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Reporting Requirements for Development Impact Fees
In California, State legislation sets certain legal and procedural parameters for the charging of development impact fees (“DIFs”). 
This legislation was passed as AB1600 by the California Legislature and is now codified as California Government Code Sections 
(GC §) 66000 through 66008 (“Mitigation Fee Act”). This State law went into effect on January 1, 1989. 

GC § 66006(b) states the following requirements as pertains to DIFs: 

For each separate account or fund established, the local agency shall, within 180 days after the last day of each fiscal year, make 
available to the public the following information for the fiscal year: 

(A) A brief description of the type of fee in the account or fund.

(B) The amount of the fee.

(C) The beginning and ending balance of the account or fund.

(D) The amount of the fees collected and interest earned.

(E) An identification of each public improvement on which fees were expended and the amount of expenditures on each
improvement including the total percentage of the cost of the public improvement that was funded with fees.

(F) An identification of an approximate date by which the construction of the public improvement will commence if the local
agency determines that sufficient funds have been collected to complete financing on an incomplete public improvement and
the public improvement remains incomplete.

(G) A description of each interfund transfer or loan made from the account or fund, including the public improvement on which the
transferred or loaned fees will be expended, and, in the case of an interfund loan, the date on which the loan will be repaid,
and the rate of interest that the account or fund will receive on the loan.

(H) The amount of refunds made (as pursuant to GC § 66001(e)) due to sufficient funds being collected to complete financing on
incomplete public improvements, and the amount of reallocation of funds made (as pursuant to GC § 66001(f)) due to
administrative costs of refunding unexpended revenues exceeding the amount to be refunded.

GC § 65865(e) also requires that any development agreement entered into on or after January 1, 2004, the City shall comply with 
GC § 66006 with respect to any fee it receives or cost it recovers. 
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Description of Development Impact Fees 
Sewer Connection Fees 

Sewer connection fees are established pursuant to Municipal Code Chapter 14.16.  Two sewer connection fees are collected when 
development occurs – a regional sewer connection fee and a local sewer connection fee. Additional fees may be applicable to 
properties within sewer special benefit assessment areas.  

• Regional Sewer Connection Fees - The regional sewer connection fee is charged for each sewer unit required within the
Regional Treatment Plan Service Area connected to the city-owned public sewer. The service area includes the City of Roseville
and portions of Placer County and South Placer Municipal Utility District.

Traffic Mitigation Fees 

In 1988 the City of Roseville adopted a citywide Traffic Mitigation Fee Program, requiring new development within the City to pay 
traffic impact fees. The fees collected through this program, in addition to other funding sources, allows the City to construct 
transportation impacts identified in its Capital Improvement Program (CIP). The fee program assesses fair-share costs to each 
jurisdiction based on their impact on the individual roadways from new development. 

This fee applies to all new development in the City. The developers in Specific Plan Areas have built, or will construct, more than the 
minimum amount of improvements from their funds and will receive a credit for those improvements.  Additional fees collected by the 
City on behalf of regional fee programs: 

• Highway 65 Joint Powers Authority Fee Program – The cities of Roseville and Rocklin, along with Placer County, formed a joint
powers authority for the purpose of funding four interchanges on Highway 65. The interchanges include Stanford Ranch
Road/Galleria Boulevard, Pleasant Grove Boulevard, Blue Oaks Boulevard and Sunset Boulevard. The fee program assesses
fair-share costs to each jurisdiction based on their impact on the individual improvements from new development. City of
Roseville serves as staff to the JPA and administers the fee program.
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Fund Balance Summary 
Sewer Connection Fees 
Regional Sewer Connection Fees  
Document 
Establishing 
Fee 

Project Fee Formula 
Starting 
Balance 

Fees 
Collected 
(Refunded) 

Interest 
Earned 

Interfund 
Transfer 
In/(Out)* 

Expenditures 
Ending 
Balance as of 
June 30, 2015 

Sufficient 
Funds to 
Complete 
Project? 

% of 
CIP 
Funded 
by Fee 

Roseville 
Municipal 
Code 
Chapters 
14.16 

Ordinances  
4739 § 11, 
2009; 4461 § 
1 2006; 2855 
§ 1, 1995;
1744 § 1,
1983

$99,032,591 15,908,037 791,962 (98,461) (9,676,195) 

PGW WTP 
Expansion 

(382) Project 
Complete 100% 

Radio 
Telemetry-
Regional W/W 

(35,360) 
Yes- 
 Started 
2007 

100% 

Grease 
Receiving 
Station 

(21,151) Project 
Complete 

100% 

Dry Creek 
Bank Stabiliz. (284,419) 

Project 
Complete 100% 

Pleasant 
Grove 
WWTP Exp 

(22,001) 
Yes-
Started 
2015 

100% 

 Emergency 
Store Pond 
Flood Control 

(66,781) 
Yes-
Started 
1998 

70% 

$105,527,840 
*Transfers out: $98,461 for indirect costs to the General Fund.
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Regional Sewer Connection Project Fee Project Descriptions 

PGW WTP Expansion (Project# 073505) - Replaced chlorine disinfection system with UV disinfection. 

Radio Telemetry-Regional W/W (Project# 073507) – Implementing preliminary Radio Master Plan recommendations including redesign of 
SCADA radio system architecture to avoid interference from other regional utilities. Also relocating a key radio repeater from a City structure 
schedule to be demolished.  

Grease Receiving Station (Project# 073509) - Study to evaluate feasibility of addition of grease receiving station. 

Dry Creek Bank Stabilization (Project# 133504) – Improvements to halt bank erosion near a SPWA trunk sewer line are complete. Staff are 
working to close out the construction contracts.    

Pleasant Grove WWTP Exp (Project# 153507) - Expand wastewater treatment plant capacity. 

Emergency Store Pond Flood Control (Project# 983507) - Construct flood control related improvements for the DCWWTP. 
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Traffic Mitigation Fees 
Highway 65 Joint Powers Authority Fee Program  
Document 
Establishing 
Fee 

Project Fee Formula 
Starting 
Balance 

Fees 
Collected 
(Refunded) 

Interest 
Earned 

Interfund 
Transfer 
In/(Out)* 

Expenditures 
Ending  
Balance as of 
June 30, 2015 

Sufficient 
Funds to 
Complete 
Project? 

% of 
CIP 
Funded 
by Fee 

Resolution 
No. 90-312 

Joint Powers 
Agreement 
Oct, 15, 1990; 
Amended  
Aug. 18, 1992 

($852,849) 1,208,603 10,702 (4,644) (27,030) 

Highway 
65-
Galleria/ 
Stanford 

(36,886) 
No 100% 

Highway 
65-
Reimb 

(1,126,375) No 100% 

($828,478) 

*Transfers out: $4,644 for indirect costs to the General Fund.
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Traffic Mitigation Fee Project Descriptions 

Highway 65-Galleria/Stanford (Project# 152515) –The proposed project would modify the SR 65 NB ramps at the Galleria Boulevard/Stanford 
Ranch Road interchange as well as reconfigure the lanes along Galleria Boulevard/Stanford Ranch Road.  The project would construct the 
following:  

• Dual left turn lanes onto the NB SR 65 slip on-ramp.

• Protected median left turn pockets at the NB and SB ramp intersections, eliminating the inside trap lanes.

• Right turn pocket for the SB approach along Stanford Ranch Road to the NB slip on-ramp.

• Widened NB SR 65 to NB Stanford Ranch Road slip off-ramp from one to two lanes at the ramp terminus. Off-ramp will include a
signalized intersection at Stanford Ranch Road.

• Widened NB slip on-ramp to two metered general purpose lanes plus an HOV preferential lane.

• Modified terminus of the NB loop off-ramp to reduce speeds and enhance safety for all modes utilizing the facility.

Highway 65-Reimb (Project# 942517) – This is reimbursement to Roseville, Rocklin and Placer County for agency contributions to Highway 65 
JPA projects as follows: 

• Sunset Blvd Interchange – Roseville, Rocklin and Placer County each committed $2.4 million ($7.2 mil total) toward construction.
• Pleasant Grove Interchange Phase 2 – Roseville contributed $10,039,250 toward construction.
• Galleria Boulevard Phase 2 – Roseville contributed $1,139,973 toward construction.
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Attachment 1: 

Fee Ordinances, Resolutions and 

Agreements   



Sewer Connection Fees: 

Regional Sewer Connection Fees 

Ordinance No. 4739 



ORDINANCE NO. 4 7 39 

ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE AMENDING SECTIONS 
4.37.140 OF CHAPTER 4.37; 4.38.090 OF CHAPTER 4.38; 4.44.140 OF CHAPTER 4.44, 
4.45.140 OF CHAPTER 45; 4.48.140 OF CHAPTER4.48; 4.49.170 OF CHAPTER 4.49; 

4.52.140 OF CHAPTER 4.52; 4.53 .140 OF CHAPTER 4.53; 4.54.140 OF CHAPTER 4.54 OF 
TITLE 4; SECTIONS 14.08.031 OF CHAPTER 14.08; 14.16.060, 14.16.070 AND 14.16.080 

OF CHAPTER 14.16 OF TITLE 14 OF THE ROSEVILLE MUNICIPAL CODE REGARDING 
INFLATIONARY ADJUSTMENTS 

THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE ORDAINS: 

SECTION 1. Section 4.37.140 of Chapter 4.37 of Title 4 of the Roseville Municipal 
Code is hereby amended to read as follows: 

4.37.140 Inflationary adjustments. 

The fee established by this chapter shall be adjusted annually July 1 st beginning on July 1, 
2010 by a percentage equal to the adjustment rate for the prior year for construction costs as 
determined by the director in the preceding June. The director's determination shall be based 
upon averaging the Construction Cost Index (CCI) for twenty cities and for San Francisco, as 
published in the Engineering News Record publication for the preceding 12 months ending in 
May. The resultant fee shall be rounded to the nearest dollar ($1.00) figure. 

SECTION 2. Section 4.38.090 of Chapter 4.38 of Title 4 of the Roseville Municipal 
Code is hereby amended to read as follows: 

4.38.090 Inflationary adjustments. 

The fee established by this chapter shall be adjusted annually July 1
st beginning on July 1, 

20 IO by a percentage equal to the adjustment rate for the prior year for construction costs as 
determined by the director in the preceding June. The director's determination shall be based 
upon averaging the Construction Cost Index (CCI) for twenty cities and for San Francisco, as 
published in the Engineering News Record publication for the preceding 12 months ending in 
May. The resultant fee shall be rounded to the nearest dollar ($1.00) figure. 

SECTION 3. Section 4.44.140 of Chapter 4.44 of Title 4 of the Roseville Municipal 
Code is hereby amended to read as follows: 

4.44.140 Inflationary adjustments. 

The fee established by this chapter shall be adjusted annually July 1
st beginning on July 1, 

2010 by a percentage equal to the adjustment rate for the prior year for construction costs as 
determined by the director in the preceding June. The director's determination shall be based 
upon averaging the Construction Cost Index (CCI) for twenty cities and for San Francisco, as 











Traffic Mitigation Fees 

Highway 65 Joint Powers Authority Fee Program 

Joint Powers Agreement 

October 15, 1990

As Amended  August 18, 1992 
















































