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AGENDA 
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CONCURRENT MEETING 
CITY COUNCIL/COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY (CRA)/ 

RANCHO CORDOVA FINANCING CORPORATION (RCFC) 
 

City Hall 
2729 Prospect Park Drive, Rancho Cordova 

 
Monday, October 03, 2011 

 
5:30 PM – Regular Meeting 

David B. Roberts Council Chambers 
 

AGENDA 
 
1. 1. REGULAR MEETING - CALL TO ORDER / ROLL CALL 
 
2. 2. METRO CABLE TV TELEVISION ANNOUNCEMENT 
 
3. 3. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
 
4. 4. INVOCATION 

Pastor Mike Mitchum, Cordova Neighborhood Church, will give the invocation. 
 
5. 5. PRESENTATIONS 
 
5.1 5.1 Presentation on the Grand Opening of the Sacramento Children's Museum by 

Board President, Alan Godlove. 
 
6. 6. PUBLIC COMMENT 
 
7. 7. COUNCIL REPORTS 
 
8. 8. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEMS - ROLL CALL VOTE 
 
8.1 8.1 Subject: Meeting Minutes of: 
 
8.2 8.2 Subject: 2010/2011 Development Agreement Annual Report 
 
9. 9. CONSENT PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS 
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10. 10. PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS 
 
11. 11. REGULAR CALENDAR ITEMS 
 
11.1 11.1 Subject: Resolution Amending the Construction Permit Fee Schedule Adopted by 

Resolution No. 49-2010 to Reduce Construction Permit Fees for Photovoltaic Solar 
Systems 

 
12. 12. COUNCIL REQUESTS FOR FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS 
 
13. 13. CITY MANAGER'S REPORT 
 
14. 14. ADJOURNMENT 
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  ADDITIONAL INFORMATION 
 
UNLESS THE COUNCIL ADOPTS A MOTION TO EXTEND THE MEETING, ANY ITEM THAT 
IS NOT INITIATED BEFORE 11:00 PM WILL BE CONTINUED TO THE NEXT DAY AT 5:30 PM 
OR SCHEDULED ON THE NEXT REGULAR MEETING AGENDA OF THE COUNCIL. 
 
Public documents related to items on the open session portion of this agenda, which are 
distributed to the City Council less than 72 hours prior to the meeting, shall be available for 
public inspection at the time the documents are distributed to the Council.  Documents are 
available for inspection at the City Clerk's office located in Rancho Cordova City Hall. 
 
The agenda items are accessible on the City’s website at www.cityofranchocordova.org on 
Thursdays or Fridays prior to the Regular City Council Meeting. 
 

 
CITYWIDE GOALS - (Adopted March 20, 2006) 

 
1. Foster a Positive Image of Rancho Cordova 
2. Improve Transportation & Connectivity 
3. Champion Employee Development & High Performance Work Environment 
4. Ensure the Availability of the Best Public Services in the Region 
5. Establish a Vibrant Downtown 
6. Ensure a Safe Community 
7. Improve the Quality of Housing In Rancho Cordova 
8. Sustain a Livable Community 
9. Drive Diverse Economic Opportunities 
10. Foster Responsible Citizenship 
11. Practice Sound Fiscal Management 
12. Establish Logical (City) Boundaries 
13. Continue To Provide Regional Leadership 

 

 
 

UPCOMING MEETINGS 
 

Friday, December 23, 2011 DAY BEFORE CHRISTMAS EVE – CITY 
HALL CLOSED 

Monday, December 26, 2011 DAY AFTER CHRISTMAS – CITY HALL 
CLOSED 

Tuesday through Thursday, 
December 27-29, 2011 

CITY HALL CLOSED 

Friday, December 30, 2011 FURLOUGH DAY – CITY HALL CLOSED 
Monday, January 2, 2012 DAY AFTER NEW YEAR’S DAY – CITY 

HALL CLOSED 
Tuesday, January 3, 2012 5:30 p.m. Regular Meeting – CANCELLED 

5:30 p.m. Special Meeting/Work Session – 
Volunteer Coordinator Program and New 
Fair Political Practices Regulations for 2012 
- PROPOSED 

Tuesday, January 10, 2012 5:30 p.m. Special Meeting/Work Session – 
Arboretum Project and Overview of Other 
Development Projects - PROPOSED 

 

http://www.cityofranchocordova.org/
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If you have any technical questions related to the agenda items, please contact the appropriate 
department as follows: 
 

 
DEPARTMENTAL GENERAL TELEPHONE NUMBERS 

 
Building and Safety Division (916) 851-8760 
City Attorney’s Office (916) 556-1531 
City Clerk’s Department (916) 851-8720 
City Manager’s Office (916) 851-8800 
Communications Department (916) 851-8791 
Economic Development Department (916) 851-8780 
Finance Department (916) 851-8730 
Housing Department (916) 851-8784 
Human Resources Department (916) 851-8740 
IT Department (916) 851-8700 
Neighborhood Services – Animal Services (916) 851-8770 
Parks & Recreation (Cordova Recreation & Park District) (916) 362-1841 
Planning Department (916) 851-8750 
Public Works Department (916) 851-8710 
Rancho Cordova Police Department (916) 875-9600 
Redevelopment Department (916) 851-8780 
Sac Metro Fire District (916) 859-4300 

 

 
The Rancho Cordova City Council/CRA/RCFC will be videotaped in its entirety and will be 
cablecast without interruption on Metro Cable 14, the Government Affairs Channel on the 
Comcast and SureWest Cable Systems. Closed Captioning will be available on the playback 
cablecast. Tune to Metro Cable Channel 14, for playback times. A VHS copy is available for 
check out from any library branch, a DVD copy is available from the City Clerk’s Department, 
and a webcast of this meeting will be available for viewing via video streaming from the City’s 
website within 48 hours of adjournment of this meeting. The City does not control scheduling of 
this telecast and persons interested in watching the televised meeting should confirm this 
schedule with Metro Cable TV, Channel 14. 
 
In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, if you need a disability-related 
modification or accommodation, including auxiliary aids or services, to participate in this meeting, 
please contact the City Clerk’s Office at (916) 851-8720 at least 48 hours prior to the meeting. 
 

CERTIFICATION OF POSTING OF AGENDA 
 
I, Mindy Cuppy, CMC, City Clerk for the City of Rancho Cordova, declare that the foregoing 
agenda for the Monday, October 03, 2011 Regular Meeting of the Rancho Cordova City 
Council/CRA/RCFC was posted and available for review on <POSTING_DATE> at City Hall of 
the City of Rancho Cordova, 2729 Prospect Park Drive, Rancho Cordova, California, 95670. The 
agenda is also available on the city website at www.cityofranchocordova.org. 
 
Signed <POSTING_DATE> at Rancho Cordova, California. 

 

http://www.cityofranchocordova.org/
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At this point 5:45 p.m. Mayor McGarvey reordered the agenda and took up Agenda Item 11.1. 
 
11.1 Subject: Update on Proposed Zip Code Change 

Recommendation: Discuss and provide direction on next steps related to the United 
States Postal Service review of proposed zip code change. 
Result of Recommended Action: Council will discuss a strategy to keep the Rancho 
Cordova community together and provide information to the United States Postal Service. 
Staff Report: Joe Chinn and Troy Holt, City Manager’s Office 

 
 Mayor McGarvey opened the public comment period. The following individuals addressed 

the Council: 
 

 Rod Borba in opposition of this item 
 Captain Doug Diamond in opposition of this item 
 Eppie Johnson in opposition of this item 
 Guy Anderson in opposition of this item 
 Wally Morgan in opposition of this item 
 Julia Pierce in opposition of this item 
 Marilyn Hamm in opposition of this item 
 Larry Ladd neutral on this item 
 Sheryl Longsworth in opposition of this item 
 Conrade Mayer in opposition of this item 
 Wayne Hart in opposition of this item 
 Rick Sloan in opposition of this item 
 Lee Frechette in opposition of this item 
 Brian Danzl in opposition of this item 
 Chuck Norman in opposition of this item 
 Jennifer Kaut in opposition of this item 
 Ray Savorn in opposition of this item 
 Robert Morgan in opposition of this item 

 
Mayor McGarvey closed the public comment period. 

 
ACTION: Council directed staff to send a DVD to the postmaster with our public comments, 

keep citizens informed, find out if we can insert ourselves in the USPS process and 
ask for a public and transparent process from the post office. 

 
At this point 7:12 p.m. Mayor McGarvey reordered the agenda to take Public Comment. 
 
6. PUBLIC COMMENT 
 
 Mayor McGarvey opened the public comment period. The following individuals addressed 

the Council: 
 

 Nancy Turner regarding high water rates 
 Joy Moon regarding in home supportive service quality 
 Carol Willfey regarding increased helicopter activity in the community 
 Conrade Mayer regarding volunteerism and involvement in the community 
 Jerry Johnson in opposition of proposed zip code change 

 
Mayor McGarvey closed the public comment period. 
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5. PRESENTATIONS 
 
5.1 Recognition of Council Member Dan Skoglund’s Birthday on September 16, 2011. 
 

*CELEBRATORY BREAK* 
 
At this point 7:21 p.m. Council took a brief recess for refreshments in honor of Council Member 
Skoglund’s birthday. The full council resumed at 7:48 p.m. 
 
7. COUNCIL REPORTS 
 
 Council reported on events since the last meeting. 
 
 At this point Council Member Budge requested an urgency item be placed on the 

agenda regarding the Joint Operations Center Relocation Project as Agenda Item 11.3, 
and requested that the City Council make the finding that the need for immediate action 
came to the attention of the City after the posting of the agenda.. 

 
ACTION: Motion by Budge second by Skoglund and carried by a 5:0 vote; the City Council 

made the finding that the need for action came to the attention of the City after the 
posting of the agenda and that action needs to be taken before the next regularly 
scheduled council meeting. 

 
8. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEMS – ROLL CALL VOTE 
 
ACTION: Motion by Budge second by Skoglund and carried by a 5:0 roll call vote; Council 

approved the Consent Calendar. 
 
8.1 Subject: Meeting Minutes of September 6, 2011. 

Recommendation: Adopt Minutes. 
 
8.2 Subject: An Ordinance Amending the Folsom Boulevard Specific Plan to Change 

Regulations Related to Existing Industrial Buildings 
Recommendation: Waive second reading and adopt Ordinance No. 11-2011. (Roll Call 
Vote) 
Result of Recommended Action:  Adoption of this ordinance will amend Section IV of 
the Folsom Boulevard Specific Plan. The amendment will provide greater flexibility for 
allowed uses within existing industrial buildings in the Office Professional Mixed Use 
(OPMU) and Urban Reserve 1 (UR-1) zones. In addition, this amendment will revise the 
Regulating Plan maps and associated language to provide for more feasible 
implementation of development within Pulse Points. 
Staff Report: Paul Junker and Shannan Loveless, Planning Department 

 
8.3 Subject:  Ordinance Amending Zoning Code Text 

Recommendation: Waive second reading and adopt Ordinance No. 12-2011. (Roll Call 
Vote) 
Result of Recommended Action: Adoption of this ordinance would amend procedures, 
permitted land uses, and development standards within the Zoning Code.   
Staff Report: Jeffrey S. Beiswenger, Planning Department 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 

3

AGENDA ITEM 8.1



Rancho Cordova City Council/CRA/RCFC – MINUTES         
Regular Meeting of September 19, 2011 

 
Page 4 of 6 

8.4 Subject: Pilot Parking Program for American River Parkway Surface Parking Lots 
Located Within City Boundaries 
Recommendation: Receive and file report on feasibility of implementing a pilot parking 
program for American River Parkway surface parking lots located within city boundaries. 
Result of Recommended Action: This report will be filed for future reference and/or 
action.  
Staff Report: Donna Silva, Finance Department 

 
8.5 Subject: Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Execute Contract Change Order 

with Lund Construction Company in the Amount of $5,496.23 for Construction of the 
White Rock Community Pathway Project 
Recommendation: Adopt Resolution No. 97-2011.  
Result of Recommended Action: Adoption of this resolution will authorize the City 
Manager to execute a contract change order increasing the current contract amount from 
$99,555.00 to $105,051.23 for the construction of the White Rock Community Pathway 
Project.  
This final change order covers the cost associated with unforeseen conditions 
encountered during construction, reconciling the quantities of the bid form with the actual 
quantities placed during construction, and additional installation of a barrier curb for a 
total of $5,496.23. 
Staff Report: Cyrus Abhar, Public Works Department 

 
8.6 Subject: Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Execute Final Contract Change 

Order with FBD Vanguard Construction Inc. in the Amount of $21,106.60 for Construction 
of the ADA Sidewalk Repair Project 
Recommendation: Adopt Resolution No. 98-2011. 
Result of Recommended Action: Adoption of this resolution will authorize the City 
Manager to execute final contract change order to increase the current contract amount 
from $121,897.40 to $143,004 for the construction of the ADA Sidewalk Repair Project.  
This change order covers the cost associated with unforeseen conditions encountered 
during construction, reconciling the quantities of the bid form with the actual quantities 
placed during construction, and five additional sections of damaged sidewalk, curb and 
gutter locations repaired for a total of $21,106.60 
Staff Report: Cyrus Abhar, Public Works Department 

 
8.7 Subject:  Resolution Approving an Interagency Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) 

with the City of Sacramento, County of Sacramento and the Sacramento Employment 
and Training Agency for Operations of the Sacramento Enterprise Zone Project 
Recommendation: Adopt Resolution No. 99-2011. 
Result of Recommended Action: Adoption of this resolution will authorize the City 
Manager, or his designee, to sign the Interagency MOU for the Sacramento Enterprise 
Zone, which includes areas within the City of Rancho Cordova. The purpose of the 
Interagency MOU is for all four entities to assume their respective cost obligations as set 
out in the SEZ application. This action is part of the process to receive final designation 
status with the State. 
The Enterprise Zone designation is a tremendous economic opportunity for Rancho 
Cordova businesses and employees, and a competitive advantage for business attraction 
and retention. The core of the enterprise zone program is an economic development plan 
to provide quality employment opportunities for targeted individuals, increase per capita 
income, reduce unemployment, and encourage economic investment in commercial and 
industrial areas. 
Staff Report: Megan Hoffman, Economic Development Department 
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9. CONSENT PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS – ROLL CALL VOTE  
 
 NONE. 
 
10. PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS  
 
10.1 Subject:  A Public Hearing to Consider Approval of a Resolution Adopting the 2010-2011 

Consolidated Annual Performance and Evaluation Report (CAPER) 
Recommendation:   Adopt Resolution No. 100-2011. 
Result of Recommended Action: The CAPER will be submitted to the US Department 
of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) in accordance with HUD requirements and 
timelines.  
Staff Report:  Reed Flory and Jessica Hayes, Housing Service 

 
 Mayor McGarvey opened the public comment period. There were no speakers. Mayor 

McGarvey closed the public comment period. 
 
ACTION: Motion by Budge second by Skoglund and carried by a 5:0 vote; Council adopted 

Resolution No. 100-2011. 
 
11. REGULAR CALENDAR ITEMS 
 
11.2 Subject: Building Permit Fees for Solar Energy Systems 

Recommendation: Conduct a policy discussion with regard to building permit fees for 
residential and non-residential solar energy systems and direct staff to return on a future 
date with an updated resolution setting building permit fees for PV systems. 
Result of Recommended Action: Staff will present a range of fee options for 
consideration.  At a future date, based on Council direction, an updated fee schedule for 
building permits will be implemented.   
Staff Report: Cyrus Abhar, Building and Safety Division 

 
 Mayor McGarvey opened the public comment period. There were no speakers. Mayor 

McGarvey closed the public comment period. 
 
ACTION: Motion by Budge second by Skoglund and carried by a 5:0 vote; Council directed 

staff to establish new reasonable rates for cost recovery 
 
At this point 8:33 p.m. the following individual addressed the Council: 
 

 Craig Osborn in opposition of Agenda Item 11.1 Zip Code Change 
 
 ADDED URGENCY ITEM TO REGULAR CALENDAR 
 
11.3 Subject: Joint Operations Center Relocation Project 
 
ACTION: Motion by Budge second by Sander and carried by a 5:0 vote; Council directed staff 

to prepare a letter to Sacramento County regarding the Joint Operations Center 
Relocation Project requesting them to use an alternate location a site other than 
adjacent to the American River Parkway. 

 
12. COUNCIL REQUESTS FOR FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS 
 
 None. 

5

AGENDA ITEM 8.1



Rancho Cordova City Council/CRA/RCFC – MINUTES         
Regular Meeting of September 19, 2011 

 
Page 6 of 6 

13. CITY MANAGER’S REPORT 
 
 Chief Building Official Cyrus Abhar reported on Building and Safety Division Update: 

 
 Adapting to a Changing Environment 
 Staffing Updates 
 Building Permit Activities 
 Continued Emphasis on Customer Service 
 Support of Strong Neighborhoods 
 Increased Usage of Technology 
 Fee Booklet 
 Ongoing Projects 

 
14. ADJOURNMENT 
 
 Mayor McGarvey adjourned the regular meeting in memory of Gene Nugent to closed 

session in the Community Board Room at 9:36 p.m. 
 
15. CLOSED SESSION – CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL 
 
 Mayor McGarvey called the closed session to order in the Community Board room at  

9:45 p.m. 
 
 Council Members Present: Budge, Cooley, Skoglund, Sander, and Mayor McGarvey 
 
 Staff Members Present: Silva, Haven, and Lindgren 
 
16. PUBLIC COMMENT 
 
 Mayor McGarvey opened the public comment period. There were no speakers. Mayor 

McGarvey closed the public comment period. 
 
17. CLOSED SESSION 
 
Council adjourned to Closed Session to discuss the following item: 
 
Conference with legal counsel, existing litigation (Government Code Section 54956.9(a)) 
Community Redevelopment Agency of the City of Rancho Cordova v. The Lily Company, et al., 
Sacramento Superior Court Case No. 34-2009-00043404. 
 
18. OPEN SESSION – REPORT FROM CLOSED SESSION 
 
 City Attorney Adam Lindgren reported that there was no reportable action taken in 

Closed Session. 
 
19. ADJOURNMENT 
 
 Mayor McGarvey adjourned the Closed Session at 10:39 p.m. 

 
 
__________________________ 
Mindy Cuppy, CMC, City Clerk 

 

6

AGENDA ITEM 8.1



7

AGENDA ITEM 8.1



  AGENDA ITEM 8.2 

 
 

 MEMORANDUM 
 
 
DATE:  October 3, 2011 
 
TO:  Honorable Mayor and Council Members 
 
FROM: Paul Junker, Planning Director 
  William Campbell, Principal Planner 
 
SUBJECT: 2010/2011 DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT ANNUAL REPORT 
 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Staff recommends that the City Council accept this Development Agreement 
Compliance Report (Attached), thereby accepting the Planning Director’s determination 
that the identified projects are in compliance with the terms of their individual 
Development Agreements.   
 
RESULT OF RECOMMENDED ACTION 
 
City Council acceptance of this report will satisfy the required annual determination of 
compliance of each project determined to comply with its Development Agreement, as 
required under Section 65864 of the Government Code.  The compliant projects will be 
able to continue under the terms of their respective Agreements and maintain their 
vested entitlements; whereas noncompliant projects could lose their vested entitlement 
should the City revoke the Development Agreement. Some development projects are not 
currently fully compliant with the terms of their Development Agreements.  Staff will 
continue seeking compliance on these projects and will bring back a recommended 
action plan for Council consideration, which may include a recommendation to revoke 
some Development Agreements.  
 
BACKGROUND 
 
The City is required to perform annual reviews for all Development Agreements between 
project applicants and the City.  Attached to this report is a compliance work sheet that 
lists all Development Agreements by current ownership and project name, along with the 
various factors staff evaluates for compliance.  Of the 26 Development Agreements 
active in the City, 15 projects highlighted in grey tone have been determined to be in 
compliance by the Planning Director. According to the provisions of the Development 
Agreement, staff would like the City Council to confirm compliance for those 15 projects 
at this time and no further action will be required until the next annual review period.   
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City Council Staff Report 2 of 2 Development Agreement Report 
October 3, 2011   

Noncompliant Projects 
 
The 10 noncompliant projects are not meeting the annual review requirements for a 
variety of reasons, as listed in the work sheet.  Many are delinquent due to non response 
to the annual review letter sent out by the City and/or not depositing the annual review 
fee.  Several of the projects have been taken over by out of state holding companies or 
banks through default.  Obviously, the poor economy has been the primary reason for 
many of the noncompliant cases and staff has had difficulties tracking the transference 
of land from one owner to the next.  This has been exacerbated by the lack of filing the 
required Assignment of Development Agreement at the time of sale.   
 
Planning staff and the City Attorney’s office will focus our attention on these 
noncompliant owners by providing a more strongly stated letter that will assert the 
possibility of the City taking revocation action.  Some of the projects could lose their 
entitlements and would be required to resubmit new projects that would be reviewed and 
conditioned by today’s standards and guidelines.  It may turn out that some projects are 
no longer economically viable and it maybe in the best interest of the City to void these 
projects.  There are also projects that are far into the development stage and so 
revocation would not be practical, because in these cases the subdivision maps have 
been recorded and the City may need to wait until the parcels are sold to a new 
owner/builder to collect delinquent fees, at the time of building permit issuance.    
 
Staff will report back to the City Council on possible actions to resolve these 
noncompliant Development Agreements within the next 60 days.   
  
ATTACHMENT 
   
Development Agreement Work sheet 

9

AGENDA ITEM 8.2



O
w

ne
r

A
tt

n:
Pr

oj
ec

t(
s)

D
at

e 
A

ss
ig

ne
d

Re
tu

rn
 

Re
ce

ip
t?

Re
sp

on
se

?
Ch

ec
k?

A
cc

ou
nt

Fi
na

nc
e

M
M

RP
CO

A
N

on
co

m
pl

ia
nc

e 
Is

su
es

/ 
po

ss
ib

le
 r

em
em

dy

TW
 In

ve
st

m
en

ts
 a

nd
 F

am
ily

 R
ea

l P
ro

pe
rt

y

11
30

 Ir
on

 P
oi

nt
 R

d 
#1

50
Y

Y
Y

Fo
ls

om
, C

A 
 9

56
30

Et
ha

n 
Co

nr
ad

13
00

 N
at

io
na

l D
r 

N
Y

Y
Sa

cr
am

en
to

, C
A 

Tr
es

sl
es

 H
ol

di
ng

  (
Ti

m
 L

ew
is

)  
91

6 
49

6-
68

29

33
00

 D
ou

gl
as

 B
l  

#4
50

Y
Y

Y
Ro

se
vi

lle
, C

A 
 9

56
11

RC
 7

5 
LP

 (L
eg

ac
y)

   
20

9 
95

1-
61

90
 x

 3
75

32
02

 W
 M

ar
ch

 L
n.

 U
ni

t A
Y

Y
Y

St
oc

kt
on

, C
A 

 9
52

19

K 
H

ov
na

ni
an

 H
om

es
  9

16
 5

95
-2

79
4

13
75

 E
xp

os
iti

on
 B

l #
30

0
Y

Y
Y

Sa
cr

am
en

to
, C

A 
 9

58
15

W
oo

ds
id

e 
Su

nr
id

ge
, I

nc
.  

 2
09

 5
95

 6
06

6

11
1 

W
oo

dm
er

e 
Ro

ad
 S

ui
te

 1
90

Y
Y

Y
Fo

ls
om

, C
A 

95
63

0

W
oo

ds
id

e 
Su

nr
id

ge
, I

nc
.  

 2
09

 5
95

 6
06

6

11
1 

W
oo

dm
er

e 
Ro

ad
 S

ui
te

 1
90

Y
Y

Y
Fo

ls
om

, C
A 

95
63

0

W
oo

ds
id

e 
Su

nr
id

ge
, I

nc
.  

 2
09

 5
95

 6
06

6

11
1 

W
oo

dm
er

e 
Ro

ad
 S

ui
te

 1
90

Y
Y

Y
Fo

ls
om

, C
A 

95
63

0

W
oo

ds
id

e 
Su

nr
id

ge
, I

nc
.  

 2
09

 5
95

 6
06

6

11
1 

W
oo

dm
er

e 
Ro

ad
 S

ui
te

 1
90

Y
Y

Y
Fo

ls
om

, C
A 

95
63

0

Io
n 

Ca
pi

ta
l P

ar
tn

er
s,

 L
LC

  9
09

 4
69

-2
80

0

55
6 

So
ut

h 
Fa

ir 
O

ak
s 

Av
e.

 #
33

7
Y

Y
Y

Pa
sa

de
na

, C
A 

 9
11

05

D
en

ve
r 

Pa
ci

fic
 P

ar
tn

er
sh

ip

10
 F

ul
le

rt
on

 C
ou

rt
, s

ui
te

 2
00

N
Y

Y
Sa

cr
am

en
to

, C
A 

95
82

5

Pl
ea

sa
nt

 V
al

le
y 

In
ve

st
m

en
ts

 L
C

39
 E

 E
ag

le
 ri

dg
e 

D
r 1

02
N

Y
Y

N
 S

al
t L

ak
e,

 U
T 

 8
40

54

Le
nn

ar
 H

om
es

 - 
A

na
to

lia
 II

I  
  9

16
 7

46
-8

50
0

10
75

 C
re

ek
si

de
 R

id
ge

 D
r.

 #
10

0
Y

Y
Y

Ro
se

vi
lle

, C
A 

 9
56

78

At
tn

:T
ho

m
as

 W
in

n
An

at
ol

ia
 II

I
5.

26
.2

00
9

X
Ye

s

N
o

N
o

X
U

N
K

Ye
s*

D
D

69
32

Co
m

pl
ia

nt

N
o 

Co
m

pl
ia

nc
e-

 s
ec

on
d 

le
tt

er
/n

o 
re

vo
ca

tio
n,

 lo
ts

 fi
na

l 
re

co
rd

at
io

n.
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  N
o 

As
su

m
pt

io
n 

Ag
re

em
en

t

Co
m

pl
ia

nt
08

-3
66

N
A

Co
m

pl
ia

nt
-

Le
ga

cy
m

ay
be

se
lli

ng
ou

t
in

te
re

st
,

th
ey

ha
ve

st
op

pe
d 

bu
ild

in
g 

as
 o

f A
ug

us
t 1

, 2
01

1

Co
m

pl
ia

nt

Co
m

pl
ia

nt

Co
m

pl
ia

nt

Co
m

pl
ia

nt

Co
m

pl
ia

nt

Co
m

pl
ia

nt

N
ew

 o
w

ne
r c

ha
ng

e 
du

e 
to

 lo
an

 d
ef

au
lt 

   
   

   
   

   
  N

o 
As

su
m

pt
io

n 
Ag

re
em

en
t

N
ew

 le
tt

er
 s

en
t o

n 
Ju

ly
 2

8t
h 

fo
r a

nn
ua

l c
om

pl
ia

nc
e-

 n
o 

re
sp

on
se

/n
o 

fo
rw

ar
di

ng
 a

dd
re

ss
   

  N
o 

As
su

m
pt

io
n 

Ag
re

em
en

t

Co
m

pl
ia

nt
D

D
69

32

N
A

N
A

D
D

70
05

D
D

66
49

D
D

63
91

D
D

66
60

D
D

63
11

D
D

69
56

D
D

68
43

An
at

ol
ia

 II
I

An
at

ol
ia

 II
I

3.
28

.2
00

8
X

Ye
s

Ye
s*

Ye
s*

Ye
s

X
6.

10
.2

00
9

An
at

ol
ia

 II
I

Su
nr

id
ge

Pa
rk

Vi
ll 

3
5.

28
.2

01
0

ve
rb

al
Ye

s
Ye

s*

Ye
s*

Ye
s

X
10

.1
0.

20
06

 V
is

ta

Be
lla

 B
ri

sa
s

10
.1

0.
20

06
X

Ye
s

Ye
s*

Ye
s*

Ye
s

X
10

.1
0.

20
06

M
ar

ip
os

a

Ye
s*

Ye
s

X
10

.1
0.

20
06

 E
cl

ip
se

Su
nr

id
ge

Pa
rk

Vi
ll 

5
U

N
K

em
ai

l
Ye

s
Ye

s*

N
A

N
A

ne
w

 
no

tic
e

U
N

K
Su

nr
id

ge
 

Vi
lla

ge
s

2A
an

d 
5B

Su
nr

id
ge

 
Vi

lla
ge

 1
B

U
N

K
ne

w
 

no
tic

e
N

A
N

A

An
at

ol
ia

 II
I

4.
17

.2
00

7
X

Ye
s

Ye
s*

At
tn

: L
ar

ry
 G

ua
lc

o

At
tn

: W
ay

ne
 F

ar
ns

w
or

th

At
tn

: C
am

er
on

 S
te

w
ar

t

At
tn

:  
N

ic
k 

M
os

ic
h 

 

At
tn

:  
M

ik
e 

St
et

tn
er

At
tn

: E
th

an
 C

on
ra

d

At
tn

 C
hr

is
to

ph
er

 O
rr

At
tn

 C
hr

is
to

ph
er

 O
rr

At
tn

 C
hr

is
to

ph
er

 O
rr

At
tn

: C
hr

is
to

ph
er

 O
rr

   
   

At
tn

: M
ik

e 
H

or
re

ll

At
tn

:  
Ro

y 
Va

n 
D

or
st

10

AGENDA ITEM 8.2



M
S 

Ri
al

to
 N

or
th

 D
ou

gl
as

  9
16

 7
46

-8
50

0

10
75

 C
re

ek
si

de
 R

id
ge

 D
r.

 #
10

0
Y

Y
Y

Ro
se

vi
lle

, C
A 

 9
56

78

Be
az

er
 H

om
es

 H
ol

di
ng

s 
Co

rp
or

at
io

n 
 9

16
 7

46
-8

31
6

17
31

 E
. R

os
ev

ill
e 

Pa
rk

w
ay

 S
ui

te
 1

00
Y

Y
Y

Ro
se

vi
lle

, C
A 

 9
56

61

Be
az

er
 H

om
es

 H
ol

di
ng

s 
Co

rp
or

at
io

n 
 9

16
 7

46
-8

31
6

Co
m

pl
ia

nt

17
31

 E
. R

os
ev

ill
e 

Pa
rk

w
ay

 S
ui

te
 1

00
Y

Y
Y

Ro
se

vi
lle

, C
A 

 9
56

61

Sh
ep

pa
rd

 M
ul

lin

Fo
ur

 E
m

ba
rc

ad
er

o 
Ce

nt
er

N
Y

Y
Sa

n 
Fr

an
ci

sc
o,

 C
A 

 9
41

11

D
ou

gl
as

 R
oa

d 
10

5,
 L

LC

77
00

 C
ol

le
ge

 T
ow

n 
D

riv
e 

#2
01

N
Y

Y
Sa

cr
am

en
to

, C
A 

95
82

6

A
RI

 2
08

, L
LC

   
  9

16
 3

83
-2

50
0

77
00

 C
ol

le
ge

 T
ow

n 
D

r.
 #

10
1

N
Y

Y
Sa

cr
am

en
to

, C
A 

 9
58

26

A
ri

st
a 

D
el

 S
ol

, L
P 

  9
16

 4
47

-7
10

0

20
20

 L
 S

tr
ee

t,
 5

th
 F

lo
or

N
Y

Y
Sa

cr
am

en
to

, C
A 

 9
58

14
Su

nr
id

ge
-A

na
to

lia
, L

LC
 c

/o
 A

KT
 D

ev
el

op
m

en
t 

Co
rp

or
at

io
n 

   
 9

16
 3

83
-2

50
0

77
00

 C
ol

le
ge

 T
ow

n 
D

riv
e,

 S
ui

te
 1

01
N

Y
Y

Sa
cr

am
en

to
, C

A 
 9

58
26

Cr
es

le
ig

h 
H

om
es

, I
nc

.  
91

6 
78

1-
60

20

43
3 

Ca
lif

or
ni

a 
St

., 
7t

h 
Fl

oo
r

Y
Y

Y
Sa

n 
Fr

an
ci

sc
o,

 C
A 

 9
41

04

M
on

te
le

na
 D

ou
gl

as
, L

LC
   

   
 9

16
 5

65
-3

64
5

52
41

 A
rn

ol
d 

Av
e

Y
Y

Y
M

cC
le

lla
n,

 C
A 

 9
56

25

D
an

ie
l B

en
ve

nu
ti

, J
r.

43
78

 A
ub

ur
n 

Bl
vd

., 
Su

ite
 3

00
N

Y
Y

Sa
cr

am
en

to
, C

A 
 9

58
41

M
oh

am
ed

 Jo
se

ph
 a

nd
 S

hi
rl

ey

44
05

 C
ol

le
ge

 O
ak

 D
r.

N
Y

Y
Sa

cr
am

en
to

, C
A 

 9
58

41

Re
gi

s 
H

om
es

 o
f S

ac
ra

m
en

to
, L

LC
  9

16
 5

58
-2

90
8

18
00

 3
rd

 S
tr

ee
t,

 S
ui

te
 2

50
Y

Y
Y

Sa
cr

am
en

to
, C

A 
 9

58
11

U
pd

at
ed

 S
ep

te
m

be
r 2

8,
 2

01
1

Co
m

pl
ia

nt

Ba
nk

ho
ld

in
g

tit
le

-
po

ss
ib

le
re

vo
ca

tio
n

N
o

As
su

m
pt

io
n 

Ag
re

em
en

t

Re
ce

nt
ly

ac
qu

ire
d

fr
om

ho
ld

in
g

ba
nk

,
ha

ve
no

t
re

ce
iv

ed
A&

AA
 fr

om
 B

an
k

N
o

de
po

si
t

su
bm

itt
ed

/s
ec

on
d

le
tt

er
po

ss
ib

le
re

vo
ca

tio
n

N
o 

D
ep

os
it 

su
bm

itt
ed

/ 
se

co
nd

 le
tt

er
/p

os
si

bl
e 

re
vo

ca
tio

n

N
o 

D
ep

os
it 

su
bm

itt
ed

/ 
se

co
nd

 le
tt

er
/p

os
si

bl
e 

re
vo

ca
tio

n

Co
m

pl
ia

nt

04
-1

22

05
-1

79

05
-1

83

D
D

66
67

03
-0

27
Co

m
pl

ia
nt

Co
m

pl
ia

nt

N
o

Co
m

pl
ia

nc
e

-
Pr

op
er

ty
ha

s
be

en
so

ld
pr

oj
ec

t
no

lo
ng

er
va

lid
.  

Re
vo

ke
 D

A

N
o 

Co
m

pl
ia

nc
e-

 s
ec

on
d 

le
tt

er
/ 

no
 re

vo
ca

tio
n 

du
e 

to
 fi

na
l l

ot
s 

re
co

rd
ed

Co
m

pl
ia

nt

03
-0

23

04
-0

77

04
-0

64

03
-0

25

04
-1

34

D
D

72
17

04
-1

23

03
-0

02
N

or
th

 
D

ou
gl

as

Ca
pi

ta
l 

Vi
lla

ge
4.

6.
20

06
X

Ye
s

Ye
s*

U
nk

no
w

n
X

N
o

N
o

Ye
s*

Ye
s*

Ye
s

X
1.

29
.2

00
9

X
X

ve
rb

al
7.

29
.2

01
1

D
ou

gl
as

 9
8

G
ra

nt
lin

e 
20

8
12

.4
.2

00
9

X
Ye

s
N

o

N
o

N
o

X
3.

06
.2

00
6

Ar
is

ta
 D

el
 S

ol

An
at

ol
ia

IV
-

Su
nr

id
ge

5.
15

.2
00

6
X

Ye
s

N
o

Ye
s*

Ye
s

X
5.

15
.2

00
6

Lo
t J

 

Ye
s*

Ye
s

X
2.

15
.2

00
8

Su
nr

id
ge

 
2.

28
.2

01
1

ne
w

 
no

tic
e

Ye
s

M
on

te
le

na

At
tn

: T
ha

d 
Jo

hn
so

n

At
tn

: M
ar

k 
En

es

At
tn

: G
us

 G
al

ax
id

as

At
tn

: J
en

ny
 P

ar
k 

G
ar

ne
r

D
ou

gl
as

 1
03

O
ld

 
Pl

ac
er

vi
lle

10
.0

2.
20

06
X

N
o

N
o

N
o

N
o

X
7.

05
.2

00
6

An
th

ol
og

y 
  

An
at

ol
ia

 I

Su
nd

an
ce

5.
15

.2
00

6
X

Ye
s

Ye
s*

At
tn

: R
ob

er
t H

ol
m

es
 

N
ew

 o
w

ne
r u

nk
no

w
n

At
tn

:  
Ro

n 
Al

va
rd

o

At
tn

: D
ea

na
 E

lli
s

At
tn

: M
ar

k 
En

es

At
tn

: J
im

 S
tic

h

At
tn

: J
im

 S
tic

h

At
tn

: L
ar

ry
 G

ua
lc

o

11

AGENDA ITEM 8.2



  AGENDA ITEM 11.1 

 
 

 MEMORANDUM 
 
 
DATE:  October 3, 2011 
 
TO:  Honorable Mayor and Council Members 
 
FROM: Cyrus Abhar, Public Works Director/Chief Building Official 
 
SUBJECT: RESOLUTION AMENDING THE CONSTRUCTION PERMIT FEE 

SCHEDULE ADOPTED BY RESOLUTION NO. 49-2010 TO REDUCE 
CONSTRUCTION PERMIT FEES FOR PHOTOVOLTAIC SOLAR 
SYSTEMS 

 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Adopt Resolution No. 101-2011. 
 
RESULT OF RECOMMENDED ACTION 
 
Adoption of this will revise the fee schedule for construction permits, typically referred to 
as building permits, to establish lower flat rates for rooftop photovoltaic (PV) energy 
systems for residential and non-residential projects.  
 
ADVANCES GOALS:  4 and 11 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
The Council conducted a policy discussion on September 19, 2011, with regard to 
building permit fees for rooftop PV energy systems. Council directed staff to return with a 
comparison of the fees for residential systems in the Sacramento region and to present 
options for Council consideration. Council also directed staff to research average system 
cost per kW and the relationship between the size of the panels and energy output.  
Staff will be prepared to present and provide information at the Council meeting.  
 
Permit Fees for Residential PV Systems 
 
A survey was conducted by the Sierra Club with the following results: 
 

PV Permit Fees, 3 kW Residential System 
Municipality Fee for 3 kW system 
Citrus Heights $ 875 
Sacramento County $ 537 
Folsom $ 410 
Elk Grove $ 390 $224 [1] 
Sacramento (City) $305  $280 [2]  
Galt $ 1 
Rancho Cordova $ 0 
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City Council Staff Report 2 of 3 Building Permit Fees for 
October 3, 2011  Photovoltaic Solar Systems 

[1] Recently revised by the City of Elk Grove as of 8/8/11. 
 
[2] The City of Sacramento offers a reduced fee by establishing a flat fee of $280 
for small-scale solar PV of 4 kW or less. To qualify for the flat fee, all applications 
must comply with a standardized solar submission checklist and sample plans. 
 

Our analysis indicated that a full cost recovery permit for residential applications is 
approximately $300. As the popularity of PV technology increases and recognizing the 
Council’s expressed desire to be competitive in the marketplace and establish itself as a 
solar city, staff is proposing an alternative option at a reduced flat rate of $250. 
 
Permit Fees for Non-Residential PV Systems 
 
Staff considered the information in the Sierra Club’s report and use of the PV fee 
calculator provided on their website for commercial projects.  The default values in the 
calculator were adjusted to allow for our fully burdened cost recovery rates and staff 
estimates of plan review, inspection, and permit processing as allowed by Government 
Code Section 66014. On September 19, 2011, staff presented Council with the results in 
the form of recommended flat rates based on size of the system as shown below.  
Council approved of the rate structure.  
 

Graduated Fee Schedule for Non-Residential Systems 
System Size Flat Fee 
Up to 150 kW  $2,300 
151 kW to 500 kW   $3,200 
Over 500 kW   $3,600 

 
In response to the previous Council discussion on solar permits, staff received positive 
feedback from the Sierra Club on the proposed rates and considered their comments 
that the schedule was not equitable for small-scale systems.  After additional analysis of 
costs associated with smaller systems, staff proposes this revised graduated schedule, 
which has been expanded to provide additional refinement for smaller scale systems up 
to 50 kW.    

    
Graduated Fee Schedule for Non-Residential Systems 
System Size Flat Fee 
Up to 10 kW 
11 kW to 25 kW 
26 kW to 50 kW 

 $   800 
 $1,200 
 $1,600 

51 kW to 150 kW  $2,300 
151 kW to 500 kW   $3,200 
Over 500 kW   $3,600 

 
Stand-alone systems such as solar energy farms are unique in nature and would be 
handled on a case-by-case basis using the same cost recovery methodology.  
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City Council Staff Report 3 of 3 Building Permit Fees for 
October 3, 2011  Photovoltaic Solar Systems 

Fee Resolution 
 
Staff requests Council adopt Resolution No. 101-2011 (Attached), which will amend 
the Construction Permit Fee Schedule adopted by Resolution No. 49-2010 to reduce 
construction permit fees for photovoltaic solar systems.  The permit fees for residential 
systems will be adopted at a flat fee of $250. Construction Permit Fees for  
non-residential systems will be at the graduated flat fee rates shown above.  All other 
aspects of the existing Fee Schedule maintain fees at the same levels as is currently 
charged.  
  
Since the fee rate changes being revised are not new fees, do not increase any existing 
fees, and actually lower the current fees being charged, the fee resolution will go into 
effect immediately upon adoption. 
 
 
ATTACHMENT 
 
Resolution No. 101-2011 including (Exhibit A) Revision to Fee Schedule 
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Resolution No. 101-2011  Page 1 of 3 

CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA 
 

RESOLUTION NO. 101-2011 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA 
AMENDING THE CONSTRUCTION PERMIT FEE SCHEDULE ADOPTED BY 

RESOLUTION NO. 49-2010 TO REDUCE CONSTRUCTION PERMIT FEES FOR 
PHOTOVOLTAIC SOLAR SYSTEMS 

 
WHEREAS, on April 5, 2010 the City Council adopted Ordinance No. 2-2010 that 

temporarily suspended  construction permit fees applicable to the construction of residential 
photovoltaic (PV) solar systems; and  

 
WHEREAS, the temporary suspension of construction permit fees for residential PV 

solar systems expired on May 2, 2011; and   
 
WHEREAS, on July 6, 2010 the City Council adopted Resolution No. 49-2010 which 

established fees for construction permits, including PV solar systems,  by resolution as part of a 
fee schedule rather than by ordinance; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the current schedule of fees for construction permits adopted by Resolution 
No. 49-2010 reflects that construction permit fees for PV solar systems were temporarily 
suspended; and  
 
 WHEREAS, City staff has studied the City’s construction permit fees for solar PV 
systems and has verified a comparative analysis of the fees charged for permitting the 
installation of residential and non-residential PV solar systems for several neighboring 
jurisdictions within Sacramento County, and has found that the City’s existing construction 
permit fees for PV solar systems are comparatively higher that those charged in some 
surrounding jurisdictions; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City wishes to encourage the installation of energy efficient and 
sustainable energy systems, and to remove barriers to the installation of solar and photovoltaic 
arrays; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City wishes to reduce the construction permit fees for PV solar systems 
to an amount that will encourage the installation of energy efficient and sustainable energy 
systems, but also will allow for recovery of actual costs incurred by City staff for solar PV permit 
inspections and plan checks; and 
 

WHEREAS, the City Council now desires to amend the Schedule of Fees adopted by 
Resolution No. 49-2010 to reduce the construction permit fees for rooftop residential and  
non-residential PV solar systems pursuant to Exhibit A of this Resolution; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the reduced construction permit fees for solar PV systems contained in 
Exhibit A are flat rates and are lower than the fees calculated based on total valuation under 
the currently adopted fee schedule; and 
 

WHEREAS, in amending Resolution No. 49-2010 to reduce  the construction permit fees 
for solar PV systems, the City Council of the City of Rancho Cordova is exercising its powers 
under Article XI, Section 7 of the California Constitution, Section 66014 of the California 
Government Code, and other applicable law; and 
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Resolution No. 101-2011  Page 2 of 3 

 WHEREAS, pursuant to Government Code Section 66014, the City may recover up to 
the full cost of processing, inspecting and administration of construction permits from those 
persons required to obtain such permits; and 
 

WHEREAS, the construction permit fees for solar PV systems, as described in  
Exhibit A attached, are hereby determined to be reasonable in that the amounts thereof do not 
exceed the estimated reasonable costs of processing, inspection and administration of the 
construction permits; and 

 
WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Rancho Cordova desires to update the fee 

schedule established by Resolution No. 49-2010 to adopt the reduced flat rates for PV solar 
systems as set forth in Exhibit A.   
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED AND ORDERED by the City Council of the City 
of Rancho Cordova as follows: 
 
Section 1.  Findings. The following findings are true and correct and adopted as the 
findings of the City Council: 
 
 A. The purpose of the reduced construction permit fees for solar PV systems set 
forth in Exhibit A of this Resolution are to encourage the installation of energy efficient and 
sustainable energy systems and to recover up to the full, lawfully recoverable costs incurred by 
the City in providing construction permit processing services for solar PV systems. Such fees 
are not levied for general revenue purposes. 
   
 B. The adoption of reduced construction permit fees for solar PV systems set forth 
in Exhibit A of this Resolution are not subject to the California Environmental Quality Act 
("CEQA") pursuant to 14 California Code of Regulations ("CEQA Guidelines") section 
15378(b)(4) and/or CEQA Guidelines section 15061(b)(3). 
   
Section 2. Adoption of Reduced Construction Permit Fees for Solar PV Systems. The 
reduced construction permit fees for solar PV systems set forth in Exhibit A of this Resolution, 
attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference, are hereby directed to be charged and 
applied by the various City departments, and to be collected by the City for the herein listed 
construction permit related services when provided by the City or its designated contractors. 
 
Section 3. Effective Date. Since the construction permit fees for solar PV systems modified  
by this Resolution reduce  existing fees for construction permit fees for solar PV systems  based 
on a flat rate method, the fees shall  become effective upon the adoption of this Resolution. 
 
Section 4. Repealer. These fees shall supersede the corresponding fees previously 
established by the City. All previously adopted and conflicting fees and all Resolutions and other 
actions of the City Council are hereby repealed to the extent they conflict with the contents of 
this Resolution.  
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Resolution No. 101-2011  Page 3 of 3 

Section 5. Severability. The construction permit fees for solar PV systems set forth in 
Exhibit A of this Resolution and all portions of this Resolution are severable. Should any of the 
fees or charges or any portion of this Resolution be adjudged to be invalid and unenforceable by 
a body of competent jurisdiction, then the remaining fees, charges and/or Resolution portions 
shall be and continue in full force and effect, except as to those fees, charges, and/or 
Resolution portions that have been adjudged invalid. The City Council of the City of Rancho 
Cordova hereby declares that it would have adopted each of the fees and charges set forth in  
Exhibit A of this Resolution, and this Resolution and each section, subsection, clause, 
sentence, phrase and other portion thereof, irrespective of the fact that one or more of the fees, 
charges, or sections, subsections, clauses, sentences, phrases or other portions of this 
Resolution may be held invalid or unconstitutional.   
  
The City Clerk shall certify the passage and adoption of this resolution and enter it into the book 
of original resolutions. 

 
 PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Rancho Cordova on the 
_____ day of _____, 2011 by the following vote: 

 
 
AYES:   
 
NOES:   
 
ABSENT:  
 
ABSTAIN:  
 
 
 
        ____________________________ 
        Robert J. McGarvey, Mayor 
 
 
 
 
ATTEST:       
 
 
      
Mindy Cuppy, CMC, City Clerk 
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  EXHIBIT A 

Revision to City of Rancho Cordova Construction Permit Fee Schedule 
 

The Construction permit Fee Schedule is revised as follows: 
 
Minor modification to Fee Schedule Item 5: 
 
5. U Occupancies (Carports, patio covers, fences, etc.), Reroof, demolition, fire 

repairs, PV solar systems[2] and other structures not requiring a plan review – 
Residential Permit Types: C-OTHER; R-OTHER; REROOF; R-BLDG REPAIR; C-
BLDG REPAIR 

Total Valuation Total Permit Fee 
$1.00 to $2,000 $83.00  
$1,001 to $10,000 $83.00 + (0.0160 x valuation1  exceeding $1,000) 
$10,001 and greater $277.00 + (0.010 x valuation1 exceeding $10,000) 

 
Minor modification to Fee Schedule Item 6: 
 
6. U Occupancies (Carports, patio covers, fences, etc.), Reroof Re-pitches, fire 

repairs, PV solar systems[1] and other structures requiring a minimal plan review – 
Residential Permit Types: C-OTHER; R-OTHER; REROOF; R-BLDG REPAIR; C-
BLDG REPAIR 

Total Valuation Total Permit Fee 
$1.00 to $2,000 $83.00  
$1,001 to $10,000 $83.00 + (0.0160 x valuation1  exceeding $1,000) 
$10,001 and greater $277.00 + (0.010 x valuation1 exceeding $10,000) 

 

Insert new Fee Schedule Item 5.1:  

5.1 Residential PV solar systems, Rooftop Mounted – Residential Permit Types: R-
OTHER (Additional review fees for other types of Residential PV/Solar Systems will 
be calculated on the currently enforced labor rate schedule) 

Flat Rate Permit Fee $250 
 

Insert new Fee Schedule Item 5.2: 

5.2 Commercial PV Solar Systems, Rooftop Mounted – Commercial Permit Types: C-
OTHER (Additional review fees for other types of Commercial PV/Solar Systems 
will be calculated on the currently enforced labor rate schedule) 

System Size (kW-h) Total Permit Fee 
0 – 10kW $800  
11kW – 25kW $1200 
26kW – 50kW $1600 
51kW – 150kW $2300 
151kW – 500kW $3200 
Over 500kW $3600 
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Solar Photovoltaic Systems 
Rough Pricing for Commercial Projects 

 Current market prices for a system between 50 kW 
to 200 kW is about $5.00 per DC watt 

System Size Unit Cost / Per DC Watt 
Total Cost 
Installed 

50 kW  $5.25  $262,500 

100 kW  $5.00  $500,000 

200 kW  $4.70  $940,000 
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Solar Photovoltaic Systems 
Typical Size of System for Commercial Projects 

 131 kW AC system = 8,634 square feet of solar 
panels 

 This would easily fit on the average grocery store 
which is about 40,000 square feet 
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Solar Photovoltaic Systems 
Energy Output 

 Energy output per panel is dependant upon the 
panels configuration, orientation and efficiency  

 Average energy output per panel is 185 – 245 watts 

 Generates 15 – 20 watts per square foot  

 

22

A
G

E
N

D
A

 IT
E

M
 11.1



Solar Photovoltaic Systems 
Residential Projects 

PV Permit Fees, 3 kW Residential System 

Municipality Fee for 4 kW System 

Sacramento County $537 

Folsom $410 

Citrus Heights $300 (Recently Modified) 

Sacramento (City) $280 

Rancho Cordova (Proposed) $250 

Elk Grove $224 

Galt $1 
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