
 

 
 

City Council Chambers, 311 Vernon Street roseville.ca.gov 
 

The City of Roseville welcomes your participation. 
Meeting Schedule: Regular meetings of the Board of Appeals are held on the second Tuesday of the month at 
9:00 a.m. and the fourth Thursday of the month at 3:00 p.m. 
 
Public Comment: Speakers have three (3) minutes under Public Comment to address the Chair of the meeting 
on issues that are not listed on the agenda and are within the City’s jurisdiction.  Please submit a yellow speaker 
card to the Secretary before the item is heard if you wish to make a comment. 
 
Brown Act: According to the Brown Act, the Board of Appeals is prohibited from taking any action, debating, or 
discussing items not listed on the agenda. 
 
Agenda Items: Speakers have five (5) minutes to address items that are listed on the agenda. 
 
Audio/Visual Presentations: If making a presentation regarding an agenda item, audio/visual materials must be 
submitted to the secretary for consideration at least 72 hours in advance. 
 
Americans with Disabilities Act: If special assistance is required to participate in a meeting, including the need 
of auxiliary aids or services, please notify the City Clerk at least 72 hours in advance of the meeting.   
City Clerk    311 Vernon Street    cityclerkroseville@roseville.ca.us    916-774-5263    TDD: 916-774-5220 
 
Security Measures: All attendees must pass through a metal detector.  Prohibited items – including firearms 
(even with valid CCW), knives, pepper spray/mace, explosives, weapons, dangerous devices of any kind, illegal 
drugs, and alcohol – are not allowed. 
 
Viewing Options: The City of Roseville provides in-person viewing for this meeting. 
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Sharon Lawin, Board Member 
Connor Milligan, Board Member 
Arthur Pauly, Jr., Board Member 

Howard Rudd, Board Member 
Tom Rutherford, Board Member 

Charles Sandoval, Board Member 
Louise Santiago, Board Member 
Robert Schmitt, Board Member 

Andrea Seminer, Board Member 
Sandeep Upamaka, Board Member 

Lynda Risucci, Secretary 
Travis Cochran, Liaison  

AGENDA 
Board of Appeals Hearing 

August 11, 2026 
9:00 AM 

City Council Chambers, 311 Vernon Street  
I. CALL TO ORDER 

II. ROLL CALL (SILENT) 

III. IDENTIFICATION OF CHAIR 

IV. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

V. PUBLIC COMMENTS 

VI. SWEAR IN 

VII. MATTERS TO BE HEARD 

1. Appeal of Administrative Citation No. T09387 - Angelique Alviso 

 Summary: Appellant:  Angelique Alviso, 5501 Sienna Hills Way, Antelope, CA  95843 
Roseville Municipal Code Section 10.58.100(a), Trespass on Parking Structure ($100.00) 

 CONTACT: Lynda Risucci 916-774-5363 lmrisucci@roseville.ca.us 

2. Appeal of Administrative Citation No. T09363 - Rodolfo Flores, Jr. 

 Summary: Appellant:  Rodolfo Flores, Jr., 1304 Manza Circle, Roseville, CA  95678 
Roseville Municipal Code Section 10.58.100(a):  Trespass on Parking Structure ($100) 

 CONTACT: Lynda Risucci 916-774-5363 lmrisucci@roseville.ca.us 

3. Appeal of Administrative Citation No. 22522 - Paula Medcalf-Miller 
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 Summary: Appellant:  Paula Medcalf-Miller, 2633 Heirloom Way, Roseville, CA  95747 
Roseville Municipal Code Section: 7.12.010, Leash Law ($100) 
Roseville Municipal Code Section:  7.16.010, Licensing ($75) 

 CONTACT: Lynda Risucci 916-774-5363 lmrisucci@roseville.ca.us 

VIII. STAFF/BOARD REPORTS 

IX. ADJOURNMENT 
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Board of Appeals  
Communication 

Meeting Date: 8/11/2026 
Item #: VII.1 

Item ID: 2026-670 
 
Title: Appeal of Administrative Citation No. T09387 - Angelique Alviso 
Contact:  Lynda Risucci 916-774-5363 lmrisucci@roseville.ca.us  
 
SUMMARY 
Appellant:  Angelique Alviso, 5501 Sienna Hills Way, Antelope, CA  95843 
Roseville Municipal Code Section 10.58.100(a), Trespass on Parking Structure ($100.00) 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
The Board of Appeals will consider the appeal of Administrative Citation No.:  T09387, submitted by 
Angelique Alviso for the following violation: 
 
Violation: RMC 10.58.100(a) – Trespass on Parking Structure: 
 
“It is unlawful for any person to enter, be upon, or remain upon the premises of any parking garage, 
parking lot, parking structure, or other parking facility owned by the city, unless that person is on the 
premises for the purpose of parking a vehicle or retrieving a vehicle.” 
 
Respectfully Submitted, 
Lynda Risucci, Legal Assistant 
 
Travis Cochran, Senior Deputy City Attorney 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 
1. Staff Report - Alviso 
2. Alviso - Citation 
3. Alviso - Request for Hearing 
 
REVIEWERS: 
Lynda Risucci, City Attorney Department Created -  
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Administrative Citation Appeal Hearing 
Staff Report 

 
Date of Hearing: Tuesday, August 11, 2026, at 9:00 AM  
Appellant:  Angelique Alviso   
Case Number:  CE26-00531; RPD T09387 
  
 
Violation: RMC 10.58.100(a) – Trespass on parking structure 
 
“It is unlawful for any person to enter, be upon, or remain upon the premises of any parking 
garage, parking lot, parking structure, or other parking facility owned by the city, unless that 
person is on the premises for the purpose of parking a vehicle or retrieving a vehicle.” 
 
Narrative:  
 
On June 7, 2026, at approximately 2200 hours (10:00 p.m.), Officers of the Roseville Police 
Department were dispatched to 200 Oak Street, a City-owned parking structure, for reports of 
individuals loitering in the parking garage.  
 
Upon arrival, Officers observed several individuals on the top floor of the parking garage that 
were neither coming nor going, and who appeared to be hanging out. One of these individuals 
was identified as Angelique Alviso. Officer Loza Loza then issued Alviso a Notice to Appear for 
unlawful loitering with the parking structure. Upon review by the City Attorney’s Office, the 
Notice to Appear (an infraction) was administratively reduced to an administration citation for 
violation of Roseville Municipal Code Section 10.58.100(a), which specifically applies to 
loitering/trespassing within a City parking structure or facility. A portion of the Officers’ contact 
with the individuals at the garage was also recorded via bodyworn camera, relevant portions of 
which may be shown during the hearing.  
 
 
Respectfully Submitted, 
A. Loza Loza, Badge #1232 
 
 

Roseville Police Department 
1051 Junction Blvd 
Roseville, CA  95678 
 
Troy Bergstrom, Chief of Police 
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Board of Appeals  
Communication 

Meeting Date: 8/11/2026 
Item #: VII.2 

Item ID: 2026-672 
 
Title: Appeal of Administrative Citation No. T09363 - Rodolfo Flores, Jr. 
Contact:  Lynda Risucci 916-774-5363 lmrisucci@roseville.ca.us  
 
SUMMARY 
Appellant:  Rodolfo Flores, Jr., 1304 Manza Circle, Roseville, CA  95678 
Roseville Municipal Code Section 10.58.100(a):  Trespass on Parking Structure ($100) 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
The Board of Appeals will consider the appeal of Administrative Citation No. T09363, submitted by Rodolfo 
Flores, Jr. for the following violation: 
 
Violation: RMC 10.58.100(a) – Trespass on Parking Structure: 
 
“It is unlawful for any person to enter, be upon, or remain upon the premises of any parking garage, 
parking lot, parking structure, or other parking facility owned by the city, unless that person is on the 
premises for the purpose of parking a vehicle or retrieving a vehicle.” 
 
Respectfully Submitted, 
Lynda Risucci, Legal Assistant 
 
Travis Cochran, Senior Deputy City Attorney 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 
1. Flores Staff Report 
2. Flores - Citation 
3. Flores - Request for Hearing 
 
REVIEWERS: 
Lynda Risucci, City Attorney Department Created -  
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Administrative Citation Appeal Hearing 
Staff Report 

 
Date of Hearing: Tuesday, August 11, 2026, at 9:00 AM  
Appellant:  Rodolfo Flores Jr.  
Case Number:  CE26-00526; RPD T09363 
  
 
Violation: RMC 10.58.100(a) – Trespass on parking structure 
 
“It is unlawful for any person to enter, be upon, or remain upon the premises of any parking 
garage, parking lot, parking structure, or other parking facility owned by the city, unless that 
person is on the premises for the purpose of parking a vehicle or retrieving a vehicle.” 
 
Narrative:  
 
On June 7, 2026, at approximately 2200 hours (10:00 p.m.), Officers of the Roseville Police 
Department were dispatched to 200 Oak Street, a City-owned parking structure, for reports of 
individuals loitering in the parking garage.  
 
Upon arrival, Officers observed several individuals on the top floor of the parking garage that 
were neither coming nor going, and who appeared to be hanging out. One of these individuals 
was identified as Rodolfo Flores. Officer Muser then issued Flores a Notice to Appear for 
unlawful loitering with the parking structure. Upon review by the City Attorney’s Office, the 
Notice to Appear (an infraction) was administratively reduced to an administration citation for 
violation of Roseville Municipal Code Section 10.58.100(a), which specifically applies to 
loitering/trespassing within a City parking structure or facility. A portion of the Officers’ contact 
with the individuals at the garage was also recorded via bodyworn camera, relevant portions of 
which may be shown during the hearing.  
 
 
Respectfully Submitted, 
D. Muser, Badge #1207 
 
 

Roseville Police Department 
1051 Junction Blvd 
Roseville, CA  95678 
 
Troy Bergstrom, Chief of Police 
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Board of Appeals  
Communication 

Meeting Date: 8/11/2026 
Item #: VII.3 

Item ID: 2026-673 
 
Title: Appeal of Administrative Citation No. 22522 - Paula Medcalf-Miller 
Contact:  Lynda Risucci 916-774-5363 lmrisucci@roseville.ca.us  
 
SUMMARY 
Appellant:  Paula Medcalf-Miller, 2633 Heirloom Way, Roseville, CA  95747 
Roseville Municipal Code Section: 7.12.010, Leash Law ($100) 
Roseville Municipal Code Section:  7.16.010, Licensing ($75) 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
The Board of Appeals will consider the appeal of Administrative Citation No.:  22522, submitted by Paula 
Medcalf-Miller for the following violations: 
 
Violation: RMC 7.12.010 Leash law (1 count): 
 
No person shall permit or allow any dog to run at large. 
 
Additional Information: RMC Section 7.04.060 defines “at large” as follows: 
 
A.    “At large” means the following: 
 
1.       Off the premises of the owner or the person having care, custody, control, or possession of the dog 
unless such dog is restrained by a leash or adequate enclosure. The leash shall not exceed six feet in 
length and shall be of sufficient strength to restrain the dog and must be held continuously by a 
responsible person capable of controlling the dog. 
 
2.       On the premises of the owner or the person having care, custody, control, or possession of the dog 
unless such dog is restrained by means adequate and sufficient to prevent the dog from leaving the 
premises or under the control and in the immediate presence of the owner or person having care, custody, 
control, or possession of the dog. 
 
Violation: RMC 7.16.010 Licensing (1 count): 
 
A dog or cat over the age of four months must be licensed according to the provisions of this chapter. 
 
Respectfully Submitted, 
Lynda Risucci, Legal Assistant 
 
Travis Cochran, Senior Deputy City Attorney 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 
1. Medcalf-Miller Citation 
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2. Paul Medcalf-Miller Staff Report 
3. Medcalf-Miller - Request for Hearing 
 
REVIEWERS: 
Lynda Risucci, City Attorney Department Created -  
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Administrative Citation Appeal Hearing 
Staff Report 

 
Date of Hearing: Tuesday, August 11th, 2026 @ 09:00 AM  
Appellant:  Paula MedcalfMiller @ 2633 Heirloom Way  
Citation:  22522 
 
Violation: RMC 7.12.010 Leash law (1 count) 
No person shall permit or allow any dog to run at large. 
 
Additional Information: RMC Section 7.04.060 defines “at large” as follows: 
A. “At large” means the following: 

 
1.       Off the premises of the owner or the person having care, custody, control, or 

possession of the dog unless such dog is restrained by a leash or adequate enclosure. The 
leash shall not exceed six feet in length and shall be of sufficient strength to restrain the dog 
and must be held continuously by a responsible person capable of controlling the dog. 
 

2.       On the premises of the owner or the person having care, custody, control, or 
possession of the dog unless such dog is restrained by means adequate and sufficient to 
prevent the dog from leaving the premises or under the control and in the immediate presence 
of the owner or person having care, custody, control, or possession of the dog. 
 
Violation: RMC 7.16.010 Licensing (1 count) 
A dog or cat over the age of four months must be licensed according to the provisions of this 
chapter.  
 
Narrative:  
On June 16th, 2026 @ approximately 1543 hours 
Roseville Police dispatch received a call from complainant Linda French reporting her 
neighbor’s dog running loose and being on her property. 
 
On June 17th, 2026, at approximately 0907 hours, Linda French called in and requested a 
phone call regarding the dog being loose. She advised the dog was no longer running loose. 
 
Animal Control is not a witness to the reported violations. The violations of RMC Section 
7.12.010 and 7.16.010 are based on the statements of the complainant and appellant.   
 
I, Animal Control Officer B. Chacon contacted Linda who stated the following in summary; Linda 
stated that on June 06/16/2026 at approximately 1300 hours, she was notified of movement on 
her property by her ring camera. When she checked her camera she saw her neighbor’s dog, 
“Lainey” running loose. Linda advised this is an ongoing issue with her neighbor walking her dog 
off leash as well as her ring camera getting set off multiple times when Paula will be on Lindas 
property trying to catch “Lainey.” She requested a citizen citation be issued on her behalf for the 
leash law violation. 
 

Roseville Police Department 
1051 Junction Blvd 
Roseville, CA  95678 
 
Jeff Beigh, Chief of Police 
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I attempted to contact dog owner Paula Medcalfmiller via telephone. Her phone went straight to 
voicemail, and I was unable to leave a message due to her voicemail box being full.  
 
I completed citizen’s citation #22522 on behalf of Linda French, against dog owner Paula 
Medcalfmiller for leash law and licensing, and forwarded the citation to the City Attorney’s office 
for review. 
 
As of July 30th, 2026, PetData shows there still is no current license for Paula’s residence.   
 
Respectfully Submitted, 
B. Chacon, Badge #3090 
Animal Control Office 
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