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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 in 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 

Drainage Fees 

The Drainage Fee is established pursuant to Roseville Municipal Code Chapters 4.48 and 4.49.  Drainage fees are required for all new construction 
that occurs within the Dry Creek Watershed mitigation zone or the Pleasant Grove/Curry Creek Watershed mitigation zones. These mitigation zones 
are further broken down into sub-zones or sub-areas for which fees vary.   

New development, and the expansion of existing development, within the City imposes a burden on the creeks and drainage infrastructure within 
the Dry Creek watershed and the Pleasant Grove and Curry Creek watershed by adding additional impervious surface, thereby adding more runoff, 
and by changing discharge rates. Some of the worst burdens imposed by development are on properties located within the Dry Creek watershed 
and Pleasant Grove and Curry Creek watershed downstream from the City, where additional run-off poses a threat of severe flooding and is a 
danger to life and property. 

The drainage fees have been calculated so as to pay for those facilities listed in the capital improvement program.  The fee is to be collected for 
public improvements and facilities for which an account has been established and funds appropriated, and for which a proposed construction 
schedule has been adopted. 

Public Facilities Fee 

The Public Facilities Fee is established pursuant to Roseville Municipal Code Chapter 4.52.  New development and the expansion of existing 
development within the City imposes burdens on existing public facilities and creates a need for additional public facilities. Such burdens may vary 
by the type of land use.  The Public Facilities Fee is applied to new development and expansion of existing development to ensure adequate levels 
of public services and facilities are maintained.   This fee spreads the costs of public facilities to development which creates the need for such public 
facilities, without generating any surplus to the general fund. 

Sewer Connection Fees 

Sewer connection fees are established pursuant to Roseville Municipal Code Chapter 14.16.  Additional fees may be applicable to properties within 
sewer special benefit assessment areas.  

• Local Sewer Connection Fee - The local sewer connection fee is charged for each sewer unit required within the Roseville City limits connected
to the City-owned public sewer.

Water Connection Fee 

Water connection fees are established pursuant to Roseville Municipal Code Chapter 14.08 and are applicable to all new water service connections 
within the City limits.  This fee ensures the sharing of the costs associated with maintenance and expansion of the City’s raw water supply, water 
treatment, storage, and distribution facilities by those who receive the benefits thereof.  
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Traffic Mitigation Fees 

In 1988 the City of Roseville adopted a city-wide 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. 

City / County Traffic Mitigation Fee - The City of Roseville and Placer County entered into a joint fee program for the purpose of funding 
improvements on Baseline Road and Walerga Road. The fee program assesses fair-share costs to each jurisdiction based on their impact on the 
individual improvements from new development. The fees associated with this fee program were originally collected by Roseville and Placer 
County.  Fees collected by Roseville were remitted to Placer County quarterly to be held in one account.  Effective July 2013, Fiddyment Road was 
removed from the program and individual agencies became responsible for holding the fees they collect in two separate accounts, one with 
Roseville and one with Placer County.   

Downtown Specific Plan In-Lieu Parking Fee 

This fee is established pursuant to Roseville Municipal Code Chapter 19.31.  Within the designated Commercial Mixed Use, Old Town and Central 
Business districts, a parking requirement serving nonresidential uses and residential uses, where a minimum of one space per unit is provided on-
site for the residential units, may be met by a cash in-lieu payment to the City prior to issuance of a building permit, or a certificate of occupancy if 
no building permit is required. The fee is dedicated for use to offset the cost of public off -street parking within the Downtown Specific Plan area in 
the form of garages or public parking lots. 

Animal Control Facility Fee 

This fee is established pursuant to Roseville Municipal Code Chapter 4.53 and is collected for all new residential construction. The fee is collected 
upon issuance of building permits and was adopted to mitigate the impacts of growth on the Placer Animal Control Facilities.  

Park Fees 

Park fees are authorized pursuant to Roseville Municipal Code Chapters 4.37 and 4.38.  There are two different types of park fees applicable to all 
residential projects. The City-wide Park Fee funds park and recreation facilities intended to serve the entire community, and the Neighborhood and 
Community Park Fees fund park and recreation facilities intended to serve neighborhood areas. Park fees may vary based on fees and credits that 
a parcel may be subject to. City-wide Park Credits are granted to all parcels within specific plan areas that have entered into a Development 
Agreement with the City. Certain parcels may be subject to additional City-wide credits. These additional credits are typically granted for park 
property dedication above City standards, or other park obligations that were paid for by the original land developers.  
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Electric Backbone Impact Fee 

The Electric Backbone Impact Fee applies to all new customers served by the City's Electric Department and any customer requesting a special 
service or capacity increase. Fees are based upon a per lot/unit charge and collected upon issuance of the building permit fees. Fees are 
authorized pursuant to Roseville Municipal Code Chapter 4.54. 

Solid Waste Impact Fee 

The Solid Waste Impact Fee applies to all new single-family and duplex units. This fee is paid to the Solid Waste Division of the Environmental 
Utilities Department to set-up solid waste service. Typically, this fee is paid by the developer during the time of construction so that service will be 
available upon move-in by the homeowner. Fees are authorized pursuant to Roseville Municipal Code Chapter 9.12. 

Development Agreement Fees Imposed Since 2004 (GC §65865(e)) 

• Sierra Vista Specific Plan Infrastructure Fee – This fee provides a funding mechanism for Sierra Vista landowners to be reimbursed by other
Sierra Vista landowners for various public improvements and public land dedications (e.g., park, school, fire station, etc.) on one landowner’s
property that benefits other landowner’s property.

• Watt Avenue and Vista Grande Boulevard Extension Traffic Mitigation Fee – This fee provides fair share funding for extensions of Watt Avenue
between the Regional University Specific Plan and future Placer Parkway and “Road B” west of the Sierra Vista Specific Plan boundary to
Baseline Road.  This fee remains in effect until a city-wide funding mechanism is adopted in cooperation with Placer County.

• Water Meter Retrofit / Conservation Program – This fee is established pursuant to Roseville Municipal Code Chapter 14.08 for the maintenance
and testing of water meters and installation of Encoder Receiver Transmitter (ERT) devices.

• Traffic Signal Coordination Fee – This fee provides funding for the West Roseville Traffic Signal Interconnect project.

• Bike Trail Fee – This fee funds construction of Class 1 bike trails through new development areas.

• City-Wide Park In-Lieu Fee – This fee is paid as an alternative to dedication of City-wide park land, as specified in individual development
agreements.

• Fire Tax Equivalent Fee – This fee applies to new growth areas and replaces the Fire Service Facilities Tax that expired in 2009.  This fee
provides funding for capital fire facilities and related equipment required to serve new growth areas.

• Public Benefit Fee (AKA Community Benefit Fee) – This fee applies to new residential growth areas and properties rezoned from non-residential
to residential land uses.  This fee ensures that new residential growth areas will benefit current and future residents of Roseville through
investment in various public infrastructure projects and activities.
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• Air Quality Mitigation Fee (applies to West Roseville Specific Plan) – This fee provides funding to the Placer County Air Pollution Control District
to mitigate impacts to air quality resulting from new residential development.

• Transit Shuttle Service Fee (applies to West Roseville Specific Plan) – This fee provides funding for a shuttle service between the West
Roseville Specific Plan area and the I80/Watt Avenue light rail station.
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Fund Balance Summary 

Drainage Fee 
Pleasant Grove/Curry Creek Watershed Drainage Mitigation Fee  
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 Chapter 
4.48 

Pleasant 
Grove 
Retention 
Basin 

Ordinances  
4433 § 1, 2006; 
2399 § 1, 1991  $4,887,935 325,550 53,118 (4,563) (8,459) $5,253,582 No 100% 

*Transfers out: $4,563 for indirect costs to the General Fund.

Drainage Project Descriptions  
Pleasant Grove Retention Basin (Project # 029001) - Costs associated with annexing the Reason Farms and Warnick properties. 

Dry Creek Watershed Drainage Mitigation Fee  
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 Chapter 
4.49 

Capital 
Improve-
ments 

Ordinance 
2617 § 1, 
1992 $433 (25)   2   -   -   $409 No 

Unknown 
at this 
time 
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Public Facilities Fee  
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 
Chapter 
4.52 

Ordinances  
4606 § 1, 2008; 
4043 § 1, 2004 

$9,732,981 2,707,762 74,107 293,774 (14,875) 

Radio Tower-
West Plan (35,607) No 30% 
Downtown 
Pedestrian 
Bridge 

(184,330) No 30% 

VSTS 
Infrastructure 
Improv. 
(Civic Center 
Expansion) 

(13,707) Yes- 
Project 

Complete 

90% 

Oak Street 
Parking 
Garage 

(118,271) No 30% 

Downtown 
Building-316 
Vernon Street 
(Civic Center 
Expansion) 

(305,925) No 30% 

 $ 12,135,910 
*Transfers in: Strategic Improvement Fund and Transportation Fund totaling $104,845 and $79,485, respectively, for the Downtown Pedestrian Bridge project;

$118,271 from the Successor Agency Roseville RDA for the Oak Street Parking Garage project.
Transfers out: $8,826 for indirect costs to the General Fund.
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Public Facilities Fee Project Descriptions 

Radio Tower-West Plan (Project# 069008) – During the West Plan discussions it was decided that funds would be set aside to build a third 800MHz radio system 
to cover the recently annexed area in Roseville. This radio system is required to provide adequate public safety and other City support to this new area.  

Downtown Pedestrian Bridge (Project #139002) - The Downtown Pedestrian Bridge is aligned with the Civic Center walkway and serves the purpose of providing 
a prominent connection from Royer Park to the Civic Center and Downtown Roseville. The bridge will incorporate the Works Project Administration style and a 
natural history theme.  

VSTS Infrastructure Improv. (Civic Center Expansion)  (Project#149004) – With the completion of the original Town Square capital improvement project, 
remaining infrastructure needs to exist for more effective operations and improved use experience. Some of the infrastructure needs include perimeter fencing 
by the stage, entryway signage, stage naming signage, and fire pit cover.  

Oak Street Parking Garage (Project #151001) - Design and Construction of multi-story, 400-500 space parking garage between Oak Street and Vernon Street’s 200 
block.  Will initially provide free public parking for the downtown community.  Improvements should include pedestrian connections between facility and Oak, 
Lincoln, and Vernon Streets.   

Civic Center Expansion (Project #151002) - The 316 Vernon Street project consists of ±80,000 sq. ft., four-story building on the site of the former City Hall 
Annex.  The building will provide downtown office space necessary to meet the City’s needs through 2025.  The building will provide short-term instructional space 
for Sierra College, which would be converted to additional City office space in the future.   Ground floor retail will also be provided, as required by the Downtown 
Code.   
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Local Sewer Connection Fees  

Document 
Establishing 
Fee 

Project Fee Formula 
Starting 
Balance 

Fees 
Collected 
(Refunded) 

Interest 
Earned/ 
Other(1) 

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 
Chapter 
14.16 

Ordinances  
5070 § 6, 2012; 
4947 § 9, 2011;  
4854 § 9, 2010;  
4739 § 11, 2009; 
3952 § 8, 2003; 
2855 § 1, 1995; 
1744 § 1, 1983 

$17,425,135 308,370 5,791,430 7,621,091 (347,222) 

Wastewater 
Shop 
Expansion 

(136,352) 
Yes-  
Started 
Sept. 2013 

100% 

SCADA 
System 
Replacement 

(2,878,043) 
Yes- 
Started 
Dec. 2009 

100% 

CIP Sewer 
Rehabilitation
-2012

(42,387) 
Yes- 
Started 
1/15/14 

100% 

DCWWTP Belt 
Room Roof 
Repairs 

(178,539) 
Yes- 
Started 
8/26/14 

100% 

DCWWTP 
Pavement 
Rehab Project 

(532,402) 
Yes- 
Started 
8/16/13 

100% 

DCW WTP 2nd 
Clarifiers 
41A/B42A 

(2,221) 
 Yes- 
Started 
12/5/12 

100% 

CIPP Sewer 
Rehabilitation
-2013

(8,550) No 
Unknown 
at this 
time 
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Local Sewer Connection Fees, Continued 

Project Expenditures 
Ending 
Balance as of 
June 30, 2015 

Sufficient 
Funds to 
Complete 
Project? 

% of CIP 
Funded 
by Fee 

Dry Crk/Pl Gr 
W/WTP Arc 
Flash M 

(254,145) 
Yes- 
Started 
Aug. 2012 

100% 

Shadowbrook 
Lift Stn Well 
Rep 

(127,582) 
Yes- 
Started 
2/4/15 

100% 

WW 
Interceptor 
Inspec/Condtn 

(127,722) 
Yes- 
Started 
10/20/14 

100% 

Replmnt 
Planning Model 
Assess 

(1,246) 
Yes- 
Started 
11/20/13 

100% 

Nevada Ave 
Sewer Main 
Realign 

(47,755) 
Yes- 
Started 
Aug. 2014 

100% 

Vactor 
Washout 
Facility 

(168) 
Yes- 
Started 
9/29/14 

40% 

$26,461,692 
(1)Includes revenue from State Grants and other agencies.
*Transfer in:  $2,504,638 for SCADA System replacement; $415 for planning model replacement; $100,000 for sinking fund; $50,000 for technology replacement; $6,000,000 for future wastewater
rehab (quarterly transfer of $1,500,000).
Transfers out:  $1,192956 ($298,239 per quarter) to SPWA rehab plus a true up of ($327,235) to the Wastewater Rehabilitation Fund; $88,050 to Enterprise Asset Management; $34,546 for indirect
costs to the General Fund; $43,512 to the General CIP Rehab Fund; $1,514 to the Wastewater Fund for Radio Telemetry; $619 to the Water Rehab. Fund –ARC Flash Mit-Remot.
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Local Sewer Connection Fees- Project Descriptions 

Wastewater Shop Expansion (Project# 091002) - The Wastewater Collections Shop needs to be expanded to house the Closed Circuit TV vans and other critical 
equipment.  The expansion will add 5,600 square feet to existing metal building and will consist of a concrete foundation and prefabricated metal siding. 

SCADA system replacement (Project# 103501) - Implementing SCADA Condition Assessment and replacing SCADA hardware and software at DCWWTP, 
PGWWTP, and WTP.   

CIP Sewer Rehabilitation-2012 (Project# 123501) - Wastewater pipe identified by the Wastewater Condition Assessment program shall be rehabilitated utilizing 
trenchless cured in place pipe (CIPP) technology. 

DCW WTP belt room roof repairs (Project# 123502) - Recoat belt filter press roof structure. 

DCWWTP pavement rehab project (Project# 123505) - Project to rehabilitate damaged curb, gutter and pavement at the Dry Creek Wastewater Treatment 
Plant.   

DCW WTP 2nd Clarifiers 41A/B42A (Project# 123508) – To assist in the handling of increased solids associated with the increasing BOD loadings at the Dry Creek 
Wastewater Treatment Plant- the older secondary clarifiers are in need of rehabilitation and possible design modifications to replace the aging mechanical 
equipment and ensure peak efficiencies. The four secondary clarifiers being addressed in this rehabilitation project are identified as 41A, 41B, 42A and 42B. They 
were constructed in the mid 1970’s and mid 1980’s. 

CIPP Sewer Rehabilitation-2013 (Project# 133501) - Wastewater pipe identified by the Wastewater Condition Assessment program shall be 
rehabilitated/corrected utilizing trenchless cured-in-place-pipe (CIPP) technology where the existing pipe is lined without excavation.  Typically, the project is 
concentrated in the older neighborhoods of the City also known as Historic, Downtown, and original Roseville. 

Dry Crk/Pl Gr W/WTP Arc Flash M (Project# 133502) - Engineering assessment of the electrical systems for the potential Arc Flash Hazards throughout both 
WWTPs was completed in 2011.  From these independent assessments, specific mitigation measures were analyzed and defined to reduce the energy released 
in the event of an Arc Flash event were to occur.  This project establishes a budget to complete the design and implementation of the DCWWTP and PGWWTP 
Arc Flash mitigation recommendations. 

Shadowbrook Lift Stn Well Rep (Project# 143501) - Rehabilitate and replace the existing lift station. 

WW Interceptor Inspec/Condtn (Project# 143502) - Inspect and assess the condition of various wastewater interceptors/trunk mains. 

Replmnt Planning Model Assess (Project# 143503) - Consultant review of the existing Replacement Planning Model. 

Nevada Ave Sewer Main Realign (Project# 153502) - Re-align sewer main in which the condition has deteriorated to the point where dig and replace is the only 
option. 

Vactor Washout Facility (Project# 153506) - Project to construct a dedicated facility for Vactor cleanout and washing either at the Corporation Yard or the Dry 
Creek Wastewater Treatment Plant.   
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Water Connection Fees  
Document 
Establishing 
Fee 

Project Fee Formula 
Starting 
Balance 

Fees  
Collected 
(Refunded)(1) 

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 
Chapter 
14.08 

Ordinances 
5485 § 2, 2015; 
4608 § 1, 2008; 
3952 § 7, 2003; 
3309 § 2, 1998; 
2981 § 2, 1996; 
2953 § 2, 1996; 
2090 § 1, 1988; 
1387 § 2, 1978 

$35,107,376 8,024,250 311,560 (33,690) (4,217,944) 

Groundwater 
management 
plan 

(273,301) 
Yes- 
Started 
2005 

37% 

West side 
tank/pump 
Stn Proj 

(15,826) 
Yes- 
Started 
2006 

100% 

Integr reg. 
wtr. mgmt. 
Prop 84 

(3,142,232) 
Yes- 
Started in 
2011 

75% 

Intertie-ZN 4 
Pmp bck pmp 
stn 

(3,322,636) 
Yes- 
Started 
2014 

50% 

Regional wtr 
supply reliab 
std 

(69,321) 
Yes- 
Started in 
2015 

100% 

$32,368,235 
(1)Total includes $6,132,362 from connection fees, and the remainder from state grants, reimbursements, in lieu fees, and bond proceeds from sale of bonds.
*Transfers in:  $58,350 for Folsom pump station; $55,000 for groundwater management plan;

Transfers out: $115,764 for Enterprise Asset Management; $31,276 for indirect costs to the General Fund.
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Water Connection Fees Project Descriptions 

Groundwater management plan (Project# 053005) - Implement and maintain an SB 1938 compliant Groundwater Management Plan required to maintain 
future California state grant funding eligibility and implement elements of the Groundwater Management Plan with other agencies. 

West side tank/pump Stn Proj (Project#063001) - Design and construct a six million gallon water storage tank, pump station, and chemical addition facility at 
the City's 5.1 acre site located in the West Roseville Specific Plan.  The work will include site master planning to accommodate two six million gallon tanks and 
satellite facility for Water Distribution operations. 

Integr reg. wtr. mgmt. Prop 84 (Project#113002) - The Regional Water Authority (RWA), on behalf of the City and other regional partners, applied for and 
received a grant from CA Dept of Water Resources (DWR) for the implementation of the American River Basin Integrated Regional Water Management Plan (ARB 
IRWMP).  The City's project included top side construction of Hayden Parkway Well and construction of the Dell Webb Well.  The grant is to cover the design 
(Engineering Services) and construction portions of the project.  The City contributed funds in FY2011 to RWA for preparing the grant application.  Engineering 
and construction costs will be from the Water Construction Fund and additional funds may be spent from Water Construction prior to reimbursement by DWR. 
This budget also included drought related construction changes. 

Intertie-ZN 4 Pmp bck pmp stn (Project#143001) – To evaluate and construct pump stations to pump in water from Sacramento Suburban Water District Intertie 
and pump back water from Zone 4 to Zone 1 in order to meet demands. 

Regional wtr supply reliab std (Project#153003) - Regional water supply reliability studies including regional collaboration for water supply reliability. 
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City/ County Traffic Mitigation Fee  
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 
Chapter 4.45 

Misc. 
Road 
Improv. 

Ordinances 
5203 § 1, 
2013; 4739 § 
4, 2009; 4118 
§ 1, 2004

- - - - - - No 
Unknown 
at this 
time 
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Downtown Specific Plan In-Lieu Parking Fee  

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 
Chapter 19.31,  
Ordinance  
4728 § 11, 2009 

Misc 
Downtown 
Parking 
Improv. 

Resolution 
No. 09-124, 
Downtown 
Code 03-
Regulatory 
Incentives 

$5,665 3,388 42 - - $9,096 No Unknown 
at this 
time 
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Animal Control Facility Fee  

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 
Chapter 
4.53 

Capital 
Improv. 

Ordinance  
4607 § 1, 2008 $876,793 169,963 5,278 - - $ 876,793 No Unknown 

at this 
time 
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Park Fees 
Neighborhood and Community Park Fees  
Document 
Establishing 
Fee 

Project Fee 
Formula 

Starting 
Balance 

Fees 
Collected 
(Refunded)(1) 

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 Chapter 
4.37 

Ordinance 
2178 § 1, 
1989; 
2174 
§ 1, 1989

$13,176,524 2,240,006 100,543 264,180 

Dry Creek 
Erosion at Royer (287) 

Yes- 
Project 
Complete 

0% 

Royer/       
Saugstad Tennis 
Courts 

(263,833) 
Yes- 
Project 
Complete 

100% 

NC 55B Parksite 
(35) 

Yes- 
Start date 
FY 10/11 

100% 

NC-57 
Neighborhood 
Park 

(400) 
Yes- 
Start date 
FY 10/11 

100% 

Overflow 
Parking/Driveway
-RAC

(101,607) 
Yes- 
Start date 
9/21/2015 

60% 

WM Bill Hughes 
Park-Diamond 
Creek 

(131,126) 
Yes- 
Start date 
FY 12/13 

77% 

Harry Crabb Park 
(SSP-29) (36,725) 

Yes- 
Start date 
FY 02/03 

100% 

Hamel Park 
Expansion (295) 

Yes- 
Start date 
FY 14/15 

100% 
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Neighborhood and Community Park Fees, Continued 

Project 
Ending 
Balance as of 
June 30, 2015 

Sufficient 
Funds to 
Complete 
Project? 

% of 
CIP 
Funded 
by Fee 

WRSP 
Fiddyment 
F-83 Bike Trail

(143) 
Yes- 
Start date 
4/20/11 

87% 

WRSP PCL W-
15 Bike Tr-
Offsite 

(1,537) Yes- 
Start date 
7/16/14 

100% 

F-50 School
Park (15,389) 

Yes- 
Start Date 
FY 14/15 

100% 

Longmeadow 
Neighborhood 
Park 

(58,936) Project 
Complete 

100% 

$15,170,939 
(1)Includes Neighborhood Park Fees, In-Lieu Fees, Bike Trail Fees, and Paseo Fees.

*Transfers in: $164,862 for Royer/Saugstad tennis courts rehabilitation; $101,607 for Overflow Parking Riverside Auto Center; $36,725 for Harry Crabb Park development.
Transfers out: $23,272 for Besana Park Rehabilitation; $15,742 for indirect costs to the General Fund.
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Neighborhood and Community Park Fees Project Descriptions 

Dry Creek Erosion at Royer (Project# 075001) - Erosion repairs on Dry Creek at Royer. 

Royer/Saugstad Tennis Courts (Project#105001) – Install 3 new tennis courts at Saugstad consistent with the new master plan. This replaces the courts at Royer 
Park, which have been deteriorated due to mature tree roots and general condition. 

NC 55B Parksite (Project# 115002) - Design and build a neighborhood park. 

 NC-57 Neighborhood Park (Project# 155002) – Park improvements in support of the adjacent trail. 

Overflow Parking/Driveway-RAC (Project#155003) – Improve McNally lot and add a second driveway. 

WM Bill Hughes Park-Diamond Creek (Project# 055001) – Bridge and trail construction at Hughes Park. 

Harry Crabb Park (SSP-29) (Project# 035003) - Phase II park design and construction documents.   

Hamel Park Expansion (Project# 155007) – Mel Hamel Park is a 10 acre park site and popular because of its soccer fields. The on-going use has prompted the 
Department to add a restroom to accommodate this use and to address the need for facilities for users who “stay and play” for more than a few hours. 
Amenities planned for this project would be 2 multi-use restrooms and a storage room.   

WRSP Fiddyment F-83 Bike Trail (Project# 109005) – Construction of a 1/3 mile long segment of bike trail within open space Parcel F-83 and the adjacent “off-
site” open space in the North Roseville Specific Plan.  The “Segment 1” trail runs roughly east-west through the open space, between Crocker Ranch Drive and 
Orchard View Road (old Fiddyment Road). Most of Segment 1 will be built atop an existing sewer maintenance road. Segment 1 includes a bridge crossing of 
tributary to Pleasant Grove Creek.  

WRSP PCL W-15 Bike Tr-Offsite (Project# 149006) – Construction of the W-15 Trail project, a 4/5 mile long section of multi-use trail, that is planned as part of 
the West Roseville Specific Plan bikeway system. 

F-50 School Park (Project#155001) - Park design and improvements.

Longmeadow Neighborhood Park (Project# 125001) - Design and construct this 3 acre neighborhood park. 
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City-wide Park Fee(1) 
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 
Chapter 
4.38 

Ordinances 2988 
§ 1, 1996; 2208 §
1, 1989; 2200 §
1, 1989

$12,919,397 1,857,397 97,060 (17,490) (24,192) 

West 
Roseville 
Sports 
Complex 

(19,175) 
Yes-
Project 
Complete 100% 

Central Park-
Phase One 
(HRN 52) 

(51,766) No 100% 

$14,761,174 
(1)Includes Park Construction Fees, In-Lieu Fees, and Open Space In-Lieu Fees.
*Transfers in: $24,192 from Roseville Youth Sports Coalition.

Transfers out:  $36,725 for Harry Crabb Park development; $4,958 for indirect costs to the General Fund.

City-wide Park Fee Project Descriptions 

West Roseville Sports Complex (Project# 145001) – Assistance from Public Financial Management, Inc. with the financial aspects of negotiations for the 
Exclusive Right to Negotiate Agreement with Placer Valley Tourism regarding West Roseville Sports Complex. 

Central Park-Phase One (HRN 52) (Project# 045001) - Phase III improvements to Central Park.  
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Electric Backbone Impact Fee  
Document 
Establishing 
Fee 

Project Fee Formula 
Starting 
Balance 

Fees 
Collected 
(Refunded)(1) 

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 
Chapter 
4.54 

Ordinances 
5319 § 1, 2014; 
4605 § 1, 2008; 
2393 § 1, 1991 

$3,394,300 1,161,700 35,400 - (11,800) $4,579,600 No  75% 

Electric Backbone Impact Fee Project Descriptions 

Sierra Vista Substation (Project#144002) – Construct a 46 MVA substation to serve the Sierra Vista Specific Plan. This substation will be needed in 2017 
summer due to electrical load increase.  
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Solid Waste Impact Fee  
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 Chapter 
9.12 

Solid 
Waste 
Services 
Set Up 

Ordinances 
4380 § 1, 2006; 
3382 § 1, 1999; 
2665 § 1, 1993; 
2057 § 1, 1987 

$1,792,862 403,157 13,339 (2,884) (64,409) $2,142,066 No 
Unknown 
at this time 

* Transfers out: $2,884 for indirect costs to the General Fund.
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DA Fees Imposed Since 2004

Sierra Vista Specific Plan Infrastructure Fee 

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 

Sierra Vista 
Specific Plan 

Reimbursed  
based on 
project 

- - - - - - - - 

Note:  No fees have been collected yet. 

Watt Avenue and Vista Grande Boulevard Extension Traffic Mitigation Fee 
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 

Creekview 
and Sierra 
Vista DA 

Per DA - - - - - - - - 

Note: The fee will be based on a fair share allocation. No fee will be established until there is a need to extend the road past city limits. 

Water Meter Retrofit/ Conservation 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 

Roseville 
Municipal 
Code 
Chapter 
14.07 

Maint. and 
Testing of 
Water 
Meters and 
ERT Installs 

Ordinance 
4001 § 2, 
2003 

$632,580 117,139 4,789 (15,758) - $738,751 No Unknown 
at this 
time 

* Transfers out: $15,031 for post-retirement/payoffs; $727 for indirect costs to the General Fund.
Please refer to the Development Agreements on the City of Roseville’s website: http://www.roseville.ca.us/gov/development_services/_planning/development_agreements.asp

http://www.roseville.ca.us/gov/development_services/_planning/development_agreements.asp
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DA Fees Imposed Since 2004, continued
Traffic Signal Coordination Fee  
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 

West 
Roseville 
Specific Plan 

West 
Roseville 
Traffic 
Signal 
Interconn.  

Per 
Individual 
DA 

$2,213,770 47,304 16,349 (1,555) (59,851) $2,216,017 No Unknown 
at this 
time 

* Transfers out: $1,555 for indirect costs to the General Fund.

Bike Trail Fee  
Document 
Establishing 
Fee 

Project 
Fee 
Formula 

Starting 
Balance 

Fees 
Collected 
(Refunded)(1) 

Interest 
Earned 

Interfund 
Transfer 
In/(Out)* 

Expenditures 
Ending Balance as 
of June 30, 2015 

Sufficient 
Funds to 
Complete 
Project? 

% of CIP 
Funded 
by Fee 

West 
Roseville 
Specific Plan 

Misc. 
Class 1 
Bike Trails 

Per 
Individual 
DA 

$189,078 1,429 84,157 (72,194) $202,471 No 
Unknown 
at this 
time 

(1)$355,363 in bike trail fees were collected through various Park Development Funds which are included with the Neighborhood and Community Park Fees.  
Fund 218 is the Bike Trail Maintenance Fund.  
*Transfers in: $110,000 from various Community Facilities Districts for bike trail maintenance.

Transfers out: $25,000 to Automotive Replacement Fund for vehicle contribution; $843 for indirect costs to the General Fund.

City-Wide Park In-Lieu Fee  
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 

Sierra Vista 
Specific Plan 

Misc. Park 
Projects per 
DA 

Per DA $39,277 - 294 (12) - $39,560 No 
Unknown 
at this 
time 

*Transfers out: $12 for indirect costs to the General Fund.
Please refer to the Development Agreements on the City of Roseville’s website: http://www.roseville.ca.us/gov/development_services/_planning/development_agreements.asp 

http://www.roseville.ca.us/gov/development_services/_planning/development_agreements.asp
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DA Fees Imposed Since 2004, continued
Fire Tax Equivalent Fee  
Document 
Establishing 
Fee (1) 

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 

Municipal 
Code 
Chapter 
4.46 

Per 
Individual 
DA’s after 
Dec. 2009 

$4,273,416 1,219,228 30,792  (4,549) (9,840) 

Fire Station 1 
Relocation (365,799) $5,143,248 

Yes- 
start date 
6/1/2015 

39% 

(1)Roseville Municipal code 4.46 had a sunset date of December 31, 2009. Individual DA's reference a fee 'equivalent to' this original fire service construction tax fee.
*Transfers out: $5,074 for indirect costs to the General Fund; ($525) from Building Fund/Fire Station-WRSP; $235,408 loan payments ($235,408) offset loan payments.
Loan Purpose - Payoff of Fire Truck Lease- Maturity date of loan if June 30, 2016. Fixed interest rate of 2.00% in FY15.

Fire Tax Equivalent Fee Project Description 
Fire Station 1 Relocation (Project# 121001) - Relocation of Fire Station #1 from its current location to a new facility on the northeast side of the intersection of 
Oak and Grant. 

Public Benefit Fee (AKA Community Benefit Fee) (Fund 101 and 110) 
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 

All DA’s 
since 2004 

Misc. Public 
Infrastructure 
Projects and 
Activities  

Per 
Individual 
DA 

$12,737,543 1,378,450 113,058 2,871,946 (55,840) $17,045,157 No 
Unknown 
at this 
time 

Please refer to the Development Agreements on the City of Roseville’s website: http://www.roseville.ca.us/gov/development_services/_planning/development_agreements.asp 

http://www.roseville.ca.us/gov/development_services/_planning/development_agreements.asp
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DA Fees Imposed Since 2004, continued
Air Quality Mitigation Fee  
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 

West 
Roseville 
Specific 
Plan 

Mitigating 
Impacts 
to Air 
Quality 

Per DA $308,497 51,783      2,100 (129) -   $362,252 No Unknown at 
this time 

*Transfers out: $129 for indirect costs to the General Fund.

Transit Shuttle Service Fee 
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 

West 
Roseville 
Specific 
Plan 

Shuttle 
Service 
between 
WRSP and 
I80/Watt 
Ave Light 
Rail Station 

Per DA $103,922 30,358 790 - - $135,070 No Unknown at 
this time 

Please refer to the Development Agreements on the City of Roseville’s website: http://www.roseville.ca.us/gov/development_services/_planning/development_agreements.asp 

http://www.roseville.ca.us/gov/development_services/_planning/development_agreements.asp
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Attachment 1: 

Fee Ordinances, Resolutions and 

Development Agreements 



Drainage Fees: 

Pleasant Grove/Curry Creek Watershed Drainage Mitigation Fee 

Ordinance No. 4433 

Dry Creek Watershed Drainage Mitigation Fee 

Ordinance No. 2617 





























 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Public Facilities Fee 

Ordinance No. 4606 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 









 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Local Sewer Connection Fees 

Ordinance No. 5070 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 









 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Water Connection Fees 

Ordinance No. 5485 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 









 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

City/County Traffic Mitigation Fee 

Ordinance No. 5203 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 









 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Downtown Specific Plan In-Lieu Parking Fee 

Resolution No. 09-124 

Ordinance No. 4728 

 

Downtown Code 3.0-Regulatory Incentives 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



































 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Animal Control Facility Fee 

Ordinance No. 4607 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 











 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Park Fees: 

Neighborhood and Community Park Fees 

Ordinance No. 2178 

 

 

Citywide Park Fee 

Ordinance No. 2988 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 























 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Electric Backbone Impact Fee 

Ordinance No. 5319 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 







 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Solid Waste Impact Fee 

Ordinance No. 4380 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 







 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Development Agreement Fees  

Imposed Since 2004 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Water Meter Retrofit/Conservation Program 

Ordinance No. 4001 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

























 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 Development Agreements 

 

Please refer to the Development Agreements on the 

City of Roseville’s website: 

 

http://www.roseville.ca.us/gov/development_services/_planning/development_agreements.asp  
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