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Be Courteous - TURN OFF your cell phones and pagers while the meeting is in session. 
  

OPENING 
 
CALL TO ORDER & PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
ROLL CALL   (Agrimonti, Edwards, Gallian, Hundley, Cook) 
 
1. COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC 
At this time, members of the public may comment on any item not appearing on the agenda.  It is recommended 
that you keep your comments to three minutes or less.  Under State Law, matters presented under this item 
cannot be discussed or acted upon by the City Council at this time.  For items appearing on the agenda, the 
public will be invited to make comments at the time the item comes up for Council consideration.  Upon being 
acknowledged by the Mayor, please step to the podium and speak into the microphone.  Begin by stating and 
spelling your name. 
 
2. MEETING DEDICATIONS 
 
3. PRESENTATIONS  
 
Item 3A: Arbor Day Proclamation 
 
Item 3B: Child Abuse Prevention Proclamation 
 
Item 3C: Sexual Assault Awareness Month Proclamation 
 
Item 3D: Presentation of the Police Department Annual Report 
 
4. CONSENT CALENDAR/AGENDA ORDER – CITY COUNCIL 
All items listed on the Consent Calendar are considered to be routine and will be acted upon by a single motion.  
There will be no separate discussion of these items unless members of the Council, staff, or public request 
specific items to be removed for separate action.  At this time Council may decide to change the order of the 
agenda. 
 
Item 4A: Waive Further reading and Authorize Introduction and/or Adoption of Ordinances 

by Title Only.  (Standard procedural action - no backup information provided) 
 
Item 4B: Approval of the Minutes of the April 6, 2015 City Council Meeting. 
  Staff Recommendation:  Approve the minutes. 
 

CONCURRENT REGULAR MEETINGS OF THE SONOMA CITY COUNCIL 
& 

SONOMA CITY COUNCIL AS THE SUCCESSOR AGENCY TO THE DISSOLVED 
SONOMA COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT AGENCY 

 
Community Meeting Room, 177 First Street West, Sonoma CA 

 
Monday, April 20, 2015 

6:00 p.m. 
**** 

AGENDA 

City Council 
David Cook, Mayor 

Laurie Gallian, Mayor Pro Tem 
Madolyn Agrimonti 

Gary Edwards 
Rachel Hundley 
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4. CONSENT CALENDAR/AGENDA ORDER – CITY COUNCIL, Continued 
 
Item 4C: Approval of a waiver of commission attendance rules for Community Services 

and Environment Commissioner Fred Allebach. 
  Staff Recommendation:  Approve the waiver. 
 
Item 4D: Approval and ratification of the appointment of Inge Hutzel to the Community 

Services and Environment Commission for a two-year term. 
  Staff Recommendation:  Approve. 
 
Item 4E: Approval and ratification of the appointment of Mike Coleman to the Planning 

Commission for a two-year term. 
  Staff Recommendation:  Approve. 
 
Item 4F: Approval of application by Sonoma Valley Firefighter’s Association for 

temporary use of City streets for the Hit The Road Jack event on Sunday, June 7, 
2015.   

  Staff Recommendation:  Approve subject to conditions of approval. 
 
Item 4G: Approval of application by Valley of the Moon Vintage Festival for temporary use 

of City streets for the Blessing of the Grapes, Fire Department Demonstration, 
Get Your Glow On Parade, and the 5K and 12K Runs on September 26 and 27, 
2015. 

  Staff Recommendation:  Approve subject to conditions of approval. 
 
Item 4H: Authorize the City Manager to Execute a Professional Services Agreement with 

Bender Rosenthal, Inc., for the Chase Street Bridge Replacement Project No. 
0811, Federal Aid No. BRLS-5114(016), for an amount not to exceed $35,476.00. 

  Staff Recommendation:  Approve. 
 
5. CONSENT CALENDAR/AGENDA ORDER – CITY COUNCIL AS SUCCESSOR AGENCY 
All items listed on the Consent Calendar are considered to be routine and will be acted upon by a single motion.  
There will be no separate discussion of these items unless members of the Council, staff, or public request 
specific items to be removed for separate action.  At this time Council may decide to change the order of the 
agenda. 
 
Item 5A: Approval of the Portions of the Minutes of April 6, 2015 City Council Meeting 

Pertaining to the Successor Agency. 
  Staff Recommendation:  Approve the minutes. 
 
6. PUBLIC HEARING – None Scheduled 
 
7. REGULAR CALENDAR – CITY COUNCIL 
(Matters requiring discussion and/or action by the City Council) 
 
Item 7A: Discussion, consideration, and possible action on the Removal and Replanting 

of Broadway Street Trees.  (Public Works Director/City Engineer) 
  Staff Recommendation:  Approve the removal of upper Broadway Red Oak street trees 

by abutting property owners at their own cost, under the condition that a re-planting 
plan first be approved by the Council for the Upper Broadway area (Broadway, 
between Napa St. and Patten St.) and that the tree removals be approved by Caltrans. 
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7. REGULAR CALENDAR – CITY COUNCIL, Continued 
 
Item 7B: Discussion, Consideration and Possible Action on the Approval of a Resolution 

to (a) Authorize the City Manager to Execute an Energy Services Agreement with 
Tanko Lighting Inc. for LED Streetlight Conversion Services in an amount Not to 
Exceed $360,000; (b) Authorize the City Manager to execute all documents 
necessary for On Bill Financing with Pacific Gas and Electric (PG&E) in an 
amount not to exceed $250,000; (c) Authorize the City Manager to sign an 
Unsecured Promissory Note for an Interfund Loan from the General Fund (Fund 
100) to the Gas Tax Fund (Fund 302), and (d) Approving the Filing of a CEQA 
Notice of Exemption Pursuant to Section 15301 (b)(c) of the CEQA Guidelines.  
(Public Works Director/City Engineer) 

  Staff Recommendation:  Approve. 
 
Item 7C: Approval of a Resolution Modifying the Stage 2 Water Shortage, responding to 

new State Drought Emergency Water Conservation Regulations.  (Public Works 
Director/City Engineer) 

  Staff Recommendation:  Adopt resolution. 
 
8. REGULAR CALENDAR – CITY COUNCIL AS THE SUCCESSOR AGENCY 
(Matters requiring discussion and/or action by the Council as the Successor Agency) 
 
9. COUNCILMEMBERS’ REPORTS AND COMMENTS 
 
10. CITY MANAGER COMMENTS AND ANNOUNCEMENTS INCLUDING ANNOUNCEMENTS 

FROM SUCCESSOR AGENCY STAFF 
 
11. COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC  
 
12. ADJOURNMENT 
 
I do hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing agenda was posted on the City Hall bulletin board on                                           
April 16, 2015.   Gay Johann, Assistant City Manager/City Clerk 
 
Copies of all staff reports and documents subject to disclosure that relate to any item of 
business referred to on the agenda are normally available for public inspection the Wednesday 
before each regularly scheduled meeting at City Hall, located at No. 1 The Plaza, Sonoma CA.  
Any documents subject to disclosure that are provided to all, or a majority of all, of the 
members of the City Council regarding any item on this agenda after the agenda has been 
distributed will be made available for inspection at the City Clerk’s office, No. 1 The Plaza, 
Sonoma CA during regular business hours. 
 
If you challenge the action of the City Council in court, you may be limited to raising only 
those issues you or someone else raised at the public hearing described on the agenda, or in 
written correspondence delivered to the City Clerk, at or prior to the public hearing. 
 
In accordance with the Americans With Disabilities Act, if you need special assistance to 
participate in this meeting, please contact the City Clerk (707) 933-2216. Notification 48-hours 
before the meeting will enable the City to make reasonable arrangements to ensure 
accessibility to this meeting.  



 

 

City of Sonoma 
City Council 

Agenda Item Summary 

 
City Council Agenda Item: 

 
Meeting Date: 

 
3A 
 
04/20/2015 

 
Department 

Administration 
Staff Contact  

Gay Johann, Assistant City Manager / City Clerk 
Agenda Item Title 

Arbor Day Proclamation 
Summary 

The 7th annual Arbor Day Celebration presented by the Sonoma Valley Visitors Bureau and Sonoma 
Birding will be held at the Grinstead Amphitheater on Friday, April 24 at 11 a.m. This year’s theme is 
focused on the human relationship to trees in the 21st Century, with Corey Barnes, education 
coordinator and nursery manager at Quarryhill Botanical Garden, as the guest speaker. 
 
Sonoma Musicians Mark Willson and Mario Ramirez, poet Michael Sheffield, students from Crescent 
Montessori School and members of the Sonoma Valley Woman’s Club will also participate.  
 
The public is encouraged to join in the festivities. Highlights include the presentation of Rotary Club 
of Sonoma Valley’s Conservation Award to Maggie Haywood, honored for distinguished volunteer 
conservation efforts with The Sonoma Land Trust, Sonoma Overlook Trail and the Sonoma Ecology 
Center.  Prior recipients include the late Bob Cannard Sr., Tom Whitworth, John Donnelly, Pat Eliot 
and Mickey Cook, Tom Rusert and, last year, Karen Collins. 
 
In keeping with City practice, the proclamation recipients have been asked to keep the total length of 
their follow-up comments and/or announcements to no more than 10 minutes. 
 

Recommended Council Action 
Mayor Cook to present the proclamation. 

Alternative Actions 
N/A 

Financial Impact 
N/A 

Environmental Review Status 
   Environmental Impact Report    Approved/Certified 
   Negative Declaration    No Action Required 
   Exempt    Action Requested 
   Not Applicable  
Attachments: 

Proclamation 
cc: 

Tom Rusert (via email) 
Wendy Peterson (via email) 

 





 

 

City of Sonoma 
City Council 

Agenda Item Summary 

 
City Council Agenda Item: 

 
Meeting Date: 

 
3B 
 
04/20/2015 

 
Department 

Administration 
Staff Contact  

Gay Johann, Assistant City Manager / City Clerk 
Agenda Item Title 

Child Abuse Prevention Month Proclamation 
Summary 

In 1989, the Blue Ribbon Campaign to Prevent Child Abuse began as a Virginia grandmother’s 
tribute to her grandson who died as a result of abuse.  As part of the annual campaign, our local 
council, Prevent Child Abuse-Sonoma County, coordinated by the California Parenting Institute of 
Sonoma County, hosts a series of awareness events throughout the month of April to recognize the 
importance of child abuse prevention. 
 
Anne Barron will be present to accept the proclamation on behalf of the California Parenting 
Institute.  In keeping with City practice, she has been asked to keep the total length of her follow-up 
comments and/or announcements to no more than 10 minutes. 

Recommended Council Action 
Mayor Cook to present the proclamation. 

Alternative Actions 
N/A 

Financial Impact 
N/A 

Environmental Review Status 
   Environmental Impact Report    Approved/Certified 
   Negative Declaration    No Action Required 
   Exempt    Action Requested 
   Not Applicable  
Attachments: 

Proclamation 
Alignment with Council Goals:   

N/A 
cc:  Anne Barron via email 

 
 





 

 

City of Sonoma 
City Council 

Agenda Item Summary 

 
City Council Agenda Item: 

 
Meeting Date: 

 
3C 
 
04/20/2015 

 
Department 

Administration 
Staff Contact  

Gay Johann/Assistant City Manager/City Clerk 
Agenda Item Title 

Sexual Assault Awareness Month Proclamation 
Summary 

Verity - Sonoma County Rape Crisis Center requested a proclamation designating April as Sexual 
Assault Awareness Month.  Verity was founded in 1974 as Women Against Rape, a grassroots 
organization for women who were traumatized by rape.  The agency consisted of a phone number 
women could call for emotional support.  That crisis line is still the only one of its kind in Sonoma 
County, and operates 24 hours a day, 7 days a week.  Today Verity is governed by a board of 
directors numbering up to 12, with day-to-day operations performed by a paid staff of 14 and more 
than 40 volunteers. 
 
Verity strives to eliminate all forms of violence, with a special focus on sexual assault and abuse. 
The facilitate healing and promote the prevention of violence by providing counseling, advocacy, 
intervention, and education. 
 
Accepting the proclamation on behalf of Verity will be Amanda Silva. In keeping with City practice, 
she has been asked to keep the total length of her follow-up comments and/or announcements to no 
more than 10 minutes. 
 

Recommended Council Action 
Mayor Cook to present the proclamation. 

Alternative Actions 
N/A 

Financial Impact 
N/A 

Environmental Review Status 
   Environmental Impact Report    Approved/Certified 
   Negative Declaration    No Action Required 
   Exempt    Action Requested 
   Not Applicable  
Attachments: 
Proclamation 
____________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
Alignment with Council Goals:  N/A 

 
cc:  Chad Sniffen via email 

 
 





 

 

City of Sonoma 

City Council 

Agenda Item Summary 

 
City Council Agenda Item: 

 
Meeting Date: 

 
3D 
 
4/20/15 

 
Department 

Police 
Staff Contact  

Bret Sackett, Police Chief 
Agenda Item Title 

Presentation of the 2014 Police Department Annual Report 
Summary 

In accordance with the Agreement for Law Enforcement Services between the City and the County, 
the County is required to provide the City with an annual report.  The report will include an overview 
of police operations, along with results of the Performance Objectives identified in the agreement 

Recommended Council Action 
Receive presentation of Police Department’s 2014 Annual Report 

Alternative Actions 
Council discretion 

Financial Impact 
None 

Environmental Review Status 
   Environmental Impact Report    Approved/Certified 
   Negative Declaration    No Action Required 
   Exempt    Action Requested 
   Not Applicable  
Attachments:  

  2014 Police Department Annual Report 
Alignment with Council Goals:   

 
cc: 

 
 

file://COSFX1/VOL1/SHARE/CITY%20COUNCIL/Council%20Goals/2013-14%20COUNCIL%20GOALS.docx
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Annual Report 

Sonoma Police Department 

175 First Street West, Sonoma, Ca 95476 

Sonoma Police Department 
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Message from the Chief  
 

On behalf of the Sonoma Police Department, I am pleased to present 
our annual report for 2014.  I am very pleased with the hard work, 
dedication, and tireless effort of the men and women of the Sonoma 
Police Department, and this report is representative of their 
commitment to the core values of our department. 
 
The police department has a total staff of 16.5 employees; 1 chief, 2 
sergeants, 10 patrol deputies, 2 community services officers and 1.5 
administrative staff.  We are fortunate to be joined by a strong cadre 
of dedicated Volunteers and Police Explorers, which play a vital role in 
our service to the community. 

 
The men and women of the Sonoma Police Department are committed to making our city a 
safe place to live, work, and visit, and on behalf of our dedicated staff of professionals, I 
would like to thank you for the support you’ve provided this past year. The department 
looks forward to proactively build and strengthen community partnerships through the 
delivery of high quality, efficient, and professional law enforcement services.  
 

 
Mission Statement and Core Values  
 
In partnership with our communities, we commit to provide professional, firm, fair and 
compassionate law enforcement and detention services with integrity and respect.  
 

Principles of Excellence 

 
Effective Enforcement of the Law 

Sense of Team 
Community Oriented Philosophy 

Organizational Efficiency 
Commitment to Duty and Tradition 

 

 
 

Community Oriented Policing  
 
Community Oriented Policing is a philosophy, management style, and organizational design 
that promotes proactive problem solving and police-community partnerships to address 
the causes of crime and fear, as well as other community issues. Community Oriented 
Policing redefines the roles and relationships between the community and the police by 
recognizing that the community shares responsibility with the police for social order. Both 
must work cooperatively to identify problems and develop proactive community-wide 
solutions.  
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Year in Review 

 
Overall, we experienced a double-digit reduction in 
our overall crime rate.  Our violent crime fell by 
11%, while our property crime rate fell by 22%.   
As I’ve mentioned previously, crime rates provide a 
quick “snapshot” of our community, but they often 
provide a very simplistic view of the community 
and don’t take into consideration the many factors 
that influence crime.  In addition, crime rates can 
fluctuate, sometimes considerably, from year to 
year due to our small size.  Nonetheless, I am still 
pleased to see the reduction. 
 
There are many challenges ahead for us as we 
continue to see the impact of AB 109 – the State’s 
Prison Realignment Program.  The county jail is full 
of inmates that would have previously been sent to 
state prison, which leaves little room for local 
offenders.  As such, these local offenders are back in our community.  The Sonoma County 
Law Enforcement Chief’s Association is working collaboratively to address and mitigate the 
impact of this significant change to California’s criminal justice system.   
 
In the fall of 2014, the California voters passed Proposition 47, which reduced most drug 
and property crimes to misdemeanors.  I believe Prop 47 has the potential to drive up 
crime rates and put our community at risk.  We are currently working collaboratively with 
our law enforcement partners to address this significant change in law. 
 
In October 2013, the department received a $70,000 STEP grant from the Office of Traffic 
Safety to enhance our traffic enforcement program, which was completed during this 
reporting period.   Utilizing grant funds, we purchased a fully-equipped BMW motorcycle 
and other associated traffic enforcement devices.  In addition, we sent several deputies to a 
variety of traffic related training courses and used the remainder of the grant funds for 
enforcement operations, especially focusing on pedestrian safety and intersections with a 
high-incident of traffic collisions.  In late 2014, we successfully completed all grant 
objectives, which included a reduction in the number of reported injury accidents. 
 
In partnership with the county’s Department of Health Services, we continued to provide 
Responsible Beverage Service training twice to our ABC licensed establishments.  This 
program, which is provided free of charge, is intended to instill a sense of awareness and 
responsibility to our proprietors and to help address the problem of underage drinking.    
 
In 2014, we rolled out our new wifi enabled Mobile Data Computers.  These new computers 
provide a much faster connection to our data network and allow the deputies to have a 
“virtual office” in their car with access to many useful state and local databases. 
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Deputy Mike Peters was selected to receive the 2014 Mothers Against Drunk Driving 
(M.A.D.D.) Award for his efforts to combat drunk driving.  Deputy Peters arrested 23 people 
for impaired driving.  In addition, Mike became a certified Drug Recognition Expert (DRE), 
which is a very difficult certification to obtain.  Drunk driving continues to be a focus of our 
enforcement efforts.  
 
Several officers from Sonoma PD participated a pilot program on behalf of the Sheriff’s 
Office to test, evaluate, and make recommendations for Body Worn Cameras (BWC).  Body 
Worn Cameras have proven to be a useful tool in investigations, complaints against officers, 
and has the potential increase public trust.  We anticipate a complete roll-out of BWCs in 
mid-2015. 
 
We’ve continued our strong tradition of community outreach and have participated in a 
variety of community events.  Some of those events include tours of our facility, 
neighborhood watch meetings, as well as participation in events such as the Farmer’s 
Market, Vintage Festival, and the Independence Day celebration. 

 
Special Programs and Partnerships 

 

School Resource Officer 
 
The School Resource Officer continues to be an integral part of our community oriented 
policing philosophy.  While initially funded by a grant from the US Department of Justice, 
the Sonoma County Sheriff’s Office and the Sonoma Valley Unified School District entered 
into a subsequent 5 year partnership to continue funding for the program.  This fiscal year, 
the City agreed to help fund the SRO position in partnership with the Sheriff and the school 
district, which should help provide a more stable funding formula for future years.   
 
Deputy Matt Regan, our School Resource Officer, monitors campus activity and provides 
security at various school functions, such as sporting events and dances.  He sits on the 
district’s Student Review Team, provides instruction for driver’s education, and speaks at 
numerous school functions. 
 
In 2014, SRO Regan organized and presented the “Every 
15 Minutes” program at Sonoma Valley High School.  
This program is funded by a grant from the Office of 
Traffic Safety and generous contributions from local 
non-profits, such as Speedway Children’s Charities.  
Unique in its design and powerful in its impact, “Every 
15 Minutes” is an educational experience that reminds 
us all of the dangers associated with driving while 
impaired and distracted driving.  The crash may be 
staged, but the emotions are real.   
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K-9 Program 
 
In 2013, the City Council approved the addition of a patrol K-9.  Dickie is a beautiful, 3-year 
old Belgian Malinois/German Shepherd mix that is cross trained in narcotic detection and 
patrol operations.  Deputy Jeff Sherman and his partner, Dickie, have quickly proven 
themselves to be a valuable asset to the department and our community. 
 
In 2014, our K-9 team had 45 patrol related deployments that resulted in 12 suspect 
surrenders.  Without our K-9 team, these suspect apprehensions could have resulted in a 
use of force encounter, which could have 
resulted in an injury to the deputy or suspect. 
 
Our K-9 team also had 52 narcotic related 
deployments that resulted in seizure of 138 
pounds of marijuana, 2 grams of cocaine, 1 
gram of heroin, and over $14,000 in cash. 
 
Deputy Sherman and Dickie completed over 
320 hours of training and made numerous 
appearances at community events and school 
functions. 
 

Animal Control 
 
The police department provides animal control services for the City, which includes annual 
licensing, permit review, enforcement of city, county, and state laws, animal related 
investigations, and care of impounded animals.  Our Community Services Officers primarily 
fill this role, but in their absence, the patrol staff responds to animal related calls.  Working 
closely with Pet’s Lifeline, our community partner, and Sonoma County Animal Care and 
Control, we strive to provide exemplary service in terms of enforcement, reunification of 
stray pets, and appropriate adoption services.  In 2014, we saw a decrease in the number of 
animal related calls for service, as well as the number of impounded animals.  We continue 
to see an increase in the number of dog licenses issued, but I believe there is still room for 
improvement in terms of compliance.  We joined the Sonoma County Animal Services 
Partnership, which is a collaboration of animal service professionals dedicated to a series 
of common goals,   to look at new and innovative ways to enhance our effectiveness in the 
area of animal services and enforcement.   
 

Explorers and Volunteers in Police Service 
 
The police department is proud to have such a strong cadre of volunteers to assist us in the 
service to our community.  Our Explorer Program, which is designed for youth from the 
ages of 14-21 years old, is a career-oriented program that gives young adults the 
opportunity to explore a career in law enforcement.  Under the guidance of sworn 
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personnel, they meet on a regular basis to discuss the law enforcement profession, 
participate in the ride along program, and to assist with community events.   
 
We continue to a have strong Volunteers in Police Service (VIPS) program to better serve 
our community.  Currently eight (8) volunteers donate their time on a weekly basis, 
assisting with office work, parking enforcement, security checks, Plaza patrols, and traffic 
control for parades.  During 2014, our volunteers donated over 3,000 hours to the police 
department in an amazing sign of community service and community spirit.   

 
Sonoma Valley Youth and Family Services 
 
Under the auspices of the Sonoma Police Department, Sonoma Valley Youth and Family 
Services (SVYFS) provides an alternative to juvenile probation for youth who are cited for 
criminal activity. The program provides services for families who live within the 
boundaries of the Sonoma Valley Unified School District (SVUSD), although they may be 
attending schools out of this District.  
 
SVYFS also works with families/youth who have not yet committed a crime, but are at risk 
of being involved in criminal behavior, to redirect them to more meaningful alternatives. 
 
In 2014, SVYFS provided services to 124 youthful offenders, which was almost 50% more 
than the previous year.   Without SVYFS, we would have no other choice but to send these 
youth through the juvenile justice system at a great cost to the taxpayer and a potentially 
significant impact to the future of these youth. 
 
The majority of the referrals continue to be for substance abuse violations, such as alcohol 
and marijuana.  Of the substance abuse violations, marijuana related violations comprised 
56%, while alcohol related violations comprised the other 44% of the referrals.  Traffic 
related referrals accounted for the second largest number of referrals, followed by acts of 
violence and theft.  In 2014, youthful offenders completed over 1,800 hours of community 
service at various Sonoma Valley non-profits as a way to compensate the community for 
the harm caused by their actions. 
 
According to Cynthia Ashmore, the program coordinator, “There continues to be a 
significant trend in younger youth involved in substance abuse, particularly in middle school 
grades.  The substance abuse increase in the middle schools indicates to this agency a 
continued need for prevention and early intervention programs geared towards middle and 
elementary school aged youth.”  The complete annual report of Sonoma Valley Youth and 
Family Services program is available upon request at the City Prosecutor’s Office. 

 
City Prosecutor’s Office 
 
The City Prosecutor’s Office continues to prosecute misdemeanor offenses and municipal 
code infractions that occur within the City limits, and mitigate conflicts within the City of 
Sonoma through cooperation with the Sonoma Police Department.   
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The police department refers all appropriate misdemeanor and municipal code violations 
to the City Prosecutor’s Office.  DUI and traffic related cases continued to account for the 
largest majority of referrals, followed by domestic related crimes, drug violations, and city 
ordinance violations.   
 
The police department feels this program has been beneficial, since the City Prosecutor has 
a clear understanding of quality of life issues occurring within Sonoma.  In addition, the 
ability to interact with the local prosecutor on specific cases has been invaluable. 
 
The complete annual report of City Prosecutor’s Office is available upon request at the City 
Prosecutor’s Office. 

 
Performance Objectives and Statistics 

 
It is incumbent upon the Sonoma Police Department to provide a safe community and a 
sense of security to the citizens of the City of Sonoma.  This will be accomplished by 
providing professional law enforcement services with the highest degree of integrity and 
respect, while adhering to the Sheriff’s Office Mission Statement, Core Values, and 
Principles of Excellence.   
 
There are four primary Performance Objectives identified in the law enforcement services 
contract.  Performance measures, when conceived as part of a broad management 
perspective, can provide an increased level of understanding that can result in more 
effective and efficient services.    These Performance Objectives are intended to provide 
insight that can be used to make improvements to individual programs and initiatives, and 
to improve the effectiveness of our department’s overall operations.  The four primary 
Performance Objectives are: 

 

Deter and Prevent Crime 

Apprehend and Prosecute Offenders 

Maintain and Resolve Conflict 

Promptly Respond to Incidents Requiring Immediate Attention 

 
Each of these Performance Objectives is measured by statistical data that relate directly to 
primary Performance Objective.  While these Performance Objectives have the potential to 
provide a “snapshot” of the impact of our policing efforts, it is important to remember these 
statistics can be influenced by a wide variety of factors.  For instance, a rise in reported 
crime may not necessarily reflect a decrease in public safety, but instead it could reflect a 
strong working relationship between the community and the police department which 
results in the community feeling comfortable reporting criminal behavior.   
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Objective 1:  Deter and Prevent Crime 

 
This performance objective shall be measured by comparing the following data: 

a. Uniform Crime Reporting data will be used to determine crime patterns occurring in the 
City.  

b.  State of California crime rates will be compared with crime rates for the City of Sonoma. 

UCR Summary Data1 2011 2012 2013 2014 % Change
2
 

Homicide 0 1 0 0 0% 

Rape 1 0 3 2 -33% 

Robbery 0 3 11 0 -100% 

Aggravated Assault 31 23 24 32 33% 

Simple Assault
3
 43 33 47 38 -19% 

Total Violent Crime
4
 32 27 38 34 -11% 

Burglary 57 51 63 32 -49% 

Larceny 158 142 139 121 -13% 

Auto Theft 7 0 10 13 30% 

Total Property Crime
5
 222 193 212 166 -22% 

 

California Crime Rates6 Violent Crime Property Crime 

 Area Rate per 100,000 Rate per 100,000 

2014 State N/A N/A 

 Sonoma 312 1,524 

2013 State 397 2,666 

 Sonoma 354 1,976 

2012 State 425 2,773 

 Sonoma 253 1,810 

2011 State 413 2,594 

 Sonoma 299 2,073 

 
                                                 
1 UCR data per California Department of Justice Table 11 
2 From prior year 
3 Simple assault not included in Violent Crime total 
4 Violent crime includes homicide, forcible rape, robbery, and aggravated assault 
5 Property crime includes burglary, larceny-theft, motor vehicle theft, and arson 
6 California Department of Justice Table 1 
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Objective 2:  Apprehend and Prosecute Offenders 

This performance objective shall be measured by comparing the following data: 

a. The number of arrests for adults and juveniles will be compared to determine arrest 
patterns. 

b. The number of DUI arrests will be compared to determine DUI arrest patterns. 

c. The number of referrals to the Sonoma Valley Youth and Family Services Program will be 
compared to determine juvenile crime patterns. 

d. Clearance rates for the City of Sonoma and the Pacific Region (Uniform Crime Reporting) will 
be compared to determine number of crimes solved. 

 

 

                                                 
7 Included in the figure for total arrests 
8 These figures are reported on a fiscal calendar and are included in figure for total arrests 
9 Clearance rates indicate the percent of crimes that are solved or otherwise cleared and are calculated by dividing 
the number of crimes cleared by the total number of crimes.  The FBI’s UCR program considers a crime cleared 
when at least one person is arrested, charged with a crime, and turned over to the court for prosecution or referred to 
juvenile authorities.  In certain circumstances, a crime can be cleared by “exceptional means.” 
10 Pacific region includes California, Oregon, Washington, Alaska, and Hawaii.  FBI Table 26 

Arrest 
Data  

2011 2012 2013 2014 
% 

change 

 Adult 586 533 480 479 0% 

Juvenile 129 104 76 72 -5% 

Total Arrests 715 637 556 551 -1% 

DUI Arrests
7
 77 70 72 82 14% 

Referrals to 
YFS

8
 

102 103 83 124 49% 

UCR Clearance Data9 Area Violent Crime Property Crime 

2014 
Pacific Region

10
 Data not available 

Sonoma 94% 23% 

2013 
Pacific Region 47% 15% 

Sonoma 87% 23% 

2012 
Pacific Region 45% 14% 

Sonoma 86% 29% 

2011 
Pacific Region 45% 15% 

Sonoma 89% 20% 
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Objective 3:  Maintain Order and Resolve Conflict 

This performance objective shall be measured by comparing the following data: 

a. Traffic accident data in the Statewide Integrated Traffic Records System (SWITRS) for fatal, 
injury, and non-injury accidents will be compared to determine the effectiveness of the 
Agreement’s Traffic Enforcement Program. 

b. Parking citation data will be compared to determine the effectiveness of the Agreement’s 
Parking Enforcement Program. 

c. Animal Control statistics (animal complaints and impounds) will be compared for the 
previous 3 years to determine patterns. 

 

Traffic Accident Data11 

 2011 2012 2013 2014* 

Fatal 0 1 0 0 

Injury 29 31 33 32 

Non-injury 72 81 85 114 

Total 101 113 118 146
12

 

*Unofficial data from internal source 

Parking Citations 

Year 2011 2012 2013 2014 

Citations Issued 2,703 2,726 1,474 1,547 

 

Animal Control 

 2011 2012 2013 2014 

Calls for service 628 596 700 470 

Impounds (Dogs and Cats) 87 109 121 90 

 
 
 
 
 
 
                                                 
11 Data provided by the California Statewide Integrated Traffic Reporting System (SWITRS) Report #3.   
12 Due to delays in State reporting, SWITRS data was updated for all years.  Current year data is not available. 
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Objective 3:  Maintain Order and Resolve Conflict, cont 
 
d. Citizen perception of safety and the maintenance of order as reported in citizen surveys 

shall be compared when such survey data is available. 

 
Periodically, the Sheriff’s Office will commission a private company to conduct a Community 
Survey to assess the community’s perceptions of services, and develop communication and 
collaborative problem‐solving approaches to address concerns surfaced in these evaluations. 

In 2008, the Sonoma Police Department was included in this survey.  The survey results were 
provided to the City Council when the original Law Enforcement Services contract was due for 
renewal.  Overall, the survey revealed strong community support, a feeling of safety within our 
community, and satisfaction with our service.  Some of the survey responses include: 

 87% of respondents rate our overall performance as Good or Excellent  

 95% feel Safe or Very Safe 

 Compared to a year ago, 76% feel our community is as Safe or Safer 

 Of those who were victims of crime, 93% were Very Satisfied or Satisfied 

 97% felt our crime prevention programs were Effective or Very Effective 

In addition, the community identified gangs, violent crime, and drugs/alcohol as our most 
pressing concerns, while indicating more crime prevention programs as a possible area of 
improvement. 

Overall, the survey revealed the police department has the “ear” of the community and has 
established a solid partnership with our citizens. 

 

Objective 4:  Promptly Respond to Incidents Requiring Immediate Attention 

 
This performance objective shall be measured by comparing the average response time to 
"Priority 1" calls over the previous 3 years.   

 

Median Response Time to Priority 1 Calls for Service 

Year Number of calls Response Time 

2014 229 5  min 31 secs 

2013 199 4 min 37 secs 

2012 262 4 min 52 secs 

2011 212 4 Min 55 secs 
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STUDY SESSION 
 
Presentation by Community and Local Law Enforcement Task Force 
 
With all Councilmembers present except Councilmember Agrimonti Mayor Cook called the Study 
Session to order.  
 
Brian Bona explained that the Community and Local Law Enforcement Task Force was established by 
the Sonoma County Board of Supervisors to meet and prepare recommendations on methods to 
enhance relationships with local law enforcement agencies, provide better accountability and seek 
changes to protocol in critical incidents. The Task Force was charged with the following: 1) Reviewing 
options for a model for an independent citizen review body; 2) Reviewing and recommending options 
for community policing to be considered with the Fiscal Year 2014-2015 budget process; 3) Reviewing 
and recommending whether the Office of Coroner should be separately elected from the Office of 
Sheriff; and 4) Bringing to the Board of Supervisors any additional feedback from the community on 
these issues that merits County attention.  Mr. Bona described the makeup of the task force and its 
subcommittees and the public outreach program and presented the draft recommendations that had 
been formulated. 
 
Clm. Gallian stated the importance of including youth and faith based organizations in the process. 
 
Mayor Cook inquired about the requirement for officers to wear cameras.  Mr. Bonna stated they had 
already been put into use by the Sheriff’s Department on a trial basis. 
 
Public Comments:   
 
Frank Saiz stated that the Task Force had shortcomings. They used San Jose’s model which had 
been in place for nineteen years during which time there had been many questionable instances with 
law enforcement. The call for oversight came from the community not from government.  He provided 
handouts to the Council, one of which was a response to a Public Records Act request documenting 
the amount of settlements in law enforcement cases paid by the County. 
 
Marni Wroth stated the proposed commission would not have subpoena power and there was nothing 
to make the Sheriff’s Department accountable to the public.  In prior years a Civil Rights Commission 
made recommendations but the County did not follow them. 
 
 

SPECIAL & REGULAR MEETINGS OF THE SONOMA CITY COUNCIL 
& 

CONCURRENT REGULAR MEETING OF SONOMA CITY COUNCIL AS THE 
SUCCESSOR AGENCY TO THE DISSOLVED SONOMA COMMUNITY 
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**** 
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David Cook, Mayor 

Laurie Gallian, Mayor Pro Tem 
Madolyn Agrimonti 

Gary Edwards 
Rachel Hundley 
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OPENING - REGULAR MEETING 
 
Mayor Cook called the meeting to order at 6:05 p.m.  Alcaldesa Marci Waldron led the Pledge of 
Allegiance. 
 
CITY COUNCILMEMBERS PRESENT:  Edwards, Gallian, Hundley, and Mayor Cook 
ABSENT:  Agrimonti 
 
OTHERS PRESENT:  City Manager Giovanatto, Assistant City Manager/City Clerk Johann, City 
Attorney Walter, Planning Director Goodison, Public Works Director Takasugi, Police Chief Sackett 
 
1. COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC 
 
Lynda Corrado reported receiving information regarding a new vacation rental firm being established 
in the area. 
 
Deirdre Sheerin, Sweetwater Spectrum, announced that April was National Autism Awareness Month.  
She stated that many local restaurants were advertising the event on their napkins. 
 
Bob Edwards stated that on September 3, 2014 the City Council directed staff to prepare a request for 
proposals (RFP) for preparation of a study of a potential increase to the minimum wage.  He 
questioned when the RFP would be released. 
 
2. MEETING DEDICATIONS 
 
Clm. Gallian dedicated the meeting in the memory of Nick Nast and in honor of her husband’s sixtieth 
birthday. 
 
Mayor Cook dedicated the meeting in the memory of former Mayor Henri Riboni.  
 
3. PRESENTATIONS  
 
Item 3A: Recognition of Matt Howarth’s service on the Planning Commission 
 
Mayor Cook presented Matt Howarth a certificate and thanked him for his eight years of service on 
the Planning Commission.  Mr. Howarth thanked the Council and stated that it had been a privilege to 
serve.  He said it was not always an easy job but the dedicated City staff were the best and made the 
Commission’s job easier. 
 
Item 3B: Donate Life Month and Alcaldesa Waldron’s Pink Dot Campaign Proclamation 
 
Mayor Cook read aloud the Donate Life Month proclamation and presented it to Alcaldesa Marcie 
Waldron.  Ms. Waldron thanked the Council and provided information about her Pink Dot Campaign, 
the goal of which was to get as many local people as possible to proudly wear the pink donor dot on 
their California Drivers License or Identification Card. 
 
Item 3C: National Crime Victims’ Rights Week Proclamation 
 
Mayor Cook read aloud the proclamation and presented it to Assistant District Attorney Bud McMahon 
who thanked the Council for their continued support and spoke about the importance of educating the 
public about crime victims’ rights and needs. 
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Item 3D: Week of the Young Child Proclamation 
 
Mayor Cook read aloud the proclamation and presented it to Cathy Vaughn who thanked the Council 
for their support and spoke about the importance of providing education for young children. 
 
Item 3E: Presentation by the Sonoma County Water Agency (SCWA) regarding the 

Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA) 
 
Jay Jasperse, Sonoma County Water Agency, reported that in September 2014, Governor Brown 
signed historic legislation requiring that California’s critical groundwater resources be sustainably 
managed by local agencies.  The Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (Act) gave local 
agencies additional powers and authorities to sustainably manage groundwater over the long-term.  
The Act required the formation, by June 30, 2017, of new Groundwater Sustainability Agencies tasked 
with assessing the conditions in their local basins and adopting locally-based Groundwater 
Sustainability Plans for medium and high-priority groundwater basins as designated by the California 
Department of Water Resources.  In Sonoma County, three of the county’s fourteen basins and sub-
basins were currently designated as medium-priority: Santa Rosa Plain, Sonoma Valley and 
Petaluma.  Mr. Jasperse described the public outreach program, timing and recommended strategy 
for groundwater sustainability formation. 
 
Item 3F: Presentation by the Sonoma Ecology Center on Nathanson Creek Restoration 

Phase 2 
 
Mark Newhouser, Sonoma Ecology Center, explained that in 1994 local citizens joined together to 
clean up Nathanson Creek and established the concept of a preserve to help restore the creek along 
the high school and City owned properties.  In 2005, the Sonoma Ecology Center (SEC), the Sonoma 
Valley Unified School District, and the City of Sonoma cosigned a Memorandum of Understanding to 
formally establish the preserve and guidelines for the restoration and management of the preserve.  In 
the following years, it became clear that the past degradation of the creek channel and on-going 
flooding posed significant challenges to achieving restoration success. In 2004, SEC partnered with 
the City to secure funding from the DWR River Parkways Grant Program.  That project installed the 
Nathanson Creek Demonstration Garden and Park, including ADA access, educational signs, park 
benches, picnic tables, and trees installed along the parkway. 
 
Newhouser stated that after flooding and extensive damage to the school district in the 2005/06 flood, 
SEC, and the City as co-applicant, pursued funding to complete flood analysis and develop designs 
that would help alleviate flooding and facilitate fish and wildlife habitat restoration.  In 2011, the 
Department of Water Resources Urban Streams Restoration Program funded the current project to 
survey the creek; develop hydrologic and hydraulic models; develop designs for flood reduction and 
habitat enhancement projects; and construct a portion of the design. 
 
Newhouser reported that the current project included the flood modeling and feasibility analysis of 
conceptual designs for channel modification throughout the preserve.  The analysis would include the 
hydrologic and hydraulic modeling of existing flood flows and with conceptual improvements; the 
development of site-specific construction designs and permits for two sites and the construction of 
one of the two designed projects, located on the City parcel, which was planned to be constructed in 
2015.  Upon completion of the flood-plain basin, the property would be revegetated with native plants.  
Funding through the SCAPOSD MGP program has been secured to provide additional planting, an 
ADA accessible walkway and interpretive sign, fencing, and maintenance over the following three 
years.  
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4. CONSENT CALENDAR/AGENDA ORDER – CITY COUNCIL 
 
Item 4A: Waive Further reading and Authorize Introduction and/or Adoption of Ordinances 

by Title Only.   
Item 4B: Approval of the Minutes of the March 16 and March 25, 2015 City Council 

meetings. 
Item 4C: Approval and ratification of the reappointment of Kari Ontko to the Cultural and 

Fine Arts Commission. 
Item 4D: Approval and ratification of the appointment of Mike Coleman to the Planning 

Commission.  (removed from Consent, see below) 
Item 4E: Approval and ratification of the appointment of Oscar Mooneyhan to the 

Community Services and Environment Commission for a two-year term. 
Item 4F: Approval and ratification of the appointment of Inge Hutzel to the Community 

Services and Environment Commission for a two-year term. (removed from 
Consent, see below) 

Item 4G: Adoption of a resolution approving an amendment to the Special Events Policy 
relating to exceptions to the limit on successive weekends in the Plaza.  (Res. 
No. 12-2015) 

Item 4H: Approval of a lease for the upgrade and re-use of the Maysonnave Cottage (289 
First Street East). 

 
Clm. Edwards removed Consent Items 4D and 4F.  The public comment period was opened and 
closed with none received.  It was moved by Clm. Gallian, seconded by Clm. Edwards, to approve the 
items remaining on the consent calendar as presented.  The motion carried unanimously, Agrimonti 
absent. 
 
NOTE:  Due to the difficulty of interpreting and summarizing sensitive discussions, the Clerk has 
chosen to use a verbatim format for the next two items of discussion. 
 
Item 4D: Approval and ratification of the appointment of Mike Coleman to the Planning 

Commission.   
 
Clm. Edwards:  I asked for this item to be pulled, back many years ago a good friend of mine Zolita 
Vella was the first woman to be appointed to the Planning Commission.  I think it had to be back in the 
thirties.  I sat and interviewed we had fifteen I think candidates maybe seventeen total I’m not sure of 
the exact number but quite a few candidates and I participated in the first round of the interviews that 
we had a lot of very good candidates.  After that in the second set of interviews I was a little put back 
by, it actually turned out that the decision appeared to have been made before the end of the 
interviews.  While all the candidates I think in some fashion or form were good candidates I appreciate 
them all coming forward I feel that there with all the issues and things that we have going on in this 
community, the projects coming forward and so on, that we needed more experience and a higher 
degree of experience with actually attending Planning Commission meetings and/or City Council 
meetings and so I am asking that I would like to and not to get into any kind of argument up here, I 
would like to ask the Council to consider taking these obviously there is a disagreement between 
Cook and myself on the appointment and I want the public to recognize that but also I would like to 
ask the Council where it is such a critical point where we are basically flipping the Planning 
Commission in my fifteen years with planning, the SVCAC and then City Planning Commission I feel 
that we really need to have more experience in our appointment and with all due respect to Mr. 
Coleman I think that we need somebody with more experience and more time in Sonoma and I am 
going to ask the Council to consider that we reopen the interview process and move this to another 
meeting to allow that to happen. 
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Mayor Cook:  At this moment we are on Council questions so if you don’t have any other questions.  
Clm. Hundley. 
 
Clm. Hundley:  I will frame mine in the form of a question, I was going to for an explanation behind the 
recommendation particularly when you have perceived differences in the experience.  I wasn’t there 
for the interviews but I looked at the applications so I was gonna ask that anyway.   
 
Mayor Cook: And I will be answering that under public or Council discussion and actions.  Is there any 
other questions? If not I’m gonna go out to the public on right now we are on item 4D it the approval 
and ratification of the appointment of Michael Coleman to the Planning Commission.  
 
Kelso Barnett:  Hi Mayor Cook hello Councilmembers.  Kelso Barnett, First Street East.  I actually 
came here tonight to talk about trees tonight but since I was part of the Planning Commission 
appointment application process I thought I actually had some questions about it as well I thought 
Clm. Edwards articulated some of my concerns. He didn’t mention one of my primary concerns and 
that is sorta why I got up and hopefully you Mr. Mayor can sort of answer why in this particular 
instance you decided to discard the sort of commonly accepted practice not by code but of practice for 
decades now that qualified alternate is in place why is he not elevated to a regular commissioner.  
The current alternate is Bob McDonald he studied planning he worked in various planning 
departments, for the last eight years he was on the Design Review Commission.  I served four years 
with him and quite frankly I can’t think of a more qualified potential member of the Planning 
Commission than Bob McDonald.  Additionally the next opening on the Planning Commission a year 
from now is the out of City seat and so that means he’s gonna be bypassed twice this time and a year 
from now because that next seat will probably go to someone who lives outside the City limits.  And 
considering how qualified he is in terms of experience and some other things I am just curious why 
you decided to bypass him and may end up bypassing him twice so that is my first question.  My 
second question I think Clm. Edwards sort of articulated some of my concerns in terms of experience.  
I know that this was probably the most experienced group of people to ever apply for the Planning 
Commission.  You had a former Councilmember, former Planning Commissioners.  In other areas you 
had a local builder, an architect, a developer; you had affordable housing advocates which is also 
important as we go forward.  As you know the Planning Commission is the most important unelected 
body in the City of Sonoma and the next five to ten years is going to be critical.  You’ve got the update 
of the General Plan coming up; you’ve got the renewal of the Urban Growth Boundary coming up in 
2020.  You’ve got major development projects coming down the pipe.  So in this particular instance I 
don’t think it’s appropriate to sort of put somebody on the Planning Commission who may not have 
the proper experience so I would encourage you to as Clm. Edwards suggested reopen the 
application process I would also encourage you to elevate such a qualified alternate such as 
Commissioner McDonald and when you do sort of open up that process if that is what you decide to 
do tonight I would encourage you to consider diversity.  There were so many qualified applicants this 
time and I was one but I am going to remove myself I don’t want to be part of this process anymore. 
But in terms of age, I think age diversity is important it would be nice to get someone under fifty on the 
Planning Commission and gender I don’t think we’ve had a female on the Planning Commission for 
over ten years and I think this is an appropriate time to include that voice.  So thank you very much. 
 
Mayor Cook:  Thank you Kelso.  Is there any other public comment before I bring this back?  
 
Mayor Cook:  Wow, that’s all I’ll say is wow.  I sit up here all the time and I talk to people and say get 
involved in the community.  Qualified.  What is qualified? Living in the City of Sonoma is the 
qualification to be on a commission and when I hear what I just heard it kinda gets me a little 
concerned and I will answer the question.  I became Mayor on December first.  Since becoming the 
Mayor of Sonoma I have moved Cribb from alternate to Planning Commission.  I have recommended 
Felder to do another term.  I appointed Ron Wellander and Robert McDonald as the alternate knowing 
that there was one more Matt Howarth who just got a presentation that was gonna be the fifth choice.  
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So I went ahead and I picked the Planning Commissioner then the alternate knowing that in a month I 
would pick another one.  In the interview process I’m sorry Gary but I told you that it’s about diversity.  
We just don’t need developers, planners, architects.  We need people to step up and be on these 
commissions and I am shocked and I think that I, because the press is here I want to make sure that 
people understand that it is not how I feel and I hope a few other colleagues one maybe that’s not 
here and one that is sitting on that side will listen.  I’m asking people to get involved in this community 
and it is not a good old boy or good old girls network, it is about people standing up.  I picked Mike 
Coleman because I believe being a firefighter being home construction doing stuff that he wants to do 
in the building and he’s a resident he has two kids he’s married.  I don’t know if he pays his taxes I’m 
not gonna ask him that is not part of the application process but I will tell you being Mayor has very 
little perks and one perk is this one.  In the history of Sonoma it’s only happened one other time and I 
think it ended up being a big fight up on the dais.  I think I am the better person to sit here and listen to 
my colleague’s comment before the vote but I would like to hear any other comments from my 
colleagues at this time. 
 
Clm. Edwards:  I would just like to add to that David is that it is, in the application it says right here 
have you ever attended a meeting of this commission and the answer is no.  If you are not selected 
for the commission listed above would you be interested in serving on any other commission, and it 
says no again.  So to me it’s, I just feel that we need more eyes on the situation, we’re at such a 
critical point with planning right now.  
 
Mayor Cook:  Gary I interviewed twenty-two people and I could tell you that box was marked no by 
many of them. 
 
Clm. Edwards:  But not all and then the other issue is that when we finished our - it really didn’t turn 
into a deliberation because it was pretty apparent to me.  My goal in my business is to has always 
been to hire people who are smarter than me that’s the way I look at everything that I do I like to be 
around people who are much smarter and I am going to a conference in Chicago at midnight tonight 
so I can be with a bunch of really smart CEOs.  My issue is that I’m sure Michael is a great guy and 
I’m sure that if he really wants to be involved that he will start coming to meetings, start getting 
involved and I think this is a great first step but I served on the SVCAC, I worked on a major campaign 
with Mr. Barnett there years ago and actually I believe Mr. Barnett appointed me to the SVCAC 
originally. But it was always, it was never a good old boy thing and I am not insinuating that it is a 
good old boy thing I just think it’s a choice that needs to made by more Councilmembers and maybe, 
if this is not like getting passes to the film festival as a perk I believe this perk should be, there should 
be a bigger group of people making this decision.  With my experience in planning I’ve seen them all 
and we’ve probably had planning commissioners that maybe shouldn’t be planning commissioners but 
I don’t know.  I would like to hear from the rest of the Council and go from there. 
 
Mayor Cook:  Clm. Hundley. 
 
Clm. Hundley:  I do think that the Planning Commission is one where it’s a, there’s different 
commissions where different kinds of skills lend themselves.  I know the Planning Commission, 
although I haven’t sat on it requires a lot of specific knowledge about procedures, a lot of things on 
code and I have a lot of deference for Clm. Edwards for having sat on it.  From even my seat and 
looking at the applications it struck me as there seemed to be a disparity between some of the 
applications and the person that was picked.  So I was hoping to get an explanation behind the 
decision, maybe there was something that wasn’t apparent in the application that justified the decision 
but I don’t think I have heard that now and the fact that there seems to be a conflict in our process of 
having two interviewers.  I know that before I confirm or ratify a decision I would like to know more 
information about this candidate and other candidates and maybe if you know even if you, if Clm. 
Edwards has other nominations that he would want to….  
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Mayor Cook:  Well hold on, let’s hold on. 
 
Clm. Hundley:  Can I finish my point before you interrupt me?  
 
Mayor Cook:  But let’s talk to the City Attorney a little bit about that because I’m just correcting you 
because I don’t want you to make a mistake when you say that.  The appointment was you know from 
the Mayor…and 
 
Clm. Hundley:  Right here it says that we are going to approve and ratify so we are going to vote on 
this.  Before I vote on it I am just saying I would like more information.  So if I need, so if we want to 
vote this and then move forward with more interviews we can do that but I am asking for the process 
to be instead of just … 
 
Mayor Cook:  Well yes if we want to change the process and that is what I am saying then we can talk 
to the attorney and have the attorney explain the process but there’s not a nomination from the other 
interviewer. 
 
Clm. Hundley:  I think in the past though I know the one time where the nomination fell through and 
there was a nomination made from the dais so I know it has happened in the past. 
 
Mayor Cook:  Um City Attorney you want to explain the process.  
 
Attorney Walter:  Yes, the Council has followed the practice for quite some number of years of 
delegating to the Mayor the power to nominate for appointment to various committees including 
Council subcommittees.  That practice I think was borrowed from a mandate set forth in State law that 
in general law cities such as Sonoma where the Mayor is directly elected, it is a separate office that is 
contested, and campaigned for.  In that case the directly elected mayor absolutely has the power to 
nominate to those kinds of bodies such as the Planning Commission, Design Review etcetera.  But 
those appointments are subject to ratification by a majority of the Council.  Sonoma does not have a 
directly elected Mayor but it has adopted that practice as a practice adopted that rule as practice in 
the City of Sonoma so the only person who can nominate a candidate for various positions as 
commission members or committee members and the like is the mayor.  Now the Council could 
change that practice but it would need to be agendized it cannot be changed tonight.  Likewise an 
individual Councilmember tonight could not, according to the practice, nominate his or her own 
choice.  The only item that is before the Council tonight is this particular nomination.  It is up or down 
or it doesn’t need to be acted upon at all and Council can then, by a majority vote, set a discussion on 
the practice and this particular vacancy for a future Council agenda and discuss it and take action at 
that time. 
 
Mayor Cook:  Thank you do we have any other comments.  Vice Mayor Gallian. 
 
Clm. Gallian:  I remember the controversy over the Planning Commissioner issue and that was a very 
contentious meeting that is not the process we are looking to go ahead and have in association with 
an individual being appointed to a particular commission.  If there is not agreement on this position 
this evening and you would like to go ahead and discuss it further I can tell you I have gone through 
three discussions concerning appointment of the Planning Commissioner in my years of service and it 
always returns to exactly this process and it is the Mayor who makes the decision and the 
recommendation.  It is certainly up to any Councilmember or Vice Mayor to go ahead and decide that 
is not the way they would like to see things happen and then at that point given certain information it 
would not happen.  So to me the fact is is that one of the last sebastians of being mayor is that you go 
ahead and you select because you have information between the two parties that interviewed all of 
your candidates.  We’re not part of that process and were not involved in that.  We don’t know what 
went on between each conversation among every person and not always do you agree but you have 
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to go ahead and say what are we satisfying, what are the qualifications that we are looking for.  And I 
think the Mayor was very clear what his qualifications were.  Now the question is what are the other 
interviewees’ qualifications.  This is not something I think we are going to settle here tonight. 
 
Clm. Edwards:  I would like to add to the, after the discussions and interviews the Mayor asked me 
what or who my choices were and there were two actually there were probably in my mind four or five 
outstanding people and two of them happen to be women and he said well no, I’ve already selected 
Mr. Coleman and he says it’s based on diversity issues and I basically said to him well when I served 
on the Planning Commission… 
 
Mayor Cook:  Edwards that is a lie that’s not what I said.  What I said.. 
 
Clm. Edwards:  You can call me a liar all you want.  Let me finish what I am saying okay?  You said 
you wanted diversity (remainder inaudible, two people speaking at once) 
 
Mayor Cook:  I asked you to pick who you want and then I will pick who I want. 
 
Clm. Edwards:  You said you wanted the Mayor’s opinion on the Planning Commission that is what 
you told me.  And the other thing you talked about diversity and I said well when I was on the Planning 
Commission there were seven older white guys and now we have six older white guys and one 
younger white guy and I said to him my picks were the two women that had applied and I think it is 
important and that is why I brought it up, Zolita Vella.  You know, go back eighty years.  So I am going 
to leave it at that.   
 
Mayor Cook:  Well we will go ahead and Vice Mayor Gallian did you have any other comments before 
I call for a vote?   
 
Clm. Gallian:  I just really feel in the importance of this particular issue I would recommend that this be 
tabled for tonight. 
 
Mayor Cook:  I think I would rather wait until we have all five Councilmembers here. 
 
Clm. Gallian:  And we could actually make a decision at that particular time.  By table I mean that this 
is just in status at this point and perhaps maybe there could be some information that might be 
forthcoming okay that will come forward in the interim.  In the meantime do you have, if I am correct in 
this, we do have someone who is an alternate that can step in if necessary at this particular point for 
the Planning Commission is that correct? 
 
Mayor Cook:  Gary, uh Gary I’m the Mayor. Does Clm. Hundley have a question? 
 
Clm. Hundley:  I just have two last comments.  One I wanted to point out that this is absolutely no 
disrespect to Mr. Coleman but is purely a procedural issue and second I find the issue of the recent 
Planning Commission appointments to be unusual because I don’t know if there has ever been a 
Mayor that has had an opportunity to appoint so many that’s why this one, this time it’s not just like a 
one-time thing and there has been a lot so the fact that you have appointed so many already this one 
I think is worth discussion.  
 
Mayor Cook:  And yes, I will agree with that and that is why when I sat through the Cribb going up, the 
Felder continued on, and I had Gary Edwards and myself interview everyone and we picked Ron 
Wellander and Robert McDonald and surprising enough we both picked those two people and I guess 
that is why it got ratified.  And the last process that we went through I said I want diversity I don’t, I’m 
tired of a bunch of architects, lawyers.  I want mainstream people also on the Planning Commission 
and I feel that I picked the most qualified person.  My colleagues on the Council so if you do not want 
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to ratify this appointment then I will just ugh, we’ll call for a vote and then I will bring it up again.  So 
City Clerk can we call for a vote?  Oh wait we need a motion. 
 
Clm. Gallian:  Wait a second; did I actually put a motion on the floor for tabling?  No.  Thank you, then 
we are clear. 
 
Attorney Walter:  There needs to be some motion to take some action here tonight.  A motion to ratify 
the nomination or a motion to continue the item to a date certain, a motion to continue the item to a 
date certain and at the same time talk about the process. 
 
Clm. Edwards:  I will make a motion; I’ll move to have the full Council have a discussion about 
reviewing and revising the process of appointing Planning Commissioners at some future meeting. 
 
Clm. Hundley:  And does that also involve tabling this item? 
 
Clm. Edwards:  If that needs to be in the motion I am happy to table this as well.  
 
Attorney Walter:  That would make it clear if you add that. 
 
Clm. Edwards:  Then I am including it. 
 
Clm. Hundley:  I will second it.  
 
Mayor Cook:  We will go ahead and call for a roll call vote. 
 
The motion failed with the following vote: 
AYES:  Edwards, Hundley 
NOES:  Gallian, Cook 
ABSENT:  Agrimonti 
 
Mayor Cook:  I would like to go ahead and make a motion for the ratification of Michael Coleman to 
the Planning Commission.  Do I have a second?  Seeing none. 
 
Clm. Gallian:  I would like to make a motion that we go ahead and table this item for this evening and 
that we go ahead and bring it back as a future agenda item. 
 
Mayor Cook:  Is there a second?  Is there any other motion from the floor? Ugh, Clm. Hundley. 
 
Clm. Hundley:  I would like to make a motion to table this discussion and continue for the whole 
Council to discuss the process of selecting a commissioner. 
 
Mayor Cook:  Is there a second? 
 
Clm. Edwards:  I will second that, it sounded exactly like my motion. 
 
Mayor Cook:  City Clerk, roll call vote. 
 
The motion failed with the following vote: 
AYES:  Edwards, Hundley 
NOES:  Gallian, Cook 
ABSENT:  Agrimonti 
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Mayor Cook:  So I will go ahead and make a motion to table this for ratification at our next meeting 
when we have our full Council.  Do I have a second? 
 
Clm. Gallian:  I will second. 
 
Mayor Cook:  City Clerk can we do a roll call vote so these people can get to talking about vacation 
rentals? 
 
The motion failed with the following vote: 
AYES:  Gallian, Cook 
NOES:  Edwards, Hundley 
ABSENT:  Agrimonti 
 
Mayor Cook:  City Attorney what do you advise the Council to do? 
 
Attorney Walter:  Well it sounds like there is a deadlock tonight and no action is likely to be taken so I 
think you move on to your next agenda item. 
 
Item 4F: Approval and ratification of the appointment of Inge Hutzel to the Community 

Services and Environment Commission for a two-year term. 
 
Mayor Cook:  We’re gonna move ahead to item 4F which is approval and ratification of the 
appointment of Inga Hutzel for a two year term and I think Clm. Hundley took this off. 
 
Clm. Edwards:  No I took it off. 
 
Mayor Cook:  Clm. Edwards. 
 
Clm. Edwards:  So to tie in with the appointment we had quite a few different swings on two 
commissions and based on the conversation of the Planning Commission decision and issue; I 
believe that the Mayor has the potential; I’m not saying a conflict of interest, but he lives twenty-two 
feet away from the applicant and I feel that, I’ve been around the community for a long time we have a 
lot of heavy issues in the Community Services and Environment Commission and I just, I don’t know 
with proximity I would like to see that there is no smell of conflict in this issue. 
 
Mayor Cook:  Is there any other questions before I take it to public?  I will go ahead and take it to 
public, is there any public comment on this?  I will bring it back and I guess I will do the Council 
discussion.  I picked Inge because she is a realtor and I feel that we need fresh thinking in the 
commissions.  I sit up here all the time, we beg people.  You two have only been on the Council for 
about three months and you don’t understand that we sit here and we beg and we tell people to get 
involved.  I’m embarrassed because I have two people who have sat here for almost an hour and 
forty-five minutes and you know, I’m sorry but that is just not right because people get involved and 
you’re saying that there is some system of people coming through that just to me just doesn’t make 
sense.  So, it’s my pick.  I’m not gonna change it and we’ll go ahead and I’m looking for a motion.  
 
Clm. Gallian:  Is there any issue with what umm, to the City Attorney, is there a question of proximity? 
 
Attorney Walter:  I don’t believe that there is an issue. I haven’t been provided the facts to prove that 
there is an issue.  
 
Clm. Gallian:  Thank you for that clarification.  Are there any other questions Clm. Edwards that you 
have concerns about? 
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Clm. Edwards:  Well the fact that I believe that Ms. Agrimonti was the other interviewer, that she’s not 
here.  You know I would like I said before where I would like to see, under these circumstances, 
whether it was Ms. Gallian or Ms. Hundley I would be having exactly these same questions.  And if I 
lived across the street, from someone I would defer to my other Councilmembers that is just how I am.  
I am bringing this up because I think it is the right thing to do. 
 
Mayor Cook:  For the record it has no, no part because she is my neighbor and Agrimonti is not here 
to speak for herself. Actually she was in agreeance (sic) I wish she was here because I’ve wasted 
somebodies time for an hour and a half that probably should have been at work.  Uh Clm. Hundley. 
 
Clm. Hundley:  I would, in light of the previous discussion. I didn’t initially have concerns about this 
one but I would prefer to wait until Clm. Agrimonti is back to ratify this position. 
 
Mayor Cook:  Could you put that in the form of a motion? 
 
Clm. Hundley:  I would like to make a motion to table this vote until Clm. Agrimonti is back with us. 
 
Mayor Cook:  Is there any other comments or a second? 
 
Clm. Edwards:  Second. 
 
Mayor Cook:  City Clerk can we go ahead and make a roll call vote? 
 
The motion failed with the following vote: 
AYES:  Edwards, Hundley  
NOES:  Gallian, Cook 
ABSENT:  Agrimonti 
 
Mayor Cook: So, Vice Mayor Gallian. 
 
Clm. Gallian:  I just have to say that in this particular instance if there was any question or flagging on 
this I do believe that Clm. Agrimonti would have had issues with it.  I can understand what we went 
through with the Planning Commission, the qualification, but I cannot see a reason because someone 
is living especially after we have had attorney clarification that we are holding off on appointing this 
person for the Community Services and Environment Commission.  I am not sure but there is a Lynn 
Clary who at one time was on the Community Services and Environment Commission that lives only 
five houses away from me that I knew on a very brief basis who met all the qualifications for that job 
and he successfully completed it without any conflict of the fact that I knew him and I just want to state 
that’s not necessarily the case in every instance but I understand Mayor Cook’s position because as 
Mayor if you are questioned when you make a nomination it is certainly not looking as a vote of 
confidence.  And I feel that when your times come when you are Mayors and you have gone through 
the same process it would be best okay to be looking at that as part of what you wish to see as your 
particular process if this does come back for conversation. 
 
Clm. Edwards:  So you are saying there is payback? 
 
Clm. Gallian:  No, those are your words not mine. 
 
Mayor Cook:  Gary I don’t think that’s, we’re professional people up here who care for a community 
and the last comment I will say is that since this is going to be table until the next meeting is we have 
Design Review coming up which is gonna be I’m gonna ask the City Clerk later to cancel all interviews 
until we can figure this out cause it’s embarrassing for the City of Sonoma to sit here Councilmembers 
questioning a Mayor’s ratification.  It happened once before with Sanders and Brown and it was, it 
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was disgusting and I don’t want to be part of that.  I want when I walk out into the City they know they 
have proper leadership, they have people who work together and there’s a process and its worked 
great for many years and I don’t know with that City Attorney I will take your advice and we will go 
ahead and table this and we are going to go to the Consent Calendar for the Successor Agency. 
 
5. CONSENT CALENDAR/AGENDA ORDER – CITY COUNCIL AS SUCCESSOR AGENCY 
 
Item 5A: Approval of the Portions of the Minutes of March 16 and March 25, 2015 City 

Council Meetings Pertaining to the Successor Agency. 
 
The public comment period was opened and closed with none received.  It was moved by Clm. 
Gallian, seconded by Clm. Hundley, to approve the consent calendar as presented.  The motion 
carried unanimously, Agrimonti absent. 
 
RECESS:  The meeting recessed from 7:45 to 7:50 p.m. 
 
6. PUBLIC HEARING 
 
Item 6A: Discussion, consideration and possible action on an amendment to the 

Municipal Code establishing a review and licensing process for limited short-
term rentals within owner-occupied single-family residences.  

 
Mayor Cook opened the public hearing.  Planning Director Goodison reported that pursuant to prior 
Council direction staff developed a draft ordinance relating to limited short term rentals within owner-
occupied single-family residences.  The draft ordinance was reviewed and modified by the Planning 
Commission in November 2014 and again in March 2015 at which time they made additional 
modifications to the ordinance.  However, with a vote of four to two they recommended that it not be 
adopted.  Concerns expressed by members of the Planning Commission included:  Increased traffic 
and parking demand in residential areas; incompatibilities and conflicts with neighbors and overall 
residential character; and the potential to create a disincentive to offer long-term room rentals, which 
was an already-allowed activity that addresses housing needs. 
 
Goodison stated that the Commissioners who opposed the allowance suggested that residential areas 
should be protected from tourism-related activities and expressed concern that a boarding room 
allowance would not solve any pressing issue facing the City, but would instead introduce new 
problems and enforcement issues. In contrast, the two Commissioners who supported the concept, 
felt that the license process included safeguards to protect neighborhood character and avoid 
incompatibilities and that the allowance would help low-income home-owners who might benefit from 
an additional income opportunity. 
 
Mayor Cook invited comments from the public.  Larry Barnett stated his agreement with the 
recommendation of the Planning Commission.  He said that enforcement would be a nightmare and it 
would be a waste of time and City resources.  Barnett added that the language about “undue 
concentration” was not clear because there was no definition or criteria to determine what that meant. 
 
Bob Edwards stated his agreement with the recommendation of the Planning Commission. He said he 
lived next door to a B&B and even though they had a full time manager on site there had been 
problems.  He said the ordinance would turn every neighborhood into a commercial enterprise.  
Edwards added that if the City could not enforce its dog license program it would not come close to 
enforcing the proposed ordinance.   
 



DRAFT MINUTES 

April 6, 2015, Page 13 of 16 

Greg Brennan, Napa realtor, stated that he was showing people homes every day whose intent it was 
to buy a home to rent it out.  He stated that was not what he wanted in his neighborhood and he 
asked the Council to consider the character of the community. 
 
David Eichar stated that some of the biggest issues were water and additional traffic, with minor 
impact on affordable housing.  He said people’s homeowner insurance would not cover the activity 
and he felt the ordinance would be unenforceable. 
 
Pat Collins spoke in favor of B&Bs.  She said she rented out a single room, her neighbors were aware 
of it and she had no complaints.  She stated renting out a room allowed people who otherwise could 
not afford one, to be able to purchase a home. 
 
Jeanie Allen spoke of her experience with a B&B and vacation rental.  She said offering her home as 
a vacation rental did not work out well but renting out a room had worked out real well.  She said it 
was no more intrusive on the neighborhood than if you were having family or company come to visit.  
She said the B&Bs were needed because the hotels were frequently sold out and added that the City 
would be able to collect extra taxes. 
 
Kelso Barnett stated his agreement with the Planning Commission recommendation.  He referenced 
the Council goals that included City character and affordable housing and stated that allowing the 
B&Bs would not enhance either of those goals.  Barnett stated that it was important to preserve the 
residential character of neighborhoods. 
 
Mayor Cook closed the public hearing. 
 
Clm. Hundley stated the need for workforce housing and that she had heard concerns from the public 
about increased water consumption, lack of parking, and harm to neighborhood character. She stated 
she could not see a way of enforcing the ordinance plus the Planning Commission and City staff had 
more pressing matters to deal with.  Hundley said that the City should keep an eye on Senator 
McGuire’s proposed legislation dealing with vacation rentals. 
 
Clm. Gallian stated that having a short term rental was the same as conducting a business in a 
residential neighborhood.  She agreed that there was a need for workforce housing and she would not 
support anything other than support of the Planning Commission recommendation. 
 
Clm. Edwards agreed with Hundley and Gallian.  He stated that on the internet that morning he found 
listings for eighty-eight such rentals in Sonoma and he did not want to further change or erode the 
character of the community. 
 
Mayor Cook stated that back when former Clm. Barbose suggested this idea he was supportive and 
still was.  He said he had never gone against a recommendation of the Planning Commission.  His 
biggest concern was enforcement and he hoped the Council would look at it further.  He did not want 
to make criminals out of residents.  It was moved by Clm. Gallian, seconded by Clm. Edwards, to 
accept the Planning Commission recommendation and to not adopt the proposed ordinance.  The 
motion carried with the following roll call vote:  AYES:  Edwards, Gallian, Hundley.  NOES:  Cook. 
ABSENT: Agrimonti. 
 
7. REGULAR CALENDAR – CITY COUNCIL 
 
Item 7A: Discussion, Consideration and Possible Action to Support Applications by 

Sonoma Valley Historical Society for 2015 Impact 100 Grants for the Depot Park 
Museum and Cemetery Projects. 
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City Manager Giovanatto reported that the Sonoma Valley Historical Society applied for two Impact 
100 grants for projects on properties owned by the City of Sonoma.  Because of the ownership 
relationship, they were seeking approval and support from the Council.  The grant applications were 
for $100,000 for the rehabilitation, preservation and interpretation of Sonoma’s Historic Mountain and 
Valley Cemeteries and $15,000 for Depot Park Museum Train Platform Construction and 
Interpretation Project.   
 
Mayor Cook invited comments from the public.  Pat Pulverenti  and George McKale stated their 
appreciation of Council’s ongoing support and asked them to support the applications. 
 
It was moved by Clm. Edwards, seconded by Clm. Hundley, to approve and support the grant 
applications.  The motion carried unanimously, Clm. Agrimonti absent. 
 
Item 7B: Discussion, consideration and possible action to approve an agreement with the 

Sonoma Valley Chamber of Commerce for Business and Economic Vitality 
Partnership Services. 

 
City Manager Giovanatto reported that the City had maintained a joint partnership agreement with the 
Sonoma Valley Chamber of Commerce for economic and business development services since 2005. 
The former agreement was managed and funded through the City’s Redevelopment Agency.  The 
most recent agreement expired in June 2012 and was not renewed due to the dissolution of all 
redevelopment activities by the State of California.  The City, as Successor Agency, continued funding 
the Economic Development Manager position as well as re-initiating to a lesser extent the business 
improvement loan program through the General Fund.  Giovanatto stated that recently, the Sonoma 
Valley Chamber of Commerce had gone through an exciting metamorphosis including the renaming of 
the steering committee to the Economic Vitality Steering Committee (EVSC), the employment of a 
new full-time  Executive Director and creating a new rebranding.  She and the Economic Vitality 
Program Manager worked closely with the new Chamber Executive Director and the EVSC to 
strategize ways that the two agencies could work more cooperatively and collaboratively together for 
the benefit of the business community.   
 
City Manager Giovanatto reported that the agreement, as proposed, would run through June 30, 
2017.  An initial payment for services of $25,000 was approved in the midyear budget amendments 
for FY 2014-15.  For the remaining period of the contract July 2015-June 2017, the City would pay the 
Chamber monthly installments of $10,417, approximately $125,000 annually.  The funding portion of 
the agreement is delineated in two project areas:  1) $50,000 for business services as detailed in the 
agreement funded from the General Fund; and 2) $75,000 for Economic Vitality Program Manager 
services. 
 
Chamber Executive Director Patricia Shultz and Board President Neil Colwell addressed the Council.  
Mr. Colwell stated their mission was to keep business healthy and alive. Ms. Shultz explained the 
rebranding program and the core member services being provided.  She stated that membership was 
going up. 
 
Mayor Cook invited comments from the public.  Larry Barnett stated he had concerns and hoped the 
Council would slow down a bit.  As a business owner for forty-three years and a member of the 
Chamber he was well aware that the Chamber was a networking and advocacy group.  He often 
found himself on the other side of their positions on issues.  He did not feel City money should be 
supporting advocacy and should not be used to outsource a process of City government. 
 
David Eichar stated that the Chamber represented business and the Council represented the 
residents of the City.  He questioned why taxpayer’s money should go to help businesses. He felt the 
money could be better spent on other matters. 
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Fred Allebach stated that on a national level, Chamber of Commerce organizations supported voter 
suppression, if the Chamber got City money it meant that the City was taking a biased stance to 
issues that he was against.  Allebach stated that if Council approved this agreement they should 
require that the Chamber disavow all the national positions. 
 
Bob Edwards stated his agreement with the two prior speakers. He said the contract would alleviate 
the City of the business of running the city.  He questioned what the Chamber had done for the City in 
past years and added that the services they offer could easily be found on the internet.  He said the 
salary of the business manager should be paid by the Chamber out of their membership dues.  He 
asked if the Chamber received City funding if they would be subject to the Brown Act and the Public 
Records Act.  Attorney Walter stated he was pretty sure they would not be subject to either.  Bob 
Edwards questioned if because the City had an appointee on the Economic Development Partnership 
if that would not make them subject to the two acts.  Attorney Walter stated it would not because the 
Partnership was an ad hoc committee made up of staff and Chamber representatives.  It was not the 
Board of Directors of the Chamber. 
 
Clm. Edwards stated he would like to see reports of past accomplishments and he agreed the 
Chamber should not be taking political positions.  He said he supported public private partnerships 
and was happy with the changes and progress being made under its new leadership. 
 
Clm. Hundley confirmed with Mr. Colwell that the Chamber had dissolved its PAC (Political Action 
Committee) and would no longer endorse candidates.  She said she saw benefits of having 
partnerships and was supportive of giving this a shot. 
 
Clm. Gallian stated that the community needed vital businesses and the services provided by the 
Chamber were vital to business success. 
 
Mayor Cook stated that the Chamber would help identify the Sonoma character and help businesses 
succeed. 
 
It was moved by Clm. Hundley, seconded by Clm. Gallian, to approve the agreement and authorize 
the City Manager to execute same.  The motion carried unanimously, Clm. Agrimonti absent. 
 
Item 7C: Discussion, consideration, and possible action on the Removal and Replanting 

of Broadway Street Trees.  
   
Clm. Edwards Recusal 
Clm. Edwards announced that he had a conflict of interest due to proximity and would have to recuse 
on this agenda item.  He added that he did not have any committee reports and asked to be excused.  
Mr. Edwards was excused and left the room. 
 
RECESS:  The meeting recessed from 9:30 – 9:35 p.m. 
 
Mayor Cook called the meeting back to order and announced that Item 7C would be carried over to 
the next meeting. 
 
8. REGULAR CALENDAR – CITY COUNCIL AS THE SUCCESSOR AGENCY 
 
9. COUNCILMEMBERS’ REPORTS AND COMMENTS 
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Clm. Hundley reported attendance at the Legislative Committee and the SVCAC meetings. 
 
Mayor Cook reported attendance at the Sonoma Clean Power meeting. 
 
10. CITY MANAGER COMMENTS AND ANNOUNCEMENTS INCLUDING ANNOUNCEMENTS 

FROM SUCCESSOR AGENCY STAFF 
 
City Manager Giovanatto reported that she and the Public Works Director would participate in the 
online briefing on the Governor’s Executive Order regarding the drought and that staff would place 
Stage 2 Water Conservation updates on the next agenda. 
 
11. COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC  
 
Bob Edwards stated he was happy to hear that the Chamber would no longer be taking an advocacy 
stance but he was not happy that they were not subject to the Brown Act and Public Records Act and 
that the burden was on them for transparency.  He suggested that they come out an openly support a 
study on the minimum wage.  He pointed out the Chamber provided services valley-wide and asked 
how much money Glen Ellen and Kenwood pitched in. 
 
12. ADJOURNMENT 
 
The meeting was adjourned at 9:47 p.m. in memory of Nick Nast and former Mayor Henri Riboni and 
in honor of Clm. Gallian’s husband’s sixtieth birthday. 
 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing minutes were duly and regularly adopted at a regular meeting 
of the Sonoma City Council on the          day of             2015. 
 
 
_____________________________ 
Gay Johann 
Assistant City Manager / City Clerk 
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City Council Agenda Item: 

 
Meeting Date: 

 
4C 
 
04/20/2015 

 
Department 

Administration 
Staff Contact  

Gay Johann, Assistant City Manager / City Clerk 
Agenda Item Title 

Approval of a waiver of commission attendance rules for Community Services and Environment 
Commissioner Fred Allebach. 

Summary 
Pursuant to Sonoma Municipal Code section 2.40.010 if a member of one of the City’s commissions 
misses three consecutive meetings or one-third of any calendar year’s meetings they have vacated 
their position.  The same municipal code section {shown below} allows commissioners to request a 
waiver of the attendance rule by the City Council due to special circumstances. 
 
Community Services and Environment Commissioner Fred Allebach has requested such a waiver.  
His upcoming travel plans will require him to miss the June, July and August meetings of the CSEC.  
 
Sonoma Municipal Code 2.40.010  Attendance. 
Attendance by members at the regular and special meetings of all boards, commissions, and 
advisory or assisting groups of the city appointed by the city council now in existence, or hereafter 
established, shall be subject to the following rule: 
 
If a member of any board or commission of the city fails to attend the regular or special meetings of 
such a board or commission for three consecutive meetings or one-third of any calendar year’s 
meetings, the office becomes vacant automatically, without any declaration to that effect, and shall 
thereafter be filled as any other vacancy. Upon request by a commissioner, the council may waive 
the attendance rules due to special circumstances.” 

Recommended Council Action 
Approve a waiver of the commission attendance rules for Fred Allebach. 

Alternative Actions 
Council Discretion. 

Financial Impact 
N/A 

Environmental Review Status 
   Environmental Impact Report    Approved/Certified 
   Negative Declaration    No Action Required 
   Exempt    Action Requested 
   Not Applicable  
Attachments: 

Email from Mr. Allebach 
Alignment with Council Goals:   

N/A 
cc:    Fred Allebach via email 
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City Council Agenda Item: 
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4D 
 
04/20/2015 

 
Department 

Administration 
Staff Contact  

Gay Johann, Assistant City Manager/City Clerk 
Agenda Item Title 

Approval and ratification of the appointment of Inge Hutzel to the Community Services and 
Environment Commission for a two-year term. 

Summary 
The Community Services and Environment Commission (CSEC) consists of nine members and one 
alternate who serve at the pleasure of the City Council.  Of the nine members, one is designated as 
a representative of the youth in the community.  Five of the members and the alternate must be City 
residents.  
 
Recently two vacant positions, one being the Alternate, were advertised and seven applications 
were received.  Mayor Cook and Councilmember Agrimonti interviewed the applicants on March 30 
and Mayor Cook has nominated Inge Hutzel for appointment as the Alternate Commissioner for a 
two-year term. 

Recommended Council Action 
Approve and ratify the appointment. 

Alternative Actions 
Council discretion. 

Financial Impact 
N/A. 

Environmental Review Status 
   Environmental Impact Report    Approved/Certified 
   Negative Declaration    No Action Required 
   Exempt    Action Requested 
   Not Applicable  
Attachments: 

Application of Ms. Hutzel 

Alignment with Council Goals:  N/A 

 
cc:  Inge Hutzel, via email 
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City Council Agenda Item: 

 
Meeting Date: 

 
4E 
 
04/20/2015 

 
Department 

Administration 
Staff Contact  

Gay Johann, Assistant City Manager/City Clerk 
Agenda Item Title 

Approval and ratification of the appointment of Mike Coleman to the Planning Commission for a two 
year term. 

Summary 
The Planning Commission consists of 7 members and one alternate who serve at the pleasure of 
the City Council.  Commissioners may serve for a total of eight years (Two-year term, Four-year 
term, Two-year term).  Seven members and the alternate must reside within the City limits. 
A vacancy occurred on the Planning Commission in March when Mr. Matt Howarth completed his 
eight years and termed out. 
 
Mayor Cook and Councilmember Edwards considered thirteen applicants for this appointment.  
Eight applicants were from the group that applied in January and requested that they be considered 
for this position.  The five new applicants were interviewed last week. 
 
Mayor Cook has nominated Mr. Mike Coleman for appointment to the Planning Commission for an 
initial two-year term. 
  

Recommended Council Action 
Approve and ratify the reappointment. 

Alternative Actions 
Council discretion. 

Financial Impact 
N/A. 

Environmental Review Status 
   Environmental Impact Report    Approved/Certified 
   Negative Declaration    No Action Required 
   Exempt    Action Requested 
   Not Applicable  
Attachments: 

Application of Mike Coleman 
cc: 

Mike Coleman via email 
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City Council Agenda Item: 

 
Meeting Date: 

 
4F 
 
04/20/2015 

 
Department 

Administration 
Staff Contact  

Wendy Atkins, Associate Planner 
Agenda Item Title 

Approval of application by Sonoma Valley Firefighter’s Association for temporary use of City streets 
for the Hit The Road Jack event on Sunday, June 7, 2015.   

Summary 
The  Sonoma Valley Firefighter’s Association has requested temporary use of city streets for the 
Hit The Road Jack event as follows:  Closure of Spain Street between First Street East and First 
Street West from 4:00 a.m. until 12:00 p.m. on Sunday June 7, 2015. 
 
The Special Events Committee recommends the following conditions of approval: 
1. The applicant shall contact the Police Department as soon as possible to finalize the contract for 

two deputies and arrange for five volunteers to assist with the traffic control plan. 
2. The applicant shall provide a written request for special barricading to the Public Works 

Department at least thirty days prior to the event and meet with the Streets and Police 
Departments. 

3. The applicant shall provide notice of the event and temporary impediment of free passage of 
traffic along the 10K and 2.2 mile run/walk route to all businesses and residents no later than 
thirty days prior to the event. Letter also shall be sent to the Episcopal Church at 275 East Spain 
Street. 

4. The applicant shall comply with City of Sonoma standard insurance requirements. 
5. The applicant is required to reimburse the City for additional personnel costs incurred as a result 

of this event. 
Recommended Council Action 

Approve the request subject to conditions of approval recommended by staff. 
Alternative Actions 

1.  Delay action pending receipt of additional information. 
2.  Deny the request. 

Financial Impact 
The applicant is required to reimburse the City for additional personnel costs incurred as a result of 
this event. 

Environmental Review Status 
   Environmental Impact Report    Approved/Certified 
   Negative Declaration    No Action Required 
   Exempt    Action Requested 
   Not Applicable  
Attachments: 
     Street Use Application 
Alignment with Council Goals:   

N/A 
cc:    Gary Johnson and Mark Aiton via email 
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Meeting Date: 

 
4G 
 
04/20/15 

 
Department 

Public Works 
Staff Contact  

Wendy Atkins, Associate Planner 
Agenda Item Title 

Approval of application by Valley of the Moon Vintage Festival for temporary use of City streets for 
the Blessing of the Grapes, Fire Department Demonstration, Get Your Glow On Parade, and the 5K 
and 12K Runs on September 26 and 27, 2015. 

Summary 
The Valley of the Moon Vintage Festival has requested temporary use of City streets for the 
following events:  

1. Saturday, September 26th; closure of Spain Street, between First Street West and First 
Street East, from 7 a.m. to 10:00 a.m. for the Blessing of the Grapes and the Fire 
Department Demonstration.  

2. Saturday, September 26th; closure of Spain Street, between First Street West and First 
Street East, and closure of First Street East and First Street West between Spain Street and 
the Veterans Building from 6:00 p.m. to 10:00 p.m. for the Vintage Festival Parade.  

3. Sunday, September 27th; closure of Spain Street, between Third Street West and Fourth 
Street East, from 7:00 a.m. to 11:00 a.m. for the Vintage Festival 5K/12K run. (Intermittent 
closure, to be coordinated based on the presence of runners.) 

 
The Special Events Committee recommends the following conditions of approval: 

1. Applicant shall contact Police Department as soon as possible to review traffic control plan 
and contract for services. 

2. Applicant shall provide a written request for special barricading to the Public Works 
Department at least 30 days prior to the event. 

3. Applicant shall comply with City of Sonoma standard insurance requirements. 
 
Recommended Council Action 

Approve the request subject to conditions of approval recommended by staff. 
Alternative Actions 

1. Delay action pending receipt of additional information. 
2. Deny the request. 

Financial Impact 
The applicants is required to reimburse the City for additional personnel costs incurred as a result of 
street closure and other aspects of the events.  

Environmental Review Status 
   Environmental Impact Report    Approved/Certified 
   Negative Declaration    No Action Required 
   Exempt    Action Requested 
   Not Applicable  
Attachments: 
Street Use Application 
Alignment with Council Goals:   

N/A 
 
cc:  Maria Toimil via email 
 
 

 





































 

 

City of Sonoma 

City Council 

Agenda Item Summary 

 
City Council Agenda Item: 

 
Meeting Date: 

 
4H 
 
04/20/15 

 
Department 

Public Works 
Staff Contact  

Dan Takasugi, Public Works Director/City Engineer 
Agenda Item Title 

Authorize the City Manager to Execute a Professional Services Agreement with Bender Rosenthal, Inc., for the 
Chase Street Bridge Replacement Project No. 0811, Federal Aid No. BRLS-5114(016), for an amount not to 
exceed $35,476.00. 

Summary 
The Chase Street Bridge is a timber stringer structure with steel planks and asphalt concrete (AC) paved 
deck.  The bridge is located on Chase Street over Nathanson Creek, between Broadway and Austin Avenue, 
in the City of Sonoma. The City has been approved to receive Highway Bridge Replacement and 
Rehabilitation (HBRR) funds for the replacement of the existing bridge.  The Project is in the final stages of the 
preliminary engineering phase and is moving forward with the right-of-way (ROW) phase.  The scope of work 
for the ROW phase consists of ROW engineering, appraisal, acquisition, title and escrow support, and ROW 
certification.  A ROW Services Request for Proposals (RFP) for the Project was advertised on February 25, 
2015.  Two proposals were received from the firms listed below.  

 Proposer Name Company Location 

1 Bender Rosenthal, Inc. Sacramento, CA 

2 Associated Right of Way Services, Inc. Pleasant Hill, CA 

The proposals were reviewed by Public Works staff.  Based on the proposals received, Bender Rosenthal, 
Inc. was deemed the best qualified for the Project given their extensive experience with the Caltrans Right 
of Way Certification process, bridge projects, and their cost efficiencies.  

  

Recommended Council Action 

Authorize the City Manager to execute a Professional Services Agreement with Bender Rosenthal, Inc., the 
best qualified firm, for amount not to exceed $35,476.00. 

Alternative Actions 

Council discretion. 

Financial Impact 

The Caltrans approved HBRR participating cost for the Project ROW phase is in the amount of $90,000.  The 
local match for the grant is $10,323, which is included in the FY14/15 Capital Improvement Plan budget. 

Environmental Review Status 
   Environmental Impact Report    Approved/Certified 
   Negative Declaration    No Action Required 
   Exempt    Action Requested 
   Not Applicable  

Attachments:  None. 

 

 



 

 

City of Sonoma 
City Council/Successor Agency 
Agenda Item Summary 

 
 City Council Agenda Item: 

 
Meeting Date: 

 
5A 
 
04/20/2015 

                                                                                            
Department 

Administration 
Staff Contact 
Gay Johann, Assistant City Manager/City Clerk 

Agenda Item Title 
Approval of the Portions of the Minutes of April 6, 2015 City Council Meeting Pertaining to the 
Successor Agency. 

Summary 
The minutes have been prepared for Council review and approval. 

Recommended Council Action 
Approve the minutes. 

Alternative Actions 
Correct or amend the minutes prior to approval. 

Financial Impact 
N/A 

Environmental Review Status 
   Environmental Impact Report    Approved/Certified 
   Negative Declaration    No Action Required 
   Exempt    Action Requested 
   Not Applicable  

 
Attachments: 

See Agenda Item 4B for the minutes 
Alignment with Council Goals:  N/A 
cc:  NA 
 



 

 

City of Sonoma 
City Council 

Agenda Item Summary 

 
City Council Agenda Item: 

 
Meeting Date: 

 
7A 
 
4/20/2015 

 
Department 

Public Works 
Staff Contact  

Dan Takasugi, Public Works Director / City Engineer 

Agenda Item Title 
Discussion, consideration, and possible action on the Removal and Replanting of Broadway Street Trees  

Summary 
The City’s Tree Committee has received several requests from upper Broadway property owners to remove the 
Red Oak street trees.  The property owners believe that the street trees are causing damage to the sidewalks 
and other infrastructure.  The 3 certified arborists on the Tree Committee agree that the Red Oak trees, in the 
manner that they were planted, are not the appropriate tree species for the sidewalk planter strips in which they 
are growing. 
 
The Tree Committee reviewed 2 applications on January 15, 2015 and approved the removal of 2 red oak trees 
at 561 Broadway (Century 21 Wine Country), contingent on the development of a replanting plan and approval 
from Caltrans.  The 2nd application reviewed on January 15, 2015 requested removal of 17 red oak trees 
between 520 and 578 Broadway (Sonoma Court Shops), and continued this application review to the February 
Tree Committee Meeting in order to gather more information.  The Tree Committee reviewed 2 applications for 
Broadway street tree removal on February 19, 2015.  These tree removal applications included the 17 red oak 
trees between 520 and 578 Broadway (Sonoma Court Shops) and 2 red oak trees between 525 and 527 
Broadway (John Powers). The Tree Committee voted on February 19, 2015 to refer the entire Broadway tree 
removal issue to the City Council. 
 
Per State Streets and Highway Code 5600 et. seq., property owners are responsible for maintaining their 
abutting sidewalks and plantings in the street-side planter strip.  Without the ability to remove trees that will 
excessively damage sidewalks, it is difficult for property owners to fulfil the State Code maintenance 
requirement. There is significant history to the establishment of the Broadway street trees.  To the extent of 
staff knowledge, that history is documented in the attached Supplemental Report. 

Recommended Council Action 
Approve the removal of upper Broadway Red Oak street trees by abutting property owners at their own cost, 
under the condition that a re-planting plan first be approved by the Council for the Upper Broadway area 
(Broadway, between Napa St. and Patten St.) and that the tree removals be approved by Caltrans. 

Alternative Actions 
    Council discretion. 

Financial Impact 
There will be a cost for a Landscape Architect to prepare a replanting plan, presumably overlain onto specific 
parking and traffic circulation plans prepared under the Circulation Element update.  Depending upon the 
configuration of the replanting plan, the City may be responsible for replanting new trees. 

 

Environmental Review Status 
   Environmental Impact Report    Approved/Certified 
   Negative Declaration     No Action Required 
   Exempt     Action Requested 
   Not Applicable  
Attachments: 
    Supplemental Report 
    Tree Removal Applications at 561, 520-578, and 525-527 Broadway 
    Excerpts from the 1991 Broadway Landscape Improvement plans 
    State Streets and Highway Code Section 5600-5618 
Alignment with Council Goals:   

Not directly related to Council Goals. 

 



SUPPLEMENTAL REPORT 
 

Discussion, consideration, and possible action on the 
Removal and Replanting of Broadway Street Trees 

 

For the City Council Meeting of April 20, 2015 

 
Background: 
 
In 1988, a citizen group comprised of local architects and designers developed what they called the 
“Broadway/City Hall Forecourt Study” and presented it to the City Council.  The recommendations of the 
study called for a comprehensive design treatment of the Broadway corridor from MacArthur Street to 
City Hall, including:  a) curb bow-outs and decorative pavement crossings at intersections, b) a 
landscaped median, c) the planting of street trees.  The City Council endorsed the overall concept and 
directed staff to retain a landscape architect to develop a detailed design proposal that could be reviewed 
with Caltrans.  A conceptual design was presented in 1989, which included: 

 Wider sidewalks. 
 Large stature street trees (sycamores). 
 Curb bow-outs at and decorative paving at crossings and other decorative elements and street 

furniture (e.g., stone monuments). 
 A landscaped median extending to McDonnell Street. 
 The narrowing of the paved section of the Plaza horseshoe and the replacement of asphalt with 

decorative paving. 
 Reducing the scope of the project to end at Patten Street, rather than MacArthur Street. 

 
In April of 1989, the City Council voted 4-1 to proceed with a modified version of the project and 
directed staff to have detailed plans and specifications developed.  Detailed plans were prepared by 
George Girvin Associates and approved by the City on July 12, 1991.  In 1991, the City Council voted 3-
2 to cancel the project, due to concerns that sufficient funding was not available for it.  
 
In 1992, a private citizen stepped forward offering to fund the project, a proposal that the City Council 
accepted.  Money for the project (approximately $300,000) was raised through the Red and White Ball 
charity event and through private donations.  Many of the trees were sponsored by individual donors.  The 
project as implemented was limited to the curb bow-outs and the planting of street trees.  At some point 
prior to implementation, the tree species was changed from gingko biloba to red oak. 
 
The red oak trees were planted in the sidewalk planter strip from Napa St. down to Patten St. on the East 
side (17 trees) and from Napa St. down to Maple St. on the West side (21 trees).  According to recent staff 
observations, the red oak trees were not planted with 48-inch deep root barriers, as proposed in the 1991 
plans.  Some of the red oak trees have grown quite large to approximately 24-inch Diameter at Breast 
Height (DBH).  Sidewalk damage due to tree roots has been observed by City staff. 
 
In accordance with State Streets and Highway Code 5600 et. seq. and City Municipal Code 12.12.110, the 
abutting property owner has responsibility to maintain the sidewalk and any vegetation in the sidewalk 
planter strip (including trees), regardless of who planted the vegetation.  In a one-time effort to help 
property owners, the City started a trip-hazard repair program in 2013.  The first year of the program 
addressed trip hazards in the sidewalks along upper Broadway.  Trip hazards less than 1.75-inches in 
height were repaired by saw cutting.  For trip hazards that could not be repaired by saw cutting, letters 
were sent to the abutting property owners to make repairs. 



 
The three certified arborists serving on the City’s Tree Committee, James McNair, John Meserve, and 
Sherby Sanborn acknowledged that the red oak trees were still in an early stage of growth, and as such, 
they will continue to cause damage to sidewalks and other infrastructure as they mature in size.  The 
arborists also acknowledge that the red oak trees are probably not the best tree species for their planted 
location.  It is unclear to staff whether the trees are currently causing significant damage to other 
infrastructure (sewer, drainage, electrical power, gas, telecom, cable, building foundations, etc.) 
 
Red oak trees (Quercus Rubra) is a fast growing tree that can grow to 90 feet and have a trunk diameter 
of up to 6 feet.  It requires a larger planter area than can be accommodated in the existing sidewalk planter 
strip along upper Broadway.  Because of the compact location where they are planted along upper 
Broadway, they may need frequent pruning and other tree maintenance. 
 
At the January 15, 2015 Tree Committee meeting, the request to remove 2 red oak trees at 561 Broadway 
was approved, pending the development of a replanting plan and obtaining a Caltrans permit.  At that 
same meeting, the committee deferred action on the request to remove 17 red oak trees between 520 and 
578 Broadway, in order to gather more information.  At the February 18, 2015 Tree Committee meeting, 
additional information was presented on the request to remove 17 red oak trees.  At that point, the Tree 
Committee voted to refer the Broadway tree removal decision to the City Council. 
 
Staff Recommendation: 
 
Since the property owners have the financial responsibility to repair sidewalks and vegetation that front 
on their properties, it is reasonable to grant them permission to remove or maintain trees that are causing 
the damage at their own cost. 
 
Staff recommends that property owners be granted permission to remove any of the red oak trees along 
Broadway between Napa St. and Patten St., pending the development of a re-planting plan and obtaining 
Caltrans permission. 
 
The re-planting plan would presumably use a specific parking/circulation plan for this area currently 
being developed within the Circulation Element update.  The re-planting plan could be accomplished 
concurrently with the Circulation Element update, or soon thereafter.  Such a re-planting plan would 
come back before the City Council for review and approval. 































STREETS AND HIGHWAYS CODE 
SECTION 5600-5618 

 
5600.  As used in this chapter "sidewalk" includes a park or parking strip maintained in the area between 
the property line and the street line and also includes curbing, bulkheads, retaining walls or other works 
for the protection of any sidewalk or of any such park or parking strip. 
 
5601.  This chapter shall only apply to maintenance and repair proceedings, whether upon work 
originally done under this division or otherwise, and shall not be used for the construction of new 
improvements. The "Special Assessment Investigation, Limitation and Majority Protest Act of 1931" shall 
not apply to proceedings taken under this chapter. 
 
5602.  This chapter constitutes a separate and alternate procedure for performing the work specified 
herein and, except for the provisions of Part 5 of this division, no other provisions of this division shall 
apply to proceedings instituted hereunder. 
 
5610.  The owners of lots or portions of lots fronting on any portion of a public street or place when that 
street or place is improved or if and when the area between the property line of the adjacent property 
and the street line is maintained as a park or parking strip, shall maintain any sidewalk in such condition 
that the sidewalk will not endanger persons or property and maintain it in a condition which will not 
interfere with the public convenience in the use of those works or areas save and except as to those 
conditions created or maintained in, upon, along, or in connection with such sidewalk by any person 
other than the owner, under and by virtue of any permit or right granted to him by law or by the city 
authorities in charge thereof, and such persons shall be under a like duty in relation thereto. 
 
5611.  When any portion of the sidewalk is out of repair or pending reconstruction and in condition to 
endanger persons or property or in condition to interfere with the public convenience in the use of such 
sidewalk, the superintendent of streets shall notify the owner or person in possession of the property 
fronting on that portion of such sidewalk so out of repair, to repair the sidewalk. 
 
5612.  Notice to repair may be given by delivering a written notice personally to the owner or to the 
person in possession of the property facing upon the sidewalk so out of repair, or by mailing a postal 
card, postage prepaid, to the person in possession of such property, or to the owner thereof at his last 
known address as the same appears on the last equalized assessment rolls of such city or to the name 
and address of the person owning such property as shown in the records of the office of the clerk. 
 
5613.  The postal card shall contain a notice to repair the sidewalk so out of repair, and the 
superintendent of streets shall, immediately upon the mailing of the notice, cause a copy thereof 
printed on a card of not less than 8 inches by 10 inches in size, to be posted in a conspicuous place on 
the property. In lieu of posting a copy of the mailed notice on the property as provided in this section, 
the superintendent of streets may, not less than seven days nor more than 10 days after the mailing of 
the first postal card notice, mail an additional postal card, postage prepaid, marked "Second Notice," to 
the person to whom the first postal card notice was addressed. The second notice shall otherwise 
contain the material required by this article, but shall not extend the time for commencing repairs 
specified in Section 5614. 
 
5614.  The notice shall particularly specify what work is required to be done, and how it is to be done, 
and what materials shall be used in the repair and shall further specify that if the repair is not 



commenced within two weeks after notice is given and diligently and without interruption prosecuted 
to completion, the superintendent of streets shall make such repair, and the cost of the same shall be a 
lien on the property. 
 
5614.1.  The legislative body may adopt a resolution determining that bonds shall be issued and 
assessments collected and enforced pursuant to Part 5 of this division. In such event, the notice to 
repair shall specify that bonds shall be issued to represent the security of the unpaid assessments, 
payable over a period of not to exceed six years, and shall further recite a maximum rate of interest to 
be paid on the indebtedness, which shall not exceed 7 percent a year, payable semiannually. 
 
5615.  If the repair is not commenced and prosecuted to completion with due diligence, as required by 
the notice, the superintendent of streets shall forthwith repair the sidewalk. Upon the written request 
of the owner of the property facing the sidewalk so out of repair, as ascertained from the last equalized 
assessment roll of the city, or as shown in the records of the office of the clerk, the superintendent may 
repair any other portion of the sidewalk fronting on the property that is designated by the owner. The 
superintendent shall have power to prescribe the form of the written request. The cost of repair work 
done by request pursuant to this section shall be a part of the cost of repairs for which, pursuant to this 
chapter, subsequent notices are given, hearings held and assessment and collection procedures are 
conducted. 
 
5616.  Upon the completion of the repair, the superintendent of streets shall cause notice of the cost of 
the repair to be given in the manner specified in this article for the giving of notice to repair, which 
notice shall specify the day, hour and place when the legislative body will hear and pass upon a report 
by the superintendent of streets of the cost of the repair together with any objections or protests, if any, 
which may be raised by any property owner liable to be assessed for the cost of such repair and any 
other interested persons. If bonds are to be issued, the notice shall also contain the information 
required by Section 5614.1. 
 
5617.  Upon the completion of the repair, the superintendent of streets shall prepare and file with the 
legislative body a report specifying the repairs which have been made, the cost of the repairs, a 
description of the real property in front of which the repairs have been made and the assessment 
against each lot or parcel of land proposed to be levied to pay the cost thereof. Any such report may 
include repairs to any number of parcels of property, whether contiguous to each other or not. 
 
5618.  Upon the day and hour fixed for the hearing the legislative body shall hear and pass upon the 
report of the superintendent of streets, together with any objections or protests which may be raised by 
any of the property owners liable to be assessed for the work of making such repair and any other 
interested persons. Thereupon the legislative body may make such revision, correction or modifications 
in the report as it may deem just, after which, by motion or resolution, the report as submitted, or as 
revised, corrected or modified, shall be confirmed. The legislative body may adjourn the hearings from 
time to time. The decisions of the legislative body on all protests and objections which may be made, 
shall be final and conclusive. 



 

 

City of Sonoma 
City Council 
Agenda Item Summary 

 
City Council Agenda Item: 

 
Meeting Date: 

 
7B 
 
4/20/2015 

 
Department 

Public Works 
Staff Contact  

Dan Takasugi, Public Works Director / City Engineer 
Agenda Item Title 

Discussion, Consideration and Possible Action on the Approval of a Resolution to (a) Authorize the 
City Manager to Execute an Energy Services Agreement with Tanko Lighting Inc. for LED Streetlight 
Conversion Services in an amount Not to Exceed $360,000; (b) Authorize the City Manager to 
execute all documents necessary for On Bill Financing with Pacific Gas and Electric (PG&E) in an 
amount not to exceed $250,000; (c) Authorize the City Manager to sign an Unsecured Promissory 
Note for an Interfund Loan from the General Fund (Fund 100) to the Gas Tax Fund (Fund 302), and 
(d) Approving the Filing of a CEQA Notice of Exemption Pursuant to Section 15301 (b)(c) of the 
CEQA Guidelines. 

Summary 
The City currently owns approximately 1,100 streetlights of either high-pressure sodium or metal 
halide fixtures.  These two fixture styles are considered outdated and inefficient by today’s 
standards, resulting in reduced traffic/pedestrian visibility, high electric bills, and higher maintenance 
costs.  Many cities are converting to LED fixtures with great success and cost savings.  The better 
light quality improves public safety, and the energy savings results in the equivalent reduction of 
180,000 pounds of CO2 emissions annually, contributing greatly to the City’s goals for Greenhouse 
Gas reduction. 
 
The technical and management effort and expertise to execute a LED streetlight replacement project 
is immense and beyond City staff ability.  It requires much more technical and management 
expertise than “changing light bulbs”.  While most Cities have issued an RFP to obtain consulting 
services, the RFP process would take months and City staff time is not available.  Thus, staff desires 
to “piggyback” on a recent competitive RFP process that was performed by the City of San Bruno, 
which selected Tanko Lighting Inc. for “turnkey” services on February 24, 2015. 
 
The color temperature of the street lighting will change.  Some LED streetlights already exist in the 
City at Caltrans-managed traffic signals.  The color temperature proposed is 4000K, which is 
approximately the color of moonlight and nearly matches the color of the metal halide decorative 
fixtures within the Plaza Park.  For a better indication of lighting color, the public is encouraged to 
view the streetlights in the City of Napa, which were converted to LED by Tanko Lighting. 
 
There are approximately 7 streetlights in the City which are PG&E-owned and will not be converted 
at this time.  The energy cost on these PG&E-owned streetlights is billed to the City at a much higher 
rate than City-owned streetlights.  Staff approached PG&E about purchasing these streetlights for 
conversion, but PG&E does not desire to do so at this time.  PG&E plans to convert all their owned 
streetlights to LED in the next 3-5 years. 
 
Mr. Hugh Carroll of Tanko Lighting will make a short presentation on the visual effect of the LED 
streetlight replacement project, and will be available to answer any questions. 
 

Recommended Council Action 
Approve the Resolution. 

Alternative Actions 
Council discretion. 
 



Agenda Item 7B 

 
 

Financial Impact 
The cost of this project is anticipated not to exceed $360,000.  Tanko Lighting will perform an audit 
of all City-owned streetlights before starting work.  If the audit shows that the number of City-owned 
streetlights varies from the PG&E streetlight inventory, the total cost could increase or decrease 
accordingly.  Preliminary costs are estimated at $333,874.  The requested authorization up to 
$360,000 includes a contingency amount.  A PG&E rebate of $40,840 is anticipated.  The net project 
cost after rebate is expected at $293,034 with a 4-year payback.  Annual electrical energy savings 
are estimated at $73,546, and annual maintenance savings estimated to be $30,462. 
 
Included in approval of this project is request for approval for authorization to apply for a Zero 
Percent (0%) loan through an On Bill Financing (OBF) program offered by PG&E.  This loan can be 
for an amount up to $250,000 and for a period of up to 120 months (10 years).  Payment amounts 
are based on estimated monthly energy savings from the retrofit project.    The City has been 
prequalified for this program.  Staff requests authorization for an Interfund Loan from the General 
Fund to the Gas Tax Fund for the difference between anticipated project costs and available OBF 
financing from PG&E.  This would be documented through an Unsecured Promissory Note signed 
by the City Manager with payments to be made over five (5) years and an interest rate of 1.5% or 
the average annualized interest rate of City investments over the previous twelve (12) months.  The 
resulting Interfund Loan is expected to be approximately $43,034 after obtaining PG&E On-Bill 
Financing and the PG&E incentive rebate. 
 

Environmental Review Status 
   Environmental Impact Report    Approved/Certified 
   Negative Declaration    No Action Required 
   Exempt    Action Requested 
   Not Applicable  
Attachments: 
    Resolution 
    Proposal from Tanko Lighting for Turn-Key Services for Sonoma’s LED Streetlight Conversion  
    Project  (Partial section only, due to size of document.  Full copy is available at City Clerk’s office.) 
___________________________________________________________________________________________ 
Alignment with Council Goals:   

Supports the Council’s Infrastructure goal to pursue LED street lighting replacement for energy 
efficiency and 0% financing to reduce costs. 

 



CITY OF SONOMA 
 

RESOLUTION NO. XX-2015 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SONOMA 
AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE AN ENERGY 
SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH TANKO LIGHTING FOR LIGHT 

EMITTING DIODE (LED) STREET LIGHT CONVERSION SERVICES; 
AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE ALL 

DOCUMENTS NECESSARY FOR ON BILL FINANCING (OBF) WITH 
PACIFIC GAS & ELECTRIC (PG&E); AUTHORIZING THE CITY 

MANAGER TO EXECUTE AN UNSECURED PROMISSORY NOTE TO 
AUTHORIZE AN INTERFUND LOAN BETWEEN THE GENERAL FUND 
(FUND 100) AND THE GAS TAX FUND (FUND 302); AND APPROVING 

THE FILING OF A CEQA NOTICE OF EXEMPTION PURSUANT TO 
SECTION 15301(b)(c) OF THE CEQA GUIDELINES 

 
 

WHEREAS, the City of Sonoma (the “City”) desires to pursue cost-saving or “green” 
efficiencies;  

 
WHEREAS, the replacement of streetlight fixtures with Light Emitting Diode (LED) 

fixtures would provide better illumination and result in annual energy cost savings of $74,536 to 
the City;  

 
WHEREAS, the City desires to “piggyback” on a recent competitive solicitation by the 

City of San Bruno, selecting Tanko Lighting as a qualified vendor to perform a turnkey project; 
and 

 
WHEREAS, Pacific Gas and Electric (PG&E) offers On Bill Financing (OBF) with a 0% 

interest rate; 
 
WHEREAS, staff has identified that the difference between available OBF financing and 

the anticipate costs can be paid using an interfund loan between the General Fund and the Gas 
Tax Fund; and 

 
WHEREAS, Section 15301(b)(c) of the CEQA Guidelines exempts minor alteration of 

existing public facilities, including streets, sidewalks and similar facilities, involving no or 
negligible expansion of use. 

 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Sonoma (the 

“City Council”) as follows: 
 
1. The City Council hereby authorizes and approves the City Manager to execute an 

Energy Services Agreement with Tanko Lighting for LED Street Light Conversion 
Services, not to exceed Three Hundred and Sixty Thousand Dollars ($360,000).  
 

2. The City Council hereby authorizes and approves the City Manager to execute all 
documents required to apply for and secure On-Bill Financing from Pacific Gas and 
Electric. 



-2- 

 
3. The City Council hereby authorizes and approves the City Manager to execute an 

Unsecured Promissory Note authorizing an interfund loan between the General Fund 
(Fund 100) and the Gas Tax Fund (Fund 302). 

 
4. The City Council hereby approves the filing of a CEQA Notice of Exemption pursuant 

to Section 15301(b)(c) of the CEQA Guidelines. 
 
PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Sonoma this 20th day of 

April 2015, by the following vote: 
 

AYES:   
NOES:   
ABSENT: 
ABSTAIN: 

 
 

  
David Cook, Mayor 

 
Attest: 
 
 
   
Gay Johann 
Assistant City Manager/City Clerk 

 





























 

 

City of Sonoma 
City Council 

Agenda Item Summary 

 
City Council Agenda Item: 

 
Meeting Date: 

 
7C 
 
4/20/2015 

 
Department 

Public Works 
Staff Contact  

Dan Takasugi, Public Works Director / City Engineer 

Agenda Item Title 
Approval of a Resolution Modifying the Stage 2 Water Shortage, responding to new State Drought Emergency 
Water Conservation Regulations 

Summary 
Recently on March 17, 2015, the State Water Resources Control Board (State Board) amended and re-
adopted Article 22.5 entitled “Drought Emergency Water Conservation Regulations" (California Code of 
Regulations Title 23, Sections 863,864, and 865) which makes drought related findings and imposed state-
wide mandatory requirements on urban water suppliers.  The State Office of Administrative Law approved the 
new regulations on March 27, 2015.  The new mandatory requirements include: 

 Prohibits the application of potable water to outdoor landscapes during and within 48 hours after 
measureable rainfall. 

 Prohibits the serving of drinking water other than upon request in eating or drinking establishments. 
 Requires that operators of hotels and motels provide guests with the option of choosing not to have 

towels and linens laundered daily. 
 Sets limits on the number of days when outdoor turf irrigation is allowed. 

The City is already in a Stage 2 Water Conservation Alert per Council Resolution 42-2014 of August 18, 2014 
which limits the days of the week for outdoor turf irrigation to Mondays and Thursdays from 7pm to 7am. 
 
In addition to the most recent State Emergency Water Conservation Regulations of March 27, 2015, the 
Governor issued Executive Order B-29-15 on April 1, 2015 to impose further mandatory conservation 
measures.  While formal regulations have not been issued from the Executive Order, staff recommends 
incorporating the Executive Order mandates within this Stage 2 Water Conservation modification. 

Recommended Council Action 
Approve the Resolution. 

Alternative Actions 

Council discretion. 

Financial Impact 
An undetermined amount of water enterprise revenue will not be captured, if water use reductions are realized.  
The amount of lost revenue would depend upon the duration and timing of the water use reductions.  Lost 
revenue would draw down the Water Enterprise reserve. 

Environmental Review Status 
   Environmental Impact Report    Approved/Certified 
   Negative Declaration    No Action Required 
   Exempt    Action Requested 
   Not Applicable  
Attachments: 
    Supplemental Report 
    Draft Resolution 
    State Emergency Water Conservation Regulations of March 27, 2014 
    Governor’s Executive Order B-29-15 of April 1, 2014 
__________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
Alignment with Council Goals:   

Supports the Council’s Water and Infrastructure goal of implementing water conservation measures. 

 



SUPPLEMENTAL REPORT 
 

Approval of a Resolution Modifying the Stage 2 Water Shortage, responding to 
New State Drought Emergency Water Conservation Regulations 

 

For the City Council Meeting of April 20, 2015 

 
Background: 
 
Recently on March 17, 2015, the State Water Resources Control Board (State Board) amended and re-
adopted Article 22.5 entitled “Drought Emergency Water Conservation Regulations" (California Code of 
Regulations Title 23, Sections 863,864, and 865) which makes drought related findings and imposed 
state-wide mandatory requirements on urban water suppliers.  The State Office of Administrative Law 
approved the new regulations on March 27, 2015. 
 
For some background: 

 On January 17, 2014, the Governor proclaimed a state of emergency and declared drought 
conditions under the California Emergency Services Act (Act). 

 On April 25, 2014, the Governor issued a proclamation of continued state of emergency under the 
Act based on continued drought conditions existing statewide. 

 On February 3, 2014, Council declared a voluntary Stage 1 water shortage emergency, 
prohibiting waste of water and non-essential uses of water. 

 On August 18, 2014, Council Resolution 42-2014 declared a mandatory Stage 2 water shortage 
emergency, imposing new restrictions on water use, based on the State Board adoption of 
Emergency Water Conservation Regulations adopted on July 15, 2014. 

 
Staff reviewed the State Board’s most recent March 27, 2015 adopted findings and mandatory 
requirements in Article 22.5 and has drafted a resolution to comply with the recent State Board 
requirements.  This Resolution will supersede Resolution 42-2014 and augment our currently adopted 
Stage 2 water conservation measures with additional mandatory water use restrictions and water usage 
reporting procedures in compliance with the State Board's requirements.  The water conservation 
requirements included in the Resolution impose limitations on outdoor water use, a commitment to 
continuing enforcement of the current water waste and non-essential use prohibitions and staff direction 
to report monthly water usage to the State Board as mandated. The requirements in the Resolution shall 
remain in effect as the Drought Emergency Water Conservation Regulations remains in effect. 
 
The newly amended Emergency Water Conservation Regulations impose the following new water 
conservation requirements: 

 Prohibits the application of potable water to outdoor landscapes during and within 48 hours after 
measureable rainfall. 

 Prohibits the serving of drinking water other than upon request in eating or drinking 
establishments. 

 Requires that operators of hotels and motels provide guests with the option of choosing not to 
have towels and linens laundered daily (all hotels and motels already have cards advising their 
guests of this option). 

 Limits the days when outdoor turf irrigation is allowed (already imposed on 8/18/14). 
 
The City is already in a Stage 2 Water Conservation Alert per Council Resolution 42-2014 of August 18, 
2014 which limits the days of the week for outdoor turf irrigation to two (2) days per week, being 



Mondays and Thursdays from 7pm to 7am.  While some restaurants have already had “water on request” 
table tent cards, City staff will ensure that all eating and drinking establishments are provided with such 
cards and are advised of the “water on request” regulation.  Although all hotels and motels in the City 
already have cards providing guests with the option of choosing not to have towels and linens laundered 
daily, the cards will be also offered to Bed and Breakfast, and Vacation Rental establishments. 
 
Other new requirements of the new Emergency Water Conservation Regulations include: 

 Providing prompt notice to a customer whenever the supplier obtains information that indicates 
that a leak may exist within the end-users exclusive control (staff has been providing such notice 
as leak notification letters for the past decade). 

 Submit monthly monitoring reports to the State Board on water produced (staff has been 
providing such reports to the State Board since August 2014). 

 
In a Stage 2 water conservation alert (as currently in effect since August 18, 2014), the following 
restrictions shall apply (per Sonoma Municipal Code 13.10.070): 
 
1. Refilling or initial filling of a swimming pool shall be prohibited; 
 
2. Use of water for nonrecirculating ornamental fountains by commercial customers shall be prohibited; 
 
3. Noncommercial washing of privately owned motor vehicles, trailers, and boats except from a bucket 
and a hose equipped with a shutoff nozzle shall be prohibited; 
 
4. Any use of water from a fire hydrant except for fighting fires shall be prohibited. Use for essential 
construction needs may be permitted by the director upon submittal of a permit application for 
construction water; 
 
5. Use of potable water for dust control at construction sites shall be prohibited; 
 
6. Residential and commercial irrigation shall be prohibited except on specific days and times as set forth 
by resolution of the council; 
 
7. Other uses deemed by council resolution to be nonessential by the council. 
 
One key element of a Stage 2 alert is that of 13.10.070.B.6 above, which prohibits irrigation except on 
specific days and times.  This is a mandatory requirement of the State’s emergency regulation.  While the 
State regulation does not specifically prescribe a level of mandatory irrigation restriction, it does imply 
that limiting outdoor turf irrigation to 2 days per week is their expectation, unless it can be proven that 
other measures can produce an equivalent degree of water conservation.  Staff recommends continuing 
with the restriction that turf irrigation be limited to 2 days per week, being the nights of Mondays and 
Thursdays from 7pm to 7am.  Setting specific dates and times would highlight those who may be 
irrigating outside specified times.  Gardens would not be limited to such irrigation restrictions.  Certain 
athletic fields would be exempted for injury safety purposes.  The City’s Plaza would be exempted due to 
its heavy use and as one gathering place where residents and children can enjoy green turf.  All other City 
parks would curtail turf irrigation to 2 days per week.  Other mandatory requirements of the State’s 
emergency regulation are addressed in the City’s water waste ordinance of 13.10.060 and in Council 
Resolution 07-2014 which imposed the Stage 1 Water Conservation Alert. 
 
While the City code allows for various forms of enforcement in 13.10.090 through 13.10.130, it is City 
staff’s intent to urge voluntary compliance rather than impose harsh penalties.  Staff will continue to 
enforce the water restrictions with friendly reminders when violations are noticed in the normal course of 



City business.  Direct mailed notices, media releases, and temporary signage will be provided to remind 
residents of the water restrictions in force.  An insert in an upcoming water billing will remind City water 
customers of the Stage 2 water restrictions. 
 
In addition to the most recent State Emergency Water Conservation Regulations of March 27, 2015, the 
Governor issued Executive Order B-29-15, for which the State Board will be issuing draft regulations on 
April 17, 2015, and holding a public hearing on May 5, 2015.  The Executive Order will most likely result 
in new Water Conservation Regulations and impose a 25% mandatory curtailment on City water use and 
several other mandatory water use restrictions.  Amongst the Executive Order’s pending restrictions for 
water customers are: 

 A prohibition against irrigating public street medians with potable water on ornamental turf.  (The 
City has no such public street medians) 

 A prohibition on irrigating with potable water the outside of newly constructed homes and 
buildings except by drip or microspray systems. 

 Develop rate structures to maximize water conservation consistent with State water restrictions.  
(The City steepened water rate tiers on January 2015 to encourage more conservation) 

 Report monthly to the State on water usage, conservation, and enforcement.  (The City has been 
reporting monthly since September 2013) 

Staff recommends that these restrictions (although not yet formally adopted into State regulation) be 
incorporated into the current water conservation Resolution under consideration, in order to be proactive 
in the City’s approach to water conservation. 
 
Amongst the many water conservation activities that City staff has been performing, here is a partial 
listing: 

 Conservation outreach in cooperation with the Sonoma-Marin Saving Water Partnership “The 
Drought is On, Turn the Water Off” campaign. 

 Presenting a City-staffed table of water conservation information at various community service 
events throughout the City. 

 Promoting rebates for turf removal, high efficiency toilet replacements, and high efficiency 
washer replacements. 

 Deferred hydrant flushing maintenance and flow testing in 2014 and 2015. 
 Recalled hydrant meters that previously provided tanked water outside the City’s water service 

area. 
 Increased leak detection efforts and are monitoring water waste more closely. 
 Notifying water customers by letter of leaks detected on the private side of the City water meter. 
 Switched to monthly water billing to keep customers more closely apprised of water use.  
 Steepened the water rate tiers on January 2015 to provide a financial incentive to conservation. 
 Added new conservation water rate tiers on January 2015 on Commercial and Multi-Family water 

accounts. 
 New City Building Codes require that all new development use high efficiency water fixtures and 

water efficient landscaping practices. 
 Using internet-connected meter monitoring on certain City and institutional water meters (with 

customer permission) to monitor water usage in real-time. 
 Used Before-the-Movie advertising for water conservation rebates at Sonoma Cinema 9. 
 Set an example by changing City staff toilets to 1.0 gallons per flush fixtures. 
 Water efficiency matching grants are available to businesses to retrofit their water fixtures. 
 Curtailed irrigation in public parks and landscaping to a minimum vegetation survival level. 
 Water efficiency audits are being offered for free to City water customers. 
 The Sonoma Valley Fire Department is performing dry-training only. 



CITY OF SONOMA 
 

RESOLUTION ___ - 2015 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SONOMA 
MODIFYING THE MANDATORY STAGE 2 WATER SHORTAGE ALERT 

  
  

WHEREAS, pursuant to California Water Code Section 102, all water in the state is the property 
of the people of the state;  

 
WHEREAS, the State Resources Control Board (State Board) is the agency tasked with issuing 

and monitoring permits to urban water suppliers and others to appropriate water statewide and 
determining the amount, purpose, place and beneficial use of that water.  The City of Sonoma is the 
beneficiary of multiple State Board permits which authorize the appropriation of waters of the state;  

 
WHEREAS, Water Code Section 10617 defines "urban water supplier" as a supplier for municipal 

purposes that serves 3,000 customers or more than 3,000 acre feet annually.  Pursuant to Section 10617, 
the City is an urban water supplier;  

 
WHEREAS, California is continuing to experience extremely dry conditions and the Governor of 

the State of California, on January 17, 2014, declared a state-wide drought emergency and requested 
Californians to voluntarily reduce water use by 20%;  

 
WHEREAS, on February 3, 2014, the Council of the City of Sonoma adopted Resolution 07-2014 

requesting Sonoma customers reduce water use by 15% community-wide through voluntary 
conservation;  

 
WHEREAS, on July 15, 2014, the State Water Resources Control Board adopted Drought 

Emergency Water Conservation Regulations (Emergency Regulations) prohibiting certain water using 
activities and requiring urban water suppliers to implement their Urban Water Shortage Contingency 
Plans to a level that imposes mandatory restrictions on outdoor irrigation with potable water;  

 
WHEREAS, on August 18, 2014, the Council of the City of Sonoma adopted Resolution 42-2014 

implementation of a Mandatory Stage 2 Water Conservation Alert, which imposes mandatory restrictions 
on outdoor irrigation with potable water;  

 
WHEREAS, on March 27, 2015, the State Water Resources Control Board re-adopted Drought 

Emergency Water Conservation Regulations (Emergency Regulations) prohibiting certain water using 
activities and requiring urban water suppliers to implement their Urban Water Shortage Contingency 
Plans to a level that imposes mandatory restrictions on outdoor irrigation with potable water;  

 
WHEREAS, on April 1, 2015, the Governor of the State of California issued an Executive Order 

directing local water suppliers to redouble efforts to implement water conservation activities in the face of 
the fourth year of severe drought;  

 
WHEREAS, in order to comply with the State Water Resources Control Board Emergency 

Regulations, the City staff is recommending adding new State mandated water conservation activities to 
those previously adopted under Resolution 42-2014 and those associated with the Mandatory Stage 2 
Water Conservation Alert;  

 
WHEREAS, the City of Sonoma has the authority and responsibility to adopt and had adopted 

water conservation measures within its area of service; and 
 

WHEREAS, the City Council has determined that it is necessary to be proactive and responsible 
in the management of the City’s water supply.  



 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Sonoma hereby 
declares that the mandatory Stage 2 water shortage alert implemented on August 18, 2014 by Resolution 
42-2014, in accordance with Sonoma Municipal Code 13.10.070, is maintained in effect. 
 
 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that until such time as the City Council determines that the 
condition for conservation no longer exists, all potable water customers of the City of Sonoma shall 
adhere to the following restrictions on non-essential water use: 
 

1. Refilling or initial filling of a swimming pool shall be prohibited; 
2. Use of water for nonrecirculating ornamental fountains by commercial customers shall be 

prohibited; 
3. Noncommercial washing of privately owned motor vehicles, trailers, and boats except from a 

bucket and a hose equipped with a shutoff nozzle shall be prohibited; 
4. Any use of water from a fire hydrant except for fighting fires shall be prohibited.  Use for essential 

construction needs may be permitted by the director upon submittal of a permit application for 
construction water; 

5. Use of potable water for dust control at construction sites shall be prohibited; 
6. Residential and commercial turf irrigation shall be prohibited except on Mondays and Thursdays 

from 7:00pm to 7:00am.  An exception to this prohibition shall apply to the Sonoma Plaza Park 
turf and athletic fields to the degree to ensure the safety of athletes; 

7. The application of potable water to outdoor landscapes during and within 48 hours after 
measurable rainfall shall be prohibited; 

8. The serving of drinking water other than upon request in eating or drinking establishments shall 
be prohibited; 

9. The operators of hotels and motels shall provide guests with the option of choosing not to have 
towels and linens laundered daily; 

10. Potable water shall not be used to irrigate ornamental turf on public street medians; 
11. Potable water shall not be used to irrigate outside of newly constructed homes and buildings, 

except when delivered by drip or micro-spray systems; 
12. Water rate structures shall be developed to maximize conservation consistent with State water 

restrictions; and 
13. City staff shall report monthly to the State Water Board on usage, conservation and enforcement. 

 
PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED this 20th day of April 2015 by the following vote: 

 
AYES:  
NOES:  
ABSENT:  
 
       ______________________________ 
       David Cook, Mayor 
 
 
       ATTEST: 
 
       _______________________________ 
       Gay Johan, Assistant City Manager/City Clerk 
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In re:
State Water Resources Control Board

Regulatory Action:

Title 23, Cali#ornia Code of Regulations

Adopt sections: 863, 864, 865
Amend sections:
Repeal sections:

NOTICE OF APPROVAL OF EMERGENCY
REGULATORY ACTION

Government Code Sections 11346.1 and
11349.6; Water Code Section 1058.5

OAL File No. 2015-0320-01 EE

The State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) submitted this emergency
readoption action to keep in effect the three emergency regulations adopted in OAS file
no. 2014-0718-01 E, and to further amend two of the emergency regulations, in title 23
of the California Cade of Regulations pertaining to drought emergency water
conservation.

OAL approves this emergency regulatory action pursuant to sections 11346.1 and
11349.6 of the Government Code and section 1 Q58.5 of the Water Code.

This emergency regulatory action is effective on 3/27/2015 and will expire on
12/23/2015. The Certificate of Compliance for this action is due no later than
12/22/2015.

Date: 3/27/2015
Richard L. Smith
Senior Attorney

For: DEBRR M. CORNEZ
Director

Original: Thomas Howard
Copy: David Rose
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Article 22.5. Drought Emergency Water Conservation.

Sec. 863. Findings of Drought Emergency.
(a) The State Water Resources Control Board finds as follows:
(1) On January 17, 2014, the Governor issued a proclamation of a state of

emergency under the California Emergency Services Act based on drought conditions;
(2) On April 25, 2014, the Governor issued a proclamation of a continued state of

emergency under the California Emergency Services Act based on continued drought
conditions;

(3) The drought conditions that formed the basis of the Governor's emergency
proclamations continue to exist;

(4) The present year is critically dry and has been immediately preceded by two or
more consecutive below normal, dry, or critically dry years; and

(5) The drought conditions will likely continue for the foreseeable future and
additional action by both the State Water Resources Control Board and local water
suppliers will likely be necessary to further promote conservation.

Authority: Section 1058.5, Water Code.
References: Sections 102, 104 and 105, Water Code.

Sec. 864. Dr~'~~'~;+~a "~+;_,;*~~~End-User Reauirernents in Promotion of Water
Conservation.

(a) To promote water conservation, each of the following actions is prohibited,
except where. necessary to address an immediate health and safety need or to comply with
a term or condition in a permit issued by a state or fedexal agency:

(1) The application of potable water to outdoor landscapes in a manner that causes
runoff such that water flows onto adjacent property, non-irrigated areas, private and
public walkways, roadways, parking lots, or structures;

(2) The use of a hose that dispenses potable water to wash a motor vehicle, except
where the hose is fitted with ashut-off nozzle or device attached to it that causes it to
cease dispensing water immediately when not in use;

(3) The application of potable water to driveways and sidewalks; ~
(4) The use of potable water in a fountain or other decorative water feature,

except where the water is part of a recirculating system:;
~5 The application of potable water to outdoor landscapes during and within 48

hours after measurable rainfall• and
_~6) The serving; of drinking water other than upon request in eating or drinking
establishments, includingbut not limited to restaurants hotels cafes cafeterias bars or
other public places where food or drink are served and/or purchased.

~b To promote water conservation operators of hotels and motels shall provide
guests with the option of choosing not to have towels and linens laundered daily. The
hotel or motel shall prominently display notice of this option in each guestroom using
clear and easily understood language.



{-b-}~ The taking of any action prohibited in subdivision (a) or the failure to take
anv action required in subdivision (b; ̂~ *'~~^ ~~^*~^-~, in addition to any other applicable
civil or criminal penalties, is an infraction, punishable by a fine of up to five hundred
dollars ($500) for each day in which the violation occurs.

Authority: Section 1058.5, Water Code.
References: Sections 102,104 and 105, Water Code.

Sec. 865. Mandatory Actions by Water Suppliers.
(a) The term "urban water supplier," when used in this section, refers to a supplier

that meets the definition set forth in Water Code section 10617, except it does not refer to
suppliers when they are functioning solely in a wholesale capacity, but does apply to
suppliers when they are functioning in a retail capacity.

(b)(1) To promote water conservation, each urban water supplier shall implement
ail requirements and actions of the stage of its water shortage contingency plan that

t~se~s-includes mandatory restrictions on the number of days that outdoor irrigation of
ornamental landscapes,or turf with potable water is allowed or shall amend its water
shortage continency plan to include mandatory restrictions on the number of days that
outdoor irrigation of ornamental landscapes or turf with potable water is allowed and

_ ___-
rec~uirement.

(2) An urban water supplier may submit a
request to the Executive Director for approval of an alternate plan that includes
allocation-based rate structures that satisfies the requirements of chapter 3.4
(commencing with section 370) of division 1 of the Water Code, and the Executive
Director may approve such an alternate plan upon determining that the rate .structure, in
conjunction with other measures, achieves a level of conservation that would be superior
to that achieved by implementing limitations on outdoor irrigation of ornamental
landscapes or turf with potable water by the persons it serves to no more than two days
per week.

(c) To promote water conservation, each urban water supplier that does not have a
water shortage contingency plan that restricts the number of days that outdoor irri aeon
of ornamental landscapes and turf with potable water is allowed or has been notified by
the Department of Water Resources that its water shortage contingency plan does not
meet the requirements of Water Code section 10632 shall, within ~l y`forty five 0845)
days, limit outdoor irrigation of ornamental landscapes or turf with potable water by the
persons it serves to no more than two days per week

(d) In furtherance of the promotion of water conservation each urban water
supplier shall_

(11 Provide prompt notice to a customer whenever the supplier obtains
information that indicates that a leak may exist within the end-users exclusive control.

Prepare and submit to the State Water Resources Control Board by the 15tH

of each month a monitoring report on forms provided by the Board. The monitoring



report shall include the amount of potable water the urban water supplier produced,
including water provided by a wholesaler, in the preceding calendar month and shall
compare that amount to the amount produced in the same calendar month in 2013.
~~a----~---a n-+~~~i~`~, The monitoringreport shall specifythe population served
by the urban water supplier the ~ercenta~e of water produced that is used for the
residential sector. descriptive statistics on water conservation compliance and
enforcement efforts, and the number of days that outdoor irrigation is allowed The
monitoring report shall also estimate the gallons of water per person per day used by the
residential customers it serves. ,

(e) To promote water conservation, each distributor of a public water supply, as
defined in Water Code section 350, that is not an urban water supplier shall, within ~
forty-five 0845) days, take one or more of the following actions:

(Z) Limit outdoor irrigation of ornamental landscapes or turf with potable water
by the persons it serves to no more than two days per week; or

(2) Implement another mandatory conservation measure or measures intended to
achieve a Ee~~~~e20 ,percent reduction in water consumption by the persons it serves
relative to the amount consumed in 2013.

Authority: Section 1058.5, Water Code.
References: Sections 102, 104, 105; 350; 10617 and 10632, Water Code.

















 

  
Department 

Administration 
Staff Contact 
 Gay Johann, Assistant City Manager/City Clerk 

Agenda Item Title 
Councilmembers’ Reports on Committee Activities. 

Summary 
Council members will report on activities, if any, of the various committees to which they are assigned. 

MAYOR COOK MPT  GALLIAN CLM. AGRIMONTI CLM. EDWARDS CLM.  HUNDLEY 

City Audit Committee ABAG Delegate North Bay Watershed 
Association 

ABAG Alternate Sonoma Clean Power Alt. 

City Facilities Committee Cittaslow Sonoma Valley 
Advisory Council, Alt. 

Sonoma County Health 
Action & SV Health 
Roundtable 

Cittaslow Sonoma Valley 
Advisory Council 

Sonoma County M & C 
Assoc. Legislative 
Committee 

LOCC North Bay Division 
Liaison 

City Audit Committee Sonoma County Trans. & 
Regional Climate Protection 
Authority, Alternate 

City Facilities Committee S. V. Citizens Advisory 
Commission 

Oversight Board to the 
Dissolved CDA 

LOCC North Bay Division 
Liaison, Alternate 

Sonoma County Waste 
Management Agency 

 S.V. Economic Dev. 
Steering Committee, Alt. 

Sonoma Clean Power 

 
Oversight Board to the 
Dissolved CDA, Alt. 

VOM Water District Ad Hoc 
Committee, Alternate 

 S. V. Library Advisory 
Committee, Alternate 

Sonoma County Mayors &  
Clm. Assoc. BOD 

Sonoma County Mayors &  
Clm. Assoc. BOD, Alt. 

Water Advisory Committee, 
Alternate 

  

Sonoma Disaster Council Sonoma County M & C 
Assoc. Legislative 
Committee, Alt. 

   

Sonoma Housing 
Corporation 

Sonoma County Trans. 
Authority & Regional 
Climate Protection Authority 

   

Sonoma Valley Citizens 
Advisory Comm. Alt. 

Sonoma Disaster Council, 
Alternate 

   

S.V.C. Sanitation District 
BOD 

Sonoma Housing 
Corporation 

   

S.V. Economic Dev. 
Steering Committee 

S.V.C. Sanitation District 
BOD, Alt. 

   

S.V. Fire & Rescue 
Authority Oversight 
Committee 

S.V. Fire & Rescue 
Authority Oversight 
Committee 

    

S. V. Library Advisory 
Committee 

LOCC North Bay Division, 
LOCC E-Board  (M & C 
Appointment) 

   

 Ag Preservation and Open 
Space (M & C Appointment) 

   

 VOM Water District Ad Hoc 
Committee 

   

 Water Advisory Committee    
 

Recommended Council Action – Receive Reports  

Attachments:  None 
 

Agenda Item:          9 
Meeting Date:         04/20/2015 
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