for
Construction Materials Testing Lab - each
laboratory

171.83

110

Application and Certification for Special
Inspection Agencies- each agency

183.39

111

Reinspection fee (deposlt @ staff hourly rates)

112

Mitigation Monitoring (heurly)

BN £ o

i
e

{OtherHourly: Rateior: Deposi

113

Board of Appeals (deposit @ staff hourly rates )

-

114

Express plan check admin fee

en

145

365.02

115

Express Plan Check [no cost analysis]
(Currently an additional 50% of plan check feg)

50% of Plan
Check Fea] §

116

Alternaie Materials Application Review (flat fee)

92427 1 %

17

Alternate Materials Ressarch (Hourly)

- 18

118

Altemate Methods or Materials Request simple 4
(fiat fee/per item)

144534 1 §

119

Altemnate Methods or Materials Request
complex- (deposit @ staff hourly rates) min
deposit $2800

120

Technical Study Reviews: Simple - Each

{9

121

Technical Study Reviews: Complex (Deposit
with charges @ staff hourly rates)

122

URM administration Fee

R 383

123

{@ staff hourly rates)

URM - Seismic retrofit Plan check (actual time

124

{URM - Seismic retrofit inspection (actual fime

@ staff hourly rates)

125

0

3|65 3 A

128

Historic Review: »45 years (deposit @ staff
hourly rates )

k=

147

Single Discipline Prelim review (Up to 4 hours
of service) - Flat fee with Additional Hours @
staff hourly rate

128

Multi- discipline Preliminary Review (deposit @
staff hourly rates )

128

Project Management: Active Ministerial
Projects (deposit @ staff houtly rates )

LTS 7 I

130

Building Restricted and ather easements

(deposit @ staff hourly rates )

Wohiford Consulting
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LU&H - Altachment 1 - FINAL RESULTS WORKSHEETS - Aug 20 09

City of San Diego
BUILDING COST OF SERVICES (FEE} STUDY

Development Services Department

[RESULTS ANALYSIS -OTHER ITEM

Fee:Service Information

Fae §#

Fee Title

13

Other Unigue Buildings (Atrium, Convention

Center, Coversd Mall and Stadium) (deposii @

staff hourly rates )

Hourly Rates and Unspecified Fees:

Emergency {(Non-Scheduled) Call-Out -
Minimum {first 4 hours},

Emergency (Non-Scheduled) Call-Out -Each
additional hour

After Hours {Scheduled) Call-Out Fee -
Minimum (first 2 hours)

Afler Hours {(Scheduled) Call-Out-Each
additional hour

136

Hourly Fee for Information and Application
Services not covered by standard fees - per
hour

&

Staff Cost Recovery Rates:

137

Senior Engineer (Hourly Rate)

Associate Engineer (Hourly Rate)

Assistant Engineer (Hourly Rate)

LR e @

Plan Reviewer {Hourly Rate)

"

Sup. Plan Review Specialist (Hourly Rate)

Sentor inspector {Hously Rate)

Inspector (Hourly Raig}

Fire Prevention Supervisor (Houriy Rate)}

{Fire Prevention inspecior (Hourly Rate)

Assoc, / Asst. Land Surveyar (Hourly Rale)

eyl et enlemlen

EHE AW

Senior Planner (Hourly Rate)

Associate Planner (Hourly Rale)

Plans Processing / Pickup (Hourly Rate)

Administrative / Clercal {OH} (Hourly Rale)

Executive Management (OH) (Hourly Raie)

Support (OH) (Hourly Rate)

Project Manager {Hourly Rate)

Biologist (Hourly Rate)

Records Staff (Hourly Rate)

A e

Assistant Fire Marshal (Hourly Rate)

Senior Fire Protection Eng. (Hourly Rate)

|05 190 [P LR 80 D | 3R |67 | A | R th A [ e [4m [

o

TOTALS:
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LU&H - Attachmant 1 - FINAL RESULTS WORKSHEETS - Aug 20 08 Results MPE

City of San Diego
BUILDING COST OF SERVICES (FEE) STUDY

Development Services Department

‘ee Service Information
Foa # Fae Titly
Administrative and Misc) MPE Fee: $ - %
MPEE Travel & Doc:
Replacement/RemodelfAddition « Per Floor (1
1 qtrip) § - $ 49,13
IMP&E Travel & Dog: Naw Building Base - First
2  iStory 5 - 3 61.41
MPA&E Trave! & Doc: New Building - Per Each
3 |Additional Floor $ - & 24.57
4 IMPAE Permit Issuance and Processing 8 - % 37.88
Methanical Permits $ - 5 -
5 |S8tand Alone Mechanical Plan Check - Per Mour| 8 - $ -
€  [Fumaces (F.A.U.) ffirst unit} $ - § 58,20
7 * Furnaces {F.A U.) {each additional} $ - § 24,57
B [Heater (Wall) {first unit) $ - g 45,92
] “Heater (Wall) {sach additional} $ - $ 24,57
10 {Heater (Unlt, Radiant, etc) {first unil} 5 - § 45.62
11 Hagter {Unill, Radiant, efc) {each additonal} | $ - 5 2457
12 |Appliance Vent / Chimney (Only) {first unit} 3 - % 33,64
Appliance Vent / Chimney (Only) {sach
13 ladditional} ) - $ 12.28
14 {*Fan Coil Unit up to 5000 cim (first unit} 1 - $ 8277
*Fan Goll Unit up o 5000 cirm {gach
15 |additionai) ) - 5 24,87
16 I"Air Handler 5001 to 10000 CFM ffirst unit) § - § 70.48
17 “Air Handier 5001 to 10000 CFM (each addl) | § - $ 24.57
18 I"Air Handler »10k CFM (first unif) S - § 88,81
19 *Air Hangler >10k CFM {each additional) $ - % 2457
20 |*Heat Pump (Package Unit) {first unit} 5 - $ 126,568
21 *Heat Pump {Package Unit) {aach sddifional}| $ $ 24.87
22 I*Condensing unit for FAUMumace (first unif) $ - % 70,49
“Condensing unit for FAUHurmace (each
23 |additional) 3 - & 24,57
24 [*Chiller (first unit) 8 - 3 95,05
25 “Chilier {each additional) 8 - 5 24,57
26 {*Cooling tower (first unif) 3 - § 95.05
27 *Coaling tower (each additional) 3 - 8 24,87
28 [Evaporative Cooler {first unit) $ - 3 96,05
29 Evaporative Cooler {each additional} 5 " 3 24.57
30 [Make-up Air System (first unit) $ - [ 58,20
31 Make-up Alr System (each additional) 3 - $ 12.28
Variable Air Volume Box {Including Duct Wk.)
32 |{{istunit) 3 » 5 82,77
Varlable Alr Volume Box (Including Duct WK.)
33 l{each additional} B - 5 24,57
34 Duct Work Only (sach) g - $ 70.48
35 {Exhaust Fan - Single Duct [first unit} § - 5 45,82
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LU&H - Attachment 1 - FINAL RESULTS WORKSHEETS - Aug 20 09

City of San Diege
BUILDING COST OF SERVICES (FEE) STUDY

Bovelopment Services Department

[RESULTS ANALYSIS

BE [TEMS

Feq Sarvice lafarmdtial
Fee # Fee Title
36 |Exhaust Fan - Single Ducl {sach additional urity} § - 3 12.28
37 _|*Exhaust System, garage {first unit) $ - g 156.47
38 “Exhaust System, garage {each addifional) | % - 5 36.85
*Exhaust System & hood (industrial, etc.) {first
39 junity $ - 5 82.77
*Exhaust System & hood (indusirial, etc.)
40 {{each additional) $ - $ 24.57
41 {*Exhaust Hood, type Il & Duct (first unit) 5 - % 58.20
*Exhaust Hood type I & Duct (each
42 |additional) 18 - & 24.57
43 |"Grease Hood (lype 1) {first unit} 5 - $ 144.19
44 “Grease Hood ({type 1) {sach additional} $ - § 24.57
Moaisture Exhaust Duct (Clothes Dryer) {1st
45 junif} $ - § s 45,92
Muoisture Exhaust Duct (Clothes Dryer)
46 _|{additional} $ - $ 12.28
47 _|*Baoiler up to 500 KBTU (first unit) 8 - S 58,20
48 *Boiler up to 500 KBTU (each additional) § - § 24.57
49 !*Baoller More Than 500 KBTU {first unit) $ - [ 70.49
*Boiler More Than 500 KBTU (each
50 |additional) 8 - 3 24,57
51 |Gas Bystem - First five Gas Qutlels $ - 5 70.49
52 Gas Outlels - Each additional 3 - 5 12.28
53 |Walk-in Box/Refrig Coll (first unit) 8 - 5 70.48
54 Walk-in Box/Refrig Coil (sach additional) & - K] 24.57
Candenser {or other than HYAG/compressar
55  |(first unit) § = 5 45,82
Condenser for other than HVAC/comprassor |
56 | (each additional) 5 - $ 24,57
57 _|Non-residential Incinerator (first unit) k] - 3 9.07
58 Non-residential Incinerator {each additional) | % - ] -
58 | Dust collection 8 - B 95.05
60 |Spray booth system $ - 1B 96,05
61 _{Other Mechanical Fees - @ staff hourlyrates | 5 - 3 -
Gas Meter with corrugsted stainless steel :
62 _jtubing - First 5 outlets $ - $ 107.34
Gas Meter with corrugated stainless steel
§3 jtubing - Each additional § - $ 12.28
* Mechanical Plan Checker approval required
64 |before permit may be issued 5 - 1§ -
Plumbing Permit 3 - 3 -
65 |Stand Alone Plumbing Plan Check - Per Hour | § - $ -
66 |Building Brain (within structure) 8 - 5 82.77
67 |Building Sewer g - $ 58.20
68 {Private Sewer {first unit) 8 - $ £8.20
&9 Private Sewer (each additional) $ - $ 24.57
Wohiford Consulting Page 20 of 23
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LU&H - Attachment 1 - FINAL RESULTS WORKSHEETS - Aug 20 09

City of San Diego
BUILDING COST OF SERVICES (FEE)} STUDY

Development Services Department

: Service Information
t
Fao # Foo Title Rocommeanded Fa
70 |Siom Drain System $ - § 58.20
71 |Pumps {first unit} 5 - $ 45,92
72 Pumps (eech additional} 8 - § 12.28
73 |Backfiow Preventer {first unit) 3 - 5 45,852
74 Backflow Praventer (each additional} § - 3 12.28
75 |Sink {first fixture) § - $ 33.84
76 Sink (each addilional) 8 - 5 12.28
77__|Bathtub (first fixdure) § - $ 33.84
78 Bathiub {each additional) $ - $ 12.28
78 iLavatory {first fodure) 3 - & 33.64
80 Lavatory {each additional) $ - 5 12.28
81 {Urinal {first fixiure) & - $ 33.64
82 Urinal {(sach additional) § - 3 12.28
83 Waler Closel {first fodura) 3 - $ 33.64
84 Water Cioset {(each additionaf) 3 - & 12.28
85 |Bhower pan pre-fabricated (first unif) 3 - 3 45,82
| BB Shower pan pre-fabricated (each additional} | § - 5 12.28
87 [Shower pan on site bullt (first unit} § - $ 58.20
88 Shower pan on site bullt {sach additional) 3 - 5 12.28
88  |Shower Drain (first fixiure) $ - § 33.64
a0 Shower Drain {each additional} 5 - & 12.28
91 __|Floor Drain (first fture) § - 8 33,64
vz Flogr Drain {each additional) B - 5 12.28
93 Laundry Tubs {first fixiure) $ - 5 33,64
24 Laundry Tubs {each additional} $ - 3 12.28
85 |Washing Machine Standpipe (first fixiure} H - $ 33.64
Washing Machine Standpips {gach
96  |agditional) g - & 12.28
97 |Receptor (Floor Sink, Cup Sink) {first unit} $ - ) 33.64
Receptor (Floor Sink, Cup Sink) {sach ]
a8  |additional} § - B 12.28
9B |Rainwater Drain lfirst fixture) $ - $ 33.64
100 Rainwater Drain (esch additional} § - 8 12.28
101 |Grease Trap 50 gallons or less (first unit) 3 - 5 58.20
Grease Trap 50 gallons or less {gach
102 laddifional) $ - § 12.28
Grease Intercaptor larger than 50 gallons {first
103 junity 8 - $ 70.48
Grease Inlerceptor larger than 50 galions
104 |{each additional) $ - § 12.28
105 10ther Intarceptors (first unil) 8 - 3 58.20
106 | Other interceptors (each addilional) $ - 5 12,28
107 |Walter Service 5 - $ 45,82
108 Hose Bibb (first fixture) B - 5 21,86
108 Hose Bibb (each additional) $ - $ 12.28
110 |Drinking Fountain {first fixdure) & - § 21.38
111 Drinking Fountain {gach edditional) 5 - g 12.28
112 |Water Soflener (first fixiure) 8 " 3 33.64
113 Water Softener {gach addltional) B - [ 12.28
114 1Water Heater {first unit) § - 8 58,20
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LLI&H - Attachment 1 - FINAL RESULTS WORKSHEETS - Aug 20 08

City of San Diego
BUILDING COST OF SERVICES FEE} STUDY

Development Services Department

|RESULTS ANALYSIS - MP|

TTEM:

Fea Sérvice Informati
f
Feo # Fee Title Recommente 3
118 {Water Heater {(each additional) & - $ 24.57
118 | Solar Water Healing System {each) 3 - 8 70.49
117 |Gas meter with first five Gas Outlets § - [ 70.48
118 Gas Outiet (each sddlional) $ - ] 12.28
119 |Graywater Systems 3 - H 70.48
120 Jinitigl Install for Reclaimed Water 3 - § 70.49
121 {Drain-Veni Repair/Altarstions 5 - $ 45.92
122 jWater Pipe Repeir/Replacement $ - $ 45,92
Gas Meater with corrugated steiniess sisel
123 jtubing - First § outlets 5 “ 8 107.34
Gas Meter with corrugated stainless steel
124 Hubing - Easch additional 5 - $ 12.28
Other Plumbing & Gas inspections - @ steff
125 {hourly rates ] - $ -
Electrical Permils 15 - g -
126 |New MIF Feeder - First Residential Unit 3 ~ 8 623.22
New M Feeder - Each Additional Residential
127 JUnit 3 - 5 24 57
128 |Stand Alone Electrical Plan Check - Per Hour | § . ] .
128 Al other fypes of construction: ] - § -
130 i15-45 amp--first 5 circuits $ - 3 131.80
131 |15-45 amp-—next 6-10 circuits 5 - $ 33.64
16-45 amp—each 10 circuits above 10, up to
132 150 & - $ 33,64
133 [15-45 amp circuits-gach additional 50 above 501 § - $ 106,52
134 {50-200 amp circuits - each 3 cirouits 3 - 3 168.75
135 1225-400 amp circuits - each 2 circults 3 - § 193.32°
136 1450-1000 amp circuits ~ each 5 - 8 283.08
137 11200 amp or larger circuits - each b - 8 265.37
138 |Temporary Service $ - $ 179.39
138 Temporary Pole $ - 8 131.680
*Phatovoltaic Res - single family / duplex {first
140 isystem) 3 16878 1% 168,75
*Pholovoltaic Res - single family / duplex (sach
141 |additionat system) § 56,26 | § 48.13
142 |"Photovaitalc Commercial / Multi-family (irst 104 § 3235018 253.08
143 PPhotovoltaic Commercial / Multi-family (esch ad § 11282 1% 58.28
144 [Generators Only $ - 5 107.34
145 [Conduit and J-Box only $ - g 107.34
Other Electrical Fees - inspetiion fee based on
146 |hourly rate 3 - 8 -
147 {Specialized Occopancy (e.g., healthcare, hazard § - 15 203.14

TOTALS:
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LUBH - Attachment 1 - FINAL RESULTS WORKSHEETS - Aug 20 08 Surmmary Rev

CHty of San Disgo
BUILDING COST OF 8ERVICES (FEE} STUDY

Davelopment Surviees Dapartmant

{REVENUE SUMMARY.

Potenfisl Revenuss

“Potential Revans Results (Fes Sorvices Only) :
Petantizl

Projacied Anpunl | Annusd Revenus | Full Cosl Projected Annusl | Profected Annual Full Cost Potaniisl Revanus
Havenus st Curranl|  Reveous at Full Surph: R 2 Current| Hevenue al Fulf Annuai R Potentiat R at Growih! | Haleof

Fae | Daposit CostperUnit  [Surplus / {Subsidy} &l Curvent Foog

i
Fuoe { Dapexit Cost par tnit {Subiaisdy} Raly

20264054 21.358.819 {4,204 55 20,254,654 21,5555618 {1,284 585 20264054 | 3 21558818 1,284 585 8%
547,827 385,052 {447.525) 47527 285,052 S4T 527 1,885,052 447,525 28%

3 2811218 3,784,581 {873 384 2,895,730 116,415 295,720 3,078,254 182,534 8%

3 2 553,983 3,382.43% {822 447} 2.555,883 382,431 2,558,883 3382431 822 447 I

- B B - 3%

$ 27,282781( % 30,720,883 $3,437 85, B% (S ET.287.4851 % 30,852,517 43,385,237 $ 30814357 2,187,072 40%!

{ ) Rovenue Tainis ) | j Ravere Tolais Tolnis .1
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