
 
 

 

 

 
CONCURRENT MEETING 

CITY COUNCIL/CRA/RCFC 
 

Tuesday, January 17, 2012 
 

5:30 PM – Regular Meeting 
 
 

AGENDA 
 
 

David Sander, Mayor 

Linda Budge, Vice Mayor 

Ken Cooley, Council Member 

Robert J. McGarvey, Council Member 

Dan Skoglund, Council Member 
 

 



 

 



 

 

 
 

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

RANCHO CORDOVA FINANCING CORPORATION (RCFC) 
 

City Hall 
2729 Prospect Park Drive, Rancho Cordova 

 
Tuesday, January 17, 2012 

 
5:30 PM – Regular Meeting 

David B. Roberts Council Chambers 
 

AGENDA 
 
1. REGULAR MEETING - CALL TO ORDER / ROLL CALL 
 

Council Members Budge, Cooley, McGarvey, Skoglund, and Mayor Sander. 
 
2. METRO CABLE TV TELEVISION ANNOUNCEMENT 
 

The Clerk will announce the meetings video recording and playback schedules. 
 
3. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
 

The Mayor will call on someone in attendance to lead the Pledge. 
 
4. INVOCATION 
 
 Pastor Jack McNary, River Valley Church, will give the invocation. 
 
5. PRESENTATIONS 
 
5.1 Presentation of Proclamation to IRS Outreach and Education Specialist, Lorie 

Declarador in Recognition of the VITA Tax Site at Rancho Cordova City Hall. 
 
5.2 Presentation Regarding "Trim Your Waste" Contest by Allied Waste Services 

Community Relations Manager, Heather Pollock. 
 
5.3 Presentation on Growing and Mentoring Rancho Cordova Youth by the Folsom 

Cordova Community Partnership's Youth Development Manager Jennifer Ellis and 
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Mentoring Match Lynne Manaham and Paige Fallis, and Presentation of Proclamation 
in Recognition of National Mentoring Month to the Folsom Cordova Community 
Partnership's Youth Development Manager Jennifer Ellis. 

 
5.4 Introduction of New City Employee: Accounting Technician Maricruz Esquivel by 

Finance Director Donna Silva. 
 
6. PUBLIC COMMENT 
 

Citizens wishing to address the Council for any matter on the Consent Calendar or not 
on the agenda may do so at this time by completing and submitting a Speaker Card to 
the City Clerk.  For items on the agenda, speakers will be called up to the podium by 
the Mayor at the point on the agenda when the item will be heard.  Speakers are 
encouraged to keep comments to three minutes or less and to state name and 
community of residence. 
 
Note, under the provisions of the California Government Code, the City Council is 
prohibited from discussing or taking immediate action on any unagendized item unless 
it can be demonstrated to be of an emergency nature or the need to take immediate 
action arose after the posting of the agenda. 

 
7. COUNCIL REPORTS 
 
8. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEMS - ROLL CALL VOTE 
 
8.1 Subject: Meeting Minutes of: 

a) December 19, 2011 Regular Meeting; 
b) December 29, 2011 Special Meeting; 
c) January 3, 2012 Special Meeting;  
d) January 6, 2012 Special Meeting; and  
e) January 10, 2012 Special Meeting. 
Recommendation: Adopt minutes. 

 
8.2 Subject: Resolution Authorizing the Utilization of the State of California's Citizens 

Option for Public Safety Program Funds (COPS) 
Recommendation: Adopt Resolution No. 2-2012. 
Adoption of this resolution will result in preservation of unused prior year grant funds in 
the amount of $214,933, and allow for the spending of both the prior year carryover 
funds and the current year allocation, $124,301, in accordance with Government 
Section Code 30061. 
Staff Report: Donna Silva, Finance Department and Marc Fontes, Rancho Cordova 
Police Department 
Advances Goals: 1, 4, 5, 7, and 12 

 
8.3 Subject: Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Execute a First Amendment with 

Coast Landscape Management for Citywide Landscape Maintenance Services 
Recommendation: Adopt Resolution No. 3-2012. 
Result of Recommended Action: Adoption of this resolution will allow the City to 
continue receiving services by Coast Landscape Management. The amendment will 
increase the amount not to exceed from $601,464 to $900,000 due to the increased 
quantity of work. 
Staff Report: Cyrus Abhar, Public Works Department 
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Advances Goals: 1, 4, and 11 
8.4 Subject: Approval of Council Member Appointments to the Sacramento Regional 

Transit (RT) Board of Directors. 
Recommendation: That Council confirms their appointments to the 2012 Sacramento 
Regional Transit (RT) Board of Directors. 
Result of Recommended Action: Vice Mayor Budge will be appointed to represent 
the City of Rancho Cordova on the Sacramento Regional Transit (RT) Board of 
Directors. Mayor David Sander will serve as the alternate appointment. 
Staff Report: Mindy Cuppy, City Clerk 
Advances Goals: 1, 2, 4, and 13. 

 
8.5 Subject: Resolution Approving an Amended Enforceable Obligation Payment 

Schedule Required Under ABx1 26 
Recommendation: Adopt Resolution No. CRA 1-2012. 
Result of Recommended Action:  
Staff Report: Donna Silva, Finance Department and Adam U. Lindgren, City Attorney's 
Office 
Advances Goal: 11 
COUNCIL ACTING AS THE REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY 

 
8.6 Subject: A Resolution of the City Council and Agency Board Determining that the City 

of Rancho Cordova Has Not Forgiven Any Debt of the Redevelopment Agency to the 
City of Rancho Cordova 
Recommendation: That Council and Agency Board: 
a) Adopt Resolution No. 6-2012; and  
b) Adopt Resolution No. CRA 2-2012. 
Result of Recommended Action: Adoption of these resolutions will confirm that no 
debt has been forgiven between the Community Redevelopment Agency and the City 
of Rancho Cordova during the period of January 1, 2010 through December 31, 2011.  
The approved resolutions will be forwarded to the California State Controller to fulfill the 
legislative reporting requirement. 
Staff Report: Micah Runner, Economic Development Department 
Advances Goal: 11 
COUNCIL ACTING AS THE REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY 

 
8.7 Subject: A Resolution Designating Responsibility for the Community Redevelopment 

Agency of the City of Rancho Cordova's Housing Assets and Obligations 
Recommendation: Adopt Resolution No. 7-2012. 
Result of Recommended Action: Housing assets and functions associated with the 
20% Low and Moderate Income Housing set-aside monies will be transferred from the 
Community Redevelopment Agency of the City of Rancho Cordova to the City of 
Rancho Cordova. 
Staff Report: Reed Flory and Jessica Hayes, Housing Administration 
Advances Goals: 1, 5, 6, 7, 8, and 11 
GROWING STRONG NEIGHBORHOODS 

 
9. CONSENT PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS - ROLL CALL VOTE 
 
 NONE. 
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10. PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS 
 
10.1 Subject: Ordinances Amending the Folsom Boulevard Specific Plan (FBSP) to Add 

Building Replacement Policy and Exceptions Sections 
Recommendation: That Council: 
a) Waive readings and adopt Urgency Ordinance No. 1-2012; and 
b) Waive the first reading and introduce Ordinance No. 2-2012. 
Result of Recommended Action: Adoption of these ordinances will amend Section IV 
of the Folsom Boulevard Specific Plan. The amendment will add greater flexibility for 
development within the Specific Plan by adding Building Replacement Policy and 
Exceptions sections. 
Staff Report: Paul Junker, Planning Department 
Advances Goals: 1, 5, 9, and 11 

 
10.2 Subject: Resolution Approving Walgreens Pharmacy and Store to be Located at 10701 

Folsom Boulevard 
Recommendation: Adopt Resolution No. 5-2012. 
Result of Recommended Action: Adoption of this resolution will accomplish the 
following for the proposed Walgreens project: grant an exception to the development 
standards of the Folsom Boulevard Specific Plan (FBSP); approve a Conditional Use 
Permit for a drive up pharmacy window; approve a three lot Parcel Map; abandon an 
unused utility easement; and, approve the project's design review subject to the project 
Conditions of Approval. In total, these actions will allow the Walgreens project to be 
constructed upon a site currently occupied by the Cordova Inn. 
Staff Report: William Campbell, Planning Department 
Advances Goals: 1, 5, and 9 

 
10.3 Subject: Resolution Approving Design Review - New Building B, Rancho Cordova 

Target Shopping Center, Project No. DD7342; Located at 10831 Olson Drive 
Recommendation: Adopt Resolution No. 4-2012. 
Result of Recommended Action: Adoption of this resolution will grant design review 
approval for Building B within the Rancho Cordova Target Shopping Center. Project 
approval would allow construction of a new building (to be occupied by Panda Express 
and two or three new tenant spaces), with upgraded landscaping, parking and site 
improvements. Along with the recent rebuild of the Target store and the rehabilitation of 
the store front for Ross and Marshall's, this new building continues to set a higher 
design quality for commercial buildings in this area of Rancho Cordova. 
Staff Report: William Campbell, Planning Department 
Advances Goals: 1, 5, and 9 

 
11. REGULAR CALENDAR ITEMS 
 
 NONE. 
 
12. COUNCIL REQUESTS FOR FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS 
 
13. CITY MANAGER’S REPORT 
 
 City Manager's Office, Communications/Legislative Affairs, and Administrative Support. 
 
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 

 
Monday and Tuesday, January 

30 – 31, 2012 
Special Meeting/Work Session – City 
Council and Staff Learning Retreat 

Monday, February 6, 2012 4:00 p.m. Special Meeting/Study Session – 
Veterans Care Facility – TENTATIVE 

5:30 p.m. Regular Meeting 
Wednesday, February 15, 2012 5:30 p.m. Special Meeting/Work Session 

Ethics (AB1234) 
Friday, February 17, 2012 FURLOUGH DAY – CITY HALL CLOSED 

Monday, February 20, 2012 PRESIDENT’S DAY HOLIDAY – CITY 
HALL CLOSED 

Tuesday, February 21, 2012 5:30 p.m. Regular Meeting  
Friday February 24, 2012 10:30 a.m. Special Meeting/Work Session 

– Annual Corporate Report 
 

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 Tuesday, January 17, 2012 Regular Meeting of the Rancho Cordova City 
Council/CRA/RCFC was posted and available for review on January 12, 2012 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 January 12, 2012 at Rancho Cordova, California. 
 

 
 

http://www.cityofranchocordova.org/


 

 
 

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

RANCHO CORDOVA FINANCING CORPORATION (RCFC) 
 

City Hall 
2729 Prospect Park Drive, Rancho Cordova 

 

Monday, December 19, 2011 

 

5:30 PM – Regular Meeting 
David B. Roberts Council Chambers 

 

MINUTES 

 
1. REGULAR MEETING - CALL TO ORDER / ROLL CALL 

 
Mayor McGarvey called the regular meeting to order in the David B. Roberts Council 
Chambers at 5:35 p.m. 

 
Council Members Present: Budge, Cooley, Skoglund, Sander, and Mayor McGarvey 

 
Staff Present: Gaebler, Sanchez, Cuppy, Kellerman, Junker, Abhar, 

Flory, Hadley, Holt, Downton, Hoffman, Blair, Diamond, 
Campbell, Runner, Chinn, Chan, Gassaway, Simpson, 
and M. Rodriguez 

 
2. METRO CABLE TV TELEVISION ANNOUNCEMENT 

 
The City Clerk announced the meetings video recording and playback schedules. 

 
3. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

 
The Mayor called on Doug Diamond to lead the Pledge. 

 
4. INVOCATION 

 
The Mayor called on Linda Smith, Sacramento Law Enforcement Chaplaincy, to give 
the invocation. 
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5. SPECIAL CEREMONIES 

 
5.1 Norma Niblett swore-in new Vice Mayor Linda Budge, and Margaret Parsons-Sander 

swore-in new Mayor David Sander. 

 
5.2 Mayor Sander made a presentation to outgoing Mayor Robert McGarvey. 

 
5.3 Community member Scottie More gave a presentation commemorating Council 

Member Robert McGarvey’s year as Mayor. 

 
6. CELEBRATORY BREAK 

 
Mayor McGarvey broke for celebratory refreshments in the lobby in honor of incoming and 
outgoing Council officers at 6:10 p.m. The full Council reconvened at 6:43 p.m. 

 
7. PRESENTATIONS 

 
7.1 Presentation Regarding Trim your Waste Contest by Allied Waste Services Community 

Relations Manager, Heather Pollock was not presented at this meeting. 

 
7.2 Economic Development Senior Analyst, Megan Hoffman presented on the Rancho 

Cordova Business Walk. 

 
7.3 Executive Director Shelly Blanchard presented the Cordova Community Council 

Yearend Slideshow. 

 
8. PUBLIC COMMENT 

 
Mayor Sander opened the public comment period. There were no speakers. Mayor 
Sander closed the public comment period. 

 
9. COUNCIL REPORTS 

 
Council reported on events since the last meeting. 

 
10. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEMS - ROLL CALL VOTE 

 
ACTION: Motion by Budge second by McGarvey and carried by a 5:0 roll call vote; Council 

approved the Consent Calendar with the exception of Agenda Item 10.2, which was 
pulled for a separate discussion. 

 
10.1 Subject:  Meeting Minutes of: 

a) December 5, 2011 Special and Regular Meeting; and  
b) December 6, 2011 Special Meeting/Closed Session. 
Recommendation: Adopt Minutes. 

 
10.3 Subject: 2012 City Council Meeting Schedule 

Recommendation: Staff recommends that Council approve its meeting schedule for 
2012. 
Result of Recommended Action: Action on this item will approve the 2012 meeting 
schedule for the members of the Rancho Cordova City Council. 
Staff Report: Ted Gaebler, City Manager's Office 
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10.4 Subject: Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Execute an On-Call Consulting 
Services Agreement with Sierra Traffic Markings, Inc. for On-Call Striping Maintenance 
Services in the Amount Not to Exceed $500,000 
Recommendation: Adopt Resolution No. 114-2011. 
Result of Recommended Action: Adoption of this resolution will allow the City 
Manager to execute an on-call contract with Sierra Traffic Markings, Inc. for Citywide 
Striping Maintenance. 
Staff Report: Cyrus Abhar, Public Works Department 
Advances Goals: 1, 4, and 11 

 
10.5 Subject: Resolution Temporarily Suspending the Annual Program Fee Inflationary 

Adjustment for Community Facilities Impact Fees (CFF) 
Recommendation: Adopt Resolution No. 115-2011. 
Result of Recommended Action: Adoption of the Resolution will suspend the 
automatic annual Engineering News Record (ENR) inflationary adjustment for the 
community facilities impact fees for a period of one year, beginning January 1, 2012.  
Staff Report: Donna Silva, Finance Department 
Advances Goals: 1 and 13 

 
The following item was pulled for a separate discussion and action. 

 
10.2 Subject: Approval of Council Member Appointments to Regional Boards, 

Commissions, and Committees for 2012 
Recommendation: That Council Member appointments for 2012 be approved for the 
listed Boards and Commissions, reflected in the attachment to the staff report. 
Result of Recommended Action: Action on this item will confirm the 2012 Rancho 
Cordova City Council Member appointees and alternates to various boards and 
commissions within the region to which Rancho Cordova provides leadership 
representation. 
Staff Report: Mindy Cuppy, City Clerk's Department 
Advances Goals: 1 through 13 

 
ACTION: Motion by Sander second by Cooley and carried by a 4:1 (Budge dissented) vote; 

Council approved the Council Member Appointments to Other Agency Boards, 
Commissions and Committees with the following amendments: Mayor Sander will 
serve on Sacramento Connector Board, with Budge as alternate, The Mayor and 
Vice Mayor (Sander and Budge) will serve on the City Selection Committee of 
Sacramento Board, Sander will serve on the Sacramento Area Council of 
Governments (SACOG) Board, with Budge as alternate, Sander will serve on 
Sacramento Placerville Transportation Corridor Joint Powers Authority Board, with 
Budge as alternate, McGarvey was added to the Growing Strong Neighborhoods 
Subcommittee.  
 
The appointment to the Folsom Cordova Unified School District 2x2 changed to 
Sander and Budge and the SMUD 2x2 was changed to McGarvey and Budge. 
 
The following corrections to the appointments listing were made: Budge was 
added to the Mayor and Board Chair Forum appointment, Sander was listed as 
Past Chair of the National League of Cities Transportation and Infrastructure (TIS) 
Steering Committee, Sander was listed as Vice Chair on the National League of 
Cities First Tier Suburbs Steering Committee, and Cooley’s appointment to the 
California State Seismic Safety Commission was removed. 
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Sander will continue as the appointment to the Sacramento Regional Transit 
Board, however this appointment will be discussed again at the meeting on 
January 17, 2012. 

 
11. CONSENT PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS - ROLL CALL VOTE 

 
Mayor Sander opened the public comment period. There were no speakers. Mayor 
Sander closed the public comment period. 

 
ACTION: Motion by McGarvey second by Cooley and carried by a 5:0 roll call vote; Council 

approved the Consent Public Hearing Items. 

 
11.1 Subject: Resolution Approving Mid-Year Amendment to the 2011-12 Community 

Development Block Grant (CDBG) Action Plan 
Recommendation: Adopt Resolution No. 116-2011. 
Result of Recommended Action:  
1. Adopts the amendment to the 2011-12 CDBG Action Plan; 
2. Authorizes the City Manager to submit the amendment and all required 

certifications and forms to the Department of Housing and Urban Development 
(HUD); and  

3. Allows staff to make technical modifications to the Action Plan to correct minor 
errors or as required by HUD. 

Staff Report: Reed Flory and David Gassaway, Housing Administration 
Advances Goal: 1, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 11, and 13 

 
11.2 Subject: Resolution Approving Design Review Amendment for Zinfandel Place Corner 

Patio Area - Project No. DD7385; Located on the Southwest Corner of Zinfandel Drive 
and White Rock Road 
Recommendation: Adopt Resolution No. 117-2011. 
Result of Recommended Action: Adoption of this resolution will allow the new owner 
to make cost effective changes to the design of the Zinfandel Place outdoor plaza in 
order to finish the project, which in turn will promote the owners ability to sign leases for 
the end units facing the patio. 
Staff Report: William Campbell, Planning Department 
Advances Goal: 5 

 
12. PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS 

 
 NONE. 

 
13. REGULAR CALENDAR ITEMS 

 
13.1 Subject: Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Execute a Renewal Service 

Agreement with the Sacramento Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals 
(SSPCA) for Animal Services 
Recommendation: Adopt Resolution No. 118-2011. 
Result of Recommended Action:  
Staff Report: Kerry Simpson, Neighborhood Services 
Advances Goals: 1, 4, 6, 8, 10 and 13. 

 
Mayor Sander opened the public comment period. There were no speakers. Mayor 
Sander closed the public comment period. 
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ACTION: Motion by Cooley second by McGarvey and carried by a 5:0 vote; Council adopted 

Resolution No. 118-2011. 

 
13.2 Subject: Report Back on Folsom Boulevard Specific Plan Update 

Recommendation: Staff recommends the City Council direct staff to prepare an 
Ordinance to amend the Folsom Boulevard Specific Plan to add Building Replacement 
Policy and Exceptions sections. 
Result of Recommended Action: City Council direction will allow staff to prepare and 
process the Ordinance and return it for Council consideration in a timely manner.  The 
amendment will add greater flexibility for development within the Specific Plan and be 
to the benefit of two currently pending development projects applications.  Future 
applications would also benefit from timely processing of the amendment. 
Staff Report: Paul Junker, Planning Department 
Advances Goals: 1 and 8. 

 
Mayor Sander opened the public comment period. There were no speakers. Mayor 
Sander closed the public comment period. 

 
ACTION: Motion by Budge second by Cooley and carried by a 5:0 vote; Council directed 

staff to prepare an ordinance to amend the Folsom Boulevard Specific Plan to add 
Building Replacement Policy and Exceptions sections. 

 
14. COUNCIL REQUESTS FOR FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS 

 
The following items were requested for future agenda items: 
 

 City Attorney to look into a metal theft ordinance; and 

 City Attorney to prosecute for minor crimes. 

 
15. CITY MANAGER’S REPORT 

 
City Manager Ted Gaebler reported on the following: 

 Martin Luther King Jr. Day on January 16, 2012 – City Hall closed 

 Sacramento Metro Chamber 116th Annual Dinner and Business Awards on 
February 4, 2012 

 Sacramento Metro Fire leadership change 

 City Hall closures Friday, December 23, 2011 and Monday December 26, 2011 
through Monday, January 2, 2012 

 Retirement Party for Rancho Cordova Chief of Police Doug Diamond on 
Wednesday, December 21, 2011 

 Three of nine Captains who expressed interest in the Chief of Police opening 

 Serving on Truckee Police Chief selection panel 

 
16. ADJOURNMENT 

 
Mayor Sander adjourned the regular meeting at 8:36 p.m. 
 
 
____________________________ 
Mindy Cuppy, CMC, City Clerk 

 
 

 

AGENDA ITEM 8.1

5-

AGENDA ITEM 8.1



 

 

 
 

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

RANCHO CORDOVA FINANCING CORPORATION (RCFC) 
 

City Hall 
2729 Prospect Park Drive, Rancho Cordova 

 

Thursday, December 29, 2011 

 

3:00 PM – Special Meeting 
Community Board Room 

 

MINUTES 

 
1. CLOSED SESSION - CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL 

 
Mayor Sander called the closed session to order in the Community Board Room at 3:08 PM. 
 
Council Members Present: Council Members Budge, Cooley, McGarvey, Skoglund, and 

Mayor Sander. 
 
Council Members Absent: None. 
 
Staff Present: Gaebler, Lindgren, Chinn, Silva, Runner, Haven, Hayes, C. 

Sander, Palma. 

 
2. PUBLIC COMMENT 

 
Mayor Sander opened the public comment period. There were no speakers. Mayor 
Sander closed the public comment period. 

 
3. CLOSED SESSION 

 
Council met in 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.  

6-
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4. OPEN SESSION - REPORT FROM CLOSED SESSION 

 
City Attorney Adam Lindgren reported that there was no reportable action taken in 
closed session. 

 
5. SPECIAL MEETING ITEM 

 
Council Members Present: Council Members Budge, Cooley, McGarvey, Skoglund, and 

Mayor Sander. 
 
Council Members Absent: None. 
 
Staff Present: Gaebler, Lindgren, Chinn, Silva, Runner, Haven, Hayes, C. 

Sander, Cuppy. 

 
5.1 Subject:  Resolution Approving an Amended Enforceable Obligation Payment 

Schedule Required Under ABx1 26. 
Recommendation: It is recommended that the Agency approve the attached 
resolution adopting the Amended Enforceable Obligation Payment Schedule required 
under the terms of ABx1 26 concerning the Dissolution of Redevelopment Agencies. 
Result of Recommended Action: Approval of this resolution will update the 
Enforceable Obligation Payment Schedule to include obligations in place as of June 
30th but not specifically included on the original schedule adopted in August and will 
ensure continued compliance with the provisions of ABx1 26 in the event that the 
Redevelopment Agency is not allowed to continue. Upon adoption, staff will forward the 
information to the required parties and will post the amended schedule on the City’s 
website as required under the legislation. 
Staff Report: Donna Silva, Finance Department. 
Advances Goal: 11. 
COUNCIL ACTING AS THE COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY 

 
ACTION: Motion by McGarvey second by Skoglund and carried by a 5:0 roll call vote; The 

Board of Directors of the Community Redevelopment Agency of the City of 
Rancho  Cordova approved Resolution No. CRA-12-2011. 

 
6. ADJOURNMENT 

 
Mayor McGarvey adjourned the special meeting at 5:13 PM.   
 
 
________________________________ 
Mindy Cuppy, CMC, City Clerk 
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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 

 

Tuesday, January 03, 2012 

 

5:30 PM – Special Meeting 
American River Community Room North 

 
Closed Session 

Community Board Room 

 

MINUTES 

 
1. WORK SESSION - CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL 

 
Mayor Sander called the special meeting to order in the American River North Community 
Room at 5:42 PM. 
 
Council Members Present: Council Members Budge, McGarvey, Skoglund, and Mayor 

Sander. 
 
Council Members Absent: Cooley. 
 
Staff Present: Gaebler, Lindgren, Cuppy, Junker, Ulm, Abhar, Silva, Haven, 

Chinn, Simpson, Snyder, Peterson, Rider. 

 
2. PUBLIC COMMENT 

 
Mayor Sander opened the public comment period. There were no speakers. Mayor 
Sander closed the public comment period. 

 
3. SPECIAL MEETING ITEMS 

 
3.1 Discuss the History, Vision, and Expectations and City Council Goals of the City 

Volunteer Program. 

 
ACTION: Discussion item only; no action taken. 
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3.2 Update on Fair Political Practices (FPPC) Regulations for 2012. 

 
ACTION: Discussion item only; no action taken. 

 
4. ADJOURNMENT 

 
 Mayor Sander adjourned the meeting to closed session in the Community Board Room 

at 6:43 PM. 

 
 

5. CLOSED SESSION - CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL 

 
Mayor Sander called the closed session to order in the Community Board Room at 6:50 PM. 
 
Council Members Present: Council Members Budge, Cooley, McGarvey, Skoglund, and 

Mayor Sander. 
 
Council Members Absent: Cooley. 
 
Staff Present: Gaebler, Lindgren, Chinn, Haven, Abhar, Silva, Holt. 

 
6. 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. 

 
7. OPEN SESSION - REPORT FROM CLOSED SESSION 

 
City Attorney Adam Lindgren reported that there was no reportable action taken in Closed 
Session. 

 
8. ADJOURNMENT 

 
Mayor Sander adjourned the Closed Session at 7:09 PM. 

 

 

____________________________ 
Mindy Cuppy, CMC, City Clerk 
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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 

 

Friday, January 06, 2012 

 

4:00 PM – Special Meeting 
Crossings @ New Rancho, 2708 Woodberry Way, Rancho Cordova, CA 

 

MINUTES 

 
1. SPECIAL MEETING - CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL 

 
Mayor Sander called the special meeting to order at 4:00 PM. 
 
Council Members Present: Council Members Budge, McGarvey, and Mayor Sander. 
 
Council Members Absent: Cooley and Skoglund. 
 
Staff Present: Gaebler, Abhar, Downton, Hayes, Flory, Junker, Gassaway, 

Haven and Silva. 

 
2. PUBLIC COMMENT 

 
At a special meeting, citizens wishing to address the Council for any matter on the 
agenda may do so at the time the matter is discussed.  Note, under the provisions of 
the California Government Code, the City Council is prohibited from discussing or 
taking action on any item not on the agenda. 

 
3. SPECIAL MEETING ITEM 

 
3.1 Pre-Grand Opening Crossings @ New Rancho Tour.  

Carpool will meet at City Hall, 2729 Prospect Park Drive, Rancho Cordova, CA 
95670 at 4:00 PM and travel to the Crossings @ New Rancho, 2708 Woodberry 
Way, Rancho Cordova, CA 95670.  

ACTION: Council participated in a tour of the Crossings @ New Rancho. 
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4. ADJOURNMENT 

 
Mayor Sander adjourned the special meeting at 5:20 PM. 

 

 

____________________________ 
Mindy Cuppy, CMC, City Clerk 
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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 

 

Tuesday, January 10, 2012 

 

5:30 PM – Special Meeting 
American River Community Room North 

 

MINUTES 

 
1. WORK SESSION - CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL 

 
Mayor Sander called the special meeting to order in the American River North Community 
Room at 5:35 PM. 
 
Council Members Present: Council Members Budge, Cooley, McGarvey, Skoglund, and 

Mayor Sander. 
 
Council Members Absent: None. 
 
Staff Present: Gaebler, Lindgren, Cuppy, Abhar, Thomas, Chinn, Campbell, 

Junker, Silva, Mingay, Runner, Flory, Holt, and Maples. 

 
2. PUBLIC COMMENT 

 
Mayor Sander opened the public comment period. There were no speakers. Mayor 
Sander closed the public comment period. 
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3. SPECIAL MEETING ITEM 

 
3.1 Subject: Project Update on the Arboretum Specific Plan, with Review and Discussion 

of Proposed Land Uses within the Project 
Recommendation: Receive staff and applicant input on the project and provide input 
and direction as appropriate. 
Result of Recommended Action: This update will review the progress and current 
status of the Arboretum Specific Plan and will specifically address the amount of 
employment uses within the project. Following this update, it is anticipated that the 
project environmental document will be circulated for public review and that the project 
will move forward for consideration and action by the City Council. 
Staff Report: Paul Junker and William Campbell, Planning Department 
Advances Goals: 7 and 8 
GROWING STRONG NEIGHBORHOODS 

 
ACTION: Discussion item only; no action taken. 

 
3.2 Subject: Resolution of the City Council of the City of Rancho Cordova Electing to 

Serve as the Successor Entity to the Community Redevelopment Agency of the City of 
Rancho Cordova 
Recommendation: Adopt Resolution No. 1-2012. 
Result of Recommended Action: Under the new state redevelopment law (ABx1 26), 
and the decision of the Supreme Court of California in California Redevelopment 
Association v. Ana Matosantos, effective February 1, 2012, all redevelopment agencies 
in California are dissolved. The successor to each redevelopment agency is a 
"Successor Entity" which will implement ABx1 26 under the direction and supervision of 
an Oversight Board. Adoption of this resolution will result in the City Council, rather 
than another agency, serving as the Successor Entity. As required by ABx1 26, the 
primary responsibility of the Successor Entity will be to "wind down the affairs" of the 
dissolved Community Redevelopment Agency. 
Staff Report: Adam U. Lindgren, City Attorney's Office 
Advances Goal: None 

 
ACTION: Motion by Budge second by Cooley and carried by a 5:0 roll call vote; Council 

approved Resolution No. 1-2012. 

 
4. ADJOURNMENT 

 

Mayor Sander adjourned the special meeting at 6:56 PM. 

 

 

____________________________ 
Mindy Cuppy, CMC, City Clerk 

13-

AGENDA ITEM 8.1



      AGENDA ITEM 8.2 

 
 

  MEMORANDUM 
 
DATE:  January 17, 2012  
 
TO:  Honorable Mayor and Council Members 
 
FROM: Donna Silva, Finance Director 

Marc Fontes, Acting Police Chief 
 
SUBJECT: RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE UTILIZATION OF THE STATE OF 

CALIFORNIA’S CITIZENS OPTION FOR PUBLIC SAFETY PROGRAM FUNDS 
(COPS) 

 

 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Adopt Resolution No. 2-2012.   
 
RESULT OF RECOMMENDED ACTION 
 
This action will result in the preservation of unused prior year grant funds in the amount of 
$214,933, and allow for the spending of both the prior year carryover funds and the current year 
allocation, $124,301, in accordance with the Government Code 30061. 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
The State of California’s budget for fiscal year 2011-12 includes appropriations for the State 
Supplemental Services Fund for distribution to cities and counties to support jails, criminal 
prosecutions and front-line law enforcement operations and services.  These funds are limited 
as follows: 

 In the cases of cities, these funds must be used exclusively to fund front-line police 
operations and services in accordance with a written request from the Police Chief. 

 For both counties and cities, these funds must supplement existing services and cannot be 
used to supplant existing funding for current law enforcement services. 

 
The funds appropriated by the State in a given fiscal year are normally expended by local 
governments in the following fiscal year.  Therefore, the State of California’s appropriation of 
COPS funds in fiscal year 2011-12 are available for spending by the City in fiscal year 2012-13. 
 
Government Code Section 30061 mandates that cities develop a plan for the expenditures of 
SLESF funds and that the City Council approve such expenditures as a separate matter (apart 
from the normal budget process). The current funding for the City totals $124,301, which 
consists of $105,848 provided by the Local Law Enforcement Services Account (LLESA) and an 
estimated additional $18,453 provided by the Local Safety and Protection Account (LSPA).  The 
additional monies from the LSPA are only available to jurisdictions that receive more than the 
$100,000 minimum payment from the LLESA.   
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In addition, the Police Department has carryover funds of $214,933 from FY 2010-11.  Of which, 
FY 2010-11 carryover includes previous fiscal year carryovers as follows, FY 2009/10 has a 
carryover of $114,975, FY 2008-09 had a carryover of $9,893.31, FY 2007-08 had a carryover 
of $99,421.02, FY 2006-07 has a carryover of $121,060.16.   
 
During November 2009 through April 2010, the Chief of Police position was vacant; therefore, 
COPS funds were not used during that time by the interim Acting Chief. In the same period, 
state funding through grants was questionable. Once COPS funding was approved and 
allocated to cities, by January 2010, spending was still on hold until a new Police Chief was 
chosen.  During fiscal year 2009-10, COPS fund spending was delayed due the move of the 
police department to a new building as needed equipment, accessories, printed items, or signs 
were going to be needed but were not yet identified.  Spending of the COPS funds is planned to 
resume during the 2011-12 fiscal year.    
 
The Police Department has requested that these funds be used for “one-time” purchases which 
are outlined in the attached memo from Marc Fontes, included as Exhibit A to the Resolution.  
 
ATTACHMENT 
 
Resolution No. 2-2012 including Exhibit A Memo. 
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CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA 
 

RESOLUTION NO. 2-2012 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA 
TO UTILIZE THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA’S CITIZENS OPTION FOR PUBLIC SAFETY 

PROGRAM FUNDS (COPS) 
 

WHEREAS, in fiscal year 2011-12, under the State Supplemental Law Enforcement 
Services Fund (SLESF), the State appropriated funding for local law enforcement operations 
and service; and 
 

WHEREAS, Rancho Cordova has remaining funds of $214,933 in SLESF funding from 
FY 2010-11 that has not been expended; and 
 

WHEREAS, Rancho Cordova’s portion of the SLESF funding is $124,301 from the 
State’s FY 2011-12 appropriation for the expenditure in 2012-13; and 
 

WHEREAS, Government Code Section 30061 mandates that cities develop a plan for 
the expenditures of SLESF funds and that the City Council approve such expenditures as a 
separate matter (apart from the normal budget process). 

 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF 

RANCHO CORDOVA that the Council hereby accepts the grant for the State of California’s 
Citizen’s Option for Public Safety Program Funds and approves the expenditure plan attached 
hereto as Exhibit A. 

 
PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Rancho Cordova on the __ 

day of _____________, 2012 by the following vote: 
 

 
AYES:   
 
NOES:   
 
ABSENT:  
 
ABSTAIN:   
 
 
 
        ____________________________ 
        David M. Sander, Mayor 
 
 
 
ATTEST:       
 
 
      
Mindy Cuppy, CMC, City Clerk 
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   R A N C H O  C O R D O V A  P O L I C E  D E P A R T M E N T  
  

    

   Memorandum     

The Sacramento County Sheriff’s Department serving the citizens of Rancho Cordova 

 

                                            October 13, 2011 

                                               

 

 

To        :       DONNA SILVA 

          Finance Director, City of Rancho Cordova 

 

From    :       LIEUTENANT MARC FONTES 

                     Assistant Chief of Police, Rancho Cordova Police Department 

 

Subject :      CITIZEN’S OPTION FOR PUBLIC SAFETY PROGRAM (COPS) 

 

The Rancho Cordova Police Department is recommending the following expenditures, totaling 

$124,301 for the fiscal year 11/12 COPS Grant funding, in addition to the remaining funds, 

totaling $214,933, from FY 10/11:  

 

                              

               Mobile Police Cameras +2 new and refurbish 2        $70,000 

               Camera systems 9 RCPD Motorcycles                      $60,200 

               PDA Handheld devices traffic                                   $65,000  

               New RCPD building construction/signage                $30,000 

               Parking PDA Handheld Program                               $25,000 

               City PD event equipment and supplies                      $15,000 

               Camera equipment and install new PD                      $15,000 

               Building code antenna upgrades                                $14, 500 

               Speed Signs x 2                                                          $10,000 

               Programs/Software for investigations                          $9,000 

               Tactical pole camera for bldg searches                        $7,000 

               Motor Helmets replacement RCPD                             $6,000 

               Mobil Trailer Light                                                      $5,000 

               Broken Equipment Police Gym                                   $3,500            

               Motor Officer awning new RCPD bldg                      $4,000 

                            

   

The remaining $34 will be utilized for equipment upgrades, as needed or required to meet 

department and city standards.  

 

 

 

Cc:    Douglas Diamond, Chief of Police 

          Keith Misner, City of Rancho Cordova Finance 

          File                       
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 MEMORANDUM 
 
DATE:  January 17, 2012 
 
TO:  Honorable Mayor and Council Members 
 
FROM: Cyrus Abhar, Public Works Director 
 
SUBJECT: RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE A FIRST 

AMENDMENT WITH COAST LANDSCAPE MANAGEMENT FOR CITYWIDE 
LANDSCAPE MAINTENANCE SERVICES 

 

 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Adopt Resolution No. 3-2012. 
 
RESULT OF RECOMMENDED ACTION 
 
Adoption of this resolution will allow the City to continue receiving services by Coast landscape 
Management.  The amendment will increase the amount not to exceed from $601,464 to 
$900,000 due to the increased quantity of work. 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
In March 2010, the City entered into a three year contract with Coast Landscape Management 
for citywide landscape maintenance in the amount of $601,464.  Since then, Coast Landscape 
Management has been maintaining the City’s landscaping within the public rights-of-way.   
 
As directed by City Council, Public Works Department has increased the scope and frequency 
of some landscape maintenance activities to better support the City’s Strong Neighborhood 
program.  We anticipate an additional $300,000 is needed to continue this level of enhanced 
maintenance services for the duration of the contract.  The enhanced landscape maintenance 
includes more frequent litter removal, weed abatement, and replacement of dead or missing 
plants.   
 
Public Works has redirected funds from other roadway maintenance programs to cover the cost 
associated with the enhanced landscaping maintenance services. 
 
ADVANCES GOALS:  1, 4, and 11 
 
ATTACHMENT 
   
Resolution No. 3-2012 including Exhibit 1A – Contract No. 35-2010-1 
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CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA 
 

RESOLUTION NO. 3-2012 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA 
AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE A FIRST AMENDMENT  
WITH COAST LANDSCAPE MANAGEMENT FOR CITYWIDE LANDSCAPE 

MAINTENANCE SERVICES 
 

WHEREAS, the parties entered into a Construction Services Agreement dated March 
29, 2010 for the purpose of providing citywide landscape maintenance; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Public Works Department has increased the frequency of our 
landscape maintenance services to better support the City’s Growing Strong Neighborhoods 
program; and 
 

WHEREAS, this amendment will increase the not to exceed amount from $601,464 to 
$900,000 due to the increased quantity of work, and 

 
 WHEREAS, those services will exceed the maximum amount the City Manager has 
authorization to approve. 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE 
CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA authorizes the City Manager to execute a first amendment 
(Contract No. 35-2010-1) with Coast Landscape Management (Exhibit 1A), in a form 
approved by the City Attorney. This resolution shall become effective immediately upon 
adoption. 

 
 PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Rancho Cordova on the 
______ day of _____________, 2012 by the following vote: 
 
AYES:   
 
NOES:   
 
ABSENT:  
 
ABSTAIN:  
 
 

       
 ____________________________ 

        David M. Sander, Mayor 
 
 
ATTEST:       
 
 
      
Mindy Cuppy, CMC, City Clerk 
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EXHIBIT 1A 
CONTRACT NO.  35-2010-1 

 
First Amendment toConstruction Services Agreement between January 17, 2012 
City of Rancho Cordova and Coast Landscape Management Page 1 of 2 

FIRST AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTRUCTION SERVICES AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE 
CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA AND COAST LANDSCAPE MANAGEMENT 

 
 This First Amendment to the Agreement for Construction Services (“Amendment”) is 
made and entered between the City of Rancho Cordova (“City”) and Coast Landscape 
Management (“Contractor”) as of January 17, 2012.  City and Contractor are hereinafter 
collectively referred to as the “Parties” 
 

W I T N E S S E T H: 
 

 WHEREAS, the parties entered into a Construction Services Agreement (“CSA”) dated 
March 29, 2010 for the purpose of providing citywide landscape maintenance; and  
  
 WHEREAS, the Public Works department has increased the frequency of our landscape 
maintenance services to better support the City’s Growing Strong Neighborhoods program; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the parties agree that changes to the services provided for in the CSA are 
necessary in order for the City to continue receiving services by the Contractor; and  
 
 NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the promises herein, it is mutually agreed 
between the parties hereto as follows: 
 

AGREEMENT 
 
1. Section 4 of the CSA, “Payment”, provides for the City to pay the contractor to wit six 

hundred and one thousand and four hundred sixty-four dollars ($601,464).  The Parties 
agree to amend Section 4 of the CSA in order to increase the payment amount to the 
Contractor for additional services.  The third sentence of Section 4 of the CSA is amended 
to read as follows: 

 
“The City agrees in consideration of the work to be performed herein and subject to the 
terms and conditions thereof, to pay Contractor all sums os money which may become 
due to Contractor in accordance with the terms of the aforesaid bid and proposal, and 
this agreement, to wit: Nine Hundred Thousand Dollars ($900,000). 
 

2. All other terms and conditions in the CSA shall remain in full force and effect to the extent 
they are not in conflict with this Amendment. 

 
 IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the City Council and Contractor have caused this Amendment 
to be executed as of the day and year first above written. 
 
CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA:   CONTRACTOR: 
 
 
              
Ted A. Gaebler, City Manager   Fairlight Beard, Branch Manager 
 
       ______      
Date       Date 
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First Amendment toConstruction Services Agreement between January 17, 2012 
City of Rancho Cordova and Coast Landscape Management Page 2 of 2 

Attest: 
 
        
      
Mindy Cuppy, City Clerk 
 
      
Date 
 
Approved as to Form: 
 
 
      
Adam U. Lindgren, City Attorney 
 
      
Date 
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 MEMORANDUM 
 
 
DATE:  January 17, 2012 
 
TO:  Honorable Mayor and Council Members 
 
FROM: Mindy Cuppy, City Clerk 
 
SUBJECT: APPROVAL OF COUNCIL MEMBER APPOINTMENTS TO THE 

SACRAMENTO REGIONAL TRANSIT (RT) BOARD OF DIRECTORS 
 

 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
That Council confirms their appointments to the 2012 Sacramento Regional Transit (RT) 
Board of Directors. 
 
RESULT OF RECOMMENDED ACTION 
 
Vice Mayor Budge will be appointed to represent the City of Rancho Cordova on the 
Sacramento Regional Transit (RT) Board of Directors. Mayor David Sander will serve as 
the alternate appointment. 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
Council Members serve on various advisory boards in the community to ensure the city 
has representation within the region. At the December 19, 2011 Regular City Council 
meeting, council confirmed their appointments to serve on local, state and national 
boards and committees except their appointments to the Sacramento Regional Transit 
(RT) Board of Directors. By confirming their appointments annually the members of the 
Council are committing their time to serve in these important roles at the national, state 
and local level.  
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MEMORANDUM 

 
 
DATE:  January 17, 2012 
 
TO:  Agency Director and Members 
 
FROM: Donna Silva, Finance Director 
 
SUBJECT: RESOLUTION APPROVING SECOND AMENDMENT TO THE 

ENFORCEABLE OBLIGATION PAYMENT SCHEDULE REQUIRED UNDER 
ABx1 26 

 

 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Adopt Resolution No. CRA 1-2012. 
 
RESULT OF RECOMMENDED ACTION 
 
Adoption of this resolution will update the EOPS to remain in compliance with the provisions of 
AB26 and the California Supreme Court’s ruling in “California Redevelopment Association v. 
Matosantos” on December 29, 2011.  The original EOPS was adopted in August 2011, and 
amended on December 29, 2011. This will be the second amendment.  Upon adoption, staff will 
forward the information to the required parties and will post the amended schedule on the City’s 
web site as required under the legislation. 
 
ADVANCES GOAL: 11 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
AB 26, as originally enacted by the legislature, required Redevelopment Agencies to adopt an 
EOPS within 60 days of the effective date of the legislation.  The EOPS is required to include 
the following information about each obligation: 

a. The project name associated with the obligation 
b. The Payee 
c. A short description of the nature of the work, product, service, facility, or other 

thing of value for which payment is to be made  
d. The amount of payments obligated to be made, by month, through December 

2011. 
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Agency Staff Report 2 of 3       Amended Enforceable  
January 17, 2012                                                                                             Obligation Payment Schedule   

The legislation defines “enforceable obligation” as follows: 

1. Bonds; 
2. Loans of monies borrowed by the redevelopment agency for a lawful purpose; 
3. Payments required by the federal or State government, or payments related to agency 

employees, including but not limited to, pension and unemployment payments; 
4. Judgments or settlements entered by a competent court of law; 
5. Legally binding and enforceable agreements or contracts; 
6. Contracts or agreements necessary for the continued administration or operation of the 

redevelopment agency (e.g., office space, equipment, supplies, insurance, services, travel 
expenses). 

The Community Redevelopment Agency of the City of Rancho Cordova “The Agency” first adopted 
an EOPS on August 23, 2011, in conformance with AB26.   

On December 29, 2011 the Agency Board approved an amendment to the EOPS in order to capture 
certain obligations that had previously not been included.   

Also on December 29, 2011 the California Supreme court issued their opinion upholding AB 1x26 
and invalidating AB x1 27.  The Court provided a four month extension for all deadlines 
contained in AB 26.  Therefore, the EOPS now needs to be amended to reflect payments 
owed through April 2012.  Several other changes need to be made as well, as follows: 

 Since the Agency Board has subsequently decided to abandon the Mills Station Crossing 
project, the EOPS should be amended to remove those obligations.   

 The Cooperative Agreement, adopted by the Agency Board on March 1, 2011 has also been 
added. The Cooperative Agreement was put in place for the purpose of protecting Agency 
assets in the event that legislation was approved to limit or dissolve redevelopment activities. 
This agreement, and the redevelopment projects detailed within it, is included in the EOPS 
since it was previously adopted by the Agency Board.  The Cooperative Agreement includes 
some obligations that are separately stated on the EOPS.  However, the Agency lacks the 
authority to amend the Cooperative Agreement to remove duplicity and staff feels it prudent 
to separately state these certain obligations.   

 Staff has added an obligation for the next and final annual independent audit of the 
Redevelopment Agency’s financial statements.  While a contract does not currently exist for 
this work, and AB26 is silent regarding the need for an audit of the final financial statements, 
we feel this work may still be required.   

 Staff has listed invoices for work performed in the current year under the header of Loan for 
Agency overhead, administrative and planning expenses for the 11/12 fiscal year to provide 
clarity that the obligation is to the City’s General Fund. 

 We added the Fund Balance in the RDA Capital Projects Fund – amounts are being 
accumulated for future projects of the Sacramento Metropolitan Fire District per executed 
agreement. 

The EOPS is subject to review and approval by the Oversight Board once that Board has been 
formed. The Successor Agency may only make payments for those obligations identified in the 
EOPS until a Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule (ROPS) is prepared. The ROPS must be 
prepared by the Successor Agency by March 1, 2012. 
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ATTACHMENT 
   
Resolution No. CRA 1-2012 including Exhibit A: Enforceable Obligation Payment Schedule 
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Resolution No. CRA-1-2011  Page 1 of 2 

COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF THE CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA 
 

RESOLUTION NO. CRA-1-2012 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF THE CITY OF 
RANCHO CORDOVA ADOPTING AN AMENDED ENFORCEABLE OBLIGATION PAYMENT 

SCHEDULE  
 

WHEREAS, the Community Redevelopment Agency of the City of Rancho Cordova (the 
“Agency”) is a duly constituted redevelopment agency, activated by Ordinance No. 55-2004 on 
December 6, 2004, under the California Community Redevelopment Law (Health & Safety Code 
§ 33000 et seq.) (the “CRL”) and thereto is responsible for the administration of redevelopment 
activities within the City of Rancho Cordova pursuant to action of the City Council of the City of 
Rancho Cordova (“City Council” or “City,” as applicable); and 
 
 WHEREAS, pursuant to the CRL, the City Council approved and adopted the 
Redevelopment Plan for the Rancho Cordova Redevelopment Project Area One on June 19, 
2006, by Agency Resolution No. 112-2006, (the “Plan”), and the Agency is vested with the 
responsibility for implementing and carrying out the Plan; and 
 

WHEREAS, the Agency is currently in the process of carrying out the goals and 
objectives of the Plan by continuing to: eliminate blight; increase, improve and preserve the 
supply of affordable housing in the community; stimulate and expand economic growth and 
employment opportunities by revitalizing properties and businesses within the project areas; and 
alleviate deficiencies in public infrastructure; and, 

 WHEREAS, in connection with approval and adoption of the State Budget for Fiscal 
Year 2011-12, the California Legislature has approved, and the Governor has signed 
(i) ABx1 26 (Stats. 2011, chap. 5, “ABx1 26”), which immediately, and purportedly retroactively, 
suspends otherwise legal redevelopment activities and incurrence of indebtedness and 
dissolves redevelopment agencies effective October 1, 2011, the Agency adopted a payment 
schedule for agency’s enforceable obligations in conformance with Section 34169(g) of the 
Health and Safety Code on August 23, 2011, with Resolution CRA 11-2011, and submit such 
schedule to the county auditor-controller, the State Controller and the State Department of 
Finance; and 
 

WHEREAS, in order for the Agency to stay in compliance with Section 34167 (h) of the 
Health and Safety Code, the Agency amended, in accordance with Section 34169(g)(2) of the 
Health and Safety Code, the original enforceable obligation payment schedule on December 29, 
2011, with Resolution CRA 12-2011, to include enforceable obligations which were inadvertently left 
off of the original schedule; and  
 

WHEREAS, on December 29, 2011, the California Supreme Court upheld Assembly Bill 
ABx1 26, eliminating redevelopment agencies statewide; and 
 

WHEREAS, effective February 1, 2012, all redevelopment agencies in California are 
dissolved; and 
 

WHEREAS, the Agency has prepared the Amended Enforceable Obligation Payment 
Schedule, attached hereto as Exhibit A.  
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Resolution No. CRA-1-2011  Page 2 of 2 

 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED THE BOARD MEMBERS OF THE 
COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF THE CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA that:  
 

1. The Agency hereby adopts the Amended Enforceable Obligation Payment 
Schedule, attached hereto as Exhibit A.   

2. The Agency Secretary is hereby directed to post the adopted Amended 
Enforceable Obligation Payment Schedule on the City’s website; transmit a copy of the 
Amended Enforceable Obligation Payment Schedule or notification of its website location to the 
State Department of Finance, the State Controller, and the Sacramento County Auditor-
Controller; and post and provide notification of any subsequent amendments thereto, in 
accordance with Section 34169(g)(2) of the Health and Safety Code. 

 PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board Members of the Community Redevelopment 
Agency of the City of Rancho Cordova on the __ day of ___________, 2012 by the following 
vote: 

 
 
AYES:   
 
NOES:   
 
ABSENT:  
 
ABSTAIN:  
 
 
 
        ____________________________ 
        David M. Sander, Agency Chair 
 
 
 
 
ATTEST:       
 
 
     __ 
Mindy Cuppy, CMC, Agency Secretary  
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Name of Redevelopment Agency: The Community Redevelopment Agency of the City of Rancho Cordova Page 1 of 1

Project Area(s) All

AMENDED ENFORCEABLE OBLIGATION PAYMENT SCHEDULE
Per AB 26 - Section 34167 and 34169 (*)

Project Name / Debt Obligation Payee Description Aug** Sept Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb March April Total

1) City Loan entered into on 7/1/05 City of Rancho Cordova
Loan for Agency overhead, administrative & planning 
expenses (FY 05/06) 70,557 6,121 6,121 6,121$               

2) City Loan entered into on 7/1/05 City of Rancho Cordova
Loan for Agency overhead, administrative & planning 
expenses (FY 06/07) 578,747 50,211 50,211 50,211$             

3) City Loan entered into on 7/1/05 City of Rancho Cordova
Loan for Agency overhead, administrative & planning 
expenses (FY 07/08) 645,638 56,014 56,014 56,014$             

4) City Loan entered into on 7/1/05 City of Rancho Cordova
Loan for Agency overhead, administrative & planning 
expenses (FY 10/11) 2,964,440 257,189 257,189 257,189$           

5) City Loan entered into on 7/1/05 City of Rancho Cordova

Loan for Agency overhead, administrative & planning 
expenses as detailed below (FY 11/12)               
*Amounts represent RDA expenditures through 1/31/12 20,716 1,797 1,797 1,797$               

     - County of Sacramento Reimbursement of overpayment of Tax Increment 79,936 79,936 73,001 73,001$             
     - Meyers Nave Legal services 16,671 16,671 3,340 11,639 246 15,225$             
     - Meyers Nave Project legal expenses 348,397 348,397 68,288 226,522 23,361 318,171$           
     - MuniServices Final payment for audit of base year increment 28,650 28,650 26,164 26,164$             
     - Maze & Associates Audit Services performed in 11/12 for FY 10/11 7,364 7,364 4,050 2,675 6,725$               
     - County of Sacramento Taxes due on RDA owned properties 526 526 480 480$                  
     - Dauenhauer Purchase of Real Property 1,758,220 1,758,220 1,605,680 1,605,680$        
     - Union Bank Improvements to water line 239,398 239,398 37,773 96,774 84,081 218,628$           
     - Overland,Pacific Cutler Consulting for Acquisition/Relocation Services 8,167 8,167 330 5,988 1,140 7,458$               
     - Seifel Consulting, Inc Open contract for RDA & Housing Advisory Services 1,063 1,063 971 971$                  
     - City of Rancho Cordova Administrative Cost 110,205 110,205 17,152 18,762 25,780 15,442 23,373 135 100,644$           
     - City of Rancho Cordova Maintenance Cost 5,842 5,842 650 1,658 598 2,429 5,335$               

6) Contract for Consulting Services Meyers Nave Legal services 36,775 36,775 7,355 7,355 7,355 7,355 7,355 36,775$             
7) Los Rios Project Meyers Nave Project legal expenses 351,829 351,829 70,366 70,366 70,366 70,366 70,365 351,829$           
8) Audit Maze & Associates Audit Services performed in 11/12 for FY 10/11 275 275 275 275$                  
9) Mills Station Check Cashing Relocation costs 100,000 100,000 -$                   

10) Los Rios Project Lily Property Eminent Domain - Defendants Legal Fees 875,000 875,000 875,000 875,000$           

11) Contract for Consulting Services Seifel Consulting, Inc
Open contract for Redevelopment & Housing 
Advisory Services 50,000 50,000 8,350 8,350 8,350 8,350 33,400$             

12) Contract for Consulting Services BSK Associates Open contract for Environmental Consulting Services 87,000 75,000 14,500 12,500 12,500 12,500 52,000$             

13) Contract for Consulting Services Brown & Caldwell Open contract for Environmental Consulting Services 120,000 25,000 4,165 4,165 4,165 4,165 16,660$             

14) Contract for Consulting Services Kleinfelder, Inc Open contract for Environmental Consulting Services 97,000 68,500 14,500 9,000 11,415 11,415 11,415 11,415 69,160$             
15) Contract for Consulting Services Overland, Pacific and Cutler Consulting for Acquisition/Relocation Services 2,752 2,752 917 917 918 2,752$               
16) Crossings at New Rancho UHC Rental Assistance 618,300 0 -$                   
17) Horizons at New Rancho Meyers Nave Project legal expenses 15,000 15,000 6,350 1,100 1,100 1,100 1,100 1,100 1,100 12,950$             
18) Horizons at New Rancho County of Sacramento Outstanding Property Taxes 45,000 45,000 -$                   
19) Cooperative Agreement Specified Projects 129,690,000 0 -$                   

20) Contractual Agreement
Sacramento Metropolitan 
Fire District

Capital Projects Fund Balance being held by the RDA 
for future Sac Metro Fire Capital Projects 471,344 471,344 271,344 271,344$           

Totals - This Page 139,444,812$    5,092,246$          1,755,106$   199,123$      116,927$      16,542$        347,974$      1,416,164$   387,787$      116,168$      116,168$      4,471,959$        
Totals - Page 2 -$                   -$                    -$              -$              -$              -$              -$              -$              -$              -$              -$              -$                   
Totals - Page 3 -$                   -$                    -$              -$              -$              -$              -$              -$              -$              -$              -$              -$                   
Totals - Page 4 -$                   -$                    -$              -$              -$              -$              -$              -$              -$              -$              -$              -$                   
Totals - Other Obligations 362,191,927$    484,903$             -$              -$              -$              -$              -$              22,500$        22,500$        22,500$        26,625$        94,125$             
  Grand total - All Pages 501,636,739$    5,577,149$          1,755,106$   199,123$      116,927$      16,542$        347,974$      1,438,664$   410,287$      138,668$      142,793$      4,566,084$        

*  This Enforceable Obligation Payment Schedule (EOPS) is to be adopted by the redevelopment agency no later than late August. It is valid through 12/31/11. It is the basis for the Preliminary Draft 
    Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule (ROPS), which must be prepared by the dissolving Agency by 9/30/11. (The draft ROPS must be prepared by the Successor Agency by 11/30/11.)
    If an agency adopts a continuation ordinance per ABX1 27, this EOPS will not be valid and there is no need to prepare a ROPS.
** Includes payments to be made starting in the month the original EOPS was adopted.

Total 
Outstanding Debt 

or Obligation

Payments by monthTotal Due During 
Fiscal Year
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Name of Redevelopment Agency: The Community Redevelopment Agency of the City of Rancho Cordova Page 1 of 1 

Project Area(s) All

AMENDED OTHER OBLIGATION PAYMENT SCHEDULE
Per AB 26 - Section 34167 and 34169 (*)

Project Name / Debt Obligation Payee Description Aug** Sept Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb March April Total

1) Statutory Payments
Los Rios Community 
College AB 1290 Payment 11,518,668 4,415 -$                 

2) Statutory Payments Folsom-Cordova USD AB 1290 Payment 64,274,920 24,725 -$                 
3) Statutory Payments Sacramento City USD AB 1290 Payment 19,924,574 7,531 -$                 

4) Statutory Payments County Wide Equalization AB 1290 Payment 413,674 159 -$                 
5) Statutory Payments County Service Area 1 AB 1290 Payment 768,342 299 -$                 

6) Statutory Payments
Sacramento Water 
Agency AB 1290 Payment 6,665,271 2,317 -$                 

7) Statutory Payments
Sacramento Public 
Library AB 1290 Payment 6,444,206 2,470 -$                 

8) Statutory Payments
Sacramento County 
General AB 1290 Payment 90,600,688 16,540 -$                 

9) Statutory Payments Fair Oaks Cemetery AB 1290 Payment 41,663 0 -$                 

10) Statutory Payments
Cordova Park & 
Recreation District AB 1290 Payment 17,576,765 4,355 -$                 

11) Statutory Payments
Sacramento Metropolitan 
Fire District AB 1290 Payment 103,355,468 39,619 -$                 

12) Statutory Payments Juvenile Hall AB 1290 Payment 174,664 67 -$                 
13) Statutory Payments Regional Occup Center AB 1290 Payment 303,357 116 -$                 

14) Statutory Payments
Infant Dev-Physical 
Handicapped AB 1290 Payment 18,405 7 -$                 

15) Statutory Payments
Infant Dev-Mentally 
Handicapped AB 1290 Payment 18,405 7 -$                 

16) Statutory Payments Childrens Institution AB 1290 Payment 1,415,686 543 -$                 

17) Statutory Payments
County Superintendent 
Admin AB 1290 Payment 818,160 314 -$                 

18) Statutory Payments
Sacramento Yolo 
Mosquito AB 1290 Payment 2,739,448 1,050 -$                 

19) Statutory Payments
Development Center 
Handicapped AB 1290 Payment 459,644 176 -$                 

20) Statutory Payments City of Rancho Cordova AB 1290 Payment 27,700,947 18,460 -$                 
21) Statutory Payments Rancho Cordova Roads AB 1290 Payment 312,545 120 -$                 

22) Statutory Payments
Educational Revenue 
Augm Fund AB 1290 Payment 20,834 -$                 

23) Statutory Payments
Sacramento Metropolitan 
Fire District Payments per CRL 33607.5 567,927 18,654 -$                 

24) Administration RDA Sucessor Agency

Administrative Cost Allowance for 
staffing, legal service, etc. - 24 years 
until debt paid off 6,000,000 250,000 21,000 21,000 21,000 21,000 84,000$           

25) Mills Station RDA Sucessor Agency Property Maintenance 18,000 18,000 1,500 1,500 1,500 1,500 6,000$             
25) Mills Station RDA Sucessor Agency Demolition costs 50,000 50,000 -$                 

26) Audit Maze & Associates

Audit Services required by law to be 
performed in 11/12 and 12/13 for the 
11/12 fiscal year. 10,500 4,125 4,125 4,125$             

Totals - Other Obligations 362,191,927$       484,903$               -$              -$              -$              -$              -$                  22,500$             22,500$             22,500$             26,625$             94,125$           

Total Outstanding 
Debt or Obligation

Payments by monthTotal Due During 
Fiscal Year
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  AGENDA ITEM 8.6 

 
 

 MEMORANDUM 
 
 
DATE:  January 17, 2012 
 
TO:  Honorable Mayor and Council Members 
  Agency Chair and Directors 
   
FROM: Micah Runner, Economic Development Manager 
 
SUBJECT: A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RANCHO 

CORDOVA AND THE REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF THE CITY OF 
RANCHO CORDOVA DETERMINING THAT THE CITY OF RANCHO 
CORDOVA HAS NOT FORGIVEN ANY DEBT OF THE REDEVELOPMENT 
AGENCY TO THE CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA 

 

 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
That Council and Agency Board: 
a) Adopt Resolution No. 6-2012; and 
b) Adopt Resolution No. CRA 2-2012. 
 
RESULT OF RECOMMENDED ACTION 
 
Adoption of these resolutions will confirm that no debt has been forgiven between the 
Community Redevelopment Agency and the City of Rancho Cordova during the period of 
January 1, 2010 through December 31, 2011.  The approved Resolutions will be forwarded to 
the California State Controller to fulfill the legislative reporting requirement. 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
Assembly Bill 936 requires an agency or public body to adopt a resolution stating its intention to 
forgive the repayment of a loan, advance, or indebtedness owed by a public body to the agency 
or an agency to the public body prior to repayment forgiveness, as specified. The bill would also 
require the agency or public body, on or before February 1, 2012, to adopt a resolution 
declaring whether it has forgiven the repayment of a loan, advance, or indebtedness owed by a 
public body or an agency to the public body during a specified period. The City of Rancho 
Cordova has not forgiven any debt of the Redevelopment Agency during the period of January 
1, 2010 through December 31, 2011. 
 
This action does not have any relationship to Assembly Bill 1X 26 (the "Redevelopment 
Dissolution" bill) and invalidating Assembly Bill 1X 27 (the "Voluntary Payment" bill). This was a 
separate legislative action that requires action by the public bodies by February 1, 2012.  
 
ATTACHMENTS 
 
1. Resolution No. 6-2012 
2. Resolution No. CRA 2-2012 
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ATTACHMENT 1 

Resolution 6-2012   Page 1 of 1 

 
CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA 

 
RESOLUTION NO. 6-2012 

 
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA 

DETERMINING THAT THE CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA HAS NOT FORGIVEN ANY 
DEBT BY THE COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF THE CITY OF 

RANCHO CORDOVA, PURSUANT TO ASSEMBLY BILL 936  
 
WHEREAS, Assembly Bill 936, effective January 1, 2012, provides that by February 1, 
2012, every public body, including cities, must adopt a resolution stating whether or not 
during the period of January 1, 2010 through December 31, 2011, the public body 
forgave any loans, advances or indebtedness owed to a public body by a redevelopment 
agency; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City of Rancho Cordova (“City”) has reviewed the files maintained by 
the City and has determined that the City has not forgiven any loans, advances or 
indebtedness owed to the City by the Community Redevelopment Agency of the City of 
Rancho Cordova during the period of January 1, 2010 through December 31, 2011. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Rancho 
Cordova as follows: 
 
1. Recitals.  The foregoing recitals are true and correct and made a part of this 
Resolution.   
 
2. Findings.  The City Council hereby finds and determines that the City has not 
forgiven any loans, advances or indebtedness owed to the Community Redevelopment 
Agency of the City of Rancho Cordova during the period of January 1, 2010 through 
December 31, 2011.  
 
3. Direction to City Manager.  The City Council hereby instructs the City Manager 
to transmit a copy of this Resolution to the Governing Board of the Community 
Redevelopment Agency of the City of Rancho Cordova and also to transmit a copy of 
this Resolution to the California State Controller.  
 
Passed and adopted this ____ day of ________, 2012, by the following vote: 
 
AYES:           
NOES:         
ABSTAIN: 
ABSENT:    
 
 ___________________________ 
 David M. Sander, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
________________________ 
Mindy Cuppy, CMC, City Clerk 
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ATTACHMENT 2 
 

Resolution CRA 2-2012  Page 1 of 1 

COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF THE CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA 
 

RESOLUTION NO. CRA 2-2012 
 

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT 
AGENCY OF THE CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA  

DETERMINING THAT THE COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY HAS NOT 
FORGIVEN ANY  DEBT BY THE CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA OR ANY OTHER PUBLIC 

ENTITY PURSUANT TO ASSEMBLY BILL 936 
 

WHEREAS, the Community Redevelopment Agency of the City of Rancho Cordova (“Agency”) 
is a redevelopment agency formed, existing and exercising its powers pursuant to California 
Community Redevelopment Law, Health and Safety Code Section 33000 et seq.; and 
 
WHEREAS, Assembly Bill 936, effective January 1, 2012, provides that by February 1, 2012, 
redevelopment agencies must adopt a resolution stating whether or not during the period of 
January 1, 2010 through December 31, 2011, the agency forgave any loans, advances or 
indebtedness owed to the agency by any public body, including the city; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Agency has reviewed the files maintained by the Agency and has determined 
that the Agency has not forgiven any loans, advances or indebtedness owed to Agency by any 
public body, including the City of Rancho Cordova, during the period of January 1, 2010 through 
December 31, 2011. 

 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Directors of the Community 
Redevelopment Agency of the City of Rancho Cordova as follows: 

 
1. Recitals.  The foregoing recitals are true and correct and made a part of this Resolution.   
 
2. Findings.  The Agency hereby finds and determines that the Agency has not forgiven 
any loans, advances or indebtedness owed to the Agency by any public body, including the City 
of Rancho Cordova, during the period of January 1, 2010 through December 31, 2011.  
 
3. Direction to Executive Director.  The Agency hereby instructs the Executive Director 
to transmit a copy of this Resolution to the City Council of the City of Rancho Cordova and also 
to transmit a copy of this Resolution to the California State Controller.  
 
Passed and adopted this __ day of ___________ 2012, by the following vote: 
 
AYES:           
NOES:         
ABSTAIN: 
ABSENT:    
 
 ___________________________ 
  David M. Sander, Chairperson 
 
ATTEST: 
 
___________________________ 
Mindy Cuppy, Agency Secretary 
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 AGENDA ITEM 8.7 

 
 

   MEMORANDUM 
 
 
DATE:  January 17, 2012 
 
TO:  Honorable Mayor and Council Members 
 
FROM: Reed Flory, Housing Services Administrator 
  Jessica Hayes, Housing Services Assistant 
 
SUBJECT: RESOLUTION DESIGNATING RESPONSIBILITY FOR THE 

COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF THE CITY OF 
RANCHO CORDOVA’S HOUSING ASSETS AND OBLIGATIONS 

 

 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Adopt Resolution No. 7-2012.  
 
RESULT OF RECOMMENDED ACTION 
 
Housing assets and functions associated with the 20% Low and Moderate Income 
Housing set-aside monies will be transferred from the Community Redevelopment 
Agency of the City of Rancho Cordova to the City of Rancho Cordova. 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
On June 30, 2011 Governor Jerry Brown signed into law AB x1 26, the Assembly Bill 
that dissolved redevelopment agencies and created a mechanism to wind down all 
redevelopment activity, including the sale of redevelopment assets and the re-allocation 
of redevelopment funds.  This legislation was challenged in the Supreme Court of the 
State of California in August of 2011, and was put under judicial stay while the Supreme 
Court decided its constitutionality.  On December 29, 2011 the California Supreme Court 
issued their decision on AB x1 26, declaring it constitutional and upholding it as law.  
The court also re-started the timeline for RDA dissolution, and the transfer of assets to 
the Successor Agency, which had been stalled during the judicial stay period.  On 
January 10, 2011 the City Council of the City of Rancho Cordova issued a resolution 
stating that the City, as a jurisdiction with a Community Redevelopment Agency, had 
decided to perform the duties of the Successor Agency, as identified in AB x1 26, to 
wind-down redevelopment activities and to dispose of RDA assets. 
 
AB x1 26 makes special provisions for RDA assets that had been purchased   with 20% 
Low and Moderate Income Housing Set Aside funds, as defined in California 
Redevelopment Law (Low-Mod). AB x1 26 allows for jurisdictions to assume 
responsibility for the defunct RDA’s housing assets and obligations.  The legislations is 
unclear as to whether or not this includes the funds on balance in the Low-Mod 
accounts.  Legislation has been proposed that would attach these funds to the housing 
obligations as additional transferable assets. 
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City Council Staff Report 2 of 3 RDA Housing Responsibility 
January 17, 2012   

 
The primary means the City has to maintain control of its housing assets, and to ensure 
the form of the development of the parcels in question, is for the City to officially assume 
the defunct RDA’s housing assets and obligations. 
 
 
The City’s RDA has both Low-Mod assets and obligations.   
 
Assets: 
 

The RDA has three parcels that constitute its non-cash housing assets.  These 
contiguous parcels are located at 10427 Folsom Boulevard – the former site of the 
Stagger Inn.  The parcels are shovel-ready – all structures have been demolished 
and the environmental reviews have been completed.  This site is the proposed site 
for Phase II of the New Rancho redevelopment project, which is to be a 48 unit multi-
family senior affordable housing community named the Horizons @ New Rancho.   
 
The RDA has approximately $400,000 in the Low-Mod housing fund.  
 

Obligations: 
 

The RDA is obligated under the functional portions of California Redevelopment Law 
to replace any demolished housing units.  To date, 49 substandard housing units 
have been demolished in the City’s redevelopment area.  17 units have been 
replaced.  This leaves a housing replacement obligation of 32 units.  Replacement 
units must be affordable to low- and moderate-income households. 
 
The RDA is also the signatory entity on two regulatory agreements that are designed 
to protect the City’s affordable housing stock.  One agreement is with the developer 
of the brand-new Crossings @ New Rancho multi-family community.  The other is 
with the owner of the La Loma Apartments, which were completely renovated in 
2009.  The RDA is responsible for monitoring and enforcing these agreements. 
 
Finally, the RDA has been responsible for administering the Low-Mod housing 
assets and obligations – which includes state reporting requirements. 

 
If the City chooses to assume these housing assets (with the possible exception of the 
Low-Mod housing fund, which may be sent to the county auditor-controller for 
redistribution) and obligations from the RDA, the City will have both increased 
opportunities and risk. 
 
Opportunities: 
 
 As stated previously, the primary means the City has to maintain control of its 

housing assets, and to ensure the form of the development of the parcels in 
question, is for the City to officially assume the defunct RDA’s housing assets and 
obligations. By so doing, the City may also enhance its ability to attract future 
Housing and Redevelopment related grant funding, as well as to possibly preserve 
existing Low Mod fund balances (the final designation of these fund balances is 
unclear in the current legislation).  While AB x1 26 is unclear about the final 
destination of Low-Mod funds, it is clear that if a jurisdiction does not choose to 
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City Council Staff Report 3 of 3 RDA Housing Responsibility 
January 17, 2012   

assume redevelopment housing assets and obligations, the jurisdiction will not have 
any claim to those Low-Mod funds.  On the other hand, clean-up legislation has 
already been proposed that would specifically and clearly allocate Low-Mod funds on 
balance to the entities that choose to assume housing assets and obligations. 
 
State-wide, considerable discussion is currently underway to create long-term 
funding streams for affordable housing production and rehabilitation.  Jurisdictions 
that have retained the control of their housing assets and obligations would likely 
have priority claims to these new funding streams. 
 
For the City of Rancho Cordova, assuming the RDA’s housing assets and obligations 
also means the City would have the opportunity to continue to pursue funding to 
complete Phase II of the New Rancho redevelopment project and to support the 
Council’s vision of Folsom Boulevard. 
 

Risks: 
 

Assuming the RDA’s housing assets and obligations does include some risk.  The 
California Redevelopment Law dictates that demolished housing units must be 
replaced.   
 
The City may not be able to easily divest of these assets and obligations should it 
later decide that it does not want the responsibilities associated with managing the 
former RDA’s housing assets and obligations.  The AB x1 26 legislation provides a 
clear chain of distribution should the City decide that it does not want these 
responsibilities.  There is no clear guidance for jurisdictions that first accept these 
responsibilities and then later decide that they are no longer desirable and wish to 
divest of these housing assets and obligations. 

 
The City Council must make the decision whether or not to assume the RDA’s housing 
assets and obligations by February 1, 2012.  The City does not have to assume the 
RDA’s housing assets and obligations.  AB x1 26 provides alternatives if the 
redevelopment agency’s parent jurisdiction declines the housing assets and obligations.  
In such case, the City would adopt the resolution seen as Attachment B declining the 
housing assets and obligations of the defunct RDA.  In the case of Rancho Cordova, the 
housing assets and obligations of the RDA will then go to the local housing authority, 
which is the Sacramento Housing and Redevelopment Agency (SHRA).  If the SHRA 
chooses not to assume these housing assets and obligations, then they are transferred 
to HCD for state administration.  Neither SHRA nor HCD have any obligations to develop 
on the Folsom Boulevard properties.  They would, however, likely have claim to any 
Low-Mod funds or future funding streams associated with the previous RDA’s housing 
obligations. 
 
 
ATTACHMENT 
   
Resolution No. 7-2012 
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Resolution No. 7-2012   Page 1 of 2 

CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA 
 

RESOLUTION NO. 7-2012 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA 
ELECTING TO RETAIN THE HOUSING ASSETS AND FUNCTIONS OF THE 

RANCHO CORDOVA COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT AGENCY PURSUANT TO 
HEALTH AND SAFETY CODE SECTION 34176(a) 

 
 WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of  Rancho Cordova (“City”) approved 
and adopted a Redevelopment Plan for the Community Redevelopment Agency of the 
City of Rancho Cordova (“Redevelopment Plan”) covering certain properties within the 
City (“Project Area”), pursuant to the California Community Redevelopment Law (Health 
and Safety Code Section 33000 et seq.) (the “CRL”); and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Community Redevelopment Agency of Rancho Cordova 
(“Agency”) is a redevelopment agency engaged in activities to execute and implement 
the Redevelopment Plan pursuant to the CRL; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the California Legislature adopted, the Governor signed, and the 
California Supreme Court, in California Redevelopment Association, et al. v. Ana 
Matosantos, et al., has upheld ABX1 26, legislation that amends the CRL; provides that  
the Agency will be dissolved effective as of February 1, 2012; and further provides that 
the City may elect to retain the responsibility for performing housing functions previously 
performed by the Agency, in which event all rights, powers, assets, liabilities, duties and 
obligations associated with the housing activities of the Agency, excluding any amounts 
in the Agency’s Low and Moderate Income Housing Fund, shall be transferred to the 
City in accordance with the provisions of Health and Safety Code Section 34176(a); and 
 
 WHEREAS, pursuant to Health and Safety Code Section 34176(b), in the event 
that the City did not elect to retain the Agency’s housing assets and functions, the 
transferee would be the local housing authority in the territorial jurisdiction of the former 
redevelopment agency, or, if there were no local housing authority in the territorial 
jurisdiction, the transferee would be the State Department of Housing and Community 
Development; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Rancho Cordova believes that it is in 
the best interest of the community for the City to retain the housing assets and functions 
previously performed by the Agency. 
 
 NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of 
Rancho Cordova as follows: 
 
 Section 1.  All of the recitals above are true and correct and incorporated 
herein. 
 Section 2.  Based on the foregoing recitals and the information provided to 
the City Council by City staff, the City Council hereby declares that the City of Rancho 
Cordova elects to retain the housing assets and functions previously performed by the 
Community Redevelopment Agency of the City of Rancho Cordova and to assume the 
transfer thereof in accordance with Health and Safety Code Section 34176(a) and other 
applicable law. 
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Resolution No. 7-2012   Page 2 of 2 

 Section 3.  The City Manager is hereby authorized to take all action 
necessary to effectuate this Resolution.  
 
 Section 4.  This Resolution is effective on the day of its adoption. 
 
 Section 5.  If any provision, clause, section or part of this Resolution is found 
to be unconstitutional, illegal or invalid, such finding shall affect only such provision, 
sentence, clause, section or part, and shall not affect or impair any of the remaining 
parts. 
 
PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Rancho Cordova this ____ 
day of ________, 2012, by the following vote: 
 
AYES:  
          
NOES:  
        
ABSTAIN: 
 
ABSENT:    
 
 
 ___________________________ 
 David M. Sander, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
__________________________ 
Mindy Cuppy, CMC, City Clerk 
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AGENDA ITEM 10.1 

 
 

  MEMORANDUM 
 
 
DATE:  January 17, 2012 
 
TO:  Honorable Mayor and City Council Members 
 
FROM: Paul Junker, Planning Director 
   
SUBJECT: ORDINANCES AMENDING THE FOLSOM BOULEVARD SPECIFIC PLAN 

(FBSP) TO ADD BUILDING REPLACEMENT POLICY AND EXCEPTIONS 
SECTIONS 

 

 
RECOMMENDATION   

 
That Council: 
a) Adopt Urgency Ordinance No. 1-2012; and 
b) Waive the first reading and introduce Ordinance No. 2-2012. 
 
RESULT OF RECOMMENDED ACTION 
 
Adoption of these ordinances will amend Section IV of the Folsom Boulevard Specific Plan.  
The amendment will add greater flexibility for development within the Specific Plan by adding 
Building Replacement Policy and Exceptions sections.   
 
BACKGROUND 
 
As discussed in December 2011, the City Council urgently desired additional flexibility within 
the Folsom Boulevard Specific Plan (FBSP), mainly relating to Pulse Point and Transit-
Oriented Development Overlay regulations, in order to maintain feasibility of pending 
development projects along Folsom Boulevard that are of high importance to the community 
and are time-sensitive.  In order to accomplish this task in a timely manner without causing 
collateral issues with the General Plan and Zoning Code, staff proposed an alternative 
approach to amending the FBSP.  The City Council supported this alternative direction on 
December 19, 2011.   
 
The ordinances included herein achieve implementation of the desired amendments within 
the Specific Plan.  An Urgency Ordinance is included so the amendments can take effect 
immediately.  As previously indicated, two active project applications are being processed for 
action at this time.  These amendments are imperative in order for the City Council to act on 
these two pending project requests.  Furthermore, the pending projects are crucial to the 
economic revitalization of the plan area, which is necessary to preserve and enhance the 
public peace, health, and safety in the project area. 
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Proposed Amendments to the Specific Plan 
 
Building Replacement Policy 
 
As proposed, the Building Replacement Policy section establishes the conditions under 
which an existing commercial building can be razed and replaced with a new commercial 
building.  Currently, one of the most viable forms of commercial development is the 
demolition and reconstruction of aging retail buildings. Typically, this type of project is 
situated within a framework of development (existing buildings) that limit the potential for 
complying with FBSP regulations related to site design and building orientation.  The FBSP 
does not provide flexibility for such building replacement projects. The new policy provides 
square footage and location standards for the new building as well as ensures that adequate 
parking and pedestrian circulation continues to be provided. This activity is currently 
prohibited by the FBSP, which has proven to be detrimental to the feasibility of development 
along Folsom Boulevard.  The specific conditions for replacement are important to continue 
to further the vision of the FBSP and reinvestment into Folsom Boulevard.  The language for 
the proposed new section is included in Exhibit A of Attachment 1. 
 
Exceptions 
 
The proposed Exceptions section creates a new entitlement under the approval authority of 
the City Council. It allows the Council to make certain findings and support development 
projects that may not be able to strictly adhere to the development standards of the FBSP.  
Exceptions can be granted for deviations from development standards only; uses that are not 
allowed in the base zone district cannot become allowable through the Exception process.  
An Exception request would be processed along with the Major Design Review, project-level 
CEQA review, and any other entitlement a project requires for approval. The applicant is 
required to provide explanation and justification for the deviations from each development 
standard that cannot be met.  Additionally, in order to be granted an Exception, the applicant 
must demonstrate that their project can achieve at least of 4 of the following outcomes: 
 

 Will fulfill a compelling community need, as indicated by an existing City goal, General 
Plan policy, budget priority, or other Council adopted policy document 

 Will improve an existing blighted situation by removing 100% of the blight located 
upon the subject property 

 Will provide unmet services to a currently underserved community 

 Will create at least 15 new permanent full time jobs (or new jobs equivalent to at least 
15 FTE) or a minimum of 1 job per 500 square feet  

 Will generate annual sales tax contributions to the City in excess of $25,000 

 Investments in the property will increase the property tax revenue for the subject 
parcel(s) by 250% 

 
In granting the Exception, the City Council will be required to find that the project has 
implemented the development standards to the fullest extent feasible and does not result in 
any negative environmental or public health impacts.  The language for the proposed new 
section is included in Exhibit A of Attachment 1. 
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Proposed Ordinances 
 
As presented, this agenda item includes both an urgency ordinance and a traditional 
ordinance to implement these amendments as soon as possible.  The urgency ordinance 
takes effect immediately following Council action. As previously expressed by the City 
Council, these amendments are a matter of urgency because they provide the needed 
flexibility within the FBSP to allow for the continuing viability of proposed projects in the plan 
area that will assist in creating a safe, prosperous, and aesthetically pleasing community.  
Economic development is crucial to preserve and improve public peace, health, and safety 
within the plan area and any further delay could jeopardize the economic feasibility of 
pending projects. Given the importance of these changes, a traditional ordinance is also 
proposed. 
 
Environmental Determination 
 
The Rancho Cordova General Plan Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR) was certified in 
June 2006 by the Rancho Cordova City Council.  The General Plan EIR is a Program EIR 
(CEQA Guidelines section 15168).  Subsequently, the City adopted the Folsom Boulevard 
Specific Plan Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) in July 2008 to address project specific 
impacts that were not fully addressed in the General Plan EIR.  The Folsom Boulevard 
Specific Plan amendment is an activity within the scope of the General Plan Program EIR 
and FBSP MND and no further environmental review is required.  Further environmental 
review is not required because the proposed amendments do not meet the criteria for 
preparing a subsequent EIR or Negative Declaration under State CEQA Guidelines Section 
15162.  

 
First, the FBSP amendments are consistent with the General Plan, are limited in nature, and 
do not constitute substantial changes to the existing policies and actions in the General Plan.  
Overall, the proposed amendments would not cause a new significant impact or substantially 
increase the severity of a previously identified significant impact from the General Plan Final 
EIR or Folsom Boulevard Specific Plan MND that would require major revisions to the 
General Plan Final EIR or FBSP MND (State CEQA Guidelines Section 15162[a][1]).  All 
impacts would be nearly equivalent to the impacts previously analyzed in the General Plan 
Final EIR and FBSP MND.   
 
Second, the City is not aware of any substantial changes in the circumstances that would 
cause a new significant impact or substantially increase the severity of a previously identified 
significant impact requiring major revisions to the General Plan EIR or FBSP MND (State 
CEQA Guidelines Section 15162[a][2]).  There have been no changes in the environmental 
conditions in the Folsom Boulevard Specific Plan area not previously contemplated and 
analyzed in the General Plan EIR and FBSP MND that would result in new or substantially 
more severe environmental impacts.   
 
Third, there is no new information of substantial importance (which was not known or could 
not have been known at the time of the General Plan adoption in June 2006) that identifies: a 
new significant impact (condition “A” under State CEQA Guidelines Section 15162[a][3]); a 
substantial increase in the severity of a previously identified significant impact (condition “B” 
State CEQA Guidelines Section 15162[a][3]); mitigation measures or alternatives previously 
found infeasible that would now be feasible and would substantially reduce one or more 
significant effects of the General Plan; or mitigation measures or alternatives which are 
considerably different from those analyzed in the General Plan EIR or FBSP MND which 
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would substantially reduce one or more significant effects on the environment (conditions “C” 
and “D” State CEQA Guidelines Section 15162[a][3]).  None of the “new information” 
conditions listed in the State CEQA Guidelines Section 15162[a][3] are present in this case to 
trigger the need for a subsequent EIR. 
 
Finally, all subsequent projects located in the Folsom Boulevard Specific Plan that request 
using the building replacement policy or exceptions sections would be subject to additional 
environmental review. Therefore, no conditions have occurred that would require the 
preparation of a subsequent or supplemental EIR or MND and no further environmental 
review is necessary at this time. 
 
ATTACHMENTS 
 
1. Urgency Ordinance No. 1-2012, including Exhibit A, Amended Section IV of the FBSP 

with changes tracked. 
2. Ordinance No. 2-2012, including Exhibit A, Amended Section IV of the FBSP with 

changes tracked. 
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CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA 
 

URGENCY ORDINANCE NO. 1-2012 
 

AN URGENCY ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RANCHO 
CORDOVA AMENDING THE FOLSOM BOULEVARD SPECIFIC PLAN 

TO ADD BUILDING REPLACEMENT POLICY AND EXCEPTIONS SECTIONS 
 
WHEREAS, on November 6, 2006, the City of Rancho Cordova (“City”) adopted 

Ordinance 57-2006, establishing the Folsom Boulevard Specific Plan ("FBSP"), amending the 
Zoning Code, and amending the Zoning Code map designations for the properties within the 
Sunrise Boulevard South Planning Area, the Downtown Planning Area and Convention Overlay 
District; and 
 

WHEREAS, the certified Environmental Impact Report prepared for the previously 
adopted General Plan was found to adequately address all significant environmental impacts 
associated with the adoption of the FBSP, the Zoning Code amendment, and Zoning Code map 
amendment; therefore, no additional environmental review was necessary pursuant to California 
Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”) Guidelines 15183(a) and California Public Resources Code 
Section 21083.3; and 
 

WHEREAS, on July 7, 2008, the City adopted amendments to the FBSP establishing 
more detailed development standards and implementation guidelines; and  

 
WHEREAS, a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) for the 2008 FBSP Amendment 

was prepared and circulated, in accordance with the requirements of CEQA; and 
 
WHEREAS, in adopting the FBSP, the City sought to generate economic development 

in the plan area, improve the aesthetic value of the area, and improve public health and safety 
within the plan area, however, economic development has stalled in the plan area due to some 
of the restrictions and development standards in the FBSP, and the lack of flexibility in the plan; 
and  

 
WHEREAS, currently at least two projects that would provide crucial economic 

revitalization in the plan area cannot proceed because of the current restrictions in the FBSP; 
and 

 
WHEREAS, the City risks losing the proposed projects if they are not allowed to proceed 

in time for the 2012 construction season; and 
 
WHEREAS, in light of the recent abolishment of redevelopment agencies in California, 

projects that seek to replace buildings and generate economic development in blighted areas 
take on a new significance.  The City recognizes the importance of these projects in carrying out 
the vision of the General Plan and the FBSP.  The City also recognizes the time-sensitive 
nature of certain project proposals and the limitations of construction seasons; and  

 
WHEREAS, on December 5, 2011, the City Council expressed an urgent desire to add 

additional flexibility in the FBSP to ensure the continuation of vital economic development as 
soon as possible throughout the entire specific plan area; and 
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WHEREAS, on December 19, 2011, the City Council directed staff to prepare a Building 
Replacement Policy and Exceptions sections for the FBSP to allow for the immediate 
implementation of projects within the plan area that can generate short-term economic 
revitalization, reduce blight and improve the aesthetic value of the area, and improve public 
safety in the plan area; and 

 
WHEREAS, these amendments were analyzed and determined to be within the scope of 

the General Plan EIR and FBSP MND and required no further environmental review; and 
 
WHEREAS, on January 17, 2012, the City Council held a properly noticed public hearing 

at which it received a report from City staff, oral and written testimony from the public, and 
deliberated on the item. 
 
 NOW THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA 
DOES ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS: 
 
Section 1.   Recitals. The foregoing recitals are true and correct and made a part of this 
Ordinance. 
 
Section 2.  Findings. The City Council hereby finds that: 
 

A. CEQA Compliance.  The Rancho Cordova General Plan FEIR (SCH 
#2005022137) was certified in June 2006 by the Rancho Cordova City Council.  The General 
Plan EIR is a Program EIR. (CEQA Guidelines section 15168.)  Subsequently, in July 2008, the 
City adopted the Folsom Boulevard Specific Plan MND (SCH: 2007112018) to address project 
specific impacts that were not fully addressed in the General Plan EIR.  The Folsom Boulevard 
Specific Plan Amendment is an activity within the scope of the General Plan EIR and FBSP 
MND and requires no further environmental review.  Further environmental review is not 
required because the proposed amendments do not meet the criteria for preparing a 
subsequent EIR or Negative Declaration under State CEQA Guidelines section 15162. 
 

B. Consistency with the General Plan.  The attached Folsom Boulevard Specific 
Plan Amendment ("Amendment" or "proposed Amendment") is consistent with the General Plan 
as required by Government Code Section 65454.  The Amendment is consistent with and 
implements the following provisions of the City’s adopted General Plan: 

 
General Plan Vision:  
 
 Land Use Vision for a balanced and integrated mix of uses.  
 
 Economic Development Vision to market the City’s strengths, create incentives for 
economic prosperity, establish a vibrant Downtown, and a more balanced mix of uses. 
 
General Plan Goals, Policies, and Actions: 
 
 Land Use Goal LU.1 – Achieve a balanced and integrated land use pattern 
throughout the community (including Policies LU.1.2, LU.1.4, LU.1.7, and corresponding 
actions). 
 
Finding: The proposed Amendment will continue to provide for balanced and integrated 
land uses throughout the FBSP by providing for flexibility in development standards only.  
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The land use pattern will continue to be consistent with the vision of the General Plan 
and FBSP.  The form based provisions within the plan will remain available to be used 
by new development; however, the proposed Amendment builds flexibility into the plan 
itself.  The Amendment will ensure that any development that will provide jobs, increase 
in sales tax, or increase in property tax values could be allowed with City Council 
approval. 
 
 Land Use Goal LU.5 – Redevelop, regenerate, and raise the value of areas the City 
developed prior to incorporation (including Policies LU.5.1, LU.1.4, LU.1.7, and 
corresponding actions). 
 
Finding:  The proposed Amendment includes provisions for development that may result 
in an increase in the removal of blight within the FBSP area.  Through the removal of 
blight, both the monetary and quality of life values of the previously developed areas in 
the City will be improved. 
 
 Land Use Goal LU.6 – Ensure Development of the Planning Areas consistent with 
the City’s vision (including Policies LU.6.2, LU.6.4, and corresponding actions). 
 
Finding:  The proposed Amendment adds more flexibility; more detailed planning, to the 
existing framework of the FBSP.  The Amendments will ensure the continuation of 
development along Folsom Boulevard, which will result in revitalization to the area. 
 
 Urban Design Goal UD.4 – Ensure that projects are designed in keeping with the 
context of surrounding areas and overall community (including Policy UD.4.2 and 
corresponding actions). 
 
Finding:  The proposed Amendment will be available to any proposed development 
within the FBSP area.  Through the design review process, projects will be reviewed for 
compatibility with the surrounding existing development.  Projects wishing to take 
advantage of the provisions included in the proposed Amendment will likely be removing 
blight and providing unmet community needs, to the direct benefit of the surrounding 
areas.  In turn, continued investment in improving the Folsom Boulevard corridor will be 
of benefit to the overall community. 
 
 Economic Development Goal ED.1 – Diversify the City’s economy by facilitating and 
encouraging land uses that provide substantial and sustainable fiscal benefits to the City 
and its residents. 
 
Finding: The proposed Amendment will be available to any proposed development within 
the FBSP area.  Projects wishing to take advantage of the provisions included in the 
proposed Amendment will likely be creating new jobs, increasing sales tax revenues, or 
increasing property tax values.  The Amendment requires demonstration that these 
benefits will be sustained throughout the life of the development, facilitating sustainable 
improvements to the City and its residents. 
 
 Economic Development Goal ED.2 – Encourage expansion of retail and services to 
meet local and regional demands and generate tax revenues for the City.   
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Finding:  The proposed Amendment will be available to any proposed development 
within the FBSP area.  Projects that qualify for the flexibility introduced through the 
Amendment will likely be local and regional retail, restaurants, and service providers. 
 
 Economic Development Goal ED.6 – Revitalize existing businesses and strengthen 
the commercial viability of new business along Folsom Boulevard (ED.6.1 and 
corresponding actions). 
 
Finding: The proposed Amendment will be available to any proposed development within 
the FBSP area.  Projects wishing to take advantage of the provisions included in the 
proposed Amendment will likely be creating new jobs, increasing sales tax revenues, or 
increasing property tax values.  The Amendment requires demonstration that these 
benefits will be sustained throughout the life of the development, facilitating sustainable 
improvements to the City and its residents.  The continued investment in improvements 
along Folsom Boulevard will strengthen the commercial viability of the entire area. 
 

Section 3. Amendments. The City Council hereby adopts the amended Chapter IV of the 
Folsom Boulevard Specific Plan attached in Exhibit A.  
 
Section 4. Severability. If any provision of this Ordinance or the application thereof to any 
person or circumstance, is held invalid, the remainder of the Ordinance, including the 
application of such part or provision to other persons or circumstances shall not be affected 
thereby and shall continue in full force and effect.  To this end, provisions of this Ordinance are 
severable.  The City Council hereby declares that it would have passed each section, 
subsection, subdivision, paragraph, sentence, clause or phrase hereof irrespective of the fact 
that any one or more sections, subsections, subdivisions, paragraphs, sentences, clauses, or 
phrases be held unconstitutional, invalid or unenforceable. 
 
Section 5.  Effective Date and Duration.  This Ordinance is necessary for the immediate 
preservation of the public peace, health, and safety and shall take effect immediately pursuant 
to Government Code Section 36937.  The City Council of the City of Rancho Cordova adopts 
these amendments to the Folsom Boulevard Specific Plan in order to protect and promote the 
public health, safety, comfort, convenience, prosperity, and general welfare of residents, and 
businesses in these areas.  These amendments provide the immediately needed flexibility 
within the FBSP to allow for the continuing viability of proposed projects in the plan area that will 
assist in creating a safe, prosperous, and aesthetically pleasing community.  Economic 
development is crucial to preserve and improve public peace, health, and safety within the plan 
area and any further delay could jeopardize the economic feasibility of pending projects.  The 
City Clerk of the City of Rancho Cordova shall cause this Ordinance to be published in a 
newspaper of general circulation in accordance with Government Code Section 36933 of the 
State of California. 
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PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Rancho Cordova this __ day 
of _____________ 2012, by the following vote: 
 
AYES:    
 
NOES:    
 
ABSENT:   
 
ABSTAIN:   
 
 

       ____________________________ 
            David M. Sander, Mayor 
 
 
ATTEST:       
 
 
      
Mindy Cuppy, CMC, City Clerk 
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CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA 
 

ORDINANCE NO. 2-2012 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA 
AMENDING THE FOLSOM BOULEVARD SPECIFIC PLAN TO ADD BUILDING 

REPLACEMENT POLICY AND EXCEPTIONS SECTIONS 
 
WHEREAS, on November 6, 2006, the City of Rancho Cordova (“City”) adopted 

Ordinance 57-2006, establishing the Folsom Boulevard Specific Plan ("FBSP"), amending the 
Zoning Code, and amending the Zoning Code map designations for the properties within the 
Sunrise Boulevard South Planning Area, the Downtown Planning Area and Convention Overlay 
District; and 
 

WHEREAS, the certified Environmental Impact Report prepared for the previously 
adopted General Plan was found to adequately address all significant environmental impacts 
associated with the adoption of the FBSP, the Zoning Code amendment, and Zoning Code map 
amendment; therefore, no additional environmental review was necessary pursuant to California 
Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”) Guidelines 15183(a) and California Public Resources Code 
Section 21083.3; and 
 

WHEREAS, on July 7, 2008, the City adopted amendments to the FBSP establishing 
more detailed development standards and implementation guidelines; and  

 
WHEREAS, a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) for the 2008 FBSP Amendment 

was prepared and circulated, in accordance with the requirements of CEQA; and 
 
WHEREAS, in adopting the FBSP, the City sought to generate economic development 

in the plan area, improve the aesthetic value of the area, and improve public health and safety 
within the plan area, however, economic development has stalled in the plan area due to some 
of the restrictions and development standards in the FBSP, and the lack of flexibility in the plan; 
and  

 
WHEREAS, currently at least two projects that would provide crucial economic 

revitalization in the plan area cannot proceed because of the current restrictions in the FBSP; 
and 

 
WHEREAS, the City risks losing the proposed projects if they are not allowed to proceed 

in time for the 2012 construction season; and 
 
WHEREAS, in light of the recent abolishment of redevelopment agencies in California, 

projects that seek to replace buildings and generate economic development in blighted areas 
take on a new significance.  The City recognizes the importance of these projects in carrying out 
the vision of the General Plan and the FBSP.  The City also recognizes the time-sensitive 
nature of certain project proposals and the limitations of construction seasons; and  

 
WHEREAS, on December 5, 2011, the City Council expressed an urgent desire to add 

additional flexibility in the FBSP to ensure the continuation of vital economic development as 
soon as possible throughout the entire specific plan area; and 
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WHEREAS, on December 19, 2011, the City Council directed staff to prepare a Building 
Replacement Policy and Exceptions sections for the FBSP to allow for the immediate 
implementation of projects within the plan area that can generate short-term economic 
revitalization, reduce blight and improve the aesthetic value of the area, and improve public 
safety in the plan area; and 

 
WHEREAS, these amendments were analyzed and determined to be within the scope of 

the General Plan EIR and FBSP MND and required no further environmental review; and 
 
WHEREAS, on January 17, 2012, the City Council held a properly noticed public hearing 

at which it received a report from City staff, oral and written testimony from the public, and 
deliberated on the item. 
 
 NOW THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA 
DOES ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS: 
 
Section 1.   Recitals. The foregoing recitals are true and correct and made a part of this 
Ordinance. 
 
Section 2.  Findings. The City Council hereby finds that: 
 

A. CEQA Compliance.  The Rancho Cordova General Plan FEIR (SCH 
#2005022137) was certified in June 2006 by the Rancho Cordova City Council.  The General 
Plan EIR is a Program EIR. (CEQA Guidelines section 15168.)  Subsequently, in July 2008, the 
City adopted the Folsom Boulevard Specific Plan MND (SCH: 2007112018) to address project 
specific impacts that were not fully addressed in the General Plan EIR.  The Folsom Boulevard 
Specific Plan Amendment is an activity within the scope of the General Plan EIR and FBSP 
MND and requires no further environmental review.  Further environmental review is not 
required because the proposed amendments do not meet the criteria for preparing a 
subsequent EIR or Negative Declaration under State CEQA Guidelines section 15162. 
 

B. Consistency with the General Plan.  The attached Folsom Boulevard Specific 
Plan Amendment ("Amendment" or "proposed Amendment") is consistent with the General Plan 
as required by Government Code Section 65454.  The Amendment is consistent with and 
implements the following provisions of the City’s adopted General Plan: 

 
General Plan Vision:  
 
 Land Use Vision for a balanced and integrated mix of uses.  
 
 Economic Development Vision to market the City’s strengths, create incentives for 
economic prosperity, establish a vibrant Downtown, and a more balanced mix of uses. 
 
General Plan Goals, Policies, and Actions: 
 
 Land Use Goal LU.1 – Achieve a balanced and integrated land use pattern 
throughout the community (including Policies LU.1.2, LU.1.4, LU.1.7, and corresponding 
actions). 
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Finding: The proposed Amendment will continue to provide for balanced and integrated 
land uses throughout the FBSP by providing for flexibility in development standards only.  
The land use pattern will continue to be consistent with the vision of the General Plan 
and FBSP.  The form based provisions within the plan will remain available to be used 
by new development; however, the proposed Amendment builds flexibility into the plan 
itself.  The Amendment will ensure that any development that will provide jobs, increase 
in sales tax, or increase in property tax values could be allowed with City Council 
approval. 
 
 Land Use Goal LU.5 – Redevelop, regenerate, and raise the value of areas the City 
developed prior to incorporation (including Policies LU.5.1, LU.1.4, LU.1.7, and 
corresponding actions). 
 
Finding:  The proposed Amendment includes provisions for development that may result 
in an increase in the removal of blight within the FBSP area.  Through the removal of 
blight, both the monetary and quality of life values of the previously developed areas in 
the City will be improved. 
 
 Land Use Goal LU.6 – Ensure Development of the Planning Areas consistent with 
the City’s vision (including Policies LU.6.2, LU.6.4, and corresponding actions). 
 
Finding:  The proposed Amendment adds more flexibility; more detailed planning, to the 
existing framework of the FBSP.  The Amendments will ensure the continuation of 
development along Folsom Boulevard, which will result in revitalization to the area. 
 
 Urban Design Goal UD.4 – Ensure that projects are designed in keeping with the 
context of surrounding areas and overall community (including Policy UD.4.2 and 
corresponding actions). 
 
Finding:  The proposed Amendment will be available to any proposed development 
within the FBSP area.  Through the design review process, projects will be reviewed for 
compatibility with the surrounding existing development.  Projects wishing to take 
advantage of the provisions included in the proposed Amendment will likely be removing 
blight and providing unmet community needs, to the direct benefit of the surrounding 
areas.  In turn, continued investment in improving the Folsom Boulevard corridor will be 
of benefit to the overall community. 
 
 Economic Development Goal ED.1 – Diversify the City’s economy by facilitating and 
encouraging land uses that provide substantial and sustainable fiscal benefits to the City 
and its residents. 
 
Finding: The proposed Amendment will be available to any proposed development within 
the FBSP area.  Projects wishing to take advantage of the provisions included in the 
proposed Amendment will likely be creating new jobs, increasing sales tax revenues, or 
increasing property tax values.  The Amendment requires demonstration that these 
benefits will be sustained throughout the life of the development, facilitating sustainable 
improvements to the City and its residents. 
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 Economic Development Goal ED.2 – Encourage expansion of retail and services to 
meet local and regional demands and generate tax revenues for the City.   
Finding:  The proposed Amendment will be available to any proposed development 
within the FBSP area.  Projects that qualify for the flexibility introduced through the 
Amendment will likely be local and regional retail, restaurants, and service providers. 
 
 Economic Development Goal ED.6 – Revitalize existing businesses and strengthen 
the commercial viability of new business along Folsom Boulevard (ED.6.1 and 
corresponding actions). 
 
Finding: The proposed Amendment will be available to any proposed development within 
the FBSP area.  Projects wishing to take advantage of the provisions included in the 
proposed Amendment will likely be creating new jobs, increasing sales tax revenues, or 
increasing property tax values.  The Amendment requires demonstration that these 
benefits will be sustained throughout the life of the development, facilitating sustainable 
improvements to the City and its residents.  The continued investment in improvements 
along Folsom Boulevard will strengthen the commercial viability of the entire area. 
 

Section 3. Amendments. The City Council hereby adopts the amended Chapter IV of the 
Folsom Boulevard Specific Plan attached in Exhibit A.  
 
Section 4. Severability. If any provision of this Ordinance or the application thereof to any 
person or circumstance, is held invalid, the remainder of the Ordinance, including the 
application of such part or provision to other persons or circumstances shall not be affected 
thereby and shall continue in full force and effect.  To this end, provisions of this Ordinance are 
severable.  The City Council hereby declares that it would have passed each section, 
subsection, subdivision, paragraph, sentence, clause or phrase hereof irrespective of the fact 
that any one or more sections, subsections, subdivisions, paragraphs, sentences, clauses, or 
phrases be held unconstitutional, invalid or unenforceable. 
 
Section 5.  Effective Date.  Within fifteen (15) days after adoption, a Summary of this 
Ordinance shall be published once in the Grapevine Independent or the Sacramento Bee, a 
newspaper of general circulation printed and published in Sacramento County and circulated in 
the City of Rancho Cordova, in accordance with Government Code Section 36933.  This 
Ordinance shall take effect and be enforced thirty (30) days after its inception. 
 

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Rancho Cordova this __ day 
of ___________ 2012, by the following vote: 
 
AYES:    
NOES:    
ABSENT:   
ABSTAIN:      
    
          ____________________________ 
          David M. Sander, Mayor 
 
ATTEST:       
 
      
Mindy Cuppy, CMC, City Clerk 
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AGENDA ITEM 10.2 

 
 

 MEMORANDUM 
 
 
DATE: January 17, 2012 
 
TO:  Honorable Mayor and Council Members 
 
FROM: William Campbell, Principal Planner 
 
SUBJECT:  WALGREEN’S- FOLSOM BOULEVARD SPECIFIC PLAN EXCEPTION, 

CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT, DESIGN REVIEW, PARCEL MAP AND 
PUBLIC UTILITY EASEMENT ABANDONMENT 

 

 

OWNER: APPLICANT: 

Ramesh Pitamber 
9249 Sierra College Blvd 
Roseville, CA 95678 

Rancho Cordova 1 LLC 
31850 Northwestern Hwy 
Farmington Hills, MI 48334 
Gary Eisenberg 

 

PROJECT: Walgreens Store  

FILE: DD7354 

LOCATION: Northeast corner of Zinfandel Drive and Folsom Boulevard 
APN: 057-0254-018 and 019 

PLANNER: William Campbell, Principal Planner 
 
REQUEST 
 
The project proponents are requesting an Exception to the development standards within the 
Folsom Boulevard Specific Plan.  The anchor tenant is proposed to be a ±14,550 square foot 
Walgreens pharmacy with associated parking, drive aisle, utilities, and drive thru window.  
Subsequent phases may include a fast food restaurant and a freestanding retail building.  A Use 
Permit is requested for the drive thru pharmacy, a parcel map is included in order to divide two 
parcels into three, and design review is required for the new Walgreen’s building and a Public Utility 
Easement Abandonment.  
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Staff recommends the City Council adopt Resolution 5-2012, with attachments. 
 
RESULT OF RECOMMENDED ACTION 
 
The proposed action will accomplish the following for the proposed Walgreen’s project: 
grant an exception to the development standards of the Folsom Boulevard Specific Plan; 
approve a Conditional Use Permit for a drive up pharmacy window; approve a three lot 
Parcel Map; abandon an unused utility easement; and, approve the project’s design 
review subject to project Conditions of Approval. In total, these actions will allow the 
Walgreen’s project to be constructed upon a site currently occupied by the Cordova Inn. 
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City Council Staff Report 2 of 4 DD7354 
January 17, 2012   Walgreen’s  

BACKGROUND 
 
The proposed project will remove the old Cordova Inn and accessory buildings in the 
project area shown in Figure 1 below.  The building on the southeast corner of Zinfandel 
Drive and Alicante Way is not part of this project, nor are the residential units on the 
south side of Alicante Way, which makes the project site very linear and oddly shaped. 
The applicants are proposing the first phase of the project to construct a Walgreen’s, 
oriented to the corner of Zinfandel Drive and Folsom Boulevard.  The subsequent phase 
of the development would propose additional retail and service commercial spaces, 
based on the interest of future users of the site.   
 

 
Figure 1. Location Map of the Project Area 

 
PROJECT ANALYSIS 
 
This project is located in the designated Downtown Planning Area of the Folsom Blvd 
Specific Plan.  The property is zoned Commercial Mixed Use and is part of the Rancho 
Cordova Town Center shopping area. The project site is within the larger Zinfandel Pulse 
Point. With the recent enactment of the exceptions provisions FBSP, this project is now 
able to be approved by the City Council.  The applicant’s team has prepared a project 

Project Site 

Target 
Store 
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City Council Staff Report 3 of 4 DD7354 
January 17, 2012   Walgreen’s  

justification report that is included in this report.  Along with the project justification, the 
applicant has also provided substantiating evidence to support four of the six required 
conditions for the requested exceptions to the development standards of the Folsom 
Boulevard Specific Plan. They are requesting exceptions to the minimum floor area ratio 
and building frontage requirements, as outlined in their standards matrix (see Exhibit D of 
the resolution).      
 
The required findings and support evidence to support this project are included in the 
attached resolution, should the City Council find the project acceptable. 
 

 
Figure 1 Site Plan 

 

Figure 2- Folsom Blvd. and Front Elevations 

 
Public Works directed the applicant’s team to prepare a traffic study to analyze the future 
traffic impacts of the new project on the intersection of Zinfandel Drive and Folsom 
Boulevard.  New turning motions and traffic volume were the main concerns, along with 
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City Council Staff Report 4 of 4 DD7354 
January 17, 2012   Walgreen’s  

analyzing the need for additional rights of way for intersection improvements in the future.  
The recommendations were reviewed by Public Works staff and those recommendations 
determined to be appropriate were included in the draft Conditions of Approval for the 
project.  The conditions have been discussed with the applicant and they are in 
agreement with those conditions, attached to the resolution as Exhibit C.  
 
The City was informed on January 9th that PG&E has a 10 feet utility easement across 
the frontage of this project, which no structure or projection can intrude.  The building has 
been setback approximately 2 to 3 feet and the architectural projections have been 
reduced to clear the easement.  The exhibits have been changed to reflect this 
requirement (see Figure 2) and staff has determined these modifications are minor and 
do not materially impact the design of the building.   
 
As part of the approval process of the parcel map, an easement running through the 
property will be abandoned and a condition of approval will require the applicant to seek 
abandonment approvals from the utilities prior to the map recordation.  The new building 
will not encroach upon the easement.  
 
FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS TO CITY  
 
There are no significant cost implications to the City for this development. 
 
RECOMMENDED MOTION 
 
Move the City Council to determine the project is Exempt under Section 15332 (In-Fill 
Development Projects) of the California Environmental Quality Act Guidelines, and adopt 
Resolution 5-2012 approving the Walgreen’s project, consisting of the exception to the 
development standards of the Folsom Blvd Specific Plan, a Conditional Use Permit for a 
drive up pharmacy window, a three lot Parcel Map, an abandonment of a old utility 
easement the Design Review for the Walgreen’s (Project No.DD7354), subject to the 
attached Design Package (Exhibit A), Tentative Parcel Map (Exhibit B) and Conditions of 
Approval (Exhibit C) and Exhibit D Applicant’s Justification of the Required Conditions 
and Requested Exception (table). 
 
ATTACHMENTS 
 

1. Resolution 5-2012 consisting of Exhibit A - Design Plans, including site plan, building 
elevations, color samples, landscape plan, and lighting plan, Exhibit B the Tentative 
Parcel Map and Exhibit C - Conditions of Approval and Exhibit D Applicant’s 
Justification of the Required Conditions and Requested Exception (table) 

2. Applicant’s Project Narrative  

3. Mailing Labels and map.  
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CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA 
 

RESOLUTION NO. 5-2012 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA 
APPROVING THE WALGREEN’S STORE - PROJECT NO. DD7354 

 
  WHEREAS, Agree Realty (hereinafter referred to as Applicant) filed an application with 
the City of Rancho Cordova for certain exceptions to the Development Standards of the Folsom 
Boulevard Specific Plan, a Conditional Use Permit for a drive up pharmacy window, a three lot 
Parcel Map, a abandonment of a utility easement and the Design Package, subject to the 
Condition of Approval located on the northeast corner of Folsom Blvd and Zinfandel Drive.   
(Assessor’s Parcel Number: 057-0254-018 and 019); and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City Council is the appropriate authority to hear and take action on this 
project; and  
 
 WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Rancho Cordova has conducted a properly 
noticed public hearing pursuant to Government Code Section 65090 and has duly considered all 
written and verbal testimony presented during the hearing. 
  

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA 
HEREBY RESOLVES AS FOLLOWS: 

 
A. Determine that the project site was adequately analyzed according to the California 

Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines and is Categorically Exempt under 
Section 15332, In-Fill Development, as supported by the following Findings and 
Evidence: 
 
A. Finding: The project is consistent with the applicable general plan designation and 

all applicable general plan policies as well as with applicable zoning designation 
and regulations.  Evidence:  The project site is designated Commercial Mixed Use 
(CMU) in both the General Plan and the Zoning Code.  The proposed building is 
consistent with the zoning standards; with the exceptions to the Floor Area Ratio 
and Building Frontage requirements, the project is consistent with the Folsom 
Boulevard Specific Plan. 

B. Finding: The proposed development occurs within city limits on a project site of no 
more than five acres substantially surrounded by urban uses.  Evidence:  The 
project site is approximately 3.3 acres and entirely surrounded by urban uses of 
similar scale and intensity. 

C. Finding: The project site has no value as habitat for endangered, rare or 
threatened species.  Evidence: The current site has been used by multiple use in a 
building that has been on site for more than fifty years, is totally surrounded by 
other commercial buildings and the rebuilt site will not remove any special habitat. 

D. Finding: Approval of the project would not result in any significant effects relating to 
traffic, noise, air quality, or water quality.  Evidence: The new building will 
accommodate a needed use on Folsom Boulevard, and the new use will not 
generate new traffic or noise impacts to the immediate area.  The new project will 
improve the existing conditions related to drainage and water quality by the new 
improvement measures in the current codes.   

65-

AGENDA ITEM 10.2



ATTACHMENT 1 

Resolution No. 5-2012  Page 2 of 5 

E. Finding: The site can be adequately served by all required utilities and public 
services.  Evidence: The site will be served by all required utilities.  As part of this 
approval, a utility easement located on site will be abandoned thru the parcel map 
conditions.    

B. The procedure for granting Exceptions allowed under this provision is provided in 
Section 23.110.150(D) of the City’s Zoning Code.  In granting the Exception, the City 
Council shall make the following findings: 
 
A. Finding:  The proposed project qualifies for an exception by meeting at least four 

(4) of the six (6) conditions required for granting on an exception as defined in this 
section.   Evidence:  The applicant has provided justification to four of the six 
conditions, and the information is attached to the staff report as an attachment 3,  
and the information is integrated into the Finding C, below.  

B. Finding: The City Council has determined that the proposed project has adhered to 
the vision of the Folsom Boulevard Specific Plan to the fullest extent practicable. 
Evidence:  The proposed project will remove one of the more visually deteriorating 
structures on one of the prime corners of the City and replace it with modern, 
vibrant commercial development.  The new development will provide a currently 
unmet need along Folsom Boulevard and is designed to be pleasing to both 
vehicular and pedestrian travelers through installation of new landscaping, removal 
of blight, and vehicle accessibility to the immediate area.  Because of its significant 
location, it is possible that the project may be the catalyst for further development 
near this intersection.  While the project does not strictly adhere to every 
development standard in the FBSP, it will implement the vision of the specific plan 
to the fullest extent practical.  

C. Finding: The applicant has provided substantial evidence that the conditions for the 
Exception will be met following construction and operation of the project.  Further, 
the applicant has agreed to conditions of approval guaranteeing these 
requirements will be met or exceeded throughout the life of the project.  Evidence:  
Information provided by the applicant indicates the project meets four of the six 
conditions in support of being granted an Exception.  The justification includes: 1) 
improve existing blight by removing 100% of the blight; 2) create new permanent 
jobs; and 3) investments in the property will increase property tax revenue by 
250%. 4) the new use will contribute sale tax revenue to the City in excess of 
$25,000 after initial business start up.  This information has been evaluated and 
determined to meet the intended requirements of the granting of an Exception.  
The applicant has agreed to all conditions of approval.   

D. Finding: Granting the Exception will not adversely affect the interests of the public 
or the interests of the residents and property owners in the vicinity of the premises 
in question, and shall not establish a precedent for other project requests. 
Evidence:  As demonstrated in the project materials, this commercial development 
will benefit the public interest and City residents by providing a service that does 
not currently exist on Folsom Boulevard in the City limits.  Property owners in the 
immediate vicinity of the project will no longer be adjacent to an undesirable, 
unsafe building.  The new development has been designed to avoid negative 
impacts to immediate neighbors by placing the building along the Folsom 
Boulevard frontage and providing landscaping and a new CMU sound wall 
between the residential and commercial uses.  Additionally, the applicant’s market 
analysis indicates there is significant unmet need of this service in the overall 
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community.  As required by the FBSP, the project has provided independent, 
project-specific evidence for meeting the conditions of an Exception that cannot be 
applied to future projects.  Therefore, this Exception is unique to this project and 
would not set a precedent for other projects in the future. 

E. Finding: Granting the Exception will not endanger the public health and safety. 
Evidence:  Based on data provided by the Applicant, the current development on 
the site has been the subject of numerous Code Enforcement cases and numerous 
Fire and Police calls for services over the last five years.  In granting this 
Exception, the project will in fact, be of benefit to public health and safety by 
removing the current development, removing the possible source of public health 
and safety dangers from the area.   

3. Approve the Design Review, subject to the Design Package (see Exhibit A) and the 
Conditions of Approval (see Exhibit B); supported by the following Findings and 
Evidence, as defined in Zoning Code Section 23.140.050;  
 

A. Finding: The proposed project is consistent with the objectives of the General Plan, 
complies with applicable zoning regulations, Specific Plan provisions, and Special 
Planning Area provisions, and is consistent with the applicable Rancho Cordova 
Design Guidelines.   Evidence:  The project is consistent with the goals and 
objective of the General Plan and Specific Plan.  This project is consistent with the 
adopted design guidelines of the City.  

B. Finding:  The proposed architecture, site design, and landscape are suitable for the 
purposes of the building and the site and will enhance the character of the 
neighborhood and community.  Evidence:  The architecture of the new building, as 
proposed, will blend well into the established area that has been going through a 
systematic remodel.  The removal of the Cordova Inn will greatly enhance the 
ability of the Boulevard to improve its appearance with new development.  
Walgreen’s is changing its old corporate appearance, by using a more 
contemporary simple design. Upgraded materials are being used to accent the 
buildings, such as tile veneer, along with upgrades to the store front glass and 
entry features to the public right or way.  All these improvements are consistent 
with the adopted policies in the design guidelines for new commercial buildings.  

C. Finding:  The architecture, including the character, scale, and quality of the design, 
relationship with the site and other buildings, building materials, screening of 
exterior appurtenances, exterior lighting and signing, and similar elements 
establishes a clear design concept and is compatible with the character of existing 
or anticipated buildings on adjoining and nearby properties.  Evidence:  The 
proposed building is architecturally compatible with other recent designs approved 
in the Zinfandel Drive area. The recent Target Store rebuild promoted modern style 
architecture with accents and offsets to the building planes to provide breaks to the 
horizontal lines of the building. The Walgreen’s building emulates the same design 
direction, although it is much smaller than the Target Store, the design does 
reduce the linear or horizontal appearance of the building.  As there is no adopted 
design scheme for the immediate area, every remodel or rebuild takes on its own 
architectural style and uses it own materials. The new building remains single story 
and has designed it basis mass to better mask the roof mounted mechanical 
equipment and has been placed as close to the Boulevard as site limitation allow.   
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D. Finding:  The proposed project will not create conflicts with vehicular, bicycle, or 
pedestrian transportation modes of circulation. Evidence:  Site circulation 
will remain generally the same as its current configuration because the addition will 
not affect ingress or egress to the site.  The site design proposes an additional 
accessible pedestrian path from the right-of-way to the new building addition.   

4. Tentative Parcel Map  
 

Findings: Section 66474 of the California Subdivision Map Act requires a City to deny 
approval of a tentative map, if any of the findings are found to be true.  In the case of the 
proposed map, none of the required findings were found to be true.  The following 
evidence supports the map request:   

A. The proposed project is consistent with the General Plan and the Folsom 
Boulevard Specific Plan land use designation specified for this parcel.   The 
proposed use is consistent with the Village of Zinfandel Special Planning Area list 
of uses. 

B. The site is physically suitable to divide the parcel into three parcels that will allow 
each building to be placed on its own lot. The proposed parcels meet the lot size 
requirements of the City of Rancho Cordova Zoning Code.   

C. The site is physically suitable for the proposed density of development.  The 
proposed lot design accommodates the Walgreen’s building, along with required 
landscaping and parking on the site.  The proposed use is not expected to 
generate substantial traffic.  The three points of access will sufficiently serve traffic 
moving into and out of the site. 

D. The proposed project is categorically exempt per section 15315, Minor Land 
Divisions of the California Environmental Quality Act which allows the division of 
property in commercial parcels.  Therefore the project is not likely to cause 
substantial environmental damage or substantially and avoidably injure fish or 
wildlife or their habitat.   

E. The subdivision of two (2) parcels into three (3) would allow the future buildings to 
be placed on individual lots and create one additional lot to the area.  The project 
will not disturb any undisturbed or contaminated soil, and best management 
practices will be required during construction.   

F. There are no easements within the proposed subdivision for access through or use 
of property.  All adjacent uses have independent access driveways and all future 
uses will have direct access to the public rights or way.   The only easements on 
site are for over head or underground utilities. 

 
5.  Public Utility Abandonment 
 

A. The proposed project will need to vacate an old utility easement, prior to the 
recordation of the new parcel map.  The applicant will need to demonstrate to the 
City that no existing utility is using the easement, or the easement may have to be 
relocated according to the utility provider’s requirements.  The easement is 
delineated on the tentative parcel map. 
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PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Rancho Cordova on the ___ day of 
___________, 2012 by the following vote: 

 
 
AYES:   
 
NOES:   
 
ABSENT:  
 
ABSTAIN:  
 
        ____________________________ 
        David M. Sander, Mayor 
 
 
ATTEST:       
 
 
      
Mindy Cuppy, CMC, City Clerk 
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Prior to Building Permit or Improvement Plan 
Issuance. 

   

6.  Applicant shall verify with the City’s Finance Department that their 
account is in good standing.  If any balance is due, it shall be paid in 
full prior to Building Permit Review.  For account status, please email 
the Finance Department at billings@cityofranchocordova.org for the 
status of your account with the City. 

PRIOR TO 
BUILDING 
PERMIT 

SUBMITTAL 

FINANCE  

7.  Applicant shall photo-document the condition of adjacent streets, 
sidewalks and infrastructure to the satisfaction of the Public Works 
Department. 

PRIOR TO 
APPROVAL OF 
IMPROVEMENT 

PLANS 

PUBLIC 
WORKS 

 

8.  Incorporate into the site improvement plans stormwater quality 
measures in conformance with applicable County ordinances & 
standards, and state and federal law.  The project may implement low 
impact development design pursuant to and consistent with The 
Stormwater Quality Design Manual for the Sacramento & South 
Placer Regions1.  Such implementation may be able to reduce the 
stormwater quality treatment requirement.  

 
PRIOR TO 

APPROVAL OF 
IMPROVEMENT 

PLANS 

 
PUBLIC 
WORKS 

 

9.  Applicant shall submit landscaping plans demonstrating conformance 
with the Water Use and Conservation provisions. 

PRIOR TO 
APPROVAL OF 
IMPROVEMENT 

PLANS 

 
PUBLIC 
WORKS 

 

10.  If the total area of the developed or redeveloped impervious surfaces 
(building rooftop, flat work, and parking areas) equals or exceeds 1.0 
acres, incorporate  into the site improvement plans permanent 
stormwater quality treatment measures in conformance with 
applicable County ordinances & standards, and state and federal law. 

PRIOR TO 
APPROVAL OF 
IMPROVEMENT 

PLANS 

PUBLIC 
WORKS 

 

11.  Enter into a frontage agreement and bond for construction of public 
improvements per the approved Public Works plans to the 
satisfaction of the Public Works Department. 

PRIOR TO 
APPROVAL OF 
IMPROVEMENT 

PLANS 

PUBLIC 
WORKS 
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12.  Developing this property will require the payment of sewer impact 
fees (one time connection fees). Impact fees shall be paid to 
Sacramento Area Sewer District. 

PRIOR TO 
BUILDING 
PERMIT 

ISSUANCE 

PUBLIC 
WORKS 

 

13.  The Planning Department shall review and approve the construction 
plans in accordance with the approved plans that include the site 
plan, elevations, and final landscape plan.  Particular review of the 
landscape installation along Folsom Blvd, as to choice of materials 
and screening height will be performed in light of the restrictions of 
the PG&E utility easement. Substantial changes to the plans may 
require the City Council approval.   

PRIOR TO 
BUILDING 
PERMIT 

ISSUANCE   

PLANNING  

14.  Property Owner/Applicant shall participate in a funding mechanism for 
maintenance services for the fair share of existing and all new public 
improvements associated with the project including but not limited to 
streets, bridges/culverts, traffic signals, traffic signs, striping and 
legends, ITS operations, and street lights.  This may be accomplished 
through annexation to the City Road Maintenance Community 
Facilities District.  All costs associated with the annexation shall be 
borne by the Property Owner/Applicant. Contact: Elizabeth Sparkman 
at (916) 851-8714 as there may be a 2-3 month lead time to satisfy 
this condition. 

PRIOR TO 
BUILDING 
PERMIT 

ISSUANCE   

PUBLIC 
WORKS 

 

15.  Applicant shall abandon the PUE shown on the tentative parcel map 
which is located under the proposed building footprints on the project 
site plan and relocate any existing utilities. 

PRIOR TO 
BUILDING 
PERMIT 

ISSUANCE   

PUBLIC 
WORKS 

 

16.  Applicant shall complete improvement plans to the satisfaction of the 
Public Works Department. Improvement plans shall include, but shall 
not be limited to: 

 All onsite civil improvements. 

 Civil plan shall include an ADA access plan 

 All facilities, including but not limited to, sidewalk, driveways, etc. 
shall be upgraded to meet current ADA requirements and City 
Standards. Sidewalk on entire property frontage does not conform 
to ADA guidelines. Remove and replace all sidewalk per City 

PRIOR TO 
BUILDING 
PERMIT 

ISSUANCE   

PUBLIC 
WORKS 
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Standards on Folsom Boulevard and Zinfandel Frontage. 

 Install seven-foot wide sidewalks per City Standards on property 
frontage of Folsom Boulevard and Zinfandel Drive. Where the 
face of curb is relocated on Zinfandel, and/or where the curb and 
gutter is damaged on Zinfandel and Folsom, the curb and gutter 
shall be removed and replaced per City Standard. Dedicate right-
of-way as necessary to accommodate the sidewalk. Install any 
drainage infrastructure necessary to accommodate the new 
sidewalk. All obstructions to the sidewalk shall be removed or 
relocated to the satisfaction of the Public Works Department. The 
sidewalk on Folsom Boulevard may be phased along with 
development of individual parcels. 

 Install new 5 foot wide sidewalk, curb and gutter and pavement 
per City Standards on Alicante Way frontage. Install any drainage 
infrastructure necessary to accommodate the new sidewalk. 
Dedicate right-of-way as necessary to accommodate sidewalk. 

 Two type B street lights shall be installed on the Alicante Way 
frontage. Street Lighting shall conform to all City improvement 
standards, and necessary easements shall be granted to 
accommodate those standards.  

 Utility laterals 

 Public improvement plans shall clearly delineate all transitions to 
existing improvements. 

 All improvements to be designed and constructed per City 
standard and to the satisfaction of the Public Works Department. 

 A note shall be placed on the parcel map summarizing the 
required public improvements. 

Install public improvements per the approved Public Works plans and 
to the satisfaction of the Public Works Department prior to final 
building inspection of the first unit. 
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Prior to Map Recordation 

   

17.  Sewer easements may be required. All sewer easements shall be 
dedicated to the District, in a form approved by the District Engineer. 
All District sewer easements shall be at least 20 feet in width and 
ensure continuous access for installation and maintenance. The 
District will provide maintenance only in public right-of-ways and in 
easements dedicated to the District. 

PRIOR TO MAP 
RECORDATION 

PUBLIC 
WORKS 

 

18.  Applicant shall enter into a cooperative agreement with the City 
addressing the following improvements within Zinfandel Drive:  

 A three-foot wide poured in place concrete median in 
Zinfandel Drive from Folsom Boulevard to Alicante Way.  

 Widening of Zinfandel Drive to accommodate a U-turn from 
southbound Zinfandel Drive, the new median, two northbound 
vehicular lanes, a northbound bicycle lane, a southbound left 
turn pocket, two southbound vehicular lanes a southbound 
bicycle lane, signal modifications and associated 
improvements as necessary to accommodate the widening. 

 The road shall receive a Caltrans Type II slurry seal and new 
striping from Folsom Boulevard to Alicante Way.  

 City standard widths shall be required for all vehicle and 
bicycle lanes. 

 Dedicate right-of-way as necessary to accommodate the 
improvements. 

 The applicant’s monetary contribution toward the cooperative 
agreement is in the amount of $25,000. Of this amount, half 
($12,500) shall be paid prior to issuance of the first building 
permit on parcel one. And half ($12,500) shall be paid prior to 
issuance of the first building permit on parcel two or three. 
Arrangements shall be made such that this requirement runs 
with the land and will apply if a parcel is sold prior to fulfillment 
of the obligation. 

 

PRIOR TO FINAL 
PARCEL MAP 

PUBLIC 
WORKS 
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19.  Provide drainage easements as needed and pay any fee required by 
the Sacramento County Water Agency Code. Install facilities pursuant 
to the Sacramento County Floodplain Management Ordinance, 
Sacramento County Water Agency Code, and City of Rancho 
Cordova Improvement Standards.  If the system is to be a private 
system, then it shall be labeled as such on the improvement plans 
and a copy of an approved and executed private maintenance 
agreement shall be provided to the City of Rancho Cordova. 

PRIOR TO FINAL 
PARCEL MAP 

PUBLIC 
WORKS 

 

20.  A note shall be placed on the final map stating that “Reciprocal 
access and parking between parcels shown here on shall be 
granted/reserved prior to the sale and/or reconveyance of said 
parcels. 

PRIOR TO FINAL 
PARCEL MAP 

PUBLIC 
WORKS 

 

21.  Dedicate a standard 12.5-foot Public Utility Easement for the 
installation and maintenance of water, gas, sewer and drainage 
pipes, traffic control devices and for poles and overhead and 
underground wires and conduits for electrical, television and 
telephone services and appurtenances adjacent to all public right-of-
way. 

PRIOR TO FINAL 
PARCEL MAP 

PUBLIC 
WORKS 

 

 
Prior to Occupancy 

   

22.  Applicant shall verify with the City’s Finance Department that their 
account is in good standing.  If any balance is due, it shall be paid in 
full prior to Final Occupancy.  For account status, please email the 
Finance Department at billings@cityofranchocordova.org for the 
status of your account with the City. 

PRIOR TO 
OCCUPANCY 

FINANCE  

23.  As-Built reproducible grading and improvement plans, as well as a 
compact disc containing said plans in AutoCAD and pdf format, shall 
be submitted and approved by the Public works Department. 

PRIOR TO 
OCCUPANCY 

PUBLIC 
WORKS 

 

24.  Designer shall certify that installed landscaping conforms to City 
water conserving landscape requirements. 

PRIOR TO 
OCCUPANCY 

PUBLIC 
WORKS 
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25.  Number, size, and location of driveways are subject to approval by 
the Public Works Department. Parcels two and three shall be limited 
to one shared driveway total. 

PRIOR TO 
OCCUPANCY 

PUBLIC 
WORKS 

 

26.  The Planning Department shall inspect the project to ensure it has 
been built in substantial conformance with the approved Design 
Review plans. 

PRIOR TO 
OCCUPANCY 

PLANNING  

27.  Connection to the District’s sewer system shall be required to the 
satisfaction of the District. District Design Standards apple to sewer 
construction. 

PRIOR TO 
OCCUPANCY 

PLANNING  

28.  Each parcel with a sewage source shall have a separate connection 
to the District public sewer system. If there is more than one building 
in any single parcel and the parcel is not proposed for split, then each 
building on that parcel shall have a separate connection to a private 
on-site sewer line or the District public sewer line. 

PRIOR TO 
OCCUPANCY 

PUBLIC 
WORKS 

 

29.  Applicant shall be responsible for all damage to City streets 
associated with construction of the project and shall repair any 
damage as soon as possible. 

PRIOR TO 
OCCUPANCY 

PUBLIC 
WORKS 
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EXHIBIT D 
 

AGREE RANCHO CORDOVA I, LLC 
CONDITIONS FOR EXCEPTIONS TO THE  
FOLSOM BOULEVARD SPECIFIC PLAN 

NEC FOLSOM & ZINFANDEL 
RANCHO CORDOVA, CALIFORNIA 

 

The City Council may grant an Exception for any development standard for projects that (i) 
are uses that are allowed in Table IV-2 of the FBSP, and (ii) meet at least 4 of the following 
6 conditions: 

1. Will fulfill a compelling community need, as indicated by an existing City goal, 
General Plan policy, budget priority, or other Council adopted policy document. 

2. Will improve an existing blighted situation by removing 100% of the blight located 
upon the subject property. 

 The existing Cordova Inn motel at 10701 Folsom Boulevard is a 
dilapidated structure, built over 50 years ago, that will have 100% of the 
blighted condition removed by the proposed redevelopment.  

 City data indicates the following health and safety issues over the last 5 
years: 

o 23 out of 80 units are currently vacated due to substandard 
conditions 

o 93 Code Enforcement Cases have been opened resulting in 310 
violations and the property has logged 210 Code Enforcement hours 

o 232 Responses to calls for service from Sac Metro Fire 

o 900 separate events of RCPD calls to the address  

3. Will provide unmet services to a currently underserved community 

4. Will create at least 15 new permanent jobs (or new jobs equivalent to at least 15 
FTE) or a minimum of 1 job per 500 square feet 

 Per Walgreens Store Ops Summary, this proposed new Rancho 
Cordova Walgreens, Store # 15195 will employ 24-28 permanent 
employees, with 8-12 working per shift depending on store volumes and 
seasons.  

 These employees include: 1 Store Manager, 3-4 Assistant Managers, 2-3 
Pharmacists, 3-4 Pharmacy Technicians, 1 Bookkeeper/SIMS 
Coordinator, and 10-15 Cashiers, Cosmeticians, and Stockers. 

 Phase 2 of the development (vacant land east of Walgreens) will also 
add to this employment base when fully developed. 
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5. Will generate annual sales tax contributions to the City in excess of $25,000 

Estimates below are based on Walgreens sales only of non-exempt sales; 
Phase 2 to supply additional revenues to the City upon completion. 

 Year 1 Walgreens City sales tax estimate - $16,000 

 Year 2 Walgreens City sales tax estimate - $18,500 

 Year 3 Walgreens City sales tax estimate - $21,000  

 Year 4 Walgreens City sales tax estimate - $23,500 

 Year 5 Walgreens City sales tax estimate - $26,000 

6. Investments in the property will increase the property tax revenue for the subject 
parcel(s) by 250% 

 The 2011 Total Taxable Value for the Subject Property is: $1,045,043. 

o 10701 Folsom Boulevard - $953,525 

o  10708 Alicante Way - $91,518 

 The Proposed Development of the new Walgreens store will generate a 
new taxable value of at least: $4,800,000 

o Land Valuation at Close of Escrow - $3,500,000 

o New Building and Site Improvements -  $1,300,000 

 This represents an increase of at least 359% with additional taxable 
value to be created when Phase 2 is developed. 
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requirement as the project does not meet the minimum 
building lot coverage of 50%. The proposed Walgreen’s 
building coverage is 17.4%. The proposed Neighborhood 
Pharmacy use requires certain site improvements (parking, 
drive thru, and truck access) to provide ease of access for 
their costumer’s as well as providing access to the operation 
of their facility.   

Building Height 
65 ft/ 4 stories maximum 

20 ft minimum 

The Walgreens building height is 27’-8” to top of canopy, 23’-
7” to top of parapet. 

Parking Standards [Coordinate with Specific Area Plan] 
Parking spaces required 53 while providing 6 bike stalls.  
Parking provided meets or exceeds this requirement with 61 
parking spaces and 6 bike stalls.  

Parking Lot Perimeter 
Treatment 

All surface parking located between the 
building and the street must have a 
landscape buffer not less than five feet 
in width, consisting of groundcover, 
trees and shrubs measuring at least 3 
feet high. A three foot high wall or 
planter may be substituted for shrubs. 
Groundcover and trees must still be 
provided.  

Majority of the off street parking spaces are behind the 
buildings and would be consistent with setback requirement.  
The parking west of the building at the corner of Zinfandel & 
Folsom is separated by a 10 feet landscape that has been 
landscaped in accordance with this provision. 

Frontage Types (See Table IV-
5) 

 Stoop 

 Forecourt 

 Storefront 

 Gallery 

See analysis below 

Minimum Building Frontage 80% 

The proposed project is requesting Relief from this 
requirement as the property Folsom & Zinfandel frontage(s) 
equals 561 feet.  Walgreens building frontage equals 247 feet 
(150ft +97 ft) and results in 44% Building Frontage.  A key 
component to Walgreens success as a neighborhood 
pharmacy requires readily available parking (west of the 
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building) immediately adjacent to the building entrance.  In 
addition Truck Deliveries are made at the rear of the store.  
These factors limit the Building Frontage.  In an effort to 
increase the Building Frontage a Screen Wall has been 
provided along Folsom Blvd extending to the east which 
increases the Building Frontage to 60%.     

Street Level Fenestration 
The wall area between two and ten feet 
above grade shall have at least 75% 
fenestration 

The proposed project is requesting Relief from this 
requirement as Walgreen’s Stores have certain interior 
elements within the building that limit the percentage of 
fenestration.  Folsom Blvd street fenestration between +2’ 
and +10’ is 30%. If we include all glazing (above +10’), it is 
40% of the +2’ to +10’ area.   

Upper Level Fenestration 

The wall area between three and eight 
feet as measured from that story’s 
finished floor level shall have at least 25 
percent fenestration 

The building is single story; therefore this requirement is not 
applicable.  

Awnings, Canopies 

Awnings, canopies, recesses or similar 
pedestrian shelters shall be provided 
along at least 60% of the building’s 
ground floor level where the building 
abuts a sidewalk, plaza, pedestrian 
access way or outdoor seating area 

The linear length of canopies has been calculated at 59.8% of 
the linear length of the Folsom Blvd façade.  
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ATTACHMENT 2 

 

 

NEC Folsom & Zinfandel  

Walgreens Anchored Retail Center 

Project Narrative 
 

The project entitlement request being submitted to the City of Rancho Cordova is 

for the redevelopment of the Cordova Inn Motel and an existing quadplex 

located at the Northeast Corner of Folsom Blvd. and Zinfandel Drive. This 

proposed retail development will consist of a Walgreens Pharmacy and Future 

Phases of development.  The proposed project is requesting the following 

entitlements from the City of Rancho Cordova; Conditional Use Permit, Design 

Review, and Tentative Parcel Map (3 Lots). 

 

Existing Property 

The subject property is composed of two parcels (APN#057-0254-018 & 019) 

totaling 3.1 acres (Net).  The property is currently occupied by the Cordova Inn 

Motel and Duplex off of Alicante Way.  The site is currently operating under a 

Commercial Mixed Use designation to allow for the use of the motel and duplex. 

 

Street Frontage Improvements (Folsom Blvd and Zinfandel Drive) are all 

constructed with curb, gutter, and sidewalks in the ultimate configuration.  Along 

Alicante the frontage improvements consist of an edge of pavement and 

roadside ditch.  At the adjacent corner of Zinfandel Drive and Alicante Way an 

existing office building is not part of the development. Along the northern 

boundary are five (5) rental duplexes, also with CMU zoning, while further to the 

north, across Alicante Way is a residential subdivision. Across Zinfandel to the 

west are a fast food restaurant and a Super Wal-Mart, and adjacent to the east is 

an automotive use.  Across Folsom Blvd. to the south are a Regional Transit Light 

Rail Corridor and a variety of retail and restaurant uses. 

 

Project Description 

The project proponent Agree Rancho Cordova I LLC, has entered into an 

agreement with the Owner to sell the property so it can be developed into the 

proposed retail uses.  The anchor tenant is proposed to be a ±14,550 square foot 

Walgreens pharmacy with associated parking, drive aisles, utilities, and a drive-

  

31 Natoma St., Suite #160 
Folsom, CA  95630 

Phone:  916-608-0707   
Fax:  916-608-0701 
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thru prescription pick up window.  The Walgreens store is requesting the ability 

to operate as a 24 hour store.. Associated with this development the project 

proponent is requesting entitlement approvals for Design Review, Conditional 

Use Permits, and a Tentative Parcel Map. The land east of the Walgreens will be 

presented for Design Review and Conditional Use Permitting at a future date 

 

As part of the proposed project the entire existing Cordova Inn and adjacent 

quadplex will be demolished and proposed to be reconstructed in substantial 

compliance with the Preliminary Site Plan.  The proposed project will be 

constructed multiple phases. 

 

 Architecture – This building’s architectural character represents 

Walgreens Well Experience branding.   Articulated stucco surfaces along 

with brick wainscot finishes make up the exterior elevations. Also 

incorporated are aluminum canopy and sunshades on the south and west 

elevations.  Additional canopies are used at the pharmacy and access 

doors on the north and east elevations.  The street presence is enhanced 

with these architectural features. The urban fabric is equally enhanced with 

the close proximity of the building to the street and allows easy pedestrian 

access.  Please refer to the architectural exhibits for clarity of these points. 

 

 Site Layout - The proposed project does not propose any changes to the 

street improvements along the project boundaries except for curb, gutter, 

and sidewalk along the projects frontage on Alicante Way.  Proposed 

frontage improvements shall be limited to reconstructing old driveways not 

required for the project and the construction of three new driveways onto 

Folsom Blvd (Right IN/OUT), one driveway onto Zinfandel Drive (Right 

IN/OUT), and two new driveways on Alicante Way (Full Movement).  As can 

be seen from the site plan we are substantially increasing the onsite 

landscaping and the frontage landscaping throughout the project (see 

below for description).  Sidewalks shall connect onsite building to the street 

frontages in several convenient locations.  Walgreens truck delivers, trash 

enclosure, and receiving area shall be located on the east end of the bldg.  A 

Screen Wall and landscape areas are being proposed east of the building to 

help screen the loading area from Folsom Blvd.  Concrete Hardscape along 

the building frontages will have a unique score pattern and medium broom 

finish to provide a unique architectural appearance.  A single monument 

sign is proposed for Phase I and can been seen on the Preliminary Site Plan 

and the elevations can be seen on the Architectural Sheets.  Monument Sign 
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on Parcel #1 is proposed to be a Walgreens Sign with two future tenant 

panels and includes a LED reader board for Walgreens.   

     

 Parking – Based on the proposed uses (and building square footage) the 

City of Rancho Cordova zoning code requires 53 parking spaces for 

Walgreens.  Proposed parking is 61 parking spaces and 6 bike parking stalls. 

 

 Landscaping – The Project’s landscaping will meet or exceed the 

requirements of the City of Rancho Cordova Zoning Code, with the objective 

of providing a tidy manicured year round appearance with minimal 

maintenance and low water consumption. A variety of trees, shrubs and 

groundcovers that have medium to low water requirements, seasonal colors 

and are relatively fast growing are proposed.  In addition the parking lot 

shall be shaded as required per the zoning code and design standards. 

Currently only ±12,125 square feet of the property is landscaped.  The 

proposed Walgreens parcel will increase the landscape area to ±15,300 

square feet or 18.3 percent of the property.  A six foot high Masonry 

soundwall (Artisan Precast “Cedarcrete”) is proposed along the Walgreens 

common property line with the adjacent residential uses. 

 

 Site Lighting – The Project’s site lighting will meet or exceed the 

requirements of the City of Rancho Cordova Zoning Code, with the objective 

of providing photometrics that provides required lighting levels and 

eliminates any light from spilling into adjacent properties with cut-off 

shields providing an increase protection to the residential properties. The 

lights within the parking field will consist of box style light fixtures and will 

vary in height from 24-feet tall to 18-feet tall.  Light fixtures on the buildings 

can be seen in the architectural elevations and will have an architectural 

theme complimenting the bldg architecture.  No vertical up lighting is 

proposed. 

 

 Utilities – Due to the complete reconstruction of the site all proposed 

utilities onsite shall be reconstructed to serve the Walgreens and Future Use.  

This includes new fire hydrant(s), fire department connection(s), water 

meters, sewer laterals, storm drain, gas service, electrical service, telephone, 

and CATV.  No onsite detention/retention is proposed as the impervious 

area is being significantly reduced therefore reducing stormwater runoff 

from the site.  Overhead utilities along the easternmost boundary and along 

the current commercial/residential interface are proposed to remain 
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overhead.  No offsite utility infrastructure is proposed except for new lateral 

connections to existing infrastructure within the streets. 

 

 Phasing – The proposed property will be constructed in Phases with the 

first Phase being as shown on the Preliminary Site plan.  Future 

development to the east shall be required to be submitted to the City for 

approval. Phase 1 will consist of the Walgreens only with all its site 

improvements including utilities constructed.  Utility Stubs will be extended 

for future development.  With the development of Phase 1 the entire 

property and existing structures will be demolished and future phases will 

be graded to a uniform pad elevation.   

 

 Folsom Blvd Specific Plan (FBSP) – The proposed Walgreens project is 

request relief and provides supporting document for Conditions for 

Exceptions from a few items listed in the FBSP.  Please see the following that 

supports the projects requests: 

 Walgreens Folsom & Zinfandel – Requested Relief FBSP 

 Conditions for Exceptions to the FBSP 
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 MEMORANDUM 
 
 
DATE: January 17, 2012 
 
TO:  Honorable Mayor and Council Members 
 
FROM: William Campbell, Principal Planner 
 
SUBJECT:  DESIGN REVIEW – NEW BUILDING B, RANCHO CORDOVA TARGET 

SHOPPING CENTER 

 

 

OWNER: APPLICANT: 

Pacific Castle 
2601 Main St #900 
Irvine, CA 92614 
Attn: Judi Harris 

Barbes-Bidanjiri and Associates 
3420 E. Shea Blvd, Suite 199 
Phoenix, AZ 85028 

 

PROJECT: Design Review for a new 5,176 s.f. building on Olson Drive  

FILE: DD7342 

LOCATION: 10831 Olson Drive, east of Zinfandel Drive. 
APN: 072-0280-083 

PLANNER: William Campbell, Principal Planner 
 
REQUEST 
 
The applicant is requesting design review approval for a new 5,176 sq ft multi-tenant 
building, located in the same location as 10831 Olson Drive, formally a restaurant, 
Kinko’s copy center and a paper store, before going vacant for several years.  The old 
building will be razed and the new building will be built on approximately the same pad 
area.  
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Adopt Resolution No. 4-2012.  
 
RESULT OF RECOMMENDED ACTION 
 
The recommended action will grant design review approval for Building B within the 
Rancho Cordova Target Shopping Center.  Project approval would allow construction of a 
new building (to be occupied by Panda Express and two or three new tenant spaces), 
with upgraded landscaping, parking and site improvements, Along with the recent rebuild 
of the Target Store and the rehabilitation of the store front for Ross and Marshall’s, this 
new building continues to set a higher design quality for commercial buildings in this area 
of Rancho Cordova.   
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BACKGROUND 
 
The proposed project will replace an old building that is at least thirty years old and has 
been used by a variety of businesses, but recently has been vacant for a number of 
years.  The shopping center has been going through some significant modifications in the 
last several years, from the rebuilding of the Target store to the north and the more recent 
remodel of the Ross store, to the immediate west of the proposed new building.   
 

 
Figure 1. Site Plan 

 
PROJECT ANALYSIS 
 
This project is located in the designated Downtown Planning Area of the Folsom Blvd 
Specific Plan.  The property is zoned Commercial Mixed Use and is part of the Rancho 
Cordova Town Center shopping area. The project site is within the larger Zinfandel Pulse 
Point. The new building has been design to accommodate both retail and service related 
uses and will integrate with the other buildings in the area, composed of similar materials 
and mass with the other stores along the north side of Olson Drive.   
 
With the recent enactment of the tear down and rebuild policy in the FBSP, this project is 
now able to be approved by the City Council.  The property owner, Pacific Castle has 

Project Site 

Olson Drive 

Ross Store 
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been improving their portion of the center, with the most recent remodel of the Ross store 
and the new remodel concept for the Marshall’s next to Ross.  The tear down of the old 
building that originally served as a restaurant, with a drive through lane, is no longer a 
viable use and the rebuild project will allow additional retail space on the east side and a 
sit down restaurant on the west side of the building.  Pedestrian access is improved from 
Olson Drive and outdoor sitting space has been designed into the site plan to support the 
new uses.  Additional pedestrian space has been provided in and around the building to 
promote the interconnection with the other building in the area by eliminating the drive 
thru lane of the old project. 
 

 
Figure 1 Site Plan 

 

Figure 2- Olson Drive Elevations 
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The required findings and support evidence to support this project are included in the 
attached resolution.   
 
FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS TO CITY  
 
There are no significant cost implications to the City for this development. 
 
RECOMMENDED MOTION 
 
Move the City Council to determine the project is Exempt under Section 15332 (In-Fill 
Development Projects) of the California Environmental Quality Act Guidelines, and adopt 
Resolution No. 4-2012 approving the Design Review for Building B at Rancho Cordova 
Town Center (Project No.DD7342), subject to the attached Design Package (Exhibit A) 
and Conditions of Approval (Exhibit B). 
 
ATTACHMENTS 
 

1. Resolution No. 4-2012 consisting of Exhibit A - Design Plans, including site plan, 
building elevations, color samples, landscape plan, and Exhibit B - Conditions of 
Approval 

2. Mailing Labels and map  
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CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA 
 

RESOLUTION NO. 4-2012 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA 
APPROVING DESIGN REVIEW FOR BUILDING B RANCHO CORDOVA TOWN CENTER – 

PROJECT NO. DD7342 
 
  WHEREAS, Pacific Castle   (hereinafter referred to as Applicant) filed an application with 
the City of Rancho Cordova for Design Review approval for a new 5,176 sq ft multi-tenant 
building, located in the same location as 10831 Olson Drive, formally a restaurant, Kinko’s copy 
center and a paper store, before going vacant for several years.   (Assessor’s Parcel Number: 
072-0280-083); and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City Council is the appropriate authority to hear and take action on this 
project; and  
 
 WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Rancho Cordova has conducted a properly 
noticed public hearing pursuant to Government Code Section 65090 and has duly considered all 
written and verbal testimony presented during the hearing. 
  

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA 
HEREBY RESOLVES AS FOLLOWS: 

 
1. Determine that the project site was adequately analyzed according to the California 

Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines and is Categorically Exempt under 
Section 15332, In-Fill Development, as supported by the following Findings and 
Evidence: 

 
a) Finding: The project is consistent with the applicable general plan designation and all 

applicable general plan policies as well as with applicable zoning designation and 
regulations.  Evidence:  The project site is designated Commercial Mixed Use (CMU) 
in both the General Plan and the Zoning Code.  The proposed building is consistent 
with the tear down and rebuilds policy, as adopted by the City Council and all other 
development standards for this area.   

b) Finding: The proposed development occurs within city limits on a project site of no 
more than five acres substantially surrounded by urban uses.  Evidence:  The project 
site is less than one acre and entirely surrounded by urban uses of similar scale and 
intensity. 

c) Finding: The project site has no value as habitat for endangered, rare or threatened 
species.  Evidence: The current site has been used by multiple use in a building that 
has been on site for more than twenty years, is totally surrounded by other 
commercial buildings and the rebuilt site will not remove any special habitat. 

d) Finding: Approval of the project would not result in any significant effects relating to 
traffic, noise, air quality, or water quality.  Evidence: The new building will 
accommodate uses, which have historically been allowed in this area, therefore no 
new traffic or noise impacts will be generated by the new building.  The center is 
predominately accessed by vehicles, and this building will not generate new traffic 
volumes above what is currently in the area.    
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e) Finding: The site can be adequately served by all required utilities and public 
services.  Evidence: The site is served by all required utilities for the existing gas 
station and convenience store.  The new building will be served by existing electrical 
on site and will not over burden any of the utilities or public services. 

2. Approve the Design Review, subject to the Design Package (Exhibit A) and the 
Conditions of Approval (Exhibit B); supported by the following Findings and Evidence, 
as defined in Zoning Code Section 23.140.050;  
 

Finding: The proposed project is consistent with the objectives of the General Plan, 
complies with applicable zoning regulations, Specific Plan provisions, and Special 
Planning Area provisions, and is consistent with the applicable Rancho Cordova 
Design Guidelines.   Evidence:  The project is consistent with the goals and objective 
of the General Plan and Specific Plan.  This project qualifies as a tear down rebuild 
exemption and is consistent with the adopted design guidelines of the City.  

Finding:  The proposed architecture, site design, and landscape are suitable for the 
purposes of the building and the site and will enhance the character of the 
neighborhood and community.  Evidence:  The architecture of the new building, as 
proposed, will blend well into the established center that has been going through a 
systematic remodel to within the surrounding area.  Upgraded materials are being 
used to accent the buildings, such as tile and stone veneer, along with upgrades to 
the store front glass and entry features.  All these improvements are consistent with 
the adopted policies in the design guidelines for new commercial buildings.  

Finding:  The architecture, including the character, scale, and quality of the design, 
relationship with the site and other buildings, building materials, screening of exterior 
appurtenances, exterior lighting and signing, and similar elements establishes a clear 
design concept and is compatible with the character of existing or anticipated 
buildings on adjoining and nearby properties.  Evidence:  The proposed building is 
architecturally consistent with the existing structures in the area.  As there is no 
adopted design scheme for the center, every remodel or rebuild takes on its own 
architectural style and uses similar materials that are present in the center.  The new 
building remains single story and has redesigned it basis mass to better mask the 
roof mounted mechanical equipment over the previous design.  The overall building 
design will remain compatible with other adjacent buildings that have recently 
remodeled. 

Finding:  The proposed project will not create conflicts with vehicular, bicycle, or 
pedestrian transportation modes of circulation. Evidence:  Site circulation will 
remain generally the same as its current configuration because the addition will not 
affect ingress or egress to the site.  The site design proposes an additional 
accessible pedestrian path from the right-of-way to the new building addition.   
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PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Rancho Cordova on the __ 
day of ______________, 2012 by the following vote: 

 
 
AYES:   
 
NOES:   
 
ABSENT:  
 
ABSTAIN:  
 
        ____________________________ 
        David M. Sander, Mayor 
 
 
ATTEST:       
 
 
      
Mindy Cuppy, CMC, City Clerk 
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