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

5:00 P.M. – SPECIAL MEETING – JOINT STUDY SESSION WITH PLANNING COMMISSION 
 
Item SS1: Joint Meeting of the City Council and the Planning Commission 
 
6:00 P.M. – REGULAR MEETING AGENDA 
 
RECONVENE, CALL TO ORDER & PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
ROLL CALL  (Gallian, Cook, Barbose, Rouse, Brown) 
 
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. COUNCILMEMBERS’ COMMENTS AND ANNOUNCEMENTS 
 
Item 2A: Councilmembers’ Comments and Announcements  
 
3. CITY MANAGER COMMENTS AND ANNOUNCEMENTS INCLUDING ANNOUNCEMENTS 

FROM SUCCESSOR AGENCY STAFF 
 
4. PRESENTATIONS  
 
Item 4A: Introduction of Visiting Delegation From Sister City Greve in Chianti, Italy 
 
Item 4B: Certificate of Recognition – Barry Comerford, Sonoma County Outstanding 

Volunteer Award Recipient 
 
Item 4C: Vintage House 30th Anniversary Proclamation 
 
Item 4D: “Roots Run Deep” Ad Campaign presented by Sonoma Valley Vintners and 

Growers Alliance 

SPECIAL & REGULAR MEETINGS OF THE SONOMA CITY COUNCIL 
& 

CONCURRENT REGULAR MEETING OF SONOMA CITY COUNCIL AS THE 
SUCCESSOR AGENCY TO THE DISSOLVED SONOMA COMMUNITY 

DEVELOPMENT AGENCY 
 

Monday, June 17, 2013 
5:00 p.m. Study Session (Special Meeting) 

Emergency Operations Center, 175 First Street West 
 

6:00 p.m. Regular Meeting 
Community Meeting Room, 177 First Street West 

**** 
AGENDA 

City Council 
Ken Brown, Mayor 

Tom Rouse, Mayor Pro Tem 
Steve Barbose 

David Cook 
Laurie Gallian 
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5. 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 5A: Waive Further reading and Authorize Introduction and/or Adoption of Ordinances 

by Title Only.  (Standard procedural action - no backup information provided) 
 
Item 5B: Approval of the Minutes of the June 3, 2013 Meeting. 
  Staff Recommendation:  Approve the minutes. 
 
Item 5C: Approval of application to renew “Bicycle-Friendly Community” Status. 
  Staff Recommendation:  Approve the application. 
 
Item 5D: Authorization for the Sonoma Ecology Center to submit an EPA San Francisco 

Bay Area Water Quality Improvement Fund proposal, on behalf of the City of 
Sonoma, to implement three TMLDs in the Sonoma Creek Watershed. 

  Staff Recommendation:  Authorize Sonoma Ecology Center, on behalf of the City of 
Sonoma, to apply for $60,000 in EPA funding. 

 
Item 5E: Application for Temporary Use of City Streets for the 2013 Valley of the Moon 

Vintage Festival Parade, Blessing of the Grapes, Water Fight and Foot Race 
(September 28 and 29, 2013). 

  Staff Recommendation:  Approve the request subject to standard requirements. 
 
6. 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 6A: Approval of the portions of the Minutes of the June 3, 2013 City Council / 

Successor Agency Meeting pertaining to the Successor Agency. 
  Staff Recommendation:  Approve the minutes. 
 
7. PUBLIC HEARING -  None Scheduled 
 
8. REGULAR CALENDAR – CITY COUNCIL 
(Matters requiring discussion and/or action by the Council) 
 
Item 8A: Discussion, Consideration and Possible Action to adopt a resolution and 

introduce an ordinance authorizing Sonoma Clean Power (SCP)  to implement 
and carry out a community choice aggregation program within the City of 
Sonoma.  (City Manager) 

  Staff Recommendation: If the City Council chooses to join Sonoma Clean Power (SCP) 
by the deadline provided by SCP, it is recommended that Council: (1)   Adopt a 
resolution requesting that the Sonoma Clean Power Authority Act as Community 
Choice Aggregator on behalf of the City and Implement the Sonoma Clean Power 
Community Choice Aggregation Program within the City of Sonoma, and (2)   Introduce 
and hold first reading of an ordinance authorizing the implementation of a Community 
Choice Aggregation Program. 
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8. REGULAR CALENDAR – CITY COUNCIL, Continued 
 
Item 8B: Discussion, consideration and possible action on directing staff regarding a 

Water Supply Strategy and an update to the Water Rate Structure and Rate 
Model.  (Public Works Director/City Engineer) 

  Staff Recommendation:  Direct Staff to pursue a “proactive” water supply strategy and 
proceed with a fresh review and update of the water rate structure and rate model. 

 
Item 8C: Discussion, consideration and possible action authorizing a letter urging 

President Obama to deny permits for the Keystone XL Pipeline project.  
[Requested by Mayor Brown and Councilmember Barbose]  (City Manager) 

  Staff Recommendation:  Council discretion. 
 
9. REGULAR CALENDAR – CITY COUNCIL AS THE SUCCESSOR AGENCY 
(Matters requiring discussion and/or action by the Council) 
 
10. COUNCILMEMBERS’ REPORTS AND FINAL REMARKS 
 
Item 10A: Reports Regarding Committee Activities. 
 
Item 10B: Final Councilmembers’ Remarks. 
 
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 
June 13, 2013.  GAY JOHANN, 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: 

 
SS1 
 
06/17/2013 

 

Department 
Planning 

Staff Contact  
David Goodison, Planning Director 

Agenda Item Title 
Joint meeting of the City Council and the Planning Commission. 

Summary 
The City Council meets periodically with City Commissions in order to discuss policy issues. 
Potential issues of interest include the following: 

 Update of parking standards (current project). 

 Development of zoning definitions and regulations for wine tasting facilities (current project). 

 Update of the Housing Element and the Circulation Element (recommended projects for the 
next fiscal year). 

The City Council and Planning Commission may have other topics that they wish discuss, of course. 
However, staff recommends that there be no discussion of any pending development applications. 

Recommended Council Action 
Discuss issues of interest with the Planning Commission. 

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: 

 

cc: Planning Commission 
 
  
  

 
 
 
 



 

 

City of Sonoma 
City Council 

Agenda Item Summary 

 
City Council Agenda Item: 

 
Meeting Date: 

 
4A 
 
06/17/2013 

 
Department 

Administration 
Staff Contact  

Carol E. Giovanatto, City Manager 
Agenda Item Title 

Introduction of Visiting Delegation From Sister City Greve in Chianti, Italy 
Summary 

Sonoma Sister Cities Association President Farrell Beddome will introduce a delegation from our 
Sister City Greve in Chianti, Italy.  Among the honored guests will be: 
 

 Mayor Alberto Bencista and wife Meri Gherardini 
 Alessanda Molletti, Director of Tourism & Sports, husband Stefano Ermini, and son Fabio 

Ermini 
 Alessandro Vanni, former Vice Mayor and wife Flavia Affortunati 
 Fernando Ciullini and wife Daniela Pettini 

 
Recommended Council Action 

Receive and greet the delegation. 
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: 

 
cc:  Farrell Beddome, SSCA President 

 
 



 

 

City of Sonoma 
City Council 

Agenda Item Summary 

 
City Council Agenda Item: 

 
Meeting Date: 

 
4B 
 
06/17/2013 

 
Department 

Administration 
Staff Contact  

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

Certificate of Recognition – Barry Comerford, Sonoma County Outstanding Volunteer Award 
Recipient 

Summary 
Each year the County of Sonoma recognizes approximately 3,000 volunteers during the National 
Volunteer Week observance in April.  As part of this recognition, a select few are recognized for their 
“outstanding” volunteerism.  At the recognition reception held April 25, 2013, Barry Comerford, a 
Volunteer in Policing participant, received one of the coveted Outstanding Volunteer awards. 
 
Barry has contributed more than 400 hours, volunteering one day a week, patrolling the Sonoma 
Plaza and surrounding areas in an electric vehicle, which he maintains to the utmost. 

Recommended Council Action 
Mayor Brown to present a Certificate of Recognition to Barry Comerford. 

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: 

Certificate 
cc:  n/a 

 
 





 

 

City of Sonoma 
City Council 

Agenda Item Summary 

 
City Council Agenda Item: 

 
Meeting Date: 

 
4C 
 
06/17/2013 

 
Department 

Administration 
Staff Contact  

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

Vintage House 30th Anniversary Proclamation 
Summary 

Vintage House Senior Center is celebrating its 30th anniversary this year.  This proclamation will 
recognize the anniversary and the many services the center provides for senior citizens and the 
community as a whole. 
Vintage House Board President Marcie Waldron and Executive Director Cynthia Scarborough will 
receive the proclamation. 
In keeping with City practice, the representatives have been asked to keep the total length of their 
follow-up comments and/or announcements to not more than 10 minutes. 

Recommended Council Action 
Mayor Brown 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:  Cynthia Scarborough via email 

 
 





 

 

City of Sonoma 
City Council 
Agenda Item Summary 

 
City Council Agenda Item: 

 
Meeting Date: 

 
4D 
 
06/17/2013 

 
Department 

Administration 
Staff Contact  

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

“Roots Run Deep” Ad Campaign presented by Sonoma Valley Vintners and Growers Alliance 
Summary 

Maureen Cottingham, Executive Director of Sonoma Valley Vintners & Growers Alliance will make a 
presentation about their new multi-faceted marketing program, the “Roots Run Deep” campaign, 
which creates a platform for sharing the Sonoma Valley story in a way that is memorable, 
motivating, differentiating and engaging to target consumers. 

 

The brand identity is a result of a two-year marketing initiative that began with the development of 
the Sonoma Valley brand essence which served as the directive for creative development of a brand 
mark, tag and message. These elements are all focused around the unique Sonoma Valley brand 
promise: As the birthplace of world class California wine, Sonoma Valley provides the most fulfilling 
connection to our rich history and to a deeply rooted community of spirited vintners and growers 
who invite you to engage your heart, your mind and your palate. 

 
In keeping with City practice, Ms. Cottingham has been asked to limit the total length her follow up 
comments and announcements to not more than 10 minutes. 

Recommended Council Action 
N/A 

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: 

 
cc:  Maureen Cottingham via email 

 
 



 

 

City of Sonoma 
City Council 
Agenda Item Summary 

 
 City Council Agenda Item: 

 
Meeting Date: 

 
5B 
 
06/17/2013 

                                                                                            
Department 

Administration 

Staff Contact 
Gay Johann, City Clerk/Assistant to the City Manager 

Agenda Item Title 
Approval of the Minutes of the June 3, 2013 Meeting. 

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: 

Minutes 
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5:00 P.M. - STUDY SESSION 
 
Mayor Brown called the meeting to order and Public Works Director Takasugi acknowledged the 
presence of First District Supervisor Gorin and introduced Jay Jasperse, Chief Engineer - Sonoma 
County Water Agency (SCWA).  Takasugi explained that staff would be conducting a follow up 
discussion regarding water issues at the June 17 City Council meeting. 
 
Mr. Jasperse provided an overview of SCWA, water supply challenges, and their Integrated Water 
Management Plan for the Sonoma Valley and the entire region they serve.  He reported that water 
supply reliability was an issue for the Valley due to its distance from Russian River supplies, pipelines 
vulnerable to natural hazards, an aquifer with relatively low productivity, presence of saline in the 
water at the southern boundary and increased water usage.  Four components of the Integrated 
Water Management Plan to meet water supply demands include surface water, recycled water, 
groundwater and conservation.  He provided graphs depicting groundwater declines and areas where 
salinity was a concern. 
 
Mr. Jasperse stated that SCWA recently issued the “20 Gallon Challenge” to encourage water 
conservation this summer.  The challenge encourages all Russian River water users to reduce water 
use by 20 gallons per day, per person. 
 
Clm. Barbose inquired if use of the reservoir at Sonoma Developmental Center was a viable option for 
water storage.  Mr. Jasperse stated that the reservoir had been used as a back-up in the past, but 
could be explored for additional usage. 
 
Clm. Rouse inquired what effect rainwater harvesting had on groundwater levels.  Jasperse 
responded that a few projects would not have much effect on the groundwater level. 
 
6:00 P.M. - REGULAR SESSION - OPENING 
 
Mayor Brown called the meeting to order at 6:00 p.m.  Rebecca Hermosillo led the Pledge of 
Allegiance. 
 
PRESENT: Mayor Brown and Councilmembers Barbose, Gallian, Cook and Rouse  
ABSENT: None 
 

SPECIAL & REGULAR MEETINGS OF THE 
SONOMA CITY COUNCIL 

& 
CONCURRENT REGULAR MEETING OF THE SONOMA CITY COUNCIL AS THE 

SUCCESSOR AGENCY TO THE DISSOLVED 
SONOMA COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT AGENCY 

 
Community Meeting Room, 177 First Street West 

Sonoma CA 95476 
 

Monday, June 3, 2013 
5:00 p.m.  Special Meeting 
6:00 p.m. Regular Meeting 

 
**** 

MINUTES 

City Council 
Ken Brown, Mayor 

Tom Rouse, Mayor Pro Tem 
Steve Barbose 

David Cook 
Laurie Gallian 
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ALSO PRESENT:  City Manager Giovanatto, City Clerk/Assistant to the City Manager Johann, City 
Attorney Walter, Planning Director Goodison, Public Works Director Takasugi. 
 
1. COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC 
 
Wendy Peterson, Sonoma Valley Visitor Bureau, announced that a partnership of Sonoma Raceway, 
Sonoma County Transit and the Bureau would offer free shuttle rides between the Plaza and the 
Raceway on Friday and Saturday of the June Nascar event.   
 
Darryl and Cecilia Ponicsan spoke regarding the ill effects of leafblowers and urged the City Council 
to ban them. 
 
Anita Smith announced the Hula Mai’s “Hula in the Plaza” event at the Grinstead Amphitheater on 
June 14 and invited all to attend. 
 
2. COUNCILMEMBERS’ COMMENTS AND ANNOUNCEMENTS 
 
Item 2A: Councilmembers’ Comments and Announcements  
 
Clm. Rouse reported an upcoming meeting of the Swimming Pool Committee and stated he had a 
fabulous time while visiting sister city Tokaj Hungary. 
 
Clm. Barbose announced that a delegation from sister city Greve would be visiting in two weeks. 
 
Clm. Gallian reported her pleasure in attending the Sonoma Valley High School graduation. 
 
Clm. Cook announced his next office hour would be on June 12 at 11:00 a.m. to noon. 
 
Mayor Brown reported a successful Hit the Road Jack race and fund raiser.  He dedicated the 
meeting in the memory of Anita Saperstein and Edith Elsie Lanning. 
 
3. CITY MANAGER COMMENTS AND ANNOUNCEMENTS INCLUDING ANNOUNCEMENTS 

FROM SUCCESSOR AGENCY STAFF 
 
City Manager Giovanatto reported the following:  A delegation from sister city Penglai would be here 
June 13.  The June Oversight Board meeting had been cancelled.  There were open positions on the 
Mobilehome Park Rent Review Board and the Cultural and Fine Arts Commission.  A tentative 
agreement had been reached with the County for the use of the Veterans Memorial Building and she 
acknowledged the cooperation of Supervisor Gorin in that process. 
 
4. PRESENTATIONS  
 
Item 4A: Gay Wine Weekend Proclamation 
 
Mayor Brown read aloud the proclamation declaring June 14-16, 2013 Gay Wine Weekend and 
presented it to Mark Vogler.  Mr. Vogler thanked the Council and the entire community for the support 
that had been shown towards the event. 
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Item 4B: Presentation on the Implementation of the Sonoma Clean Power (SCP) Program 
in the City of Sonoma 

 
Clm. Gallian announced that her husband’s employment by PG&E created a conflict of interest for her 
and she would recuse herself from this item.  She stepped down from the dais and left the room. 
 
Supervisor Gorin stated she was present to offer the City an invitation to join Sonoma Clean Power 
(SCP).  She stated that some felt the process for establishment of SCP had been too fast; however, 
she said, it really had not.  She stated there had been two and a half years of study, peer review, input 
from a steering committee and multiple presentations to the Council and the community at large.  
Gorin stated that the County was asking the Council to adopt a resolution and an ordinance by the 
end of July.  Those actions to join SCP would give the Council a place on the Board of Directors. 
 
Steven Shupe, County Counsel, said it was a good idea for Sonoma to join SCP because there was 
no risk, no cost, and it would provide a choice of power providers to Sonoma residents and 
businesses.  He said SCP was a community choice aggregation program wherein a joint powers 
authority would be formed to consolidate electricity-buying power.  PG&E would continue to provide 
all delivery and billing services.  He described the process that had been completed to get to this point 
and reported that the program was an "opt out" program.  If Sonoma chose to participate, residents 
and businesses in the city would be automatically enrolled in the program and each customer would 
receive four notices of their right to opt out of the program and remain with PG&E.  The energy rates 
would depend on how many Sonoma County jurisdictions join SCP and the negotiations with power 
producers.  Shupe stated that SCP would provide 33% renewable power compared to 19.6% provided 
by PG&E and that First Community Bank had offered to provide a $2.5 million loan for startup costs. 
 
Amy Bolton, SCWA, stated that PG&E would continue maintenance of the infrastructure and billing.  
SCP estimated the rate for residential customers to be from 1.8% below to 1.1% above PG&E’s rates, 
and for commercial customers to be from 3.1% below to 0.5% above PG&E’s rates.   
 
Clm. Rouse questioned the risk associated with repayment of the $2.5 million loan.  Shupe stated 
they felt that the risk of not being able to repay the loan was very small. 
 
Clm. Cook inquired what would happen if SCP did not work out and everyone went back to PG&E.  
Shupe responded that PG&E would be required to provide the power. 
 
Attorney Walter inquired if the City could get out if it joined and what liability would there be.  Shupe 
responded that if the City wanted to withdraw from the Joint Powers Authority, any potential loss of 
revenue could become a liability of the City.  Attorney Walter pointed out to the City Council two 
choices would be before them.  They were 1) whether to join the SCP; and 2) if it joined whether to 
subscribe for its facilities or to opt out. 
 
Mayor Brown invited comments from the public.  Ann Hancock, Climate Protection Campaign, stated 
that joining the SCP would be the most effective way to reduce greenhouse gas emissions.  She 
reminded Councilmembers of the City’s past commitments towards that end. 
 
The following spoke in favor of joining the SCP:  Juanita Roland of the League of Women Voters, 
Woody Hastings of Climate Protection Campaign, Duane Hartley, James Baltar, Raymond Baltar of 
the Sierra Club, Barbara Oldershaw, Melinda Kelly, Peter Renfrow of Solar Sonoma County, Alan 
Strong, Tim Holms of Sonoma Solar Power, Richard Dale of Sonoma Ecology Center, Gina Cuclis,  
 
The following spoke against joining the SCP:  James Bennett and Debby (last name not given).  
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Gary Germano questioned the amount of reported renewable energy of PG&E and why hydroelectric 
power was not considered renewable by SCP. 
 
Clm. Barbose confirmed with staff that the issue of joining the SCP would be on the next agenda. 
 
RECESS:  The meeting recessed from 7:50 to 8:00 p.m. 
 
5. CONSENT CALENDAR/AGENDA ORDER – CITY COUNCIL 
 
Item 5A: Waive Further reading and Authorize Introduction and/or Adoption of Ordinances 

by Title Only.  
Item 5B: Approval of the Minutes of the May 20, 2013 Meeting. 
Item 5C: Request by Congregation Shir Shalom for City-subsidized use of the Sonoma 

Valley Veterans Memorial Building on October 27, 2013. Approved subject to 
applicant’s compliance with the City’s standard insurance requirements. 

Item 5D: Adoption of a Resolution urging the State to assert its right to continue to lease 
the water bottoms in Drakes Estero for shellfish cultivation. [Requested by Mayor 
Brown and Mayor Pro Tem Rouse], removed from consent, see below. 

 
Clm. Gallian returned to her place at the dais.  Clm. Rouse removed Consent Item 5D.  The public 
comment period opened and closed with none received.  It was moved by Clm. Barbose, seconded by 
Clm. Gallian, to approve the items remaining on the Consent Calendar.  The motion carried 
unanimously. 
 
Item 5D: Adoption of a Resolution urging the State to assert its right to continue to lease 

the water bottoms in Drakes Estero for shellfish cultivation. 
 
Clm. Rouse stated he removed the item due to the number of persons wanting to address the Council 
regarding the issue. 
 
Mayor Brown invited comments from the public.  The following spoke in favor of the resolution:   
Dr. Cory Goodman, Peter Prowse, Donna Yamaguto, Mike Smith, Debby Bochuaculopia, James 
Bennett, Michael Greenberg, Jeff Creek, Dr. Paul Olin, Jane Georgie, Nellie Gomez, Jenny Lunny 
Cummings, Yannick Phillips, Tony Moll, Mary Laslin, Judy Tidewing, Kevin, Nancy & Jerrod Lunny, 
Vince Generas, Hunt Bailey, and Jonah Askin. 
 
The following spoke against the resolution:  Terry Shore and Marilyn Goode.  Ms. Shore stated that 
the oyster farm had known they had to be out by 2012 and stated they were circumventing the 
Wilderness Act. 
 
Local merchants representing Murphy’s Irish Pub, Meritage Restaurant, and The Red Grape 
restaurant stated that the loss of oysters from Drakes Bay Oyster Company would force them to 
obtain their oysters from out of state and possibly from as far away as China. 
 
Attorney Peter Prowse explained legal aspects of the matter and reported that the 9th Circuit had 
heard the case.  He cited a letter from the Fish and Game Commission whereby they authorized 
shellfish cultivation in Drakes Estero through 2029.  He stated the oyster farm had been there for over 
eighty years and was an integral part of the agricultural community. 
 
Dr. Paul Olin stated that he studied the issue and various reports that had been prepared and had 
concluded that there was not a shred of evidence that the oyster farm was doing any harm to the 
environment or Drakes Estero.  He said the Wilderness Act retained acres of ranchland for continued 
operation and the same was supposed to apply to the oyster farm. 
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Drakes Oyster Farm owner Kevin Lunny stated that Council adoption of the resolution would be an 
important step and show of community support.  He reported their company produced one third of 
California’s oysters and if they cease to operate, oysters would have to be imported from Asia. 
 
Clm. Rouse stated his support for the resolution.  Clm. Gallian stated she would support because it 
was about supporting a small farming operation.  Clm. Barbose stated he felt it was important for 
Sonoma to stand up and be counted although he wondered if it would have any effect.  Clm. Cook 
stated his support for local businesses and that he did not like to see small business owners get beat 
up.  Mayor Brown also stated his support.  It was moved by Clm. Rouse, seconded by Clm. Gallian, to 
adopt the resolution entitled A Resolution of the City Council of the City of Sonoma Supporting the 
State of California’s Rights Over Oyster Cultivation.  (Res. No. 22-2013) The motion carried 
unanimously. 
 
RECESS:  The meeting recessed from 9:00 to 9:15 p.m. 
 
6. CONSENT CALENDAR/AGENDA ORDER – CITY COUNCIL AS SUCCESSOR AGENCY 
 

Item 6A: Approval of the portions of the Minutes of the May 20, 2013 City Council / 
Successor Agency Meeting pertaining to the Successor Agency. 

 
The public comment period opened and closed with none received.  It was moved by Clm. Gallian, 
seconded by Clm. Cook, to approve the consent calendar as presented.  The motion carried 
unanimously. 
 
7. PUBLIC HEARING – None Scheduled 
 
8. REGULAR CALENDAR – CITY COUNCIL 
 
Item 8A: Discussion, consideration and possible adoption of a resolution establishing 

procedures pertaining to appointments to City boards and commissions.  
 
City Manager Giovanatto reported that towards the end of 2012 during Council discussions related to 
an appointment to the Planning Commission, certain issues arose pertaining to the commission 
appointment process that would benefit from further clarification.  Two issues in particular included: 1) 
the appointment of commission alternates; and 2) the use of a Council subcommittee to conduct 
applicant interviews.  She explained that staff had drafted a resolution pertaining to the appointment of 
commission alternates, the recruitment process, and the Council subcommittee which conducts 
applicant interviews based upon the current practices currently being adhered to. 
 
At the request of Clm. Rouse, Attorney Walter described the process of conducting applicant 
interviews at an open meeting of the Council.  Councilmembers discussed the pros and cons of that 
idea and other options.   
 
Mayor Brown invited comments from the public.  Former Mayor Joanne Sanders stated that the 
Planning Commission was a key commission for the City as it dealt with important land use issues.  
As such, it deserved transparency and a democratic process.  She said she did not support the 
automatic appointment of Alternates.  Sanders stated the best process would be for each 
Councilmember to have an appointee on the Planning Commission.   
 
Cultural and Fine Arts Commissioner (CFAC) Nellie Cravens stated that the current process of 
appointing the Alternate to fill any vacancy had resulted in the CFAC having no outside-the-City 
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members.  She asked the City Council to change the requirement so that non-residents could fill 
Alternate positions.  Clm. Barbose stated that he had spoken to former CFAC Chair Simmel regarding 
that issue.  One way to solve it would be to not appoint the Alternate if the open position was for a 
non-city resident. 
 
Council discussed the process of appointment of the Alternates and other issues related to the 
appointment process.  It was moved by Clm. Rouse, seconded by Clm. Cook, not to change the 
existing process except to state that there must be two people conduct the interviews.  The motion 
carried unanimously. 
 
Item 8B: Discussion, consideration and possible action regarding the process for filling 

the vacant position on the Planning Commission.  
 
Mayor Brown recused himself, stepped down from the dais and left the room.  Mayor Pro Tem Rouse 
assumed the Chair.  City Manager Giovanatto reported that a position on the Planning Commission 
was vacated in November 2012 when Michael George did not seek reappointment after serving six 
years on the Commission.  The then Mayor, Joanne Sanders, directed the City Clerk to advertise the 
vacancy.  Six applications were received including one submitted by the Planning Commission 
Alternate Bill Willers.  Mayor Sanders conducted the interviews and placed the nomination of James 
Cribb on the November 5, 2012 Consent Calendar.  Mayor Brown recused himself and did not 
participate in the item.  The nomination was not ratified.  At the December 3, 2012, Council meeting, 
Mayor Sanders again nominated Mr. Cribb and one of the other applicants; however neither 
nomination was ratified and the position had remained vacant.  Giovanatto stated that staff was 
seeking Council direction on how it wished to proceed with filling the vacant position. 
 
Clm. Barbose questioned that since this was de novo why Mayor Brown could not participate.  
Attorney Walter stated that it was a continuation of the previous appointment process and Brown 
could not participate. 
 
Mayor Pro Tem Rouse invited comments from the public.  Former Mayor Joanne Sanders asked the 
Council to honor her previous nomination of James Cribb for the appointment. 
 
At the request of Mayor Pro Tem Rouse, Attorney Walter explained that one option would be to re-
advertise the opening, conduct the interviews and the Mayor Pro Tem would make a nomination. 
 
It was moved by Clm Barbose, seconded by Clm. Cook, to re-advertise and proceed as suggested by 
the City Attorney.  The motion carried unanimously, Brown absent.  
 
Item 8C: Discussion, consideration and possible action regarding designation of the 

voting delegate and alternate for the 2013 League of California Cities Annual 
Conference.  

 
City Manager Giovanatto reported that the League of California Cities 2013 Annual Conference would 
be held September 18-20, 2013 at the Sacramento Convention Center.  An important part of the 
Annual Conference is the Annual Business Meeting scheduled for noon on Friday September 20.  At 
that meeting, representatives from each city consider and take action on resolutions that establish 
League policy.  In order for the City of Sonoma to cast a vote at the September 20 Annual Business 
Meeting, the City Council must designate a Voting Delegate and up to two Alternates.  Clm. Gallian 
volunteered to represent the City.  It was moved by Clm. Rouse, seconded by Clm. Barbose, to 
appoint Clm. Gallian as the City’s voting delegate.  The motion carried unanimously. 
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Item 8D: Discussion, consideration and possible action providing direction to the Mayor 
regarding the City’s vote on an appointment by the Sonoma County Mayors’ and 
Councilmembers’ Association at their June 13, 2013 meeting 

 
City Manager Giovanatto reported that the Board of Directors would be making an appointment to the 
Ag and Open Space at their June 13 meeting.  She stated that Clm. Gallian had been the only person 
to submit a letter of interest.  It was moved by Clm. Barbose, seconded by Clm. Cook, to direct the 
Mayor to vote in favor of Clm. Gallian’s appointment.  The motion carried unanimously. 
 
9. REGULAR CALENDAR – CITY COUNCIL AS THE SUCCESSOR AGENCY 
 
There were no items to consider. 
 
10. COUNCILMEMBERS’ REPORTS AND FINAL REMARKS 
 
Item 10A: Reports Regarding Committee Activities. Deferred to the next meeting. 
 
Item 10B: Final Councilmembers’ Remarks. 
 
Clm. Gallian commented on the beautiful Memorial Day Celebration. 
 
11. COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC - None 
 
12. PUBLIC COMMENTS REGARDING CLOSED SESSION  
  
The period of public comment opened and closed with none received.  At 10:32 p.m., Council 
convened in Closed Session with all members present.  Also present were City Manager Giovanatto 
and City Attorney Walter.  Attorney Slater participated via teleconference. 
 
13. CLOSED SESSION  
 
Item 13A: CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL-ANTICIPATED LITIGATION.  Initiation of 

litigation pursuant to Government Code Section 54956.9(d)(4): (One Potential Case) 
 
14. RECONVENE IN OPEN SESSION & REPORT ON CLOSED SESSION 
 
At 11:00 p.m., Council reconvened in open session and Attorney Walter announced that no reportable 
action had been taken. 
 
15. ADJOURNMENT 
 
The meeting was adjourned at 11:01 p.m.  in the memory of Anita Saperstein and Edith Elsie Lanning. 
 
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 __________ 2013. 
 
 
_____________________________ 
Gay Johann, MMC 
City Clerk/Assistant to the City Manager 
 

http://www.westlaw.com/Link/Document/FullText?findType=L&pubNum=1000211&cite=CAGTS54956.9&originatingDoc=NBA587F500DE511E28A628CD7CECCD897&refType=SP&originationContext=document&vr=3.0&rs=cblt1.0&transitionType=DocumentItem&contextData=(sc.UserEnteredCitation)#co_pp_5ba1000067d06


 

 

City of Sonoma 

City Council 

Agenda Item Summary 

 
City Council Agenda Item: 

 
Meeting Date: 

 
5C 
 
06/17/13 

 
Department 

Planning 
Staff Contact  

Associate Planner, Atkins 
Agenda Item Title 

Approval of application to renew “Bicycle-Friendly Community” Status. 
Summary 

In October of 2009, the League of American Bicyclists awarded the City of Sonoma with the 
designation as a Bicycle Friendly Community at the Bronze level. At this time the designation is up 
for renewal and a new application is required to be submitted by July 16, 2013.   

Recommended Council Action 
Approve the attached application to renew the “Bicycle-Friendly Community” status. 

Alternative Actions 
Decline to apply for the renewal of the “Bicycle-Friendly Community” designation. 

Financial Impact 
While there are no costs to submit the application, a budget item in the amount of $10,000 will be 
proposed in the FY13/14 budget process to implement programs associated with maintaining the 
Bicycle Friendly Community designation, such as education and outreach, implementing portions of 
the bicycle projects identified in the Sonoma Bicycle & Pedestrian Master Plan, and a Share the 
Road Campaign. This allocation is not a requirement of the application, so if the City Council 
reduces or eliminates the requested allocation though the budget review process, the application 
may proceed regardless.  

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

1. Application 
 

cc: 
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Working for a Bicycle Friendly America

Name of Community

Name of Community City of Sonoma

County/Borough/Parish Sonoma

State California

Has the community applied to the Bicycle Friendly Community program before?

Yes

No

What w as the result of the community's last application?

No designation

Honorable Mention

Bronze

Silver

Gold

Platinum

What year w as your community f irst aw arded a Bronze or higher aw ard? 2009

Mayor or top elected off icial (include title) Mayor Ken Brow n

Phone (707) 938-3681

Email ken@bearflagsocialclub.com

Address No. 1 The Plaza

Website w w w .sonomacity.org

Applicant Profile

Applicant Name Wendy Atkins

Title Associate Planner

Department Planning

Employer City of Sonoma

Address No. 1 The Plaza

City Sonoma

Save  Submit  Reset  Logout

Jump to a section:

> Name of Community

> Applicant Profile

> Community Profile

> Engineering

> Education

> Encouragement

> Enforcement

> Evaluation and Planning

> Final Overview

> Resources

Logout

http://www.bikeleague.org/
http://apply.bikeleague.org/forms/bfc_fall_2013-f262#426
http://apply.bikeleague.org/forms/bfc_fall_2013-f262#427
http://apply.bikeleague.org/forms/bfc_fall_2013-f262#428
http://apply.bikeleague.org/forms/bfc_fall_2013-f262#429
http://apply.bikeleague.org/forms/bfc_fall_2013-f262#430
http://apply.bikeleague.org/forms/bfc_fall_2013-f262#431
http://apply.bikeleague.org/forms/bfc_fall_2013-f262#432
http://apply.bikeleague.org/forms/bfc_fall_2013-f262#433
http://apply.bikeleague.org/forms/bfc_fall_2013-f262#434
http://www.bikeleague.org/programs/bicyclefriendlyamerica/bicyclefriendlyuniversity/help.php
http://apply.bikeleague.org/member.php?act=logout
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State California

Zip 95476

Phone (707) 933-2204

Email w atkins@sonomacity.org

Are you the Bicycle Program Manager?

Yes

No

If  no, does your community have a Bicycle Program Manager?

Yes

No

What is the Bicycle Program Manager’s contact information?

Community Profile

1. Type of Jurisdiction

Town/City/Municipality

County

Metropolitan Planning Organization/Council of Governments

Regional Planning Organization

Rural Planning Organization

Census Designated Place

Indian Country

Military Base

Other

2. For purposes of comparison, w ould you describe your community as largely

urban

suburban

rural

 

3. Climate

Average daytime temperature (in °F) 

January 46.9

April 56.7

July 70.2

October 62.6

 

Average precipitation (in inches) 

January 6.7
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April 1.8

July 0.0

October 1.7

 

4. Size of community (in sq. mi.) 

Total area 2.72

Water area

Land area 2.72

5. Total Population 10,648

5a. College/University student population (during semester) N/A

6. Population Density (Person per sq. mi. of land area) 3,914.7

7. Median Household Income 63,262

 

8. Age distribution (in percent) 

Under 5 4.4

Age 5-17 15.4

Age 18-64 55.2

Age 65+ 25

Totals (should equal 100) 100

 

9. Race (in percent) 

White 86.8

Black or African American 0.5

American Indian and Alaska Native 0.5

Asian 2.8

Native Haw aiian and Other Pacif ic Islander 0.2

Some other race 6.7

Tw o or more races 2.5

Totals (should equal 100) 100

Hispanic or Latino (of any race) 15.3

10. How  many government employees (including the Bicycle Program Manager), expressed in full-time equivalents, w ork on bicycle issues in your community?

0.1
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11. What percentage of the community's Bicycle Program Manager's time is spent on bicycling issues? N/A

12. Do you have a Bicycle Advisory Committee?

Yes

No

12a. How  often does it meet? Monthly or more frequently

12b. How  many members serve on the committee? 10

12c. Which of the follow ing groups are represented or regularly attend the Bicycle Advisory Committee? Check all that apply.

User Group

Law Enforcement

Chamber of Commerce

Public Health

Planning Department

Transportation Department

School Board

Parks Department

Recreation Department

Transit Agency

Other

12d. Name and email of Bicycle Advisory Committee Chair Chris Petlock, w atkins@sonomacity.org

13. List all bicycle advocacy groups in your community Sonoma County Bicycle Coalition Santa Rosa, CA

13a. List the name and email of the primary contact for the bicycle advocacy community

Gary Helfrich, gary@bikesonoma.org

13b. Do you contract w ith any advocacy groups for services or programs? Check all that apply.

Paid

Volunteer

No

13c. List all advocacy groups that are w orking w ith you on this application.

Sonoma County Bicycle Coalition

14. What are the primary reasons your community has invested in bicycling? Check all that apply.

Improved quality of life

Improving public health

Community connectivity

Transportation options

Reduce car-parking demands

Climate change/environmental stewardship concerns

Decrease traffic congestion

Increase tourism

Increase property values

https://members.bikeleague.org/members_online/members/findit.asp
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Cooperation with adjacent communities

Public demand

Economic development

Support Smart Growth  or other growth management goals

Traffic and bicycle/pedestrian safety

Meet local or state requirements

Other

15. What w as your community's most signif icant achievement for bicycling in the past year? (500 w ord limit)

In 2012, the City of Sonoma completed the installation of the follow ing bicycle improvements: 1) a 

Class II Bike Route on West MacArthur Street, w hich included the removal of parking on the south 

side of the street from Broadw ay to Fifth Street West; 2) a Class II Bike Route on Fifth Street West, 

w hich included a road configuration from four lanes dow n to tw o lanes w ith a center turn lane; 3) 

installed Class III Bike Routes on Oregon Street, Curtain Lane, Third Street West, Seventh Street 

West, Second Street East; and, 4) installed f if ty directional bicycle signs throughout the City.

16. What specif ic improvements do you have planned for bicycling in the follow ing year? (250 w ord limit)

In 2013, the City of Sonoma received $70,000 in TDA3 funding to fund the Napa Road Rehabilitation 

Project and the Depot Park Maintenance Project and. The grant funding w ill enable the striping of 

Class II bike lanes along Napa Road from Broadw ay to the city limits, east of Fifth Street East.  In 

addition, the grant funding w ill allow  for the rehabilitation of the existing segment of Class I Bike 

Route that runs through Depot Park. City Staff w ill also be w orking w ith the Sonoma County Bicycle 

Coalition to promote bicycle education and outreach.

Engineering

17. Does your community currently have any of the follow ing policies in place? Check all that apply.

Local Complete Streets policy

Local bicycle accommodation policy

Neither

17a. When w as it adopted? The City of Sonoma Self-certif ied on January , 2013

17b. Provide a link or attach a copy of this legislation or policy

Link provided.

18c. What tools are in place to ensure implementation? Check all that apply.

Implementation guidance

Design manual

Training

Oversight by Bicycle Program Manager

Implementation checklist

None of the above

19. Does your community currently have any of the follow ing additional policies in place? Check all that apply.

Design manual that ensures the safe and appropriate accommodation of bicyclists in every new road project

Streetscape design guidelines

Form-based/design-based codes

Connectivity policy or standards

Policy to preserve abandoned rail corridors for multi-use trails

Other

None of the above
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20. How  do you ensure your engineers and planners accommodate bicyclists according to AASHTO, MUTCD and NACTO standards? (Check all that apply.)

Offer FHWA/NHI Training Course

Hire outside consultants to train staff

Send staff to bicycle-specific conferences/training

APBP webinars

Require project consultants to have bike/ped qualifications

Adopted local design manual

Other

None of the above

21. Which of the follow ing signif icant physical barriers to cycling exist in your community? Check all that apply.

Major highways

Bridges that are inaccessible or unsafe for cyclists

Tunnels that are inaccessible or unsafe for cyclists

Large body of water (e.g. river)

Roads with bicycle bans

Railroad corridors

Other

No significant physical barriers

22. How  do you ensure that there are end-of-trip facilities for bicyclists? Check all that apply.

Bike parking ordinance for existing buildings specifying amount and location

Bike parking ordinance for all new developments specifying amount and location

Ordinance requiring showers and lockers in existing non-residential buildings

Ordinance requiring showers and lockers in new non-residential buildings

Building accessibility ordinance (Bicycles are allowed to be parked inside non-residential buildings)

On-street bike parking/bicycle corrals

Ordinance that allows bike parking to substitute for car parking

Requirement for new developments to meet LEED-Neighborhood Development  silver standards or higher

Developers are eligible for density bonuses  for providing end-of-trip facilities

Other

None

If  other, describe (250 w ord limit) Bicycle parking is required in new  development, but the amount and location are determined by the 

review  authority (Planning Commission or Design Review  Commission).

23. Do your standards for bike parking conform w ith APBP guidelines?

Yes

No

24. What is the total number of bike parking spaces in your community?

45

24a. What percentage of bike racks conform w ith APBP guidelines? more than 75%

 

24b. Of the total bike parking available, please specify the percentage of bike parking spaces that are: 

https://bookstore.transportation.org/item_details.aspx?ID=1943
http://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/pdfs/2003r1/Ch9.pdf
http://nacto.org/cities-for-cycling/design-guide/
http://www.apbp.org/resource/resmgr/publications/bicycle_parking_guidelines.pdf
http://www.apbp.org/resource/resmgr/publications/bicycle_parking_guidelines.pdf
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Bike lockers None

Parking spaces in bike depots (i.e. Bikestation) None

Parking spaces in bike corrals (on-street bike parking) None

 

25. Approximately w hat percentage of the follow ing locations has bike racks or storage units?  

Public and private schools 51-75%

Higher Education Institutions N/A

Libraries More than 90%

Transit stations and major bus stops More than 90%

Parks & recreation centers More than 90%

Other government ow ned buildings and facilities 51-75%

Event venues (e.g. convention center, movie complex) N/A

Office buildings Less than 10%

Retail stores 10-25%

Multi-family housing 10-25%

Public housing 10-25%

26. Does your community have transit service?

Yes

No

26a. What percentage of buses are equipped w ith bike racks? more than 75%

26b. Are bikes allow ed inside transit vehicles?

Yes

Sometimes

No

Describe (50 w ord limit) Only bicycle designed to be "folded" may be brought on buses.

27. What is the mileage of the existing off-road bicycle netw ork w ithin your community?

2

 

27a. How  many miles of the follow ing off-road bicycle accommodations do you have?

Answ er all that apply (in miles) 

Paved shared use paths (≥10feet) 2

Natural surface shared use paths (≥10feet) 0

Singletrack 0

27b. What percentage of natural surface trails and singletrack are open to bicyclists? None
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27c. What are the exceptions? (100 w ord limit)

28. What is the centerline mileage  of your road netw ork?

43

28a. What is the street netw ork density  of your road netw ork? (miles of road per sq. mi. of land area) More than 15.0

28b. What percentage of roads has posted speeds of 25mph and low er? 76-90%

28c. What percentage of the existing on-street bicycle netw ork meets or exceeds AASHTO, MUTCD and NACTO standards? 51-75%

 

28d. List your existing on-road bicycle accommodations that meet or exceed AASHTO, MUTCD and NACTO standards.

Answ er all that apply (in centerline miles) 

Conventional bike lanes  (ridable surface ≥4feet) 75%

Shared lane markings 90%

Contra-f low  bike lanes None

Protected or buffered bike lanes (one-w ay) None

Protected or buffered bike lanes (tw o-w ay) 90%

Raised cycle tracks None

Left-side bike lanes None

Bike boulevards None

Signed bike routes None

29. What other w ays have you improved conditions for bicyclists? Check all that apply.

Road diets 

Area wide traffic calming 

Speed limits 20 mph or less on residential streets

Bike cut-throughs

Way-finding signage with distance and/or time information

Shared Space/Home Zone/Living Street/Woonerf

Roundabouts that accommodate bicycles

Advisory bike lanes

Colored bike lanes

Bike/pedestrian overpasses/underpasses

Removal of on-street car parking

Speed tables to calm traffic

Car-free/Car-restricted zones

Other

None

30. What percentage of arterial streets has dedicated space for cyclists (e.g. bike lanes, paved shoulders ≥4feet, cycle tracks, etc)? 1-25%

https://bookstore.transportation.org/item_details.aspx?ID=1943
http://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/pdfs/2003r1/Ch9.pdf
http://nacto.org/cities-for-cycling/design-guide/
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/planning/fcsec2_1.htm
http://safety.fhwa.dot.gov/ped_bike/docs/b_aashtobik.pdf
http://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/pdfs/2003r1/Ch9.pdf
http://nacto.org/cities-for-cycling/design-guide/
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31. Which of the follow ing broader transportation policies and programs are in place in your community? Check all that apply.

Maximum car parking standards 

No minimum car parking standards 

Paid public parking

Shared-parking allowances 

Congestion charges

Prioritization of active mobility in planning and design processes

Other

None

 

32. What maintenance policies or programs ensure the on-street bicycle netw ork (including shoulders) remains usable and safe?

Select all that apply 

32a. Street sw eeping Weekly

32b. Snow  clearance Not applicable

32c. Pothole maintenance Within 24 hours of complaint

32d. Describe any other maintenance policies or programs for the on-street bicycle netw ork (including shoulders). (100 w ord limit)

 

33. What maintenance policies or programs ensure the off-street bicycle netw ork remains usable and safe?

Select all that apply. 

33a. Path sw eeping Monthly

33b. Vegetation maintenance Monthly

33c. Snow  clearance Not applicable

33d. Surface repair Within 24 hours of complaint

33e. Describe any other maintenance policies or programs for the off-street bicycle netw ork. (100 w ord limit)

34. Is there a mechanism in place for cyclists to identify problem intersections or areas to traff ic engineers and planners? Check all that apply.

Online reporting

Hotline

Monthly meeting

Other

None

35. How  do you accommodate cyclists at intersections in your community? Check all that apply.

Most signals are timed

Most signals are timed for bicycle speeds

Green wave for cyclists  in some locations

Demand activated signals with loop detector (and marking) or bike accessible push-button

Video or microwave detection

Bicycle signal heads
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Advance stop line or Bike Box

Path crossing with high visibility markings or signs

Raised path crossings

Other

None of the above

No signals

36. Describe any other amenities or infrastructure improvements that your community provides or requires that create a comfortable and attractive bicycling

environment (e.g. human-scale building design guidelines , mixed-use zoning , public restrooms, etc). (500 w ord limit)

The City of Sonoma Development Code includes a number of references to human scale in the 

Historic Preservation and Infill in the Historic Zone and Special Use Standards sections. In addition, 

the City incorporates a mixed-use zoning designation, and provides public restrooms at the Plaza and 

Depot Park parks.

Education

 

37. What percentage of schools in your jurisdiction participates in Safe Routes to School programs (or similar programs) that include bicycle education? 

Elementary None

Middle School None

High School None

38. Outside of schools, how  are children taught safe cycling skills? Check all that apply.

Youth bike clubs

Bike clinics or rodeos

Youth recreation programs

Helmet fit seminars

Safety town

Trail riding classes

Other

None of the above

39. Do you have a ticket diversion program ? Check all that apply.

For motorists

For cyclists

No

40. What have you done in the last 18 months to educate motorists and bicyclists on sharing the road safely? Check all that apply.

Public service announcements

Share the Road educational videos on community website/TV channel

Community newsletter/magazine article

Information in new resident packet

Utility bill insert

Bicycle ambassador program

Newspaper column/blog on bicycling

Dedicated bike page on community website

Billboards
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Share the Road Signs

Share the Road information in driver's education

Other

None of the above

 

41. In your community, how  often are the follow ing classes offered annually?

Answ er all that apply (in numbers) 

Traff ic Skills 101 classes or equivalent (including classroom and on-bike instruction)

3

Cycling Skills classes (three to four hour classroom training courses)

12

Commuter classes (one to tw o hour classes) 0

Bicycle maintenance classes or w orkshops 52

42. Do you offer regular Smart Cycling courses for your community engineers and planners that include on-bike instruction and in-traff ic cycling?

Yes

No

43. Has your community hosted a League Cycling Instructor  seminar in the past tw o years?

Yes

No

43a. How  many League Cycling Instructors are there in your community?

5

43b. List League Cycling Instructors that have taught at least one class during the past 12 months. (250 w ord limit)

Michelle Nikolayew

Sarah Hadler

Tom Helm

Martin Clinton

44. Which of the follow ing groups of professional drivers have training that includes information on sharing the road w ith cyclists? Check all that apply.

City staff

Taxi drivers

Transit operators

School bus operators

Delivery drivers

Other

None of the above

45. Describe any efforts your community has made to ensure your education programs reach traditionally underserved populations, particularly seniors,

minorities, non-English speakers and the disabled. (250 w ord limit)

In Sonoma County, the Hispanic community is the largest under-served population. Sonoma County 

Bicycle Coalition has one paid staff and tw o volunteers w ho are native Spanish speakers. The 

"Biker Chicks" ride series is designed to increase the percentage of w omen riding in Sonoma County 

from about 20% today to 50% w ithin the next 5 years. 

46. Describe any other education efforts in your community that promote safe cycling. (500 w ord limit)

http://www.bikeleague.org/programs/education/
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With support from local government and event promoters, Sonoma County Bicycle Coalition provides 

free valet bicycle parking at most major events in Sonoma County. Last year they parked almost 9,000 

bikes, w hich greatly reduced the number of people driving to events. They also produce the Sonoma 

County Bicycle Expo, w hich attracted 4,000 people last year. The expo celebrates all things bike and 

includes live framebuilding demos, bicycle rodeo, a sw ap meet, a group ride w ith city and county 

elected off icials and an urban criterium.

Encouragement

47. How  do you promote National Bike Month/your ow n dedicated Bike Month? Check all that apply.

Official Proclamation

Community Rides

Mayor-led/Council-led Ride

Public Service Announcements

Videos promoting bicycling on community website/TV channel

Publish a guide to Bike Month Events

Bike Month Website

Commuter Challenge

Bike Commuter energizer stations/breakfasts

Car-free days

Summer Streets/Ciclovia/Sunday Parkways

Mentoring program for new riders

Bike valet parking at events

Bike to School Day

Bicycle-themed festival/parade/show

Public education campaign relating to cycling (e.g. with a focus on public health or environmental benefits)

Trail construction or maintenance day

Other

No promotion

If  other, describe (250 w ord limit)

47a. What percentage of the population participate in Bike Month events? N/A

47b. Do you actively promote Bike to Work Day or other bicycle commuting incentive programs?

Yes

No

If  yes, describe (500 w ord limit) City staff facilitates and staff and the Mayor w ork the Energizer Station every year.  In addition, 

through the Sonoma Valley Economic Development Partnership the Economic Development Program 

Manager promotes Bike to Work Day through the Chamber of Commerce. 

47c. Approximately w hat percentage of the community w orkforce do you reach on Bike to Work Day? 26-50%

48. How  do you promote bicycling outside of your off icial Bike Month? Check all that apply.

Community and charity rides

Mayor-led/Council-led Rides

Videos on bicycling on community website/TV channel
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Public Service Announcements

Trail construction or maintenance day

Summer Streets/Ciclovia/Sunday Parkways

Commuter Challenge

Triathlons and bicycle races

Bike commuter events

Car-free days

Publish a guide to community bicycle events

Mentoring program for new riders

Bike valet parking at events

Bike to School Day

Bicycle-themed festivals/parades/shows

Public education campaign relating to cycling (e.g. with a focus on public health or environmental benefits)

Community celebration/ride each time a bicycle project is completed

Other

No promotion

49. List the signature cycling events that occur in your community. (500 w ord limit)

Echelon Gran Fondo Sonoma

49a. How  does the municipality sponsor or actively support these events?

Organize the event

Fund event

Contribute in-kind funding (i.e. police presence, closing roads, etc)

Assist in promoting the event

Other

No support/Not applicable

50. Does your local tourism board promote bicycling in your area?

Yes

No

If  yes, describe (250 w ord limit) Yes, the Sonoma Valley Visitors Bureau promotes bicycling in the City of Sonoma by providing a 

number of bicycle maps to visitors.

51. Are there cycling clubs in your community? Check all that apply.

Recreational bike clubs

Mountain bike clubs

Friends of the Trail groups

National Mountain Bike Patrol

Racing clubs or teams

Other

No
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51a. List the names of the clubs. (500 w ord limit) Sonoma Valley Cylists

52. How  many specialty bicycle retailers (shops dedicated primarily to selling bikes and bike-related equipment) are there in your community?

3

52a. List their names. (250 w ord limit) Wine Country Cyclery

Sonoma Valley Cyclery

Napa Valley Bike Tours

53. Which of these bicycling amenities do you have in your community? Check all that apply.

BMX track

Velodrome

Cyclocross course

Mountain bike park

Pump tracks

Themed loop routes around the community

Other

None

53a. Is there a skate park in your community?

Yes

No

If  yes, do bikes have access to the skate park?

Always

Sometimes

Never

54. Are there opportunities to rent bicycles in your community?

Yes

No

55. Does your community have a public bike sharing program ?

Yes

No

 

55a. If  yes, please provide details about the system below . 

How  many bikes are in the system?

How  many stations are in the system?

How  many trips are being made annually?

56. Do you have any current League of American Bicyclists designated Bicycle Friendly Businesses in your community?

Yes

No

http://www.bikeleague.org/programs/bicyclefriendlyamerica/bicyclefriendlybusiness/
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57. Do you have any current League of American Bicyclists designated Bicycle Friendly Universities in your community?

Yes

No

Not applicable

58. Does your community have youth recreation and/or intervention programs centered on bicycling? Check all that apply.

Recycle a Bicycle

Trips for Kids chapter

Earn a Bike program

Bike co-op or Community Cycling Center

Other

None

If  other, describe (100 w ord limit)

Operation Bicycle is a community bike project focused on getting youth and low -income Sonoma Valley residents on bikes. This is achieved through the earn-

a-bike program, w hich allow s teens to take home a bicycle after volunteering a set number our hours in the shop. Operation Bicycle also serves as a zero-

to-low  cost, drop-in repair center. This enables teens to keep their pedal-pow ered vehicles running. In addition, Operation Bicycle serves as an education 

center for bicycle repair and operation, teaching cyclists how  to "drive" their bikes safely and legally. Operation Bicycle is a program of Sonoma Valley Teen 

Services. 

59. What mapping and route f inding information is available for your community, w hich has been updated in the last 18 months? Check all that apply.

Online route finding service

Smart phone app

Online bike map outlining existing bike infrastructure (by type), public restrooms and other bicycle amenities

Printed bike map outlining existing bike infrastructure (by type), public restrooms and other bicycle amenities

Printed mountain bike trails map

Printed greenways and trails map

None of the above

60. Describe any other programs or policies your community has to encourage cycling. (500 w ord limit)

Enforcement

61. How  does your police department interact w ith the local cycling community? Check all that apply.

A police officer is an active member of the Bicycle Advisory Committee

Identified law-enforcement point person to interact with cyclists

Other

No current formal interaction

62. What kind of training is offered to police off icers regarding traff ic law  as it applies to bicyclists? Check all that apply.

Basic academy training

International Police Mountain Bike Association training

Law Enforcement Bicycle Association training

National Highway Traffic Safety Administration Law Enforcement Training

Completion of Smart Cycling course by one or more officers

Presentation by League Cycling Instructor or local cyclist

Institute for Police Training and Development bicycle training

http://www.bikeleague.org/programs/bicyclefriendlyamerica/bicyclefriendlyuniversity/index.php
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No training offered

63. What enforcement programs that target improving cyclist safety are in place? Check all that apply.

Helmet giveaways

Light giveaways

Bike lock giveaways

Targeting motorist infractions

Targeting cyclist infractions

Positive enforcement ticketing

Share the road campaigns

Other

None of the above

64. What percentage of patrolling police department employees are on bikes? None

65. Are any other public safety (e.g. EMS) employees on bikes?

Yes

No

66. Do police off icers report cyclist crash data or potential hazards to traff ic engineers and planners to identify sites in need of safety improvements for

cyclists?

Yes

No

67. Which of the follow ing safety services and amenities are available in your community?

Emergency call boxes/phones along trails

Trail watch programs/ Trail patrols

Street lighting on most arterials

Street lighting on most non-arterials

Lighting of most shared-use paths

Stolen or impounded bikes recovery system or assistance

Non-mandatory bike registration

None of the above

68. Do you have any local ordinances that protect cyclists equitably? Check all that apply.

Specific penalties for failing to yield to a cyclist when turning

It is illegal to park or drive in a bike lane (intersections excepted)

Penalties for motor vehicle users that 'door' cyclists

Ban on cell phone use while driving

Ban on texting while driving

Photo enforcement for red lights and/or speed

Vulnerable road user law

Safe passing distance law

It is illegal to harass a cyclist

Other

None of the above
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69. Do your local ordinances place any restrictions on cyclists? Check all that apply.

State or local law requires cyclists to use side paths regardless of their usability

State or local law requires cyclists to use bike lanes when provided

Cyclists are required to ride as far to the right of the road as practicable without exceptions

Local or school policies restrict youths from riding to school

Other

None of the above

If  other, describe (100 w ord limit) The City of Sonoma has a local ordinance that states the follow ing: No person shall use or operate a 

bicycle or other means of conveyance propelled by human pow er, including roller skates, a 

skateboard, coaster, scooter, tricycle, or any similar conveyance propelled by motor pow er, any 

place in the city upon a public sidew alk or public pedestrian or bicycle path, or upon any portion of the 

city plaza or any public park or public recreation ground, at such speed or in such manner as 

evidences w illful, w anton or reckless disregard of the safety of other pedestrians in the vicinity.

70. Describe any other enforcement programs or policies relating to cycling. (500 w ord limit)

Evaluation and Planning

71. Does your community have a comprehensive bicycle master plan  or similar section in another document?

Yes

No

Currently under preparation

 

71a. If  yes, please provide details about the plan below . 

Provide a link to the plan or describe. (250 w ord limit) Sonoma Bicycle & Pedestrian Master Plan attached for reference.

When w as it passed or most recently updated? September 3, 2008

Is there a dedicated funding source for implementation?

Yes

No

What percentage of the current plan has been implemented?

54

Are you meeting annual target goals for implementation?

Yes

No

72. Do you have a trails master plan that addresses mountain bike access?

Yes

No

73. Is there formal cooperation betw een the mountain biking community and the community recreation and planning staff?

Yes

No
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74. Does your community have an on-going bicycle counting and/or survey program that allow s for long-term trend analysis of cycling trips (e.g. participation in

the National Bicycle and Pedestrian Documentation Project)?

Yes

No

If  yes, please describe the most recent results. (250 w ord limit)

In 2012 the Sonoma County Transportation conducted annual bicycle/pedestrian manual counts by 

collecting AM/PM peak period bicycle/pedestrian counts. The follow ing are the location descriptions and 

results:  Broadw ay at New comb Street (Bike A.M.28; Bike P.M. 36; Pedestrian A.M. 89; Pedestrian P.M. 

72), Broadw ay at East Napa Street (Bike A.M. 24; Bike P.M. 32; Pedestrian A.M. 97; Pedestrian P.M. 

224), and New comb Street at Second Street West (Bike A.M. 13; Bike P.M. 52; Pedestrian A.M. 37; 

Pedestrian P.M. 54).

75. Does your community routinely conduct pre/post evaluations of bicycle-related road projects?

Yes

No

76. Does your community establish target goals for bicycle use?

Yes

No

77. What is the most current journey-to-w ork data for your community? Tip: Search for topic B08301 (Means of Transportation to Work) for your community on

the American FactFinder w ebsite (Advanced Search). Choose the most recent data set available for your community. Divide the total number of

bicycle/pedestrian/transit commuters by the total number of commuters and multiply the result by 100. 

Bicycling (in %) 2.34

Percentage of bicycle commuters w ho are w omen (see topic B08006)

22

Walking (in %) 6.23

Transit (in %) 0.96

78. What is the average commuting distance to w ork for residents of your community? 5-10 miles

79. What percent of children commute to school by bicycle?

Elementary 3

Middle School 9.7

High School 0.23

80. How  many cyclists have been involved in a crash in your community in the past f ive years involving a motor vehicle?

Betw een January 2007, and December 2011, there w ere 31 bicyclists involved in traff ic collisions reported to the Statew ide Integrated Traff ic Records System (SWITRS). Of the 31, 18 of w hich the bicyclist appeared to be at fault.

80a. How  many cyclist fatalities have occurred in your community in the past f ive years involving a motor vehicle?

0

80b. Do you have a specif ic plan or program to reduce these numbers?

Yes

No

81. Do you measure the Bicycle Level of Service  of roads and/or intersections?

http://bikepeddocumentation.org/
http://factfinder2.census.gov/faces/nav/jsf/pages/index.xhtml
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Yes

No

82. Do you have community-w ide trip reduction policies or programs ?

Yes

No

82a. Does the program use individualized marketing  to identify and support current and potential bike commuters in your community?

Yes

No

83. Have you done an economic impact study on bicycling in your community?

Yes

No

84. Do you have a mechanism to ensure bicycle facilities, programs and encouragement efforts are implemented in traditionally underserved neighborhoods?

Yes

No

85. Describe any other programs or policies that your community uses to evaluate and/or plan bicycling conditions, programs, and facilities. (500 w ord limit)

Final Overview

 

86. What are the three primary reasons your community deserves to be designated a Bicycle Friendly Community? 

Reason One (250 w ord limit)

The City of Sonoma has strong community support for bicycling. There is an ever grow ing grass roots organization that has helped our local government to 

understand that support of bicycle facilities politically and f inancially is important to the health and w elfare of the community. More and more citizens are 

interested in supporting bicycle facilities; indeed, bicycling is becoming more popular. Families w ant to feel safe riding in and around the City and continuing to 

be a Bicycle Friendly Community w ill continue to indicate that the City is committed to enhancing the city as a place w here people young and old can feel 

comfortable riding bicycles.

Reason Tw o (250 w ord limit) The City of Sonoma is a popular tourist destination and continuing to be a Bicycle Friendly 

Community w ill only make it more popular.  The City of Sonoma is proud to be identif ied as a 

destination w here it is encouraged to bring a bicycle.

Reason Three (250 w ord limit) The City of Sonoma has been w orking hard to implement the Sonoma Bicycle & Pedestrian Master 

Plan (Plan) adopted in 2008. In fact, over half of the project priorities in the Plan have been 

implemented. In addition, the City received grant funding in 2013 to implement tw o additional bicycle 

projects (including installing Class II Bike routes on Napa Road).

 

87. What are the three aspects of your community most in need of improvement in order to accommodate bicyclists? 

Aspect One (100 w ord limit)

Education is the aspect of the community that is in the most need of improvements in order to accommodate bicycles. Education is required for both bicycles 

riders and non-riders. The City w ill continue to w ork w ith the Sonoma County Bicycle Coalition to encouraging the Safe Routes to School programs in schools. 

Vehicles and bicycles must be aw are that it is important to share the road. Non-riders must learn that bicycles have road rights and the City Comprehensive 

Sign Program (implemented in 2012) w ill continue to help in that regard. In addition, the City should provide local bicycle education classes, w hich need to be 

oriented to both school aged children and adults. The education classes must reach traditionally underserved populations including seniors, minorities, and 

non-English speakers. In addition, FHWA/NHI training and Smart Cycling courses could be offered to Engineers and Planners. Finally, the City could host a 

League Cycle Instructor seminar.
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Aspect Tw o (100 w ord limit) A dedicated funding source could be allocated to implement the Sonoma Bicycle & Pedestrian Master 

Plan and to provide for bicycling education opportunities. In addition, a Bicycle Program Manager 

position could be developed in order to assign adequate staff time for bicycle issues. In addition, a 

Share the Road Campaign could be adopted by the City Council that could include helmet, light, and lock 

giveaw ays.

Aspect Three (100 w ord limit) An economic impact study on bicycling could be facilitated. The Economic Development Partnership 

could promote League of American Cyclist Bicycle Friendly Businesses. In addition, the Municipal Code 

could be revised to give new  business incentives for bike lockers and bikestations. Finally, a bicycle 

parking ordinance could be developed to provide for end-of-trip facilities that confirm to APBP 

guidelines.

88. Are you planning any new  projects based on your completion of the Bicycle Friendly Community application?

Yes

No

If  yes, describe (250 w ord limit) The City of Sonoma w ill w ork w ith the Sonoma County Bicycle Coalition on possible joint programs 

in elementary schools, education and outreach events, and promoting valet bicycle parking at the 

Tuesday evening Farmers Markets.

89. Has completing this application made you more aw are of w hat your community needs to do to be bicycle friendly?

Yes

No

If  yes, describe (250 w ord limit) In order for the City of Sonoma to be more bicycle friendly a dedicated funding source should be 

allocated to implement the Sonoma Bicycle & Pedestrian Master Plan and to provide for bicycling 

education opportunities to bicycle riders and vehicle drivers.

We often get requests for model BFC applications from aspiring communities. Would you be w illing to share your application?

Yes

No

How  did you hear about the BFC program?

A speaker at a bicycle event in 2008 suggested that the City of Sonoma apply to become a Bicycle 

Friendly Community.

 

Submit any documents that you w ould like to provide in support of your application and f ive high resolution photos (1-5MB) here. By submitting photos, the

League of American Bicyclists has the right to use your photos to promote bicycling. Please note that the f iles w ill submit immediately and w ill not appear as an

attachment.  
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Agenda Item Summary 

 
City Council Agenda Item: 

 
Meeting Date: 

 
5D 
 
06/17/13 

 
Department 

Public Works 
Staff Contact  

Stormwater Coordinator, Atkins 
Agenda Item Title 

Authorization for the Sonoma Ecology Center to submit an EPA San Francisco Bay Area Water 
Quality Improvement Fund proposal, on behalf of the City of Sonoma, to implement three TMLDs in 
the Sonoma Creek Watershed. 

Summary 
The Sonoma Ecology Center (SEC) will be submitting an Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) 
San Francisco Bay Area Water Quality Improvement Fund proposal in the amount of $1.6 million for 
various projects within Sonoma Valley to protect and restore the water quality of the San Francisco 
Bay and its watersheds. Specifically for the City of Sonoma, the SEC is proposing, on behalf of the 
City of Sonoma, to apply for $60,000 in EPA funding to implement three Total Maximum Daily Loads 
(TMDLs) in the Sonoma Creek Watershed.  
 
On May 20, 2013, the City Council voted 4-0 (Councilmember Rouse absent) to adopt a resolution 
authorizing the City Manager to apply for coverage under the State Water Resources Control 
Board’s Phase II Small Municipal Separate Storm Sewer Systems (MS4) General Permit. Section E. 
15 (Total Maximum Daily Loads Compliance Requirements) requires that the City of Sonoma 
comply with all applicable TMDLs approved pursuant to 40 Code of Federal Regulations section 
130.7 that assign a Waste Load Allocation to the Permitee and that have been identified in 
Attachment G. 

 
Recommended Council Action 

Authorization for the Sonoma Ecology Center, on behalf of the City of Sonoma, to apply for $60,000 
in EPA funding to implement three Total Maximum Daily Loads (TMDLs) in the Sonoma Creek 
Watershed.  

Alternative Actions 
N.A. 

Financial Impact 
The City of Sonoma matching requirements for this funding source is $10,000 (and can consist of in-
kind contributions from the City of Sonoma). $10,000 has also been budgeted in the FY 2013-2014 
Stormwmater budget for the project. 

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

1. Narrative: Implementing Three TMDLS in Sonoma Creek Water Shed  
 

cc: Sonoma Ecology Center 
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Implementing	  Three	  TMDLs	  in	  the	  Sonoma	  Creek	  Watershed	  
An	  initial	  proposal	  to	  the	  EPA	  San	  Francisco	  Bay	  Water	  Quality	  Improvement	  Fund,	  2013	  
	  
Project	  Scope	  and	  Approach	  

This	  project	  is	  a	  partnership	  for	  implementing	  three	  TMDLs	  in	  the	  Sonoma	  Creek	  watershed	  and	  
tracking	  our	  progress	  toward	  achieving	  water	  quality	  goals.	  The	  project	  addresses	  TMDLs	  for	  
sediment,	  pesticides,	  and	  pathogens	  in	  Sonoma	  Creek	  watershed.	  	  

CCMP	  objectives	  and	  actions	  implemented	  include:	  Obj.	  AR-‐4,	  Action	  AR-‐4.8:	  increase	  shaded	  
riverine	  aquatic	  habitat.	  Obj.	  WT-‐1,	  -‐3,	  -‐4,	  Actions	  WT-‐1.3,	  1.4,	  3.2,	  4.2,	  related	  to	  enhancing	  
riparian	  wetlands,	  buffers,	  and	  transitional	  habitats,	  expanding	  financial	  assistance	  to	  
landowners,	  and	  preventing	  invasive	  species.	  Obj.	  LU-‐1,	  Action	  LU-‐1.1,	  1.1.1,	  1.5,	  1.6,	  2.3,	  2.6,	  
related	  to	  incorporating	  watershed	  protection	  into	  local	  government	  approaches.	  The	  project	  
addresses	  Goal	  2	  in	  EPA’s	  Strategic	  Plan:	  Protecting	  America’s	  Waters,	  with	  the	  objective	  
Protect	  and	  Restore	  Watersheds	  and	  Aquatic	  Ecosystems.	  	  

Major	  proposed	  activities	  are	  as	  follows:	  

1. Coordinate	  City	  of	  Sonoma	  compliance	  with	  Region-‐Specific	  Requirements	  of	  the	  TMDLs	  for	  
Sediment,	  Pathogens,	  and	  Pesticides	  (Attachment	  G	  of	  the	  Phase	  II	  General	  Permit	  for	  
stormwater).	  Our	  logic	  model	  for	  this	  task	  is:	  We	  propose	  a	  project	  to	  update	  understanding	  
about	  and	  implement	  actions	  on	  TMDL-‐related	  stormwater	  discharges,	  so	  that	  the	  City	  of	  
Sonoma	  can	  clean	  up	  sources,	  so	  that	  sources	  of	  sediment,	  pathogens,	  and	  pesticides	  are	  
reduced	  for	  Sonoma	  Creek,	  so	  that	  levels	  of	  these	  parameters	  decline,	  so	  that	  Sonoma	  
Creek	  meets	  its	  water-‐quality	  standards	  for	  sediment,	  pathogens,	  and	  pesticides,	  so	  that	  
fish	  in	  Sonoma	  Creek	  are	  healthy	  and	  abundant.	  

	  
1a.	  	  Coordinate	  discussions	  on	  allocations.	  The	  project	  will	  coordinate	  conversations	  among	  
stakeholders,	  including	  City	  of	  Sonoma,	  County	  of	  Sonoma,	  and	  interested	  landowners,	  to	  work	  
with	  the	  Regional	  Water	  Quality	  Control	  Board	  (Board)	  as	  it	  defines	  the	  City’s	  portion	  of	  
sediment,	  pesticides,	  and	  pathogens	  targets.	  In	  response	  to	  these	  conversations,	  a	  
memorandum	  of	  understanding	  regarding	  allocations	  will	  be	  memorialized.	  
	  
1b.	  Develop	  sediment	  and	  pathogens	  monitoring	  and	  implementation	  plans.	  Updated	  TMDL-‐
related	  stormwater	  allocations	  will	  be	  memorialized,	  and	  monitoring	  and	  implementation	  
actions	  will	  be	  outlined	  for	  Board	  approval.	  Pesticides	  are	  not	  included	  herein,	  as	  updates	  on	  
those	  allocations	  follow	  a	  longer	  timeline	  and	  will	  likely	  not	  be	  ready	  for	  finalization	  until	  2014.	  	  
	  
1c.	  Implement	  the	  City	  of	  Sonoma’s	  requirements	  for	  the	  pathogens	  TMDL.	  Activities	  focus	  on	  
public	  outreach	  and	  education	  about	  managing	  pet	  waste,	  reducing	  runoff	  to	  storm	  drains,	  and	  
implementing	  standard	  operational	  BMPs.	  The	  City	  and	  SEC	  have	  been	  partnering	  on	  these	  
activities	  since	  early	  2012.	  For	  this	  project,	  we	  will	  adapt	  successful	  regional	  education	  
campaigns	  to	  local	  conditions,	  developing	  and	  conveying	  messages	  to	  audiences	  such	  as	  
students,	  homeowners,	  pet	  owners	  and	  dog-‐walkers,	  car	  wash	  businesses,	  the	  landscape	  
maintenance	  industry,	  homeless	  encampments	  and	  those	  who	  respond	  to	  them,	  and	  mobile	  
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cleaning/pressure	  wash	  businesses.	  	  
	  
2.	  Implement	  prioritized	  sediment	  pollution	  reduction	  actions	  in	  the	  non-‐City	  portions	  of	  the	  
watershed.	  These	  include:	  
	  
2a.	  Required	  Phase	  II	  stormwater	  sediment	  pollution	  actions	  in	  county	  portions	  of	  the	  NPDES	  
area.	  Specifically,	  county	  road-‐related	  sediment	  sources	  will	  be	  controlled	  in	  years	  2	  –	  4	  of	  this	  
project,	  in	  order	  of	  priority,	  as	  identified	  in	  an	  assessment	  to	  be	  completed	  early	  in	  the	  project.	  
	  
2b.	  	  Vineyard	  Waste	  Discharge	  Requirements	  will	  be	  met,	  and	  tracked,	  through	  a	  new	  
partnership	  between	  the	  Sonoma	  County	  Agricultural	  Commissioner,	  Sonoma	  County	  Permit	  &	  
Resource	  Management	  Department,	  SEC,	  and	  UC	  Davis.	  Vineyard	  BMPs	  implemented	  in	  
connection	  with	  the	  WDR	  will	  be	  tracked,	  and	  their	  effectiveness	  estimated,	  in	  the	  Water	  
Tracker	  (see	  Task	  3	  below).	  	  
	  
2c.	  At	  least	  5	  other	  near-‐stream	  sediment	  pollution	  priority	  sites	  that	  were	  identified	  in	  a	  recent	  
319(h)-‐funded	  study.	  These	  include	  a	  bridge	  in	  Sugarloaf	  Ridge	  State	  Park,	  the	  upper	  Kenwood	  
reach	  of	  Sonoma	  Creek,	  a	  degraded	  horse	  pasture	  near	  Glen	  Ellen,	  and	  additional	  sites	  
generally	  on	  private	  residential	  properties.	  
	  
3.	  Develop	  and	  launch	  the	  Water	  Tracker.	  Track	  watershed-‐wide	  water	  quality	  achievement	  by	  
all	  parties,	  with	  an	  8-‐parameter	  online	  pilot	  system	  transferable	  to	  watersheds	  throughout	  the	  
bay	  region,	  populating	  the	  tracking	  system	  with	  Sonoma	  Creek	  empirical	  data,	  and	  by	  
continuing	  SEC’s	  long-‐running	  ambient	  water	  quality	  monitoring	  program.	  	  

Basis	  for	  Activities	  and	  Expected	  Results	  	  

Project	  activities	  are	  high	  priorities	  as	  identified	  by	  water	  quality	  regulations	  and	  15	  years	  of	  
locally	  led	  science-‐based	  adaptive	  clean	  water	  efforts	  in	  Sonoma	  Creek	  watershed.	  	  

Priorities	  and	  locations	  for	  pollutant	  reduction	  actions	  are	  informed	  by	  the	  following	  plans,	  
documents,	  and	  analyses:	  

• Fish	  population	  data	  from	  fish	  trap	  deployed	  in	  spring	  2013,	  which	  captured	  Chinook	  
salmon	  smolts	  and	  many	  steelhead	  trout	  smolts	  (data	  analysis	  in	  progress).	  

• Attachment	  G,	  General	  Permit,	  Phase	  II	  NPDES,	  2/5/2013.	  In	  the	  attachment,	  the	  City	  of	  
Sonoma	  has	  been	  allocated	  a	  sediment	  waste	  load	  of	  600	  tons/year	  for	  stormwater	  runoff	  
discharges	  from	  municipalities’	  facilities	  associated	  with	  construction	  and/or	  maintenance	  
activities,	  as	  well	  as	  a	  shared	  allocation	  with	  Sonoma	  County	  of	  2,100	  tons/year	  for	  road	  
crossings,	  roadways,	  and	  culverts	  to	  minimize	  road-‐related	  sediment	  delivery	  to	  stream	  
channels	  by	  October	  31,	  2014.	  The	  City	  of	  Sonoma	  must	  reduce	  pathogens	  in	  stormwater	  to	  
targets	  indicated	  by	  E.	  coli,	  fecal	  coliform,	  and	  total	  coliform	  in	  Coliform	  Fecal	  Units	  per	  100	  
mL	  of	  municipal	  storm	  water.	  The	  City	  also	  needs	  to	  comply	  with	  pesticide	  discharge	  limits,	  
to	  observe	  urban	  creek	  pesticide	  toxicity	  targets	  that	  are	  still	  to	  be	  determined,	  by	  
implementing	  the	  pesticide-‐related	  toxicity	  control	  program.	  
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• 319(h)-‐funded	  prioritization	  of	  sediment	  reduction	  project	  locations	  based	  on	  sediment	  
loads,	  geology,	  land	  use,	  and	  location	  of	  spawning	  salmonids.	  This	  analysis,	  completed	  in	  
2012,	  pointed	  to	  10	  implementation	  actions	  at	  particular	  locations,	  which,	  when	  
implemented,	  are	  estimated	  to	  reduce	  sediment	  load	  in	  Sonoma	  Creek	  by	  #	  tons/year.	  	  

• Basin	  Plan	  Amendment.	  	  
• Sonoma	  Creek	  Sediment	  Source	  Analysis.	  Approximately	  79%	  of	  the	  suspended	  and	  bed	  

load	  in	  Sonoma	  Valley	  streams	  is	  from	  the	  beds	  and	  banks	  of	  stream	  channels.	  The	  SSA	  
assessed	  road-‐related	  sediment	  sources;	  this	  will	  form	  the	  basis	  for	  prioritizing	  runoff	  
control	  measures	  related	  to	  roads.	  

• Limiting	  Factors	  Analysis	  for	  Steelhead	  in	  Sonoma	  Creek	  Watershed.	  The	  Analysis	  found	  that	  
sediment	  impairment	  reduces	  habitat	  quality	  for	  endangered	  species	  and	  has	  been	  a	  major	  
factor	  in	  decline	  of	  beneficial	  uses.	  

• Sonoma	  Creek	  Watershed	  Enhancement	  Plan	  
• 15	  years	  of	  monitoring	  turbidity,	  suspended	  sediment,	  benthic	  macroinvertebrates,	  physical	  

water	  quality,	  fisheries,	  streamflow,	  and	  other	  parameters	  
	  
Tracking	  incremental	  progress	  toward	  long-‐term	  goals	  for	  water	  quality	  and	  watershed	  health	  
(Task	  3)	  is	  a	  goal	  of	  EPA	  and	  SWRCB,	  and	  a	  requirement	  of	  Basin	  Plan	  Amendments.	  Recent	  
conversations	  between	  SEC	  staff	  and	  both	  agencies	  suggest	  an	  unmet	  need	  for	  a	  consistent	  
framework	  and	  online	  location	  to	  visualize,	  in	  real	  time,	  the	  incremental	  contributions	  of	  clean	  
water	  actions	  by	  multiple	  parties	  toward	  achieving	  water	  quality	  targets	  and	  goals.	  Both	  
agencies	  have	  seen	  presentations	  from	  SEC	  and	  UC	  Davis	  about	  a	  proposed	  structure	  and	  
methodology	  for	  such	  a	  system.	  

The	  basis	  of	  estimates	  for	  outcomes	  of	  on-‐the-‐ground	  activities	  include	  David	  Rosgen,	  PhD,	  at	  
http://water.epa.gov/scitech/datait/tools/warsss/pla_box08.cfm,	  Sonoma	  Creek	  watershed	  US	  
EPA	  Clean	  Water	  Act	  Sediment	  Source	  Analysis	  at	  http://knowledge.sonomacreek.net/SSA,	  and	  
US	  EPA	  Stream	  Mechanics	  and	  US	  FWS	  (2012)	  at	  
http://water.epa.gov/scitech/datait/tools/warsss/pla_box08.cfm.	  

Climate	  change:	  A	  changing	  climate	  is	  bringing	  more	  aridity	  and	  more	  extreme	  storms	  to	  our	  
region.	  Projects	  to	  protect	  water	  quality	  and	  to	  slow	  down	  runoff	  can	  buffer	  our	  human	  and	  
natural	  communities	  against	  the	  impacts	  of	  climate	  change.	  Slowing	  down	  runoff,	  which	  is	  a	  
frequent	  method	  for	  reducing	  polluted	  runoff,	  increases	  infiltration	  and	  groundwater	  recharge,	  
thus	  reducing	  the	  need	  for	  energy-‐intensive	  water	  imports.	  Thus,	  water	  quality	  protection	  
activities	  proposed	  here	  also	  reduce	  greenhouse	  gas	  emissions	  associated	  with	  transporting,	  
treating,	  and	  disposing	  of	  imported	  water.	  SEC	  is	  a	  founding	  member	  of	  the	  North	  Bay	  Climate	  
Adaptation	  Initiative.	  In	  that	  capacity,	  SEC	  is	  currently	  working	  with	  Sonoma	  County	  to	  produce	  
climate	  adaptation	  policies	  and	  programs	  for	  the	  County	  and	  its	  nine	  incorporated	  cities.	  

Likelihood	  of	  planning	  activities	  being	  implemented.	  This	  project	  includes	  the	  following	  
planning	  activities:	  allocation	  of	  sediment	  load	  reductions	  between	  city	  and	  county,	  county	  
road	  sediment	  source	  assessment	  and	  prioritization,	  and	  developing	  targets	  for	  city	  
stormwater-‐related	  pesticides	  and	  pathogens	  pollution.	  Results	  of	  these	  planning	  activities	  will	  
be	  immediately	  incorporated	  into	  mandated	  municipal	  activities.	  
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Partnerships	  and	  community	  involvement:	  This	  project	  expands	  on	  long-‐term	  partnerships	  
between	  SEC	  and	  the	  City	  of	  Sonoma	  on	  pathogens	  compliance,	  between	  private	  landowners	  
and	  SEC	  on	  sediment	  pollution	  reduction,	  between	  SEC	  and	  the	  RWQCB	  on	  implementing	  
TMDLs,	  and	  between	  SEC	  and	  UC	  Davis	  on	  indicator-‐based	  reporting	  systems.	  It	  builds	  more	  
recent	  partnerships	  between	  SEC	  and	  Sonoma	  County’s	  Roads	  Department	  to	  reduce	  road-‐
related	  polluted	  runoff	  and	  between	  SEC	  and	  Sonoma	  County	  Agricultural	  Commissioner	  to	  
track	  pollution	  reduction	  on	  vineyards.	  	  

Ongoing	  Implementation	  The	  partnerships	  here	  between	  an	  entrepreneurial,	  science-‐driven	  
nonprofit	  and	  local	  governments	  with	  demanding	  water	  quality	  mandates	  will	  result	  in	  better-‐
informed	  long-‐term	  implementation	  of	  water	  quality	  improvements,	  including	  improved	  
municipal	  maintenance	  and	  repair	  practices,	  and	  agricultural	  oversight.	  In	  addition,	  SEC’s	  
proven	  fund-‐raising	  will	  continue	  to	  seek	  resources	  and	  partnerships	  to	  adaptively	  implement,	  
track,	  and	  report	  watershed	  health	  efforts.	  

Environmental	  Results	  
Outputs:	  	  

City	  TMDL-‐related	  stormwater	  activities	  will	  produce	  the	  following	  outputs:	  up	  to	  3	  meetings	  
with	  over	  100	  participants,	  to	  engage	  stakeholders;	  2	  memoranda	  of	  understanding	  completed	  
regarding	  allocations	  of	  sediment	  and	  pesticides;	  2	  plans,	  for	  monitoring	  and	  implementation	  
for	  sediment	  and	  pathogens,	  completed	  and	  submitted;	  up	  to	  3	  workshops	  held	  regarding	  
pathogen	  pollution	  prevention;	  at	  least	  1	  round	  of	  fliers	  circulated;	  and	  at	  least	  1	  round	  of	  
surveys	  completed.	  	  
County	  road-‐related	  sediment	  reduction	  activities	  will	  produce	  an	  assessment	  and	  prioritization	  
of	  road-‐related	  sediment	  sources,	  a	  record	  of	  sediment	  reduction	  actions	  taken	  during	  the	  
project,	  and	  an	  updated	  estimate	  of	  tons/yr	  reduction	  in	  fine	  sediment	  delivered	  to	  streams.	  	  
Near-‐stream	  implementation	  actions	  to	  reduce	  sediment	  input	  to	  streams	  and	  improve	  riparian	  
habitat	  quality	  will	  produce	  designs,	  agreements,	  QAPP-‐compliant	  performance	  monitoring	  
data,	  and	  publicity.	  	  
The	  Water	  Tracker	  is	  a	  working	  pilot	  water	  quality	  online	  tracking	  system	  built	  for	  at	  least	  8	  
water	  quality	  parameters,	  and	  populated	  by	  past	  and	  current	  empirical	  Sonoma	  Creek	  water	  
quality	  data.	  Beyond	  the	  grant	  period,	  the	  Water	  Tracker	  will	  provide	  a	  template	  for	  a	  bay-‐
region	  system	  in	  which	  to	  record	  the	  quantitative	  contributions	  of	  individual	  projects	  toward	  
regulatory	  targets,	  such	  as	  those	  in	  TMDLs,	  and	  non-‐regulatory	  goals,	  such	  as	  those	  in	  habitat	  
and	  recovery	  plans.	  

Outcomes:	  during	  the	  grant	  period,	  this	  project	  	  will	  implement	  actions	  that	  will	  lead	  to	  
long-‐term	  reduction	  of	  fine	  sediment,	  pathogens,	  and	  pesticides	  supplied	  to	  Sonoma	  Creek	  and	  
tributaries.	  In	  the	  medium-‐	  and	  long-‐term,	  results	  stemming	  from	  this	  project’s	  actions	  will	  
achieve	  significant	  environmental	  outcomes	  as	  follows:	  

City	  TMDL-‐related	  stormwater:	  through	  outreach	  to	  constituents,	  reduce	  pathogen	  
loads	  by	  #	  %	  of	  annual	  allocation.	  Through	  development	  and	  planning	  for	  monitoring	  and	  
implementation,	  achieve	  #%	  of	  allocation	  for	  sediment	  and	  pesticides.	  

Upper	  Sonoma	  Creek	  sediment	  reduction:	  through	  improvement	  of	  hydrologic	  function,	  
riparian	  corridor	  vegetation,	  and	  education,	  achieve	  #	  tons/year	  reduction	  in	  fine	  sediment.	  
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County	  road-‐related	  sediment	  reduction:	  #	  tons/year	  reduction	  in	  supply	  generated	  
from	  sites	  prioritized	  by	  an	  assessment	  completed	  early	  in	  this	  project.	  

At	  least	  5	  near-‐stream	  sediment-‐reduction	  priority	  sites	  revegetated:	  #	  tons	  per	  year	  
reduction	  in	  sediment	  supply,	  #	  plants	  planted,	  #	  stormwater	  features	  installed.	  

	  
Significance:	  The	  Sonoma	  Creek	  TMDL	  BPA	  calls	  for	  an	  80%	  reduction	  of	  the	  total	  

human	  caused	  sediment	  load	  of	  64,000	  tons/yr.	  This	  project,	  therefore,	  represents	  almost	  one-‐
third	  of	  this	  target.	  	  

Measuring	  and	  tracking	  outputs	  and	  outcomes:	  Task	  3	  is	  dedicated	  to	  the	  essential	  
adaptive	  management	  function	  of	  monitoring	  and	  reporting	  water	  quality	  conditions	  and	  
trends,	  and	  tracking	  progress	  toward	  water	  quality	  goals.	  We	  will	  use	  approved	  QAPPs	  to	  
photo-‐document	  on-‐the-‐ground	  implementation	  actions,	  report	  on	  planting	  numbers	  and	  area,	  
report	  on	  invasives	  removed,	  and	  monitor	  water	  quality	  and	  watershed	  health	  parameters	  as	  
listed	  above.	  New	  QAPPs	  will	  be	  designed	  for	  pathogens	  and	  pesticide	  monitoring.	  SEC’s	  
Monitoring	  Program	  has	  been	  in	  place,	  with	  consistent	  protocols	  and	  consistent	  lead	  staff,	  for	  
over	  10	  years,	  providing	  a	  level	  of	  continuity,	  consistency,	  cost-‐effectiveness,	  integration,	  and	  
usefulness	  that	  cannot	  be	  provided	  by	  a	  non-‐local	  entity.	  	  



Budget	  for	  "Implementing	  Three	  TMDLs	  in	  the	  Sonoma	  Creek	  Watershed"	  for	  the	  US	  EPA	  San	  Francisco	  Bay	  Water	  Quality	  Improvement	  Program
version	  6/5/2013

Task Subtask SEC UC	  Davis

So	  Co	  ag	  
commi-‐
ssioner total	  request SEC

CA	  Dept	  
Water	  

Resources
City	  of	  
Sonoma

CA	  Dept	  
Conser-‐
vation

So	  Co	  
public	  
works State	  Parks SWRCB SCWA

So	  Co	  ag	  
commi-‐
ssioner

land-‐
owners total	  match

1
City:	  coordinate	  
discussions	  on	  
allocations

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  12,743	   	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  12,743	   	  	  	  	  	  	  6,000	   6,000	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  

1

City:	  develop	  
sediment	  and	  
pathogens	  
monitoring	  and	  
implementation	  
plans

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  12,669	   	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  12,669	   	  	  	  	  	  	  2,000	   	  	  	  	  1,000	   	  	  	  	  	  	  	  80,000	   83,000	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  

1
City:	  implement	  
pathogens	  outreach

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  34,823	   	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  34,823	   	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  5,000	   	  	  	  	  	  	  2,000	   	  	  	  	  1,000	   	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  4,000	   12,000	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  

2

implement	  sediment	  
reduction	  actions	  at	  
priority	  (319h)	  non-‐
road	  sites.	  Excludes	  	  
Sugarloaf	  and	  upper	  
So.	  Ck.	  Sites

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  170,000	   	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  170,000	   	  	  	  	  5,000	   5,000	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  

2
assess	  and	  prioritize	  
county	  road-‐related	  
sediment	  sources

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  30,000	   	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  30,000	   -‐	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  

2
county	  road-‐related	  
sediment	  reduction	  
implementation

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  250,000	   	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  250,000	   	  	  	  	  	  	  500,000	   500,000	  	  	  	  	  	  	  

2
upper	  Sonoma	  Creek	  
design	  and	  
implementation

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  100,000	   	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  100,000	   	  	  	  	  3,500	   	  	  	  	  270,000	   273,500	  	  	  	  	  	  	  

2

track	  ag	  WDRs	  with	  
SoCo	  ag	  
commissioner	  and	  
growers

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  9,000	   	  	  	  	  191,000	   	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  200,000	   	  	  	  	  200,000	   200,000	  	  	  	  	  	  	  

2
Sugarloaf	  bridge,	  
riparian	  rehab,	  and	  
signage

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  625,000	   	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  625,000	   	  	  	  	  	  1,280	   	  	  	  	  	  625,000	   	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  8,000	   634,280	  	  	  	  	  	  	  

3

tracking	  system:	  
architecture	  for	  8	  
pollutants,	  pilot	  
populated	  for	  
Sonoma	  Creek

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  125,000	   	  	  	  	  125,000	   	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  250,000	   	  	  	  	  87,500	   87,500	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  

3
continue	  watershed	  
health	  monitoring	  
program

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  30,000	   	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  30,000	   	  	  	  	  4,000	   	  	  	  	  	  	  8,000	   12,000	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  

TOTALS 1,399,235  125,000  191,000  1,715,235  1,280  5,000     10,000  9,500  500,000   625,000  95,500  362,000  200,000  5,000  1,813,280 

EPA	  funding	  allocations Non-‐federal	  match



 

 

City of Sonoma 

City Council 

Agenda Item Summary 

 
City Council Agenda Item: 

 
Meeting Date: 

 
5E 
 
06/17/2013 

 
Department 

Public Works 
Staff Contact  

Debra Rogers, Management Analyst 
Agenda Item Title 
Application for Temporary Use of City Streets for the 2013 Valley of the Moon Vintage Festival Parade, 
Blessing of the Grapes, Water Fight and Foot Race (September 28th and 29th, 2013). 
Summary 
Special event permit applications that include requests for the closure of City streets in conjunction with 
the event must obtain City Council approval of the related street closure prior to the special event 
application being considered by the Community Services and Environment Commission. In keeping 
with this policy, the Valley of the Moon Vintage Festival is requesting City Council of the following street 
closures: 
1) Saturday, September 28th: closure of Spain Street, between First Street West and First Street East, 

from 6 a.m. to 3:00 p.m. in order to accommodate the Blessing of the Grapes and the water fight.  
2) Saturday, September 28th: closure of Spain Street, between First Street West and First Street, 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. in order to accommodate the Vintage Festival Parade. As was the 
case last year, the parade will occur in the evening and follow an abbreviated route. 

3)  Sunday, September 29th: closure of Spain Street, between Third Street West and Fourth Street 
East, from 7:00 a.m. to 11:00 a.m. to accommodate the Vintage Festival Run. (Intermittent closure, 
to be coordinated based on the presence of runners.) 

Note: the request also includes no parking on Spain Street (from First Street West to First Street East) 
from 7 a.m. to 10 p.m. on Saturday, September 28th. Details of the event and associated street 
closures and “no parking” request are provided in the attached applications. 
Recommended Council Action 
Approve application allowing the use of city streets subject to the following conditions: 

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. 
4. Street closures are contingent upon the approval of Plaza Use/Special Events permit approvals 

by the CSEC, along with any conditions that may be imposed at that time. 
Alternative Actions 

1) Approve the requests with or without specified modifications. 
2) Deny some or all of the requests. 

Financial Impact 
The applicants are 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: 
Vintage Festival Use of City Streets/Plaza Use applications 
cc:  Maria Toimil (via email) 

 



























































 

 

City of Sonoma 
City Council/Successor Agency 
Agenda Item Summary 

 
 City Council Agenda Item: 

 
Meeting Date: 

 
6A 
 
06/17/2013 

                                                                                            
Department 

Administration 

Staff Contact 
Gay Johann, City Clerk/Assistant to the City Manager 

Agenda Item Title 
Approval of the portions of the Minutes of the June 3, 2013 City Council / Successor Agency 
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 5B for the minutes 
 



 

 

City of Sonoma 

City Council 

Agenda Item Summary 

 
City Council Agenda Item: 

 
Meeting Date: 

 
8A 
 
06/17/2013 

 
Department 

Administration 

Staff Contact  
Carol E. Giovanatto, City Manager 

Agenda Item Title 
Discussion, Consideration and Possible Action to adopt a resolution and introduce an ordinance 
authorizing Sonoma Clean Power (SCP)  to implement and carry out a community choice 
aggregation program within the City of Sonoma. 

Summary 
 
At the Council meeting of June 3rd, Steve Shupe, legal counsel to SCP presented an overview of the 
Sonoma Clean Power program and answered questions regarding the potential participation in the 
SCP program. Approximately 15 members of the public spoke on the issue of the program; 12 
speakers supported the program, 3 did not support.  Supervisor Gorin also spoke in support of the City 
of Sonoma’s participation in Sonoma Clean Power.  Other numerous written documents were received 
by Councilmembers prior to the presentation. 
 
SCP’s program has received varied opinions between supporters and non-supporters.  Benefits have 
been promoted by supporters to include providing customers a choice of power providers, local control 
of rates and programs, generation of revenues to be used for local investment including potential job 
creation, new renewable energy and efficiency programs, and reduction in greenhouse gas emissions. 
Non-supporters such as the Advisory Committee at New Sonoma, an organization of financial experts 
and concerned citizens, question the statements that SCP will result in lower carbon emissions, lower 
rates, and local jobs. Under this new enterprise, PG&E would continue to provide all power delivery 
and utility billing services.  
 
The governance structure of SCP is a joint powers authority (JPA). If Sonoma choses to join SCP, the 
City would be allowed a seat on the JPA Board of Directors.  If the City Council chooses to join 
Sonoma Clean Power, SCP staff is requesting that a resolution be adopted by June 30, 2013 and an 
ordinance be adopted by July 31, 2013, in order that Sonoma customers may be factored into the 
customer volume of the power purchase agreements. The resolution and ordinance are required 
pursuant to the Public Utilities Code provisions regarding Community Choice Aggregation programs. 
The deadline is necessary in order that SCP staff can include Sonoma customers during negotiations 
with potential power suppliers. Final rates will depend on how many Sonoma County jurisdictions join 
SCP, and power producer final negotiations.   
 
If the City Council chooses not to join SCP at this time, the Council could choose to reconsider joining 
at some point in the future once more experience is gained with the program although the City would 
not have a seat on the JPA Board of Directors.  
 
Recommended Council Action 
 

If the City Council chooses to join Sonoma Clean Power (SCP) by the deadline provided by SCP, it is 
recommended that Council:  
(1)   Adopt a resolution requesting that the Sonoma Clean Power Authority Act as  
Community Choice Aggregator on behalf of the City and Implement the Sonoma  
Clean Power Community Choice Aggregation Program within the City of Sonoma, and 
(2)   Introduce and hold first reading of an ordinance authorizing the implementation of a Community 
Choice Aggregation Program.  
 
 



Agenda Item 8A 

 
 

 
If the City Council chooses not to join Sonoma Clean Power, no further action is needed.  
 

Alternative Actions 
If the City Council chooses not to take action at this meeting, and requests further information or other 
direction to staff prior to its decision, the Council could direct that action be considered on a future 
agenda. 

Financial Impact 
There is no immediate fiscal impact associated with this action. If the City choses to join, the fiscal 
impact to residents and commercial customers will depend on final rates based on agreements to be 
entered into for power purchase. The current rate estimate for residential customers is from 1.8% 
below to 1.1% above PG&E’s rates, and from 3.1% below to .5% above PG&E’s rates for commercial 
customers. These estimates are subject to change pending final power purchase agreements. 
 
If the City chooses to join Sonoma Clean Power, the City’s own utility accounts would automatically be 
enrolled in the program. Currently, the City’s PG&E budget for utility accounts totals approximately 
$160,000 (all operations and funds). The City would need to weigh the impact of new rates on its own 
accounts. The City would have the ability to opt out on a meter by meter basis. 

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

Resolution 
Ordinance 

cc: 
 

 



CITY OF SONOMA 

 

RESOLUTION NO. XX - 2013 

 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SONOMA  

REQUESTING THAT THE SONOMA CLEAN POWER AUTHORITY  

ACT AS COMMUNITY CHOICE AGGREGATOR ON BEHALF OF  

THE CITY AND IMPLEMENT THE SONOMA CLEAN POWER  

COMMUNITY CHOICE AGGREGATION PROGRAM  

IN THE CITY OF SONOMA 

 
 

WHEREAS,  the City of Sonoma has investigated options to provide electric services to 
customers within the City, with the intent of achieving greater local control and involvement 
over the provision of electric services, competitive electric rates, the development of clean, local 
renewable energy projects, reduced greenhouse gas emissions, and the wider implementation of 
energy conservation and efficiency projects and programs; and 
 

WHEREAS, the Sonoma County Water Agency prepared a Feasibility Study and a draft 
Implementation Plan for a community choice aggregation (“CCA”) program in Sonoma County 
under the provisions of Public Utilities Code §366.2; and 

  
WHEREAS, the Feasibility Study and draft Implementation Plan show that 

implementing a community choice aggregation program would provide multiple benefits, 
including: 
 

 Providing customers a choice of power providers; 
 Increasing local control and involvement in and collaboration on energy rates and other 

energy-related matters; 
 Providing more stable long-term electric rates that are competitive with those provided by 

the incumbent utility; 
 Reducing greenhouse gas emissions arising from electricity use within Sonoma County; 
 Increasing local renewable generation capacity; 
 Increasing energy conservation and efficiency projects and programs; 
 Increasing regional energy self-sufficiency; and 
 Improving the local economy resulting from the implementation of local renewable 

energy and energy conservation and efficiency projects; and 
 

WHEREAS, on December 4, 2012, the County of Sonoma and the Sonoma County 
Water Agency approved a Joint Powers Agreement creating the Sonoma Clean Power Authority 
(“the Authority”), and under the Joint Powers Agreement (the “JPA”), cities and towns within 
Sonoma County may participate in the Sonoma Clean Power CCA program by adopting the 
resolution and ordinance required by Public Utilities Code §366.2; and 

 
WHEREAS, in response to comments from the City and others, Sonoma County and the 

Sonoma County Water Agency have advised the City that they intend to amend the JPA in a 
manner that is acceptable to the City Council.  Said amendment to the JPA is intended to occur at 
the on or before June 25.  However, the Authority has requested the City adopt the resolution in 
June and given that the City’s last meeting in June is June 17, the City, in order to accommodate 
the Authority is adopting this resolution in advance of said amendments to the JPA, in reliance 
on the representation that the JPA will be amended in a manner that is acceptable to the City; and    

 



WHEREAS, cities and towns choosing to participate in the CCA program will have 
membership on the Board of Directors of the Sonoma Clean Power Authority as provided in the 
joint powers agreement; and 
 

WHEREAS, the Authority solicited bids from electric power suppliers and other service 
providers, in order to determine whether implementation of a CCA program in Sonoma County 
is financially viable, and has determined that a CCA program in Sonoma County could provide 
power to residents and businesses at rates that are competitive with those of the incumbent utility 
(PG&E); and 
 

WHEREAS, under Public Utilities Code §366.2, customers have the right to opt-out of a 
CCA program and continue to receive service from the incumbent utility, so that City residents 
and businesses who wish to continue to receive service from the incumbent utility will be able to 
do so; 

 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT the City Council of the City of 

Sonoma finds and resolves as follows: 
 
1. The foregoing recitals are true and correct. 
 
2. The City of Sonoma hereby requests that the Sonoma Clean Power Authority act 

as Community Choice Aggregator on its behalf within the jurisdiction of the City, and authorizes 
the Authority to implement and carry out within the City the community choice aggregation 
program as generally described in the draft Implementation Plan, subject to the Authority’s right 
to forego the implementation of a Community Choice Aggregation program in the event that the 
Board of Directors of the Sonoma Clean Power Authority determines not to finalize and approve 
an Implementation Plan for submission to the California Public Utilities Commission. 
 
 3. The City hereby designates and appoints __________________ to serve as the 
representative of the City on the Board of Directors of the Sonoma Clean Power Authority. 
 
 4. This Resolution shall be effective immediately. 

 
PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED this 17th day of June 2013 by the following vote: 
     
 
AYES:  
NOES:  
ABSENT:  
ABSTAIN:  
 
   _____________________________  
  Ken Brown, Mayor 
 
  ATTEST: 
 
   _________________________   
     Gay Johann, City Clerk 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM:  
_______________________  
City Attorney     



City of Sonoma 
 

ORDINANCE NO.  XX– 2013 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SONOMA  
AUTHORIZING THE IMPLEMENTATION OF A  

COMMUNITY CHOICE AGGREGATION PROGRAM 
 

The City Council of the City of Sonoma does ordain as follows: 
 
SECTION 1.  The City of Sonoma has investigated options to provide electric services to 
customers within the City, with the intent of achieving greater local control and involvement 
over the provision of electric services, competitive electric rates, the development of clean, local 
renewable energy projects, reduced greenhouse gas emissions, and the wider implementation of 
energy conservation and efficiency projects and programs. 
 
SECTION 2.  The Sonoma County Water Agency prepared a Feasibility Study and a draft 
Implementation Plan for a community choice aggregation (“CCA”) program in Sonoma County 
under the provisions of Public Utilities Code §366.2.  The Feasibility Study and draft 
Implementation Plan show that implementing a community choice aggregation program would 
provide multiple benefits, including: 
 

 Providing customers a choice of power providers; 
 Increasing local control and involvement in and collaboration on energy rates and 

other energy-related matters; 
 Providing more stable long-term electric rates that are competitive with those 

provided by the incumbent utility; 
 Reducing greenhouse gas emissions arising from electricity use within Sonoma 

County; 
 Increasing local renewable generation capacity; 
 Increasing energy conservation and efficiency projects and programs; 
 Increasing regional energy self-sufficiency; and 
 Improving the local economy resulting from the implementation of local 

renewable energy and energy conservation and efficiency projects. 
 

 
SECTION 3.  On December 4, 2012, the County of Sonoma and the Sonoma County Water 
Agency approved a Joint Powers Agreement creating the Sonoma Clean Power Authority (“the 
Authority”).  Under the Joint Powers Agreement (the “JPA”), cities and towns within Sonoma 
County may participate in the Sonoma Clean Power CCA program by adopting the resolution 
and ordinance required by Public Utilities Code §366.2.  Cities and towns choosing to participate 
in the CCA program will have membership on the Board of Directors of the Sonoma Clean 
Power Authority as provided in the joint powers agreement. 
 
SECTION 4.  In response to comments from the City and others, Sonoma County and the 
Sonoma County Water Agency have advised the City that they intend to amend the JPA in a 
manner that is acceptable to the City Council.  Said amendment to the JPA is intended to occur at 
the on or before June 25.  However, the Authority has requested the City adopt this ordinance in 
June and given that the City’s last meeting in June is June 17, the City, in order to accommodate 
the Authority is adopting this ordinance in advance of said amendments to the JPA, in reliance 
on the representation that the JPA will be amended in a manner that is acceptable to the City 



 
SECTION 5. The Authority has solicited bids from electric power suppliers and other service 
providers, in order to determine whether implementation of a CCA program in Sonoma County 
is financially viable. From those bids, the Authority has determined that a CCA program in 
Sonoma County could provide power to residents and businesses at rates that are competitive 
with those of the incumbent utility (PG&E). 
 
SECTION 6.  Under Public Utilities Code §366.2, customers have the right to opt-out of a CCA 
program and continue to receive service from the incumbent utility. Customers who wish to 
continue to receive service from the incumbent utility will be able to do so. 
 
SECTION 7.  Based upon the forgoing, and in order to provide business and residents within the 
City of Sonoma with a choice of power providers and with the benefits described above, the 
Council hereby affirmatively elects to implement a community choice aggregation program 
within the jurisdiction of the City of Sonoma by participating as a group with the County of 
Sonoma, the Sonoma County Water Agency, and other cities in Sonoma County in the 
Community Choice Aggregation program of the Sonoma Clean Power Authority, as generally 
described in the draft Implementation Plan, subject to the Authority’s right to forego the 
implementation of a Community Choice Aggregation program in the event that the Board of 
Directors of the Sonoma Clean Power Authority determines not to finalize and approve an 
Implementation Plan for submission to the California Public Utilities Commission. 
 
SECTION 8.  If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, or phrase of this ordinance is for any 
reason held to be unconstitutional or invalid, such decision shall not affect the validity of the 
remaining portion of this ordinance.  The City Council hereby declares that it would have passed 
this ordinance and every section, subsection, sentence, clause or phrase thereof, irrespective of 
the fact that any one or more sections, subsections, sentences, clauses, or phrases be declared 
unconstitutional or invalid. 

 
SECTION 9.  Effective Date.  This Ordinance shall become effective thirty (30) days from and 
after the date of its passage.  
 
 
PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Sonoma this 
_______ day of _____________, 2013.  
 

___________________________ 
Ken Brown, Mayor 
 
 
ATTEST: 
 
___________________________ 
Gay Johann, City Clerk 

 
 
State of California   ) 
County of Sonoma ) 
City of Sonoma ) 
 
I, Gay Johann, City Clerk of the City of Sonoma, do hereby certify that the foregoing ordinance 
was adopted on ______________, 2013 by the following vote: 



 
 
AYES: 
NOES: 
ABSENT: 
ABSTAIN: 
        ____________________________ 
        Gay Johann, City Clerk   



 

 

City of Sonoma 

City Council 

Agenda Item Summary 

 
City Council Agenda Item: 

 
Meeting Date: 

 
8B 
 
06/17/2013 

 
Department 

Public Works 
Staff Contact  

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

Discussion, consideration and possible action on directing staff regarding a Water Supply Strategy 
and an update to the Water Rate Structure and Rate Model 

Summary 
A City Council goal for FY2013/14 is to Update the Water Rate Structure and Rate Model.  To 
provide some brief background, City water rates have not been adjusted since 2007.  In September 
and November of 2011, Staff presented Council with the 2010 Water Supply and Water Rate and 
Connection Charge Study written by Jon Olaf Nelson (“2010 Study”).  The 2010 Study was updated 
on August 2012 and presented to Council on September 17, 2012 under the Prop 218 process, 
calling for a 5% per year increases over the following 5 years.  At that meeting, Council voted to not 
approve a rate increase and directed Staff to further study water efficiencies. 

The Public Works Department has had significant management turnover since September 2012, and 
is just now regrouping to address the Council’s goal of updating the water rate structure and rate 
model.  In order to be efficient in pursuing this goal, Staff seeks the Council’s direction on a general 
water supply strategy.  This strategic direction will greatly affect capital project planning. 

On the June 3, 2013 Council agenda, Jay Jasperse, Chief Engineer for Sonoma County Water 
Agency (SCWA) presented the regional water issues and challenges and the SCWA’s role in water 
supply.  At this evening’s meeting, Staff will present an overview of the local City water system’s 
strengths, weaknesses, opportunities, and threats, and will present general strategic options. 

Recommended Council Action 
Direct Staff to pursue a “proactive” water supply strategy and proceed with a fresh review and 
update of the water rate structure and rate model. 

Alternative Actions 
Direct Staff to pursue a “minimal” water supply strategy and proceed with a fresh review and update 
of the water rate structure and rate model. 
Request additional information 

Financial Impact 
An update of the water rate structure and rate model will require consultant services and 
considerable Staff resources.  Without a water rate adjustment, future Water Capital Improvements 
will need to be deferred and water bond financing will be unattainable. 

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

None. 

cc: 
 

 



 

 

City of Sonoma 
City Council 

Agenda Item Summary 

 
City Council Agenda Item: 

 
Meeting Date: 

 
8C 
 
06/17/2013 

 
Department 

Administration 
Staff Contact  

Carol E. Giovanatto, City Manager 
Agenda Item Title 

Discussion, consideration and possible action authorizing a letter urging President Obama to deny 
permits for the Keystone XL Pipeline project.  [Requested by Mayor Brown and Councilmember 
Barbose] 

Summary 
Mayor Brown and Councilmember Barbose placed this matter on the agenda for Council 
consideration and possible action. 

Recommended Council Action 
Council discretion. 

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: 

Draft letter 
cc:  n/a 

 
 



Barack Obama  
President, United States of America 
The White House 
1600 Pennsylvania Avenue NW 
Washington, DC 20500 
  
Secretary John F. Kerry 
U.S. Department of State 
2201 C Street NW 
Washington, DC 20520 
  
It has been resolved before the Sonoma, California City Council that it is in the best 
interests of the people of the United States of America, and therefore the people of the 
City of Sonoma, California, that the permits for the Keystone XL Pipeline project be 
denied.  
  
The Environmental Impact Report for the pipeline is flawed, and incomplete.  The so 
called tar sands oil being transported is a dirty source of energy, requiring three barrels 
of water for each barrel of oil extracted.  The route of the pipeline would cross through 
more than 340 perennial water bodies and risk contaminating the Ogallala Aquifer—the 
main source of drinking water for millions of Americans.   
  
The pipeline would cross rivers, streams, wetlands and pristine wild areas that are 
home to at least 20 rare and endangered species, including whooping cranes, pallid 
sturgeons, interior least terns and piping plovers.  The pipeline is also planned to cross 
through valuable farm and ranch land.  The loss of land and water resources is 
negative, of itself.  The very real potential of an oil spill is really too great to risk, given 
the recent history of oil spills, and the devastating effect on human health and the 
environment.   
  
Lastly, the consequence of exploiting this source of oil would have a devastating effect 
on the global climate.  Scientists tell us we must reduce atmospheric carbon dioxide 
levels to 350 parts per million or less.  Today the ppm are 397.  Keystone XL would 
certainly drive those levels up and worsen the staggering effects of global warming that 
we are already seeing today, both in the United States and around the world. 
  
Sincerely, 
 
 
Ken Brown 
Mayor 
  
  
 



 

  
Department 

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

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 BROWN MPT. ROUSE CLM. BARBOSE CLM. COOK CLM. GALLIAN 

AB939 Local Task Force ABAG Alternate Cittaslow Sonoma Valley 
Advisory Council, Alt. 

Cemetery Subcommittee ABAG Delegate 

Oversight Board to the 
Dissolved CDA 

City Audit Committee North Bay Watershed 
Association 

City Facilities Committee Cemetery Subcommittee 

Sonoma Community Center 
Subcommittee 

City Facilities Committee Sonoma Community Center 
Subcommittee 

LOCC North Bay Division 
Liaison 

Cittaslow Sonoma Valley 
Advisory Council 

Sonoma County Health 
Action, Alternate 

Sonoma County Mayors &  
Clm. Assoc. BOD 

Sonoma County 
Transportation Authority & 
Regional Climate Protection 
Authority, Alternate 

Oversight Board to the 
Dissolved CDA, Alt. 

City Audit Committee 

Sonoma County Mayors &  
Clm. Assoc. BOD 

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

Sonoma County Waste 
Management Agency 

Sonoma County M & C 
Assoc. Legislative 
Committee 

LOCC North Bay Division 
Liaison, Alternate 

Sonoma Disaster Council Sonoma Disaster Council, 
Alternate 

Sonoma County/City Solid 
Waste Advisory Group 
(SWAG) 

S. V. Library Advisory 
Committee 

Sonoma County 
Transportation Authority & 
Regional Climate Protection 
Authority 

Sonoma Housing 
Corporation 

Sonoma Housing 
Corporation 

VOM Water District Ad Hoc 
Committee, Alternate 

 Sonoma County/City Solid 
Waste Advisory Group 
(SWAG), Alt. 

S. V. Citizens Advisory 
Commission 

Sonoma Valley Citizens 
Advisory Comm. Alt. 

Water Advisory Committee, 
Alternate 

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

S.V.C. Sanitation District 
BOD 

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

  Sonoma County Ag 
Preservation and Open 
Space Advisory Committee 
(M & C Appointment) 

S.V. Economic 
Development Steering 
Committee 

S.V. Economic 
Development Steering 
Committee, Alt. 

  VOM Water District Ad Hoc 
Committee 

S.V. Fire & Rescue 
Authority Oversight 
Committee 

S.V. Fire & Rescue 
Authority Oversight 
Committee 

  Water Advisory Committee 

S. V. Library Advisory 
Committee, Alternate 

    

Substance Abuse 
Prevention Coalition 

    

 

 

Recommended Council Action – Receive Reports  

Attachments:  None 
 

Agenda Item:          10A 
Meeting Date:          06/17/2013 

City of Sonoma 
City Council 
Agenda Item Summary 
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