MINUTES OF THE WILLOWS CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING HELD
January 13, 2015

1. Mayor Domenighini called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m.

2. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE: Terry Taylor-Vodden led the Pledge of Allegiance.

3. ROLL CALL:

Present: Williams, Yoder, Mello, Hansen & Mayor Domenighini.
Absent: None

4, Agenda Review:

a) M/S - Yoder/Hansen to approve the January 13, 2015, City Council Agenda as
presented. The motion unanimously passed.

5. Presentations & Proclamations:

Mayor Domenighini presented former Council Member and 2-time Vice Mayor Terry Taylor-
Vodden & former Council Member and 2-time Mayor Jeff Cobb with plagues of appreciation for
their past years of service on the City Council on behalf of the current City Council Members,
City Staff and the Citizens of Willows.

6. Public Comment/Written Communications: None

7. Consent Agenda:

M/S — Hansen/Mello to approve the Consent Agenda as presented. The motion unanimously
passed and the following items were approved:

a) Approval of General, Payroll & Direct Deposit Check Registers (28260-28367;
Z05882-205964; 33560-33588)
b) Adoption of a Resolution authorizing the City Manager to sign the Landscape

Agreement with Caltrans and accept the Public access Easement associated with
the new sidewalk with the Morgan Car Wash project & authorizing the City Clerk
to.cause recordation of the Easement with the County Recorder’s Office.

C) Approval of the Minutes of the November 25, 2014, Regular City Council
Meeting.

8. Public Hearings:

a) Conduct a Public Hearing regarding the 2014/2015 Appropriation Limit for the City of
Willows and by motion, consider adoption of a Resolution establishing said limit.



The City is required annually to establish its appropriations limit by Council Resolution. The
appropriation limitation imposed by Propositions 4 and 111 creates a restriction on the amount of
revenue that can be appropriated in any fiscal year. The limit is based on the actual
appropriations during the 1978-79 fiscal year and is increased each year using the growth of
population and inflation. Not all revenues are restricted by the limit, only those that are
designated as “proceeds of taxes” are included.

The City’s appropriation limit for fiscal year 2014-2015 is $8,341,832. With qualified proceeds
of taxes $3,054,008 for the year, the City is $5,287,824 under the limit. The City Auditor has
reviewed the worksheets.

Mayor Domenighini opened the Public Hearing at 7:10 p.m. and hearing no comments, he closed
the Hearing at 7:10 p.m.

M/S — Yoder/Hansen to adopt a Resolution of the City of Willows establishing the 2014/2015
Appropriation Limit. The motion unanimously passed.

b) Conduct a Public Hearing, discuss and provide comment, close the Public Hearing and
consider adoption of a Resolution certifying a Negative Declaration for an updated
Housing Element, Repealing the existing 2010 Housing Element and adopting the 2014-
2019 Housing Element for the City of Willows:

The Housing Element is a mandatory element of the General Plan and is subject to a substantial
number of State Laws, and is the only element subject to a five year re-adoption requirement. In
addition each Housing Element must be reviewed and certified by the State Department of
Housing and Community Development (HCD) as being in accordance with the extensive body of
state law.

The State of California Housing Element Law, enacted in 1969, mandates that local governments
adequately plan to meet the existing and “projected housing needs of all economic segments of
the community” (Government Code 65580). The law acknowledges that, in order for the private
market to adequately address housing needs and demand, local governments must adopt land use
plans and regulatory systems which provide opportunities for, and do not unduly constrain,
housing development. New legislation through Senate and Assembly Bills are created each time
an update takes place. This update has several bills associated with the update including SB
1802, AB 1387, AB 2184, AB 2511, AB 2634, AB 782, SB 1206, SB 1210, SB 2, SB 375, SB
745 and the one that was of utmost importance this round was SB2 which requires zoning
available for emergency shelters and supportive and transitional housing. There were bills
related to housing that were made a requirement of this update, as the state has responded to the
continuing lack of affordable housing with legislation that requires greater commitment from
local governments and ties funding sources to housing element certification. The legislation also
provides for stronger penalties for failing to comply with state housing law. Local governments,
therefore, have multiple incentives for adopting a housing element that is certified by HCD.

Throughout California, jurisdictions are struggling to plan for housing and comply with state
housing element law. It should be pointed out that state law explicitly indicates that jurisdictions



are not expected to spend any of their own funds in carrying out the objectives of this element. It
is not the City’s responsibility to guarantee or ensure the housing units that are needed to
accommodate population growth are constructed. Instead, the City’s obligations under the state
law are to: (1) provide adequate, appropriately zoned sites to meet the existing and projected
housing needs of all economic segments of the community, (2) eliminate any constraints to the
private development of a supply of housing to meet the needs of all economic segments of the
community, and (3) facilitate the actions required of the development industry in providing an
adequate supply of housing.

A housing element must identify available sites that can accommodate the Regional Housing
Needs Allocation (RHNA). The projected housing need fair share allocation for the City of
Willows (RHNA) are 63 housing units for the 2014-2021 planning period. This total includes 15
units for very low income households, 11 units for low income households, 11 units for moderate
income households and 26 units for above moderate income households.

The first step in identifying adequate sites is preparing an inventory of land suitable for
residential development. California Government Code Section 65583.2(a) specifically provides
that land suitable for residential development includes vacant and underutilized land. This land
must be zoned and designated to allow for residential development during the planning period.
The current Housing Element addresses the 2009-2014 planning period. It was adopted in June
8, 2010 and certified by HCD on September 9, 2010. The proposed Housing Element before the
Council this evening, when adopted, will address the 2014-2019 planning period.

On February 25, 2014 the City Council authorized the City Manager to sign a services agreement
with Pacific Municipal Consultants (PMC) for consultant services to prepare the 2014-2019
Housing Element update. PMC was selected for their wide range of Housing Element
knowledge and experience.

On May 21, 2014 a public community stake holder meeting to address the housing needs was
held at city hall. The public comments from this meeting were a concern with the lack of a
variety of housing for senior citizens.

On July 16, 2014 a preliminary draft of the Housing Element Update was prepared by PMC and
was presented to the Planning Commission at a public meeting held. Comments received from
the hearing were incorporated into a revised draft which was then sent to HCD for their initial
review on July 18, 2014.

On September 16, 2014 the City received a response from HCD regarding their review which
indicated that the draft element did address many statutory requirements; however additional
information would have to be re-submitted for their review in order to comply with State housing
element law (Article 10.6 of the Government Code).

On October 9, 2014 the revised preliminary draft was submitted to HCD. During that time,
public comments were welcomed and the draft was made available to the public and on the
City’s website for review.



On November 18, 2014 the City and consultant discussed with HCD additional items that were
still required per legislation. A revised draft was submitted to HCD on November 18, 2014
through the consultant, addressing issues that HCD felt needed enhancement or clarification.

On December 4, 2014 the City of Willows received a compliance letter from HCD stating the
housing element was in compliance with state housing law and the City can move forward with
the element adoption process.

The following is a summary of the actions the City will need to complete during the 2014-2019
planning period to meet the housing need:

e Revise the zoning ordinance to provide consistency with the General Plan residential
densities by removing the 14 dwelling unit per acre maximum in the density established
in the R-3 and R-P zoning districts by October 2015.

e Adopt a zoning Ordinance by June 2015 to allow transitional and supportive housing to
be treated as residential uses pursuant to SB 2, Statutes of 2077 and the requirements of
GC Section 65583)a)(5). The City must monitor and report on the results of this and
other programs through the annual progress report, required by GC Section 65400.

The project was reviewed pursuant to and under the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA). The City noticed and circulated an Initial Study/Negative Declaration for a 30-day
public review period, beginning on August 7, 2014 and ending on September 5, 2014. No
comments were received from the public.

At this time Staff is recommending the Council open the Public Hearing, discuss and provide
comment, close the Public Hearing and if appropriate, adopt the Mitigated Negative Declaration
and adopt the 2014-2019 Housing Element of the General Plan.

Mayor Domenighini opened the Public Hearing at 7:18 p.m. and hearing no comments,
subsequently closed the Public Hearing at 7:18 p.m.

M/S Hansen/Yoder to adopt a Resolution of the City Council of the City of Willows, State of
California, certifying a Negative Declaration for an updated Housing Element, repealing the
existing 2010 Housing Element, and Adopting the 2014-2019 Housing Element. The motion
unanimously passed.

9. Ordinances: None.
10. Items introduced by City Council or Administrative Staff for discussion purposes
only:

e The City Manager reminded the Council about the Fire Department Installation Dinner
at the Fire Department this Saturday, January 17 at 7:00 p.m.



11. New Business:

a) Consider acceptance, by motion, of the audited Financial Statements of the City of
Willows as of and for the Fiscal Year ending June 30, 2014:

The City’s Auditor Roy Seiler, CPA, has completed the annual audit of the financial statements
for the City. Mr. Seiler was present at the meeting and gave the Council a brief overview of his
findings during conducting the audit, stating that the City’s financial records are in very good
shape and that revenues exceeded expenditures. With that, Staff is recommending that the
Council consider acceptance of the audited financial statements for the City.

M/S — Mello/Yoder to accept the audited financial statements of the City of Willows as of and
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 2014. The motion unanimously passed.

b) Discuss and provide comments on the draft Multi-Family Residential Design Guidelines
and consider adoption of a Resolution adopting the new Guidelines for the City of
Willows:

On April 9, 2013 at a Joint Commission/City Council workshop, the Commission expressed the
desire to implement Multi-family residential design guidelines for future multi-family
development projects. Currently the Willows Municipal Code, Section 2.45 - Architectural
Design Review - spells out the criteria for Design Review Approval, however is not specific to
multiple family residential developments. The proposed Design Guidelines will be used as a
guideline by developers when bringing projects forward for development in the City within R-2,
R-3, RP, CC, CG and CH zoning districts.

On May 15, 2013 the Commission and Staff started the process by reviewing other cities” multi-
family residential design guidelines for ideas on what they felt would bring about a project that
would complement the city. Through subsequent meetings over the past year and half, the
Commission has reviewed the text of the guidelines which are before the Council this evening.
By a unanimous vote at the December 17, 2014 meeting, the Commission made a motion to
forward the draft guidelines to the City Council for review and adoption. Presented to the
Council this evening is the final draft with photos added to emphasize the design guidelines text.

Staff is recommending the Council discuss, provide comments as appropriate, and adopt the
Multi-family residential design guidelines which are being presented to them.

M/S — Hansen/Yoder to adopt the Multi-Family Residential Design Guidelines as presented.
The motion unanimously passed.

c) Consider authorizing a $2000 increase out of the City’s Community Discretionary Funds
to help fund the previously Council-approved project in conjunction with the repairing
and repainting of the Sycamore Skateboard Park by Joe Flesher:

This past August, Youth for Christ Director Joe Flesher approached City Staff with an idea to
prevent graffiti and vandalism to the skateboard park by allowing those that use the park to paint



a mural or design on the concrete surface. During the August 12, 2014 Council Meeting,
Council adopted a Resolution in support of this project and initially allocated $500 toward
completion of the project. Recently Mr. Flesher advised City Staff on the status of the project
and some potential pitfalls of following through with inferior paint products in completion of the
repainting process. Mr. Flesher had some professional painting distributors/consultants visit the
skate park this past November and provide recommendations concerning the proper products and
procedures for this type of project.

As a result of this additional information gathered by Mr. Flesher, he contacted the city, as
originally instructed, to inquire about an increase in funding for the project. The January 13"
meeting was the first available meeting to present this request to the City Council for
consideration.  Staff wholeheartedly supports the request and enthusiastically recommends
approval of an additional $2000 in funding to adequately complete the necessities of the project.

Adequate funding is available in the City’s Community Discretionary Funds; current balance of
$121K through the end of November. No formal Resolution is required since an augmentation
would be codified during the mid-year budget review process, charging fund 330.5760.075 as the
expenditure account.

M/S — Hansen/Yoder to authorize a $2000 increase in funding for the previously approved
repair and repaint of the Sycamore Skate Park by Joe Flesher, Youth for Christ Director. The
motion unanimously passed.

d) Staff is seeking direction from the Council concerning the possible alteration or
modification of the current Fagcade Improvement Guidelines adopted by a Resolution of
the City Council on October 13, 2014:

The City Manager explained that at their December 9, 2014, Council Meeting some discussion
under Public Comment facilitated by Rae Ann Titus, an applicant participating in the Facade
Improvement Program, resulted in Council direction to staff to agendize a discussion item at
tonight’s city council meeting. There was not a clear direction from the Council as to what they
were seeking. There was some discussion at that time about the examination of an appeal
process for a Facade Improvement Application denial. Included with the staff report in tonight’s
agenda is a copy of the Facade Improvement Guidelines, and there is no provision for an appeal
process for the denial of a Fagade Improvement Application, nor does the City Manager believe
there is any reason to be.

Since its inception in 2008, the Facade Improvement Program has served the community
admirably and has provided Facade Improvement funding assistance to property and business
owners in the Central Commercial (CC) Zoning District. To date this program has been
extremely sucessful and responsible for over $100,000 worth of capital improvements for
businesses in the Downtown Commercail Core. This success can only be attributed to the
dilligent efforts of the Greater Willows Improvement League (GWIL).

Since the Fagade Improvement Program’s original adoption in 2008 the program has constantly
been reviewed, revised and improved; most recently in October of 2014 when the Council



expanded the boundaries of the program’s applicability and also increased the amount of funding
for Facade Improvement mini-grants.

Presented to the Council in the agenda packet is the original Staff Report dated October 28, 2014
associated with the Titus Facade Improvement Application, the Adopted City Council Resolution
and the current Facade Improvement Program Guidelines. Staff is not recommending any
changes to the current program, adopted Resolution or specific requirements associated with the
Titus Facade Application. At the time of this report, ongoing discussion between GWIL and Mrs.
Titus is systematically proceeding toward a potential agreement on differences involving color
selections. Staff is confident the program process & procedures are the most advantageous
avenue to resolve these issues. No intercession, modification or alterations to the program are
recommended at this time.

The Facade Improvement Program is a process that is run solely by an independent group of
volunteers known as the Greater Willows Improvement League (GWIL) and the past successess
of the Facade Improvement Program can only be attributed to their efforts. They serve the City
well and advise the City on the various projects as the guidelines are laid out. The program and
the GWIL have worked out well for over six years now and the City Manager stated that he does
not see a need for any changes. Until now, there has never been a challenge to any past Facade
Improvement Project ever. He doesn’t believe there is a need for any change to the program so
he encouraged the Council to think very careful about amending the program, and he thinks the
members of the GWIL need to be congratulated for their dilligent efforts over the years in
maintaining the standards that have improved the City’s downtown core. Staff is trying to work
with the Council to see where they want to go with the program. He believes the program is fine
and there is a process and procedures in place and he thinks that if there is any difficulty in this
particular instance, it is because the Council had allowed an exception to this particular
application, and sometimes when you allow exceptions, the next thing becomes an expectation
and demands for changes that are absolutely not necessary. In retrospect when you look back at
what has occurred in this particular application process with the Titus project, it should have
been run through the whole process just like every other application that has come through and it
should have been thoroughly reviewed and vetted by the GWIL with a recommendation coming
to staff to move it forward to the Council. In this case that didn’t happen and now the program
guidelines are coming into question. He stated that doesn’t believe that the program needs to be
questioned or that the GWIL needs to be questioned. He thinks that when the Council authorized
the Resolution that the project could be funded, they conditioned it appropriately upon the
approval of the GWIL. That approval process has not taken place yet, therefore, even if the
applicant & the GWIL members are deadlocked, he believes that it is up to the applicant and the
GWIL committee to work those things out and he doesn’t believe it should be up to staff or the
Council to intervene to try to work those issues out. It was the Council that set the conditions in
the Resolution to begin with. So there is an adopted Resolution in effect that has tied any
funding of this project to an approval by the GWIL and all of the administrative procedures
being addressed and that hasn’t occurred yet therefore no funding has been supplied.

The applicant for this project, RaeAnn Titus, addressed the Council and thanked them for
listening and she thanked the GWIL committee for reviewing the project. She indicated that she
doesn’t think that she and the GWIL have a huge issue regarding the project application but they



have a little glitch that they need to resolve. Mrs. Titus distributed and read a letter to the
Council from her and her Husband, Ben Titus, expressing their concerns. Highlights of the letter
included the following:

e The Titus’ are requesting that the City Council amend its original resolution and approve
this application in full with the color of paint originally provided in the application and
allow the Titus’ to proceed in finishing their building project and receive grants funds due
to them per the guidelines of the City of Willows Fagade Improvement Program.

e According to the GWIL status report that was provided to the City Council dated Dec 8,
2014, the GWIL is unwilling to approve Ben and RaeAnn Titus’ application due to the
fact “they are only doing a “repaint” as their color choice is too similar to the current
color of the building”. Nowhere has it been provided to the applicants that the GWIL has
the right to pick the applicant’s paint color.

e The color choice that the GWIL is asking the applicants to paint has several issues to
the applicants. According to their professional painter, darker colors are not
recommended on exteriors of buildings. To summarize his statements - darker colors
will be difficult and more costly to maintain due to faster fadingand will need to be
repainted more often. Using these darker colors can put the provided energy
calculations in jeopardy. Essentially this could put the building out of compliance
with the city building code.

e Applicants believe the GWIL is reaching beyond its scope as a committee. The
applicants assert that they are being mandated to meet additional conditions that are
not part of the application procedure and eligibility requirements. Mrs. Titus
maintains that the GWIL committee is taking away the applicants’ right to
access the public grant funds that are available to the building owners by putting
undue conditions upon applicant. Applicants have the option to use color
consultants, but nowhere does it say they are mandated to do so. The applicants are
being told that they either use one of the provided colors that the GWIL
recommended or they will not receive any funding.

e Applicants allege that the GWIL is not acting legally in their capacity as an ad hoc
or advisory committee. Whichever one this committee fallsunder, applicants claim
that they must meet all Brown Act and State requirements - having agenda's,
keeping accurate minutes or records of their meetings, have defined voting
members and officers, etc. Applicants have asked for minutes of GWIL meetings
and were provided with "discussion notes”. Additionally, applicants have asked
to be informed of whom the voting members of the GWIL are, and to date, no one -
including the GWIL committee or the City - has been able to answer this question.

e Applicants state that the same color that they are asking to paint their building has
previously been approved by the GWIL when the Atlas Law firm requested the same
colors in 2009.



e The GWIL group and the applicants met again on Jan 6th to try to work this out
before the meeting. Everybody agreed on a color and trim. When the applicants left
the meeting, they stated that all parties (with all of the GWIL members
present, minus Heather Baker) agreed in full to the new color selection. Two days
later, the applicants received an email from GWIL President, Dana Owens, stating
that the committee was not ableto come to a consensus on the color.

The Applicants hope that the Council will use the aforementioned considerations in
helping them move forward with this application. They hope the City Council will find it
in their power to modify the original resolution and allow them to complete the
improvements as submitted and receive reimbursements.

Terry Taylor-Vodden, GWIL member since its inception, addressed the Council on behalf of the
GWIL. Mrs. Taylor-Vodden stated that the GWIL Committee has been very successful as an
advisory board and they have brought many approved projects forward for approval of funding
by the Council out of the monies that were designated for the Fagade Improvement Program.
GWIL was very fortunate from the beginning to have professional designers available as
volunteers to offer their services free of charge in the application review process. The GWIL
Committee was originally formed with the idea that they would offer these professional services
to the applicants — particularily when there is a painting component. The GWIL is a volunteer
service whose members receive no compensation. The Titus application which is under
consideration here tonight was originally brought forward to the Council for approval with a
negative recommendation by the GWIL Committee because of the color selection process and no
agreement could be reached by the applicants on the color choice. As the City Manager earlier
pointed out, the Council did make an exception when this project came before them because the
project was already underway and in motion. Normally the GWIL will try to get up in front of
the application/applicant going forward with a project until the GWIL has had an opportunity to
fully review it and offer the services. Mrs. Taylor-Vodden stated that this brings up to her
something that happened earlier in this evening’s meeting when the Council voted to approve
Design Guidelines for City Housing. In those Design Guidelines, it states specifically “while
optimum design is difficult to define, the Design Guidelines establish a framework of design
review which identifies the goals and review criteria for approval that an overall design concept
must address. These guidelines will address areas of concern that will promote a quality design
project in the end. An Applicant/Designer may propose an alternate approach to a guideline. In
that case, it shall be the responsibility of the applicant(s) to demonstrate to City Staff and
Commission how the proposal creates an equal or higher level of design quality that the
guideline would provide. Early review of projects with staff is encouraged to receive feedback
prior to investing a large amount of time and money”. Those guidelines are really the basis of
what the GWIL is working off of in the Titus application. The GWIL takes very seriously the
fact that they make recommendations for dispursing money, and they are not just an approval
board. She emphasized that nothing prevents the Titus’ from painting their building the color
they choose, it’s simply that the GWIL will not recommend approval of funding it. At one point
it was suggested that the Titus’ pull the request for funding of the paint from their application,
but they chose not to do so.



Mrs. Taylor-Vodden stated that nobody is more unhappy than the GWIL members that this item
has come before the Council. It is always the GWIL’s position that their role as a committee is
to assist property owners with their projects with free volunteer professional advice to get the
best quality project for the owner and the City, which is exactly what the Council proved tonight
with the adoption of the City’s Design Guidelines. The GWIL Committee operates under a
similar set of guidelines and in this case the applicants have not met the standards, and they have
not proposed an acceptable alternate standard; therefore it is not recommended for approval of
Facade Improvement Funding.

Dana Owens, Presiding Officer of the GWIL Committee, addressed the Council. Ms. Owens
stated that she believes there might be some liberty being taken by the applicants with the word
“repaint” in the Facade Improvement Program guidelines. She views “repaint” as the repainting
of a building and not the repainting of an existing color. The GWIL has never approved a
commercial repaint with the same existing color. Repainting of a commercial building in the
same color misses the premise of Facade “Improvement”.

The City Manager stated that he agrees with Ms. Owens’ comments that “repaint” doesn’t mean
that you repaint the building with exactly the same color. Additionally, he stated that going back
to 2008, GWIL was founded as an unincorporated association formed under the Business &
Professional Codes of the State of California. The GWIL was established by the City’s
cooperation with the group 3CORE, who did some research and found a way for the GWIL to be
an independent body. They are not a City body, and they are not required to do anything related
to the Brown Act as the applicant earlier stated, nor are they defined as a group under the Brown
Act, and they have no requirements similar to what the City has regarding the Brown Act or any
other regulations under the State for Open Meeting purposes. The GWIL is an independent
advisory body solely comprised of volunteers and not an organization of the City. He stated that
volunteers are essentially the backbone of the community and they do a tremendous amount of
work for the City, including the volunteers for “Friends of the Library”, the “VIPS” for the
Police Department, and the volunteers for the Willows Fire Department to name a few. He
stated that he doesn’t believe that it is fair to be criticizing the volunteer efforts put forth by the
GWIL. He believes the best solution to this particular situation is to let the applicants and the
GWIL committee work this issue out, come back before the Council with a recommendation and
move on from there. He doesn’t believe that this is something that the Council should intervene
in.

Once the Council heard from Staff, the Applicant and members of the GWIL, lengthy Council
discussion ensued and it was ultimately the consensus of the Council that they would not get
involved in mediating this matter between GWIL and the Applicant because they did not want to
set precedence. They believe that the Facade Improvement Procedures that are currently in place
are fine as written and do not require any amendments, revisions or alterations and the Facgade
Improvement Program has been highly successful since its inception. The Council
recommended that the applicants submit a new application to the GWIL and move on from there
and they reaffirmed that the applicants must meet the original Conditions of Approval that were
laid out in the original adopted Resolution, which stated that ultimate Council approval of
funding of the project is conditional upon the GWIL’s recommendation of approval of all facets
of the project.
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e) Staff is seeking direction from the City Council concerning the placement of City
Council Members’ personal contact information on the City Website:

During discussion at the City Council meeting held in December 2014, there was a request to
have an item placed on this meeting agenda to discuss the possible placement of Council
Members’ personal contact information upon the City website. In the past, although no formal
policy has been adopted by a former Council, the consensus has been to not place any specific
contact information on the website, but rather make available contact information for the City
Clerk and allow the Clerk to accept and distribute messages to each Council Member as
necessary. This has facilitated city business communications effectively since inception of the
website. Staff is seeking direction from the Council concerning any alteration or modification to
past practice.

Council discussion ensued and it was ultimately the consensus of the Council to develop City-
Sponsored emails with the “@cityofwillows.org” domain. No other personal Council
information will be placed on the website, i.e., home addresses, home phone numbers, personal
cell phone numbers, etc. Finance Director, Tim Sailsbery, stated that he would contact the City’s
IT provider, Matson & Isom to get the emails set up for the Council Members.

f) Establish a date and time to conduct a special 2014-15 Mid-Year Budget Review
Meeting.

It was determined that the 2014-15 Mid-Year Budget Review Meeting will be held on Thursday,
February 19, 2015 at 11:00 p.m.

12. Council Member Reports:

e Council Member Hansen gave an update on the most recent Public Safety
Subcommittee Meeting about ambulance services in the City of Willows. The Council
requested that Fire Chief Peabody be present at the next Council Meeting to give the
full Council an update on this topic.

e Police Chief Dahl gave the Council an update on current recruitment efforts in the
Police Department.

e Mayor Domenighini gave an update on the most recent Utilities subcommittee
Meeting.

e City Manager Holsinger gave the Council an update on the status of a USDA grant for
the City’s water system.

e Council Member Hansen reported that he attended the last Transportation Commission
Meeting and stated that the Transit Meeting had been cancelled.

e Council Member Mello reported that he and Council Member Williams are scheduled
to meet with the Chamber of Commerce the following week to review and possibly
revise the funding allocation form that the Chamber submitted to the City.

e Council Member Williams reported that he and Mayor Domenighini both attended the
recent 4-H Leader appreciation dinner. He also reported that he would be attending
the new Mayor and Council Members Academy in Sacramento beginning tomorrow.
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e Mayor Domenighini reported that the City’s Public Works Superintendent, James
Corneliussen, received a lifetime achievement award at the 4-H dinner that he
attended. He also gave an update on Library & “Friends of the Library” activities,
stating that the Library received an anonymous $5000 donation. Lastly, he announced
that Library Director, Jody Meza, was expecting a baby in July.

13. Closed Session: None

14.  Adjournment: Mayor Domenighini adjourned the meeting at 9:44 p.m.

Dated: January 13, 2015 NATALIE BUTLER

City Clerk

The City of Willows is an Equal Opportunity Provider
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