
Proposed Re-Adoption of Updates to FMC 
Chapter 17.52
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Background

Why is this Ordinance coming back to HDC and Council?

• Due to lawsuit challenging the environmental review done 
for the changes

Was there a problem with the original staff report and 
ordinance?

• No.  Staff is just providing additional information for the 
administrative record related to environmental review 

Why did this go to Planning Commission too?

• State Gov’t Code now requires zoning changes to go to PC
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Issues

• Projects in the Historic District subject to Commission approval
• All new buildings, exterior renovations, remodeling, and additions
• Demolition of all structures
• All sign permits

• Process to go in front of HDC is lengthy and costly

• Public noticing requirement for design review is a physical notice facing the right of way

• Entitlement expirations and extensions not consistent with those outside of the Historic 
District

• Accessory buildings may currently be built as high as the primary building, and no language 
exists that explicitly prohibits them from being built in front of the primary building
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Proposed Zoning Code Updates

• Director-Level Reviews
• Exterior renovations, remodeling, or modifications to existing buildings
• Small additions (non-historic)
• Accessory buildings
• Demolition of buildings found to be non-historically significant
• Sign permits

• Design Review Exemptions
• Replacement of roof materials, windows and doors, residential building colors, fencing 

and walls, hot tubs, solar panels, outdoor cooking facilities, and small patio covers, 
gazebos, pergolas and trellises out of the public view
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Proposed Zoning Code Updates

• Modifications to Design Review Process
• Public notices mailed to neighbors surrounding the project site
• Director-level design reviews to be posted on City’s website
• Commission summary of HD projects approved at Director level

• Modifications to Accessory Building Standards
• Height limit of 15 feet
• Square footage limitations
• Cannot be located in front of the primary building

• Director-level reviews may be elevated to the Commission

• Entitlement expirations/extensions now consistent with timing and triggers for those 
entitlements outside of the Historic District
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Public and Commission Comments

• Transparency of Director-level process

• Potentially increase noticing requirements

• Methodology to measure height

• Determining historic significance

• Process for appeals/elevating review to Commission review

• Commission review of Director-level decisions

• Use of different code section to implement changes
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Additional Code Changes

• Design Review Submittal Requirements: Project narrative

• Project Noticing: Enhancements to who receives notices and online noticing and what 
kinds of projects get notices

• Director-Level Review Process: Document To Be Published on Webpage

• Height Measurement Methodology: Refer to FMC Section 17.02.110 (Definitions)

• Determining Potential Historic Significance: Historic Preservation Master Plan, Cultural 
Resources Inventory,  Folsom Historic Museum, State Databases, and CEQA

• Other proposed modifications to be considered with overall zoning code update
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Anticipated Effects of Updates

• Freeing up staff time associated to work on bigger efforts for District
• Objective Design Standards in Historic District
• Zoning Code Update

• Lower fees and shorter turnaround for smaller projects
• Increased compliance

• Increased public awareness of design review projects 

• Maintaining an open dialogue between the HDC and Staff on smaller design 
review projects
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Environmental Review

CEQA Guidelines Section 15060(c)(2): The activity will not result in a direct 
or reasonably foreseeable indirect physical change to the environment.

CEQA Guidelines Section 15060(c)(3): The activity is not a “project” as 
defined by CEQA 

CEQA Guidelines Section 15378(b)(2) and (5): “Project” does not include 
continuing administrative or maintenance activities or organizational or 
administrative activities of governments that will not result in direct or 
indirect physical changes in the environment
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Environmental Review

CEQA Guidelines Section 15061(b)(3): Common sense exemption that 
CEQA applies only to projects which have the potential for causing a 
significant effect on the environment. 

CEQA Guidelines Section 15268: Ministerial Projects exemption

CEQA Guidelines Section 15301: Existing Facilities exemption

CEQA Guidelines Section 15303: Small Structures exemption
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Planning Commission Meeting

Planning Commission recommended that City Council re-adopt the 
ordinance with the updated CEQA findings, and

1. That City Council consider instructing staff to re-consider excluding all 
fencing types except chain link (which is not allowed) from design 
review, and

2. That City Council direct staff to re-visit modifying FMC Chapter 17.52 as 
a whole as part of the Zoning Code Update
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Recommended Commission Action

Move to recommend City Council: 

1) Find the ordinance amendments do not constitute a project for purposes of 
CEQA per CEQA guidelines section 15060(C)(1), 15060(C)(3), 15378(B)(2) and 
15378(B)(5), and  

2) Find that, if the proposed amendments are considered a project, they are 
exempt from CEQA pursuant to CEQA Guidelines sections 15061 (Common 
Sense),15268 (Ministerial), 15301 (Prior Existing Use), 15303 (Small 
Structures), 15282(h) (Incorporating Public Resources Code Section 21080.17) 
and Public Resources Code Section 21080.35; and

3) Approve re-adoption of the specified amendments to Chapter 17.52: Historic 
District of the Folsom Municipal Code per Attachment 1, based on the following 
findings: Findings A-L.
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