MIDAD

Memorandum &

Date: November 9, 2016 UMSA
Supplement No. 2 to
To: Honorable Chairman Jean Monestime Agenda Item No. 1G1

and Members, Board of County Commissioners

From: Carlos A. Gimenez el
Mayor é/

Subject:  Fiscal Impact Statement for Ordmant:&@&elatlng to Road Impact Fees

The proposed ordinance refating to Road Impact Fees implements a recommendation, made in the
study conducted in response to Resolution No. R-772-14, to amend Chapter 33E of the Miami-Dade
County Code to define a pedestrian oriented development based on specific criteria, which would
qualify such developments to receive a 14.1 percent reduction in road impact fees, 1t also aliows all
areas within 1,500 feet of the core of the County’s existing urban centers and urban area districis to be
deemed as pedestrlan oriented developments,

The administrative site plan review for an initial determination of a site’s qualification as a pedestrian
oriented development, along with any subsequent verification, will be performed through existing staff in
the Department of Regulatory and Economic Rescurces. Administrative costs associated with these
determinations could be covered through a proposed administrative site plan review processing fee of
$1,500.00 for an initial determination and the existing $220.16 fee applied to zoning verifications. An

amendment to Implementing Order No. 4-111 to cover these fee adjustments will be required if this

ordinance is implemented.

With respect to the fiscal impact on future road impact fee collections, this reduction credits pedestrian
oriented developments with a daily intemnalization rate and, therefore, allows the road Impact fee
assessed to more accurately account for a development's particular vehicular impacts. In Fiscal Year
2015-16, for development activities within 1,500 feet of the core of all urban centers and urban area
districts, had the proposed discount been in place during this time period, the amount payable to the
County would have been reduced by approximately $2 million. The implementation of this ordinance
may require adjusting the timeline on capital projects currently funded by road impact fee revenues to
accommodate the impact of the reduction. The five year impact includes an average Present Day Cost
growth of 3.3 percent,

Outside of the urban districts, it is difficult to determine how many large scale developments countywide
might have qualified under these criteria, but such projects have had the ability to commission their own
traffic studies, as provided for in Section 33E-9 of the Code, Fee Computation by Independent Study, to
similarly account for the proposed daily internalization discount rate, Such a study would have been
subject to review and approval by the Department of Transportation and Public Works. Assuming the
study would have been approved, a similar discount would likely have been provided, resulting in no
new fiscal impact on impact fee collections in these cases.

Attachm

Jack Obterfiolt
Deputy Mavor
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