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Any person wishing to address any item listed on the Agenda may do so by submitting a
Speaker Card to the Clerk before the Commission considers the specific item. Cards are
available at the entrance to the meeting chambers. Please limit your comments to five (5)
minutes. For items not listed on the Agenda, please see “Items From the Public”.
All actions of the Solano County Planning Commission can be appealed to the Board of
Supervisors in writing within 10 days of the decision to be appealed. The fee for appeal is
$150.
Any person wishing to review the application(s) and accompanying information may do so
at the Solano County Department of Resource Management, Planning Division, 675 Texas
Street, Suite 5500, Fairfield, CA. Non-confidential materials related to an item on this
Agenda submitted to the Commission after distribution of the agenda packet are available
for public inspection during normal business hours and on our website at
www.solanocounty.com under Departments, Resource Management, Boards and
Commissions.
The County of Solano does not discriminate against persons with disabilities and is an
accessible facility. If you wish to attend this meeting and you will require assistance in
order to participate, please contact Kristine Sowards, Department of Resource
Management at (707) 784-6765 at least 24 hours in advance of the event to make
reasonable arrangements to ensure accessibility to this meeting.

AGENDA
CALL TO ORDER
SALUTE TO THE FLAG
ROLL CALL
APPROVAL OF AGENDA
APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES
PC 18-001

September 21, 2017 PC Minutes
Attachments:

draft minutes

ITEMS FROM THE PUBLIC:
This is your opportunity to address the Commission on a matter not heard on the
Agenda, but it must be within the subject matter jurisdiction of the Commission. Please
submit a Speaker Card before the first speaker is called and limit your comments to five
minutes. Items from the public will be taken under consideration without discussion by
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the Commission and may be referred to staff.

REGULAR CALENDAR
1

PC 18-002

Selection of a representative from the Planning Commission to serve on
the Solano County Art Committee
Attachments:

A - Public Art Commmitte Program SCC Ch. 5
B - Public Art Exhibit Guidelines and Policies rev 03232017

2

PC 18-003

Continuance request re: Minor Revision No. 5 to Use Permit No. U-79-34
and Marsh Development Permit No. MD-79-04 of Dennis P. Smith.
(Project Planner: Eric Wilberg)

3

PC 18-004

NOMINATION and ELECTION of Chairperson and Vice Chairperson for
the ensuing year
Attachments:

Planning Commission appointment & attendance report (2017)

ANNOUNCEMENTS AND REPORTS
ADJOURN
To the Planning Commission meeting of February 15, 2018 at 7:00 P.M., Board
Chambers, 675 Texas Street, Fairfield, CA
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MINUTES OF THE
SOLANO COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION
Meeting of September 21, 2017
The regular meeting of the Solano County Planning Commission was held in the
Solano County Administration Center, Board of Supervisors' Chambers (1st floor),
675 Texas Street, Fairfield, California.
PRESENT:

Commissioners Rhoads-Poston, Walker, Hollingsworth,
Bauer, and Chairperson Cayler

EXCUSED:

None

STAFF PRESENT:

Bill Emlen, Director; Mike Yankovich, Planning Program
Manager; Karen Avery, Senior Planner; Davina Smith,
Deputy County Counsel; and Kristine Sowards, Planning
Commission Clerk

Chairperson Cayler called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m. with a salute to the flag. Roll call
was taken and a quorum was present.
Approval of the Agenda
The Agenda was approved with no additions or deletions.
Approval of the Minutes
The minutes of the regular meeting of August 3, 2017 were approved as prepared.
Items from the Public
There was no one from the public wishing to speak.
Regular Calendar
Item No 1 PUBLIC HEARING to consider specific modifications to the Planning Commission
recommended ordinance amending Chapter 28 (Zoning regulations) regulating noncommercial personal and caregiver cannabis cultivation that include a ban on outdoor
cannabis cultivation, redefining greenhouse cannabis cultivation as indoor cultivation, and the
addition of an exemption process to allow outdoor cannabis cultivation for the needs of
medicinal patients. (Project Planner: Karen Avery)
Karen Avery gave a brief overview of staff’s written report. The report indicated that after a
public hearing on March 16, 2017, the Planning Commission made their formal
recommendation to the Board of Supervisors on personal and “caregiver” cannabis cultivation.
Since that time there have been changes to state law in regards to cannabis regulation. The
commission’s approved draft ordinance was amended to reflect these changes and was
included in the draft ordinance submitted to the Board of Supervisors for their consideration at
a special Board of Supervisors meeting on August 29, 2017. After Board discussion and
public comment, the Board requested several modifications to the Planning Commissionrecommended ordinance: ban of all outdoor cannabis cultivation (personal and caregiver),
redefine greenhouse cannabis cultivation as indoor cultivation; and add an exemption process
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to allow limited outdoor cannabis cultivation for medicinal patients. As one or more of these
modifications were not previously considered by the Planning Commission, the modifications
must now go before the commission for their report and recommendation pursuant to
Government Code section 65857. Staff recommended that the Planning Commission consider
the modifications to the ordinance and recommend the Board approve the amended draft
ordinance.
Commissioner Rhoads-Poston made note for the commission that she recently toured a
dispensary and cultivation site located in the City of Sacramento.
Commissioner Rhoads-Poston inquired about application requirements and renewal fees as
referenced in staff’s report. Karen Avery stated at this point there is no renewal process and
an application fee has not yet been established. Mike Yankovich added that the fee would be
based on the anticipated number of hours staff would need to devote to processing the
application. He commented that this would be something that would be presented to the
Board at the appropriate time.
Commissioner Rhoads-Poston inquired about the process for handling complaints in the event
objections are raised by neighbors at the time an application is filed. Ms. Avery stated that
there would be the option for a public hearing to address nuisance complaints and
neighborhood objections.
Commissioner Rhoads-Poston said she understands there is a need for setting up criteria for
dealing with the “what-ifs” but said this feels more punitive in nature, as if this is being set for
that 1% of bad apples that might go astray, and not for the other 90% that would follow the
guidelines.
Commissioner Hollingsworth asked for clarification on what action specifically is being asked
of the commission. He said the recommendation states that the commission is limited to the
modifications as was described in staff’s presentation and he wanted to know if the
commission is limited to accepting or rejecting those modifications without making any
changes.
Mr. Yankovich explained that before the commission is what the Board feels are adequate
modifications or revisions to the Planning Commission’s original recommendation, and what
the commission is being asked is whether or not they agree with those changes.
Bill Emlen commented that the commission also has the option of endorsing their original
recommendation or some variation of it. He said it is within these areas that have been
highlighted in the report that the Board developed a different set of recommendations than
what was recommended by the commission. Mr. Emlen noted that it is at the Board’s
discretion in the end in terms of what goes into the ordinance.
Commissioner Walker asked the reason the Board sent this back to the commission if they
have specific recommendations they want to employ over what the commission has already
heard. He wanted to know why they did not just adopt those changes.
Davina Smith explained that within the government code regulations the Board can adopt a
land use or zoning ordinance once the Planning Commission has reviewed and recommended
it. She said in bringing so many options to the commission to explore and discuss those were
things that the Board then could envision. Some of the changes the Board made such as the
request for an exemption process to grow some plants outdoors, was an entirely new item that
the commission had never talked about or considered. So for that reason it has been sent
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back for the commission to weigh in on. Ms. Smith noted that the commission does have the
ability to make changes.
Since there were no further questions, Chairperson Cayler opened the public hearing.
William Dally who lives in Elmira stated that he was disappointed with the staff
recommendation. He said the county is basically treating marijuana as if it is illegal. He said
the county also does not seem to have the understanding about the plants themselves such
as how much marijuana is yielded from a plant and how many plants a recreational user
needs to grow in order to have enough to satisfy over the course of a year. Mr. Dally
commented that the growing season is during summertime so a person would not grow year
round unless they wanted to spend a lot of money on electricity. He stated that most
recreational users who smoke 1 or 2 joints a day could possibly suffice their needs with 2
plants that produce an average amount of growth. Mr. Dally commented that in the 1990’s
before medical marijuana was approved it cost $300 an ounce which is down in current time
to $150. He said it could be reduced even further if it is treated as a legal substance and
allowed to be grown outside under the sun. With regard to crime, Mr. Dally commented that
farmers are allowed to grow hay or almonds without having to hide it from sight even though it
is a prized object for theft. He stated that the installation of a greenhouse is not a simple one,
citing the need for an air flow system or expensive air conditioning equipment. He stated that
greenhouses capture and contain of lot of moisture which fosters mold. Mr. Dally stated that
by adding rules and regulations for this activity at a cost only facilitates the need for a black
market.
John Benjamin appeared before the commission. He stated that this ordinance seems to be
attempting to remove a right that was given to all; the right to grow outdoors using sunlight. He
commented that SB420 already creates reasonable regulations for cultivating, processing,
transportation and administering needed cannabis, as well as the voluntary card program. He
said it is his understanding that the Compassionate Use Act still stands as state law. He said
reasonable regulations should not include the removal of a patient’s rights. Mr. Benjamin
commented that this proposed ordinance states that cannabis in the unincorporated area of
the county is going to affect the health, safety and well-being of its citizens and he did not
believe this to be true. He said Indoors or outdoors should be a choice of the individual
grower. Mr. Benjamin said that he has grown his own marijuana outdoors every year since
1999 when he became a patient under Proposition 215 and he is unaware of any complaints
ever made by anyone concerning his cannabis. Mr. Benjamin stated that staff’s document also
contains misleading and incomplete information. He stated that Solano County has had 21
years to author an ordinance but they did not, and by remaining silent this county has
accepted, in his opinion, the terms and conditions of Prop. 215 and SB420, and for this reason
alone he said Prop 215 and the patients it protects must be complete severed from this
ordinance.
Rosie Enriquez, who lives in Dixon, spoke of her concern with the enforcement of growing
outdoors and how the restriction on the number of plants would be maintained. She
commented that there is currently very little enforcement in the county because the county has
only one code enforcement officer. Ms. Enriquez voiced concern about devaluation of property
and odor. She commented that there is a reason why marijuana is called skunk weed. She
said there is also a reason why commercial cultivation sites need professional ventilation and
filter systems and why workers wear gloves and masks. She said it is because there are
hazards in dealing with marijuana. Ms. Enriquez referred to her experience as a law
enforcement officer with Sacramento County and said she has been involved in eradicating
countless numbers of marijuana grows and spoke of the instances relating to the destruction
of the environment, the use of rat poison and the misuse of fertilizers. She urged the
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commission to support indoor vs outdoor grows.
Laura Peters who resides in Vacaville said that as a home inspector she has seen the
detriment these plants have created such as mold and mildew. She said properties that have
been grow houses are very dangerous and she highly recommended that the county not allow
in-home cultivation. Ms. Peters felt that greenhouse cultivation is better than outdoor
cultivation and related a story about someone in her neighborhood with an outdoor grow who
was burglarized. She stated that as a real estate investor she has had a great deal of
conversation with folks from other counties who are dealing with this particular issue and are
experiencing negative impacts including the decrease in property values. She encouraged the
commission to keep the reins as tight as possible and as time and rules develop in other
counties, follow the lead of what works.
Deanna Garcia who resides in Sacramento stated that she is a City of Sacramento registered
cultivator and they are moving forward with regulations to be able to cultivate indoors. She
welcomed the commission to come and visit to observe what a regulated cultivation site looks
and smells like. She said she is proud of the county for giving patients good, safe access to
medicine and for realizing that greenhouses, with proper ventilation could be just as clean as
an indoor warehouse. Ms. Garcia commented that the less electricity that can be used to grow
medicine the better the whole earth will be.
Since there were no further speakers, Chairperson Cayler closed the public hearing.
Commissioner Bauer stated that she did not think that the regulations the Board rejected
August were broad enough and so consequently excluding outdoor cultivation altogether
not acceptable. She stated that the problems that would be created in terms of the cost
cultivating indoors, of the electricity, and the instance of mold, she could not vote in favor
this proposed ordinance.

in
is
of
of

Commissioner Walker stated that when the commission first started hearing about this subject
matter there was a proposed ordinance that was really restrictive. He commented that the
commission pulled it apart, and in many cases made 180 degree changes. He said from
testimony the commission has heard from the public at that time and the two public hearings
since, it seemed to him that outdoor cultivation in the small scale made a lot more sense than
the potential environmental issues that could arise with those growers that may not be experts
in trying to grow these kinds of plants; especially in a secured locked room with perhaps
improper electricity or wiring, improper ventilation, and as one speaker mentioned and he
himself has experienced as a realtor, mold definitely grows faster than in any other
circumstance. Commissioner Walker stated that he appreciated the Board’s consideration in
changing the definition that a greenhouse is now considered indoor even though it is detached
from the property. Mr. Walker stated that he would be okay with that definition in addition to
some of the other items, but he could not support the elimination of outdoor cultivation for
personal or medicinal use.
Chairperson Cayler spoke about her sister who added a greenhouse to her home in New
York. She noted that she never heard her sister comment negatively about the bad influence
of the humidity on the greenhouse. Commissioner Cayler believed that a greenhouse can be
safe and secure and not be a detriment to the residence.
Commissioner Rhoads-Poston said that while she understands the need for enforcement
because there are definitely wrongdoers, at the same time she said the many things that she
has learned during the tours she has taken is that there is a lot of science that goes into
growing these plants. She said to require the person who may not be able to travel and who
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may want to grow a few plants to have a greenhouse and go through the steps it takes to get
to that point, she believed might be hurting more people than it is helping. She recommended
developing some kind of a compromise that can be enforced.
Commissioner Rhoads-Poston noted that what really stood out to her during the tour was that
right next door in a residential neighborhood was someone who had an outdoor grow and
there was no odor. She said the grow was completely screened by cypress trees. Ms.
Rhoads-Poston stated that it is important to her to protect the person who is the average
consumer. She said she would not like having to impose all of these restrictions upon
someone who is just trying to gain some relief.
Chairperson Cayler stated that there was an article recently in the Sacramento Bee about how
this type of business affects property values in a negative way. She noted that the realtors that
were interviewed for the article estimated it would decrease the value of the seller’s home next
door to a grow by 8% to 10%. She noted that while this article focused on commercial sites,
she felt that outdoor residential grows could also impact the sale of a home. She believed that
this information would need to be disclosed to a buyer.
Commissioner Walker stated that if an agent believed that it would impact a decision that a
willing buyer or seller might make, then that agent would have a duty to disclose the
information regardless of legality. Commissioner Walker commented that the parcels in
question are at a minimum of 2½ acres in size with most being 40 and 160 acre lots. He
commented that he could not imagine what six small plants would look like with this type of
depth and finds it hard to believe that six plans would impact someone’s property values.
Chairperson Cayler stated that she believed there is a smell associated with this activity.
Commissioner Rhoads-Poston reiterated that when she took the tour of the cultivation site
there was no smell, adding that it was over 100 degrees outside that day.
Commissioner Walker mentioned that he and Commissioner Bauer took a Solano County
sponsored tour of a Yolo County cultivation site which was a combination of indoor cultivation
and a hybrid indoor/outdoor with screening material on some plants and other plants out in the
open. He said it was an expansive operation and the most surprising aspect is that there was
no odor outside. He noted that he could definitely smell it when inside the warehouse but
walking out in the field it was not noticeable until getting extremely close to the plants.
Commissioner Bauer stated that it is her understanding that the plant only smells when it is
flowering. She commented that the Yolo County tour was fascinating. She said Yolo County
has 64 one-acre commercial grows and the one her and Commissioner Walker visited was out
in the middle of a corn field. She said you would not know it was there unless you knew it was
there. Commissioner Bauer stated that an odor was not present because it was not that time
of year. She said this is the type of information she has learned from going on these types of
tours and from listening to the speakers that have come before the Commission.
Chairperson Cayler spoke of a conversation she had with a veterinarian who travels in a
nearby county who told her that at certain times of the year he can spot the marijuana grows
by the odor as he is travels down the road making his medical visits. Chairperson Cayler
stated that she felt the Board had presented a good compromise.
Commissioner Hollingsworth asked staff if maybe the Board should come up with an alternate
resolution for the commission to review. Mr. Yankovich said that the commission would need
to decide what they feel is the best recommendation to send to the Board. Mr. Emlen added
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that the commission could go back to their original recommendation they made at their March
meeting where they recommended outdoor cultivation with certain standards. He said the
commission can send that to the Board with the message that the commission still believes it
is the right option.
Davina Smith stated if that is the direction the commission would like to go it would follow
along the lines of a motion being made to recommend the Board not adopt the currently
proposed draft ordinance as amended and instead recommend they adopt the Commission’s
previous recommendation. Ms. Smith recommended that those be made as two separate
motions.
Ms. Smith further stated that it depends on where the commission wants to go; whether they
want to reach a compromise positon where they propose different language that the Board
could consider, if the commission is looking to go back to where they were before because
they were satisfied with their decision, or if they would like the minutes to speak for
themselves and recommend either denial or passing of the draft ordinance.
Commissioner Walker made a motion which was seconded by Commission Rhoads-Poston to
deny staff’s recommendation of the modifications to the Planning Commission-recommended
ordinance. The motion passed 3-2 with Commissioners Hollingsworth and Cayler dissenting.
(Resolution No. 4650)
Commissioner Rhoads-Poston stated that there has been concern expressed by the public
about the location of the crop being too far from the property residence which would make it
difficult to discourage criminal activity. She suggested language to allow the product to be
located within a certain yardage on the parcel bringing it closer to the structures but still
having it completely screened from public view.
Commissioner Hollingsworth questioned the ability to change this verbiage since it was not
one of the items recommended by the Board.
Commissioner Walker stated that this topic is part of the conditions that are listed under the
outdoor cultivation requirements and if the commission is going to bring back outdoor
cultivation, then an adjustment can be made to the particulars of allowing what that outdoor
cultivation would look like.
Mr. Yankovich pointed out the language that was stricken from the General Requirements and
Definitions, under Outdoors which states “Outdoors allowed with 10’ setbacks on rear 50% of
property and screened from public view” along with “Cannabis cultivation drying, curing, and
trimming must be in fenced and secured area not accessible to minors”.
Commissioner Rhoads-Poston said that she would still agree with that definition but noted one
of the concerns expressed was that the rear 50% was too far and having it closer would be
more desirable in order for it to be monitored. Commissioner Walker agreed. Mr. Yankovich
stated that the commission could add language that states “no more than 150 feet from the
residence”. Karen Avery pointed out that 150 feet was added to the exception rule.
Commissioner Walker commented that with everything the commission has already
accomplished plus what has taken place tonight is more than enough to inform the decision of
the Board.
Commissioner Walker made a motion which was seconded by Commissioner Bauer to
recommend to the Board of Supervisors the Planning Commission’s original ordinance as
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presented on March 16, 2017 with one modification to Condition No. D.1.b. to delete the
existing language and replace it with: Outdoor personal cultivation must occur within 150 feet
of a residence on the parcel. The motion passed 3-2 with Commissioners Hollingsworth and
Cayler dissenting. (Resolution No. 4651)
ANNOUNCEMENTS and REPORTS
Mr. Yankovich informed the Commission that the Caymus Suisun Winery project they approved at
their last meeting was appealed to the Board of Supervisors and would be heard at the Board’s
September 26th meeting.
Mr. Yankovich also informed the Commission that there are no items scheduled for the October 5,
2017 regular meeting and therefore it would be cancelled.

Since there was no further business, the meeting was adjourned.
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The action being requested is for the Planning Commission to identify a representative that will serve
as one of seven sitting members of the Solano County Art Committee per the Chapter 5 The Solano
County Public Art Committee and Program, Section 5.3 of Solano County Code, which states, in part,
“The Solano County Art Committee shall be comprised of seven (7) members and one rotating exofficio member. The sitting members shall consist of the following or their designees…the Chair of the
Solano County Planning Commission or a designated Planning Commission member…” The Solano
County Public Art Program pertains to County owned facilities. The Art Committee has historically
met on an as-needed basis to support the need of the Solano County Public Art Program.
The Solano County Art Committee is an advisory Committee to the Board of Supervisors and is
responsible for the administration of the Public Art Program per Chapter 5 of the Solano County Code
(Attachment A). Within this context, the Art Committee is responsible for:
1.
Developing policies and procedures to implement the Public Art Program;
2.
Administering the art exhibit guidelines and policies (Attachment B);
3.
Reviewing the public art plan;
4.
Approving public art project budgets;
5.
Selecting artists for art to be commissioned; and
6.
Negotiating artist contracts

Chapter 5

The Solano Public Art Committee and Program

CHAPTER 5
THE SOLANO PUBLIC ART COMMITTEE AND PROGRAM
5-01.
5-02.
5-03.
5-04.
5-05.
5-06.

Purpose
Solano County Public Art Committee and Program
Committee Membership
Administration
Funding
Use of Funds

Sec. 5-1.
Purpose
The purpose of this chapter is to establish a public art program to promote the arts
and culture in Solano County by establishing a public fund to be used in the
purchase, or commission of public art within designated public buildings owned by
the County of Solano. The purpose of this chapter is to ensure that provision of
public art in public buildings is a component of every construction project by
ensuring that planning and funding are made available.
(Ord. No. 1639, §2)
Sec. 5-2.
Solano County Public Art Committee and Program
The Solano County Public Art Committee is created for the purpose of overseeing
and administering the Solano County Public Art Program, subject to all County
rules, policies and procedures, including but not limited to those related to
personnel, contracting, purchasing, budget and travel. Administrative responsibility
for the Solano County Art Committee and Solano County Public Art Program shall
lie with the department of General Services.
(Ord. No. 1639, §3)
Sec. 5-3.
Committee Membership
The Solano County Art Committee shall be comprised of seven (7) members and
one rotating ex-officio member. The sitting members shall consist of the following
or their designees: the County Architect, the Director of Library Services, the Chair
of the Solano County Planning Commission or a designated Planning Commission
member, a member of the Solano County Board of Supervisors, the County
Administrator, a member of Solano Community College’s art program appointed by
the President of the Solano Community College and a member of the Solano
County Arts Council appointed by the council. A rotating ex officio member from the
city in which a specific art project or event is being considered by the Committee
may also be appointed to the Committee by each city in which an art project is
being considered for purposes of the project or event to assist the Committee in
deliberations related to the project or event specific to that city.
(Ord. No. 1639, §4)
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Sec. 5-4.
Administration
The Solano County Art Committee shall be responsible for the administration of the
Public Art Program established pursuant to this chapter and shall develop any
necessary policies and procedures to implement this program. The Art Committee
shall be responsible for reviewing the public art plan, approving public art project
budgets, selecting artists for art to be commissioned, negotiating artist contracts
and all other acts necessary to effectuate the administration of this program.
Annually the Art Committee shall report to the Board of Supervisors concerning its
operations.
(Ord. No. 1639, §5)
Sec. 5-5.
Funding
All appropriates for county capital projects with construction costs in excess of one
million dollars ($1,000,000), including all bond projects and other capital projects,
shall include a budget for public art which represents at least one and one half (1
and 1/2) percent of the construction cost at the time of the initial construction
contract award. Capital construction projects excluded from the Public Art program
include maintenance projects. These funds shall be deposited in the Public Art
Fund established by the auditor-controller. The amount to be appropriated shall be
based on the total capital project appropriation, including construction costs,
architect and engineering fees and site work, less costs for property acquisition and
preparation, unless otherwise prohibited by law or by the terms of any grant. The
funding requirement may also be waived by the Board of Supervisors.
(Ord. No. 1639, §5; Ord. No. 1695, §2)
Sec. 5-6.
Use of funds
Funds appropriated pursuant to this chapter will be used for design services of
artists, for the selection, acquisition, purchase, commissioning, installation,
examination and/or display or artworks, for the maintenance of artworks, for
education concerning the artwork and for administrative costs of the Art Committee
in connection with the program. Funds appropriated pursuant to this chapter, which
remain unexpended or are deemed not necessary or appropriate for use in the
building, may be pooled to be expended on other capital projects subject to this
chapter. All purchases or expenditures are subject to the applicable County
policies and procedures related to contracting.
(Ord. No. 1639, §6)
(Ord. No. 1305, §1)
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Solano County
Art Exhibit Guidelines and Policies
Art Display Policy
In order to promote civic, cultural, educational and intellectual creativity in our county,
Solano County will make available space on the first and second floors for art exhibits in
the County Administration Center and in designated spaces in other County facilities.
Guidelines
Exhibits at the County Administration Center are conducted under the auspices of the
Solano County Art Committee. This committee consists of 7 members. A staff member
from the Division of Architectural Services serves as the Exhibit Coordinator for the
County Administration Center and primary contact person with the public as well as
coordinates with other departmental liaisons as designated for other County facilities.
The Art Committee approves all art exhibits.
The Art Committee shall decide on the suitability of any art. The committee will consider
a wide range of artistic expression in deciding on potential exhibitors. However, in
deciding the suitability of any work, the committee is mindful that all segments of the
community and all age groups use the display area.
Specifically, the Art Committee seeks to satisfy the following objectives in selecting and
developing exhibitions:






To present a variety of exhibitions by local artists in the visual arts;
To help local artists (including organizations and amateurs) increase their public
exposure;
To provide a venue to encourage and display the artwork of children and youth;
To promote Solano County and art activities throughout the county.
To provide artwork consistent with the Solano County Public Art Program and its
objectives.

Residence in Solano County is not required but may be considered in the selection
process.
Conditions for Display Spaces
1. All art must be suitably framed, with hanging apparatus (screw eyes and wire) or
mounted and stabilized for pedestal or showcase display. All frames, armatures
and mounting arrangements must be securely constructed. Work that is fragile or
whose framing or display arrangement is of questionable durability may be
rejected. Framing must meet the load requirements of the support structure in the
exhibit areas. Any visual or written material that might accompany an exhibit
must be approved by the Art Committee prior to display.
2. Solano County does not assume any responsibility for damage to or loss of art
displayed. Artists submitting exhibits for display do so at their own risk. By
submitting artwork for display, artists acknowledge and agree to this limit on

Solano County
Art Exhibit Guidelines and Policies
liability. This limit of liability also applies to any artwork sold during the course
of the exhibition that remains that is damaged or lost after sale but prior to pick up
of work by artist following the exhibition.
3. Artists must submit representations of their work. Exhibitors must provide photos
or a digital file of each item. On the back of each photo the title of the work,
dimensions and name, address, telephone number of the artist must be written.
After initial review, the committee may request that the artist submit or make
accessible actual samples at no cost to the County. The committee will determine
the specific pieces to be exhibited, the duration of an exhibition and its location,
but will attempt to accommodate an artist’s preferences. The committee reserves
the right to select individual works to show with the works of other artists or may
provide the opportunity for a one-person show.
4. All work must be original by the submitting artist (or with signed authorization
for display from the artist if the exhibition is organized by a sponsoring
organization).
5. Works of art may be offered for sale, but this is not a requirement and will not
affect committee decisions. If artwork is offered for sale, the prices are
established by the artist. The artist is responsible for conducting the sale of any
work directly with the purchaser, not through County staff. Works not available
for purchase must be clearly designated “NFS” (Not for Sale) on any promotional
materials.
6. For each work, the artist is to provide a display card or title label with the name of
the work, artist’s name and medium. Prices will not be displayed on individual
works but will be available as part of the promotional materials available free to
the public. The artist must provide the promotional materials at no cost to the
County. No labels, signs, artwork or other material are to be attached to any walls
without both the item and the means of adhesion being approved first by the Art
Committee.
7. Work sold must remain on exhibit throughout the designated display period.
8. For theme events or art programs in the County (e.g. Red Ribbon Week) in which
students from schools in the county compete, the winning entries are displayed in
the County Administration Center. These art displays are not subject to the
regulations listed above for individual artists. The Art Committee has oversight
of these displays and the Exhibit Coordinator develops an annual calendar for
these exhibits.
9. Artists are responsible for delivering works to be exhibited to the Exhibit
Coordinator. The date and time should be established at least five business days
before the opening of the exhibition. Installation will be handled by the Exhibit
Coordinator for the County Administration Center or art liaison in other County
facilities. Artists may assist in the installation if they make arrangements in
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advance. Artists must pick up their works within 2 business days of the
conclusion of the exhibit (preferably on the actual date of closing, as secure
storage spaced is very limited). Solano County does not accept any responsibility
for artwork not picked up in the designated timeframe.
10. Within two weeks of being notified that a submission is accepted for exhibition,
the artist must contact the exhibit coordinator to arrange or confirm the exhibit
dates and other deadlines, especially for promotional purposes.
11. At least two weeks prior to installation, artists must submit a draft of their
promotional materials listing all works to be shown, together with the retailselling price, if any. The listing must include the artist’s name, telephone number,
and instructions for contacting the artist to arrange for the purchase of any
artwork. Artists should also include a brief biography and artist’s statement.
Appeals
Decisions by the Art Committee to reject an applicant’s exhibit for display may be
appealed to the Solano County Board of Supervisors. A written appeal must be
submitted within 15 calendar days of the notice of rejection of a proposed exhibit for
display. Any decision by the Board of Supervisors is final. Any legal challenges brought
to a decision by the Board of Supervisors related to an appeal pursuant to this policy must
be filed within 30 calendar days of notice of the decision.
Art Allocation
The County allocates a 1.5% of the project construction cost art allowance pursuant to the
Public Art Program Ordinance. For those projects, the Art Committee will administer
these funds in accordance with the Public Art Program Ordinance, Art Program policies
and guidelines and all other applicable County policies and procedures. The art
allowance is tied to the construction cost at the time of the initial construction contract
award.
Donated Art
Donated works of art must meet the same guidelines as artwork commissioned or
approved for display in County facilities.

Questions? Call the Exhibit Coordinator at 784-7908.

Solano County Art Exhibit Guidelines and Policies

Art Exhibit Application
Thank you for your interest in exhibiting at a Solano County facility. Please complete the
following
application
and
email
it
and
digital
renderings
to:
ALBoyceharmuth@solanocounty.com or mail application and photograph or digital
renderings to: Solano County Art Committee, c/o Capital Projects Management, Solano
County, 675 Texas Street, Suite 2500, Fairfield, CA 94533.

Artist:

__________________________________

Address:

__________________________________

Date:

__________________________________
Home
Phone:

__________________________________

Work
Phone: ____________

e-mail address: ________________________________
Please describe the work you wish to exhibit. Include any information not readily
conveyed by photographs or digital representations (details, techniques, unique
characteristics, etc.) The information, combined with your photographs or digital files,
forms the basis for the Art Committee’s selection.

Because a number of exhibition spaces exist in County buildings, please indicate the
following:


The building in which you would like to exhibit:



The ideal number of works you would like to exhibit:



The smallest number of works you would be satisfied with exhibiting:



The size of the works you would like to exhibit:

Solano County Art Exhibit Guidelines and Policies

Art Exhibit Application
Is there a 3 to 4-week period during which you prefer to exhibit?

Have you exhibited your artwork elsewhere previously? If so, list where and when.

Will the artwork you wish to exhibit be available for sale?

Follow these steps when submitting samples:
Submit no fewer than 5 and no more than 12 images.
Photographs or digital images are strongly preferred
All images should be clearly note the artist’s name on
each image.

Remember to include this sheet with images.

Your options for submitting materials:
Mail: Art Exhibition Committee, General
Services Department, 675 Texas Street,
Suite 2500, Fairfield, CA 94533
In person: Capital Projects Management
675 Texas Street, Suite 2500,
Fairfield, CA 94533
Mon-Friday 9 am – 5 pm

Questions? Call the Exhibit Coordinator:
Other arrangements: Call the Exhibit
Coordinator at 707/784-7908

By signing below and submitting this application, the applicant certifies that he or she has
read and understands the Solano County Public Art Program policy and the Solano
County Art Exhibit Guidelines and Policies and agrees to comply with the contents
thereof. The applicant further understands that he or she will exhibit his or her art work
at his or her own risk and that the Solano County assumes no responsibility for the
exhibit.
Sign:

Dated:

__________

Print Name:____________________________________________________________
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DISCUSSION
The Planning Commission agenda for the February 1, 2018 regular meeting includes an item to
consider Minor Revision No. 5 of Use Permit U-79-34 and MD-79-04 of Dennis P. Smith proposing to
lease 8 acres of an 18 acre outdoor storage area of the F.P. Smith farm machinery and equipment
business to Copart Inc. to provide an outdoor storage yard in support of Copart’s online automobile,
vehicle, and equipment auctions. The project is located at 3190 Ramsey Road within the Marsh
Preservation “MP” and Suisun Marsh Agriculture “A-SM-160” Zoning Districts, ½ mile east of
Fairfield; APN: 0046-050-270.
The Department of Resource Management is requesting that the Commission continue this item to
the next regularly scheduled Commission meeting for two reasons. On January 18, 2018 staff met
with project representatives to discuss the application. At that meeting the applicant indicated that
they would be providing supplemental application materials to further clarify their project description
and intended use on-site. The additional materials have not yet been submitted to the Department
and staff does not have sufficient time to prepare a response as of now.
In addition, the project is located within the jurisdictional boundaries of the Suisun Marsh, in which
case the San Francisco Bay Conservation and Development Commission (BCDC) may act as a
Responsible Agency in carrying out any approval of the project. At the request of BCDC, the
Department has extended the comment period of the CEQA document to January 26, 2018 to allow
for BCDC comment. The extended deadline for CEQA comments does not leave sufficient time to
prepare responses for the February 1st hearing.
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SOLANO COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION
APPOINTMENT AND ATTENDANCE REPORT

February 1, 2018
*

NAME

*

*

*

*

*

*

*

*

DIST. APPT. DATE
NO.
EXPIRATION DATE

*

*

*

*

*

*

*

*

*

*

PERCENT OF MEETING ATTENDANCE *
2017
2016

JOHNNY
WALKER

1

February 19, 2013
Jan. 31, 2021

PAULA
BAUER

2

March 7, 2017
Jan. 31, 2021

100% (7/7)

KELLY
3
RHOADS-POSTON

Feb. 2, 2010
Jan. 31, 2019

100% (8/8)

89% (8/9)

KAY
CAYLER

Feb. 22, 2011
Jan. 31, 2019

100% (8/8)

78% (7/9)

August 5, 2014
Jan. 31, 2021

100% (8/8)

100% (9/9)

4

GIL
5
HOLLINGSWORTH

* Meetings attended / meetings held
(February 16, 2017 - January 18, 2018)

88% (7/8)

100% (9/9)

N/A

