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              COLAB SAN LUIS OBISPO COUNTY  

WEEK OF JANUARY 25-31, 2015 

 

  
 

NO BOARD MEETING ON JANUARY 20, 2015 

 

   SAVE FEBRUARY 3, 2015  

   BOARD ELECTION OF CHAIRMAN AND VICE    

           CHAIRMAN TO BE DONE OVER                                                                                                                         CHAIRMAN WILL BE DONE OVER                                     (TIME NOT     

                        (TIME NOT YET DETERMINED)                     
 

 MATTERS ON JANUARY 27, 2015 

 



2 
 

DISCUSSION AND BOARD DIRECTION:               

LAFCO APPLICATION FOR THE PASO WATER 

DISTRICT                                                                                
(THIS IS HUGE-SEE PAGE 5 --DISCUSSION ON THIS ITEM IS AFTER 

1:30 PM) 

APCD SLATES SUPERVISOR ADAM HILL FOR 

CHAIRMAN                                                                                
(Wednesday January 28, 2015 (9:00 AM VOTE)   

No Board of Supervisors Meeting on Tuesday, January 20, 2015 (Not Scheduled) 

There was no meeting scheduled as Tuesday, January 20, 2015 followed a national Holiday. 

Board of Supervisors Meeting of Tuesday, January 27, 2015 (Scheduled) 

Item 2 - Request to approve a contract with Environmental Systems Research Institute, 

Inc. in the amount of $465,000 for the conversion of Assessor parcel map data to 

Geographic Information System Parcel Data, beginning February 1, 2015 and continuing 

until January 30, 2017, the target completion date of the conversion.   This is a very positive 

project that will allow assessor’s parcel data to be updated and displayed both textually and 

graphically. The County and all of the cities except Paso Robles have agreed to participate and 

share in the funding of the project. The Board item lists some of the practical applications, which 

go far beyond managing the assessor’s maps and values. For example, fire departments can use 

the data to plan and catalog future responses. The data will enable better management of 

elections: 

Assembly Bill 2453 provides for the development of a Paso Robles Basin District. The proposed 

District covers an area of over 8,000 acres. The formation of the district and its board of 

directors requires the Assessor to work in conjunction with the County Elections Clerk to 

determine the appropriate list of voters. Unlike general elections that are based on registered 

voter lists and district boundaries, the Water Code provides that the formation of a water district 

is by landowner on a 1 vote per acre voting system. Additionally, the language in the assembly 

bill provides that the Board of Director initial and bi-annual elections be based on parcel size. 

With the current mapping system, this effort is expected to take over 1,000 Assessor Mapping 

staff hours to complete and may possibly delay close of the assessment roll. The amount of time 

required will be significantly reduced with the GIS parcel data set. This is just one specific 

example of the value added by this project in reduced staff time. Other examples include the 

general reduction in County staff time to research and verify the best available but unreliable 

GIS parcel data.   

A Good First step:  What is not mentioned is that if the system could be mated with a relational 

data base inquiry tool (the same vendor, ESRI, which is providing this software, has a 
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compatible tool).  County and city officials could develop layers of data (much of which they 

already have in other systems) which would provide the capability to view data not only by 

parcel, but by census block, census tract, street segment, neighborhood, supervisorial district, and 

so forth. This in turn could provide powerful planning and management tools to inform 

budgeting, service deployment, economic impacts, and much else. 

Item 13 - Submittal of a resolution concluding emergency contracting for Nacimiento 

Water Pipeline repairs.  The report indicates that the work is done: 

At this time all emergency contracting work has been completed. The trench shoring in place will 

be necessary until such time said trench shoring can be demobilized, estimated to be in one to 

two weeks. V. Lopez & Sons has been awarded a contract for permanent repair of the 

Nacimiento River Crossing, by your Board, at the January 6, 2015 meeting. This action will 

conclude our immediate need to put the line back in service.  

The work was funded from the Nacimiento Operating Fund. The cost of emergency contracting is 

approximately $924,000, and includes final demobilization from the site. Sufficient budget exists, 

at this time, to cover the work.   

The item does not say when the water will start flowing. 

Item 14 - Request to approve an agreement with ECORP Consulting, Inc., in the amount of 

$210,062, for hydrogeologic services for the Lopez Water Project Habitat Conservation 

Plan.  This contract is the next one in a long series of contracts issued by the County in an 

attempt to bring its State operating permit for Lopez Lake into conformance with requirements of 

State and Federal agencies. 

The Lake serves various communities in the south county: 

The Lopez Water Project is organized as Zone 3 of the District and supplies water to the 

municipalities of Arroyo Grande, Pismo Beach, Grover Beach, Oceano, and CSA 12, including 

Avila Beach. The project also makes downstream releases to Arroyo Grande Creek to ensure 

adequate flow is available to riparian users and to recharge aquifers to support downstream 

water rights, including agricultural and municipal wells.  

This one is an instructive tale of endless bureaucratic interference and cost imposed by 

State and Federal agencies. Excerpts from the staff report tell the tale: 

1. As the operator of the Lopez Water Project, the District was issued a water rights permit in 

1961 by the State Water Resources Control Board (State).   

2. In 1990, the District was advised by the State that the District’s historical operation of the 

Lopez Water Project was not consistent with the water rights permit, and the District should file 

a revised water rights application. In addition, at that time the State indicated that a completed 

Habitat Conservation Plan would be required before a revised water rights permit could be 

issued. The Habitat Conservation Plan is intended to address the Lopez Water Project’s impacts 

on the Federally-listed steelhead trout, California red-legged frog, and potentially tidewater 

goby. 



4 
 

3. In 1999 your Board contracted with Stetson Engineers to prepare the studies necessary to 

support both the Habitat Conservation Plan and the water rights application. That work 

culminated in 2004 with a draft Habitat Conservation Plan.   

4. Subsequently, your Board contracted with Hanson Environmental (previously a sub-

consultant to Stetson Engineers) to respond to requests from the National Marine Fisheries 

Service for detailed scientific review and development of a downstream release program. That 

work was completed in 2011. 

5. In 2012 the State requested that the District complete a Water Availability Analysis in 

accordance with California Water Code Section 1260(k) in order for the State to continue 

processing the revised water rights application.   

6. In July of 2013 the Zone 3 Advisory Committee (composed of representatives of the 

municipalities listed above) adopted a District staff recommendation to move the Habitat 

Conservation Plan effort forward with a re-formed project team, including circulating a Request 

for Qualifications for hydrologic tasks including modeling, hydrogeologic analysis, and 

production of a Water Availability Analysis. 

a. A never-ending morass. 

b. What has this cost water rate payers over the past two-and-one-half decades? 

c. What if the State refuses to approve the Habitat Conservation Plan in the end? 

d. What if the State refuses to issue the new operating permit? 

As the write-up states: 

The National Marine Fisheries Service and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service are responsible 

for approving the Habitat Conservation Plan and issuing the associated permits. The State 

Water Resources Control Board is responsible for issuing the revised water rights permit. 

 Don’t hold your breath – even after a quarter of a century. 

Item 16 - Request to approve a resolution to amend the Position Allocation List for Fund 

Center 180 - Social Services Administration to add 17.75 FTE in various classifications and 

eliminate 1.0 FTE Administrative Services Officer II in order to support implementation of 

changes to various programs, as directed by State and Federal legislation; and request to 

authorize a corresponding budget adjustment in the amount of $518,730 from State and 

Federal sources to increase salary appropriation to cover the cost of these positions for the 

remainder of the fiscal year.   

In order to meet processing client eligibility determination deadlines and workload increases 

(due to growing numbers of eligible clients), the County must increase staffing.  The programs 

include welfare, in-home care services, and adult protective services. Readers may remember 

that the County had to increase the number of its eligibility workers for Medi-Cal earlier in the 

year due to the vastly expanded population of people made eligible by the Affordable Health 

Care Act (Obama care). The cost is mostly covered by State and Federal Funds, so it’s ok with 
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the County. You are simply paying for it in your State and Federal income taxes. The affordable 

Care Act is not so affordable. It’s yet another income transfer program. 

 

Matters After 1:30 PM 

Item 23 - Discussion of Paso Robles Basin Water District Formation and Consideration of 

District Formation Topics. Districts 1 and 5.  The purpose of the item is to allow the Board an 

opportunity to provide direction with respect to the staff preparation of the County application to 

the Local Formation Commission (LAFCO) for the creation of a Paso Robles Water Basin 

Management District.  It would appear that preparing and submitting the application is a 

foregone conclusion and that alternatives will not be discussed – for example County 

management of the basin, Quiet Title/Adjudication, or separate groundwater sustainability 

agencies (GSAs). In order to manage the numerous issues and comments contained in the report, 

our review parallels the Board letter and quotes and comments on relevant sections. Readers may 

access the full Board letter at the link: 

http://agenda.slocounty.ca.gov/agenda/sanluisobispo/4268/SXRlbSBEb2N1bWVudCAoUHVib

GljKSA=/14/n/39268.doc    

In general we believe this “check in” is prudent and have recommended it in the past. We did not 

see how the staff could prepare a complete application and submit it to the Board “cold fish” 

without some review and direction during the process. We believe there may be substantial 

PowerPoint presentations which will appear for the first time at the board meeting. These may 

detail recommended boundaries, powers, operational functions, financing fees and taxes, and 

other material matters. Again, we object to a process in which the public is deprived of important 

substance in advance. In this case and depending on the amount and content, such an omission 

could constitute yet another violation of the California Open Meeting Law (Brown Act).  

The real question  (and duty of the Board) is will the  members carefully go through  the 

attachment entitled Formation Guide which details powers and functions of the proposed  

AB 2453 Paso Basin Water Management district and ascertain if they support each of the 

provisions? (Note that for the convenience of our readers the Formation Guide summary 

table is reproduced in full starting  on page 9 below.) 

Of course the review and discussion should be in public. 

The Board letter summary states: 

(5) RECOMMENDED ACTION 

It is recommended that the Board, acting as the Board of the San Luis Obispo County Flood 

Control and Water Conservation District (Flood Control District): 

1. Receive a status update on preparation of the Paso Robles Basin Water District (Water 

District) formation application and Local Agency Formation Commission (LAFCO) application 

requirements; and 

http://agenda.slocounty.ca.gov/agenda/sanluisobispo/4268/SXRlbSBEb2N1bWVudCAoUHVibGljKSA=/14/n/39268.doc
http://agenda.slocounty.ca.gov/agenda/sanluisobispo/4268/SXRlbSBEb2N1bWVudCAoUHVibGljKSA=/14/n/39268.doc
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2. Provide direction to staff on the following: 

a. Water District Boundaries 

b. Water District Powers 

c. Mechanism to fund Water District 

d. Water District Formation Process Schedule 

1. Required Contents Of the LAFC Application: 

The LAFCO application process would be initiated with the approval of a Resolution of 

Application and associated application materials by your Board.6 The following is a brief 

summary of the three primary components of the LAFCO application (LAFCO’s detailed 

Formation Guide – Paso Robles Basin Water District is attached as Attachment B): 

1. Resolution of Application. A proposal for the formation of the Water District by the Board of 

Supervisors. The Resolution must contain: 

(a) A statement that the proposal is made pursuant to Government Code Section 56654; 

(b) A statement regarding the nature of the proposal; 

(c) A statement of the reason(s) for the proposal; 

(d) Boundary map and description; Note: there are attachments to the Board item which 

portray maps including potential opt outs – “called detachments.”  

(e) The stated proposed terms and conditions; 

(f) A statement whether any city and/or district Sphere(s) of Influence must be amended or 

adopted; and 

(g) A request that proceedings be undertaken pursuant to the Resolution of Application.2. Plan 

for Services. Provides information about the proposed Water District’s level and range of 

services, projected costs of those services, and revenues needed to fund the proposed services. It 

must discuss the following: 

(a) Description of services/powers; Note: The staff report contains no draft description of the 

services and powers.  

(b) Identification of, and potential impacts to, existing service providers; and Note: The staff 

report contains no draft description of the impacts. 

(c) A plan for financing the proposed Water District. Note: The staff report contains no draft 

plan for financing the district. 

3. Funding Mechanism. Pursuant to Government Code Section 56886, LAFCO typically 

conditions a change of organization on approval of a funding source. The LAFCO application 

must contain anticipated costs to fund the Water District and a preliminary funding plan. Note: 
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The staff report contains no draft information on the anticipated funding costs and plan. In 

fact the staff report tellingly states: 

Staff is currently working with a government finance consultant, NBS, to explore potential 

funding mechanisms, including, without limitation, a special tax, a property-related fee and a 

regulatory fee. The approval process will vary depending on the mechanism selected, which at 

the time of this report, appears to be either a property-related fee or special tax. It is anticipated 

NBS will have a draft report prior to the meeting, allowing staff to present a pro/con analysis of 

the viable funding mechanisms and obtain direction from your Board if a specific funding 

mechanism is desired. 

Then contradicting itself, it states: 

When staff returns to your Board with the completed LAFCO application, a detailed budget and 

cost estimate (e.g. per parcel or per well user) will be known and discussed. As indicated above, 

it is anticipated that any approval by LAFCO will be conditioned on the establishment of 

adequate funding. 

Problematically: 

a. This information is likely to pop up in PowerPoints, which the public will not have a chance to 

see or study prior to the meeting. Typically the Board members are provided with these 

PowerPoints in advance in their offices and are able to study them over the weekend and prior to 

the meeting.  

b. NBS is a consulting firm hired by the County to assist in its preparation of the LAFCO 

application. NBS appears to specialize in special district financing, rate studies, Proposition 218 

elections and related subjects.  NBS reports that it has 3 water districts, 8 counties, and a number 

of cities as former or current clients. The water districts all appear to be water utility purveyors, 

not water management districts. We do not recall a contract with NBS appearing on the Board 

agenda for approval. It may be that the amount is below the level at which Board approval is 

required. It is not known if there are other consultants assisting on matters, such as boundaries or 

legal issues. It would seem that given the immense policy controversy involved in the Paso Basin 

water management issue, this one would have a little more transparency. 

c. Financing the various consultants, application preparation costs, boundary survey, ballot 

question preparation, and election: 

On this score the staff report states: 

$350,000 from Flood Control District reserves has been allocated to fund the application 

process through this fiscal year.  

1). We do not recall Board approval of a Budget transfer from reserves to this project. 

2). County Budget law and proper financial practice require that transfers from reserves to a 

particular project (in this case unbudgeted) during the middle of a fiscal year be noticed and 

placed on the public agenda for a public vote. Normally such transfers require approval by 
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4/5ths. If County officials say they have unfettered ability to use such reserves for any purpose 

related to water (this is reserves in the Flood Control District) they are abusing the system. 

District Functions and Powers:  Discussion of the potential functions and powers of the district 

are not detailed in the Board letter. Instead the reader is referred to an attached document                     

(Formation Guide-Paso Robles Water District) prepared by LAFCO, which summarizes these 

powers.These are summarized in the table below:  
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Section 37931 above incorporates a vast array of other powers from Division 6 of the State Water Code 

by reference. These have not been explicated and are not summarized in this Board item. How can the 

Board give direction without having them explicated and discussed in public? 

  

PLEASE SEE THE NEXT PAGE FOR THE CONTINUATION OF THIS TABLE. 

 

   

Checking Your Crops 

  

This will become scarcer. 

  

The grass, pool, and palms will have to go.   

http://www.google.com/imgres?hl=en&authuser=0&biw=1366&bih=599&tbm=isch&tbnid=8SDS8FOMHfxsoM:&imgrefurl=http://marthasvineyard.patch.com/groups/editors-picks/p/so-many-murders-so-little-time-how-fiction-writers-on0000685bec&docid=GARiL4gJtvlF2M&imgurl=http://o1.aolcdn.com/dims-shared/dims3/PATCH/quality/82/resize/213x295/http://hss-prod.hss.aol.com/hss/storage/patch/8ac05069300cd2c52b335d113be96834&w=213&h=294&ei=F9dFUoCPMeiUjAK0_4HwBQ&zoom=1&ved=1t:3588,r:43,s:0,i:219&iact=rc&page=3&tbnh=200&tbnw=145&start=34&ndsp=16&tx=82&ty=110
http://www.google.com/imgres?imgurl=http://www.californiahomedesign.com/sites/default/files/villa_san-juliette_-_credit_chris_leschinsky.jpg&imgrefurl=http://www.californiahomedesign.com/trending/2012/11/03/experience-paso-robles-wine-countrys-creative-culture&h=400&w=600&tbnid=BJFNpN529C9ibM:&zoom=1&docid=AuzcGkqbFMqBpM&ei=eZnBVOiFKNC0oQSm9oDwDA&tbm=isch&ved=0CD4QMygXMBc
http://www.google.com/imgres?imgurl=http://www.richardsonproperties.com/wp-content/uploads/2013/05/001_Home-and-Pool.jpg&imgrefurl=http://www.richardsonproperties.com/listing/paso_robles_equestrian-estate-home/&h=3000&w=4500&tbnid=w3d8TtnLmmD9kM:&zoom=1&docid=NoMN_LsBi_cKiM&ei=eZnBVOiFKNC0oQSm9oDwDA&tbm=isch&ved=0CHsQMyhUMFQ


10 
 

  

37950-Whose 

power will be 

dominant, the 

district or the 

County land use 

authority? Why is 

the Board hell 

bent on making 

the Paso Basin 

moratorium 

permanent and 

supporting this 

district power at 

the same time 

they are asserting 

the district will 

provide local 

control? 
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37966 will favor the big 

guys. $ 200 per acre-

foot is chump change 

for them. 

 Section 37965 

requires the basin to 

reach safe yield in 

ten years. SB 1168 

allows 25. Which 

controls? 

This compression of 

time could result in 

huge hardships and 

economic damage. 
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Section 35403 says 

the district may 

transfer water to 

another party. Is this 

a specific enabler of 

water export out of 

the basin?  
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Note: It would be good if the Board went down this list and we could hear what each 

member thinks - do they support each of these? Since they are in the law (AB 2453), which 

they endorsed, do they have any choice?  Which provisions are permissive and which are 

mandatory? 

 

PLAN TO ATTEND FEBRUARY 3, 2015 BOARD MEETING AND SUPPORT THE 

ELECTION OF DEBBIE ARNOLD AS VICE-CHAIR OF THE BOARD FOR 2015. 

At this point we do not know what time of day this section of the meeting will take place, but 

will include that info next week when we see the February 3
rd

 agenda. Typically the Vice-Chair 

becomes Chair in the subsequent year. On January 5
th

 the Board appointed Supervisor Adam Hill 

as Vice-Chairman in a rushed vote which violated the California Open Meeting Law (Brown 

Act). As a result, the vote has to be done over. This presents an opportunity for the public to 

become involved and support Supervisor Arnold for Vice-Chair. She could become Chair in 

2016 and will conduct County business openly and transparently. Please see last week’s Weekly 

Update for all the details at the link: 

http://www.colabslo.org/prior_actions/WEEKLY_UPDATE_Jan_18-24_2015.pdf  

 

Contact these Supervisors and ask them to vote for Supervisor Arnold for Vice-Chair:  

Contact info 

  

Supervisor Frank Mecham 

fmecham@co.slo.ca.us 
805-781-4491 
  
Vicki Shelby/leg aide 
vshelby@co.slo.ca.us 
805-781-4491 
  
  

Supervisor Lynn Compton 

lcompton@co.slo.ca.us  
805-781-4337 
  
Jocelyn Brennan/leg aide 
jbrennan@co.slo.ca.us  
805-781-4337 
   
  

Supervisor Debbie Arnold 

darnold@co.slo.ca.us  
805-781-4339 
  
Jennifer Coffee/leg aide 
district 5@co.slo.ca.us  
805-781-4339 

http://www.colabslo.org/prior_actions/WEEKLY_UPDATE_Jan_18-24_2015.pdf
mailto:fmecham@co.slo.ca.us
tel:805-781-4491
mailto:vshelby@co.slo.ca.us
tel:805-781-4491
mailto:lcompton@co.slo.ca.us
tel:805-781-4337
mailto:jbrennan@co.slo.ca.us
tel:805-781-4337
mailto:darnold@co.slo.ca.us
tel:805-781-4339
mailto:5@co.slo.ca.us
tel:805-781-4339
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Air Pollution Control District (APCD) Meeting of Wednesday, January 28, 2015 

(Scheduled) 

 

Item A-1: Adam Hill Slated for Chairman of the APCD.  The Board letter says that it’s 

pretty much a done deal: 

 

On January 22, 2014, Roberta Fonzi, City of Atascadero Councilmember, was elected to 

Chair the APCD Board and Adam Hill, Supervisor from District 3, was elected as Vice 

Chair. The custom established by past Boards has been to alternate the Chair and Vice 

Chair between members from the Board of Supervisors and members from the cities, with 

the Vice Chair of the prior year, if still on the Board, traditionally being elected as Chair 

for the succeeding year. The Chair, Vice-Chair and Immediate Past Chair also serve on the 

Board Executive Committee, with the Board Chair serving as Chair of that Committee. 

 

Revolt and elect Compton. 

 

Item C-7: APCD 2015 Legislative Program.  For the past several years, the program has been 

short and general. This is probably the result of the objections raised to earlier programs, which 

contained much doctrinal climate change, stack-and-pack, and other related broad concepts for 

regulating society in the name of global warming. Most of the current provisions are designed to 

preserve APCD’s State and Federal funding and its regulatory powers. Key provisions which 

relate to the broader program of societal control include: 

7. Support legislation that retains and/or strengthens requirements for zero, ultra-low and low 

emission vehicles and encourages development of advanced hybrid, electric and fuel cell 

vehicles. 

9. Support legislation that increases the viability of walking, biking, public transit and other 

transportation alternatives to private vehicle travel. 

10. Support legislation that assists local businesses in reducing greenhouse gas emissions to 

meet state and federal requirements.  

The program text also authorizes the Executive Committee and staff to endorse or oppose 

Legislation between meetings of the full APCD Board.  

Item D-1: Public Opinion Survey.  The APCD has received the results of a Public Opinion 

Survey which it has conducted prefatory to launching a public relations campaign about the 

functions and value of the agency. The write-up, couched in classic bureaucratize language, 

states in part: 

Results from this public opinion study will be used to update the APCD’s Outreach Plan that will 

be presented to your Board later in 2015. The Outreach Plan is a road map to guide the agency 
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in the allocation of staff and funding resources for programs and events that increase awareness 

of air quality issues and promote clean air goals to the public we serve. Survey results will assist 

in strategic decisions to draw conclusions about the public’s current understanding of local air 

quality issues and recommend changes in the APCD’s Outreach Plan to strengthen the agency’s 

efforts, identify key collaborations, and better utilize limited resources to conduct outreach 

efforts throughout SLO County. 

a. Why do they need an outreach plan?  

b. Does this amount to use of public funds to promote a political agenda? 

c. Do we get any public funds to criticize the APCD? 

Some of the findings of the survey are revealing, in that most of the public couldn’t care less. 

Over half (53%) of residents countywide think that local air quality is ‘very good,’ and 90% 

‘good’ or ‘very good.’ (So what problem are we trying to solve?) 

On a 1-10 rating scale, about 90% of residents countywide believe that good air quality is of a 

high importance level (ratings 8-10). Over 60% of countywide respondents rated it at ‘10.’ 

County residents are more concerned about protecting local air quality than they are about 

climate change. 

Sixty percent expressed significant concern about protecting air quality, whereas less than half 

(44%) of all county residents expressed significant concern about climate change.  

This one demonstrates how out of touch and ideological the County’s whole scheme of elitist 

“smart growth” global warming strategies are in terms of citizen concern.  

The percentage of people who said they have ‘no’ concern for climate change far exceeds those 

who said they have ‘no’ concern for protecting air quality. 

Regional: North County residents are consistently less concerned about both air quality and 

climate change issues than are residents of other regions in the county. 

Demographic: College graduates express more concern about climate change than those who do 

not have a degree. This is the group where two generations have now been brainwashed by their 

ultra-left enviro-socialist professors. (The Best and the Brightest?) 

 

Planning Commission Meeting of Thursday, January 22, 2015 (Completed) 

 

Item 5 - Easier Permitting For “Green” Energy Projects (Solar and Wind).  The County 

used funding from a $638,000 State Energy Commission grant (you paid for this in your electric 

bill) to prepare revisions in order that various portions of the Plan of Development and the Inland 

Zoning Ordinance could “streamline” permitting in some geographic areas for solar and wind 

projects. The write-up summary states: 
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This RESP is intended to encourage and streamline permitting of renewable energy projects, 

primarily solar and wind energy projects, in the most suitable locations in the inland area of the 

county. It accomplishes this primarily by revising permitting requirements in the Land Use 

Ordinance for certain renewable energy projects This will result in more certainty of outcome 

for the project developer while reducing the time and cost required to permit these projects. The 

RESP is funded by a grant from the California Energy Commission (CEC) that was awarded to 

five California counties. 

 

Planning commission Meeting of Thursday, January 29, 2015 (Scheduled) 

 

This agenda does not contain any heavy-duty policy matters. The issues are individual 

applications for a cell tower, a restaurant in a winery, and a lot line adjustment that would result 

the construction of some homes. 


