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MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING OF
The Middle Green Valley
Citizen’s Advisory Committee
July 20, 2009
The regular meeting of the Middle Green Valley Citizen’s Advisory Committee was held
Monday, July 20, 2009, in the Solano County Administration Center, Multi-Purpose
Room, 675 Texas St., Fairfield, CA 94533.
MEMBERS PRESENT:

Craig Gillespie, Bob Hager, Herb Hughes, Sarah
Lindemann, Nancy Nelson, Anthony Russo and James Wiley

MEMBERS ABSENT:

Bill Mayben

OTHERS PRESENT:

Mike Yankovich, Planning Manager, Resource Management;
Matt Walsh, Principal Planner; Resource Management; and
Diane Buschman, Office Assistant III, Resource
Management;
Brendan Kelly, Project Manager, Hart Howerton; Amie
MacPhee, Principal, Hart Howerton

1.
2.
3.
4.

Call to Order
Roll Call
Public Comments for Items Not on the Agenda
Review and Approve June 15, 2009 minutes
Matt Walsh briefly called the meeting to order and
took the roll call. He asked for public comments that
were not on the Agenda and asked for an approval of
the June 15, minutes. They were approved without
comment. Matt Walsh then turned the meeting over
to Brendan Kelly (Hart Howerton).
o Jim Wiley commented that the Assessor’s office will
determine when the property will be reassessed. He
also inquired about how existing and future flooding
will be addressed. Matt Walsh replied that this will be
addressed in the utilities discussion in this meeting.
o

5. Resource Agency Update
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Mr. Kelly began the presentation with an update regarding the latest resource
agency meetings. He stated that there have been approximately half a dozen
meetings since the last CAC meeting on June 15th.
Mr. Kelly stated that there will be a presentation of the Draft Specific Plan to the
Planning Commission on August 6th at 7 o’clock and encouraged the attendance
of CAC members. The next CAC meeting will also be held on August 31st.
Mr. Kelly also discussed the status of the draft Environmental Impact Report
(DEIR), which should have a draft available at the end of July/early August. A
scoping meeting for the EIR was held on June 23; although no resource
agencies were present, individual meetings were arranged. The team has so far
received letters from Caltrans, the Department of Fish and Game, the Public
Utilities Commission.
Mr. Kelly stated that initial discussions with property owners regarding the
Development Agreement (DA) and Transfer of Development Rights (TDRs) have
begun and will continue through the month of August.
Mr. Kelly discussed a meeting that was held with open space and farm
advocates, including the Greenbelt Alliance, the Solano Land Trust, the Bay
Areas Open Space Council, and FarmLink. He stated that this meeting was not
a design meeting, but instead provided an equal opportunity for both advocates
and agencies for feedback, resulting in an interesting discussion between open
space advocates and farmers. During the meeting, the team presented the Plan
policies, the process, and how viable agriculture is incorporated. Bill Mayben
was also present as an advocate of the Plan.
Mr. Kelly also discussed a meeting between the County and the Rumsey Indian
Band. He reported that there are at least 5 archeological areas of interest.
There are no archeological explorations currently planned, and protocol is to be
developed to determine how archeological discoveries will be addressed.
Herb Hughes asked where archeological areas are guessed to be located. Mr.
Kelly responded that they are believed to be near or on Green Valley Creek.
Sarah Lindemann asked how we know that there are finds. Erin Beavers replied
that each find goes through the Sonoma State Archives.

Resource Agency Presentation
•

•

•

•

Mr. Kelly proceeded to present the materials shown during the Resource Agency
meeting. The presentation began with a conceptual rendering of the site (see
page 2 of the July 20th presentation) and a regional context plan that identified
the open space context, employment centers, and transit connections, including
the proximity to the Amtrak corridor (see page 3 of the July 20th presentation).
He also presented a plan illustrating the neighborhoods adjacent to Middle Green
Valley (see page 4 of the July 20th presentation). Herb Hughes asked what
resource agencies are told about the status of Rockville Trails. Mr. Kelly replied
that he tells the agencies that there is currently an approved EIR for Rockville
Trails.
The General Plan Goal and Policies were briefly discussed (see page 5 of the
July 20th presentation) before presenting the ownership plan (see page 6 of the
July 20th presentation).
The presentation also included a Plan illustrating potential development under
existing zoning (see page 7 of the July 20th presentation), a summary of previous
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analysis drawings, including elevation analysis, existing utilities, and existing
constraints (see pages 8-11 of the July 20th presentation).
Mr. Kelly commented that much of the discussion with the resource agencies
was focused on the Green Fabric plan (see page 12 of the July 20th
presentation). He commented that the team is looking to remind agencies about
the necessary permits, i.e. stream restoration, etc. The agencies seemed to
focus on the hillside development, and Mr. Kelly explained that the Plan met the
General Plan Goal and Policies, and that these units contributed to the goal in
providing a wider range in housing products and avoided cramming all of the
units onto the Valley floor.
Mr. Kelly also reported that the Wildlife Service expressed concerns regarding
the corridors; he stated that it was important to explain why corridors are not
shown on agricultural uses.
Sarah Lindemann asked if agencies go on-site. Mr. Kelly replied that at the end
of the process, it is possible that landowners may need to have wildlife service
delineations. He also stated that more information is needed in order to address
concerns; for example, a wetland survey may be needed for Corps approval.
The meetings with the agencies allow the team to be aware of what data is
needed. He also stated that the agencies are relieved that easements are a part
of early discussions.
Sarah Lindemann asked how many parties will be dictating/controlling the
landowners easements. Mr. Kelly responded that the role of the agencies is to
make easements more coordinated, i.e. understanding the dimensions and
extents of desired easements. This is an opportunity for landowners and
agencies to make a joint effort.
Mr. Kelly presented a map illustrating the vegetation communities within Middle
Green Valley (see page 17 of the July 20th presentation). This plan identifies
vegetation that includes oak forests, vineyards, and agricultural land. He added
that a survey will need to verify the absence of Lincoln Clover on the site.
Mr. Kelly also discussed habitat corridors, which include red legged frog habitat
(see page 18 of the July 20th presentation); red legged frogs tend to need short
native grasses, which is compatible with cattle ranching. He commented that is
not in the best interest of landowners to challenge habitat overlays. He stated
that the plan identifies adaptable habitat and does not necessarily reflect
observed habitat.
Sarah Lindemann asked if potential habitat get mitigated in open space. Mr.
Kelly responded that this was correct. Erin Beavers (City of Fairfield) added that
there are typically several renditions of habitat and that boundaries will fluctuate.
The Service typically does a poor job in habitat mapping and takes into account
census data. Mr. Kelly also added that there are potential contradictions, i.e. the
Service surveys vernal pools on the Valley floor that are not actually there.
Mr. Kelly also discussed stream restoration which will aim to reduce steep cuts
along banks that currently contribute to siltation (see pages 21-23 of the July 20th
presentation).

6. Utilities Update
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Mr. Kelly presented an update to the utilities. The latest water utility plan shows
and aquifer and connection to the City of Fairfield, with the County owning and
maintaining infrastructure (see page 13 of the July 20th presentation).
Mr. Kelly also presented a wastewater plan (see page 14 of the July 20th
presentation). This alternative shows treated wastewater to be used for irrigation
and toilets, with the remainder going to storage tanks that will be controlled
during the wet season.
Mr. Kelly reported on the July 14th meeting with Solano County and the City of
Fairfield, during which the team discussed the feasibility of the City of Fairfield
supplying utilities to the County. This scenario does not include the entire Study
Area and potentially involves a contract between the CSA and the City of
Fairfield without annexation; this would establish agreed rates and connection
fees and address maintenance.
The next meeting will occur with the County and LAFCO.
Jim Wiley asked if E. Coli is caused by reused water used for irrigation. Mr. Kelly
replied that this is typically caused by livestock walking across crops. He also
stated that it is a well proven policy supported by the State, but the Regional
Water Quality Board is also asked to support this policy.
Mr. Kelly also addressed Jim Wiley’s earlier question regarding the potential
flooding. Mr. Kelly stated that the Plan addresses stormwater with strategies that
include microbe detention devices, and requiring each parcel to retain and
reinfiltrate stormwater; this is in contrast to typical developments which usually
gather stormwater into drains.
Jim Wiley asked if the site currently floods, how can development alleviate the
problem. He also asked whether developers should be asked to provide
improvements to areas prone to flooding outside of development areas. Mr.
Kelly replied that the County and CSA bond money would be responsible for
roads and swales.
Jim Wiley commented that it typically floods on Green Valley Road adjacent to
the Siebe property.
Nancy Nelson commented that development, if done properly, can help with
flooding. She added that the RWQCB looks carefully at plans and have shown
through in its involvement with Rockville Trails to be a responsible agency.
Mr. Kelly added that the RWQCB will review guidelines and utility plans. The
development standards will address stormwater.
Mr. Kelly also commented that cisterns are more effective than detention ponds
which are more expensive and can often attract litter. He added that Hennessey
Creek will have the ability to retain water in large storm events.
Herb Hughes commented that major, unresolved flooding is mainly related to the
properties east of Green Valley Road and properties upstream. He asked if
these properties will also be subject to the new standards. Matt Walsh
responded that the Specific Plan will apply to all parcels within the Study Area
and that any new development after the Specific Plan is adopted will be required
to abide by its standards. For example, the Biggs property will be required to
abide by the standards that require screening development from Green Valley
Road, protecting the wildlife corridor, etc.
Herb Hughes asked how flooding will ultimately be resolved. Mr. Kelly replied
that the Specific Plan will not yield perfect results, but tries to address predictable
issues.
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Anthony Russo commented that the area at the footbridge and Green Valley
Road at Hennessey Creek are 2 main areas of flooding. Mr. Kelly replied that
the Corps of Engineers will have ideas for addressing Hennessey Creek at
Green Valley Road. He also added Hidden Meadows Creek as an example of a
creek that functions better post development.
Erin Beavers commented that existing culverts are not handling existing flows,
and suggested the County look into the potential of replacing culverts.
Nancy Nelson commented that both eastern and western properties should be
equally addressed.

7. Specific Plan Status
•

Mr. Kelly stated that the team will submit an administrative draft of the Specific
Plan to the Planning Commission and the CAC on July 29th. The CAC was also
asked to review their individual quotes selected for the Specific Plan.

8. Status of Environmental Impact Report (EIR)
•

Sarah Lindemann asked for clarification regarding the EIR process. Mr. Kelly
explained that the agencies will comment on the draft EIR prior to its approval.

9. Status of Development Agreement (DA)
•

•

Mr. Kelly stated meetings have been scheduled with major landowners. He
added that in contrast to the DA which expires, it is important to establish which
critical elements, (i.e. transfer of development rights) need to be incorporated into
the Specific Plan, a document that does not expire.
Craig Gillespie asked whether the DA addresses Conservancy constraints. Mr.
Kelly replied that the DA absolutely addresses this issue.

10. Advocacy Group Update
•

Mr. Kelly stated that there will be a meeting with the Land Trust on Thursday.

11. Planning Commission Presentation
•

Mr. Kelly stated that the Planning Commission meeting will address previous
concerns and encouraged the attendance of the CAC.

12. Adjourn to next CAC meeting
- August 31, 2009
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