
-----Original Message----- 
From: Nicole Wehr < >  
Sent: Friday, September 6, 2024 3:42 PM 
To: Greg Powell <gpowell@cityofpetaluma.org> 
Cc: Michael Freeman < > 
Subject: Creekwood Housing Development- public comment 

[You don't often get email from . Learn why this is important 
at https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification ] 

---Warning: Use caution before clicking any attachments. THIS EMAIL IS FROM 
OUTSIDE OUR EMAIL SYSTEM.--- 

On behalf of the Home Owners Association and on behalf of the safety of the residents 
living next to this project site, we want answers to the following points: 

1. Is the existing ground where the project lot site is polluted or are there toxic elements
in the ground?
2. And if so, how will they be addressed?

Please respond to these questions of concern at your earliest convenience. 

Respectfully, 
Nicole Wehr 
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From:  < >  
Sent: Friday, September 6, 2024 4:58 PM 
To: Petaluma Planning <petalumaplanning@cityofpetaluma.org>; Greg Powell 
<gpowell@cityofpetaluma.org> 
Cc: Rick Parker < > 
Subject: Creekwood Development EIR input 
 
---Warning: Use caution before clicking any attachments. THIS EMAIL IS FROM 
OUTSIDE OUR EMAIL SYSTEM.---  
Greg, (and Planning Commission)  
Good afternoon 
 
I’d like to provide official comment/input on the draft EIR.   It’s not clear on the website as 
to how to accomplish this so I’m sending it to you.   Please let me know if this will be 
included by the September 9th deadline. 
 
Several items need to be more clearly addressed in the Draft EIR: 
 
The area has long been zoned for residential development and that is clearly 
understood.   Petaluma is in great need of new housing. 
The following issues however are not adequately addressed in the draft EIR. 
 
Traffic issues 
- the proposed development is on the same street as Casa Grande Highschool and this 
makes a significant difference in terms of planning and impact of the project.   This is not 
adequately addressed in the EIR. 
- The project is located on Adobe creek and between the High School and the large 
Enclave / The Grove Apartment Complex.   This is not adequately addressed. 
- For automobile traffic the following needs to be addressed: 
- the very poor condition of the current pavement on Casa Grande Ave and Ely. 
- the lack of any on-street parking on the eastbound lanes of Casa Grande (and most of 
Ely) combined with the current overflow of parking on the west side of Casa Grande during 
school hours or special events.   This issue is heightened in the Spring Semester (Jan-
June) as many additional students receive their drivers licenses and drive to and park at 
school. 
- parking at the existing developments on the east side of Casa Grande Ave is inadequate 
now before the Creekwood development 
 Is even started.   At the June 17, 2024 forum, numerous residents of both the Senior 
Housing Project and the newly finished Makenna project shared that current parking was 
not sufficient (with no parking on adjacent Casa Grande available) .   This forces current 
residents to park in other nearby neighborhoods or to park across the 4 lanes of busy 
traffic on Casa Grande. 
- the developer shared on June 17th that the city is requiring a maximum of 1 car garages 
combined with minimal on street parking on the proposed new streets.   This will cause 
additional overflow into other neighborhoods. 



- there are also safety issues as the Senior Housing development only has one exit to a 
paved street (Casa Grande) and in the event of evacuation this is problematic as the only 
way out and that if during school hours the street would be completely blocked with 
hundreds of cars attempting to exit. 
 
Walking traffic, pedestrians 
- this issue is not addressed and for anyone involved in or living near a High School 
this is a major issue. 
- The proposed walking bridge over Adobe Creek would create a “highway” of students 
attempting to go from School, through the residential Makenna or Creekwood 
developments, over the bridge and into the fenced off back side of the Enclave/The Grove 
Apartments where many students live. 
- The apartment complex and neighbors along the creek have observed over 30 years 
inappropriate traffic and use of this area to attempt to enter the Enclave complex by 
climbing over a metal fence (that has been repaired numerous times).   Graffiti, trash, old 
couches used for “hang outs” and even fires (resulting in Petaluma PD/FD being called) 
have been part of that experience.   To now provide a foot highway (for hundreds of 
students) directly from Casa Grande Highschool to the back of the fenced in Enclave / 
The Grove property is to invite serious problems and makes no sense to those familiar 
with the area. 
- there is a current, easy to use walking path, all via sidewalks from Casa Grande to 
Ely that enters properly into the Enclave apartment complex.   This route is used by 
hundreds of students each day and causes none of the issues outlined above that would 
be caused by the proposed bridge over Adobe Creek. 
 
Walking Bridge over Adobe Creek 
- In addition to the comments above, encouraging hundreds of High School Students to 
transit Adobe Creek and the surrounding sensitive ecological area makes no sense in 
terms of the environment, safety and negative impact on existing homeowners. 
- the current nearby paved street bridges over Adobe Creek on Ely Blvd. and Sartori Ave. 
invite young folks to grafitti, leave trash, old furniture, etc. in and around the creek.   I can 
send photos If needed.   A new foot bridge that is in the midst of trees and pretty much 
out of view of passing motorists will most definitely result in the same or even a much 
worse negative environmental impact on the creek and surrounding area and homes. 
- the added cost of the bridge could possibly be used for enhanced parking or lowering 
the cost of the proposed homes. 
- I believe City planners wish to connect walking paths along the creeks in Petaluma which 
in general makes sense, but not in this location, right across from a High School and next 
to a large apartment complex.   Current hikers, including myself, simply traverse along 
Ely Ave. then turn and walk along Adobe Creek via Spyglass Rd then via path to Sartori 
Ave. 
 
Proposed 3 Story Development 
- the plan calls for some 3 story Condos to be built.   While understanding the need for 
affordable housing, simply stated, 3 story development 



In residential areas of the East Side Community is not acceptable, and completely 
changes the look, feel, congestion and reason why we all love to live here. 
 
Impact on current residents and neighborhoods during construction is not 
addressed. 
 
- We all love our homes in Petaluma and know that new homes need to be built.   That 
said, infill projects create a significant 
Environmental impact (noise, traffic, dust, debris, ant, rodent issues) that needs to be 
minimized,   The Makenna development was under construction in one form or another 
for nearly three years in many of our “backyards”.   At 8AM, every day, pounding, 
equipment, back up beeping trucks, dust, noise, etc was a part of our daily lives.  The 
building of the “water overflow basins” was extremely problematic as required 
construction continued for nearly a year after the homes were actually built.  All this should 
be addressed in the project plan and implementation to minimize the negative 
environmental impact (and duration) on existing areas and homeowners and all Petaluma 
residents. 
 
Impact on native fish and the health of Adobe Creek should include input from the United 
Anglers of Petaluma (Casa Grande High school ). 
 
Thank you for your consideration. 
 
Rick Parker 

 
Petaluma, CA. 94954 

 
38 year Petaluma resident and homeowner along Adobe Creek 
  
 
 
 





this decision. I’ve attached a few photos, which I feel are self-explanatory, to underscore 
some of of my above concerns. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration. I hope our voices will make a difference. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Caroline Purtell 

 
Petaluma CA 94954 
 

 
 



 
 



 
 



 
 



 
 





police presence is minimal, which is evident by the amount of people who treat Ely like 
the Indy 500  raceway.   The amount of traffic and speeding and loud cars is  very unsafe 
especially since it is right by the high school.    NO development should be approved until 
the city can deal current existing issues. 
  
This new development is right across the creek from  Fairway Meadows.   What I can say 
in  living here since 1992,   is that the maintenance on the development common areas 
was good approximately in  the first 10 years.      The last 22 years has been extremely 
poor.   The water in common areas has NOT been turned on at ALL   for several 
years.    So the landscaping starves with everything dying and trees shedding 
leaf’s  through the entire summer.   The maintenance crew supposedly comes once a 
month and does the absolute bare minimum and takes zero pride in their work which then 
becomes a reflection of our development .  The trees that were  approved for the 
development during the development stages are not the right trees rather the cheapest 
trees.   If it was not for the home owners, the bridge and walls along ELY would be full of 
graffiti, and entry and development would look even worse than it currently does.  
Oh and by the way, the little Fairway Meadows small development has never been slurry 
sealed or paved at all since it was development in 1992.   Have you seen the road?   You 
almost break your ankle walking on it.  
  
Next you have the parking issues.   People from the apartments already park in our 
development,  and as you can see, all down Ely road.    So if the EIR reports says parking 
is not an issue, again the people preparing the report don’t live on the east side.   Parking 
is a problem.   I don’t think you would like people driving into your court on the west side 
and  parking in front of your house.   I assume you would not think that is ok especially if 
the cars are there for days and when it garbage day,  you have no where to put your cans 
except in the middle of the street.     
  
Next you have the creek.   You have homeless people that go up and down the creek and 
will sleep under the bridge.   You have the high school  pot smokers or drug dealings that 
go on in the creek.   You have zero maintenance of the creek.   The growth is out of 
control,  and if it was not for winter washing the debri in the creek down stream, that would 
be another issue.   
  
One would think that with the past  new developments like Cross Creek and 
Stonegate,   that you would see improvements in the area as a result of all the new  tax 
revenue being generated,  especially since no money has gone into the infrastructure.   In 
fact, it has only declined.     
  
In addition, the  proposed footbridge over Adobe creek is a  very bad idea that would 
create a direct path for Casa Grande students to attempt to enter the back end of the 
Grove apartments over a metal fence.  Creating a safety issue along with trash and 
degradation of the Adobe Creek habitat.  This already happens on a smaller scale. 
And  granting access by building a footbridge will create serious problems and safety 
issues.   Rather than build a bridge that will create more issues put the money toward 
fixing the roads.   Smart decisions make a better future.    
  
Therefore, as a result of the above, myself and my neighbors have serious 
concerns.    Besides putting more money in the city treasury,  how will this development 



be different then what we have experienced in Fairway Meadows  and how will it benefit 
the area besides creating a massive amount more of traffic, noise pollution and parking 
issues?    There is no way the EIR if done by people who live in the area,  could or would 
support this new project.     Who is to say this new development will not end up like 
Fairway Meadows?  What will the city do with the additional tax revenue?   Will it pave 
the rest of Ely and Fairway Meadows?  Will there be more police presence in the 
area?  Will the city put signs up that allow for parking in Fairway meadows for only 
residents and all other cars towed?   I think we all know the answer to this.  
  
This development and all city action impacts our lives here on the East side.  I am sure 
this project will move forward regardless, as they always seem to no matter what facts 
are brought to the table.    I would like to see what action the city will take to mitigate the 
issues noted above that already exist that have not been addressed?   I assume they will 
approve this new development and nothing will be done.  That would be a very sad 
outcome.    
  
Thank you for your time and consideration.     
  
Joe and Teresa Lampe 
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September 9, 2024 

 

Petaluma City Council 
111 English St. 
Petaluma, Ca94952 
 
Dear City Council Members, 
A few days ago, I received a notice of a public hearing concerning the draft EIR report 
dealing with the Creekwood Housing Development at 270 and 280 Casa Grande Road. 
 
I have lived at 1770 Silverado Circle for the past 25 years.  My home is on the corner of 
Silverado Circle and Spyglass.  My backyard backs onto Ely Blvd South. Across the 
street is Adobe Creek. There are four additional homes on Silverado Circle that back 
Ely Blvd South.  I have many concerns in reviewing the notice I received.  
 
I have seen a remarkable increase in the traffic flow on Ely Blvd South. One factor to 
this increase was the development of the Southgate neighborhood.  It is also is a truck 
route and large trucks pass by my backyard at all hours of the day.  My bedroom looks 
onto Ely Blvd South and at times my windows rattle from the speed and amount of 
traffic passing by.  The road is in poor condition and I haven’t heard of any of the new 
tax money being used to repair the road which will continue to deteriorate with the 
passing of time and increase of traffic This new development will increase the amount of 
traffic and noise not to mention the increase in Greenhouse Gas Emissions.   
 
Another concern is parking in the neighborhood.  The proposed footbridge will allow 
individuals to park in our neighborhood and walk over the bridge to their new homes. 
Individuals across the street in the Adobe Creek golf course neighborhood use our 
streets as their overflow parking and adding this footbridge will take up additional 
parking spaces. The footbridge will also attract homeless and high school student to 
come into our neighborhood and leave their trash in the creek as well on our street.  
This footpath does not benefit those of us who live in our neighborhood.  The city only 
comes by once a week with the street sweeper and the city contract with the gardening 
service only allows them to come into the neighborhood once a month.   
 
The city is getting ripped off by this contract as the company does a poor job of 
maintenance. Also, the water has been turned off for years due to the bad decision by 
the city of selecting trees for the neighborhood which have ruptured the water lines as 
well as the sidewalks. These trees have not been trimmed in years and the leaves from 
the trees on Ely Blvd South fall into my backyard from August to December.   
 
This new development does not benefit my neighborhood and only adds to the noise 
and congestion we are already living with.  The quality of life the city prides itself on fails 
those who already live, work, and play here. 
 
 



The problem with an outside company conducting an EIR report is the fact that it is a 
sterile report.  It does not take into account those who live in the area.  If they lived in 
the neighborhoods surrounding the proposed development, they would see our actual 
concerns. 
 
Those who are conducting the EIR should come into our neighborhood at different times 
of the day.  A traffic study should be conducted to see the number of cars and big trucks 
that rumble through Ely Blvd South and the decibel readings they generate.  
 
Those who are conducting the EIR report along with the planning department should 
come out and actually see the area in question including the amount of students who 
walk and drive to and from school.  This development does not benefit them, only 
creates potential problems such as increase in auto and pedestrian accidents.  
 
I invite the council and especially our District Four representative to walk the 
neighborhoods surrounding this proposed development to see the impact it will have on 
our community. 
 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration. 
 
Michael P. McBride 

 
 

 





September 9, 2024

Petaluma Planning Commission
11 English St.
Petaluma, CA 94952

RE: Support for Creekwood Housing Project

Dear Chair Mozes, Commissioners, and staff:

I am writing on behalf of Generation Housing to share our endorsement and strong
support for the Creekwood housing project. This project presents an excellent
opportunity to add much-needed housing in an area surrounded by existing
residential communities. More importantly, it offers a housing typology that
addresses a significant gap in the regional housing supply—housing that is
accessible to young families and workforce members seeking homeownership.

Creekwood’s proposed duets and townhomes represent a typology that is essential
for fostering a more inclusive housing market. These "missing middle" homes
provide a much-needed stepping stone for first-time homebuyers, especially young
families who wish to plant their roots in Petaluma and provide stability for their
children, including those who may attend Casa Grande High School.

In addition to providing diverse housing options, Creekwood emphasizes creating
meaningful connections within the community. The project includes a multi-use
pathway adjacent to Adobe Creek, which will link the new homes to the Makenna
Subdivision to the south and the Casa Grande Senior Apartments to the north. This
pathway, along with the proposed pedestrian bridge over Adobe Creek, will create
new opportunities for healthy outdoor exercise, while fostering stronger community
connections by linking existing residential areas on Spyglass Road and beyond. This
type of thoughtful planning demonstrates the developer’s commitment to
enhancing Petaluma’s livability and walkability while encouraging active lifestyles.

We are also particularly excited about the partnership between the developer and
the Housing Land Trust of the North Bay. This collaboration will ensure that 9 of the
homes are set aside for affordable housing, with 5 homes reserved for low-income
households and 4 for moderate-income households. In a time of increasing housing
costs, this partnership helps provide a path to homeownership for residents who
might otherwise be priced out of the market, making a real difference for families
who want to stay in or move to the community.

In conclusion, we believe that Creekwood represents a thoughtful, well-planned
addition to Petaluma’s housing stock. Its focus on housing typologies that are



accessible to a broader range of residents—particularly young families and workforce
members—makes it an invaluable asset to Petaluma’s long-term health and vitality.

We urge you to support this project and help Petaluma take another step toward
addressing our housing needs.

In partnership,

CalumWeeks

Policy Director, Generation Housing





Brenten Sorensen & Sorensen Family 

 

Petaluma, CA 94954 

Regarding: 270 & 280 Casa Grande Road Creekwood Housing Development Project 

 

Dear Creekwood Housing Development, 

 

I am writing to express my objection to the installation of a pedestrian bridge over Adobe Creek 
to connect with the existing Creekside path on the opposite bank over Adobe Creek that would 
link the proposed multi-use walkway with the residential neighborhoods to the east of the project 
site, allowing pedestrian access from these neighborhoods. This would result in increased 
parking and traffic in our cul-de-sac, where my young children and others play, making it unsafe 
for them to be outside due to the increased traffic and use of the side street for parking. 
Additionally, this access would likely encourage overflow parking from the mixed housing units, 
and we wish to preserve our cul-de-sac for future generations. 

On any given day, parking for the neighborhood residents is already at capacity, and adding a 
walking trail would only encourage overflow parking from the Creekwood Housing Development. 
There is already a trail in the area that residents can use; therefore, the walking bridge is not 
necessary to connect the Creekwood Housing Development to our cul-de-sac. 

Furthermore, Adobe Creek is home to various wildlife, including owls and foxes to name a few. 
It is the site where some owls were re-homed, and the addition of this walking path will be 
detrimental to their habitat. The proposed walking path and extra foot traffic, along with the 
debris it will bring, would significantly impact the natural beauty of Adobe Creek. 

I oppose the construction of this walking path and urge the reconsideration of this proposal. 

 

Sincerely, 

Brenten Sorensen 

 

  

 

 

 

 





Monday, September 9, 2024 

Draft EIR “Creekwood” 270 & 280 Casa Grande Rd 
Public Hearing Sept 10, 2024   

Re: Planning Comm members duty of  Due Diligence to assess the  
current conditions for pedestrian, cyclist, vehicle traffic in the 
Casa Grande Rd and ELY traffic circle area. 

Will you each agree to be present during M-F “commute hours” 
(7:30 to 8:55 AM and 3:30 to 6:00 PM); and to also return during 
school pick-up & drop-off  hours? 

If  YES, you’ll take your own measure of  the current conditions for 
residents and HS students in the immediate area of  the proposed 
Creekwood subdivision. 

DRIVE.  (enter Casa Grande Rd from either So McDowell or from 
Lakeville), then drive NE over the Pedestrian crosswalk west of  
McKenna, past the entry exit driveway at McKenna, past the 
proposed Creekwood two entry exit driveways, take an immediate 
right turn to enter PEP Senior Housing parking lot to circle the 
parking lot and then re-enter CG Rd to continue NE to ELY traffic 
circle, (noting multiple “failure to yield/ failure to signal 
infractions”); then re-enter CG Rd to drive SW and find PARKING 
on CG Rd adjacent to two HighSchools. 

PEDESTRIAN  
Exit your parked car to enjoy the pedestrian experience of  crossing that lighted 
crosswalk, then walk NE past the McKenna and Creekwood and PEP driveway to the 
Bus stop adj to PEP parking lot  
Note the speeding violations of  commuting traffic entering ELY from CG Rd … then walk 
from bus stop to the crosswalks at ELY to return to your parked car.  
Upon return to your car, execute the required U turn to return NE on CG Rd…. Perhaps 
to enter proposed Creekwood or existing McKenna or PEP Housing. 



 

 



From: Jack Byrne  
Sent: Tuesday, September 10, 2024 12:02 AM 
To: uorozco@cityofpPetaluma.org 
Subject: COMMENT ON CREEKWOOOD HOUSING DEVELOPMENT – Draft Environmental 
Impact Report 
  
Attn: Uriel Orozco 
Per “Notice of Public Hearing” instructions mailed to us on Creekwood Housing Development, I am 
sending this “Comment via E-mail prior to 4PM on the date of the hearing” scheduled for Sept 10th. ** 
  
<beginning of comment> 
COMMENT ON CREEKWOOOD HOUSING DEVELOPMENT – Draft Environmental Impact 
Report 
In reviewing 4.4-2 Impact on page 2-32:  No mitigation is proposed.  It’s unacceptable that no 
improvement is required or planned for transit service in the area, while the city Staff and Planning 
Commission encourage & propose reduced parking for this Creekwood proposal.   
  
I don’t think Staff takes to heart the Blue Zone objectives and the long-term health of neighborhoods, 
and have not adequately identified & examined the downsides arising from “reduced parking” 
developments like the proposed.  Do you really expect working people to commute to work with transit 
times of up to 1 to 2-1/2 hours per trip if parking and cars are “restricted”?  This isn’t a downtown dense 
walk-to-employment area – it’s the edge of the City.  

• If proposed residents must do these long commute times, I believe you have not adequately 
evaluated the impact on family & neighborhood health of 2-5 daily hours of family absence 
while commuting.  How do you evaluate this impact in order to propose reduced parking, and 
what are your findings?  You are designing the future mental health of Petaluma.  

• Have you evaluated the alternative – that residents will use cars and have to park in adjacent 
neighborhoods?  Have you even studied the impact of past “reduced parking” decisions?  You 
don’t have to look far.  There is even less parking per unit calculated for in the Creekwood 
proposal than in the adjacent and recently completed Casa Grande Subdivision on Del Rancho 
Way (which was reduced parking), which provides an excellent example of past city 
decisions.  The Casa Grande Subdivision residents end up parking in their adjacent 
neighborhood to the South, and are you aware this “domino overflow parking affect” is 
increasing friction between the two neighborhoods?  That indicates that reduced parking for 
Creekwood will worsen conditions and further increase neighborhood vs neighborhood 
friction.  Are city Staff instructed to identify & explore these impacts on neighborhood health – 
or just instructed to encourage reduced parking and more density?  (Note - this is not my 
imagination as city Staff are on record on other subdivision proposals to request reduction of 
parking spaces – not so that alternative space amenities are added, but just to reduce parking 
– e.g. see *)  

  
If this development proposal moves forward, please expect that I and others will be asking the city 
Staff to identify and examine the full impact of reduced parking provisions, instead of just pursuing a 
single-sided direction without regard to future neighborhood and City health.  I look forward to a 
productive and beneficial discussion for a healthy Petaluma.    
  
Jack Byrne 

 
Petaluma, CA 94954 

 
  
Footnote… 
*500 Hopper, 2/22/22 Study Session Report stated “• There should be fewer parking spaces per unit; 
• There is too much street parking”.   
<end of comment> 
  
**In preparing these comments, I saw other online mention of a deadline of 5PM on 9/9, which is in 
conflict with the “4PM day of hearing deadline” in the 8/30 notice we received in the mail.  Please 
accept this comment as officially received in time.   



From: Jean Hazelton < > 
Sent: Tuesday, September 10, 2024 4:01 PM 
To: Orozco, Uriel <uorozco@cityofpetaluma.org> 
Subject: Fwd: EIR Creekwood  
  
[You don't often get email from . Learn why this is important at 
https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification ] 
 
---Warning: Use caution before clicking any attachments. THIS EMAIL IS FROM 
OUTSIDE OUR EMAIL SYSTEM.--- 
 
> 
> I am in total agreement with this email that Carol Crabill sent to you today. Count me 
in as one totally opposed to the current design of the Creekwood Development 
> 
> Jean Hazelton 
>  
> Petaluma 
> 
>> 
>> 
>> 
>>>> On Sep 10, 2024, at 1:00 PM, Carol Crabill < > wrote: 
>>> 
>>>  
>>> Dear City Councilmembers, 
>>> 
>>> If you haven't walked the neighborhood, I wonder if you can understand why the 
Creekwood Housing Development as currently designed should be rethought. 
>>> 
>>> If you haven't 1) witnessed the chaotic traffic on Casa Grande Road during the 
morning drop off and afternoon pick up of Casa Grande High School students, or 2) 
visualized what the new U-shaped street will add to traffic woes or 3) strolled through 
the senior apartments at 400 Casa Grande Road to imagine how three-story 
condominiums will block the winter sun, how can you vote responsibly? 
>>> 
>>> The developers at their June "neighborhood meeting" could not give us even a 
rough estimate of what buyers of Creekwood homes will pay to live there. Who will 
afford to live there? Those who work here and commute long distances to work here? 
Or people who work elsewhere but want to live in Petaluma and will commute 
elsewhere to work? 
>>> 
>>> There are already significant traffic issues on Casa Grande Road, especially 
related to when school is in session. But try to imagine students and neighborhood 
residents exiting during an emergency, such as a wildfire or an earthquake, and the 
possible injury or loss of life due to residential overcrowding across the street from a 



high school that has a student body 1.5 times that of Petaluma High. 
>>> 
>>> The aforementioned three-story condominiums will shade seniors' vegetable 
gardens and wall off the energy- and cost-saving sun to some apartments in winter. 
Please consider restricting the condominiums to two stories, which will lessen the 
negative effect on the residents of this PEP Housing complex. 
>>> 
>>> As you consider how you will vote on this EIR, please consider that, currently, there 
is no representative from District 4 on the Petaluma City Council. Despite the belief that 
some of you have that you represent all Petalumans, you only have the constituents 
from your own districts who, through their votes, hold you accountable. Those of us who 
live in District 4 do not have a representative to hold accountable. 
>>> 
>>> Carol Crabill 
>>> 
>>> 
>>> 
>>> 
>>> 
 






