
 
 

  
  

 
AGENDA 

REGULAR CITY COUNCIL MEETING AND JOINT MEETING OF THE CITY 
COUNCIL AND THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE COMMUNITY 

REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF THE CITY OF COTATI 
TUESDAY DECEMBER 10, 2008  

6:30 PM CLOSED SESSION 
7:00 PM REGULAR SESSION 

City Council Chambers, City Hall, 201 W. Sierra Avenue 

 
The Cotati City Council welcomes you to its meetings that are generally scheduled for the 2nd and 4th Wednesday (or 
as otherwise noticed) of every month. Your interest and participation are encouraged and appreciated. 
 
City Council Agenda and Minutes can be viewed at the City's website: ...............................  www.ci.cotati.ca.us 
 To receive the City Council Agenda by e-mail, provide your 
 e-mail address to the City Manager's office, or e-mail your request to: .......................... ttaylor@ci.cotati.ca.us 
 
Notice is hereby given that Council may discuss and/or take action on any or all of the items listed on this agenda. 
 
Any writings or documents provided to a majority of the Cotati City Council regarding any item on this agenda will 
be made available for public inspection in the City Manager’s office located at 201 West Sierra Avenue, Cotati, 
California, during normal business hours. 
 
Disabled Accommodation:  Upon request, this agenda will be made available in appropriate formats to persons with 
disabilities as required by Section 202 of the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990. Any person with a disability 
who requires a modification or accommodation in order to participate in a meeting should contact the Deputy City 
Clerk at (707) 665-3623 at least 48 hours in advance of the meeting.  
 
Waiver Warning:  If you challenge decisions/direction of the City Council of the City of Cotati in court, you may be 
limited to raising only those issues you or someone else raised at public hearing(s) described in this Agenda, or in 
written correspondence delivered to the City of Cotati at, or prior to, the public hearing(s). 
 
Those wishing to address the Council are asked to sign the  limit discussion to one presentation per individual 
and to keep comments to between 3 and 5 minutes; when you are called, step to the podium and state your name 
and address for the record.  Persons wishing to address the Council are not required to identify themselves (Gov’t. 
Code § 54953.3); however, this information assists the Mayor by ensuring that all persons wishing to address the 
Council are recognized and it assists the Deputy City Clerk in preparing the City Council meeting minutes. 
 
 

 
6:30 PM CLOSED SESSION 

CALL TO ORDER AND ROLL CALL FOR CLOSED SESSION (CITY COUNCIL 
CHAMBERS) 

ADJOURNMENT TO CLOSED SESSION (CITY MANAGER’S OFFICE)  

CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL--ANTICIPATED LITIGATION (California 
Government Code Section 54954.5(c))  

Initiation of litigation pursuant to subdivision (c) of Section 54956.9: One (1) potential case 
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7:00 PM (REGULAR SESSION) 

CALL TO ORDER OF REGULAR CITY COUNCIL MEETING 

ROLL CALL 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE AND MOMENT OF SILENCE 

1. APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF NOVEMBER 25, 2008 REGULAR MEETING AND 
NOTICE OF WAIVING OF READING OF ALL RESOLUTIONS AND 
ORDINANCES INTRODUCED AND/OR ADOPTED UNDER THIS AGENDA 
(Action) 

2. DECLARATION OF RESULTS OF GENERAL MUNICIPAL ELECTION AND 
SWEARING IN OF NEW COUNCILMEMBERS 

  RECEIVE AND FILE OFFICIAL STATEMENT OF VOTES CAST FOR THE 
NOVEMBER 4, 2008 GENERAL MUNICIPAL ELECTION 

This motion receives and files the Sonoma County Clerk’s Statement of the Votes 
Cast at the City of Cotati Election held on November 4, 2008.. 

  ADOPTION OF RESOLUTION DECLARING THE RESULTS OF THE 
GENERAL MUNICIPAL ELECTION HELD ON NOVEMBER 4, 2008 

This resolution declares the results of the general municipal election held on 
November 4, 2008. 

  ADOPTION OF RESOLUTION COMMENDING FORMER 
COUNCILMEMBER GEOFF FOX  

This resolution commends former Councilmember Geoff Fox 

  ADOPTION OF RESOLUTION COMMENDING OUTGOING 
COUNCILMEMBER PATTY MINNIS  

This resolution commends outgoing Councilmember Patty Minnis. 

  ADMINISTRATION OF OATH OF OFFICE TO NEW COUNCILMEMBERS 
AND PRESENTATION OF CERTIFICATES OF ELECTION 

The Deputy City Clerk will administer the oath of office and present certificates of 
election to newly elected Councilmembers Janet Orchard, Robert Coleman and 
George Barich. 

RECEPTION 

The public is cordially invited to join in a reception for incoming and outgoing Councilmembers 
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RECONVENE REGULAR CITY COUNCIL MEETING 

ROLL CALL 

ANNOUNCEMENT OF PLANNING COMMISSION APPOINTMENTS  

Councilmembers will announce their appointments to the Planning Commission. 

APPROVAL OF FINAL AGENDA 

CITY MANAGER’S REPORT  

The City Manager will introduce new Police Department volunteer Luke Kindt and new police K-
9 Koda. 

CITIZEN BUSINESS 

Any item raised by a member of the public which is not listed on the agenda but may require Council action shall be 
automatically referred to City staff for investigation and disposition unless the item requires action to be taken by the 
Council at the meeting during which it was raised and constitutes an emergency, or the need to take such action arose 
after the posting of the agendas within the meaning of Government Code Section 54954.2(b). In either event, the 
Council is entitled to discuss the matter before making the determination required under said Government Code 
provision, and if either finding is made may take action thereon.  Please confine your comments during this portion 
of the agenda to matters not already on the agenda.  The public will be given an opportunity to speak on each 
agendized item at the time it is called. 

COUNCILMEMBER DIRECTION ON FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS (Discussion) 

ORAL AND WRITTEN COMMUNICATIONS 

 ANNOUNCEMENTS 

  The full Fall/Winter Recreation Schedule can be viewed on the City’s website at 
www.ci.cotati.ca.us  To request a paper copy please feel free to call the Recreation 
Department at 792-4600 ext. 669. 

  Donations to the Holiday Partnership Toy Drive are being accepted at the Cotati 
Police Department.  The Toy Drive is a joint effort of the Rotary Clubs of Rohnert 
Park-Cotati and Rancho Cotati, along with the Rancho Adobe Fire District, Cotati 
Police Officer’s and Management Association and the Rohnert Park Chapter of 
Realtors. To request assistance for your family or someone you know who resides in 
Rohnert Park, Cotati or Penngrove, please call the voicemail system for the Rotary 
Club of Rohnert Park-Cotati at (707) 765-4898. Donations of cash and toys are being 
accepted at the Cotati Police Department and at the Rancho Adobe Fire Department. 

2. CLIMATE ACTION PLAN 

Representatives of the Climate Protection Campaign will present the proposed Community 
Climate Action Plan for Sonoma County. 
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CONSENT CALENDAR  

Matters listed under the Consent Calendar are considered to be routine and will be enacted by one motion and one 
vote.  There will be no separate discussion of these items.  If discussion is desired, that item will be removed from the 
Consent Calendar and will be considered separately. 

3. EXTENSION OF VILLAGE WALK SUBDIVISION IMPROVEMENT 
AGREEMENT (Public Works/Engineering) (Action) 

This resolution authorizes a 2-year extension to the Village Walk Subdivision Improvement 
Agreement (SIA), authorizes the City Manager to execute the SIA on behalf of the City, 
and amends the SIA to include additional provisions for pre-development maintenance of 
the property. 

4. RECEIVE AND FILE CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (Public 
Works/Engineering) (Action) 

This motion receives and files the City of Cotati Capital Improvement Program. 

PUBLIC HEARINGS 

5. BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN MASTER PLAN (Community Development) (Action) 

It is recommended that the City Council adopt the City of Cotati Draft Bicycle and 
Pedestrian Master Plan. 

6. INTRODUCTION OF STATE VIDEO SERVICES FRANCHISE ORDINANCE 
(City Manager)  (Action) 

It is recommended that the City Council introduce an ordinance adding Chapter 5.22 to 
Title 5 of the Cotati Municipal Code relating to the provision of video service by state 
franchise holders. 

ADJOURNMENT OF SPECIAL MEETING OF THE CITY COUNCIL AND CALL TO 
ORDER OF JOINT MEETING OF CITY COUNCIL AND COMMUNITY 
REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

CONSENT CALENDAR 

5. WARRANTS AND AUDITED CLAIMS FOR NOVEMBER 13TH, 2008 –  
NOVEMBER 25TH, 2008 (Administrative Services) (Action) 

This motion receives and files warrants and audited claims for November 13th, 2008 –  
November 25th, 2008. 



City Council Agenda 
December 10, 2008 
Page 5 of 5 
 

 

 
ADJOURNMENT OF JOINT MEETING; RECONVENING OF SPECIAL MEETING OF 
CITY COUNCIL 

CITY COUNCIL REPORTS AND COMMENTS 

ADJOURNMENT OF REGULAR CITY COUNCIL MEETING 

 
Certification of Posting of the Agenda:  I declare under penalty of perjury that I am employed by the City of Cotati and that I 
posted this agenda on the bulletin boards of City Hall, Veterans’ Memorial Building and the U.S. Post Office on or before 
December 5, 2008. 
 
 
 
 
______________________________ 
Keri Pajon, Administrative Secretary 

y:\city_mgr\council\cc agendas\agn08\080109ccagenda.doc 
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MINUTES 

SPECIAL CITY COUNCIL MEETING AND JOINT MEETING OF THE CITY 
COUNCIL AND THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE COMMUNITY 

REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF THE CITY OF COTATI 
TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 25, 2008  

6:30 PM CLOSED SESSION 
7:00 PM REGULAR SESSION 

City Council Chambers, City Hall, 201 W. Sierra Avenue 

6:30 PM CLOSED SESSION  

Mayor Gilardi called the meeting to order at 6:33 p.m. 

Councilmembers present: Guardino, Orchard, Mayor Gilardi 

Councilmember absent: Minnis 

Staff present: Rudnansky, Taylor, Thompson 

CALL TO ORDER (CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS) 

ADJOURNMENT TO CLOSED SESSION (CITY MANAGER’S OFFICE)  

Mayor Gilardi adjourned to closed session at 6:33 p.m. 

CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL--ANTICIPATED LITIGATION (California 
Government Code Section 54954.5(c))  

Initiation of litigation pursuant to subdivision (c) of Section 54956.9: One (1) potential case. 

7:00 PM (REGULAR SESSION) 

CALL TO ORDER OF SPECIAL CITY COUNCIL MEETING  

Mayor Gilardi called the special meeting to order at 7:00 p.m. 

ROLL CALL  

Councilmembers present: Guardino, Orchard and Mayor Gilardi 

Staff present: Rudnansky, Taylor, Thompson 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE AND MOMENT OF SILENCE  

Mayor Gilardi led the pledge of allegiance and called for a moment of silence. 
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1. APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF NOVEMBER 12, 2008 REGULAR MEETING AND 

NOTICE OF WAIVING OF READING OF ALL RESOLUTIONS AND 
ORDINANCES INTRODUCED AND/OR ADOPTED UNDER THIS AGENDA 
(Action)  

Moved by Vice Mayor Guardino seconded by Councilmember Orchard, and passed 3-0-1 
(Councilmember Minnis absent) to approve the minutes of the November 12, 2008 regular 
meeting as presented and to waive reading of all resolutions and ordinances introduced 
and/or adopted under this agenda. 

APPROVAL OF FINAL AGENDA  

No changes. 

CITY MANAGER’S REPORT  

City Manager Dianne Thompson reported the following: 

• Thanks to the hard work of volunteers, the demonstration garden planting has been 
completed. The project was funded using the Water Capital Fund for water 
conservation education as required by the Cooperative Agreement for Funding and 
Administration between the City of Cotati and the Sonoma County Water Agency. 

• New artwork has been installed for display at City Hall. The work is from the Charles 
Street artists group. A reception is planned for December 8. 

• The Association of Bay Area Government (ABAG) FOCUS Priority Development area 
as been designated. The area has expanded to include Santero Way and the Downtown 
Specific Plan Area. This designation creates grant opportunities for development of the 
area. 

CITIZEN BUSINESS  

Ken Coleman of Cotati addressed the Council about Council’s reaction to his comments during 
the Citizen Business section of the agenda on December. He requested an apology from the 
Mayor for her comments regarding the election season. 

Mayor Gilardi explained that her comments pertained to people in general during the election 
season rather than to a specific person. 

COUNCILMEMBER DIRECTION ON FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS (Discussion)  

None. 



DRAFT 
Subject to approval. 

City Council Minutes 
November 25, 2008 
Page 3 of 5 
 

 

 
ORAL AND WRITTEN COMMUNICATIONS 

 ANNOUNCEMENTS 

  The City of Cotati is hosting its annual holiday tree lighting Wednesday, December 
3, 2008 at 6:00 pm in La Plaza Park in downtown Cotati. 

  The full Fall/Winter Recreation Schedule can be viewed on the City’s website at 
www.ci.cotati.ca.us  To request a paper copy please feel free to call the Recreation 
Department at 792-4600 ext. 669. 

 STUDENT HONORARY MAYOR REPORT  

No report. 

Mayor Gilardi announced that Ms. Person’s certificate of commendation would be sent to 
her. 

2. COTATI CREEK CRITTERS 

Jenny Blaker and Wade Belew of Cotati Creek Critters provided a report to Council 
regarding the group’s activities over the past year and its future plans.  

 FLOOD ZONE MAP REPORT 

Damien O’Bid provided a verbal report to Council regarding the flood zone map. 

CONSENT CALENDAR   

Moved by Councilmember Orchard, seconded by, Vice Mayor Guardino and passed 3-0-1 
(Councilmember Minnis absent) to approve the Consent Calendar. 

3. ENDORSEMENT OF THE SONOMA COUNTY ADULT AND YOUTH 
DEVELOPMENT (SCAYD) APPLICATION FOR COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
BLOCK GRANT (CDBG) FUNDING TO HELP SUPPORT THE HOMELESS 
PREVENTION PROGRAM (CITY MANAGER) (ACTION) 

Resolution No. 08-77 entitled: A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE 
CITY OF COTATI ENDORSING THE SONOMA COUNTY ADULT AND YOUTH 
DEVELOPMENT (SCAYD) APPLICATION FOR COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
BLOCK GRANT (CDBG) FUNDING TO HELP SUPPORT THE HOMELESS 
PREVENTION PROGRAM 
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4. CITY OF COTATI RECORDS RETENTION POLICY AMENDMENT (City 

Manager) (Action) 

Resolution No. 08-78 entitled: A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE 
CITY OF COTATI AMENDING THE RECORDS RETENTION POLICY OF THE CITY 
OF COTATI AND AUTHORIZING THE DESTRUCTION OF CERTAIN PUBLIC 
RECORDS 

ADJOURNMENT OF SPECIAL MEETING OF THE CITY COUNCIL AND CALL TO 
ORDER OF JOINT MEETING OF CITY COUNCIL AND COMMUNITY 
REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY BOARD OF DIRECTORS  

Mayor Gilardi called the adjourned the special meeting and called the joint meeting to order at 
7:32 p.m. 

CONSENT CALENDAR  

Item 6 was pulled for discussion 

Moved by Vice Mayor Guardino, seconded by Councilmember Orchard and passed passed 3-0-1 
(Councilmember Minnis absent) to adopt item 5 on the Consent Calendar. 

5. WARRANTS AND AUDITED CLAIMS FOR OCTOBER 24, 2008 – NOVEMBER 3, 
2008 (Administrative Services) (Action) 

Motion to receive and file warrants and audited claims for October 24, 2008 – November 
12, 2008. 

6. AMENDMENT NO. 1 TO EMPLOYMENT AGREEMENT WITH DIANNE 
THOMPSON FOR CITY MANAGER SERVICES (Administrative Services) (Action) 

City Attorney Rich Rudnansky presented the staff report. 

Mayor Gilardi opened the floor to public comment. 

Robert Coleman-Senghor expressed concern regarding the impact of this proposal on the 
budget. He asked for clarification regarding whether such amendments are standard 
procedure and requested additional time to assess the proposal so that the incoming 
Councilmembers could discuss it. 

George Barich of Cotati indicated agreement with Mr. Coleman-Senghor. 

Mayor Gilardi clarified the financial impact of the proposed amendment. She further 
explained that the City Manager undergoes an annual review which is conducted by the 
Council who has worked with her over the past year. The new Council would have an  
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opportunity to conduct the next annual review. She noted that one of the provisions of the 
amendment is to move the review to April so that it does not take place during a change in 
Council.  

The Council commended City Manager Thompson for her work over the past year, pointing 
out that she had saved the City at least $1,000,000. 

Moved by Vice Mayor Guardino, seconded by Councilmember Orchard and passed 3-0-1 
(Councilmember Minnis absent) to approve Resolution No. 08-79 and CRA-208 entitled: 
RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF COTATI APPROVING 
AMENDMENT NO. 1 TO EMPLOYMENT AGREEMENT WITH DIANNE THOMPSON 
FOR CITY MANAGER SERVICES, AND AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR TO EXECUTE 
SAME 

ADJOURNMENT OF JOINT MEETING; RECONVENING OF SPECIAL MEETING OF 
CITY COUNCIL  

Mayor Gilardi adjourned the joint meeting and reconvened the regular meeting at 7:41 p.m. 

CITY COUNCIL REPORTS AND COMMENTS  

Councilmembers reported on recent and upcoming activities, including reports from meetings 
attended at City expense. 

Mayor Gilardi recognized newly elected Councilmembers Robert Coleman and George Barich 
and re-elected Councilmember Janet Orchard. 

ADJOURNMENT OF REGULAR CITY COUNCIL MEETING  

Mayor Gilardi adjourned the regular meeting at 8:44 p.m. 

 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
 
______________________________ 
Tamara Taylor, Deputy City Clerk 

y:\city_mgr\council\cc agendas\agn08\080109ccagenda.doc 
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Item No. 2 
 

City Council Agenda 
 

 
Subject: Receive and file Statement of the Votes Cast at the City of Cotati Election held on 

November 4, 2008  
 

Date:  December 10, 2008 
   
Written by: Tamara Taylor, Deputy City Clerk 
 
 
Recommendation  
 
It is recommended that the Council adopt a motion to receive and file the Sonoma County 
Clerk’s Statement of the Votes Cast at the City of Cotati Election held on November 4, 2008. 
 
 
Background 
 
The City of Cotati held a general municipal general on November 4, 2008. The election was 
consolidated with the County of Sonoma.  The County Clerk has certified the election results and 
provided a Statement of Votes Cast at the City of Cotati Election. 
 
Analysis/Discussion 
 
None. 
 
Financial Considerations 
 
None. 
 
Environmental Issues  
 
None. 
 
 
 
Attachments: 
 
1. Statement of Votes Cast for the City of Cotati 
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Item No. 2 (cont.) 
 

City Council Agenda 
 

 
Subject: Declaration of the results of the general municipal election held on 

November 4, 2008  
 

Date:  December 10, 2008 
   
Written by: Tamara Taylor, Deputy City Clerk 
 
 
Recommendation  
 
It is recommended that the Council adopt a resolution declaring the results of the general 
municipal election held on November 4, 2008. 
 
 
Background 
 
The City of Cotati held a general municipal general on November 4, 2008. The election was 
consolidated with the County of Sonoma and the County Clerk has certified the election results.  
and provided a Statement of Votes Cast at the City of Cotati Election. Pursuant to California 
Elections Code Sections 10263 and 15400 the City Council shall declare the results of the 
election. 
 
Analysis/Discussion 
 
None. 
 
Financial Considerations 
 
None. 
 
Environmental Issues  
 
None. 
 
 
Attachments: 
 
1. Proposed resolution. 
 
 
1174322.1 



 



RESOLUTION NO. ___ 
 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF COTATI 
DECLARING THE RESULTS OF THE CONSOLIDATED GENERAL ELECTION 

OF NOVEMBER 4, 2008 
 
 

WHEREAS, a Consolidated General Election was held and conducted in the City of 
Cotati on Tuesday, November 4, 2008; and, 
 
WHEREAS, the City Council finds that notice of said election was duly and legally given, 
voting precincts were properly established, election officers appointed, election supplies 
furnished, and that in all respects said election was held and conducted and the votes cast and 
declared in time, form, and manner as required by the general laws of the State of California 
governing elections in cities; and, 
 
WHEREAS, the County Clerk of the County of Sonoma  filed with the City on December 2, 
2008, a "Statement of the Votes Cast at the City of Cotati Consolidated General Elections 
held on November 4, 2008," certifying that she canvassed the votes cast at the City of Cotati 
Consolidated General Election held on November 4, 2008; and, 
 
WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Cotati met in the Council Chambers of said City  
at its next regularly scheduled meeting, on Wednesday, December 10, 2008, to declare the 
results of said election. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Cotati 
hereby declares that said Consolidated General Election was held and conducted in the City 
of Cotati on Tuesday, November 4, 2008 in time, form, and manner as required by law, that 
there were six voting precincts established for the purpose of holding said election; that the 
whole number of votes cast was _____; that there were ___ absentee ballots cast; and the 
City Councilmembers on which the people voted and the whole number of votes which it 
received, were as follows: 
 

 

 Precinct
2301 

Precinct
 2302 

Precinct
 2303 

Precinct
 2305 

Precinct 
2306 

 
Mail-In 

 
Total 

Janet Orchard, City Council tbd tbd tbd tbd tbd tbd 1594 
Robert Coleman, City Council tbd tbd tbd tbd tbd tbd 1593 
George Barich, City Council tbd tbd tbd tbd tbd tbd 1296 
Mike Kurvers, City Council tbd tbd tbd tbd tbd tbd 1291 
Susan Harvey, City Council tbd tbd tbd tbd tbd tbd 1235 
Eric Kirchmann, City Council tbd tbd tbd tbd tbd tbd 892 
Write-In Candidate(s), City Council tbd tbd tbd tbd tbd tbd 20 

DRAFT 
Final vote counts to be filled in upon 

certification of election 
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that at said Consolidated General Election, 
Councilmembers elected were Janet Orchard, Robert Coleman and George Barich. 
 
IT IS HEREBY CERTIFIED that the foregoing resolution was duly introduced and legally 
adopted at a regular meeting of the Cotati City Council held on the 10th day of December 
2008 by the following vote, to wit: 
 
GILARDI  
GUARDINO  
MINNIS  
ORCHARD  

    
 

Approved:________________________________ 
              Pat Gilardi, Mayor 

 
Attest:____________________ _________ 

Tamara Taylor, Deputy City Clerk 
 
 
 

 
 
 
Approved as to form: 
 
 
___________________________ 
Rich Rudnansky, City Attorney 
 

 



 
 

Resolution No. ___ 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF COTATI  
COMMENDING COUNCILMEMBER GEOFF FOX FOR HIS SERVICE 

TO THE CITY OF COTATI 
 
 

WHEREAS, Geoff Fox was first elected to the Cotati City Council on November 3, 1998 and 
was sworn in on the evening of December 9, 2008; and 
 
WHEREAS, Geoff Fox was re-elected to the Cotati City Council on November 2, 2004 and was 
sworn in on the evening of December 8, 2004 and faithfully served as Councilmember through 
October 10, 2008; and 
 
WHEREAS, Geoff served as a Mayor of the City of Cotati in 2000 and 2007; and 

 
WHEREAS, during his term as City Councilmember, Geoff served conscientiously as a member 
of the Civic Center and Museum Subcommittee, the Mobilehome Parks Committee, the Santero 
Way Subcommittee, the School District and Sonoma State University/City of Cotati 
Coordinating Committee, the Solid Waste Subcommittee, the Association of Bay Area 
Governments (ABAG) and the Sonoma County Transportation Authority (SCTA); and 
 
WHEREAS, while serving as Mayor, Geoff offered his time and expertise as a participant in the 
Mayors’ and Councilmembers’ Association City Selection Committee and the North Bay 
Division of the League of California Cities’ Executive Board; and  
 
WHEREAS, Geoff also served as a City Council liaison to the City of Cotati Community and 
Environment Commission and the Chamber of Commerce. 

 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Cotati that Geoff 
Fox is hereby commended for his service as Councilmember to the City of Cotati. 

 
IT IS HEREBY CERTIFIED that the foregoing Resolution was duly introduced and legally 
adopted at a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of Cotati held on the 10th day of 
December, 2008 by the following vote, to wit: 

      
      

 
 
 
 

Approved: ____________________________ 
        Pat Gilardi, Mayor 
 
Attest: _____________________________ 
              Tamara Taylor, Deputy City Clerk 

  
  
  
  
  



 



 
 

Resolution No. ___ 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF COTATI  
COMMENDING COUNCILMEMBER PATTY MINNIS FOR HER 

SERVICE TO THE CITY OF COTATI 
 
 

WHEREAS, Patty Minnis was first elected to the Cotati City Council on November 2, 2004 and 
was sworn in on the evening of December 8, 2004 and faithfully served as Councilmember 
through December of 2008; and 

 
WHEREAS, during her term as City Councilmember, Patty served conscientiously as a member 
of the Cable Agreement Committee, the Mobilehome Parks Committee, the Santero Way 
Subcommittee, the School District and Sonoma State University/City of Cotati Coordinating 
Committee, the Solid Waste Subcommittee; and 
 
WHEREAS, while serving on the Council, Patty offered her time and expertise as a participant 
in the Sonoma County Tourism Investors Committee and the Subregional Wastewater Policy 
Advisory Committee (PAC); and  
 
WHEREAS, Patty also served as a City Council liaison to the City of Cotati Planning 
Commission and the Rohnert Park/Cotati Library Advisory Board. 

 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Cotati that 
Councilmember Patty Minnis is hereby commended for her service to the City of Cotati. 

 
IT IS HEREBY CERTIFIED that the foregoing Resolution was duly introduced and legally 
adopted at a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of Cotati held on the 10th day of 
December, 2008 by the following vote, to wit: 

 
 
 
 
 
 

     
       
      
      

Approved: ____________________________ 
        Pat Gilardi, Mayor 
 
 
 
Attest: _____________________________ 
              Tamara Taylor, Deputy City Clerk 
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of this Plan. Aim for a 5 to 20 percent 
reduction in single occupancy, fossil fuel 
powered trips.  
 
Implementer: SCTA, County, cities in 

partnership with private employers and 
investors 

Feasibility: Moderate 
Potential GHG reduction by 2015: A  

reduction of 100,000–400,000 tons  
below 2005 levels82 

Investment: To be determined. 
 
Solution #7 — Strengthen General Plans 
to promote GHG emission reductions 
Study the County’s and cities’ General 
Plans to determine the extent to which 
they promote GHG reductions. Include 
regulatory support for permitting sites for 
renewable power generation. Recom-
mend areas where improvements can 
be made. Revise General Plans 
accordingly. 
 
Implementer: County, cities 
Feasibility: Easy 
Potential GHG reduction by 2015: To be 

determined. Depends on the rate of 
densification of urban centers, rate of 
VMT growth, ability of cities to improve 
water efficiency, transition of municipal 
services to less energy intense 
infrastructure, ability of County and 
cities to promote the construction of 
facilities to support broad use of 
renewable  
energy. 

Investment: To be determined 
 
Solution #8 — Strengthen all Environ-
mental Impact Reports on proposed 
projects to promote GHG emission  
reductions 

                                            
82 Based on a one-to-one correspondence 
between percentage of trip reduction and 
percentage GHG reduction. 

Ensure that all Environmental Impact 
Reports (EIR) on proposed projects in 
Sonoma County assess the impact of 
the project on the County’s GHG emis-
sion reduction target and thoroughly de-
scribe mitigations of any associated 
GHG emission increases. Encourage 
developers to pursue zero-energy status 
for new developments. 

 
Implementer: County, cities 
Feasibility: Easy 
Potential GHG reduction by 2015:  

To be determined 
Investment: To be determined 
 
Solution #9 — Strengthen city-centered, 
transit-oriented development 
Continue to emphasize urban revitaliza-
tion and infill, mixed-use, and transit-
oriented development along major 
transportation and transit corridors. Ulti-
mately achieve a 5 percent reduction in 
average trip length. Increase walking 
and bicycling mode share to 12 to 15 
percent (from 9 percent). This is a 
longer term solution that will begin to 
reach its maximum effect as density in-
creases in urban areas and population 
shifts toward city centers. Incorporate 
broader definition of building standards 
that includes neighborhood 
development principles.83 
 
Implementer: County, cities 
Feasibility: Moderate 
Potential GHG reductions by 2015:  

To be determined. Less than 10,000; 
Maximum 200,000 tons by 2025. 

Investment: To be determined 
 

                                            
83 For example, see Leadership in Energy and 
Environmental Design for Neighborhood 
Development (LEEDND) (www.usgbc.org)  
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Solution #10 — Maintain existing or 
adopt urban limit lines 
Ensure that current urban growth limits 
in eight Sonoma cities are maintained 
and that Cloverdale adopts an urban 
growth boundary. 
 
Implementer: Cities 
Feasibility: Easy 
Potential GHG reduction by 2015:  

To be determined 
Investment: To be determined 
 
Solution #11 — Strengthen zoning laws 
to protect lands that sequester carbon, 
and to support local resource-based 
industries including agriculture and 
timber resources 
Support local agriculture and forestry to 
discourage new residential development 
in rural areas. Consider adopting poli-
cies to encourage transfer of develop-
ment rights that exchange potential 
development in rural areas for develop-
ment in urban areas. 
 
Implementer: Sonoma County  

Transportation Authority, cities 
Feasibility: Moderate 
Potential GHG reduction by 2015:  

To be determined 
Investment: To be determined 
 
Solution #12 — Encourage mixed-use 
economic development in unincorpo-
rated urban service areas by eliminating 
segregated zoning and including appro-
priate land use policies for these areas in 
the County General Plan. 

A mix of uses in unincorporated urban 
service areas minimizes the need for 
nearby residents to travel greater dis-
tances to access goods and services. 
 
Implementer: County 
Feasibility: Easy 
Potential GHG reduction by 2015:  

To be determined 
Investment: To be determined 
 
Solution #13 — Develop improved 
metrics for tracking GHG emissions from 
transportation at the local level 
 
Implementer: Sonoma County  

Transportation Authority 
Feasibility: Easy 
Potential GHG reduction by 2015:  

To be determined 
Investment: To be determined 
 
Solution #14 — Track progress and issue 
an annual report card on the amount of 
GHG emissions produced by 
transportation 
 
Implementer: Sonoma County  

Transportation Authority, Climate  
Protection Campaign 

Feasibility: Easy 
Potential GHG reduction by 2015: None 

directly 
Investment: Minimal 
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 Summary Table of Solutions 

Transportation and Land Use  Implementer Feasibility 

Estimated 
GHG  

Reduction by 
2015 Below 
BAU Levels 

Estimated  
Investment 

#1 — Fully build out transit 
including SMART as well as 
walking and bicycling networks 
in urban areas 

SCTA, 
SMART, 

County, cities 
Challenging 200,000 $400 million 

#2 — Institute demand 
management pricing policies in 
cities  

County, cities Moderate To be  
determined 

To be  
determined 

#3 — Create a fleet of 30,000 
PHEV cars and trucks SEA Challenging 370,000 $300 million 

#4 — Replace fuel used in 
public transit and municipal 
fleets with locally-produced 
biofuels 

SEA, County, 
cities Moderate Less than 

50,000 $10 million 

#5 — Implement Commuter 
Choice program 

SCTA,  
County, cities, 

employers 
Easy 135,000 To be  

determined 

#6 — Develop innovative 
means to incentivize the 
private sector to support and 
develop alternatives to private 
fossil-fuel powered vehicles 

SCTA,  
County, cities 
in partnership 
with private 
employers 

and investors 

Moderate 

100,000 – 
400,000 tons 
below 2005 

levels 

To be  
determined 

#7 — Strengthen General 
Plans to promote GHG 
emission reductions 

County, cities Easy To be  
determined 

To be  
determined 

#8 — Strengthen all Environ-
mental Impact Reports on 
proposed projects to promote 
GHG emission reductions 

County, cities Easy To be  
determined 

To be  
determined 

#9 — Strengthen city-centered, 
transit-oriented development County, cities Moderate 

<10,000; max 
200,000 by 

2025 

To be  
determined 

#10 — Maintain existing or 
adopt urban limit lines Cities Easy To be  

determined 
To be  

determined 
#11 — Strengthen zoning laws 
to protect lands that sequester 
carbon and support local 
resource-based industries (e.g., 
agriculture/timber resources 

County, cities Moderate To be  
determined 

To be  
determined 
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Transportation and Land Use  Implementer Feasibility 

Estimated 
GHG  

Reduction by 
2015 Below 
BAU Levels 

Estimated  
Investment 

#12 — Encourage mixed-use 
economic development in 
unincorporated urban service 
areas 

County Easy To be  
determined 

To be  
determined 

#13 — Develop improved 
metrics for tracking GHG 
emissions from transportation 
at the local level 

SCTA Easy 

 
To be  

determined 

 
To be  

determined 

#14 — Track progress and 
issue an annual report card on 
the amount of GHG emissions 
produced by transportation 

SCTA,  
Climate  

Protection 
Campaign 

Easy 

 
To be  

determined 

 
To be  

determined 
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 AGRICULTURE AND FORESTS 
 
 Overview84 
Globally, about 25 to 30 percent of an-
nual GHG emissions are due to de-
forestation.85 The carbon dioxide 
sequestered in soil, trees, and other ve-
getation is released into the atmosphere 
when land is converted to other uses, 
including for agriculture. While the agri-
culture and forest sectors represent less 
than 20 percent of GHG emissions in 
Sonoma County, they have the poten-
tial, with new practices, to act as a sink, 
tying up or sequestering GHG emissions 
from the atmosphere in the form of soil 
and wood carbon.86 
 
 Agriculture 
Total GHG emissions from the agricul-
tural sector are a result of a complex 
network of sources including livestock, 
agricultural equipment, fertilizer applica-
tion, soil tillage, crop residue burning, 
land conversion for agricultural use, 
processing, refrigeration, and distribu-
tion. For this reason, calculating the 
GHG emissions from the agricultural 
sector of Sonoma County is more de-
manding than for other sectors in this 
Plan. 
 

                                            
84 This section is drawn from the “Agriculture” 
and “Forests” consultant reports written as part 
of this Plan and available in the online Source 
Material at (www.coolplan.org). 
85 “Deforestation causes global warming,” Food 
and Agriculture Organization of the United 
Nations, 2006, 
(http://www.fao.org/newsroom/en/news/2006/10
00385/index.html) 
86 Lal, R. “Soil Carbon Sequestration Impacts on 
Global Climate Change and Food Security,” pp. 
1623-1627, Science, June, 2004. 

In 2005, the GHG Emission Inventory 
for Sonoma County87 determined that 
the complexity of calculations would 
prevent inclusion of agricultural activities 
other than livestock, which were deter-
mined to be 11 percent of the County’s 
emissions. Methane, the main GHG 
from livestock and manure, is 23 times 
more potent than CO2. Converting open-
air lagoon systems used to digest ma-
nure to closed-system anaerobic diges-
tion has the potential to eliminate most 
lagoon emissions while conserving more 
nutrients and also producing a renew-
able energy source. 
 
The proposed solutions will not only re-
duce emissions from current agricultural 
practices, but will also act to remove 
and sequester carbon dioxide from the 
atmosphere. That is, the solutions move 
toward a net reduction of atmospheric 
carbon dioxide. This is a feature that 
makes agriculture and forestry unique: 
they can act as carbon “sponges” to 
soak up carbon dioxide. So these solu-
tions not only reduce emissions to zero, 
they go “beyond zero” to create carbon 
sinks. 
 
 Forests 

Forests are a natural reservoir for CO2, 
while conversion of forestland to devel-
opment and agriculture releases CO2 
and also diminishes the future capacity 
of the forest to remove CO2 from the 
atmosphere. Sonoma County has ap-
proximately 480,000 acres of forest-
land88 within its boundaries, including 
                                            
87 Greenhouse Gas Emission Inventory for All 
Sectors of Sonoma County, Climate Protection 
Campaign, 2005, 
(www.climateprotectioncampaign.org/news/docu
ments/AP_INVEN.PDF) 
88 “Forestland” is broadly defined and includes 
all forest types in the county. Figures for 
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oak woodlands and timberland. The 
County has roughly 375,000 acres of 
land that is capable of growing timber, 
with 230,000 acres that are currently 
functioning as timberland.89 These lands 
can be conserved to minimize the CO2 
emissions associated with conversion of 
timberland to other uses, such as vine-
yards. Additionally, land can be restored 
and managed to remove additional CO2 
from the atmosphere, while also provid-
ing wood products and many other pub-
lic benefits. The proposed solutions to 
preserve, restore, and manage the 
County’s forestlands and change 
impactful agricultural practices will result 
in minimizing emissions and maximizing 
carbon uptake. 
 
 List of Solutions 
Solution #1 — Improve soil and irrigation 
practices  
Encourage sustainable farming practic-
es that improve nitrogen management to 
reduce nitrous oxide (N2O) emissions. 
Enhance carbon sequestration above 
native soil levels by overcoming the 
moisture limitation to increased plant 
biomass production using proper drip 
irrigation and time of watering practices. 
Promote other practices such as no till 
farming that sequester significant 
amounts of carbon dioxide 
 
Implementer: Sonoma County Wine-

grape Commission, County including 
Agriculture Commissioner, cities 

Feasibility: Moderate 

                                                                  
timberlands and oak woodlands are subsets of 
this larger definition. Because of differences in 
definitions, figures do not total 480,000 acres. 
89 Sonoma County Permit and Resource 
Management Department, Memorandum from 
David Schiltgen:  Regulating the conversion of 
timberlands to non-timber uses, June 20, 2002. 

Potential GHG reduction per year:  
To be determined (thousands) 

Investment: $50,000 to $80,000 per 
year (per vineyard) 

 
Solution #2 — Increase agricultural 
waste composting 
View agricultural “waste” as a resource 
that can be used to create additional 
revenue, increase soil health, and in-
crease yields. Create on-farm and cen-
trally located facilities to process all 
residential “green can” waste, as well as 
equestrian and agricultural waste. 
Process this waste in anaerobic digest-
ers and use in energy production and 
soil management. Replace most, if not 
all, commercial fossil-fuel–based nitro-
gen (N2O) fertilizer with compost, thus 
reducing N2O emissions, keeping agri-
cultural money in the local economy, 
and reducing pollution in local water-
ways. Burning of agricultural wastes 
should be discouraged, as the net 
carbon impact may be positive. 

 
Implementer: County, cities, compost 

businesses 
Feasibility: Moderate  
Potential GHG reduction per year: Up to 

1.5 tons per acre-foot per year 
Investment: $350,000 to $500,000 per 

centrally located facility 
 
Solution #3 — Use methane digesters to 
produce energy on dairies 
Encourage or require dairies that have 
on-site manure storage ponds to com-
plete a ranch plan with the inclusion of a 
biogas digester. Seal off waste storage 
ponds or lagoons, capture the gas and 
heat, and use it to power a generator for 
on-farm energy needs or reduce heating 
needs. 
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Implementer: County, cities, dairy  
operators 

Feasibility: Moderate 
Potential GHG reduction per year: 180 

tons per year per dairy 
Investment: $125,000 per dairy for  

on-site digester (after rebates and  
incentives) 

 
Solution #4 — Build a utility scale  
biogas digester plant and waste  
collection system to produce energy 
As an alternative to on-farm digesters 
(Solution #3), collect and transport agri-
cultural and other wastes (e.g., dairy, 
equestrian, food service, residential 
“green can” waste, and wastewater 
treatment sludge from wineries and 
other sources) to a utility scale biogas 
digester that produces energy as part of 
the proposed Sonoma Energy Agency 
(SEA). 

 
Implementer: Sonoma Energy Agency, 

Sonoma County Water Agency 
Feasibility: Challenging 
Potential GHG reductions per year: 

4,000 to 9,500 tons 
Investment: $14 million to $26.5 million 

(funding from revenue bonds with little 
or no cost to local dairies 

 
Solution #5 — Produce biodiesel from 
local oil production in facility co-located 
with biodigester in Solution #4  
Cultivate oil-producing cover crops such 
as mustard and canola. Use their oil in 
the local food industry and then recycle 
the oil to produce biodiesel. Use by-
products from processing cover crops 
as natural pesticides, animal feed, and 
fertilizers. Produce biodiesel in facility 
co-located with biodigester described 
above. Collect agricultural “waste” (e.g., 
orchard and vineyard prunings, pomace, 
lees, and manure) and use as feedstock 
to augment biogas production. Apply 

compost byproduct of the digester to the 
agricultural fields in place of nitrogen 
fertilizer. 
 
Implementer: Private investors,  

municipalities, Sonoma County Water 
Agency  

Feasibility: Challenging 
Potential GHG reductions per year: 

40,000 to 60,000 tons90 
Investment: $7 million to $14 million (if 

biodiesel production co-located with 
digester) 

 
Solution #6 — Improve processing and 
operational efficiency of agricultural 
producers 
Improve operational efficiencies asso-
ciated with water pumping. Improve 
processing efficiencies with everything 
from simple measures (e.g., changing 
light bulbs and turning off coffee ma-
chines) to substantial improvements 
(e.g., changing wine storage facility 
design). 
 
Implementer: Wineries, dairies, chicken 

processors, other agricultural 
operations 

Feasibility: Easy 
Potential GHG reductions per year: To 

be determined (thousands)  
Investment: To be determined (most 

savings pay for capital costs in 3 to 5 
years) 

 
Solution #7 — Increase CO2 sequestra-
tion and fixation in and around agricul-
tural operations 
Maximize and diversify vegetation (e.g., 
use cover crops, maintain or plant 
hedgerows or windbreaks, seed un-
paved roadways and other areas, and 
plant trees and shrubs). Integrate native 

                                            
90 Based on production of 6 million gallons per 
year. 
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trees into pastures to make a more pro-
ductive system, increase soil health, 
create windbreaks, provide shade, and 
increase wildlife habitat. Increase 
stream setbacks and restoration of ripa-
rian habitats. Minimize tillage to reduce 
CO2 from decomposing plant tissues. 
Gasify green waste to help offset emis-
sions from fossil fuels. Increase CO2 
sequestration in livestock operations 
with “silvopasture.” Use tax incentives to 
place agricultural land in conservation 
easements. Introduce prolysis, in which 
biomass is burned at a high temperature 
in the absence of oxygen and yields 
both a charcoal by-product that can be 
used as a fertilizer or bio-oil to generate 
heat or electricity. The charcoal by-
product, commonly called “agrichar” or 
“biochar,” could sequester carbon for 
thousands of years and boost agricul-
tural productivity. 
 
Implementer: Private investors/individual 

ag operators, SEA 
Feasibility: Moderate 
Potential GHG reduction per year: Up to 

300,000 tons 
Investment: $50 to $80 per acre per 

year for collection and hauling of green 
waste. 

 
Solution #8 — Restore and increase  
forest carbon stocks  
Implement incentives and policies to 
encourage forest management practices 
to increase overall forest carbon stocks 
that will remove additional carbon diox-
ide from the atmosphere. Increase 
overall forest carbon stocks by restock-
ing under-stocked areas and managing 
older forests while still producing wood 
products. Use established GHG ac-
counting protocols (e.g., California Cli-
mate Action Registry) to quantify 
benefits of reforestation. 
 

Implementer: County, Sonoma County 
Agriculture Preservation and Open 
Space District (SCAPOSD) 

Feasibility: Moderate 
Potential GHG reduction per year:  

To be determined 
Investment: To be determined 
 
Solution #9 — Establish a minimum level 
for the biomass of the County’s 
agriculture and forestland 
Establish a minimum level for biomass 
by enhancing, or using as a model, the 
County’s recent ordinance (No. 5651) to 
mitigate timberland conversion. Require 
emissions mitigation for any lands that 
are converted to non-forest use. Amend 
the County’s General Plan and revise 
the timber production zoning district to 
disallow conversion of timberland and 
do comparable zoning for oak wood-
lands and other critical natural resource 
areas. This will reduce emissions by 
limiting forestland conversion and miti-
gate emissions resulting from future 
conversions. 
 
Implementer: County, Sonoma County 

Agriculture Preservation and Open 
Space District (SCAPOSD) 

Feasibility: Easy 
Potential GHG reduction per year:  

To be determined 
Investment: To be determined 
 
Solution #10 — Facilitate the increased 
use of conservation easements through 
zoning, dedication of public funds, and 
mitigation fees 
Enhance zoning laws to promote cluster 
development to encourage greater use 
of easements. Identify and establish 
“climate reserve” zones on forestlands 
that are secured with conservation 
easements. Establish conversion miti-
gation fees and invest the revenue in 
forest-based GHG mitigation projects. 
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Implementer: County, Sonoma County 
Agriculture Preservation and Open 
Space District (SCAPOSD) 
Feasibility: Moderate 
Potential GHG reduction per year:  

To be determined 
Investment: To be determined 
 
Solution #11 — Adopt the Coast Forest 
District’s Southern Subdistrict Harvest 
Rules  
Increase the retention of overall forest 
carbon stocks on timberlands compared 
to the current applicable rules for Sono-
ma County by adopting the Coast Forest 
District’s Southern Subdistrict Harvest 
Rules.  
 
Implementer: County 
Feasibility: Easy 
Potential GHG reduction per year:  

To be determined 
Investment: To be determined 
 
Solution #12 — Establish a countywide 
forest carbon baseline, track progress, 
and issue an annual report card 
Conduct an inventory of converted 
forestland and subsequent carbon se-
questered in vineyards to estimate net 
CO2 emissions caused by forest conver-
sion and depletion. Conduct an analysis  

based on the specific forest carbon in-
ventories of the converted forestland 
and subsequent carbon sequestered by 
the vineyard to better estimate the net 
CO2 emissions and foregone future se-
questration caused by these conver-
sions and depletion of forest carbon 
stocks. Use aerial surveys or satellite 
imagery substantiated with sample plot 
data. Join the California Climate Action 
Registry and use its Forest Protocols to 
estimate and track forest carbon stocks. 
Encourage large private landowners to 
join the California Climate Action Reg-
istry for the same purpose. Track 
countywide emissions and reductions 
within the agriculture and forest sector 
relative to Sonoma County’s target and 
issue an annual report of the results. 
Use the target as an incentive to devel-
op policies and programs that include 
the agriculture and forest sector in cli-
mate change mitigation objectives. 
 
Implementer: County, Sonoma County 

Agriculture Preservation and Open 
Space District (SCAPOSD), private  
investors, Climate Protection 
Campaign 

Feasibility: Easy 
Potential GHG reduction per year: None 
Investment: Minimal 
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 Summary Table of Solutions 

Agriculture and Forests Implementer Feasibility 

Potential Tons 
GHG Reduced 

by 2015  
Below BAU 
Projection 

Estimated  
Investment 

#1 — Improve soil and 
irrigation practices 

Sonoma 
County  

Winegrape 
Commission, 
County, cities 

Moderate 
To be  

determined 
(thousands) 

$50,000 to 
$80,000/yr/ 

vineyard 

#2 — Increase agricultural 
waste composting 

County, cities, 
Sonoma 
Compost 

Moderate Up to 1.5 tons 
per acre ft/yr 

$350,000 to 
$500,000 per 

facility 

#3 — Use methane digesters 
to produce energy on dairies 

County, cities, 
dairy  

operators 
Moderate 180 tons per 

dairy  
$125,000 per 

dairy91 

#4 — Build a utility scale 
biogas digester plant and 
waste collection system to 
produce energy 

Sonoma 
Energy  
Agency 

Challenging 4,000 to 9,50092  $14 million to 
$26.5 million93 

#5 — Produce biodiesel from 
biomass 

Private  
investors and 
municipalities 

Challenging 40,000 to 
60,000  

$7 million to $14 
million94 

#6 — Improve processing and 
operational efficiency of 
agricultural producers 

Agricultural 
producers Easy 

To be  
determined 
(thousands) 

To be  
determined 

(most savings 
pay for capital 

costs in 3–5 yrs)

#7 — Increase carbon dioxide 
sequestration and fixation in 
and around agricultural 
operations 

Private  
investors, 

individual ag 
operators, 

SEA 

Moderate Up to 300,000  $50 to $80 per 
acre/year95 

#8 — Restore and increase 
forest carbon stocks  

County, 
SCAPOSD Moderate To be  

determined 
To be  

determined 

                                            
91 Average cost per facility after rebates and incentives. 
92 The low numbers for this proposed Solution correspond to a 4.2 megawatt digester plant and the high 
numbers in this range are for a 10 megawatt digester plant.  Potential CO2 reductions estimated 
assuming biogas plant is carbon neutral, operating an average of 12 hours a day for 300 days a year 
offsetting current PG&E CO2 emission level of 0.529 lbs/kWh produced. 
93 The low numbers for proposed Solution #4 correspond to a 4.2 megawatt digester plant and the high 
numbers in this range are for a 10 megawatt digester plant.  Estimated costs are capital costs prior to any 
rebates or incentives. 
94 Based on cost of $7 million for a 3 million gallon per year facility. 
95 For collection and hauling of green wastes. 
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Agriculture and Forests Implementer Feasibility 

Potential Tons 
GHG Reduced 

by 2015  
Below BAU 
Projection 

Estimated  
Investment 

#9 — Establish a minimum 
level for the biomass of the 
County’s agriculture and 
forestland 

County, 
SCAPOSD Easy To be  

determined 
To be  

determined 

#10 — Facilitate the increased 
use of conservation easements 
through zoning, dedication of 
public funds, and mitigation 
fees 

County, 
SCAPOSD Moderate To be  

determined 
To be  

determined 

#11 — Adopt the Coast Forest 
District’s Southern Subdistrict 
Harvest Rules 

County Easy To be  
determined 

To be  
determined 

#12 — Establish a countywide 
forest carbon baseline, track 
progress, and issue an annual 
report card 

County, 
SCAPOSD, 

private  
investors, 
Climate  

Protection 
Campaign 

Easy None Minimal 
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 SOLID WASTE  
 
 Overview96 
Modern solid waste management uses a 
hierarchy of approaches in order of 
greatest to least environmental and  
climate benefit: 
 
• First — REDUCE the amount of 

waste created through efficient use 
of resources, more durable products, 
less packaging, buying less stuff, 
etc. 

• Second — REUSE products and 
packaging as much as possible (i.e., 
thrift stores, coffee mugs instead of 
single-use cups, reusable produce 
crates/pallets, etc.) 

• Third — RECYCLE discards,  
including products, packaging, and 
organics (through composting). 

• Finally, after doing all the above, 
landfill what's left, and then collect 
and use the landfill gas productively 
through energy production. 

 
From a climate protection perspective, 
the ideal is to reach “zero waste” where 
nothing is landfilled and no fossil fuel is 
used to manage or transport waste. In 
fact, the goal is for “waste to equal food” 
because if waste equals food, then there 
is no such thing as waste.97 
 
Collecting, processing, and putting mu-
nicipal solid waste in landfills requires a 
significant amount of energy. Emissions 
from these activities are compounded by 
                                            
96 This section is drawn from the Solid Waste 
report found in the online Source Material for 
this Plan at (www.coolplan.org). 
97 “Waste Equals Food: Our Future and the 
Making of Things,” William McDonough, 1998,  
(http://www.ratical.org/co-
globalize/waste=food.html) 

emissions from landfill gas. Although 
proper management of landfills can sig-
nificantly reduce these emissions, land-
fills still leak methane, a very potent 
greenhouse gas. It is important to re-
duce methane emissions and use the 
“waste” as a significant source of 
feedstock for waste-to-energy 
processes. 
 
 List of Solutions 
Solution #1 — Reduce the amount of 
waste generated 
• Encourage the efficient use of 

resources through buying less stuff, 
more durable products, and less 
packaging. 

• Reduce the volume of organics 
handled by the solid waste collection 
system through on-site and home 
composting, which reduces the 
emissions associated with moving 
this material from the generator to 
the compost facility or disposal site 
as well as the emissions generated 
by production of synthetic fertilizers 
offset by use of organic soil 
amendments. 

• Support legislation at local, state, 
and federal levels that extends 
producer responsibility for waste 
disposal. 

• Encourage purchasing locally 
manufactured products. 

• Give preferences for purchasing 
locally produced items with recycled 
content. 

• Educate residents and businesses 
on purchasing decisions.  

• Identify and display the carbon 
emission content of products. 

• Enact a local carbon tax on products 
with significant associated 
emissions. 
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• Eliminate, through local ordinance, 
the use of polystyrene takeout food 
containers. 

• Ban plastic bags. 
 
Implementer: Sonoma County Waste 

Management Agency (SCWMA), 
County, cities 

Feasibility: Moderate 
Potential GHG reduction per year:  

To be determined 
Investment: To be determined 
  
Solution #2 — Reuse products and 
packaging 
Encourage the reuse of products. En-
courage or require reusable packaging. 
Discourage the use of disposables.  
 
Implementer: Sonoma County Waste 

Management Agency, County, cities 
Feasibility: Moderate 
Potential GHG reduction per year: To be 

determined 
Investment: To be determined 
 
Solution #3 — Recycle or compost  
discards including products, packaging, 
and organic matter 
Make recycling and composting systems 
mandatory for large waste generators. 
Require multi-tenant commercial/  
residential building owners/managers to 
provide on-site access to recycling and 
composting containers/service. 
 
Implementer: Sonoma County Waste 

Management Agency, County, cities 
Feasibility: Moderate 
Potential GHG reduction per year:  

To be determined 
Investment: To be determined 
  

Solution #4 — Landfill remaining “waste” 
locally and produce energy 
After implementing Solutions 1, 2, and 
3, landfill what remains at local disposal 
sites, and then collect and use the land-
fill gas for energy production. 
 
Implementer: Sonoma County Waste 

Management Agency 
Feasibility: Challenging 
Potential GHG reduction per year:  

To be determined 
Investment: To be determined 
  
Solution #5 — Fully implement the  
Countywide Integrated Waste  
Management Plan 
Implement construction and demolition 
debris recycling, and expanded yard 
waste and organics collection. Work 
with refuse collection companies to es-
tablish collection services for segregat-
ing food wastes from commercial 
sources. Expand the floor sorting and 
drop-off recycling facility at the Central 
Landfill. Build an anaerobic digester to 
convert the organic waste that is concur-
rently landfilled to produce biogas. Use 
the new food waste stream along with 
other organics as feedstock for an 
anaerobic digester that would increase 
the biogas production from local waste 
products. 
 
Implementer: Sonoma County Waste 

Management Agency, County, cities 
Feasibility: Moderate 
Potential GHG reduction per year:  

To be determined 
Investment: To be determined 
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Solution #6 — Track progress and issue 
an annual report card on the amount of 
GHG emissions reduced in the Solid 
Waste sector in Sonoma County 

 
Implementer: Sonoma County Waste 

Management Agency, Climate  
Protection Campaign 

Feasibility: Easy 
Potential GHG reduction per year: None 

directly 
Investment: Minimal 
 
 
 
 

 
 
Summary Table of Solutions 

Solid Waste Implementer Feasibility
Potential Tons 
GHG Reduced 

by 2015 
Estimated  
Investment 

#1 — Reduce the amount of 
waste generated 

SCWMA, 
County, cities Moderate To be  

determined 
To be  

determined 
#2 — Reuse products and 
packaging 

SCWMA, 
County, cities Moderate To be  

determined 
To be  

determined 
#3 — Recycle discards 
including products, packaging, 
and organics 

SCWMA, 
County, cities Moderate To be  

determined 
To be  

determined 

#4 — After implementing 
Solutions 1-3, landfill what 
remains and produce energy 

SCWMA Moderate To be  
determined 

To be  
determined 

#5 — Fully implement the 
Countywide Integrated Waste 
Management Plan 

SCWMA, 
County, cities Moderate To be  

determined 
To be  

determined 

#6 — Track progress and issue 
an annual report card 

SCWMA, 
Climate  

Protection 
Campaign 

Easy None Minimal 
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 NEXT STEPS: MOVING FROM 
 PLAN TO IMPLEMENTATION 
The true test of the commitment of our 
community and the power of this Plan 
will be what happens next. While great 
effort was put into developing this Plan, 
implementing it requires an effort that is 
orders of magnitude greater. Meeting 
the climate crisis will not happen unless 
we reprioritize our time, attention, and 
money. 
 
What this Plan makes abundantly clear 
is that nothing short of transforming our 
energy and transportation systems is 
required. We emphasize that with this 
transformation will come great rewards 
— energy security and price stability, 
green job creation, new business and 
investment opportunities, public health 
protection, and greater sustainability in 
many arenas. Finally, it will make Sono-
ma County a leader nationwide in de-
monstrating what a community can do to 
meet the great challenge of climate 
change. 
 
Success in meeting Sonoma County’s 
GHG emission reduction target will de-
pend on widespread cooperation, inno-
vation, and collaboration in implement-
ing this Plan. 
 
• Elected officials 

o Institute new ordinances, zoning 
laws, and pricing policies, and 
encourage mixed use, infill, and 
transit-oriented development.  

o Strengthen General Plans and 
Environmental Impact Reports to 
promote climate protection. 

o Create a competitive environment 
for energy efficiency 
improvement and local renewable 
energy development. 

o Direct staff and resources to 
make climate protection a high 
priority. 

• Business people 
o Take advantage of new market 

opportunities by bidding on 
contracts to achieve Sonoma 
County’s GHG emission 
reduction target.  

o Set up employee incentives to 
reduce single-occupant vehicle 
commuting. 

o Seek and support opportunities 
for developing new and 
innovative funding sources for 
energy efficiency upgrades and 
renewables. 

o Individually and collectively 
support elected leaders in taking 
bold action for climate protection. 

• Community members 
o Urge elected representatives to 

implement the Plan.  
o Support the investment for 

efficiency and renewables, and 
the use of additional tax dollars 
and the introduction of new 
pricing policies to generate 
revenues needed to implement 
vital solutions, particularly those 
that make it possible to reduce 
vehicle miles traveled. 

o Implement energy efficiency 
options once the financial tools 
make them feasible. 

 
 Implementation Working Groups 

The thirty-nine solutions have been clus-
tered into eleven categories, each hav-
ing a different group of stakeholders, 
implementers, and decision makers. 
 
The Climate Protection Campaign is 
exploring the formation of an Implemen-
tation Working Group for each category 
charged with the following: 
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• Outline and clarify shared objectives 
and timelines 

• Identify research needs, barriers, 
and opportunities 

• Develop a plan for implementing the 
solution, including a timeline 

 
In its role facilitating the transition of the 
Plan to the implementation phase, the 
Climate Protection Campaign (Cam-
paign) can invest some resources to 
convene initial meetings, communicate 
with member stakeholders about agen-
das and outcomes, and develop mo-
mentum and a sense of direction. In 
some cases, Campaign staff initially 
could provide background research or 
consultants to furnish information and 
advice. The involvement of the Cam-
paign will be directed toward developing 
team leaders and  group cohesion so 
that each Implementation Working 
Group can function on a stand-alone 
basis while still staying connected to the 
overall implementation effort. In cases 
where the focus of an Implementation 
Working Group matches the mission of 
an existing agency (e.g., #9 Solid Waste 
Solution and the Sonoma County Waste 
Management Agency) possibilities for 
leadership with the subject Implementa-
tion Working Group will be explored 
and, as appropriate, encouraged. 
 
Solutions in the Plan organize naturally 
into the following eleven Implementation 
Working Groups. 
 
 1. Local Government Initiatives 

A. Transportation and Land Use 
Subgroup 

Solutions to Implement: 
• Promote urban infill, transit-oriented 

development  

• Strengthen General Plans to 
promote GHG emission reductions in 
the transportation, building energy, 
and municipal service sectors 

• Strengthen all Environmental Impact 
Reports on proposed projects to 
promote GHG emission reductions 

• Maintain existing or adopt urban limit 
lines  

• Institute parking pricing policies in 
cities  

• Strengthen zoning laws to protect 
lands that sequester carbon, and to 
support local resource-based 
industries including agriculture and 
timber resources  

• Encourage mixed-use economic 
development in unincorporated 
urban service areas so that new jobs 
are located close to housing  

 
B. Green Building Subgroup 
Solutions to Implement: 
• Institute a countywide mandatory 

green building ordinance  
• Remove barriers to green building 

and green remodeling, including 
financial barriers both for builders 
and homeowners  

• Require zero-energy “inclusionary” 
quotas for multiple building projects  

• Define a path toward zero-energy 
new development and zero-energy 
existing buildings 

 
C. Agriculture and Open Space  

Subgroup 
Solutions to Implement: 
• Establish a minimum level for the 

biomass of the County’s agriculture 
and forestland 

• Facilitate the increased use of 
conservation easements through 
zoning, dedication of public funds, 
and mitigation fees 
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• Adopt the Coast Forest District’s 
Southern Subdistrict Harvest Rules 

• Establish a countywide forest carbon 
baseline 

• Encourage development of carbon 
sequestration projects in the County 

 
 2. Build Out Transit 

Solutions to Implement: 
• Fully build out transit including the 

SMART Train and buses 
• Repair and enhance the 

walking/biking environment in urban 
areas with sufficient density  

• Develop improved metrics for 
tracking GHG emissions from 
transportation at the local level  

 
 3. Energy Efficiency 

A. Natural Gas Subgroup 
Solutions to Implement: 
• Improve building performance in 80 

percent of Sonoma County homes 
and commercial spaces to highest 
cost-effective efficiency level 

• Coordinate efforts with AB811 
implementation 

  
B. Electricity Subgroup 
Solutions to Implement: 
• Improve plug load and appliance 

efficiency in 80 percent of Sonoma 
County homes and commercial 
spaces to highest cost-effective 
efficiency level 

 
 4. Water Delivery and Treatment 
    Efficiency 

Solutions to Implement: 
• Improve efficiency of pumping 

operations for water and wastewater  

• Coordinate pumping operations with 
greater communication between 
water wholesaler and retailers 

• Increase the amount of energy 
generated from biogas at wastewater 
treatment facilities 

• Use co-generation to reduce energy 
required for wastewater treatment 

• Augment existing digester capacity 
at subregional plant 

 
 5. End-User Water Efficiency 

Solutions to Implement: 
• Maximize end-user water efficiency 

(improve efficiency in 80 percent of 
Sonoma County homes and 
commercial spaces to best available 
efficiency level) 

• Explore the use of a PAYS system 
for water utility customers 

 
 6. Renewable Energy Development 

Solutions to Implement: 
• Implement local renewable electricity 

generation portfolio  
• Replace natural gas with renewables 

(replace 80 percent of natural gas 
furnaces with heat pumps or district 
heat from cogeneration or waste-to-
energy where available; replace 80 
percent of natural gas water heaters 
with solar hot water heaters) 

• Create a fleet of 30,000 PHEV cars 
and trucks  

• Replace fuel used in public transit 
and municipal fleets with locally-
produced biofuels  

• Build a biomass energy plant and 
waste collection system for 
agricultural and organic municipal 
solid waste 
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 7. Business Leadership 

Solutions to Implement: 
• Develop Commuter Choice Program 
• Develop innovative incentives to 

support and develop commuting 
alternatives to single-occupant fossil-
fuel powered vehicles 

• Provide overall support and 
advocacy for Plan implementation 

 
 8. Agriculture and Forestry 

A. On-Farm Practices Subgroup 
Solutions to Implement: 
• Improve soil and irrigation practices  
• Use methane digesters to produce 

energy on dairies  
• Improve processing and operational 

efficiency of agricultural producers  
• Increase CO2 sequestration and 

fixation in and around agricultural 
operations  

 
B. Systemic Agricultural Solutions 

Subgroup 
Solutions to Implement: 
• Increase agricultural waste 

composting 
• Produce biofuels from biomass 

where economically feasible 
• Restore and increase forest carbon 

stocks  
 
 9. Solid Waste 

Solutions to Implement: 
• Reduce the amount of waste 

generated 
• Reuse products and packaging 
• Recycle discards including products, 

packaging, and organics 
• Landfill what remains and produce 

energy 
• Fully implement the Countywide 

Integrated Waste Management Plan 

 10. Financing  

SEA, AB811, and PAYS are financing 
solutions that could overcome the bar-
riers associated with several of the solu-
tions, and will be woven into 
implementation plans as appropriate. 
Additional legislative or privately fi-
nanced opportunities may become 
available and should be analyzed and 
integrated as appropriate. In addition, 
dialogue with PG&E should be main-
tained and encouraged to explore their 
role as partners in achieving our 
objectives. 
Solutions to Implement: 
• Explore the role and implementation 

of AB811, SB375, SEA, PAYS, and 
other mechanisms that arise in fi-
nancing several of the Plan 
solutions: 
o Increase energy and water 

efficiency 
o Reduce carbon footprint of 

electricity generation below 
business-as-usual level 

o Replace natural gas with 
renewables or low carbon 
electricity 

o Create a fleet of 30,000 PHEV 
cars and trucks  

o Replace fuel used in public transit 
and municipal fleets with locally-
produced biofuels  

o Build a utility-scale biogas 
digester plan and waste 
collection system  

 
 11. Public Education and Outreach  

Public education will be needed both to 
galvanize support for implementing the 
Plan solutions, and to make the general 
public aware of new opportunities, pro-
grams, and incentives available to them 
once the solutions are implemented. 



 

61 
 

This team will need to work in close co-
operation with the rest of the imple-
mentation teams. 
 
Possible tools and tactics: 
• Written handouts 
• Presentations 
• Speakers bureau 
• Media 
• Events 
 
 Timelines and Contingencies 

It was beyond the scope of this Plan to 
propose specific timelines for imple-
mentation. However, there are some 
major milestones that must be reached, 
some sequences that are vital for the 
success of the Plan, and some depen-
dencies that affect the solutions respon-
sible for the most significant GHG 
reductions that must be prioritized. 
These are summarized below and time-
lines are suggested in the tables that 
follow. 
 
 Major Milestones and Determinants: 

1. SMART and Comprehensive Trans-
portation Plan (CTP) implementation 
— The ballot measure in November 
2008 to apply a one-quarter cent 
sales tax to fund the remaining cost 
of a train through Sonoma and Marin 
counties is needed to provide the 
organizing skeleton for a compre-
hensive transportation infrastructure 
for the County. SMART and the 
related transit build out are responsi-
ble for as much as 60 percent of 
potential transportation-related GHG 
reductions. 

2. Efficiency retrofits for building 
envelopes — the goal in the Plan is 
to retrofit 80 percent of the County’s 
homes and commercial  
spaces. The implementation of 
AB811, a state bill that helps finance 
efficiency retrofits, should be fast-
tracked and applied most cost-effec-
tively to building envelope retrofits 
(e.g., building shell and duct sealing, 
insulation, high-efficiency air 
conditioning systems). 

3. Water efficiency — Implementation 
of the PAYS financing system by 
municipal water utilities should over-
come some of the biggest barriers to 
the installation of water efficiency 
products by end users.  

4. Sonoma Energy Agency (SEA) — 
SEA can provide low-cost financing 
by using ratepayer revenue to 
secure and pay back municipal 
revenue bonds. This low-cost money 
is needed to invest in a number of 
the most important GHG reducing 
solutions identified in the Plan, in-
cluding the local renewable energy 
sources, the electric car share fleet, 
and the replacement of natural gas 
for space and water heating by 
renewables. Since it will require an 
estimated three years to begin 
building the physical projects, the 
feasibility of the Sonoma Energy 
Agency structure must be rapidly 
investigated and determined. 
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 Timeline for Major Milestones  

Task Start End Dependency 
SMART 
   Ballot measure to fund SMART  Nov. 2008 X 
   SMART construction Jul. 2009 Jul. 2014  
   Decide on local financing mechanisms 

for implementing aspects of the CTP Jan. 2009 Jan. 2010 X 

   Implement CTP elements that shift 
transportation to walking, biking, and 
transit 

Jan. 2010 Dec. 2015  

Efficiency Retrofits 
   Establish AB811 assessment district 

to finance efficiency retrofits Aug. 2008 Feb. 2009  

   Implement PAYS at municipal water 
utilities Nov. 2008 Dec. 2009 X 

   Promote programs to Sonoma County 
residents Feb. 2009 Ongoing  

   Begin implementation of building 
retrofits Feb. 2009 Ongoing  

Sonoma Energy Agency (SEA) 
   Feasibility study Nov. 2008 Apr. 2009  
   Decision to conduct SEA 

Implementation Plan  Apr. 2009 X 

   SEA Implementation Plan Apr. 2009 Nov. 2009  
   Local government ordinances to set 

up SEA Jan. 2010 Mar. 2010 X 

   Implement SEA, transfer customers Mar. 2010 Feb. 2011  
   Construct local renewables (e.g., 

geothermal, solar, biodiesel, wind, 
tidal) 

Feb. 2011 Dec. 2015  

   Electric car share fleet Jan. 2014 Dec. 2015  
   Switch buses to biodiesel Jan. 2014 Dec. 2015  
   Replace natural gas and propane 

water and space heaters with 
renewables 

Jan. 2012 Dec. 2015  
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 Timeline for Other Solutions 

Task Start End 
Education and Outreach Ongoing Ongoing 
Local Government Initiatives (transportation, land 

use, green building, agriculture, etc.)  Apr. 2009 Dec. 2010 

Water Delivery and Treatment Efficiency 
   Coordinate pumping schedules Jan. 2009 Dec. 2009 
   Increase electricity from biogas Jun. 2009 Jun. 2010 
   Use cogeneration to reduce energy for  

wastewater treatment Jun. 2009 Jun. 2010 

   Add high solids food waste digesters Jun. 2009 Dec. 2010 
Business Leadership  
   Implement Commuter Choice program Jan. 2009 Dec. 2010 
   Private sector innovations to reduce commuting Jan. 2009 Dec. 2015 
Agriculture & Forestry 
   Develop strategic outreach plan targeting on-farm 

practices Jan. 2009 Dec. 2009 

   Conduct outreach to improve practices, install  
methane digesters on dairies, etc. Jan. 2010 Dec. 2015 

   Develop strategic plan for systemic agricultural 
solutions Jan. 2009 Dec. 2009 

   Implement systemic solutions Dec. 2009 Dec. 2015 
   Conduct local forest carbon baseline inventory Jan. 2009 Dec. 2010 
   Establish forest conversion limits Jan. 2011 Jul. 2011 
   Develop carbon sequestration project Jan. 2010 Dec. 2011 
Solid Waste 
   Develop strategy and education plan to reduce, 

reuse, and recycle  Jan. 2009 Dec. 2009 

   Produce energy from landfill gas Jan. 2010 Dec. 2015 
   Implement the Countywide Integrated Waste 

Management Plan Ongoing Ongoing 
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 To Conclude: Let’s Get Started 
There are many questions this Plan 
does not answer, and many details not 
yet clarified. But there are a few basic 
concepts that most of us can agree on: 
  
• Climate change is happening. 
• Unless we rapidly change, it will 

have devastating effects on our 
economy, civilization, and earth’s 
ecosystems. 

• Delaying will make the needed 
changes harder and more expensive 
later. 

• Solutions exist. 
• The crisis we face is rich with  

opportunity. 
  

We are blessed with many advantages 
in Sonoma County, covering the  
spectrum from abundant potential for  
generating renewable energy, to a  
well-informed concerned citizens and 
elected representatives, to a relatively 
prosperous economic base. It is our 
responsibility to apply those advantages 
to climate protection, the greatest  
challenge of our time. Now is our 
defining moment.  
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Dedication to Joel Woodhull 
April 26, 1937 — October 24, 2007 
 
The Sonoma County Community Climate Action 
Plan is dedicated with deep appreciation to Joel 
Woodhull, a founding member of the Science and 
Technical Advisors committee of the Climate 
Protection Campaign. Joel also served as a 
consultant for the Transportation sector of the 
Community Climate Action Plan. 

 SONOMA COUNTY COMMUNITY CLIMATE ACTION PLAN PARTICIPANTS 
 
Steering Committee 
Jane Bender, City of Santa Rosa Councilmember 
Jim Leddy, President, Santa Rosa City Schools 
Tanya Narath, Executive Director, Leadership Institute for 

Ecology and the Economy 
Chris Thomas, Deputy County Administrator, County of 

Sonoma (ex officio) 
 
Community Representatives 
 
Government 
Cloverdale — Bob Jehn 
Healdsburg — Gary Plass, George Small 
Petaluma — Karen Nau  
Rohnert Park — Jake Mackenzie, Vicki Vidak-Martinez  
Santa Rosa — Jane Bender 
Sebastopol — Sam Pierce, Larry Robinson 
Sonoma City — Steve Barbose, Raymund Gallian 
Windsor — Deb Fudge 
Sonoma County — John Haig, Vince McCann,  

Tamra Pinoris  
Sonoma County Water Agency — Cordel Stillman  
 
Business 
Cotati — Ken Fass, Corrie Snyder, Suzanne Whipple  
Healdsburg — Mary Barclay, Kathleen Palmer 
Rohnert Park — Isaac Freed, Matthew Malouf 
Santa Rosa — Justin Beck, Paul Bulger, Stuart Malkin,  

Ed Myers, Liz Yager 
Sebastopol — Melissa Brandeo, Paul Rosen 
Windsor — Denny Freeman  
Sonoma City — Kristina Tierney, Peter Posert 
 
Special thanks to Lisa Wittke Schaffner, Executive Director, 

Sonoma County Alliance 
 
Youth 
Cloverdale — Mikhail Goutkin-Lopez 
Cotati — Kellan Arnold 
Healdsburg — Melati Citrauireja  
Santa Rosa — Patrick Meddaugh, Kelli Upshaw,  

Nicko Wilde 
Sebastopol — Corrina Munger  
Sonoma City —, Hilary Cline, Jessica Guest 
Windsor — Micah Kiliman 
Sonoma County — Alexandra Carlson, Melissa Carlson 
 
Community 
Cloverdale — Gail Pardini-Plass  
Cotati  — Chris Cone  
Healdsburg — John Essman  
Petaluma — Ellen Bichler, Jason Merrick  
Santa Rosa — Colleen Fernald, Skaidra Smith-Heisters 
Sebastopol — Damon Knutson  
Sonoma City — Laurine Gallian, Lisa Michelli 
Windsor — Shirley Johnson, Bob Legge 
Sonoma County — Nabeel Al-Shamma, Daniel Solnit 
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Jim McGreen, Secretary 
Elizabeth C. Herron, Director 
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Richard Alden Feldon, Project Manager (to March 2008) 
Renata Brillinger, Project Manager (from April 2008) 
 
Technical Consultants 
Rebecca Benassini, Senior Associate,  
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Paul Fenn, Director and Founder, Local Power Inc. 
Robert Freehling, Research Director, Local Power Inc.  
Walter Kieser, Principal, Economic Planning Systems 
Jim McGreen, Inventor and Entrepreneur 
Edwin Orrett, Principal, Resource Performance Partners 
Michelle Passero, Policy Initiatives, Pacific Forest Trust 
Jerrell Ross Richer, Ph.D., Professor,  

Sonoma State University 
David Williard, Principal, Sustainergy Systems 
Joel Woodhull, Chairman, Sonoma County Transportation 

and Land Use Coalition 
 
Production and Logistical Support 
Chris Cone — Technical Writing/Editing 
Lori Houston — Media Outreach 
Sam Shaboon — East/West Café 
Mary Munat — Green Mary 
 
Volunteers 
China Dusk, Barbara Gerber, Jacque Lefler, 
Paula Magyari, Natalie Peck 
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 Sonoma County Community Climate Action Plan 

The Sonoma County Community Climate Action Plan is available online, along with the 
Source Material: (www.coolplan.org). 
 
 Source Material 
1. Energy Solutions — Paul Fenn, Robert Freehling, and John Cutler, Local Power, Inc. 
2. High Performance Efficiency — Edwin Orrett, Principal, Resource Performance Partners 
3. Water — John Rosenblum, Rosenblum Environmental Engineering, and Dave Erickson 
4. Wastewater — John Rosenblum, Edwin Orrett, and Dave Erickson  
5. New Construction — Rebecca Benassini, Senior Associate, Economic Planning Systems 
6. Land Use — Walter Kieser, Principal, Economic Planning Systems 
7. Transportation — Joel Woodhull, Jim McGreen, and Dave Erickson 
8. Agriculture — David Williard, Principal, Sustainergy Systems 
9. Forests — Michelle Passero, Director of Policy Initiatives, Pacific Forest Trust 
10. Solid Waste — Ken Wells, Guiding Sustainability 
11. Carbon Model — Dave Erickson 
12. Analysis of PG&E’s Long Term Procurement Plans — Dave Erickson 
13. PG&E letter of Partnership — Nancy McFadden, PG&E 
14. AB811 Analysis — Dave Erickson 
15. Climate Change and SMART — Sonoma Marin Area Rail Transit 
16. GHG Mitigation Measures — California Attorney General 
17. Sonoma County Transportation Authority GHG Reduction White Paper — Steve Colman, 

Dowling & Associates, and Chris Barney, SCTA 
18. Solutions Submitted by the Public with Analyses by Jerrell Ross Richer, Ph.D. 
19. Public Input from April 2, 2007 

 
About the Climate Protection Campaign   Our mission is 
to create a positive future for our children and all life by inspiring action in 
response to the climate crisis. We advance practical, science-based so-
lutions for significant greenhouse gas reductions. Founded in 2001, the 
Campaign’s motto is “big vision, bold action.” 
 
What We Do   The Campaign works in partnership with governments, 
schools, businesses, community-based organizations, and media to 

advance innovative solutions to accelerate action for climate protection. We work at the local, 
regional, and state levels. 
 
Achievements   We encouraged all nine Sonoma County cities and the County government to 
publicly commit to protecting the climate, becoming the first community in the nation to have 100 
percent of its local governments pledged to the Cities for Climate Protection program. In 2005 
all nine Sonoma cities and the County adopted the most ambitious community greenhouse gas 
emissions reduction target in the country — 25 percent below 1990 levels by 2015. The Cam-
paign has helped set four other national climate protection precedents. Our aim is to have such 
resounding success that we inspire communities nationwide. 
 
In 2007 the Climate Protection Campaign was honored to receive the USEPA Climate Protec-
tion Award “in recognition of exceptional contributions to global environmental protection.” 



 


