
DATE: 3/2/99 AGENDA ITEM ## 
( ) APPROVED ( ) DENIED 
( ) CONTINUED TO 

To: James L. App , City Manager 

From: Mike Compton, Director of Administrative %Services 

Subject: Public Facilities Development Impact Fee 

Date: March 2,1999 

Nc~xl: For the City Council to conduct a public hearing concerning the temporary suspension of the 
bridges portion of the public facilities development impact fee . 

EaUS 1. In April, 1981, the Council adopted a bridge development impact fee for the purpose 
of constructing Niblick Bridge (original two lanes and referred to hereafter as the '1981 
Niblick Bridge fee'). The fee was set at $2,142 and has since risen to $2,189. 

2 In October, 1993, the Council adopted Resolution No. 93-166 (Exhbit A) 
approving a public facilities development impact fee for bridges and other public facilities. 

This fee was separate and distinct from the 1981Niblick Bridge fee adopted in April, 1981. 

Implementation of the public facilities development impact fee was staged in 
accordance with the schedule noted below: 

Bndees Facilities abtal 

January 1,1994 S 930 $ 570 S 1,500 
January 1,1995 1,860 1,140 3,000 
January 1,1996 2,790 1,710 4,500 
January 1,1997 3,100 1,900 5,000 

3. The total amount being charged per single family residential unit for bridges during the 
course of the staged implementation noted above is illustrated as follows: 

Sub- Pub.Fac.Fee 
Pub.Fac Fee TQtal Faulities Tatal 

January 1,1994 930 2,189 3,119 570 3,689 
January 1,1995 1,860 2,189 4,049 1,140 5,189 
January 1,1996 2,790 2,189 4,979 1,710 6,689 
January 1,1997 3,100 2,189 5,289 1,900 7,189 

4. In February, 1997, the Council adopted Resolution No. 97-27 (Exhibit B) temporarily 
suspending a portion of the public facilities development impact fee for bridges in order to 
stimulate residential construction. 

5. The temporary suspension of  the public facilities development impact fee noted above did 
not effect the collection of 1981 Niblick Bridge fee. 



6. The public facilities development impact fee temporary suspension, retroactive to January 1, - a 
1997, is illustrated as follows: 

BndPes FacilitiesTPtal 
January 1,1997 $600 $1,900 $2,500 

7. The 'combined' 1981 Niblick Bridge fee and the public facilities development impact 
fee, retroactive to January 1,1997 is illustrated as follows: 

Sub- Pub.FacFee 
Pub.FacFee1981Nlb.FecTQtal Facilities TPtal 

January 1,1997 f 600 $2,189 $2,789 S 1,900 $4,689 

8. In addition to the fee suspension, Resolution No. 97-27 included a provision that 
should building activity increase to over 200 single family dwellings per year then the 
temporary suspension of the public facilities development impact fee shall be lifted. 

9. Resolution No. 97-27 also included a provision that the Council, after holding a noticed 
public hearing, may lift the temporary suspension. 

10. In March, 1997, the Council adopted Resolution No. 97-40 -bit C) which hrther 
clarified the meaning of the term "single family dwelling" as certificates of occupancy issued 
in a calendar year. 

11. As a result of the first semi-annual review of the public facilities development impact fee, 
the Council adopted Resolution No 98-47 (Exhibit D) which reinstated $211 of  the 
temporary suspended public facilities development impact fee in order that the 'aggregate' - 1 
total amount for bridges would be $3,000. No change was made to that portion being 
collected for public facilities. This change is summarized as follows: 

Bndees Facilities TPtal 
Public Facility Fee $ 600 $1,900 $2,500 

- reinstatement 21 1 -0- 2,711 
1981 Niblick Bridge Fee 2&?4 -0- Q!X! 

Total SZMa 34QQ m 
12. In October, 1998, the Council adopted Resolution No. 98-178 (Exhibit E) which provides 

that upon full retirement of the bridge 'certificates' and repayment of the debt owed to the 
General Fund. the 1981 Niblick Bridge fee of $2,189, shall no longer be collected. $2,189 of 
the temporarily suspended public facilities development impact fee for bridges shall be 
automatically reinstated. This is illustrated as follows: 

Bndpes Facilities TPral 
Public Facility Fee $ 600 $1,900 $2,500 

reinstatement 21 1 -0- 2,711 
reinstatement* 2,189 -0- 4,900 

1981 Niblick Bridge Fee -0- -0- f?Lw! 
Total u&?Q $22!B $&2!22 

+ on4 @on retirement o / c ~ n ~ c a t e s  and npqment o/ General 
Fund debt 



13. In October, 1998, the Council approved Ordinance No. 751 (Exhlbit F) which amended Title 
12, Vehicles and Traffic', of Chapter 1219, Section 095 ofthe  municipal code in order to 
assure that the Council would not be precluded from establishing any other fee for the 
construction o r  expansion of any other bridge or  bridges. 

14. During calendar year 1998, the City issued 213 certificates of  occupancy. Thus, in 
accordance with Resolution No. 97-27, the Council should hold a noticed public hearing to 
consider reinstatement of the suspended portion of  the public facilities development impact 
fee for bridges. 

15. The Fiscal Policy Committee has considered ths  matter and recommends no restoration of 
the suspended public facilities development impact fee and that the annual review provision 
of Resolution No. 98-47 be eliminated. 

Resolution No. 98-47 which reinstated a potion ($211) of the suspended the public facilities 
development impact fee also had the goal of consolidating the two separate bridge related fees 
into a single fee. The purpose of the consolidation was to eliminate confusion about the type and 
amounts of bridge fees. 

The $211 increase resulted in a combined bridge h e  of $3,000 per single family residential unit . 

While for purposes of public response the fee was consolidated, the individual, specific uses of 
each fee was maintained. Of  the $3,000, $2.189 is still be earmarked and used for retiring bridge 
certificates and repay General Fund debt for the origmal Niblick Bridge construction. The 
remaining $811 will be used for new/future bridge construction and/or expansion. So while there 
is consolidation, uses remain distinctly different 

Resolution No. 98-47 also modified the semi-annual review provision. Review of the public 
facilities development impact fee shall now be held annually. The last review was held in March, 
1998. 

During consideration of Resolution No. 98-47, the Council made it quite dear that it was their 
desire to provide assurances that once the bridge certificates were retired and the General Fund 
debt repaid, that the collection of the $2,189, representing the current amount of the 1981 Niblick 
Bridge fee, should continue for the purpose of funding new bridges and/or bridge expansions. 
Resolution No. 98-178 accomplishes this objective. Upon expiration of the 1981Niblick Bridge 
fee, an identical amount ofthe temporarily suspended the public facilities development impact fee 
would be restored. This restoration would provide for the continuation of a $3,000 'bridge fee' 
for funding new bridges and/or expanded existing bridges. 

None at this time. An attached exhibit illustrates, historically, the level of bridge and public 
facilities development impact fees and the remaining capacity. 

a. That the Council hold a public hearing to consider whether or  not to restore all or  a 
portion of the suspended public facilities development impact fee and upon the close of the 
public hearing: 

1. Not restore any pomon of the suspended public facilities development impact fee; and 
2. Adopt a resolution eliminating the annual review of the public facilities development 

impact fee; or 

b. Amend, modify or reject the option above. 



RESOLUTION NO. 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE 
CITY OF EL PAS0 DE ROBLES ELIMINATING 

THE ANNUAL REVIEW PROVISION OF RESOLUTION NO. 98-47 
RELATIVE TO THE PUBLIC FACILITIES DEVELOPMENT 

IMPACT FEE FOR BRIDGES 

WHEREAS, the ieauance of 213 residential certificate of occupancies 
during calendar year 1998 hae given cause for consideration of the reetoration 
of the euepended the public facilities development impact fee per Reeolution 
No. 97-40 and Resolution No. 97-27; and 

WHEREAS, the Fiecal Policy Committee has coneidered the need to hold a 
public hearing to consider the restoration of the suepended the public 
facilitiee development impact fee; and 

WHEREAS, the Fiecal Policy Committee also coneidered the annual review 
provision of Reeolution No. 98-47; and 

WHEREAS, the Fiscal Policy Committee has recommended that the suspended 
portion of the public facilities development impact fee not be restored; and 

WHEREAS, the Fiecal Policy Committee has further recommended that the 
annual review provision of Reeolution No. 98-47 be eliminated. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the City Council of the City of El 
Paso de Robles that the annual review provision of Resolution No. 98-47 be -. 

herewith eliminated. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, by the City Council of the City of El Paeo de 
Robles that the euepended portion of the public facilities development impact 
fee not be restored. 

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of El Paso de Roblee 
this 2nd day of March, 1999 by the following vote: 

AYES : 
NOES : 
ABSENT : 
ABSTAIN: 

Duane Picanco, Mayor 
ATTEST : 

Madelyn Paasch, City Clerk 
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ORDIHANCE NO. 751 N.S. 

AN ORDINMCE OF THE CITY OF EL PAS0 DE ROELES 
AHEWmG TITLE 12 VeaICLES AM) TRAFFIC OF TEE 

24JNXCIPAL CODE TO -1FY 12.19 SECTION 095 

The City Council of the City of El Paso de Robles, State of 
California, does ordain as follows: 

. SECTION 1. 

That the following paragraph shall be added as the last 
paragraph to Section 12.19.095 of the municipal code. 

"This Section 12.19.095 is intended solely to 
address the fees established by the Council to pay 
for the construction costs of the original Niblick 
Bridge improvements. It shall not be deemed to 
preclude the establishment of any other fee 
pursuant to the provisions of Chapter 12.19 or any 
other chapter or state law to pay for the 
expansion of the original Niblick Bridge 
improvements or the construction or expansion of 
any other bridge or bridges." 

SECTION 2. 

Publication. The City Clerk shall cause this ordinance 
to be published once within fifteen (15) days after its 
passage in a newspaper of general circulation, printed, 'Ib 

1 
published and circulated in the City in accordance with 
Section 36933 of the Government Code. 

SECTION 3. 

Effective date. This ordinance shall go into effect 
and be in full force and effect at 12:01 a.m. on the 3lSt 
day after its passage. 

Inconsistency. To the extent that the terms of 
provisions of this Ordinance may be inconsistent or in - 
conflict with the terms or conditions of any prior City 
ordinance(s), motion, resolution, rule or regulation 
governing the same subject, the terms of this Ordinance 
shall prevail with respect to the subject matter thereof and 
such inconsistent and conflicting provisions of prior 
ordinances, motions, resolutions, rules and regulations are 
hereby repealed. 

SECTION 4. 

Severability. If any section, subsection, sentence, 
clause, or phrase of this Ordinance is, for any reason, 
found to be invalid or unconstitutional, such finding shall 
not affect the remaining portion of this Ordinance. 

The CiLy Council hereby declares that it would have 
passed this ordinance by seczion, subsection, sentence, 
clause or phrase irrespective of the fact that any one or 
more sections, subsections, sentences, clauses, or phrases 
are declared invalid or unconsti:utional. 



Introduced a t  a regular meeting o f  the City Council 
held on October 6 ,  1998, and passed and adopted on October 
20 ,  1998 by the following r o l l  c a l l  vote :  

AYES : Baron, Iversen, Macklin, Swanson, and Picanco 
NOES : None 
ABSENT: None 

Mayor Duane Picanco 

ATTEST : 

- 

CC> 
3 Madelyn ~aadch,  f i t y  (YUR Clerk m 



RESOLUTION NO. 98-178 

A RESOLUTION OF THE cIm C O ~ C I L  OF THE 
cIm OF EL PASO DE ROBLES REINSTATING A 

PORTION OF THE SUSPENDED PUBLIC FACILITIES 
DEVELOPMENT IMPACT FEE FOR BRIDGES 

WHEREAS, pursuant t o  i ts a u t h o r i t y  under Sect ion  12.19.095 of t h e  
Municipal Code, t h e  C i t y  has been c o l l e c t i n g  a bridge developnent f e e  t o  
pay f o r  t h e  cost of t h e  cons t ruc t ion  of t h e  o r i g i n a l  Nibl ick  Bridge 
improvements ( t h e  "Niblick Bridge Fee"); and 

WHEREAS, t h e  amount of t h e  Niblick Bridge Fee w a s  e s t a b l i s h e d  by 
t h e  Ci ty  Council by Resolut ion 3120, adopted on June 17, 1986, t o  be 
$2,189 pe r  equivalent  dwell ing u n i t ;  and 

WHEREAS, by Resolution No. 93-166, t h e  C i t y  Council also 
es tab l i shed  and adopted c e r t a i n  development impact f e e s  t o  pay f o r  t h e  
c o s t s  of c e r t a i n  public  f a c i l i t i e s  and i n f r a s t r u c t u r e  improvements ( t h e  
"Development Impact Fees")  sepa ra te  and a p a r t  from t h e  o r i g i n a l  
Niblick Bridge improvements; and 

WHEREAS, a por t ion  of  t h e  Development Impact Fee was es tab l i shed  
t o  pay f o r  t h e  cons t ruct ion  of t h i r d  and f o u r t h  l a n e s  f o r  t h e  Niblick 
Bridge and 13th S t r e e t  Bridge ( t h e  "Bridge Expansion Fee" ) ;  and 

WHEREAS, pursuant t o  Resolut ion No. 93-166, i n c r e a s e s  t o  t h e  
Bridge Expansion Fee w e r e  phased i n ,  and as of January 1, 1997, were - 
authorized t o  be i n  t h e  amount of  $3,100 pe r  equivalent  dwell ing un i t ;  
and 

WHEREAS, t h e  City Council adopted Resolution No. 97-27 temporari ly 
suspending t h e  co l l ec t ion  of a  por t ion  of t h e  Development Impact Fees; 
and 

WHEREAS, t h e  Ci ty  Council adopted Resolution No. 98-47, which 
c l a r i f i e d  t h a t  t h e  Niblick Bridgg Fee of $2,189 per  equ iva len t  dwelling . 
u n i t  would continue t o  be c o l l e c t e d  u n t i l  t h e  c o s t s  of t h e  o r i g i n a l  
Niblick Bridge improvements w e r e  paid; and 

WHEREAS, Resolution No. 98-47 a l s o  c l a r i f i e d  t h a t  only  $811 of t h e  
t o t a l  $3,100 Bridge Expansion Fee a l s o  would be c o l l e c t e d  u n t i l  such 
time a s  t h e  Ci ty  Council determined t h a t  t h e  suspended p o r t i o n  of t h e  
Bridge Expansion Fee should be r e i n s t a t e d ;  and 

NOW, TREREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by t h e  Ci ty  Council of t h e  City of 
E l  Paso de  Robles a s  follows: 

Snctian A t  such time as enough revenues have been co l l ec ted  by 
t h e  City from t h e  Niblick Bridge F e e s  t o  repay a l l  t h e  c o s t s  of t h e  
o r i g i n a l  Niblick Bridge const ruct ion ,  including any amounts owed due t o  
funding s h o r t f a l l s  with accrued i n t e r e s t ,  t h e  City s h a l l  no longer 
c o l l e c t  t h e  Niblick Bridge Fee. 



m2 A t  such t ime a s  t h e  Niblick Bridge Fee is no longer 
being co l lec ted  by t h e  City,  pursuant t o  Section 1, above, $2,189 of t h e  , 
Bridge Expansion Fee s h a l l  be r e in s t a t ed  automatically,  so t h a t  t h e  
t o t a l  amount of t h e  Bridge Expansion Fee t o  be co l l ec ted  s h a l l  be $3,000 
pe r  equivalent  dwelling un i t .  The remaining $100 of t h e  Bridge 
Expansion Fee authorized by Resolution NO. 93-166 s h a l l  continue t o  be 
suspended. 

That t h e  Council hereby f inds  and determines: 

a )  That t h i s  r eso lu t ion  i s  consis tent  with t h e i r  i n t e n t  t h a t  
t h e  t o t a l  amount of r e s i d e n t i a l  fees  co l l ec ted  f o r  the  
expansion of t h e  o r i g i n a l  Niblick Bridge improvements o r  
t h e  construction o r  expansion of any o ther  bridge o r  
bridges s h a l l  be not l e s s  than $3,000 per  un i t .  

b) That it i s  t h e i r  i n t e n t  t h a t  the  ex i s t i ng  br idge 
development fees  f o r  commercial and i n d u s t r i a l  
development a s  es tab l i shed  i n  Resolution No. 3120 s h a l l  
continue t o  be co l l ec ted  f o r  t he  expansion of t h e  
o r ig ina l  Niblick Bridge improvements o r  t he  construction 
o r  expansion of any o ther  bridge o r  bridges.  

PASSED AND ADOPTED by t h e  City Council of t h e  City of E l  Paso de 
Robles t h i s  6 th  day of October, 1998 by t h e  following vote: 

AYES : Baron, Iversen,  and Swanso 
NOES : Picanco 
ABSENT : None 
ABSTAIN: Mack1 i n  

ATTEST : 

~ a d e l ~ # ~ a a s c h ,  Ci ty  Clerk 



RESOLUTION NO. 98-4 7 

A RESOLUTION OF TYE CITY COUNCIL OF THE 
CITY OF EL PAS0 DE ROBLES REINSTATING A 

PORTION OF THE SUSPENDED PUBLIC FACILITIES 
DEVELOPLMENT IMPACT FEE 

WHEREAS, the Council of the City of El Paso de Robles had temporarily 
suspended a portion of the public facilities development impact fee for 
bridges; and 

WHEREAS, this temporary suspension was to be semi-annually reviewed by 
the Council; and 

WHEREAS, as the result of the first semi-annual review, the Council 
directed staff to return with the appropriate action to reinstate a 
portion of the temporarily suspended public facilities development 
impact fee; and 

WHEREAS, it is also the City Council's desire that the two separate 
residential development impact fees related to bridges be consolidated 
into a single $3,000 fee; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council further desires that the proportional shares 
of the newly proposed consolidated 'bridge' fee be used in an identical 
manner as before consolidation; and 

WHEREAS, it is intended that the commercial and industrial bridge 
development impact fee for Niblick Bridge certificates remain unchanged. 

THEREFORE, BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of El 
Paso de Robles that: 

1. $211 of the public facilities development impact fee 
previously temporarily suspended by the City Council be 
reinstated (making for a total fee of $811); and 

2. The bridges portion of the public facilities development 
impact fee be consolidated with the bridge development 
impact fee being used to retire bridge certificates 
associated with Niblick I; and 

3. The newly consolidated bridge development impact fee in 
the total amount of $3,000 per residential unit be used 
in each proportional share as before the consolidation 
wherein the $2,189 is used to retire bridge certificates 
and $811 is set aside for bridge expansions; and 

4. That the existing commercial and industrial bridge 
development impact fee currently being used to retire 
bride certificates remain unchanged. 

5. That the semi-annual review requirement, as contained in 
Resolution No. 97-27, is modified to provide for an 
annual review in April of every year. 



APPROVED AND ADOPTED by t h e  C i t y  Counc i l  of t h e  C i t y  o f  E l  Paso d e  
i Robles t h i s  7 t h  day of A p r i l ,  1998  by t h e  f o l l o w i n g  v o t e :  

AYES : Baron, I v e r s e n ,  Macklin,  Swanson, and Picanco 
NOES : None 
ABSENT : None 

ne  Picanco,  Mayor P 
Attest : 

n 
f 

Madelyn ~ a a s c h a  C i t y  C l e r k  



RESOLUTION NO. 97- 4 0 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CXTY COUNCIL 
OF THE CITY OF EL PAS0 DE ROBLES 
AMENDING RESOLUTION NO. 97-27 

WHEREAS; the City Council adopted on February 18, 1997 Resolution No. 97-27, 
which temporarily suspended a portion of the City's Development Impact Fees; and 

WElEREAS, the City Council desires to clarify a portion of Resolution No. 97-27. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of El Paso 
de Robles, that the City Council hereby amends paragraph 5 of Resolution No. 97-27 to read as 
follows: 

"5. The impact of the temporary suspension of a portion of the Impact Fees set forth 
herein shall be monitored by the City Council and formally reviewed every six months beginning 
in Fiscal Year 1997-98. Should the rate of building activity increase to over 200 single family 

1C 

-.I 
dwellings per year, then the Development Impact Fee shall be returned to $5,000. For purposes 
of this paragraph 5, the number of single family dwellings shall be based upon the number of 
certificates of occupancy issued in a calendar year." 

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of El Paso de Robles, this 
lk day of March, 1997 by the following vote: - 

AYES : Baron, Iversen, Swanson and Picanco 
NOES: Macklin 
ABSENT: None 
ABSTAIN: None 

Duane J. Picanco, Mayor 

- *  
~adelyrdaasch, City Clerk 



RESOLUTION NO. 97- 27 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL 
OF THE CITY OF EL PAS0 DE ROBLES 

TEMPORARTLY SUSPENDING A PORTTON OF THE CITY'S 
DEVELOPMENT IhIPACT FEES 

WHEREAS, the City's adopted General Plan, including but not limited to Land Use 
Element Goal 3.13, Policy PS-I, and the text of the Circulation Element, calls for new 
development to pay its proportionate share for new facilities; and 

WHEREAS, during the General Plan Period ending in 2010, the City's population has the 
potential to grow from approximately 20,000 residents to 35,000; and 

f WHEREAS, the implementation of the General Plan will necessitate a number of 
d 

improvements to City public facilities and infrastnrcture including, but not limited to, streets, 
traffic signals, water, sewer and storm drainage systems, and other public investments necessary 
for public health, safety, and welfare; and 

WHEREAS, without adequate mitigation of the impacts of population growth there will 
be serious declines in the level of services to both existing residents and the business community 
which would be contrary to the City's General Plan; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council adopted in 1993 by Resolution No. 93-166 certain 
Development Impact Fees (the "Impact Fees") to mitigate environmental and infrastructure 
impacts created by new development; and 

WFiEREAS, such lmpact Fees included a Bridge Expansion Fee to pay for future 
expansion of the Niblick and Creston Road Bridges (the "Bridge Expansion Fee") and a Public 
Facilities Fee (the "Public Facilities Fee") to finance certain specific public facilities; and 

WHEREAS, the staff report establishing the nexus for the imposition of the Impact Fees 
and Resolution No. 93-166 establishing the schedule for the Impact Fees are attached hereto as 
"Exhibit '4" and made pan of this resolution; and 

WHEREAS, since the creation of the Inipact Fees, the State of California has 
i ~- esperienced the worst econoniic recession since the "Great Depression" of the 1930's; and 



WHEREAS, the economic recession residential construction in Paso Robles was stagnant 
P 

1 
in comparison to that which occurred in the 1980's; and 

WITEREAS, the anticipated growth and environmental and infrastructure impacts were 
diminished due to the effects of the severe economic recession; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council desires to help stimulate residential construction. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of El Paso 
de Robles, that the City Council temporarily suspends a portion of the existing Impact Fees 
adopted by Resolution No. 93-166, in accordance with the provisions set forth below; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Tmpact Fees shall be administered as follows: 

1. The City will continue to collect both a Bridge Expansion Fee and a Public 
Facilities Fee. 

2. The Public Facilities Fee shall be maintained at $1900.00 per equivalent dwelling 
unit as provided for in Resolution No. 93-1 66. 

? 
3 .  In accordance with the schedule adopted by Resolution No. 93-166, the Bridge 

w 

's 
Expansion Fee as of January 1, 1997 would be $3,100 per equivalent dwelling 
unit. The amount of $2,500 per equivalent dwelling unit for the Bridge Expansion 
Fee shall be temporarily suspended, so that as of January 1, 1997, the Bridge 
Expansion Fee shall be $600 per equivalent dwelling unit as provided for in 
Resolution No. 93-166. Such Bridge Expansion Fee shall be used for those 
projects a identified in Exhibit A. 

4. The Impact Fees for those projects that received a building permit on or after 
January 1 ,  1996, but have not yet received a certificate of occupancy shall be those 
set forth in paragraph 3 above. 

5 .  The impact of the temporary suspensiou of a portion of the Impact Fees set forth 
herein shall be monitored by the City Council and formally reviewed every six 
month beginning in the Fiscal Year 1997-98. Should the rate of building activity 
increase to over 200 single family dwellings per year, then the. Development 
Impact Fee shall be returned to $5000. 

6. The City Council, after holdins a noticed public hearing, may l i f t  the suspension set 
forth herein and reinstate the schedule of Impact Fees established in Resolution 
NO. 93-166. 



PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of El Paso de Robles, this 
18Ih day of February, 1997 by the following vote: - 

AYES: Baron, Iversen, Swanson, and Picanco 
NOES: Macklin 
ABSENT: None 
ABSTAIN: None 



RESOLUTION NO. 93- 1 66 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF 
THE CITY OF PAS0 ROBLES 

ESTABLISHING AND ADOPTING THE DEVELOPMENT IMPACT FEES 

WHEREAS, The City's adopted General Plan, including but not 
limited to Land Use Element Goal 3.13, Policy PS-1, and the text of 
the circulation Element, calls for new development to pay its 
proportionate share for new facilities; and 

WHEREAS, During the General Plan period ending in 2010, the 
City's population has the potential to grow from approx-imately 
20,000 residents to 35,000; and 

WHEREAS, the implementation of the General Plan will 
necessitate a number of improvements to City public facilities and 
infrastructure, including but not limited to streets, traffic 
signals, water, sewer and storm drainage systems, and other public 
investments necessary for public health, safety, and welfare; and 

WHEREAS, without adequate mitigation of the impacts of 
population growth there will be serious declines in the level of 
services to both the existing residents and business community, 
which would be contrary to the City's General Plan; and 

'-'I 

WHEREAS, it is the policy of the City of Paso Robles to U 

require new development to bear its proportionate share of the 
costs of providing facilities and services, to avoid the balance of 
the city7s population having to bear the costs of serving and 
mitigating the impacts of new development; and 

WHEREAS, new development can be expected to generate vehicular 
traffic and demands for services, including but not limited to use 
of City streets, .bridges, parks, fire, police, library, and general 
city services; and 

WHEREAS, based on 5,500 new residential dwelling units that 
could be accommodated by 2010, compared to facilities and 
infrastructure needed to serve that growth, a development impact 
fee has been calculated; and 

WHEREAS, The proposed development impact fee is a partial 
solution that is designed to address the facilities and 
infrastructure most urgently needed to serve the potential 
population growth. A more substantial development impact fee could 
be justified through additional studies and documentation, but the 
proposed fee will address the immediate impacts caused by 
development and avoid further delays in mitiqation of development 
impacts; and 



WHL:~EAS; the proposed fees are new and additional fees that 
f fall into two categories, specifically to fund new bridge lanes and 

-*lr public facilities; and 

WHEREAS, as described in the attached fee schedule, the funded 
infrastructure consists of the third and fourth lanes of the 
Niblick and Creston Road bridges, plus Park & Recreation, Public 
Safety, and city Hall / Library facilities needed to serve the 
residents of homes to be built in Paso Robles; and 

. ~ 

WHEREAS, representatives of the Development Community have 
expressed concern over the financial impacts of the- development 
impact fees. In order to ease the impacts and still address 
mitigation needs, the fees are designed to be phased in. Further, 
a limitation on new fees before 1997 has been included; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council hereby acknowledges that fees that 
pay for or recover the costs of facilities will increase the cost 
of new development but that without the ability to fund needed 
public improvements there would be an adverse impact on the public 
health, safety, and welfare, and there would be inadequate 
infrastructure to serve and mitigate the population growth 
anticipated within the City of Paso Robles; and 

WHEREAS, State law governing municipal planning and finance in 
~alifornia recognizes the validity of, and authorizes, the 
imposition by cities of specific fees upon new development to 
finance required public improvements, environmental mitigation 

rr programs, and other legitimate public purposes related to the 
effects of such developments; and 

WHEREAS, consistent with City policy and State law, the City 
intends to collect development fees from development projects to 
offset anticipated public costs from and impacts generated by new 
development. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FOUND, DETERMINED AND RESOLVED by the 
City Council of the City of Paso Robles that: 

1. In order to reduce the financial impact of the fees required 
to construct a third and fourth lane for the Niblick and 
Creston Road bridges, the development impact fee attributable 
to new development would be $3,100. per equivalent dwelling 
unit, which shall be phased in the following manner: 

a) Bridge Expansion Fee, effective January 1, 1994: $930. 

b) Bridge Expansion Fee, effective January 1, 1995: $1,860. 

c) Bridge Expansion Fee, effective January 1, 1996: $2,790. 

d) Bridge Expansion Fee, effective January 1, 1997: $3,100. 



2. In order to reduce the financial impact of the fees required 
to finance/construct public facilities designed to meet a 'l 
target population of 35,000 by the year 2010 (e.g. Park & C 

Recreation, Public Safety, Library and city Hall facilities), 
the development impact fee attributable to new development 
would be $1,900. per equivalent dwelling unit, which shall be 
phased in the following manner: 

a) Public ~acilities Fee, effective January 1, 1994: $570. 

b) Public Facilities Fee, effective January 1, 1995: $1,140. 

c) public Facilities Fee, effective January 1, 1996 : $1,710. 

d) Public Facilities Fee, effective January 1, 1997 : $1,900. 

In order to provide a reasonably predictable fee structure for 
development planning purposes, it shall be the policy of the 
City Council of the City of Paso Robles to not consider 
increasing or implementing new development impact fees (ie: 
fees for mitigation of City-wide impacts on City facilities) 
until July 1, 1997, or until the City exceeds 200 single 
family dwelling building permits per year, whichever occurs 
first. Should the rate of building activity increase to over 
200 single family dwellings per year, then the combined bridge 
and public facilities impact fee shall increase at the rate of 
$2,500 per year (or the applicable fraction thereof) until the 
combined annual total reaches $5,000. Exception: this policy 

P 

1 
limitation shall not apply should the State or Federal 
Government mandate new regulations or infrastructure / system 
improvements. Further, the City Council may use adopted City 
policy to modify (ie: reduce) fees. 

4. The subject fees shall be collected as a prerequisite for 
issuance of a Certificate of Occupancy. The date of issuance 
of a Building Permit shall determine the applicable fee (for 
example a Building Permit issued during the calendar year 1994 
would determine the fee that is to be paid at issuance of a' 
~ertif icate of Occupancy, regardless of when that Certificate 
is requested). City staff shall annually report' to- the City 
Council on the status of fee collections occurring at issuance 
of the Certificate of Occupancy. An equivalent dwelling unit 
formula will be established for commercial and industrial 
development and the City Council may establish provisions to 
off-set commercial and industrial impact fees to account for 
sales tax and other revenues generated by these land uses. 

PASSED AND ADOPTED THIS 5th day of October, 1993, by the following 
roll call vote: 

AYES : Heggarty, Macklin, Martin, Picanco, Iversen 



I . 
NOES : none 

ABSENT: none 

- 

& f L  
MAYOR CHRISTIAN E , IVERSEN - - 

ATTEST : 

5!lL5T L, 
C 

RICHARD J. RAMIREZ, CITY CLERK 




