
Responses to SCTA Funding Program Engagement 9.6.22 

Daily Acts:  

Hi Ross, 

Thank you for reaching out to solicit our input into these projects. Looking over the projects, our only 
comments would be to support funding all three Petaluma projects proposed, especially the "Caulfield 
Avenue Active Transportation Improvements" and the "Transit Service Expansion" as they also were 
recommended by the Petaluma Equitable Climate Action Coalition (PECAC). We would also support the 
Cloverdale traffic calming project due to the historical underinvestment in Cloverdale and their related 
equity challenges. 

We hope this is helpful, 

Kerry Fugett 

SCTA Reply: 

Hi Kerry, 

Thank you for your insightful comments.  SCTA is proposing to fund Lynch Creek Trail, and 
Caufield Ave ATI and will work with the City to identify other funding sources to implement the 
City's other priorities.  Both Cloverdale projects submitted are proposed for funding in the SCTA 
Funding Program Cycle 1. 

Please let us know if you have any other comments or feedback. 

Best, 

   Ross 

Gravenstein Health Action: 

Thank you for including Gravenstein Health Action in your response survey. I can tell you that we are 
very supportive of the projects proposed in Sebastopol.  

sincerely Sandra Bodley 

SCTA will continue to consider the needs of Sebastopol residents when making project selections. 
Thank you for your support. 

Emerald, Sonoma County Resident 

Dear Ross; 

Thank you for contacting Occupy Sonoma County about your proposed projects. OSC is an active 
member of the Sonoma County Climate Activist Network 



(SoCoCAN!).  I encourage you to contact SoCoCAN! for feedback and support from that vast network of 
local climate activists.  I am also happy to respond to your request for feedback on behalf of myself.  We 
have not discussed these issues within OSC, but I am an active participant in SoCoCAN! and I try to stay 
on top of these important issues here in Sonoma County. 

The feedback that I wish to share pertains to bicycle transportation.  I have become increasingly aware 
of how dangerous it is for cyclists to share busy roads with cars and other motorized vehicles.  In other 
words, the bicycle lane on the side of busy streets is an experiment that failed.  Far too many cyclists, 
including children, are killed in those bike lanes.  One death is one too many.  I have been putting a lot of 
thought into this and looking at models in other countries including some that seem to be doing very 
well with providing safe bicycle transportation options.  I am not referring to recreational cycling.  Bike 
paths are lovely and necessary too for exercise and mental health.  I am referring to bicycle 
transportation that takes people daily from home to work to school to shopping to recreation to sports 
and back home - safely.  I read about a study, and I don't remember all the details, but I do recall that 
there was a poll that 67% of people polled said that they would ride bicycles for transportation if it felt 
safe, and that only 3% of the population actually rides bikes.  If we are going to increase the rate of 
people riding their bikes we have to make it safe.  I was stunned to learn recently that a highly devoted 
climate activist I know drives her children back and forth to school every day and forbids her children 
from riding their bicycles to school or on the street - because it isn't safe.  When I was a kid I rode my 
bike everywhere so things sure have changed. The streets have become much more dangerous, or 
maybe it was dangerous then too.   

So, I have been thinking about solutions.  For school kids, what if we made it legal for children under 18 
and anyone of any age with a student ID to ride their bicycle on the sidewalk?  That would make it safer 
for kids on bikes and might increase the number of kids who ride their bikes to school and everywhere 
else.  Or, what if certain streets were closed to through traffic for one hour before and after school so 
that kids could ride safely to school and back home after.  I don't know how much difference it would 
make if speed limits were really low before and after school times.  Speed limits are already lower close 
to schools, but closing streets during limited hours on a planned route for kids might help make it safe 
for them. 

For everyone else, the only real solution that I see is to have designated bicycle paths that are designed 
specifically for bicycle transportation.  They could include a lane for pedestrians and slower wheeled 
vehicles like skateboards, but no cars.  I watched a video recently of the network of bicycle paths in 
Finland (I think it was Finland) where cyclists traveled everywhere on these maintained bike paths in all 
weather including heavy snow.  That video proved that weather is not a deterrent to cycling - it's cars.   

Someone said to me recently that it takes 20 years to make things happen, so that makes it even more 
important to start working on this now.  20 years from now, let's have a network of designated bike 
paths that provide routes all over Sonoma County for people to take to work, school, and all the usual 
daily activities.  Let's close some streets and also make some paths between buildings so that there is a 
network.  Anyone could get out a map and see an ideal network and then look closer at how to create 
that.  And a good idea might not take 20 years - but we should be starting on this now. 

So yes, I am in favor of adding SMART trains and SMART stations anywhere you can.  I am in favor of a 
pedestrian bridge over the 101 close to the SRJC.  I am in favor of subsidizing all public transportation to 
make all of it free to encourage people to stop driving, I am in favor of extending the hours and ranges 



of all the buses, adding more shuttles, more shared transportation aimed for seniors and disabled 
people who can't easily take the bus, make buses clean and pleasant to ride, consider the need for 
public bathrooms to accommodate those taking public transportation, and get rid of the dangerous bike 
lanes where too many people are getting killed and injured. 

Thank you for asking for my input. 

Love, 

Emerald 

SCTA sent a copy of the project list and online survey to the Sonoma County Climate Activist Network, 
as recommended by Emerald.  The other recommendations are in line with SCTA’s efforts to reduce 
traffic fatalities (Vision Zero), active transportation related to local schools (Safe Routes to School) and 
supporting SMART train projects/increasing SMART affordability.  These recommendations will be 
taken into account going forward. 

 

 

 

Taking Action for Living Systems Response 

Hi Ross, 

I understand you are working at Sonoma County Transportation Authority, and I was asked to provide 
you with information on the state road requirements for any new development in Sonoma County.  
These state regulations (CCR Title 14, Division 1.5, Chapter 7, Subchapter 2), called State Minimum Fire 
Safe Regulations, apply to all new development since 1991 in the State Responsibility Area (“SRA” in 
Sonoma County, which is most of the unincorporated land), and since July 2021, to very high fire hazard 
severity zones (VHFHSZ) in or near cities (Local Responsibility Area, “LRA"). They do not require 
upgrading roads for existing development. 

I have been actively working with both the County and State Board of Forestry and Fire Protections 
(BOF) over the past 3 years on these regulations.  I attached a one page summary of these regulations.  
In brief, they require that roads accessing any new development -residential, commercial, or industrial - 
have at least two 10 ft wide traffic lanes (ie, 20 ft min width excluding striping and shoulders), have 
grades no greater than 16% (20% with mitigations), meet strict curve radius dimensions, surface 
requirements, bridge weight requirements, and that no dead-end road be longer than 800 ft to 1 mile, 
depending on size of the smallest parcel served by that road.  For example, if the smallest parcel served 
by the road was >20 acres, the dead-end road could be no longer than 1 mile, and if the smallest parcel 
served was between 5-19.99 acres, the maximum dead-end length is 1/2 mile.  There are additional 
regulations on turnarounds and turnouts, water storage, fuel breaks and greenbelts. 

A key focus of these regulations is to ensure safe concurrent fire apparatus ingress and civilian 
evacuation, and unobstructed traffic circulation during a wildfire emergency (§ 1273.00).  Evacuation is 
already treacherous and clogged on too many rural Sonoma County roads,  as evidenced in the traffic 
jams and back logs in evacuations from wildfires since 2017. 



These regulations are based on PRC 4290, which authorizes BOF to put these regulations in place. The 
BOF is in the final stages formalizing updated regulations, which maintain the same road requirements 
listed above, which have been in effect since 1991. 

The regulations are good, but although they apply to all new development since 1991, the problem is 
that Sonoma County often has not and still does not follow them. There is a very explicit process to 
request exceptions to these standards when the Same Practical Effect can be achieved by alternative 
means, but again, the county has not followed this process in approving commercial developments on 
long, narrow dead-end roads in very high fire risk areas (many of which have burned in recent wildfires). 

Sonoma County has a separate fire safety ordinance that applies in the LRA other than the VHFHSZ of 
the LRA, where the state regulations apply.  The Sonoma County ordinance exempts existing roads from 
needing to meet the regulations.  The county web page on this is very confusing, as the local ordinance 
also uses the title “SRA Fire Safe Regulations”, which is a misnomer as they do not apply in the SRA! 

I would be happy to discuss this with you in more depth by phone. 

Best regards, 

Debby 

 

These suggestions were determined to be more closely related to permitting and regulation in 
Sonoma County.  The response and recommendations were forwarded to Permit Sonoma Director 
Tennis Wick on 8/15/22, who confirmed that the recommendations were reviewed.   

 

Comment from Nancy Adams, Transportation Planner for the City of Santa Rosa.  Submitted during 
SCTA Technical Advisory Committee meeting on 8.25.22: 

“Santa Rosa supports the list of projects that have been put forward throughout the conversation over 
the last year and a half. We think that all these things that the cities and the county are considering for 
transportation investments have a lot of merit. We want to see Sonoma County, and all of the cities 
have the benefit of the transportation of the investments moving forward.  

 

But what I'd like to have in the in the record is that we've had a lot of conversations with the Technical 
Advisory Committee and other groups.  We would like a process developed moving forward that 
addresses some things that I thought weren't as well thought out during this call for projects. Before we 
do a call for projects, we want to be clear on the process and have more flexibility. 

When there is a multi-year call for projects, priorities change. Council members and supervisors change. 
Having the flexibility for locals to add projects and rescale projects based on prioritizations within their 
jurisdiction is an important thing for us to think about moving forward.  

 



Lastly, we want it to be clear how these projects were evaluated, and have it cast a wider net to have 
more inclusivity with all the jurisdictions.  In the past we’ve been able to discuss these projects together 
in person, rather than submitting input and then getting a response.  We’d like to make sure evaluating 
the projects is an inclusive process in the future.” 

  

The following responses were posted to the SCTA Funding Program online survey. 

Full results are linked here: https://scta-rcpa.typeform.com/report/lDMKOBpE/wnIJ014ORzvOe7BF 

Suggestions from the survey, taken into consideration by SCTA: 

“Protected bike lanes on old Petaluma Hill Road both sides from Santa Rosa to Penngrove. Then 
protected bike lanes on old Redwood Highway two Ely Road and along Ely Road to Petaluma. We 
need meaningful and connected like Waze so that people can actually use them to get where they 
need to go. Sharing the road with cars or separated by a painting line is not sufficient. It's dangerous 
and most people don't want to do that. It deters active transportation not to have protected bike 
lanes in every place possible.” 

“Plant trees along SMART path in Santa Rosa” 

“Building protected bike lanes on Old Redwood Highway between Kaiser and Windsor city limit” 

(Suggested for funding) – 

“The SMART bike path in Geyserville” 

“Jennings SMART Crossing” 

“Pedestrian / bike crossing at Smart North and Guerneville Rd” 

“Slow Streets Programs” 

“Make the buses free.” 

“Consider a Fulton SMART Station. This would allow better transit options for west county 
commuters and visitors, especially coming from airport.” 

“More regional planning for transit and interconnectivity between transit agencies.” 

“More protected bike lanes - Summerfield, Sebastopol Road, Stony Point…” 

“Please seriously consider adopting a “Strong Towns” approach to our infrastructure. We need to 
build in some financial resiliency and incremental improvements and encourage development that 
won’t saddle us with too much debt and bad design.” 

“Don’t mess up Airport Blvd more than you already have. It’s a crappy “stroad” and you know it. 
The bike lanes are never swept and there is no reason to widen it. It needs protected bike lanes and 
better pedestrian amenities and shade. Seriously. The new road you built connecting Aviation Blvd 
could have had bike lanes and connected to Windsor and all the jobs at the business park. Instead 
it’s just the same crap road, with no bike access to and from SMART. So- congrats? Let’s look at how 
to adopt a better, more resilient approach.” 

https://scta-rcpa.typeform.com/report/lDMKOBpE/wnIJ014ORzvOe7BF


“It would be great if the white paint on the roads was re-done; I have lived in Sonoma County since 
March 2020 and the paint was pretty bad then on Old Redwood Highway and it has not been 
repainted since then; please keep us safe, it must be the least expensive way for you to do this. 
Thank you.” 

“Connecting Santa Rosa canal bicycle trail to Joe Rodota and taking off those iron things that killed 
the 52 year old bicyclist in August. Thank you.” 

“Increased for complete sidewalk network. Funding to make intersection highly visible, signaled.” 

(Cloverdale) “Create a bike “road” along the SMART right of way until construction for that project 
starts. This could connect Cloverdale to Healdsburg and really show the value of the future, finished 
bike path.” 

(Cotati) “Better bike connections from Cotati to Santa Rosa and Petaluma” 

(Healdsburg) “Connect Healdsburg to Windsor via a temporary bike path along SMART right of way 
that can be removed when and if construction evenly begins on the rail. That is- use the current rail 
right of way until SMART eventually builds the rails again.” 

Please REPAINT white lines on Old Redwood Highway from bridge to Eastside Rd. In places there is 
no more paint; I bicycle to work going this way and I am needing to hope all drivers understand 
there really is a bicycle lane; At Eastside and Old Redwood Highway stop signs the lines are 
completely gone. Please make this simple fix and save lives!!! 

(Santa Rosa) “Joe Rodota trail removal of iron things so bicyclists can't kill themselves accidentally 
on a bicycle trail.” 

(Santa Rosa City Bus) “Better connections between transit agencies county wide. Better 
connections between SMART train and feeder busses.” 

“Integrate SR City bus with County Transit” 

“Funding for expanding more reliable bus service.” 

“Añadir autobuses para disminuir el tiempo de espera en las paradas a 10-5 minutos. - Add buses to 
decrease waiting time at stops to 10-5 minutes.” 

(Sebastopol) “Continue restriping, esp on 116 and dark areas. Difficult to see lanes at night.” 

“PLEASE make it safe for pedestrians and bicyclists aiming to cross Rt. 116 and Rt. 12 in the 
downtown - it is frightful! I still won't take my car around the weirdest method of going on Rt. 116 
West from Bodega Avenue = who planned that????? It is a no-man's land, no warning of which lane 
one must be in to safely go down this fast-moving one-way with 2 or 3 lanes.” 

(SMART) 

“Algo similar a SMART conectando la costa con la ciudad de Sonoma a lo largo de la autopista 12, 
empezando de Santa Rosa a Sonoma en el este y de Santa Rosa a Sebastopol en el oeste. -  

Something similar to SMART connecting the coast with the city of Sonoma along Highway 12, 
starting from Santa Rosa to Sonoma in the east and from Santa Rosa to Sebastopol in the west.” 



(Sonoma) “On street bike parking in around City of Sonoma; mandate on-street or in-front of 
business bike parking in zoning laws.”  

“White and green paint go a long way in safety. Thank you for listening.” 

“Add another bus route to Santa Rosa or Petaluma to improve access. New road to highway 12 to 
help with traffic, getting out of area during an evacuation.” 

 

(Sonoma County TPW) “I am SCARED to DEATH driving on Eastside, CROSSING River Rd., Laguna, 
crossing Guerneville because the roads are incredibly narrow with drop-offs on the side. SLOW the 
traffic??? Build up the drop-offs with big rocks so water can still move along but if we are pulled off 
the road are cars won't tip over? I drive this 4 days a week and am in dread, and I have been driving 
on rural roads for 40 years.” 

 

(Windsor)  “Bike lane widening on North side of Arata between los amigos and Natalie Dr” 

“Protected bike lanes on Windsor Road from Old Red to Shiloh. Finish the SMART bike path. 
Protected bike lanes on Old Redwood from Shiloh to Arata. Protected bike lanes on Windsor River 
Road as applicable. The sharrows are the futon of bike infrastructure- they look like hell, they hardly 
work and they’re uncomfortable to use for a long time. Also- two Windsor shuttle buses, fifteen 
minute loops, north loop and south loop, meet at the Town Green.” 

“Stop improvements, shelters, route maps, marquees. Real-time updates on bus location via app.” 

“Better signs to ensure cars staying on Old Redwood Highway know to stay in left lane at certain 
points; keep the bicycle lanes painted green, that is incredibly helpful!!” 

 

Full survey results can be viewed here: 

https://scta-rcpa.typeform.com/report/lDMKOBpE/wnIJ014ORzvOe7BF 

 

The survey was promoted in the SCTA newsletter and on SCTA social media channels, including 
Facebook, Twitter and LinkedIn.   

Relevant comments generated on Facebook are included here: 

“Can we please get Lakeville Highway between the back gate of Sonoma Raceway to Highway 37 
replaced? It’s sinking.” 

“More bike paths/lanes for those that don't own a car!” 

“What is needed is for Golden Gate Transit to takeover service operations between Santa Rosa and 
Ukiah. This 1 roundtrip a day from MTA is ridiculous.” 

“A bike path along 116. People are doing 70 in the four-lane section and there's no shoulder.” 

https://scta-rcpa.typeform.com/report/lDMKOBpE/wnIJ014ORzvOe7BF

