
 
AGENDA

March 2, 2022

CITY COUNCIL
6:00 p.m.

Council Chambers
311 Vernon Street

Roseville, California
www.roseville.ca.us

The meeting may be viewed on Comcast channel 14, Consolidated Communications
channel 73, and AT&T U-Verse. City Council meetings are also video streamed live on

the City’s website at roseville.ca.us/watch and roseville.ca.us/agenda, and the City’s
YouTube channel at youtube.com/CityofRosevilleCa.

If you need a disability-related modification or accommodation to participate in this
meeting, please contact Voice: 916-774-5200, TDD: 916-774-5220. Requests must be

made as early as possible.

THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE WELCOMES YOUR PARTICIPATION
If an agenda item is open to public comment, such public comment shall be addressed to the
chair of the meeting.

Public Comment - Speakers have three minutes under Public Comment to speak on issues
that are not listed on the agenda and are within the City's jurisdiction. The Brown Act does not
permit any action or discussion on items not listed on the agenda.
 
Consent Calendar - If applicable, the Consent Calendar consists of routine items that may be
approved by one motion. Any person can remove an item from the Consent Calendar to be
discussed separately.
 
Agenda Items - Speakers have five minutes to address items that are listed on the agenda.
 
Americans with Disabilities Act - Notify the City Clerk or Secretary at least 72 hours in
advance if special assistance is required to participate in a meeting including the need of
auxiliary aids or services.
 
Audio/Visual Presentations - If making a presentation regarding an agenda item, audio/visual
materials must be submitted to the City Clerk or Secretary at least 72 hours in advance.
 
Security procedures are in place to attend Roseville City Council meetings. All attendees must
successfully pass through a security metal detector. Any person with a prohibited item will not be



allowed entry. Prohibited items include, but are not limited to: firearms (even with valid CCW),
knives, pepper spray/mace, explosives of any kind/ any weapons and/or dangerous devices of
any kind, illegal drugs and alcohol.

Roseville City Clerk    311 Vernon Street, Roseville, CA    916-774-5200    TDD 916-774-5220

1. CALL TO ORDER

2. ROLL CALL

3. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

4. MEETING PROCEDURES

5. PUBLIC COMMENTS

6. CONSENT CALENDAR

BEGINNING OF CONSENT CALENDAR

Bids / Purchases / Services

6.1. Centrifuge Controls Upgrade - Sole Source Contract Purchase Agreement
Memo from Preventative Maintenance Coordinator Blaine Wiegel and
Environmental Utilities Director Richard Plecker recommending the City Council
adopt RESOLUTION NO. 22-061 APPROVING A SOLE SOURCE
CONTRACT PURCHASE AGREEMENT, BY AND BETWEEN THE CITY
OF ROSEVILLE AND GEA WESTFALIA SEPARATOR INC., AND
AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE IT ON BEHALF
OF THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE. Staff requests approval of a sole source
contract purchase agreement with GEA Westfalia Separator Inc., in the amount
of $181,256 to provide control upgrades to the three centrifuges in the Pleasant
Grove Wastewater Treatment Plant. Funding is available from the Environmental
Utilities Department's FY2021-22 operating budget in the Wastewater
Operations Fund.
CC #: 1951
File #: 0203-09
CONTACT:  Blaine Wiegel 916-746-1833 bwiegel@roseville.ca.us

 

Resolutions

6.2. Affordable Housing - Rental Agreements
Memo from Housing Manager Trisha Isom and Economic Development
Director Melissa Anguiano recommending the City Council adopt
RESOLUTION NO. 22-053 APPROVING AN AFFORDABLE RENTAL
HOUSING AGREEMENT, BY AND BETWEEN THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE
AND DF PROPERTIES, INC., AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER
TO EXECUTE IT ON BEHALF OF THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE; and adopt
RESOLUTION NO. 22-054 APPROVING AN AFFORDABLE RENTAL
HOUSING AGREEMENT, BY AND BETWEEN THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE
AND DF PROPERTIES, INC., AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER
TO EXECUTE IT ON BEHALF OF THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE; and adopt



RESOLUTION NO. 22-055 APPROVING AN AFFORDABLE RENTAL
HOUSING AGREEMENT, BY AND BETWEEN THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE
AND DF PROPERTIES, INC., AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER
TO EXECUTE IT ON BEHALF OF THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE; and adopt
RESOLUTION NO. 22-056 APPROVING AN AFFORDABLE RENTAL
HOUSING AGREEMENT, BY AND BETWEEN THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE
AND DF PROPERTIES, INC., AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER
TO EXECUTE IT ON BEHALF OF THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE; and adopt
RESOLUTION NO. 22-057 APPROVING AN AFFORDABLE RENTAL
HOUSING AGREEMENT, BY AND BETWEEN THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE
AND DF PROPERTIES, INC., AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER
TO EXECUTE IT ON BEHALF OF THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE; and adopt
RESOLUTION NO. 22-058 APPROVING AN AFFORDABLE RENTAL
HOUSING AGREEMENT, BY AND BETWEEN THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE
AND DF PROPERTIES, INC., AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER
TO EXECUTE IT ON BEHALF OF THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE. Staff
requests Council approve six (6) Affordable Rental Housing Agreements with
DF Properties, Inc. The developer will allocate 18 units on 6 different parcels in
the Infill Specific Plan to be rented by very low and low-income households. The
General Plan Housing Element requires a 10% affordable housing obligation for
residential development and recommends that developers provide a distribution
of the required affordable housing as follows: 40% very low; 40% low and 20%
middle income. Since the 1980's, the City's Housing Division has implemented
the General Plan’s recommended distribution for compliance with the 10%
affordable housing obligation and created over 3,500 affordable units. The
subsidies for the program are borne by the developer. No General Fund
resources will be used.
CC #: 1946
File #: 0709-03-02
CONTACT:  Trisha Isom 916-746-1239 tisom@roseville.ca.us

 
6.3. Financial Advisory Services - Professional Services Agreement

Memo from Management Analyst Jeannine Thrash and Assistant City
Manager/Chief Financial Officer Dennis Kauffman recommending the City
Council adopt RESOLUTION NO. 22-052 APPROVING A
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT, BY AND BETWEEN THE
CITY OF ROSEVILLE AND HILLTOP SECURITIES, INC., AND
AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE IT ON BEHALF OF
THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE. Staff requests Council award a contract to Hilltop
Securities, Inc for Financial Advisory Services with a total not-to-exceed amount
of $675,000 through February 28, 2025. The professional services agreement
has two components. The first component is an annual retainer of $75,000 for
providing general financial advisory services. The budget for the retainer is
included in the Finance Department's approved FY2021-22 General Fund
budget. The second component is for providing specific financial advisory
services rendered in the process of issuing a series of bonds. The agreement is
for a flat fee of $25,000 per bond issuance. These expenses are a component
of typical "bond issuance costs". Payment of bond issuance costs are typically
contingent upon issuance of bonds and are routinely paid from bond proceeds,



thus they are not an expense to the General Fund.CC #: 1945

File #: 0200
CONTACT:  Jeannine Thrash 916-774-5473 jthrash@roseville.ca.us

  Dennis Kauffman 916-774-5313 dkauffman@roseville.ca.us
 

6.4. Energy Risk Management Policies Update
Memo from Electric Risk and Compliance Supervisor Petra Wallace and
Electric Utility Director Daniel Beans recommending the City Council adopt
RESOLUTION NO. 22-060 REAFFIRMING THE ENERGY UTILITY RISK
MANAGEMENT POLICY AND THE ENERGY CREDIT RISK POLICY AND
ADOPTING THE ENERGY HEDGE POLICY AND THE ENERGY
TRADING AUTHORITY POLICY. Staff requests approval of two updated
Energy Risk Management Policies and reaffirmation of two existing Energy Risk
Management Policies for Roseville Electric Utility. The Energy Trading Authority
Policy and the Energy Hedge Policy are recommended to be updated. The
Energy Credit Risk Policy and the Electric Utility Risk Management Policy
require City Council reaffirmation every two years by Roseville’s internal risk
policy. There is no fiscal impact associated with these policy changes. 
CC #: 1948
File #: 0800-03
CONTACT:  Petra Wallace 916-774-5510 pwallace@roseville.ca.us

 
6.5. Fiddyment Ranch - Phase 3 Holt Parkway 3A-1 - Notice of Completion

Memo from Senior Construction Inspector Darin Crockett and Development
Services Director Mike Isom recommending the City Council adopt
RESOLUTION NO. 22-051 ACCEPTING THE PUBLIC WORK KNOWN
AS Fiddyment Ranch Phase 3 Holt Parkway 3A-1, APPROVING THE
"NOTICE OF COMPLETION", AND AUTHORIZING AND DIRECTING
THE CITY ENGINEER TO EXECUTE SAID NOTICE ON BEHALF OF
THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE, THEREFORE, AND ACCEPTING A
PORTION OF THE DEDICATIONS OFFERED ON THE RECORDED
MAP OF THE SUBDIVISION. The Engineering Division has made final
inspection of the project and has found the civil improvement work complete in
accordance with the improvement plans and City specifications. This action has no
impact to the City's General Fund. Construction costs were paid by the developer.
CC #: 1942
File #: 0400-04-09-1
CONTACT:  Darin Crockett 916-751-9196 dcrockett@roseville.ca.us

 
6.6. Litigation, Labor, and Employment Services - Legal Services Agreement

Memo from Paralegal Gretchen Hakala and City Attorney Michelle
Sheidenberger recommending the City Council adopt RESOLUTION NO. 22-
048 APPROVING AN AGREEMENT FOR LEGAL SERVICES, BY AND
BETWEEN THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE AND BURKE, WILLIAMS &
SORENSEN, LLP, AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO
EXECUTE IT ON BEHALF OF THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE. Staff requests

mailto:pwallace@roseville.ca.us


Council approval of a legal services agreement with Burke, Williams &
Sorensen, LLP for outside legal services to advise, assist, and represent the
City as co-counsel with the City Attorney from time to time with respect to
litigation, and to assist the City with respect to transaction matters. Staff is
updating the current agreement from 2012 to match the current contractual
terms. The firm will continue to assist the Human Resources Department with
Labor and Employment matters. Legal services provided by this contract will be
dependent upon needs as they occur during the year and thus cannot be
forecast. All expenses will be paid from the Human Resources Department
operating budget in the General Fund, as needed.
CC #: 1937
File #: 0500
CONTACT:  Gretchen Hakala 916-774-5325 ghakala@roseville.ca.us

 

Ordinances (for introduction and adoption - appropriation/urgency
measures)

6.7. Park Rehabilitation Projects - Budget Adjustment
Memo from the Park Planning & Development Superintendent, Tara Gee and
Parks, Recreation & Libraries Director, Jill Geller, recommending the City
Council adopt ORDINANCE NO. 6459 AUTHORIZING CERTAIN
AMENDMENTS TO THE FISCAL YEAR 2021-22 BUDGET AND
DECLARING THIS ORDINANCE TO BE IMMEDIATELY EFFECTIVE AS
AN APPROPRIATION MEASURE. Staff recommends City Council approval
of a budget adjustment to redirect existing funds in the Parks, Recreation &
Libraries Capital Projects Fund for approved park rehabilitation projects. Staff
requests Council approval of a budget adjustment for the Mahany Patio Shade
project in an amount of $4,000 to fill the existing empty tree wells in the patio
area with concrete as the new shade canopy will be erected over this area.
Funding is available in the Paving Repair project fund for this request. Staff also
requests a budget adjustment for the Shade Structure at the Mahany All-
Weather Field in an amount of $16,800, as the cost to add shade over the
second set of bleachers at the All-Weather Field came in higher than
anticipated. Funding is available in the Maidu Museum Trail Repair project fund
for this request. No additional funding is requested.
CC #: 1944
File #: 0704-01 & 0201-01
CONTACT:  Tara Gee 916-774-5253 tgee@roseville.ca.us

 

Reports / Requests

6.8. HOUSING AUTHORITY/CITY COUNCIL - Quarterly Status Update
Memo from Housing Supervisor Suzi Cook-Turner and Economic Development
Director Melissa Anguiano recommending the City Council receive a quarterly
report on the Housing Authority’s Housing Choice Voucher Program. This report
is for informational purposes only and has no impact on the City's General Fund.
CC #: 1943
File #: 0709-02-01

mailto:ghakala@roseville.ca.us
mailto:tgee@roseville.ca.us


CONTACT:  Suzi Cook-Turner 916-774-5414 smcook-turner@roseville.ca.us 
  Trisha Isom 916-746-1239 tisom@roseville.ca.us
 

6.9. Roseville Junction Final Map
Memo from Assistant Engineer Kerry Andrews and Development Services
Director Mike Isom recommending the City Council approve the Roseville
Junction final map. Engineering has completed its review of the final map and
found that it is in compliance with the approved tentative map. This map will be
creating 6 commercial lots. The actions requested have no fiscal impact to the
City's General Fund.
CC #: 1950
File #: 0400-06-03 & 0400-07
CONTACT:  Kerry Andrews 916-774-5346 kandrews@roseville.ca.us

 
6.10.Out-of-State Travel Request - Police Department

Memo from Management Analyst Mark Peinado and Police Chief Troy
Bergstrom recommending the City Council approve out-of-state travel to
Hoover, Alabama, for one Police Officer to attend a Credit Card Skimmers
course from March 8, 2022 to March 10, 2022. The travel and training cost for
this four-day course is fully sponsored by the National Computer Forensics
Institute. This course is fully funded by the NCFI. The NCFI will pay for training
and travel expenses, including hotel and per diem for meals. There is no cost to
the City or fiscal impact to the General Fund.
CC #: 1938
File #: 0600-02
CONTACT:  Mark Peinado 916-774-5021 mcpeinado@roseville.ca.us

 
6.11.Out-of-State Travel Request - Police Department

Memo from Management Analyst Mark Peinado and Police Chief Troy
Bergstrom recommending the City Council approve out-of-state travel from
March 13th to March 17th, 2022, to Winston-Salem, North Carolina, for two
professional staff members to research and evaluate specific integration
software at an agency with a Real Time Crime Center deployment that aligns
with the City's future vision. The total cost to send two professional staff
members will be approximately $3,400. This amount includes travel, lodging,
meals and incidental expenses. There are sufficient funds in the FY2021-22
Police Department budget in the General Fund to cover the expense; no
additional funds are being requested. 
CC #: 1939
File #: 0600-02
CONTACT:  Josh Simon 916-774-5059 jsimon@roseville.ca.us 

  Mark Peinado 916-774-5021 mcpeinado@roseville.ca.us 
 

END OF CONSENT CALENDAR



7. RESOLUTIONS

7.1. Community Facilities District No. 3 (Municipal Services) - Annexation No. 27
(Torrente at Sierra Vista) - Annexation of Territory
Memo from Management Analyst Jeannine Thrash and Assistant City
Manager/Chief Financial Officer Dennis Kauffman recommending the City
Council adopt RESOLUTION NO. 22-049 A RESOLUTION OF
ANNEXATION OF TERRITORY TO COMMUNITY FACILITIES
DISTRICT, AUTHORIZING THE LEVY OF A SPECIAL TAX AND
SUBMITTING LEVY OF TAX TO QUALIFIED ELECTORS; and adopt
RESOLUTION NO. 22-050 A RESOLUTION DECLARING RESULTS OF
SPECIAL ANNEXATION ELECTION, DETERMINING VALIDITY OF
PRIOR PROCEEDINGS, AND DIRECTING RECORDING OF AMENDED
NOTICE OF SPECIAL TAX LIEN. The recommended annexation into
Community Facilities District (CFD) No. 3 will incorporate the developer-owned
territory and be named Community Facilities District No. 3 (Municipal Services),
Annexation 27 (Torrente at Sierra Vista), under the Mello-Roos Community
Facilities Act of 1982, as amended. The landowner submitted the required
property owner ballots to the City Clerk, agreeing to be annexed into CFD No. 3.
The landowner agrees to pay the approved special tax sufficient to pay the costs
of the CFD, levied annually among the parcels within the CFD, at the maximum
special tax rates identified in the Amended Notice of Special Tax for CFD No.
3. On February 2, 2022, the City Council adopted Resolution of Intention No. 22-
029, to Annex Territory to the Community Facilities District and to Authorize the Levy
of Special Taxes Therein, City of Roseville, Community Facilities District No. 3
(Municipal Services), Annexation No. 27 (Torrente at Sierra Vista), and set March 2,
2022, at 6:00 p.m. at the City of Roseville Civic Center Council Chambers at 311
Vernon Street, Roseville, California as the time and place to conduct a public
hearing. The CFD will generate special taxes levied on the landowner's annual
property tax bill. Annexation into Community Facilities District No. 3 (Municipal
Services) helps offset the property's impact on City General Fund resources
available to pay for municipal services and therefore will not negatively impact the
General Fund.
CC #: 1941
File #: 0400-09-01
CONTACT:  Jeannine Thrash 916-774-5473 jthrash@roseville.ca.us

  Dennis Kauffman 916-774-5313 dkauffman@roseville.ca.us
 

8. ORDINANCES

8.1. Military Equipment Policy
Memo from Police Captain Doug Blake and Chief of Police Troy Bergstrom
recommending the City Council adopt findings pursuant to California Assembly
Bill 481 and introduce for first reading an ordinance adopting a Military
Equipment Policy authorizing the Roseville Police Department’s continued use
of “military equipment”, as defined by Assembly Bill 481, obtained prior to
January 1, 2022 and going forward. There is no fiscal impact associated with the
proposed policy.
CC #: 1949



File #: 0323
CONTACT:  Troy Bergstrom 916-774-5058 tbergstrom@roseville.ca.us

  Doug Blake 916-746 1043 dblake@roseville.ca.us
 

9. REPORTS / PUBLIC COMMENTS

10. ADJOURNMENT



 

 COUNCIL COMMUNICATION

CC #: 1951
File #: 0203-09

Title: Centrifuge Controls Upgrade - Sole Source Contract Purchase Agreement
Contact:   Blaine Wiegel 916-746-1833 bwiegel@roseville.ca.us

 
Meeting Date: 3/2/2022

Item #: 6.1.

RECOMMENDATION TO COUNCIL

Staff recommends City Council adopt a resolution authorizing the City Manager to execute a sole
source, contract purchase agreement with GEA Westfalia Separator, Inc. to provide control
upgrades to the three centrifuges in the Pleasant Grove Wastewater Treatment Plant.
 
BACKGROUND

The Pleasant Grove Wastewater Treatment facility uses three GEA centrifuges for the dewatering
of processed sludge before transporting it to the landfill. Centrifugal thickening and dewatering of
sewage sludge is a high-speed process that uses the force from rapid rotation of a cylindrical bowl
to separate wastewater solids from liquid to produce a non-liquid material referred to as “cake.”
Dewatering wastewater solids reduces the volume of residuals, improves operation, and reduces
costs for subsequent storage, processing, transfer, end use, or disposal, among other benefits.
These centrifuges are twenty years old and are in need of a controls upgrade to ensure the
operation of this critical process in wastewater treatment.  Upgrades to these centrifuges can only
be purchased from, and performed by, GEA Westfalia factory-trained technicians. There are no
other certified technicians or repair facilities that can perform maintenance with GEA’s
authorization.  
 
FISCAL IMPACT

The cost of the control upgrades is $181,256 with funding from the Environmental Utilities
Department’s FY2021-22 operating budget in the Wastewater Operations Fund. 

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) does not apply to activities that will not result in
a direct or reasonably foreseeable indirect physical change in the environment, or is otherwise not
considered a project as defined by CEQA Statute §21065 and CEQA State Guidelines
§15060(c)(3) and §15378.  Approval of a contract purchase order for centrifuge controls meets
the above criteria and is not subject to CEQA. No additional environmental review is required.



 

CITY COUNCIL STRATEGIC PLAN/OVERARCHING GOALS

Goal C - Maintain a safe and healthy community
Goal E - Deliver exceptional city services
Goal F - Invest in well-planned infrastructure and growth

 
Respectfully Submitted,

Blaine Wiegel, Preventative Maintenance Coordinator

Richard Plecker, Environmental Utilities Director 
 

_____________________________
Dominick Casey, City Manager

ATTACHMENTS:
Description
Resolution 22-061

Signed GEA Contract



 RESOLUTION NO. 22-061 

 

APPROVING A SOLE SOURCE CONTRACT PURCHASE AGREEMENT, BY AND 

BETWEEN THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE AND GEA WESTFALIA SEPARATOR INC., AND 

AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE IT ON BEHALF OF 

THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE 

 
 

WHEREAS, a sole source contract purchase agreement (3001768) for a controls upgrade 

to existing panels of the Pleasant Grove Wastewater Treatment Plant’s centrifuges, between the 

City of Roseville and GEA Westfalia Separator Inc., has been reviewed by the Council; and 

 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Roseville that 

said sole source contract purchase agreement is approved and that the City Manager is authorized 

to execute it on behalf of the City of Roseville. 

 

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Council of the City of Roseville this day of 

  , 20 , by the following vote on roll call: 

AYES COUNCILMEMBERS: 

NOES COUNCILMEMBERS: 

ABSENT COUNCILMEMBERS: 

 

MAYOR 
 

ATTEST: 
 

 

 

 
 

City Clerk 









































 

 COUNCIL COMMUNICATION

CC #: 1946
File #: 0709-03-02

Title: Affordable Housing - Rental Agreements
Contact:   Trisha Isom 916-746-1239 tisom@roseville.ca.us

 
Meeting Date: 3/2/2022

Item #: 6.2.

RECOMMENDATION TO COUNCIL

Staff recommends that the City Council adopt resolutions to approve six (6) Affordable Rental
Housing Agreements with DF Properties, Inc., and authorize the City Manager to execute them.
 
BACKGROUND

The City of Roseville's General Plan Housing Element requires a 10% affordable housing
obligation for residential development and recommends that developers provide a distribution of
the required affordable housing as follows: 40% very low; 40% low and 20% middle income.
Since the 1980's, the City's Housing Division has implemented the General Plan’s recommended
distribution for compliance with the 10% affordable housing obligation and created over 3,500
affordable units. 

On November 2, 2020, City Council approved a Small Lot Subdivision Map for the Sierra Vista
Specific Plan Parcel DF-20. The conditions of approval required four (4) units to be developed as
affordable purchase and sold to middle income purchasers as well as eighteen (18) units to be
developed and rented at rates affordable to very low and low income households. The very-low
income affordable rent does not exceed the price at which a household earning 50% of the area
median income (AMI) can afford and the low-income affordable rent shall not exceed the price at
which a household earning 80% of the AMI can afford. 

On July 7, 2021, Council approved the DF Properties – Sierra Vista Specific Plan Parcel DF-20
Affordable Purchase Agreement which requires the developer to build 4 of the subdivision's 103
homes as affordable to middle income households. The conditions of approval also allowed the
transfer of 18 affordable rental units from parcel DF-20 to infill parcels owned by the developer
and required them to enter into an Affordable Rental Housing Agreement with the City to
implement the affordable obligations. 

Due to the locations of the rental properties, there are six (6) separate agreements that comprise
the 18 units. The unit mix will consist of 6 studios, 1 one-bedroom, 10 two-bedrooms and 1 three-
bedroom unit. The proposed agreements establish the methods and terms by which the



affordable units will be rented to income-qualified renters.  The agreements will also support the
City's General Plan in meeting the affordable housing goals and Regional Housing Needs
Allocation.
 
FISCAL IMPACT

No General Fund resources will be used for the implementation of the Affordable Renting
Housing Agreements. The rental subsidies for the project that are necessary to comply with the
affordability requirements will be borne by the project’s developer.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) does not apply to activities that will not result in
a direct or reasonably foreseeable indirect physical change in the environment, or is otherwise not
considered a project as defined by CEQA Statute §21065 and CEQA State Guidelines
§15060(c)(3) and §15378. The Affordable Renting Housing Agreements meet the above criteria
and are not subject to CEQA. No additional environmental review is required.
 

CITY COUNCIL STRATEGIC PLAN/OVERARCHING GOALS

Goal D - Enhance economic vitality

 
Respectfully Submitted,

Trisha Isom, Housing Manager

Melissa Anguiano, Economic Development Director 
 

_____________________________
Dominick Casey, City Manager

ATTACHMENTS:
Description
Resolution 22-053

113 Atkinson ARHA

Resolution 22-054

115 Atkinson ARHA

Resolution 22-055



205 Hickory ARHA
Resolution 22-056

207 Hickory ARHA

Resolution 22-057

1124 Circuit ARHA

Resolution 22-058

Duranta ARHA



 RESOLUTION NO. 22-053 

 

APPROVING AN AFFORDABLE RENTAL HOUSING AGREEMENT, BY AND BETWEEN 

THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE AND DF PROPERTIES, INC., AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY 

MANAGER TO EXECUTE IT ON BEHALF OF THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE 

 

 

 WHEREAS, an Affordable Rental Housing Agreement regarding the real property 

located at 113 Atkinson Street, Roseville, CA, by and between the City of Roseville and DF 

Properties, Inc., has been reviewed by the City Council; and 

 

 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Roseville that 

said Affordable Rental Housing Agreement is hereby approved and that the City Manager is 

authorized to execute it on behalf of the City of Roseville. 

 

 PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Council of the City of Roseville this ___ day of 

______________, 2022, by the following vote on roll call: 

 

AYES   COUNCILMEMBERS: 

 

NOES   COUNCILMEMBERS: 

 

ABSENT COUNCILMEMBERS: 

 

       ______________________________ 

         MAYOR 

 

ATTEST: 

 

 

________________________ 

 City Clerk 
 























































 RESOLUTION NO. 22-054 

 

APPROVING AN AFFORDABLE RENTAL HOUSING AGREEMENT, BY AND BETWEEN 

THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE AND DF PROPERTIES, INC., AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY 

MANAGER TO EXECUTE IT ON BEHALF OF THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE 

 

 

 WHEREAS, an Affordable Rental Housing Agreement regarding the real property 

located at 115 Atkinson Street, Roseville, CA, by and between the City of Roseville and DF 

Properties, Inc., has been reviewed by the City Council; and 

 

 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Roseville that 

said Affordable Rental Housing Agreement is hereby approved and that the City Manager is 

authorized to execute it on behalf of the City of Roseville. 

 

 PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Council of the City of Roseville this ___ day of 

______________, 2022, by the following vote on roll call: 

 

AYES   COUNCILMEMBERS: 

 

NOES   COUNCILMEMBERS: 

 

ABSENT COUNCILMEMBERS: 

 

       ______________________________ 

         MAYOR 

 

ATTEST: 

 

 

________________________ 

 City Clerk 
 























































 RESOLUTION NO. 22-055 

 

APPROVING AN AFFORDABLE RENTAL HOUSING AGREEMENT, BY AND BETWEEN 

THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE AND DF PROPERTIES, INC., AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY 

MANAGER TO EXECUTE IT ON BEHALF OF THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE 

 

 

 WHEREAS, an Affordable Rental Housing Agreement regarding the real property 

located at 205 Hickory Street, Roseville, CA, by and between the City of Roseville and DF 

Properties, Inc., has been reviewed by the City Council; and 

 

 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Roseville that 

said Affordable Rental Housing Agreement is hereby approved and that the City Manager is 

authorized to execute it on behalf of the City of Roseville. 

 

 PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Council of the City of Roseville this ___ day of 

______________, 2022, by the following vote on roll call: 

 

AYES   COUNCILMEMBERS: 

 

NOES   COUNCILMEMBERS: 

 

ABSENT COUNCILMEMBERS: 

 

       ______________________________ 

         MAYOR 

 

ATTEST: 

 

 

________________________ 

 City Clerk 
 























































RESOLUTION NO. 22-056 

 

APPROVING AN AFFORDABLE RENTAL HOUSING AGREEMENT, BY AND BETWEEN 

THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE AND DF PROPERTIES, INC., AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY 

MANAGER TO EXECUTE IT ON BEHALF OF THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE 

 
 

WHEREAS, an Affordable Rental Housing Agreement regarding the real property 

located at 207 Hickory Street, Roseville, CA, by and between the City of Roseville and DF 

Properties, Inc., has been reviewed by the City Council; and 

 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Roseville that 

said Affordable Rental Housing Agreement is hereby approved and that the City Manager is 

authorized to execute it on behalf of the City of Roseville. 

 

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Council of the City of Roseville this  day of 

  , 2022, by the following vote on roll call: 

AYES COUNCILMEMBERS: 

NOES COUNCILMEMBERS: 

ABSENT COUNCILMEMBERS: 

 

MAYOR 
 

ATTEST: 
 

 

 

City Clerk 





















































RESOLUTION NO. 22-057 

 

APPROVING AN AFFORDABLE RENTAL HOUSING AGREEMENT, BY AND BETWEEN 

THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE AND DF PROPERTIES, INC., AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY 

MANAGER TO EXECUTE IT ON BEHALF OF THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE 

 
 

WHEREAS, an Affordable Rental Housing Agreement regarding the real property 

located at 1124 Circuit Drive, Roseville, CA, by and between the City of Roseville and DF 

Properties, Inc., has been reviewed by the City Council; and 

 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Roseville that 

said Affordable Rental Housing Agreement is hereby approved and that the City Manager is 

authorized to execute it on behalf of the City of Roseville. 

 

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Council of the City of Roseville this  day of 

  , 2022, by the following vote on roll call: 

AYES COUNCILMEMBERS: 

NOES COUNCILMEMBERS: 

ABSENT COUNCILMEMBERS: 

 

MAYOR 
 

ATTEST: 
 

 

 

City Clerk 























































RESOLUTION NO. 22-058 

 

APPROVING AN AFFORDABLE RENTAL HOUSING AGREEMENT, BY AND BETWEEN 

THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE AND DF PROPERTIES, INC., AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY 

MANAGER TO EXECUTE IT ON BEHALF OF THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE 

 
 

WHEREAS, an Affordable Rental Housing Agreement regarding the real property 

located at 141-145 Duranta Street, Roseville, CA, by and between the City of Roseville and DF 

Properties, Inc., has been reviewed by the City Council; and 

 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Roseville that 

said Affordable Rental Housing Agreement is hereby approved and that the City Manager is 

authorized to execute it on behalf of the City of Roseville. 

 

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Council of the City of Roseville this  day of 

  , 2022, by the following vote on roll call: 

AYES COUNCILMEMBERS: 

NOES COUNCILMEMBERS: 

ABSENT COUNCILMEMBERS: 

 

MAYOR 
 

ATTEST: 
 

 

 

City Clerk 























































 

 COUNCIL COMMUNICATION

CC #: 1945
File #: 0200

Title: Financial Advisory Services - Professional Services Agreement
Contact:   Jeannine Thrash 916-774-5473 jthrash@roseville.ca.us

  Dennis Kauffman 916-774-5313 dkauffman@roseville.ca.us
 

Meeting Date: 3/2/2022
Item #: 6.3.

RECOMMENDATION TO COUNCIL

Staff recommends City Council adopt a resolution authorizing the City Manager to execute a
professional services agreement with Hilltop Securities, Inc. for financial advisory services.
 
BACKGROUND

From time to time, the City has a need for financial advisory services related to issuing bonds that
are highly technical and require the services of a financial advisor with specialized expertise. Each
bond transaction can be complex and requires a specialized skillset to help the City mitigate risk,
make informed decisions and achieve the lowest overall cost of capital. In addition the City also
has the need for a wide variety of financial advisor expertise and advice in the many financial
functions the City is involved with on a daily basis. The City issued a Request for Proposals
(RFP) for Municipal Advisory Services in October 2021 and received several proposals in
response. After City staff reviewed the proposals and interviewed the highest ranking proposers,
staff recommends contracting with Hilltop Securities, Inc. for municipal advisor services. Hilltop
Securities is the City's current municipal advisor and, after going through the RFP process, City
staff agree that they remain the best fit for the City based on the RFP criteria.
 
FISCAL IMPACT

The total not-to-exceed amount of the agreement is $675,000 through February 28, 2025. The
professional services agreement has two components. The first component is an annual retainer
of $75,000 for providing general financial advisory services. The budget for the retainer is
included in the Finance Department's approved FY2021-22 General Fund budget, and will be
included in future fiscal year proposed budgets. The second component is for providing specific
financial advisory services rendered in the process of issuing a series of bonds. The agreement is
for a flat fee of $25,000 per bond issuance. These expenses are a component of typical "bond
issuance costs". Payment of bond issuance costs are typically contingent upon issuance of bonds
and are routinely paid from bond proceeds, thus they are not an expense to the General Fund.
The total dollar value of this component of the agreement will be dependent upon the number of



bond issuances during each fiscal year.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) only applies to projects which have the potential
to cause a significant effect on the environment.  Where it can be seen with certainty that there is
no possibility that the activity in question may have a significant effect on the environment, the
activity is not subject to CEQA. (CEQA Guidelines §15061(b)(3)).

 

CITY COUNCIL STRATEGIC PLAN/OVERARCHING GOALS

Goal A - Remain fiscally responsible in a changing world
Goal F - Invest in well-planned infrastructure and growth
 

 
Respectfully Submitted,

Jeannine Thrash, Management Analyst

Dennis Kauffman, Assistant City Manager/Chief Financial Officer 
 

_____________________________
Dominick Casey, City Manager

ATTACHMENTS:
Description
Resolution 22-052

Professional Services Agreement-Financial Advisory Services



RESOLUTION NO. 22-052 

 

APPROVING A PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT, BY AND BETWEEN THE 

CITY OF ROSEVILLE AND HILLTOP SECURITIES, INC., AND AUTHORIZING THE 

CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE IT ON BEHALF OF THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE 

 

WHEREAS, a professional services agreement for financial advisory services, by and 

between the City of Roseville and Hilltop Securities, Inc., has been reviewed by the City 

Council; and 

 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Roseville that 

said professional services agreement is hereby approved and that the City Manager is authorized 

to execute it on behalf of the City of Roseville. 

 

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Council of the City of Roseville this  day of 

  , 2022, by the following vote on roll call: 

AYES COUNCILMEMBERS: 

NOES COUNCILMEMBERS: 

ABSENT COUNCILMEMBERS: 

 

MAYOR 
 

ATTEST: 
 

 

 

City Clerk 





















































































 

 COUNCIL COMMUNICATION

CC #: 1948
File #: 0800-03

Title: Energy Risk Management Policies Update
Contact:   Petra Wallace 916-774-5510 pwallace@roseville.ca.us

 
Meeting Date: 3/2/2022

Item #: 6.4.

RECOMMENDATION TO COUNCIL

Staff recommends that City Council adopt a resolution to approve two updated Energy Risk
Management Policies and reaffirm two existing Energy Risk Management Policies for Roseville
Electric Utility. There is no fiscal impact associated with these policy changes. 
 
BACKGROUND

Energy markets can be highly volatile and if unmanaged can result in significant monetary risk to
the City of Roseville. In 2005, the City adopted a comprehensive set of Energy Risk Management
Policies to manage the inherent risks associated with operating an electric utility.  The policies are:

• Electric Utility Risk Management Policy: This is the overarching risk management governance
document.  It specifies the goals and objectives of the policies and the roles and responsibilities
in the risk governance structure.

• Energy Credit Risk Policy: This policy defines how credit limits are set and managed.  

• Energy Trading Authority Policy: This policy sets the types of energy transactions that can be
entered into and the levels of authorization the City Manager has for long term hedging and the
Power Management Services Agent (“Agent”) has for within-the-month operational trading.  

• Energy Hedge Policy: This policy defines the Roseville Electric’s hedging goals and risk
tolerance.
 
 
The policies are reviewed and updated on a regular basis to incorporate changes in the operating
environment and periodic independent audits. Staff, the Risk Management Committee, and the
Risk Oversight Committee have reviewed the following policy changes and recommend Council
approval: 
 
• Electric Utility Risk Management Policy – No changes to the policy. 
 

mailto:pwallace@roseville.ca.us


• Energy Credit Risk Policy – No changes to the policy. 
 
• Energy Trading Authority Policy – The policy update includes:
 o Updated the Authority Matrix (section 7.2) to allow Roseville Electric’s Power Management
 Services Provider to transact financial gas, similar to their existing electricity, physical gas, and
 financial gas authority.
 
• Energy Hedge Policy – The policy update includes:
 o Removed the Power Supply Cost Risk Policy (section 2.2) portion of the Hedge Policy as
 recommended by the 2014 Risk Audit. This portion of the policy is difficult to make actionable,
 will therefore shift to use it as an indicator metric and decision guide internally. 

 
FISCAL IMPACT

There is no fiscal impact associated with the policy changes.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) does not apply to activities that will not result in
a direct or reasonably foreseeable indirect physical change in the environment, or is otherwise not
considered a project as defined by CEQA Statute §21065 and CEQA State Guidelines
§15060(c)(3) and §15378.
 
Updates to the Energy Risk Policies meet the above criteria and are not subject to CEQA. No
additional environmental review is required.

 

CITY COUNCIL STRATEGIC PLAN/OVERARCHING GOALS

Goal A: Remain fiscally responsible in a changing world.
 
Respectfully Submitted,

Petra Wallace, Electric Risk and Compliance Supervisor

Daniel Beans, Electric Utility Director 
 

_____________________________
Dominick Casey, City Manager



ATTACHMENTS:
Description
Resolution 22-060

Energy Hedge Policy.Redline.01.05.2022

Energy Hedge Policy.Clean.2022

Energy Trading Authority Policy.Redline.01.11.2022

Energy Trading Authority Policy.Clean.2022

Energy Utility Risk Management Policy

Electric Credit Risk Policy



RESOLUTION NO. 22-060 

 

REAFFIRMING THE ENERGY UTILITY RISK MANAGEMENT POLICYAND THE 

ENERGY CREDIT RISK POLICY AND ADOPTING THE ENERGY HEDGE POLICY 

AND THE ENERGY TRADING AUTHORITY POLICY 

 
 

WHEREAS, in 2005, the City adopted comprehensive risk management policies, which 

addressed a wide range of risks, such as credit risk, and incorporated considerations, such as fuel, 

required for the Roseville Energy Park; and 

 

WHEREAS, these policies need to be reaffirmed every two years; and 

 

WHEREAS, no changes have been made to the Energy Utility Risk Management Policy 

or the Energy Credit Risk Policy; and 

 

WHEREAS, City Council has reviewed the proposed updates to the Energy Hedge Policy 

and the Energy Trading Authority Policy. 

 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Roseville 

that the Energy Utility Risk Management Policy and the Energy Credit Risk Policy are hereby 

reaffirmed. 

 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Roseville that the Energy 

Hedge Policy and the Energy Trading Authority Policy are hereby adopted. 

 

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Council of the City of Roseville this day of 

   , 20 , by the following vote on roll call: 

AYES COUNCILMEMBERS: 

NOES COUNCILMEMBERS: 

ABSENT COUNCILMEMBERS: 

 

MAYOR 
 

ATTEST: 
 

 

City Clerk 
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1. Summary 

The City of Roseville (“City”) Hedge Policy outlines the energy hedging policy (natural gas and 
electricity) that will guide disciplined hedging of forward energy resources. The hedge policy is 
designed to reduce energy rate volatility and to maintain rates within reasonable tolerances.  
The primary purpose of this policy is to identify specific guidelines and criteria for procuring 
projected energy needs. These procurement criteria are defined for quarters, fiscal years, and 
calendar years as appropriate in the different parts of the policy. 

The policy largely employs a price averaging strategy of declining percentage of energy supply 
positions held over forward time periods. This strategy protects the City from potential adverse 
impacts that could result from either significant energy price increases or decreases. The 
strategy also maintains some elements of procurement to remain flexible. For example, during 
times of extremely attractive market conditions, this policy allows for increasing the amount of 
forward energy hedged above the stated ranges with the concurrence of the City’s Risk 
Oversight Committee (“ROC”).  A key component of the policy is a monthly report for the Risk 
Management Committee and a quarterly report to the City Council and ROC, which is outlined 
herein. 

2. Hedging Policy Criteria 
  

2.1.1 2.1 Fixed Price Energy Policy - Volumetric and Lead Time Criteria for 
Energy Hedging 

2.1 Rolling Monthly Hedge Ranges 

One criterion of this policy is to have energy procured within defined volumetric ranges 
during the following rolling monthly and quarterly timeframes. These ranges identify the 
percentage of City’s projected total energy needs that will be procured with fixed price 
energy over a given time period.  For use within this policy, energy needs are 
considered hedged or procured to the extent that the projected need is met by: 

i. Authorized Transactions, as defined in the Roseville Trading Authority Policy 

    or  

 Other transactions as Authorized by the City Council, using the process 
outlined in the Roseville Trading Authority Policy. Options with out of the 
money strike prices may be used to hedge forward volumes, provided that 
they do not account for more than 15% of the projected energy needs in any 
given month, and they are not more than 50% out of the money at the time of 
the transaction. 
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2.2 2.1.2 The City will hedge projected energy needs based on the following criteria: 
 

Lead 
Time 

Months 
1 to 12 

Quarters 
5 to 8 

Quarters 
9 to 12 

Hedging 
Frequency 

Monthly Quarterly Quarterly 

Range (%) 90-110 70-100 45-80 

 

i. Lead Time: This is the amount of time from the current period (including 
the current period). It may be defined in months or quarters. 
 

ii. Hedging Frequency: This is the frequency that the hedging period 
changes. This is to prevent a situation where Month 36 (the last month of 
Quarter 12) would have to be hedged at a time when monthly purchases 
are very illiquid. It also defines the purchases of hedges, indicating that a 
one-month hedge could be purchased for each month between Month 1 
and Month 12, whereas a whole quarter hedge would be purchased for a 
period starting Quarter 5. In case of a conflict, monthly frequency has 
precedence over quarterly. 

 
iii.Range: This is the lower and upper bounds of overall energy needs that 

will be required to be covered with fixed price energy, and/or up to 15% 
with call options.  If the percentage of overall energy compared to the 
expected load for the total lead time is within the bounds, then Roseville is 
in compliance. 

 
iv.Remediation Period on Violation is 45 Days, meaning the City has 45 days 

from the date of the violation notice to get back in compliance with the 
hedging policy. 

Deviations that exceed the range will require approval of the ROC and/or City Council, 
and will be part of the regular reporting to the City Council. 

Because the models being used to determine official compliance with this policy are 
being run by an external entity, the City’s first warning of being out of compliance with 
this policy may occur when a report is delivered showing it out of compliance. As such, 
the City will have 45 days to remedy the out of compliance situation before it is deemed 
a violation. 
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2.12.3 Hedge Timing and Volumetric Minimums 

In meeting the overall volumetric criteria, the City will have the following minimum 
percentages of energy hedged no later than the lead time as identified below: 

Time Frame Months Quarters 

Lead time 1-12 5-8 9-12 

Minimum (%) 70 50 30 

For example, on January 1, 20212022, the City will have a minimum of 70% of its 
projected energy needs for each of the following 12 months, January 2021 2022 
through December 2021 2022 procured. For Quarter 5, including January, February, 
and March 20222023, a minimum of 50% of the total projected energy shall be 
procured, whereas minimum thresholds for individual months are not required. This 
minimum amount can be hedged well before that date based on the ranges in the prior 
section. As with the Volumetric Lead Time Criteria, a time frame in months takes 
precedence over a time in quarters. 

The City will maintain hedges at the minimum volumetric level for the specified lead 
times. Any deviation from the monthly minimum volume for the specified lead time will 
require ROC and/or City Council approval and will be reported to the City Council. It 
would still be considered compliant if one month in Month 1 through Month 12 was 
between 70% and 90%, on condition that the average of Month 1 through Month 12 
was between 90% and 110%. 

The following chart illustrates the volumetric and lead time criteria for energy hedging. 
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2 2.2 Power Supply Cost Risk Policy 
3 The Power Supply Cost Risk Policy will measure the effect of several variables on the cost 

to supply power to the City. These variables are: 
4 Hydro variability (more or less than expected water to run hydroelectric 

power plants). 

5 Market price variability in the electric, natural gas, and the derived marginal 
heat rate market. 

6 Generating unit outages. 

7 Appropriate correlations between all of the above variables. 

8 This policy sets a goal to develop a portfolio to limit the effects of the above variables on 
portfolio costs. These goals are expressed as a percent of total power supply cost. The 
goals for this 36 Month rolling policy are outlined in the table below: 

Time Horizon 0 to 12 Months 13 to 24 Months 25 to 36 Months 

Maximum % Cost 
Exposure (% above 
Baseline Cost) 

7.5% 15% 30% 

9 Remediation Period on Violation: 45 Days 
10 In the table above, there are several terms that need further explanation. 

1 Time Horizon: This is the aggregate time period over which compliance 
with the policy is to be measured. For example, in the first rolling 12 month 
time period, the total Maximum Cost over that 12 months cannot exceed 
the total Baseline Cost over that 12 months by more than the prescribed 
amount (in this case 7.5%). This policy limit does not apply to individual 
months within the time horizon. 

2 Baseline Cost: A cost exposure policy needs to have a baseline from which 
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to be measured. For this policy, the baseline will be t the next three rolling 
years’ estimated power supply costs based on current market conditions 
and other assumptions made at the time. 

3 Maximum Cost: The Maximum Cost upon which the policy limits are binding 
will be the 97th percentile of the total cost distribution (for the given Time 
Horizon) of a Monte Carlo risk model using uncertain variables as defined 
above. 

11 Because of the complex nature of the risk models used to calculate compliance with this 
policy, and because those models are being run by an external entity, the City’s first warning 
of being out of compliance with this policy may occur when a report is delivered showing it 
out of compliance. As such, the City will have 45 days to remedy the out of compliance 
situation before it is deemed a violation. 

3 Natural Gas Hedging 

Natural gas and power hedging will be a complementary hedging activity for the City’s natural 
gas fired generation (owned or contracted) or if it enters a transaction that uses a natural gas 
index price to derive its electricity cost, such as a heat rate product. Such gas related 
generation or purchase transactions would not be considered energy hedges until the projected 
gas volumes are procured. The monthly hedge criteria are measured based on total energy 
exposure for native load (total projected electricity needed for native load minus energy already 
hedged). This is the criteria required to be considered fixed price energy.  There are three 
mechanisms for hedging gas price risk: 

i. The use of NYMEX contracts. 

ii. Bilateral financial hedging using ISDA Master Agreements 

iii. Fixed price physical gas procurement. 

In order to allow flexibility in overall energy hedging decisions (e.g. economically hedging 
additional needs via gas contracts versus power purchases), specific sub-targets for natural gas 
hedging are not set within this policy. 

4 Risk Measurement and Compliance Reporting 

Risk measurement and policy compliance within the volumetric and lead time criteria will be 
demonstrated on a regular basis in the Power Management Services Agent’s (“Agent’s”) 
monthly portfolio model risk report. This report will also report on the Power Supply Cost Risk 
Policy. This report will generally cover three years of projections with seven-year runs performed 
at least once per year or when market conditions indicate the potential to cost-effectively hedge 
beyond three years out.  

5 Responsibility 

It shall be the responsibility of the City Council, Risk Oversight Committee, City Manager, and 
Risk Management Committee to assure compliance with this policy. Implementation of this 
policy shall be in accordance with the Related Polices, as referenced below. 
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6 Related Policies 

Supporting policies and procedures are required as outlined below:  

i. City of Roseville Electric Utility Risk Management Policy 

ii. City of Roseville Energy Trading Authority Policy  

iii. City of Roseville Energy Credit Risk Policy 

iv.Resolution 17-368 retaining ACES for power management services  

v. Resolution 16-161 declaring ACES as agent for the purposes of risk policies 
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1. Summary 

The City of Roseville (“City”) Hedge Policy outlines the energy hedging policy (natural gas and 
electricity) that will guide disciplined hedging of forward energy resources. The hedge policy is 
designed to reduce energy rate volatility and to maintain rates within reasonable tolerances.  
The primary purpose of this policy is to identify specific guidelines and criteria for procuring 
projected energy needs. These procurement criteria are defined for quarters, fiscal years, and 
calendar years as appropriate in the different parts of the policy. 

The policy largely employs a price averaging strategy of declining percentage of energy supply 
positions held over forward time periods. This strategy protects the City from potential adverse 
impacts that could result from either significant energy price increases or decreases. The 
strategy also maintains some elements of procurement to remain flexible. For example, during 
times of extremely attractive market conditions, this policy allows for increasing the amount of 
forward energy hedged above the stated ranges with the concurrence of the City’s Risk 
Oversight Committee (“ROC”).  A key component of the policy is a monthly report for the Risk 
Management Committee and a quarterly report to the City Council and ROC, which is outlined 
herein. 

2. Hedging Policy Criteria 
 

2.1 Rolling Monthly Hedge Ranges 

One criterion of this policy is to have energy procured within defined volumetric ranges 
during the following rolling monthly and quarterly timeframes. These ranges identify the 
percentage of City’s projected total energy needs that will be procured with fixed price 
energy over a given time period.  For use within this policy, energy needs are 
considered hedged or procured to the extent that the projected need is met by: 

i. Authorized Transactions, as defined in the Roseville Trading Authority Policy 

    or  

Other transactions as Authorized by the City Council, using the process 
outlined in the Roseville Trading Authority Policy. Options with out of the 
money strike prices may be used to hedge forward volumes, provided that 
they do not account for more than 15% of the projected energy needs in any 
given month, and they are not more than 50% out of the money at the time of 
the transaction. 
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2.2 The City will hedge projected energy needs based on the following criteria: 
 

Lead 
Time 

Months 
1 to 12 

Quarters 
5 to 8 

Quarters 
9 to 12 

Hedging 
Frequency 

Monthly Quarterly Quarterly 

Range (%) 90-110 70-100 45-80 

 

i. Lead Time: This is the amount of time from the current period (including 
the current period). It may be defined in months or quarters. 
 

ii. Hedging Frequency: This is the frequency that the hedging period 
changes. This is to prevent a situation where Month 36 (the last month of 
Quarter 12) would have to be hedged at a time when monthly purchases 
are very illiquid. It also defines the purchases of hedges, indicating that a 
one-month hedge could be purchased for each month between Month 1 
and Month 12, whereas a whole quarter hedge would be purchased for a 
period starting Quarter 5. In case of a conflict, monthly frequency has 
precedence over quarterly. 

 
iii.Range: This is the lower and upper bounds of overall energy needs that 

will be required to be covered with fixed price energy, and/or up to 15% 
with call options.  If the percentage of overall energy compared to the 
expected load for the total lead time is within the bounds, then Roseville is 
in compliance. 

 
iv.Remediation Period on Violation is 45 Days, meaning the City has 45 days 

from the date of the violation notice to get back in compliance with the 
hedging policy. 

Deviations that exceed the range will require approval of the ROC and/or City Council, 
and will be part of the regular reporting to the City Council. 

Because the models being used to determine official compliance with this policy are 
being run by an external entity, the City’s first warning of being out of compliance with 
this policy may occur when a report is delivered showing it out of compliance. As such, 
the City will have 45 days to remedy the out of compliance situation before it is deemed 
a violation. 
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2.3 Hedge Timing and Volumetric Minimums 

In meeting the overall volumetric criteria, the City will have the following minimum 
percentages of energy hedged no later than the lead time as identified below: 

Time Frame Months Quarters 

Lead time 1-12 5-8 9-12 

Minimum (%) 70 50 30 

For example, on January 1, 2022, the City will have a minimum of 70% of its projected 
energy needs for each of the following 12 months, January 2022 through December 
2022 procured. For Quarter 5, including January, February, and March 2023, a 
minimum of 50% of the total projected energy shall be procured, whereas minimum 
thresholds for individual months are not required. This minimum amount can be hedged 
well before that date based on the ranges in the prior section. As with the Volumetric 
Lead Time Criteria, a time frame in months takes precedence over a time in quarters. 

The City will maintain hedges at the minimum volumetric level for the specified lead 
times. Any deviation from the monthly minimum volume for the specified lead time will 
require ROC and/or City Council approval and will be reported to the City Council. It 
would still be considered compliant if one month in Month 1 through Month 12 was 
between 70% and 90%, on condition that the average of Month 1 through Month 12 
was between 90% and 110%. 

The following chart illustrates the volumetric and lead time criteria for energy hedging. 
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3 Natural Gas Hedging 

Natural gas and power hedging will be a complementary hedging activity for the City’s natural 
gas fired generation (owned or contracted) or if it enters a transaction that uses a natural gas 
index price to derive its electricity cost, such as a heat rate product. Such gas related 
generation or purchase transactions would not be considered energy hedges until the projected 
gas volumes are procured. The monthly hedge criteria are measured based on total energy 
exposure for native load (total projected electricity needed for native load minus energy already 
hedged). This is the criteria required to be considered fixed price energy.  There are three 
mechanisms for hedging gas price risk: 

i. The use of NYMEX contracts. 

ii. Bilateral financial hedging using ISDA Master Agreements 

iii. Fixed price physical gas procurement. 

In order to allow flexibility in overall energy hedging decisions (e.g. economically hedging 
additional needs via gas contracts versus power purchases), specific sub-targets for natural gas 
hedging are not set within this policy. 

4 Risk Measurement and Compliance Reporting 

Risk measurement and policy compliance within the volumetric and lead time criteria will be 
demonstrated on a regular basis in the Power Management Services Agent’s (“Agent’s”) 
monthly portfolio model risk report. This report will generally cover three years of projections 
with seven-year runs performed at least once per year or when market conditions indicate the 
potential to cost-effectively hedge beyond three years out.  

5 Responsibility 

It shall be the responsibility of the City Council, Risk Oversight Committee, City Manager, and 
Risk Management Committee to assure compliance with this policy. Implementation of this 
policy shall be in accordance with the Related Polices, as referenced below. 

6 Related Policies 

Supporting policies and procedures are required as outlined below:  

i. City of Roseville Electric Utility Risk Management Policy 

ii. City of Roseville Energy Trading Authority Policy  

iii. City of Roseville Energy Credit Risk Policy 

iv.Resolution 17-368 retaining ACES for power management services  

v. Resolution 16-161 declaring ACES as agent for the purposes of risk policies 
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ENERGY TRADING AUTHORITY POLICY 

3/03/2021 

1. Purpose  

The Trading Authority Policy (“Policy”) is the framework containing the governing rules and 
requirements associated with the City’s energy related transactions.  The Policy also specifies 
the list of authorities or powers granted by the City Council of the City of Roseville (“City”) to the 
City Manager and key personnel that can execute energy related transactions. 

1.1 The Trading Authority Policy includes directives that address the following: 
 

i. The City’s intention regarding hedging and speculating; 
ii. Who has authority to execute transactions; 
iii. The commodities and products that can be transacted; 
iv. The authorized lead-time and term for each transaction; 
v. Counterparty contract and credit requirements; 
vi. Other relevant factors associated with due diligence in authorizing 

transactions to be executed. 

 
2. Execution Authority 

The City Council granted the City Manager the ability to delegate his/her authority to the Electric 
Utility Director and Power Management Services Agent (“Agent”) at his/her discretion. The City 
Manager may also choose to amend the extent of authority granted to Utility Director and Agent 
at his/hers discretion as long as it does not surpass the limit of his/her own authority. 

The Transaction Authority Matrix outlines the Execution Authority Limits and defines the trading 
limits applicable to purchases and sales for each authority level. 

All transactions must be executed via a recorded communication method. Recorded 
communications must be maintained and controlled by personnel who are independent of the 
trading function. Any request by the City for the Agents to execute on its behalf a transaction 
beyond the Agent’s authority must by documented in accordance with this Policy. 

3. Requirements 
 
   3.1   Credit Requirements –  

 
i. Roseville Electric shall not intentionally exceed the credit limit associated with 

each counterparty.  Entering into unsecured transactions with a counterparty 
that has total credit exposure greater than or equal to its open line of credit 
and the total of any security currently provided, will be managed according
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to the City of Roseville Energy Credit Policy. (Note: Since credit exposures 
are a function of not only positions traded, but also a function of market 
pricing and volatility, credit exposure to a counterparty may unintentionally 
exceed a credit limit purely due to changes in the forward market).   
 

3.2    Contract Requirements –  
 

i. Transactions with counterparties shall only be permitted if City has an active, 
valid, and executed agreement enabling such trading activity with that 
counterparty.  

ii. Long form confirmations may be used as a valid agreement in lieu of a 
permanent agreement, when necessary, if approved by the Roseville City 
Council. 
 

4. Non-Permissible Transactions 
 

4.1     Sleeving  
 

i. No sleeving transactions for credit or contract purposes shall be executed. 
Note: Credit Sleeving is an arrangement where a more financially reputable 
entity acts as middleman for a smaller, undercapitalized entity in the 
purchase or sale of power. Contract sleeving is an arrangement where an 
entity acts as a middleman between two entities to bridge a contract gap that 
exists between the two entities.   
 

4.2    Speculative  
 

i. The primary purpose of trading activities shall be for hedging and portfolio 
optimization (including participation in arbitrage opportunities). However, the 
Energy Hedge Policy does allow the City to take advantage of market 
opportunities through transactions that could in the strictest sense be labeled 
speculation if those transactions expose the City to additional risk. The 
Energy Hedge Policy defines what is permissible in this regard. 

 

5. Standard Transactions 

Types of transactions that are executed by Roseville or its Agent must be consistent with City 
Council resolutions, all applicable laws, and rules and regulations. These may include, but not 
limited to the following: 
 

5.1 Enabling and Master Agreements 
 

5.2 Purchase and Sales of Energy Products such as: 
 

5.2.1 Electric Power and Transmission (Financial and Physical Contracts) 
 

i. Purchase energy or capacity to serve load above what is expected to be 
generated or purchased from existing resources, or if energy or capacity 
purchases are more economical than existing resources. 
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ii. Sell existing capacity or energy that is expected to be in excess of the 
City’s requirements. 

iii. Execute financial transactions, including CAISO virtual transactions, to fix 
the price of variable commodity purchases or sales. 

iv. Purchase from the CAISO markets to meet the City’s load requirements 
or sell into the CAISO markets energy in excess of the City’s load 
requirements. 

v. Purchase call options to limit price exposure on short power positions. 
vi. Sell call options or tolling agreements on capacity that is expected to be 

in excess of the City’s resource requirements. 
vii. Purchase a “floor” to limit price exposure on long power positions. 
viii. Sell a “floor” to offset a portion of the price of the purchase of call 
ix. Execute physical spread transactions at authorized locations. 
x. Transmission purchases are to be as firm as possible to reasonably 

assure the delivery of the commodity at the firmness transacted. 

Notes: 

 Physical Contracts are contracts that require “sellers” to produce and 
deliver the commodity to the “buyers”.  Financial Contracts do not 
involve a direct physical delivery of a commodity; instead they use 
cash settlements, the buyer either gains or lose credit against the 
seller based on the difference between the agreed “entry” price and 
the “final” settlement price. 
 

5.2.2 Natural Gas and Transportation (Financial and Physical Contracts) 
 

i. Purchase natural gas and transportation that is expected to be needed to 
fuel the Roseville facilities. Enter into imbalance and storage agreements 
if deemed beneficial to fuel Roseville facilities. 

ii. Sell surplus gas, or release transportation capacity, if more economic 
energy is available for purchase. 

iii. Purchase call options to limit price exposure on short natural gas 
positions. 

iv. Sell call options or tolling agreements on capacity that is expected to be 
in excess of the City’s resource requirements. 

v. Purchase a “floor” to limit price exposure on long natural positions. 
vi. Sell a “floor” to offset a portion of the price of the purchase of call options 

listed in item (5) above. 
vii. Transportation purchases are to be as firm as possible to reasonably 

assure the delivery of the commodity at the firmness transacted. 
 

5.2.3 Environmental Compliance Instruments 
 

i. Purchase environmental compliance instruments, including but not 
limited to LCFS credits, GHG allowances, GHG offsets and Federal SO2 
and NOx emission allowances expected to be necessary to optimize the 
operation of the City’s resource portfolio. 

ii. Sell environmental compliance instruments, including- but not limited to- 
Carbon Free Attributes, LCFS credits, GHG allowances, GHG offsets, 
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and Federal SO2 and NOx Emission Allowances  deemed unnecessary 
for efficient operation of the City’s resource portfolio. 
 

5.2.4 REC’s and Energy Attributes 
 

i. Purchase or sell renewable energy credits and/or energy attributes as 
required to meet compliance requirements. 
 

5.2.5 Congestion Revenue Rights 
 

i. Execute congestion revenue rights or physical transmission transactions, 
including natural gas transportation to manage congestion price risk. 
 

5.2.6 Ancillary Services 
 

i. Purchase bilateral ancillary services to meet the City’s load requirements 
or sell bilateral ancillary services in excess of the City’s load 
requirements. 

ii. Purchase CAISO Ancillary Services (Spinning Reserves, Non-Spinning 
Reserves, and Regulation) to meet the City’s load requirements or sell 
CAISO Ancillary Services in excess of the City's load requirements. 
 

5.2.7 Movement of energy to and from: 
 

i. CAISO (NP15 and SP15), BANC (Balancing Area of Northern California), 
Mid-Columbia, John Day, Big Eddy and COB   
 
a. Execute physical spread transactions at authorized locations. 
b. For financial electricity transactions, authorized locations include 

CAISO NP 15 EZ Gen Hub, CAISO SP 15 EZ Gen Hub, the 
Balancing Area of Northern California (BANC), Mid-Columbia, John 
Day, Big Eddy, and COB. These same locations are authorized for 
physical electricity transactions to the extent delivery can be 
reasonably expected. 

c. Additional physical and financial locations include owned-generation 
locations within the CAISO, and CAISO inter-ties for import and 
export transactions. 
 

5.2.8 Movement of Natural Gas to and from:  
 

i. PG&E CityGate, Malin, Topock, Henry Hub, and SoCal Border 
 
a. Execute physical spread transactions at authorized locations. 
b. For Natural Gas physical and financial transactions, authorized 

locations include PG&E CityGate, Malin, Topock and the SoCal 
Border. 

c. Henry Hub is authorized for financial Natural Gas hedging, as well 
as Henry Hub to PG&E CityGate Basis. 
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5.2.9 Energy Exchange: 

 
Energy exchange transaction is defined as any transaction in which similar 
quantities of energy are exchanged across locations or commodities to lower 
cost, or to reduce risk or to increase reliability. 

 

6. Non-Standard Transactions 

City staff may enter non-standard Transactions with City Council approval. Non-standard 
Transactions fall outside the scope of the defined “Standard” Transactions; these may include 
new opportunities that involve the following: 
 

i. New commodities 
ii. Location outside defined trading boundaries 
iii. Pilot program 

 
6.1 The approval process for non-standard transactions are defined by the following: 

 
i. Transaction Proposal - 

 
The proposal is the responsibility of the person or business group proposing the 
transaction. The proposal should address the business need, risks, trading controls, 
valuation methodology, accounting methodology, operations workflow/methodology, 
and assessment of legal and regulatory issues. 

ii. City Council Review -  
 

The Risk Oversight Committee (“ROC”) will perform a review on behalf of, and make 
a recommendation to, the City Council on the benefits and risks of the proposed 
transaction.  The City Council will assess the proposed transaction and make a 
determination whether to add the proposed transaction to the approved list. 

 

7. Aggregated Dollar Authority Limits 

The aggregated dollar authority limit specifies the corresponding maximum dollars each 
authority level is allowed to authorize for forward transactions for Electric Power, Transmission, 
Natural Gas, Transportation, Environmental Compliance Instruments, RECs and Energy 
Attributes, Congestive Revenue Rights, Ancillary Services, and Energy Exchanges. See 
Authority Matrix for details. 
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7.1 Authority Matrix: 
 

 
Title 

 
Source of 
Authority 

 
Products 

 
Term 

 
Delivery 

Lead 
Time 

 
Termination 

Limits 

 
Aggregate Dollar Authority 

Limit 

Power & 
Transmission 

Nat. Gas & 
Transpor-

tation 

Environmental 
Compliance 
Instruments 

RECs and 
Energy 

Attributes 

Congestions 
Revenue 

Rights 

Ancillary 
Services 

Energy 
Exchan

ges 

 
Net 

 
Gross 

 
City 

Council 

 
State Law,  

City 
Charter 

 
 

X 

 
 

X 

 
 

X 

 
 

X 

 
 

X 

 
 

X 

 
 

X 

 
 

No 
Limit 

 
 

No Limit 

 
 

No Limit 

 
 

No Limit 

 
 

No Limit 

 
City 

Manager 

 
City  

Council 

 
 

X 

 
 

X 

 
 

X 

 
 

X 

 
 

X 

 
 

X 

 
 

X 

 
< 6  

Years 

 
< 6  

Years 

 
< 6  

Years 

 
 

$500,000,000 

 
 

$700,000,000 

 
Utility 

Director 

 
City  

Council 

 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 

   
 

X 

 
< 3  

Month 

 
<6 

Months 

 
< 1  

Year 

 
 

$5,000,000 

 
 

$5,000,000 

 
Agent’s 

CEO 

 
City 

Council 

 
 

X 

 
 

X 

   
 

X 

 
 

X 

 
 

X 

 
< 1  

Month 

 
< 6  

Weeks 

 
< 2  

Months 

 
 

$23,000,000 

 
 

$31,000,000 

 
i. Matrix Explanations: 

 
 The gross aggregate limits represent the maximum allowable total dollars based on the absolute values of all forward 

purchases and sales. 

 The net aggregate limits represent the maximum allowable total dollars between all forward purchases and sales. 

 Delivery Lead Time represents the time period from the date a trade is executed to the start of the trade. 

 Unless otherwise stated, the dollar limits are based upon electric power only and do not include transmission, however, the 
Term, Lead Time, and Quantity limits do apply to transmission. 

 Termination Limit refers to the last day of the term from the execution day of the contract.
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7.2 Authority Matrix for Agent’s Short-Term Traders: 
 

 
Product 

 
Source of 
Authority 

 
Per Transaction 

Limits 

 
Per Trading Day Limits 

(Up to) 
 

 
Aggregated Limits 

(Up to) 

 
Term 

 
Delivery 

Lead Time 

 
Termination 

Limits 

 
Volume 

Size 

 
Total Cost 

($) 

 
Volume 

Size 

 
Total Cost 

($) 

 
Total 

Volume 

 
Net Total  

($) 

 
Gross Total 

($) 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 

Power and 
Transmission 

 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

City 
Council 
(Can be 

Modified 
by City 

Manager) 

 
 

> 1 Week 
< 1 Month 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

< 6 
Weeks 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

< 2 
Months 

 
 

 
 

8,400 MWh 
per Week 

 

 
 

$1,050,000 
per Week 

 
 

111,600 MWh 

 
 

$14,000,000 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

446,400 
MWh 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

$17,000,000 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

$21,000,000 

 

> 1 Day 
< 1 Week 

 
 

2,400 MWh 
per Day 

 
 

$600,000 
per Day 

 
 

33,600 MWh 

 
 

$8,400,000 
 

 

 
< 1 Day 

 
 

4,800 MWh 
per Day 

 

 
 

No Max. 
(Keep Lights 

On) 

 
 

No Max. 
(Keep Lights 

On) 

 
 

No Max. 
(Keep Lights 

On) 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Natural Gas 
and 

Transportation 
 

 

 
< 1 Month 

 
 
 
 
 

< 6 
Weeks 

 
 
 
 
 

< 2 
Months 

 
12,000 

MMBTU/D 

 
XRE will 

authorize 
the 

purchase of 
all financial 
natural gas 
balancing 

transaction
s before 

execution 
by 

APMAgent. 
APM Agent 

 
775,000 
MMBTU 

 
$6,200,000 

 
775,000 
MMBTU 

 
$6,200,000 

 
$9,300,000 
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may 
manage 

and 
execute the 

sale of 
financial 

natural gas 
balancing 

transaction
s as RE’s 

exposure to 
natural gas 

prices 
decreases. 

 

> 1 Day 
< 1 Week 

 
 

40,000 
MMBTU/D 

 
 

X 

 
 

280,000 
MMBTU 

 
 

$4,200,000 

 
 

400,000 
MMBTU 

 
 

$4,000,000 
 

 
 

$6,000,000 
 

 

 
< 1 Day 

 
 

< 1 
Week 

 
 

< 2 
Weeks 

 
 

50,000 
MMBTU/D 

 
 

X 

 
 

150,000 
MMBTU 

 
 

$3,000,000 

 
 

150,000 
MMBTU 

 
 

$2,000,000 
 

 
 

$4,000,000 
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i. Matrix Explanations: 

 
a. Power and Transmission Transactions: 
 

 Transaction Limits represent the MWh volume per period labeled in the table 
and total dollars per period (as labeled above) for each transaction executed. 

 Per Trading Day Limits represent the total MWH volume and dollars for all 
transactions executed in a trading day. 

 The transaction term limit for the Agent of < 1 Day covers individual daily 
transactions as well as executed transactions for more than one day to 
accommodate weekends or holidays, which could have terms up to 3 days for a 
normal weekend and up to 5 days for a holiday weekend. 

 The gross aggregate limits represent the maximum allowable total dollars 
based on the absolute values of all forward purchases and sales. 

 The net aggregate limits represent the maximum allowable total dollars 
between all forward purchases and sales. 

 Delivery Lead Time represents the time period from the date execution to the 
first day of the term of the trade. 

 Unless otherwise stated, the dollar limits are based upon electric power only 
and do not include transmission, however, the Term, Lead Time, and Quantity 
limits do apply to transmission. 

 Termination Limit refers to the time period between the date of execution and 
the last day of the term of the trade. 
 

b.  Natural Gas and Transportation Transactions: 
 

 Transaction Limits represent the daily MMBtu volume for each transaction 
executed. 

 Per Trading Day Limits represent the total MMBtu volume and dollars for all 
transactions executed in a trading day. 

 The transaction term limit for the Agent of < 1 Day covers individual daily 
transactions as well as executed transactions for more than one day to 
accommodate weekends or holidays, which could have terms up to 3 days for a 
normal weekend and up to 5 days for a holiday weekend. 

 The gross aggregate limits represent the maximum allowable total dollars 
based on the absolute values of all forward purchases and sales. 

 The net aggregate limits represent the maximum allowable total dollars 
between all forward purchases and sales. 

 Lead time represents the time period from the date a trade is executed to the 
start of the trade. 

 One monthly NYMEX contract contains 10,000 MMBtu. 

 The dollar limits are based upon commodity gas only and do not include 
transportation, however, the Term, Lead Time, and Quantity limits do apply to 
transportation. 

 Termination limit refers to the last day of the term from the execution day of the 
contract. 
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7.3 CAISO Trading Authority Matrix for Agent’s Short-Term Traders: 

 
 

Products 
 

 
Delivery Lead Time 

 
Term 

 
MW Size 

 
$/MWh 

 
Generation 

Awards 
 

 
As Required by CAISO 

 
1 Operating Day 

 
230 

 
CAISO Price Cap 

 

 
Demand 
Awards 

 

 
None 

 
Inter SC Transactions 

(IST) 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

As Required by CAISO 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

1 Operating Day 

 
200 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

CAISO Price Cap 
 

 
CAISO 

Imports 
 

 
230 

 
CAISO 

Exports 
 

 
375 

 
 

 
 

 
Ancillary 
Services 

 

 
200 

 
Congestion Revenue 

Rights 
 

 
None 

 
i. Matrix Explanations: 

 

 Generation Award Limits are per generating unit within the CAISO. 

 Demand Award Limits are per each load location. 

 CAISO Imports and Exports are by location and are each monitored separately. 

 Inter SC Transactions (IST) are each monitored separately. 

 Limits for Ancillary Service Awards apply to the Regulation and Operating 
(Spinning and Non- Spinning) Reserve Market. Limits for ancillary services 
transacted bilaterally are addressed in the power authority matrix. 

 Only Congestion Revenue Rights that are bought and sold via the long-term, 
annual and monthly auctions or in the secondary market are monitored per the 
limits above. This excludes congestion revenue rights allocated in the Annual 
Allocation. 

 Term applies to either the calendar year or planning year. 
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8. Acknowledgements 
 

8.1 Violations and Sanctions –  
 

i. Violations of this Policy must not occur. Should it be deemed that violations did 
occur due to the actions of City employees, the Agent will notify the City’s 
Electric Risk and Compliance Supervisor and the City Attorney of such 
violations. Those individuals will have the responsibility to bring the violations to 
the Risk Management Committee for discussion. If warranted, the Risk 
Management Committee may escalate the issue to the Risk Oversight 
Committee to develop remediation procedures. 

 
8.2 Policy Effective –  

 
ii. This Policy is in effect upon the City Council’s approval and shall remain in 

effect until a replacement policy has been approved by the City Council 
superseding this Policy. 

 

9. Responsibility 
 

It shall be the responsibility of the City Council, through the duly appointed Risk Oversight 
Committee, Risk Management Committee and the City Manager to assure compliance with this 
policy. 
 
 

10. Related Policies 
 

10.1 Supporting policies and procedures are required as outlined below: 
 

i. City of Roseville Energy Credit Risk Policy 
ii. City of Roseville Electric Utility Risk Management Policy 
iii. City of Roseville Energy Risk Identification Policy and Hedge Plan  
iv. Resolution 17-368 declaring ACES for power management services 
v. Resolution 16-161 declaring ACES as agent for the purposes of risk policies. 
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ENERGY TRADING AUTHORITY POLICY 

3/03/2021 

1. Purpose  

The Trading Authority Policy (“Policy”) is the framework containing the governing rules and 
requirements associated with the City’s energy related transactions.  The Policy also specifies 
the list of authorities or powers granted by the City Council of the City of Roseville (“City”) to the 
City Manager and key personnel that can execute energy related transactions. 

1.1 The Trading Authority Policy includes directives that address the following: 
 

i. The City’s intention regarding hedging and speculating; 
ii. Who has authority to execute transactions; 
iii. The commodities and products that can be transacted; 
iv. The authorized lead-time and term for each transaction; 
v. Counterparty contract and credit requirements; 
vi. Other relevant factors associated with due diligence in authorizing 

transactions to be executed. 

 
2. Execution Authority 

The City Council granted the City Manager the ability to delegate his/her authority to the Electric 
Utility Director and Power Management Services Agent (“Agent”) at his/her discretion. The City 
Manager may also choose to amend the extent of authority granted to Utility Director and Agent 
at his/hers discretion as long as it does not surpass the limit of his/her own authority. 

The Transaction Authority Matrix outlines the Execution Authority Limits and defines the trading 
limits applicable to purchases and sales for each authority level. 

All transactions must be executed via a recorded communication method. Recorded 
communications must be maintained and controlled by personnel who are independent of the 
trading function. Any request by the City for the Agents to execute on its behalf a transaction 
beyond the Agent’s authority must by documented in accordance with this Policy. 

3. Requirements 
 
   3.1   Credit Requirements –  

 
i. Roseville Electric shall not intentionally exceed the credit limit associated with 

each counterparty.  Entering into unsecured transactions with a counterparty 
that has total credit exposure greater than or equal to its open line of credit 
and the total of any security currently provided, will be managed according
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to the City of Roseville Energy Credit Policy. (Note: Since credit exposures 
are a function of not only positions traded, but also a function of market 
pricing and volatility, credit exposure to a counterparty may unintentionally 
exceed a credit limit purely due to changes in the forward market).   
 

3.2    Contract Requirements –  
 

i. Transactions with counterparties shall only be permitted if City has an active, 
valid, and executed agreement enabling such trading activity with that 
counterparty.  

ii. Long form confirmations may be used as a valid agreement in lieu of a 
permanent agreement, when necessary, if approved by the Roseville City 
Council. 
 

4. Non-Permissible Transactions 
 

4.1     Sleeving  
 

i. No sleeving transactions for credit or contract purposes shall be executed. 
Note: Credit Sleeving is an arrangement where a more financially reputable 
entity acts as middleman for a smaller, undercapitalized entity in the 
purchase or sale of power. Contract sleeving is an arrangement where an 
entity acts as a middleman between two entities to bridge a contract gap that 
exists between the two entities.   
 

4.2    Speculative  
 

i. The primary purpose of trading activities shall be for hedging and portfolio 
optimization (including participation in arbitrage opportunities). However, the 
Energy Hedge Policy does allow the City to take advantage of market 
opportunities through transactions that could in the strictest sense be labeled 
speculation if those transactions expose the City to additional risk. The 
Energy Hedge Policy defines what is permissible in this regard. 

 

5. Standard Transactions 

Types of transactions that are executed by Roseville or its Agent must be consistent with City 
Council resolutions, all applicable laws, and rules and regulations. These may include, but not 
limited to the following: 
 

5.1 Enabling and Master Agreements 
 

5.2 Purchase and Sales of Energy Products such as: 
 

5.2.1 Electric Power and Transmission (Financial and Physical Contracts) 
 

i. Purchase energy or capacity to serve load above what is expected to be 
generated or purchased from existing resources, or if energy or capacity 
purchases are more economical than existing resources. 



 
  

ENERGY TRADING AUTHORITY POLICY                                                                          PAGE 3 OF 10 

 
 

ii. Sell existing capacity or energy that is expected to be in excess of the 
City’s requirements. 

iii. Execute financial transactions, including CAISO virtual transactions, to fix 
the price of variable commodity purchases or sales. 

iv. Purchase from the CAISO markets to meet the City’s load requirements 
or sell into the CAISO markets energy in excess of the City’s load 
requirements. 

v. Purchase call options to limit price exposure on short power positions. 
vi. Sell call options or tolling agreements on capacity that is expected to be 

in excess of the City’s resource requirements. 
vii. Purchase a “floor” to limit price exposure on long power positions. 
viii. Sell a “floor” to offset a portion of the price of the purchase of call 
ix. Execute physical spread transactions at authorized locations. 
x. Transmission purchases are to be as firm as possible to reasonably 

assure the delivery of the commodity at the firmness transacted. 

Notes: 

 Physical Contracts are contracts that require “sellers” to produce and 
deliver the commodity to the “buyers”.  Financial Contracts do not 
involve a direct physical delivery of a commodity; instead they use 
cash settlements, the buyer either gains or lose credit against the 
seller based on the difference between the agreed “entry” price and 
the “final” settlement price. 
 

5.2.2 Natural Gas and Transportation (Financial and Physical Contracts) 
 

i. Purchase natural gas and transportation that is expected to be needed to 
fuel the Roseville facilities. Enter into imbalance and storage agreements 
if deemed beneficial to fuel Roseville facilities. 

ii. Sell surplus gas, or release transportation capacity, if more economic 
energy is available for purchase. 

iii. Purchase call options to limit price exposure on short natural gas 
positions. 

iv. Sell call options or tolling agreements on capacity that is expected to be 
in excess of the City’s resource requirements. 

v. Purchase a “floor” to limit price exposure on long natural positions. 
vi. Sell a “floor” to offset a portion of the price of the purchase of call options 

listed in item (5) above. 
vii. Transportation purchases are to be as firm as possible to reasonably 

assure the delivery of the commodity at the firmness transacted. 
 

5.2.3 Environmental Compliance Instruments 
 

i. Purchase environmental compliance instruments, including but not 
limited to LCFS credits, GHG allowances, GHG offsets and Federal SO2 
and NOx emission allowances expected to be necessary to optimize the 
operation of the City’s resource portfolio. 

ii. Sell environmental compliance instruments, including- but not limited to- 
Carbon Free Attributes, LCFS credits, GHG allowances, GHG offsets, 
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and Federal SO2 and NOx Emission Allowances  deemed unnecessary 
for efficient operation of the City’s resource portfolio. 
 

5.2.4 REC’s and Energy Attributes 
 

i. Purchase or sell renewable energy credits and/or energy attributes as 
required to meet compliance requirements. 
 

5.2.5 Congestion Revenue Rights 
 

i. Execute congestion revenue rights or physical transmission transactions, 
including natural gas transportation to manage congestion price risk. 
 

5.2.6 Ancillary Services 
 

i. Purchase bilateral ancillary services to meet the City’s load requirements 
or sell bilateral ancillary services in excess of the City’s load 
requirements. 

ii. Purchase CAISO Ancillary Services (Spinning Reserves, Non-Spinning 
Reserves, and Regulation) to meet the City’s load requirements or sell 
CAISO Ancillary Services in excess of the City's load requirements. 
 

5.2.7 Movement of energy to and from: 
 

i. CAISO (NP15 and SP15), BANC (Balancing Area of Northern California), 
Mid-Columbia, John Day, Big Eddy and COB   
 
a. Execute physical spread transactions at authorized locations. 
b. For financial electricity transactions, authorized locations include 

CAISO NP 15 EZ Gen Hub, CAISO SP 15 EZ Gen Hub, the 
Balancing Area of Northern California (BANC), Mid-Columbia, John 
Day, Big Eddy, and COB. These same locations are authorized for 
physical electricity transactions to the extent delivery can be 
reasonably expected. 

c. Additional physical and financial locations include owned-generation 
locations within the CAISO, and CAISO inter-ties for import and 
export transactions. 
 

5.2.8 Movement of Natural Gas to and from:  
 

i. PG&E CityGate, Malin, Topock, Henry Hub, and SoCal Border 
 
a. Execute physical spread transactions at authorized locations. 
b. For Natural Gas physical and financial transactions, authorized 

locations include PG&E CityGate, Malin, Topock and the SoCal 
Border. 

c. Henry Hub is authorized for financial Natural Gas hedging, as well 
as Henry Hub to PG&E CityGate Basis. 
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5.2.9 Energy Exchange: 

 
Energy exchange transaction is defined as any transaction in which similar 
quantities of energy are exchanged across locations or commodities to lower 
cost, or to reduce risk or to increase reliability. 

 

6. Non-Standard Transactions 

City staff may enter non-standard Transactions with City Council approval. Non-standard 
Transactions fall outside the scope of the defined “Standard” Transactions; these may include 
new opportunities that involve the following: 
 

i. New commodities 
ii. Location outside defined trading boundaries 
iii. Pilot program 

 
6.1 The approval process for non-standard transactions are defined by the following: 

 
i. Transaction Proposal - 

 
The proposal is the responsibility of the person or business group proposing the 
transaction. The proposal should address the business need, risks, trading controls, 
valuation methodology, accounting methodology, operations workflow/methodology, 
and assessment of legal and regulatory issues. 

ii. City Council Review -  
 

The Risk Oversight Committee (“ROC”) will perform a review on behalf of, and make 
a recommendation to, the City Council on the benefits and risks of the proposed 
transaction.  The City Council will assess the proposed transaction and make a 
determination whether to add the proposed transaction to the approved list. 

 

7. Aggregated Dollar Authority Limits 

The aggregated dollar authority limit specifies the corresponding maximum dollars each 
authority level is allowed to authorize for forward transactions for Electric Power, Transmission, 
Natural Gas, Transportation, Environmental Compliance Instruments, RECs and Energy 
Attributes, Congestive Revenue Rights, Ancillary Services, and Energy Exchanges. See 
Authority Matrix for details. 
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7.1 Authority Matrix: 
 

 
Title 

 
Source of 
Authority 

 
Products 

 
Term 

 
Delivery 

Lead 
Time 

 
Termination 

Limits 

 
Aggregate Dollar Authority 

Limit 

Power & 
Transmission 

Nat. Gas & 
Transpor-

tation 

Environmental 
Compliance 
Instruments 

RECs and 
Energy 

Attributes 

Congestions 
Revenue 

Rights 

Ancillary 
Services 

Energy 
Exchan

ges 

 
Net 

 
Gross 

 
City 

Council 

 
State Law,  

City 
Charter 

 
 

X 

 
 

X 

 
 

X 

 
 

X 

 
 

X 

 
 

X 

 
 

X 

 
 

No 
Limit 

 
 

No Limit 

 
 

No Limit 

 
 

No Limit 

 
 

No Limit 

 
City 

Manager 

 
City  

Council 

 
 

X 

 
 

X 

 
 

X 

 
 

X 

 
 

X 

 
 

X 

 
 

X 

 
< 6  

Years 

 
< 6  

Years 

 
< 6  

Years 

 
 

$500,000,000 

 
 

$700,000,000 

 
Utility 

Director 

 
City  

Council 

 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 

   
 

X 

 
< 3  

Month 

 
<6 

Months 

 
< 1  

Year 

 
 

$5,000,000 

 
 

$5,000,000 

 
Agent’s 

CEO 

 
City 

Council 

 
 

X 

 
 

X 

   
 

X 

 
 

X 

 
 

X 

 
< 1  

Month 

 
< 6  

Weeks 

 
< 2  

Months 

 
 

$23,000,000 

 
 

$31,000,000 

 
i. Matrix Explanations: 

 
 The gross aggregate limits represent the maximum allowable total dollars based on the absolute values of all forward 

purchases and sales. 

 The net aggregate limits represent the maximum allowable total dollars between all forward purchases and sales. 

 Delivery Lead Time represents the time period from the date a trade is executed to the start of the trade. 

 Unless otherwise stated, the dollar limits are based upon electric power only and do not include transmission, however, the 
Term, Lead Time, and Quantity limits do apply to transmission. 

 Termination Limit refers to the last day of the term from the execution day of the contract.
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7.2 Authority Matrix for Agent’s Short-Term Traders: 
 

 
Product 

 
Source of 
Authority 

 
Per Transaction 

Limits 

 
Per Trading Day Limits 

(Up to) 
 

 
Aggregated Limits 

(Up to) 

 
Term 

 
Delivery 

Lead Time 

 
Termination 

Limits 

 
Volume 

Size 

 
Total Cost 

($) 

 
Volume 

Size 

 
Total Cost 

($) 

 
Total 

Volume 

 
Net Total  

($) 

 
Gross Total 

($) 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 

Power and 
Transmission 

 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

City 
Council 
(Can be 

Modified 
by City 

Manager) 

 
 

> 1 Week 
< 1 Month 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

< 6 
Weeks 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

< 2 
Months 

 
 

 
 

8,400 MWh 
per Week 

 

 
 

$1,050,000 
per Week 

 
 

111,600 MWh 

 
 

$14,000,000 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

446,400 
MWh 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

$17,000,000 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

$21,000,000 

 

> 1 Day 
< 1 Week 

 
 

2,400 MWh 
per Day 

 
 

$600,000 
per Day 

 
 

33,600 MWh 

 
 

$8,400,000 
 

 

 
< 1 Day 

 
 

4,800 MWh 
per Day 

 

 
 

No Max. 
(Keep Lights 

On) 

 
 

No Max. 
(Keep Lights 

On) 

 
 

No Max. 
(Keep Lights 

On) 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Natural Gas 
and 

Transportation 
 

 

 
< 1 Month 

 
 
 
 
 

< 6 
Weeks 

 
 
 
 
 

< 2 
Months 

 
12,000 

MMBTU/D 

 
X 

 
775,000 
MMBTU 

 
$6,200,000 

 
775,000 
MMBTU 

 
$6,200,000 

 
$9,300,000 

 

 

> 1 Day 
< 1 Week 

 
 

40,000 
MMBTU/D 

 
 

X 

 
 

280,000 
MMBTU 

 
 

$4,200,000 

 
 

400,000 
MMBTU 

 
 

$4,000,000 
 

 
 

$6,000,000 
 

 

 
< 1 Day 

 
 

< 1 
Week 

 
 

< 2 
Weeks 

 
 

50,000 
MMBTU/D 

 
 

X 

 
 

150,000 
MMBTU 

 
 

$3,000,000 

 
 

150,000 
MMBTU 

 
 

$2,000,000 
 

 
 

$4,000,000 
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i. Matrix Explanations: 

 
a. Power and Transmission Transactions: 
 

 Transaction Limits represent the MWh volume per period labeled in the table 
and total dollars per period (as labeled above) for each transaction executed. 

 Per Trading Day Limits represent the total MWH volume and dollars for all 
transactions executed in a trading day. 

 The transaction term limit for the Agent of < 1 Day covers individual daily 
transactions as well as executed transactions for more than one day to 
accommodate weekends or holidays, which could have terms up to 3 days for a 
normal weekend and up to 5 days for a holiday weekend. 

 The gross aggregate limits represent the maximum allowable total dollars 
based on the absolute values of all forward purchases and sales. 

 The net aggregate limits represent the maximum allowable total dollars 
between all forward purchases and sales. 

 Delivery Lead Time represents the time period from the date execution to the 
first day of the term of the trade. 

 Unless otherwise stated, the dollar limits are based upon electric power only 
and do not include transmission, however, the Term, Lead Time, and Quantity 
limits do apply to transmission. 

 Termination Limit refers to the time period between the date of execution and 
the last day of the term of the trade. 
 

b.  Natural Gas and Transportation Transactions: 
 

 Transaction Limits represent the daily MMBtu volume for each transaction 
executed. 

 Per Trading Day Limits represent the total MMBtu volume and dollars for all 
transactions executed in a trading day. 

 The transaction term limit for the Agent of < 1 Day covers individual daily 
transactions as well as executed transactions for more than one day to 
accommodate weekends or holidays, which could have terms up to 3 days for a 
normal weekend and up to 5 days for a holiday weekend. 

 The gross aggregate limits represent the maximum allowable total dollars 
based on the absolute values of all forward purchases and sales. 

 The net aggregate limits represent the maximum allowable total dollars 
between all forward purchases and sales. 

 Lead time represents the time period from the date a trade is executed to the 
start of the trade. 

 One monthly NYMEX contract contains 10,000 MMBtu. 

 The dollar limits are based upon commodity gas only and do not include 
transportation, however, the Term, Lead Time, and Quantity limits do apply to 
transportation. 

 Termination limit refers to the last day of the term from the execution day of the 
contract. 
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7.3 CAISO Trading Authority Matrix for Agent’s Short-Term Traders: 

 
 

Products 
 

 
Delivery Lead Time 

 
Term 

 
MW Size 

 
$/MWh 

 
Generation 

Awards 
 

 
As Required by CAISO 

 
1 Operating Day 

 
230 

 
CAISO Price Cap 

 

 
Demand 
Awards 

 

 
None 

 
Inter SC Transactions 

(IST) 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

As Required by CAISO 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

1 Operating Day 

 
200 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

CAISO Price Cap 
 

 
CAISO 

Imports 
 

 
230 

 
CAISO 

Exports 
 

 
375 

 
 

 
 

 
Ancillary 
Services 

 

 
200 

 
Congestion Revenue 

Rights 
 

 
None 

 
i. Matrix Explanations: 

 

 Generation Award Limits are per generating unit within the CAISO. 

 Demand Award Limits are per each load location. 

 CAISO Imports and Exports are by location and are each monitored separately. 

 Inter SC Transactions (IST) are each monitored separately. 

 Limits for Ancillary Service Awards apply to the Regulation and Operating 
(Spinning and Non- Spinning) Reserve Market. Limits for ancillary services 
transacted bilaterally are addressed in the power authority matrix. 

 Only Congestion Revenue Rights that are bought and sold via the long-term, 
annual and monthly auctions or in the secondary market are monitored per the 
limits above. This excludes congestion revenue rights allocated in the Annual 
Allocation. 

 Term applies to either the calendar year or planning year. 
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8. Acknowledgements 
 

8.1 Violations and Sanctions –  
 

i. Violations of this Policy must not occur. Should it be deemed that violations did 
occur due to the actions of City employees, the Agent will notify the City’s 
Electric Risk and Compliance Supervisor and the City Attorney of such 
violations. Those individuals will have the responsibility to bring the violations to 
the Risk Management Committee for discussion. If warranted, the Risk 
Management Committee may escalate the issue to the Risk Oversight 
Committee to develop remediation procedures. 

 
8.2 Policy Effective –  

 
ii. This Policy is in effect upon the City Council’s approval and shall remain in 

effect until a replacement policy has been approved by the City Council 
superseding this Policy. 

 

9. Responsibility 
 

It shall be the responsibility of the City Council, through the duly appointed Risk Oversight 
Committee, Risk Management Committee and the City Manager to assure compliance with this 
policy. 
 
 

10. Related Policies 
 

10.1 Supporting policies and procedures are required as outlined below: 
 

i. City of Roseville Energy Credit Risk Policy 
ii. City of Roseville Electric Utility Risk Management Policy 
iii. City of Roseville Energy Risk Identification Policy and Hedge Plan  
iv. Resolution 17-368 declaring ACES for power management services 
v. Resolution 16-161 declaring ACES as agent for the purposes of risk policies. 
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ELECTRIC UTILITY RISK MANAGEMENT POLICY 
03/03/2021 

1. Policy Purpose

The purpose of this document is to formalize the policies of the City of Roseville 
(City) regarding managing the risks inherent to operating its electric utility. Accordingly, 
this policy will set forth the City’s: 

• Risk management objectives,
• Risk governance structure and responsibilities, and
• Scope of business activities governed by this policy, and the list of associated

electric utility risk management policy guidelines and policy documents.

The City intends that Risk Management will support the advancement of its strategic 
business plan and will properly manage its business and financial risks through: 

• Prudent oversight,
• Adequate mitigation of risks consistent with the City’s risk tolerance, and
• Sufficient internal controls and procedures.

Managing the energy risks of the City’s business entails the coordination of resources 
and activities among multiple business units within the City. 

2. Risk Management Objectives
The City is committed to provide competitively priced reliable power to its customers. 
Managing the City’s risk is consistent with that mission, and serves the following 
objectives to: 

• Maintain risk within desired tolerances for a defined period in the future,
• Participate in the energy markets primarily for hedging purposes, while still allowing

the City to take advantage of market opportunities within strict policy limits,
• Mitigate the effect of price volatility to its customers,
• Maintain stable cash flows,
• Enhance the value of the City’s assets/resources
• Leverage opportunities to increase the value of the City to its customers, and
• Effectively communicate the City’s activities to manage risk on behalf of its

customers and to develop a risk management culture.

3. Risk Governance Structure and Responsibilities
Risk governance will follow a top-down approach whereby the City Council identifies the 
City’s risk management objectives with oversight carried out by a Risk Oversight 
Committee. Supporting controls, policies, and procedures will be implemented and 
aligned throughout the risk governance structure, with distinct roles and responsibilities 
that result in an enhanced risk control environment. Governance and controls include 
the organizational structure, policies, and procedures that support the City’s business 
models, risk tolerances, electric utility objectives, and segregate responsibilities 
appropriately. 
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3.1   City Council – Risk Management Responsibilities and Duties 

• Have a basic understanding of utility risk management.
• Through approving the City’s electric utility risk management policies,

establish the City’s objectives with regard to risk management. Those
objectives should be consistent with the Council’s risk tolerance, time
horizon, and benchmarking goals.

• Approve no less than every two years a resolution affirming or amending
the City’s utility risk management policies. Amendments should be
reflective of changes in the City’s electric utility operating environment or
changes in Council’s goals and objectives for risk management.

• Through the Energy Trading Authority Policy, establish the City
Manager’s authority limits to conduct market transactions.

• Through the Energy Trading Authority Policy, may authorize an agent to
manage portfolio risks in real time, up to two months, according to the
City’s risk management objectives

• Through the Energy Trading Authority Policy, approve participation in
specific commodity markets and derivative instruments.

• Through the Energy Credit Risk Policy, establish the process by which
counterparty credit limits are set, and how those limits are monitored.

• Through approval of Master Agreements with counterparties, establish
credit limits and terms with individual counterparties.

• Through the Energy Hedge Policy, establish requirements for hedging
utility risk, and the financial boundaries within which the risk management
program must operate.

• Receive regular reports from the Risk Oversight Committee as to the
compliance status of the City’s risk management policies, and any
suggestions for improvement in policies or procedures.

• From time to time, direct staff to engage an independent audit (internal
and/or external) of risk control processes and procedures.

• Approves any activity not otherwise delegated in this or related policy
documents (Part 5).

3.2   Risk Oversight Committee (ROC) – Responsibilities and Duties 

The ROC is established by the City Council as a forum for discussion of the  
City’s risk and financial health prior to City Council discussions or approvals. The 
Risk Oversight Committee functions as an additional oversight in the City risk 
governance, allowing the ROC to review and recommend items for City Council 
approval. The ROC is chaired by the Electric Risk and Compliance Supervisor as 
a non-voting member and membership includes nine voting members: 

i. Two City Council Member(s)
ii. Two Roseville Public Utilities Commission Member(s)
iii. The City Manager
iv. The Assistant City Manager
v. The Chief Financial Officer
vi. The City Attorney
vii. The Electric Utility Director

 Other non-voting attendees may attend the ROC.
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3.2.1 The responsibilities and duties of the ROC include: 

• Oversee the City’s electric risk management activities on behalf of the
City Council.

• Establish scope and frequency for management reporting to the Council.
• Regularly review reports detailing risk exposures and compliance with

risk management policies and procedures from the City’s internal risk
management group and the Power Management Services provider

• Discuss the City’s major financial risk exposures and the steps
management has taken to monitor and control such exposures.

• Recommend to the Council electric utility risk management policy
changes.

• Review and recommend any new commodity products, locations, or
markets.

• Approve management staff individuals to serve as members of an internal
Risk Management Committee.

• Review Risk Management Policy violations referred to it by the Risk
Management Committee or the City Attorney to develop remediation
procedures and/or initiate disciplinary action.

• Review compliance violations with NERC, WECC, and other regulatory
agencies on a regular basis.

ROC meetings are covered by the Brown Act, and subject to the Brown Act rules. 

  3.3  City Manager – Risk Management Responsibilities and Duties 

• Recommend staff management individuals to serve as members of an
internal Risk Management Committee.

• Has authority to transact within the limits set by the City Council in the
City of Roseville Trading Authority Policy

• Approve proper organization, separation, or consolidation of functional
activities.

• Approve the level at which authority to conduct market transactions reside
(from City Manager down to transaction execution personnel).

• Assure prudent administrative procedures are established for trade
execution, contract controls, credit controls, trading controls, portfolio risk
measurement, settlement controls, regulatory compliance, and other risk
management activities.

3.4  Internal Risk Management Committee (RMC)- 
Responsibilities and Duties 

The RMC is established by the City Manager as a forum for discussion of the City’s 
risk at the staff level; this includes implementation and monitoring of compliance 
with the City’s risk policy. The RMC executes its risk management responsibilities 
through a “watch dog” mechanism. While the RMC generally has no authority to act 
within its structure, it is required to inform appropriate functional authorities (e.g. 
Electric Utility Director, City Manager) regarding policy and procedure exceptions. 
Membership shall be comprised of the following individuals: 
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i. One delegate from the Finance Department
ii. One delegate from the City Attorney’s office
iii. Three Assistant Electric Utility Directors
iv. The Electric Utility Director

The Electric Risk and Compliance Supervisor shall participate as a non-voting 
member of the meetings and serve as RMC Chairperson. Non-voting participants 
with various segregated risk management responsibilities shall participate in the 
meetings as determined by the committee members. 

  3.4.1 The responsibilities of the RMC include: 

• Monitor risk management objectives, risk tolerances guidelines, and
authority limits employed throughout the electric utility.

• Receive reports by the internal risk management function and
independent risk management function on the City’s compliance with its
electric utility risk management policies.

• Recommend to the City Manager the proper organizational structure,
separation or consolidation of functional risk management activities.

• Review proposed risk management strategies for strategic fit, risk
exposure monitoring, and reporting and control requirements. The RMC
monitors approved strategies for consistency with the City’s approved
business interests, risk management objectives, approved risk tolerance
guidelines, and compliance with the electric utility risk management
policies.

• Periodically review the City’s risk management program (a detailed
review at least once every two years) in light of changes in business
practices, improved processes, the City’s philosophy and strategy, or
market changes; and recommend changes to ensure continued
compliance with its established guidelines.

• Hold formal RMC meetings at least quarterly. Standing agenda items
should include, but not be limited to, current market strategy, review of
current price exposure position (per the Portfolio Model), review current
exposure to transactions, control requirements/ enhancements, review of
counterparty credit exposure, and trading authority violations.

• As necessary, escalate policy violations to the Risk Oversight Committee
for further review.

• Review the infrastructure supporting risk management and ensure that it
meets the requirements for risk oversight and compliance.

3.5   Internal Electric Risk and Compliance Supervisor 
– Responsibilities and Duties

The Electric Risk and Compliance Supervisor, is organizationally independent of
functions whose activities initiate or directly participate in the commercial wholesale
energy trading. Functional independence will be achieved by utilizing Agent and
City staff deliverables through the RMC, specifically, the deal capture system,
independent scheduling and dispatch, and the monthly portfolio plan.
Business units or support functions will be required to provide this function with
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reports or information required for risk assessment and analysis on a regular or 
periodic basis. The Electric Risk and Compliance Supervisor may delegate 
responsibilities below when these delegations maintain organizational 
independence. The Electric Risk and Compliance Supervisor oversees the 
Roseville internal risk management functions. The responsibilities of the Electric 
Risk and Compliance Supervisor include: 

• Organize and conduct the RMC and ROC meetings.
• Ensure appropriate individuals are engaged in risk management

discussions.
• Review the administration of risk management processes and

procedures.
• Review, at least annually, the City’s Risk Policies to ensure strategies,

trading activity, risk tolerances and proposed changes are aligned.
• Engage the RMC and/or ROC in discussions regarding events or

developments that could expose the City to potential losses.
• Develop, recommend, and administer risk management processes and

procedures.
• Provide input on tools to assist in risk management.
• Review risk management activities, risk controls, and recommend

modifications of controls to meet changing business needs.
• Review adequacy and accuracy of reports, and report any deficiencies to

the RMC. Recommend actions to address deficiencies.
• Assess risks to the City in aggregate, by business unit, and by material

business activities.
• Perform periodic internal audits of risk control processes and procedures to

ensure that the City complies with its electric utility risk management
policies.

• Report any violation of The City’s risk policies.
• Review and approve changes to the risk management procedures, as

appropriate, except those that require higher authority (Ex. City Manager)
approval.

• Report regularly to the RMC, at a minimum, but not limited to:
o Portfolio Model risk measure
o Policy and procedural violations
o Credit and contract risk exposures
o Other key performance indicators that support effective energy risk

management.
• Report to the RMC and ROC on the City’s compliance with its electric

utility risk management policies and risk management in accordance with
the risk policies.

• Review and evaluate proposed activities and transactions to be executed by
the City, and ensure adequate analysis (risk-reward) has been performed
with proper assessment and management of any such risk consistent with
risk management objectives and Council approved risk tolerance
guidelines, and compliance with risk management policies, including the
financial, legal, credit, and operational impact.

• Maintaining the City Risk Policies, ensuring the Risk Policies are current to
the business and recommending needed changes to the RMC and ROC.
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3.6 Power Management Services Agent (Agent) 
– Roles and Responsibilities

The City may select an Agent to obtain selected energy risk management and
transaction execution services (Otherwise these services devolve to the City). The
Power Management Services Agent Middle Office reports to the Electric Risk and
Compliance Supervisor. In accordance with the agreements between The City and
its Agent, its Agent is authorized to and shall:

• Periodically provide the City with a controls audit report from an independent
auditor.

• Perform short term load forecasting, dispatch optimization and execute
energy transactions on behalf of the City in accordance with established
delegations of authority and compliance requirements set forth by the City
Council and/or City Manager.

• Administer counterparty contracts and manage credit in compliance with the
City of Roseville Energy Credit Risk Policy.

• Provide the City with daily reports on individual transaction details,
commodity positions, and counterparty credit positions for transactions
executed by the Agent.

• Provide the City with periodic risk profile reports addressing the City’s energy
risk and compliance with its Energy Hedge Policy. Recommend hedging
strategies within the time horizon specified by the City for assessment.

• Capture the City’s transactions in its risk management systems.
• Monitor compliance of transactions with the City of Roseville Energy Trading

Authority policy.
• Confirm transactions with the City’s counterparties.
• Mark to Market forward trades for credit exposure purposes.
• Provide information to the City for the purpose of billing settlements and

development of mid to long term hedging strategies.
• Prepare a monthly report to the City’s Electric Risk and Compliance

Supervisor detailing compliance with the City’s Risk Policies, suitable for
delivery to the RMC and ROC.

• Prepare a monthly policy violations report for the City’s Electric Risk
and Compliance Supervisor and City Attorney.

4. Scope of Business Activities Governed by this Policy
This policy is designed to be broad enough in scope to cover all risks inherent in 
operating a City owned electric utility. Much of the focus is on power supply cost  and 
retail revenue risk; however, that focus is not to the exclusion of other risks that may 
materially affect City operations and its ability to provide competitively priced reliable 
power to its customers. 

Roseville is subjected to risk inherent in the business environment in which it operates. 
Exposure to risks inherent in the energy markets could result in a multitude of diverse 
positive or negative consequences for Roseville. Commodity Price Risk, Volumetric risk, 
Operational Risk, Counterparty Risk and Regulatory and Environmental Risk are among 
the most critical and identifiable of the risks relevant to Roseville, as they pertain to the 
scope of this Policy. 
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4.1 Energy Risk Categories and Mitigations: 

i. Commodity Price Risk: Roseville is exposed to risks from volatile natural gas and
power market prices. These risks are mitigated by fixed price energy
procurement requirements in the Energy Hedge Policy and the trading controls
put in place by the Trading Authority Policy.

ii. Volumetric Risk: This is the risk of mismatch between load (demand) and
resources (supply). This risk is especially important for load serving entities, like
Roseville, and can result in either insufficient supply or exposure to volatile spot
market prices. The price risk is mitigated by the Energy Hedge Policy which
does not allow the City to be greatly over- or undersupplied. The risk of
insufficient supply is also mitigated by capacity procurement practices which
build in a reserve margin for extreme conditions.

iii. Operational Risk: This is the risk of loss from inadequate or failed internal
processes, equipment, people and systems. These risks are mitigated
through the development of risk management policies and procedures,
prudent oversight and sufficient internal controls and procedures.

iv. Counterparty Risk: Counterparties sometimes fail to perform as contracts state
due to defaults and bankruptcies. This risk is mitigated by the credit
management practices in the Credit Risk Policy.

v. Regulatory and Environmental Risk: Changes in regulatory or legislative
mandates may require the City to take actions that increase costs. Examples
include the Renewable Portfolio Standard (RPS) and Green House Gas (GHG)
programs. RPS and GHG risks are addressed by Roseville’s GHG Cap and
Trade Program and RPS Procurement Plan and Enforcement Plan. Other
regulatory risks are addressed in a similar fashion as they arise.

5. Associated Guidelines, Controls, Policies and Procedures

Supporting policies and procedures are required as outlined below. Responsibility for 
their approval and modification requires the approval of the Council unless otherwise 
stated. Oversight and compliance shall be consistent with the governance section of this 
policy. Items not clearly defined in this policy require the approval of the Council, unless 
otherwise stated. 

City of Roseville Energy Credit Risk Policy 

City of Roseville Energy Trading Authority Policy 

City of Roseville Energy Hedge Policy 

Resolution 06-02 retaining ACES for power management services 

Resolution 06-286 declaring ACES as agent for the purposes of risk policies 

“ACES” – Alliance for Cooperative Energy Services Power Marketing 
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ENERGY CREDIT RISK POLICY 
3/3/2021 

1. Policy Overview

Managing credit exposure is an important component in overall risk management. 
Credit risk is defined as the potential loss the City of Roseville 
(“City”) could incur as a result of non-payment or non-performance by a counterparty. 
The amount of credit risk in a trading portfolio can be measured, monitored and 
mitigated in order to maintain the level of credit risk authorized by the City. Forms of 
credit risk are: 

• Payment Risk which is the cost exposure to the value of accounts receivable
and accrued receivables (delivered but not invoiced).

• Performance (mark to market) Risk which is the cost exposure of replacing
the contractual obligations of open contracts in the relevant market place.

As part of risk management, credit risk management is a control and oversight activity. It 
must remain independent from the trading activity, but work closely with the business to 
ensure that credit policies are implemented and maintained. 

The objective of credit risk management is to preserve the capital and liquidity of the 
City by establishing procedures that define the determinants for granting open lines of 
credit and managing counterparty credit exposure. The intent of this policy is to reduce 
counterparty default risk to its lowest acceptable level. 

2. Extension of Credit to Counterparties

The credit analysis of each counterparty is to be performed by the Credit Department of 
Power Management Services Agent (“Agent”) and submitted with recommendations 
regarding credit limits to the Electric Risk Management Administrator for approval. The 
point of contact for the City is the Electric Risk Management Administrator. 

The City will manage its counterparty credit risk primarily through diversification, 
execution with qualified counterparties, the use of standardized trading contracts (EEI, 
WSPP, NAESB, ISDA), credit and collateral agreements and strict adherence to credit 
limits. The City will attempt to diversify its portfolio by entering into transactions with 
numerous counterparties.  The City will maintain an approved counterparty list. 

In negotiating agreements and ongoing contractual terms with counterparties, the Agent 
as well as the City shall strive to include prudent industry practice credit provisions.
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These shall include, but are not limited /to, explicit netting agreements and provisions 
granting the Agent the right to call for and receive collateral in the event the counterparty 
exceeds its approved collateral threshold or suffers a material adverse credit event. 

The creditworthiness of each counterparty must be determined through a fundamental 
analysis of the counterparty’s financial and operational condition.  

The credit analysis incorporates two basic components, a business profile 
(qualitative analysis) and a financial profile (quantitative analysis). A credit limit and a 
term limit are established as a result of this due diligence process. 

3. Credit Analysis –
Determination of the Amount of an Unsecured Credit Limit

Counterparties may qualify for the extension of an unsecured credit limit from the City by 
providing audited financial statements that indicate sufficient financial strength to allow 
for the extension of an unsecured credit limit and at least one of the following: 

3.1  

i. An issuer rating or a long term unsecured debt rating of at least
BB- from Standard & Poor’s or Ba3 from Moody’s for transactions up
to one week forward.

ii. An issuer rating or a long term unsecured debt rating of at least
BBB-  from Standard & Poor’s or Baa3 from Moody’s for transactions
beyond one week  forward.

iii. In the event that the counterparty does not have a debt rating, the
Agent  may use their Proprietary Credit Scoring Model to determine an
internal rating. An internal rating of at least BB- is required for
transactions up to one week forward. An internal rating of at least
BBB- is required for transactions beyond one week forward.

iv. At any time, and regardless of credit ratings, the City Council may
authorize transactions with counterparties determined to be beneficial
to The City.

3.2     Trade and banking references that indicate the company has 
 sufficient history and adequate credit facilities to allow for the 

  issuance of an unsecured credit limit. 

The Agent will use the unsecured ratings of Standard & Poor’s or Moody’s when 
available. For unrated counterparties two internal Credit Scoring Models should be 
utilized. 
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• One credit scoring model is designed for public counterparties. This includes
generation and transmission cooperatives, distribution cooperatives,
municipalities, government agencies, public power agencies, and other not-for-
profit counterparties.

• The second credit scoring model is used for assigning a rating to non-public
counterparties or for profit counterparties.

The purpose of two separate credit scoring models is to provide recognition of two 
distinct business models and the drivers that meaningfully distinguish and measure the 
financial and credit risks of each. 
Once a counterparty has been determined to be creditworthy, an unsecured credit limit 
may be recommended by the Agent’s credit risk management department up to 5% of 
tangible net worth, or, in the case of governmental agencies or non-profit wholesale 
power suppliers, up to 10% of their average free cash flow for the prior two years. In 
order to help the City make its unsecured credit limit decision, the Agent will provide both 
the unsecured credit limit recommendation, and an Unconstrained Estimate of 
Creditworthiness (5% of tangible net worth or, if requested by The City, 10% of average 
free cash flow) when the recommendation is made. 

4. Approval Authority

The City has discretion to set a counterparty’s unsecured credit limit based on the
following guidelines. The maximum unsecured credit limit is limited by two factors

4.1 The lesser of the counterparties S&P and Moody’s ratings, or if unrated, their 
score under the Agent’s Proprietary Credit Scoring Model, used to define a 
fixed maximum unsecured credit limit. 

4.2 This same criteria is used to define a percentage of their Unconstrained  
Estimate of Creditworthiness (“UEW”) 

  The table below defines how the unsecured credit limit may be set 
Credit Strength Maximum  Unsecured Credit Limit 
Rated 

Unrated 
(Lesser of the Two Limits, 

Lesser of Both 
Ratings 

Minimum of $0) 

S&P Moodys 

Agent 
Internal 
Rating Fixed Value % of UEW 

>= A- >= A3 >= A- $25,000,000 65% 
BBB+ Baa1 BBB+ $15,000,000 50% 
BBB Baa2 BBB $10,000,000 50% 
BBB- Baa3 BBB- $2,500,000 35% 
<BBB- <Baa3 <BBB- $0 35% 
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Levels of authorization at City’s discretion: 

City’s Electric Risk Management Administrator: Up to $10,000,000 
City’s Electric Utility Director:  Approve up to the amount in the above table 

City Council:  Amounts exceeding the above table 

The City Council may approve collateral threshold tables within master agreements in 
excess of the amounts in the above table. This action establishes a maximum 
unsecured credit limit for the counterparty based on their credit rating. 

Once an unsecured credit limit has been established by either the City’s Electric Utility 
Director or the City Council, the City’s Electric Risk Management Administrator may 
issue a working credit limit at any level up to the amount established. 

5. Credit Enhancements

Counterparties that do not qualify for an extension of an unsecured credit limit must post 
at least one of the following types of security prior to the execution of a transaction: 

5.1 Corporate Guarantee: Counterparties may provide a guarantee from a 
third party that meets the creditworthiness requirements noted above. If a 
counterparty provides such a guarantee, the amount of any unsecured 
credit limit will be determined through an analysis of the financial 
statements of the guarantor. All guarantees must be in a format that is 
acceptable to the City. 

5.2 Letter of Credit: Counterparties may provide an irrevocable letter of credit 
for an amount sufficient to cover the related transactions. Letters of credit 
must be issued by a U.S. bank or a financial institution or a U.S. branch of 
a foreign bank with a rating of at least A from Standard & Poor’s or A2 from 
Moody’s. 

5.3 Prepayment (margin): Counterparties may provide a prepayment or cash 
margin deposit that is sufficient to cover the related transactions.6.
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6. Counterparty Credit

Establishing limits and monitoring credit information should be done separately from 
energy transaction activities in order to ensure appropriate segregation of duties within 
the City. 

6.1 Credit Limit: is defined as the sum of: 

i. the approved amount of the unsecured credit limit plus
ii. the approved guaranteed amount of any guarantee(s) held plus
iii. the value of any letter of credit or cash collateral held plus
iv. the approved value of any other type of collateral held

6.2 Available Credit: is the dollar amount remaining open on the working 
credit limit approved for a counterparty. 

6.3 Exposure: is the total amount of a counterparty’s credit exposure defined 
as the sum of: 

i. The dollar value of all amounts invoiced and unpaid.
ii. The dollar amount of all deliveries that have not yet been invoiced.
iii. The marked to market value of all forward trades.
iv. Less all offsetting amounts that are supported by legally binding

netting agreements or EEI Agreements.

7. Counterparty Credit Reviews

New counterparties are to be evaluated for creditworthiness by the Agent’s credit risk 
management department prior to any transactions. Unsecured credit limits up to 
$10,000,000 may be recommended by the Director of Credit of the Agent. 

Existing counterparties are to be formally reviewed and documented by the Agent’s 
credit risk management department on a yearly basis at a minimum. More frequent 
reviews may be necessary, at the discretion of the Agent credit risk management 
department or the request of the City. 

Counterparties sharing a common parent or affiliation will be assigned to a group. A 
credit limit will be assigned to the group with individual credit limits being assigned to 
each counterparty within the group. The aggregate credit limit of these counterparties 
will not exceed the established group limit. 

8. Credit File Documentation and Retention

Credit analysis, approvals and denials must be documented in writing and all 
counterparty information shall be contained in formal credit files that are maintained at 
the offices of the Agent. These credit files are expected to contain audited financial 
statements and a credit review analysis report with a credit limit 
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recommendation signed by the Director of Credit of the Agent. These files should also 
contain as much of the following as possible: 

• At least the two most recent years of audited financial statement information,
if counterparty does not have publically available financial information. (i.e.
counterparties that do not file with the SEC)

• Rating information as published by Standard & Poor’s or Moody’s.

• General industry information, if applicable.

9. Credit Controls and Trading Restrictions

An approved list of trading counterparties noting working credit limits, available credit, 
and tenor restrictions is distributed each business day to all traders either via e-mail or 
through the Agent website. Under no circumstances should a trade be executed with a 
counterparty that does not appear on the approved list of trading counterparties. No 
credit sleeving transactions shall be executed. 

The Director of Credit of the Agent is to provide general oversight over the credit 
function, reporting any credit issues to the Electric Risk Management Administrator who 
will ensure dissemination to the Risk Management Committee and the Risk Oversight 
Committee of the City. 
Entering into unsecured transactions with a counterparty that will cause the total credit 
exposure to that counterparty to exceed the available credit will be allowed only if new 
working credit limits are set in writing. No new transactions are to be entered into with 
counterparties that have exceeded their working credit limits except as they may 
mitigate (offset) existing exposure, contingent upon a netting agreement. Any new 
unsecured, unauthorized transactions entered into with a counterparty that has a credit 
exposure in excess of its assigned working credit limit will subject the trader to 
disciplinary action. 

All violations of this policy will be reported to the Risk Management Committee of the 
Agent. The Agent will also report such violations to the City Attorney and the City’s 
Electric Risk Management Administrator, who will be responsible for dissemination to 
the City’s Risk Management Committee in a timely manner. If warranted, the City’s 
Risk Management Committee could escalate the issue to the City’s Risk Oversight 
Committee to develop remediation procedures and/or initiate disciplinary action. 
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10. Receivables/Payables Management

Unless otherwise instructed by the City, the Agent will consider all 
receivables/payables to be settled on the payment due date of the executed transaction. 

As is generally accepted accounting practice, if necessary, a reserve will be established 
to allow for potential bad debts. This reserve will be determined jointly by the Director of 
Credit at Agent and the Finance Director of the City. 

11. Collateral Management

The Agent is authorized to give credit information on the City to counterparties in order 
to establish credit approvals. The Agent will coordinate with the Finance Department of 
the City regarding the issuance or receipt of collateral to support a transaction. Any 
collateral that is received by the Agent for the City will be held by the City. 

12. Related Policies

i.Supporting policies and procedures are required as outlined below:
City of Roseville Electric Utility Risk Management Policy 

City of Roseville Energy Trading Authority Policy 

City of Roseville Energy Hedge Policy 

Resolution 06-02 retaining APM for power management services 

Resolution 06-286 declaring APM as agent for the purposes of risk policies 

“ACES” – Alliance for Cooperative Energy Services Power Marketing 

Amendments to the Credit Risk Policy of the City: 

From time to time it may be necessary to make changes to the Credit Risk Policy of the 
City. Amendments to this policy will be made by City Council action. 



 

 COUNCIL COMMUNICATION

CC #: 1942
File #: 0400-04-09-1

Title: Fiddyment Ranch - Phase 3 Holt Parkway 3A-1 - Notice of Completion
Contact:   Darin Crockett 916-751-9196 dcrockett@roseville.ca.us

 
Meeting Date: 3/2/2022

Item #: 6.5.

RECOMMENDATION TO COUNCIL

Staff recommends that the City Council adopt the attached resolution accepting Fiddyment Ranch
- Phase 3 Holt Parkway 3A-1 NOC, CWJ # 190427, as complete and authorizing the City
Engineer to execute the Notice of Completion.

 
BACKGROUND

The Engineering Division has made a final inspection of the above project and has found the
roadway infrastructure work complete in accordance with the improvement plans and City
Specifications.

 
FISCAL IMPACT

The actions requested as part of this action have no impact to the City's General Fund.
Construction costs were paid by the developer.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) does not apply to activities that will not result in
a direct or reasonably foreseeable indirect physical change in the environment, or is otherwise not
considered a project as defined by CEQA Statute §21065 and CEQA State Guidelines
§15060(c)(3) and §15378. Approval of a Notice of Completion meets the above criteria and is not
subject to CEQA. No additional environmental review is required.

 

CITY COUNCIL STRATEGIC PLAN/OVERARCHING GOALS



Goal F - Invest in well-planned infrastructure and growth

 
Respectfully Submitted,

Darin Crockett, Senior Construction Inspector

Mike Isom, Development Services Director 
 

_____________________________
Dominick Casey, City Manager

ATTACHMENTS:
Description
Resolution 22-051

NOC

Exhibit A

Vicinity Map

Final Maps

F-6 Final Map



RESOLUTION NO. 22-051 

 
 

RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE ACCEPTING THE PUBLIC 

WORK KNOWN AS Fiddyment Ranch Phase 3 Holt Parkway 3A-1, APPROVING THE 

"NOTICE OF COMPLETION", AND AUTHORIZING AND DIRECTING THE CITY 

ENGINEER TO EXECUTE SAID NOTICE ON BEHALF OF THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE, 

THEREFORE, AND ACCEPTING A PORTION OF THE DEDICATIONS OFFERED ON THE 

RECORDED MAP OF THE SUBDIVISION. 

 
BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Roseville as follows: 

 
1. The "Notice of Completion" on file in the City Clerk's Department relative to that public work 

known as the Fiddyment Ranch Phase 3 Holt Parkway 3A-1 is hereby approved and the public 

work accepted. 

 

2. A portion of the right-of-way and easements offered for dedication on the final maps of 

Fiddyment Ranch Phase 3 recorded in Book EE of Maps, Page 74 and Fiddyment Ranch Phase 

3 Village F-6 recorded in Book FF of Maps, Page 75, in the office of the recorder of Placer 

County, is hereby accepted by the City in part as said dedications relates to the improvement 

plan set known as Fiddyment Ranch Phase 3 Holt Parkway 3A-1 

3. The City Engineer is hereby authorized and directed to execute said Notice on behalf of the 

City of Roseville. 

 

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Council of the City of Roseville, this  day of  , 

20  , by the following vote on roll call: 
 

AYES COUNCILMEMBERS: 

NOES COUNCILMEMBERS: 

ABSENT  COUNCILMEMBERS: 

 

 

 

MAYOR 
 

ATTEST: 
 

 

 

CITY CLERK 



RECORDING REQUESTED BY AND WHEN 
RECORDED MAIL TO:  

CITY CLERK 

CITY OF ROSEVILLE 
311 VERNON STREET 
ROSEVILLE, CA 95678 

Exempt from recording fees 
Pursuant to Gov’t Code §27383 

NOTICE OF COMPLETION 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the public work of improvement known as the 

 Project was completed and 

accepted by the City of Roseville on                                                 .  The location is 
situated in the City of Roseville, County of Placer, State of California and is indicated on the 
attached map, marked as Exhibit “A” and incorporated herein by this reference.  The real 
property herein described is owned by the City of Roseville, 311 Vernon Street, Roseville CA 
95678.  

The direct/general contractor on said project was  . 

The surety on said project was      

  . 

___________________________________  

 City of Roseville 
 Owner 

ATTEST: 

________________________________ 
_ 

Carmen Avalos, City Clerk 



 
State of California )     
County of Placer ) 
 
 
 I,                                    , being first duly sworn, depose and say: I am the 

                                                                        of the City of Roseville, a municipal corporation in the State  
of California, owner of the property described in the above Notice.  I am duly authorized to make this 
verification for and on behalf of the City of Roseville.  I have read the Notice of Completion and know 
its contents and the facts stated therein are true. 

 
 

      

 ___________________________________    

        

 
 City of Roseville 

 
 
 

 
 
 
State of California )     
County of Placer ) 

       Subscribed and sworn to (or affirmed) before 
       me on this _____ day of                                     , 

       20___,                                                

       proved to me on the basis of satisfactory  
       evidence to be the person(s) who appeared  
       before me. 

 

 

       ____________________________________ 

Place Notary Seal and/or Stamp Above     Signature of Notary Public 

A notary public or other officer completing this certificate verifies only the identity of the individual who signed the 
document to which this certificate is attached, and not the truthfulness, accuracy, or validity of that document. 
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 COUNCIL COMMUNICATION

CC #: 1937
File #: 0500

Title: Litigation, Labor, and Employment Services - Legal Services Agreement
Contact:   Gretchen Hakala 916-774-5325 ghakala@roseville.ca.us

 
Meeting Date: 3/2/2022

Item #: 6.6.

RECOMMENDATION TO COUNCIL

Staff recommends City Council adopt a resolution approving the Agreement for Legal Services
with Burke, Williams & Sorensen, LLP, and authorize the City Manager to execute it.
 
BACKGROUND

The City of Roseville requires outside legal services from time to time to advise, assist, and
represent the City as co-counsel with the City Attorney with respect to litigation, and to assist the
City with respect to transaction matters.  We are updating the current Legal Services Agreement
with Burke, Williams & Sorensen, LLP from 2012 to match our current contractual terms.  Burke,
Williams & Sorensen will continue to assist the Human Resources department with Labor and
Employment matters.

 
FISCAL IMPACT

Legal services provided by this contract will be dependent upon needs as they occur during the
year and thus cannot be forecast.  All expenses will be paid from the Human Resources
Department operating budget in the General Fund, as needed.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) only applies to projects which have the potential
to cause a significant effect on the environment.  Where it can be seen with certainty that there is
no possibility that the activity in question may have a significant effect on the environment, the
activity is not subject to CEQA. (CEQA Guidelines §15061(b)(3)).

 

CITY COUNCIL STRATEGIC PLAN/OVERARCHING GOALS

mailto:ghakala@roseville.ca.us


Goal A - Remain fiscally responsible in a changing world
Goal E - Deliver exceptional city services

 
Respectfully Submitted,

Gretchen Hakala, Paralegal

Michelle Sheidenberger, City Attorney 
 

_____________________________
Dominick Casey, City Manager

ATTACHMENTS:
Description
Resolution 22-048

Legal Services Agreement



RESOLUTION NO. 22-048 

 

APPROVING AN AGREEMENT FOR LEGAL SERVICES, BY AND BETWEEN THE CITY 

OF ROSEVILLE AND BURKE, WILLIAMS & SORENSEN, LLP, AND AUTHORIZING 

THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE IT ON BEHALF OF THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE 

 

WHEREAS, an agreement for legal services, by and between the City of Roseville and 

Burke, Williams & Sorensen, LLP, has been reviewed by the City Council; and 

 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Roseville that 

said agreement is hereby approved and that the City Manager is authorized to execute it on 

behalf of the City of Roseville. 

 

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Council of the City of Roseville this  day of 

  , 2022, by the following vote on roll call: 

AYES COUNCILMEMBERS: 

NOES COUNCILMEMBERS: 

ABSENT COUNCILMEMBERS: 

 

MAYOR 
 

ATTEST: 
 

 

 















 

 COUNCIL COMMUNICATION

CC #: 1944
File #: 0704-01 & 0201-01

Title: Park Rehabilitation Projects - Budget Adjustment
Contact:   Tara Gee 916-774-5253 tgee@roseville.ca.us

 
Meeting Date: 3/2/2022

Item #: 6.7.

RECOMMENDATION TO COUNCIL

Staff requests City Council adopt an ordinance to approve a budget adjustment to redirect $4,000
from the Paving Repairs project for Olympus, Elliott and Crestmont Parks to the Mahany Park
Patio project, and to redirect $16,800 from the Maidu Museum & Historical Site Trail Repair
project to the Shade Structure at the Mahany All Weather Field. 
 
BACKGROUND

The Paving Repair project was approved in FY2019-20 and the Maidu Museum Trails Repair
project was approved in FY2020-21. Both projects were funded through the Parks, Recreation &
Libraries Capital Projects Fund (Fund 3130). Both are 90% complete and are projected to have
remaining budgets after completion.

For the Mahany Patio Shade project, existing tree wells in the patio area are proposed to be filled
with concrete as the new shade canopy will be erected over this area. Currently, no trees are in
these planters and with the new shade canopy, the trees will not be replanted. The cost to fill the
tree wells is $4,000. The budget adjustment proposes to redirect $4,000 of the Paving Repair
project to the Mahany Patio Shade project to cover this added scope of work. The updated total
amount for the Mahany Patio Shade project will $24,000.

For the Shade Structure at the Mahany All-Weather Field, the cost to add shade over the second
set of bleachers came in higher than anticipated. The budget adjustment seeks to redirect
$16,800 from the Maidu Museum Trail Repair project to fully fund this project. Pending Council
approval, the Contract Purchase Agreement will be executed.  The updated total amount for the
new shade canopy at the Mahany All-Weather Field will be $56,800. 
 
FISCAL IMPACT

This request seeks City Council approval of a budget adjustment to redirect existing funds in the
Parks, Recreation & Libraries Capital Projects Fund for approved park rehabilitation projects.
$4,000 is requested from the Paving Repair project approved in FY2019-20 to the Mahany Patio

mailto:tgee@roseville.ca.us


Shade project. $16,800 is requested from the Maidu Museum Trails Repair project approved in
FY2020-21 to the Mahany Shade project at the All-Weather Field. Both the Paving Repair project
and the Maidu Museum Trails Repair project are projected to have remaining project budgets to
support this request. No additional funding is being requested.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) does not apply to activities that will not result in
a direct or reasonably foreseeable indirect physical change in the environment, or is otherwise not
considered a project as defined by CEQA Statute §21065 and CEQA State Guidelines
§15060(c)(3) and §15378. The approval of a budget adjustment meets the above criteria and is
not subject to CEQA. No additional environmental review is required.
 

CITY COUNCIL STRATEGIC PLAN/OVERARCHING GOALS

Goal E - Deliver exceptional city services
Goal F - Invest in well-planned infrastructure and growth

 
Respectfully Submitted,

Tara Gee, Park Planning & Development Superintendent

Jill Geller, Parks, Recreation & Libraries Director 
 

_____________________________
Dominick Casey, City Manager

ATTACHMENTS:
Description
Ordinance 6459

Budget Adjustment



       ORDINANCE NO. 6459 

 
ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE 

AUTHORIZING CERTAIN AMENDMENTS TO THE FISCAL YEAR 2021-22 

BUDGET AND DECLARING THIS ORDINANCE TO BE IMMEDIATELY 

EFFECTIVE AS AN APPROPRIATION MEASURE 

 

THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE ORDAINS: 

 
SECTION 1. The City of Roseville Annual Budget, Fiscal Year 2021-22, is hereby 

amended by transferring appropriations for park rehabilitation projects. 

 

SECTION 2. This ordinance is hereby declared to be an appropriation measure, 

immediately effective pursuant to the provisions of Section 5.03 of the Charter. 

 

SECTION 3. The City Clerk is hereby authorized and directed to post a true copy of the 

foregoing ordinance in each of three (3) conspicuous locations in the City and she shall 

immediately after such posting enter in the ordinance book, under the record of the ordinance, a 

certificate under her hand stating the time and place of such publication by posting. 

 

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Council of the City of Roseville, this  _ 

day of  , 2022, by the following vote on roll call: 

 

AYES COUNCILMEMBERS: 

NOES COUNCILMEMBERS: 

ABSENT COUNCILMEMBERS: 

 

MAYOR 

ATTEST: 
 

 

 

City Clerk 



1/28/20228:57 AM
1

REQUEST FOR BUDGET ADJUSTMENT

REQUESTER NAME & TITLE: Tara Gee, Park Planning & Development SuperintendFISCAL YEAR: 2021-22

PREPARER NAME & TITLE: Kathy Cullen, Management Analyst II COUNCIL DATE (if applicable): 3/2/22

DEPARTMENT/DIVISION: Parks, Recreation & Libraries ORDINANCE:

EXPENDITURES/EXPENSES/TRANSFERS OUT
BUDGET ($)

Fund Account Center Project Adjustment
3130 5301 58130 4,000                  

3130 6587 84001 500074 (4,000)                 

3130 5301 84001 500106 16,800                Increase to expenditures for the Mahany all-
weather field shade cover

3130 6587 84001 400136 (16,800)               

-                          

REVENUES/TRANSFERS IN
BUDGET ($)

Fund Account Center Project Adjustment

-                          

-                          

FUND BALANCE
BUDGET ($)

Fund Account Center Project Adjustment

-                          

Justification for Budget Adjustment:

REQUESTING DEPARTMENT HEAD / DESIGNEE DATE BUDGET MANAGER / DESIGNEE                                    DATE

CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER / DESIGNEE DATE CITY MANAGER / DESIGNEE                                                  DATE

POSTED BY DATE
Revised: June 24, 2019

ACCOUNT STRING

TOTAL

DESCRIPTION

REQUIRED APPROVALS:

BUDGET DEPARTMENT USE ONLY:

The Parks, Recreation & Libraries Department is requesting to re-direct $4,000.00 of the Paving Repairs for Olympus, Elliott and Crestmont project   to 
the Mahany Patio Shade project to cover the cost to fill in the vacant tree wells on the Mahany patio with concrete.  A new shade structure will be erected 
over the area where the vacant tree wells are located.  The Parks, Recreation & Libraries department is also requesting $16,800.00 be redirected from 
the Maidu Trail improvements project to the Mahany all-weather field shade cover project to cover increased cost to add shade over the second set of 
bleachers.  Bids for that shade cover came in higher than anticipated.  This request does not impact the fund balance in the Parks Recreation and Library 
Capital Projects Fund (3130).

TOTAL

TOTAL

ACCOUNT STRING
 DESCRIPTION

Increase to expenditures for the Mahany patio shade 
Decrease the Paving Repairs for Olympus, Elliott and Crestmont 
project to redirect to the Mahany patio shade expenditures

Decrease the Maidu Trail improvements project to redirect to the 
Mahany all-weather field shade cover project

NET ADJUSTMENT

ACCOUNT STRING
DESCRIPTION

01/28/2022



 

 COUNCIL COMMUNICATION

CC #: 1943
File #: 0709-02-01

Title: HOUSING AUTHORITY/CITY COUNCIL - Quarterly Status Update
Contact:   Suzi Cook-Turner 916-774-5414 smcook-turner@roseville.ca.us 

  Trisha Isom 916-746-1239 tisom@roseville.ca.us
 

Meeting Date: 3/2/2022
Item #: 6.8.

RECOMMENDATION TO COUNCIL

Memo from Housing Supervisor Suzi Cook-Turner and Economic Development Director Melissa
Anguiano recommending the City Council receive a quarterly report on the Housing Authority’s
Housing Choice Voucher Program. This report is for informational purposes only and has no
impact on the City's General Fund.
 
BACKGROUND

Pursuant to the bylaws of the Roseville Housing Authority, the City Council, acting as the
governing board for the Housing Authority, holds its quarterly meeting the first Wednesday of
March, June, September, and December, or as soon as possible thereafter. Staff has prepared
the following status report regarding lease-up activity for the Housing Choice Voucher (HCV)
Program. The HCV Program provides income-qualified households in Roseville and Rocklin with
rental assistance using funding from the US Department of Housing and Urban Development
(HUD). This assistance is utilized at rental units that meet program specific housing standards, are
owned by a willing landlord, and are within Roseville or Rocklin city limits. This rental assistance
ensures that the household is able to afford to live in safe and decent housing. 

RHA is authorized to provide 785 households with HCV rental assistance. This total includes 75
vouchers allocated specifically for families on the waiting list with a head-of-household or spouse
that are non-elderly and disabled (NED vouchers), 65 Veterans Affairs Supportive Housing
(VASH) vouchers used with veteran households that come by referral from the Veterans Affairs
(VA) Department, and 33 Mainstream vouchers that assist households who have a non-elderly
adult person with a disability and are transitioning out of institutional and other segregated settings,
or are currently homeless or at risk of becoming homeless.

Roseville Housing Authority received notice of an award for 50 Emergency Housing Vouchers
(EHVs) to begin administering July 2021. EHVs will provide rental assistance to individuals and
families who are experiencing homelessness; at risk of experiencing homelessness; fleeing, or
attempting to flee, domestic violence, dating violence, sexual assault, stalking, or human



trafficking; or were recently homeless and for whom providing rental assistance will prevent the
individual or family’s homelessness or high risk of housing instability. EHVs are filled through a
direct referral process from the Coordinated Entry System managed by the Homeless Resource
Council of the Sierras. In conjunction with HRCS participating agencies, staff issued 15 vouchers
and leased 3 in the fourth quarter. At year end 2021 a total of 31 EHV vouchers had been issued
with 6 families leased. Participants have access to additional resources such as application fees,
deposit assistance, landlord incentives, and utility assistance. These resources are funded
through HUD issued Service Provider Fees. As these vouchers were made available due to the
pandemic, they are not a permanent addition to RHA's budget authority. Issued EHVs that
subsequently become available may be re-issued until September 30, 2023.

In October 2021, RHA released a Request For Proposals (RFP) from property owners and
developers for the Project-Based Voucher (PBV) Program for “New Construction and Newly
Rehabilitated” housing units with the focus of using these vouchers in projects that create new
opportunities for affordable housing. RHA made up to 75 project based vouchers available under
the RFP. RHA reserved the right to award either Veterans Affairs Supportive Housing (VASH) or
conventional Housing Choice Vouchers under the RFP process, depending upon the request and
specifics of an application and voucher availability. RHA received 6 applications from developers
and will award 60 PBV vouchers in total for all the projects.

Each Housing Authority is required to be at least 95% leased-up for its voucher allocation or
utilizing at least 95% of its annual budget authority to remain in compliance with HUD’s
requirements. The term “lease-up” refers to the number of families receiving rental assistance
from RHA. The lease-up rate for a calendar year cannot exceed 100% of its allocation of
vouchers (per voucher type), and/or 100% expenditure of its annual budget allocation for the
program. Agencies leasing up or expending 98% or more of its allocated vouchers and/or budget
can reach high-performing status. RHA continues to meet HUD program requirements for high-
performing status through 100% expenditure of its annual budget allocation.

Lease-up has stayed consistent during the fourth quarter; and although it appears the EHV
utilization is low, this is due to the time and energy it takes to coordinate with the referring agencies
to house voucher holders experiencing housing instability. Funding for the EHV program has
allowed RHA to offer landlords a monetary incentive when they lease an EHV household with the
goal of increasing voucher utilization. Staff attends bi-monthly check in meetings to work with the
Homeless Resource Council of the Sierras (HRCS) and referring agencies to address any
barriers to housing that may arise.

Currently, there are 556 vouchers being utilized in the City of Roseville, 112 vouchers being
utilized in the City of Rocklin and 2 vouchers approved to transfer out of the area and to other
jurisdictions. The attached table provides a monthly summary of RHA’s voucher programs for
calendar year 2021. 

RHA continues to look for ways to improve service to its participants, the public and our
community partners. RHA administers the Family Self-Sufficiency Program (FSS), which is a
component of the HCV Program that provides additional assistance to families who are working to
become free of all public assistance. Staff is revamping the FSS program in collaboration with
Placer County Housing Authority to ensure the program is relevant to today’s challenges and
barriers for families wanting be become self-sufficient. RHA continues to be grateful for its
established and new community partners and continues its efforts to build owner relationships and



increase additional housing inventory.
 
FISCAL IMPACT

The HCV Program is federally-funded through the US Department of Housing and Urban
Development (HUD). Through this HUD-funded program, RHA provides an important social
service locally to ensure safe and affordable housing for residents, which is an essential
component of the foundation of the community’s economic stability. Through monthly rental
assistance payments, the HCV Program invests $6.1 million into the local rental economy
annually.

This Housing Authority status report does not create any additional cost to the City’s General
Fund.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) does not apply to activities that will not result in
a direct or reasonably foreseeable indirect physical change in the environment, or is otherwise not
considered a project as defined by CEQA Statute §21065 and CEQA State Guidelines
§15060(c)(3) and §15378.
 
The Roseville Housing Authority Quarterly Report meets the above criteria and is not subject to
CEQA. No additional environmental review is required
 

CITY COUNCIL STRATEGIC PLAN/OVERARCHING GOALS

Goal C - Maintain a safe and healthy community
Goal D - Enhance economic vitality

 
Respectfully Submitted,

Suzi Cook-Turner, Housing Supervisor

Melissa Anguiano, Economic Development Director 
 

_____________________________
Dominick Casey, City Manager

ATTACHMENTS:



Description
Monthly Summary Voucher Lease-up CY2021



Roseville Housing Authority Voucher Lease-up 2021

Actual Lease-
up of 

Mainstream

HUD 
Mainstream 

(33)

Jan-21 499 562 76 75 30 65 28 33 0 0
Feb-21 499 562 76 75 29 65 29 33 0 0
Mar-21 499 562 75 75 45 65 28 33 0 0
Apr-21 509 562 74 75 52 65 29 33 0 0
May-21 507 562 74 75 56 65 29 33 0 0
Jun-21 513 562 74 75 48 65 29 33 0 0
Jul-21 521 562 72 75 37 65 28 33 0 50
Aug-21 527 562 76 75 39 65 31 33 0 50
Sep-21 532 562 72 75 36 65 30 33 0 50
Oct-21 526 562 69 75 36 65 29 33 2 50
Nov-21 533 562 69 75 36 65 29 33 2 50
Dec-21 535 562 75 75 38 65 30 33 3 50

YTD 
Total 6200 6744 882 900 482 780 349 396 7 300

YED % Leas

HUD  VASH 
(65)

Actual Lease-
up of EHV

HUD Emergency 
Housing Vouchers 

(EHVs) (50)

91.9% 98.0% 61.8% 88.1% 2.3%

20
21

Actual 
Lease-up 

of Regular

HUD 
Regular 

(562)

Actual 
Lease-up 
of Non-
Elderly 

Disabled

HUD Non-
Elderly 

Disabled  
(75)

Actual 
Lease-up 
of VASH



 

 COUNCIL COMMUNICATION

CC #: 1950
File #: 0400-06-03 & 0400-07

Title: Roseville Junction Final Map
Contact:   Kerry Andrews 916-774-5346 kandrews@roseville.ca.us

 
Meeting Date: 3/2/2022

Item #: 6.9.

RECOMMENDATION TO COUNCIL

It is recommended that the City Council approve the final map on file with the City Clerk and
accept on behalf of the public the easements offered thereon; and approve the abandonment of
the easements listed thereon.
 
BACKGROUND

The Development Services Department, Engineering section, has reviewed the subject final map
and found that it is in compliance with the Subdivision Map Act and the City's Subdivision
Ordinance and all conditions of the tentative map have been met. This map will create 6
commercial lots.
 
FISCAL IMPACT

There is no fiscal impact to the City's General Fund associated with this approval.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

Approval of the Roseville Junction final map is an action that is subject to California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA). Project level CEQA compliance for the Roseville Junction final map was
accomplished with the preparation of an Addendum to the Roseville Hotel and Conference Center
Project EIR (SCH #2013112058, certified August 6, 2014). The Addendum was adopted by the
City of Roseville on September 9, 2021.  Because the Roseville Junction final map is consistent
with the project evaluated in the Addendum, no new effects would be expected to occur and all
applicable mitigation measures identified from the Addendum will be implemented. As such, no
additional CEQA action is required at this time.
 

CITY COUNCIL STRATEGIC PLAN/OVERARCHING GOALS

Goal F - Invest in well-planned infrastructure and growth



 
Respectfully Submitted,

Kerry Andrews, Assistant Engineer

Mike Isom, Development Services Director 
 

_____________________________
Dominick Casey, City Manager

ATTACHMENTS:
Description
Final Map

Vicinity Map



SHEET 1 OF 4 SHEETS

ACCEPTED FOR RECORD AND FILED WITH THE OFFICE OF THE RECORDER OF PLACER COUNTY,

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, AT _____ MINUTES AFTER _____ O'CLOCK ___.M. ON THE _______ DAY OF

__________________, 20___ AND RECORDED IN BOOK ______ OF MAPS, AT PAGE ______, AT THE

REQUEST OF MORTON & PITALO, INC.

FILE NO. _________________    __________________________________________
   RECORDER OF PLACER COUNTY

FEE $ ____________________    STATE OF CALIFORNIA

   BY ______________________________________
DEPUTY

I HEREBY STATE THAT I HAVE EXAMINED THIS FINAL MAP OF "ROSEVILLE JUNCTION" AND FIND IT
TO BE SUBSTANTIALLY THE SAME AS THE TENTATIVE MAP ON FILE AND ANY APPROVED
ALTERATIONS THEREOF; THAT ALL PROVISIONS OF THE SUBDIVISION MAP ACT AND ALL
APPLICABLE CITY ORDINANCES HAVE BEEN COMPLIED WITH.

DATED ______________________________

____________________________________
MARC STOUT, CITY ENGINEER, CITY OF ROSEVILLE
R.C.E. 69879
EXP. DATE: 9/30/2022

I HEREBY STATE THAT I AM SATISFIED THAT THIS FINAL MAP OF "ROSEVILLE JUNCTION" IS
TECHNICALLY CORRECT.

FOR MARC STOUT, CITY ENGINEER, CITY OF ROSEVILLE

DATED ______________________________

____________________________________
TIMOTHY G. BLAIR, P.L.S. 8278
EXP. DATE: 12/31/2023

RECORDER'S STATEMENT

CITY ENGINEER'S STATEMENT

OWNER'S STATEMENT

THIS FINAL MAP OF "ROSEVILLE JUNCTION" WAS PREPARED BY ME OR UNDER  MY
DIRECTION AND IS BASED UPON A FIELD SURVEY IN CONFORMANCE WITH THE
REQUIREMENTS OF THE SUBDIVISION MAP ACT AND LOCAL ORDINANCES AT THE REQUEST OF
THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE, A MUNICIPAL CORPORATION, IN JUNE 2021.  I HEREBY STATE
THAT THIS FINAL MAP OF "ROSEVILLE JUNCTION" SUBSTANTIALLY CONFORMS TO THE
APPROVED OR CONDITIONALLY APPROVED TENTATIVE  MAP, AND THAT ALL THE  MONUMENTS
ARE OF THE CHARACTER AND OCCUPY THE POSITIONS INDICATED, OR THAT THEY WILL BE
SET IN THOSE POSITIONS ON OR BEFORE DECEMBER 31, 2022 AND THAT THE MONUMENTS
ARE, OR WILL BE, SUFFICIENT TO ENABLE THE SURVEY TO BE RETRACED.

DATED ______________________________

____________________________________
MICHAEL J. CHIARA
P.L.S. 9058

SURVEYOR'S STATEMENT

NOTARY'S STATEMENT
A NOTARY PUBLIC OR OTHER OFFICER COMPLETING THIS CERTIFICATE VERIFIES ONLY THE
IDENTITY OF THE INDIVIDUAL WHO SIGNED THE DOCUMENT TO WHICH THIS CERTIFICATE IS
ATTACHED, AND NOT THE TRUTHFULNESS, ACCURACY, OR VALIDITY OF THAT DOCUMENT.

STATE OF _____________________

COUNTY OF ___________________

ON __________________, BEFORE ME, __________________________________,A NOTARY

PUBLIC PERSONALLY APPEARED____________________________________________________

WHO PROVED TO ME ON THE BASIS OF SATISFACTORY EVIDENCE TO BE THE PERSON(S)
WHOSE NAME(S) IS/ARE SUBSCRIBED TO THE WITHIN INSTRUMENT AND ACKNOWLEDGED TO
ME THAT HE/SHE/THEY EXECUTED THE SAME IN HIS/HER/THEIR AUTHORIZED
CAPACITY(IES), AND THAT BY HIS/HER/THEIR SIGNATURE(S) ON THE INSTRUMENT THE
PERSON(S), OR THE ENTITY UPON BEHALF OF WHICH THE PERSON(S) ACTED, EXECUTED THE
INSTRUMENT.

I CERTIFY UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY UNDER THE LAWS OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
THAT THE FOREGOING PARAGRAPH IS TRUE AND CORRECT.

WITNESS MY HAND AND OFFICIAL SEAL

_________________________________________________
     

NOTARY PUBLIC, STATE OF__________________________ 

         PRINT NAME ______________________________________

MY PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS IS ______________________ COUNTY

MY COMMISSION NO.  ________________________________________

MY COMMISSION EXPIRES  ____________________________________

FINAL MAP OF
ROSEVILLE JUNCTION

SUBDIVISION NO. PL21-0153
BEING A SUBDIVISION OF PARCEL 2 (35 P.M. 55)

CONFERENCE CENTER DRIVE (N.C.R.S.P. PARCEL 40(a))
BEING A PORTION OF SECTION 26, T.11N., R.6E., M.D.M.

CITY OF ROSEVILLE, COUNTY OF PLACER, CALIFORNIA
MARCH 2022

MORTON & PITALO, INC.

NOTARY'S STATEMENT
A NOTARY PUBLIC OR OTHER OFFICER COMPLETING THIS CERTIFICATE VERIFIES ONLY THE
IDENTITY OF THE INDIVIDUAL WHO SIGNED THE DOCUMENT TO WHICH THIS CERTIFICATE IS
ATTACHED, AND NOT THE TRUTHFULNESS, ACCURACY, OR VALIDITY OF THAT DOCUMENT.

STATE OF _____________________

COUNTY OF ___________________

ON __________________, BEFORE ME, __________________________________,A NOTARY

PUBLIC PERSONALLY APPEARED____________________________________________________

WHO PROVED TO ME ON THE BASIS OF SATISFACTORY EVIDENCE TO BE THE PERSON(S)
WHOSE NAME(S) IS/ARE SUBSCRIBED TO THE WITHIN INSTRUMENT AND ACKNOWLEDGED TO
ME THAT HE/SHE/THEY EXECUTED THE SAME IN HIS/HER/THEIR AUTHORIZED
CAPACITY(IES), AND THAT BY HIS/HER/THEIR SIGNATURE(S) ON THE INSTRUMENT THE
PERSON(S), OR THE ENTITY UPON BEHALF OF WHICH THE PERSON(S) ACTED, EXECUTED THE
INSTRUMENT.

I CERTIFY UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY UNDER THE LAWS OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
THAT THE FOREGOING PARAGRAPH IS TRUE AND CORRECT.

WITNESS MY HAND AND OFFICIAL SEAL

_________________________________________________
     

NOTARY PUBLIC, STATE OF__________________________ 

         PRINT NAME ______________________________________

MY PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS IS ______________________ COUNTY

MY COMMISSION NO.  ________________________________________

MY COMMISSION EXPIRES  ____________________________________

BOOK _____ OF MAPS, PAGE _____

THE  UNDERSIGNED BEING THE ONLY PERSONS HAVING ANY RECORD TITLE INTEREST IN THE LANDS
SUBDIVIDED HEREON, HEREBY CONSENT TO THE PREPARATION AND RECORDATION OF THIS FINAL
MAP OF "ROSEVILLE JUNCTION".

THE FOLLOWING ARE DEDICATIONS OF EASEMENTS TO THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE:

A. PUBLIC UTILITY EASEMENTS FOR THE INSTALLATION AND MAINTENANCE OF WATER AND
SANITARY SEWER SERVICES TOGETHER WITH ANY AND ALL APPURTENANCES THERETO ON,
OVER, UNDER AND ACROSS THOSE STRIPS OF LAND 20 FEET WIDE SHOWN HEREON AND
DESIGNATED (20' WATER & SEWER EASEMENT).

B. PUBLIC ACCESS /  MAINTENANCE EASEMENT FOR  THE INGRESS AND EGRESS OF VEHICLES, ON,
OVER AND ACROSS LOTS 3, 4, AND 5, BEING 40 FEET WIDE OVER THE MOST NORTHERLY STRIP
OF LAND SHOWN HEREON AND DESIGNATED (PUBLIC ACCESS/MAINTENANCE EASEMENT).

ROSEVILLE JUNCTION, LLC, A DELAWARE LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY

BY:  APRR MANAGEMENT, LLC, A CALIFORNIA LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY, MANAGER

BY: ____________________________________ 
ROHIT RANCHHOD, MANAGING MEMBER CHIRAYU PATEL, MANAGING MEMBER

DATE: DATE:

WOODLAND PARTNERS I, LLC, A CALIFORNIA LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY

BY: ____________________________________ 
ROHIT RANCHHOD, MANAGING MEMBER CHIRAYU PATEL, MANAGING MEMBER

DATE: DATE:

I HEREBY STATE THAT THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE HAS APPROVED THIS FINAL
MAP OF "ROSEVILLE JUNCTION" AND HAS ACCEPTED ON BEHALF OF THE PUBLIC, ALL EASEMENTS
OFFERED HEREON FOR DEDICATION AND HAS APPROVED THE ABANDONMENT OF THE
EASEMENTS LISTED WITHIN NOTE 1, ON SHEET 3.

DATED _____________________ ____________________________________
CITY CLERK, CITY OF ROSEVILLE

BY______________________________________
ASSISTANT CLERK, CITY OF ROSEVILLE

CITY CLERK'S STATEMENT
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SHEET 2 OF 4 SHEETS

FINAL MAP OF
ROSEVILLE JUNCTION

SUBDIVISION NO. PL21-0153
BEING A SUBDIVISION OF PARCEL 2 (35 P.M. 55)

CONFERENCE CENTER DRIVE (N.C.R.S.P. PARCEL 40(a))
BEING A PORTION OF SECTION 26, T.11N., R.6E., M.D.M.

CITY OF ROSEVILLE, COUNTY OF PLACER, CALIFORNIA
MARCH 2022

MORTON & PITALO, INC.

TRUSTEE'S STATEMENT
PLACER TITLE COMPANY, TRUSTEE UNDER THE DEED OF TRUST RECORDED JUNE 29, 2021, IN
DOCUMENT NO. 2021-84231-00, OFFICIAL RECORDS OF PLACER COUNTY.

PRINT TITLE: ________________________

PRINT NAME: _________________________

BY: _________________________________

PRINT TITLE: ________________________

PRINT NAME: _________________________

BY: _________________________________

DATE: _______________________________ DATE: _______________________________

NOTARY'S STATEMENT
A NOTARY PUBLIC OR OTHER OFFICER COMPLETING THIS CERTIFICATE VERIFIES ONLY THE
IDENTITY OF THE INDIVIDUAL WHO SIGNED THE DOCUMENT TO WHICH THIS CERTIFICATE IS
ATTACHED, AND NOT THE TRUTHFULNESS, ACCURACY, OR VALIDITY OF THAT DOCUMENT.

STATE OF _____________________

COUNTY OF ___________________

ON __________________, BEFORE ME, __________________________________,A NOTARY

PUBLIC PERSONALLY APPEARED____________________________________________________

WHO PROVED TO ME ON THE BASIS OF SATISFACTORY EVIDENCE TO BE THE PERSON(S)
WHOSE NAME(S) IS/ARE SUBSCRIBED TO THE WITHIN INSTRUMENT AND ACKNOWLEDGED TO
ME THAT HE/SHE/THEY EXECUTED THE SAME IN HIS/HER/THEIR AUTHORIZED
CAPACITY(IES), AND THAT BY HIS/HER/THEIR SIGNATURE(S) ON THE INSTRUMENT THE
PERSON(S), OR THE ENTITY UPON BEHALF OF WHICH THE PERSON(S) ACTED, EXECUTED THE
INSTRUMENT.

I CERTIFY UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY UNDER THE LAWS OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
THAT THE FOREGOING PARAGRAPH IS TRUE AND CORRECT.

WITNESS MY HAND AND OFFICIAL SEAL

_________________________________________________
     

NOTARY PUBLIC, STATE OF__________________________ 

         PRINT NAME ______________________________________

MY PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS IS ______________________ COUNTY

MY COMMISSION NO.  ________________________________________

MY COMMISSION EXPIRES  ____________________________________

BOOK _____ OF MAPS, PAGE _____
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BASIS OF BEARINGS
THE  MERIDIAN  OF  THIS  SURVEY IS THE WESTERLY LINE OF PARCEL 40(a)
SHOWN ON THAT CERTAIN PARCEL MAP ENTITLED "PARCEL MAP OF LOT 40,
HIGHLAND RESERVE SOUTH" RECORDED IN BOOK 32 OF PARCEL MAPS,
PAGE 89, PLACER COUNTY RECORDS, THE  BEARING  OF  WHICH  IS SHOWN
AS N32°50'44"E  AND  WAS  BASED  ON MONUMENTS SHOWN HEREON AS
FOUND.

(1)............RECORD DATA PER 35 P.M. 55

  .............SET 1" GALVANIZED IRON PIPE WITH PLASTIC PLUG STAMPED L.S. 9058

  .............DIMENSION POINT, NOTHING FOUND OR SET

P.U.E........PUBLIC UTILITY EASEMENT

LEGEND

  .............FOUND MONUMENT AS NOTED

  .............FOUND 5/8" REBAR TAGGED "LS 3923" PER (1)

  .............FOUND 5/8" REBAR, NO TAG PER (1)

  .............FOUND 1" GALVANIZED IRON PIPE W/ PLASTIC CAP LS 7350 PER 35 P.M. 55

  .............FOUND CENTER PUNCHED COPPERWELD MONUMENT STAMPED LS 7350

FINAL MAP OF
ROSEVILLE JUNCTION

SUBDIVISION NO. PL21-0153
BEING A SUBDIVISION OF PARCEL 2 (35 P.M. 55)

CONFERENCE CENTER DRIVE (N.C.R.S.P. PARCEL 40(a))
BEING A PORTION OF SECTION 26, T.11N., R.6E., M.D.M.

CITY OF ROSEVILLE, COUNTY OF PLACER, CALIFORNIA
MARCH 2022  SCALE: 1"=80'

MORTON & PITALO, INC.

GRAPHIC SCALE

1 in = 80 ft
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BOOK _____ OF MAPS, PAGE _____

(T)............TOTAL DISTANCE

NOTES
1. PURSUANT TO SECTION 66434(g) OF THE SUBDIVISION MAP ACT, THE 

FOLLOWING EASEMENTS NOT SHOWN HEREON ARE HEREBY 
ABANDONED.

A. "SIGN EASEMENT"  -
EASEMENT FOR INSTALLATION AND MAINTENANCE OF SIGNS AS 
GRANTED ON THE PARCEL MAP OF CONFERENCE CENTER DRIVE 
FILED FOR RECORD NOVEMBER 6, 2013 IN BOOK 35 OF PARCEL MAPS 
AT PAGE 55, PLACER COUNTY RECORDS.

B.  "LINE OF SIGHT EASEMENT"
PUBLIC EASEMENT FOR THE PASSAGE OF LINE OF SIGHT AS GRANTED
ON THE PARCEL MAP OF CONFERENCE CENTER DRIVE FILED FOR 
RECORD NOVEMBER 6, 2013 IN BOOK 35 OF PARCEL MAPS AT PAGE 55,
PLACER COUNTY RECORDS.

2. COVENANTS, CONDITIONS, RESTRICTIONS, EASEMENTS, 
ASSESSMENMTS, LIENS, CHARGES, TERMS AND PROVISIONS WHICH 
MAY AFFECT THE LAND SHOWN HEREON ARE RECORDED IN 
DOCUMENTS NO. 90-07287, ORPC, RE-RECORDED IN DOCUMENT NO. 
90-079378 ORPC, AND MODIFIED PER DOCUMENT NOS. 95-0024499, 
97-80505, 98-019773 AND 2015-0092732-00 ORPC.

3. AN EASEMENT AGREEMENT FOR ACCESS IS RECORDED IN 
DOCUMENT NO. 99-0058611 ORPC.

4. AN EASEMENT AND MAINTENANCE AGREEMENT PERTAINING TO TRAIL
EASEMENTS AND A DRIVEWAY EASEMENT IS RECORDED IN 
INSTRUMENT NO. 2003-0178320 ORPC.

5. A "GRANT OF RECIPROCAL RIGHTS AND DECLARATION OF RESTRICTIONS
REGARDING ACCESS, CONSTRUCTION, AND PARKING" IS RECORDED IN
INSTRUMENT NO. 2005-106461, ORPC.

6. A "NOTICE OF AGREEMENT AFFECTING REAL PROPERTY" STATING THAT
THE PROPERTY OWNERS SHALL AGREE TO PARTICIPATE IN A 
TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM MANAGEMENT PLAN IS RECORDED IN 
INSTRUMENT NO. 2005-106462, ORPC.

7. A "USE RESTRICTION AGREEMENT" AFFECTING THE REAL PROPERTY 
"STATING THAT THE PROPERTY IS TO BE USED FOR THE OPERATION OF
A HOTEL AND CONFERENCE CENTER AND RELATED AND 
COMPLIMENTARY USES" IS RECORDED IN INSTRUMENT NO. 2005-0108027
ORPC.

8. A "FIRE ACCESS, DRAINAGE AND RECIPROCAL ACCESS EASEMENT 
AGREEMENT IS RECORDED IN INSTRUMENT NO. 2018-0056992-00 ORPC.

9. THE TOTAL AREA OF THIS SUBDIVISION IS 11.010 ACRES, CREATING 6
COMMERCIAL LOTS.
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 COUNCIL COMMUNICATION

CC #: 1938
File #: 0600-02

Title: Out-of-State Travel Request - Police Department
Contact:   Mark Peinado 916-774-5021 mcpeinado@roseville.ca.us

 
Meeting Date: 3/2/2022

Item #: 6.10.

RECOMMENDATION TO COUNCIL

Staff requests that City Council approve out-of-state travel for one Police Officer to attend a
Credit Card Skimmers course in Hoover, Alabama from March 8th to March 10th, 2022.

 
BACKGROUND

The National Computer Forensics Institute (NCFI) is a federally funded training center dedicated
to instructing state and local officials in digital evidence and cyber crime investigations. The NCFI
has approved for one Roseville Police Officer to attend a Credit Card Skimmers course at the
NCFI Facility in Hoover, Alabama. The 3-day course is designed to train first responders in the
identification and recovery of illicit credit card skimmers, and investigative practices to disrupt
criminal groups who deploy these devices. Through classroom instruction and hands-on
experience, students will learn to locate and extract skimmers from gas pump and point of sale
terminals.

 
FISCAL IMPACT

This course is fully funded by the NCFI. The NCFI will pay for training and travel expenses,
including hotel and per diem for meals. There is no cost to the City or fiscal impact to the General
Fund.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) does not apply to activities that will not result in
a direct or reasonably foreseeable indirect physical change in the environment, or is otherwise not
considered a project as defined by CEQA Statute §21065 and CEQA State Guidelines
§15060(c)(3) and §15378.  Approval of out-of-state travel meets the above criteria and is not
subject to CEQA.  No additional environmental review is required.



 

CITY COUNCIL STRATEGIC PLAN/OVERARCHING GOALS

Goal C - Maintain a safe and healthy community

 
Respectfully Submitted,

Mark Peinado, Management Analyst

Troy Bergstrom, Police Chief 
 

_____________________________
Dominick Casey, City Manager

ATTACHMENTS:
Description
Training Flyer









 

 COUNCIL COMMUNICATION

CC #: 1939
File #: 0600-02

Title: Out-of-State Travel Request - Police Department
Contact:   Josh Simon 916-774-5059 jsimon@roseville.ca.us 

  Mark Peinado 916-774-5021 mcpeinado@roseville.ca.us 
 

Meeting Date: 3/2/2022
Item #: 6.11.

RECOMMENDATION TO COUNCIL

Staff requests that City Council approve out-of-state travel for one Community Service Officer and
one Crime Analyst to examine and evaluate a Real Time Crime Center (RTCC) at Forsyth County
Sheriff's Office (FCSO), an agency of similar size to the Roseville Police department, located in
Winston-Salem, North Carolina, from March 13th to March 17th, 2022. 

 
BACKGROUND

The Roseville Police Department is in the process of researching and developing a Real Time
Crime Center (RTCC). The purpose of the RTCC is to provide real time information to field
personnel in an effort to help make efficient and effective decisions when responding to in-
progress incidents. We are seeking to integrate multiple available data sources into one platform
to assist with making police response to active incidents faster, more efficient, and safer for our
officers and the community. The RTCC will also serve as a command center for significant
incidents and large scale planned events. The scope of the project includes a video wall display
with processor, and integration software.
 
After a significant amount of research and speaking with various vendors and law enforcement
agencies, staff requests to travel specifically to Forsyth County Sheriff’s Office in North Carolina
to further explore specific integration software we are interested in potentially purchasing, at an
agency with an RTCC deployment that aligns with our future vision. They have a similar size
RTCC unit in terms of personnel, they have other accompanying similar software integrations, and
they function in a real time capacity providing their field personnel with critical information as they
are coming on scene. They are the best fit we have located for a comparable agency in terms of
size, scope of work, and software.
 
On this trip we are looking to complete our research and understanding of the Fusus software,
specifically to:

Learn how the FCSO operators are navigating the software during real-time rapidly evolving
incidents,
Determine the functionality available in the software and evaluate if it is a good fit for the



City's RTCC, and
Inquire about best practices, vendor support, and their overall experience with the software.

 
FISCAL IMPACT

The total cost to send two professional staff members will be approximately $3,400. This amount
includes travel, lodging, meals and incidental expenses. There are sufficient funds in the FY2021-
22 Police Department budget in the General Fund to cover the expense; no additional funds are
being requested. 

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) does not apply to activities that will not result in
a direct or reasonably foreseeable indirect physical change in the environment, or is otherwise not
considered a project as defined by CEQA Statute §21065 and CEQA State Guidelines
§15060(c)(3) and §15378.  Approval of out-of-state travel meets the above criteria and is not
subject to CEQA.  No additional environmental review is required.
 

CITY COUNCIL STRATEGIC PLAN/OVERARCHING GOALS

Goal C - Maintain a safe and healthy community

 
Respectfully Submitted,

Mark Peinado, Management Analyst

Troy Bergstrom, Police Chief 
 

_____________________________
Dominick Casey, City Manager



 

 COUNCIL COMMUNICATION

CC #: 1941
File #: 0400-09-01

Title: Community Facilities District No. 3 (Municipal Services) - Annexation No. 27
(Torrente at Sierra Vista) - Annexation of Territory

Contact:   Jeannine Thrash 916-774-5473 jthrash@roseville.ca.us
  Dennis Kauffman 916-774-5313 dkauffman@roseville.ca.us
 

Meeting Date: 3/2/2022
Item #: 7.1.

RECOMMENDATION TO COUNCIL

Staff recommends that Council adopt the following resolutions:
A Resolution of Annexation of Territory to Community Facilities District No. 3 (Municipal
Services), Authorizing the Levy of a Special Tax and Submitting Levy of Tax to Qualified
Electors
A Resolution Declaring Results of Special Annexation Election for Community Facilities
District No. 3 (Municipal Services), Determining Validity of Prior Proceedings, and Directing
Recording of Amended Notice of Special Tax Lien.

 
BACKGROUND

The landowner is obligated under their Development Agreement by and between the City of
Roseville and the Cyril G. Barbaccia Irrevocable Trust dated December 15, 1976 relative to
Sierra Vista Specific Plan, to annex into the existing Municipal Services Community Facilities
(CFD) No. 3. 
 
The annexation into CFD No. 3 will incorporate the identified parcels (see Exhibit C of the
Amended Notice of Special Tax Lien) as an annexation named Community Facilities District No. 3
(Municipal Services), Annexation No. 27 (Torrente at Sierra Vista), under the Mello-Roos
Community Facilities Act of 1982, as amended. The landowner submitted the required property
owner ballots to the City Clerk, agreeing to be annexed into CFD No. 3. The landowner agrees to
pay the approved special tax sufficient to pay the costs of the CFD, levied annually among the
parcels within the CFD, at the maximum special tax rates identified in the Amended Notice of
Special Tax for CFD No. 3.
 
On February 2, 2022, the City Council adopted Resolution of Intention #22-029, to Annex
Territory to the Community Facilities District and to Authorize the Levy of Special Taxes Therein,
City of Roseville, Community Facilities District No. 3 (Municipal Services), Annexation No. 27
(Torrente at Sierra Vista), and set March 2, 2022, at 6:00 p.m. at the City of Roseville Civic Center



Council Chambers at 311 Vernon Street, Roseville, California as the time and place to conduct a
public hearing. 

 
FISCAL IMPACT

The CFD will generate special taxes levied on the landowner's annual property tax bill. Annexation
into Community Facilities District No. 3 (Municipal Services) helps offset the property's impact on
City General Fund resources available to pay for municipal services and therefore will not
negatively impact the General Fund.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) does not apply to activities that will not result in
a direct or reasonably foreseeable indirect physical change in the environment, or is otherwise not
considered a project as defined by CEQA Statute §21065 and CEQA State Guidelines
§15060(c)(3) and §15378. Adoption of the resolutions meets the above criteria and is not subject
to CEQA. No additional environmental review is required.
 

CITY COUNCIL STRATEGIC PLAN/OVERARCHING GOALS

Goal A - Remain fiscally responsible in a changing world

 
Respectfully Submitted,

Jeannine Thrash, Management Analyst

Dennis Kauffman, Assistant City Manager/Chief Financial Officer 
 

_____________________________
Dominick Casey, City Manager

ATTACHMENTS:
Description
Notice of Public Hearing

Resolution 22-049

Resolution 22-050

Amended Notice of Special Tax Lien



NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING 
 

CITY OF ROSEVILLE 
Community Facilities District No. 3 

(Municipal Services) 
 

Annexation No. 27 (Torrente) 
 

 
Notice is hereby given by the City of Roseville (the “City”) with respect to its Community 

Facilities District No. 3 (Municipal Services) (the “CFD”) that on February 2, 2022, the City Council 
of the City, as the legislative body for the CFD, adopted its Resolution No. 22-029, “A Resolution 
of Intention to Annex Territory to Community Facilities District and to Authorize the Levy of Special 
Taxes Therein” (the “Resolution of Intention”).  Reference is hereby made to the Resolution of 
Intention, on file with the City Clerk of the City for further particulars.  The following is a summary 
of the provisions of the Resolution of Intention. 

 
Pursuant to the Resolution of Intention, the Council determined that the public 

convenience and necessity require that certain territory, as more particularly described in the 
Resolution of Intention, be annexed to the existing CFD, all as provided in the Mello-Roos 
Community Facilities Act of 1982, as amended (Sections 53311 et seq., California Government 
Code (the “Act’).  The Resolution of Intention provides that the special taxes heretofore caused 
to be levied in the CFD for financing the services provided through the CFD shall be levied in the 
territory proposed to be annexed, subject to public hearing and landowner election proceedings 
as specified in the Act. 

 
Notice is further given that Wednesday, March 2, 2022 at 6:00 p.m. or as soon as possible 

thereafter, either virtually (if so noticed by the City) or at the City of Roseville Civic Center Council 
Chambers located at 311 Vernon Street, Roseville, California 95678, as the time and place when 
and where the Council of the City as the legislative body for the CFD, will conduct a public hearing 
on the annexation of the territory described in the Resolution of Intention to the CFD and finally 
consider and determine whether the public convenience and necessity require the annexation of 
said territory to the CFD and the levy of special taxes therein.  

 
Notice is further given that at the hearing, the testimony of all interested persons for and 

against the annexation of said territory to the CFD or the levying of special taxes within the territory 
proposed to be annexed will be heard. 

 
Dated:  _______________, 2022 

 
  /s/ Carmen Avalos  
  Carmen Avalos, City Clerk 
   City of Roseville 

 



CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE 

RESOLUTION NO. 22-049 

A RESOLUTION OF ANNEXATION OF TERRITORY TO COMMUNITY FACILITIES 
DISTRICT, AUTHORIZING THE LEVY OF A SPECIAL TAX AND SUBMITTING LEVY OF TAX 

TO QUALIFIED ELECTORS 
 

CITY OF ROSEVILLE 
Community Facilities District No. 3 

(Municipal Services) 

 
Annexation No. 27 (Torrente) 

 
 

WHEREAS, the City Council (the “Council”) of the City of Roseville (the “City”) on 
February 2, 2022 adopted Resolution No. 22- , entitled “A Resolution of Intention to Annex 
Territory to Community Facilities District and to Authorize the Levy of Special Taxes Therein” 
(the “Resolution of Intention”), stating its intention to annex territory to the City’s Community 
Facilities District No. 3 (Municipal Services) (the “CFD”), pursuant to the Mello-Roos Community 
Facilities Act of 1982, as amended (the “Act”); 

 
WHEREAS, a copy of the Resolution of Intention, incorporating a description and map  

of the proposed boundaries of the territory to be annexed to the CFD and stating the services to 
be provided and the rate and method of apportionment of the special tax to be levied within the 
territory to be annexed to the CFD, is on file with the City Clerk and the provisions thereof are 
fully incorporated herein by this reference as if fully set forth herein; 

 
WHEREAS, said annexation boundary map, labeled Annexation Map No. 27 of 

Community Facilities District No. 3 (Municipal Services) (Baseline at Sierra Vista), has been 
recorded with the County Recorder of the County of Placer at Page        in Book        of Maps   
of Assessment and Community Facilities Districts, which map shows the territory to be annexed 
to the CFD; 

 
WHEREAS, on the date hereof, this Council held a noticed public hearing as required by 

the Act and the Resolution of Intention relative to the proposed annexation of territory to the 
CFD; 

 
WHEREAS, at said hearing all interested persons desiring to be heard on all matters 

pertaining to the annexation of territory to the CFD and the levy of said special taxes within the 
area proposed to be annexed were heard and a full and fair hearing was held; and 

 
WHEREAS, prior to the time fixed for said hearing, written protests had not been filed 

against the proposed annexation of territory to the CFD by (i) 50% or more of the registered 
voters, or six registered voters, whichever is more, residing in the existing CFD, or (ii) 50% or 
more of the registered voters, or six registered voters, whichever is more, residing in the  
territory proposed to be annexed to the CFD, or (iii) owners of one-half or more of the area of 
land in the territory proposed to be annexed to the CFD. 

 

NOW, THEREFORE, be it resolved by the City Council of the City of Roseville: 



2  

1. All prior proceedings taken by this Council with respect to the CFD and the 
proposed annexation of territory thereto have been duly considered and are hereby determined 
to be valid and in conformity with the Act, and the CFD has been validly established pursuant to 
the Act. 

 
2. The description and map of the boundaries of the territory to be annexed to CFD, 

as described in the aforementioned Annexation Map No. 27 on file with the Clerk are hereby 
finally approved, are incorporated herein by reference, and shall be included within the 
boundaries of the CFD, and said territory is hereby ordered annexed to the CFD, subject to 
voter approval of the levy of the special taxes therein as hereinafter provided. 

 
3. The provisions of the Resolution of Intention as heretofore adopted by this 

Council are by this reference incorporated herein, as if fully set forth herein. 
 

4. Pursuant to the provisions of the Act, the proposition of the levy of the special tax 
within the territory to be annexed to the CFD shall be submitted to the voters of the area to be 
annexed to the CFD at an election called therefor as hereinafter provided. 

 
5. This Council hereby finds that fewer than 12 persons have been registered to 

vote within the territory proposed to be annexed to the CFD for each of the 90 days preceding 
the close of the hearing heretofore conducted and concluded by this Council for the purposes of 
these annexation proceedings. Accordingly, and pursuant to Section 53326 of the Act, this 
Council finds that for purposes of these proceedings the qualified electors are the landowners 
within the territory proposed to be annexed to the CFD and that the vote shall be by said 
landowners, each having one vote for each acre or portion thereof such landowner owns in the 
territory proposed to be annexed to the CFD. 

 
6. Pursuant to Section 53326 of the Act, the election shall be conducted by mail 

ballot under Section 4000 of the California Elections Code.  This  Council hereby determines 
that paragraphs (a), (b), and (c)(1) of said Section 4000 and Section 4108 of the California 
Elections Code are applicable to this election, provided however, the City has received written 
waivers from the owner of all the territory to be annexed and the election may be expedited. 

 

7. The Council hereby calls a special election to consider the measure described in 
the ballot referred to in paragraph 8 below, which election shall be held on March 2, 2022 either 
virtually (if so noticed by the City) or at the City of Roseville Civic Center Council Chambers 
located at 311 Vernon Street, Roseville, California 95678. 

 
8. The City Clerk is hereby appointed as the election official to conduct the election 

and cause to be provided to each landowner(s) in the territory to be annexed to the CFD, a 
ballot in the form of Exhibit A hereto, which form is hereby approved. 

 
9. The City Clerk shall accept the ballots of the qualified electors received prior to 

6:00 p.m. on March 2, 2022, whether received by mail or by personal delivery. 
 

10. This Council hereby further finds that the provision of Section 53326 of the Act 
requiring a minimum of 90 days to elapse before said election is for the protection of voters,  
that the voters have waived such requirement and the date for the election hereinabove 
specified is established accordingly. 

 
11. Under Section 50075.1 of the Government Code, the following accountability 

provisions shall apply to the special taxes: (a) the provision and/or acquisition of the services 
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and the incidental costs thereof, all as defined in the Resolution of Intention, shall constitute the 
specific single purpose; (b) the proceeds shall be applied only to the specific purposes identified 
in (a) above; (c) there shall be created special account(s) or funds(s) into which the proceeds 
shall be deposited; and (d) there shall be caused to be prepared an annual audit and report of 
the CFD. 

 

 
* * * * * * 

 
I hereby certify that the foregoing Resolution was duly adopted by the City Council of the 

City of Roseville, California, at a regularly scheduled meeting thereof, held on the day of 
  , 2022, by the following vote of the City Council: 

 

AYES: COUNCILMEMBERS 
NOES: COUNCILMEMBERS 
ABSENT: COUNCILMEMBERS 
ABSTAIN: COUNCILMEMBERS 

 
 
 

 

Mayor 
 

 
ATTEST: 

 
 
 

City Clerk of the City of Roseville 
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EXHIBIT A 
 

CITY OF ROSEVILLE 
Community Facilities District No. 3 

(Municipal Services) 

 
Annexation No. 27 (Torrente) 

 
 

OFFICIAL BALLOT 
SPECIAL TAX ELECTION 

 
This ballot is for the special landowner election to annex property into City of Roseville 
Community Facilities District No. 3 (Municipal Service). You must return this ballot to the office 
of the City Clerk of the City of Roseville no later than the hour of 6:00 p.m. on March 2,  
2022, either by mail or in person. The Clerk’s office is located at 311 Vernon  Street, 
Roseville, CA 95678. 

 
To vote, mark a cross (X) on the voting line after the word “YES” or after the word “NO.” All 
marks otherwise made are forbidden. All distinguishing marks are  forbidden and make the 
ballot void. If you wrongly mark, tear, or deface this ballot, return it to the City Clerk and obtain 
another. 

 
AN "X" OR OTHER MARK WILL CAST ALL VOTES ASSIGNED TO THIS BALLOT, OR THE VOTER 
MAY WRITE NUMBERS IN THE SPACES PROVIDED. 

 

The amount of money at build out that could be raised annually by the special tax levied in the 
territory to be annexed is $188,724 for Fiscal Year 2021-22 (and subject to escalation annually), 
the duration of the special tax is perpetual, and the rate of the special tax shall be determined in 
accordance with the rate, method of apportionment, and manner of collection of special tax for 
the CFD. 

 

BALLOT MEASURE: Shall the City of Roseville (the “City”), 
by and for its Community Facilities District No. 3 (Municipal 
Services) (the “CFD”), be authorized to levy special taxes 
within the territory annexed to the CFD pursuant to and as 
described in “A Resolution of Annexation of Territory to 
Community Facilities District, Authorizing the Levy of a 
Special Tax and Submitting Levy of Tax to Qualified 
Electors,” adopted by the City Council of the City on March 
2, 2022? 

YES:  

NO:   
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By execution in the space provided below, you also indicate your waiver of (i) the time limit 
pertaining to the conduct of the election, (ii) any requirement for analysis and arguments with 
respect to the ballot measure, and (iii) any irregularity in the proceedings that may be claimed 
as a result of the this vote or the application of such waivers. 

 

Number of Acres:        

Number of Votes:    

Property Owner: 
 

   

 

By:   

 



CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE 
 

RESOLUTION NO. 22-050 
 

 
A RESOLUTION DECLARING RESULTS OF SPECIAL ANNEXATION ELECTION, 

DETERMINING VALIDITY OF PRIOR PROCEEDINGS, AND DIRECTING RECORDING OF 
AMENDED NOTICE OF SPECIAL TAX LIEN 

 
CITY OF ROSEVILLE 

Community Facilities District No. 3 
(Municipal Services) 

 
Annexation No. 27 (Torrente) 

 
 

WHEREAS, in proceedings heretofore conducted by the City Council (the “Council”) of 
the City of Roseville (the “City”) pursuant to the Mello-Roos Community Facilities Act of 1982, 
as amended (the “Act”), this Council has heretofore adopted a resolution calling a special 
election of the qualified landowner electors in the territory of land proposed to be annexed to 
Community Facilities District No. 3 (Municipal Services) (the “CFD”); 

 
WHEREAS, pursuant to the terms of the resolution which is hereby incorporated herein 

by this reference, the special election has been held and the City Clerk has filed a Canvass of 
Votes Cast in Special Election, a copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit A; and 

 
WHEREAS, this Council has reviewed the Canvass and hereby approves it; 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, be it resolved by the City Council of the City of Roseville:    
 
1. The issue presented at the special election was the levy of a special tax within 

the territory annexed to the CFD, to be levied in accordance with the formula heretofore 
approved by this Council on March 2, 2022, entitled, “A Resolution of Annexation of Territory to 
Community Facilities District, Authorizing the Levy of a Special Tax and Submitting Levy of Tax 
to Qualified Electors.” 

 
2. Pursuant to the Canvass on file with the City Clerk, the issue presented at the 

special election was approved by the landowners of the territory annexed to the CFD by more 
than two-thirds of the landowners voting at the special election. 

 
3. Pursuant to the voter approval, said annexed territory to the CFD is hereby 

declared to be fully annexed to and part of the CFD and this Council may levy special taxes 
therein as heretofore provided in these proceedings. 

 
4. It is hereby found that all prior proceedings and actions taken by this Council 

pursuant to the CFD and the territory annexed thereto were valid and in conformity with the Act. 
 
5. Within 15 days of the date hereof, the City Clerk shall execute and cause to be 

recorded in the office of the County Recorder of the County of Placer, an amendment to the 
Notice of Special Tax Lien as required by Section 3117.5 of the California Streets and 
Highways Code. 
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* * * * * * 
 
I hereby certify that the foregoing Resolution was duly adopted by the City Council of the 

City of Roseville, California, at a regularly scheduled meeting thereof, held on the ____ day of 
_________, 2022, by the following vote of the City Council: 

 
 
AYES:  COUNCILMEMBERS 
NOES:  COUNCILMEMBERS 
ABSENT: COUNCILMEMBERS 
ABSTAIN: COUNCILMEMBERS 
 

 
  

_______________________________________ 
Mayor 

 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
   
          City Clerk of the City of Roseville 
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EXHIBIT A 
 

CANVASS AND STATEMENT OF RESULT OF ELECTION 
 

CITY OF ROSEVILLE 
Community Facilities District No. 3 

(Municipal Services) 
 
 

Annexation No. 27 (Torrente) 
 

I hereby certify that on this date, I canvassed the returns of the election held on March 
2, 2022 in the territory annexed to City of Roseville Community Facilities District No. 3 
(Municipal Services), which election is designated as the Special Tax Annexation Election, and 
the total number of ballots cast in the territory to be annexed and the total number of votes cast 
for and against the measure are as follows and the totals as shown for and against the 
measure are full, true and correct: 
 
 Qualified    
 Landowner Votes   
 Votes Cast  YES NO 
City of Roseville 
Community Facilities District No. 3 
(Municipal Services) 
Annexation No. 27 (Torrente) 
Special Tax Annexation Election, 
March 2, 2022  _____ _____ _____  _____ 
 

 

BALLOT MEASURE: Shall the City of Roseville (the “City”), 
by and for its Community Facilities District No. 3 (Municipal 
Services) (the “CFD”), be authorized to levy special taxes 
within the territory annexed to the CFD pursuant to and as 
described in “A Resolution of Annexation of Territory to 
Community Facilities District, Authorizing the Levy of a 
Special Tax and Submitting Levy of Tax to Qualified 
Electors,” adopted by the City Council of the City on March 
2, 2022? 

YES:____ 

 

NO:_____ 
 

 
 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I HAVE HEREUNTO SET MY HAND on March 2, 2022. 
 
 

By:    
 City Clerk 
 City of Roseville 

 



RECORDING REQUESTED BY AND 
AFTER RECORDATION PLEASE RETURN TO: 
 
City Clerk Department 
City of Roseville 
311 Vernon Street 
Roseville, CA  95678 
Telephone: (916) 774-5263 
 

 

SPACE ABOVE THIS LINE FOR RECORDER'S USE 
 

AMENDMENT TO NOTICE OF SPECIAL TAX LIEN 
 

CITY OF ROSEVILLE 
COMMUNITY FACILITIES DISTRICT NO. 3 (MUNICIPAL SERVICES) 

COUNTY OF PLACER, STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
 

Annexation No. 27 (Torrente)  
 

 
Pursuant to the requirements of Section 3117.5 of the Streets and Highways Code of 

California and the Mello-Roos Community Facilities Act of 1982, as amended, section 53311, et. 
seq., of the California Government Code (the “Act”), the undersigned City Clerk of the City of 
Roseville (the “City”), County of Placer, State of California, hereby gives notice that a lien to 
secure payment of a special tax which the City is authorized to levy for Community Facilities 
District No. 3 (Municipal Services) (the “CFD”), County of Placer, State of California, is hereby 
imposed on the property described herein.  The special tax secured by this lien is authorized to 
be levied for the purpose of paying the costs of public services in and according to the rate and 
method of apportionment set forth in that certain Notice of Special Tax Lien heretofore recorded 
in the Office of the County Recorder of the County of Placer, State of California on October 22, 
2004, as Document No. 2004-0140669, to which recorded Notice of Special Tax Lien and 
amendment thereto reference is hereby made and the provisions of which are hereby 
incorporated by this reference. 
 

This Amended Notice of Special Tax Lien amends the Notice of Special Tax Lien to add 
to the territory of Community Facilities District No. 3 (Municipal Services) of the City Roseville the 
lands set forth in that certain “Annexation Map No. 27” to Community Facilities District No. 3 
(Municipal Services), County of Placer, State of California,” heretofore recorded on February 7, 
2022 at Book 4 Maps of Assessment and Community Facilities Districts at Page 51 in the office 
of the County Recorder of the County of Placer, State of California. 
 

Pursuant to the requirements of Section 3114.5 of the Streets and Highways Code and 
Section 53324 of the Government Code, the undersigned, City Clerk of the City of Roseville, 
hereby gives notice that a lien to secure payment of a special tax which the City Council of the 
City of Roseville, County of Placer, State of California is authorized to levy is hereby imposed.  



The special tax secured by this lien is authorized to be levied for the purpose of paying for public 
services as described in Exhibit A attached hereto, and the incidental expenses related thereto. 
 

The assessor’s tax parcel(s) numbers of all parcels or any portion thereof which have been 
annexed to Community Facilities District No. 3 (Municipal Services), as shown in the Annexation 
Map referred to above, are thus included in this Amended Notice of Special Tax Lien, together 
with the name(s) of the owner(s) thereof, as they appear on the latest secured assessment roll 
as of the date of recording hereof or as are otherwise known to the City are as set forth in Exhibit 
C attached hereto and hereby made a part hereof. 
 

The special tax is authorized to be levied against the parcel(s) described in Exhibit C 
attached hereto, which parcel(s) has been annexed into Community Facilities District No. 3 
(Municipal Services), City of Roseville, County of Placer, State of California, which has been 
officially formed and the lien of the special tax is a continuing lien which shall secure each annual 
levy of the special tax and which shall continue in force and effect unless the special tax obligation 
is canceled in accordance with law or the special tax ceases to be levied and a notice of cessation 
of special tax is recorded in accordance with Section 53330.5 of the Government Code. 
 

The amended rate, method of apportionment and the manner of collection of the 
authorized special tax is shown on Exhibit B attached hereto. The rate, method of apportionment, 
and the manner of collection of the authorized special tax does not contain conditions under which 
the obligation to pay the special tax may be prepaid and permanently satisfied. 
 

Notice is further given that upon the recording of this notice in the office of the county 
recorder, the obligation to pay the special tax levy shall become a lien upon all nonexempt real 
property within the Community Facilities District No. 3 (Municipal Services), City of Roseville, in 
accordance with Section 3115.5 of the Streets and Highways Code.  
 

For further information concerning the current and estimated future tax liability of owners 
or purchasers of real property subject to this special tax lien, interested persons should contact 
the City Administrator of the City of Roseville, 311 Vernon Street, Roseville, CA 95678, telephone 
number (916) 774-5319. 
 
Dated: As of _____________, 2022 
 
 

By: ______________________________________ 
City Clerk  

City of Roseville 
 
 
EXHIBIT A – List of Authorized Services 
EXHIBIT B – Amended Rate and Method of Apportionment 
EXHIBIT C – Property Owner(s) and Parcel Number(s) 
  



EXHIBIT A 
 

CITY OF ROSEVILLE 
COMMUNITY FACILITIES DISTRICT NO. 3 

(MUNICIPAL SERVICES) 
 

LIST OF AUTHORIZED SERVICES 
              

 
 

The Community Facilities District No. 3 (Municipal Services) (the “CFD”) shall include the City 
services authorized under Section 53313 of the Community Facilities Act of 1982, Chapter 2.5 of 
Division 2 of Title 5 of the California Government Code, commencing with Section 53311 (the 
“Act”), which include the following services, to the extent that such services are in addition to 
those provided in the territory of the CFD before the CFD was created (or, as to territory which 
may be annexed to the CFD, before such territory was annexed to the CFD.) In accordance with 
Section 53313 of the Act, the additional services may not supplant services already available 
within the territory when the district was created. 
 
    

(a) Police protection services, including, but not limited to, criminal justice services. 
However, criminal justice services are limited to providing services for jails, detention 
facilities, and juvenile halls. 

(b) Fire protection and suppression services, and ambulance and paramedic services.  
(c) Recreation program services, library services, maintenance services for elementary 

and secondary school sites and structures, and the operation and maintenance of 
museums and cultural facilities, subject to the limitations contained in Section 53313 
of the Act. 

(d) Maintenance of parks, parkways, and open space. 
(e) Flood and storm protection services, including, but not limited to, the operation and 

maintenance of storm drainage systems, and sandstorm protection systems. 
(f) Services with respect to removal or remedial action for the cleanup of any hazardous 

substance released or threatened to be released into the environment, subject to the 
limitations contained in Section 53313 of the Act.   

 
 



EXHIBIT B 
 

CITY OF ROSEVILLE 
COMMUNITY FACILITIES DISTRICT NO. 3 

(MUNICIPAL SERVICES) 
 

RATE AND METHOD OF APPORTIONMENT OF SPECIAL TAX 
                 
 
A Special Tax applicable to each Assessor’s Parcel in Community Facilities District No. 3 
(Municipal Services) [herein “CFD No. 3”] shall be levied and collected according to the tax liability 
determined by the City Council, acting in its capacity as the legislative body of CFD No. 3, through 
the application of the appropriate Special Tax rate, as described below.  All of the property in CFD 
No. 3, unless exempted by law or by the provisions of Section E below, shall be taxed for the 
purposes, to the extent, and in the manner herein provided. 
 
 
A. DEFINITIONS 
 
The terms hereinafter set forth have the following meanings: 
 
“Acreage” or “Acre” means the land area making up an Assessor’s Parcel as shown on an 
Assessor’s Parcel Map, or if the land area is not shown on an Assessor’s Parcel Map, the land 
area shown on the applicable final subdivision map or other parcel map recorded at the County 
Recorder’s Office. 
 
“Administrative Expenses” means the costs incurred by the City to determine, levy and collect 
the Special Tax, including salaries of City employees and fees of consultants and the costs of 
collecting installments of the Special Taxes upon the general tax rolls; preparation of required 
reports, and any other costs required to administer the CFD as determined by the Finance 
Director. 
 
“Administrator” means the person or firm designated by the City to administer the Special Taxes 
according to this Rate and Method of Apportionment of Special Tax. 
 
“Affordable Housing Director” means, at any point in time, the person within the City who 
services as head of the department that is in charge of the City’s affordable housing program.  
 
“Affordable Unit” means a Unit built on a Parcel for which an Affordable Purchase Development 
Agreement or similar agreement has been recorded on title of the property designating the Unit 
as affordable (as determined by the City) and resulting in a deed of trust on the Parcel in favor of 
the City.  The City’s Affordable Housing Director shall determine which Units are designated as 
Affordable Units and maintain an Affordable Unit Listing which shall contain all designated 
buildable parcels by tract and lot number. The Affordable Unit Listing shall also be updated to 
reflect those Units no longer qualifying as Affordable Units, also known as Market Rate Units. The 
Affordable Unit Listing, which shall contain all qualifying Affordable Units as of April 30, shall be 
made available to the Administrator by July 1 of each year for purposes of determining the 
Maximum Special Tax for Parcels pursuant to Section C. 
 



“Affordable Unit Assignment” means a reduction in the Maximum Special Tax for a Parcel due 
to the assignment of an Affordable Unit(s) to the Parcel.  
 
“Annual Tax Escalation Factor” means an annual increase in the Maximum Special Tax 
following the Base Year in an amount equal to the lesser of: (i) the combined percentage increase, 
if any, in the City of Roseville General Fund Operating Budget for police and fire services, or (ii) 
four percent (4%). 
 
“Assessor’s Parcel” or “Parcel” means a lot or parcel shown in an Assessor’s Parcel Map with 
an assigned Assessor’s Parcel number. 
 
“Assessor’s Parcel Map” means an official map of the County Assessor designating parcels by 
Assessor’s Parcel number. 
 
“Authorized Services” means the public services authorized to be funded by CFD No. 3 as set 
forth in the documents adopted by the City Council when the CFD was formed. 
 
“Base Year” means Fiscal Year 2010-11. 
 
“City” means the City of Roseville. 
 
“City Council” means the City Council of the City of Roseville, acting as the legislative body of 
CFD No. 3. 
 
“County” means the County of Placer. 
 
“Developed Property” means, in any Fiscal Year, both of the following: 
 

 For Condominium Conversion Parcels, all individual Units for which an escrow has 
closed prior to June 30 of the preceding Fiscal Year; and   

 All other Parcels of Taxable Property within the CFD for which a use permit or building 
permit for new construction of a residential or non-residential structure was issued 
prior to June 30 of the preceding Fiscal Year. 

 
“Finance Director” means the Finance Director for the City of Roseville or his or her designee 
or successor. 
 
“Fiscal Year” means the period starting on July 1 and ending on the following June 30. 
 
“Land Use Designation” means the land use designated to be built on a particular Parcel 
based on reference to an adopted community plan or specific plan or, to the extent that such a 
plan has not been approved for a Parcel, to the City’s general plan. 
 
“Market Rate Unit” means a Unit that is not an Affordable Unit. 
 
“Multi-Family Property” means, in any Fiscal Year, all Parcels in CFD No. 3 for which a building 
permit was issued or may be issued for construction of a residential structure with multiple units 
that share common walls, all of which are offered for rent to the general public. 
  



“Maximum Special Tax” means the maximum Special Tax determined in accordance with 
Section C below that can be levied on Taxable Property in any Fiscal Year. 
 
“Public Property” means any property within the boundaries of CFD No. 3 that is owned by the 
federal government, State of California, County, City, or other public agency. 
 
“Single Family Attached Property” means, in any Fiscal Year, all Parcels in CFD No. 3 for 
which a building permit was issued for construction of a residential structure consisting of two or 
more Units that share common walls and are offered as for-sale Units, including such residential 
structures that meet the statutory definition of a condominium contained in Civil Code Section 
1351. 
 
“Single Family Detached Property” means, in any Fiscal Year, all Parcels in CFD No. 3 for 
which a building permit was issued for construction of a Unit that does not share a common wall 
with another Unit. 
 
“Special Tax” means any tax levied to pay for Authorized Services. 
 
“Taxable Property” means all Assessor’s Parcels within the boundaries of CFD No. 3 which are 
not exempt from the Special Tax pursuant to law or Section E below. 
 
“Unit” means an individual single-family detached unit or an individual residential unit within a 
duplex, triplex, fourplex, townhome, condominium, or apartment structure. 
 
“Zoning Designation” means, for a particular Parcel, the designation of zoning for the Parcel 
based on the zoning map symbols set forth in the City’s zoning ordinance or, if the designation is 
inconsistent with the City’s zoning ordinance, as determined by the Administrator. 
 
 
B.   CATEGORIZING PARCELS FOR ANNUAL TAX LEVY 
 
Each Fiscal Year, the Administrator shall identify the current Assessor’s Parcel numbers for all 
Parcels of Developed Property within CFD No. 3.  The Administrator shall then identify the Land 
Use Designation for each Parcel of Developed Property to determine the appropriate Maximum 
Special Tax pursuant to Section C below.  If a Land Use Designation has not been assigned to a 
Parcel of Developed Property, the Administrator shall determine the Zoning Designation for the 
Parcel and reference Table 1 below to determine the Maximum Special Tax associated with that 
Zoning Designation.  If the Zoning Designation for the Parcel applies to more than one Land Use 
Designation as reflected in Table 1, the Administrator shall determine the appropriate Maximum 
Special Tax rate for the Parcel by identifying the Maximum Special Tax shown in Table 1 for the 
land use category that is most similar to the land use that will be built on the Parcel.   
 
For Single Family Attached Property or multi-family property, the number of Units shall be 
determined by referencing the condominium plan, apartment plan, site plan or other development 
plan for the property. For Condominium Parcels, the Administrator shall also determine the date 
of which escrow closed for any Units that were sold to individual buyers in the prior Fiscal Year. 
 
For Parcels with a Land Use Designation of Residential, Mixed Use; Village Center – Medium 
Density Residential; Village Center – High Density Residential; or Commercial, Mixed Use, the 
Administrator shall determine whether (i) residential units that have been or will be built on the 



Parcel will be offered for sale to individual home buyers and (ii) a separate Assessor’s Parcel 
number will be assigned to the airspace parcel associated with each residential unit.  Once 
separate Parcel numbers have been assigned to the residential airspace Parcels, the 
Administrator shall assign a Maximum Special Tax to the airspace Parcel for each residential unit.  
In addition, the Administrator shall tax the commercial land uses on the Parcel using the Maximum 
Special Tax for the appropriate commercial Land Use Designation in Table 1 below.  The acreage 
to be used to calculate the Maximum Special Tax on the commercial uses shall be the full land 
area of the underlying Assessor’s Parcel on which the residential and commercial land uses are 
located. 
 
Upon recordation of each Final Map creating Single Family Detached Property and/or Single 
Family Attached Property, the ECS Director is to determine the number of Affordable Units 
included within the Final Map.  When building permits are issued for the Affordable Units 
designated on each Parcel, the Administrator shall reduce the Maximum Special Tax for each 
Affordable Unit to fifty percent (50%) of the Maximum Special Tax that applies to the Market Rate 
Units with the same Zoning Designation.  After May 1 of each Fiscal Year, the Administrator shall 
obtain the Affordable Unit Listing from the Affordable Housing Director to confirm which Parcels 
qualify for an Affordable Unit Adjustment in the following Fiscal Year. 
 
 
C. MAXIMUM SPECIAL TAX 
 
All Taxable Property within the CFD shall be subject to a Maximum Special Tax that will be levied 
each Fiscal Year to pay for Authorized Services.  As discussed above, the Administrator shall rely 
first on the Land Use Designation for a Parcel to determine the appropriate Maximum Special Tax 
in Table 1 below but, in the absence of an assigned Land Use Designation, the Administrator 
shall refer to the Zoning Designation and land use to be built on the Parcel.  The following 
Maximum Special Tax rates apply to all Parcels of Developed Property within CFD No. 3: 
  



 
Table 1 

Maximum Special Taxes 

Land Use Designation 
Zoning 

Designation 

Maximum Special Tax  
(Fiscal Year 
2010-11) * 

Low Density Residential (LDR) R1 $355.68 per Unit 

Medium Density Residential (MDR) RS R2 $208.00 per Unit 

High Density Residential (HDR) R3 $104.00 per Unit 

Community Commercial CC $969.28 per Acre 

General Commercial GC $969.28 per Acre 

Highway Commercial HC $969.28 per Acre 

Regional Commercial RC $969.28 per Acre 

Central Business District CBD $969.28 per Acre 

Business Professional BP, MP $833.04 per Acre 

 
* Beginning July 1, 2011 and each July 1 thereafter, the Maximum Special Taxes shown above 
shall be adjusted by applying the Annual Tax Escalation Factor. The Maximum Special Tax for 
Affordable Units within a particular Zoning Designation shall be fifty percent (50%) of the 
amount shown above for that Zoning Designation, as adjusted by the Annual Tax Escalation 
Factor.  

 
D. METHOD OF LEVY AND COLLECTION OF SPECIAL TAX 
 
Each Fiscal Year, the Administrator shall levy the Maximum Special Tax on each Parcel of 
Developed Property in CFD No. 3.  The Special Tax for CFD No. 3 shall be collected in the same 
manner and at the same time as ordinary ad valorem property taxes provided, however, that CFD 
No. 3 may (under the authority of Government Code Section 53340) in any particular case bill the 
taxes directly to the property owner off the County tax roll, and the Special Tax will be equally 
subject to foreclosure if delinquent.  

 
 

E. LIMITATIONS 
 
Notwithstanding any other provision of this Rate and Method of Apportionment of Special Tax, no 
Special Tax shall be levied on Public Property. 
 
 
F. INTERPRETATION OF SPECIAL TAX FORMULA 
 
The City reserves the right to make minor administrative and technical changes to this document 
that does not materially affect the rate and method of apportioning the Special Taxes.  In addition, 
the interpretation and application of any section of this document shall be left to the City’s 
discretion.  Interpretations may be made by the City by ordinance or resolution for purposes of 
clarifying any vagueness or ambiguity in this Rate and Method of Apportionment of Special Tax. 

 
 
 
 



EXHIBIT C 
 

CITY OF ROSEVILLE 
COMMUNITY FACILITIES DISTRICT NO. 3 

(MUNICIPAL SERVICES) 
 

Annexation No. 27 (Torrente)  
 

Property Owner(s) and Assessor Parcel Number(s) 
              

 

Assessor’s 
Parcel No. 

 

Name of 
Property Owner 

 

498-010-059-00 
 

The Cyril Barbaccia Irrevocable Trust, 
John J. Guerra, Jr., Trustee 

498-010-060-00 
 

The Cyril Barbaccia Irrevocable Trust, 
John J. Guerra, Jr., Trustee 

498-010-061-00 
 

The Cyril Barbaccia Irrevocable Trust, 
John J. Guerra, Jr., Trustee 

498-010-062-00 
 

The Cyril Barbaccia Irrevocable Trust, 
John J. Guerra, Jr., Trustee 

498-010-063-00 
 

The Cyril Barbaccia Irrevocable Trust, 
John J. Guerra, Jr., Trustee 

498-010-064-00 
 

The Cyril Barbaccia Irrevocable Trust, 
John J. Guerra, Jr., Trustee 

498-010-065-00 
 

The Cyril Barbaccia Irrevocable Trust, 
John J. Guerra, Jr., Trustee 

498-010-066-00 
 

The Cyril Barbaccia Irrevocable Trust, 
John J. Guerra, Jr., Trustee 

498-010-069-00 
 

The Cyril Barbaccia Irrevocable Trust, 
John J. Guerra, Jr., Trustee 

 

 



 

 COUNCIL COMMUNICATION

CC #: 1949
File #: 0323

Title: Military Equipment Policy
Contact:   Troy Bergstrom 916-774-5058 tbergstrom@roseville.ca.us

  Doug Blake 916-746 1043 dblake@roseville.ca.us
 

Meeting Date: 3/2/2022
Item #: 8.1.

RECOMMENDATION TO COUNCIL

Staff recommends the City Council adopt findings pursuant to California Assembly Bill 481 and
introduce for first reading an ordinance adopting a “Military Equipment” policy authorizing the
Roseville Police Department’s continued use of “military equipment”, as defined by Assembly Bill
481, obtained prior to January 1, 2022 and going forward.
 
BACKGROUND

AB 481

Assembly Bill 481 (“AB 481” or the “Bill”) was signed by Governor Newsom on September 30,
2021, and requires that law enforcement agencies obtain approval from the agency’s governing
body prior to purchasing, raising funds for, or acquiring “military equipment”, using “military
equipment”, and collaborating with other law enforcement agencies in the deployment or use of
“military equipment” within the governing body’s territorial jurisdiction. 

The term “military equipment”, as used in AB 481, in fact does not necessarily indicate equipment
that has been used by the military, obtained from the military, or is even considered military grade. 
Pursuant to AB 481, items deemed to be “military equipment” include, but are not limited to,
unmanned aerial or ground vehicles (i.e. drones or bomb disposal robots), armored vehicles,
command post vehicles, battering rams, water cannons, pepper balls, “bean bag” launchers,
“rubber bullets”, long range acoustic devices, and commonly used long rifles. 

The Bill’s stated intent is to increase transparency, accountability and oversight surrounding the
acquisition and use of the designated “military equipment” by state and local law enforcement.  

Governing body approval under AB 481 must take the form of an ordinance adopting a publicly
released, written military equipment policy, which must address a number of specific topics. These
topics include the type, quantity, capabilities, purposes, and authorized uses of each type of
“military equipment”, the fiscal impact of their acquisition and use, the legal and procedural rules
that govern their use, the training required by any officer allowed to use the equipment, the



mechanisms in place to ensure policy compliance, and the procedures by which the public may
submit complaints.  The governing body is required to consider the proposed military equipment
policy in open session and may approve the policy only if it makes the following findings:
 
A. The military equipment is necessary because there is no reasonable alternative that can
achieve the same objective of officer and civilian safety.

B. The proposed military equipment use policy will safeguard the public’s welfare, safety, civil
rights, and civil liberties.

C. If purchasing the equipment, the equipment is reasonably cost effective compared to available
alternatives that can achieve the same objective of officer and civilian safety. 

D. Prior military equipment use complied with the military equipment use policy that was in effect at
the time, or if prior uses did not comply with the accompanying military equipment use policy,
corrective action has been taken to remedy nonconforming uses and ensure future compliance. 

Staff believes that all of the above findings can be made and that the Roseville Police
Department’s use of “military equipment” fully complies with AB 481. 

For law enforcement agencies that already have existing “military equipment” (equipment acquired
prior to January 1, 2022), AB 481 requires agencies to seek governing body approval for the
continued use of such equipment no later than May 1, 2022.  

AB 481 also requires law enforcement agencies that receive approval for the use of “military
equipment” to submit annual reports to the governing body regarding the use of the equipment,
any complaints received, any internal audits or other information about violations of the military
equipment use policy, the cost and quantity of each type of military equipment, and the quantity of
military equipment if the agency intends to acquire additional military equipment in the next year. 
The governing body is required to review any ordinance it has adopted at least annually and vote
on whether to renew the ordinance at a regular public meeting. 

Roseville Police Department’s “Military Equipment” Policy

The Roseville Police Department has prepared a proposed “Military Equipment” policy that
complies with AB 481 and is based on a model policy utilized by many other law enforcement
agencies in California. A copy of the proposed policy is attached as an exhibit to this staff report.
Additionally, pursuant to AB 481, the proposed “Military Equipment” policy has also been
published on the Roseville Police Department’s website for over 30 days. The proposed “Military
Equipment" Policy provides a list of the “military equipment” utilized by the Roseville Police
Department, much of which is utilized by the Regional Special Weapons and Tactics “SWAT”
Team, which inherently uses specialized equipment with heavy training. 

AB 481 requires the City Council approve not only the current equipment in use, but also any
future acquisition or use. So the proposed ordinance seeks approval of future use of all “military
equipment” contemplated by AB 481, subject to the proposed “Military Equipment” policy and all
normal purchasing and procurement requirements.

 
FISCAL IMPACT



There is no fiscal impact associated with the proposed policy as the equipment identified in the
“Military Equipment” policy has already been funded and acquired. Any future equipment would be
subject to approved budgets at the time of acquisition and approval. 

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) does not apply to activities that will not result in
a direct or reasonably foreseeable indirect physical change in the environment, or is otherwise not
considered a project as defined by CEQA Statute Section 21065 and CEQA State Guidelines
Section 15060(c)(3) and Section 15378.  Adoption of the proposed Military Equipment Policy
meets the above criteria and is not subject to CEQA.  No additional environmental review is
required.

 

CITY COUNCIL STRATEGIC PLAN/OVERARCHING GOALS

Goal B – Support community engagement and advocacy
Goal C – Maintain a safe and healthy community

 
Respectfully Submitted,

Doug Blake, Police Captain

Troy Bergstrom, Chief of Police 
 

_____________________________
Dominick Casey, City Manager

ATTACHMENTS:
Description
Ordinance

Military Equipment Policy



ORDINANCE NO. 6461 
 

ADOPTING A MILITARY EQUIPMENT POLICY AND APPROVING THE USE, 

ACQUISITION, AND SEEKING OF FUNDING FOR MILITARY EQUIPMENT 

 

THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE ORDAINS: 

SECTION 1. 

A. On September 30, 2021, Governor Gavin Newsom signed into law Assembly Bill 

481, relating to the use of military equipment by law enforcement agencies. 

 

B. Assembly Bill 481, codified at California Government Code sections 7070 

through 7075, requires law enforcement agencies to obtain approval of the 

applicable governing body, by an ordinance adopting a “military equipment” use 

policy, at a regular meeting held pursuant to open meeting laws, prior to taking 

certain actions relating to the funding, acquisition, or use of military equipment. 

The term “military equipment” is defined in California Government Code section 

7070(c). 

 

C. Assembly Bill 481 allows the governing body of a city to approve the funding, 

acquisition, and/or use of military equipment within its jurisdiction only if it 

makes specified findings. 

 

D. The proposed Roseville Police Department military equipment use policy is titled 

“Military Equipment”, Policy No. 706, within the Roseville Police Department 

Policy Manual. 

 

E. Roseville Police Department Policy No. 706 “Military Equipment”, along with a 

list of current “military equipment”, was published on the Roseville Police 

Department’s internet website on January 28, 2022 and has remained published. 

The Roseville Police Department Policy No. 706 “Military Equipment” was 

presented to City Council for the City of Roseville on March 2, 2022. 

 

F. The Roseville Police Department Policy No. 706 “Military Equipment” meets the 

requirements of California Government Code section 7070(d). 

 
 

SECTION 2. The Council of the City of Roseville has reviewed the facts and findings 

made at the March 2, 2022, City Council meeting, and makes the following findings: 

 

A. The “military equipment” (as defined by California Government Code section 

7070(c)) is necessary because there is no reasonable alternative that can achieve 

the same objective of officer and civilian safety; 

 

B. The proposed “Military Equipment” Policy No. 706 will safeguard the public’s 

welfare, safety, civil rights, and civil liberties; 



 

 

C.  The current “military equipment” identified in “Military Equipment” Policy No. 

706 and purchasing any future “military equipment” on the list of “military 

equipment” (as defined by California Government Code section 7070(c)) is 

reasonably cost effective compared to available alternatives that can achieve the 

same objective of officer and civilian safety; 

 

D. Prior “military equipment” use complied with the military equipment use policy 

that was in effect at the time; 

 

E. Roseville Police Department Policy No. 706 “Military Equipment” is approved 

and adopted and City Council authorizes the use, acquisition, and seeking of 

funds for all “military equipment” as defined by California Government Code 

section 7070(c) and Policy No. 706 “Military Equipment”. 

 

SECTION 3. This ordinance shall be effective at the expiration of thirty (30) days from 

the date of its adoption. 

 

SECTION 4. The City Clerk is hereby directed to cause this ordinance to be published 

in full at least once within fourteen (14) days after it is adopted in a newspaper of general 

circulation in the City, or shall within fourteen (14) days after its adoption cause this ordinance 

to be posted in full in at least three (3) public places in the City and enter in the Ordinance Book 

a certificate stating the time and place of said publication by posting. 

 
 

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Council of the City of Roseville this day of 

  , 2022, by the following vote on roll call: 

 
 

AYES COUNCILMEMBERS: 

 

NOES COUNCILMEMBERS: 

ABSENT COUNCILMEMBERS: 

 

MAYOR 
 

ATTEST: 
 

 

City Clerk 
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Military Equipment
706.1   PURPOSE AND SCOPE
The purpose of this policy is to provide guidelines for the approval, acquisition, use, collaborating in
the use, and reporting requirements of military equipment (Government Code § 7070; Government
Code § 7071; Government Code § 7072).

706.1.1   DEFINITIONS
Definitions related to this policy include (Government Code § 7070):

Governing body – The elected or appointed body that oversees the Roseville Police Department.

Military equipment – Includes but is not limited to the following:

• Unmanned, remotely piloted, powered aerial or ground vehicles.

• Mine-resistant ambush-protected (MRAP) vehicles or armored personnel carriers.

• High mobility multipurpose wheeled vehicles (HMMWV), two-and-one-half-ton trucks,
five-ton trucks, or wheeled vehicles that have a breaching or entry apparatus attached.

• Tracked armored vehicles that provide ballistic protection to their occupants.

• Command and control vehicles that are either built or modified to facilitate the
operational control and direction of public safety units.

• Weaponized aircraft, vessels, or vehicles of any kind.

• Battering rams, slugs, and breaching apparatuses that are explosive in nature. This
does not include a handheld, one-person ram.

• Firearms and ammunition of_.50 caliber or greater, excluding standard-issue shotguns
and standard-issue shotgun ammunition.

• Specialized firearms and ammunition of less than_.50 caliber, including firearms and
accessories identified as assault weapons in Penal Code § 30510 and Penal Code §
30515, with the exception of standard-issue firearms and standard-issue ammunition.

• Any firearm or firearm accessory that is designed to launch explosive projectiles.

• Noise-flash diversionary devices and explosive breaching tools.

• Munitions containing tear gas or OC, excluding standard, service-issued handheld
pepper spray.

• TASER® Shockwave, microwave weapons, water cannons, and long-range acoustic
devices (LRADs).

• Kinetic energy weapons and munitions.

• Any other equipment as determined by a governing body or a state agency to require
additional oversight.
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706.2   POLICY
It is the policy of the Roseville Police Department that members of this department comply with
the provisions of Government Code § 7071 with respect to military equipment.

706.3   MILITARY EQUIPMENT COORDINATOR
The Chief of Police should designate a member of this department to act as the military equipment
coordinator. The responsibilities of the military equipment coordinator include but are not limited to:

(a) Acting as liaison to the governing body for matters related to the requirements of this
policy.

(b) Identifying department equipment that qualifies as military equipment in the current
possession of the Department, or the equipment the Department intends to acquire
that requires approval by the governing body.

(c) Conducting an inventory of all military equipment at least annually.

(d) Collaborating with any allied agency that may use military equipment within the
jurisdiction of the Roseville Police Department (Government Code § 7071).

(e) Preparing for, scheduling, and coordinating the annual community engagement
meeting to include:

1. Publicizing the details of the meeting.

2. Preparing for public questions regarding the department’s funding, acquisition,
and use of equipment.

(f) Preparing the annual military equipment report for submission to the Chief of Police
and ensuring that the report is made available on the department website (Government
Code § 7072).

(g) Establishing the procedure for a person to register a complaint or concern, or how that
person may submit a question about the use of a type of military equipment, and how
the Department will respond in a timely manner.

706.4   MILITARY EQUIPMENT INVENTORY
The following constitutes a list of qualifying equipment for the Department:  See attachment:
Military Equipment Jan 2022.pdf

706.5   APPROVAL
The Chief of Police or the authorized designee shall obtain approval from the governing body by
way of an ordinance adopting the military equipment policy. As part of the approval process, the
Chief of Police or the authorized designee shall ensure the proposed military equipment policy is
submitted to the governing body and is available on the department website at least 30 days prior
to any public hearing concerning the military equipment at issue (Government Code § 7071). The
military equipment policy must be approved by the governing body prior to engaging in any of the
following (Government Code § 7071):

(a) Requesting military equipment made available pursuant to 10 USC § 2576a.
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(b) Seeking funds for military equipment, including but not limited to applying for a grant,
soliciting or accepting private, local, state, or federal funds, in-kind donations, or other
donations or transfers.

(c) Acquiring military equipment either permanently or temporarily, including by borrowing
or leasing.

(d) Collaborating with another law enforcement agency in the deployment or other use of
military equipment within the jurisdiction of this department.

(e) Using any new or existing military equipment for a purpose, in a manner, or by a person
not previously approved by the governing body.

(f) Soliciting or responding to a proposal for, or entering into an agreement with, any other
person or entity to seek funds for, apply to receive, acquire, use, or collaborate in the
use of military equipment.

(g) Acquiring military equipment through any means not provided above.

706.6   COORDINATION WITH OTHER JURISDICTIONS
Military equipment should not be used by any other law enforcement agency or member in this
jurisdiction unless the military equipment is approved for use in accordance with this policy.The
Department should not use military equipment belonging to any other law enforcement agency
unless the military equipment is approved for use in that jurisdiction.

Military equipment use and acquisition is often a collaboration with the City of Rocklin and the
Rocklin Police Department due to our regional SWAT and EOD teams.

706.7   ANNUAL REPORT
Upon approval of a military equipment policy, the Chief of Police or the authorized designee should
submit a military equipment report to the governing body for each type of military equipment
approved within one year of approval, and annually thereafter for as long as the military equipment
is available for use (Government Code § 7072).

The Chief of Police or the authorized designee should also make each annual military equipment
report publicly available on the department website for as long as the military equipment is
available for use. The report shall include all information required by Government Code § 7072
for the preceding calendar year for each type of military equipment in department inventory.

706.8   COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT
Within 30 days of submitting and publicly releasing the annual report, the Department shall hold
at least one well-publicized and conveniently located community engagement meeting, at which
the Department should discuss the report and respond to public questions regarding the funding,
acquisition, or use of military equipment.
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706.9   COMPLAINT PROCEDURE
All complaints or concerns regarding this policy will be handled pursuant to the Department's
normal complaint process.
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DESCRIPTION 
(Military item) 

QUANTITY 
(sought or 
possessed) 

CAPABILITIES EXPECTED 

LIFESPAN 
PRODUCT 
DESCRIPTION 
(MANUFACTURER) 

PURPOSE 
(AUTHORIZED USE) 

FISCAL 
IMPACT 
(INITIAL AND 
YEARLY COST) 

LEGAL 
RULES 

TRAINING 
(CA POST OR 
OTHER) 

COMPLIANCE 
(OVERSIGHT) 

COMPLAINT 
PROCEDURE 

TRV 1 Armored 
Transportation 

Less than 
20 years 

LENCO Armored 
Vehicles 

Transportation 
and Ballistic 
Protection 

Initial: 
$383,692 
Yearly: $1K 

835a PC & 
Federal 
and State 
case 
precedent 

CA POST 
Basic SWAT 
School 

After Action 
Review, UOF 
Admin review, 
Internal Affairs 
Investigation - 
1098 

Roseville Policy 
1098 

Mobile 
Command Post 

1 Mobile field 
command and 
control center 
for critical 
incidents 

Less than 
20 years 

LDV Vehicles: 
Command 
Vehicle 

Critical 
investigative 
and public 
safety 
incidents for 
mobile 
technology  ICS 
functions 

Subtotal with 
Tax: 
$490,177.38 
 
Yearly: $300 

835a PC & 
Federal 
and State 
case 
precedent 

In house 
orientation 
and IT 
support 

N/A Roseville Policy 
1098 

Rifles (SWAT 
Issued M4’s) 

20 Lethal Force 15,000 
Rounds 

Colt Arms Lethal Force Initial: $2k 
each 
 
Yearly: $200 

835a PC & 
Federal 
and State 
case 
precedent 

CA POST 
Basic SWAT 
School 

After Action 
Review, UOF 
Admin review, 
Internal Affairs 
Investigation -
Policy 1098 

Roseville Policy 
1098 

Shotguns 
(SWAT Issued) 

1 Less Lethal 
(Orange), 1 
Breaching 

Less than 
Lethal/Lethal 
Force 

30,000 
Rounds 

Remington 870 Less Lethal 
Force 
Compliance/En
try 
Breaching/Leth
al Force 

Initial: $400. 
Yearly: $0.00 

835a PC & 
Federal 
and State 
case 
precedent 

CA POST 
Basic SWAT 
Breaching 
School/ CA 
POST 
Certified 
Extended 
Range 
Projectile 
Munitions 
(4hrs) 

After Action 
Review, UOF 
Admin review, 
Internal Affairs 
Investigation -
Policy 1098 

Roseville Policy 
1098 

40 MM 2 Less than Lethal 
Force 

10,000 
Rounds 

LMT Less Lethal 
Force 
Compliance 

Initial: $1000 
each 
Yearly: $0.00 

835a PC & 
Federal 
and State 
case 
precedent 

CA POST 
Certified 
Extended 
Range 
Projectile 
Munitions 
(4hrs) 

After Action 
Review, UOF 
Admin review, 
Internal Affairs 
Investigation -
Policy 1098 

Roseville Policy 
1098 

40 MM Baton 
Round 

52 Less than Lethal 
Force 

10 years Defense 
Technologies 

Less Lethal 
Force 
Compliance 

Initial: $20 ea. 
Yearly: $500 
max 
depending on 
dispersion. 

835a PC & 
Federal 
and State 
case 
precedent 

CA POST 
Certified 
Extended 
Range 
Projectile 

After Action 
Review, UOF 
Admin review, 
Internal Affairs 

Roseville Policy 
1098 



Munitions 
(4hrs) 

Investigation -
Policy 1098 

40 MM Baton 
Extended 

73 Less than Lethal 
Force 

10 years Defense 
Technologies 

Less Lethal 
Force 
Compliance 

Initial: $20 ea. 
Yearly: $500. 

835a PC & 
Federal 
and State 
case 
precedent 

CA POST 
Certified 
Extended 
Range 
Projectile 
Munitions 
(4hrs) 

After Action 
Review, UOF 
Admin review, 
Internal Affairs 
Investigation -
Policy 1098 

Roseville Policy 
1098 

40 MM OC 
Round 

15 Less than Lethal 
Force 

5 years Defense 
Technologies 

Less Lethal 
Force 
Compliance 

Initial: $20 ea. 
Yearly: $100. 

835a PC & 
Federal 
and State 
case 
precedent 

CA POST 
Certified 
Extended 
Range 
Projectile 
Munitions 
(4hrs) 

After Action 
Review, UOF 
Admin review, 
Internal Affairs 
Investigation -
Policy 1098 

Roseville Policy 
1098 

40 MM CS 
Barricade 4330 

59 Less than Lethal 
Force 

5 years CTS Combined 
Tactical 
Solution’s 

Less Lethal 
Force 
Compliance 

Initial: $22 ea. 
Yearly: $100. 

835a PC & 
Federal 
and State 
case 
precedent 

CA POST 
Basic SWAT 
Gas School 

After Action 
Review, UOF 
Admin review, 
Internal Affairs 
Investigation -
Policy 1098 

Roseville Policy 
1098 

Blank Shell Gas 25 Propel 
Chemical 
Agents 

10 years CTS Combined 
Tactical 
Solution’s 

Used to propel 
chemical 
agents from 
Gas Launcher 
Cup 

Initial: $50 
Yearly: 
Dispersion 
dependent 

835a PC & 
Federal 
and State 
case 
precedent 

CA POST 
Basic SWAT 
Gas School 

After Action 
Review, UOF 
Admin review, 
Internal Affairs 
Investigation -
Policy 1098 

Roseville Policy 
1098 

Shotgun Bean 
Bag Round 

6 Less than Lethal 
Force 

10 years Defense 
Technologies 

Less Lethal 
Force 
Compliance 

Initial: $5. 
each 
Yearly: $0.00  
Dispersion 
dependent 

835a PC & 
Federal 
and State 
case 
precedent 

CA POST 
Certified 
Extended 
Range 
Projectile 
Munitions 
(4hrs) 

After Action 
Review, UOF 
Admin review, 
Internal Affairs 
Investigation -
Policy 1098 

Roseville Policy 
1098 

Gas Launcher 
Cup Attachment 

3 Launch 
Chemical 
Agents 

Unknown CTS Combined 
Tactical 
Solution’s 

Used to propel 
chemical 
agents from 
Gas Launcher 
Cup 

Initial: $260 
ea. 
Yearly: $0.00 

835a PC & 
Federal 
and State 
case 
precedent 

CA POST 
Basic SWAT 
Gas School 

After Action 
Review, UOF 
Admin review, 
Internal Affairs 
Investigation -
Policy 1098 

Roseville Policy 
1098 

Gas Spike 1 Introducing 
Chemical 
Agents 

Unknown Tomahawk 
Tactical 

Introducing 
Chemical 
Agents into 
structure 
remotely 

Initial: $4K 
Yearly: $0 

835a PC & 
Federal 
and State 
case 
precedent 

CA POST 
Basic SWAT 
Gas School 

After Action 
Review, UOF 
Admin review, 
Internal Affairs 
Investigation -
Policy 1098 

Roseville Policy 
1098 



Flashbang 9 Less than Lethal 
Force 

5 years Defense 
Technology 

Light Sound 
Diversionary 
Device 

Initial: 
Yearly: 
Rocklin PD 
assumed cost 

835a PC & 
Federal 
and State 
case 
precedent 

CA POST 
Basic SWAT 
School 

After Action 
Review, UOF 
Admin review, 
Internal Affairs 
Investigation -
Policy 1098 

Roseville Policy 
1098 

9 Bang 
Flashbang 

0 Less than Lethal 
Force 

5 years Defense 
Technology 

Light Sound 
Diversionary 
Device 

Initial: 
Yearly: 
Rocklin PD 
assumed cost 

835a PC & 
Federal 
and State 
case 
precedent 

CA POST 
Basic SWAT 
School 

After Action 
Review, UOF 
Admin review, 
Internal Affairs 
Investigation -
Policy 1098 

Roseville Policy 
1098 

Bang Pole 1 Introduce 
LSDD’s 

Unknown Thunderstick 
American 
Tactical Entry 
Accessories MFG 

Introducing 
LSDD’s into 
specific area 
remotely 

Initial: $500 
Yearly: $0 

835a PC & 
Federal 
and State 
case 
precedent 

CA POST 
Basic SWAT 
School 

After Action 
Review, UOF 
Admin review, 
Internal Affairs 
Investigation -
Policy 1098 

Roseville Policy 
1098 

MP5-SD 1 Lethal Force 15,000 
Rounds 

Heckler Koch 
(HK) 

Lethal Force Initial: $1,200 
Yearly: $0 
 

835a PC & 
Federal 
and State 
case 
precedent 

CA POST 
Basic SWAT 
School 

After Action 
Review, UOF 
Admin review, 
Internal Affairs 
Investigation -
Policy 1098 

Roseville Policy 
1098 

Jet Smoke 5210 
JL 

13 Less than Lethal 
Force 

5 years CTS Combined 
Tactical 
Solution’s 

Less Lethal 
Force 
Compliance 

Initial: $34 ea 
Yearly: $0 
Dispersion 
dependent 

835a PC & 
Federal 
and State 
case 
precedent 

CA POST 
Basic SWAT 
Gas School 

After Action 
Review, UOF 
Admin review, 
Internal Affairs 
Investigation -
Policy 1098 

Roseville Policy 
1098 

Baffled Smoke 
5210 

5 Less than Lethal 
Force 

5 years CTS Combined 
Tactical 
Solution’s 

Less Lethal 
Force 
Compliance 

Initial: $35 ea 
Yearly: $0 
Dispersion 
dependent 

835a PC & 
Federal 
and State 
case 
precedent 

CA POST 
Basic SWAT 
Gas School 

After Action 
Review, UOF 
Admin review, 
Internal Affairs 
Investigation -
Policy 1098 

Roseville Policy 
1098 

Baffled CS 5230 25 Less than Lethal 
Force 

5 years CTS Combined 
Tactical 
Solution’s 

Less Lethal 
Force 
Compliance 

Initial: $28 ea 
Yearly: $0 
Dispersion 
dependent 

835a PC & 
Federal 
and State 
case 
precedent 

CA POST 
Basic SWAT 
Gas School 

After Action 
Review, UOF 
Admin review, 
Internal Affairs 
Investigation -
Policy 1098 

Roseville Policy 
1098 

Unbaffled CS 
5230 

15 Less than Lethal 
Force 

5 years CTS Combined 
Tactical 
Solution’s 

Less Lethal 
Force 
Compliance 

Initial: $28 ea 
Yearly: $0 
Dispersion 
dependent 

835a PC & 
Federal 
and State 
case 
precedent 

CA POST 
Basic SWAT 
Gas School 

After Action 
Review, UOF 
Admin review, 
Internal Affairs 

Roseville Policy 
1098 



Investigation -
Policy 1098 

Aerosol OC CS 
6343 

17 Less than Lethal 
Force 

5 years CTS Combined 
Tactical 
Solution’s 

Less Lethal 
Force 
Compliance 

Initial: $36 ea 
Yearly: $0 
Dispersion 
dependent 

835a PC & 
Federal 
and State 
case 
precedent 

CA POST 
Basic SWAT 
Gas School 

After Action 
Review, UOF 
Admin review, 
Internal Affairs 
Investigation -
Policy 1098 

Roseville Policy 
1098 

TRI Chambers 7 Less than Lethal 
Force 

5 years DEF Tech Less Lethal 
Force 
Compliance 

Initial: Rocklin 
assumed cost 
Yearly: 
Dispersion 
dependent 

835a PC & 
Federal 
and State 
case 
precedent 

CA POST 
Basic SWAT 
Gas School 

After Action 
Review, UOF 
Admin review, 
Internal Affairs 
Investigation -
Policy 1098 

Roseville Policy 
1098 

CS 8230 Tactical 
Grenade Smoke 

7 Less than Lethal 
Force 

5 years CTS Combined 
Tactical 
Solution’s 

Less Lethal 
Force 
Compliance 

Initial: Rocklin 
assumed cost 
Yearly: 
Dispersion 
dependent 

835a PC & 
Federal 
and State 
case 
precedent 

CA POST 
Basic SWAT 
Gas School 

After Action 
Review, UOF 
Admin review, 
Internal Affairs 
Investigation -
Policy 1098 

Roseville Policy 
1098 

Muzzle Bangs 50 Less than Lethal 
Force 

10 years CTS Combined 
Tactical 
Solution’s 

Light Sound 
Diversionary 
Device 

Initial: $7 ea 
Yearly: 
Dispersion 
dependent 

835a PC & 
Federal 
and State 
case 
precedent 

CA POST 
Basic SWAT 
School 

After Action 
Review, UOF 
Admin review, 
Internal Affairs 
Investigation -
Policy 1098 

Roseville Policy 
1098 

Breaching Shells 27 Black 
Caps, 32 
Green Caps 

Breaching 
Barricaded 
Entry/Lethal 
Force 

10 years Royal Arms Bolt/Hinge 
Removal for 
entry into 
structures 

Initial:$20 ea. 
box 
Yearly: 
Dispersion 
dependent 

835a PC & 
Federal 
and State 
case 
precedent 

CA POST 
Basic SWAT 
Breaching 
School 

After Action 
Review, UOF 
Admin review, 
Internal Affairs 
Investigation -
Policy 1098 

Roseville Policy 
1098 

4210 40 MM  
White SMOKE 

2 Less than Lethal 
Force 

5 years CTS Combined 
Tactical 
Solution’s 

Less Lethal 
Force 
Compliance 

Initial:$50 
Yearly: 
Dispersion 
dependent 

835a PC & 
Federal 
and State 
case 
precedent 

CA POST 
Basic SWAT 
Gas School 

After Action 
Review, UOF 
Admin review, 
Internal Affairs 
Investigation -
Policy 1098 

Roseville Policy 
1098 

CS Irritant 
Smoke 

4 Less than Lethal 
Force 

5 years Sage Control 
Ordinance 

Less Lethal 
Force 
Compliance 

Initial: $50 
Yearly: 
Dispersion 
dependent 

835a PC & 
Federal 
and State 
case 
precedent 

CA POST 
Basic SWAT 
Gas School 

After Action 
Review, UOF 
Admin review, 
Internal Affairs 
Investigation -
Policy 1098 

Roseville Policy 
1098 

Sniper Rifles 4 Lethal Force 10,000 
Rounds 

Kimber 308 Lethal 
Force/Over 
Watch 

Initial:$3K ea. 
Yearly: $100 

835a PC & 
Federal 
and State 

CA POST 
Basic SWAT 

After Action 
Review, UOF 
Admin review, 

Roseville Policy 
1098 



case 
precedent 

Sniper 
School 

Internal Affairs 
Investigation -
Policy 1098 

Inline Night 
Vision (Sniper) 

2 Night Vision Unknown Knight Force Rifle Mounted 
Night Vision 

Initial: $5K 
Yearly: $0 
Grant funded 
OES 

835a PC & 
Federal 
and State 
case 
precedent 

CA POST 
Basic SWAT 
Sniper 
School 

After Action 
Review, UOF 
Admin review, 
Internal Affairs 
Investigation -
Policy 1098 

Roseville Policy 
1098 

Night Vision 
Goggles 
w/Weapon 
Mounted 

4 Night Vision Unknown PVS-14 Gen III 
WP 

Helmet 
Mounted Night 
Vision 

Initial: 5K ea. 
Yearly: $0 
Grant funded 
OES 

835a PC & 
Federal 
and State 
case 
precedent 

CA POST 
Basic SWAT 
School 

After Action 
Review, UOF 
Admin review, 
Internal Affairs 
Investigation -
Policy 1098 

Roseville Policy 
1098 

Rifle Mounted 
Monocular 

2 Night Vision Unknown SIMRAD 
Optronics 

Rifle Mounted 
Night Vision 

Initial: $5K 
Yearly: 0$ 
Grant funded 
OES 

835a PC & 
Federal 
and State 
case 
precedent 

CA POST 
Basic SWAT 
School 

After Action 
Review, UOF 
Admin review, 
Internal Affairs 
Investigation -
Policy 1098 

Roseville Policy 
1098 

Night Vision 
Monocular 

1 Night Vision Unknown NAIT Handheld 
Night Vision 

Initial:$2K 
Yearly: $0 
Grant funded 
OES 

835a PC & 
Federal 
and State 
case 
precedent 

CA POST 
Basic SWAT 
School 

After Action 
Review, UOF 
Admin review, 
Internal Affairs 
Investigation -
Policy 1098 

Roseville Policy 
1098 

Red Dot Sight 
Apertures  

16 Sight Alignment 10 years EO Tech Illuminated 
Sight 
Alignment 

Initial:$300 
Yearly:$0 

835a PC & 
Federal 
and State 
case 
precedent 

CA POST 
Basic SWAT 
School 

After Action 
Review, UOF 
Admin review, 
Internal Affairs 
Investigation -
Policy 1098 

Roseville Policy 
1098 

Night Vision 
Goggles 

1 Night Vision Unknown Armasight NVG Head Mounted 
Night Vision 

Initial:$2K 
Yearly:$0 

835a PC & 
Federal 
and State 
case 
precedent 

CA POST 
Basic SWAT 
School 

After Action 
Review, UOF 
Admin review, 
Internal Affairs 
Investigation -
Policy 1098 

Roseville Policy 
1098 

Pole Camera 1 Video Images 
from Remote 
Location 

Unknown CORE Tactical 
Electronics 

Real Time 
Video Display 
from under 
closed door or 
unreachable 
location 

Initial: $700 
Yearly: $0 

835a PC & 
Federal 
and State 
case 
precedent 

CA POST 
Basic SWAT 
School 

After Action 
Review, UOF 
Admin review, 
Internal Affairs 
Investigation -
Policy 1098 

Roseville Policy 
1098 



Robot 
(Throwbot) 

1 Video Images 
from Remote 
Location 

4-5 years RECON Robotics Remote 
Control 
Maneuverabilit
y with Real 
Time Video 
Display  

Initial: $6,000 
Yearly: $0 

835a PC & 
Federal 
and State 
case 
precedent 

CA POST 
Basic SWAT 
School 

After Action 
Review, UOF 
Admin review, 
Internal Affairs 
Investigation -
Policy 1098 

Roseville Policy 
1098 

Magnifiers 15 Magnification 
of Sight 
Aperture 

10 years EO Tech Sight 
Magnification 

Initial: $400 
Yearly: $0 

835a PC & 
Federal 
and State 
case 
precedent 

CA POST 
Basic SWAT 
School 

After Action 
Review, UOF 
Admin review, 
Internal Affairs 
Investigation -
Policy 1098 

Roseville Policy 
1098 

Magnifiers 
(Snipers) 

4 Magnification 
of Sight 
Aperture 

10 Years Leupold MKIV Sight 
Magnification 

Initial:$400 
Yearly:$0 

835a PC & 
Federal 
and State 
case 
precedent 

CA POST 
Basic SWAT 
School 

After Action 
Review, UOF 
Admin review, 
Internal Affairs 
Investigation -
Policy 1098 

Roseville Policy 
1098 

Suppressors 
(Snipers) 

4 Noise 
Suppression 

10,000 
Rounds 

Griffin 
Armament 

Noise 
Suppression 

Initial:$800 
Yearly:$0 

835a PC & 
Federal 
and State 
case 
precedent 

CA POST 
Basic SWAT 
School 

After Action 
Review, UOF 
Admin review, 
Internal Affairs 
Investigation -
Policy 1098 

Roseville Policy 
1098 

Patrol Red Dot 
Optics 

130 Rifle Sight. Non 
magnified 

10 years Aimpoint Rifle Sight $30 year/ 
batteries 

835a PC & 
Federal 
and State 
case 
precedent 

1 hour for 
Zero. 

After Action 
Review, UOF 
Admin review, 
Internal Affairs 
Investigation -
Policy 1098 

Roseville Policy 
1098 

Pepperball 
Launcher 

8 Less Lethal 
force option 

10 years Pepperball Inc Less Lethal 
force option 

Initial: entire 
system $700 
No annual 
fee. 

835a PC & 
Federal 
and State 
case 
precedent 

1 hour In- 
House Trng 

After Action 
Review, UOF 
Admin review, 
Internal Affairs 
Investigation -
Policy 1098 

Roseville Policy 
1098 

Pepperball 
Munitions 

1000  Less Lethal 
force option 

10 years Pepperball Inc Less Lethal 
force option 

$1000 year 
for inert 
rounds. 

835a PC & 
Federal 
and State 
case 
precedent 

1 hours In- 
House Trng 

After Action 
Review, UOF 
Admin review, 
Internal Affairs 
Investigation -
Policy 1098 

Roseville Policy 
1098 

40mm 
Launcher 

45 (+2 more 
in SWAT) 

Less Lethal 
force  

20 years LMT Less Lethal 
force 

$1000 year/ 
training 
rounds 

835a PC & 
Federal 
and State 
case 
precedent 

(4) hour 
POST 
Certified 
course 

After Action 
Review, UOF 
Admin review, 
Internal Affairs 

Roseville Policy 
1098 



Investigation -
Policy 1098 

40mm 
munition 

300 Less Lethal Blue 
Sponge Round 
munition 

5 years Def Tech Less Lethal 
force  

$0-$1500 
year 

835a PC & 
Federal 
and State 
case 
precedent 

(4)hours 
POST 
Certified 
Course 

After Action 
Review, UOF 
Admin review, 
Internal Affairs 
Investigation -
Policy 1098 

Roseville Policy 
1098 

40mm 
munition 

50 Less Lethal 
Orange OC 
munition 

5 years Def Tech Less Lethal 
force 

$0-$1000 per 
year. 

835a PC & 
Federal 
and State 
case 
precedent 

(4)hour POST 
Certified 
course 

After Action 
Review, UOF 
Admin review, 
Internal Affairs 
Investigation -
Policy 1098 

Roseville Policy 
1098 

Bean Bag 
Launcher 

65 Less Lethal 
force 

30 years Remington Less Lethal 
force 

$0 annually. 
Being phased 
out. 

835a PC & 
Federal 
and State 
case 
precedent 

(4)hour POST 
Certified 
Course 

Being Phased out 
of dept use. 

Roseville Policy 
1098 

Bean Bag 
Munitions 

400 Less Lethal 
force munition 

10 years Def Tech Less Lethal 
force 

$0 annually. 
Being phased 
out. 

835a PC & 
Federal 
and State 
case 
precedent 

(4)hours 
POST course 

Being Phased out 
of dept use. 

Roseville Policy 
1098 

           

UAS SECTION           

DJI Matrice 210 1 
(Purchased 
from DJI) 

UAS – Remote 
Piloted 

2-5 years DJI See attached 
RPD Policy  

9,000 initial / 
400-800 
annual 

FAA 
Requirem
ents and 
Regulation
s.  

FAA Part 
107, RPD 
monthly 
training/skill
s 

Sergeant and Lt 
oversight of the 
team / Monthly 
Reporting to FAA 

Professional 
Standards Unit 
Roseville Policy 
1098 

DJI Enterprise  2 
(Purchased 
from DJI) 

UAS – Remote 
Piloted 

2-5 years DJI See attached 
RPD Policy 

4500 initial / 
800per / 
annual 
battery 
maintenance 

FAA 
Requirem
ents and 
Regulation
s. 

FAA Part 
107, RPD 
monthly 
training/skill
s 

Sergeant and Lt 
oversight of the 
team / Monthly 
Reporting to FAA 

Professional 
Standards Unit 
Roseville Policy 
1098 

DJI Mavic Mini 2 
(Purchased 
DJI)  

UAS – Remote 
Piloted 

2-5 years DJI See attached 
RPD Policy 

400 initial / 
200per / 
annual 
battery 
maintenance 

FAA 
Requirem
ents and 
Regulation
s. 

FAA Part 
107, RPD 
monthly 
training/skill
s 

Sergeant and Lt 
oversight of the 
team / Monthly 
Reporting to FAA 

Professional 
Standards Unit 
Roseville Policy 
1098 

DJI Mavic Mini 2 1 
(Purchased 
from DJI) 

UAS – Remote 
Piloted 

2-5 years DJI See attached 
RPD Policy 

400 initial / 
200 / annual 
battery 
maintenance 

FAA 
Requirem
ents and 
Regulation
s. 

FAA Part 
107, RPD 
monthly 
training/skill
s 

Sergeant and Lt 
oversight of the 
team / Monthly 
Reporting to FAA 

Professional 
Standards Unit 
Roseville Policy 
1098 



DJI Phantom 4 2 
(Purchased 
from DJI) 

UAS – Remote 
Piloted 

At end of 
lifespan 

DJI See attached 
RPD Policy 

2000 per 
initial / no 
annual cost 

FAA 
Requirem
ents and 
Regulation
s. 

FAA Part 
107, RPD 
monthly 
training/skill
s 

Sergeant and Lt 
oversight of the 
team / Monthly 
Reporting to FAA 

Professional 
Standards Unit 
Roseville Policy 
1098 

PAN Disruptor 4 General 
disruption tool 

At end of 
lifespan 

Ideal 
Explosives/Carbo
n Fire 

See attached 
RPD Policy 

$5000 per 
unit/ No 
annual cost 

FBI 
Requirem
ents and 
Regulation
s 

FBI 
Hazardous 
Devices 
School 

After Action 
Review, UOF 
Admin review, 
Internal Affairs 
Investigation -
Policy 1098 

Roseville Policy 
1098 

PAN Rounds 96 Rounds General 
disruption tool 

Consumabl
e 

Carbon Fire See attached 
RPD Policy 

Part of a 
$5500 annual 
consumable 
budget 

FBI 
Requirem
ents and 
Regulation
s 

FBI 
Hazardous 
Devices 
School 

After Action 
Review, UOF 
Admin review, 
Internal Affairs 
Investigation -
Policy 1098 

Roseville Policy 
1098 

High Explosives 130 LBS Used in general 
disruption 
tools, render 
safe, and 
counter 
charging 

Consumabl
e 

Alpha Explosives See attached 
RPD Policy 

Part of a 
$5500 annual 
consumable 
budget 

FBI 
Requirem
ents and 
Regulation
s 

FBI 
Hazardous 
Devices 
School 

After Action 
Review, UOF 
Admin review, 
Internal Affairs 
Investigation -
Policy 1098 

Roseville Policy 
1098 

ICOR Robot 1 Remote piloted At end of 
lifespan 

ICOR See attached 
RPD Policy 

$75000/ Part 
of a $1500 
annual 
maintenance 
budget 

FBI 
Requirem
ents and 
Regulation
s 

FBI 
Hazardous 
Devices 
School 

After Action 
Review, UOF 
Admin review, 
Internal Affairs 
Investigation -
Policy 1098 

Roseville Policy 
1098 

RONS Robot 1 Remote piloted At end of 
lifespan 

ANDROS See attached 
RPD Policy 

10-33 
program/ 
Part of a 
$1500 annual 
maintenance 
budget 

FBI 
Requirem
ents and 
Regulation
s 

FBI 
Hazardous 
Devices 
School 

After Action 
Review, UOF 
Admin review, 
Internal Affairs 
Investigation -
Policy 1098 

Roseville Policy 
1098 

PacBot 2 Remote piloted At end of 
lifespan 

PacBot See attached 
RPD Policy 

10-33 
program/ 
Part of a 
$1500 annual 
maintenance 
budget 

FBI 
Requirem
ents and 
Regulation
s 

FBI 
Hazardous 
Devices 
School 

After Action 
Review, UOF 
Admin review, 
Internal Affairs 
Investigation -
Policy 1098 

Roseville Policy 
1098 
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