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City Council Meeting Date: May 5, 2026
TO: Dean Albro, City Manager
FROM: Michael Loew, Building & Safety Service Manager

SUBJECT: Discussion and Request for City Council Direction Regarding Building
Permit Requirements and Regulatory Options for Residential Flagpoles

Recommendation:

Staff recommends the City Council direct staff to prepare and return with ordinances
creating new definitions in the Zoning and Building Codes to clearly distinguish between
unregulated decorative flagpoles and regulated flagpole structures.

Background:

The Building Division has prepared this report to facilitate a City Council discussion
regarding permit requirements for residential flagpoles.

This discussion is prompted by informal feedback received from community members
who have contacted the Building Division to report difficulties with the current building
permit process for this type of project. Residents have expressed concerns that the
requirements, costs, and time associated with obtaining a formal building permit are
disproportionate for what is considered a minor residential “do-it-yourself’ project.

The purpose of this report is to provide context on the current regulations and present
potential policy options for City Council consideration that could streamline the process
for homeowners while ensuring public safety.

Discussion:

The core of this issue lies in the conflict between the consumer-grade residential flagpole
products available to homeowners and the minimum engineering standards mandated by
the CBC. The flagpoles in question are not custom-fabricated commercial structures.
They are lightweight, sectional, or telescoping kits readily available from major retailers,
often for less than $100. These products are designed and marketed as simple do-it-
yourself weekend projects.

This creates a significant technical dilemma for both residents and the Building Division.
The product specifications for these common residential kits are inconsistent with the
structural engineering required by the Building Code.
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e Manufacturer vs. Code Requirements: Many of these off-the-shelf flagpole kits
are rated by their manufacturer to withstand wind speeds of approximately 40 miles
per hour. However, the 2025 California Building Code requires structures in
Lompoc to be engineered to withstand a basic design wind speed of approximately
92 mph. This design standard is derived from ASCE 7, the engineering standard
referenced by the LMC for determining wind loads.

« The Permitting Impasse: \WWhen a homeowner applies for a building permit, they
must demonstrate compliance with the code. That would require them to provide
engineering calculations proving their flagpole kit can resist a 92-mph wind load.
A product designed for a 40-mph wind speed cannot meet this standard, making it
technically un-permittable under a strict interpretation of the code.

This situation calls for a discussion on proportionality. The application of codes and
standards should be consistent with the scope of the work and the associated risk. From
a practical safety perspective, these lightweight, low-cost flagpoles function more as lawn
ornaments or decorations rather than significant structures posing a public risk. They do
not share the same risk profile as a building, a large sign, or a deck.

The practical effect of the current permitting practice creates a substantial barrier for
residents. The process of attempting to obtain engineering, coupled with permit fees and
staff time, can increase the cost of a simple, sub-$100 flagpole by three to four times.
This turns an affordable weekend project into a weeks-long and cost-prohibitive
endeavor, effectively discouraging residents from undertaking the project legally.

Staff has analyzed other potential paths forward to address the technical and
administrative conflict between the Building Code's structural requirements and
consumer-grade residential flagpoles. Based on that analysis, staff recommends creating
clear definitions regarding the kinds of flagpoles that are regulated by the building code.
In reaching this conclusion, staff also evaluated the following alternatives:

Alternative 1: Take No Action (Not Recommended)

The first alternative is to maintain the status quo, requiring a building permit for all flagpole
installations. This option is not recommended because it fails to resolve the fundamental
technical issue: the off-the-shelf products available to residents are designed to a
standard (e.g., 40 mph wind rating) that is not feasible to permit under the LMC’s much
higher structural design requirements (e.g., 92 mph wind speed).

Alternative 2: Create a Standard Plan/Detail for Permitting (Not Recommended)

A second alternative considered was for the Building Division to develop a pre-approved
standard detail for a flagpole foundation that homeowners could use to obtain a permit
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easily. This option is also not recommended for two primary reasons:

1. Mandatory Over-Engineering: To comply with the LMC, any standard detail
would have to specify a foundation designed for the code-required wind loads.
This would result in a foundation that is significantly over-engineered for the actual
lightweight pole being installed, imposing unnecessary construction costs on the
homeowner and contradicting the goal of reducing burdens.

2. Product Variation: Consumer-grade flagpoles are not uniform; they come in
different diameters, weights, and assembly types. A "one-size-fits-all" standard
detail would be a limiting factor, as it may not be appropriate for the variety of
products on the market, thus failing to provide a universal solution.

Past Council Action:

At its regular meeting on December 16, 2025, the City Council took its most recent action
related to this subject by adopting the 2025 triennial edition of the California Building
Standards Code.

Fiscal Impact:

There is no significant fiscal impact associated with providing direction for staff. Should
the City Council direct staff to return with an ordinance, the subsequent adoption could
have a negligible fiscal impact.

Environmental Review:

This action is not considered a "project" under the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA). CEQA Guidelines Section 15378(b)(5) specifies that a "project" does not include
administrative activities of government agencies that will not result in a direct or indirect
physical change in the environment. Providing direction to staff on a potential code
amendment is an administrative activity and is therefore not subject to CEQA review.

Conclusion:

Given the significant drawbacks of the above alternatives, staff concludes that the most
effective and proportional response is the recommended action: to direct staff to prepare
and return with ordinances creating new definitions in the Zoning and Building Codes to
clearly distinguish between unregulated decorative flagpoles and regulated flagpole
structures. This approach resolves the technical impasse, acknowledges the low-risk,
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ornamental nature of these items, and can remove an unnecessary regulatory barrier for
residents.

Respectfully submitted,

Michael Loew, Building & Safety Service Manager

APPROVED FOR SUBMITTAL TO THE CITY MANAGER:

Mario Guerrero, Jr., Community Development Director

APPROVED FOR SUBMITTAL TO THE CITY COUNCIL:

Dean Albro, City Manager
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