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ZONE 2A ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

MINUTES 


November 21, 2013 


Attendees: 
, ..::·. .. :~> 

: ' 

Ted Cabral (TC) - Member Michael Thompso,r:r(f)i1J.} - SCWA 
Ned Orrett (EO) - Member Dan St. John (DS) .-? City of Petaluma 
John Fitzgerald (JF) - Member Pam Tuft (PTY:- City .df Petaluma 
Bob Martin (BM) - Member Leonard OlivEF(EO) - "city.of Petaluma 
Teresa Barrett (TB) - Member/City of Petaluma Curt Bates::(CB) - City of P;etaluma 
Kent Gylfe (KG) - SCWA Hally,~iJari.: (HS) - SRCD <.·}::' 
David Royall (DR) - SCWA Christq:-: .pher Cheek (CC) - public
Susan Haydon (SH) - SCWA t;·.r ·. <·:. ::.. :> 

NOTE: The next Zone 2A Advisory Committee will.. 20, 2014 p.m. 

1. 	 Opening/Introductions: All attendees-were self introdt~~·~i'. Chairman Cabral recognized Chris 
Cheek's consistent participation i~:}an> interested and ::d.edicated member of the public, 
acknowledging his many years of intefos( "insi°ght, and input:' T.C offered his sincere appreciation 
and thanked CC for his 

2. 	 Public Comment: Ct;lri
steadfast 

stffpli~r Cheek
participation 

·=:~~b~ess
and 

~d
decorum

{g:~~~~-eq{
. 

.re~·~;~;ng 
· 

the existence of brush in 
the river, near Coro. r:ra)~oad ·afi4:rTwin Bridges:>+-fowever, jU'st prior to the meeting, he observed 
that the area loqk~~:;. clear and ihiproved. C~>::hoted that the homeless encampments remain a 
concern near C9.h)r:i=a Rd, where{~.CWA has e~.sements. David Royall acknowledged conditions 
along river and ·a·gteed to contact .CC to further) :iiscuss conditions and potential maintenance 

needs. ·:·-:~:.:;~~:i!:)~![t/i~>/ ·:: ::· ·.:... :~:·::;;;~;=Lff:~'.·J~:;;:)t' 
/(.::.?:T-:'.;-:;;\-:::;\::,. .;:~:=· ;:_:.. 

3. 	 Approval of Minutes:. Minutes:of the November 21 , 2013 committee meeting were unanimously 
:approved (Jacobseh::&'.~~oper·:~b~ent) with one correction noted by John Fitzgerald. Revision to 
Pag·e..3, Item 5. Zero ·Net=Fill Poli.cY<..C.6. JF indicated concern of the over-zealous interpretation 
of agr~~.ment with the ChY.''s "buildiffg. volume" criteria (accounting for volume take up by building 
structu~e·s with the floodpl~i -6) . SH revised minutes for record. 

-·: .t:.;:~::::. ~:.. ~~:~; 

4. 	 Zero Net FilhBolicy: ....-i:·::;::· 
A. 	 A draft m:~rnorand~·trf. (no date) to the Director of Permit & Resource Management 

Department, ·G.~urity ·of Sonoma, from the Chairman of the Zone 2A Advisory Committee, 
prepared by str~an Haydon, was distributed for review and discussion purposes. The 
memorandum presents the committee's recommendations for improved consistency between 
County of Sonoma and City of Petaluma's flood related land use policies in the Petaluma River 
watershed. 

B. 	 Kent Gylfe provided background on the committee's expressed goal to encourage alignment of 
County and City policies within the Zone 2A (Upper Petaluma River) watershed. KG 
explained each of the draft recommendations and noted there were several areas where the 

~:~kih1g b{~~:~ch ~::::~·;00 
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City's practices on base flood elevation and displacement volumes/area were not expressly 
codified Curt Bates agreed to provide "policy interpretation" statements and reference 
citations to complete the memo. 

C. 	 The Committee discussed various issues regarding how volume, water, and space are 
counted with regard to existing County and City policies. One suggestion was to refer to it as 
"zero net water displacement". 

D. 	 Some discussion ensued regarding the City's new stormwater per.111it and JF commented that 
the City should start making preparations now for the next :1:l.errnil renewal because the 
requirements will be even greater. / < ··.· 

E. 	 KG noted a revised draft memorandum will be prepare;:! iB~qf~orating the City's edits for 
further review, discussion, and approval by the committee: >< • 

5. 	 Projects and Budget for FY 2014/15: •• < }/ ·.· > 
A. 	 KG provided an overview of revenues and definEiB the $1,355,00CJWne item of Sub-Total 

Operational Services and noted that this btJclgElf category very closely E)quals the stream 
maintenance program budget for the year.)<G rioted that SCWA is experiditlg an amount on 
stream maintenance that is close to the ti;i\~L annual Zon.e 2A revenues, Wi.lh an existing 
reserve which is allocated to projects. KG ~r\swered qye'slions from committee members 
explaining various budget categories and expendif(irei>•' <r 

B. 	 JF requested provision of a syqtotal line for ptoje6ts in future budget table for ease in 
referencing and categorizing vari0y:;; ~ppropriated prcij~t\s. 

C. 	 JF also noted future need for fun~jllg for cl(edging of lh~fi.ver, noting there may be need to 
address dredging costs and possib:le' relation ti;i such frorrj flpod control perspective versus 
commerce. TC acknowledges that full;:!~ for dr€ldgif1g cire a shqrtfall and USAGE may have no 
funds to assist comrriyi'lity; Mike Thoinf:>so11i'ecbgnit<:iq)he dredging issue as an unfunded 
mandate placed yp(lnth'32ciirJrnunity. MfJJ6fed that theriew Phase 2 stormwater regulations 
and need for dr(J~gir'ig require(~ddressing,f\.lrther Poling that SCWA and City of Petaluma are 
aware and l96l<jllg at these ur\funded m~r\9ates. TC thought it wise for City officials to 
address need #r'ic:J. funding fdr dredging in)etms of climate adaptation, sea level rise and 
effects on downt61il/l).corrirnerce~ Th.El Cjty olAiEls it to the community to address this complex 
issue as. the USAcE•carinot be couflteci():h. Ned Orrell expressed that we need to look at the 
sy~\eri)s \/i€ll,/\/ ~l.)d the y;;il!Je of dredging, suggesting a future presentation to speak to this 
j~~ye. JF will help.to ide[ltify ..a speaker. Pam Tuft supports the comments and notes that the 
<ti/riling basin, seditrie.nt load, fl9oding, 	and river commerce are of high concern. Siltation is a 

Problem and areasGp$fream ofG.& Hare adversely affected by siltation. Dan St. John notes 
th~t. QOS!s will be s~:Ye'ral milliciil dollars for dredging and associated work. PT offers 
consideration of taxati6/i mechanisms and that Zone 2A share costs of feasibility. She also 
notesll11:1tthe City's x,P,$WM model assumes dredging in its predictions and forecasting and 
suggests iCrnay be wi:i.ffi\nted to consider a model run "with dredging scenario" lo determine 
feasibility, W},icf1 .i{ l)nfunded. JF suggests that a feasibility analysis may need to be 
considered. :) :> 

D. 	 KG distributed 26j)i~s of a Nov. 2013 Project Objectives Report (POR) for the Petaluma River 
Stream & Precipitation Gauge Installation submitted by the City of Petaluma and the 2006 
POR for similar. PT described the project and noted that the amount of funding provided for 
by 2006 POR is currently only sufficient to cover installation costs. The City is requesting that 
$82,000 be added to project budget to include purchase of gauges. This project has been 
previously recommended by the committee for funding. SCWA is currently in-process of 
developing a funding agreement with the City. PT states that the project and draft agreement 

http:seditrie.nt
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was recently considered and approved by the City Council and that the City intends to issue 
an RFP for installation services. The issue of public information availability for the gauge data 
was discussed by committee. JF asked if any of the gauges are proposed outside the city? 
TC asked whether the public will be able to access the data and how the City will handle, 
referencing a letter recently submitted by Bob Martin. TC reiterates the utility and need for the 
gauges. He also notes that property owners would like access to real time data in order to 
best manage their properties. PT responded that the City intends to make data publicly 
available but requests more time to investigate what is involvetj (and costs) with regards to 
web access, liability, etc. and report back to the committee. KG ~uggests an additional amount 
of up to 10% of budget could be afforded to enhance the c:~Pa6ility to install and offer public 
information component/data access, if determined feasible:l:JY City, If deemed feasible, new 
project budget would total $174,000. .··.· ·· ·.· · 

E. 	 KG distributed copies of the POR for Adobe Creek ~~foment Dete~tJJfiaasin Design recently 
submitted by Sonoma RCD for $97,332. Thedor]n\ittee discussed the reyised approach and 
location Uust upstream) for the design pr6p9slold by the RCD. In 2009,.Jhe committee 
previously approved the Adobe Creek Seditn.eht Basin Desigr Feasibility POR· from the City. 
PT recommended that the committee approve th'°' RC[;)'.~ flew POR and project approach, 
essentially retracting the City's project and substituling.Withthe RCDs POR. PT notes that the 
project location is outside the city limits and althouglfffle sediment detention basin will benefit 
the City, the City will not be maint~ibfog 
approach to managing sediment on 

it MT concurre(J vvith the proposed basin location and 
Ado.be Greek which bas long been issue for City and 

Agency crews. Hally Swan noted th<1\ the proJEic:t, as propo~ed, affords a great opportunity to 
revisit the approach and design with ,i:\gency, (.)ifY ~m:I engineering consultants to determine 
what's needed for an effe.c:tive design: :~G ric\festhi'i'ftbfROR describes the RCD's intention 
to seek grant fundfng fron\ other sourcesfotfhe permitting i:rnd implementation phases. Total 
budget rougl)ly $103,000 .l,l\f~ich incl(!i:fes SCWA's project management and fund 
administratiori'fole. ···· ·· 

F. 	 TC summariz:~the propo~~~iiytjgeJaUoc;tighs as presented by Agency draft FY 2014/15 
budgetand.the twoPOR§ µni:!er cohsideC':ltioJJ (Petaluma River Stream Gauge Installation and 
Ai;lobe cfeek.sedimenfS~sin Feasibility). TC thanked Pam in advance, for moving forward to 
<;1c:fdress the pi:.il:>ii9. acces~ibjlity of stream gauge data. EO expressed his support in making 

(Jata accessible. E!Mrnade the suggestion that a disclaimer could be used with regards to the 
?us.e of such data 	o~tained frol)'l 9ity website. TB motioned to approve the Stream Gauge 

'Pr<:iject with additionai 19.% to abc'6mmodate public access to data ($174,000). Motion carries 
with~§econd by JF. l'?O motioned to approve the RCD's project request, Adobe Creek 
SedimefJ.t. Detention Ba/,fn Design, total budget $97, 332. Motion carries, seconded by TB. 
TB moliooeel.to appro.lf:e)he Agency's Flood Control Zone 2A FY 2014/15 budget as submitted 
with the ai:!d.itiof'ls a~~pproved by committee. Motion carries, seconded by JF. 

6. 	 Reports and 
A. 	 JF shared that there was a blood drive that evening. 
B. 	 CB announced a 12/3/13 meeting held by FEMA re: Bay Coastal Studies mapping. FIRM 

maps and issues- 2/19/13 with Nathan Quarles, Sonoma County PRMD. 
C. 	 TB noted a fabulous exhibit featuring coastlines currently showing through February 2014 at 

the Oakland Museum. 

C=~~~~ts: 
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D. 	 TC requested consideration of a future opportunity for public outreach to address the issues of 
sediment management, status of river dredging and needs. 

E. 	 JF notes that a certain member of the Advisory Committee has not consistently attended 
meetings and recommends another member be appointed. JF makes a motion for TC to draft 
a letter recommending a new appointment. Letter to be circulated for others review. Motion 
second by TB, motion carries. 

F. 	 In response to previous committee request, KG identified Jay Jasperse, SCWA Chief 
Engineer, as speaker to address climate adaptation strategies at\hl'l next committee meeting. 
TC reiterates the key issues of flood management, sea level ri$e, and need for river dredging 
and requests consideration of speakers that can address the~~ issues for the committee and 
the community. He knows someone from California Ge.olqgical S(Jrvey who may also be able 
to serve as speaker. PT suggests a primer on the City's H&H 11ldciel, XPSWM, and suggests 
WEST consultants speak to the group. Several cofflrnittee member~ lJ(Jggest consideration of 
including the broader community and perhaps h.oldi!Jg a forum-style meeting with speakers at 
Luchessi Center. 	 .·. · · ·· ·.· · · 

7. 	 Public Comment: 

A. 	 CC commented regarding flooding along the o:~ii-\an ~~~b~ of the Petaluma Ri~er. He notes 
that the reach was designed for gat~.s and pumps. q¢8.lso suggests an outdoor theatre (like 
a Greek theatre) at the Denman f\e\ichtrailhead park. Jbe reach needs an anchor in addition 
to the interpretive signs and parking at~? supportirig?public access. PT notes that 
unfortunately the 2006 flood everilkist the irj"jprovemenl~ (pathway, irrigation and native 
plantings). 

8. Next Meeting: 
A. Next meeting 
B. Meeting 
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