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Public Correspondence  





STATE OF CALIFORNIA EDMUND G. BROWN JR., Governor 

PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 

320 WEST 4TH STREET, SUITE 500 

LOS ANGELES, CA  90013 

(213) 576-7083 

 
 
 
June 2, 2016  
 
Jessica Jones 
City of Santa Rosa 
100 Santa Rosa Avenue, Room 3 
Santa Rosa, CA 95404 
 
Dear Jessica: 
 

Re: SCH 2016012020 Santa Rosa (SONOMA) Roseland Area Specific Plan - DEIR 
 
The California Public Utilities Commission (Commission) has jurisdiction over the safety of highway-
rail crossings (crossings) in California.  The California Public Utilities Code requires Commission 
approval for the construction or alteration of crossings and grants the Commission exclusive power 
on the design, alteration, and closure of crossings in California.  The Commission Rail Crossings 
Engineering Branch (RCEB) has received the Draft Environment Import Report (DEIR) from the State 
Clearinghouse for the proposed City of Santa Rosa (City) Roseland Area/Sebastopol Road Specific 
Plan and Annexation projects. 
 
According to the DEIR, the project area includes active railroad tracks.  RCEB recommends that the 
City add language to the Roseland Area Specific Plan so that any future development adjacent to or 
near the rail right-of-way (ROW) is planned with the safety of the rail corridor in mind.  New 
developments may increase traffic volumes not only on streets and at intersections, but also at at-
grade crossings.  This includes considering pedestrian circulation patterns or destinations with 
respect to railroad ROW and compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act.  Mitigation 
measures to consider include the planning for grade separations for major thoroughfares, 
improvements to existing at-grade crossings due to increase in traffic volumes, and continuous 
vandal resistant fencing or other appropriate barriers to prevent trespassers onto the railroad ROW. 
 
If you have any questions in this matter, please contact me at (213) 576-7076, ykc@cpuc.ca.gov. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Ken Chiang, P.E. 
Utilities Engineer 
Rail Crossings and Engineering Branch 
Safety and Enforcement Division 
 
C: State Clearinghouse 
 

 

mailto:ykc@cpuc.ca.gov
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Jones, Jessica

From: Brenda L. Tomaras <btomaras@mtowlaw.com>
Sent: Thursday, June 02, 2016 3:53 PM
To: Jones, Jessica
Subject: RE: Draft Roseland Area/Sebastopol Road Specific Plan and Draft EIR - Release of 

Documents and Public Hearing

Ms. Jones, 
 
On behalf of the Lytton Rancheria, I am responding regarding the Specific Plan.  We would request that a requirement 
for some kind of cultural analysis prior to approval of any projects under the specific plan be included. 
 
Thank you. 
 

Brenda L. Tomaras  
Tomaras & Ogas, LLP  
10755-F Scripps Poway Parkway #281  
San Diego, CA 92131  
(858) 554-0550  
(858) 777-5765 Facsimile  

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:  This e-mail transmission, and any documents, files or previous e-mail messages attached to it is confidential and may be legally privileged.  If 
you are not the intended recipient or authorized agent for the intended recipient, you have received this message and attachments in error, and any review, dissemination, or 
reproduction is strictly prohibited.  If you are not the intended recipient, please immediately notify us by reply e-mail or by telephone at (858) 554-0550, and destroy the original 
transmission and its attachments without reading them or saving them.  Failure to follow this process may be unlawful. 

From: Jones, Jessica [mailto:JJones@srcity.org]  
Sent: Friday, May 20, 2016 1:56 PM 
Subject: Draft Roseland Area/Sebastopol Road Specific Plan and Draft EIR ‐ Release of Documents and Public Hearing 
 
The Draft Roseland Area/Sebastopol Road Specific Plan and accompanying Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) 
were released for public review on May 20, 2016 (see attached Notice of Availability).  The public comment period for 
the Draft EIR ends on July 5, 2016 – please submit all written comments no later than 5 p.m., July 5, 2016.  Electronic 
links of these documents are included below.     
 
The Specific Plan is a planning level document that addresses land use, circulation and infrastructure needs for the area 
located around the Southside Bus Transfer Center in southwest Santa Rosa (see attached map), and was developed 
based on community input at four workshops over the last year.  As part of the project, and in order to implement the 
Specific Plan, amendments to the General Plan, Downtown Station Area Specific Plan, Zoning Code and Bicycle and 
Pedestrian Master Plan are proposed, as well as rezoning and prezoning of parcels. 
 
The proposed Zoning Code amendments include the addition of proposed regulations to allow mobile food vending on 
private property along Sebastopol Road (between Stony Point Road and Olive Street), scenic road standards for Burbank 
Avenue, increased time for re‐tenanting of nonconforming uses/businesses between Sebastopol Road and the Joe 
Rodota Trail, and a Rural Heritage (‐RH) Combining District that would apply to the W. Hearn Avenue neighborhood. 
 
The Draft EIR covers not only the Specific Plan, but the potential Roseland Area Annexation, which includes five 
unincorporated County islands in southwest Santa Rosa.  Please note, the annexation is not being reviewed at this 
time.  Should the City Council decide to proceed with annexation, the EIR will provide the necessary environmental 
review for the annexation application.  This portion of the annexation process only includes consideration of prezoning 
of the unincorporated areas.   
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A public hearing regarding the Draft Specific Plan, Draft EIR, and proposed amendments is scheduled for the Planning 
Commission meeting of June 9, 2016, at or after 4 p.m. in the City Council Chambers, City Hall, 100 Santa Rosa 
Avenue.      
 
The Planning Commission will not be taking action on the draft documents and proposed amendments at the June 9th 
meeting, they will only be taking public comment and providing direction to staff.  Action will be taken (in the form of 
recommendations to the City Council) at a future meeting. 
 
Hard copies of the Draft Roseland Area/Sebastopol Road Specific Plan and Draft EIR can be found at the following 
locations:  
 

 Roseland Community Library (779 Sebastopol Road) 

 Central Santa Rosa Library (211 E Street) 

 City of Santa Rosa’s Planning and Economic Development Department (100 Santa Rosa Avenue, Room 3) 

 City of Santa Rosa’s City Manager’s Office (100 Santa Rosa Avenue, Room 10) 
 
Links to the electronic version of each document:  
 

 Draft Roseland Area/Sebastopol Road Specific Plan – 
http://www.srcity.org/departments/cityadmin/city_manager/roseland/Pages/Specific_Plan_Document.aspx  
 

 Draft Environmental Impact Report – 
http://www.srcity.org/DEPARTMENTS/CITYADMIN/CITY_MANAGER/ROSELAND/Pages/EnvironmentalImpactRe
port.aspx  

 
Thank you, 
Jessica 
 
Jessica Jones | Senior Planner 
Planning & Economic Development |100 Santa Rosa Avenue, Room 3 | Santa Rosa, CA 95404 
Tel. (707) 543‐3410 | Fax (707) 543‐3269 | jjones@srcity.org 
 

 
 
Please note that you are receiving this e‐mail because you have either requested be included in the e‐mail distribution list 
for the Roseland Area Projects, or you have been identified as someone who may be interested in the Specific Plan and/or 
Annexation process.  If you would like to be removed from this list please reply to this e‐mail. 
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Trish and Greg Tatarian 

1119 Burbank Avenue 

Santa Rosa, CA 95407 

 

 

June 8, 2016 

 

Jessica Jones, Senior Planner, City of Santa Rosa 

Community Development Department 

City of Santa Rosa 

100 Santa Rosa Avenue, Room 3 

Santa Rosa, CA 95404 

jjones@srcity.org 
(707) 543-3410  

 

RE: Comments on the Roseland Area/Sebastopol Specific Plan and Roseland Area Annexation 

projects Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) (City of Santa Rosa 2016) 

 

Dear Ms. Jones:  

We have read through the Roseland Area/Sebastopol Specific Plan and Roseland Area Annexation 

Projects Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) (City of Santa Rosa 2016) and we would like to 

express our deep concerns about three issues; the intensive development proposed in the Specific Plan 

Area, new roadways planned that will move many cars through the Specific Plan area that will increase 

dangers for pedestrians, and a severe lack of parks in the area to serve the existing residents and the many 

proposed new residents. 

 

Intensive Development in the Specific Plan Area 

The Roseland Area has seen more development that is medium to high density development than in other 

areas of Santa Rosa, except near the Coddingtown Shopping Center. We need affordable housing in Santa 

Rosa, but it does not need to be concentrated in our area of Roseland. 

The Roseland Area has gained 8,147 new residents between 1990 and 2013, an increase of 76 % (page 

3.12-1). By comparison, the rest of the City of Santa Rosa grew by 49% and Sonoma County by 10% 

between 1990 and 2013 (page 3.12-1). Renter-occupied housing represents a greater share of units in the 

Plan Area (54%) compared to the City (47%) and County (40%) (page 3.12-1). 

As residents who live, work and own property in our neighborhood that is within the Annexation Area, 

we support development along Sebastopol Road and north along the Joe Redota Trail. However, the 

proposed Specific Plan Area shows Hearn Avenue as Medium-High density and Transit Village Medium 

density, as shown on the Proposed Land Use Plan (page 2.0-17).We understand this reflects the new 

transit hub that is to be located at the Southwest Community Park.  
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However, along with this proposed increase in density along Hearn Avenue, there has also been a 

proposed change from very low residential along Burbank Avenue to Medium –Low residential 

development. As one of the last undeveloped areas in the area of annexation, Burbank Avenue should not 

be developed as Medium-Low residential development; it should remain as Very Low Residential to 

support park lands and maintain the current scenic road designation, rather than become contiguous with 

growth along Sebastopol Road and Hearn Avenue, which are larger streets that can better handle the 

increased population, vehicular traffic, and infrastructure.  

The plan proposes 5,759 single-family and 3,039 multi-family units in the Specific Plan Buildout, an 

increase of existing conditions of 2,358 and 1,244 units, respectively. Figure 10, Planned and Proposed 

Development in the Plan Area, identified the number of proposed projects that have been approved for the 

Plan Area, which includes 1,301 units, of which 318 are affordable units and 983 are market rate units. 

However, Figure 10, contains several errors and did not include several proposed development that are 

already included in the April 2015 City of Santa Rosa Pending Development Report, including Lantana 

Place (2875 Dutton Meadows) with 96 units of multi-family and Stony Village North (2729 Stony Point 

Road) with 40 units detached. This increases the number of Market Rate Units to 1,023 and the 

Affordable Units to 414for a total proposed all units to 1,437 not the 1,301 units identified in Figure 10.  

We need to ensure that affordable projects are distributed more equitably throughout all areas of the city, 

rather than concentrating them in one already high-density quadrant, such as the Specific Plan Area. 

 

Higher-Speed Roadways Crossing Through Specific Plan Area 

The Pedestrian and Bicycle Network of Santa Rosa, created in 2011, provided background information 

used in the Transportation Section (Chapter 5) in the Santa Rosa General Plan 2035, in which Burbank 

Avenue (which has already been classified as a Scenic Road) was identified as a Class II Bicycle Road. 

However, in the Specific Plan, there are several new local roads proposed along the east side of Burbank 

Avenue.  

Roseland Creek Elementary School is located on Burbank Avenue and currently supports 405 students 

with a capacity of 700 students. Some of the children walk to school, but the majority of students are 

driven to school. With the current number of students in the school, traffic is stopped on Burbank Avenue 

for the parents waiting to pick up their children between 7:45 - 8:30 am and between 2:30-3:30 pm. If we 

increase the number of roads connecting to or bisecting Burbank Avenue, the resultant heavy increase in 

traffic will create even more, major traffic congestion on Burbank Avenue. 

There is also proposed a major road to connect Hearn Avenue to Northpoint Parkway to facilitate further 

development in the western portion of Southwest Santa Rosa. That would connect Northpoint Parkway, 

with speeds of 45 miles per hour, to Hearn Avenue – the only access from Highway 101 - crossing 

Burbank Avenue. The Southwest Community Park is identified as a major park with the Specific Plan 

that serves the Roseland Area. However, introducing these higher-speed roadways through the Specific 

Plan area will bisect the area with heavy, faster-moving vehicular traffic, reducing access and safety for 

pedestrians and bicyclists. These new roadways would also negatively impact the scenic character, 

aesthetic value, and natural/cultural integrity of the scenic roadway, and negatively affect the quality of 

life and safety for existing residents, pedestrians, and bicyclists. 
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Severe Lack of Parks for the Roseland Area 

One of the Goals identified for the Specific Plan is “To make life and the physical environment better for 

plan area residents and employees.” (Page 2.0-2).  We feel this can be achieved by increasing the number 

of parks for the existing residents.  

As stated in the DEIR (Page 2.0-1), the Specific Plan Area is 1,860 acres, which includes 1,220 acres of 

incorporated city land and 640 acres of unincorporated county land. The population within the 

incorporated city land is 18,918, while the population within the Annexation area is 6,594. Chapter 3.13, 

Public Services states (page 3.13-10) that the standard of six acres of parkland per 1,000 residents is 

comprised of 3.5 acres of city park, 1.4 acres accessible school recreational land and 1.1 acres of open 

space. Based on the current population of 18,918 residents in the Plan Area, a total of 113.5 acres of 

parks is required for the existing residents.  

Although the Chapter also states (Page 3.13-13) that the General Plan 2035 Land Use Diagram shows 

eight proposed community and neighborhood parks in the project area, there are only five identified. All 

of the others are located outside the Plan Area. The Chapter also states (page 3.13-9) that there are six 

additional neighborhood parks identified for the project area, as shown in the Santa Rosa General Plan 

2035. However, Figure 6-1actually shows parks that are outside the project area, and one on Dutton 

Avenue that is actually a proposed medium-density residential development, not a park.  

Although it is stated on Page 3.13-14 that a sufficient number of new parks are planned in the project area 

to serve anticipated growth, we don’t agree with this statement is accurate, based on calculations. Not 

enough parkland occurs for the existing population let alone the addition of almost 10,000 people.  

One of the few areas left undeveloped is along Burbank Avenue. If we assume the City is going to create 

parks for those areas of Roseland that are already developed, and ignore the addition of 9,662 residents 

approved by the proposed plan, we will still need 113 acres of parks for the existing residents. The 

only place to put that park acreage is on Burbank Avenue. Placing parks on the outskirts of existing 

development will require people to drive to the park area instead of walk.  Perhaps another urban garden, 

like Bayer Farm, should be built.  

Within the Santa Rosa General Plan 2035 (Page 6-15) under Public Services and Facilities, the following 

goals are also identified: 

PSF-A-5 Developing areas of the city (e.g., southwest Santa Rosa) should be given a higher 

priority for new park development, and underserved neighborhoods should be given priority 

during redevelopment and renovation of the park system. Priority for park development should 

also be given to areas of greatest density and areas that allow for safe and easy access and 

visibility. Priority should also be given to locations that minimize impacts to sensitive 

environmental resources that could require extensive and expansive mitigation; the most sensitive 

environmental resource areas should generally be preserved for more passive recreation that 

assures their protection. 

One way to achieve this goal is to create more natural parks, like that of Roseland Creek Park, which was 

designed so that very little hardscape would be developed. This prevents the need for mitigation for loss 

of habitat for California tiger salamander. 
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PSF-A-9 When building new parks, consider expanding existing parks or consolidating proposed 

parks to provide larger acreage and greater range of recreation activities, while maintaining park 

standards. 

One way to achieve this goal is to create a recreational park on Burbank Avenue located across from 

Sheppard Middle School and designate it for youth recreation only. 

Based on the increased rate of growth in the Plan Area (76%), compared to the rest of the City of Santa 

Rosa (49%) and Sonoma County (10%), and the fact that the renter-occupied housing represents a greater 

share of units in the Plan Area (54%) compared to the City (47%) and County (40%), it is clear that not 

enough consideration of existing population and conditions is being taken into account.  

We feel that the proposed planning for the Roseland Area/Sebastopol Specific Plan and Roseland Area 

Annexation area is far too intensive and will result in overcrowding, excessive traffic, reduced safety, and 

loss of remaining areas for much-needed parklands.   

 

Thank you very much for your time and consideration of our concerns. 

 

Trish Tatarian  Greg Tatarian 
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Jones, Jessica

From: Hilleary Izard <hillearyi@yahoo.com>
Sent: Wednesday, June 08, 2016 9:23 AM
To: Jones, Jessica
Subject: Re: Roseland Area Projects Steering Committee

Hi Jessica, 
 
Thank you for sharing the reports, I was able to read them electronically. They are beautiful and 
comprehensive. I am grateful to be part of this project and meet the talented and visionary people of 
Santa Rosa! 
  
Hilleary Zarate (new last name) 
Cell: 707.246.5226 
 

From: "Jones, Jessica" <JJones@srcity.org> 
To:  
Cc: "Regalia, Chuck" <CRegalia@srcity.org>; "Kranz, Lisa" <LKranz@srcity.org>; "'Cavalli, Jeanine'" 
<jcavalli@mbakerintl.com>; 'Steve Cancian' <canciansteve@gmail.com> 
Sent: Friday, June 3, 2016 3:34 PM 
Subject: RE: Roseland Area Projects Steering Committee 
 
Steering Committee Members, 
  
The additional hard copies of the Specific Plan and Draft EIR arrived earlier than we expected.  I have 
them in my office now, and they are available to anyone who wishes to borrow one.   
  
Please respond to this e-mail if you would like to borrow one or both of the documents.  I will be 
available for you to stop by City Hall until 4:45 today, and will be back first thing Monday morning. 
  
Thank you, 
Jessica 
  
Jessica Jones | Senior Planner 
Planning & Economic Development |100 Santa Rosa Avenue, Room 3 | Santa Rosa, CA 95404 
Tel. (707) 543-3410 | Fax (707) 543-3269 | jjones@srcity.org 
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Jones, Jessica

From: Arthur Deicke <epsolns@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, June 08, 2016 3:37 PM
To: Jones, Jessica
Subject: Re: Draft EIR

Jessica: 
 
Here are my observations. 
 
Specific Plan: 
 
Page 2-7: Do we want a picture of an establishment outside of the area in Railroad Square area - Omelette 
Express? 
 
Figure 3-1: Transit Village Mixed Use in legend and only area seems to be 3rd and Wilson or Railroad Square. 
Is that right?  
 
Figure 5-1: Do we have an estimate of the areas of the proposed Community and Neighborhood Parks? Seems 
the symbols do not represent very well. 
 
Page 6-2 identifies Priority Action A as the Hearn Overdressing and on page 6-5 Priority Action F as the 
Colgan Creek Restoration. However, Table 6-1 identifies the Hearn Overcross as mid-term phasing and Colgan 
Restoration as near-term phasing. I know it is different terminology, but it doesn’t appear to sync. 
 
Section 6-4: Did you consider Brownfield funding? 
 
All figures fail to depict the roads Deep Harbor Lane and Rising Moon Lane. I don’t mean the names, but the 
actual streets, albeit as short as they both are. Are there other streets not depicted? 
 
DEIR: 
 
Same issue with figures and two small streets. 
 
Page 3.12-1: Annexation Areas do not include Roseland and Victoria.  
 
Section 3.13.1.1: Law Enforcement Services. I don’t believe that it is the case that once annexed, CHP will no 
longer service the area. Additionally, there may be times when the Sheriff is called in. 
 
Page 3.15-1: Groundwater Supply. Sustainable Groundwater Management Act and developing agencies was not 
discussed. 
 
Page 3.15-3: Santa Rosa 2010 Urban Water Management Plan was just updated in June 2016 as the Santa Rosa 
2015 Urban Water Management Plan. 
 
That’s all I have. Looks like the transportation impacts are the biggest issue. 
 
Sincerely, 
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Arthur Deicke 
 
Environmental Pollution Solutions LLC 
Santa Rosa, California 
(m) 707-322-2015 
(f)  707-387-0505 
aedeicke@epsh2o.com 
www.epsh2o.com 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

On Jun 8, 2016, at 12:53 PM, Jones, Jessica <JJones@srcity.org> wrote: 
 
Great, thank you Art, we appreciate you taking a look at the documents.  Please e‐mail any comments 
you have on either document to me.  
  
Thanks so much, 
Jessica 
  
Jessica Jones | Senior Planner 
Planning & Economic Development |100 Santa Rosa Avenue, Room 3 | Santa Rosa, CA 95404 
Tel. (707) 543‐3410 | Fax (707) 543‐3269 | jjones@srcity.org 
  
<image001.jpg> 
  

From: Arthur Deicke [mailto:aedeicke@gmail.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, June 08, 2016 12:47 PM 
To: Jones, Jessica 
Subject: Re: Draft EIR 
  
Jessica: 
  
I reviewed most of the documents. I've got a few minor things to point out that don't need to expressed 
at public meeting. Let me know if there is a way to communicate that to you.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Art Deicke 
707‐322‐2015 
aedeicke@gmail.com 
  
 

jwj
Typewritten Text



9 June 2016 
 
Chairperson Patti Cisco, Santa Rosa Planning Commission and the Planning Commissioners 
Lisa Kranz, Jessica Jones, Planning & Economic Development Department 
100 Santa Rosa Avenue, Room 3 
Santa Rosa, CA 95404 
 
Dear Ms. Cisco, Ms. Kranz and Ms. Jones, 
 
     Here are some comments concerning the draft Roseland Specific Plan documents as prepared by 
the city of Santa Rosa and released to the public on 20 May 2016. More detailed comments will also 
be forwarded to you by me for the official records. Please include these comments here, as well as 
all written comments provided to your offices by me in the future, into the official records going to 
the Santa Rosa City Council. I will make these future comments more in depth. They will be turned 
into you before the deadline for the Draft Environmental Impact Report comment submission date. 
     These comments are provide by me, a member of the appointed Steering Committee, after 
engaging and outreaching to many Roseland community members. Ms. Jones has recently reminded 
me in writing, as a member of the Steering Committee I should be,  

“Reviewing and commenting on draft plans, materials and reports with special attention to 
the needs and desires of your community/organization.” 

“Representing the residents’ and stakeholders’ views of the projects in the community at-
large and in public forums, including at Planning Commission and City Council meetings.” 

 
     These comments are the beginning of an ongoing documentation by me of inadequacies pointed 
out to me by many community members regarding concerns within both the Specific Plan and Draft 
Environmental Impact Report prepared for the Roseland Specific Plan. Inadequacies I found will 
also be included for review by city staff, Planning Commissioners, and City Council members.  
 
     In general it has been stated to me a number of times, “A comprehensive well-coordinated” 
community plan for sustainable urban design throughout both the Roseland and Bellevue areas 
within the planning area has NOT been done with this Roseland Specific Plan. It has also been 
stressed to me a number of times by community members the city and county do NOT appear to be 
planning well together for the future of Roseland specifically. This is especially evident for the 
Sebastopol Rd. commercial corridor. Because of this, these comments here today are directed more 
specifically towards the inadequacies regarding planning for the close to 15,000 residents currently 
living in just the Roseland area alone rather than with the combined Bellevue area. In future 
communications I will also address the Bellevue neighborhoods more and the projected growth. 
 
     An adequate Roseland Open Space and Parks Plan has not been done here, while the Roseland 
Creek Concept Plan from 2004 has not been well integrated into the Roseland Specific Plan at this 
time. Many more acres of park land are needed to serve the people of Roseland at this time, let 
alone in the future with much more population growth being forecasted for the Roseland area. 
Currently close to 15,000 people live in the 3 Census tracts comprising the Roseland Community. In 
order to provide adequate park lands, open spaces, and public facilities, in the future the city should 
be identifying sites now for the many small parks which could and should be provided for Roseland. 



     The Santa Rosa City Public Services standards stated in Chapter 3.13, (page 3.13-10) state a 
“standard of six acres of parkland per 1,000 residents is comprised of 3.5 acres of city park, 1.4 
acres accessible school recreational land and 1.1 acres of open space.” 
 
     With this standard in mind, and using a basic 15,000 people as the population in Roseland alone, 
there is an inadequacy of parks and open space near approximately 65 acres now. Please keep in 
mind the Roseland School District heavily limits the use of school recreational land and many 
residents DO NOT consider the fields at the school sites as “accessible”. I have NOT counted their 
lands. It is stated on Page 3.13-14 a sufficient number of new parks are planned in the project area 
to serve anticipated growth, but the plan does not adequately show how this statement is accurate. 
 
     Traffic circulation is also one of the major concerns I heard time and again as being a “poorly 
planned” system with an “outdated” 22 year old Southwest Area Plan “forced into the future”. The 
roads planned by the city for an extension of the North Point Parkway southward into Roseland will 
be a disruptive and unnecessary negative impact onto community residents of southern Roseland. 
Page 3-2 states, “Key features of the land use plan: Continues Sebastopol Road’s role as the primary 
neighborhood center with a concentration of retail, restaurant, and residential uses.” Traffic needs to 
be directed up to the north and NOT through existing areas such as Burbank Ave. or West Ave. 
which are already heavily negatively impacted on a daily basis, especially on school days. Making 
more roadways intersecting with Burbank Ave. will cause major problems for Roseland residents. 
 
     RET-2.3 of the draft plan states, “Encourage activity generating uses along Roseland Creek and 
Colgan Creek to provide eyes on the creek.” Alternative transportation such as the Roseland Creek 
Bikeway/Greenway is how this will be done, not by building a Northpoint Parkway extension. SR-
1.1 states “Promote mix of land uses and increased development densities to ensure Sebastopol Rd. 
is Roseland’s commercial core and encourage pedestrian, bicycle and transit modes of travel for 
local trips.” A Northpoint Parkway extension will defeat this stated goal and purpose of the plan. 
Also pushing through Campbell Drive from Stony Point Rd. over to Burbank Ave. will defeat this. 
 
     Also of importance to a number of Roseland Residents is West Ave. NOT being extended into 
the Roseland Village development currently being planned by the Sonoma County officials. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration of these comments to be elaborated upon in the future. 
 
 Duane De Witt 
 
Box 3068 
Santa Rosa, CA. 95402 
 



Frederick W. Krueger
1100 Hughes Avenue

Santa Rosa, California 95407

June 9, 2016

Ms. Jessica Jones
Senior Planner, City of Santa Rosa
Community Development Department
100 Santa Rosa Avenue,  Room 3
Santa Rosa, CA 95404
jjones@srcity.org

Comments on the Roseland Area - Sebastopol Road Plan and Roseland Area Annexation
projects based on the Draft Environmental Impact Report 

Dear Jessica Jones: 

I have quickly scanned the Roseland Area/Sebastopol Specific Plan and Roseland Area
Annexation Projects Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) (City of Santa Rosa 2016).
Yikes! There is a lot to address here, but I don’t have enough time to engage all of this, so I will
cherry pick a few issues where the DEIR is substantially if not woefully inadequate. 

Air Quality Section 3.3

The data cited for Santa Rosa air quality is too general and not sufficiently specific to Sebastopol
Road. For at least the past two decades Roseland and the Southwestern area of Santa Rosa has
experienced high levels of growth but without a proportional growth in infrastructure across  the
Roseland area, but particularly on Sebastopol road. 

Sebastopol Road, according to the 2006 Dowling Associates figures included in the

DEIR for the proposed Wal-Mart Store in 2007, rated the intersections at  Dutton and Sebastopol
Roads, and at Sebastopol and Stony Point as LOS F, the worst designation possible.  In the
intervening ten years, growth has increased, and traffic is now episodically gridlocked,
especially at rush hours. 



It should be noted that the letter from the California Department of
Transportation, ten years ago, dated September 21, 2006, explicitly states that future
increases to traffic must be considered in addition to those of the proposed project
then under consideration. This DEIR flagrantly fails to address the consequences of
this added traffic. This flagrant omission should cause re-examination of this report as
the figures presently reported fail to engage this additional factor and so are
inadequate for a comprehensive assessment of the incremental traffic additions that
will result from the relocation of the Roseland School. 

In 2006 the former DEIR cited the traffic conditions at that time. “Hearn
Avenue eastbound is reported as having an average morning speed of 6.7 mph during
peak traffic hours. This average speed drops to 5.9 mph during afternoon traffic. This
was at that time already one of the most congested roadways in Sonoma county.
Growth across the SW in the intervening decade has caused traffic to become even
more intense. At midday on many Saturdays, it takes three to five cycles of the
signals across from the ARCO gas station on Hearn to cross Hwy 101. 

For Sebastopol Road, the traffic flow at peak was estimated in 2006 at 3.6
mph for the one mile between Dutton Avenue and Stony Point. Since then a signal
has been installed at Burbank and Sebastopol Road which has only slowed traffic.
Part of the problem at this location is that Sebastopol Road narrows from a four lanes
west of Burbank (two lanes in each direction) to two lanes just east of that point.
This causes a  bottleneck is not addressed in the DEIR, but it might be resolved by
making all of Sebastopol Road, at least to Dutton Avenue, a four lane road with turns
from driveways across traffic into the opposite lane eliminated. 

It should be mentioned that emergency vehicles face a daunting level of traffic
on Sebastopol Road. To further congest this area represents an inadequately
addressed issue of public safety. 

A big part of the problem here is that while Santa Rosa grew by 49% between
1990 and 2013 (the most recent data available), Roseland has grown by 76% during
this same period. Significantly it grew without a proportional increase in
infrastructure. 



A Health Hazard in the Specific Plan Area

In 2010, according to the nurse at Roseland Grammar School, 26% of the students
had disabling asthma. Since that time traffic has increased episodically, with the most
intense times at morning rush hour and then at noon when the pre-school program
ends. 

The traffic is responsible for this health issue. A New York University School
of Medicine study in 2009 documents that the major cause of urban asthma is stalled
traffic, particularly diesel exhaust. 

If the population density is increased along Sebastopol Road, traffic will also
increase. This will mean even more stalled traffic and this will increase unhealthy air
levels around the school and the plaza area. Who will pay for these extra emergency
visits to the hospital that is caused by increased exhaust from stalled traffic? 

The fact that school bus depository with most of the buses using diesel fuel is
located exactly opposite the Roseland School further exacerbates the health problem
in this local area. 

Until the health issue with the children in the grammar school is resolved, no
increases in traffic should be allowed. A child with asthma will miss school days;
doubt their ability to participate in sports; will lose self confidence; will become
embarrassed about taking medicines; will struggle to listen because of breathing
difficulties; or fear having an asthma attack and even die during a serious attack. A
figure in excess of 80% of students at the Roseland School are immigrants with
English as a second language. Asthma makes academic performance terribly difficult
when there are already handicaps on their performance. To increase population
density and traffic in this area will not only increase asthma, but will relegate even
more students to an inability to perform in ways sufficient to succeed in school when
they especially need education to pull themselves and their families up out of poverty. 

For the Sebastopol Road area and also for Hearn Avenue, if there is to be
additional housing units, they need to be at a very low density. Roseland just does
not have the transportation capacity to handle any more growth. 

Additionally, because traffic is so intense the intersections of Dutton Avenue
and Stony Point with Sebastopol Road has an extraordinarily high level of accidents
and tickets because when traffic builds up, people have to wait several cycles of the



lights before turning. Too much impatience builds up so that we have one of the
highest incidences of running red lights in Santa Rosa. Again, this is because we don’t
have sufficient transportation capacity for the present population. 

Another dimension to overcrowding in Roseland is a lack of parking on the
streets. With cars parked on both sides of the street and a higher density of
population, we often see three families squeezing into a three bedroom home that
historically only held one family. Some code enforcement is needed to restrain how
parking is handled in this area. 

Parks in Roseland

According to the National Recreation and Parks Association (NRPA) the national
standard for parks is 10 acres per thousand residents. In Santa Rosa the general plan
is stingy and allots only 6 acres per thousand, but only 3.5 acres is supposedly
allocated for parks. With over 18,000 residents in Roseland (measured by Hwy 101,
Hwy 12, Stony Point and Hearn Avenue), we should have far more park land than at
present. But the continued use of space for housing will eliminate the possibility of
fulfilling our quota of parks as all of the land is being taken up for housing. This is
not right and a distortion of the priorities laid out in the General Plan because
potential park land is being overly used  for housing. 

A map of parks in Santa Rosa will show that far and away Roseland is the most
underparked area of the city. 

Parks are known to reduce crime, reduce the cost of police services, reduce the
tensions associated with urban living, and provide space for quiet and relaxation.
Parks are needed to improve the quality of living for residents. By right we should
enjoy the same level of city services as other regions of Santa Rosa, but clearly we do
not. 

The failure to position additional parks in the Roseland area could be seen as a
form of prejudice and even as a failure of racial and environmental justice because of
the severe mal-distribution of parkland across Santa Rosa. A need now is to identify
where future parks will be located so that those places are not usurped for more
housing. We just can’t handle more housing density. 



Other Related Issues

Roseland is experiencing an increasing problem with homelessness throughout the
area. Some of this is because of the closeness of Camp Michaela; some of it is because
of overflow from other parts of Santa Rosa. Some of it may be because of a lack of
police services. Some of the consequences include that bus stops becoming unusable
for bus riders because homeless people congregate at these places and carry on long 
discussions while hogging the bench, camping is increasing in the dark corners,
unsanitary habits and open defecation is taking place in the small open spaces, trash
and garbage are increasingly scattered throughout the area, and people with mental
problems carry on arguments with the air. All of this is making Roseland an
increasingly difficult place for long time residents to live in peace. 

A fair policy would be to spread high density housing across Santa Rosa and
not concentrate it in Roseland which already has a higher population density than
other areas of Santa Rosa. 

As the City relegates Roseland to higher density housing, safety becomes
another issue that has to be considered. We need some relaxation of plans to grow in
this region of Santa Rosa. 

What we really need is a full spectrum grocery store, not another narrowly
ethnic facility. Traffic is actually increased when Roseland residents have to travel
across town to find a fully equipped grocery store. 

We also need recreation areas for young people. We need a quiet natural area
for reflection and the therapies that wild places offer. Most of all we need respect
from the city and not to be treated as the place for super developing in ways that do
not appear in other parts of Santa Rosa. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Fred Krueger                                                                                                       
          (707) 573-3076 (h);                                                                                           
          (707) 573-3160 (w) after 12 noon 
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Jones, Jessica

From: Hartman, Clare
Sent: Tuesday, June 21, 2016 8:24 AM
To: Jones, Jessica; Kranz, Lisa
Subject: FW: Comment on the DEIR Southwest Santa Rosa

 
 
Clare Hartman, AICP | Deputy Director ‐ Planning 
Planning & Economic Development |100 Santa Rosa Avenue | Santa Rosa, CA 95404 
Tel. (707) 543‐3185 | Fax (707) 543‐3269 |Chartman@srcity.org 
 

 
 
From: Gabi [mailto:gabiwolf@aol.com]  
Sent: Sunday, June 19, 2016 12:09 AM 
To: _PLANCOM ‐ Planning Commission 
Cc: Cisco, Patti; Crocker, Ashle; Dippel, Hans; Duggan, Vicki; Edmondson, Casey; Groninga, Curt; Stanley, Peter 
Subject: Comment on the DEIR Southwest Santa Rosa 

 
Re: Draft EIR 
  
Ladies and 
Gentlemen,                                                                                                                                                                          Ju
ne 18, 2016 
  
My name is Gabi Shader. I have lived with my family here at 2671 Victoria Drive, Santa Rosa, CA 95407 for 24 years. We 
live within the project area of this DEIR. 
  
In the DEIR document, a few impacts of the proposed developments were category SU, significant and unavoidable. I 
would like to specifically address the significant and unavoidable impact on freeway traffic on HW 101 between Todd Rd. 
and SR 12.  
An increase of 1% is considered acceptable. However, the project would increase traffic by about 3%, which puts it into 
the significant and unacceptable range. 
The following is an excerpt from the DEIR document: 
  

As described in Section 2.0, Project Description, the City has established the following objectives for the proposed project for purposes of CEQA:  

                  ….. Make life and the physical environment better for plan area residents and employees.   

                …….Enhance livability by promoting community health and equity.   

                   Establish the Plan Area as a place where people want to live, work, shop, and visit.   

(I used …. for bullet points not quoted.) 

These specific objectives will be compromised greatly by an unacceptable and unhealthy traffic impact. The traffic 
situation has already a rating of unacceptable on the surface streets in the project area, specifically on Hearn Ave, Dutton 
Ave, and freeway on and off ramps in all directions, even before any further development. It seems that the argumentation 
for stating that the project would not have any further impact on the surface streets is that it is already unacceptable, 
therefore no change in rating would happen, going from unacceptable to unacceptable. However, it is very impactful to go 



2

from unacceptable to completely unlivable. Putting up with congestion at the major commute times is difficult, but 
worsening that to a situation where the traffic back-up would exist most of the day would substantially lower quality of life 
even further.  

I urge the planning commission and the city council to seriously consider Alternative 2 in order to achieve the objectives of 
the Project (Creating a livable, enjoyable, healthy place where people would like to live, work, shop, and visit. )  

In the final statement after evaluating Alternative 2, the DEIR states that this alternative would definitely be the 
environmentally superior alternative. The statement goes on to say that the reduced development would not be 
considered, because the desired project densities related to transit-supportive land use would not be achieved. It seems 
that two of the project objectives are in conflict here, the one of liveability and quality of life vs. the city’s goal of creating a 
higher density neighborhood here in the southwest. It is also important to note that southwest Santa Rosa already carries 
the highest density of any of the four city quadrants.  

There may be a way to achieve both objectives, quality of life, and housing needs: 

1.     -Use Alternative 2 for a guideline for right now and build up 1/3 of the density of the project now. 

2.     -Work in tandem with CalTrans to put the Bellevue overpass on their building schedule. 

3.     -Schedule the rest of the developments after new road and overpass construction has been finished and can 
accommodate new traffic. 

This way, we will not put the cart before the horse. It would be wonderful to have a thoughtful process where life her in our
beloved southwest does not have to become completely unbearable so that then things have to be scrambled together in 
a haphazard fashion to bandaid problems that could have been avoided in the first place.  

Thank you for considering taking the findings of this DEIR to heart and listening to the ramifications of the very serious 
traffic impact. Please do not sign off on this DEIR finding.  

Respectfully, 

  

Gabi Shader 











































Dear Jessica, 

I have lived on 1/4+ acre property on Victoria Drive in Southwest Santa Rosa for 18 years. 

My comments are not just to the DEIR, but to the Southwest Area Specific Plan as well. 

In the hydrology section of the DEIR, the repeated conclusions for the studies on    projected future 

water use is termed "less than significant." This doesn't make sense, since any new construction in the 

area will use more water than is being used at present. Considering the development of of medium/high 

density housing, commercial businesses, eateries, coffee houses, schools, libraries, firestations, etc. with 

toilets, showers, laundries, not to mention landscaping which    requiries water, still the DEIR study's 

projected future use is "less than significant". This acessment seems highly inconsistant and an 

unrealistic conclusion, since to my knowledge, the county and state are still in "drought water use" 

mode. And in spite of projections of having sufficiant water in the future, there is no new water source 

in place at this present time. 

Under the geology section, the soils report and map shows an area where the study refers to figuer 

3.2‐1, as "Farmlands of local importance", and that the Victoria Drive west property boundaries have an 

overlap into this "Prime Farmland Classification". The soil has been historically farmed and is still intact. 

This area needs to be seriously considered when looking at future development and "compatibility with 

existing neighborhoods". The zoning for medium density/retail is not an accurate reflection of this 

"Farmland of local importance", and would be more accurately zoned "low density", especially since 

Victoria Drive is zoned Rural Residential, references being made on page 3.9‐18, as areas "unused and 

underused properties".   

To the Specific Plan, it is my belief that a more harmonious transition could be a contiguous community 

gardens, stretching from Colgan Creek to Hearn Avenue. Sorely lacking in this area and despiratly 

needed, especially with the massive high density affordable housing already built across the field at 

Tuxhorn Drive, along Dutton Meadows, additional community gardens south of Hearn Avenue would 

serve the area well, especially since Bayer Farm is primarily servicing the West Avenue neighborhoods. 

Tied into the Colgan Creek restoration project this entire strip of land, located along the east side of the 

future Dutton Avenue road connection to Bellevue Avenue, would also do well as a north to south 

greenway and bicycle/pedestrian linear park connecting Colgan Creek to Hearn Avenue, incorporating 

the community gardens.         

Not forgetting groundwater replenishment necessary for aquifers, which is also an issue to the 

thoughtful future of this acreage, there is already too much rainwater diverted into the flood control 

channels of Colgan Creek by the concrete and asphalt parking lots directly east of the neighborhood, 

those being the Mead Clark Lumber Yard, business parks at Bellevue Avenue and all the auto dealerships 

along Dowd Drive and Corby Avenue. The issue of local climate change also has a negative effect by 

these massive paved areas previously listed.) 

Noting Drainage Patterns in the DEIR (Impact 3.9.3) lists that: "Future projects in the project areas 



would not likely result in substantial alteration of existing drainage patterns." Only if the area isn't 

massively paved over would this assessment be true. 

In the Traffic section, infrastructure to deal with the present traffic abomination along Hearn 

Avenue/Corby Avenue, namely a Bellevue Avenue overpass, allowing an alternate route to Santa Rosa 

Avenue businesses, first needs to be solved before any more new development happens. 

Thank you for your time and consideration, 

 

GP Radich                                                                                                                                                                             

2627 Vicoria Drive 
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johanna greenberg, VMD
sept 6th 2016

johanna greenberg, VMD

2215 W Hearn Ave
Santa Rosa, CA 95407
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9/6/2016

Leonard A. Moore

2215 West Hearn Ave.
Santa Rosa, CA 95407
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September 6, 2016

Maria E. Sisson

2285 W. Hearn Avenue
Santa Rosa, CA 95407
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Frank R. Krzesowiak
September 6, 2016

2285 W. Hearn Avenue
Santa Rosa, CA 95407
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Bliss, Sandi

From: Cisco, Patti
Sent: Wednesday, September 07, 2016 11:16 AM
To: Bliss, Sandi
Subject: Fwd: Petition regarding the Planning Commission meeting on Sept 8th, 2016 and the City Planners 

proposed amendments to the Roseland Annexation Specific Plan, General Plan and Zoning Code

More letters.. 

Sent from my iPad 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: <luckybug2075@comcast.net>
Date: September 7, 2016 at 9:13:53 AM PDT 
To: <planningcommission@srcity.org>
Cc: <pcisco@srcity.org>, <acrocker@srcity.org>, <hdippel@srcity.org>,
<vduggan@srcity.org>, <cedmondson@srcity.org>, <cgroninga@srcity.org>,
<pstanley@srcity.org>
Subject: Petition regarding the Planning Commission meeting on Sept 8th, 2016 and the 
City Planners proposed amendments to the Roseland Annexation Specific Plan, General 
Plan and Zoning Code

This letter is in regards to the proposed annexation in Roseland, including my street on 
West Hearn Ave. 
I have been a resident in this home for 35 years, and what has kept me here and what 
drew me here in the first place, is the small little farms and ranches on this street, a 
place I could grow a garden, have a couple of horses, a few chickens and room. I am 
still here because of that very thing.  I am happy with streets with no sidewalks, very few 
streetlights, no gutters, etc. 
Please approve the amended Specific Plan, General Plan & Zoning code as 
recommended by the city planners. I WANT THE RURAL HERITAGE 
neighborhood,myself and our neighbors who  spoke with Jessica Jones, Chuck Regalia 
& Lisa Kranz in a neighborhood meeting talked and came up with what we thought was 
the best solution for us.
I love our neighborhood the way it it, with low density, small little farms with gardens and 
animals. 
Please vote to keep our home, our home! 
Thank you, 

Kim Peters 
2075 West Hearn Ave 
707-542-3179
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Richard Merriss; property owner of 2046 W. Hea
09/07/16

Richard Merriss

2046 W. Hearn Ave Sant aRosa, CA 95407

and

8884 Lebec Lane Cotati, CA 94931
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Joan Merriss; property owner of 2046 W. Hearn
09/07/16

Joan P. Merriss

2046 W. Hearn Ave Sant aRosa, CA 95407

and

8884 Lebec Lane Cotati, CA 94931
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Andrew Merriss
09/07/16

Andrew Merriss

2046 W. Hearn Ave. Santa Rosa, CA 95407
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Amanda Merriss
09/07/16

Amanda Merriss

2046 W. Hearv Ave. Santa Rosa, CA 95407































































































Amanda Merriss
09/07/16

Amanda Merriss

2046 W. Hearv Ave. Santa Rosa, CA 95407



Andrew Merriss
09/07/16

Andrew Merriss

2046 W. Hearn Ave. Santa Rosa, CA 95407



Joan Merriss; property owner of 2046 W. Hearn
09/07/16

Joan P. Merriss

2046 W. Hearn Ave Sant aRosa, CA 95407

and

8884 Lebec Lane Cotati, CA 94931



Richard Merriss; property owner of 2046 W. Hea
09/07/16

Richard Merriss

2046 W. Hearn Ave Sant aRosa, CA 95407

and

8884 Lebec Lane Cotati, CA 94931



To whom it may concern: 

I am a resident of West Hearn Ave. 

Over the last year and a half our neighborhood has worked diligently with Chuck Regalia, Jessica Jones 
and Lisa Kranz to craft amendments to the General Plan and Zoning Code which match as closely as 
possible our current zoning, land use, environmental and neighborhood goals.  

Preserving the unique character and quality of life which exists in our rural community has been of 
critical importance to us. These individuals should be commended for their hard work, commitment to 
hearing our needs and collaboration in helping us achieve these goals. 

The proposed Zoning Code amendments include Very Low Density Residential land use (RR‐20) and a 
Rural Heritage (‐RH) Combining District that would apply to the W. Hearn Avenue neighborhood which I 
feel are absolutely necessary in protecting what we have established here over many decades. 

I am petitioning you to approve the following: 

 Adoption of the Roseland Area/Sebastopol Road Specific Plan
 Adoption of amendments to the General Plan and Zoning Code
 Adoption of Rezoning and Prezoning of parcels consistent with the General Plan and Specific

Plan

Sincerely, 

Signature

Name

Address

Date



9-6-2016

Johanna Greenberg VMD

2215 West Hearn Ave
Santa Rosa, CA 95407



Frank R. Krzesowiak
September 6, 2016

2285 W. Hearn Avenue
Santa Rosa, CA 95407



Maria E. Sisson
September 6, 2016

Maria E. Sisson

2285 W. Hearn Avenue
Santa Rosa, CA 95407



Ernie Robles
09/07/16

Ernie Robles

2291 West Hearn Avenue
Santa Rosa, CA 95407



Joella Gutierrez
09/07/16

Joella Gutierrez

2291 West Hearn Avenue
Santa Rosa, CA 95407
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Bliss, Sandi

From: Jones, Jessica
Sent: Friday, September 09, 2016 2:12 PM
To: Bliss, Sandi
Subject: FW: Planning Commission meeting on 9/8/2016...ABOUT Proposed amendments to Roseland 

Annexation Specific Plan, General Plan and Zoning Code by the City Planners

 
From: Rena [mailto:itsrena@gmail.com]  
Sent: Thursday, September 08, 2016 1:31 PM 
To: _PLANCOM ‐ Planning Commission <planningcommission@srcity.org>; Kranz, Lisa <LKranz@srcity.org>; Jones, 
Jessica <JJones@srcity.org>; Piotrkowski, Ari <APiotrkowski@srcity.org>; efren.carrillo@sonoma‐county.org 
Subject: Re: Planning Commission meeting on 9/8/2016...ABOUT Proposed amendments to Roseland Annexation 
Specific Plan, General Plan and Zoning Code by the City Planners 

 
Dear Design review Board members, 
 
 As a 22yr. resident of West Hearn Ave.  
It is important for you to know... 
 
 That along with the majority of my neighbors 
I continue to support the annexation amendments 
to the General Plan and Zoning Code creating a  
new Rural Heritage Zoning designation 
 for our neighborhood/street. 
 
Over the past year and a half,we here on West Hearn ave.  
have worked diligently with  
Chuck Regalia, Jessica Jones and Lisa Kranz  
to craft amendments to the General Plan and Zoning Code 
creating a new Rural Heritage zoning designation  
to match as closely as possible our current county zoning  
and environmental land use. 
 
Preserving our unique character and quality of life as a rural community is of paramount importance 
to us.  
 
Chuck Regalia, Jessica Jones and Lisa Kranz have been amazing in their commitment to hearing our 
needs & collaborating with us to achieve our goals. 
 
The proposed Zoning Code amendments include Very Low Density Residential land use (RR‐20) and 
a Rural Heritage (‐RH) Combining District that would apply to the W. Hearn Avenue neighborhood. 
 
I am petitioning you to approve the following: 
 
~Adoption of the Roseland Area/Sebastopol Road Specific Plan 
 
 ~Adoption of amendments to the General Plan and Zoning Code 
 
 ~Adoption of Rezoning and Prezoning of parcels in the  



2

General Plan and Specific Plan 
 

 
 
Thank you all for your continued efforts & support in maintaining our Special & unique rural county 
lifestyle as we make our transition from County residents to City residents a smooth one.   
 
We look forward to your continued good work creating the future of Santa Rosa to be a wonderful 
place to live and call home! 
 
Warmly, 
Rena Radich 
2235 West Hearn ave  
SR, CA 95407 
 































































































Amanda Merriss
09/07/16

Amanda Merriss

2046 W. Hearv Ave. Santa Rosa, CA 95407



Andrew Merriss
09/07/16

Andrew Merriss

2046 W. Hearn Ave. Santa Rosa, CA 95407



Joan Merriss; property owner of 2046 W. Hearn
09/07/16

Joan P. Merriss

2046 W. Hearn Ave Sant aRosa, CA 95407

and

8884 Lebec Lane Cotati, CA 94931



Richard Merriss; property owner of 2046 W. Hea
09/07/16

Richard Merriss

2046 W. Hearn Ave Sant aRosa, CA 95407

and

8884 Lebec Lane Cotati, CA 94931



To whom it may concern: 

I am a resident of West Hearn Ave. 

Over the last year and a half our neighborhood has worked diligently with Chuck Regalia, Jessica Jones 
and Lisa Kranz to craft amendments to the General Plan and Zoning Code which match as closely as 
possible our current zoning, land use, environmental and neighborhood goals.  

Preserving the unique character and quality of life which exists in our rural community has been of 
critical importance to us. These individuals should be commended for their hard work, commitment to 
hearing our needs and collaboration in helping us achieve these goals. 

The proposed Zoning Code amendments include Very Low Density Residential land use (RR‐20) and a 
Rural Heritage (‐RH) Combining District that would apply to the W. Hearn Avenue neighborhood which I 
feel are absolutely necessary in protecting what we have established here over many decades. 

I am petitioning you to approve the following: 

 Adoption of the Roseland Area/Sebastopol Road Specific Plan
 Adoption of amendments to the General Plan and Zoning Code
 Adoption of Rezoning and Prezoning of parcels consistent with the General Plan and Specific

Plan

Sincerely, 

Signature

Name

Address

Date



9-6-2016

Johanna Greenberg VMD

2215 West Hearn Ave
Santa Rosa, CA 95407



Frank R. Krzesowiak
September 6, 2016

2285 W. Hearn Avenue
Santa Rosa, CA 95407



Maria E. Sisson
September 6, 2016

Maria E. Sisson

2285 W. Hearn Avenue
Santa Rosa, CA 95407



Ernie Robles
09/07/16

Ernie Robles

2291 West Hearn Avenue
Santa Rosa, CA 95407



Joella Gutierrez
09/07/16

Joella Gutierrez

2291 West Hearn Avenue
Santa Rosa, CA 95407
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Bliss, Sandi

From: Jones, Jessica
Sent: Friday, September 09, 2016 2:12 PM
To: Bliss, Sandi
Subject: FW: Planning Commission meeting on 9/8/2016...ABOUT Proposed amendments to Roseland 

Annexation Specific Plan, General Plan and Zoning Code by the City Planners

 
From: Rena [mailto:itsrena@gmail.com]  
Sent: Thursday, September 08, 2016 1:31 PM 
To: _PLANCOM ‐ Planning Commission <planningcommission@srcity.org>; Kranz, Lisa <LKranz@srcity.org>; Jones, 
Jessica <JJones@srcity.org>; Piotrkowski, Ari <APiotrkowski@srcity.org>; efren.carrillo@sonoma‐county.org 
Subject: Re: Planning Commission meeting on 9/8/2016...ABOUT Proposed amendments to Roseland Annexation 
Specific Plan, General Plan and Zoning Code by the City Planners 

 
Dear Design review Board members, 
 
 As a 22yr. resident of West Hearn Ave.  
It is important for you to know... 
 
 That along with the majority of my neighbors 
I continue to support the annexation amendments 
to the General Plan and Zoning Code creating a  
new Rural Heritage Zoning designation 
 for our neighborhood/street. 
 
Over the past year and a half,we here on West Hearn ave.  
have worked diligently with  
Chuck Regalia, Jessica Jones and Lisa Kranz  
to craft amendments to the General Plan and Zoning Code 
creating a new Rural Heritage zoning designation  
to match as closely as possible our current county zoning  
and environmental land use. 
 
Preserving our unique character and quality of life as a rural community is of paramount importance 
to us.  
 
Chuck Regalia, Jessica Jones and Lisa Kranz have been amazing in their commitment to hearing our 
needs & collaborating with us to achieve our goals. 
 
The proposed Zoning Code amendments include Very Low Density Residential land use (RR‐20) and 
a Rural Heritage (‐RH) Combining District that would apply to the W. Hearn Avenue neighborhood. 
 
I am petitioning you to approve the following: 
 
~Adoption of the Roseland Area/Sebastopol Road Specific Plan 
 
 ~Adoption of amendments to the General Plan and Zoning Code 
 
 ~Adoption of Rezoning and Prezoning of parcels in the  



2

General Plan and Specific Plan 
 

 
 
Thank you all for your continued efforts & support in maintaining our Special & unique rural county 
lifestyle as we make our transition from County residents to City residents a smooth one.   
 
We look forward to your continued good work creating the future of Santa Rosa to be a wonderful 
place to live and call home! 
 
Warmly, 
Rena Radich 
2235 West Hearn ave  
SR, CA 95407 
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